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Mr. McMILLIN. If the gentleman will permit me, I wish to make 
a single suggestion in the line of his remarks. I do not think I exag- 
gerate when I say that two-thirds of these bills proposing large increases 
of ion which go through here obtain their passage in this House 
under agreement that there shall be a reduction. This proceeding has 
come to be almost farcical. 

Mr. SPOONER. I think if the gentleman will permit me I can ex- 

lain 
: Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. To his satisfaction what I supposed, if a secret at 
all, was an open secret. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I do not hear what the gen- 
tleman says. 

Mr. SPOONER. The passage of private pension bills in this House, 
as the gentleman, as well as the remainder of the House, well under- 
stands, takes place at the Friday evening sessions, where such matters 
are the special order. It is also known that at these evening sessions, 
though the business may be of the utmost importance, there is not at 
any time a quorum of the House present. It is also well understood 
by those who have attended the evening sessions of the House that 
upon some of these bills where the great majority of those present, as 
well as the great majority of the House, are in favor of a certain bill 
covering a certain rate of pension, we almost always have in attend- 
ance at these evening sessions one or more gentlemen who obstruct the 
action of those constituting a majority of those present, and also, as I 
have suggested, a vast majority of this House. At such evening ses- 
sions it is im ible frequently to secure the deliberate action which 
should gmbody in itself the expression of the majority of those present 
or of e of the House itself; and consequently, in order that 
the business at such sessions shall not be obstructed and the e of 
all bills prevented, it has been usual for some of us to submit under pro- 
test, as we have, to the dictation, as it has been, of one or more gentle- 
men insisting that his or their judgment shall be superior to the judg- 
ment of the majority of this House and of the vast majority of those 
present at such evening sessions. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Does the gentleman admit that this is a trick to 
get around the amendments put upon the bill in the House? 

Mr. SPOONER. I admit that it is a trick on the part of a single 
member who undertakes, in the absence of a majority of the House, to 
prevent the House from transacting the business it desires to transact. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. That was not the point. The gentleman evades 
the question. Does he admit that this is a parliamentary trick to get 
rid of whatever amendments may be put on in the House? If he does, 
I think he does himself and the House an injustice. i 

Mr. SPOONER. The gentleman need not get excited. Isay it is 
in the course of regular legislative procedure 

Mr. SCOTT. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. 

Mr. SCOTT. If there isso large a majority in favor of the policy of 
which the gentleman speaks, is it not the prerogative of this vast ma- 
jority to come here on Friday evenings and carry such measures 
through? 

Mr. SPOONER. I think the gentleman who has been ‘‘conspicuous 
by his absence?“ on such occasions can answer for himself at least. 
[Laughter.] I have been willing to be present 

Mr. SCOTT. I have been present in this city and this House every 
day since Christmas 

Mr. SPOONER. Evenings we were talking of. 

Mr. SCOTT. Evenings and all. 

Mr. SPOONER. Now, Mr. Speaker, a word as to the merits of this 
particular bill. It is proposed to increase the pension of one of the most 
valiant soldiers who went from my State into the late war. He had 
previously served with distinction during the Mexican war. In the 
first three years’ regiment which went from my State he was appointed 
colonel. He distinguished himself at the battle of Bull Run, as he had 
previously done in the organization of his regiment. At the battle of 
Bull Run, at the head of his regiment, he received the wound of which 
heafterward died, leaving his wife with two daughters and anaged mother 
dependent upon her forsupport, and leaving no property by which they 
might be maintained. 

I have had, sir, from the leading citizens of my State, including its 
present governor, most urgent requests that this case should be con- 
sidered and the pension increased to the reasonable sum named in the 
Senate bill. 

When the case was considered at one of these evening sessions only 
one gentleman opposed the amount named in the Senate bill, and 
threatened unless some change was made, or if the bill was pressed, a 
quorum would be demanded and the bill defeated, and the remainder 
of the pension business at that evening session would also be pre- 
vented from receiving attention. I accordingly permitted the gentle- 
man to offersuch an amendment as he saw fit, as I could not prevent it. 

The House committee had reported favorably on the Senate bill, and 
it was the opinion of the Senate Committee on Invalid Pensions that 
the Senate bill was a fair and proper one under the circumstances, and 
should been acted into law. On the conference the result occurred 


which I presumed would occur; the House conferees and the Senate 
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conferees represented, as I believed then, and as I believe now, the sen- 
timents of the vast majority of this House, who are in favor of the pas- 
sage of the Senate bill without the House amendment. I performed 
not only my duty on that committee as representing myself but the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, which had made a favorable report on 
the Senate bill, and I also, as I believed, and as the test on this bill 
will show, represented the sentiments of the House of Representa- 
tives, and as my friend behind me says, the country as well. [Ap- 
plause. ] 

I reserve the remainder of my time. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I hope gentlemen will agree on both sides of the 
House to fix some time when this debate shall close. 

Mr. SPOONER. I hold the floor and reserve the balance of my 
time. Unless some other gentleman wishes to be heard, I will demand 
the previous question. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I was under the impression 
I had the floor, and only yielded to the gentleman from Rhode Island 
to make an explanation. 

Mr. SPOONER. I will yield to the gentleman from Indiana [Mr 
CHEADLE] for five minutes. s 

Mr. BLAND. The gentleman from Rhode Island took his seat, 

The SPEAKER. But he reserved his time. 

Mr. BLAND. He took his seat and yielded up the floor. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I thought I had the floor, 
and yielded to the gentleman from Rhode Island. 

Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman in charge of a bill is always recog- 
nized. i 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Rhode Island yields five min- 
utes to the gentleman from Indiana, 

Mr. SCOTT. Is the gentleman from Rhode Island in favor of the 
bill, or opposed to it? 

The SPEAKER. TheChair does not know. He hasan hour under 
the rules, and has yielded five minutes of his time to the gentleman 
from Indiana. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I only want to have one or 
two minutes before this matter is closed. I supposed I had the floor, 
and yielded to the gentleman. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman did have the floor in his own right 
but yielded it, as the Chair understood. The gentleman from Rhode 
Island yielded for five minutes to the gentleman from Indiana [Mr 
CHEADLE]. There is no difficulty. The gentleman can have the 
floor, unless the previous question should be demanded. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I do not wish to be cut out 
altogether. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. CHEADLE] is entitled 
to the floor for five minutes. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Mr. Speaker, one remark which fell from the lips 
of the distinguished gentleman has brought me to my feet. He said 
the opposition made to this measure on last Friday night’s session was 
a trick. Now, I deny that it was a trick. 

He also says that I insisted, unless certain concessions should be 
made, which were made subsequently, that I would stop legislation. 
I want to call the attention of the gentleman and of the House to the 
RECORD, on page 1805, wherein the language I used is recorded, and 
where I said: 

I will state to the eonan that Iam perfectly willing for that bill to go over 
toa full House, If that is not acceptable I shall call a quorum, 

That is what I said and all I said. I took the same position upon 
that measure that I have taken uniformly upon every other bill of a 
similar character that has come up for consideration in this Congress. 
The husband of the claimant in this case was a colonel. The general 
law fixes the amount of pension to which she is entitled at $30 a month. 
The rule of the Committee on Invalid Pensions is to give to the widows 
of brigadier-generals $50 a month, but not to widows of officers below 
that grade. The amendment, Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the 
House, was the proposition of the gentleman himself, and he asked me 
if I would accept it if he reduced the amount to $30 a month. Of 
course I could not object, because that amount is what the general law 
allows anyhow. I appeal to the RECORD to justify the statement I 
make that it was not a trick, but an open, frank, honest investigation 
of that particular case; and I say to ths House that neither by the gen- 
eral law of the land nor by the rule adopted by the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions has the claimant in this bill any title whatever to the 
sum of $50 fixed by the bill. 

Mr. SPOONER. If the gentleman from Kentucky desires it I will 
yield him now such time as he desires. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I only want a few minutes. 

Mr. Speaker, I know nothing whatever of the merits of this case; I 
have not investigated it. Itcomesfrom the Committeeon Invalid Pen- 
sions. It is the duty of the House to investigate the facts, and if the 
pension is not sufficient under the circumstances, and the services were 
conspicuous and gajlant, it is farther the duty of the House to do not 
only what is just but what is generous. 

But, sir, I have succeeded in doing all I desired when I took the floor 
on this report. I have called the attention of the House to the extreme 
slimness of the meetings of Friday night sessions as a rule, allowing 
each member to take his share of the blame, whether he ought to be 
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present or not, being willing at the same time to take my own share 
with the others. I have culled attention to the parliamentary pro- 
cedure,” as my friend from Rhode Island [Mr. SPOONER] euphoniously 
calls it, by which pension bills are passed through the House with the 
understanding that they shall carry certain amounts, and after being 
through the House by a parliamentary p ing, to use 
anguage again, of a conference report that understanding is vio- 
lated and the judgment of the House di ed. 

Having done that, I have accomplished all I desire. If the gentle - 
man from Rhode Island is satisfied that it is a proper proceeding for 
gentlemen on this floor to say that they will consent to the passage ot 
a bill in the nature of a compromise, and they get the benefit of the 
compromise, and then violate its terms because they subsequently have 
the power to do so, I have no observations whatever to submit. 

Mr, SCOTT rose. 

a SPOONER. Iyield three minutes to the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania. 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Speaker, I desire to protest against the insinua- 
tions thrown out by the gentleman from Rhode Island, that when any 
member on this side questions any pension bill presented here, that 
we, as a body, are to be charged with opposing the whole pension sys- 
tem. I will say to that gentleman, that during the time I have held 
a seat on this floor I have voted for as many of these bills as he has. 
It was only yesterday, sir, when I cast my vote fortwoofthem. But 
when you take up the daily papers and find that within twelve minutes 
forty-two private pension bills have passed the Senate of the United 
States, when you come to take up these bills and examine them, as was 
the case only a short time ago, and find a bill passed there and sent over 
here from the Senate, which was passed by the House subsequently, 
placing upon the pension-roll a pensioner who was already upon the 
pension-roll under a similar bill at the same rate three years ago, I 
think, sir, it is full time that we should ask ourselves whether this 
paeo legislation i is not becoming so loose and so discreditable to the 

ouse that if it is allowed to go on in the future, as it has been allowed 
in the past, the whole system will be uprooted from bottom to top. 

That is all I wished to say. 

Mr. SPOONER. I willnot quarrel with the gentleman from Pénnsyl- 
vania as to his statement that he has voted for as many pension bills 
as I have, if he would only keep the record even by voting for this one. 

Mr. SCOTT. I do not say I will not. 

Mr. SPOONER. Idemand the previous question upon the adoption 
of the report. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The question was put on the adoption of the sins and there were 
on a division—ayes 78, noes 27. 

Mr. CHEADLE. No quorum. 

Mr. SPOONER. I demand the yeas and nays. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Oh, no; let us take the vote by tellers. 

Mr. SPOONER. I withdraw the demand. 

Mr. SOWDEN. I renew it. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the affirmative—yeas 
131, nays 69, not voting 122; as follows: 


YEAS—1i31. 
Allen, Mass, 7 Lawler, Ryan, 
Allen, Mich. Dunn, Le Sawyer, 
Anderson, Iowa Ermentrout, Lind, Scott, 
Anderson, Kans. Farquhar, Lodge, Scull, 
Arnold, Felton, Long, Seney, 
Finley, . 
Baker, III. A Sherman, 
Brg Gaines, ee reals 
am, Š cKenna, wW 
Gear, c Spinola, 
Bound, Gest, Milliken, Spooner, 
Boutelle, Grosvenor, Morii, Springer, 
Bowden, Grout, , Mo: e, 
Brewer, Guenther, Morrow, 
Brown, Ohio Nelson, es, 
Brown, J. R., Va. Harmer, O'Donnell, 
Bryce, Ha % Osborne, Taylor, E. B., Ohio. 
Burrows, Hayden, Owen, Taylor, J. D., Ohio. 
Butterworth, Hayes, Parker, Thomas, Ky. 
Campbell, F., N. V. Henderson, Iowa Patton, Thomas, Wis. 
Cannon, H Payson, Thompson, Ohio. 
Chi 2 HI 8 8 Turner, Kans, 
pman, er, 
Clark, Hitt, Phelps, Vandever, 
Cogswell, olman, Plumb, ade, 
x Holmes, Posey, Weaver, 
Cooper, Hopkins, III. ese Weber, 
Cox, Hunter, Randall, Whiting, Mass. 
Cummings, s Reed, Wickham, 
Kelley, Rice, Williams, 
Darlington, Kennedy, Rockwell, Woodburn, 
De Lano, Ketcham, Romeis, Yoder. 
X La Follette, Rowell, 
NAYS—69. 
Abbott, Breckinridge, Ark. Cheadle, Davidson, 
Allen, Miss. Breckinridge, Ky. Cobb, Elliott, 
rson, Bynum, ran, Enloe, 
Campbell, Ohio Cowles, Forney, 
— Can Jona Crisp, Glass, 
Blount, Davideon, Ala, Hare, 


Hatch, Lanham, Penington, Tillman, 
Heard, Latham, Richardson, v. 
Henderson, N.O. Martin, Turner, Ga. 
II McClammy, Rowlaud, Vance, 
Hooker, M x Sayers, Walker, 
Hopkins, Va. McMillin, Smith, Washington, 
Jo McRae, Stewart, s 
Kerr, Montgomery, Stewart, Ga, Wise, 
Kilgore, Moore, Stone, Ky, 
Laffoon, Onthwaite, Stone, Mo. 
Landes, Peel, Tarsney, 
NOT VOTING—122. 
vis, Laird, Pidcoe! 
Anderson, III. Dibble, Lane, Pugs! — 
Baker, N. Y. Dingiey, Lee, Rayner, 
es, Dougherty, L Robertson, 
x un X Lynch, Russell, Mass, 
Belden, Fisher, Russell, Conn, 
Fitch, Maffett, Rusk, 
Blanchard, Flood, Mahoney, Shaw, 
iss, Foran, Maish, Simmons, 
Bowen, Ford, Mansur, Snyder, 
Brower, French, Matson, Stahlnecker, 
Browne, T. H. B., Va. Funston, McComas, Stewart, Vt. 
Browne, Ind. v. McCormick, Stockdale, 
Brumm, Gibson, McKinney, Struble, 
Buc! Š Glover, McShane, Thomas, III 
Buckalew, ff, Me: Thompson, Cal, 
Bunnell, Granger, Mills, arner, 
3 aai Morgan, West, 
Butle Hem epen; Morse, White, Ind. 
Campell, T. J., N. V. Henderson, III. Neal, White, N. Y. 
Carito: Hogg, Newton, Whiting, Mich. 
Clary, Hopkins, N. Y. Nichols, Whitthorne, 
Clements, Houk, Norwood, Wilber, 
Cockran, 0 Nutting, Wilkins, 
Collins, Hudd, Wilkinson, 
Compton, Hutton, O’ Ferrall, Wilson, Minn, 
Crain, Johnston, Ind. O' Neall, Ind. Wilson, W. Va. 
C Jones, O'Neill, Pa, Yardley, 
Culberson, Kean, O'Neill, Mo Yost. 
Daizell, 5 Perry, 
Davenport, dilaw, Phelan, 


So the report of the committee of conference was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. DOCKERY, by unanimous consent, the reading of 
the names was dispensed with. 

The following pairs were announced until farther notice: 
r. CLEMENTS with Mr. Gorr. 

. FORD with Mr. GUENTHER. 

. Prpcock with Mr. BRUMM. 

. PERRY with Mr. CROUSE. 

. GLOVER with Mr. BUNNELL. 

. BARRY with Mr. Yost. 

. COCKRAN with Mr. NUTTING. 

. GREENMAN with Mr. YARDLEY. s 

. PHELAN with Mr. BUTLER. 

. MANSUR with Mr. WARNER. 

. WHITTHORNE with Mr. LYMAN. 

. McSHANE with Mr. LAIRD. 

. SNYDER with Mr. BOWEN. 

Mr. NEAL with Mr. HOUK. 2 

Mr. CoLLINS with Mr. ALLEN, of Massachusetts. 

Mr. BucKALEW with Mr. DALZELL, until February 18. 
Mr. OATES with Mr. STEWART, of Vermont, until the 18th instant. 
The following pairs were announced for this day: 

Mr. WILKINS with Mr. LAIDLAW. 

Mr. FRENCH with Mr. THomas H. B. BROWNE. 

Mr. LEE with Mr. McCormick. 

Mr. STocKDALE with Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. GRANGER with Mr. HOPKINS, of New York. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota, with Mr. Davis. 

„ ROBERTSON with Mr. DUNHAM. 

. Witson, of West Virginia, with Mr. RUSSELL, of Connecticut. 
Mr. RAYNER with Mr. McComas. 

. WHITING, of Michigan, with Mr. StRUBLE. 

Mr. HEMPHILL with Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. 

Mr, DAVIS. I find that I am paired, and therefore I withdraw my 
vote. : 

The vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. SPOONER moved to reconsider the vote by which the confer- 
ence report was agreed to; and also moved that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. FISHER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found duly enrolled bills of the following 
titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 12443) granting to the St. Paul, Minneapolis and Mani- 
toba Railway Company the right of way through the White Earth In- 
dian reservation, in the State of Minnesota; 

A bill (H. R. 11300) granting a pension to George H. Burgess; 

A bill (H. R. 424) granting a pension to Elizabeth Myers; 
ee bill (H. R. 9408) granting an increase of pension to Stephen L. 


earney; 
A bill (H. R. 10216) granting a pension to William Fowler; 
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1 granting a pension to John Ebert; 

10474) granting a pension to Doreus Alford; 
10639) granting a pension to John Y. Hooper; 

. 10879) increasing the pension of Permelia Smith; 


H. R. 
H. R. 
H. R. 

R 


A bill (H. R. 10975) granting a pension to John H. Starr; 

A bill (H. R. 11311) granting a pension to James Metcalf; 

A bill (H. R. 11430) to increase the pension of Harlan E. King; 

A bill 105 R. 11515) granting a pension to Charles G. Sanders; 

A bill (H. R. 11466) granting a pension to Mary A. Selbach; 

A bill (H. R. 10882) granting a pension to Naney Hamilton; 

A bill (. R. 10791) granting a pension to Marinda Wakefield Reed; 
A bill (H. R. 10301) for the relief of Emily Cross; 


A bill (H. R. 917) for the relief of Julianna Muller; 

A bill (H. R. 2428) granting an increase of pension to William H. 
Koch; 

A bill (H. R. 1 for the relief of Stephen Williams; 

A bill (H. R. 11736) granting a pension to Margaret M. Nugent; 

A bill (H. R. 11741) granting a pension to Alexander M. Boatright; 

A bill (H. R. 11871) for the relief of Hardin County, Kentucky; 

A bill (H. R. 11993) granting a pension to Mary A. Long; 

A bill (H. R. 12006) granting a pension to Leonard Schaefer; 

A bill (H. R. 12047) granting an increase of pension to George Col- 


well; 5 - : 
A bill (H. R. 12506) granting an increase of pension to Patrick Ge- 


hty; 

7 bill (H. R. 11924) granting a pension to Annie Balser; 

A bill (H. R. 6535) granting a pension to Mary Gray; 

A bill (H. R. 10780) for the relief of Benjamin E. Snyder; 

A bill (H. R. eae granting a pension to Charles Schuler; 

A bill (H. R. 12303 ting a pension to Ester Gaven; 

A bill (H. R. 3766) for the relief William Pfaender; 

A bill (H. R. 3888) granting a pension to Mary H. Stacy; 

A bill (H. R. 4789) for the relief of George W. Sampson and Ben- 
jamin Henricks, of Austin, Tex. ; 

A bill (H. R. 5790) granting a pension to Mary Whitney; 

A bill (. R. 6598) granting a pension to Maria Brasted; 

A bill (H. R. 6886) granting a pension to Hannah McKee; 

A bill 5 R. 7123) for the relief of Catharine Mutz; 

A bill (H. R. 7566) granting a pension to George W. Lloyd; 

A bill (H. R. 8406) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to 
place the name of Cara Curtis on the pension. roll; 

A bill (H. R. 8801) granting a pension to William Logan; 

A bill (H. R. 9179) granting a pension to W. B. Green; 

A bill (S. 3949) to enable the President to protect the interests of 
the United States in Panama; and 

A bill (S. 3865) to provide for writs of error or appeals to the Su- 
preme Court of the United States in all cases involving the question of 
the jurisdiction of the courts below. i 


DUTY ON TIMBER. ` 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, from the Committee on Ways 
and Means, reported back favorably the bill (H. R.3250) to amend 
section 2506 of the Revised Statutes, as amended by the act of March 
3, 1883, relating to the duty on timber in certain cases; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee ofthe Whole House on the state of the Union, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the call of committees for re- 

rts, 

* INTERNAL-REVENUE LAWS. 


Mr. RANDALL, from the Committee on Appropriations, reported 
back with amendment the bill (H. R. 12131) to amend the internal- 
revenue laws; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 


to be printed. 
I desire to file the views of the minority on that 


See FORNEY. 
l. 
Mr. RANDALL. I had intended to ask that that might be done. 
Mr. FORNEY. And that they be ordered to be printed. 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. BLOUNT. I ask unanimous consent to dispense with the morn- 
ing hour, and pending that I request that gentlemen be allowed to file 
reports. 

Ir. SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. HERMANN. And also that members having bills for reference 
may introduce them. 
ge SPEAKER. Next Monday is the day for the introduction of 


Mr. DOCKERY. I suggest that we take one request at a time. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Georgia? The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. The gen- 
tleman from Oregon asks unanimous consent that all gentlemen having 
bills to introduce be allowed to present them to the Clerk for refer- 
ence to appropriate committees. Is there ohjection? The Chair hears 
none, and it is so ordered. 


FILING OF REPORTS. 

The following reports were filed by being handed in at the Clerk’s 
desk: 

BRANCH POST-OFFICE, WASHINGTON, D. C. 

Mr. ENLOE, from the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, 
reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 12108) to authorize the Post- 
master-General to rent a suitable building on Capitol Hill, in the city 
of Washington, for use as a branch of the Washington city post-office; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

NEW MEXICO. 

Mr. SPRINGER, from the Committee on the Territories, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 12592) to enable the people of New 
Mexico to form a constitution and State government, etc.; which was 
referred tothe Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

BUILDING FOR UNITED STATES GEOLOGICAL SURVEY. 

Mr. DIBBLE, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
reported back with amendment the bill (H. R. 11689) for the erection 
of a public building forthe use and accommodation of the United 
States Geological Survey upon the Government reservation in the city 
of Washington, D. C.; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

ROBLEY D. EVANS AND RICHARD M. GREEN. 

Mr. VANCE, from the Committee on Patents, reported back favor- 
ably the bill (H. R. 11479) for the relief of Robley D. Evans and Rich- 
ard M. Green; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

PHILIP s. POST. 

Mr. TAULBEE, from the Committee on Claims, reported back favor- 
ably the bill (H. R. 11481) for the relief of Philip S. Post; which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole Heuse on the Private Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

BRIDGE ACROSS OSAGE RIVER. 

Mr. CRISP, from the Committee on Commerce, reported back with 
amendment the bill (H. R. 12389) authorizing the construction of a 
bridge across the Osage River atsome accessible point in the county of 
Benton and in the State of Missouri; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed, 

BRIDGE ACROSS MISSOURI RIVER. 

Mr. CRISP also, from the Committee on Commerce, reported back 
favorably the bill (S. 3146) authorizing the construction of a bridge 
over the Missouri River at or near Kansas City, Kans., and not over 10 
miles above the Hannibal and St. Joseph Railway bridge atKansas City, 
Mo.; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and, with accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

EDWARD P. ALSBURY. 

Me. STONE, of Kentucky, from the Committee on War Claims, re- 
5 back favorably the bill (H. R. 11850) for the relief of Edward 

. Alsbury, sole surviving heir of Harriette R. Alsbury, deceased; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

JOHN H. LIGHTER. ; 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, also, from the Committee on War Claims, 
reported a bill (H. R. 12599) for the relief of John H. Lighter, adminis- 
trator of Peter Lighter, deceased; which was read a Hrst and second 
time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

H. B. ROHRBACK. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, also, from the Committee on War Claims, 
reported a bill (H. R. 12600) for the relief of H. B. Rohrback; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 


SUPERVISING SURGEON-GENERAL MARINE HOSPITAL SERVICE, 

Mr. CLARDY, from the Committee on Commerce, reported back favor- 
ably the joint resolution (S. R. 124) relating to the salary of the Super- 
vising Surgeon-General of the Marine-Hospital Service; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


LANDS IN LIEU OF MINERAL LANDS, CALIFORNIA, 


Mr. MCKENNA, from the Committee on the Public Lands, reported 
back favorably the bill (S. 419) to enable the State of California to take 
lands in lieu of the sixteenth and thirty-sixth sections found to be min- 
eral lands; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed, 
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EFFICIENCY OF THE SIGNAL SERVICE. 

Mr, CUTCHEON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
back the bill (H. R. 5604) to promote the efficiency of the Signal Serv- 
ice; which was referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 

FILING OF BILLS, 
3 ſollowing bills were filed by being handed in at the Clerk's 
* ATLANTIC AND PACIFIC RAILROAD COMPANY. 

Mr. McRAE introduced a bill (H. R. 12601) to forfeit the rights to 
lands granted to the Atlantic and Pacific Railroad Company for a branch 
road; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

ROAD TO NATIONAL CEMETERY, LEBANON, KY. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY introduced a bill (H. R. 12602) to macadamize 
the road from the Lebanon and Campbellsville Turnpike Company's road 
to the national cemetery near Lebanon, in Marion County, Kentucky; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


MONUMENT ON BATTLE-FIELD OF GETTYSBURGH. 


Mr. OWEN introduced a bill (H. R. 12603) to erect a monument to 
the division of Regulars on the battle-field of Gettysburgh; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Library, 
and ordered to be printed. 

POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. BLOUNT. I move that the House resolve itself into Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the purpose of con- 
sidering general appropriation bills. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
Mr, TURNER, of Georgia, in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole for the 
p of considering the Post-Office appropriation bill. The Clerk 
will read the pending amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

It is proposed, in line 10, on page 7, to strike out flve and insert eight,“ 
making it $6,850,000, 

The CHAIRMAN. On this amendment a vote was had by tellers, 
on which it appeared that no quorum had voted. The point of no 
quorum having been insisted upon, the tellers will take their places. 

Mr. BLOUNT and Mr. CANNON took their places as tellers, and sub- 
sequently reported—ayes 86, noes 87. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the next amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert, after the word pravide,“ in line 14, page 7, the following: 

* Provided further, That the aggregate salaries as fixed by such classification 
shall not exceed the sum hereby appropriated.” 

Mr. PETERS. As the amendment of the gentleman from Illinois 
did not carry I see no necessity for this amendment now. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The necessity for it is that under the classification 
the salaries will be fixed, and whether we appropriate or not they will 
be fixed salaries and a charge upon the Treasury. 

Mr. PETERS. The objection to that is this: It is almost conceded 
by those Who have examined this subject, composed partly of those 
who are opposed to the Cannon amendment, that in case there was not 
a sufficient amount appropriated the amount could be brought in in 
the deficiency bill shortly after the convening of the next Con 
Now, if you place this provision on this law, you thereby absolutely 
tie the hands of the Postmaster-General, and you simply cripple the 
service for the incoming year. The Postmaster-General, with this 
provision in here, tying his hands, must absolutely take notice that he 
must be confined to the appropriation that is made in the bill, and 
that he will have no discretion whatever; that no discretion can be 
allowed to him by reason of the contingencies of the service, or by rea- 
son of any misjudgment in regard to the appropriations that are made 
to carry out this new classification scheme. 

Now then, I say that it is unjust, not only to the post-office service, 
but to the incoming administration, to tie the hands of that adminis- 
tration by such a limitation as this, a limitation that has never before 
been placed on any Post-Office appropriation bill. We who have had 
experience with this branch of the service know that the large and 
ever-increasing need for the extension of the mail service demands the 
exercise of a certain amount of discretion on the part of the Postmaster- 
General, and we know also that during the present administration such 
discretion has been exercised; and I submit to my friend from Indiana 

[Mr. Hol tAN] whether it is exactly fair or exactly in harmony with 
the proper order of things for him to come in here now, in view of the 
incoming of a new administration, and endeavor by this limitation to 
tie the hands of that administration and deprive it of any discretion 
whatever in this matter. 

Mr. HOLMAN. My friend from Kansas must bear in mind that 
there is now and has been for many years a limitation upon the Post- 
Office Department as to its expenditure for clerk-hire. 
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Mr. PETERS. Then why put this limitation? 

Mr. HOLMAN. The restriction has been made in the current law. 
We have appropriated so much money for this purpose, and the Post- 
Office Department has no power to create any liability for such service 
beyond the appropriation. As tothe incoming administration, it is be- 
ing treated with a degree of liberality unknown heretofore so far as the 
Post-Office Department is concerned. By this bill we are adding to the 
appropriation $600,000, which is more than $200,000 in excess of the 
amount carried in any preceding appropriation bill of this kind. What 
does the gentleman propose? If the Post-Office Department think 
proper to classify so as to involve large expenditure, then that expend- 
iture will remain a charge upon the Treasury. The Postmaster-Gen- 
eral can fix the salaries at just what he pleases. He can, by the clas- 
sification, double the amount of expenditure over and above the appro- 
priation, and there is ro mode whatever of imposing any limitation 
upon him that I know of, except by the proposition which has been 
submitted. 

Mr. COX. Will the gentleman from Indiana answer a question ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. COX. Is there not an existing law which prevents his expend- 
ing money in excess of the appropriation? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, this bill uproots all that. 

Mr. COX. But is there not such a law? 

Mr. HOLMAN. None that applies to this classification. 

Mr. COX. Is there not a general law on the subject? 

Mr. HOLMAN. None that applies to this classification. If this 
bill is passed in the form in which it now stands the salaries can be 
fixed by the Postmaster-General at whatever he pleases, and if we do 
not appropriate the money now it must be appropriated hereafter. 

Mr. COX. Lask the gentleman’s attention to the law. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It does not apply to this. 

Mr. COX. I think it does. The law is general, and it does apply 
to this matter, and therefore I think there is no occasion for the ad- 
ditional limitation that is proposed. 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. 
PETERS] is laboring under a mistake. If he will examine section 
3679 of the Revised Statutes of the United States he will find a pro- 
vision that no Department of the Government shall expend in any 
one fiscal year any sum in excess of appropriations made by the Con- 
gress for that fiscal year, or involve the Government in any contract 
for the future payment of money in excess of such appropriation,” 
That has been the law since 1870. 

Mr. PETERS, If my friend will allow me, that is just what I 
stated awhile ago, that we have a law now limiting this expenditure, 
and that consequently there is no need to duplicate it by this proposed 
limitation. 

Mr. ROGERS. My friend from Kansas has forgotten what he did 
say. After the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] had directed 
his attention to the fact that there was a law of this character, then he 
took the position which he is now assuming. But the answer to that 
is patent. There is grave doubt in the minds of good lawyers as to 
what the effect of the passage of this bill is to be upon this section of the 
Revised Statutes when construed in connection withit. Now, if theré 
is any doubt, it is an all-important matter that the limitation pro- 

by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] shall go upon 
this bill, so that when the bill comes to be construed it shall be con- 
strued in the same way that previous administrations have construed 
previous ‘appropriation bills making provision for the support of the 
Government for each fiscal year. 

There is anotherreason, Mr. Chairman—not astrong reason, I think, 
to the legal mind, but still a reason—and that is, that the present ad- 
ministration, in more than one Department of the Government—and I 
have no doubt that preceding administrations have done the same 
thing—has, by some sort of construction, created deficiencies in various 
Departments in violation of the express provision of the statute. At 
a later day, when the deficiency bill shall be under consideration, and 
when my voice shall be in better condition than to-day, I shall under- 
take to show that what I have just stated is true in practice. So that 
the Congress, which is the great controlling power of the purse of this 
Government, ought to emphasize its settled purpose that no Depart- 
ment of the Government shall have unlimited access to the Treasury, 
but that, on the contrary, the purse-strings of the nation shall remain 
in the hands of the Congress of the United States, where they were 
placed by the Constitution. 

For, under the Constitution, no expenditure of public money can be 
made except in virtue of appropriations made in pursuance of law. 
Therefore Congress, emphasizing this principle of the Constitution as 
I now recollect it, has declared that these Departments must be limited 
to such appropriations as are made by Con in the exercise of its 
discretion and judgment in providing for the support of the Govern- 
ment. 

I hope, therefore, Mr. Chairman, thatif weare to adopt this measure 
we shall put upon it the amendment of the gentleman from Indiana, 
so that it may be made as emphatic and definite and certain as any- 
thing can be made by public law that no Department or officer of this 
Government shall have the power to do what he pleases with the pub- 
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lic money, and that no Department or officer shall have the power to 
make contracts without authority of law or to create claims upon the 
Treasury which Congress will afterwards be compelled to recognize, as 
we shall be compelled before Congress adjourns to recognize certain 
matters of this kind from a sense of common decency, common justice, 
and common honesty. 

Mr. PETERS. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. 
RoGERS] has entirely misapprehended the position I took, as I think I 
can couvince him in a very few moments, The law at present on the 
statute-book contains that general limitation upon the power ofall the 
Executive Departments; yet there has been a discretion exercised by the 
present Postmaster-General as well as all preceding Postmasters-General 
whenever there was a necessity that could not possibly be foreseen at 
the time the appropriation bill was This discretion has fre- 
quently been exercised in the enlargement of the service in the exten- 
sion of postal routes when rendered necessary in consequence of the 
growth of new cities and the increase of existing offices from third-class 
or second-class offices to first-class offices. It has become a custom 
wherever such necessities have existed for the Postmaster-General to go 
on and do what the necessities of the service required; and this custom 
has acquired somewhat the force of a law. 

Now, if that custom is to beabrogated; if you are to say to the Post- 
master-General by an express enactment in this bill that henceforth 
under no circumstances can he take the responsibility, where the neces- 
sity of the service requires, of establishing service which will exceed 
the appropriations already made, or place a greater clerical force in a 

ffice which within a year or two has advanced from a third or 
fourth class office to a first-class office; if you say to him that under no 
circumstances shall he take upon himself to exercise this discretion, 
the result will be to cripple the service. And it will be treating un- 
fairly the incoming administration. It will place upon it a limitation 
that has not operated upon the Post-Office Department during the pres- 
ent and former administrations, The enactment now proposed to be 
made will have the efiect of saying to the Postmaster-General, You 
have no discretion under any circumstances, no matter what may be 
the need of the service or the postal needs of any community, to go be- 
yond the existing appropriation; because here is an iron-clad provision 
of instruction which has been placed upon the Post-Office appropriation 
bill for this fiscal year in addition to the limitation prescribed by the 
previous law, which, by custom, has been extended so as to recognize 
the necessities of the service.“ This is the reason I say it would be an 
injustice, not only to the needs of the service, but to the incoming ad- 
ministration, if we deprive the Post-Office Department of the power to 
exercise a discretion in providing for the needs of the service and pro- 
tecting the interests of the public. 

Mr. HOLMAN, The gentleman will allow me to ask him this ques- 
tion: Has not the general Jaw heretofore operated always as a limitation 
upon the amount to be expended by the Department, and does not this 
bill in the new legislation proposed set aside entirely the provisions or 
the section to which the gentleman from Arkansas has referred? 

Mr. ROGERS. In this connection allow me to read another section 
of law bearing upon this same subject, so that my friend from Kansas 
[Mr. Peters] may have an opportunity of answering this also. The 
law approved May 1, 1884, to be found in volume 23 of the Statutes at 
Large, page 17, contains this provision: 

Hereafter no Department or officer of the United States shall accept voluntary 
service for the Government or employ personal service in excess of that au- 
thorized by law, except in cases of sudden emergency involving the loss ot 
human life or the destruction of property. 

My. PETERS. Why, Mr. Chairman, that simply emphasizes the 
argument I have been trying to make, that there is no necessity for 
this additional or duplicated provision of law. This will be simply a 
duplication of the existing law; but it takes the form of an emphatic 
declaration that the Postmaster-General can not under any circum- 
stances be allowed to exceed the appropriation. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Does not my friend know that the legislative pro- 
visions proposed in this bill would operate to defeat both the sections 
of law referred to by the gentleman from Arkansas? 

Mr. PETERS. ‘This simply provides for a classification, and leaves 
the discretion of the Postmaster-General as to the amount of clerical 
force where it always has been. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It makes no limitation whatever. 

Mr. PETERS. There is no limitation whatever upon the amount 
of cierical force, but the present law puts a limitation upon the amount 
that the Postmaster-General shall use for the purpose of paying that 
clerical force. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The provision in this bill, being the later law, will 
be in express conflict with the earlier provision. 

Mr, PETERS. This later law is not in conflict with the former; it 
must be construed in harmony with the provisions of that law. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Chairman, not only in committee but in the 
House grave doubts have been entertained as to how far the provisions 
of this new legislation go in giving freedom or liberty to the Postmas- 
ter-General in the expenditure of the public money outside of the 
amount appropriated in the bill. 

If there is no doubt upon the question, while to my mind there is no 


doubt—if there is no doubt I heartily concur in the amendment of the 
gentleman from Indiana, and I believe it should be fixed in this legis- 
lation that the Postmaster-General has no right under existing or pre- 
existing law to exceed the appropriation voted for when we put the 
bill through its passage in this House. 

But the fact is to be considered in connection with the statutes now 
on the statute-book. We know the Postmaster-General is prohibited 
from spending money outside of the appropriation specified in the bill, 
and each year he comes to Congress with a deficiency appropriation. In 
the present deficiency bill we find $50,000 for the present year for 
postal clerks in the railway mail service. Why is that? It is on the 
basis that there will be a deficiency of $50,000 in the service as now con- 
ducted by the Department, if continued. If Congress refuses to make 
up that deficiency, when Congress adjourns the Postmaster-General will 
immediately cut down that force in the railway mail service so that at 
the end of the year he will come within the limitations and provisions 
not only of the statute but of the appropriations, He came last yearto 
Congress and asked for $100,000 deficiency in clerical force, and Con- 
gress gave him that. . 

I merely desire to make this clear, that when the appropriation of 
Congress is not sufficient to carry out the programme of the administra- 
tion as it grows up during the year, the Postmaster-General comes to 
Congress and asks for a deficiency. If the deficiency is not granted he 
immediately curtails the service so that at the close of the year it shall 
be within the limits of the appropriation. 

Right here in connection with that proposition. You have voted down 

the amendment of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. ApAms] increas- 
ing this appropriation $300,000. I believe, and I state it after examina- 
tion of the legislation contained in this bill, that the $600,000 increase 
for the clerical force will not be sufficient to carry out the provisions 
of the new legislation incorporated in that bill. Last year, or rather the 
present fiscal year ending with the close of the month of June, we ap- 
propriated $550,000 increased clerical appropriation over the preced- 
ing year. 
The Postmaster-General in his report in December asks $6,600,000 
as the appropriation necessary to carry on the clerical force in the post- 
offices. Your committee gives $6,550,000, or $50,600 less than in De- 
cember last the Postmaster-General asked for. I claim you, sir, his 
judgment and recommendation, as to his administration for the past 
four years, is a good, wise, experienced, and intelligent recommendation 
to Congress. He has asked for $6,600,000. We havegiven him in this 
bill $6,550,000. WithnoinvidiouspurposeI make the declaration that 
the next administration should have the same leeway in the condnet of 
this Department as the present incumbent, who makes recommendation 
for this deficiency. 

One step further, Since the recommendations of the Postmaster- 
General for $6,600,000, we find in January, not December, the presenta- 
tion of a new scheme whereby the humbler or less paid clerical force 
of this Department shall receive a larger compensation, and the report 
of the chairman of the committee makes the statement that in order to 
carry out the provisions of this legislation $300,000 additional will be 
required. Therefore if the legislation now on the statute-book is to be 
re-enacted by the provisions of the amendment of the gentleman from 
Indiana, in which I concur, I claim you, sir, that in the passage of this 
legisiation and its enactment into law the recommendations of the 
Postmaster-General for $6,600,000 should be conceded to the next ad- 
ministration as well as the additional $300,000 to carry out the provis- 
ions of the paragraphs of this bill; and when this amendment is dis- 
posed of, in view of the defeat of the proposition of the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. ADAms], I shall move that $200,000 be added to the 
$6,550,000 already incorporated in this bill. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Chairman, the proposition contained in the 
amendment of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] is nothing, 
in my judgment, but a repetition of existing law—a statute which has 
commended itself after an experience in governmental affairs to the 
Congress of the United States. It has prevented a great many abuses; 
it is in the nature of a restriction upon the Executive Departments in 
their use of the revenues of the people of this country, and is a proper 
and rightful restriction. If at some time it shall appear that the serv- 
ice may be affected by a failure to confer this absolute authority upon 
a head of a Department over the revenues of the Government, as has 
already been indicated in this discussion, your fiscal year begins on the 
1st day of July, and you have buta few months when you may submit 
the question to the consideration of Congress, and then Congress in its 
judgment may vote an additional sum of money, or refuse it, as the 
exigencies of the case may warrant. There has been found no difficulty 
whatever in that direction in the past. 

But I do not agree with my friend from Indiana that this legislation 
repeals that law; and the only reason I consent to its going on the bill 
at all is that I have no possible objection to that limitation being 
strengthened if it can be strengthened, or to its being repeated as often 
in these appropriation bills as anybody may desire. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, my friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. BINGHAM] 
has recurred to the discussion in reference to the compensation of clerks 
in the post-offices, and he has stated that the increase of this fiscal year 
over the preceding year was, I believe, $555,000. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Five hundred and seventy-five thousand dollars. 
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Mr. BLOUNT. Now, sir, that statement left without explanation 
would be misleading, It was made under these circumstances: The 
Congress of the United States after the passage of the appropriation bill 


provided that the money-order clerks in post-offices, who are paid fees, 
should thereafter be paid out of the item in the Post-Office bill known 
as compensation to clerks in post-offices,’’ and in that year (not the pre- 
ceding year) the Postmaster-General undertook to run on that fund ‘for 
compensation of clerks in post-offices both classes of clerks for a time. 
The sum of $100,000, however, was granted; but this year, as stated 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, a large increase was allowed on 
the express ground that unless it were done the allowance for the com- 

tion of clerks in the first and second class post- offices was less than 
In the preceding year, so that you had to make provision for the failure 
of the preceding year to grade the service up, and for this year also, 
and we had to meet the complaints here with a deficiency. We had 
to give an additional allowance, not because the natural growth of the 
service was $555,000, because, taking it through a series of years, it 
will be found that the average is less than $150,000, but because of the 
neglect to make an appropriation in pursuance of this changed legisla- 
tion. 

Now, when you have by adding to the amount of the appropriation 
for clerks in post-offices a sum equal to the amount you have been pay- 
ing to the money-order clerks in the shape of fees, you have met the 
difficulty. When you have put the $550,000 into that fund you have 
answered the question, and it does not again arise, and then we come 
back to the other question, what is the normal increase in the matter of 
clerical hire in the post-offices of the country? When you find, Mr. 
Chairman, instead of its being $550,000 or $575,000, as my friend as- 
gerts, that it averages less than $200,000, I think you will agree that the 
appropriation here is ample, and if this be true, that that is the aver- 
age, will you take the exceptional condition of this year as a basis and 
ignore the experience of past years? Certainly not. 

My friend says the next administration should be treated fairly, as 
fairly as this. I wish to say that the items in this bill for the next fiscal 
year, which will be expended by the next administration, present the 
most liberal appropriation ever passed by Congress, 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr.SOWDEN. Mr. Chairman, as I stated the other day, there seems 
to be a manifest misunderstanding or disagreement—— 

Mr. BLOUNT. Will the gentleman yield to me for a moment? 

Mr. SOWDEN. Certainly. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I ask unanimous consent to close the debate on this 
paragraph and the amendments thereto in ten minutes. 

Mr. CANNON. I hope not. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I have given notice that it was my purpose to 
offer an amendment in reference to the sum total. I do not care to de- 
bate it. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Make it twenty minutes. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I wish to agree on some time, if possible. 

Mr. PETERS. I want two or three minutes longer myself. 

Mr. CANNON. Why do you not vote on this amendment now? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Iam perfectly willing to do it, and then my friend 
from Pennsylvania can take the floor. 

Mr. SOWDEN. With that understanding, that I be recognized on 
the amendment of my colleague from Pennsylvania, I shall yield the 
floor. 

Mr. PETERS. I would like to be heard on this amendment for a 
few minutes before it is voted upon. 

Mr. SOWDEN. Mr. Chairman, I yield the floor to the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Cox] for the present. 

Mr. COX. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say but a few words. I in- 
troduced the bill as to classification—not this bill, but one regarding 
the classification of clerks in post-offices—in January, 1888. That was 
before the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and enough 
has been accumulating since then to form this bundle of papers which 
I hold in my hand. Iam glad the committee has produced this bill, 
and that this legislation, under all of the circumstances, is embodied 
in the appropriation bill, I do not believe with the gentleman from 
Indiana that any more legislation is needed to prevent an excess of the 
bi si gies 

do not believe this, and I did not vote for the amendment of my 
friend from Illinois for reasons which I would like to spread out upon 
the RECORD a little more at length; and therefore I ask leave to print 
some remarks upon this subject and not take up any more time. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from New York? The Chair hears none, and the leave requested 


is granted. 

Mr. PETERS. I simply want to adda word in opposition to this 
amendment. Now, it is conceded, and I think correctly so, that the 
current law is a sufficient limitation upon the incoming administration. 
If that be so, it seems to me an act of injustice to place an additional 
limitation upon the incoming administration. The present adminis- 


tration has already placed some limitation upon theincoming adminis- 
tration. It has placed the railway mail service under the civil-service 
law; and that must necessarily interfere with the correct administra- 
tion of the service at least fora time. Iam frank to say that I am not 
friendly to this civil service reform law. I believe. it is the very froth 


of political economy. I believe it is the very morassof political honesty. 
I think more than that. I believe it is the excelsior of political hypoc- 
risy. But as that limitation has been placed upon the incoming ad- 
ministration, I want to raise my voice against putting any further 
limitation upon the administration, and to restore to its proper efficiency 
the postal service upon the railway trains of this country. The only 
effect this law can have is to make an edict issued to the incoming 
Postmaster-General that where in the past the Postmaster-General may 
have exercised his discretion he can not do so even in the face of the 
necessities of the service in the future. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Will my friend allow me this question? This bill 
contains the following provision: 


That all acts and parts of acts in conflict with this law are hereby repealed. 


Does not my friend see very clearly that by that repealing provision 
all restriction upon the Postmaster-General and the Department is swept 
away? 

Mr. PETERS. I think not, because there is no conflict between this 
act and the statute of to-day. 

The question was taken on Mr, HoLMAN’s amendment, and it was 
agreed to. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amendment: 
In line 10, page 2, in lieu of 8550, 000“ I move to insert 5750, 000; 
80 that it will read: 

For compensation to clerks in post-offices, $6,750,000, 


Mr. SOWDEN. When I first obtained the floor my intention was to 
limit my remarks to the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN], but upon request I graciously yielded a mo- 
ment to my friend from New York [Mr. Cox], through which I was 
taken off the floor. Whatever remarks I shall now submit will be on 
the pending amendment. It ought to be voted down. There is no 
occasion for its adoption. 

The able chairman of the committee, who has this bill in charge, in 
answer to a question put to him yesterday by the gentleman from In- 
diana [Mr. HoLMAN] when this bill was under discussion, remarked 
that under the proposed classification of the clerks and employés in the 
first-class post-offices of the country a saving would be effected of $541,- 
800, and in the second-class offices $347,000, or in all $889,600. He 
undoubtedly meant to have said $888,800 instead of $889,600, as stated 
by him. He repeats that there is saved on these two items, as esti- 
mated by the chief of the allowance division, $889,600, and yet the 
proposition is to increase the amount of the bill by the amount of 
$900,000.” 

This would have been exactly the result had the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] been adopted. The 
appropriations carried by his bill exceed those for the current fiscal 
year $600,000; and the amendment just offered by the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. BINGHAM] proposes a still further increase of $200,- 
000, as I understand it. -If it be true that there will be a saving of 
nearly $900,000 through the classification provided for in this measure, 
why is it that the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads re- 
ported a bill increasing the appropriations $600,000 over those of the 
current fiscal year? The committee in its report says that 

ount recommended for compensation er! post- oli 
toed 8 over the current fiseal year of $000,000. ma samine 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BINGHAM], who is a mem- 
ber of the committee, just said that the increase is $575,000. The 
Postmaster-General is of the opinion that the proposed classification of 
the clerks and employés in the first and second class post-offices will 
result in an increase of expenditure to the extent of $300,000, and that 
this increase would possibly meet the expenditures under the new ar- 
rangement provided for in this bill. 

Mr. Chairman, I would be pleased to have some one harmonize these 
different and contradictory statements. It it be true that nearly $900,- 
000 will be saved under the proposed planas stated by the distinguished 
chairman of the committee [Mr. BLOUNT], whence the necessity for any 
increased appropriations? This matter should be clearly and satisfac- 
torily explained by the chairman of the committee, since he failed to 
do so yesterday in response to a similar question from my friend from 
Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN]. 

Why is it, I repeat to the gentleman having this bill in charge, that 
you to increase these appropriations $575,000 or $600,000, 
when you tell us that by reason of the proposed classification of these 
clerks there will be a saving of nearly $900,000? If this is so it is 
very evident that there is no occasion for any increased appropriations, 
and much less for the additional increase proposed by the amendment 
offered by my colleague from Pennsylvania, which I hope will not 


vail. 
ta BLOUNT. My friend from Pennsylvania [Mr, SowDEN] en- 
tirely misunderstood me in the discussion to which he alludes; and if 
he will give me his attention I think I will solve the contradiction 
that he seems to find in the situation and the statements that have been 
made. 
The appropriation bill contains an increase for clerk-hire for the 

ending June 30, 1890, of S500. 000. The gentleman from Illinois LMr. 
CANNON] proposes an amendment of $300,000, which would make the 
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total $900,000. The chief of the salary and allowance division had 
made a calculation of that sort, and while the bill itself discloses the 
fact that all of these lower-grade salaries are raised, I took his calcu- 
lation and showed that instead of its being n to make a nine- 
hundred-thousand-dollar increase, I could take 2,439 clerks at a thou- 
sand dollars per annum and rate them at $800 per annum, and 1,239 
at $900 and rate them at $700 (which is more than the lower-grade 
clerks are getting now), and it would result in a reduction below the 
amount of his calculation of $889,000; and I argued that if this were 
trne the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads were perfectly 
safe in saying that $600,000 wasample. My judgment is that it is far 
more than ample, and I regret thatany attempt to increase the amonut 
at this rate has been even proposed in this House. 

I desired and do desire a liberal course as contrasted with the past 
in reference to clerks in the first and second class offices. I know how 
little detailed information has been resorted to in the administration 
of the service and in the provision of sums of money for the pay of 
these clerks, and how inequitably, in some instances, these salaries 
have been reduced, and I have been and I am willing to classify them 
so that this ruinous reduction shall not occur again, and to put asum 
of money in this bill sufficient to prevent it. It has been no argument 
of mine, sir, that instead of increasing this bill $900,000 we ought to 
make it about thesameas the bill of last year. Notatall. Iwant to take 
advanced ground anil make a large increase, and the committee have 
proposed that and it is contained in this item, and I do not want a just 
movement discredited by what I deem an extravagant appropriation 
of money. I believe, sir, that a judicious administration of this serv- 
ice will bring satisfaction to the clerks in all the post-offices of this 
country, and that the sum herein provided need not all be consumed 
in doing so. 

The CHAIRMAN, The timeof the gentleman from Georgia has ex- 
pired. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Chairman, this committee has inserted in the 
bill the limitation, as provided by the amendment of the gentleman 
from Indiana, that the Postmaster-General, in carrying out the provis- 
ions of this legisiation, shall not exceed the amount appropriated in 
this bill, , The Postmaster-General in his report uses this language: 

At present, having in view the statements hereinbefore made and the rapid 
increase and growth of the postal service, I am of the opinion that not less than 
$6,600,000 will be required for compensation of clerks in post - ollloes for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1889, and I so recommend. 

The Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads have inserted in 
this bill an appropriation of $50,000 less than the recommendation of the 
Postmaster-General, So much for the general appropriation. The chair- 
man says further—I quote from his report: 


For many years the heads of the Departments have urged the necessity of 
classifying the clerks in the first and second class t-offices. This has been 
done in the accompanying bill, and will result, in the opinion of the Postmas- 
ter-General, in an 1 9 of expenditures to the extent of 8800, 000. 


We have decreased the recommendation of the Postmaster-General 
$50,000, and my amendment decreases the amount $100,000 more.’ 
Therefore I say, in view of the amendment of the gentleman from In- 
diana, made a part and parcel of this bill, reducing as we do the rec- 
ommendations of the Postmaster-General $150,000, I claim that my 
amendment will be sufficient to carry out the provisions of the pro- 
posed legislation, coming within the Jimitations of the amendment of 
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN]. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, I hope we shall now have a vote. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I want to see whether I understand my friend cor- 
rectly. Does the gentleman [Mr. BINGHAM] mean to say that the 
amount contained in this bill is $50,000 less than the amount in the 
estimates? 

Mr. BINGHAM. On page 43 of your report you will find a quota- 
tion from the report of the Postmaster-General wherein the statement 
is made ofa recommendation of $6,600,000. We recommend in this 
bill $6,550,000. I am quoting from your own report. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I wish to say to my friend that that is a typograph- 
ical error. If he will turn to the Book of Estimates, page 185, he will 
pe aot stated as $6,550,000, the exact amount contained in 

is 

Mr. BINGHAM. Very well; that makes a difference of $50,000, I 
was led into the error by the chairman’s own report, and I apo oae. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Iam willing to take my share of the responsibility. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Line 10, page 2, strike out “five” and insert seven; “ so that the clause if 
amended as proposed will read: 

For compensation of clerks in post-offices, $6,750,000.” 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. PETERS. I move to amend by inserting, after the word 
„from,“ in line 13, page 2, the words and aſter;“ so as to read 
from and after July 1, 1889.” 

Theamendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I move to amend by striking out ‘and?’ where 
it appears the second time in line 10, page 2, and also by striking ont 
the semicolon and inserting a period; so as entirely to disconnect this 
legislation, which is designed to be permanent, from the amount of the 
appropriation carried in this bill, [A pause, during which Mr. 


BLOUNT conferred with Mr. Dookrry.] On the suggestion of my 
friend from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT] I withdraw the amendment, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Assistant postmaster, salary not e 50 per cent. of the salary of the 
postmaster, as provided by act of March 8, 1883, graded in even hundreds of 
dollars, from $1,500 to not exceeding $3,000 per annum, except New York, N. V., 
where the salary of the assistant postmaster shall be fixed at $3,000 per annum, 
and that of the second assistant postmater at $2,000 per annum. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I move to amend by striking out the words three 
thousand,“ in the twenty-first line, page 2, and inserting ‘‘ three thou- 
sand five hundred.“ Mr. Chairman, I wish to say that this amount 

Mr. HOLMAN: I wish to reserve a point of order on that. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I wish the gentleman would state his point of order. 
If the amendment is to be ruled out on a point of order there is no use 
in my speaking upon it. ` 

Mr. HOLMAN. It may be that the point of order should be made 
to the whole paragraph. My point is that this is not covered by the 
consent given to the classification referred to; that this is an increase 
of salary. The question is whether this is authorized by the consent 
given the other day. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Is that the point of order which the gentleman 
makes? 

Mr. HOLMAN. If the salary proposed is the same heretofore given, 
I do not care to press the point. I only wish by the point of order to 
prevent an increase of salaries, if I can do so. 

Mr. ADAMS. I want to know what the point of order is. Is it 
against the whole paragraph or against the amendment? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Against the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT] will 

roceed, 

p Mr. BLOUNT. I understand the gentleman from Indiana makes a 
point of order that this officer is not known as a clerk, and that there- 
fore this proposition does not come within the permission given to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads to propose legislation with 
reference to classifying clerks in first and second class offices. Do I 
state the point of the gentleman from Indiana correctly? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Chairman, the fact isthat assistant postmasters 
are always paid out of the fund provided for clerks in post-offices, and 
their salaries are fixed in just the same way—on a roster approved by 
the First Assistant Postmaster-General. They are known in the Depart- 
ment as clerks, just as much so as a stamper is known as a clerk. The 
gentleman might say that a stamper is nota clerk. The Department 
has made these designations for these various branches of the service. 
I submit that this proposition is entirely within the permission granted 
by the House to the committee. I presume that if the gentleman from 
Indiana were aware that the amount named in the bill is simply an 
error made by the printer at the Government Printing Office, and that 
the salary proposed in the amendmentis just the amount now allowed, 
he might not be disposed to insist on his point of order, or rather his 
objection. 

Mr. HOLMAN. If the salary pro; in the amendment is the 
same as that now allowed, the point of order is of course unimportant, 

Mr, BLOUNT. The salary is not fixed except by order of the Post- 
master-General on a roster; it may be made larger or smaller, but this 
is the amount at which it has been running. 

Mr. HOLMAN. How many assistant postmasters receive as high a 
salary as $3,500? 

Mr. BLOUNT. None except this one at the New York office, which 
has always been ed as an exceptional case. 

Mr. BINGHAM. ‘The salary proposed in the amendment is the 
same that the assistant postmaster at New York now receives. 

Mr. BLOUNT. So I have just stated. 

Mr. BINGHAM. On the point of order I desire to make this state- 
ment 

Mr. HOLMAN. In view of the statement just made, I will not press 
the point of order to this proposition. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is withdrawn. The question 
is on the amendment of the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. REED. I desire to offer an amendment, to substitute 50 per 
cent., in line 15, for 65 per cent.” ` 

The Clerk read the amendment of Mr. REED, as follows: 

In line 15 strike ont “50” and insert "65; so as to read: x 

“ Assistant postmaster, salary not exceeding 65 per cent. of the salary of the 
postmaster,” eto. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I reserve a point of order on that amendment. 

Mr. RICE. I desire to offer an amendment to insert 75 per cent.“ 
instead of 50 per cent.“ 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Indiana make a point 
of order on the amendment of the gentleman from Maine? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr, REED. What is the point of order ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. The effect of the amendment, as I understand, is 
to increase materially the salaries above the rates now provided for in 
the Post-Office Department. And this officer not being a clerk, as I 
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understand, the authority to entertain this 
under the consent given by the House. 
Mr. REED. I think there was general permission given for this. 
Mr. CANNON. What was the order? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Let us hear the order read. 

Mr. REED. Let the order be read. I hope that by some accident 
the power has been given to the House to legislate. [Laughter.] 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from Maine furnish the ref- 
erence to which he has called the attention of the Chair? 

Mr. REED. I presume the order is in the Calendar. 

Mr. BLOUNT. The proceedings in reference to this matter will be 
found in the RECORD of January 17, page 888. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read from the RECORD. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

CLERKS IN FIRST AND SECOND CLASS OFFICES. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I desire, Mr. Speaker, to make to the House a request at the in- 
stance of the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and it is that that 
committee be allowed to report in the Post-Office 8 bill legislation 

roviding for the classification of clerks in first and second class offices. It has 

n recommended by the President and by Postmasters-General from time to 
time, and the only reason the matter has not been disposed of has been the 
difficulty under the rules of the House of reaching the matter. I hope there 
will_be no objection to my request, so that the matter may be brought before 
the House for disposition. 

Mr. Burrows. To be considered in order. 

Mr. Biount. That is all. I merely ask that it may be brought before the House 
for consideration. * 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. TAULBEE. I shall have to raise the point of order against the proposition 
if it is to bring these clerks under the provisions of the civil service. 

Mr. Broun’. It has no relation to the civil service, 
Mr. preps I would like to hear, then, exactly what is the object of the 
roposition. 
z r. BLOUNT. The object of it is simply this: The gentleman from Kentuc 
is aware that the clerks in the Post-Office Department have their salaries fixed. 
He is also aware that the letter-carriers have their salaries fixed 75 law. The 
postal clerks also have their salaries fixed by law, but so far as the first and sec- 
ond class offices are concerned the clerks therein have their salaries fixed, not 
by law, but regulated by the chief of the salary and allowance division in the 
Post-Ohtice De ent. The proposition we ask to bring before the House for 
consideration is in relation to that matter. 

Mr. TAULBEE. That is the object of the provision, then. 

Mr. BLOUNT. The object is to fix the salaries of these clerks in first and sec- 
ond class offices. 

Mr. TAULBEE, Iam forit, I do not object to that. I thought it was a propo- 
sition to classify them within the civil service. 

Mr. Hotmay, I wish to inquire whether the object of this request is to clas- 
sify in the same manner asin the Department, or to increase or diminish the 
salaries of the 8 

Mr. BLovunt. No, sir; not to increase, but simply to classify them. So far as 
the details are concerned, whether the salaries l be higher or lower, isa 
matter for the House to determine. 

Mr. Hormax, I wish to know whether my friend 2 in any res; 
increase these salaries or the grade of the employés e branches of 
partment to which he refers? 

Mr. BLOUNT. I do not. 

Mr. Curcuroyn, Will the classification proposed carry any particular rate of 


1 
Mr. BLovxr. Well, that is just the very object, to fix the salary and to limit 
the power of the head of the bureau in the matter. 
Mr. CorcHron. But will not this allowance of salaries have to be paid as here- 


proposition does not exist 


to 
e De- 


tofore, through the De ent? 

The SPEAKER. This is not debatable. 

Mr. TowNsHEND. I wish to ask the gentleman from Geo: ifa bill has been 
reported heretofore to the same effect as he now proposes from the Committee 


on the Post-Office and Post-Roads? 
Mr. BLOUNT, Oh, yes, I think on several occasions. 


The CHAIRMAN. Can the gentleman from Maine supply the Chair 
with information as to whether the duties of the assistant postmasters 
are similar or equivalent to the duties of the clerks mentioned there? 

Mr. REED. Iso understand. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Undoubtedly. I do not think, Mr. Chairman, that 
there can be the least doubt upon the question, The Clerk has just 
read the proceedings at the time permission was given by the House 
to classify the clerks of the first and second classes, and the object there 
was to classify them, not for the purpose of fixing their salaries, for 
the order does not fix the salaries at all, the RECORD disclosing that 
the permission was given to make the classification; and as to what 
might be the result on salaries there could be a difference of opinion, 
possibly, whether it made them higher or lower. But the order was 
intended to allow us to legislate upon the whole subject. 

Mr. KERR. But not to increase the salaries. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I do not say that it did give the power to increase sal- 
aries, but it gave the committee freedom in the matter to make up 
this bill in regard to the classification of the clerks; and under the 
order then made the committee had the right to legislate upon the 
subject. Now, it is a matter of opinion as to what the effect will be. 
But for the rule of the House we might do this any way. We have dis- 
pensed with the rule of the House, however, and are under no restraint 
except as to what may be the judgment of the House in this matter. 

Mr. KERR. I wish to say in regard to the matter that there is an 
express statement by the chairman of the committee, as reported to the 
House, to the effect that the object of the permission was not to in- 
crease salaries. 

Mr. REED. But there are two distinct statements, that the object 
was to classify the clerks in the. first place, and that it was also de- 
signed to fix the salaries of these clerks. 
ee BLOUNT. The matter is perfectly clear, as appears from the 

RD. 


Mr. KERR. This committee is now before the House asking an 
appropriation of six and a half millions of dollars for salaries of clerks 
in post-offices, when on the last year’s bill they received but five and 
ahalf millions. It seems tome that the provisions of this bill ex- 
pressly violate the permission given by the House, as understood by 
the House, and as we had a right to understand it from the statement 
of the chairman of the committee. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I hope the gentleman will not be unfair enough to 
construe my statement by asingle sentence. I had called attention to 
the report of the President of the United States and several Postmasters- 
General to the effect that by reason of the salaries being unfixed some- 
times many of them were brought too low, and the service was entitled 
to have these clerks classified. I did not know, sir, whether under 
that classification, when we could get it, the general result would be, 
as I have said, to make the salaries higher or lower. Various opinions 
have been expressed on that subject. The Postmaster-General himself 
was in doubt too, when he was asked the question in the light of all 
the references that had been made to it. I will concede that a fair 
construction is that the object wasnot to increase salaries, but simply 
to accomplish the classification. Still, we did not know whether it was 

ing to increase or diminish. The prime object was to classify them. 

Mr. REED. If the point of order is good against this paragraph, it 
probably strikes every paragraph under this head. 

Mr. KERR. It*dught to strike them. 

Mr. ROGERS, Let me suggest to the gentleman from Georgia that 
he had a right to report upon that without asking anybody’s consent 
as to whether he would put in six or seven million dollars. 

Mr. BLOUNT. The gentleman from Arkansas suggests what is en- 
tirely true, and very pertinent here, that we could have putin a million 
of dollars more in this appropriation. The salaries were not fixed. 
They could have been raised under that provision far beyond anything 
in the bill. So that the tendency is restrictive rather than otherwise. 
E 755 KERR. Yet it does increase the appropriation over a million of 

ollars. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Not a cent, and the only question is how much we 
will give to this item of clerk-hire when you provide this legislation. 

Mr. KERR. It is a million dollars more than last year. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Five hundred and seventy-five thousand dollars. 

Mr. KERR. Well, there is a large increase, 

Mr. BLOUNT. Yes, there is an increase over last year, and the 
gentleman will find that there is more given every year, for this busi- 
ness will grow in spite of the inconvenience it is to some gentlemen. 
[Laughter. } 

Mr. HOLMAN. There is no ambiguity in the language read. In 
all that has been read the Chair.will perceive that the classification, and 
the classification of clerks only, was the question. Now, I made an in- 
quiry at the moment whether the proposition was to classify as in the 
other Departments, for itis well known that there are fourclasses—first, 
second, third, and fourth classes—or four grades of clerks which were 
originally intended to be brought under the operation of the civil-service 
law. The answer was, I think, that that was the purpose of the proposi- 
tion; but from the beginning of the colloquy to the end the subject of 
clerks alone was mentioned—clerks, as in the other Departments. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Will my friend yield to mefor a question? 

Mr. HOLMAN, Certainly. 

Mr. BLOUNT. If the assistant postmaster is not a clerk, by what 
authority has the Postmaster-General from time to time paid him out 
of the fund for clerks of post-offices? 

Mr. HOLMAN. That does not reach the point at all. 

Mr. BLOUNT. It did with the Postmaster-General, when he paid 
the clerks out of that fund. 

Mr. HOLMAN. He could pay the Postmaster-General, the First 
Assistant Postmaster-General, the Second Assistant Postmaster-Gen- 
eral, and the Third Assistant Postmaster-General out of the same ap- 
propriation that you pay these clerks out of, ifhethought proper. But 
the gentleman will not say that the First, Second, and Third Assistant 
Postmasters-General are clerks, They are notclerks at all. They are 
the heads of the Department. 

Mr. BLOUNT. They are paid outof the appropriation for the Post- 
Office Department fixing their salaries, 

Mr. HOLMAN. Is the Commissioner of the General Land Office a 
clerk in the ordinary acceptance of the term, taking it in connection 
with the ordinary meaning of clerk? What is the use of making it 
ambiguous? It should be made clear, specific, and definite. So that 
I submit to the Chair that there is no room for contradiction. The as- 
sistant postmaster is simply a deputy postmaster. He is the second 
postmaster. In other words, he acts in lieu of the postmaster himself. 

Mr. BLOUNT. When the postmaster is out. 

Mr. HOLMAN. He performs the duty of the postmaster when he 
is absent. 

Mr. WEBER, I desire to ask the gentleman from Indiana whether 
his point of order is based upon the ground that it increases the salary ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think that is the effect of it; but whether it does 
or not the result is the same. 

Mr. WEBER. The gentleman will understand that this section only 
refers to the assistant postmaster. i 
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Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WEBER. And that the fixing of the salaries is not arbitrary 
with reference to this section. In a subsequent section it is within the 
discretion of the postmaster; in other words, it is where it is now. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Not where it is now? 

Mr. WEBER. Precisely. The postmaster fixes the salary of the 
assistant postmaster. 

Mr, REED. And he can fix it now? 

Mr. HOLMAN. This establishes it by law: Because it has been 
done heretofore without law it is now sought to be made specific by 
law. It changes law and makes new law upon the subject. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The Chair understands that the gentleman from 
Georgia has some authorities on the question, and the Chair will be 
glad to hear them. 

Mr. ROGERS (to Mr. BLOUNT). 

Mr. BLOUNT. Very well. 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Chairman, I just want to make one observation. 
If there is any such thing as an assistant postmaster known to thelaw, 
it ought to be in these statutes. If it can not be shown, it does not 
exist. Ithink that is the whole argument. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Then that office is created by this bill, and makes 
the point of order stronger. 

Mr. WEBER. There is an assistant postmaster, and his oath of office 
is required to be filed. 

Mr. ROGERS. Where is the statute? 

Mr. WEBER. Ido not know where the statute is. That is the 
practice. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair would like to hear the gentleman 
from Georgia as to the clerks mentioned in the order of January 16. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I have always understood that the Chair in deter- 
mining questions of this nature would take whatever aid came from 
official statements, from reports, statutes, etc., and take notice of them 
to assist him in reaching a conclusion. I hold in my hand, sir, a paper 
forwarded to me by the First Assistant Postmaster-General, showing 
the total number of employés in each of the ninety-seven 
post-offices, with the number designated for duty, and the various lines 
of duty required, the maximum and minimum, and their compensa- 
tion, of the employés in each line of duty. 

Aa appropriation bill is in this form in reference to clerks in post- 
offices: 


Let me say a word or two here. 


Compensation of postmasters. 
And the next item is: 
Compensation for clerks in post-offices, 


In the designation ofthe persons employed I find as follows: Assist- 
ant postmasters, chief clerks, secretaries and stenographers, cashiers, 
finance clerks, stamp clerks, superintendents of divisions, assistant su- 
perintendents of divisions, mailing clerks, letter distributers, paper dis- 
tributers, separators and assorters, record clerks, registry clerks, inquiry 
clerks, dispatchers, watchmen, laborers, messengers, porters, carpen- 
ters, and timekeepers. 

Why, Mr. Chairman, if the proposition of my friend from Indiana 
be correct, there is not a messenger or laborer or any person who is, in 
accordance with his peculiar definition of a clerk, entitled to be paid 
outofthat fund. Theappropriation, as it is applied in pursuance of law, 
is given without any designation of a single employé, and has left it to 
be determined in the particular offices. For the convenience of the 
labor of that office, one person is designated as the assistant postmaster, 
another as secretary or stenographer, another as a messenger or porter, 
because this designation was deemed fit in the order of business. 

The gentleman from Indiana says the assistant postmaster simply 
acts in the absence of the postmaster. The gentleman from Indiana is 
quite mistaken. If he were designated the chief clerk it would come 
very much nearer the correct designation of his Jabor. 

Mr. HOLMAN. There is a chief clerk besides that. 

Mr. BLOUNT. The gentleman from Indiana says there is a chief 
clerk besides that. At some offices there are some persons who are 
designated as chief clerks, at other offices there are none. It is a mere 
designation. If the gentleman desires to change the office, or to call 
this man a chief clerk ” instead of an assistant postmaster,” it will 
be no inconvenience to him, although it may perhaps affect his vanity 
because he may prefer to be called assistant postmaster.” 

Mr. CANNON. I want to make a suggestion to the Chair touching 
the point of order 

Mr. BLOUNT. If my friend from Illinois will allow me, I have not 
quite completed what I desired tosay. Underthelaw the Postmaster- 
General may make allowances out of this fund to the post-offices of the 
country entitled to it, for what is called technically ‘‘clerk-hire.’? The 
postmaster submits a roster, designating one clerk as an assistant 
postmaster ’’ or “chief clerk,” or whatever the designation may be. 
There is no law ſor it. It is merely a matter of convenience in the per- 
formance of the work, and the allowance is made by order of the Post- 
master-General in that form. There is no provision of iaw for this clerk 
except out of this fund, and there never has been, so far as I know. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But this law creates it here. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I want to make a suggestion to the 


Chair in reference to the point of order. None of these provisions 
would be in order without unanimous consent. But the unanimous 
consent has been given, and you turn to it and you find that it relates 
to the classification of clerks in first and second class post-offices. It 

no farther. It does not relate to superintendents; it does not re- 
late to assistant postmasters; it relates to nothing but clerks. Yet the 
gentleman has brought in here a classification and proposes to put it 
in the form of permanent law and to fix thesalaries for a vast army of 
office-holders. I do not think the House intended to give its consent 
to any such thing, or did give it. 

Mr, BINGHAM. Mr. Chairman, I desire to antagonize the position 
of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] to this extent: Your 
bill not only now, but heretofore, has indicated its compensation to 
postmasters. It has then, in a distinct and other paragraph, indicated 
the allowance for the clerical force, or the clerks in post-oflices, giving 
a round sum total. Every employé in post-offices of the first and sec- 
ond class other than a carrier (who is appropriated foz under another 
head in this bill) is a clerk. Assistant postmaster’? is merely a con- 
venient designation for a particular line of official work, the same as 
“cashier ™ or finance clerk” or ‘‘ distributing clerk.“ The assist- 
ant postmaster gives no bond to the Government. He is asubordinate 
to the postmaster and gives a bond to him, the same as the cashier, and 
the same as the other subordinates of the office. Their names are duly 
reported to the Department and their oath of office is filed with the 
report, but the responsibility of the assistant is to the postmaster, and 
he is not known in any official relation with the Department other 
than when he signs during the absence of the postmaster. He carries 
no money relation nor responsibility to the Government, but is respon- 
sible directly to the postmaster. In other words, assistant post- 
master“ is only a convenient designation for a clerk detailed tora 
specific line of work, and he is paid his compensation, and has been 
5 out of the compensation for clerk-hire, and it is so proposed 
in this bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to say a single word, Mr. Chairman, before 
the Chair gives his decision. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not desire to hear further from 
the gentleman from Indiana. The order of the 16th of January makes 
provision for clerks as clerks, and it seems to the mind of the Chair 
that assistant postmaster and ‘‘ clerk ” are entirely distinct desig- 
nations of officers, and that if it had been the intention of the House to 
include other officers they would have been distinctly named. There- 
fore the Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. REED. Does that decision strike out the paragraph? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has at present been called upon only 
to pass upon the amendment proposed by the gentleman from Maine. 
No point of order has yet been made upon the paragraph. 

Mr. CANNON, I make the point of order upon the ph. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I respectfully appeal from the decision of the Chair 
because it goes to the gist of the whole matter. 

Mr. REED. I want to say a word about this. I do not understand 
what the permission of the House has to do with this matter. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT] pro- 

an appeal from the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Chairman, this question is one of very great 
importance in reference to this bill. It does not relate to this para- 
graph alone; the same strict construction would prevent the considera» 
tion of various other paragraphs in this bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Is this question debatable? i 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia appeals from the 
decision of the Chair; and the Chair proposes to allow him reasonable 
latitude it stating his appeal. x 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Chairman, I understand the ruling of the Chair 
to be that the order adopted by the House provided in terms for enter- 
taining a provision with reference to the compensation of clerks in first 
and second class offices, and that as the assistant postmaster is not 
designated as a clerk, therefore this proposition can not be entertained 
under the order of the House. 

Let us see how this construction will operate in regard to other para- 
graphs of this bill. The next paragraph of the bill relates to secre- 
tary and stenographer. In that case the same question might be 
raised, whether he is to be regarded as a clerk; he isnot so designated. 
Next we have the cashier; he is not designated as a clerk. Then we 
have thestamp agent, who is not designated asaclerk. ‘Then we have 
the superintendents of mails, the assistant superintendents of mails, the 
superintendents of delivery, the assistant superintendents of delivery, 
the superintendents of registry, the assistant superintendents of reg- 
istry, the superintendentsof the money-order divisions, the superin- 
tendents of stations, the foremen of crews or working sections, the sep- 
arators, and paper distributers, and soon. Under the ruling made, the 
classification of the great mass of clerks, as that designation is under- 
stood by the Postmaster-General, would not be in order on this bill; 
and the House would have been guilty of a great folly in adopting that 
order if the rigid construction which has been adopted were insisted 
upon. If because a person doing clerical work happens to be desig- 


nated an assistant postmaster, it is not in order on this bill, by virtue 
of the specific language used by the House, to embrace him in the 
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classification, then the same ruling applies to most of the employés 
provided for in this bill; and it is impossible for us to do anything 
now with this legislation. The opinion that an assistant postmaster 
is not a clerk does not obtain in the Department. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Is the postmaster himself a clerk ? 

Mr. BLOUNT. No, sir; and I am glad the gentieman has asked me 
that question. The postmaster receives a salary fixed by law. 

Me HOLMAN. And he is not a clerk; yet the gentleman holds 
that the assistant postmaster is. 

Mr. BLOUNT. The gentleman appears to assume that if the post- 
master is a clerk, therefore the assistant postmaster must be a clerk. 
Why, Mr. Chairman, the postmaster is designated by name in the 
statute; his salary and designation are fixed by law. 

Mr. HOLMAN. And you do the same thing in this bill as to the 
assistant postmaster; you fix his salary and give him his title by the 
express terms of this bill. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I do not think that is at all responsive to the mat- 
ter to which I was addressing myself. The gentleman made a remark 
implying that because I admitted the postmaster is not a clerk I was 
bound to admit that the assistant postmaster was nota clerk. It was 
not to that point I was addressing myself. The gentleman injects 
into my speech something which is not responsive to my remarks, I 
must be permitted to proceed in some order, 

Now, is the assistant postmaster designated by law? Are any of 
these clerks designated by law? Is the salary of the assistant post- 
master fixed by law or specifically appropriated, or are the designation 
and salary left to the Post-Office Department? I say it is left to the 
Department to call him an assistant postmaster, or a clerk, or any other 
name that it may deem proper, with the view of adjusting him to 
particular work in a particular office. 

Nowy nr. Chairman, I wish to say I have profound respect for the 
ability and character of the distinguished chairman, and nothing could 
impel me to appeal but the fact this ruling destroys the privileges given 
to the committee, as I understand it, by the House, and the additional 
fact thatthe President of the United States, the Postmaster-General for 
ten years, the actual condition of the service, and the demand of the 
intelligent press all over the country require something shall be done 
in this connection. 

Mr. COX. I should like to say one word on the point of order. I 
would address it to the Chair, but really it would be for the House and 
the committee, 

The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT] obtained leave, as the 
committee will remember, to legislate on classification of clerks in the 
first and second class offices. That is the foundation of this special 
classifying legislation. These officers, when leave was obtained, were 
re under and by virtue of the item of ‘‘compensation of clerks.’ 

ou can not get over, under, or around that. 

Mr. BINGHAM. And always have been so paid. 

Mr.COX. Yes, and always have been paid under that designation. 
What the various clerks were called, whether cashier, or superintend- 
ent, or assistant postmaster, then or now, does not matter. The only 

m which the Chair has decided wrongly, in my judgment, is as 
to the item of compensation of clerks. That should end the matter as 
a matter of parliamentary law. 

The CHAIRMAN. 83 from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT] ap- 

from the decision of 

Mr. HOLMAN. Permit me to saya word before the ruling is made. 
I hope the gentleman from Georgia will withdraw his appeal. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I will withdraw it if the gentleman will withdraw 
his pointof order. I think it is much more important that he should 


withdraw his point of order than that I should withdraw my appeal. 


Mr. HOLMAN. My friend from Georgia should not ask that the 
point of order should be withdrawn. It is clearly right. If the gen- 
tleman from Georgia rose in his place and proposed to classify the em- 
ployés of the Post-Oſſice Department, I would have made that objec- 
tion promptly. It was understood the classification intended was only 
that which has prevailed in the other Departments. If any other 
classification had been proposed I would have objected. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Iam surprised that my friend from Indiana should 
speak on this matter as he does. I confess there is a division of opinion 
around me. I find the Department in all its practice has treated the 
matter in a different way from what the gentleman from Indiana pro- 


The gentleman has said if all these designations had been proposed 
objection would have been made. The gentleman from Indiana knows, 
as well as any member of this House, that the words of compensation 
of clerks’’ included postmasters under all these designations, and that 
these designations were simply made for convenience in handling the 
men in relation to their business and nothing else. Therefore, I think, 
he does himself injustice in attempting to reflect on me by the sugges- 
tion he has made. I would be glad if he would relieve this situation 
by allowinga majority of this committee to determine for itself whether 
or not it will allow this item under this designation, for it does not in- 
crease, sir, by one single nickel. the amountof money for clerical force. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a ques- 
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tion? Has the office of Assistant Postmaster-General existed by law 
up to this time? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Whatever this man does he will do, no matter by 
what name you call him, and so will all the clerks in this bill. The 
committee in making this request have followed what the Department 
was understood to desire. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But you asked mea question, whether the office 
of Assistant Postmaster-General heretofore existed by law. 

Mr. BINGHAM. It is not known to the law. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I-will ask the gentleman from Indiana if the pro- 
vision for stenographers, or the provision for a stamper, exists by law? 

Mr. HOLMAN. That does not answer my question, 

Mr. BLOUNT. Yes, it does. 

Mr. HOLMAN. How? 

Mr. BLOUNT. By showing that these do not exist by virtue of law. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But 

Mr. BLOUNT. Now, I can not be interrupted. I have the floor, 
and wish to proceed. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The gentleman is asking a question, and I want to 
answer him. 

Mr. BLOUNT. The gentleman must not break me up by continued 
interruptions. I decline emphatically to yield. 

I was about to say, Mr. Chairman, that the fact that there was no 
provision of law in reference to an assistant postmaster was just the 
same as the law in reference to a stamper, and just the same as it is 
with reference to other oftices than those designated in this classifica- 
tion, none of them resting on law, all of them alike resting on the fund 
designated as compensation for clerks in post - ofllces. Whatdeduc- 
tion is made as to any applies likewise to all. 

Mr. CANNON. Before the question is submitted to the committee, 
Mr. Chairman, I desire to be heard for a moment. 

I believe the decision of the Chair upon the point ef order is right, 
and therefore I shall vote to sustain the Chair, and I am much more 
free to do so and desirous of doing so because I believe from a parlia- 
mentary standpoint the decision is right, for the reason that the legis- 
lation proposed by this bill is wide-reaching in its character, and the 
more I examine it the more I believe it to be unwise, or at least that 
it should not be brought in here and forced through upon an appro- 
priation bill. 

But before the committee votes upon the question to be submitted 
by the Chair I want to turn for a moment to the terms of the leave 
granted to move this legislation by the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads, which is that— 

That committee be allowed to report in the Post-Office ap 
lation providing for the classification of clerks in first an 

Now take up your bill and examine it for a moment and what Asa 
find? Yon find here eight or nine pages of legislation making a com- 
plete organization of this vast concern, running through assistant 
postmasters,“ in some cases second assistants,” ‘‘stenographers,’’ 
**secretaries,’’ „ cashiers,” superintendentsoſ mails,“ superintend- 
ents of registry,“ ‘superintendents of stations,” “clerks in charge 
of stations, “‘stampers,’’ ‘‘separators,’’ ‘‘printers,’’ ‘‘ pressmen,’’ 
‘‘draughtsmen,’’ and a great many other employés of that Department.. 
The scheme embodies and embraces the whole service there. 

In the first place, Mr. Chairman, on the merits of the question, from 
the short examination I have been able to give to it, this legislation 
would embarrass the orderly administration of the Post-Office Depart- 
ment throughout the country, greatly increase the expenses and seri- 
ously cripple and limit the efficiency of the service under the appropria- 
tion proposed. Therefore, sir, as you would not give the additional 
appropriation necessary I am against the legislation. The terms of the 
leave to move this legislation only run to clerks and not to a complete 
organization, and I believe the Chair ought to be, and I hope will be, 
sustained in his ruling. 

The CHAIRMAN, With great distrust of his own opinion and 
judgment, the Chair desires simply to state again that he understands 
an assistant postmaster to be one who shares the functions of the post- 
master himself; and that if under the order of the House madé on the 
16th day of January assistant postmasters could be provided for by a 
change of salary or otherwise, the committee might perhaps under the 
same authority change the salaries of postmasters themselves. 

But the question presented now is, Shall the decision of the Chair 
stand as the judgment of the committee? 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 45, 
noes 29. 

So the decision of the Chair was sustained. 

Mr. BLOUNT, I wish now to offer an amendment 

Mr. CANNON. I make a point of order upon the paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has recognized the gentleman from 


rgia. 

Mr. CANNON. But I rise to make a poiut of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. If the point of order is of such a nature as to 
take the gentleman from Georgia off the floor, the Chair would enter- 
tain it. 

Mr. CANNON, 


. bill legis- 


I think it will, He rises to amend the paragraph; 
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I rise to make a point of order on the paragraph beginning with line 
15 and ending with line 23, inclusive. 
Mr. BLOUNT. I wish to reply to the point of order that this para- 
ph has been already amended by an increase of the salary from 
$3,000 to $3,500. It has been adopted, and the point of order comes 
too late. 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from Illinois state his point 
of order? 

Mr. CANNON. My point of order is that from lines 15 to 23, inclu- 
sive, there is a provision for the creation of the office of assistant post- 
master, not authorized under the terms of the order obtained by the 
gentleman from Georgia. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the gentleman from IIli- 
nois that this paragraph has been under discussion, has been amended, 
and hence the point of order is too late, in the opinion of the Chair. 

Mr. CANNON. I was not aware that it had been amended. 

Mr. BINGHAM. It has been. : 

Mr. REED. I would like to offer another amendment in the same 
direction, if there is no objection. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I yield to allow the gentleman to offer it now. 

Mr. REED. ‘Then I offer the amendment I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Add to the paragra; h: 
“Provided, That 9 shall be hereby decreased.“ 


Mr. HOLMAN. That is legislation, not classification. I make the 
point of order against it. 

Mr. REED. I desire to be heard on the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman. 

Mr. REED. The Chair has already decided that this ph is 
before the House; and if it is before the House, it is before it for the 
purpose of amendment. Here is a provision which directly relates to 
the salaries. It proposes to provide what the limitation of that pro- 
vision which is already before the House shall be, that it shall not be 
construed to decrease any salaries now existing. I do not understand 
what point of order can be made against that, except the sympathetic 
one which would be likely to be made. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is not before the committee, 

Mr. BLOUNT. I desire to make a point of order on that amend- 
ment. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The point of order that I make is that this para- 
graph stands just as though it were in conformity with law; nothing 
beyond that. This proposition proposes to amend that law. 

Mr. REED. Proposes to do what? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Proposes to go beyond the provision itself. 

Mr. REED. Not at all. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It declares that no salary shall be reduced. 

Mr. REED. It simply provides that no salary shall be hereby de- 
creased. That is in accordance with the law. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It is not in accordance with this law. It is legis- 
lation. It is a provision to enlarge the law as it stands, and proposes 
to incorporate that in this bill. The fact that this provision is in the 
bill, and is there properly, does not authorize further legislation upon 
the subject. 

Mr. REED. Certainly it does. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I hope the gentleman from Maine will withdraw 
his amendment at this time and offer it at the end of the bill. 

Mr. REED. I would rather try it on this section, because I do not 
know how it would work on the rest of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks the amendment proposed by 
the gentleman from Maine is in order, and overrules the point of or- 


der. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Chairman, I would like to have the section 
read as it would be with the amendment proposed by the gentleman 
from Maine. A 

The Clerk read as follows: 3 


Assistant postmaster, salary not exceeding 50 per cent. of the of the 
aster, as provided by act of March 3, 1883, graded in even h of 
ollars, from $1,500 to not exceeding $3,000 per annum, exoept New York, N. Y., 
where the salary of the assistant postmaster shall be fixed at §3,000 per annum, 
and that of the second assistant postmaster at $3,000 perannum : Provided, That 
no salary shall be hereby decreased, 


Mr. CANNON. I desire to offer an amendment to the amendment: 

Provided further, That no salary shall be increased. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is right. i 

Mr. KERR. I make the pointof order against the amendment that 
it is inconsistent with the action of the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state the point of order. 

Mr. KERR. The point of order is this: That the House has deter- 
mined what the salaries shall be by the adoption of the proposition be- 
fore the committee; and the amendment is not in order, because it 
changes the action of the House. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I understand, Mr. Chairman, that the matter is now 
before the House on its merits, and that there isa pending proposition. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order of the gentleman from Iowa 
rests upon the amendment proposed by the gentleman from Illinois. 
P be heard on that point of 

er 


Mr. BLOUNT. I do not desire to be heard upon the point of order. 

Mr. KERR. The House has fixed the salaries, and therefore the 
amendment proposed by the gentleman from Illinois is not in order, as 
it would be inconsistent with the action of the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair overrules the point of order, because, 
however absurd an amendment may be, it is for the House to decide 
the matter, and not for the Chair. 

Mr. CANNON, Ido not think it is absurd, for the reason that if 
it is competent to provide that the salaries shall not be decreased, it is 
certainly equally competent to provide that they shall not be increased. 

Mr. BLOUNT. The proposition is a proviso to the section as it now 
stands—that it shall decrease any salaries, 

Mr. REED. I would like the attention of the House for a moment 
to this matter, because it is a business proposition. This classification 
which we now have proposes to limit the salaries of the assistant post- 
masters, who are, practically, the managing men in the offices, to 50 
per cent. of the salaries of the postmasters. 

Now, the salary of the postmaster depends largely if not wholly upon 
the actual cash receipts of the office. Those cash receipts have their 
origin mainly in thesale of stamps, and that would bea very fair basis on 
which to grade both the salary of the postmaster and of his manager 
were it not for the fact that in some offices the work is peculiar and is 
increased out of proportion to the receipts which are evidenced by the 
sale of postage-stamps. As I remarked to the committee the other day, 
the post-offices in Portland and Augusta, Me., are flooded, I might say, 
with a kind of work which has its origin in the operations of several 
firms who in the course of their business receive large amounts of 
postage-stamps and are consequently sellers of stamps rather than pur- 
chasers. Therefore, to limit the salary of the assistant postmaster or 
manager ofthe Portland or of the Augusta post-oflice in proportion to 
the actual cash receipts would be grossly unjust. Hence, the effectof 
this billis to reduce the salary of the assistant postmaster at Portland 
below what is given him by the Postmaster-General, which salary, 
fixed by the Postmaster-General, has been fixed in view of all the facts. 
I desire, therefore, that this classification, if adopted, shall not involve 
the payment of a less salary than fairly belongs to the assistant post- 
master at Portland, I know gentlemen say that we can get men to 
fill this place or that place or the other place at a smaller salary than is 
now paid. It is true that we can get men to occupy the places, but it 
is very difficult to get men to fill many of them even with the salaries 
that are now paid, and any one who knows the business of some of 
these offices knows perfectly well that the proper men to fill them will 
have to be paid a fair compensation or else the service will suffer. 

Mr. WISE. Can the gentleman state what is the salary now fixed 
by the Postmaster-General for the assistant postmaster at Portland? 

Mr. REED. I think it is fixed at $1,600, which is a very reasonable 
salary for a man who has to do the amount of work that he has to do. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Mr. Chairman, in the line of the remarks of the 
gentleman from Maine [Mr. Rexp] I want to call attention to the 
effect of his amendment, which I regard as a very proper one. In 
the Buffalo post-office the salary of the postmaster is $3,800 a year. 
The present salary of the assistant postmaster there is $2,200 a year. 
The gross receipts of the office are $381,000. Now, under this new 
classification the assistant postmaster at Buffalo would have $400 taken 
from his salary, and would receive only $1,900 a year; so that that office, 
the eleventh office in rank in the United States, would have the com- 
pensation of its officers reduced in this way. Asit is now arranged 
the assistant postmaster is the custodian, or cashier, and is in charge 
of all the money in that office. He is under a sufficient bond to cover 
the responsibility, and the office has no cashier or “ first clerk,” 
As to efficiency, the most efficient officerin the Buffalo post-office would 
have $400 a year taken off his salary by this bill. 

In speaking with the honorable chairman of the committee a day or 
two ago, he said that even if the assistant postmaster’s salary was cut 
down $400 it was due to the Buffalo post-office that it should have a 
cashier. If that office should havea eashier, it certainly could not pay 
him less than $1,500 a year; so that under this classification, cutting 
down $400 from the salary of the assistant postmaster and paying a 
cashier, the United States, in order to secure like service to that which 
it receives now, would have to pay $1,100 more than it now pays. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Not necessarily. 

Mr. FARQUHAR, Yes, sir; necessarily. 

Mr. BINGHAM. They could make the assistant postmaster the 
cashier. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. The gentleman from Pennsylvania suggests that 
they can make the assistant postmaster the cashier also. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I mean that they can call him“ cashier ” and not 
assistant postmaster. ’? 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Then there would be no assistant postmaster” 
at all in the office. 

Mr. BINGHAM. No. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Well, if that could be regulated by your bill I 
would have no objection to it, but when the proposition is made by the 


Post-Office Committee that an office like that at Buffalo shall be made 
inefficient in order that they may secure a certain classification, I, as 
the Representative from that district, feel bound to see to it, so far as I 


1996 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


can, that the efficiency of that office is not impaired by any classifica- 
tion. Iam quite willing that this system of classification shall apply 
to the clerical service, but when you touch the efficient working, man- 
aging power of the post-office, as I know that the assistant postmaster 
at Buffalo is, you are impairing the efficiency of the service. 

Mr. RICE. Mr. Chairman, I desire to make a statement in relation 
to the post- offices at St. Paul and Minneapolis, in my district, as they 
would be affected by this paragraph. The postmasters at each of those 
places now receive $3,700 a year salary. Each assistant re- 
ceives $2,400 a year. The one at Minneapolis has been in office twenty- 
seven years. He has grown up with the office. The oneat St. Paul 
has been in office nineteen years, and the business of those two great 
offices mainly depends upon those two assistant postmasters. The 
disbursements of the St. Paul office during the last calendar year 
exceeded $5,000,000 and the disbursements of the Minneapolis office 
were perhaps a little less. I state these facts to show the very great 
importance of these two growing offices and to show that if the sala- 
ries of these assistant postmasters are reduced, as they would be by this 
paragraph, to $1,800 a year. a reduction of $600 apiece, the service must 
suffer in consequence. It is all they can do now to run those offices, 
working from twelve to eighteen hours a day, not excluding Sundays. 
They are overworked now, and it would be a great hardship to them 
and a retrogressive step to reduce their salaries from $2,400 to $1,800 
ayear. It would be an injustice to them and an injury to the service 
against which I feel bound to protest. : 

Mr. ADAMS. If the amendment of the gentleman from Maine [Mr. 
REED] will have the effect which he evidently thinks it will have, I 
am in favor of it. There is, however, a question in my mind whether 
it will have that effect. The salary of the assistant postmaster at Chi- 
cago has been until within a few months $3,400. It has been reduced 
within the present year to $3,200. This bill would reduce it to $3,000, 
being one-half of the amount which the postmaster receives—$6,000. 
The postmaster at that place gets the same salary received by the post- 
masters in certain other large cities, although the total business of the 
office is greater by nearly 50 per cent. than at most of those offices. 
In New York the total business is about $4,800,000 per annum; in 
Chicago it is $2,400,000 per annum; in Philadelphia, $1,800,000; in 
Boston, $1,700,000; in St. Louis, about $900,000; and in Cincinnati, 
$684,000. Yet all these postmasters at these different cities, except 
New York, receive $6,000 and no more, the reason being that when 
yon passed in 1882 the bill fixing the salaries of postmasters you made 
those salaries depend upon the total business, and you did not take 
into account in the total business any excess over $600,000. What the 
business at Chicago was at that time I do not know, but if it was 
$600,000 then, it has since risen to $2,400,000, For the same reason 
which prompted the gentleman from Georgia an hour ago to raise the 

of the assistant postmaster at New York from $3,000 to $3,500, 
I should desire to have the salary of the assistant postmaster at Chi- 
cago fixed at the amount which he is now receiving—not the sum 
which he has been receiving for a series of years, but the $3,200 which 
he is receiving now. If the amendment of the gentleman from Maine 
would have that effect, I should be satisfied with it. But will it? 
The provision is, No salaries shall be hereby decreased.“ Is there a 
“salary ” for the assistant ter? The ” which the gen- 
tleman has in his mind is the sum which the officer is now receiving. 
Will that be the construction adopted by the Department or by the 
courts, if the case should go to the courts? The question is whether 
the sum which was allowed by the Postmaster-General last year is the 
“ salary °’ contemplated by the provision. 

Mr. REED. My idea is that this provision will simply allow the 
Post-Office Department the same discretion that it has had hitherto, 
and that is all I ask. If at any time the Post-Office Department should 
think that the salary at the Portland office ought to be decreased below 
the sum at present fixed, I have no objection. 

Mr. ADAMS. Do you mean the salary of the postmaster, or that of 
the assistant postmaster? 

Mr. REED. The salary of the assistant postmaster. 

Mr. ADAMS. How is it now fixed? 

Mr. REED. It is fixed by the Post-Office Department, and Iam 
perfectly willing that it shall continue to be so fixed. 

Mr. ADAMS. Soam I. 

Mr. REED. This bill provides that the salary of the assistant post- 
master may be fixed by the Department, but shall not in any case ex- 
ceed 50 per cent. of that of the postmaster. My amendment provides 
that this limitation shall be flexible to this extent, that it shall not be 
allowed to lower the salaries now paid. 

Mr. ADAMS. Below what point? Below the amount that is now 
received ? 

Mr. REED. . My object is that the Department shall not be forced 
to lower the salaries, if it does not deem it proper to do so. 

Mr. ADAMS. But here is the state of the law: In 1882 we passed a 
statute fixing the salaries of the postmasters. Now, have these other 
officials ‘‘salaries’’ within the contemplation of law? 

Mr. REED. I think they certainly have. 

Mr. ADAMS. I mean will it be so construed under the provision 
which we propose to insert in this bill? 


Mr. REED. I have no doubt of it; the language will have to be 
construed to mean something, and what else can it mean? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Chairman, in fixing the salaries of the post- 
masters of the country, the rule has been adopted of regulating those 
salaries with reference to the gross revenues of the office. For instance, 
it is provided that first-class offices shall consist of those having gross 
receipts from $40,000 to not exceeding $600,000. Where the gross re- 
ceipts are $40,000 and not exceeding $45,000 the salary is $3,000. I 
will not take up time in reading these provisions in detail; but those 
to which I have just referred illustrate the manner in which salaries 
in the first, second, and third class offices are fixed. 

Is there any better basis? Has there been any better basis proposed? 
Can you imagine any better rule for determining the salaries of post- 
masters in this country than by seeing what their business is and de- 
termining that business by the amount of the gross receipts? We have 
been content for a long period to ascertain in that way the salary of 
every postinaster in these United States who is paid a salary at all. If 
it will answer for the adjustment of the salaries of postmasters of the 
country, I ask, when you come to assistant postmasters why may you 
not adopt the same rule in reference to them? If it is reasonable as to 
the chief official it is certainly reasonable as to the chief clerk or the 
assistant postmaster. 

If you adopt that rule in reference to the post-offices of the country 
you will find that the very same inexactness in the result which the 
gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] complains of applies to other post- 
masters. You can not get any rule which works an exact mathemat- 
ical equality. 

What was done in relation to assistant postmasters? Some clerks 
were being paid too low, and when I use the word ‘‘clerk” I use it in 
reference to assistant postmasters as well as others. The rosters were 
taken throughout the country, the maximum and the minimum sal- 
aries were taken, and an adjustment between those lines had to be reg- 
ulated by something. You would not give an assistant postmaster 
where the gross receipts were $40,000 as much as you would give to 
an assistant postmaster at an office where the gross receipts were $600,- 
000. There must be some regulation, of course, as between $40,000 
and $600,000. The revenue was taken as a basis. On an examination of 
these salaries, with this basis adjusted in this way the calculation was 
made in reference to the various offices of the country. You have the 
result in the tabulated statement found in the committee’s report on 
page 15, which changes these salaries simply by causing them to relate 
to revenue, in some cases increasing and in some decreasing them. 

While there may be some inapt result, it is far better to have some 
system of adjustment instead of leaving these assistant postmasters of 
the United States to be determined by some clerk in the Post-Office 
Department who is besieged by importunity, one person having domi- 
nating influence and the other having none. 

Mr. WEBER. Is it not a fact that the postmasters fix the salary of 
the assistant postmasters? 

Mr. BLOUNT. No, sir. 

I wish to say there ought to be some influence somewhere restrain- 
ing the discretion of the Department in this matter. I have never 
seen any head of that Department, Republican or Democrat, who did 
not feel the necessity of it. The Congress of the United States pro- 
vided a rule, as follows: 

Sec. 460. The Postmaster-General may allow to the postmaster at New York 
City and to the postmasters at offices of the first and second classes, out of the 
tea! goose revenue of their respective offices, that is to say, the excess of box-renta 
and commissions over and above the salary assigned to the office, a reasonable 
sum for the n cost of rent, fuel, lights, furniture, stationery, printing, 
clerks, and necessary incidentals, to be adiusted on a satisfactory ibit of the 
facts; and no such allowance shall be made except upon the order of the Post- 
master-General. 

While unintentionally that statute has been repealed the Department 
has been using it as a basis upon which to adjust salaries. I take it, 
no matter what political complexion the Postmaster-General may be, 
thereshould be somerule to bring about equality in these offices through- 
out the country. In the office of my friend from Maine I take his state- 
ment as true. In that particular case it may be the fact, butI think the 
gentleman will find in reference to other clerks the salaries will be in- 


[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois, was recognized and yielded his time to 
Mr. BLOUNT. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr.Chairman, the gentleman representing the Buffalo 
district has stated that the salary of the assistant postmaster there was 
reduced by the operation of this rule. That is true; butif the gentle- 
man will look farther he will find that the salaries of several persons 
there are increased, should the bill become a law, by the operation of 
this rule. He will find that the aggregate result of this legislation is 
to increase the amount recommended for clerical hire there, and that 
is the general result as to all places in this country. It is too apt to 
be true that the leading clerk in an office gets his unequal share of a 
fund set apart for the office, while men of less influence have their allow- 
ance cut down with a view of building his up. 

Now, if the classification shall make some such changes in regard to 
individual instances, but in its general results adds not only to the 
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clerical force but to the efficiency of the offices throughout the country, 
Ido not believe that my friend from the Buffalo district, or the gen- 
tleman from Maine would be willing to destroy the bill where its gen- 
eral operations were advantageous not only to their localities, but to 
all localities instead of to some particular individual. In the opera- 
tion of the law, if some individual may incidentally have his salary re- 
duced, the general result is beneficial to all and to the service. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. If the gentleman will allow me a word, I only 
wish to say that in the remarks I made I called attention to the fact 
that the official in the Buffalo post-office to whom I referred is one of 
the most efficient officers in the service. And I want to call attention 
to another fact which has been incidentally mentioned by the gentleman 
from Georgia, and that is that the Buffalo post-office, when you take 
the figures of $380,000 of gross receipts, is not credited for at least 30 
per cent. of the work of our great transfer there of mails into the Ca- 
nadian and Western country. It does not form a part of the $380,000, 
and that is why, when the amendment of the gentleman from Maine 
was proposed, I believed it would have the effect of saving an efficient 
officer, and favored it. I desire to keep the salaty of this official where 
it is. 

I grant you that the remarks of the gentleman from Georgia are cor- 
rect as far as the general efficiency of the service is concerned, and I 
have no objection whatever to make to that, and I hope no one else 
on the floor will; but I think it important and proper that an efficient 
omon doing a large share of work should not have his salary cut down 
needlessly. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. DOCKERY having taken the 
chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Senate, by Mr. Mc- 
Cook, its Secretary, announced that the Senate had agreed to the re- 

rt of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 

ouses on the bill (S. 139) to credit and pay to the several States and 
Territories and to the District of Columbia all moneys collected under 
the direct tax levied by act of Congress approved August 5, 1861. 

It also announced that the Senate had agreed to the amendment 
of the House to the bill (S. 2091) granting a pension to Frances H. 
Plummer. 

It farther announced that the Senate had concurred in the resolution 
of the House for printing and binding 10,000 additional copies of the 
third annual report of the Commissioner of Labor for the use of the 
Department of Labor. 

It also stated that the Senate had passed without amendment the 
bill (H. R. 7718) for the relief of Milo McCrillis. 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed with an 
amendment, in which the concurrence of the House was requested, the 
bill (H. R. 8557) for the relief of Dr. David Bell. 

It stated also that the Senate had passed bills of the following titles; 
in which concurrence was requested: 

A bill (8. 555 for the relief of Maj. James Belger; 

A bill (S. 3818) for the establishment of a light-house and fog-sig- 
nal at Old Orchard Shoal, in Princess Bay, New York, and for other 

urposes; and 

A bill (S. 3920) to ratify and confirm an agreement with the Mus- 
cogee (or Creek) Nation of Indians, in the Indian Territory, and for 
other purposes. 

POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Committee of the Whole resumed its session. 
Mr. WILKINSON. Mr. Chairman, I am unwilling to see the sala: 
of any good and competent official reduced. The Government of the 
United States needs in the Post-Office service and competent men, 
and to obtain such men it is necessary to pay fair and suitable salaries. 
This provision making the pay of the assistant postmasters 50 cent. 
that of the postmasters would in the city of New Orleans cut down the 
pay of the official, the assistant postmaster, from $2,400 to $1,800, and 
as long as I am on this floor I shall protest against any such reduction. 

Hence I support the amendment of the gentleman from Maine. 

The salary of the postmaster at the city of New Orleans is based, as 
the other salaries are, on the gross receipts from the sale of stamps, and 
now, Mr. Chairman, at this point it should be remembered that this is 
hardly a fair criterion. New Orleans is the great distributing center 
of the mails to South America and Mexico. The handling of these 
mails and the labor entailed in their transmission does not add 1 cent 
to the gross receipts of the office there, while it adds a great deal to the 
cost of carrying on the business of the office. The postmaster of that 
city is not paid adequately for the importance and the amount of the 
work that he performs, and, as I said before, I shall resist any reduc- 
tion of this or any other official in the public service who is now paid 
no more than he deserves, 

Mr. REED. Mr. Chairman, the general principle which the gentle- 
man from Georgia has enunciated to the committee and the ease with 
which it can be applied would be very effective if it were not for the 
trouble that wherever it is applied to the detriment of the efficiency 
of the office the people feel it just as much as if the general principle 
were not actually in use. Personally I am very confident that the re- 


duction of this salary in my own city will result in less efficient sery- 
ice, and I care more for that than I do for any relief that can be 
given to the Postmaster-General. 

The committee themselves have recognized this fact in the very 
proposition which they bring in. If the general principle is so de- 
lightful to contemplate, why should it not apply also in New York? 
Why should an exception be made of this city and their assistant post- 
master and second assistant postmaster, who are kept at the same 
price? Surely the principie ought to apply to New York as well as to 
Portland, Me. If the principle is a good thing, the more you spread 
it the better. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Will the gentleman allow me there? 

Mr. REED. Certainly. 

Mr. BLOUNT. The bill simply follows the present exception as to 
the New York office that has been the practice for many years, the serv- 
ice there being of an exceptional character. It has always been treated 


80. 

Mr. REED. The service, as I have tried to point out, is of an ex- 
ceptional character, and that is the reason why I want to make an 
exceptional arrangement. Now, mark the cogent result of that fact. 
The fact is, the Postmaster-General, having the right, fixed the compen- 
sation of these men, and having the information necessary to enable 
him to fix it, has fixed it at rates below which the committee tried to 
give. Now, is that just or right? He says there will be importunities 
in regard to particular individuals. These importunities will be well 
counterbalanced by importunities in other directions, for the amount 
appropriated being limited he can not make an increase in one place 
without making a decrease in others. It would seem that we ought to 
have originally passed an increased amount, but failing in that we at 
least ought to pass that which permits the salary to remain at what 
the Postmaster-General, the most competent judge on the subject, has 
already fixed it. 

Mr. ENLOE. I only want to say in reference to this matter that 
Iam very much inclined to favor the amendment of the gentleman 
from Maine [Mr. REED] if it is also to be amended by the amendment 
of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNoN]. That, as 1 understand 
it, cuts this section or paragraph of the bill off at both ends and ren- 
ders it of no effect, for it is equivalent to striking out that paragraph 
of the bill. I think the discussion here has developed a fact which it 
seems to me will be developed all the way through in the discussion 
of this matter, and that is that there are such peculiar conditions sur- 
rounding the service of the different offices of the country as they will 
be presented by the different members of Congress here that this classi- 
fication ought to rest where it does to-day, with the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral. He is the party who has the information and can regulate these 
matters, not strictly in accordance with the receipts of the office, but 
according to the nature of the service to be performed and the value of 
those services. But, Mr. Chairman, I want to take this occasion to 
say that I am opposed to the entire classification business. I am op- 
posed to this increase of $600,000 proposed in this bill. I would vote, 
if I had an opportunity, to strike it out entirely, and pass the appro- 
priation bill as it has been passed heretofore, without that provis- 
ion in it. I think the discussion on this paragraph demonstrates that 
gentlemen are willing to accept this classification where it will increase 
the salaries of assistant postmasters in their districts, but that where 
it will reduce salaries it is not acceptable to the Representatives. I 
am opposed to the principle of increasing salaries, am opposed to this 
entire classification as proposed, and would be guite willing to see it 
stricken out of the bill. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I have restrained any desire that I might have 
had to discuss the propositions that are now before the House with a 
view to expediting the consideration of this bill and reach a conclu- 
sion. It does seem tome, Mr. Chairman, that the discussion has spread 
and proceeded to a length that the House is fully ready to pass u 
the question, and I am anxious that it shall. The proposition before 
the House is simply this: The section of the bill limits the discretion 
of the Postmaster-General to fix the salaries of the assistant postmasters 
to a point not exceeding 50 per cent. The gentleman from Maine fur- 
ther proposes to restrict that discretion by providing that the salaries 
shall in no case be reduced, and the gentleman from Illinois offers a 
further amendment, which is very plausible, that the salaries shall in 
no case be increased. I think the committee understands the question, 
and if they are ready to adopt both amendments the result will be that 
we will have the present law. 

Mr. REED. We will not adopt but one of them. 

Mr. CANNON. I want to say a word about my amendment. Under 
the law as it now is the Postmaster-General is given the discretion from 
year to year and from month to month to make such allowance for 
clerk-hire as the demands of the service may require. In a country 
like ours, that has increased in thirty years 30,000,000 of people, it is 
very desirable that that power should be given to him and remain in 
him, and I can prove that by this proposition in this bill and the amend- 
ment to it. What is the proposition? To limit that discretion so that 
the salaries shall not exceed so much. The gentleman from Maine 
and various other gentlemen, from Minnesota, in rapidly-growing towns 
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where business is more lively than other places, say The bill is all 
right, but I want an amendment, that it shall not cut down my man; 
he has not got too much.“ 

I sympathize with them. They areright. But, then, I come to my 
amendment, and say that if it is just in enacting this law in providing 
that it shall be nullified where it cuts down the salaries, then I want 
to take the other step with my amendment and say that it shall be 
nullified where it increases the salary. Where does that leave you? 
It leaves you back where the law now is, and where it ought to be; 
son, therefore, I shali insist upon the adoption of my amendment at 

t. 

Mr. LIND. There has been thus far a great deal of discussion in 
regard to the effect of this bill on first and second class offices, but the 
committee should not forget that the appropriation that was determined 
on a while ago also includes all the clerk-hire that will be provided for 
the compensation of clerks in third-class offices where any clerks are 
allowed. Now, I am not prepared to say that this proposed classifica- 
tion is just; I am not prepared to say that it is the best that could be 
made; but I will say this, and I believe I am justified in making the 
statement, that we have got either to accept this classification as it is 
without amendment or we have to abandon it entirely. If the amend- 
meut offered by the gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] should carry, 
so that no salary could be reduced under any circumstances, then, 
many salaries being necessarily increased by the bill and there being 
only a certain amount of money for the Postmaster-General to dispose 
of, the result would be that the salaries of employés in first and second 
class offices would in all probability consume 95 per cent. of the appro- 
priation, and the third-class offices having clerks would have to go with- 
out any compensation for them. So, without going into any lengthy 
explanation, I repeat that we have got either to stand by this bill and 
take it with its defects and its hardships, if it carries any, or else aban- 
don the whole thing. : 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
CANNON] says that he is opposed to this bill because he thinks the 
existing system is a better one, and he says that with all the emphasis 
of his emphatic nature. But, while the gentleman is so earnest in his 
opposition the committee should remember that for more than ten years 
past the distinguished men who have been at the head of the Post- 
Office Department, Mr. Howe, Mr. Hatton, Mr. Vilas—all these gentle- 
men, without any division of opinion, have taken a view quite differ- 
ent from that taken by the gentleman from Illinois. The press of the 
country, too, has taken a different view, and therefore I trust that the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads have at least as much 
reason for the opinion they entertain in relation to this matter as the 
gentleman from Illinois has for his opinion. The salaries of post- 
masters vary with the gross receipts. They are adjusted from time to 
time, and the salaries of these officials may be readjusted by being put 
into different classifications with reference to receipts; so that there is 
elasticity all along the line. 

The eral results that have been sought by the various recom- 
mendations in the reports of the Pos and which have 
been especially urged by the President of the United States in his late 
message to the Congress of the United States, are reached by this bill. 
I trust, therefore, that this committee will think it is as reasonable to 
fix the salaries of clerks in post- offices as it is to fix the salaries of postal 
clerks, or of letter-carriers, or of clerks in the several Departments of 
this Government, and to fix them by law, rather than to leave them to 
be determined by a single person in the Post-Office Department, with- 
out rule, just as he pleases. If at some particular locality —— S 
son has influence, he gets his increase, and the money for it is en 
from some section where they have no such influence. I am opposed 
to any principle that puts citizens on an unequal footing in this regard. 
If this proposed classification obtains, it regulates the allowance in 
Maine, it regulates the allowance in Texas, it regulates the allowance 
in Pennsylvania, it regulates the allowance in Oregon, it regulates it 
everywhere by rule, and I submit, sir, that that is far better than for 
a member of Congress to have to go toa clerk in the Post-Office Depart- 
ment and beg him to make a particular allowance for a particular post- 
master. [Cries of Vote! Vote!“ !! 

Mr. COX. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last word. The 
gentleman from Tennessee seems to be dissatisfled with the general 
system of classification. I do not know how much he has studied it, 
and do not know whether he has read the recommendations of previous 
Postmasters-General. I know why the gentleman from IIlinois [Mr. 
CANNON] is opposed to this portion of the bill. His amendment was 
not adopted, and therefore every point of order that is made upon the 
bill should be sustained, and every argument against it should be sus- 
tained. Every word said against the bill must be correct because our 
friend's amendment was not adopted. 

Mr. CANNON. You propose legislation and yet refuse money to 
carry it out; therefore I am against the legislation. 

Mr. COX. Iam not debating that; that is a foregone matter. The 


question now is whether this classification system is not valuable and 
worth sustaining now that it is before us. 

Ihave not a doubt that these clerks in our post-offices are over- 
worked and inadequately paid. A former Postmaster-General, Mr. 


Howe—than whom a better Postmaster never held office—declared, 
summing up the results of his experience in this matter 

First. 

1 ral Thar the 2 the Department to equitably distribute the allowances 
Second. That the distribution of the allowances has resulted disastrously to 
the clerks and detrimentally to the service. 
Third. That post-office clerks, as a rule, are overworked and underpaid, 

Fourth. That the element of chance as to the salaries of clerks, dependent upon 
the importunities of postmasters,should be removed. 

Fifth. That the present system of allowances is a total failure. 

Sixth. The immediate necessity on the part of Congress io take legislative ac- 
3 on account of the interests of the public service and forthe welfare of 

e cier. 

These statements embody the experience of Post master-General 
Howe during the time he held office. It is clearly established that 
these post-office clerks, in view of the labor, the inordinate labor, that 
they perform in all the very large offices of the country, are very poorly 
paid. We have passed bills providing as the average rate of work eight 
hours per diem. Ten hours’ work by a competent clerk ought to be 
well paid for. Yet what do we find to be the hours of labor of these 
various clerks? I submit a statement showing the number of working 
hours per day in various sections of the country: 

Brooklyn, N. V., ten to twelve hours (until the work is up). 

Bridgeport, Conn.. twelve hours, 

Boston, Mass., eight and one-half tothirteen hours (until the work is up). 
Charleston. S. C., ö a. m. to 7 p. m. (time for meals). 

Cleveland, Ohio, eight to twelve hours. 

Erie, Pa., twelve hours, 

Hartford, Conn., nine to ten hours, 

Jersey City, N. J.. nine to eleven hours. 

Minneapolis, Minn., ten to fourteen hours. 

Newark. N. J., nine to ten and one-half hours. 

New Bedford, Mass., nine to ten hours. 

New York City, N. X., eight to ten hours, 

Philadelphia, Pa., nine to twelve hours (until the work is up). 

Portland, Me., 5a. m. to 10 p.m., with intermissions, making nine hours, 
N. Y., eight to twelve hours, 
Springfield, Mass., twelve hours. 
orcester, Mass., twelve hours. 

These are the usual hours of labor, and may beincreased at any time by 
reason of unusually heavy mails or delay in arrival of trains. This state- 
ment shows that these clerks work far beyond the ordinary hours of 
labor. If I had time I could dwell upon the very onerous and ex- 
hausting nature of the work which they are compelled to perform—the 
wear and tear upon theirmemory and their physical powers—the stamp- 
ing, the distribution and the sending out of mails, all this mass of 
labor, almost intolerable to contemplate and worseto perform. I hope 
that the House will not go back on the experience of these various 
postmasters and Postmasters-General because the amendment of my 
friend from Illinois failed to receive the vote of this Committee of the 
Whole. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands that the gentleman from 
New York withdraws his pro forma amendment. 

Mr. COX. Yes, sir. 

Mr. REED. I understand the gentleman from New York to be in 
favor of the amendment which I have proposed. 

Mr. COX. Iam speaking generally. 

Mr. REED. Well, I so understand the gentleman, 

Mr. COX. No, I did not say that. 

Mr. REED. I want to understand the real point of the gentleman’s 
remarks. He has just closed by saying that we ought not to cast aside 
the experiencelof the postmasters and Postmasters-General. That is 
precisely what gam arguing lor. I propose that the committee shall 
not, by adoptin an arbitrary 50 per cent. limitation, prevent the pay- 
ment of a larger salary where the propriety of a larger salary is sug- 
gested by the experience of the postmasters and the Postmasters-Gen- 
eral 


Mr. COX. I understand the gentleman. 

Mr. REED. Iam quite sure the gentleman from New York will 
follow the logic of his remarks and help me to rectify what seems to 
be an accidental oversight on the part of the committee. 

Mr. COX. I donot want to make a law for every postmaster in 
the country. I havesought to answer the objurgatory remarks in re- 
gard to this classification system. I was trying to answer the gentle- 
man from Tennessee and my friend from Illinois. I am not disputing 
now with the gentleman from Maine. 

Mr. REED. The general principle which the gentleman from New 
York has laid down shows that he is not disputing with me. I want 
him to go one step further 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is not in order except by unanimous 
consent. All debate upon the pending amendment has been ex- 
hausted. 

Mr. KERR. I move to amend by striking out the paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. That would be an amendment in the third de- 
gree and is not in order now, as there are two amendments pending. 
The first question is on the amendment proposed by the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. CANNON], which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided further, That no salary shall be hereby increased. 

The question being taken, the amendment was rejected; there be- 

ing—ayes 16, noes 46. : 


1889. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


1999 


The question then recurred on the amendment of Mr. “nis which 
was read, as follows: 

Provided, That no salary shall be hereby decreased. 

The question being taken, the amendment was rejected; there be- 
ing—ayes 32, noes 52. 

Mr. ENLOE. I move to strike ont the paragraph. 

Mr. KERR. That is the motion I desired to make. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. ENLOE to strike out 
the pending paragraph, there were, on a division (called for by Mr. 
REED)—ayes 29, noes 53. 

Mr. KERR. No quorum, 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The point of no quorum being made, the Chair 
will appoint tellers. 

Mr. BLOUNT. It is quite evident that there is no quorum now in 
the Hall. It is Saturday evening, and I think no progress will be 
made on this bill by sitting longer now. I move that the commitiee 
rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. MCMILLIN having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. TURNER, of Georgia, reported 
that the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union had had 
under consideration the bill (H. R. 12490) making appropriations for 
the service of the Post-Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1890, and had come to no resolution thereon. 

And then, on motion of Mr. KILGORE (at 4 o’clock and 30 minutes 
p. m.), the House adjourned. 


PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. 


Under the rule private bills of the following titles were introduced 
and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. CRAIN: A bill (H. R. 12604) to restore the pension of Ann 
G. Barker—to the Committee on Pensions, 1 

By Mr. DE LANO: A bill (H. R. 12605) granting a pension to Abbie 
D. Johnson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12606) granting a pension to Alfred A. Lord—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GEST: A bill (H. R. 12607) to grant a pension to Ira Wells 
te che Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. HERMANN: A bill (H. R. 12608) to pension William J. Mar- 
tin—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SPRINGER: A bill (H. R. 12609) for the relief of John A. 
McClernand—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12610) for the relief of John M. Palmer—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MONTGOMERY: A bill (H. R. 12611) to grant a pension to 
Moses Stone—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILKINSON: A bill (H. R. 12612) to authorize the con- 
struction of a bridge across the Mississippi River at New Orleans, La.— 
to the Committee on Commerce. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


. The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. DORSEY: Memorial of citizens of MeCook, Nebr., for open- 
ing up Indian Territory and No Man's Land—to the Committee on the 
Territories, 

By Mr. ERMENTROUT: Petition of Typographical Union No. 86, 
of Reading, Pa., favoring the passage of the Chace-Breckinridge copy- 
right bill—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. GEST: Proof on the pension bill of Ira Wells—to the Com- 

ittee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: Memorial of New Matamoras Post, No. 666, 
and of Charles Beman Gates Post, No. 452, Grand Army of the Re- 
public. of Ohio, for liberal appropriations for publication of war records— 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. D. B. HENDERSON: Petition of citizens of Cascade, Iowa, 
asking for pension legislation before the revenue is otherwise reduced— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOWARD: Medical evidence in the claim of Sarah E. Me- 
Clure—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. JOSEPH: Petition of citizens of Old Albuquerque, N. Mex., 
denouncing a certain petition recently sent from that city—to the Com- 
mittee on the Territories. 

By Mr. McCORMICK: Petition of C. A. Gorrie and other citizens of 
Wellsborough, Pa., against the adulteration of food and liquors—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. MORRILL; Concurrent resolutions of the Legislature of 
Kansas, relating to the removal of the Prairie band of Pottawatomie 
Indians from Kansas—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. ROGERS: Memorial of the convention at Fort Smith, Ark., 
— relation to the Indian Territory to the Committee on the Terri - 

les. 

By Mr. TOOLE: Memorial of the Legislative Assembly of Montana 
Territory, in relation to the Fort Ellis military reservation—to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 


Also, petition of Hon. Lee Mantle, speaker of the house of repre- 
sentatives of Montana Territory, in relation to the same—to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. 

The following petitions for a national Sunday-rest law were received 
and severally referred to the Committee on Labor: 

By Mr. BREWER: Of 694 citizens of Michigan. 

By Mr. BRYCE: Of 2,968 citizens of New York. 

By Mr. J. E. CAMPBELL: Of 687 citizens of Ohio. 

By Mr. HITT: Of 269 citizens of Edinburgh, III. 

By Mr. HUNTER: Of citizens of sundry towns in Kentucky, 

By Mr. MATSON: Of 1,255 citizens of Indiana. 

By Mr. MILLIKEN (by request): Of John Collins and other citi- 
zens of Maine. 

By Mr. YOST: org 297 citizens of Staunton, Va. 


The following petitions, praying for a constitutional amendment pro- 
hibiting the manufacture, importation, exportation, transportation, and 
sale of all alcoholic liquors as a beverage, were received and severally 
referred to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Trafic: 

By Mr. CASWELL: Of 69 citizens of Clinton, Wis. 

By Mr. DORSEY: Of 24 citizens of Glenville; of 48 citizens of Red 
Cloud, and of 108 citizens of Wakefield and Concord, Nebr. 

By Mr. FELTON: Of 113 citizens of Gilroy, Colo. 

By Mr. GIFFORD: Of 27 citizens of Ripon; of 88 citizens of Can- 
—— of 26 citizens of Templeton; of 48 citizens of Copp and Lebanon, 


By Mr. HIRES: Of 28 citizens of Roodstown, and of 28 citizens of 
Dennisville, N. J. 

By Mr. A. J. HOPKINS: Of 24 citizens of Big Foot, III. 

By Mr. McADOO: Of 108 citizens of Jersey City, and of 55 citizens 
of Bayonne, N. J. 

By Mr. ROCKWELL: Of 63 citizens of Chicopee, Mass. 

By Mr. J. E. RUSSELL: Of 32 citizens of Auburn, and of 54 citi- 
zens of East Brookfield, Mass. 

By Mr. E. B. TAYLOR: Of 90 citizens of Kinsman, Ohio. 

By Mr. E. J. TURNER: Of 47 citizens of Burr Oak, Kans. 

By Mr. VANDEVER: Of 68 citizens of Tustin City, Cal. 

By Mr. VOORHEES: Of 247 citizens of Spokane, of 31 citizens of 
Buckeye Run, of 52 citizens of Ellensburgh, of 18 citizens of Whidby’s 
Island, of 19 citizens of Seattle, of 49 citizens of Columbus, of 55 citi- 
zens of Elberton, of 44 citizens of Blaine and Luniahvwoo, of 71 citi- 
zens of Asotin, and of 130 citizens of Cheney, Washington Territory. 


SENATE. 
MONDAY, February 18, 1889. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
Ta Journal of the proceedings of Saturday last was read and ap- 
prov 
FORT OMAHA, NEBRASKA. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate acommunication 
from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in reply to a resolution of the 
8th instant, certain information in regard to the relocation of Fort 
Omaha, Nebraska, and disapproving the purchase of 900 acres of land 
south of Omaha, recommended as a site for the relocation of such fort; 
which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. ‘ALLISON, I ask that all the papers accompanying the com- 

unication may be printed, if the order bas not been made. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That order was made. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. 


COURT OF CLAIMS REPORT. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting the conclusion 
of facts and law filed by the Court of Claims ina certain French spolia- 
tion claim; which, with the accompanying papers,was referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


PENNSYLVANIA BOUNDARY LINE. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from Charles W. Stone, secretary of the Commonwealth of Penn- 
sylvania, transmitting, by direction of the governor of Pennsylvania, a 
certified copy of An act to confirm the boundary lines between this 
Commonwealth and the States of New York, Ohio, and West Virginia, 
as resurveyed by the joint commissions appointed for that purpose, and 
to ratify and confirm the agreement entered into by commissioners 
on the part of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania and the State of 
New York in relation to the boundary line between said States, ap- 
proved the 6th day of June, A. D. 1887; which, with the accompanyin 
paper, was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ord 
to be printed. 
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HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 12384) for the allowance of certain claims reported by 
the accounting officers of the United States Treasury Department was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a joint resolution adopted 
by the Legislature of Kansas, favoring an appropriation for deep-water 
harbors on the coast of Texas; which was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce, 

He also presented a concurrent joint memorial of the Legislative As- 
sembly of the Territory of Montana, favoring the freeand untrammeled 
introduction of foreign capital for the purpose of the further develop- 
ment of the mining industry in that Territory; which was referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

He also presented the petition of Frank Gilbert and 45 others (20 
voters and 26 women), citizens of Burr Oak, Kans., praying for the 
submission to the States of a constitutional prohibitory amendment; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of 124 citizens of the State of Kansas, 


praying for the passage of a Sunday-rest law; which was referred to the 


Committee on Education and Labor. 
RETURN OF DIRECT TAXES, 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, on Saturday afternoon I was absent from 
the Senate at the time when the report of the conferees of the House 
of Representatives and the Senate on the direct-tax bill was taken up 
and Cnet of. I wish to enter a motion to reconsider the vote of the 
Senate by which that report was adopted. 

I take it for granted that the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS], 
who seems to have had charge of the conference report, will submit the 
ordinary motion to lay the motion to reconsider on the table. Unless 
some other Senator proposes to make that motion I will let the matter 
lie over until the Senator from Tennessee comes in. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] had charge 
of the report. 

Mr. SHERMAN. What is the motion? 

Mr. VEST. The motion is to reconsider the vote by which the re- 
port of the committee of conference on the direct-tax bill was con- 
curred in. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri moves to 
reconsider the vote by which the Senate agreed to the report of the 
committee of conference. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I could hardly ask the Senator from Missouri how 
he voted. I do not want to make that point. 

Mr. VEST. I was not here, but I believe the custom of the Senate 
is to allow the motion to be made by any one under such circumstances, 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do not intend to raise that point. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. When a vote is not taken by yeas 
and nays it is not customary to inquire how the Senator voted who 
makes a motion to reconsider. 

Mr. VEST. That is my information. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I should like to have the motion acted upon im- 
mediately, and am ready to make an explanation. If there can be ac- 
tion upon the motion now I should be very glad to have it seconded. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to raise that point, and my reason for doing it 
is not because I have the slightest doubt of the right of the Senator 
from Missouri to make the motion now. As I understand, unless there 
is a record by yeas and nays, it is the universal custom of the Senate, 
as the Chair has said, to permit any Senator to make a motion to re- 
consider, and I only raise the point for consideration because in regard 
to this very matter the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS] made 
this remark in regard to this very report on Saturday: 

1 But as I was not present at the time I have no right to move a reconsidera- 
on. 

I think, therefore, there is so much of a divergence of opinion on the 
question that the ruling of the Chair should be given, and I respect- 
fully ask the ruling of the Chair as to the right of the Senator from 
Missouri to make the motion. 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator desire to speak to 
the point of order? 

r. CULLOM. No, sir; not to the question of order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question of order being raised 
by the Senator from Massachusetts, the Chair states that it has been 
the uniform practice and custom in the Senate during the time that 
the Presiding Officer has served, now sixteen years, when no record of 
the final vote upon a question was taken by yeas and nays, to allow 
any Senator to enter a motion to reconsider, 

Mr. CULLOM. I simply desired to inquire of the Senator from 
Missouri whether he would delay making the motion until after re- 

rts of committees, etc., are made, as the motion will probably, ifit 
& taken up to be disposed of, elicit a good deal of discussion. 

Mr. VEST, Asa matter of course I will yield for morning business. 

I will state very frankly to the Senator from Ohio that my object is to 

give my reasons for opposing the direct-tax bill, and I took this method 
y which to do it, 


Mr. SHERMAN. All J want is to get the action of the Senate now 
upon the question. It is an iniportant bill involving a very large sum 
of money, and if there are objections to it they should be stated and 
we should have a fair vote. All I want is to have action now, because 
Senators can see that to put it over a few days is a defeat of the bill; and 
if it ig not get a large majority in the Senate I do not want to see it 
passed. 

Mr. VEST. Idonotmake the motion for any dilatory purpose what- 
ever. 

Mr. EDMUNDS., Mr. President. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator will pardon the Chair 
one moment, The bill having gone to the House of Representatives, 
the motion to reconsider should be accompanied by a request to the 
17575 of Representatives to return the same to the Senate under the 
rules. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish to ask whether the bill as agreed upon in 
conference is printed? 
see PRESIDENT pro tempore. It was not ordered printed by the 
Senate. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It was not ordered printed, I believe. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Not by the Senate. 

Mr. SHERMAN. But it is in fact in print. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Isitin print in the form in which the conferees 
agreed to it? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report of the committee of con- 
ference is printed in full in the RECORD. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It was printed in the Recorp. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But does the RECORD show how the bill would read 
then consecutively? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Precisely. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks not. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It does. The change from the original bill con- 
sists in one amendment, all of which is embodied in the print of the 
report, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then there is no need to move to print. I was 
not present when the matter passed, but from seeing some statement 
of it in a newspaper, I was very much afraid that the conferees in some 
aspects of the bill had gone much further than they themselvesintended 
to go. I was very much afraid of that and I am glad the motion to 
reconsider has been made, so that we may have time to examine the 
matter. I will not make any motion to print. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Perhaps it may be well now, as the matter is up 
on a motion to reconsider, that I should state the exact point. s 

I suppose the Senator from Missouri is opposed to the report on ac- 
count of the main question and not in regardto theamendment. ‘The 
House of Representatives attached to the bill one amendment only, 
There was one informal amendment and then the other amendment. 
There is only one amendment that involves any material question of 
dispute, and that proposes to appropriateabout $850,000 to pay to cer- 
tain citizens of South Carolina, the estimated value, according to a cer- 
tain appraisement made before the war, of two parishes, or what we 
would call townships of land in that State, including also the city of 
Beaufort. It proposes to pay the owners of this land, taken and sold 
under the direct-tax law, for the value of their land. They lost the 
title; it is divested, and is now owned by a great number of people, 
largely colored people. The original owners lost their right to the 
land, and the House of Representatives appropriated $850,000 to pay 
to these owners the value of the land. 

This amendment was referred to the Committee on Finance, and they 
examined very carefully into the whole history ofthe matter, and became 
satisfied that the amount to be paid upon the principle stated in the 
bill was wrong; that even if it was equitable to pay to the owners of 
this land the value of the land, the amount of the valuation was ex- 
cessive; and we reduced it about one-half. We also corrected some 
provisions in the bill as passed by the House which would have made 
double payments, and the conferees finally agreed upon a proposition 
to give to the owners of the land about $40,000 and to make the same 
rule apply to one or two cases that occurred in the State of Tennessee 
of a similar character, 

All there was in controversy between the two Houses was whether it 
was right and equitable in the settlement of this great controversy to 
pay the owners of the Jand that was sold for direct taxes under the acts 
of 1861 and 1862, and we madeakind of compromise preposition which 
I believe is founded upon substantial equity. There was no legal 
claim for it, but we considered on the whole that it was better to ap- 
propriate the half million dollars, which is probably more than enough 
to pay all that is to be paid under theamendment as agreed upon, and 
the conferees agreed to it. I may perhaps say that it was not au en- 
tirely unanimous report, although it was on the part of the Senate 
unanimous. It was signed by two conferees on the part of the House, 
as appears from the conference report, and I think on the whole it is a 
pretty fair and just solution. 

These lands that were taken belonged to private individuals just like 
all the lands in the State of South Carolina. The United States made 
a lodgment at Beaufort and seized upon these lands, as they had a 
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tight to do, and sold them for a proportionate payment of the share of 
South Carolina in the direct-tax apportionment. It was hard, it was 
oppressive, you might say, as a war measure, to take the private land 
of two townships in the State of South Carolina, sell it at a nominal 
price at a tax sale, and resell those lands at a subsequent sale, which 
was done in pursuance of our policy to settle the lands with the ne- 
groes there. 

Upon the first sale for direct taxes the land was bid in, I think, at 
some $13,000, which was credited to the State of South Carolina, and 
it was subsequently resold by the United States for $155,000. So after 
all the money we are to pay back to the owners of this Jand in South 
8 is only about the sum that we received on the resale of the 
lan 

As a matter of course the resale of the lands was not so much for the 
purpose of collecting the tax as it was to settle the negroes who were 
gathered into that part of the State, where our flag then floated alone 
probably in the whole State of South Carolina. The negroes gathered 
in there and the resale of the lands was for the purpose of giving them 
homes and means of occupation. It was a part of the public policy of 
the country. 

After a careful review of the whole matter my friend from Vermont 
[Mr. MORRILL] and myself agreed that it would be substantial justice 
to pay back to the owners of the land about what the Government re- 
ceived for it on the resale, and that is about what was done. But in 
order to get a distribution of the money we took one-half of the ap- 

raised value of the land for taxation, the valuation having been made 
by the direct-tax commissioners sent down there to collect the tax. 
We took one-half of their valustion of the city of Beaufort and one- 
half of the valuation imposed by the local authorities on the land out- 
side the city of Beaufort as the valuation of the lands, and that money 
is to be refunded, amounting, as near as we can get at it, for we have 
not very accurate figures in regard to it, to about $400,000. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If this subject is to be now discussed I should like 
to say a word, although I think it is better to get back the bill and 
then we can carefully examine it. 

If the Senator from Ohio is right in his historic statement Iam very 
much surprised. I understand him to say that the lands in these one 
or two counties were sold to pay the United States the whole amount 
of the direct tax imputed to the State of South Carolina, That must 
be, I think, a mistake. 

Mr. SHERMAN. No, I did not say that. I said they were bid in 
at abont $13,000 and subsequently resold. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is quite another thing. 

Mr. SHERMAN, That is precisely what I said. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then I misunderstood the Senator. 

Mr. SHERMAN. They were bid in for about $13,000. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iam very glad, then, to find ont that I did mis- 
understand the Senator. 

Mr. SHERMAN. And they were resold afterwards for $455,000, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The case we now have, then, is that the United 
States, under the Constitution, apportioned to the State of South Car- 


-olina her proportion, according to her population, of the direct tax. 


The same law provided that each State might assume that tax and pay 
it herself and collect it by her own taxation from all her citizens in any 
way she thought fit. The State of Vermont did that. The State of 
South Carolina did not. 

The tax then had to be distributed asa tax against every land-owner 
according to the proportion that the value of his land bore to all the 
lands in the State. I take it that is clear. The consequence was that 
just as if the State of South Carolina had raised a tax on all the lands 
of the State to the same amount and the citizens of these two counties 
did not choose to pay their tax, according to the State law that land 
would have been sold and was sold, in the Illustration I am now making, 
for the payment of that tax, and it was bid off by somebody at a great 
deal less than its value. It was bid in by the Government, if you please, 
as States and counties and the District of Columbia bid in lands to pay 
taxes where the owners do not pay them. 

Now, the thing that troubles me abont this is the principle which 
appears to be involved in this report, that when a government, be it 
State or national, having assessed a lawful tax against a land-owner, 
and he does not pay, and the government then proceeds to sell that 
land and pay the tax; and it is sold for less than it is worth, that that 
government, State or national; is under any obligations whatever, legal 
or moral or equitable, in the slightest degree, to reimburse that land- 
owner for the value of the land that he lost by not paying his tax. 
That is the difficulty I have. 

Now, when you come to the second branch of the proposition stated 
by the Senator from Ohio, it comes nearer to being an act of generosity 
that perhaps on discussion may turn out to be right, the owners not 
then being able to pay, and not intending any preceding wrong to the 
Government by not paying, if the United States itself bid in these lands 
and afterwards got more money than the amount of the tax from the sale 
of them, it would then be proper, or certainly generous and very likely 
proper, for the United States to say to the land-owner, ‘‘I have got 
more money out of this land than your tax was; here is the balance of 
this thing. But Congress has proceeded from time to time to provide 
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for that very thing; first, that the land-owner within a certain time 
might apply, if the Congress had not sold the land, and redeem his 
lands, and if they were sold for more than the amount of the tax and 
the costs, ete., he might apply and obtain the proceeds from the Treas- 
ury. All that has been provided for for a great many years. 

What there is remaining of this proposition of generosity for the 
United States to do I should be glad to have some further explana- 
tion about; but to set the precedent that whenever nny sovereign power 
sells the land of a private citizen to pay a tax it is to be called upon 
for repayment, or has the right, even from generosity, to say, I will 
make you good for what you lost by not paying your tax,’’ is a propo- 
sition which is destructive of the very principle of taxation in a gov- 
ernment. That is the only thing that troubles me. Very likely it 
may be all explained when we can get the papers. 

Mr. PALMER. I ask unanimous consent that the morning business 
be informally laid aside that I may present some resolutions in ac- 
cordance with notice previously given. 

Mr. SHERMAN, t us get through with this formal matter. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Just to return the papers. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I have no objection to the ordinary motion to ro- 
tura the bill being adopted. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Michigan asks 
unanimous consent that the order of morning business may be infor- 
mally laid aside to enable him to offer resolutions concerning the ac- 

tance by the United States of the statue of Lewis Cass from the 
State of Michigan. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I have no objection except that I should like to 
have the order made that will get the bill and papers. ~ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That order has been made. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Then it is all right. 


HENRY M. RECTOR. 


Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, Will theSenator from Michigan allow me 
to withdraw a motion to reconsider which I made a day or two ago? 

Mr. PALMER. Certainly, if it will lead to no discussion. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. It will only take a moment. I made a 
motion to reconsider the vote by which the Senate passed the bill (S. 
314) for the relief of Henry M. Rector. As I find the bill is in proper 
shape, I desire to withdraw the motion by unanimous consent. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed is withdrawn, if there be no objection. The 
Chair hears none, and the bill stands passed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE NOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills; in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 2737) granting a pension to Anna Krumpholz; 

A bill (II. R. 4203) granting a pension to the widow of Adam Shrake; 

A bill (i: R. 5390) granting a pension to John Limeric; 

A bill . 5398) granting a pension to Catherine Hays; 

A bill t 6763) granting a pension to John Mann; 

A bill 8100) granting a pension to Anna J. Weaver; 

A bill ( 8225) for the relief of William §. Kellington; 

A bill i 5 granting a pension to W. W. Wilson; 

9113) granting a pension to Frank M. Martin; 

9159) granting a pension to William A. Taylor; 

. 10644) granting a pension to Elizabeth Peterson; 

A 1121 for the relief of Jessie Isherwood; 
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A bill 

A bill 

A bill f 

A bill 

A bill 

A bill 

A bill 
Wolford; 

A bill f R. 12273) for the relief of Newton C. Ridenour; 

A bill (H. R. 12403) granting a pension to Bennett Cooper; 

A bill (H. R. 5 for the relief of Martha Rhodes; 

A bill (H. R. 12482) to increase the pension of Elizabeth L. Snell; 

A bill (H. R. 12491) granting a pension to Lucinda Mewman; 

A bill (II. R. 12510) granting a pension to George Hunter; 

A bill (H. R. 12540) to increase the pension of Theodore White; and 

A bill (H. R. 12542) for the relief of the heirs of Noah W. Yoder. 


STATUE OF LEWIS CASS, 


Mr. PALMER. In accordance with the notice that I gave January 
21, I present the resolutions I send to the desk, and ask for their im- 
mediate consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolutions will be read, 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the thanks 
of Congress be tendered to the governor, and through him to the people of the 
State of Mi , for the statue of Lewis Cass, whose name is so conspicuously 
connected with the development of the Northwest Territoryand wilh eminent 
services to his State and country both at home and abroad. 

Resolved, That the statue is accepted in the name of the nation and assi; 

a place in, the old Hall of Representatives, and that a copy of these resolutions, 
signed by the President of the Senate and the Speaker of the House of Repres 
sentatives, be transmitted to the governor of the State of Michigan. 


Mr. PALMER. I ask for the reading of the governor's letter, 
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11707) granting a pension to Gertrude Northrop; 
11984) granting a pension to Mrs. Helen Sutherland; 
12062) granting an increase of pension to Frank L. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be read. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Executive Orricr, Mientaax, Lansing, Mich., January 16, 1889. 


DEAR Sie; I have the pleasure at this time to inform you, and through you 
the Senate, that in acceptance of the invitation contained in section 1814 of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States, a statue in marble of Lewis Cass has been 
made in pursuance of an act of the Legislature of this State, passed at its bien- 
nial ion in 1885, and which statue is the work of the celebrated American 
sculptor, Mr. D. C. French, of Concord, Mass, The same has been placed inthe 
old Hall of the House of Representatives at the Capitol of the United States, in 
the custody of the Architect of such Capitol, 

This work is now presented to the Congress of the United States as one of the 
— ee contributed by the State of Michigan in pursuance of the invitation afore- 


I write you at this timothatsuch further action may be taken in the matter by 
Sonnan as may be An expedient. 
Very respectfully, yours, 
j CYRUS G. LUCE, Governor, 
Hon. Jonx J. Ixoarıs, 


President of Senate of Uniled States, Washington, D. C. 


Mr, PALMER. Mr, President, in responding to the nation’s invi- 
tation to the States, that each should place two statues of her illustri- 
ous men in Memorial Hall, there was a fitness that the first place should 
be given by a State to one, if such there be, who more than any other 
had been identified with her infancy, who had defended her in war, 
who had guided her youthful footsteps, who had laid down for her 
rules of conduct, who had brought order out of chaos, who, although 
separated from her by oceans, or called away by public duty, still clung 
to her as his home, and fondly looked to her soil as the dust with which 
his own was to at last commingle. 

To-day, Mr. President, we formally aceept Michigan’s first contribu- 
tion to the Valhalla of the nation, and it is but seemly that the reasons 
for her action should be recited, 

Lewis Cass was born in Exeter, N. H., on the 9th day of October, 
1782. He died in Detroit June 17, 1866. He was of Puritan descent, 
and the names of his meestors, Cass and Gilman, are to be found cred- 
itably mentioned in early colonial history. 

His father, Jonathan Cass, a type of the young patriots of 1776, en- 
listed at the age of nineteen, on the day after the battle of Lexington, 
and shared the vicissitudes of the patriot army until its disbandment 
in 1783, attaining the rank of captain by gallantry and faithful service. 
He was subsequently recommended by the ture of New Hamp- 
shire for appointment as the first marshal of that State under the Con- 
stitution, and was commissioned as captain in the regular Army upon 
its organization. He rose to the rank of major, and resigned in 1799, 
when he settled on the Muskingum River, a few miles above Zanes- 
ville, Ohio. There he died in 1830, high in the esteem of the commu- 
nity in which he lived. 

Lewis was the eldest of five children, He was of robust constitution 
and of bright and eager mind. At ten years of age he entered Exeter 
Academy, then under the charge of that accomplished scholar and in- 
structor, Dr. Abbott. He was noted for diligence and manly excel- 
lence. He remained there seven years, and during a portion of that 
time had among his associates the afterward distinguished Buckingham, 
Salstonstall, and Daniel Webster. 

In 1799 he taught school at Wilmington, Del., for a few months, 
1 to a foot and boat journey to the field of his future work. 

October, 1800, he reached Marietta, the gateway through which 
Puritan blood and sentiment first poured its tide, destined to over- 
spread and irrigate the great West. He entered the office of Governor 
Meigs and commenced the study of law, which he continned in the of- 
fice of Matthew Baccus until licensed to practice in the courts of the 
Territory, in December, 1802. He removed to Zanesville, Ohio, where 
he rapidly acquired the confidence and clientage of the pioneers, and 
in 1806 he married Elizabeth, daughter of Dr. Spencer, of Wood County, 
Virginia, formerly of Lansingburgh, N. V., a lady of culture and re- 
finement. 

In December of the same year he took his scat in the Ohio Legisla- 
ture, and at once was conceded a leadership unusual to so young a man. 
The treasonable expedition of Aaron Burr was the center of public in- 
terest at that time, and General Cass framed the law under which his 
boats wereseized and mon arrested. He draughted the official communi- 
cation to President Jeferson, stating the views of the Legislature on 
that subject. ` 

The ability displayed and zeal shown influenced the President to ap- 
point him marshal of Ohio in 1807, which position he held until he 
exchanged it for the colonelcy of the Third Regiment of Volunteers, with 
which he joined General Hull at the outbreak of hostilities in 1812. 

His services during that warform no mean partofits history, and mark 
him as a true patriot and capable soldier. He led the advance into 
Canada, drew up the proclamation addressed by General Hull to the 
inhabitants, and commanded the detachment that drove in the out- 

at Aux Canards, where was shed the first blood of the war. 
When included in the surrender of Detroit and paroled, he was selected 
by his fellow-officers, who shared his indignation, to lay the facts be- 
fore the President. He hastened to Washington and made the first 
report, September 12, 1812, on the inexplicable circumstances through 
which a fort, an army, and a Territory were surrendered without 
firing of a gun. 
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Immediately upon his exchange he was appointed colonel in the 
regular Army, and soon after was promoted to the rank of brigadier- 
general. He shared in the campaign of 1813, ending in the defeat of 
General Proctor at the battle of the Thames and the death of Tecum- 
seh, and was left in command at Detroit in the fall. He was almost 
immediately appointed civil governor of the Territory of Michigan and 
ex officio superintendent of Indian affairs. 

Mr. President, were the claim for the admission of his statue to “the 
American Pantheon, based solely upon his conduct of that office for 
eighteen years, there surely had been none to gainsay the right. 

He assumed jurisdiction over a wilderness containing 6,000 French 
and English speaking whites and 40,000 savages. No lands had been 
sold by the United States; no surveys had been made; no titles were 
possible. The interior was without roads and the savages were jealous, 
restless, or openly hostile. 

His grasp of the Indian problem of that day was the comprehensive 
grasp of a statesman. He cast aside the methods and policies previ- 
ously pursued by the French and English and treated the Indians as 
mere occupants and not owners of the lands. He proposed to purchase 
their possessory rights, limit their ranging, teach them mechanics and 
agriculture, and provide them with schools and churches. From the 
outset he impressed them with the power and benignity of our Gov- 
ernment. 

In twenty-two treaties he secured the ceable cession to the Gov- 
ernment of the vast territory now occu in part by four great States. 
He built roads, ordered and superin ed surveys, established and 
maintained military built light-houses, organized counties and 
townships, established courts, and provided all needed conveniences 
and machinery for civilized government and the protection of life and 

ro 2 ; 

8 Th 12 he planned and personally conducted an exploration of the 
Territory, in which he traveled over 5,000 miles, most of the way in 
birch canoes, treating and exchanging courtesies with the leading tribes 
of Indians, He settled finally question of sup: as to whom 
their allegiance was due—Great Britain or the United States—with them 
at Sault Ste. Marie, overawing the insolent Chippewas by an act of 
personal heroism worthy of ancient song and story. 

He prospected the copper region, estimated and reported on the tim- 
ber and mineral resources of the Lake Superior country, na’ the 
unknown rivers, ascended the Mississippi to its source, and ascertained 
the internal geography of a vast wilderness, the speedy population of 
which was largely due to the reports of this ition. an indi- 
cation of his economic management, it is well to recall that in pro- 
posing this journey to the of War he stated that no extra 


appropriation was needed for it, and only asked permission to ‘‘ assign 
a small part, say from $1,000 to $1,500, of the sum rtioned for In- 
dian expenses.“ enry R. School- 


It was this b e which gave 
a lasting famein connection with Indian 


n July, 1831, General Cass resigned his office as governor of Michi- 
gan to accept the War portfolio in the Cabinet of Andrew Jackson. He 
had been 8 governor six times, under Presidents Madison, 
Monroe, and Adams, without a protest from the people or a dissenting 
vote in the Senate. No treaty made by him was ever rejected by the 
Senate or complained of by the Indians, who as late as the last council 
in Detroit, of the Chippewas, Ottawas, and Pottawatomies, July 25, 
1855, testified their respect for and confidence in him by abandoning 
their discussion, flocking about him, grasping his hand,and saluting him 
as an old and valued friend when he unexpectedly entered the council 
room. 

Hon. James V. Campbell, for over thirty years a justice of the supreme 
court of Michigan, a man of the highest repute as a jurist and citizen 
and a critical scholar, writing, in 1876, his Political tory of Michi- 
gan, sums up his account of General Cass’s service there as follows: 


craft his opportunity to make 
legends and history. 


rivileges of self-government, If 
he erred in this respect it was an error in the direction of the largest popular au- 


ipus no one now basany 
o was a brave defender 


As Secretary of War, General Cass held the confidence and friend- 
ship of President Jackson, although he joined Secretary McLane in 
opposing the proposed remoyal of the deposits. The Black Hawk war 
occurred and was energetically conducted. ‘The executive measures 
called out by the nullification acts of South Carolina received his ap- 

roval and co-operation. His report on what was known as the Chero- 
= question’? was an able and exhaustive state paper, and the plan 
outlined for the care of the Indians at that time has been substantially 
followed to this day. 

During his Secretaryship he presided at the first temperance meeting 
ever held in Washington (February 24, 1833), and delivered the open- 
ing address upon the organization of the American Historical Socisty 
(October 12, 1835). Both of these addresses were delivered in the hall 
where his statue now stands, and so far as I can learn they were his 
only public appearances there. On April 7, 1836, General Cuss pre- 
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sented a report relative to the military and naval defenses of the coun- 
try and the supervision of internal improvements by the Corps of En- 
eers, which was of oat merit, and its leading features have become 

rporated in our public policy. P 

In August of that year, finding that his health was becoming im- 

red, he exchanged the Secretaryship for the position of minister to 
nee. Almost immediately upon his presentation at court he ob- 
tained the payment of interest on our indemnity claims, thus termi- 
maeng a vexatious dispute which at one time threatened to involve us 

& war. 

His mostimportant act as minister and as an American was in effect- 
ing the defeat of the ratification of the quintuple treaty by the French 
Chamber of Deputies. England sought by eee to secure the 
active consent of Austria, Russia, Prussia, and France to the enforce- 
ment of her long claimed and a tly contested right of visit and 
search, undercover of the gen: abhorrence of the African slave trade. 
The United States was not furnished a copy of the proposed treaty or 
asked to subscribe to it, although ours was the first nation to declare 
the slave trade unlawful, the first to declare it to be piracy and to take 
extreme measures for its suppression. 

General Cass not only filed a masterly and com ensive protest 
with the French Government, but with the consent of M. Guizot, minis- 
ter of foreign affairs, issued an address directly to the French people, 
which has served as a text-book of the American position until this day. 
His efforts secured the rejection of the treaty. 

The regotiation of the Ashburton treaty by Mr. Webster, without 
insisting upon the renunciation of England’s claim to the right of visit 
and search in set terms, led to the resignation of General Cass, and a 
voluminous correspondence with the Secretary of State on the subject 
followed, 

If it had not been for the sensitiveness of the public mind of America 
on the subject of slavery, which was prepared to welcome any blow at 
that institution, although that blow might involve concessions which 
would return to plague us, this action of General Cass would have given 
him immediate, exceptional, and lastingfame. Tothestudentofpolitical 
history the stand he took and the ability with which he defended, yea 
more, that he advanced it, together with the dexterity in adapting 
means to an end, stamp him not only as a statesman but a diplomat of 
the highest order. 

Isolated in opinion, cut off from instructions from home, with an ad- 
ministration behind him whose views on the subject were unknown to 
him, surrounded by trained and adverse diplomats, to whom politics 
was the game of a lifetime, he threw himself wholly and positively 
into the conflict with a directness, an earnestness, and an alertness that 
must command our admiration. The wonder grows, as we analyze the 
situation, that this man, whose associations at the plastic time of his 
life had been on the frontier, who had been denied that conventional 
-education which comes of singing in old communities, whose train- 
ing was neither of the court nor the foram, who had been forbidden 
access to well-filled libraries, should not only have circumvented the 
methods of men trained for diplomacy in the most refined and critical 
arena of Europe, but should have succeeded in holding a position that 
our commissioners had relinquished at Ghent, and for which blood and 
treasure had been poured out in the war ef 1812. He not only did 
this, but by his arguments, based on the law of nations and fortified 
by citations from learned jurists, he drew conclusions which availed 
us much in a dark period of our civil war and which now are recog- 
nized as a maritime rule of conduct throughout Christendom. 

His return to the United States was marked by a succession of popu- 
ular ovations which emphasized the public opinion of his services. 

In the national convention of 1844 he stood next to Van Buren in 
the balloting for the Democratic candidate for the Presidency, until 
a dead-lock under the two-thirds rule terminated in a compromise on 
James K. Polk. In 1845, at the earliest opportunity, he was elected 
to represent Michigan on this floor. 

Here he at once assumed a leading position, being heard in January, 
1846, in defense of the Monroe doctrine and in March delivering a learned 
and forcible address on the Oregon boundary question, which was after- 
ward paraphrased as ‘‘ fifty-four forty orfight’’ and used asa watch-word 
in the campaign of 1848. During this and the succeeding Congress the 
Wilmotproviso was the central question. When first proposed General 
Cass favored its incorporation, but subsequently yielded to the advice 
of Justice McLean and opposed it on the ground of its unconstitution- 
ality, although instructed to vote for it by the Legislature of Michigan. 
The 5 was, however, rescinded before the final vote was 

In the Thirty-first Co he was second to Mr. Clay on the com- 
mittee which formulated the celebrated ‘‘compromise measures of 
that day, and was chosen second only because he himself urged the 
propriety and policy of placing the great Whig leader first. 

e supported the measures reported by the committee with the 
exception of the ‘‘ fugitive slave law,” for which he refused to vote, 
although in his seat at the time of its passage. s 

In 1848 he was the nominee of his party for the Presidency, receiving 
ten more than the necessary two-thirds of the votes on the fourth bal- 
lot, but wes defeated through divisions on the slavery question in New 


York and Pennsylvania. He received the electoral vote of one-half 
the States, including the State of his birth, New Hampshire, Ohio, and 
the entire Northwest. He so bore himself in the struggle and after 
the defeat that in 1852, during forty-nine ballots, he led the poll for 
renomination, and in 1856 was solicited, through published corre- 
spondence to again bear the standard, but declined to be considered. 

When he accepted the nomination in 1848 he resigned his Senator- 
ship, but was re-elected upon the assembling of the Legislature in 1849 
to serve out his own unexpired term, and was continued in the Senate 
as long as his party retained supremacy in Michigan. 

During his service in the Senate he advocated a homestead law, and 
favored the peaceable purchase of Cuba, but opposed every measure 
looking to its forcible seizure. 

Abhorring slavery and deprecating its extension, he held with the men 
of his school that it was beyond the interference of the General Govern- 
ment, excepting for protection in its constitutional status. 

Upon leaving the Senate, in 1857, he was called to the Cabinet of 
President Buchanan, as Secretary of State. There he maintained the 
doctrines essential to our nationality, which had grown with his growth 
during his extended service as a builder and director of States and as 
his country’s representative in European councils, 

During his care of our foreign relations the Republie received no 
harm,“ and in 1858 he was gratified with the consummation of his ef- 
forts in the abandonment by Great Britain of her assumption of the 
right of visit and search. 

id the internal commotions preceding the outbreak of civil war 
he, as with Clay in 1850, advocated compromise between the discordant 
elements, but when the President refused to reinforce and defend Fort 
Sumter, he resigned his seat in the Cabinet and retired to private life 
after fifty-six years of official service. 

On April 17, 1861, he addressed the first war meeting in Detroit. In 
company and in practical accord with Senator Zachariah Chandler, he 
appealed to his fellow-citizens to stand by the Union. His last public 
service was a letter of patriotic advice to Secretary Seward during the 
threatening complications with Great Britain, growing out of the seiz- 
ure of Mason Slidell. 

Mr. President, I know of no public man who has filled so many 
places in the economy of life—teacher, explorer, negotiator of treaties, 
governor, pioneer, lawyer, legislator, marshal, soldier, diplomat, Sec- 
retary of War, Senator, and Secretary of State. In all he acquitted 
himself well, and in most surpassing well. His failings were the faults 
of his party; his virtues were hisown., In diplomacy, bold or placable ` 
as the occasion might demand; in legislation, considerate, logical, and 
never dramatic; in administration, assiduous and conservative—the 
purity of his motives can not be gainsaid and the integrity of his acts 
is above reproach. He was a man of fine presence, grave demeanor, 
and cultivated manners. He took a great interest in young men, and 
many now living can attest his active and effective assistance. His 
house in Detroit, Washington, and Paris was always the seat of a re- 
fined and elegant hospitality. 

General Cass’s life spanned the experimental era of our history. To 
some the Constitution was a Procrustean bed to whieh all things were 
to be made to conform; to others it was an instrument elastic enough 
to meet every emergency. On the one hand it was regarded as a skin 
which would expand with every development of frame or muscle; on 
the other a coat of mail, within which the organism might grow but 
beyond the scales of which growth was impossible. It was a very diffi- 
cult thing to reconcile or compass conflicts apparent at the time of its 
adoption; to foresee those which should arise in the future was beyond 
human prescience. To outside pressure we were strong; as against in- 
ternal discord we were weak. 

It was the old fable of the twigs—together we could not be broken, 
* were easily rent and the problem was, could we hold together? 

e twigs took root, their pendent branches drooping to the West, 
baoyo ate, sought earth and water, and soon their giant boles sent 
back life and vigor to the composite parent stem. It was the West 
which made us a nation, and to General Cass more than any other man 
was the West indebted for that selfdependence, that positiveness, that 
development which, while it was inherent in the race, was promoted 
and stimulated by his efforts to impress upon it that the people were 
the source of power, and that society with itsstatutes and forms of law 
should be a growth and not a creation. 

Like most of the prominent men of his time, he believed that the 
Union could be preserved only by conciliation. He was a strict con- 
structionist of the Constitution. He abhorred slavery, but he honesti 
believed that under the Constitution it could not be interfered wii 
and that the power of Congress was limited in legislating against it in 
the Territories. i 

With Clay, Webster, and others, he tried by tentative methods to 
arrest the storm which was threatening all along the horizon. With 
them he tried to dam the stream that bade fair to overwhelm the na- 
tion in a common rnin—and who shall say that their efforts were not 
essential to the final glorious consummation? The stream rose 
than the crown of the dam and then ‘‘ battlement and plank and pier 
rushed headlong to the sea. It carried destruction in its way, but a 
destruction necessary to re-creation. 
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The invisible forces, always the most potent, were the factors which 
solved the problem. The moral law ized in the ordinance of 
1787 wrought out the economic results of 1865; Appomattox Court- 
House was the coro! of Marietta; humanity was stronger than 
statutes, and ments shriveled before the fires which warmed the 
children in a hundred thousand school-houses. Cadmus had planted 
the dragon’s teeth, and, behold, armed men were brought forth. The 
knot which all the sages could not untie was cut by the sword. 

In that crucial time when parties were tossing in angry tumult, like 
ships in a tempest with no beacon to guide, General Cass was true to 
the flag. His influence, like that of Douglas, sustained the wavering, 
checked the disloyal, and inspired the patriot. The homes which he 
more than any other had opened for the emigrant, the civilization which 
he more than any other had promoted and encouraged, then sent forth 
hundreds of thousands of men to die, if need be, for the Union. 

He saw the flag trailed in dishonor; he lived to see it restored in 
glory. He saw the staff stripped of the emblem of a united country 

ore hostile cannon; he lived to see it bend beneath the streaming 
folds, no star blotted out and no stripe discolored, when it was again 
hoisted amid the salvos of artillery. He found us bound together by 
a rope of sand; he lived to see that bond transmuted in the fierce heat 
of battle and on the forge of conflict to hooks of triple steel that no 
man might put asunder. He entered the wilderness which Virginia 
released, and which the ordinance of 1787 consecrated eternally to free- 
dom; he lived to see that wilderness transformed into populous States 
which hurled nearly a million of men to fight for national unity. 

His first year in public life found him strenuous to circumvent the 
traitorous designs of an arch conspirator against his country. His last 
official act was to protest against the vacillation which permitted a 
State to arm itself against the Federal authority unchallenged and un- 
checked. Two years after he entered public life the Afro-American 
slave trade was abolished by statute; two years before he died domestic 
slavery was swept away by force of arms. His youthful ears heard the 
rejoicing on the adoption of the Constitution; his aged eyes saw that 
instrument relieved of all complicity with a system that the public 
conscience had come to rd as a crime. He could say, All of this 
I saw and part of which I was.” 

Whatever may be said of the sentiments he entertained in matters 
of political economy concerning which able and honest men have dif- 
fered, no one will ever assail his integrity of administration, the 
comprehensiveness of his outlook, and the entire devotion of thought 
and p to the aggrandizement of his country. He found her great 
in possibilities; he left her great in development. 

Along that toilsome journey of eighty-four years he saw no encroach- 
ment on her rights that he did not strive to thwart; he had no aspira- 
tion that was not consistent with her tness. 

More than twenty years have passed since he died. The mists en- 
gendered by the heat, passion, and rancor of the crucial time of the 
nation’s history have risen, and men are judged not only by their acts 
but by the results of their acts. It has been said that the highest place 
in history must be assigned to the founders of states. If this be so, 
certainly the next gradation must be assigned to him who builds the 
superstructure on foundations already laid. 

To such a place impartial biography must assign Lewis Cass. The 
State whose institutions he did so much to mold, and in whose soil 
his ashes repose, after a lapse of twenty-two years, a time sufficient 
for scrutiny of his acts and their consequences, has decreed through its 
representatives assembled that he is worthy of a place beside the great 
men who stand serene and changeless beneath the Dome of the Capitol. 

It remains for us, Mr. President, to formally accept his statue pre- 
sented to the nation by the State of Michigan. She invokes for the life 
and character which it represents and recalls the calm judgment of the 
present and the future. She leaves it in that august tribunal where 
the nation has gathered in part the counterfeit presentments of her 
heroic sons, with Williams the tolerant, Allen the vehement, Winthrop 
kE Troas and the goodly array of worthies on whom history has set 

er seal, 

In that court of last resort, where every American must of necessity 
be his own accuser, defender, and judge, it were well that we should 
pause and, after calm deliberation, let our consciences enter up the ver- 
diet whether or no our aspirations, our aims, and our acts have been 
and are consistent with the glory of the Republic. 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. President, General Cass, when I first came to 
Washington as a member of the House of Representatives, was a prom- 
inent member of the Senate, and in 1857 he was appointed Secretary of 
State by President Buchanan, where he served until December, 1860, 
and here resided for some time subsequently. He owned a large house 
here, befitting the generous hospitality of himself and family, where 
members of Congress, irrespective of party affiliations, were invited aud 
made welcome. His early, long, and important State and national 
services could not fail to make it peculiarly appropriate that a life-like 
representation of his imposing form and figure should be presented to 
the National Hall of Statuary, where the magic of many names of 
former days yet lingers, and a hall already reverently dedicated to some 
of our bravest and best, and, as we trust— 


Immortal names 
That were not born to die, 
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In 1864, by act of Congress, all of the States were invited 
To provide and furnish statues, in marble or bronze, not exceeding two in 

number for each State, of deceased persons who have been citizens thercof and 
illustrious for their historic renown, or from distinguished civic or military 
services, such as each State shall determine to be worthy of this national com- 
memoration. 

For this purpose the old Hall of the House of Representatives was 
set apart as a National Statuary Hall, and I may be pardoned for men- 
tioning, as the measure was introduced by me, that it was designed 
with the further object of preserving untouched the admirable features 
of perhaps the finest hall of our country, then in imminent danger of 
being appropriated and cut up for the humble use of document-rooms, 
with a long-drawn aisle’? or narrow passage way between the House 
and Senate through the center. 

Beyond the great beauty of the Hall itself, its attractions are destined 
to be immensely augmented as each State adds its chosen representa- 
tives to the national muster-roll of eminent men who have decorated 
our history. Many States have already presented statues of those 
whose renown the American people will preserve with pride, and whose 
merits are here daily recognized by troops of visitors, but likely here- 
after to be even more earnestly studied and appreciated whenever the 
statues appear to be inspired by the genius of our,best artists. The 
statue now offered by theprosperous State of Michigan, I feel sure, will 
be received as in every respect a creditable addition to a creditable as- 
sembly representing celebrities of the past who rendered some service 
to the Republic. 

But there will be abundant room for many more, and we have much 
reason to expect the grand old hall will ere lopg be adorned by such 
notable figures, possibly, as would be that o nton, from Missouri, 
or those of Charles Carroll and William Wirt, from Maryland; Lincoln 
and Douglas, from Illinois; Grimes, from Iowa; Morton and Hendricks, 
of Indiana; Webster, from New Hampshire; Macon, once styled ‘‘ the 
last of the Romans, from North Carolina; Clay, from Kentucky; Cal- 
houn, from South Carolina; William H. Crawford and George M. 
Troup, from Georgia; Austin and Sam Houston, from Texas; and 
Madison and Patrick Henry, from Virginia vith a long illustrious list 
of others easily to be mentioned, sufficient“to show that our materials 
to make the hall nationally attractive are in no danger of being ex- 
1 but in some States may prove embarrassing from their abun- 

nee. 

This truly representative hall, with its fraternal congress of the 
dead, who yet speak in marble and bronze, will tend to increase mut- 
ual respect, tend to knit us together as a homogeneous people, here 
united forever in a common tribute of high regard to Americans not 
unknown to fame, and designated and crowned by their respective 
States as worthy of national commemoration. 

When we notice how swiftly some of those with whom we have been 
associated here, and whom we have loved and admired, have passed 
away, and whose eloquence, wit, and learning are only brought to the 
recollection of the public on rare occasions, is it not a gratification to 
feel that there have been some of our countrymen in public service 
who have left their 

Footprints on the sands of time, 


and to find there are traditions and personal memories extant in each 
and every State of historic worthies that are to have honored remem- 
brance here through all the future ages of the Republic? 

Lewis Cass belonged to the age of Webster, Clay, and Calhoun, born 
in thesame year with Webster, Calhoun, Van Buren, and Benton; and 
though his forensic fame may have been eclipsed when contrasted with 
that of the foremost trio of our country, as was that of nearly all of 
their contemporaries, he was a strong, well-informed man, capable of 
jueid and cogent argument whenever he chose to pre himself for 
debate, as he thought it only respectful to the Senate todo, and throughs 
out his long career he was a prominent participant in events that will 
be honorably perpetuated in the annals of our country. 

The biographical details of the life of General Cass have been so 
learnedly and completely portrayed by the distinguished Senator from 
Michigan, whose services here we all regret are so soon to terminate, 
that I am reluctant to touch even briefly these details again, but feel 
that I must, because the succession of these related facts, coveripg more 
than half a century of his personal history, are more eloquent than any 
comments can be of mine, and because they seem to be necessary to give 
substance and support to the slight contribution which it is possible for - 
me to offer relative to the life and leading traits of character of this 
favorite son of the State of Michigan. 

General Cass may be reckoned as one of the class often held to be 
somewhat characteristic of our American civilization, or as born in one 
State, obtaining a profession in another, and finally achieving fame and 
fortune in still another—an example of the restless and enterprising 
pioneers the East has sent and isstill sending tothe West. Theson 
of a captain in the Continental army, born in New Hampshire, edu- 
eated at its famous Exeter Academy, becoming a young schoolmaster 
in Delaware, and’the next year, at seventeen years of age, going across, 
the Alleghanies on foot to Marietta, Ohio, where he studied law, and 
then started in his profession, in 1803, at Zanesville. Here he married 
and began his political career as a member of the Ohio Legislature in- 
1806, where he suddenly became famous as the author of an act to ar- 
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rest the men believed to be engaged in treasonable movements with 
Aaron Burr. For this timely service, very near to the heart of President 
Jefferson, he was rewarded by an appointment as marshal of Ohio, an 
office he retained until 1813. 

At the beginning of the second war with England he joined the forces 
of General Hull as a colonel of the Ohio volunteers, and was too soon 
included in the capitulation known as Hull’s disgraceful surrender. 
Having been paroled, he hastened to Washington with an aching heart 
and made the first report of the sad affair, and, like a gallant and in- 
dignant young soldier, said in his communication to the Secretary of 
War, Our duty and our interest was to fight.“ As the forces of the 
enemy were greatly inferior to ours under General Hull, this appears 

to have been the unvarnished truth. After being exchanged he was 
appointed to the Twenty-seventh Regiment of Infantry and was soon 
promoted to the rank of brigadier-general. He was in the battle of 
the Thames, and at the close of hostilities what his prowess and mili- 
tary efficiency had been was clearly indicated by his being placed in 
command of the Territory of Michigan, and finally he was made gov- 
ernor of that Territory for many years, showing throughout the long 
service unimpeachable administrative ability. 

In 1831 he was made Secretary of War by President Jackson, and 
largely sympathized in 1832 with the President in his resolute purpose 
to crush out nullification. 

In 1836 he was appointed minister to France, where his most im- 
portant act was a vigorous argumentative protest against the quintuple 
treaty that Great Britain sought by a joint proposal with other Euro- 
pean powers for the suppression of the slave trade, to maintain the 
right of search on the high seas, but where only a small portion of the 
high contracting parties could give or were expected to give practical 
service or attention. Itis enough to say that our minister’s earnest 
protest dissuaded the French Government from signing the treaty and 
therefore defeated it. Soon after our own Government made a treaty 
with Great Britain for a mutual effort to suppress the slave trade, which, 
while not authorizing a search of American by British vessels, did not 
explicitly forbid it, as General Cass thought it should have done, and 
therefore, feeling himself indirectly discredited, he asked to be recalled. 
which request was granted. His controversy on this subject with Lord 
Brougham, and also with the Secretary of State, Daniel Webster, at- 
tracted at the time considerable attention and occupied much space in 
the public prints. 

The omission of any declaration against the right of search was per- 
haps less conspicuous in 1842 than in our treaty of peace in 1815, when 
the exercise of that right was understood to have been the princi 
cause of the war of 1812, but Great Britain then found out and 
known ever since that any practical reassertion of the right would be 
regarded by us as a sufficient cause for war. Most certainly General 
Cass would not have concluded the treaty of 1815 without an openand 
explicit provision against the right of search, but this probably would 
ee a humiliation to which Great Britain would not have sub- 

After his return from France he was a candidate, in 1844, for the 
Presidency. Always acknowledging his allegiance to the principles of 
the Democratic party, he cordially accepted the measures for which the 
yy then contended, and announced that he was against a national 

k and in favor of the annexation of Texas. He was against the 
Wilmot proviso, and upon the question of whether new States should be 
admitted in the Union with or without slavery he held that it should 
be left to be determined by the people of the Territories, and this his 
opponents described as squatter sovereignty.” He also, in relation 
to the tariff, declared 

That in the imposition of duties necessary with the proceeds of the public 


lands to provide revenue incidental protection should be afforded to such 
branches of American industry as may require it. This appears to me— 


He said— 
not only constitutional, but called for by the great interests of the country. 


In the Democratic convention, however, Martin Van Buren had the 
lead, and only lacked twenty votes of a two-thirds majority, but the 
friends of General Cass declined to supply the few votes so greatly 
needed, and Mr. Polk, of Tennessee, finally received the nomination. 

General Cass, in 1845, was elected to the Senate, and at once joined 
in the earnest assertion of our aoa to all of Oregon up to the Rus- 
sian boundary. He would, as he declared, not surrender one inch of 
it to England,“ and it may be doubted whether any of us would to- 
day be satisfied with less t all of Oregon” were the question now 
an open one. At that time it might, it is true, have led to a third 
war with Great Britain. On the resolution of Senator Allen, of Ohio, 
against the interposition of the powers of Europe in the political affairs 

. = Bee he was for vigorous action, for an American policy, and de- 


We shall lose nothing at home or abroad, now or hereafter, by establishing 
and maintaining an American policy—a policy decisive in its spirit, moderate 


— W tone, and just in its objects—proclaimed and supported firmly but temper- 


At the Baltimore Democratic convention in May, 1848, General Cass 
was once more a candidate for the Presidency, and after several bal- 


lots obtained the nomination by the required majority of two-thirds, 
his chief contestants being James Buchanan and Levi Woodbury. 


General Cass at once resigned his seat in the Senate and retired to his 
home in Michigan, quietly awaiting the result. In his letter of ac- 
ceptance, as his predecessor, Mr. Polk had done, he announced his 
purpose, if elected, not to be a candidate for re-election. 

Later, the so-called Barn-burner’’ friends of Mr. Van Buren, feel- 
ing that he had been neglected by his party, and not opportunely 
helped by General Cass in 1844, united on a Free-soil ticket, nominat- 
ing Mr. Van Buren for President and Charles Francis Adams for Vice- 
President. General Cass, having been defeated and General Taylor 
elected, was re-elected to the Senate, where he took part in the im- 
portant debates of that important epoch, generally supporting the com- 
promise measures of Mr. Clay and opposing both Southern rights dog- 
mas and the Wilmot proviso; but, though present, he declined to vote 
on the question of the fugitive-slave law. 

In 1852 he was for the third time a prominent but unsuccessful can- 
didate for the nomination to the Presidency. His claims were widely 
conceded, but his party decided that a candidate who had never lost a 
race would be more available, and nominated and elected Franklin 
Pierce, of New Hampshire. 

In 1857 he accepted the position of Secretary of State under Presi- 
dent Buchanan. The great crisis in our national affairs was rapidly ap- 
proaching, and in 1860 President Buchanan, in his message to Congress, 
denied the existence of the power in the Constitution by which the 
General Government can coerce a State. This was not openly disap- 
proved by General Cass in the Cabinet meeting when the message was 
first read. Eight days afterwards, however, he reasserted the Jack- 
sonian principles of 1832-33, that the Union must be preserved.“ and 
whenthe President refused to reinforce Major Anderson and reprovision 
Fort Sumter he resigned his place in the Cabinet. 

This last act in his public career of fifty-six years shows that he was, 
like ‘‘ Abdiel, faithful found among the faithless,” an ardent lover of 
the Union, and did not lack the courage of his convictions. The act 
greatly endeared him to all supporters of the Government, many of 
whom thronged to his house to listen to the sage and temperate coun- 
sel of a firm believer in the ultimate triumph of the Union with not a 
State blotted out. 

He was, as has been stated, for six or seven years marshal of Ohio, 
for several years in active military service, governor of Michigan Ter- 
ritory for eighteen years, five years Secretary of War, minister to France 
for six years, eleven years in the United States Senate, and three and 
one-half years Secretary of State—a most unexampled tenure and di- 
versity of official services, all requiring comprehensive knowledge and 
ability, both in civil and military affairs, whether as an executive of- 
ficer, diplomat, or statesman, and the general voice of his countrymen 
has been that in none of these high positions was he found deficient, 
but that he discharged every duty with absolute fidelity, with stain- 
less purity in private life, and with honor to himself, his State, and 
pe country for which he had early shown himself ready to stake his 

e. 

Let us welcome the statue of Lewis Cass as a felicitous contribution 
to our American Pantheon, where are clustered precious memories that 
will be for all future generations an inspiration to noble deeds and un- 
selfish 1 to the institutions of a free, enlightened, and independ- 
ent people. 

Mr. CHANDLER Mr. President, the present occasion naturally 
suggests an inquiry into the plan and purpose of Congress in establish- 
ing the National Statuary Hall. The movement originated in the act 
of July 2, 1864, which authorized the President— 
= To invite each and all the States to provide and furnish statues, in marble or 
bronze, not exceeding two in number for each State, of deceased persons who 


have been citizens thereof, and illustrious for their historic renown or from dis- 


tinguished civie or military services, such as each State shall determine to be 


worthy of this national commemoration; and when so furnished the same shall 
be placed in the old hall of the House of Representatives, in the Capitol of the 
United States, which is hereby set are or so much thereof as may be neces- 
sary, as a national statuary , for the purposes herein indicated. 


Rhode Island was the first State to respond to this invitation, andin 
January, 1870, thestatue of Nathaniel Greene was received by Congress, 
This was followed in January, 1872, by the statue of Roger Williams. 

Connecticut, early in 1872, presented statues of Jonathan Trum- 
bull and Roger Sherman. 

New York, in 1873 and 1874, placed in the hall statues of George 
Clinton and Robert R. Livingston. 

Vermont, in 1876, erected the statue of Ethan Allen, and in 1881 
that of Jacob Collamer. 

Massachusetts presented, in 1876, statues of John Winthrop and 
Samuel Adams. 

Pennsylvania, in 1883, presented the statue of Robert Fulton, and in 
1884 that of Peter Muhlenberg. 

Maine, in 1878, placed in the hall the statue of William King. ` 

Ohio, in 1886, erected the statue of James A. Garfield, and in 1888 
the statue of William Allen. 

New Jersey, in August, 1888, presented the statues of Philip Kearny 
and Richard Stockton. 

Michigan to-day tenders to the nation the statue of Lewis Cass. 

A memorandum concerning the National Statuary Hall, further 
mentioning the statues received prior to and including February 18, 
1889, I will insert in the RECORD: 
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National Staluary Hall—Statues received prior to and including February 18, 1889. 


House. 


Jan. 31, 1870 


— — — —e 


Jan. 12, 1872 


Connecticut Apr. 29,1872 


New Vork. . George Glinton. 


May 18,1876 


Aug. 28,1888 


Date 
received by | Proceedings in CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, 


Forty-first Congress, second session, part 1, 
Forty-second Congress, second session, 


Forty-second Congress, second session, 


FE TTT 
„| (Placed in Memorial Hall, 1873; no action 

(P. 
Vol. 4, part 4, page 3735; Vol. 4, part 4, 
3178, 

Feb, 15, 1881 vel. . ps 

page 1609. 
Vol. 5, part I, page 280 


r 455; vol. 7, part 1, page 
Voan pati yoge; vol. 17, part I. page 
.| (Placed in Memorial Hall, 1888; no action 
ye 19, part 8, page 7763 . 


—— 9 


Biographical sketch in 


Appleton's 
= opedia of 
ography. 


Vol. 2, page 750 ] Vol. 8, page 229. 


page 593; Forty-first Congress, second 
session, part 1, page $21. 


Vol. 6, page 581. Vol. 16, page 
part I, page 318; Forty-second Congress, * ies 9 
d sessio 2 


secon n, part I, page 362. 


Vol. 6, page 168.....} Vol. 16, page 14. 
part 2, page 1529; Forty-second Con- s 


gress, second session, part 4, page 2899. 


Vol, 5, page 501. 


Vol. 14, page 850, 
Vol. 1, page 659... ' 


Vol. 4, page 690, 


by Senate or House. 
‘laced Vol. 10, page 510. 


in Memorial Ban. 1874; no action 
Senate or House.) 


2, page 1055; Vol. 11, part 2, 


Vol. 5, part 1, page 300 Vol. 1, page 
(P! in Memorial Hall, 1883; no action Tos Doge 525, 
ed in Men — Ë 1884; no action Vol. 4, page 454 . Vol. 12, page 
em no n § . 27. 
by Senate or House.) — 


Vol. 3, page 543..... 
Vol. 2, page 599..... 


by Senate or House.) 


ol. 19, part 8, page 7798 


Nore.—The statues of Washington, Jefferson, Hamilton, Lincoln, and Edward D. Baker, of Oregon, were not presented by their States, and are not, there- 


fore, included in the above list. 


New Hampshire has as yet taken no action in to the na- 
tional invitation. By universal consent in our State the first place 
among New Hampshire’s earlier citizens, illustrious for their historic 
renown or from distinguished civic or military services, will be as- 
signed to John Stark, the gallant Indian ranger and fighter, the brave 
soldier of the Revolution, who fought at Bunker Hill, led the van at 
Trenton, was conspicuous at Princeton, and was the hero of the battle of 
Bennington, which was fought August 16, 1777, mainly by New Hamp- 
shire troops, who achieved the victory which cut off the retreat of Bur- 
goyne and his army and made possible their capture at Sara He 
was born in Londonderry August 28, 1728, became the lastsurviving gen- 
eral, except one, of the Revolution, and died at Manchester, May 8, 
1822, at the great age of 94, the most famous soldier of the Granite 
State. 

The second selection by New Hampshire will be made from among 
several of her distinguished sons, all worthy and eminent, but pre- 
eminence among whom it will be difficult to determine. 

New Hampshire is, however, as well as Michigan, honored by the 

ce in the national gallery of the statue this day presented. 

is Cass was born at Exeter, in New Hampshire, October 9, 1782. 

He soon emigrated to Ohio, and thence to Michigan, but he was fol- 

lowed throughout his long career by feelings of pride justly entertained 

x by the people of his native State. As a lawyer, member of the Legis- 

lature of Ohio, marshal of that State, volunteer soldier, colonel and gen- 

eral in the war of 1812, governor of Michigan, Secretary of War, min- 

ister to France, United Senator, Secretary of State, he proved 

himself at all times worthy of the respect and admiration not only ot 

his native and of his adopted State but also of the people of the whole 

country. As a representative of New Hampshire in this Chamber, I 

desire to thank the of Mich: for the appropriate memorial 

which they this day place in the national Capitol to one of the most 

distinguished sons of New Ham: and one of the most eminent 

citizens of Michigan and of the Union, and which Congress now accepts 
in behalf of a grateful people. 

It does not fall within my province on this occasion, after the full 
narratives and eloquent eulogies of the Senator from Michigan and the 
Senator from Vermont, who have preceded me, to recite at any length 
the words or the deeds of General Cass. My brief contribution will be 
confined to an attempt to fix attention upon a few of the special tir- 
cumstances of his life which seem to me to have materially aided in 
forming his strong and remarkable character, and to a consideration of 
his relations to the mostimportant question of his public life, the con- 
troversy over slavery. í 

In the first place, the character of General Cass must have been largely 
infiuenced by his familiarity with the patriotic services of his father 
and uncle in the war of the Revolution. It appears that his father, 
Jonathan Cass, with his brother Daniel, enlisted in the Revolutionary 
army at the outbreak of hostilities, and fought side by side at Bunker 


Hill; and his father was in the conflicts of Monmonth, Trenton, Prince- 
ton, Germantown, and Saratoga. About the close of the war Lewis 
Cass was born, and he soon began to realize how momentous had been 
the recent Revoluti struggle, and with what devotion and patri- 
otic ardor his father and his uncle had sacrificed the comforts of home 
and periled their lives in order to secure the independence of the col- 
onies. Such ancestry and such surroundings in his early and suscepti- 
ble youth inevitably made a deep impression upon the mind and heart 
of the boy, and doubtless largely contributed to the development in 
him of that energy, patriotism, and devotion to the Union of the States, 
which under all circumstances of hope and joy, orof doubt and gloom, 
were an ble part of his character and life. 

Highly beneficial to the subject of these remarks must also have been 
his school education and his own ence as aschool-teacher. Exe- 
ter Academy was founded by John Phillips in 1781, and soon became 
a school of note; and young Cass, born in Exeter, was as fortunate in 
receiving the help of that academy as have been in later years other dis- 
tinguished men in enjoying the advantages of a school which has be- 
come so justly celebrated. After orgies, hee academy he became a 
school-teacher, and was thus en: at Wilmington, ., When his 
father took his family thence to Ohio. Until recent years nearly every 
son of New England who has become prominent in professional or pub- 
lic life has been able to recur to the fact that in his youth, when ob- 
taining his education, he taught a village school. Such experiences in 
the capacity of teacher have been of quiteas high a value to the teacher 
as to those who have been taught; and it may safely be affirmed that 
to this early and fortunate connection with Exeter Academy and to his 
a as a teacher of others General Cass mainly owed that intel- 
ectual discipline and literary culture and ability which he displayed 
when long years after, having in the mean time been a soldier and a 
frontier pioneer, he became an orator upon the floor of the United States 
Senate. 


To the military experiences of General Cass must also have been due 
much of the confidence and firmness which he afterwards displayed. 
Enlisting in the war of 1812 he soon became a colonel and was cap- 
tured at the fall of Detroit under General Hull; returning, indignant, 
to Ohio, he received a commission as brigadier-general, joined the 
army under General Harrison, and participated in the victories of this 
distinguished commander, by whom he was commended for his ability 
and bravery. The whole military career of General Cass was in the 
highest degree honorable; and in searching for the causes of his dis- 
tinguished success in after years great importance must be attached to 
the effect of his military experience in forming and strengthening the 
character which guided and energized the work of his life as a public 


man. 

Hardly less important than his military experience in the formation 
of his character must be placed his long service as Territorial governor 
of Michigan. Beginning in 1813 and not ending until 1831, these 
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eighteen years of varied labors and achievements, involving the settle- 
ment of troublesome Indian questions and all the difficulties incident 
at that day to the government of a Western Territory slowly growing 
toward statehood, must have been fruitful in events and experiences 
which tended to shape and develop those traits which were soon to 
find scope for their influence on the broadest national field. 

Coming now to consider the career of General Cass as a statesman and 
a publicist, it would be interesting, if time were afforded, to review the 
principal incidents of his eventful life during the thirty years from 1831 
to 1861. There were many phases to his work as Secretary of War. 
He was compelled to continue to deal with Indian questions, for which 
he was so well fitted, particularly with the difficulties with the Chero- 
kees. As minister to France he showed himself an able diplomatist, and 
his persistency in resisting the right of search, notwithstanding the 
quintuple treaty was satisfactory to Mr. Webster and the national ad- 
ministration, undoubtedly caused the defeat of that treaty through 
the non-concurrence of France, resulting from the vigorous protest of 
Mr. Cass. He was a many-sided man, and during his long public 
career, which can not be said to have ended until five years before his 
death, which occurred on the 17th of June, 1866, he dealt with many 

ublie questions, always with ability, zeal, and patriotic devotion to 
his country’s interests. But his relations to the public controversies 
over slavery were the most important of his life, and to considering 
those alone will the remainder of my remarks be directed. It is im- 
possible to comprehend his public life withoutsuch consideration; it is 
needful while so engaged to speak with candor and fairness and with 
becoming reserve. 

Concisely stated, General Cass’s political action with reference to the 
slavery question, which was the overpowering national issue from his 
entry into the Senate, March 4, 1845, until he left the Cabinet of Pres- 
ident Buchanan, December14, 1860, was this: He advocated the Mexican 
war and he opposed the Wilmot proviso, notably in his famous Nichol- 
son letter of December 24, 1847. In 1848 he was a candidate for Pres- 
ident on a platform and with a letter of acceptance so much favoring 
slavery that Mr. Van Buren became a third-party candidate on an anti- 
slavery platform and caused the defeat of General Cass and the election 
of General Taylor. Later, in the Senate, he continued his opposition 
to the Wilmot proviso and was a leading advocate of the compromise 
measures of 1850, and of the repeal of the Missouri compromise, in 1853. 
Entering the Cabinet of President Buchanan as Secretary of State, 
he supported the Kansas-Nebraska policy, and favored during the winter 
of 1860’ 61 the Crittenden resolutions, designed to make the abolition of 
slavery in the States by national action impossible without the con- 
sent of all the States. 

From this recital it appears that General Cass was one of those na- 
tional Democrats who believed in maintaining in the broadest and fullest 
extent those compromises favoring slavery which entered into the fram- 
ing of the national Constitution, and that he was opposed to all those 
views hostile to slavery which finally found expression in the organi- 
gation in 1856 of the Republican party. The conflict between these 
two sets of opinions has now so far passed into history that it ought to 
be possible to discuss the question without partisanship and with some 
hope of reaching a just judgment. In looking back to 1852 and the 
previous years it must be admitted that anti-slavery condemnation of 
Mr. Cass and those Democrats who thought and acted with him must 
also be extended to all the leading members of the Whig party. 

Both parties in 1852 indorsed the compromise of 1850 and nomi- 
nated their respective candidates—General Pierce, the Democrat, and 
General Scott, the Whig—upon the platform of adherence to those com- 
pons measures and of disapprobation of anti-slavery agitation. If 

th parties were wrong at that time it is necessary to maintain that 
out of the 3,144,201 voters in the Presidential election of 1852 who 
voted, 1,601,474 for Pierce, 1,386,578 for Scott, and 156,149 for Hale, 
only the latter number were correct in their position on the slavery 
question; and even if, in view of later history, this assertion may be 
confidently made, yet it still remains impossible to charge upon the 
great mass of voters of this country unworthy motives or a lack of 
patriotism in assuming their positions upon this troublesome question. 

But how, it will naturally be asked, is it possible for those Ameri- 
cans who earnestly affirm that the compromise measures of 1850 were 
a mistake, that the repeal of the Missouri compromise was a grievous 
wrong, and that the many concessions to slavery were fatal mistakes, 
also to admit that the motives of the advocates of such wrongful meas- 
ures were as honest as their opponents and were patriotic statesmen 
whom the country justly honored while living, and to whose memories, 
now they are gathered to their fathers, the American people should 
pay such tributes of respect and affection as those which are now be- 
ing offered to the memory of the favorite statesman of Michigan? 
Simply in this way, as I humbly conceive—by ascribing to General 
Cass and his political associates the lofty motive of a determination 
that nothing whatever should be allowed to endanger or destroy the 
Union of the States, To do them full justice we mast go back to the 
early years of the century. At the present time, after one hundred 
years under the Constitution and the Union, whose various parts have 


become firmly cemented together by the sad but helpful experiences 
be and really is beyond 


of the great civil war, the Union seems to 


danger of destruction for a long period, perhaps for centuries to come; 
but this confidence was by no means felt in the days of those men whose 
lives we are now contemplati 

The Union had hardly begun when the slavery question threatened 
trouble, and there came many fears, naturally arising even if not well 
founded, that to tolerate controversy over slavery would bring about 
a dissolution of the Union. It seemed easy then for the anti-slavery 
men to say that those fears were groundless, but the recent events from 
1861 to 1865 have proved that they were based upon real dangers, 
At all events General Cass and his associates so believed and so acted. 
The Union was much to them. For independence some of them had 
fought. They were near to the days ofthe Revolution. They and theirs 
had made sacrifices for the Union, and it embodied for them their whole 
hope for a prosperous future for their posterity. Under these circum- 
stances they maintained that it was only by what they considered a 
faithful observance of the Constitution and by discouraging agitation 
on the subject of slavery that the inestimable blessings of the Union 
of these States could be made perpetual. 

I am not prepared myself to say that in taking this view of their po- 
litical duties these men were absolutely unselfish or wholly sincere, or 
in every way patriotic, but such has been the opinion of some anti- 
slavery writers and speakers when they have endeavored to dispassion- 
ately review the incidents of the great anti-slavery conflict before its 
culmination in civil war. 

Mr. Webster, who had always leaned strongly toward the anti-slav- 
ery side, at last, in his speech on the 7th of March, 1850, approved the 
compromise measures of that year, and thus brought bitter anti-slavery 
denunciations upon his head. But Mr. Blaine, in his ‘‘ Twenty Years 
of Congress,’’ is inclined to attribute Mr. Webster’s action at this cri- 
sis to sincere sentiments of patriotism. He says of Mr. Webster in 
this connection: 

He belonged with those who could remember the first President, who person- 
ally knew much of the hardships and sorrows of the Revolutionary period, who 
were born to poverty and reared in privation. To these the formation of tho 
Federal Government had come as a from Heaven, and they had 
the lips of the eee in his farewell words, that ‘the Union is the 
edifice of our real independence, the support of our kanday at home, our 


Ky one safety, and of the — berty which we so 
Union we should cherish a cordial, habitual, immova- 


tfold in number, surrounded ar all the comforts, charms, and secu- 
nion and of its priceless blessings, 
He now heard its advantages discussed, existen 


a its perpetuity doubted, its o 
pasaia Ta a i ge pripte eng ree 
of conside: e e se; on ns, r. 
felt Thala generation been born who were undervaluing thetr inheritance, 
and who might, by temerity, destroy it. Under motives inspired by these sur- 
roundings, he spoke for the preservation of the Union. He believed it to be 
serious! 8 His apprehensions were ridiculed by many who, ten 
ears r Mr. Webster was in his grave, saw for the first time how real and 
terrible were the perils upon which those apprehensions were founded. 
* s s = * * * 

The thoughtful reconsideration of his severest critics must allow that Mr. 
Webster saw before him a divided duty, and that he chose the pan which in 
his patriotic judgment was demanded by the supreme danger of the hour. 

Whether or not the course of Mr. Webster can be thus justified and 
must be adjudged to be patriotic, opinions will differ, and every one must 
decide for himself. If Mr. Webster was right, equally so was General 
Cass. For the Union to establish which his father had fought; for the 
Union in the service of which he had himself risked his life in battle; 
for the Union of those States which, so feeble at first, he saw beginning 
to move forward toward a wonderful greatness, of which he, however, 
in his most hopeful visions had no adequate comprehension—for this 
Union he was willing, and others like him were willing, to yield too 
much to slavery and to the South. But it certainly is our duty in this 
generation, when the black cloud of slavery has forever passed away, 
to endeavor to charitably and favorably judge those whose sole con- 
trolling motive may have been devotion to the Union of the States 
which even then so much blood and treasure had been spent to accom- 
plish. 

But however pure and patriotic may have been the motives of Gen- 
eral Cass in his political course, it is sadly true that his sufferings were 
intense as the culmination approached of those dark events which pre- 
ceded and opened up the war of the rebellion. Personal humiliation 
also tended to embitter his existence. The State of Michigan, which 
had been justly proud of her favorite and greatest son, and had always 
sustained him by her votes, ceased from her devotion, and, on January 
10, 1857, Zachariah Chandler was elected as his successor in the Sen- 
ate. The same writer from whom I have quoted, in an introduction 
to a biography of Mr. Chandler, says: 

It isa noteworthy fact, not infrequently adverted to, that the political opin- 
ions of Michigan, both as Territory and State, for a period of sixty years, were 
represented and indeed, in no small degree, formed by two men of New Hamp- 
shire birth, From 1819 to 1854 General Cass was the accepted political leader of 
Michigan, and only once in all that long period of thirty-five years did her peo- 
ple fail to follow him. 

Notwithstanding the desertion by his State he continued to be a rep- 
resentative of the national Democracy, which came at once to his sup- 
port. He passed immediately from the Senate into the Cabinet of Pres- 
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ident Buchanan and continued his efforts for the preservation of the 
Union by further yielding to the demands of the advocates of slavery. 
But as the evil and terrible days of civil war were approaching, even 
he begun to feel that the policy of conciliation and concession might 
be carried too far. When President Buchanan decided not to reinforce 
Fort Sumter General Cass’s indignation was aroused, and he resigned 
from the Cabinet and was succeeded by Jeremiah S. Black, and 
about the time of the inauguration of President Lincoln, in March, 
1861, he returned to his home in Detroit full of forebodings for his coun- 

I have been told by more than one person who saw him at this 
time of the sadness and gloom which had settled down upon him on 
account of the distracted condition of the country he had served so 
long, and I also find his condition aptly described by General Garfield 
in his speech in the Honse of Representatives in commemoration of the 
life of Zachariah Chandler. He said: 

In the stormy spring of 1861, when the foundations of the Republic trembled 
under the tread of assembling armies, I made a pilgrimage to the home of the 
venerable Lewis Cass, who had just laid down his t office as chief of the 
State Department, and for an hour I wass reverent ner to his words of wis- 
dom. And in that conversation he gave me the thought which I wish to record. 
He said, “You remember, young man, that the Constitution did not take effect 
until nine States had ratified it. My nativeState wasthe ninth. It hunga long 
time in doubtful scale whether nine would 
shire ratified the Constitution, it was a day o 
me, a little boy of six years, in her arms at a window ana pointed me to a great 
man on horseback and to the bonfires that were blazing in the streets of Exeter, 
and told me that the horseman was General Washington and the people were 
celebrating the adoption of the Constitution. So,“ said the aged states 
saw the Constitution born, and I fear I may see it die.“ 


This occurrence was on Wednesday, November 4, 1789, while Wash- 
ington as President was making his Eastern tour, as he passed from 
Portsmouth, through Exeter, to Haverhill, Mass. 

General Garfield proceeded: 

He then traced briefly the singular story of his life. He said, I crossed the 
Alleghany Mountains and settled in your State of Ohio one year before the be- 
ning ofthis century. Fifty-four years now I sat in the General Assem- 
ly of your State of Ohio. In 1807 I received from Thomas Jefferson a commis- 
sion as United States marshal, which I still preserve, and am probably the only 
man living to-day who bears a commission from Jefferson’s hand.“ And so, 
running over the great retrospect of his life and saddened by the bloody pros- 
pect that 1861 brought to his mind, he said, I have loved the Union ever since 
the light ofthat bonfire and the sight of General Washington greeted my be 
I have given fifty-five years of Beng life and my best efforts to its preservation. 
I fear I am doomed to see it perish.” 


How solitary and sad indeed was the condition of this patriotic old 
statesman kolng home to Michigan to die. All his labors and sacri- 
fices seemed to him to have been in vain. Although, as the world es- 
teems achievements, he had attained a high degree of success in life, 
yet he thought of his defeat as a candidate for President; he realized 
that he had been forced from the Senate, and he now saw, simultane- 
ously with the defeat of his party which he loved, the country which 
he had served going rapidly, as he believed, to inevitable dissolution 
and destruction. It is remarkable that with such depression of spirits, 
aged upwards of eighty years, General Cass continued much longer to 
survive. 

But Providence had kindly decreed that he should not pass away 
from, earth in doubt whether his country was to live ordie. Before his 
death in 1866 glad tidings reached this son of the Revolution, soldier of 
the war of 1812, and pioneer of the magnificent Commonwealth of Mich- 
igan ; to this grand statesman and true patriot came the welcome and 
glorious announcement that the country of his affection had indeed 
safely passed through the fiery furnace of civil war, to be in its new 
and freer life stronger and more enduring than he had ever dreamed it 
could become—for the reason that the great source of all his fears dur- 
ing his long lifetime of patriotic service had in the heat of the conflict 
disappeared forever and forever, and the Union of these States, saved by 
doing justly, at last stood a nation, exalted by righteousness; ‘‘re- 
deemed, regenerated, and disenthralled by the irresistible genius of 
universal emancipation.” 

The PRESIDENT protempore. If there be no objection, the consid- 
eration of the unfinished business, which should be resumed at this 
hour, will be informally laid aside until debate upon the pending reso- 
lution shall have been concluded. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, in expressing my cordial approval 
of the resolution and my concurrence with the statements and senti- 
ments expressed on this occasion by the Senator from Michigan pi 
PALMER], I also desire to state that, as a Senator from Alabama, I am 
glad of the opportunity of uniting with them in doing honor to the 
memory and fame of Lewis Cass. 

Alabama never for a moment forgot to hold Lewis Cass in honored 
and affectionate remembrance as a patriot, a soldier, a statesman, and 
a legislator. 

In December, 1860, he closed a continuous publie service of more 
than a half century, in which every act was honorable, by his resigna- 
tion from the Cabinet of President Buchanan as Secretary of State. 
In that act was expressed a total dissent from the attitude held by the 
people of Alabama on a subject that had begun to grow up into a sec- 
tional dispute when Lewis Cass was born, and was ended by the sword 
in the last years of his life. 

The side of that question that had become so serious to the South, 
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ings, had to him some very repulsive features. But he saw a a ae 
included in its toils who had not created the evil, but had found it 
among them as an inheritance. He found that the compact of union 
contained guaranties for its protection, and he was the sworn friend 
and supporter of that compact. 

Down to the hour when the sword became the arbiter of these con- 
troversies he smothered his aversion to slavery that he might bear 
true allegiance to the Constitution, and he endeavored to interpose 
that shield for the protection of the South. 

We parted, at the close of the seventh decade of our Union, as men 
part when one man goes out to death and the other to assured life and 
prosperity; but being friends, their parting is equally sad to both. So 
Cass and the South parted. 

He had always been faithful to the Constitution and just to the South, 
and in parting with us to assume toward us the attitude of a public 
enemy he did not withdraw any declaration he had ever made as to 
the character of the Southern people or the motives that he recognized 
as being sincere which led them to protect their rights, as they under- 
stood them, under the Constitution of the United States. 

In 1855, when the great issue between the sections had taken def- 
inite shapes, and a terrible conflict was impending, he wrote this to 
the Detroit Free Press: 

I have never known the time when the Democratic party was called upon by 
higher considerations to adhere faithfully and zealously to their pae — 
and their principles than they are at this day. Our confederation is passing 
through the most severe trial 10 has undergone. Unceasing efforts are making 
to excite hostile and sectional feelings, nst which we were prophetically 
warned by the Father of his Country, and if these are successful the Gi of the 
Constitution are numbered, 

The continued assaults upon the South, upon its character, its constitutional 
rights, and its institutions, and the systematic perseverance and bitter spirit 
with which these are pursued, while they warn the Democratic party of the 
danger, should also incite it to united and vigorous action, They warn it, too, 
that the time has come when all other differences which may have divided it 
should give way to the duty of defending the Constitution, and when that great 
party, coeval with the Government, should be united as one man for the ac- 
complishment of the work to which it is now called, and before it is too late. 

When the struggle that he apprehended had passed the States still 
lived, and Lewis Cass still lived to see that the principles of govern- 
ment he had so long and so ably advocated were adequate, far beyond 
his hopes and expectations, to the restoration to the Union of these im- 
perishable States, His belief was that the sovereign power and life of 
the States was the immortal part of the Union, as the spirit is the im- 
mortal part of man, and that nothing could destroy the Union while 
these living States should maintain its perpetuity. He saw that if the 
Southern States had perished nothing would have remained but the ter- 
ritory in which, and the people through whose powers, new States 
would have to be constructed if a new Union was to be formed. 

But the States survived, and with them the Union; and General Cass 
lived to witness that, under this form of restoration, upon the basis of 
the indestructibility of the States, and through their rights as States, 
the people were again brought within the Lae degra of the rights and 
liberties reserved to them and protected by the Constitution of the 
United States. 

He was rejoiced to find the fruits of his labors so abundant and ex- 
cellent. He belonged to the class of men whose honorable fame is re- 
corded in the gratitude of succeeding generations, ‘‘ for their works do 
follow them.“ 

The publiclife of General Cass was devoted to the practical affairs 
of the country connected with the great trust committed to him by the 

ple. He applied to these affairs the principles of government that 

e believed were correct, after mature consideration, and did not stag- 
ger under any responsibility, however great; neither did he diverge 
from his line of duty to conciliate opposing opinions. He had none 
of that mean spirit which sometimes makes cringing de es of 
men who are honored with high places. Being indebted, as I believe, 
to the principles of American government in which he was profoundly 
instructed, and to the Constitution of the United States and its true 
and just construction, in accordance with the views of men like Lewis 
Cass, for whatever of liberties we now enjoy, I am sure that I repre- 
sent the people of Alabama in doing honor and reverence to the memory 
of this great American. 

There is a rivalry in the thoughts of this generation as to his most 
distinguishing characteristic, whether it is best described by his title 
of general, governor, jurist, diplomatist, or legislator. It is conceded 
by all the people that in either of these great offices he exhibited emi- 
nent abilities. 

It is not to the discredit of that capacity to direct public affairs with 
wisdom which has loaded a continent with evidences of the greatness 
of American statesmanship that it has not been acquired in the schools, 
or that somany of our grandest characters have been developed and es- 
tablished, in their younger days, through the hardships of personal 
toil and, frequently, of privation. 

In the volunteer army, in the fields and workshops, in the teaching 
of primary schools, and under the necessity of labor for earning a sup- 
port and education many of our greatest men have spent their boyhood 
and early manhood. In these vocations they learned to know the 
people and to love them, and under this inspiration they consecrated 
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their powers, with affection and self-denial, to the true purposes of our 
Government. 

Lewis Cass was trained under such influences. They gave him faith 
and strength and enriched him, as he earnestly and 3 followed 
the course of duty, with the grateful affections of the people, who al- 
ways felt the prouder the higher he ascended in station and power. 
His name and fame are identified with Michigan in a way that strongly 
resembles the historic relation between Thomas Jefferson and Virginia. 
We think of Michigan and Cass, when we think of the history of either, 
as being almost identical. 

It may be said of Cassand Michigan that they grew up together. He 
was made Territorial governor of Michigan in 1813 by James Madison 
and held that office for eighteen years. He was ex officio superintend- 
ent of Indian affairs in the Northwest during the greater part of his 
service as governor. Through his wise and just administration he ne- 
gotiated more than twenty treaties with the Indians and laid the foun- 
dations of several of the great States of the Northwest, whose terri- 
tory we thus freed from Indian oceupancy. Michigan, in 1813, was 
almost at the western verge of the horizon of civilization, then called 
„the far West.“ When Cass died Michigan was near the center ot 
e in the United States, and now it is thought of as a part of 

he far East. 

We boast, continually, and why should we not, of the miraculous 
growth of our country in every form of progressive development and 
improvement. But we should never forget to honor the men who have 
so provided in laws and administration for the exercise of these tre- 
mendous forces, that every human being and every interest has had 
the free and full opportunity to grow and increase without molestation 
from the powers that conduct governments. A principle is at the bot- 
tom and around the shores of this ocean of human activities that holds 
in restraint and tempers its ceaseless movements. 

In the history of the public life of Lewis Cass, it isfound that he re- 
lied upon the restraints of the Constitution, upon the legislative and 
executive powers, and their faithful and self-denying maintenance as 
the earth with its rock-ribbed coasts is relied upon to keep the tur- 
bulent seas within due bounds. 

His influence was a positive power in government and his wisdom 
was accepted as a guide in every strait in which the country was 
placed. He was among the foremost men of his age in the useful em- 
ployment of his great powers for great public advantage. 

The earnest ardor of his patriotism was the result of circumstances 
differing from those that now surround us. Now, we are a rich and 
powerful people, who have learned from each other, in the bloodiest of 
all wars, that the inherent power of our population is equal to any am- 
bitious purpose we could desire to accomplish, and the fear or dread 
of the power of any other nation is a thought that is not entertained, 
There is now an element of aggressiveness in the ardor of our patriot- 
ism without which it is open to suspicion. 

Lewis Cass entered upon public life before this Capitol was burned 
by the British, and he heard with dismay of the flight of our President 
from Washington. He did not then feel safe, nor did anybody feel se- 
cure of even the final independence of our country. His ideas of pa- 

triotie duty included personal ifice and privation as a debt to the 
country that was liable to be paid in blood at any day. When he was 
a lad his eyes were dripping with tears as he mourned with all civil- 
ized nations over the death of George Washington. 

It was in such a period of patriotic sentiment that his aspirations 
were guided and his ambition was chastened. This was a good time 
of preparation for a man who was destined to have an influential voice 
in the young Republic, He lived in an atmosphere that was purified 
and blest with the living presenceof George Washington. As he grew 
older the great intellect of Thomas Jefferson was clearing the high- 
way of American constitutional liberty of the impediments of Federal- 
ism, kingeraſt, and the divine right to rule, which were so difficult 
toremove. In this plain road he laid his course and held it antil he 
had marched with Michigan to the grand ascendency we now hold, yet 
to be greatly increased. 

He considered in his well-balanced and courageous mind the truth 
as it was stated and expounded by this wonderful statesman. He wel- 
comed the Jeffersonian exegesis of our Constitution and adopted with 
earnest conviction the plan and creed of government in which liberty 
has its citadels, and this made him always a 3 and conscien- 
tious Democrat, He neverdeparted from the faith, and was seldom em- 
barrassed with serious doubts as to his line of duty. When he was 
called upon to exercise a doubtful power, he did not rush forward with 
the zeal that is born of egotism or of the lust of illicit authority and 
seize upon it. He thought it safest for the people that he should not too 
broadly construe in his own favor the limited powers delegated to 
him as their representative in the Constitution. 

He was the cherished friend of Andrew Jackson, whose unfailing 
judgment of men discovered in Lewis Cass the highest elements of 

onor, power, and ability. He invited General Cass into his Cabinet 
as Secretary of War at a time when that place was conspicuous in our 
history for its great responsibilities and delicate trusts. In this De- 
partment he has had no superior for devotion to his country, for cour- 


age in the assertion of its rights, or for tact in dealing with its most 
complex and important interests. 

Thus from his boyhood to the full ripeness of his manhood he lived 
in the presence and company of the greatest men this country or the 
world ever produced as their worthy associate. Such associations 
gave early maturity to his thoughts and convictions and added to the 
strength and impressiveness of his character. 

Lewis Cass was a strong and self-sustaining man; a central figure 
conspicuous and pronounced in its individuality, around which national 
influences were grouped in powerful support of national honor, pride, 
and progress. Yet he was a plain, positive, and unpretentious citizen, 
who had and enjoyed the sincere love and confidence of the people, who 
knew him by intuition, trusted him without reserve, and silently ac- 
credited him as a protector of their rights and liberties. He appeared 
amongst his great co-workers in the councils of government in bold 
prominence, as Michigan appears on the map of the States, almost in- 
sular, strong in resources, and peculiarly endowed with the powers of 
aggression and defense. 

His name is linked with that of a State which is destined to a most 
important influence in the future of the Republic, and in history they 
will never be separated. It is a great reward of enlightened, faithful, 
and laborious service to the country to be thus identified with the 
history of an American State. The States are imperishable, and their 
immediate care of the personal jnterests and happiness of the people 
excites in the heart of every tru the deepest sense of grateful and 
proud affection. 

Lewis Cass freely and fondly indulged this filial regard for the State 
of Michigan. He foresaw its splendid future when he settled at De- 
troit and made Michigan his future home. 

Far retired from the seaboard Michigan is, in the commercial and 
military sense, a maritime State. It has a coast-line longer than any 
State in the Union, except California. Its hill country abounds in iron 
and copper of the best quality. Its forests are a treasure of wealth, 
and its arable lands yield grain and grasses in ample supply. 

This great peninsula points to the Arctic circle across the waist of 
Canada like an outstretched arm. Around its coasts are commodious 
harbors that invite the trade and commerce of many States, comprising 
some of the most productive areas of the United States and Canada. 
Its commercial and military command of the Great Lakes and their 
shores is absolute when it needs to be made absolute. 

On its eastern face the peninsula of Michigan is on the flank of the 
water-shed of the St. Lawrence River; and upon its western face it 
confronts the inlet from the Pacific through the western coasts of the 
British possessions, and holds in easy command the basins of Lake 
Winnipeg and Hudson’s Bay. 

If the behests of the people of British descent on this continent shall 
ever require Canada and the United States to engage in war, or to se- 
riously contemplate that cruel arbiter as the power to decide questions 
provoked by ambitious rivalries, we would find in Michigan the true 
point of strategic advantage. 

General Cass lived to see the wonderful development of Michigan, 
and to listen to the undivided opinion of Americans as to the future 
greatness and natural importance of this strong Commonwealth. Cass 
and Michigan grew rapidly and with solid growth. Michigan would 
have grown without the aid of his counsels, it is true, but who can 
deny that the firm statesmanship of Lewis Cass gave to Michigan and 
all the other States a high degree of security and peace in many dan- 
gerous emergencies? In political affuirs Cass took position on the bor- 
der and in the center of the border line, and looked out, like a true and 
faithful sentinel would, over the ways by which an enemy might ap- 
proach. In his attitude towards his compeers he was insulated without 
being separated from them. He was united in fervent attachment with 
his countrymen of all classes, while he maintained his individuality 
with severe dignity. s 

In his diplomatie career his resources were strong, useful, and abun- 
dant, and were employed with the highest advantage to his country. 
In that service he was measured without disadvantage by comparison 
with the greatest men of his day. Michigan now comes by invitation 
of Congress and presents to the United States the statue of the man 
upon whom she bestows her first and highest honors in this Capitol. 

Let these States here assembled welcome her coming with proud con- 
gratulations. 

Should she return another such as Lewis Cass to this Senate, who 


would not stand uncovered while he raised his hand and bowed his 


heart to swear that he would support the Constitution of the United 
States? - 

The whole country would feel that in the purity of that pledge the 
Constitution would find another powerful supporter and defender, 
whose fealty to it would never relax under temptation nor yield to 
any human power. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, the Senators representing Michigan and 
Alabama and New Hampshire and our venerable and beloved colleague 
who has spoken of General Cass from his personal recollection, the Sen- 
ator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL], have performed adequately all the 
duty which this occasion requires of Senators so fai as is necessary to 
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mark the public gratitude to the State of Michigan for the gift of this 
statue of her illustrious citizen. But I think one other observation 
ought to be made indicating the special cause we have of gratitude to 
that State for its great wisdom and discrimination in the selection of 
the artist who has contributed this interesting portraiture to the art 
treasures of the Capitol. 

I have seen the statue, and without claiming for myself any experi- 
ence or taste which entitles me to pronounce a judgment more than all 
other men, I think I am not mistaken in affirming that this statue 
will be regarded always as one of the very finest, if a the very finest, 
work of its kind which has yet been pe Avec to our gallery under 
the joint resolution passed in 1864. It is a figure manifestly accurate 
in portraiture, and not only that, but it is a figure full of strength, 
spirit, and life. 

The young artist who is the author of this work, although not yet 
mature in his powers, has already made himself famous by The Minute 
Man at Concord, one of the very few American statues that are alive; 
by the beautiful statue of John Harvard, made for the University at 
Cambridge; by the ideal figures upon the Boston post-office, and by that 
most wonderful portrait bust which represents and preserves in the 
memory of those who knew him the venerable features of our illustri- 
ous poet and sage, Ralph Waldo Emerson. 

The State of Michigan has been both wise and fortunate in the selec- 
tion of the artist, and that also ought to be mentioned as one of the 
reasons for the public gratitude to th people of that State. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE, Mr, President, I second the motion for the 
adoption of the pending resolutions. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolutions offered by the Senator from Michigan [Mr. PALMER]. 

The resolutions were agreed to unanimously. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had on 
the 16th instant approved and signed the following acts: 

An act (S. 1198) for the relief of William H. Robertson and Edward 
L. Hedden, late collectors of customs for the district of the city of New 


York; 
An act (S. 3858) in relation to dead and fallen timber on Indian lands; 


an 
An act (S. 2305) to authorize and provide for the disposition of use- 
less papers in the Executive Departments. 


CONGRESSIONAL ELECTIONS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate resumes the considera- 
tion of the unfinished business, being the resolution reported by the Sen- 
ator from New York [Mr. Evarts] from the Committee on Privileges 
and Elections in relation to Congressional elections. 

Mr. BROWN. Irise to a question of privilege. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Georgia rises toa 
question of privilege. Does the Senator from Texas yield? 

Mx. COKE. I yield for that. 
CREDENTIALS. 


Mr. BROWN. I present the certificate of the governor of Georgia, 
coun by the secretary of state, under the great seal of that 
State, of the election of my colleague, Hon. ALFRED H. COLQUITT, by 

the Legislature of Georgia to serve for the term of six years in the Sen- 
ate of the United States, to commence with the 4th of March next. I 
ask that the certificate be read and placed on the files of the Senate. 

The credentials were read, and ordered to be filed. 


TERRITORY OF OKLAHOMA, 


Mr. CULLOM. I ask the Senator from Texas to yield to me for the 
purpose of making a report from the Committee on Territories. 

Mr. COKE. LI yield for morning business. 

Mr. CULLOM. Iam directed by the Committee on Territories, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 10614) to organize the Territory of 
Oklahoma, and for other p to report it without amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed oa the Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. BUTLER. I offer a substitute for the bill just reported by the 
Senator from Illinois, as representing the views of the minority of the 
Committee on Territories. 

The PRESIDENT pro fempore. What disposition does the Senator 


from South Carolina desire made of the substitute? 


Mr. BUTLER. Let it be printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be printed and ‘lie on the 
table. 

Mr. PLATT. In connection with the report which has just been 
made, I desire to say that I do not agree to the report, and that I sup- 
83 substitute which has been offered by the Senator from South 

lina. 


Mr. CULLOM. I desire to say that very early after the substitute 
is printed I shall seek to call up the bill for consideration. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 
Mr. CHANDLER submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 


by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CULLOM submitted an amendment intended to be pro by 
him to the Army appropriation bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. FRYE, from the Committee on 55 reported an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to the sundry civil appropriation bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. HAMPTON submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which, with the accom- 
panying papers, was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed. 

DISTRICT JURORS. 


Mr. HARRIS. I ask the Senator from Texas to yield to me a mo- 
ment that I may offer a resolution requesting the President to return a 
bill to the Senate to allow correction of a clerical error. 

Mr. COKE. Certainly; I yield. 

Mr. HARRIS submitted the following resolution; which was consid- 
ered by unanimous consent, and to: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be, and he is hereby, re- 


quested to return to the Senate the bill (S. 3640) to amend sections 851, 856, 857, 
858, 861, and 802 of the Revised Statutes of the United States relating to the Dis» 


trict of Columbia, 
THE ELEVENTH CENSUS. 


Mr. HALE. Will the Senator from Texas yield to me a moment to 
make a suggestion? 

Mr. COKE. I will yield to the Senator from Maine. 

Mr. HOAR rose. 

Mr. HALE. Iyield to the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. HOAR. I rose, not to interrupt the Senator from Maine, but to 
say that I think it will be convenient to all the members of the Senate 
if we can settle now what shall take place in the Senate at the con- 
clusion of the remarks of the Senator from Texas, I suggest that that 
should be done. I desire to say that alter the conclusion of the re- 
marks of the Senator from Texas or at some other time convenient to 
the Senate I should like to make a few observations on the ing res- 
olution, but I will not insist upon going on to-day. Indeed, I would 
prefer not to go on to-day if there be other business which the Senate 
desires to attend to. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Texas yield 
to the Senator from Maine? 

Mr. COKE. For a moment. 

Mr. HALE. I only wish to make a suggestion as to the order of bus- 
iness at the end of the remarks of the Senator from Texas. I gave 
notice last week that to-day, after the morning business, I would ask 
the Senate to take up the census bill, which Senators will all realize is 
a matter of great importance. It has been kept along by the ground, 
being occupied by appropriation bills, and the time has clearly come 
1 it ought to be 

I hope at the end of the remarks of the Senator from Texas, as no 
Senator seems desirous upon that subject to go on immediately, that 
the census bill may be taken up. There are not many amendments, I 
may say, to the House bill; it was a very carefully guarded bill, and I 
hope it will take but little time of the body. But every one will see 
that it is most important that it should be trough on and passed before 
the next appropriation bill comes up. 

Mr. HOAR. Is the Senator not ready now? 

Mr. HALE. In answer to a question by the Senator from Massachu- 
setts I can say that Iam ready now and have been ready for a week, 
but the ground has been occupied in other ways. Therefore, I ask that 
at the end nd of the remarks of the Senator from Texas the bill I have al- 


luded to may be taken up. 
Mr. HOAR. Informally laying aside the resolution of the Commit- 
tee on Privil and Elections. 


Mr. HALE. Informally laying aside that resolution. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I desire to give notice that to-morrow morning 
after the routine business, whatever may be pending, I shall move to 
proceed to the consideration and disposition of the conference report on 
the direct-tax bill. I give the notice now, sothat Senators may be pre- 
pared, that after the morning business to-morrow I shall move to pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the report with a view of disposing of it. 

The PRESIDENT pro The Senator from Maine asks unani- 
mous consent that at theclose of the remarksof the Senator from Texas 
upon the unfinished.business, being the resolution re from the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections, the Senate will proceed to the 
consideration of the bill for taking the eleventh census. 

Mr. HOAR. I understood the Senator to add to that request, the 
present business being informally laid aside for that purpose. 

Mr. HALE. Of course. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. So the Chair understood. Is there 
objection? The Chair hears none, E 

INDEBTEDNESS OF PACIFIC RAILROADS. 
a FRYE. What is the position of the Pacific railroad funding 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is on the Calendar, 

Mr. PRID How has it been displaced from its order before the 
Senate 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. By a motion to take up the pending 
resolution, which was to. 
| Mr. FRYE. I should not have supposed that any Senator would 
have made that motion without preserving the rights of the bill, I being 
absent for the reason that I was, and it was entirely unnecessary to dis- 


place it. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reason of the Senator's absence 
was assigned before the motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR. The pending resolution came from the committee of 
which I am chairman, although reported by another member of the 
committee. Iam quite sure that every member of that committee 
would agree that the Senator from Maine having been absent in con- 
sequence of a domestic affliction, the bill in his charge shall be restored 
to the place it would have had if he had remained present, He will 
lose nothing whatever by the taking up of the resolution, 

Mr. FRYE. There will be a meeting of the Committee on Pacific 

i to-morrow morning and I will then have it determined 

whether that committee will ask for the restoration of the bill to its 

It had been very carefully kept in its place for two or three 

eeks. I was called away suddenly without being able to come here 

or communicate with any one tonching its condition, and I was very 
much surprised to find that it had been displaced. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, returned to the Senate, in compliance with its request, the bill 
. 139) to credit and pay to the several States and Territories and the 
trict of Columbia all moneys collected under the direct tax levied 
the act of Congress approved August 5, 1861, and the report of the 
conference committee thereon. P 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by 
the peer! a tempore: 

A bill (H. R. 7718) for the relief of Milo McCrillis; 

A bill (H. R. 11879) making appropriations for the diplomatic and 
88 service of the United States ſor the fiscal year ending June 

890; 


A bill (H. R. 11777) granting the right of way to the Fort Smith, 
Paris and Dardanelle Railway Company to construct and operate a 
railroad, telegraph, and telephone line from Fort Smith, Ark., through 
the Indian Territory, to or near Baxter Springs, in the State of Kansas; 


and 
A bill (H. R. 10240) for the relief of J. Edwin Pilcher. 


RETURN OF DIRECT TAXES. 


Mr. HARRIS. The Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] gave notice 
t he would seek to dispose finally of the conference report on the 
8 -tax bill to-morrow. I ask for an order to print 500 copies of the 
bill as re by the conference committee. 
The P IDENT pro tempore. It will be so ordered, if there be no 
objection. ‘The Chair hears none. 


CONGRESSIONAL ELECTIONS, 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the resolution reported from 
—5 Committee on Privileges and Elections in relation to Congressional 

ections. 

Mr. COKE. Mr. President, I shall occupy the attention of the Sen- 
ate as briefly as possible this morning, having already consumed a 
great deal of time with the matter under discussion, 

I bave laid before the Senate testimony taken by the Committee on 
Frivileges and Elections which I deemed necessary should be placed 
before the Senate in order to a proper understanding of the condition 
of things in Washington County, Texas, and because that evidence had 
not been submitted in the report of the Committee on Privileges and 
ee and had not been allowed the weight to which it was justly 
entitled. 

I do not pretend that this testimony is uncontradicted. Ido mean 
to say, however, that the witnesses who deposed to it are the men of 
character, the men of property, the men of influence, and the control- 
ling men in the county of Washington. I do mean to say that they 
are men whose testimony would be accepted as truthful upon any ques- 
tion on which they might be called to testify in any community in any 
State in this Union where their character and their standing were 
known; and therefore I say that the weightand mass and credit of the 
testimony that I have laid before the Senate outweigh infinitely that 
ti — the report of the Committee on Privileges and Elections is 
predicated. 

I have always believed that an investigation ordered by the Senate, 
to be made by one of its committees, when entered upon was a judicial 

roceeding, was a judicial hearing or in the nature of one, and that all 
testimony which goes before the committee upon the matter to be 
investigated should receiye due consideration and be weighed for all 


that it is worth in summing up the final conclusions of the committee 
on the subject which the committee is called on to investigate. 

If I have a correct understanding of the duties of a committee of this 
body, I say it respectfully to the honorable Senators composing the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections, but I say it with all the em- 
phasis of which I am capable, that the committee in this instance has 
departed from the understanding which the Senate has and which the 
country has of what were its duties in making the investigation and re- 
port, I repeat what I have said on a former occasion, that the report 
of this committ-e is one-sided, is partial; it is based upon the testi- 
mony of the prosecuting witnesses, and it gives no credit, no consider- 
ation, no weight to the exculpatory testimony that was produced be- 
fore the committee. 

The testimony has been laid before the Senate, and in the CONGRES- 
SIONAL RECORD has gone to the country. I am willing that the coun- 
try shall determine which bears inherent evidence, in its body and upon 
its face, of truth, the testimony relied upon by the Committee on Priv- 
ileges and Elections, or that which was ignored by that committee, 
The question is simply one of weight of testimony. On one side are the 
intelligence, the character, the standing, the influence, and the property 
of the country where these people live and where they are known; on 
the other, is the testimony for the most part—for I will not condemn 
all—but for the most of people of exactly the e character. 

Mr. President, I will not deal in generalities; I will go to the speci- 
fications of the memorial which this committee were instructod to in- 
vestigate, and first I will take this specification: 

We, your petitioners— 


That is, the three memorialists, Stephen A. Hackworth, James L. 
Moore, and Carl Schutze— 

„ are white citizens of the United States and dared to believe 
tain the right to be Republicans in politics. 

For this, their only crime, your petitioners are now exiles from their hom: 
ha: been compelled to leave under serious threats of assassination, 
abandon their property or accept for it such prices as were proffered them. 

Mr. President, I am not going to repeat the testimony, I am not going 
to reiterate that which has been read for the last three or four days in 
the Senate Chamber, sworn testimony taken by the Committee on Privi- 
leges and Elections and furnished in this volume, but unfortunately 
not in the committee’s report. I will simply refer to it, and gentle- 
men who have heard the testimony will remember well that of all the 
testimony read here scarcely a witness failed to say that the memorialists, 
Hackworth, Moore, and Schutze, were as safe in Washington County as 
he himself was, that they left home voluntarily, and that they received 
for their property when they left every dollar that it was worth. The 
purchaser of the property of Hackworth, who gave Hackworth $1,150 
for it, after holding it a year sold it for a thousand dollars, and he said 
it was all he could get, and Hackworth had fortwo years been offering 
it for $1,200. 

I give that as a sample with reference to these three persons. They 
say their property was sacrificed. Moore's property was sold in the 
same way for its value as was Hackworth’s. Bohntes had no property, 
and the testimony all shows scarcely any controversy about it that 
these men had ined since 1884, when they were beaten for office, 
to leave Washington County, but concluded they would make another 
effort in 1886, and remained there for that purpose. They were beaten 
again, and then they sold out and left voluntarily, as every witness whose 
testimony I huve read to the Senate swears, without compulsion, and 
when they were in no danger whatever from remaining there. 

Mr. President, I shall have very little more to say on this subject, 
because it seems to me the testimony is so clear, so conclusive, so over- 
whelming that there is no more room for controversy aboutit. These 
men left because they had fallen so low in public estimation, they had 
become so much the objects of aversion, not to Democrats, not to white 
men alone, but to many Republicans and to many of the colored people 
as well, that they could no longer make their living in Washington 
County, and they left. 

I do not think that the Senators who made this report will seriously 
argue that this allegation of the compulsory exile of these three per- 
sous from Washington County is a fact, but will admit that it has been 
proved that there is no ſoundation at all for the allegation. 

The next charge in the memorial is as to the hanging of three ne- 
groes at Brenham and the destruction of three ballot-boxes. I desire 
to repeat here now what I said in the ing of this debate, that I 
have no word ofexcuse, of palliation, or of justification for the lawless 
men who destroyed those ballot-boxes. I believe that lawlessness of 
this sort ought to be punished wherever it occurs, but I do say that I 
do not condemn it any more strongly, I do not regret it any more sin- 
cerely, than do the people of Washington County, Texas, where it oc- 
curred; and the effort to fasten responsibility upon that people for the 
lawless acts of a few individuals should not have been made, because 
it is not sustained by the testimony. 

The boxes at three polling were destroyed, at Graball, at Lott’s 


Store, and at Flewellen, in Washington County. I presume there are 


some thirty or forty polling places in Washington County. The county 
in which I reside, voting about cortege, EN of Washington County, has 
nearly forty pollingplaces. I presume that Washington County has not 
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less than thirty and ibly forty polling places. Two of those boxes, 
the Graball and Lott’s Store boxes, were raided and captured, each one 
of them by a body of masked and armed men, That is a fact that no- 
‘body can successfully deny. 

The boxes were captured while the votes were being counted at one 
of them and the other after the vote had been counted. In the testi- 
mony it is shown that every effort was made to discover the men who 
captured these boxes. In one of the boxes at the time it was raided 
the testimony shows that 225 votes had been counted, because the cap- 
ture occurred during the count, and that of these 116 were for Kirk 
for county judge and 110 for Schutze on the other side, Schutze 
representing the Republican ticket and Kirk the People’s ticket, for 
which the Democrats voted. When these raids were made they were 
made in the night by only a few men, some three or four. In one of 
them there were only three, because the box was captured when one of 
the officers, accompanied by a friend, was taking it from the country 
precinct where the votes were cast to Brenham, the county seat. The 
other was raided by some three or four men armed and with masks on. 

I say that there has been not one particle of testimony connecting 
the people of Washington County with either of these transactions or 
showing a guilty knowledge on their part of them—not a particle. 

Mr. President, that is the testimony. One of the boxes had voted 
the People's ticket up to the time the raid was made as far as the count 
had proceeded, giving 116 to 110 for the candidate of the People’s ticket 
against the Republican ticket. The other at the election in 1884 gave 
a majority for the . ticket. It is simply a question of fact as to 
who raided these two boxes, as to who destroyed the ballots, and as to 
whether or not the people of Washington County are justly chargeable 
with any responsibility for it. 

I assert here that this record shows that the people of Washington 
County had nothing to do with it; that the raiding of these boxes was 
the act of bad men, men who ought to have been punished, and men 
who, if they could be ascertained, would be punished, and that the 
people of Washington County are not responsible for them. The peo- 

le of Washington County are as much opposed to this species of law- 
Taia as gentlemen on the other side of this Chamber. There are bad 
men in Washington County as there are in every other county in every 
State in the United States. 

Why is it that these transactions in Washington County are selected 
for investigation here when similar ons affecting the ballot 
occur all over the United States, North, South, East, and West, equally 
criminal? I do not say that ballot-boxes are raided in every section, 
but I do 1 5 that bribery, bold and unblushing, does prevail in every 
section of this country except down South, for we have no money to 
bribe with down there. I hear of no Congressional investigation—not 
one—I hear of no nee eho the bribery of the last election. Seventy 
indictments I am told have been found in the good State of Indiana, 90 
per cent. of them against Republicans who were indicted for bribery; 
and yet no man has risen on this floor and asked to have an investiga- 
tion there. Who will charge thegood people of Indiana, who will charge 
the whole people of the great State of New York, where millions were 
paid out in bribes in the last Presidential election according to current 
report, who will charge the good people of the State of Rhode Island 
where current newspaper reports say bribery to a great extent pre- 
vailed in the recent election—who will charge the good people of any 
of these States with complicity in these crimes? 

Why, then, should the people of Washington County be held responsi- 
ble for raids on ballot-boxes when they are at their homes asleep or 
attending to their business? In this one county of Washington, in 
which the raiding was done, one single county out of one hundred and 
eighty in the entire State in which it is situated, it is sought to hold 
not only the people of the county but of the whole State responsible; 
and the report of the committee goes even further and says that this 
émeute in one single county in one State gives a fair idea of the condi- 
tion of affairs in the entire South. 

Ah, Mr. President, we are all alike in all the sections. We have the 
same people, we have the same human nature. Climate and circum- 
stances and conditions 1 modify and make slight differences, but 
they are all in the main e. Inthe South the people are more prone 
to violence than in the North, as the occasional and very rare raids by 
force on ballot-boxes show, but I have never heard of an election being 
influenced by bribery in the South. 

It is force in the South, it is bribery inthe North. The good people 
of neither section are responsible for these exceptional and compara- 
tively rare offenses. When you come to see the difference between 
force and bribery you will perceive very clearly that of the two bri- 
bery is much more dangerous to our institutions, much more difficult 
to provide against, productive of very much ter insecurity. You 
can provide against the raiding of ballot-boxes, which depends on 
brute force. You go not provide against the corruption of the ballot- 
box with money. If the South should be inquired into on account of 


a few ballot-boxes being raided, why should not other sections be in- 
quired into on account of the bribery, notorious and almost open, of 
voters in the recent election ? 

I call the attention of the Senate to one great fact, to one 
action connected with this matter; which is, that the memo: 


t trans- 
ists went 


| 
to Austin, to the United States district attorney, and told the names of | 


the witnessesas to all these transactions recited in their memorial touch- 
ing the raids on and destruction of the ballots, and they had the whole | 
power of the Government put in motion to bring to Austin, some un- 
dred miles from where these people lived, witnesses to establish the 
truth of their allegations. 

Witnesses were summoned and went before the grand jury. Indict- 
ments were found and those indictments were not quashed. They did 
not go off the docket on technicalities, but they were tried on their 
merits, and evey witness desired by these men was summoned, and 
their attendanceenforced. They all appeared at Austin. The persons 
charged were tried before a Republican judge, who was an honest man 
but an intense partisan, and they were all acquitted. Every man of, 
them was acquitted whom these memorialists have named in their tes- 
timony as men who were concerned in the conspiracy to raid the ballot- 
boxes and falsify the result of the election of 1886. The men were ac- 
quitted before Judge Turner, at Austin, Tex., and the place of the 
trial was nearly 100 miles from their homes, and the prosecution was an 
able one, the attorney-general having employed a lawyer of ability to 
assist in the prosecution. The Senator from New York [Mr. EVARTS], 
in his remarks the other evening, admitted the earnestness, the zeal, 
and the ability of the prosecution. 

Mr. President, it seems to me that the case attempted to be made 
by the honorable Committee on Privileges and Elections breaks down 
right here. There was no hearsay evidence at Austin before the Fed- 
eral court. It was near where the offenses are said to have been com- 
mitted; it was near the people among whom the offenses were said to 
have occurred; and the city of Austin, I am safe in saying, has a large 
Republican population who at least had no unjust prejudices against 
the prosecutors. The Jary summoned from all over the State, not 
cocina of Washington County people, and every man named by these 

es ag being privy to the destruction of these ballot-boxes was tried 
and acquitted. 

Mr. President, the report of the Committee on Privileges and Elec- 
tions, when this odorous individual, Stephen A. Hackworth, who while 
he was in office in Washington County was covered all over with in- 
dictments for malfeasance and misfeasance in office and the indict- 
ments were quashed because the statute did not happen to embrace 
just such offenses as were described in the indictments—this report 
says that Mr. Stephen A. Hackworth was honorably acquitted. He was 
never tried on the merits of the case, but the indictment was defective. 
This report says that he was honorably acquitted, and the committee 
go on to show their faith by their works in basing their report mainly 
upon his testimony. 

If Hackworth by the quashing of these indictments was acquitted 
and was restored to it, ought not these citizens of Washington 
County, every one of whom was indicted on the testimony of these 
memorialists, to stand acquitted also? They were tried on the very 
question, on the very issue now before us, before a Republican jud 
and under an able and zealous and earnest prosecution, and I say ought 
not they to stand acquitted also? Andif they are acquitted there is no 
case before the Senate, because all the parties accused in the testimony 
of the memorialists were among those indicted and acquitted. 

The Committee on Privileges and Elections, while claiming that b 
the acquittal or the quashing of the indictments against Hackworth 
he is exonerated and that he is a credible witness, continue to prosecute 
all the men charged with the offense of conspiracy to destroy the ballot- 
boxes in Washington County, although they have been tried and ac- 
quitted. It is an inconsistency to say the least of it. If one side is 
acquitted so ought to be the other. 

I have been speaking with reference to the Graballand the Lott’sStore 
boxes, which were raided in the night by armed and masked men— 
one of them by three men who were armed and masked, when the 
officer was carrying the returns to Brenham, and the other by two or 
three men while the officers were counting the votes. 

So much with reference to these two boxes. With reference to the 
killing of Bolton at the Flewellen box, it occurred about 11 o’clock at 
night, and in consequence of the disturbance created by the killing (for 
the man Bolton was shot down in the room where the officers were 
counting the votes, just as he came into the door) there was a general 
scattering of everybody there, and in going they did not stand on the 
order of going, but went. They scattered the ballots, turned over the 
boxes, and left everything just as it happened to fall. The ballots, etc., 
were found the next day scattered over the room. It is charged that 
Bolton was ised and armed and accompanied by other armed men 
who with him entered the room forthe purpose of capturing the ballot- 
boxes. 

This charge is stated as a fact in this report, as if there was no con- 
troversy about it, when I say—and I do not putmy own assertion for- 
ward as evidence, but I say it upon the testimony in this volume that 
Bolton was not armed, that he was not disguised, and that he went into 
the room where the vote was being counted as any other citizen would, 
and as he opened the door was shot down by a negro opposite him with 
a shotgun. 

Bolton was a very popular young man in ayn m County; he 
was avery fine young man, aid the manner in w. he was killed 
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produced great excitement there. Not only was he shot down, but, as 
the testimony shows, he was shot down by the advice of Glider and 
Lockett, two men who were there all day working for the Republican 
ticket, and by the way, two men who left immediately after the kill- 
ing of Bolton—left for parts unknown and have not been heard of since, 


according to the testimony. 
Bolton had on what is called a yellow slicker. That is part of the 
disguise ” spoken of—a yellow slicker, which is an oil-cloth coat worn 


by the farmers and laboring people all through the South to protect 
them from the rain and cold; and this was a cool night and Bolton had 
on one of these oil-cloth slickers, and I refer Senators to the testimony 
taken—I will not repeat it, because I have read it here—at the coroner’s 
inquest, and I refer to the testimony of a number of other witnesses who 
were sworn, and who testified that Bolton had on no disguise; that all 
he had on was a slicker, and after he had been killed a handkerchief 
was laid over his face. It was put there by some good Samaritan, who 
found the body lying there lifeless, And yet they say he was disguised, 
while honest men and good men, officers of the election there, say he 
had no arms, that he had no pistol, that he was not disguised in any 
manner, shape, or form any more than baat eas! heed that they could see, 
and he was shot near the door of the room where the vote was being 
counted, and he fell at full length across the threshold of the door and 
lay there so that everybody could see him. 

The box where this man was killed is put down as one of the raided 
boxes, The testimony does not sustain the allegation that that box 
was raided. Whether the box was raided or not depends upon whether 
Bolton when killed was masked and armed and about to raid the box. 
The officers of election and several negroes were present who saw the 
man killed and saw him after he was killed, all of them swear that 
there was no disguise about him and no arms. The testimony that 
there was no disguise, that he had no arms, is absolutely overwhelm- 
ing in its weight and force; but one negro who at the coroner’s inquest 
swore that he was not disguised, after some time had ela and some- 
body had manipulated him, comes forward and swears that he was dis- 
guised and armed. 

When the transaction was fresh, when he was swearing in the neigh- 
borhood and in the presence of the men who had seen the dead body 
as well as himself, he swore that there was no disguise on the man and 
thathe had no arms. So I say that this Flewellen box was not raided; 
the Lott’s Store and the Graball boxes were, but by men who have 
never been identified, notwithstanding the efforts to identify them and 
punish them, notwithstanding the whole power and force of the Gov- 
ernment was brought to bear in the Federal court at Austin, and all 
the witnesses that money could bring there and all that the process of 
the court could bring, failed to produce testimony to sustain a conviction. 

Mr. President, the raiding of these ballot-boxes, the expulsion of 
these individual memorialists from Washington County, and the hang- 
ing of three negroes at Brenham are the specifications made under the 
general charges that have been preferred against the people of Wash- 
ington County. Three negroes were taken out of jail at Brenham and 
hanged; there is no doubt of that fact, taken by a mob in the dead 
hour of the night. Turn to this memorial and you will see that the 
men who signed it say that these negroes were delivered up to a 
masked mob by the civil authorities of Washington County. 

Mr. President, take the testimony of the witnesses who have been 
sworn in this case, and it will be found that this is the truth of the 
matter: A negro named Polk Hill was the man who shot and killed 
Bolton at the Flewellen ballot-box that night. At the time that Polk 
Hill killed Bolton there were with him some seven or eight other 
negroes, armed with sho 

The killing of Bolton produced a very great excitement. He was a 
popular young man and it produced a profound excitement throughout 
the county. Warrants were issued for the arrest of the men who were 
with Polk Hill. There were eight men arrested under these warrants, 
taken to Brenham, the county seat, and put in jail. The civil author- 
ities of Washington County, fearing that the livesof these negroes were 
in danger from popular excitement, sent all of them except Polk Hill 
to the city of Houston, some 70 or 80 miles off, I believe, and Polk 
Hill they sent to the Milam County jail for safe keeping. 

This was done to protect these negroes against violence. It was done 
to ward off the danger of lynch law. After awhile—I do not know 
how long a time intervened—the feeling quieted down, the people 
ceased to be excited and to talk about it as they had done, and the au- 
thorities, not desiring to pay a high rate of board, I presume, charged 
in a city like Houston for keeping these prisoners, sent down and 
brought them back and put them in the Brenham jail. They did not 
send for Polk Hill, the man who committed the murder, the man 
against whom it was supposed feeling might still exist. He was left 
in the place of safety where he had been put. ‘The others, not being 
so guilty as he, it was supposed could be safely brought back to Bren- 
ham and kept in jail there, and they were brought back. 

I do not know how long they had been back, but they were there, 
returned there from Houston, when one dark night a body of armed 
and masked men appeared at the jail. The testimony universally of 
the witnesses is that no apprehension was being feltabout them. They 
would not have been brought back if any apprehension of their safety 


had been felt. But on that night those armed and masked men made 
their appearance at the jail and overpowered the guard. These memo- 
rialists say that the civil authorities delivered the prisoners up to the 
mob. They havealleged falsely. These masked men overpowered the 
guard, held guns on them, and took out of the jail three of the eight 
men and hung them. That is the history of that transaction. Polk 
Hill, the murderer, the man who fired the gun, is alive in Texas now, 
and in jail, 

Mr. GEORGE. Has he not been tried? 

Mr. COKE. I do not know whether he has or not. Those three 
men were taken out and hanged because it was believed that they 
were present aiding and abetting Polk Hill in the murder of Bolton. 
Yet this report says that they were hanged in order to destroy testi- 
mony as to the raiding of the Flewellen box. The only witness who 
swore at the coroner’s inquest that Bolton was disguised and was armed 
was one of these eight negroes who was in the Brenham jail at that 
time, and he was left there and was not taken out and hanged. 

Irefer you to the testimony of D. C. Giddings, and his testimony is 
worth something wherever he is known. I refer you to the testimony 
of the witnesses I have read in the hearing of the Senate. They say 
universally that when those negroes were taken out and hanged nobody 
in Washington County ever heard it hinted or suggested that they were 
hanged in order to get rid of their testimony. 

Colonel Giddings says they were hanged because it was believed that 
they had assisted in the murder of Bolton in cold blood. He says that 
was what the people believed, and the witnesses whose testimony I 
have read here swear to the same thing. Colonel Giddings is known 
here in Washington, he is known here in the Senate Chamber, he is 
known in the other House, and what he would swear to on any sub- 
ject which he pretended to be acquainted with, every man who knows 
him believes; and so the other witnesses who swear to the same facts 
will be believed. 

I call attention to the testimony of Thompson, of Eldridge, of Mul- 
ler, of Tristram, of all the witnesses whose testimony has been read to 
the Senate, to the effect that the people of Washington County have not 
heard a mention or a hint ora suggestion that these negroes were 
hanged in order to get rid of their testimony. It was the creation of 
the brain of Hackworth and Schutze and Moore—an afterthought, 
and nothing else. 

Mr, President, it was a deplorable occurrence. 
which is deplored by every good man in Washington County, and there 
are thousands of them. But it was done as these things are so often 
done in the West, the Northwest, and the Southwest, as they are so 
often done when blood is demanded for blood. 

I will venture the assertion that there is not a county in any State 
in the South or in the West where there have not been at some time or 
other unlawful executions of that sort. 

Bolton, a young man in the prime of his life and youth, when he 
walked into that room had his brains shot out by the negro Polk Hill. 
The best evidence of the conservatism of the civil authorities and peo- 
ple of Washington County is that that man is alive and being dealt 
with in accordance with law. 

Mr. President, that is all there is about this hanging at Brenham. 
It was the work of an irresponsible mob, done against the will, with- 
out the consent, without the knowledge, without the sympathy of the 
good people of Washington County; and any effort to fasten it upon 
them, as this report does, upon the perjured testimony of the miscre- 
ants who filed this memorial, is an injustice to the Senators themselves 
who did it. 

These are the specifications under the general charge made in the me- 
morial: First, the expulsion of the memorialists from home; next, the 
raiding of the three ballot-boxes, and lastly, the hanging of the three 
negroesat Brenham. I have madea very brief review of the testimony 
on these three points. On the first point, the expulsion of these me- 
morialists, the testimony is clear, overwhelming, convincing, of their 
degradation, of their vileness, that they were naturally spewed out of 
the body politic which they infested, not by violence, but by absolutely 
and perfectly natural causes. They were so mean, they wereso de- 
graded, they were so vile that they felt themselves they had better 
go elsewhere in order to try to make a living, and they went volun- 
tarily, as the testimony conclusively shows. They got all their prop- 
erty was worth when they went. One or twoof them have been back 
there since and they have not been interrupted. When men come here 
to the United States Senate and say— 


Your petitioners are white citizens of the United States, and dared to believe 
and maintain the right to be Republicans in politics. 

For this, their only crime, your petitioners are now exiles from their homes, 
having been compelled to leave under serious threats of assassination, and aban- 
don their property or accept for it such prices as were proffered them, 


it does seem that such a declaration, in the face of the fact that the 
county of Washington from which they say they were expelled gives 
from 700 to 800 and 900 majority for the Republican ticket, is an ab- 
solute absurdity. Because they dared to be Republicans, they say, 
they had to leave Washington County, in the face of the fact that there 
are from 600 to 900 majority of Republicans in the county. 

Mr. GEORGE, Still remaining? 

Mr. COKE. Still remaining, and Riggs Hackworth, the brother of 


It was an occurrence 
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Stephen A. Hackworth, an active, aggressive Republican, was elected 
a justice of the peace in the election of 1886, and is exercising and dis- 
charging the duties of his office there now. An active, aggressive Re- 
publican, he was elected justice of the peacein the county-seat precinct 
of Brenham, and is discharging the duties of the office now and doing 
well, yet these miscreants tell the Senate of the United States that they 
p compelled to leave Washington County for the only crime of being 
publicans, 


Mr. President, I call the attention of the Senate to the fact that 
the great center of interest in the election of 1886, when the dis- 
turbances occurred which have been investigated, was in the contest 
between Kirk on the People’s ticket and Schutze on the Republican 
ticket for the county judgeship of Washington County. That was the 
contest which created all the excitement. The Senate will remember 
that I have heretofore detailed the circumstances under which in 1884 
the Republicans and Democrats combined and made a People’s ticket 
in order to oust Hackworth, Schutze, and Moore and their following 
from the offices in which they had been plundering the people, al- 
2 ashington County gave from 600 to 900 majority for Grant, 
for Hayes, and for Garfield. 

It was in 1884 that this combination was made. Schutze, Hackworth, 
and Moore had no means. They were political agitators am the 
lowest population of the county and the most ignorant negroes. ey 
eked out a precarious living in the connty from 1884, when they were 
expelled from office, until 1886, when they concluded that they would 
make another d effort. Hackworth had been covered all over 
with indictments for his official villainies. He was not g candidate 

in, but Schutze was put forward by Hackworth for county judge of 
ashington County, and Kirk was placed on the People’s ticket, com- 
of Republicans and Democrats. Kirk on the People’s ticket and 

utze on the Republican ticket made the contest which excited all 
the feeling in the county. 


Now, who was Schutze? I told you a day or two ago who he was. 


The counter-memorial that was signed by the citizens of Washington | d 


County in defense of themselves against the slanderous charges of this 
infamous trio says of Schutze what I shall read. Here is what the 
people of Washington County say about Schutze and Schutze’s record 
before he came there: 

Schutze, it is believed, came to Brenham about 1871, as alleged by him. We 
are informed that he was the k of a restaurant in the city of Austin before 


he came to Brenham, He was there under the of swindling, 
and after several weeks of imprisonment was released after g made to dis- 


gorge. 


He went down to Washington County. He there got into the office 
of justice of the peace, and the testimony is that he employed negroes 
to go out and inveigle other negroes into games of chance in order to 
get an mis acorn f to indict them. 

Mr. GEORGE. You say that is in the testimony? 

Mr. COKE. Ofcourse. I repeat what I have read before. It is in 
the testimony; and other witnesses swear that he employed men to in- 
veigle negroes into gambling and then issued warrants for them, and 
then the testimony says that they would pay him Fibers: so that his 
docket did not show it, to dismiss the charges. Every sort of immor- 
ality, every sort of rascality and villainy is him and is 
proved against him in the that I hold in my hand. 

One witness when asked as to his standing says, ‘‘Oh, he is a low, 
vile man.“ Another when asked his character says, It is as bad as 
it can be.” He was a German and many of these witnesses were Ger- 
mans living in Washington County. Some of these witnesses were 
Union soldiers, one of them a wounded soldier who is de pen- 
sion from the Government. Many of them are Republicans. e in- 
famy of the man is established beyond question or doubt, and yet 
Hackworth or he and Moore contrived to get him at the head of the 
Republican ticket for the chief judicial office of Washington County, 
and the great center of interest in that election was the contest be- 
tween him and Kirk. 

Mr. President, I can not, I never will, justify the raiding of ballot- 
boxes. I will never ify lynch law. I believe the men who do 
these things ought to for them. But if ever any people in 
the world could possibly be justified for any such conduct it would be 
when such a monster of immorality, of corruption, of depravity, and of 
vileness as this man Schutze is threatened to be foisted on them as their 
chief judicial officer. Yet if you look through this of the hon- 
orable Committee on Privileges and Elections you will rise from its 
porien eminently ignorant of any such facts as I am telling you, which 

vo been proved conclusively and overwhelmingly by the testimony 
in this volume. 

Mr. President, look at Washington County, see the character of her 
population, one-third German, considerably less than a third white 
Americans, and the balance negroes. It is exactly the place for the 
race issue, just the country for the friction that comes from the con- 
tact of erent races and different nationalities. It is the oldest 
county in Texas. It is the county in which the Texas declaration of in- 
dependence was prom: ted. It was the seat of wealth and culture be- 
forethe war. In the destruction of values that has followed since the war 


people have been reduced, many of them, to poverty who formerly were 


in affluent circumstances. That county has in ita German population 
that is not inferior in intelligence, in conservatism, in character, to the 
German population to be found in any othercounty in any other State 
in this Union, and it has a native American white population which is 
equal to any that can be found anywhere. It has also this great mass 
of negro population, and in this county of differing and diversified 
nationalities and race the pe ts FR and the agitator and those who 
are willing to make money and pelf out of social disorder find an in- 
viting field for their nefarious operations. These bold, bad men, Hack- 
worth, Schutze, and Moore, worked it for all it was worth. In 1884, 
as I mye shown, mny rere by a ete yee, the honest men of the 
county, ve of party, ex from o and were again de- 
feated in 1886 by the po es ak 85 

They could not hold up any longer; they had nothing to live on; 
they had to go somewhere to make a livelihood. They had fallen so 
low because of the vileness of their characters that they could not ex- 
pect patronage of any sort from the people of Washington County, and 
they left; and desiring to get diem as witnesses and to pose as mar- 
tyrs here at the national capital, in the hope of getting some sort of 
recognition from the Republican party when itshould come into power, 
they came here and presented this memorial, every word of which in 
= spirit and intent with which they uttered it has been proved to be 


se. 

The Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS] said a day or two ago 
that people ought to be content to be judged by their peers in the jury 
box. I concur with him in that opinion. These people in Washing- 
ton County ask that they be judged by theirs, and as you have not 
here the conditions they are surrounded by and by w they ought 
to be judged, they ask you to surround yourselves, if you can, in im- 
agination with the circumstances that environ them when you come 
to judge of their conduct. 

he county judge of Washington County exercises an extensive ju- 
risdiction, and especially he has general jurisdiction over the estates of 
eceased persons, over county over all financial matters of the 
county, and over everything pertaining to the business administration 
of the county. When this man Schutze, vile, low, a moral leper,““ 
as one witness called him, was threatened to be foisted on the county as 
county judge, it is not wonderful that a few men were found in Washing- 
ton County less discreet than others who were willing to do the un- 
lawful acts which have been the subject of this inv tion. 

Senators who live in States that for two or three hundred years have 
been educated and habituated to law and order ought to remember that 
in the newer States and Territories of the South and Southwest, where 
especially this great issue of race confronts the people, they ought not 
to be judged by the same rules that apply in their communities. 

I call the attention of the Committee on Privileges and Elections to 
the fact that Washington County is but one county out of one hundred 
and eighty in the State of Texas, and that Washington County votes 
0 some 5,500 out of a vote of nearly or quite 400, 000 in Texas. If 
with the energy and zeal and unscrupulousness and malice of these 
memorialists only one case of this sort can be found, I ask Senators if 
instead of being evidence of a bad state of affairs it is not evidence 
1 we have a very respectable condition of things in the State of 

exas 

Something was said by the Senator from New York in the conclu- 
sion of his remarks the other day about the murder of Joe Hoffmann in 
Washington County. The murder of Joe Hoffmann is a subject that 
the committee was not authorized to inquire into. So far as I am con- 
cerned I wish it had been, and I wish the committee had inquired into 
it. My information is that the shot which killed Joe Hoffmann was not 
aimed at him. It killed him, though, and a man by the name of Holt. 
My information is that Holt was the man intended to be killed accord- 
ing to the general supposition. Holt was a Democrat and always had 
been. He was a very active and aggressive man. He had been ina 
number of difficulties in some of which men had been killed. Holt 
was a man whose personal stake was feared, and he had enemies, and 
the belief exists among those who are conversant with the circum- 
stances that the shot was fired to kill Holt and not Joe Hoffmann. The 
Senator from New York gave his impression and belief abont it; I give 


mine. 

Leaving this Joe Hoffmann matter, because it has no business here 
in this discussion, it is in proof by all the witnesses that the elec- 
tion in 1886 in the daytime and until the polls closed was perfectly 
quiet; that there was no disturbance anywhere. There was no dis- 
turbance that anybody gave any account of in any of the testimony, 
and I have gone over it all. N 

Mr. President, when the subject-matter of this investigation comes 
to be boiled down, and we get at the pith and marrow of it, the matter 
complained of here by these memorialists was the work of a few men, 
perhaps not a dozen in all, who violated the laws of the State and of 
the county and the public sentiment of the country in doing what they 
did, and the effort to put that upon the people of Washington County, 
as made in this report, and upon the State of Texas, and to character- 
ize the entire South with it, is one that the Senators who made the re- 
port will not hereafter refer to as the part of their life-work upon which 
they are entitled to the greatest amount of credit. 


‘a. 
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Mr, President, I have just one thing more to say with reference to 
the general race question in the South, and it is this: You can no more 
regulate by statute the race question than you can regulate the coming 
and going of the seasons by law. The Great Architect of the universe 
made men as they are. He made the races as they are. He implanted 
in them their instincts, their capabilities. He made some strong and 
some weak, and you can not by a law weaken the strong and strengthen 
the weak so as to put one above the other. He made the Anglo-Saxon 
as he is. He made him with a brain to conceive and a nerve to exe- 
cute and a will that has made him the master wherever his foot has 
been planted. No law can change it; no statutecan modify it or regu- 
late it. It is a fact as fixed as any other fact in creation. 

The framers of our Constitution knew the race for whom they were 
preparing an instrument of organic law, and they made tbe Constitu- 
tion for the men who constituted the country. They knew for whom 
they were legislating in an organic way when they reserved to the States 
and the municipalities the powersof local self-government and delegated 
to the General Government the powers necessary for the common de- 
fense and general welfare of all the States. They knew they were leg- 
islating for a people who were capable in the highest degree of self- 

overnment, and while they threw wide open the gates to immigrants 

m every nation in the world, they legislated upon the theory that 
the race did not inhabit the earth that could come here and dominate 
the Anglo-Saxon people of this country under such a Constitution. 

The right of local self-government is inviolable in the Constitution 
of the United States. All we ask, all that any man asks in the South, is 
that the Constitution of the United States be observed. Thereare weak 
white men as there are weak black men. The stronger white men 
dominate the weak, in accordance with law, as the stronger race domi- 
nates the weaker races of other colors. All we ask is to stand by the 
right of local self-government as reserved and established in the Con- 
stitution of the United States. 

The black man is as free as the white man. There has been some- 
thing said recently about taking the right of suffrage from him. For 
one, while I would never have given it to him until he was prepared 
for it, now that he has got it I would not take it from him if it was in 
my power to do it. I would defend him in the ion and enjoy- 
ment of it. Giving him the ballot is one of those things that once done 
can not be undone. He has the ballot, which is his shield of defense. 
Whenever a negro feels like wielding the force of his ballot in his de- 
fense he always can do it, and always does it. . 

If the superior intelligence, the superior virtue, the superior 
erty-holding of the white man give him the advantage under the laws 
and under the Constitution, he is entitled to it. Hereafter the negro 
may gain it. If in a contest between the races virtue, intelligence, and 
property shall be the factors which determine who shall be supreme, if 
the negro can get ahead of us you will find that he will do it. 

Let us alone. Do not uphold such men as Schutze and Hackworth, 
these agitators; men who go down among the ignorant riff-raff of the 
country and excite and disturb them, not for the public good, not for 
public ends, but for their own base and infamous purposes. Do not 
take that sort of men up, who are unworthy of credit, outcast from 
society, and strengthen them for a war upon us. Do not take those 
people up, for when you do give them aid and comfort you are stirring 
strife; you are liberating and turning loose upon the people where they 
come from the very worst elements of society. But let the country 
govern itself; let the States govern themselves; let the municipalities 
govern themselves; and when, by mere force of public opinion, such 
men as the creatures who presented this 8 are spewed out do 
not put them back upon the people. 

Let us alone, Mr. President. If I had to say how this race question 
should be settled I would adopt the language attributed by a news- 
paper in an interview the other day to the honorable Senator from 
Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN]. I thought it was worthy of the ity for 
which I believe he is distinguished far beyond the men o yin 
this country. He says the way to end that question is to let the peo- 
ple of each State attend to that question as a local concern of their own. 
I do not know whether he was correctly represented or not, but that 
was the representation madeof what he said on this question. Whether 
it is his opinion or not, it is mine. 

Let the people of each State alone, Let the men control who know 
each other, the men who are peers, the men who are raised together, 
the men who are neighbors, the citizens of the community, and the 
citizens of the State. They understand all the questions better than 
anybody else can; let them settleit. Youcan not formulate astatute 
to settle it, but they can settle it and they will settle it, with the aid 
of time. Each day adds to their experience, and each year they will 
profit by the experience of the year tees, and every year they are be- 
coming more conservative, more and more wise. 

Mr. President, I have consumed a great deal more time than I in- 
tended, and I desire to conclude what I have to say in a very few 
words. If you will let the people of the South alone, if you will give 
no aid and comfort to agitators who disturb the publie peace in that 
country, this race question will be settled sooner than you think. The 
negroes will divide; they will not be solid. The white men will 
divide; they will not be solid. And the negroes will enlist the inter- 


est and the sympathy of those who vote with them of the white men 
and they take care of themselves, They are acquiring property; 
they are becoming educated. 

The State of Texas, slandered by these men and arraigned here in 
this memorial, has paid since 1865 $4,000,000 solely for the education 
of colored people. We have a school system now as good as the sys- 
tem of any State in the Union, and the negroes are equal participants 
with the whites in the benefits of it. 

The negroes are being educated. They are getting so that dema- 

es and base men can not lead a great many of them. 

Just let us alone, and I venture the assertion that we will make bet- 
ter citizens of the negro population than any legislation can possibly 
do. Weare bound to them and they to us by ties which we can appre- 
ciate. Right here in Washington County, did I not read in testimony 
to you yesterday of two or three colored witnesses who said that they al- 
ways had to go to the white people, and especially to the Democrats, 
to get them to goon their bonds, to get their assistance in their litiga- 
tion, and everything of that sort? The kindliest possible feeling exists 
between the races all over the South. 

The negroes are docile, they are confiding and conservative until a 
bad man goes in among them who is able to enlist and abuse their con- 
fidence and then he can convert them into devils. 

Let us alone. With equality before the law, which every negro in 
the South has; with an equal share in the school fund, which every 
negro child with us has; with an equal vote with every white man in 
the selection of officers, with perfect freedom of individual action, these 

are being educated, they are growing more civilized, they are be- 
coming better citizens. 

Just let us alone; just let the negroes take care of themselves. If 
they are left to take care of themselves there will not one of them get 
into a difficulty where twenty do now in the disturbances that are 
created all over the South just before every election. There will not 
one in twenty of them get into any sort of trouble that do now. Good 
feeling will exist between the whites and the blacks, and they will get 
along better, and those whom God has in His creation of men and of 
the world decreed by the structure and organization of their brain and 
of their muscle, whether white or black, shall rule, will rule as He has 
built and equipped them to rule. 

Mr. BLAIR. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. COKE. I decline to yield for a question. I do notdesire tobe 
abrupt to the Senator, but I decline to be questioned. I prefer to go 
on and conclude my remarks. 

The day will come, Mr. President, when this question will be set- 
tled, when this race question and this sectional question will find a 
solution. It is not now; it will come when some man arises high 
enough and broad enough and virtuous enough and patriotic enough 
and co us enough to take hold of it and impress upon the people 
of these United States the folly, the ruinous consequences of keeping 
up this eternal strife, one who will treat this race question as the great 
American question it is; high above party politics. That man will 
come, He will come, and I know not whence he will come. He can 
not come from the South; he must come from the North or the East. 
When he comes, he will come not with a jeweled crown upon his head, 
nor with a royal scepter in his hand, but for all that he will come with 
the homage of every man, woman, and child in this broad country 

ured out to him, and they will crown him with the highest civic 

onors of the Republic and hail him as the great pacificator and bene- 
factorof his country. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President 

Mr. HOAR. Idesiresimply to ask the Senator from Maine to allow 
me to take the on the pending resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. By unanimous consent of the Senate, 
at the close of the remarks of the Senator from Texas [Mr. COKE] the 
Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] was to move the census bill. 

Mr. HOAR. I do not propose to proceed this afternoon. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. e Chair will recognize the Senator 
from Massachusetts as entitled to the floor when the resolution next 
comes up for consideration. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. SPOONER. I ask unanimous consent to introduce a joint reso- 
lution at this time, 

The joint resolution (8. R. 137) providing for additional telegraphic 
facilities in the city of Washington during the inaugural ceremonies on 
the 4th day of March, 1889, was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. HAWLEY introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 138) to print 
10,000 copies of the compilation of the inaugural addresses of the Pres- 
idents of the United States, from George Washington to Benjamin Har- 
rison, forthe first century of Presidential inaugurations, with authenti- 
cated incidents connected therewith, biographical sketches of the Pres- 
idents from official sources, together with steel-plate portraits of the 
Presidents and steel-plate illustrations ofthe Capitol and White House; 
. was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 

B- 
Mr. BLACKBURN introduced a bill (S. 3977) to pay the claims of 
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David W. Bouldin; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying paper, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3978) to pay E. H. Martin for property 
seized by the United States; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

AMENDMENTS TO BILLS, 

Mr. COCKRELL submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MORGAN submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed. 

SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. ALLISON. I am instructed by the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 12008) making appropria- 
tions for sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1890, and for other purposes, to report it with sundry 
amendments, and I submit a report in writing to accompany the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be printed. 

Mr. ALLISON. I desire to give notice that at the earliest possible 
moment to-morrow I shall ask the Senate to proceed to the considera- 
tion of this bill if the census bill is disposed of. I suppose the Senator 
from Maine [Mr. HALE] will call that up in the morning at the earli- 
est opportunity if it is not disposed of to-day. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I wish to give notice again that if the Senate in- 
tends to pass the direct-tax bill it must be done to-morrow, because it 
is the last day. The report of the committee of conference has already 
been adopted by the Senate and it is pending on a motion to reconsider, 
and I therefore intend to call it up to-morrow morning after the rou- 
tine business and insist on its consideration. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is a privileged motion. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is a privileged motion. 

Mr. HALE. I shall push the Senate to continue the consideration of 
the census bill until it is finished. I propose to go on as far as possi- 
ble to-night, to complete it before adjournment, if possible. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bilis from the House of Representatives were sever- 
ally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions: 

A bill (H. R. 2737) granting a pension to Anna Krumpholz; 

A bill (f. R. 4203) granting a pension to the widow of Adam Shrake; 

A bill (H. R. 5390) granting a pension to John Limeric; 

A bill (H. R. 5398) granting a pension to Catherine Hays; 

A bill (H. R. 6763) granting a pension to John Mann; 

A bill (H. R. 8100) granting a pension to Anna J. Weaver; 

A bill (H. R. 8225) for the relief of William S. Kellington; 

A bill (H. R. erie granting a pension to W. W. Wilson; 

A bill (H. R. 9113) granting a pension to Frank M. Martin; 

A bill 5 R. 9159) granting a pension to William A. Taylor; 
A bill (H. R. 10644) granting a pension to Elizabeth Peterson; 

A bill (H. R. 11184) for the relief of Jessie Isherwood; 

A bill (H. R. 11707) granting an increase of pension to Gertrude 
Northrop; 
A bill (m R. 11984) granting a pension to Mrs. Helen Sutherland; 

A bill (H. R. 12062) granting an increase of pension to Frank L. 
Wolford; 

A bill (H. R. 12273) for the relief of Newton C. Ridenour; 

A bill (H. R. 12403) granting a pension to Bennett Cooper; 

A bill (H. R. 12428) for the relief of Martha Rhodes; j 

A bill (H. R. 12482) to increase the pension of Elizabeth L. Snell; 

A bill (H. R. 12491) granting a pension to Lucinda Mewman; 

A bill (H. R. HR, granting a pension to George Hunter; 

A bill (H. R. 12540) to increase the pension of Theodore White; and 

A bill (H. R. 12542) for the relief of the heirs of Noah W. Yoder. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a letter of the 
Secretary of the Interior, communicating, in answer to a resolution of 
the Senate of August 29, 1888, information as to the extent to which 
the division of the waters of the Platte and Arkansas Rivers and their 
tributaries in Colorado for irrigation and other purposes affects the 
flow of waters of those streams in the lower valleys; which was re- 
ferred to the Select Committee on Irrigation and the Reclamation of 
Arid Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


DISTRICT POLICE-COURT JURY. 
Mr. SPOONER submitted the following report: 


The commiitee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendments of the House to the bill (S. 3132) to provide for trial by jury in the 
police court of the District of Columbia, and for other p , having met, 
after full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to 
their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 1, 
and agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its amendment numbered 2. 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 3, 
and agrec to the same with an amendment, so that section 2 will read: 

„SE. 2. That if upon the trial of any such per hg we te in the said police 
court an exception be taken by or in behalf of the defendant to any or 


instruction of the court on matter of law the same shall be reduced to writing 
at the time, or it may be entered on the minutes of the judge and afterwards 
settled in such manner and within such time as now provided by rule of the 
supreme court of the District of Columbia in cases in that court, and then stated 
in writing in a bill of exceptions, with so much of the evidence as may be ma- 
terial to the question or questions raised, which said bill of exceptions shall be 
signed by the judge of the said police court. Any party aggrieved by any order 
or judgment made or pronounced by said court ina case in which under the law 
the accused is entitled to a trial by jury, may, if the same involve the merits of 
the proceeding, ap therefrom to the general term of the supreme court, and 
the clerk of the police court shall forthwith send up copies of the information 
or complaint, with all the proceedings thereon, duly certified,and upon such 
appeal the general term shall review such order or judgment, and affirm or re- 
verse the same, as shall be just: Provided, however, That no appeal shall be al- 
lowed after thirty days from and after the signing of such bill of exceptions as 
aforesaid: And Further. That the judge of the police court may stay 
execution of the judgment of the said court upon the entering by the defendant 
into a recognizance with sufficient surety, to be approved by said judge, condi- 
tioned for his appearance at the general term of said supreme court then in 
session, or if no such general term be in session, then the next general term 
there to prosecute the said writ of errorand abide by and perform the judgmen 
of said supreme court in the premises; but nothing contained in this section 
shall be construed as repealing section 1073 of the Revised Statutes so fur as 
the same relate to cases in which under the law the defendant is not entitled to 
a trial by jury.” 

And the House agree to the same. 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 
4, and a to the same, f 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 


5, and 7 to the same. 
That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 


6, and 7 a to the same. 

That Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 
7, and to the same. 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 
8, and to the same. 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 


9, and agree to the same. 
CHAS. J. FAULKNER, 
NO. C. SPOONER, 
C. B. FARWELL, 
Conferees on the part of the Senate. 


JNO. J. HEMPHILL, 

BARNES COMPTON, 

WM. W. GROUT, 
Conferees on the part of the House, 


The report was concurred in. 
THE ELEVENTH CENSUS. 


Mr. HALE. Now I ask that the census bill, which it was agreed 
should be taken up, shall be laid before the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. By unanimous consent of the Senate, 
at the conclusion of the remarks of the Senator from Texas the pend- 
ing business was to be laid aside for the consideration of a bill the 
title of which will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (H. R. 1659) to provide for taking the 
eleventh and subsequent censuses. ; 

1 as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill. 

Mr. HARRIS, I rise for the purpose of asking the Senator from 
Maine if he will yield to a motion for an executive session. 

Mr. HALE. I hope the Senator will not push that request. I am 
very desirous to go on for half an hour or perhaps an hour with the 
census bill, and we may be able to complete it before adjournment. 

Mr. HARRIS. I simply rose to ask the Senate from Maine if it way 
agreeable to him to let me make that motion. 

Mr. HALE. I would rather go on to-night with this bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill is before the Senate as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. HALE. Now I ask that the formal reading of the bill be dis- 
pensed with, and that it be read for action on the committee amend- 
ments, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read at length in 
Committee of the Whole, and if there be no objection the amendments 
of the committee will be acted upon as they are reached in the text. 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the bill. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on the Eleventh Censug 
with amendments. 

The first amendment was, in section 1, line 4, after the word taken,“ 
to strike out on or” and insert ‘‘as;’’ so as to read: 

That a census of the population, wealth, and industry of the United States 
shall be taken as of the date of June 1, 1890. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 3, line 7, after chief clerk,” to 
insert and one disbursing clerk;’’ in line 8, after the word ‘‘salary,’’ 
to insert each; and in line 9, after the word division,“ to strike 
out and one disbursing elerk;“ so as to read: 


Sec. 3. The Superintendent of Census shall be appointed by the President, by 
and with the advice and consent of the Senate; and he shall receive an annual 


salary of $6,000; and for the purposes of taking the elevénth census of tho United 
States the Secretary of the Taero may from time to time, as the n ty there- 


chief clerk and one disbursing clerk of the Census 
„ of 2500, two 3 ‘an chiefs of division ofan 
annual salary each of $2,000, eto. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 3, line 27, after the word ‘‘ cen- 
sus, to insert or at an earlier date, in the discretion of the Secretary 
of the Interior;’’ so as to read: 


And upon such compilation and publication of said census, or at an earlier 
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date, in the discretion of the Secretary of the Interior, the period of service of 


said clerks and employés shall end, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 3, after the word thereof, in 
line 40, to add: 

All examinations for appointment and 
the discretion and under the direction of 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 4, line 8, before the word ‘‘num- 
ber,“ to strike out ‘‘total;’’ so as to read: 

The number of supervisors shall not exceed one hundred and seventy-five. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 4, line 9, after the words ‘‘one 
hundred and seventy-five,” to strike out: 


Each supervisor shall, before 3 upon the duties of his office, take and 
subscribe the following oath oraffirmation: ‘I, „Supervisor, do sol- 
emnly swear (or affirm) that I will support the Constitution of the United States, 
and perform and discharge the duties of the office of supervisor of census ac- 
cording to law, honestly and correctly, to the best of my ability ;” which oath 
shall be filed in the office of the Secretary of the Interior. 

And in lieu thereof to insert: 

The Superintendent and thesupervisors shall, before entering upon the duties 
of their offices, respectively, take and subscribe the following oath or aflirma- 
tion: I, (Superintendent or supervisor, as the case may be), do sol- 
emnly swear or affirm that I will support the Constitution of the United States, 
and perform and discharge the duties of the office of (Superintendent or super- 
visor, as the case may be), according to law, honestly and correctly, to the best 
my ability; which oaths shall be filed in the office of the Secretary of the In- 

or. 


The amendment was to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Shall the quotation marks be retained 
in the paragraph on page 5 from line 11 toline 15? 

Mr. HALE. I think not. They should be omitted. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. They will be omitted. 

The reading of the bill was resumed and continued to the end of sec- 
tion 5. 

Mr. HALE. At the end of section 5 I offer the amendment which I 
send to the desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. At the end of section 5 it is proposed to add: 

Whenever it shall appear that any portion of the enumeration and census pro- 
vided for in this act has been negligently or improperly taken and s by reason 
thereof incomplete, the Superintendent of the sus, with the approval ofthe 
Secretary of the Interior, may cause such incomplete and unsatisfactory enu- 
meration and census to be amended or made anew under such methods as may 
in his discretion be practicable. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed and continued to the end of sec- 
tion 6. 

Mr. HALE. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk, to 
come in after line 12, on page 7, which was left out by accident. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will bestated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In section 6, line 12, after the word census, 
it is proposed to insert: 
ee That in the aggregate no supervisor shall be paid less than the sum 


Q! 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on the Eleventh Census was, insection 8, line 22, after the 
word judge, to insert ‘‘or clerks;’’ soas to read: 

Which said oath oraffirmation may be administered by any judge or clerk of 
a court of record, or any justice of the poses. or notary public empowered to ad- 
minister oaths; which oath, duly authenticated, shall be forwarded to the Su- 

r of Census before the date fixed herein for the commencement of the 
enumeration. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 10, line 1, after the words 
“shall be, to strike out the word ‘‘ further;’’ so as to make the sec- 
tion read: 

Src. 10. And it shall be the duty of each enumerator to forward the original 
schedules, duly certified, to the supervisor of census of his district, as his returns 
under the provisions of this act. 

The next amendment was, in section 11, line 7, after the word re- 
turned, to insert and for each surviving soldier or widow returned 
5 cents;’’ so as to read: 


The compensation of enumerators shall be ascertained and fixed as follows: 
In subdivisions, where the Superintendent of Census shall deem such allowance 
sufficient, an allowance not exceeding 2 cents for each living inhabitant, 2 cents 
for each death reported, 15 cents for each farm, and 20 cents for each establish- 
ment of productive industry enumerated and returned, and for each survivin; 
soker or widow returned 5 cents, may be given in full compensation for 
services, 


Mr. REAGAN. Iask the chairman of the committee what provis- 
on is made for ascertaining who are the surviving soldiers’ widows? 
Does the bill permit a mere voluntary statement, or does it require a 
statement to be made under oath? I refer to the amendment in sec- 
tion 11, lines 7 and 8. 

Mr. HALE. Thatis made a part of the regular schedule, and in an- 
other portion of the bill it is provided what that information shall be, 
that it shall contain the organization in which the soldier served and 
the length of his service. It is taken like every other piece of infor- 
mation that is incorporated in the regular schedules. 


romotion under this act shall be in 
e Secretary of the Interior. 
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Mr. REAGAN. I understand that; but my inquiry was as to 
whether this information is to be given on oath. 

Mr. HALE. It is like all the other information that is given. 

Mr. REAGAN. Is there a provision that all the information given 
is to be under oath? I should thinkif we are to take mere volunteer 
statements we may find a great many soldiers’ widows. ; 

Mr. HALE, It is like every other interrogatory that is addressed 
in this inquiry. We must depend largely on the vigilance of the enu- 
merators. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on the Eleventh Census was, in section 11, line 12, after 
the word “enumeration,” to strike out For“ and insert Rates of 
compensation for; and in line 13, after the word ‘‘subdivisions,’’ to 
strike out rates of compensation;’’ so as to read: 

Provided, That the subdivisions to which the above rate of compensation shall 
apply must be designated by the Superintendent of Census at least one month 
in advance of the enumeration, Rates of compensation for all other subdi- 
visions shall be fixed in advance of the enumeration by the Superintendent of 
Census, with the approval of the Secretary of the Interior, according to the dif- 
ficulty of enumeration, having reference to the nature of the region to be can- 
vassed and the density or sparseness of settlement, or other considerations per- 
tinent thereto. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 11, line 34, before the word 
‘f time,” to insert the word the;“ so as to read: 

The Superintendent of Census shall prescribe uniform methods and suitable 
forms for keeping accounts of the number of people enumerated or of the time 
occupied in field-work for the purpose of 3 the amounts due to enu- 
merators, severally, under the provisions of this act. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 12, after the words may be,” 
at the end of line 2, to insert according to estimates based on the tenth 
census; so as to read: 

Sec. 12. That the subdivision assigned to any enumerator shall not exceed 
4,000 inhabitants, as near as may be, ene ta estimates based on the tenth 


census. The boundaries of all subdivisions I be clearly described by civil 
divisions, rivers, roads, public surveys, or other easily-distinguished lines. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 13, line 8, after the word fined,” 
to strike out in a sum; in line 12, after the word years,“ to strike 
out or by fine ” and insert and be ſined; and in line 16, after the 
waa t‘ fined,” to strike out in asum;” soas to make the section 


Sec. 13. That any supervisor or enumerator who, having taken and sub- 
scribed the oath required by this act, shall, without justifiable canse, neglect or 
refuse to perform the duties enjoined on him by this act, or shall, without the 
authority of the Superintendent, communicate to any person not authorized to 
receive the same, any information gained by him in the performance of his du- 
ties, shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and npon conviction shall be 
fined not exceeding $500; or, if he shall willfully and knowingly swear or af- 
firm falsely, he shall be deemed guilty of perjury, and, on conviction thereof, 
shall be imprisoned not exceeding three years, and fined not exceeding 8800; 
or if he sl vena A and know! gly make false certificates or fictitious re- 
turns, he shall be déemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and, upon conviction of 
either of the last-named offenses, he shall be fined not exceeding $5,000 and be 
imprisoned not exceeding two years. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 14, line 3, before the word em- 
ployment,” to insert appointment or;’’ in line 4, after the word 
‘‘clerk,” to insert ‘‘or other employé,” and in line 6, after the word 
“clerk,” to insert or other employé;’’ so as to make the section read: 

Sec. 14. That if any person shall receive or secure to himself any fee, reward, 
or compensation as a consideration for the appointment or employment of any 
person as enumerator orclerk or other employé, or shall in any way receive or 
secure to himself any part of the compensation provided in this act for the serv- 
ices of any enumerator or clerk or other employé, he shall be deemed guilty of 
a misdemeanor, and on conyiction thereof shall be fined not more than $3,000, 
or be imprisoned not more than one year, or both, in the diseretion of the court. 

The amendment wes agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 15, line 3, after the word dis- 
trict,” to insert or subdivision;“ in line 4, after the words “then 
any,” to strikeout “ agent’’ and insert representative; so as to read: 

Sec. 15. That each and every person more than twenty years of belon 
ing to any family residing in any enumeration district or ee and 
case of the absence of the heads and other members of any such family, then 
any representative of such family shall be, and each of them hereby is, required, 
if thereto requested by the Superintendent, supervisor, oi enumerator, to render 
a true account to the best of his or her knowledge of every person belonging to 
such family, in the various particulars required by law, and whoever shall will- 
fully fail or refuse shall be guilty of a misdemeanor, and upon conviction thereof 
shall be fined in a sum not exceeding $100. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 15, line 13, before the word 
“agent,” to strike out ‘‘general;’’ in line 14, before the word di- 
rector, to strike out managing; in the same line, before the word 
‘‘officer,”? to strike out general; in line 19, before the word will - 
fully,“ to insert the word ‘‘shall;’’ in line 20, after the word“ infor- 
mation,“ to strike out such officer or agent;’’ and in line 21, after 
the word “fined,” to strike out in any sum;’’ so as to read: 

And every president, treasurer, secretary, agent, director, or other officer of 
every corporation from which answers to any of the schedules provided for b 
this act are herein required, who shall, if thereto requested by the Superintend- 


ent, supervisor, or enumerator, willfully neglect or refuse to give true and com- 
plete answers to any inquiries authori: by this act, or Hall wilfully give 
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false information, shall be 185 a misdemeanor and on conviction thereof 


shall be fined not exceeding $10, 
period not exceeding one year, 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, in section 16, line 3, after the word ‘‘juris- 
diction,” to strike out where such offenses shall have been commit- 
ted; so as to make the section read: 

Src. 16, That all fines and penalties im 
t or information in any court 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 17, line 11, before the word 
“schedules,” to insert “form of the;’’ so as to read: 


Sec. 17, That the schedules of in es at the eleventh census shall be the 
game as those contained in section No. 2206 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States of 1878, as amended by section 17 of the act entitled ‘An act to provide 
for taking the tenth and subsequent censuses,” approved March 3, 1879, with 
such changes of the subject-matter, emendations, and modifications as may be 

roved by the Secretary of the Interior; it being the intent of this section to 
eee: said Secretary full discretion over the form of the schedules of such in- 
qu 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 17, line 14, after the word 
“taken,” tostrike ont ‘in the same“ and insert on a special; and 
in line 15, after the word names, to insert organizations, and length 
of service;’’ so as to read: 

Provided, however, That said Superintendent shall, under the authority of the 
Secretary of the Interior, cause to be taken on a special schedule of inquiry, 
according to such form as he may prescribe, the names, organizations, and 
length of service of those who had served in the Army, Navy, 3 
of the United States in the war of the rebellion, and who axe survivors at t. 
time of said inquiry, and the widows of soldiers, sailors, or marines. 


The amendment was agreed to. ‘ 

The next amendment was, in section 17, line 19, after the word ‘‘ma- 
rines,’’ to insert: 

And provided, That the population schedule shall include an inquiry as to the 
number of negroes, mulattoes, quadroons, and octoroons, 

The amendment wus to. 

The next amendment was, in section 17, after the word census, in 
line 34, to insert: 


He shall also, at the time of the Poop eave enumeration herein provided for, or 
prior thereto, as the Secretary of the Interior may determine, collect the statis- 
tics of and relating to the recorded indebtedness of private co jons and 
individuals, and make report thereon to Congress; and he shall collect, from 
official sources, information relating to animals not on farms. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

‘The next amendment was, in section 17, line 41, to rai k the word 
„volums to ‘‘ yolumes;’’ in line 45, after the words public indebt- 
edness,” to insert recorded indebtedness;’’ so as to read: 


The only volumes that shall be and published in connection with 
said census relate to popu: and social statistics relating thereto, the 
products of manufactories, mining, and agriculture, mortality and vital statis- 
tics, valuation and indebted -i 


towhich may be added imprisonment for a 


by this act may be enforced by 
competent jurisdiction, 


ess, recorded in ess, and to statis- 
relating to road corporations, incorporated express, telegraph, and in- 
surance companies.“ 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. HALE. The quotation marks should be erased. 
The PRESIDENT protempore. They will be omitted in the enroll- 
ing of the bill, if there be no objection. 
The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 


Committee on the Eleventh Census was, in section 17, line 47, after 
the words a list of, to insert the names, organizations, and length 
of service of;“ so as to read: 


“A list of the names, and of service of surviving soldiers, 
sailors, and marines, FE 
The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. HAWLEY. There are more quotation marks there that I do 
not understand the use of. 

Mr. HALE. I have just asked that they all be stricken out. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. They will be omitted in the enroll- 
ment of the bill. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on the Eleventh Census was, in section 18, line 14, after the 
word manufacturing,“ to insert mining; so as to read: 


these statistics upon experts and special agents, to 
spect to locality. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, in section 18, line 25, after the word 
his,“ to strike out judgement and insert judgment.“ 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, in section 18, line 36, before the word 
„traveling, to insert necessary; so as to read: 

That the same shall in no case exceed $6 per day and actual neces- 


sary traveling expenses. 
The amendment was to. 
Mr. HOAR. Ishould like to ask the Senator from Maine what is 


meant by the committee by the phrase their economic relations,“ in 
line 19 of this Lge e e precise idea the committee 
would convey by that p In regard to the fisheries, for instance, 


would it include the matter which has been in dispute in the Senate 
in relation to the nationality of the persons en in that particular 
employment, etc.? : 

Mr. HALE, It is not intended that anything of that kind shall be 
gone into in that sense. It is only in the narrow sense of the word that 
the Senator’s su ion would apply. 

Mr. HOAR. ill the Senator be kind enough to state what he 
means by their economic relations?“ 

Mr. HALE, I will send for a dictionary and tell the Senator at a 
later period. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator says he does not know, I will let it 


pass. 

Mr. HALE. I do not say that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading will proceed. 

Mr. HALE. If the Senator objects to the word economic,” Ishall 
not oppose striking it out. It has no foree under this plan of taking 
the census. 

Mr, HOAR, I put the question to the Senator hardly seriously at 
first, but it does seem to me, speaking seriously, that that is a very 
vague and indefinite phrase to be the direction and guide of executive 
oflicers in the discharge of such a duty as this, and I should think the 
words ought to be stricken out. 

Mr. HALE. If the Senator has any idea that that phrase will give 
rise to too broad an investigation or that it will open the course that 
was taken by the last census to be pursued, I have no objection to its 
being stricken out. 

Mr. HAWLEY. May J ask the Senator what is the necessity for the 
e not only the words their economic relations, but the whole 
of it: 

rea said Superintendent may employ expertsand special agents to investi- 
gate. 

Suppose you strike out what follows, and leave it, as it would be then: 


May employ experts and special agents to investigate the manufacturing, rail- 
road, fishing, mining, cattle, and other industries of the country, eve. me 


It seems to me it would be better to strike out the whole sentence. 

Mr. HALE. That is what 1 suggest. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Do you want to strike out the whole sentence? 

Mr. HOAR. Strike out only the words ‘‘ economic relations.“ 

Mr. HAWLEY. Why not strike out the whole sentence? How is 
he going to investigate the railroads, etc.? Their statistics are provided 


for elsewhere. 
Mr.HOAR. Where? 
Mr. HAWLEY. I suppose they are. Investigation“ does not 


mean enumeration.““ 

Mr. HALE. If the condition of these corporations, their annual 
retu the amount of capital employed, the amount of labor, the 
values moved by them, and all these things are to be investigated, that 
can not be done by the ordinary enumerators. The Senator will see 
that, and therefore it is necessary to provide for experts. This is the 
provision that authorizes to be embodied into the census what I take 
it no Senator would object to. If the Senator from Massachusetts be- 
lieves that the words economic relations“ would make too broad a 
field, the word relations“ may be left standing, striking out ‘‘ eco- 
nomie,” 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will pardon me I will make s sugges- 
tion—I will not press it against his larger experience and study of this 
question—whether it would not be well to strike out, after the words 

‘special agents,“ the words to investigate in their economic rela- 
tions” and insert to collect the statistics of manufacturing, railroad, 
fishing, mining, cattle, and other industries of the country, and tele- 
graph, express, transportation, and insurance companies as he may 
designate and require.“ 

at will put the railroad and manufacturing, fishing, and cattle, 
and mining, and other industries on the same level, the same condi- 
tion which the bill now puts telegraph, express, transportation, and 
insurance companies. There would seem to be at first blush no reason 
for making the distinction between the statistics of a railroad company 
and the statistics of a transportation company. 
\ Mr. HALE. I will say to the Senator that some fault was found 
with the last census because the conditions of manufacturing and other 
corporations were not fully gone into and were not given in a way that 
would show the entire facts. I think when these in ions are 
made as to these companies, they ought to go pretty thoroughly into 
them and show what their investment is, what their plant is, and all 
that; and if the Senator narrows it too much and leaves it simply like 
the condition of the telegraph and express companies, he may not get 
just what the country wants. 

Mr. HOAR. It seems to me I am not narrowing it, but broadening 
it. To collect these statistics must be larger than to investigate one 
particular relation, to wit, the economic relations, whatever they 
may be, and neither of us has any very distinct idea of what that 
means. : 

Mr. HALE. I should hardly think, from my knowledge of the 
way the word ‘‘statistics’’ is applied, that that would be considered 
as broader than the phrase economic relations.“ 

Mr. HOAR. I will leave it, then, to investigate and ascertain the 
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statistics.” That will include both. I would strike out the words 
“economic relations,” which are narrower words, and which nobody 
comprehends the meaning ef with any precision. 

Mr. HALE. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. HOAR. I move, after the word “ investigate, to strike out the 
words ‘‘in their economic relations,“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
words and ascertain the statistics of,“ and then I will move tostrike 
ont the words“ and the statistics,“ in line 21. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. In section 18, line 19, after the word ‘‘ investi- 

gate,“ it is proposed to strike out in their economice relations and 
e “ and ascertain the statistics of; so as to read: 

And said Superintendent may employ and special agents to in’ 


experts 
and ascertain the statistics of the manufacturing, railroad, fishing, 
cattle, and other industries of the country. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR. Then I move to strike out the words the statisties.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Theamendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 21 of the same section it is proposed to 
strike out the words the statistics;’’ so as to read: 


And said Superintendent may employ experts and special 
gate and ascertain the statistics of the 5 railroad, 
cattle, and other industries of the country, and 
tion, and insurance companies as he may — and require. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on the Eleventh Census was, in section 20, line 1, after the 
word six,“ to strike out millions of“ and insert million four hun- 
dred thousand; so as to read: 


Sec. 20. That the sum of $6,400,000 is hereby fixed and limited as the a 
cost of the census herein provided for, exclusive of printing, engra tg oben 
binding, and it shall not be lawful for the of jar Boe aye or the ye 
intendent of Ceusus to incur any expense or o ion w r, in respect 
said census, in excess of that sum; and the sum o $1,000,000 is here oe 
ated, out of any money in the ‘Treasury not otherwise to 
mediately available, and continue available until the co etion of the eleventh 
census, 


te 
g, 


nts to investi- 
sħing, mining, 


telegraph, express, transporta- 
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The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, at the beginning of section 22, to strike 
out: 

‘That the Superintendent of Census, with the consent of the President, may at 
any time remove any supervisor of census, and fill any vacancy thereby caused 
or otherwise occurring; and the— 

And insert the word “‘any;’’ so as to make the section read: 

Any supervisor of census may, with the consent of the n of 
Census, remove any enumerator in his district, and fill the vacancy thereby 
caused or otherwise occ’ g; and in such cases but one compensation shall be 
allowed for the entire service, to be a; joned among the persons performing 
the same in the discretion of the Superintendent of Census. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was continued to the end of section 23. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask the Senator from Maine one other 
uestion. I inquire whether the color,“ in line 5 of section 23, in- 
udes what is a proper scientific description of race? 

Mr. HALE. Another part of the bill has provided that the statistics 

shall be taken segregating mulattoes and quadroons. 

Mr. HOAR. Where is that? 

Mr. HALE. In section 17, on page 14, line 21, 

Mr. HOAR. Then should not this be race“ rather than color?“ 
Mr. HALE. I should say that under those conditions color would 


be better than race.“ 

Mr. HOAR. How would you an Indian or Indian half-breed 
under this term ‘‘color?’’ Would you eall him white or red? 

Mr. HALE. I should think that he would come under the head of 
that contradistinction that goes by color. 

Mr. HOAR. We never have used the term color as applicable, 
for instance, to the Chinese or to Indians. We do speak of the negro 
race as the colored race, but in regard to all other races if is different. 
For instance, there are residents of Armenia and Persia, a good many 
of whom are coming into this country, and there are some in my own 
city, and I should think—I make the suggestion with great deference 
to the Senator—that the words color or race“ should be put in 
there. 

Mr. HALE. I should not like to have the word “ ecolor“ struck 
out, because we have made that description of the different classifica- 
tions of the black race. The words ‘‘or race“ might be inserted after 
the word color.“ in line 5, of section 23. 

Mr. HOAR. I will move that amendment. 

Mr. HALE. I will consent to that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In section 23, line 5, after the word ‘‘color,”’ 
it is proposed to insert the words or race;’’ so as to read: 

The names with age, sex, birthplace, and color or race of all persons enu- 
merated, ete. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. Lask now to go back to section 20, on page 
and strike out the word of“ before the word dollars.“ 
“fone million of do 0 

The amendment was agreed to. 


18, line 8. 
It now reads 


The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on © the Eleventh Census was, in section 25, line 7, after the 
word otherwise, to strike out provided“ and insert “í provide,” 

The amendment was to. 

The reading of the bill was concluded. 

Mr. HALE. I have one or twoamendments to offer. In section 11, 
line 8, after the word or,“ I move to insert the word ‘‘soldiers;’’ so 
as to read: 

And for each surviving soldier or soldier's widow returned, 5 cents, 


The amendment was a to. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to inquire of the Senator whether the 
word soldier“ includes sailor“ in the technical sense as used in 
this bill, or whether the language should not be soldier or sailor?“ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The language in section 17, on page 
14, line 19, is soldiers, sailors, or marines,” ; 

Mr. HALE. We had better use the same language here, but I do 
not think it would be essential, because this is only a reference to the 
returns, and where, we provide specifically for the manner of returns 
we use the words soldiers, sailors, or marines. This is only a refer- 
ence to that in order to fix the amount the enumerators shall have, 

Mr. HOAR. That suggestion would make it, asa matter of legal . 
interpretation, still more clear that the word soldiers“ did not include 
‘*sailors.’? If we say soldier or sailor ” in one place and then sol- 
dier“ alone in another, the sailors would be excluded. 

Mr. HALE. They ought to be included. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair would sugg 
sailors, and marines, and their widows.” 

Mr. HALE. That is better soldiers, sailors, and marines, and 
their widows.” 

Mr. HOAR. That would not be right. 
sailor, or marine.“ 

Mr. HALE. Say soldier, sailor, or marine, or the widow of such 


soldier, sailor, or marien f 
The PRESIDENT pro „ The amendment will be stated. 
The CHIEF CLERK. ni n section 11, line 8, it is proposed to strike out 


the words soldier or soldier’s widow ” and insert in lieu thereof: 
Soldier, sailor, or marine, or the widow of such soldier, sailor, or marine. 
So as to read: 


And for each surviving soldier, Laer or marine, or the widow of such sol- 
dier, sailor, or marine returned, 5 cents, 

The amendment was a; to. 

Mr. HALE. Now, at the request of the gentleman in charge of this 
bill in the other end of the Capitol, I offer, to come in at the end of sec- 
tion 3, the following amendment: 

The clerkship of the Committee on the Census of the House of Representa 
tives is hereby made annual, the dark to be paid a salary of $2,000 per annum 
from and ee eee áth day of March, 1889, and a sum sufficient to pay said 
salary at that hereby appro out of any moneys in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated; and th of the House of Re; nratives is hereby 
authorized to continue the rental of the room now ed by the House Com- 
mittee on the Census in the Butler building, at the rate of $0 month, tho 
same as is now paid, until such time as the House of . Sake 
other provision for said committee. 


Mr. HOAR. Should not that be in one of the regular appropriation 
bills rather than in this bill? It seems to me that there is no other 
instance of providing for a committee clerk in a general law. 

Mr. HALE. The amendment, of course, can not go in if there is 
any objection to it. I stated why I offered it. It is right and ought 
to be done, but if any Senator objects to it on the ground 

Mr. HOAR. I shall not object to it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair doesnot understand that 
it is open to a point of order. 

Mr. HALE. If there be no objection, I think it ought to go in. 


soldiers, 


It is singular—‘‘ soldier, 


Mr. GORMAN. I object, Mr. President. I do raise the point of 
order on that amendment. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair does not understand how 


a point of order can lie. This is not a general appropriation bill. 

Mr. HALE. The amendment is not subject to a point of order, but 
it is an innovation made desirable because it has been left out of the 
legislative, ete., appropriation bill, which has already passed both the 
House of Representatives and the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempere. Does the Senator insist on the mo- 
tion to amend ? 

Mr. HALE. Unless some Senator really objects to it I should like 
to have it in the bill, but I do not feel Jike pushing it. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to inquire of the Senator from Maine 
what a clerk of the House Committee on Census would be doing be- 

*tween the 4th of March, 1889, and the Ist of December, 1859 ? 

Mr. HALE. Well, Mr. President, I withdraw the amendment. I 
desire to have the bill completed. f 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment is withdrawn. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I wish to make asuggestion in regard to section 3. 
After providing for the requisite number of clerks of various classes, 
ten of class 4, twenty of class 3, and thirty of elass 2, it proceeds to 
Say: 


And upon auch compilation an — ofsaid 3 or at an earlier date, 
in the A ofthe 3 of the Interior, the period ofservice ofsaid clerks 
and employés shall en 
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I make no argument now upon the amendment made at end of fhat 
section addirg— . 

All examinations for appointment and promotion under this act shall be in 
the discretion and under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior, 
because the work in the Census Bureau will be merely temporary and 
the bureau as organized will last buta year or two or three, but I call 
attention to this possible injury that may be inflicted. 

The period of service of said clerks and employés shall end. 

If the Superintendent of the Census is wise he will avail himself of the 
services of a considerable number of clerks who were employed in the 
work of the former census and after the close of their work there ob- 
tained positions in the Departments elsewhere. I would say that the 
ten clerks of class 4, the twenty clerks of class 3, and the thirty clerks 
of class 2 may in all probability be obtained, and very competent and 
careful persons, too, by temporary details from other branches of the 
service; but this would turn them ont at the end of their census serv- 
ices, It ought to be possible to detail them for that work and then let 
them return and not Jose their privileges under the civil-service act. I 
would therefore amend by inserting, after the word end,“ in line 25 of 
section 3, the words: 


Provided, That clerks transferred or detailed for service under this act from 
existing branches of the civil service shall not lose their positions or rights 
under the act to regulate and improve the civil service of the United States.” 


Mr. HALE. Thatis right. I have no objection to that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proposed amendment will be 
stated from the desk. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In section 3, line 29, after the word end,“ it 
is proposed to insert: 

Provided, That clerks transferred or detailed for service under this act from 
existing branches of the civil service shall not lose their positions or rights under 
the net to regulate and improve the civil service of the United States,” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I simply record my objection to the amendment 
made at the end of that section, putting the whole matter of examina- 
tions forappointment and promotion under the control of the Secretary 
of the Interior, but, inasmuch as that may be administered without a 
Eross violation of the existing law or without a gross departure from 
it, I do not wish to make an argument upon the subject. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

‘The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. ' 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


PRINTING OF GOVERNMENT SECURITIES. 


Mr.GORMAN. The bill (H. R. 9623) to provide for printing Govern- 
ment securities in the highest style of the art was reported adversely from 
the Committee on Finance the day before yesterday and was indefinitely 
postponed. I ask that the vote by which the bill was indefinitely post- 
poned may be reconsidered, and the bill placed on the Calendar. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I hope that will be done. I intended to make that 
request myself, because it ought to be here for discussion at the time 
the question shall be considered on the sundry civil bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the vote by 
which the bill was indefinitely N will be reconsidered and the 
bill placed on the Calendar with the adverse report of the Committee 
on Finance. The Chair hears no objection, and it is so ordered. 

CONGRESSIONAL ELECTIONS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate resumes the considera- 
tion of the resolution reported from the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections in relation to Congressional elections, on which the Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Hon] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. GORMAN. I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 6 o’clockand 1 minute p. m.) the 
Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, February 19, 1889, at 12 
o’clock m, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MONDAY, February 18, 1889. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by Rev. Dr. CUTHBERT, of 
Washington, D. C. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday was read and approved. 
JOHN M’GILL, JR. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Acting Sec 
retary of the Treasury, recommending an appropriation in the general 
deficiency appropriation bill to pay John McGill, jr., of Benton County, 
Tennessee, the amount heretofore appropriated for his benefit and paid 
to an attorney not entitled to receive the same; which was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

BYWATER, TANQUERAY & CO. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Acting 
Secretary of the Treasury, with a letter from the Secretary of State, 
recommending an appropriation to reimburse Messrs. Bywater, Tan- 


queray & Co., of London, for losses sustained by payment of certain 
drafts on the Secretary of State; which was referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


SLOOP CICERO. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the assistant 
clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting conclusions of fact and of law 
in the spoliation claim in the matter of the sloop Cicero; which was 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
REPORT OF WASHINGTON AND GEORGETOWN RAILROAD COMPANY. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the annual report of the 
Washington and Georgetown Railroad Company for the year 1887; 
which was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to say in regard to this report 
that it was received at the Speaker’s room in February, 1888, but was 
mislaid and was not discovered until last Saturday, which accounts for 
the delay. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr, GRANGER, indefinitely. 
To Mr. BURNETT, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 


MINORITY REPORT—INTERNAL-REVENUE LAWS. 


Mr. SAYERS, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on Appro- 
priations, was granted leave to file the views of the minority on the 
bill (H. R. 12131) to amend the internal-revenue laws; which were 
ordered to be printed with the report of the committee. 


LARD AND COMPOUND LARD. 


Mr. HATCH. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a privileged question. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HATCH. I find by reference to the printed Calendar that House 
bill No. 11027 defining lard,“ also imposing a tax upon and regu- 
lating the manufacture, sale, importation, and exportation of com- 
pound lard, was reported to the House on July 28, 1888, as a substi- 
tute for House bill No. 6138. The report was made from the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture by Mr. CONGER, and was referred to the House 
Calendar, 

Mr. RANDALL. I reserve all points of order as to this being a 
privileged matter. 

Mr. HATCH. I find by reference to the RECORD of the proceedings 
of that day that the following took place: 


Mr. Concer. I ask unanimous consent to file a report. 

The SPEAKER, Consent has just been given to all gentlemen having reports 
to file them with the Clerk. 

Mr. Concer. I know; but I wish to ask unanimous consent in this case that 
the views of the minority may also be presented hereafter and filed with the re- 
port of the committee. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection that will be done, and the gentleman will 
send the report to the desk. 

Then the following entry appears in the RECORD: 

Mr. Concer, from the Committee on Agriculture, reported as a substitute for 
the bill 5 R.6138) to regulate the manufacture and sale of counterfeit or com- 
pounded lard, a bill (H. R. 11027) defining “lard,” also imposing a tax upon and 
regulating the manufacture, sale, importation, and exportation of compound 
lard; which was read a first and second time, referred to the House Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

The minority of the committee were authorized to file their views to accom- 
pany the report on said bill. 

There is substantially the same entry in the Journal. It is evident, 
Mr. Speaker, that this was an improper reference of the bill. Neither 
Mr. ConGER’s attention nor mine was called to it until within a day 
or two, when on looking for the bill we found that it was on the House 
Calendar instead of on the Calendar of the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, and I move that the bill be referred 
to its proper Calendar; that is to say, the Calendar of the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union, as of the date July 28, 
1888, when the House made the improper order, and with the same 
number of the report, namely, No. 3082. 

Mr. RANDALL. I ask that the original bill be produced and the 
superscription read, 

Mr. ROGERS. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. Does this require 
unanimous consent? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman presents it as a matter of privi- 
lege. The gentleman from Pennsylvania reserves the point of order. 

Mr. ROGERS. And I desire to reserve all other points of order, if 
there are any. 

Mr. HATCH. Iam trying to get at the proper order in the matter, 
so that there may be something of regularity in the proceedings of the 
House. 

The SPEAKER. The original bill as presented to the House, the 
Chair is informed, is at the Government Printing Office. 

Mr. RANDALL. Where is the print of the original bill? 

TheSPEAKER. That is at the Clerk’s desk, and the Clerk will read 
the title of it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 11027) defining “ lard,” also imposing a tax upon and regulating 
the manufacture, sale, importation, and exportation of compound lard, July 28, 
1888, read twice, referred to the House Calendar. and ordered to be printed. 


Mr. RANDALL. Now I make the point of order that the House 
has a right to send a bill of that character or any other character to any 


1889. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


2021 


committee that the majority of the House may see fit; that the action 
of the House did send that to one of its committees, and that the mo- 
tion to change the reference is not a privileged motion. 

Mr. HATCH. I find by reference to the RECORD on the previous 
page this entry: 

Mr. CHIPMAN. I ask unanimous consent that gentlemen having reports from 
committees to make may be permitted to hand them in at the Clerk’s desk for 
proper reference. 

The SreakeR. Without objection that order will be made. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The following reports were filed by being handed in at the Clerk's desk. 

Then follows the list of reports until we come to the entry that I have 
already read, when Mr. CoNGER said: Task unanimous consent to 
file a report, and the Speaker said, Consent has just been given to 
gentlemen who have reports to file to hand them in at the desk.“ 

Now, evidently by this record this bill was never presented in the 
open House. The Speaker, acting for the House of Representatives, 
never sent this bill to the House Calendar. It was simply the error of 
a subordinate officer of the House; and the gentleman knows that no 
man who ever occupied the chair, even for an hour, would send a reve- 
nue bill tothe House Calendar unless some action had been taken by 
the House upon it. It is an error, and I think it is the duty, and I 
think it is within the power, of the Speaker to order this bill properly 
plaved without any action of the House. 

Mr. RANDALL. I do not think so now. 

Mr. HATCH. I have taken the precaution to make this motion in 
the open House that members might be notified of the condition of 
the Journal. 

Mr. RANDALL, This was done seven months ago, and why this 
error has not been pointed out earlier I do not know. 

Mr. HATCH. Iwill state that I did not find it out until Saturday, 
when the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] asked me 
about the bill, and I hunted up the bill and could not find it upon the 

roper Calendar. I hunted over the index and found that the bill had 
Been placed on the wrong Calendar. There has not been a time when 
the bill could have been taken up until now. 

Mr. RANDALL. A motion to go into Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union has been in order almost any day for some time. 

Mr. HATCH. I think if the gentleman will read the RECORD he 
will find that there have been but very few mornings when that order 
could have been made. 

Mr. RANDALL. I think there have been a good many mornings. 
It is true I have been absent a good deal. I have no doubt they will 
be made. 

Mr. HATCH. I think they will be, I know I have been watching 
very anxiously for several weeks for an opportunity to call up this bill, 
and I propose to do it at the earliest opportunity. 

Mr. RANDALL. I would like to have a decision. 

The SPEAKER. The question arose in the Forty-sixth Congress as 
to whether it was a matter of privilege to correct an erroneous reference 
to a committee, and the then occupant of the chair decided that it was, 
and the House sustained the decision. Since that time two or three 
questions of a similar character have arisen in the House, and have been 
decided in the same way. The Chair thinks that an erroneous refer- 
ence of a bill to one of the Calendars of the House stands upon thesame 
footing. It involves simply carrying out the rules of the House, and 
therefore the Chair thinks that the presentation of the question is a 
matter of privilege, but it is not the province of the Chairto correct the 
error by referring it to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union. It is for the House to say whether it will or will notdo 
so. The gentleman from Missouri moves that the bill be referred to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, as of the date July 
28, 1888, when the House made the improper order, and the Chair puts 
that question to the House. 

The question was taken; and there were—ayes 86, noes 30. 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of no quorum. 
(To Mr, Hatcu.)- Has this reference to the cotton- seed oil? 

Mr. HATCH. Oh!——. 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. Speaker, I withdraw the point of no quorum. 

So the motion was to. 

Mr. HATCH moved to reconsider the vote by which the change of 
reference was made; and also moved that the nfotion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


FUR-SEAL AND SALMON FISHERIES OF ALASKA, 


Mr. DUNN. I desire to report back to the House the bill (H. R. 
12432) to amend section 1963 of the Revised Statutes, and to provide 
for the better protection of the fur-seal and salmon fisheries of Alaska, 
and for other purposes, and ask present consideration. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That section 1963 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States be amended so as to read as follows: 
“Sec. 1963. Within one year prior to the time when the lease heretofore made 
by the Secretary of the Treasury to ‘The A Commercial Com ot the 
ht to en in taking fur seals on the islands of St. Paul and St. George, 
pursuant to the act of July 1, 1870, chapter 189, or when any future similar lease 
Se or is 55 forfeited, or terminated, the of the Treas- 
ury lease to proper and parties, for the best advantage of the 


United States, having due regard to the interests of the Government, the native 
inhabitants, their comfort, maintenance, and education, as well as to the inter- 
ests ofthe parties heretofore engaged in the trade and the protection of the fish- 
eries, the right of taking fur seals on the islands herein named, and of sending 
a vessel or vessels to the islands for the skins of such seals, for the term of 
twenty years, at an annual rental of not less than $50,000, to be reserved in such 
lease and secured by a deposit of United States bonda to thatamount; and the 
additional sum of not less than $3.50 for each fur-seal skin taken and shipped 
from the islands of St. Paul and St. George during the continuance of any lease, 
to be paidinto the Treasury of the United States, and every such lease ll be 
duly executed in duplicate, and shall not be transferable; and the Secretary 
of the Treasury is empowered to make all needful regulations for the collection 
and payment of the same, and to secure the comfort, maintenance, education, 
and protection of the natives of those islands, and also to 1 into full effect 
all the provisions of this chapter, except as otherwise prescribed. And he shall 

ive atleast sixty days’ notice of the etting of said lease, by publication in at 
east one daily paper published in the cities of Boston, New York, gg oo e 
8 Washington, Chicago, New Orleans, St. Louis, and San Fran 0 
inviting bids for the same.” 

Sec. 2. That section 1956 of the Revised Statutes of the United States was in- 
tended to include and apply, and is hereby declared to include and apply, to all 
the waters of Behring Sea in Alaska embraced within the boundary lines men- 
tioned and descri in the treaty with Russia dated March 30, A. D. 1867, by 
which the Territory of Alaska was ceded to the United States; and it shall be 
the duty of the President, at a timely season in — pest toissue his proclama- 
tion and cause the same to be published for one month in atleast one newspaper 
published at each United States port of entry on the Pacific coast, warning all per- 
sons against entering said Territory and waters for the purpose of violating the 

r visions of said section; and he shall also cause one or more vessels of th 

nited States to diligently cruise said waters and arrest all persons and seize al 
vessels found to be. or to have been, engaged in any violation of the laws of the 
United States therein, 

Sec. 3. 'Thatsection 1969 of the Revised Statutes of the United States be, and the 
same is hereby, repealed. 

Sec. 4, That the erection of dams, barricades, or other obstructions in any of 
the rivers of Alaska, with the purpose or result of preventing or impeding the 
ascent of salmon or other anadromous species to their spawning prous „is 
hereby declared to be unlawful, and the Secretary of the Treasury ereby au- 
thorized and directed to establish such regulations and surveillance as may be 
necessary to insure that this prohibition is strictly enforced; and every person 
who shall be found guilty of a violation of the provisions of this section shall 
be fined not less than $250 for each day of the continuance of such obstruction. 

Sxc. 5. The Commissioner of Fish and Fisheries is hereby empowered and 
directed to institute an investigation into the habits, abundance, and distribu- 
tion of the salmon of Alaska, as wellas the present condition and methods of 
the fisheries, with a view of recommending to Congress such additional legis- 
lation as may be necessary to prevent the impairment or exhaustion of these 
a fisheries, and placing them under regular and permanent conditions of 
production. 


During the reading, 

Mr. BIGGS said: I merely want to make a parliamentary inquiry as 
to whether the bill will be subject to amendment after being read. 

The SPEAKER. Wheneveragentleman obtains the floor of his own 
right, if the previous question has not been ordered, the bill is subject 


to amendment. * 
The reading of the bill was resumed and concluded. 
I desire, Mr. Speaker, to rise to a parliamentary in- 


Mr. ROGERS. 
quiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. ROGERS. Is it too late to make the point of order that this bill 
should be considered in Committee of the Whole? 

Mr. CRISP. I raise the question of consideration. 

Mr. ROGERS. I make the point of order that the bill must first be 
considered in Committee of the Whole, because it involves an expendi- 
ture of the public money. 

Mr. DUNN. Ido not think the bill provides for that or involves 
any expenditure of public money not now provided for by law. It 
does not increase any salaries nor make any new expenses, and besides 
that I make the point that the point of order itself is made too late. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the proper time to make the 
point is after the bill has been read and the House is informed as to its 
contents. The Chair will examine the bill. 

Mr. ROGERS. I suggest to the Chair that it is subject to the point 
of order not only in the latter part of the second section, where it di- 
rects the policing of all these waters by our vessels, but also in the fifth 
section, requiring the Commissioner of Fish and Fisheries to institute 
an investigation there; and perhaps also in the first section. 

Mr. BLAND. It seems to me, Mr. Speaker, that the bill involves 
the disposition or transfer of public property. It proposes to lease a 
portion of the property of the United States to this company. 

The SPEAKER. The United States revenue vessels of course po- 
lice all those waters now. 

Mr. DUNN. Ofcourse. The revenue laws have already been ex- 
tended over all that region. 

Mr. BLAND. But does not this extend the lease? I understand 
that it does, 

Mr. DUNN. There is not asingle provision in the bill imposing any 
additional expense on the Government. It does not require anything 
to be done, either by the Government officers or Government vessels, 
that is not now required by law. It does not create any office nor 
change the salary of any office, nor the compensation to be paid to any 
publie officer. 

The SPEAKER. The rule of the House in the third subdivision of 
Rule XXIII provides that 


All motions or propositions involving a tax or charge upon the people, all 
proceedings touching appropriat ions of money, or bills making a 9 
of money or property, or requiring such appropriations to be e, or author- 


izin; yments out of appropriations already made, or releasing any liability 
to the United States for money or property. shal = 2 a Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state 


be first considered 
the Union, 
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Now, so far as the Chair observed the reading of this bill, and so far 
as he has been able to examine the bill since, it-does not involve any 
of these features. Under the law as it is now the United States reve- 
nue vessels police these high seas, harbors, etc., and the fact that the 
bill proposes to dispose of a privilege which belongs to the Government 

a compensation to be paid by the parties who are to enjoy that priv- 
ege does not make the bill one appropriating public property within 
the meaning of the rule. It is rather a bill to sell or dispose of public 
property. The last section of the bill, to which the gentleman from 
Arkansas [Mr. ROGERS] refers, simply imposes an additional official 
duty upon the Commissioner of Fish and Fisheries, but makes no ap- 
propriation to pay for it, and provides no compensation for the perform- 
ance of that additional duty. Therefore the Chair thinks the bill is 
not subject to the point of order. 

Mr. ROGERS. How about the last clause of the first section? 

TheSPEAKER. That simply provides for the publication of notice. 
It provides that when the Secretary of the Treasury proposes to let this 
contract he shall give notice in the public press. The Chair does not 
think that varies the case atall. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
Crisp] raises the question of consideration against this bill. 

Mr. DUNN. I hope the gentleman from Georgia will allow me to 
make a very brief statement. 

Mr. CRISP. How much time does the gentleman think this bill 
will take? 

Mr. DUNN. I think the bill can be passed within an hour. The 
proposed amendments of the law are very simple and very few, and they 
are really very important and urgent. 

Mr. CRISP. If I could be assured that the bill would not take more 
than an hour I would not raise the question of consideration. 

Mr. DUNN. [assure the gentleman that the time of the House will 
not be needlessly consumed, but that every fair opportunity will be 
given for a complete understanding of the bill. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair understands the gentleman from Georgia 
[Mr. Crisp] to raise the question of consideration. 

Mr. CRISP. If there can be an understanding that we can get a 
vote on the bill in an hour I shall not raise the question of consideration. 

Mr. DUNN. I would not like to ask the House to agree to that, 
but I will give the gentleman my word that I will use every means to 

ite the disposition of the bill within the hour. I assure the gen- 
tleman of that, but I must be fair with the House in the consideration 
of this bill. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Is there anybody who desires 
to discuss the bill? A 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one ofits clerks, announced 
that the Senate had passed an order requesting the House of Represent- 
atives to return to the Senate the reportof the committee of conference 
on the bill (S. 139) to credit and pay to the several States and Terri- 
tories and the District of Columbia all money collected under the 
direct tax levied by the act of Congress approved August 5, 1861. 


FUR-SEAL AND SALMON FISHERIES, ALASKA. 


Mr. CRISP. If the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. DUNN] will ask 
unanimous consent that the vote be taken in an hour I not raise 
the question of consideration. 

Mr. DUNN. I assure the gentleman that I will make every effort 
to dispose of the bill as quickly as possible. 

Mr. CRISP. I know the gentleman will do that, but I should like 
to have an understanding with the House. 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. S. er, I ask unanimous consent that de- 
bate be closed upon this bill and amendments and the vote taken at 
twenty minutes of 2 o’clock, or sooner. 

Mr. ROGERS. To that I object. 

The SPEAKER. The question of consideration is raised against this 
bill. 


DIRECT-TAX BILL. 
Mr. CASWELL, Pending that I desire to submit a conference re- 


t. 
Pho SPEAKER. The gentleman will send it up. 

Mr. DUNN. Irise to a parliamen inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. DUNN. I understand that the report which the gentleman de- 
sires to present is a conference report. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair so understands. 

Mr. DUNN. Does that interfere with the privilege of considering 
this bill under the report made? 

The SPEAKER. It does. The bill which the gentleman from Ar- 
kansas [Mr. DUNN] has presented is privileged, according to the prac- 
tice of the House, simply because he has leave to report at any time; 
but when it comes up it has no other privilege than a bill which comes 
up in the ordinary manner. 

Mr. DUNN. Then the consideration of the conference report will 
have what effect ? 

The SPEAKER. It will suspend the consideration of this bill so 
long as the conference report is before the House. 


Mr. PUNR, Ihope the gentleman will withhold thatreport for the 
presen 
po SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the conference report. 


Clerk ed to read the report. 
Mr. CASWELL. Mr. Speaker, I am informed at this moment that 
a m has just been received from the Senate asking the House to 


return this conference report. n 
The SPEAKER. The Chair was about, with the consent of the 


H on; to present the request of the Senate, which the Clerk will now 
rea 


The Clerk read as follows: 


IS THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, February 18, 1889. 

_ Ordered, That the Secretary be directed to request the House of Representa- 
tives to return to the Senate the report of the committee of conference on the 
bill (S. 139) to credit and pay to the several States and Territories and the Dis- 
trict of Columbia all moneys collected under the direct tax levied by the act of 
Congress approved August 5, 1881. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to this request? 

Mr. CASWELL. I will withdraw this report i. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to this request? The Chair 
hears none. The Clerk will be directed to return the report to the 


te. 
= CASWELL. Has the order been made for the return of the re- 
rt 
The SPEAKER. It has been. 


FUR-SEAL AND SALMON FISHERIES. 
Mr. ROGERS. Having had an understanding about a matter in which 
I am more interested than in this Alaska bill, I withdraw my objection 
to the request of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL]. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks consent 
that the debate on the ill reported by the gentleman from Arkansas 


[Mr. Dunn] be closed and the vote taken on the bill and all amend- 


ments thereto not later than twenty minutes before 2 o'clock. Is there 
objection? The Chair hears no objection, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. CRISP. I withdraw the question of consideration. 

Mr. DUNN. Mr. Speaker, in presenting the bill which is before the 
House for consideration I will not take time (for it will not be neces- 
sary) to review or recapitulate the substance of the report presented or 
the evidence taken by the committee in the course of the investigation 
ordered by the House. That investigation was for the purpose of ob- 
taining information upon an important question of internal adminis- 
tration relating to the fur seal and other fisheries in Behring Sea and 
Alaska, to ascertain the interests and rights of this Government in 
those waters and in those fisheries, and to inform Congress as to the 
wisdom of the policy heretofore pursued, the success or failure of that 
policy. The laws under which those interests have been administered 
followed immediately upon the acquisition of the Territory of Alaska 
by the Government of the United States in virtue of the treaty made 
with Russia in 1867. : 

Our Government took by that treaty all the rights, powers, interests, 
jurisdiction, and dominion of Russia in that Territory and over those 
waters. We took every right, every privilege, and every immunity 
which Russia had. The Territory was Sess. r: chiefly because of 
the great value of the marine products of Behring Sea as well as for 
its importance to this Governmentas part of the domain that we should 
have on this continent. Chief amongst these interests was the fur- 
seal rookery on the Pribylov Islands. When we purchased Alaska it 
was found that under the laws of Russia those islands were held as a 
Government reservation and leased to the Russian-American Company. 
That lease involved the exclusive privilege of taking a limited number 
of seals upon those islands. All experience has proved that the only 
way to preserve the fur-seal rookeries of the world has been to make 
of them Government reservations and place them under absolute gor- 
ernmental protection. The nature of the fur seal is such that its ex- 
termination is just as easy asits preservation. The seals have fixed and 
settled rookeries which they visit and upon which they haul up once 
in every year for the purpose of delivering their young and nurturing 
and nursing them up to an age when they can go to sea, alter being 
taught to swim and to take care of themselves. 

This rookery is one of three now remaining in the world. All others 
have been completely destroyed, the seals-having been exterminated 
because they were not under the protection of any government which 
prohibited their complete and indiscriminate destruction by seal hunt- 
ers. We have about four million seals visiting that rookery. It isthe 
largest seal rookery in the world. There are, as I have said, but two 
others. One isa little one on the Commander Islands, in the Russian 
part of the Behring Sea, and a smaller one still is at the mouth of the 
La Plata River, in South America, under the protection of the Gov- 
ernment of the Argentine Republic. The rookery on the Commander 
Islands is under the protection of the Government of Russia, and is simi- 
larly administered to ours. 

The committee, in the course of its inv tion, found that the pol- 
icy settled by the Government has been entirely satisfactory and suc- 
cessful—si ly successful, I am glad to be able to say. 

The herd ot eee omar gare taken care of reasonably 
well, although the committee have ascertained that there has been 
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laxness in the protection of the herd in the open seas during the last 
three years; and that is provided for in the amendatory law now pro- 
posed. In regard to the revenues derived from this source, the mini- 
mum fixed by law was $250,000—$50,000 per annum in a lump sum and 
$2 for the skin. At the end of the present lease the Government will 
have received directly and indirectly from this industry about $9,500, - 
000. The expense will not exceed $350,000. The Seti of the 
Treasury is authorized to renew that Jease, or to make another lease, 
after this one expires. It expires on the Ist day of May, 1890. The 
Secretary of the Treasury is of the opinion that it can not be renewed, 
nor can any offer for bids be made until after this lease expires. 

The rookery is now under the protection of a $500,000 bond for the 
preservation and protection of seal life and the Government's interest 
there. That bond will expire and there will be a hiatus in the reve- 
nues and in that protection if the Secretary of the Treasury is not au- 
thorized to make another lease before this one expires. In this way 
one year of revenue and one year of the sealing industry will be lost, 
If he is not authorized to make a lease before this one expires, the new 
lessee can not execute his bond, arrange his plans, and enter upon his 
privileges there before the sealing season would be over, because that 
season commences the Ist of June and terminates in October. After 
that the seals could not be taken. The first amendment proposed by 
the bill is to require the Secretary of the Treasury to make a new lease 
within one year prior to the expiration of the old one, so that a new 
bond, a new lease, new obligations will have been entered into and 

fected and all of the arrangements completed, so that when the old 
ease expires the new one will be ready to go into operation and the 
work continued uninterruptedly. 

The next change in the law is to repeal that section of the Revised 
Statutes which imposes a revenue tax or duty of $2 perskin on each of 
the skins taken and shipped away, and instead of that we put in another 
section of the law a consideration of not less than $3.50 for each 
skin taken and shipped away from the islands as a part of the consid- 
eration for the lease. It is a question whether if the $2 on each skin 
were to be treated as a tax it could be held to be constitutional. It is 
at least a question of doubtful constitutionality, as there can be no 
such export duty laid or internal-revenue tax assessed upon a designated 
article shipped from that ular place, and in order to meet what 
the committee believe to be a difficulty in this regard they made the 
rate per skin a part of the consideration for the lease instead of leaving 
it in the doubtful attitude of a revenue tax. 

The provision is made that it shall not be less than $50,000 per an- 
num or not less than $3.50 per skin, which raises it from a minimum of 
$250,000 to a minimum of $400,000 per annum and whatever may be 
paidabove that; and I feel authorized to say to the House I am well as- 
sured the bids will run up to from $500,000 to $700,000 per annum 
under the operation of the new arrangement to be secured by the pas- 

e of this bill. 

e next provision is to tighten up and make certain the protection 
to seal life in these waters. The law prohibits any person from killing 
any fur-bearing animal in the Territ ry of Alaska, or any fur-seals in 
the waters of Behring Sea, except under authority of the United States 
Government and the regulations of the Secretary of the Treasury in 
pursuance of the same. The regulation of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury now prohibits any one from killing fur-bearing animals on the land 
except the natives of Alaska, and it leases the privileges to kill the fur- 
seals in Behring Sea to a lessee who is permitted to kill only upon the 
islands, and is not itted to kill any femaleseal at all, or permitted 
to kill any seal in the b. eeding rookeries, or auy except what are known 
as the bachelor seals, the males under six years of age, which are 
not permitted to go into the breedi g rookeries by the old bulls who 
hold dominion there. The breeding rookeries are not disturbed by any 
one, are not permitted to be disturbed, so that those killed are only 
bo surplus young bulls under the age at which they go upon the rook- 


es. 
2 CUTCHEON. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a ques- 

Mr. DUNN. Certainly. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. What has been the maximum rate derived from 
these leases hitherto? 

Mr. DUNN. Three hundred and seventeen thousand five hundred 
dollars per annum. 

Mr. CUTCHEON, This bill provides a minimum of 8500, 000. 

Mr. DUNN. Under the old law the minimum was $250,000 per an- 
num, but it has been raised to $317,500; $5,000 on the annual rate and 
62} cents per skin, or $62,500 on the amount taken for skins. 

Mr, CUTCHEON. I do not like to interrupt the gentleman, but I 
would like to ask this further question. 

Mr. DUNN. It does not interrupt me at all. I shall be glad to 
give any information upon the subject. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I notice there is a provision that this lease is to 
continue for twenty years, and if it will not interrupt the course of 
tbo gentleman’s argument I would like to know the object of that just 

e. 
Mr. SPINOLA. It is too long a period. 
Mr. DUNN. It is only necessary to say that that is the existing law. 


The statute of 1870 authorized the Secretary of the Treasury to lease 
these rookeries for periods of twenty years, and it contemplated ap- 
e dang change, because it authorized the Secretary to make another 
lease when the existing lease expires, and so on ad infinitum. The com- 
mittee did not think it wise to reduce the period. A shorter lease will 
not bring the Government as much per annum as the longer lease. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. And you regard that as a continuing law? 

Mr. DUNN. It is a continuing statute. The law seems to have 
been permanent in all of its features, and the only change which the 
committee find advisable to recommend to the House is to make the 
tax or payment required on each skin a part of the consideration for 
the lease, and place it all under the protection of the bond of the lessees, 
which is $500,000, covering the revenue for any one year, and increase 
the amount to be paid for the privilege. 

The lessees are also required to provide a supply of fuel, a supply of 
salted fish, and schools for the natives. This lessee has complied with 
all of the requirements, andin addition has furnished to the natives 
good houses and a stove in each house, free of rent, with medical at- 
tendance and supplies free of charge, and supports and maintains all 
the widows and orphans who are not able to participate in the work 
done upon theislands. That work, under regulations cf the Treasury 
Department, is limited to natives upon the islands, and no one else is 
permitted to enter upon it. 

Formerly the lessee of the company paid them $10 per year each man 
forthe work, working about one hundred men at an expenditure of about 
$10,000 per annum for this labor. This company pays them in addi- 
tion to its supplies and houses $40,000 in money for doing the work of 
killing and skinning the seals, salting the hides and putting them in 
the salt-house; and for the work of taking them from the salt-house 
and transporting them to the Government vessels and shipping them 
from the islands it pays at the rate of $1 per day; so that natives earn 
between $40,000 and $50,000 per annum in money, which is divided 
among less than three hundred people, seventy-five or eighty of them 
being laborers, men engaged in that labor, who divide the proceeds, 
which amount is distributed under a classification arranged and agreed 
upon by the chiefs of the natives, the Government agent, and the com- 
pany’s agent, according to the merits of the person engaged in the 
work, and the committee find it a very fair and a very just apportion- 
ment. e 

They purchase goods from the lessees at a rate of 25 per cent. above 
the wholesale prices in San Francisco, and they also have seal meat 
free of charge. So that they are the best provided for and the best pro- 
tected laborers in the United States. The next change in the law is 
that which simply relates to the regulationsof the Government for the 
protection of seallife. These four million seals haul up on these islands, 
commencing with the last days of May, and they are all in and upon 
the rookeries by the middle of June or earlier. The female seals de- 
liver their young immediately upon hauling up upon the rookeries. 
They and the bachelor seals go to sea every day hunting food. The old 
bulls, who exercise dominion over the rookeries, do not leave them. 
They remain to protect the young, each overlooking his own harem. 
Thus from two and a half to three million seals go to sea every day. 
They go from 40 to 60 miles from the land. They swimon the surface 
of the water and are easily visible to the hunter. They are easily 
killed; and they are taken in the water. It is there that the pirate 
hunter kills the seals and not upontherookeries. They do not go there, 
where the seals are simply killed by being knocked upon the head. 
That is the manner in which it has been customary to kill them. The 
pirate hunting stands out 20, 30, and 40 miles from the land. They 
intercept and capture the seals by hundreds of thousands as they go to 
sea for foodand return totheisland. They kill them indiscriminately, 
male and female, old and young. The evidence shows that out of 
seven seals killed in the water by hunters they recover about one. So 
that in killing twenty or thirty thousand a year, which the evidence 
shows the unlawful hunters have been doing, they destroy two or three 
hundred thousand seals, making a destruction of seal life largely in 
excess of that authorized by law, and entailing a corresponding loss to 
the Government in revenue, amounting to seven times the skins re- 
covered from the unauthorized and unlawful hunters. Sothat it isall- 
important that these seas be protected and vigilantly patrolled by 
revenue-cutters or naval vessels (revenue-cutters are sufficient), and un- 
Jawful hunters given to understand beyond all doubt that their vessels 
will be seized and themselves arrested and punished according to law. 

The contention made by those who have heretofore been arrested and 
whose vessels have been seized is that this Government had no juris- 
diction over that sea. That authority was exercised by Russia strictly, 
and without relinquishing that power we bought the country (the 
country ceded to the United States, as described by the boundaries 
marked out upon that map) upon the sea and upon the land. The sea 


and the land were conveyed as the territory and dominion granted to 
us by Russia. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Upon what ground have the releases of vessels 
seized been made? I understand they were released. 

Mr. DUNN. Some have been condemned and some have been re- 
leased. The courts of the United States have sustained the jurisdic- 
tion of this Government over the sea and the right of the Government 
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to protect the fisheries. There may have been at some time, as I un- 
derstand, pending some negotiations about the Eastern fishery question, 
when there was some leniency on the part of the executive department 
in releasing some of the vessels, but retaining their cargoes of contra- 
band skins pending test cases that were made to determine the question. 
I do not understand that in any case the rights of the United States 
were waived or relinquished. There were a number of vessels seized— 
some twenty vessels, perhaps. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I understand that the matter had been deter- 
mined. The question was whether this was an open sea or a closed 
sea, and the State Department had released these vessels. 

Mr. DUNN. There has been no decision by the State Department 
that in any way has made the concession that it is an open sea. If 
there has been any leniency on the part of any Department of the Gov- 
ernment it has merely been a conciliatory step, but one which did not 
relinquish in any way the rights of this Government or any interest of 
this Government. Nor do I understand that there is any such thing in 
contemplation. But the committee became satisfied from investigation 
that the policing of that sea ought to be made more rigid, definite, and 
certain, and that it onght to be done so that there will be no indul- 
gences granted to any violator of the law in that sea. It must be done 
so as to protect the legal hunting of seals, an industry amounting from 
a million and a quarter to a million and a half dollars a year, out of 
which the Government is now receiving more than $300,000 per annum, 
aud will hereafter receive $500,000 or more, and upon which absolutely 
depend the lives and existence of all the Aleuts of Alaska. They will 
become dependent upon the Government if the fur-seal fisheries of 
Alaska are destroyed, as they are now in a fair way to be. The Aleuts 
will perish with the lives of the salmon and the fur-seal. There are no 
other resources there to maintain the lives of this population. No civ- 
ilized inhabitants go to those parts of the Territory except duiing a 
temporary season in each year, when they go to prosecute industries in 
which they are engaged at the particular points where they are located. 

The committee therefore thought it was important that the Presi- 
dent should issue his proclamation at the beginning of each year warn- 
ing all persons against entering that sea for the purpose of violating 
the existing laws, and also requiring him to have that sea dilicently 
patrolled byarmed vessels of the United States, one or more, as the exi- 
gencies of the case may require. If Congress passes this bill and em- 
phasizes its opinion with distinctness and in tones which none can mis- 
understand or mistake, there will be an end of unauthorized and 
unlawful hunting and depredation upon the valuable interests there. 
It is impossible and out of all consideration, it would be preposterous 
to open those seal rookeries to hunters to go there at will and prey 
upon them. The herds of seal would not last three years. It is im- 
practicable for the Government to administer that interest itself or to 
go into the fur business. It is not to be thought of that the Govern- 
ment shall become a fur merchant. The only policy that has been 
found to be practicable at all, the policy which the experience of a 
hundred years in dealing with seal life shows will alone preserve that 
life, has been to put the seals under the protection of the Government 
and lease the privilege of catching them to responsible parties, hold- 
ing those parties strictly responsible, not only for the payment of the 
money which they contract to pay, but also for the protection of the 
seals. So this provision requires the President to issue his proclama- 
tion and to send armed vessels of the United States to patrol the sea 
and protect those interests. 

No government in the world has asked this Government to abandon 
that seal rookery to the common depredations of hunters who roam the 
seas. No government has asked for that; but, on the contrary, it is 
understood that other governments are more than willing that the seals 
shall be protected and preserved, and it only remains for the Govern- 
ment of the United States to be firm, positive, and unmistakable in its 
policy. No government has any interest there of sufficient magnitude 
to warrant any such contention as has been suggested, andin my opin- 
jon none will ever be made. It is not the part of wisdom or the part 
of humanity for the Government to abandon or suffer the destruction 
of that interest. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. What section is repealed by this? 

Mr. DUNN. The section which made $2 a skin a tax, and it trans- 
fers the $3.50 askin to another section, the first section of the bill, 
amended to conform as I have indicated to the House. 

The next provision of the bill relates to the preservation of the sal- 
mon fisheries. Now, Mr. Speaker, the salmon fisheries there are, per- 
haps, the best and richest that remain in the world, because their value 
has been only recently discovered, and it is only recently that the fish- 
ermen have gone there. The salmon visit all those streams to spawn 
in fabulous numbers. A correct and truthful account of the vast mul- 
titudes of salmon that visit those streams once a year for spawning 
purposes would sound to this House and to the country like a fish 
story. [Laughter.] Yet it is true, and that entire interest is liable 
to destruction unless it is protected. If members will read in one or 


the appendices to the report of the committee the report from the Fish 
Commission which appears there, they will get all the data on this 
subject that they will require. The industry of taking and canning 
salmon there reaches now nearly $5,000,000 per annum, and the plant 


will be doubled this year. One single river on Kodiak Island, a short 
river, yields more than twelve hundred and fifty thousand dollars’ 
worth of canned salmon per annum, and, as in the fur-seal rookeries, 
the greed of men in that fishery is in a fair way to completely destroy 
the fish within a very few years. The scientists of the Fish Commis- 
sion tell me that the salmon spawn but once. When they reach the 
spawning age the male and female ascend the stream together to the 
spawning ground, where the spawn is delivered by the female and fer- 
tilized by the male, and then both fish die. 

Mr. ADAMS. Is that information from the Fish Commission? 

Mr. DUNN. Yes, that isthe information given me by the Fish Com- 
mission. Both fish die. Now, their spawning grounds are the little 
lakes at the headwaters of the rivers, and unless they are permitted to 
go there they die in their exertions to reach the spawning ground, and 
the spawn is expelled in the tides of the sea and is carried ont and lost. 
The facts reported by the Commissioner of Fish and Fisheries are that 
these greedy canning companies go there and erect a wire-net dam 
across the rivers (which are shallow) and impound all*the fish opposite 
to their canneries and then their men stand with a fork like a hay-fork 
and fork out the fish and dump them into the canning houses. The 
fish are not permitted to ascend to the spawning ground at all, so that 
those that are not caught and canned die there. 

Mr. ADAMS. I have heard that at some places what is called the 
salmon-wheel is used. 

Mr. DUNN. That is in the Columbia River. 

Mr. ADAMS. Is it not true that the salmon-wheel can be used in 
the waters of Alaska? 

Mr. DUNN. It has not been found that the wheel is used there any- 
where; possibly because the fishermen do not need it. With the fish 
corraled and imponnded and massed so that they form a dense, com- 
pact body all the way from the surface of the water to the bottom, the 
fishermen do not need the wheel; all they need is a fork to fork out 
the fish as I have described. j 

Mr. ADAMS. Then it was not the intention of the committee by 
the language in section 4 to declare unlawful the erection of a wheel? 

Mr. DUNN. The committee simply desired to prohibit the obstruc- 
tion across the river which prevents the ascent of the salmon to the 
spawning grounds as tentative legislation; and the next section di- 
rects the Commissioner of Fish and Fisheries to make a thorough in- 
vestigation and hereafter report what may be necessary in the way of 
legislation which will permanently preserve and protect those fish an 
allow them to continue in regular course of pro tion. : 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Still, if a wheel would be an obstruction which 
would impede the ascent of the salmon, it would come—— 

Mr. DUNN. I will say to the gentleman that there is not a wheel 
in Alaska now, and it is not likely that one will be placed there before 
the Commissioner of Fish and Fisheries can make his investigation and 
report. At the next session Congress can undoubtedly matare an act 
of permanent legislation for the preservation and protection of those 
valuable fisheries. An industry can be fostered and developed there 
which will make an earning that will probably reach $10,000,000 or 
more per annum. The world’s chief supply of salmon will in all prob- 
ability be drawn from those fisheries hereafter, as the world’s chief sup- 
ply of seal far is now drawn from that rookery. While our rookery 
yields 100,000 skins per annum to the authorized lessees and twenty 
to twenty-five thousand to the pirate hunters, the rookery in the Rus- 
sian possessions yields from 30,000 to 40,000 skins per annum, and that 
at the mouth of the La Plata probably not more than 5,000 skins per 
annum. So that if this rookery of ours is preserved and the lives of 
the female seals protected, the increase must necessarily be rapid and 
large; and from it will doubtless be drawn the world’s chief supply of 
seal fur, growing up and increasing in a corresponding ratio. 

The value of the skins has gone up very largely under the influence 
of this lease. These lessees sold their first take of seal-skins for less 
than cost—less than $5 per skin. Their last skins were sold at about 
$15 per skin. So that they have sold perhaps the twenty-years take at 
an average of nearly $10 perskin. Theskins now cost them, laid down in 
London, about $8—within $8 per skin. London is the market of the 
whole world in this business. All fur-seal skins are taken there and 
manufactured there - except a few thousand up here in New York— 
and distributed from there to the other parts of the world. So that 
England makes more out of the industry as the manufacturer and dis- 
tributor than we do with the nursery of seal life in our hands and un- 
der our protection. 

These, Mr. Speaker, are the provisions of the bill; and now I desire 
in the remaining time to yield to my colleague on the committee, the 
gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY ]— 

Mr. HOLMAN. I would like to ask the gentleman from Arkansas 
[Mr. Dunn] a question. 

Mr. DUNN. Mr. Speaker, how much time have I left? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. MCCREARY). Eight minutes. 

Mr. DUNN. I reserve that. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair understood the gentleman 
from Arkansas [Mr. DUNN] to ask that he be notified ten minutes be- 
fore the arrival of the time agreed upon for taking the vote. 

Mr. DUNN. I desire to reserve the residue of my time and to yield 
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to my colleague [Mr. DINGLEY]. Before doing that, however, I ask 
unanimous consent to answer questions. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to ask the gentleman from Arkansas whether, 
in view of the importance of this contract an i in view of the unfriendly 
criticism with reference to the last contract, which was made in 1870, 
it would not be better to provide that the contract now contemplated. 
shall be subject to the approval of the President of the United States. 

Mr, DUNN. This contract is to be made by the Secretary of the 
Treasury, who is one of the clerks of the President. I can not imag- 
ine that he would make a contract without the President’s approval. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Well, if the gentleman thinks the proviso I have 
gu ed is not necessary I will not press it. 

. DUNN. That is the view of the committee, and the f 
taken before the committee shows that the former lease was e in 
obedience to the direction of President Grant. é 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes; but President Grant did not directly approve 
the lease. 

A MEMBER. The proviso su; had better be put in. 

Mr. DUNN. Ido not think the proposed amendment amounts to 


anythin 

1. HOLMAN. I apprehend that this bill when we come to vote 
upon it will not be open toamendment. I therefore say now that I 
think the term of the contract should be reduced to ten years, and that 
the contract before going into effect should be approved by the Presi- 
dent of the United States. 

Mr. DUNN. Nothing more disastrous to that interest could occur 
than to reduce the terms of the contract to ten years. The successful 
prosecution of this industry requires a plant worth more than $1,000,000, 
nearly $2,000,000, The operators have to enter all the fur markets 
of the world and spend large sums of money to promote the fashions in 
fur in order to secure markets for the seal fur. No man or set of men 
can afford to do that under a contract running for the short period of 
ten years. In this matter the interests of the lessees must be consulted 
in order to make it worth while to preserve seal-life there. 

Mr. HERMANN. I would like to ask the gentleman a question as to 
the construction of one clause in this bill, especially this language which 
is proposed as a part of section 1963, and which sounds very significant: 

of the rand sible 
tor te on bene the Waited ste Nag ds repari ote meres 
of the Government, the native inhabitants, their comfort, maintenance, and ed- 


ucation, as well as to the interests of the parties heretofore engaged in the trade 
and the protection of the fisheri: 


es. 

Mr. DUNN. That is the language of the existing law, and under 
the Secretary’s construction of it he obtained $67,500 more than the 
minimum which the law requires to be paid. He has construed that, 
of course. You understand that the lives of the natives are dependent 
on this business, as they have no other means of existence. Of course 
the people under the control of those engaged in this business are en- 
titled to decent consideration. 

Mr. HERMANN. In section 1, page 2, referring to section 1963 of 
the Revised Statutes, I desire to know what is the meaning of the fol- 
lowing very significant language as to the power conferred on the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury in leasing the sealing privileges: 
„q — 
of the Government, the native inhabitants, their comfort, maintenance, and ed- 
ucation, as well as to the interests of the parties heretofore engaged in the trade 
and the protection of the fisheries. 

I desire to know what construction is put on the last lines, and as to 
whether a certain discretion is not conferred on the Secretary of the 
Treasury so far as to favor parties now engaged there ? 

Mr. DUNN. It is right and just and equitable that the interests 
of the parties who are now engaged there should be taken into consid- 
eration. 

Mr. HERMANN, I understand the party now engaged there is the 
Alaska Commercial Company, and is not this in the interest of that 
company ? : 

Mr. BIGGS. I would like to ask the gentleman from Arkansas a 
question. 

Mr. DUNN. I have not time to yield. 

Mr. BIGGS. Will we have an opportunity to present amendments? 

Mr. DUNN. I understand I have only eight minutes remaining. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I believe the agreement is that the vote be 
taken at twenty minutes to 2 o’clock. 

z Mr. Psh How much time does my colleague on the committee 
esire 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. There are only twelve minutes of time 
remaining altogether. 

Mr. DINGLEY. If I can have the attention of the House for a few 
minutes—— 

Mr, SPINOLA. One side of this question has only been heard. I 

4 80 those who are opposed to this bill will have an opportunity to be 
ea 

Mr. DINGLEY. I can not be taken off the floor in this way. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Arkansas is enti- 
Sa to 15 floor, and has yielded to the gentleman from Maine [Mr. 

GLEY]. 
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Mr. SPINOLA. But those who are opposed to this measure should 
have some opportunity to be heard. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 


4 Mr. DINGLEY. I can not be taken off the floor by a parliamentary 
inquiry. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Gentlemen should submit to what is decent and 
proper. 


Mr. DUNN. I have yielded to my colleague on the committee [Mr. 
DINGLEY]. 

Mr. DINGLEY, Mr. Speaker, there are two important matters pre- 
sented in this bill which should receive the attention of the House. 

The first section of this billauthorizes the Secretary of the Treasury to 
again lease the seal rookeries on the islands of St. Paul and St. George 
in Behring Sea, in the Alaska Territory, to take effect on the expiration 
of the present lease in May, 1890. It provides that the policy of the 
Government in reference to these seal rookeries, which has been main- 
tained since the purchase of Alaska, shall be continued. 

In 1870 the Government adopted the policy of leasing to that party 
which the Secretary of the Treasury considered the most advisable for 
the Government the right to kill such number of fur-seals on the islands 
of St. Paul and St. George in Behring Sea as might be annually de- 
termined by the Seeretary, under which lease $55,000 was required to 
be paid and $2.62} for every skin of a seal killed. That contract ex- 
pires a year fromnext May. This bill provides that before the expira- 
tion of the present contract the Secretary of the Treasury shall invite 
bids from individuals or companies for the privilege of killing fur-seals 
on the islands of St. Paul and St. George to whatever extent the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury may annually determine for the term of twenty 
years from the Ist day of May, 1890. . 

The first point to be considered is whether the House will authorize 
a continuation of this policy of leasing these fur-seal rookeries to that 
party which, under the circumstances, in the judgment of the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, will give the most for the privilege. There is in 
the bill provision for advertisement and direction to the Secretary ot 
the Treasury to make the lease te that party proposing terms the most 
advantageous to the Government. There is a further provision in- 
creasing the minimum amount provided under the act of 1870; thatis, 
at least $50,000 must be paid to the Government for the lease; and 
secondly, at least $3.50 be paid for each skin. The amount to be paid 
to the Government for the lease will be as much more than this as 
competition may lead bids to be made. 

The first question is whether Congress will continue the policy of 
leasing the right to kill seals on the seal islands to private parties, or 
will adopt some other policy of administering these valuable rookeries, 
Those who have examined this matter generally agree that leasing to 
private parties is the only wise policy the Government can adopt. It 
is suggested that the Government itself take charge of these rookeries 
by their agents, kill the seals and send the skins for sale into the mar- 
ket. Investigation has convinced your committee that the Govern- 
ment can not successfully carry on this business, and that it is better 
we should invite proposals from companies and parties who desire to 
enter into it. 

I need not detain ihe House to repeat the reasons for this conclusion. 
In the first place, the price of seal furs in the markets of the world is 
largely controlled by the manipulation of the sources of fashion in the 
great social centers of the civilized world. In 1870 a fur-seal skin in 
the markets of London was worth only $5. To-day it is worth 813. 50. 
This increase of market value has been brought about largely by the 
manipulation of the centers of fashion, and it is not believed that this 
price can be maintained except through some private business company 
working in the direction that the present company has been working. 

At the same time the value of the privilege of killing seals on the 
seal islands of Alaska is now so well known that, if the term of this 
lease covers the long period of twenty years, new companies are certain 
to raise the price bid for the leaseso as to give the Government a fairshare 
of the profits reaped by the excellent business management of the les- 
sees. If the term of the lease should be seriously reduced new com- 
panies would be less likely to enter into competition with the old com- 
pany because so large an expenditure would be required for the plant 
of a new company. 

The second section, and in some respects the most important, dis- 
tinctly declares that the acts of 1869 and 1870 protecting seal life in the 
Territory and waters of Alaska, were intended to apply to the waters 
of Behring Sea, and instructs the President to issue his proclamation 
annually and to take all necessary measures to enforce these protective 
laws. While these acts have always been properly construed by the 
Government of the United States to apply to the waters of Behring 
Sea, yet the specific affirmation made in this section will serve as an 
important notice to all the world, and especially to the marauders who 
rove over the waters of Behring Sea destroying seal life, that the Gov- 
ernment of the United States intends to protect seal life in these waters 
as well as on theseal rookeries of Alaska. The importance of this pro- 
tection in the waters of Behring Sea will be seen when the situation 
of the seal islands is considered. 

Probably the most valuable features of our Alaskan purchase from 
Russia in 1867 are these fur-seal rookeries on the islands of St. Paul and 
St. George, in Behring Sea. These islands are 1,500 miles northwest 
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of Sitka, which is almost the only point in this vast frozen territory in- 
habited by whites, and 600 south of Behring Straits; 300 miles from the 
mainland of Alaska and nearly in the center of the American portion 
of Behring Sea. On these desolate islands are the largest fur-seal rook- 
eries in the world, more than twice as large as the only two other known 
rookeries combined—the one at the mouth of the river Plate yielding 
about twelve thousand skins, and the other, nearly opposite these islands, 
on the Russian coast of Asia, yielding about forty thousand skins per 
annum, while our Alaska rookeries yield one hundred thousand skins. 

All the other fur-seal rookeries, notably those ef the South Pacific, 
once very large and valuable, have been exterminated by indiscrimi- 
nate ki of seals, These three have been preserved by govern- 
mental protection—the Plate rookery by the Argentine Republie, the 
Kamtschatka rookery by Russia, and the St. Paul and St. George 
rookeries by Russia from 1790 to the ‘cession of Alaska in 1867, and 
since that time by the United States. 

The necessity of governmental protection in order to preserve fur- 
seal rookeries like those on the seal islands of Alaska arises from the 

liar habits of the fur-seal. The fur-seal is not a fish, but an am- 
phibious animal born on the land at the rookeries or breeding grounds 
on the shore, where they are accustomed to hal out annually in 
May or June to bring forth and care for their young. There they re- 
main about five months, till October or November, the breeding males 
remaining all the time on the land, and the females going into the 
water every day to secure fish for food. If the breeding males and fe- 
males were killed or disturbed on the rookeries they would soon be 
exterminated; or if the females who go out into Behring Sea for food 
are shot, for every one obtained by the marauders seven on the aver- 
age sink and are lost, and for every female killed or wounded the help- 
less pups on shore starve. In order, therefore, to protect the rook- 
eries it is necessary to protect seal life not only on the islands of St. 
George and St. Paul, but also in Behring Sea. 

With this protection the seal rookeries on these islands can be easily 
indefinitely preserved, for the reason that the 100,000 seals which the 
lessees of the rookeries are allowed to kill each year are all non-breed- 
ing males—i. e., weak males that have been driven from the breed- 
ing grounds by the strong bulls, which are polygamous, and generally 
have from ten to fifteen female seals in their family. The non-breed- 
ing males herd outside the breeding seals, and are easily separated from 
them by the Aleut killers employed by the lessees of the islands. By 
such care in killing only non-breeding seals, and protect.ng the breed- 
ing seals on land and water the herd of seals on these islands, esti- 
mated at 4, 500, 000, is carefully preserved, and even increased, for the 
natural increase is sufficient to not only cover the 100,000 killed by 
the Government lessees (for which they pay the Treasury about $317,- 
000 per annum) but also the large numbers destroyed by the natural 
enemies of the seal in the seven months in which they are absent from 
the island in the waters of the Pacific. 

It will be seen, therefore, that in order to preserve the Alaskan seal 
rookeries and thus save almost the last source of supply of this valu- 
able fur to the world, and secure the annual rental to the Govern- 
ment—already nearly $6,000,000 in the twenty years since the acqui- 
sition of Alaska, and soon to be increased perhaps to half a million 

annum—it is absolutely essential to preserve seal life in Behring 
Bea while the female seals are roaming through the waters within 50 
miles of the seal islands in quest of food. Unless the Government 
shall exercise sufficient control over these waters in the five months the 
seals are domiciled on the islands, it will take but afew years for ma- 
rauders from the Pacific coast of the United States and of Canada to 
destroy the breeding seals and break up these valuable rookeries. 

During the Russian occupation of these seal islands Russia steadily 
maintained and exercised her right to patrol and control all the waters of 
Behring Sea, basing her claim to regard Behring as a closed sea (mare 
clausum) on the fact that she had discovered and owned both shores and 
that it was not a sea leading to any routes of commerce. Her claim to 
the exclusive control of this sea down to the parallel of 55°, in the 
same manner that the United States controls Chesapeake and Delaware 
Bays, and Great Britain Fortune Bay, was not denied by any nation 
from the time of Russian occupation in 1745 to the cession of Alaska 
and the western half of Behring Sea and the islands in the same to the 
United States in 1867. In 1799 the Emperor Paul, by a formal ukase, 
asserted the exclusive control of Russia over Behring Sea, and no nation 

ted. In 1821, when Russia attempted to extend her exclusive 
control 4° south (to the parallel of 51°) into the North Pacific, the 
United States remonstrated against the extension on the ground that 
this ocean could not be regarded as a closed sea. 

The remonstrance led to the treaty of 1824 between the United States 
and Russia, whereby the latter gave up her claim to extend her control 
to 51°, and gave the United States certain pri north of 54° 40/ 
for the period of ten years, these privileges having ended in 1834, In 
1825 a treaty was entered into between Russia and Great Britain 
whereby the latter power practically Russian control of 
Behring Sea north of 55°. 


Whatever rights Russia had to control the eastern half of Behring 
Sea she assigned to the United States by her ceasion of Alaska in 1867. 
Russia’s treaty of cession to this country specifically describes 


the 
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western boundary of the territory granted to the United States as pro- 
ceeding— 

In a course nearly southwest through Behring Straits and Behring ~er 
so us to pass midway between the island of Attou (the westerly island of the 


Aleutian chain) and the Copper Island of the 
ridian of 198° west longitu i 0 Kormandorski group to the me- 


and grants tothe United States the territories and dominion ” within 
the described boundaries. 

After the cession, on July 27, 1868, Congress extended the laws of 
the United States relating to customs, commerce, and navigation over 
all the mainland, islands, and waters of the territory ceded to the 
United States by the Emperor of Russin.“ In July, 1868, Congress 
prohibited the killing of fur-seals in the Territory of Alaska or the 
waters thereof.“ March 3, 1869, Congress declared the islands of St. 
Paul and St. George, in Alaska,’’ to be a ial Government reserva- 
tion. July 1, 1870, Congress passed another act to protect seal life, 
and authorized the Secretary of the Treasury to lease for twenty years 
the right to take fur-seals on the islands of St. George and St. Paul on 
certain terms. And August 21, 1870, this right was leased to the Alaska 
Commercial Company for an annual rental of $55,000 and $2.62} for 
each seal-skin, the lessees to furnish certain supplies and schools for the 
Aleuts on the seal islands. 

Since the United States Government has taken of the seal 
islands as a Government reservation it has steadily maintained that 
the acts of 1868, 1869, and 1870 included the waters of Behring Sea, 
and in 1887 our revenue-cutter seized fifteen vessels which were caught 
killing seals in this sea. The letter of Assistant Secretary French, in 
1881, distinctly asserted this, and this letter has since been repeatedly 
referred to as explaining the intent of these acts. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Will the gentleman allow me a question just 
there? What does the gentleman understand to be the present attitude 
of the State Department in regard to the control of Behring Sea by the 
United States, as to whether it is regarded as a closed sea or a part ot 
the great ocean? 
` Mr. DINGLEY. I will say to the gentleman in reference to that 
point, although I have not time to enter fully upon the discussion of 
it, that I understand in so far as any correspondence is concerned 
which has been made public—and my colleague states it is also true as 
to that which has not been made public—the State Department has 
steadily maintained the position that Sea is a closed sea, and 
is under the exclusive jurisdiction of the United States for the pur- 
poses referred to. It is known to the House that the Secretary has bei 
engaged in negotiations with the leading European powers to bring 
about an international arrangement for a close time for seals in all 
waters, but I am advised that there has been no intimation of a sur- 
render of our claim tocontrol Behring Sea. I understand that position 
has not been surrendered, although in the season of 1888 it is well un- 
derstood that the revenue-cutter sent to Behring Sea to protect seal life 
was instructed not to seize any vessels in that sea, for reasons not yet 
disclosed, and hence no protection was given in that season—an ed hag 
tunate step, likely to greatly increase our difficulties in protecting seal 
life in these waters; and our information is that there are now hun- 
dreds of vessels fitting out for the purpose of killing seals in 
Sea. If steps are not promptly taken on the of the Government 
to protect seal life on ere. seals in the waters of 
Behring Sea, the time is not very distant when seal life will be com- 

letely extinct, and this valuable property belonging to the United 
tates destroyed. 

Mr. SPINOLA. How did Russia protect this property, or how did 
we protect it prior to the making of this contract? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Ever since we have held control of the seal rooker- 
ies under the purchase from Russia, or rather since the acts were passed 
to protect seal life, this Government has protected, or endeavored to 
protect, seal life in Behring Sea by seizing all vessels killing these ani- 
mals there just as Russia did before us. 

Mr. SPINOLA. But prior to that time? 

Mr. DINGLEY. ‘There was no protection between 1867 and the pas- 
sage of the seal-protection laws of 1869 and 1870. 

Mr. DUNN. And there was a great destruction of seal life. 

Mr. DINGLEY. The suggestion has sometimes been made that 
there is an inconsistency in claiming the right of our fishermen to catch 
fish outside of the 3-mile limit on the northeastern coast of British 
America, and at the same time insisting on our right to exelude sealers 
from the waters of Behring Sea outside of this limit. There is no par- 
allel between these cases. By the treaty of 1818 with Great Britain 
our right to fish outside of the 3-mile limit on the northeast coast of Brit- 
ish America is expressly recognized and But Kussia always 
maintained her right to exclusive control of Behring Sea, and ceded all 
her rights to us. 

I ask unanimous consent, Mr. Speaker, to be permitted to extend my 
remarks on this question. 

Mr. DUNN. I hope that right will be extended to all gentlemen 
who desire to avail themselves of it. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois. I shall object unless some time is 

ven on the other side to discuss this question. 

Mr. SPINOLA. I have an amendment to offer. I ask unanimous 
consent that the time be extended a half hour, 
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Mr. RANDALL. I object. 

Mr. BIGGS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer an amendment. 

Mr. McADOO, I ask unanimous consent that leave be given to of- 
fer amendments, which shall be voted upon without debate. - 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. HATCH. I object. : 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Is it not possible to extend the time for debate by 
a vote of the House or upon a motion by unanimous consent? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not think itis. This order was 
made by unanimous consent, and has the effect of a rule of the House 
so far as the consideration of this bill is concerned. 

Mr. DUNN. I desire to say that I feel under honorable obligation 
to the gentlemen on the floor not to do anything now which will pro- 
crastinate this bill. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois. I withdraw my objection to the re- 
guest of the gentleman from Maine to extend his remarks, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not understand that the objection 
of the gentleman from Illinois extended to the request of the gentle- 
man from Maine, who had received consent to extend his remarks, but 
the Chair understood the objection to apply to the general leave to 

rint. 
x Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois. Then that is all right. 
Mr. ADAMS. Mr, Speaker, I desire to make a parliamentary in- 


quiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. ADAMS. Does the order cut off the right to offer amendments? 
I did not so understand. : 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not so understand, but the order 
reads that at twenty minutes before 2 o'clock a vote shall be taken upon 
the bill and amendments, presupposing that amendments would be 
offered before that time and not after. 

Mr. DUNN. Mr. Speaker, I ask for a vote. 

Mr. BIGGS. Mr. Speaker, 1 riso to a parliam 

T: 38. T. er, I rise to a par entary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BIGGS. I rose to make a parliamentary inquiry, and asked if 
there would be opportunity to offer amendments while the sections 
were being read and after the bill was read, and the Chair decided that 
T could offer them at any time after the bill was read. Now I desire 
to offer an amendment. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair responded to the gentleman that when- 
ever a gentleman obtained the floor in his own right he could offer an 
amendment after the reading of the bill. After that time the House, 
by = ere, directed that a vote be taken at twenty minutes before 2 
o’clock, 

Mr. BIGGS. Snch legislation has never been heard of in any par- 
liamentary body. 

The question was put on ordering the bill to a third reading; and the 
Speaker announced the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. DUNN. Division. . 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 93, noes 10. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois, and Mr. SPINOLA. No quorum, 

Mr. DUNN. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the affirmative—yeas 
145, nays 81, not voting 96; as follows: 


YEAS—145. 
Allen, Mass. h Kennedy, Romeis, 
m, Mich. Davidson, Ala. Kerr, Rowell, 
Allen, Miss. Davidson, Fla. Laffoon, Russell, Conn, 
Anderson, Miss. vis, Landes, U, 
Aulus Diea —.— me 
nson, ey, r 
n, 1 i Long, Seull, 
Baker, N. Y. Dorsey, Macdonald, 
Bayne, Dunn, Mahoney, Simmons, 
Bingham, Elliott, i Smith, 
— — A a an, —— 
Bloun ton. 00, r inger g 
Bound, Flood. A Ste 
Bowden, French, McKenna, Stewart, Ga. 
Breckinridge, Ky. Funston, McKinney, 3 Vt. 
Brewer, Gay, McRae, 4 o 
Brower, Grout, Merriman, Taylor, E B., Ohio 
Browne, T. II. B., Va. Hall Moffitt, Taylor, J. D., Ohio 
Browne, Ind. F x Moo: omas, 
Brown, Ohio, Hayden, Morrill, Thomas, Wis. 
Brown, J. R., Va. Hayes, Morrow, pson, 
s Hemphill, Norwood, 

Buckalew, Hen „Iowa tes, Townshend, 
Butterworth, Henderson, N.C. Turner, Ga. 
Campbell, Ohio Outhwaite, Vandever, 

ell, Hires, Payson, Wade, 
Catchings, Hitt, Peel Walker, 
Cheadle, Holmes, Penington. Wickham, 
Chipman, Hopkins, III Plumb, ilber, 

A Hopkins, N. Y. Post, Wilkinson, 
Clark, Howard, Posey, 

Hunter, P. ey. Wilson, 
Compton, Hutton, 3 
y A 

Cox, Johnston, Ind. Robertson, 

`i Jones, Rockwell, 
Cummings, Kelley, Rogers, 


line 21, by striking out the word twenty 


NAYS—8L. 

Adams, Dunham, Kilgore, Sayers, 
Anderson, Iowa Enloe, La Fol Seney. 
Anderson, III. Finley, Lagan, Seymour, 
Anderson, Kans. Forney, Lanbam, Shively, 
Baker, III. Fuller, Latham, Spinola. 
Bankhead, Gallinger, Lehlbach, Steele, 
Barnes, T, Lind, Stewart, Tex, 
Belden, Maish, Stoekdale, . 

i Ginss, Mansur, Stone, Mo. 
Bland, Grimes, Matson, Taulbee. 
Boothman, are, McClammy, Turner, Kans, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Haugen, McComas, arner, 
Bryce, eard, Mills, Washington, 
Burrows, Herbert, Montgomery, Weaver, 
Bynum, Hermann, O’Neall, In Weber, 
Cannon, Holman, O'Neill, Mo. Whiting. Mich, 
Caruth, Hooker, Parker, ilkins, 
Cobb, Hopkins, Va. Patton, x 
Cowles, Houk, Peters, 
Culberson. Hudd, Randall, 
Dougherty, Johnston, N. C. Rowland, 

NOT VOTING—%. 

Abbott, Dibbie, Lynch, Rayner. 
Barry, Ermentrout. affett, „ Ric: 

iss, Fisher, MeUCormick, Rusk, 
Boutelle, Fitch, McCullogh, Scott. 
Bowen, Foran, McKinley, Shaw, 
Bro y Ford, MeMillin, Snyder, 
Bunnell, Gaines, McShan Sowden, 
Burnett, Gibson, Milliken, Stahlnecker, 
Butler, Glover, Morgan, Struble, 
Campbell, F., N. Y. Goff, Morse, es. 
Campbell, T. J., N. . Granger, Neal, Tarsney, 

er, Greenman, Nelson, Thomas, Ky. 

Carlton, Grosvenor, Newton, Thompson, Cal. 
Clements, Guenther, Nichols, cey, 
Cockran, Harmer, Nutting, Vance, 
Collins, Henderson, III. O'Donnell, est, 
Conger, Ogg, O'Ferrall, Wheeler, 
Cothran, Kean, O'Neill, White, Ind. 
Crain, Ketcham, Owen, White, N. Y. 
Crouse, Laidlaw, Perkins, Whiting, Mass. 
Cutcheon, Laird, Perry, Whitthorne 
Dalzell. Lawler, Phelan, - Wilson, W. Va. 
Darlington, Lee, Phelps, Yardley, 
Davenport, Lyman, Pideock, Yost. 


So the bill was ordered to a third reading. 

Pending the announcement of the vote, 

Mr. WHEELER said: Before the vote is announced I would like to 
vote. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
Mr. WHEELER. I was not. d 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Then the gentleman, under the rules, 
can not vote. 

Mr. WHEELER, If I had been present, I would have voted in the 


affirmative. 
I was detained at the other end of the Capitol on 


Was the gentleman in the Hall? 


Mr. McMILLIN. 
the Aqueduct tunnel investigating committee, and did not get into the 
House in time to vote. n 

The following pairs were announced on all political questions until 
further notice: 

Mr. LEE with Mr. HARMER. 

Mr. CLEMENTS with Mr. GOFF. N 

Mr. Fon with Mr. GUENTHER. 

Mr. Prpcock with Mr. BRUMM. 

Mr. PERRY with Mr. Crouse. 

Mr. GLOVER with Mr. BUNNELL. 

Mr. BARRY with Mr. Yost. 

Mr. CocKRAN with Mr. NUTTING. 

Mr. GREENMAN with Mr. YARDLEY. 

Mr. PHELAN with Mr. BUTLER. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE with Mr. LyMAN. 

Mr. McSHANE with Mr. LAtrp. 

Mr. SNYDER with Mr. BOWEN. 

Mr. NEAL with Mr. HOUK. 

Mr. CoLLINS with Mr. ALLEN, of Massachusetts; also on election con- 
test of Sullivan rs. Felton. Mr. COLLINS would vote for Sullivan; 
Mr. ALLEN would vote for Felton. 

On this vote: 

Mr. CoTHRAN with Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania, 

Mr. SOWDEN with Mr. ABBOTT, 

Mr. CRAIN with Mr. STRUBLE. 

For this day: 

Mr. RAYNER with Mr. DALZELL. 

Mr. GRANGER with Mr. DAVENPORT, 

Mr. BURNETT with Mr. KETCHAM. 

Mr. CANDLER with Mr. LAIDLAW. 

Mr. Rusk with Mr. McCormick. 

Mr. MORGAN with Mr. Concer. 

The vote was then announced as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the passage of the 


bill. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Before that motion is submitted I desire to move 
to recommit the bill with instructions to amend in the first section, 
» and inserting ten;“ so 


as to make it read for ten years,” instead of twenty years.“ 


- 
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ears now amounts to as much as twenty years when I was a boy. 
N 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move to amend the proposed amendment by also 
requiring that the contract be approved of by the President before 
taking effect.” 

Mr. DUNN. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. DUNN. Has the bill reached a stage when a motion to recom- 
mit is in order? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It has. The question now pending is 
on the passage of the bill. The gentleman from New York [Mr. SPI- 
NOLA] moves to recommit the bill with instructions, which the Clerk 
will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend section 1, line 21, by striking out twenty“ and inserting ten.“ 

Also amend, in same line, by inserting the contract to be approved of by the 
President before taking effect.” 

Mr. McADOO. I offer an amendment to the instructions offered 
by the gentleman from New York [Mr. SPINOLA] which I send to the 
Clerk’s desk, 2 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 3, line 39, after the word“ same,“ insert: Provided, That any person or 
persons may bring suit in the United States courts in the nature of a qui tam 
action to recover a penalty of $10 for each and every fur-seal skin taken by any 
lessees provided for in this bill over the number allowed by law to be annually 
taken by said lessees, or by any other person or persons, in violation of law, 
5 5 one-half of said penalty shall go to the person or persons bringing said 
su 

Mr. DUNN. Iwill now ask unanimous consent that each one of 
these amendments be voted upon in the House. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Without debate? 

Mr. DUNN. Without debate. 

Mr. HERMANN. I desire to offer an amendment which I send to 
the desk. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the amendment 
to the amendment offered by the gentleman from m [Mr. HER- 
MANN], and then the Chair will put the request of the gentleman from 
Arkansas. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A ass out line 17, and the words in the trade” in line 18, on page 2, of the 


The words proposed to be stricken out are as well as to the interests of the 
parties heretofore engaged in the trade,” 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker 5 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Debate is not in order. The gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. SPINOLA] moves to recommit the bill with 
instructions, to which the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. rag 
offers an amendment, and the gentleman from Oregon [Mr. HERMANN 
offers the amendment to the amendment which has just been read. 
Pending that the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. DUNN] asks unani- 
mous consent that these amendments be voted upon in the House, with- 
out debate, in the order in which they have been presented. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman from Arkansas ? 

Mr. BIGGS. I object. 

Mr. CANNON. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. CANNON. Is it not in perfect order to amend in the second 
degree the motion to recommit? 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has already stated that these 
amendments to the amendment are pending in the order in which they 
have been read. The request of the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. 
Duxy] is that the House give unanimous consent to take the vote on 
the amendments in the House without the motion to recommit, 

Mr. BIGGS. I withdraw my objection, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. DUNHAM. I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there further objection to the re- 
quest of the gentleman from Arkansas? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois. I object. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. DINGLEY. If this bill shall be recommitted will it have any 
privilege for consideration on being reported back? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It will not. 

Mr. DINGLEY. That will be the end of it? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It will lose its privilege. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment to the amendment submitted by the gentle- 
man from Oregon, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out line 17, and the words in the trade,” in line 18. 

The question was put on Mr. HERMANN’s amendment; and the 
Speaker pro tempore declared the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. BIGGS. I ask fora division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 65, noes 17. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the amendment pro 
the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. McA Doo] as amended. 
will report the amendment as amended, 


e Clerk 


The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 3, line 39, after the word “same,” add: “ Provided, That any person or 
persons may bring suit in the United States courts in the nature of a qui tam 
action to recover a penig of $10 for each and every fur-seal skin taken by any 
lessee provided for in this bill over the numbers allowed oy law to be annually 
taken by said lessees, or by any person or personsin violation of law, and one- 
half of said penalty shall goto the person or persons bringing said suit.” 

Also, strike out line 17,and the words in the trade,” in line 18. 

Mr. DINGLEY, I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. There is some 
misunderstanding inthis part of the House as to whether or no these 
are amendments on the motion to recommit, or whether unanimous 
consent was given. 

The SPEAKER. They areamendments tothe motion to recommit. 
If these amendments are agreed to and the House should recommit the 
bill, it will be with instructions to insert these amendments. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Then, as I understand it, if the bill should be re- 
committed, it will have lost its privilege. 

Mr. RANDALL. We want to provide for that matter. We might 
provide that the bill be reported back immediately, or that whenever 
reporten back it shall have the same rights as when originally re- 
ported. 

The SPEAKER. That would be a change of the rule. 

Mr. RANDALL. I know; but the rule can be changed by consent. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I suggest that when these amendments of the 
motion to recommit with instructions are perfected, we have a vote in 
the House directly so as to dispose of the matter. 

Mr. DUNN. That is exactly what I asked awhile ago; but objec- 
tion was made. - 

Mr. HOLMAN. I understand that the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. MaIsH] withdrew his objection —— 

Mr. MAISH. I withdrew my objection to taking a vote on the 
amendments. 

The SPEAKER. But the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. DUNHAM], 
as the Chair understood, also objected. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DUNN. I renew my request that by unanimous consent a vote 
be taken separately on each of these amendments and that then the 
question be taken on the passage of the bill. 

The SPEAKER, But the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. DUNHAM] 
has just objected to that request. The question is upon agreeing to 
the amendment as amended. e 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question is now upon agreeing to the motion 
of the gentleman from New York [Mr. SPINOLA ] as amended, which 
is to recommit the bill with the instructions which will now be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 21, section 1, strike out twenty“ and insert ten.” 3 

After the word “years,” in the same line, insert the contract to be approved 
of 2 the President before taking effect.“ 

After the word “same,” in line 39, page 3, add: 7 

HFrorided, That any person or persons may bring suit in the United States 
courts in the nature of a qui tam action to recover a penalty of $10 for each and 
every fur-seal skin taken by said lessees as provided for in this bill, over the 
number allowed by law to be annually taken by said lessees, or by any other 
person or persons in violation of law; and one-half of said penalty shall go to 
the person or persons bringing said suit.” 

Strike out line 17, and the words “inthe trade” in line 18. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I ask, by unanimous consent, if this bill be recom- 
mitted the committee have leave to report it back at any time. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY] asks 
unanimous consent that if this bill be recommitted the committee have 
leave to report it back at any time. 

Several MEMBERS. That is right. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. The 
question is then upon the motion to recommit with the instructions 
which have been read. 

Mr. DUNN. I hope this motion will be voted down. If the con- 
tract be limited to ten years 

Mr. SPINOLA. I object to debate. 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 78, noes 28. 

So the motion to recommit the bill with instructions was agreed to. 

Mr. DUNN. I now report back the bill with the amendments for 
the consideration of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The bill has been recommitted with instructions. 

Mr. CRISP. I rise to a question of privilege. I call up the con- 
tested-election case of Sullivan ts. Felton. 

Mr. DUNN. I must antagonize that proposition. I want to have 
this question disposed of. y 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. On that I reserve a point of order, 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman make the point of order on 
the reporting back of the bill by the gentleman from Arkansas? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Yes, sir. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas makes the point that 
the committee has not had a meeting, and that the report of the gen- 
tleman from Arkansas [Mr. DUNN] can not now be submitted. The 
gentleman will have to defer the report till some other time. 

Mr. RANDALL. Was not unanimous consent given 

The SPEAKER. Unanimous consent was given that the committee 
be allowed to report back at any time, but the gentleman from Kansas 


1889. 


makes the point that the committee has not yet had a meeting, and 
that the gentleman from Arkansas can not now make the report. 

Mr. HATCH. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman from 
Arkansas be permitted to report the bill back orally, with the amend- 
ments placed upon it by the vote of the House. I hope the gentleman 
from Georgia [Mr. Crisp] will withhold his matter for one moment. 

Mr. CRISP. I have already yielded, with the understanding that 
this bill would be promptly disposed of 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia rises to a privileged 
question, which, ofcourse, has priority, ifinsisted upon. The Chair will, 
however, state the requestof the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. HATCH]. 
Unanimous consent is asked that the gentleman from Arkansas may 
have leave now to report back this bill, under the instructions of the 
House, without a written report. 

Mr. HATCH. And that the vote may be taken on it without debate. 

The SPEAKER. And that the vote be taken on the amendments 
and the bill without debate. Is there objection? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I object. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. CRISP] is eu- 
titled to the floor. 


ELECTION CONTEST—SULLIVAN VS. FELTON. 


Mr. CRISP. I call up the report of the Committee on Elections on 
the case of Sullivan vs. Felton, from the Fifth Congressional district of 
California. I desire to inquire of my friends on the otherside whether 
they have any suggestions to make in regard to the time to be allowed 
for debate. 

Mr. McKENNA. I raise the question of consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The resolutions reported by, the Committee on 
Elections will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

1. Resolved, That Charles N. Felton, the contestee, was not elected a Repre- 
sentative in the Fiftieth Congress from the Fi Con ional district of the 
State of California, and is not entitled to a seat on this A 

2. Resolved, That Frank J. Sullivan was 7 — elected to represent the Fiſth 
8 district of California in the Fiftieth Congress, and is entitled to a 
se . 

The SPEAKER. On these resolutions the gentleman from Califor- 
nia [Mr. McKENNA] raises the question of consideration. 

' Mr. TAULBEE. I ask unanimous consent that members desiring 

bed introduce bills may have permission to hand them in at the Clerk’s 
esk. 

Objection was made, 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. FISHER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found duly enrolled bills of the following titles; 
when the Speaker signed the same, namely: 

A bill (H. R. 7718) for the relief of Milo McCrillis; 

A bill (H. R. 10240) for the relief of J. Edwin Pilcher; and 

A bill (H. R. 11777) granting the right of way to the Fort Smith, Paris 
and Dardanelle Railway Company to construct and operate a railroad, 
telegraph, and telephone line from Fort Smith, Ark., throughthe In- 
dian Territory, to or near Baxter Springs, in the State of Kansas. 

Mr. CARLTON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found duly enrolled a bill (H. R. 11879) mak- 
ing appropriations for the diplomatic and consular service of the United 
RERA for the fisċal year ending June 30, 1890; when the Speaker signed 
the same. 

MUSCOGEE INDIANS. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (S. 3920) to ratify 
and confirm an agreement with the Muscogee (or Creek) Nation of In- 
dians in the Indian Territory, and for other purposes; which was read 
a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs. 

Mr. PEEL. Iask that unanimous consent be given the committee 
to report at any time. 

Mr. BUCHANAN and others. Regular order. 

CALIFORNIA CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE—SULLIVAN VS. FELTON. 


The SPEAKER. The question is, Will the House proceed to con- 
sider the election case? 

The question was put; and on a division there were—ayes 74, noes 78. 

Mr. CRISP. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was put; and there were—yeas 129, nays 12, not voting 
181; as follows: 


YEAS—129. 

Abbott, Campbell, F., N. x Culberson, Glass, 
Anderson, III. Campbell, Ohio Cummings, Glover. 
Baker, III. Campbell, T. J., N. X. Dargan, Grimes, 
Bankhead, Carlton, Davidson, Ala. Hall, 

iggs, Caruth, Davidson, Fla Hatch, 
Blanchard. ings, Dibble, Haugen, 
Bland, Chipman, Dockery, eard, 
Blount, Clardy, Do Y» Hemphill, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Cobb, Enloe, Henderson, N.C. 
Breckinridge, Ky. 8 Foran, Herbert. 
Brown, Ohio Cowles, Forney, Hermann, 
Buckalew, Cox, Fren e Holman, 
Bynum, Crisp, Gibson, Hopkins, Va. 
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Howard, Mansur, Rice, 
Hudd, Martin, Richardson, 
Hutton, Matson, Roberison, 
Johnston, Ind. McAdoo, Rogers, 
Johnston, N. C. McClammy, Rowland, 
ones, McCreary, Russell, Mass. 
Kerr, McKinney, Sayers, 
Kilgore, MeMillin, Seney, 
oon, McRae, Shaw, 
La Follette, Merriman, Shively, 
Lagan, Mills, Simmons, 
des, Montgomery, Sowden, 
f ie, 1 es A 
Lanham, organ, e wart, Tex, 
Latham. Norwood, Stewart, Ga. 
Lawler, tes, Stockdale, 
Lynch, O’Neall, Ind. Stone, Ky. 
acdonald, Outhwaite, Stone, Mo, 
Mahoney, Penington, Tarsney, 
ish, Randall, Taulbee, 
NAYS—12. 
Allen, Mich. Brown, J. R., Va. Grout, 
Anderson, Iowa Cannon, Hi 
Anderson, Kans. Gallinger, Morrill, 
NOT VOTING—181, 
Darlington, Kennedy, 
Allen, Mass. Davenport, Ketcham, 
Allen, Miss. Davis, Laidlaw, 
Anderson, Miss, De Lano, Laird, 
Arnold, Dingley, Lee, 
Atkinson. Dorsey, Lehlbach, 
Bacon, Dunham, Lind, 
Baker, N. Y, Dunn, Lodge, 

es, Elliott, Long, 

Barry, Ermentrout, Lyman, 
— Farquhar, Maffett, 
— den, Felton, — 

ng Finley, mas, 

liss, Fisher, McCormick, 
Boothman, Fitch. McCullogh, 
Bound. Flood, McKenna, 
Boutelle, Ford, McKinley, 
Bowden, Fuller, McShane, 
Bowen, Funston, Milliken, 
Brewer, es, Moffitt, 
Brower, K Morrow, 
Browne, T. H. B., Va. Gear, Morse, 
Browne, Ind. Neal, 
Bey ‘i = ff, mens 

ce, ranger, Newton, 

Buchanan, Greenman, Nichols, 
Bunnell, Grosvenor, Nutting, 
Burnett, Guenther, O'Donnell, 
Burrows, are, "Ferrall, 
— fret | SRB 

utterw. yden, Ne 0. 
Candler, yes, Osborne, 
Caswell, Henderson, Iowa Owen, 
Cheadle, Henderson, III. Parker, 
Clark, Hiestand, Patton, 
Clements, Hitt, Payson, 
Cock ran Hogg, Peel, 
Cogswell, Holmes, Perkins, 
Collins, Hooker, Perry, 
Conger, Hopkins, III. Peters, 
Cooper, Hopkins, N. Y. Phelan, 
Cothran, Houk, Phelps, 

A Hunter, cock, 
Crouse, Jackson, Plumb, 
Cutcheon, Kean, Posey, 
Dalzell, Kelley, Post. 
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Taylor, J. D., Ohio 
Thomas, Wis. 
Thompson, Cal. 
Tillman, 
Townshend, 
Turner, Ga. 
Vance, 

Wade, 

Walker, 
Washington, 
Weaver, 
Wheeler, 
Whiting, Mich. 
Wilkins, . 
Wilkinson, 
Wilson, Minn. 
Yoder. e 


Stewart, Vt. 
Thomas, III. 
Wickham. 


Pugsley, 
Rayner, 
Reed, 
Rockwell, 
Romeis, 
Rowell, 
Russell, Conn. 


Williams, 
Wilson, W. Va. 


No quorum voted. 

Mr. CRISP. I ask unanimous consent to dispense with the reading 
of the names. 

Mr. MCKENNA. Iobject. 

The Clerk then read the names of those voting. 

The following additional pairs were announced for the restof the day: 

Mr. COTHRAN with Mr. BUNNELL. 

Mr. WISE with Mr. DORSEY. 

Mr. BARNES with Mr. KELLEY. 

Mr. CRAIN with Mr. Symes, on this vote. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER. No quorum has voted. 

Mr. CRISP. I move a call of the House. 

A call of the House was ordered. 

The roll was called, and the following-named members failed to an- 
swer to their names: 


Adams, Orouse Kelley, ‘erry, 
Bacon, Cutcheon, Ket 5 Phelan, 
Baker, N. Y. Dalzell, Laffoon Pideock, 
Barnes, Darlington, Laidlaw, Rayner, 
Barry, Davenport, Laird, Rusk, 
Bliss, Davis, Lee, Scott, 
Bowen, Ermentrout, Lyman, Snyder, 
Browne, Ind. Felton, Maffets, Springer, 
Brumm, Fiteh Mansur, Stahinecker, 
Bunnell, Ford, McCormick, Symes, 
Burnett, Goff, McShane, Tracey, 
Butterworth, Granger, Milliken, Turner, Kans, E 
Campbell, Ohio, Greenman, orse, West. 
Candler, Harmer, Neal, White, N. V. 
Clements, Hayes, Newton Whitthorne, 
Cockran, Herbert, Norwood, Wilson, W. Va, 
Collins, Hermann, Nutting, Woodburn, 
Cothran, Hogg, Yardley, 
Hunter, O Ferrall. Yost. 
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The following members were pastas as being aran with leave: 


Bunnell, Granger, Per 
Burnett, Laird, Phelan, 
Goa Lyman, Yardley, 


For the remaining members absent from the roll- call, noexcuses were 
made except in the following instances: 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. Lask that my colleague (Mr. CANDLER] 
be excused on account of sickness. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BRYCE. I move that my colleague [Mr. Bacon] be excused) 
because of sickness. 

The motion was agreed to 

Mr. MoMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask leave of absence for my col- 
league [Mr. NEAL] on account of sickness. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. LAGAN. I ask that my colleague [Mr. een be excused 
on account of sickness. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of New York. I move that my colleague [Mr. 
NUTTING]) be excused on account. of sickness. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WISE. I move that my colleague [Mr. LEE] be granted leave 
of absence on account of sickness. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I ask by unanimous 
consent that 5 [Mr. BURNETT] be excused. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. BLOUNT). The Chair is informed 
that the gentleman has leave of absence. 

Mr. HITT. Lask that Mr. Symes, of Colorado, be excused, as he is 
sick at his home. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. WISE. Mr. Speaker, I move that my colleague [Mr. O’FER- 
RALL] be excused, as he is unavoidably absent from the city. 

The motion was d to. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Task that Mr. WHITTHORNE have leave of 
asbence, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman is absent with leave. 

Mr. SOWDEN. I ask that the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
STAHLNECKER] be excused on account of sickness, 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CRISP. May I ask, Mr. Speaker, how many members have 
answered to their names? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Two hundred and forty-six members 
answered to their names. 

Mr. CRISP. I move to dispense with further proceedings under the 
call. 

The motion was agreed to 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question now recurs on consid- 
eration of the contested-election case, on which the yeas and nays have 
been ordered. The Clerk will proceed to call the roll. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 134, nays 6, not voting 
182; as follows: 


Brown, Ohio Gear, Sawyer, 
Brown, J. R., va. Goff, McKenna, Seat, 
— — Granger, 2 
reenman, M Seymour, 
Bunnell, Grosvenor, Milliken, Sherman, 
Burnett, Grout, Moffit Snyder, 
Burrows, Guenther, Morri! Sowden, 
F 
uterwo uayden, orse, pringer, 
Cam „0 Heard, Neal, Stahinecker, 
Candler, Henderson, Iowa Nelson, Steele, 
Cannon, Henderson, III. Newton, Stephe: 
Caswell, Herbert, Nichols, Stewart, Vt. 
Clark, Hermann, Nutting, Struble, 
Clements, Hi O' Donn Symes, 
St Hires, or Taylor, E. B., Ohio 
Saree 5 Hitt, O'Neill, Pa. Thomas, Ky. 
Collins, Hogg, O'Neill, Mo, Thomas, III 
Conger, Holmes, 0 e, Thomas, Wis. 
Cooper, Hopkins, III. Owen, Thompson, Ohio 
Crain, 4 Hopkins, N. V. Parker, Y, 
Crouse, Houk, on, Turner, Kans, 
Cutcheon, Howard, Payson, Vandever, 
alzell, Hunter, Perkins, ade, 
Darlington, Jackson, Perry, Warner, 
Davenport, Peters, Weber, 
Davis, Kelley, Phelan, West, 

Lano, enn A Phel White, Ind. 
Dorsey, Pid White, N. 
Dunham, Laidlaw, Plumb, Whiting, Mass. 
Dunn, ird, Posey, Whitt 

Post, Wiek: 

m: Pugsley, Wilber, 
Felton, Lind, Rayner, Wiliams, 
Finley, Lodge, 3 Wilson, W. Va, 

tch, Long, Rockwell, ise, 
Flood. Lyman, Woodburn, 
Ford, ‘ett, Rowell, Yardley, 
Fuller. A Russell, Conn, Yost. 
Gaines, McComas, Rusk, 
Gallinger, McCormick, Ryan, 


No quorum voted. 

Pending the announcement of the vote, 

Mr. CRISP said: I ask by unanimous consent to dispense with the 
reading of the names. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I object. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Lam with the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
MCKINLEY], but as there is no quorum I have voted. 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

Mr. GROSVENOR with Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, from 3 o’clock until 
Saturday next. 

Mr. O’FERRALL with Mr. BUNNELL, for the remainder of the day. 

Mr. BAcon with Mr. McComas, for the remainder of the day. 

Mr. HEARD with Mr. ROWELL. 

Mr. CRAIN with Mr. SMS. 

Mr. MCMILLIN with Mr. McKINLEY. 

Mr. SOWDEN with Mr. BROWER. 

The SPEAKER. On this question the yeas are 134, the nays 6. 
No quorum has voted. 

Mr. CRISP. I move a call of the House. 

The question was put, and the Speaker announced that the ayes: 
seemed to have it. 


YEAS—134. 
A division was demanded: 
Abbott, Davidson, Fla. Lagan, 2 
‘Adams, Dibble, 2 Rowland, The House divided; and there were—ayes 68, noes 41. 
Allen, Miss. ery, Lane, Russell, Mr. GROSVENOR. I demand the yeas and nays, 
— e n 2 — The question was taken on ordering the yeas and nays. 
T, T Enloe, Lawler, W The SPEAKER announced 35 gentlemen had arisen in support of 
— khead, . e u, Shively, the demand for the yeas and nays. 
X oran, acdona’ mons, 
Blanchard, Forney, Mahoney, Smith, Mr. 9 . _ The other side. 
Bland, French, Maish, Spinola, The other side was counted. 
Bliss, Gay, Mansur, Stewart, Tex. The SPEAKER. . Thirty-five gentlemen have arisen in support of 
— dge Ky. Gia 3 — sori ra the demand for the yeas and nays and 80 against it, more than a suf- 
Bryce, > = Glover, McAdoo Stone Ky. ficient number, and the yeas and nays are ordered. 
Buckalew, Grimes, McUlammy, Stone, Mo. The question was taken; and it was . decided i in the aflirmative—yeas 
Gampbell, F. N. V. Hare MeKinney, Taulbee, 128, nays-47, not voting 147; as follows: 
Cam T. J., N. V. Hateh, MeMillin, Taylor, J. D., Ohia YEAS—128. 
. — . — Thompson, Abbott Cobb," Grout, Mansur, 
Catchi Hemphill Miils, ‘Townshend, en, Mise, Hal k 
Cheadle” Henderson, N.C. Montgomery, Turner, Ga. aes, —.— — oe ' Hatch, Mokiuney? 
Chipman, — Moore, Walker, Anderson, Ill. Cowles, Henderson, N, ©. McRae, 
Cobb, > Hopkins, Va. Norwood, ati a Cox, ey erson, III. a — 
Hudd, Oates, Weaver, Bi head, Gul erbert, . Z 
Cothran, Hutton, O’Neall, Ind. Wheeler, Blanchard n, i hte 
Cowles, Johnston, Ind. Outhwaite, Whiting, Mich. 5s Se Da Ayre Toolset Mornay 
Cox, Johnston, N. CO. Peel. Wilkins, Bliss Davi „ Fla. Hopkins, Vi rgan, 
Jones, Penington, Wilkinson, Blount Dibble 997 — 8 O'Neal, Ind. 
Culberson, Kerr, Randall, Wilson, Minn. B eckihrid Ark. Dingle: Hu a Patto 
— Kil 55 Rice, Yoder, ohne teh py de et hen pet fe — ce 
Dar Eee 5E 
rown . „ n 
Davidson, Ala. La Follie, Robertson, even: ieee La Follette, Randell, 
NAYS—6. . — — Lagan, 1 — 
er, Landes, ardson, 
. Nady Ind. Funston, Gest. Gimpocll, F. N. T. Foran, Lane, Robertson, 
NOT YOTING—1s2. Campbell, T. J., N. X Forney, Rogers, 
Carlton, uller, Latham, Rowland, 
Allen, Mass. Bacon, Bingham, Funston, Lawler, Russell, Mass. 
Allen, Mich. Baker, N. V. Boothman, Brockinridgs, Ark. f Catchings, Gest, Lynch, 
Anderson, Kans. Barnes, Bound Brewer, ead lass, Macdonald, Sayers, 
Arnold, Barry, Boutelle, Brower, Chipman, 818 Mahoney, - Seney, 
A m, Belden, Bowden, Browne, T. H. B., Va. I Clardy, Grimes, Maish, Shaw, 


NAYS—i7. 
ms, Browne, T.H.B., Va.Lehibach, Plumb, 
Anderson, Kans, Cann McKenna, Posey, 
Arnold, Clark, mere Pugsley, 
A a Cooper, Morrill, Romeis, 
Baker, N.Y, Farquhar, Nelson Russell, 
—— Finley, Nichols, Ryan, 
en, ood, oN Scull, 
nes, ey 
Boot tt, Parker, Stephenson, 
Bound, Johnston, Ind, Payson, Thomas, III. 
Boutelle, Kennedy, Pe: Wilber, 
Bowden, rr, Peters, 
NOT VOTING—147. 
len, Mass, Felton, Lee, Sawyer, 
en, Mich, Fitch, Lind, Scott, 
n, Ford, Lodge, Seymour, 
R? Gallinger io — 
q ' 
Bowen, Gay, x Matfett, Snyder, 
rewer, Gear, Mason, Sowden, 
wer, Gibson, Matson, Spooner, 
Brown, Ohio Goff, McAdoo, Stahlnecker, 
Brown, J. R., Va. Granger, eComas, Stewart, 

i Greenman, McCormick, Stewart, Vt. 
Buchanan, Grosvenor, Struble, 
Bunnell, Guenther, MeCullogh, mes, 

ett, ~ McKinley, ay, 
Burrows; Hanen, — Taylor, k, B, Ohio 
er, en, mas, 2 
Hayes, Milliken, Thomas, Wis. 
Campbell, Ohio Heard Morrow, Thompson, Ohio 
Candler, Hemphill, Morse, . 
b Henderson,Iowa Neal, ‘Turner, Kans, 
Clements, Hermann, Newton, Wade, 
kran. Hiestand, No 4 Warner, 
well, Hogg, Nutting, Weber, 
Holmes, O'Donnell, est. 
Crain, Hopkins, III. O'Ferral White, Ind. 
Crouse, Hopkins, N. V. O'Neill, Mo. White, N. Y. 
Cummings, onk, Outhwaite, Whiting, Mich, 
Cutcheon, Hunter, Owen, Whiting, Mass. 
Dalzell, Hutton, Perry, itthorne, 
Darlington, Jackson, Phelan, Wickham, 
Davenport, Jones; Phelps, Wilkinson, 
Davis, Kean, Pidoook,, 8 
De Lano, Kelley, Post. Wilson, W. Va. 
Dorsey, Ketcham, Rayner, Woodburn, 
Elliott, Laidlaw, Rockwell, Tast. = 
* 
Ermentrout, Laird, Rowell, 
So the call of the House was ordered. 
Pen the announcement of the vote, 
Mr. CRISP said: I ask by unanimous consent to dispense with the 


reading of the names, 
Mr. MCKENNA. I object. 
The following additional pa were announced: 
Mr. HEMPHILL with Mr, B. TAxLon, for the remainder of this 


day. 
Mr. Ronxnrsox with Mr. THompson, of California, for this day. 
The vote was then announced as above recorded. 
Mr. CRISP. If itis in order at this time I desire to offer a resolu- 
tion in relation to the absence of members. A 
j Mr. GROSVENOR. It is my purpose to move that the House ad- 
ourn. 
The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Sergeant-at-Arms be directed to telegraph to such members 

f the House as may be absent from the city that their presence is necessary 
here for agridealer gapti Ara r iket dhase aoni eieo their immediate 
attendance. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. Pending that I move that the House do now 
ourn. 


e question was: put, and the Speaker pro tempore announced that 
have it. 


The House divided; and there were—ayes 91, noes 110. 
Mr. GROSVENOR demanded the yeas any nays. 
The toe and nays were ordered. 
Mr. CRISP. I only want to have this resolution adopted, which is 
to . absent members requesting their attendance: [cries ot 
order!” } and I hope that the resolution will be passed. 

t as well throw as much money in the 
[Cries of order!“ ] 

Mr. BIGGS. What is the question? 
j The SPEAKER. The question is whether the House shall now ad- 

ourn. 

The question was taken on the motion to adjourn; and it was decided 

in the negative—yeas 71, nays 142, not voting 109; as follows: 


5 YEAS—7I. 

A ingham, Brown, J. R., Vi Cogswell 

Adem ohi jase — — — = . — 

ee kam Brewer, Cannon, Cooper, 
izes, Browne, Ind. Clark, Cutcheon, 


Peters, 
Post, 
Gear, n, Pugsley, 
Grout, McCullogh, Reed, Weber, 
Haugen, Moffitt, Rock well. Whiting, Mass, 
Hayden Morrow, Romeis, ‘ickham, 
Hicstand) Morse, Russell, Conn, Wilber, 
Hires, Nelson, Ryan, Iams, 
Hopkins, III. Nichols, Seull, ‘Woodburn, 
Hunter, ` er, 
NAYS—142, 
Abbott, Cummings, Jones, Russell, Mass, 
Allen, Miss, n, ean, Rusk, 
Anderson,Iowa Davidson, Ala. Kerr. Sayers, 
Anderson, Miss. Davidson, Fla. Kilgore, = 
Anderson, III Dibble, oon, Shaw, 
Atkinson, Dingley, n, Sherman, 
Baker, N. Y, Dockery, Landes, Shively, 
Baker, III. Dunn, Lane, Simmons, 
Bankhead, Elliott, Lan 
Blanchard, loe, 
Bland, Ermentrout, Lawler, Steele, 
Bliss, Fisher, Macdonald, Ste Ga, 
Blount, Flood, Mahoney, 
Boutelle,. Foran, Maish, Stone, Ky. 
Breckinridge, Ark, Forney, Stone, Mo. 
Breckinri Ky. French, Martin, Struble, 
Browne, T. H. B., Va. Fuller, McAdoo, ‘Tarsney, 
Brown, Ohio Gay, McClammy, Taulbee, 
Bryce, Gest, McKinney, Thomas, Wis. 
Buckalew, Gibson, McRae, ‘Thompson, Cal. 
: Bynum, Glass, man, 
Campbell, F., N. T. Glover, Mills, ‘Townshend, 
Campbell, T.., N. T. Grimes. Montgomery, Turner, Kans, 
Carlton, Hall. Moore, Turner, Ga. 
Caruth, Hateh, Morgan, Walker, 
Catehings, Hayes, Oates, Warner, 
; Cheadle, Henderson, N. C. O’Neall, Ind. W. 
Chipman, Herbert, O'Neill, Pa. ‘Weaver, 
Clardy, Hermann, Patton, Wheeler, 
Cobb, Holman, Whiting, Mich, 
Compton, Hooker, bi Wilki: 
Cothran, Hopkins, Va, all, Wilson, M 
i —— Rice; Wilson, W. Va. 
Crisp, Hutton, Rogers, 
Culberson, Johnston, N. C. Rowland, 
NOT VOTING—109; 
Allen, Mass. Davis, — Posey, 
2 ety = 1 Rayner, 
con, ug 7 yman, 
Barnes, Felton, Lynch, Ro well, 
i Finley, Matfett, Sawyer, 
Bayne, Fitch, Matson, Scot 
Belden, Ford, 
Boothman, Goff, McCormick, Snyder, 
Bound, Granger, McCreary, Sowden, 
Bowen, Greenman, McKenna, Boringa 
Brower, Grosvenor, McKinley, 
Brumm, Guenther, MeMillin, Stewart, Tex. 
Buchanan, Hare, McShane, Stewart, Vt. 
Bunnell, Harmer, Milliken, arses 
Burnett, Heard, Morrill, lor, E. B., Ohio 
Butler, Hem hill, Neal, 
Butterw. He Iowa Newton, Vance, 
Campbell, Ohio Henderson, Nuttin; West, 
Candler, tt, 25 G Let a White, 
Caswell, H x O'Neill. White, N. X. 
Clements, Outhwaite, Whitthorne, 
y Hopkins, N. Y. Owen, Wilkins; 
Collins, Houk, Parker, Yardiey,, z 
` Jackson, Perry, Yoder, 
Crouse;. Kelley, Phelan, Yost. 
izell, Keteham, Phelps, 
Darlington, Laidtaw, Pidcock,, 
Davenport, Laird, Plumb, 


So the motion to adjourn was not agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. CRISP, by unanimous consent, the reading of the 
names of members voting was dispensed with. 

The following additional ie were announced: $ 

Mr. WILKINS with Mr. HoPKINS, of New York, for the remainder 
of the day. 

Mr. Moknewey with Mr. WILBER, for the remainder of the day. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question now is on the resolution 
of the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Crisp]. 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The resolution is not debatable. 

Mr. CRISP. Do I understand the Chair to say that this resolution 
is not debatable? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Itisnot. It simply relates to the order 
of the House for procuring a quorum. 

Mr. CRISP. There is nothing in the rules, I think, which forbids 
debate. : 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks that it is simply a 
motion relating to the execution of tle order of the House for the pur- 
of securing a quorum. The Clerk will report the resolution. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Mr. S I ask unanimous consent to intro- 
duce a bill for reference.. [/ Laughter. ] 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair can not interrupt the pro- 
ceeding at this time for that purpose. The Chair will recognize the 
gentleman from Kentucky later. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the resolution offered by Mr. CRISP. 

Mr. DUNHAM (pending the reading). Irise toa parliamentary in- 


athe SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Does not that resolution carry with it an appro- 
priation of money? I make the point of order that it should go to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks the point is not well 
taken. The Clerk will report the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows. 


Resolved, That the Sergeant-at-Arms be directed to telegraph to such mem- 
bers of the House as may be absent from the city that their presence is neces- 


sary here for the tra on of public business, and to request their immediate 
attendance, 
The resolution was adopted. 


Mr. CRISP moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table, 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, I think it is quite apparent that our 
friends on the other side decline to vote on this question, and I sup- 
pose 1 to filibuster—— [Cries of Oh, no!“ on the Republican 
side. 

Mr. REED. I trust the gentleman from Georgia 

Mr. CRISP (interposing). The gentleman from Maine is on record 
in favor of an early trial of election cases, so I assume that he would 
not filibuster, 

Mr. REED. Thatisright. The gentleman’s assumption is correct. 
Now let us adjourn. 

Mr. SPINOLA. I ask unanimous consent for half an hour to make 
a speech. hter. ] 

Mr. CRISP. the gentleman from Maine desires to have attention 
called to the contrast between his remarks one week ago, when the 
_ Smalls-Elliott case was called up, and his vote, or his failure to vote, 

to-day on this case, I will read his remarks on that occasion to the House. 

Mr. REED. I will not trouble the gentleman from Georgia to do 
that. A week to-day we had some confidence in the tribunal 
[laughter], but after its recent action nobody has confidence in it. We 
have not in public, and they themselves have not in private. [Re- 


newed laughter. 
Mr. CRISP. Speaker 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state to the gentleman 


from Georgia [Mr. Crisp] that there is nothing before the House. The 
House has ordered a call [Cries of Regular order! J 

Mr. CRISP. If the House will indulge me one moment, in view of 
the statement of the gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED]—— 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, and others. Regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is demanded. A 
call of the House having been ordered, the Clerk will proceed to 
the roll. 

Mr. CRISP. By what rule of the House is debate not in order, wh 
a call of the House is being had, on any resolution which relates to th 
call? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state to the gentleman 
from Georgia that his resolution, which related simply to the order of 
securing a quorum, has been adopted. The House had previously 
ordered a call by a yea-and-nay vote, and a motion was made to ad- 
journ, which has been voted down. Nothing is now in order but to 
adjourn or to proceed with the call. 

Mr. CRISP. ‘‘ The gentleman from Georgia“ desired to debate the 
resolution just adopted, but the Chair would not entertain any debate. 

Mr. REED. It was the understanding that after the adoption of the 
order just agreed to an adjournment should at once be had. 

Several MEMBERS. That was the understanding. 

tse REED. The gentleman from Georgia and I have had our little 
eolloguy—— 

Mr. CRISP. Opportunity will occur during this session to present 
the remarks of the gentleman from Maine on a previous occasion, so 
that the House may understand that it is indeed— 

Strange what difference there should be 
Twixt tweedledum and tweedledee. 

I move that the House now adjourn. 

Mr. REED. If the gentleman would spend more time in reading my 
remarks it would be better for him. 

The motion of Mr. Crisp that the House adjourn was agreed to; and 
accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 40 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. 
Under the rule private bills of the following titles were introduced 
and referred as indicated below: 
By Mr. T. J. CAMPBELL: A bill (H. R. 12613) authorizing the Sec- 
ee of the Treasury to adjust and settle the account of James M. 
Willbur with the United States, and to pay said Willbur such sum of 


money as may be found due to him thereon—to the Committee on 


Claims. 

By Mr. BLAND: A bill (H. R. 12614) for the relief of Richard Wilk- 
inson—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BUCHANAN: A bill (H. R. 12615) for the relief of Millard 
Wright—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. DE LANO: A bill (H. R. 12616) to increase the 
Horace B. Lewis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LAGAN: A bill (H. R. 12617) to authorize the New Orleans 
Terminal Railway and Bridge Company to construct, operate, and main- 
tain a bridge, and all the necessary approaches thereto, over the Missis- 
sippi River, from or near the lower limits of the city of New Orleans, 
State of Louisiana, on the left bank of the Mississippi River, to the 
opposite bank in said State—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. McRAE: A bill (H. R. 12618) granting a pension to John 
H. Baker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12619) granting a pension to Littleberry W. 
Baker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. MONTGOMERY: A bill (H. R. 12620) to amend and correct 
the military record of Frank M. Vowels and readjust his accounts for 
pay—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


pension of 


PETITIONS, ETC. F 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: f 

By Mr. BLAND: Petition of Richard Wilkinson, for reference of his 
claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BUCHANAN: Petition of the New York Mercantile Ex- 
change, for larger appropriations to enforce the oleomargarine law—to 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, pétition of 446 citizens of Ocean County, New Jersey, for an 
appropriation to improve Toms River, New Jersey—to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. T. J. CAMPBELL: Petition of Theodore Shorts, for the ex- 
tension of a patent—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. HAYES: Petition of citizens of Dakota, for admission, but 
protesting against the Sioux Falls constitution—to the Committee on 
the Territories. 

By Mr. HOOKER: Petition of A. Karp, of Madison County, Missis- 
sippi, for reference of his claim to the Court of Claims—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. a 

By Mr. S. I. HOPKINS: Petition of William M. Langhorn and 127 
others, citizens of Lynchburgh, Va., asking that Bibles be admitted free 
of duty—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MANSUR: Petition of 40 ex-Union soldiers of Linn County, 
Missouri, for the repassage of the arrears of pension act—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MORRILL: Concurrent resolutions of the Legislature of 
Kansas, in relation to a deep-water harbor on the coast of Texas—to 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. OUTHWAITE: Resolution of the Chickamauga Post, No. 
583, Grand Army of the Republic, with reference to appropriations for 
publishing war records, etc.—to the Committee on Appropriations, 

y Mr. PETERS: Resolutions of the Legislature of 1 favoring 
a deep-water harbor on the Gulf of Mexico—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, resolutions of the same, relating to certain Indians in that 
State—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: Petition and affidavits for pension in case 
of Mrs. Nancy J. Thomas—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROBERTSON: Petition of citizens of Live Oak, La., asking 
for increased compensation of fourth-class postmasters—to the Commit- 
tee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. SHIVELY: Petition of L. F. Baker and 19 others, of South 
Bend, Ind., praying for the passage of House bill 3535, for the relief of 
William H. Brewer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Dr. J. Poffenberger, of Walkerton, Ind., and 11 others, 
for the passage of a bill grantinga pension toJohn J. Shaw, late private 
Company H, One hundred and twenty-third Ohio Volunteers—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STONE, of Kentucky: Memrial of the city council of Pa- 
ducah, Ky., for an appropriation to protect the ice harbor at the mouth 
of the Tennessee River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. TOOLE: Memorial of the Legislative Assembly of Montana, 
relative to the sale of mineral lands to aliens—to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 

By Mr. VOORHEES: Petition of 1,197 citizens of Seattle, of 129 citi- 
zens of Tacoma, of 84 citizens of Puyallup, of 42 citizens of Tolt, of 55 
citizens of Carbonado, of 73 citizens of Alderton, and of 231 citizens of 
Washington Territory, praying for the immediate admission of the 
Territory into the Union under the name of Washington—to the Com- 
mittee on the Territories. 

By Mr. WALKER: Petition of A. B. Dolle, administrator of Aaron 
Bollinger, for reference of his claim to the Court of Claims—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 
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The following petitions for a national Sunday-rest law were received 
and severally referred to the Committee on Labor: 

By Mr. BAYNE: Of 2,288 citizens of the Twenty-third district of 
Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. KERR: Of the Methodist Episcopal congregation of Belle 
Plaine, and of citizens of Burton County, Iowa. 

By Mr. C. A. RUSSELL: Of 341 citizens of Connecticut. 

The following petitions, praying for a constitutional amendment pro- 
hibiting the manufacture, importation, exportation, transportation, and 
sale of all alcoholic liquors as a beverage, were received and severally 
referred to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic: 

By Mr. BUCHANAN: Of 48 citizens of Lumberton, N. J. 

By Mr. DUBOIS: Of 83 citizens of Caldwell and of 16 citizens o 
Ketcham, Idaho. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: Of 78 citizens of Matamoras, Ohio. 

By Mr. PHELPS: Of 32 citizens of Bloomingdale, N. J. 

By Mr. C. A. RUSSELL: Of 31 citizens of Sprague and 56 citizens 
ef Noank, Conn. 

By Mr. SPOONER (by request): Of 25 citizens of Providence and 
of 1,158 citizens of Auburn, R. I. 

By Mr. T. L. THOMPSON: Of 19 citizens of Ferndale, Cal. 

By Mr. VOORHEES: Of 163 citizens of Walla Walla, of 124 citizens 
of Tacoma, of 91 citizens of Tacoma, of 89 citizens, of 55 citizens of 
Waverly, of 5 citizens of Centerville, of 17 citizens of Cheney, of 22 
citizens of Willapa, of 36 citizens of Sumner, of 39 citizens of Garfield, 
of 50 citizens of Sunnydale, of 53 citizens of Medical Lake, and of 3 
citizens of Paha, Wash. : 

By Mr. WILLIAM WHITING: Of 26 citizens of Gilbertville, Mass. 

By Mr. WILKINS: Of 115 citizens of Croton, Ohio. 

By Mr. THOMAS WILSON: Of 54 citizens of Rose Creek, of 19 citi- 
zens of Winona, and of 17 citizens of West Concord, Minn. 

By Mr. WOODBURN: Of 30 citizens of Lovelock, of 34 citizens of 
Gold Hill, of 69 citizens of Ruby Hill, of 98 citizens of Carson, and of 
56 citizens of Lovelock, Nev. 

By Mr. YODER: Of 34 citizens of Lafayette, Ohio. 


SENATE. 
TUESDAY, February 19, 1889. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


CREDENTIALS, 


Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, presented the credentials of JAMES H. 
Berry, chosen by the Legislature of Arkansas a Senator from that 
State for the term beginning March 4, 1889; which were read and or- 
dered to be filed. 

Mr. BATE presented the credentials of ISHAM G. HARRIS, chosen 
by the Legislature of Tennessee a Senator from that State for the term 
beginning March 4, 1889; which were read and ordered to be filed. 

PENNSYLVANIA STATE CLAIM. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, in response to a resolution of 
January 10, 1889, directing the Secretary of the Treasury tore-examine 
and audit the claim of the State of Pennsylvania for money expended 
in 1864, for which reimbursement was provided by the act of April 12, 
1866, etc., stating that as the act referred to invested the Secretary of 
War with special and exclusive jurisdiction over the claim in question 
the Treasury Department is not advised of any law under which the 
Secretary of the Treasury can re-examine and audit that claim; which 
was ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a petition of citizens of Kan- 
sas, praying for the submission to the States of a constitutional amend- 
ment in relation to prohibition; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. FARWELL presented the petition of T. R. Satterfield and 17 
others (10 voters and 8 women), citizens of Big Foot, III., praying for 
the submission to the States of a prohibitory constitutional amendment; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. BLODGETT presented the petition of A. H. Tyler and 100 others 
(43 voters and 58 women), citizens of Camden, N. J., and six petitions 
of citizens of Trenton, East Creek, Greenwich, Roadstown, Bayonne, 
and Lumberton, in the State of New Jersey, all praying for the sub- 
mission to the States of a constitutional prohibitory amendment; which 
were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. DOLPH. Lask unanimous consent to present a memorial of 
citizens of Colfax, Wash., remonstrating against the proposed division 
of Whitman County, Washington Territory. This paper is not ad- 
dressed to Congress, but it is numerously signed and evidently in- 
tended for that purpose. I ask that it may be received, and referred 
to the Committee on Territories. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the paper 
will be received and referred to the Committee on Territories. 
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Mr. CULLOM presented the memorial of F. C. Cramer, of Sterling, 
III.; the memorial of the Columbia Turnverein of the town of Lake, Cook 
County, Illinois, and the memorial of 111 citizens of Illinois, re- 
monstrating against the passage of the Sunday-rest bill; which were 
referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. BLAIR. I present the memorial of Thomas Graham, Eben C. 
Jayne, and from 60 to 75 others, citizens of Philadelphia, Pa., con- 
curring in a memorial in behalf of citizens of Philadelphia, signed by 
a committee of citizens of that city, stating that two grave dangers 
threaten at this hour the American system of common schools, the 
atheistic tendency in education and the strenuous demand for a divis- 
ion of the school funds in the interest of sectarian or denominational 
schools,“ and indorsing Senate joint resolution 86, proposing an 
amendment to the Constitution of the United States which, while it 
recognizes the Christian character and pu of our system of public 
education, forbids the appropriation of public money to any school or 
institution in which the peculiar doctrines or ceremonials of any re- 
ligious sect or denomination are practiced or taught,’’ and earnestly 
praying that Congress will speedily submit this or some similar amend- 
ment to the islatures of the several States for their approval. 

The memorial covers some three pages of printed matter, and I ask 
its insertion in the RECORD. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hampshire 
asks unanimous consent that the paper to which he has referred may 
be printed in the RECORD. Is there objection? 

Mr. SHERMAN. What is the paper? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ohio object? 

Mr. SHERMAN. What is the paper which the Senator from New 
Hampshire wishes to have printed inthe RECORD ? 

Mr. BLAIR. It is the one I described. 

Mr. SHERMAN. My attention was diverted. I am generally op- 
posed to printing papers in the RECORD. What is the paper? 

Mr. BLAIR. It is a memorial in behalf of citizens of Philadelphia, 
prayin for the passage of a constitutional amendment, which is in the 

‘orm of a joint resolution now pending before the Senate, and remon- 
strating against the appropriation of public moneys for the support of 
sectarian schools. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think Ishall object, not because I disapprove 
of the memorial, but I object to printing memorials in the RECORD. 
It can be printed in documentary form. 

Mr. BLAIR. Then I will have the memorial returned to me from 
the desk, and I will state more fully its contents. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. That is against the rules of the Sen- 


ate. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have no objection to its being printed as a doc- 
ument, which the Senator can distribute. 

Mr. BLAIR. I ask unanimous consent to state more fully thé con- 
tents of the memorial. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Therules require that each petition 
or memorial shall have indorsed thereon a brief statement of its con- 
tents, and shall be presented and referred without debate. 

Mr. BLAIR. I ask unanimous consent. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hampshire 
asks unanimous consent to state the contents of the memorial in full. 
Is there objection ? 

Mr. HARRIS. ‘The statement in full will be simply reading the 
memorial and getting it into the RECORD in the face of the objection. 
I object. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Thememorial, then, will bereferred 
to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. BLAIR. I will withdraw the memorial and take the first op- 
portunity to introduce it in a speech on some appropriate bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The memorial is withdrawn. 

Mr. BLAIR presented a memorial of the Federation of Toilers, citi- 
zeus of Washington, D. C., remonstrating against the employment of 
working people on Sunday; which was referred to the Committee on 
Education and Labor. 

Mr. BLAIR. I present the petition of R, W. Dayton and 121 others 
(49 voters and 73 women), citizens of Cheney, Wash. ; also, the petition 
of H. K. Sinclair and 75 others (29 voters and 47 women), citizens of 
North Yakima, Wash.; also, the petition of Joseph C. Henderson and 
35 others (17 voters and 19 women), citizens of Columbus, Wash. ; also, 
the petition of A. Hyner and 14 others (12 voters and 3 women), citi- 
zens of Washington Territory, praying that the bill for the admission 
of Washington Territory as a State may be ‘‘so amended as to require 
that the constitution of said proposed State, as a condition-precedent to 
such admission, shall confer the right of suffrage upon the citizens 
thereof without distinction of sex.’’ 

I ask, as the bill has been reported, that the petitions may lie on 
the table. The bill is in the hands of a conference committee. I will 
ask of the Chair what disposition ought to be made of the petitions? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks that the petitions 
ought to lie on the table. 

Mr. BLAIR. I hope that in some way they may come to the atten- 
tion of the conference committee, who have already one other impor- 
tant petition, signed by a large number of citizens, to the same effect. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The petitions will lie on the table. 

Mr. BLAIR. I present the petition of James L. Dumass and 171 
others (73 voters and 99 women), citizens of Waitsburgh, Wash. ; also, 
the petition of F. C. Lee and 102 others (66 men and 37 women), citi- 
zens of Davenport, Wash.; also, the petition of W. L. Blackwell and 
26 others, of Elberton, Wash., praying that the bill for the admission 
of Washington Territory as a State may be ‘‘so amended as to require 
that the constitution of said State, as a condition-precedent 
to such admission, shall confer the right of suffrage upon the citizens 
thereof without distinction of sex. I move that the petitions lie on 
the table. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. FRYE presented the petition of S. L. Hanscom and 90 others 
(47 voters and 44 women), citizens of Booth Bay, Me., praying for the 
proposal of a constitutional amendment prohibiting the man 
importation, exportation, transportation, and sale of allalcoholic liquors 
as a beverage; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. HOAR presented the petition of Amos Whitaker and 42 others 
(11 voters and 32 women), citizens of Hampden, Mass., and the peti- 
tion of Albert Hammatt and 52 others (36 voters and 17 women), citi- 
zens of North Adams, Mass., praying for a submission to the States of 
a constitutional prohibitory amendment; which were ordered to lie on 
the table. 

Mr. ALLISON presented the petition of Alexander Gow and 34 
others (18 voters and 17 women), citizens of Sumner, Wash., and the 
petition of John Bilow and 22 others (18 voters and 5 women), citizens 
of Willapa, Wash., praying for the submission to the States of a con- 
stitutional prohibitory amendment; which were ordered to lie on the 
table. 

He also presented a petition of 1,114 citizens of the State of Iowa, 
praying for the passage of the Sunday-rest bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. PLATT presented a petition of 341 members of sundry churches 
in Connecticut, praying for the of the Sunday-rest bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented the petition of A. E. Reynolds and 123 others (36 
voters and 88 women), citizens of Wallingford, Conn., and the petition 
of Ebenezer Allen and 146 others (78 voters and 69 women), citizens 
of Sprague, Conn., praying for the proposal of a constitutional amend- 
ment prohibiting the manufacture, importation, exportation, trans- 
portation, and sale of all alcoholic liquors as a beverage; which were 


ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. MITCHELL ted a memorial of citizens and residents of 

Whitman County, Washington Territory, remonstrating against the 
division of that county; which was referred to the Committee 
on Territories. 

He also presented the petition of F. W. Walden and 120 others (61 
voters and 60 women), citizens of Waitsburgh, Wash., praying for the 
submission to the States of a constitutional prohibitory amendment; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of Henry E. Crosdaile, of Seattle, 
Wash., praying to be reimbursed for certain losses suffered by him 
in the Nez Pereé Indian war of 1877; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. CAMERON presented petitions of citizens of Pittsburgh and 
Allegheny, in the State of Pennsylvania, praying for the passage of the 
Sunday-rest bill; which were referred to the Committee on Education 
and Labor. 

Mr. VOORHEES presented papers to accompany Senate bill 3267, 
for the relief of Willis Benefield; which were referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. SABIN presented resolutions adopted by the Minneapolis 
( Minn.) Board of Trade, g theo to settlement of the Sioux 
reservation; which were referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. EVARTS presented the petition of Theodore Sharts, of New 
York City, praying for the passage of a bill granting him an extension 
of his patent for manufacturing improved vault-light illuminating tiles, 
etc.; which was referred to the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. PADDOCK presented petitions of citizens of Red Cloud, John- 
son, Glenville, and Humboldt, in the State of Nebraska; and petitions 
of citizens of Copp, Lebanon, Ripon, Canton, Whitewood, and Eldridge, 
in the ger of Dakota, praying ſor the submission to the States of 
a constituti prohibitory amendment; which were ordered to lie on 
the table. 

Mr. PLUMB presented a concurrent resolution of the Legislature of 
Kansas, favoring legislation looking to the disposition of the Prairie 
band of Pottawatomie Indians; which was referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

He also presented a concurrent resolution of the Legislature of Kan- 
sas, favoring the appointment of a board of three engineer officers of the 
Army to make a careful examination of the northwest coast of the Gulf 
of Mexico for the selection of a suitable location for a deep-water har- 
bor on that coast; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


RETURN OF DIRECT TAXES. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I now move, as a privileged question, to take up 
the motion of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST] to reconsider the 


vote by which the report of the committee of conference on the 
tax bill was concurred in, stating, however, that when it is taken up 1 
shall be willing to yield to all regular morning business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ohio moves that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of the motion of the Sena- 
tor from Missouri to reconsider the vote by which the report of the 
committee of conference on the bill (S. 139) to credit and pay to the 
several States and Territories and the District of Columbia all moneys 
collected under the direct tax levied by act of Congress approved Au- 
gust 5, 1861, was agreed to. ; 

. SHERMAN. The Senator from Missouri, I understand, wishes 
to speak on the question. 

Mr. VEST. Is the question on taking up the report? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is whether the Senate 
will now proceed to the consideration of the motion to reconsider. The 
question is on agreeing to the motion of the Senator from Ohio [Mr. 
SHERMAN] to proceed to its consideration. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Now I am ready to give way to morning busi- 
ness. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. BATE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 3206) for the relief of Henry G. Healy, reported it 
with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (8. 
709) for the relief of Eli C. Officer, submitted an adverse report thereon; 
which was agreed to, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the petition 
of members of the Montgomery (Ala.) Field Artillery, praying for the 
passage of a law to increase the artillery service of the United States, 
submitted anadverse report thereon; which was agreed to, and the com- 
mittee were discharged from the further consideration of the petition. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
2203) to increase the efficiency of the Signal Corps of the Army, reported 
it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 3942) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary T. Barnes, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Pensions, towhom was referred 
the bill (S. 12482) to increase the pension of Elizabeth L. Snell, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 3860) granting a pension to Mary Ellen Fitzgerald, 
reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. DOLPH, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom were re- 
ferred two amendments submitted by Mr. MITCHELL on the 11th in- 
stant, and an amendment submitted by Mr. MTTCHELL on the 4th in- 
stant, intended to be proposed to the sundry civil appropriation bill, 
reported them severally without amendment, and moved their reference 
to the Committee on Appropriations; which was agreed to. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 6862) for the relief of John R. Wood, John T. 
Ballard, and John T. Belew, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. HAWLEY, from the Committee on Printing, to whom was re- 
ferred the joint resolution (S. R. 138) to print 10,000 copies of the com- 
pilation of the inaugural addresses of the Presidents of the United 
States, from George Washington to Benjamin Harrison, for the first 
century of Presidential inaugurations, with authenticated incidents 
connected therewith, biographical sketches of the Presidents from offi- 
cial sources, together with steel-plate portraits of the Presidents and 
steel-plate illustrations of the Capitol and White House, reported it 
without amendment. 

JURISDICTION IN ALABAMA. 

Mr. PUGH. On Saturday last the Senate had under consideration 
the bill (H. R. 4470) to regulate the jurisdiction of the United States 
district judges and of the courts over which they preside in the State 
of Alabama. The bill was read and the amendments were agreed to, 
but no final vote was taken upon the passage of the bill asamended, 

Mr. HOAR. Is the morning business over ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is not. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If the formal morning business is over, I ask that 
the conference report on the direct-tax bill be proceeded with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair had no means of knowing 
whether the Senator from Alabama rose to reign J business. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I object to anything being taken up but formal 
business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Alabama rise 
to morning business? 

Mr. PUGH. No, sir. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ohio objects. 

CONGRESSIONAL ELECTIONS, 

Mr. HOAR. Iam directed by the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections, to whom were referred a concurrent resolution of the Legis- 
lature of Kansas urging Congress to adopt measures to protect citizens 
of Arkansas in the exercise of all their political rights, two resoletions 
introduced by the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Gipson], a resolution 
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introduced by the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER], a 
roposed amendment introduced by the Senator from New Ham 

[Me CHANDLER] to the resolution offered by the Senator from Louis- 

iana [Mr. GIBSON], and memorials signed by a very large number of 

persons resident in the State of South Carolina, alleging that they are 

lawful voters in that State, that bart d presented themselves at the last 


election of President and Vice-P: to vote for electors for those 

offices and also to vote for members of Congress, but they were denied 

unlawfully the right to vote, to report a resolution and to recommend 

that the various resolutions, memorials, ete., which I have recited, lie 

3 that the resolution reported by the committee be 
opted. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts, 
from the Committee on Privileges and Elections, reports sundry peti- 
tious, resolutions, and other which will be separately stated on 
the Journal, and he asks that the committee be discharged from their 
further consideration. 

Mr. HOAR. The resolution contains a portion of the resolution 
offered by the Senator from New Hampshire TMr. CHANDLER], which 
has been printed and is familiar to most members of the Senate. It 
also covers an inquiry embracing other subjects. Ido not think it is 
necessary that the Senate should be detained by its being read at the 
desk. I suggest thatit be printed. 

Mr. HARRIS. May I the Senator from Massachusetts if he re- 
ports a resolution in lieu of the resolutions and memorials referred to 
the committee? 

Mr. HOAR. I report a resolution covering the whole subject, rec- 
ommending that the resolutions and memorials lie on the table. My 
suggestion is that instead of having the Senate hear the resolution read 
it be printed in the RECORD as if it were read, and that it be printed 
as a document. 

Mr. HARRIS. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. | I desire to say, as a member of that committee 
and in behalf of the Democratic members of the committee, that we 
dissent entirely from the report so far as the resolution is concerned. 
We agree that the committee shall be discharged from the further con- 
sideration of the various petitions and the resolution of the Senator from 
New Hampshire. To that part of the report we agree, that the com- 
. g from SOA ences Taue ele p 

ut we entirely dissent from the proposed resolution reported as 
a substitute by the chairman of the been 255 

I wish in this connection to say that in my judgment it is an attempt 
to assume jurisdiction upon questions which do not belong to the Sen- 
ate of the United States. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I hope the Senator will not interrupt me. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to call the attention of the Senator 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Delaware 
yield to the Senator from Massachusetts? 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will pardon me 
40 PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Dela ware 

ield ? 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I will yield. 

Mr. HOAR. I have not even had the resolution read at this mo- 
ment, and I suppose that under the rules it must go to the Committee 
to Andit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pre tempore. The Chair has had no opportunity 
to examine the resolution so as to know whether it 8 
or not. 

Mr. HOAR. I was about to make that suggestion to the Chair when 
the Senator from Delaware rose. I have no objection, of course, tothe 
Senator from Delaware proceeding, but the resolutiof will come up regu- 
larly when that committee 3 

Mr. SAULSBURY. If the tor from Massachusetts will possess 
his soul in patience he will find that I do not intend to discuss the reso- 
lution. I desired simply to state the grounds upon which the Demo- 
cratic members of the committee dissented from the report which the 
Senator from Massachusetts has made from that committee. I said 
that we dissented to it fundamentally because it has attempted to as- 
sume jurisdiction of questions which pana, yt Ry rire eo 
Senate. We objected further to it because it is evil in its tendencies 
and calculated to create agitation in the country without any good re- 
sult whatever. We therefore enter e ee and protest against 
the resolution as reported from the Co on Privileges and Elec- 
tions. Iam sure that in the expression ofthese views I utter the views 
of every member of the minority of that committee. 

Mr. GORMAN. I ask that the resolution may be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Pri and Elections be authorized to 
inquire whether in any State the free and lawful e: 
people in the election Kad members of the Fifty-first 


elected or are to elect Senators of the United States who claim seats dur- 
ing said gress, and ascertaining the result thereof, or in the choice of elect- 
ors of President and Vice-President of the United States in 1888 and 

yor ot thereof, has been prevented by timidatio: 


me, 
Also, whether the laws governing such elections in any States have been so 


framed or administered as to accomplish or permit the defeat of the will of 
the ple in such elections, 

„ to uire into the facts of the recent election in the State of Louisiana, 
held on the 17th day of April, 1588, at which there was chosen a Legislature 
which has since elected two United States Senators. ; 

And said committee shall also inquire whether there were in connection with 
the aforesaid election illegalities, frauds, false canvasses, and false returns, 60 
extensive and in their character as to show that there c onthe 
part of the ous State election officers a deliberate plan to apparently carry 
said election without regard to the votes actually cast, and to choose a governor 
and other State officers and a State Legislature by such illegal, false, and fraud- 
ulent means, and, if so, whether said — was actually and duly elected 
by the people of Louisiana, or was in fact substantially the creation solely of 
the returning and canvassing officers, and whether said State of Louisiana has 
a republican form of government, including a Legislature entitled to choose 
United States Senators, and to provide methods for the appointment of electors 
for President and Vice-President of the United States, 

Said committee shall report at the session of Congress to be held in Decem- 
ber, 1889, and shall have power to sit anywhere in the United States during any 
recess of the Senate before said session, and also to sit during the sessions of 
the Senate, to administer oaths, and to appoint a clerk, messenger, and stenog- 
rapher; and the powers herein conferred on said committee may be exercised 
by any subcommittee of their number. 


Mr. GORMAN. Lobject to the consideration of the resolution to- 
day. 

Jir. HARRIS. The consideration of it is not asked. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution lies over under the 
rules, and will be printed. 

Mr. HOAR. I suppose that the objection does not apply to a resolu- 
tion which under the rules of the Senate goes at onee to the Commit- 
tee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If that question is raised the Chair 
would hold that objection being made the resolution is not before the- 
Senate for any object or purpose whatever properly under the rules. 

Mr. HOAR. All I desire this morning is to have the resolution go 
to the Committee on Contingent Expenses. 

Mr. GORMAN. I desire to say to the Senator from Massachusetts 
that I only heard the resolution as read at the desk, and possibly imper- 
fectly, but it seemed to me that it did not cover a very important phase 
which ought to be inquired into, if the inquiry is to be made at all, 
and that is as to the bribery and corruption that has been charged as 
having oceurred in recent elections. Therefore I desire the matter to 
go over that I may look at it and probably offer an amendment. 

Mr. HOAR. I suppose that no amendment would be in order, no 
consideration under the rules, but that the resolution must go instantly 
to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent of the 
Senate. I respectfully suggest to the President of the Senate that the 
rule which says a report shall not be considered the day it is offered does 
not prevent action which by a peremptory rule must be had before it 
is considered at all, to wit, the reference to another committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair would hold that the reso- 
lution having been this morning, if objection is made, it can 
not be considered for any purpose whatever, but must lie over under 
the rules until to-morrow. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let the resolution be printed, as it lies over. I de- 
sire to say, as my remark a few moments ago has been misunderstood 

some Senators at least, that the proposition of the Senator from 

usetts in reporting the resolution was, instead of having it read 

at the desk, which is the usual form, that it be printed in the RECORD. 
That was the whole of his proposition. 

Mr. HOAR. That was all. 

Mr. HARRIS. I said there could be no objection to that, and that 
was all thatI assented to. As I remember the reading of the resolu- 
tion, I dissent from perhaps every material feature that it contains; but 
I think the policy and the suggestion of the Senator from Massachusetts 
was a wise one, to let it be printed and have no controversy over it 
now. 

INAUGURATION ARRANGEMENTS. 
Mr. HOAR. I ask the consent of the Senate that the committee to 
arrangements for the inauguration have leave to sit during the 
sessions of the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair hears no objection, and it 

is so ordered. 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (S. 3979) for the relief of James W. 
Snyder; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. GIBSON (by request) introduced a bilb (S. 3980) to authorize 
the New Orleans Terminal Railway and Bridge Company to construct, 
operate, and maintain a bridge and all the necessary approaches thereto 
over the Mississippi River, from or near the lower limits of the city of 
New Orleans, State of Louisiana, on the left hank of the Mississippi 
River, to the opposite bank, in said State; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce, 

AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. i 

Mr. HAMPTON. I presented an amendment to the sundry civil 

on bill the other day, providing for a survey of Charles- 
ton Harbor, and had it referred to the Committee on Commerce. The 
United States Coast and Geodetic Survey office has sent me an amend- 
ment which I wish to substitute for that one. I now present it, and 
move thut it be referred to the Committee on Commerce, 

The motion was agreed to. 
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Mr. PASCO submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. FRYE, from the Committee on Commerce, reported an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to the sundry civil appropriation bill, 
making an appropriation fora light at Coney Island, New York; which 
was . to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. GORMAN presented an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill to provide for the payment of 4th of July claims; 
which was referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

THE ELEVENTH CENSUS. 


On motion of Mr. HALE, it was 

Ordered, That House bill No. 1659 be printed with the Senate amendments 
numbered, 

UNDERVALUATIONS, ETC. 

Mr. HOAR. Lask for the present consideration of the following 
resolution: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed to send to the Senate 
copies of official reports of cial Treasury agents or others relating to sugar 
investigations made since March 1, 1883. Also copies of reports of recent date 
made by special Treasury agents or other customs officers respecting improper 
allowances for damage to imported merchandise,and of reports recently re- 
ceived from such officers or from any consular officer of the United States in re- 
lat ion to the undervaluation of woolen or worsted goods of any kind. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let the resolution lie over and be printed. 

Mr. HOAR. I ask the unanimous consent of the Senate to make a 
suggestion, to be heard by the Senator from Tennessee. I offered a 
resolution the other day asking for certain reports which had been made 
on this general subject, which have been sent in. I received yesterday 
through an eminent member of the Committee on Finance, of which 
the Senator from Tennessee is a member, to whom those reports were 
referred, a suggestion that the Secretary of the Treasury had received 
certain reports on the same subject which had come in later than the 
oihers, and that he desired those also to go with the others. 

Mr. HARRIS. If the Senator will allow me to interrupt his state- 
ment, I will simply say that the only object I had in view was to look 
at the resolution and see if we perhaps did not desire to extend the re- 
quest. But as I can do that by an independent resolution I will with- 
draw the objection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the resolution, the question is on agreeing to the 
same. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

JOHN S. M’ELWEE. 


. Mr. HALE submitted the following resolution; which was read: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and is hereby, directed to in- 
form the Senate whether the sugar division in the appraiser's office in the New 
York custom-house is now in charge of John S. McElwee; and to further inform 
the Senate whether charges have lately been made against said McElwee affect- 
ing his personal character and conduct. and whether said charges have been in- 
vestigated by Special Agent George C. Tichenor, and if such be the case to send 
to the Senate copies of said charges and of the testimony taken upon them, and 
the report of Special Agent Tichenor; and also to inform the Senate whether said 
McElwee has been before dismissed from the Treasury Department upon 
charges made against him affecting his personal character. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the resolution ? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Let that resolution go over, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will lie over and be 

rinted. 
? PAY OF STENOGRAPHER. 

Mr. PLATT submitted the following resolution; which was referred 
to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the 
Senate: 

Resolved, That the ae er employed by the Committee on Territories 
in considering the bill (H. 0614) to organize the Territory of Oklahoma, and 
for other p d out of the contingent fund of the Senate upon vouch- 


ers properly approved by the chairman of the committee, and that the hearings 
before the committee be printed for the use of the Senate. 


RETURN OF DIRECT TAXES, 


Mr. SHERMAN. I call up the motion of the Senator from Missouri 
[Mr. VSI] to reconsider the vote by which the report of the commit- 
tee of conference on the direct-tax bill was concurred in. 

The PRESIDENT gro tempore. The question recurs on the motion 
of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST] to reconsider the vote by 
which the Senate seresa to the report of the committee of conference 
on the direct-tax bill. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, as I stated yesterday, in making this 
motion to reconsider I was not actuated by any purpose of delay. If 
the record of our proceedings of Saturday last had shown the real 
state of opinion in the Senate upon the question of the direct-tax bill, 
I should have entered no motion to reconsider; but as that record now 
stands it appears, without explanation, that the report of the com- 
mittee of conference went through the Senate without any opposition 
at all, and so far as that record ean it commits every member of the 
Senate to the principle on which the bill and the report of the com- 
mittee are framed. 


In 1861 the Congress of the United States enacted that direct taxa- 


tion to the amount of $20,000,000 annually should be collected from 
the people of the United States by assessment upon real estate, and 
that these taxes should be apportioned according to population in 
accordance with the Constitution. Another provision of the act was 
that where any State or Territory or the District of Columbia should 
assume the payment of the proportionate share of such State, Terri- 
tory, or District, and pay that amount into the Treasury ofthe United 
States, 15 per cent. commission should be allowed to such State, Ter- 
ritory, or District. 

The result of this legislation was that in 1861, whilst the war was 
flagrant, the Northern States, with possibly one or two exceptions, 
the States not at war with the Government, assumed the payment of 
their pro rata share of this direct tax and received their 15 per cent. 
commission upon the amount so assumed. The State of Missouri paid 
$646,000, her assessment being over $700,000, the 15 per cent. to which 
it was entitled under the law reducing the amount to the sum I have 
named. In the Southern States, with the exception of such portions 
of South Carolina and Louisiana as came by conquest under the con- 
trol of the Federal Government, no such state of things existed. The 
result was that Louisiana alone of all the Southern States paid the 
full amount assessed to her or upon the real estate of her people under 
that act. In a portion of South Carolina upon the coast, where the 
Federal Army had taken military possession, in the vicinity of Beau- 
fort, a tax was levied in accordance with the provisions of the bill upon 
real estate, the land sold, and the returns paid into the Treasury of the 
United States. The lands sold brought a very inconsiderable sum, 
and those lands were afterwards sold by the Government and a much 
la amount received from that sale. 

wenty-five years have elapsed since that legislation and since the 
payment of these large amounts of money into the Treasury of the 
United States. There is no pretense, there can be none, there never 
will be, that this law was not constitutional in every part. There is no 
doubt that it received the legislative sanction according to the forms 
and requirementsof the Constitution. Twenty-five years have elapsed, 
and now it is proposed to take out of the Treasury $17,500,000, paid 
according to law without the shadow of doubt as to the legality of the 
assessment, and give it back, not to the people who paid the taxes, but 
to the States which assumed these debts. When I say this I do not 
allude to that portion of South Carolina in military occupation by the 
Federal troops, for when the tax was directly collected from individuals, 
a3 in South Carolina, the bill provides that the amount so paid shall be 
held by the State authorities in trust for the tax-payer. 

If this power exists upon the part of the Congress of the United States, 
then the unlimited power of appropriation exists and Congress can, for 
anything considered a general object, bankrupt the Treasury of the 
United States at their own will and pleasure. Itis not my purpose to 
go into an extended constitutional argument, but I wish to put upon 
record my negative to any such doctrine. If the Congress of the 
United States can pass this bill without violating the Constitution, 
then it can yote every dollar in the Treasury to John Smith or Charles 
Brown or any other object of its generosity or gratuity. The limita- 
tions of the Constitution, as I understand them, are swept away and 
under any specious or plausible pretext of liberality or generosity we 
can take every dollar of money collected by taxation and give it to any 
object that we deem worthy. 

Mr. President, what is the principal argument in support of this ex» 


traordinary bill? It is because some of the States have not paid the 


money assessed, that paid should be refunded to the other States. In 
other words, because one tax-payer has not discharged his duty the 
citizen who has discharged it can come to the power that levies the 
taxes and demand the payment of his assessment back. What would 
be the result as to taxation in this country if that doctrine should be 
established and that principle be accepted as correct? It would bea 
premium upon default. It would be a largess to the citizen who re- 
fuses to perform the obligations that rest upon him to support the Gov- 
ernment by paying his taxes. What tax could ever be collected if this 
doctrine be right? When was there ever, from a municipality up to 
the General Government, a tax levied when there were not defaults 
and failuresto pay? The Northern States paid this amount, the Southern 
States did not pay it, and the argument here is that these Northern 
States should receive back the money which they paid according to the 
Constitution and under a law which is, as to constitutionality, un- 
questioned and unquestionable. 

Mr. President, it is further said that this money can be collected 
from the Southern States; that therefore this bill ought to pass releas- 
ing them. Why, sir, in 1868 the last act of Congress on the subject 
was enacted, postponing the collection of this tax, and from that time 
until this bill was originated no attempt, no idea, nosuspicion was ever 
entertained of ever collecting one dollar from the people of the Southern 
States under the law of 1861. I stand here to-day and challenge the 
lawyers in this Senate to deny the proposition that not one dollar of 
that tax can becollected to-day under the act of 1861 from any citizens 
of the Southern States. I repeat it, no lawyer here will undertake to 
say that under the act of 1861 one cent can be collected from any citizen 
of the Southern States to-day. 

When that act was passed it created a personal obligation at the peo- 
ple then living in those States. It was a direct tax, and whilst Congress 
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could adopt any instrumentality it saw fit to collect the tax, even the 
States themselves, yet when years have passed by, twenty-five years, 
and it has not been collected and no attempt has been made to collect 
it, and but one annual assessment of $20,000,000, for one I undertake 
to say that no well-informed lawyer will say that one dollar of this tax 
can now be collected from any citizen in any of the Southern States. 

So we have this bill standing here upon the bald, naked pretense 
that because some of the people in the United States have not paid this 
tax, constitutionally and lawfully imposed, that entitles those who 
did pay to have the amount they paid refunded. 

But, Mr. President, again it has been said that this money is to go 
back to the pockets of the people who paid it. I deny it. Under the 
provisions of this bill, about which there can be no sort of controversy, 
no citizen who paid this tax, unless he paid it under official authority 
directly operating upon him, can receive back one cent of it, except 
the inconsiderable sum paid in South Carolina, and the three hundred 
and odd thousand dollars paid in Louisiana. The tax was paid by the 
States, and the individual tax-payers are unknown. It can not be dis- 
covered who paid that money into the State treasuries under the State 
laws. Take my own State, for example. These taxes were levied ac- 
cording to the census of 1860; Missouri then had a population of 1,500,- 
000 or 1,600,000 people, and to-day that State has a population of be- 
tween two millions and a half and three millions. What has become 
of the tax-payers, even if they could be discovered, who paid this money 
into the State treasury, to be transmitted then to the Treasury of the 
United States? Thousands of them have passed away, for whom no 
claim will ever be made; new men have taken their place; new enter- 
prises have come; yet we have the assumption and it has been gravely 
announced in Congress, that this bill is intended to pay back to the 
people who did actually pay this direct tax the money which came out 
of their pockets. 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator from Missouri allow me to call his 
attention to a fact pertaining to the point upon which he is now speak- 


ing? 

itr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. HARRIS. In a letter from the Secretary of the Treasury of 
April 14, 1882, there is a very elaborate report, covering quite a large 
number of pages in this document [exhibiting], whichshows in respect 
to the State that I have the honor in part to represent here every par- 
cel of land in that State the owner of which paid taxes, and every parcel 
of land that wassold for taxes. Itshows the owner, it shows theamount 
of assessment against the land, it shows the amount of penalty, of interest, 
and of costs collected, and foots up the general aggregate of collection. 
I apprehend no difficulty whatever in finding the people or the descend- 
ants and representatives of those people who paid the money. 

Mr. VEST. What was the amount paid in Tennessee? 

Mr. HARRIS. In another report 

Mr. VEST. What was the amount paid in Tennessee? 

Mr. HARRIS. I will tell the Senator exactly the amount paid in 
Tennessee. That is exactly what I proposed to do. In another re- 

rt it is shown that the assessment against the lands of Tennessee was 
3569, 498; tax collected, $381,534.57; balance claimed to be due, $287,- 
963.43. And in a report going into all the details it is shown that there 
was paid by the people of Tennessee and the sales of the lands of Ten- 
nessee the round sum of $815,000. That is the state of facts as shown 
from the record, and it will cause me no difficulty whatever to find the 
people who paid it or the representatives and descendants of the people 
who paid it. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, in the States which did not assume the 
payment of this debt under the provisions of the act of 1861 and did 
not receive the 15 per cent. credit by way of commission the state of 
case mentioned by the Senator from Tennessee prevails. I had over- 
looked the fact thatin the State of Tennessee there was a collection by 
the Federal Government from citizens themselves without the interven- 
tion of the State and without the State receiving the 15 per cent. for 
collection. 

Mr. HARRIS. That is true. . 

Mr. VEST. But that is not the case in any of the Northern States, 
except in Delaware, which I believe paid the whole amount without 
taking the 15 per cent.; but in the other States, as in my own, for in- 
stance, the State authorities availed themselves of that provision in the 
law of 1861, collected the money in their own way from their own peo- 
ple, paid it into the Treasury of the United States, and received 15 per 
cent. for doing it. As a matter of course in those cases it is impossi- 
ble in the nature of things that the people who paid that tax should 
receive it back, and I repeat that with the exception of those portions 
of the Southern country where the assessment was made directly by 
the Federal Government upon individuals, without the intervention of 
the State government, not one dollar of this money will go back to the 
people who paid it under the law of 1861. It is, so far as legitimate 
argument is concerned, simply a proposition to pay back to the States 
that availed themselves of the 15 per cent. provision of the act of 1861 
the amounts which they paid, aggregating nearly $17,500,000, to be 
applied by those States to whatever purposes their Legislatures may 
deem necessary and proper. 

There can be no reasonable pretense that the payment is to the peo- 
ple who paid the money. The State of Missouri would under this bill 


receive back $646,000. She can take it to-morrow and apply it to in- 
ternal improvements, to educational purposes, to any purpose thatcomes 
within the purview of the State constitution. 

Mr. President, if to-day the Government of the United States were 
pressed for money this bill would not receive enough support in either 
House of Congress to make it respectable. There can be no more glar- 
ing and distinct illustration of the danger of a surplus in the Treasury 
such as exists now than the successful issue which has been had in this 
legislation. There is not a Senator here who does not fealize that there 
is not one of us who has not been approached in behalf of all sorts of 
legislation—I will not characterize it in other terms—to take money 
out of the Treasury upon the ever- ready argument, There is asurplus 
there and we must get rid of it, and we might as well have it out for 
this as for anything else. 

Sir, I do not propose, for $646,000 even, to give up the convictions 
of my whole life as to the power of Congress in a case like this. I do 
not propose, no matter what clamor may be made at home (and I ar- 
rogate to myself no more courage than other public men), to stultify 
myself and give up what I believe to be the essential principles of the 
Constitution of my country in order to put at the disposition of the 
Legislature of Missouri $646,000 or any other amount, 

If the doctrine upon which this bill is framed be correct, all I have ever 
held dear in political history and all to which I have devoted my life 
and propose to devote the remaining hours of it goes for nothing; this 
is a Government with unlimited power of appropriation for any pur- 
pose that Congress may deem general, and the limitations of the Con- 
stitution which I believe to be necessary to constitutional liberty are 
“sound and fury, signifying nothing.“ 

“Mr. President, upon this motion I ask for the yeas and nays. 

Mr, SHERMAN. Mr. President, I do not think it my duty to reply 
to the Senator from Missouri. The text of this bill has been passed by 
both Houses of Congress and is beyond our reach, and it seems to me 
it is unusual, perhaps almost unexampled, to debate a measure that 
has been submitted to a conference where the text ofthe bill has been 
agreed to P a large majority of both Houses. The only propositions 
considered by the committee were two, one a mere formalamendment 
allowing offsets to be counted as payments, a very proper one, which 
was agreed to by the Senate; and the other was a proposed appropria- 
tion of $850,000 to be paid to citizens of South Carolina as a refund to 
the persons whose lands had been sold to the United States for direct 
tax. There was equity at the base of this proposition, but we thought 
as the provision was passed in the House it was subject to many ob- 
jections and changes. 

The committee of conference devoted their whole attention, not to the 
subject-matter of the direct tax that the Senator from Missouri has been 
discussing—we considered that as having passed beyond our jurisdic- 
tion—but to the question presented by the House amendment of how 
much should be paid to the owners of the lands in South Carolina which 
were taken under the direct-tax sale, bought in by the United States 
and resold by the United States, and to what other provision should be 
made for the payment to the original owners of those lands, After a 
long conference and full examination of that question we came to the 
conclusion that the amendment proposed by the conference in the fourth 
section of the bill was a substantially equitable disposition of that con- 
troversy. I believe that is the gen opinion of every one who has 
examined it. That is all there is about it. 

As to the question discussed by the Senator from Missouri, if Ishould 
open that debate anew it would only be to discuss over again propo- 
sitions that were decided at the last session of Congress. The House 
of Representatives debated it along time and acted upon it by a very 
large majority, and in the Senate I believe the vote was almost unani- 
mous. It is simply the refund of taxes paid into the Treasury of the 
United States that the Government has been unableon account of civil 
war and for other causes to fully collect. The entire text of the bill is 
based simply upon the equity of paying back to the States that paid 
their assessments and to individuals in other States the amounts that 
they severally paid. It is simply based on that equity in those cases 
and to relieve the States that failed to pay from the charges on the 
Treasury books against them, an account which is required by Jaw to 
be opened, and the law requires also that every sum of money due to 
any State shall be applied to the credit of that account. This has 
created a serious embarrassment in all the transactions between the 
States that have not paid the direct tax and the General Government. 

This is a bill of peace and quiet, rendering substantial justice not 
only as between the States, but as between individual citizens whose 
property was taken and sold for direct taxes. There is not even, in 
my judgment, the dignity of a constitutional question in regard to our 
power over the public money, over this money collected from taxes, be- 
cause, after all, it is only the same money in the Treasury that was 
paid there by either States or individuals, and to refund that money, 
either because we think it right or because we were unable to enforce 
a tax plainly constitutional, but which on account of civil war could 
not be enforced; and therefore we put all the States and citizens in 
statu quo as far as possible, and do all the justice that can be done. 

I propose, therefore, unless some Senator wishes to debate it, to 
move 

Mr. HARRIS. I wish to ask the Senator from Ohio. in connection 
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with the exact point he is now upon, if it has not been the rule of the 
‘Treasury Department wherever a claim has been found due to any State 
against which any part of this assessment remains unpaid, to set off this 
assessment as against whatever claim the State had against the Govern- 
ment of the United States? x 

Mr. SHERMAN. Undoubtedly, and that has been a constant cause 
of irritation between the State authorities and the officers of the General 
Government. Every Secretary of the Treasury since the time of the 
war has recommended this solution of the question, including the pres- 
ent Secretary, whose letter I have on my table here. 

Mr. SAULSBURY.~ I desire to ask the Senator from Ohio whether 
the Supreme Court of the United States has not decided, upon that very 
question, that it was not competent to set off a tax levied upon the prop- 
erty of indviduals against any claim of the State? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do not want to go into that. I do not think it 
isn It has already been stated very fully by the Senator from 
Missouri. It is sufficient, however, to say that the law requires the 
executive officers to charge these amounts due to a State where they 
accrue under the 5 per cent. or other acts, to charge it on the Treasury 
books, and it has been done. The executive officers must follow the 
plain language of the law. There may be fine distinctions drawn by 
the courts in a particular case, but an executive officer must obey the 
law. Therefore, to relieve not only the officers of the Government, but 
the States themselves, from this constant source of irritation, the pay- 
ment of this money now lying idle in the Treasury is the simplest and 
easiest solution of the question. I therefore move to lay the motion to 
reconsider on the table, and on that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. HARRIS. Lask the Senator to withdraw that motion for a 
moment. - 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. HARRIS. I desire to say to the Senator from Missouri [MR. 
Vest] and to the Senate that with all his ability he can not be more 
emphatic in the denial of the power of Congress to donate money from 
the Treasury of the United States to any purpose whatever than I am 
inclined to be; but I have voted for the passage of this bill,and ina 
previous Congress for a similar bill, believing when doing so, as I believe 
now, that I was not voting to donate money out of the Treasury to any 
object whatever, to any State or to any individual. But we had a tax 
law that had been partially executed and only partially executed, and 
where the States or the people of the States were found to have not paid 
the full amount of the assessment the balances were charged up on the 
books of the Treasury against the respective States, and in a number 
of instances of States having just claims against the Government au- 
dited and ready for payment, instead of receiving the payment, the 
amount was set off as against this balance alleged to be due. Now, in 
order to equalize the collection and the enforcement of that tax law, we 
have either to go on to enforce and collect the unpaid balances or we 
have to refund the taxes already paid and release the balances remain- 
ing unpaid. With an overflowing I believe the policy of this 
bill will prove the wisest and the best, and hence I favor it. 

That is all I desire to say. 

Mr. HAMPTON. I ask the indulgence of the Senate to be permit- 
ted to make a statement. I have been requested by the commissioners 
appointed by South Carolina to make a statement of their position, 
and I can do it best by reading extracts from a letter which they ad- 
dressed to me. 

Before doing that, however, I wish to say, as representing in part 
South Carolina, which is very much interested in this bill, for the tax 
of 1862 bore very hard upon portions of my State, that while I accept 
the compromise proposed by the committee of conference, I do not think 
it goes far enough. I believe the amendment proposed by the House 
of Representatives would not nearly compensate the people in Beaufort, 
and Charleston also—for they both paid a large portion of it—for the 
amount of money that they have spent. 

I will quote two or three instances of the mode in which this money 
was collected in the Beaufort district: 

In one instance plantations which were assessed for taxation at $72,250 were 
sold to pay a tax of $296. On St. Helena the Government took 39,703 acres of land 
at a price of $13,000, while the assessed value was $115,492. assessed value 
of the property in the town of Beaufort was $515,700, and the United States 


bought every bit of it, excepting three lots, for $17,512. It is admitted that the 
lands which 


ve sold can not be recovered. The claim is that the owners 
of the property which was confiscated with or without the forms of law should 


be compensated for their losses. 


It will be seen, Mr. President, that even the $840,000 would be a 
very poor compensation to those people who lost that property; but I 
do not propose to enter into a discussion of that, and I will read the let- 
ter of the commissioners, Mr. Trescot and Mr. Earle: 


WASHINGTON, December 13, 1888. 


DEAR Sxxaron: When Senator BUTLER'S amendment to the direct-tax bill 
passed the Senate you were kind enough to say that it was without your knowl- 
edge, and that you would, if it ever came again before the Senate, express your 
opinion of its impropriety. 

The bill went to the House, and the Judiciary Committee to whom it was re- 
ferred struck out the amendment. 

The Committee of the Whole, however, restored the amendment without com- 
ment or o ion from any member, and the bill as returned to the Senate 
will therefore contain this amendment. 


But the bill from the House contains another and much more important 
amendment, 


Upon motion of Mr. ELLIOTT, of South Carolina, there has been added to the 
bill a provision by which $840,000 is to be paid to proprietors in the neighbor- 
hood of Beaufort as part compensation of their great losses by the enforced tax 


Now, we are informed that this amendment, which goes considerably outside 
and beyond the principle of the direct-tax bill as passed by the Senate, may give 
rise to op ion in that body. 

We have done all that we properly could to remove tho objections to this 
amendment, and most earnestly hope that this just and generous action on the 
part of the House will be concurred in by the Senate. 

But we feel it our duty further to say to you that we feel bound to release you 
from any obligation you may feel under to us to revive any discussion in the 
Senate of Senator BuTLER’s amendment, 

if the renewed discussion of Senator BuTLER’s amendment would in the 
slightest degree risk the concurrence of the Senate in the bill which aftords this 
relief to the citizens of Beaufort, we must beg you to refrain from any further 
action in reference to it. 

The State is perfectly aware of the contract it made and how carefully and de- 
liberately it was made. What our services have been under the commission is 
familiar to all who have any knowledge of the history of the bill. We preferto 
trust entirely to the honor and good th of the State, rather than allow any 
risk to be run in securing the benefits of the bill as it stands to the people of 
South Carolina. 

With our thanks for the personal interest which you have manifested, we are, 


respectfull, 
5 W. H. TRESCOT, 
: W. E. EARLE, 
Commission. 

Hon. WADE HAMPTON, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
Vest] moves to reconsider the vote by which the Senate agreed to the 
report of the committee of conference on Senate bill 139. The Senator 
from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] moves to lay this motion on the table. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I withdraw the latter motion if we can have a vote 
on the first. I simply want to expedite matters. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs, then, on the 
motion of the Senator from Missouri to reconsider the vote by which 
the report of the committee of conference was agreed to. } 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Ihave no desire to delay action on this subject, 
but I wish to say a word before the vote is taken. 

When this matter was before the Senate in a previous Congress I ex- 
pressed myself rather fully in opposition to the whole measure. My 
views have not changed. I do not believe that there is any constitu- 
tional warrant in Congress to take money paid by the people into the 
Treasury of the United States and donate it to States or individuals. 
I shall vote, therefore, for the motion of the Senator from Missouri to 
reconsider the vote by which the report of the committee of conference 
was adopted, and I would defeat the whole measure, the report of the 
committee and the bill itself, if I could by my vote. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri on this 
question asks that the yeas and nays may be entered on the Journal, 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, so many gentlemen with whom I 
concur usually in my views of constitutional law have expressed them- 
selves as believing that this bill is unconstitutional that, having voted 
for it on its through the Senate, I feel impelled to state, very 
briefly indeed, two of the reasons upon which I acted in casting that 
vote. s 

If I agreed with the Senator from Missouri [ Mr. Vest] that this was 
a bounty given out of the Treasury to the different States, I should con- 
cur with him upon his constitutional point. But I think, sir, that this 
is a debt that the Government of the United States owes to these States. 
If not a debt which may be defined by some strict legal forms, it is a 
debt based upon very decided equities, and upon a wise and sound pub- 
lic policy connected with the very organization and purposes of the 
Government of the United States. The precedents in favor of such ap- 
propriations are numerous throughout the whole history of our legis- _ 
lation, commencing with the funding act of 1793, the Hamilton act, 
and running on down to the present session of Congress. 

The Government of the United States clearly has devolved upon if 
the duty of conducting public wars, wars with Indian tribes, wars with 
foreign nations, war with rebellious States, or whatever other wars may 
be called public wars, and that duty draws with it the obligatiou on 
the part of the Government of the United States to relieve any private 
citizen of excessive burdens that he may have encountered or been sub- 
jected to in assisting the Government to conduct the war, and equally 
it places upon the Government of the United States the obligation to 
relieve any State from like burdens. 

The war of the Revolution was a war of the States with the King- 
dom of Great Britain. It could not be designated as a war of a na- 
tional government in the strict sense of the word; the States themselves 
engaged in that rebellion—for it was a rebellion—and they prosecuted 
it to success, not merely through the Continental Congress and the or- 
ganization that it provided for raising money and for arming men, and 
so on, but the different States made large contributions ont of their 
own funds for the support and clothing of the soldicrs and providing 
them with hospital service in time of sickness. We did not hesitate 
in that case nor did we hesitate after the war of 1812 wis over to re- 
lieve the different States that incurred extraordinary obligations or lia- 
bilities from the expenses that they had thus incurred. We voted mill- 
ions upon millions of dollars at the close of every one of these public 
wars for the reimbursement to the States of the money that they ex- 
pended in support of the Government of the United States, thereby 
acknowledging and fixing in our statute law according to the whole 
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current of it the fact that an obligatiomhas been always recognized on 
the part of the United States Government to assume these extraordi- 
nary burdens and to equalize them through the agency of the Treasury 
of the United States. 

The war of the rebellion was a war against certain States that sep- 
arated and asserted that they were foreign to the Government of the 
United States and organized a separate confederacy. In that respect the 
Government of the United States was conducting as mucha foreign war 
as could be conducted in respect of any part of the territory of the United 
States. But it makes no difference as to its legality whether the war 
was a foreign war or whether it was domestic. It was the duty of the 
Government of the United States to conduct that war for the main- 
tenance of its own integrity, its own existence, and equally it was the 
duty of every State in the American Union that acknowledged alle- 
giance to the Federal Government to contribute as far as it was possi- 
ble, in accordance with acts of Congress, for the support of that Gov- 
ernment in the prosecution of that war. 

There were some of the States that did not contribute, some that 
could not be compelled to contribute because at that time the powers 
of the Government of the United States were not adequate to the ex- 
tension of its jurisdiction, either civil or military, across those States. 

Now that the matter has passed by the question remains, what is the 
obligation of these various States? The Senator from Missouri says 
that the obligation which rested according to law upon the seceding 
Southern States or those portions of them that were in control of the 
Confederate armies has been released, and that no lawyer would now 
contend that those States could be subjected to liability for the pay- 
ment of that money. 

Grant that that is so, yet the debt stands charged against them on 
the hooks of the Treasury, and the United States Government is col- 
lecting day by day some portion of that debt by withholding from these 
several States the payment of sums of money that otherwise would go 
to them. So there is a recognition, a continual subsisting ition 
of the right of the Government of the United States to retain this 
money for the purpose of settling up the balance of the unpaid part of 
these debts. Those States that made the contributions, whether they 
did it by direct taxation upon individuals or whether they did it by 
the State coming in and receiving the benefit of the 15 percent. allow- 
ance on assuming the debt and paying it, makes no difference. Those 
States are in equity, and they are according to public policy as recog- 
nized in all the statutes of the United = tates historically from the be- 
ginning of the Government down to the present time, entitled to be re- 
imbursed from the Government of he United States. 

I regard this as a debt, and I believe the obligation rests upon the 
United States Government equitably, morally, and as a part of the 
public policy of this Government, to pay the debt, and I vote this money 
for that p to pay this debt to the States. 

I find myself unable to discriminate between those acts of Congress, 
which are so very numerous, in which we have refunded to the States 
expenditures of a like kind under different circumstances and the ap- 
propriation that is now sought to be made. Whether we can follow 
these dollars, all of them, into the pockets of the particular individuals 
or their successors that may be entitled to them it seems to me does 
not weaken the attitude which subsists between the States and the Fed- 
eral Government upon this proposition that it is after all a debt of high 
moral obligation, a debt that has been ized continually in the 
history of the Government of the United States as one to which Con- 
gress ought rightfully to nd. 

I believe in the doctrine that all public wars of the United States are 
to be conducted by the Government of the United States, but when we 
have to call on either States or individuals for assistance in the stress 
of the times to which we may be subjected, I believe in the doctrine 
that the whole body of the people of the United States ought to con- 
tribute by taxation for the refunding of these expenditures. There- 
fore I have yoted for this bill and will still support it. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, we are not dealing with the tax that 
was assessed during the war, and that tax was not paid by the States, 
It was a tax of the United States levied upon the people of the United 
States, and in those instances where States paid the amount that fell 
upon the citizens in the jurisdiction over which they as States 
sided, it was still a United States tax, and the relation under the = 
stitution was between the United States and the tax-payer, and the 
payment was the payment, even though done by the authorities of the 
State, of a United States tax, and the money became a portion of the 
United States funds, and from the original assessment until the reali- 
zation of that assessment by the payment of the funds into the Treas- 
ury if was a transaction of the United States under and by virtue of 
its Constitution and in consonance with the relation existing between 
the Government and the citizen, not of the State, but of the United 
States. So this money never in any sense whatever, then or now, was 
or is State money, and it can not be the foundation of any State claim, 
and the repayment of this money to the several States is not the pay- 
ment of a State claim, but it is, if it is anything, the intrusting to these 
States of money which should be by them appropriated tothe citizens 
who made the payment, if they can find them. 

Mr. SPOONER. I desire, if the Senator will permit me, to call his 


attention to the fact that the Supreme Court of the United States has 
decided that when a State under this act assumed the indebtedness it 
became then a matter of contract between the United States and the 
State and a State debt to the United States, and the amount was raised 
by taxation as the State government raises any amount by taxation for 
the support of the government of the State. 

Mr. BLAIR. Precisely. That may be by virtue of an assignment 
by the State, but the point I am making is that the original relation is 
between the Government of the United States and a citizen of the United 
States, and all the equities exist as between the Government of the 
3 States and the identical citizen from whom the taxation was 

eriv: 

Mr. SPOONER. But the very act itself provided for the assump- 
tion of the debt by the States, and the moment any State assumed the 
debt it became a State debt and was paid by the taxation of the State; 
so there is no question of individual right in any case where the debt 
was assumed by the State. 

Mr. BLAIR. That can not be upon any principle farther than this, 
that the State becomes the agency through which the property of the 
citizen of the United States is placed in the funds of the Treasury of 
the United States; for this isa of the National Government 
for which the taxation itself is levied, and it is in the prosecution of a 
national purpose and in the imposition and execution of a national 
duty on the of a citizen of the United States that this money was 
taken from the property of the citizen of the United States, and all the 
equities are of that relation. 

Now, Mr. President, however that may be, we are not dealing with 
those funds at all, and there is no principle upon which it can be 
claimed that here is any legal claim of any State, because the point 
which the Senator from Wisconsin is making under the decision of the 
Supreme Court is in no wise relevant to the facts of this case. That 
has only relation to the collection of the tax; and whether I be right 
or whether I be wrong upon the sharp legal technicality, certainly I 
am right upon the equities as they exist between the United States 
and the citizen. Whether I be right on that or not, whether it be that 
if the State assumes the collection of the tax it then becomes a claim 
of the United States against the State, it is simply a claim upon the 
State at the uttermost for the collection and the realization of this tax, 
and when the State has 3 in accordance with a legitimate im- 
position of the tax by the United States to collect the money and to 
pay it over, it ceases then to be any portion of the State funds, and the 

tate has no legal claim upon those funds, for they belong to the United 
States. The State, by paying the tax, has simply paid adebt. There- 
fore, it is impossible, so far as concerns the facts upon which this bill 
is founded, that the States can have any 1 claim whatever. 

The fact that the Southern States or any of the Northern States failed 
either by the individuals in the State or by the State corporations them- 
selves to pay this tax does not give to those who discharged their duty 
under the Constitution and paid their tax any right to recall it or any 
claim to recover it from funds in the Treasury either then or at any 
subsequent period of time, whether it be within any reasonable 
of limitation or at any time prior to the general dissolution of the Gov- 
ernment itself. * 

Now, Mr. President, let us see how this Government necessarily, to 
deal with it as a matter of principle, must operate. Here are certain 
of the States, war existing, they in rebellion, for certain causes fail to 
pay taxes legitimately assessed upon them by the United States. So 

as the parties in this case are concerned, the 8 involved 
would have been the same had they failed for any other cause, whether 
from poverty or from technical disputes arising as to the legalities and 
f ities of the assessment. They failed to pay their debt. The 
purpose of the Government to obtain the nati object which it was 
then necessary vigorously to prosecute, to wit, the war itself for the 
maintenance of the Union—that purpose had to be carried out, fands 
had to be derived from some source, and so it came to pass that the 
means for the prosecution of the war, which, as I understand, cost not 
far from $8,000,000,000 in the whole, were levied upon and were paid 
by the Northern States to the amount of about $5,000,000,000, during 
and so soon succeeding the events of the war itself that the Southern 
States paid next to nothing upon that tremendous amount—five-eighths 
of the entire cost of the prosecution of the war for the suppression of 
the rebellion thus paid by Northern States before the people of the 
South resumed the payment of taxcs to the United States. 

The Southern States had these charges against them of a tax assessed 
after the opening and during the prosecution of the war, as legally as- 
sessed upon them as was the taxation upon any of the Northern States 
for the prosecution of the war, and now we come to a period of time, a 
quarter of a century Jater, when we propose to discharge that unpaid 
debt of these Southern and propose to.refand to the Northern States 
who paid their proportion of that same taxation for the prosecution of 
this great end. e propose to refund to them that identical taxation 


corresponding to that which we remit in the case of the Southern States; 
and we say that is an act of justice; and the whole bill is placed upon 
the ground that it is an act of justice and equity. 

I ask you to draw any distinction in equity, or in any other way, be- 
tween money and tax levied by the General Government in the case of 
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this bill, a per capita tax upon the people in the States of the country 
for the prosecution of the war—any distinction whatever between 
moneys thus obtained and money obtained for the purposes of the prose- 
cution of that same war by internal-revenue taxation, or customs taxa- 
tion, or income tax, as the case may be. 

The principle asserted is that we will free the Southern States from 
the obligation to pay this particular tax legitimately assessed, and as 
an offset to that favor which we do to them, in thus releasing this taxa- 
tion to obtain money to be expended in the prosecution of the war, 
we will release the Northern States who paid their portion of the same 
identical tax, a tax which in its objects and purposes was precisely the 
same as all the taxation that was imposed ante and since the war. 
There is no distinction between a dollar after you have paid it into the 
Treasury, whether it be assessed and collected in the way this was 
assessed and part of it collected, or whether it be assessed by virtue of 
tariff regulations and collected under the provisions of a tariff or an 
internal-revenue law. It is all one common mass commingled in the 
Treasury, and you can not identify this money and say that it was de- 
rived and is to be used upon ayy different principle or object by reason 
of the fact that it was collected one way or the other way. 

Now, sir, the point I wish to make is this—and I call the attention 
of our Southern and Northern friends to it—that we are here creating 
a precedent by virtue of which we can go back to the taxation and the 
expenditure of the whole war, and ought to if this bill is to pass, and 
reassess and reapportion the entire amount of the expenditure of the 
war which we have already paid, at least $5,000,000,000 if Iam cor- 
rect in my estimate and my recollection. The best authorities fix the 
entire expenses of the war at $8,000,000,000, of which we paid five 
billions out of taxes before its close, the public debt at the close of the 
war or soon after the war being about $2,800,000,000, or practically 
$3,000,000,000. I say the principle we are establishing here will re- 
quire us to go back and to reapportion that part of the war expendi- 
tures which we have already paid out of the funds of the North, and 
call upon our friends at the South to pay their proper proportion of 
that $5,000,000,000. Why not? And in the future, from time to 
time as we have a surplus, and we should impose taxation expressly 
for that purpose if we can not get the money in any other way, we are 
under obligation, I say, to collect the necessary money to pay to the 
Northern States their part or proportion which they paid beyond that 
which properly should devolve upon them in the expenses of that great 
war. ‘There is no sort of question, as a matter of principle, that we go 
that far in the enactment and passage of this bill. 

But, Mr. President, my opposition to this bill—these being some of 
the reasons—is mainly because of the danger, the unknown that lies 
in it. My opposition to this bill as a practical measure was from the 
beginning and is now perhaps principally because I do not believe in 
its constitutionality. Ido not believe we have any right to take this 
money or give it to the States in this way. I do believe in the largest 
freedom of the exercise of the discretion of the Government for the 
promotion of the penera welfare, but no mortal man can say that takin 
this money out of the Treasury in the way in which we are taking an 
giving it to these States without conditions, without any designation 
of the pu to which it shall be sopira by the States, whether to 
public education or to any other public e erste the taking of 
these seventeen millions of money out of the public Treasury and send- 
ing it to the States without any specification of the purposes for which 
they shall apply it—nobody can say that this is a just and constitu- 
tional exercise of the powers of this Government. Everybody concedes 
this money now in the Treasury is not the money derived from this old 
tax and that it is the money of the United States, and the States have 
no claim upon it. We can not pay it out under the Constitution un- 
less it be for the prescribed pu: mentioned in the Constitution or 
that great general purpose in which we have discretion; that is to say, 
for the promotion of the general welfare. If we do not in this bill 
make it necessary that the States shall con seer this money for any 
purpose whatever we give it to them as freely as the air, just like the 
wind circulating over our continent, and they treat this money precisely 
us their own without any conditions whatever imposed upon its use by 
us as the fiduciary agents of the United States. Ido not believe in 
that regard certainly this bill can possibly be justified or that it can be 
held to be constitutional. 

But, as I was about to say, I haye opposed this bill as a practical 
measure, because so long as obligations exist upon the records of the 
country against some of the States of this Union, as the Senator from 
Alabama has shown in his remarks just preceding what I now say, they 
have been an effectual offset to many a claim that this Government, as 
I believe, can not be properly called upon to meet at all; and when 
these charges are removed from the books you will find that these 
claims will be pressed and that they will bepaid. There is the cotton 
tax of about $70,000,000—and the illegality of which, I think, by the 
general consensus of opinion, is now admitted—which will be pressed 
for repayment by those States from which it was exacted during or 
subsequent to the war. But so long as these claims for unpaid taxa- 
tion were upon the statute-book of the country and upon the records 
of the Treasury Department those claims have slept. The of 
this bill will give them a resurrection which, in my belief, may result 


= the payment of many times the amount which this bill itself calls 
or. 

I stated the other evening reasons why I was op to the passage 
of this bill—the inequalities of the restitution and the fact that every 
dollar of this money now taken out of the Treasury must be replaced 
by fature taxation, and that it will fall upon the country at large with- 
ont any reference to the individuals to whom or the States, even, to 
which this restitution is to be made or to whom it equitably should be 
made. In that direction are a great many of the reasons to my mind 
which strongly militate against the passage of this bill. 

But I understand that we have now before us not the question of the 
passage of the bill; the question of reconsideration to be sure may raise 
one upon the general merits, but if that be withdrawn and the ques- 
tion is to be taken upon the adoption of the conference report there is 
no issue before the Senate but whether the South Carolina amendment 
is a desirable amendment. Am I correct upon that point? 

Mr. SHERMAN. There is nothing else before the Senate. 

Mr. BLAIR. There is nothing else before the Senate; then the dis- 
cussion upon the general merits of the bill is undoubtedly instructive 
to the country, though it is no obstacle to the passage of the bill. The 
question is upon the validity or propriety and equity of the amend- 
ment of the House in the interest of South Carolina, and upon that I 
suppose undoubtedly the committee is right. 

Mr. HARRIS, Will the Senator from New Hampshire allow me to 
suggest to him, though I shall vote against the reconsideration and in 
favor of the passage of this. bill, that unless the conference report is 

reed to the bill is defeated? He is drifting, as I understand from 
his remarks, into a parliamentary mistake. 

Mr. SHERMAN. As there is one minute left before 2 o’clock and 
other business may intervene, with theconsent of the Senate I will now 
renew my motion to lay upon the table the motion to reconsider, which 
will at once bring us to a vote. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ohio moves to lay 
upon the table the motion of the Senator from Missouri to reconsider 
the vote 

Mr. SHERMAN. If the Senator from Missouri wants the yeas and 
nays, we can have them on this motion. 

Mr. VEST. Why not take the vote directly upon the motion to re- 
consider ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I shall be cutoff at? o'clock. I call for the yeas 
and nays. 

A xr HARRIS. I suppose we can take the vote now without further 
ebate. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If that can be done, I shall withdraw the motion 
to lay on the table. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The yeas and nays having been or- 
dered on the motion to reconsider, the roll-call will proceed. 

Mr. BERRY. What is the question? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion to re- 
consider the vote by which the Senate agreed to the report of the com- 
mittee of conference. The motion to lay on the table E withdrawn, 

The Secretary proceeded to call the rol). Š 

Mr. BLACKBURN (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON]. In his absence I with- 
hold my vote. 

Mr. COKE (when Mr. COCKRELL’S name was called). Iam paired 
with the Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL]. If he were here, he 
would vote ‘‘nay,’’ and I should vote yea.“ 

Mr. EDMUNDS (when his name was called), I am paired with the 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HoAR]. If he were present, I should 
vote yea, and he would vote ‘‘nay.”’ 

Mr. EVARTS (when his name was called), I am usually paired 
with the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGan], but as I understood 
him to express his opinion in favor of the report, I shall vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. WILSON J. If he were present, 
I should vote nay.” 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. PALMER. Iam paired with the Senator from North Carolina 
[Mr. VANCE]. I understand from the other Senator from North Car- 
olina [Mr. Ransom] that his colleague, if present, would vote in favor 
of this bill. This question being on reconsideration, I feel at liberty to 
vote, and therefore vote nay.” 

Mr. CHANDLER. I have been requested to announce the pair of 
the Senator from Illinois [Mr. CuLLom] with the Senator from Dela- 
ware [Mr. Gray]. The Senator from Illinois, if present, would vote 

nay,” 

The result was announced—yeas 8, nays 42; as follows: 


YEAS—8. 
Berry, Call, Pugh, Saulsbury, 
Blair, Jones of Arkansas, Reagan, Vest. 
NAYS—12. 
Allison, Butler, Davis, Farwell, 

à Cameron, Dawcs, Frye, 
Blodgett, Chandler, Dolph, Geo 
Bowen, Colquitt, Eustis, Gibson, 
Brown, iel, Evarts, Gorman 
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Hale, Ingalls, x Platt, Ste 
eon McPherson, Ransom, Stock 
ma is, 3 — 8. Seca 
awley, orga: er, 
Hearst, : Morrill,” SLAPA, 
Hiscock, Palmer, Spooner, 
ABSENT—26. 
Aldrich Edmunds, Paddock, Tarpi 
eck, 0 Faulkner, Pasco, r Ven 
Blackburn, Gray, Payne, Voorhees, 
i Hoar, Plumb, Wilson of Iowa, 
Cockrell, Jones of Nevada, Quay, W. of M 
ke, Kenna, Riddleberger, 
lom, Manderson. Stanford, 


So the motion to reconsider was not agreed to. 
SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate resumes the considera- 
tion of the unfinished business, being the resolution reported by the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections in relation to Congressional 
elections. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask that that be laid aside informally, in order 
that the Senate may proceed to the consideration of the sundry civil 
appropriation bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa asks unan- 
imous consent that the unfinished business be informally laid aside, 
and that the Senate may proceed to the consideration of House hill 
12008, Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill (H. R. 12008) making appropriations for sundry civil expenses 
ae Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1890, and for 
other pu Š 

Mr. ALLISON. Before proceeding with the consideration of the 
bill I ask unanimous consent that the formal reading be dispensed 
with, and that the amendments reported by the Committee on Ap 
priations may be acted on as we proceed with the reading of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read at length, and 
the amendments reported by the Committee on Appropriations will be 
acted on as they are reached in the reading of the text, if there be no 
objection. The Chair hears none. 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the bill. The first amendment re- 
ported by the Committee on Appropriations was, under the head of 

‘Public buildings,’’ on page 2, after line 20, to insert: 

For court-house and post-office at Fort Scott, Kans.: For completion of build- 
ing, including suitable wainscoting and marble tiling in the principal rooms 
and corridors, $8,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 3, after line 16, to insert: 

pii court-house and post-office at Key West, Fla.: For protecting tħe site, 
The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, at the top of page 4, to insert: 

For court-house and post-office at Oshkosh, Wis.: For an additional amount 
in order to substitute oak finish for white-pine finish in the building, $1,600, to 
be immediately available, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 4, after line 12, to insert: 

'or court-house and ffice at Syracuse, N. Y.: For constru: 
Fa in said building, 500. oF pe 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next ameadment was, on page 4, after line 21, to insert: 

For marine hospital at Vineyard Haven, Mass.: For the purchase of land ad- 
jacent to the grounds of the hospital and for the uses of the same, $1,250, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 5, after line 3, to insert: 

For building for Bureau of Engraving and Printing: For crectionof an out- 
building, $23,000; for repairs of main building, including painting of iron-work 
around grounds, $5,450; in all, $28,450. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 5, line 16, after the word De- 

rtment,’’ to insert ‘‘including marine-hospital buildings;” and, in 

ine 17, before the word thousand, to insert and twenty-five;’’ so 
as to make the clause read: 


For repairs and preservation of public building: Repairs and 3 of 
custom-houses, court-houses, post-offices, and other public buildings under con- 
trol of Treasury Department, including marine-hospital en $225,000; 
and the Secretary of the Ka shall report to Congress at its session a 
statement of the expenditure of the appropriation for repairs and rvation 
of 9 buildings for the fiscal year 1889, showing on what pu buildings 
said appropriation was expended and the number of persons employed and paid 
salaries therefrom, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 5, line 24, before the word ap- 
proved,“ to strike out prepared or; in the same clause, on page 6, 
line 2, after the words have been,” to strike out purchased and 


paid for’’ and insert finally selected;’’ and in line 8, after the word 
“ building,” tostrike out as the limit of the cost of the site and build- 
ing, after the site shall have been paid for” and insert ‘‘ exeluding 
cost of site; so as to make the clause read: 


That hereafter no plan shall be approved by the Secreta 
any public building authorized by Congress to be erec! 


of the Treasury for 
until after the site 


therefor shall have been finally selected; and he shall not authorize or approve 
of any plan for org such building which shall involve a greater expenditure in 


the completion of such building, including heating apparatus, elevators, and 
approaches thereto, than the amount that l remain of the sum s. ed in 
law authorizing the erection of such building, excluding cost of site. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 6, to strike out the clause from 
line 11 to line 18, inclusive, as follows: 

That hereafter commissions shall not be paid for disbursements on account of 
construction of public buildings except for moneys actually handled and paid 
out by disbursing agents; and payments for buildings constructed under con- 
tract, and forsites therefor, shall be made by the Treasury Department at Wash- 
ington, D. C., by or checks payshie to the contractors for the buildings 
and grantors of sites, or their legal representatives. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 6, line 20, after the word“ build- 
ings,” to insert other than for life-saving stations and pier. head 
lights;’’ in line 23, before the words public buildings, to insert 
Auch;“ and after the words public buildings,“ to strike out other 
than for life-saving stations and pier-head lights;’’ so as to make the 
clause read: 

That hereafter all legal services connected with’the procurement of titles to 
sites for public 8 other than for life-saving stations and pier-head lights, 
shall be rendered by United States district 5 ‘Provided further, That 
hereafter, in the procurement of sites for such public buildings, it shall be the 
duty of the Attorney-General to require of the grantors in each case to furnish, 
free of all expense to the Government, all requisite abstracts, official certifica- 
tions, and evidences of title that the Attorney-General may deem necessary. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations for “‘light-houses, 
beacons, and fog-signals,’’ on page 7, after line 4, to insert: 

Mount Desert Rock fi „Maine: For establishing complete a fog-signal 
upon Mount Desert Rock, off the coast of Maine, $4,500. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, on page 7, after line 7, to insert: 

Bear Island light-station, Maine: For building a new keeper's dwelling at 
Bear Island light-station, Maine, $3,750. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 7, after line 10, to insert: 

Great Duck Island light-station, Maine: For establishing a light and fog- 
signal on Great Duck or Long Island, Maine, $30,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 7, after line 13, to insert: 

Steam-tender for the first light-house district: For a new steam-tender for 
service in the first light-house district, $85,000; said amount to be expended un- 
der the direction of the Secretary of the ury: Provided, That the construc- 
tion of said tender shall be let to the lowest msible bidder after advertise- 
ment, and said tender shall be built in an can ship-yard, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 7, after line 20, to insert: 

Great Round Shoal light-ship, Massachusetts: For establishment of a light 
ship with a fog-signal to mark the channel through Great Round Shoal, near 
Nantucket, Mass., $60,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 7, after line 24, to insert: 

Dumpling Rock light-station, Massachusetts: For building a new dwelling 
for the keeper at Dumpling Rock light-station, entrance to New Bedford Har- 
bor, Massachusetts, $3,750. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, on page 8, after line 3, to insert: 

Bird Island light-station, Massachusetts: For building a new dwelling for 
the keeper of Bird Island light-station, entrance to Sippecan Harbor, Manon: 
chusetts, $3,750, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 8, after Jine 7, to insert: 

Steam-tender for the second light-house district: Fora new steam-tender for 
service in the second light-house district, $80,000; said amount to be expended 
under the direction of the Secretary of the Treasury: That the con- 
struction of said tender shall be let to the lowest responsible bidderafter adver- 
tisement, and said tender shall be built in an American ship-yard. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 8, after line 14, to insert: 

Beaver Tail fog-signal, Rhode Island: For the purchase of land uired for 
the Beaver Tail (Rhode Island) fog-signal station, and the payment of the nec- 

urease, 


essary expenses incidentto such p thesum of $3,500, or so much thereof 
as may be necessary, 


Mr. ALLISON. In line 18 of the amendment, before the words 


“three thousand, I move to strike out the sum of. 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was on page 8, after line 19, to insert: 

Staten Island depot, New York: For continuing the construction of the sea- 
wall at the general light-house depot at Tompkinsville, Staten Island, New 
York, $40,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 8, after line 23, to insert: 


Sandy Hook light-ship, New Jersey : For the construction and establishment 
= — ht-ship at a fog-signal, for the Sandy Hook station, entrance to New 
or) r, 800,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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The next amendment was, on page 9, after line 5, to insert: 

Shark's Fin Shoal t-station, Maryland: Forestablishi light on Shark's 
Fin Shoal, ä the place 2. Clay Island light, $25,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 9, after line 8, to insert: 


Greenb Point Shoal light-station, Maryland: For establishing a light on 
poe 5 Point, Maryland, to replace the one on the point, $25,- 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 9, after line 12, to insert: 


Chincoteague buoy-depot, Virginia: For the purchase of additional land for 
site, and for repairs io the buoy-depot at Chincoteague Island, Virginia, $1,250. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 9, after line 16, to inser:. 

Portsmouth vor FT 4 bind For the purchase of additional land for the site 
light- 


of the Portsmout: use depot, Virginia, including about 96 feet of water 
front, $10,000. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


‘The next amendment was, on page 9, after line 20, to insert: 

Bush’s Bluff light-ship, Virginia: F. tablishi light-ship andfog-signal 
‘hae aes Bush's Bluff Shoal, Elizabeth River, * vo, in addition to 
the balance remaining of the appro by the act approved March 3, 
1885, for a light-house and fog-bell on Bush's Bluff, which is hereby made avail- 
able for the same purpose, $40,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 10, after line 3, fo insert: 


Diamond Shoallight-station, North Carolina: For the establishment of euhe 
on Outer Diamond Shoal, off Cape Hatteras, North Carolina, $500,000: Pro- 

vided, That the contract for the construction of the same may be let, in the dis- 
cretion of the Light-House Board, with the approval ofthe Secretary of the Treas- 


ury. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I should like to ask the chairman of the com- 
mittee to make a statement about this light-station. Here is a very 
large sum to be appropriated, and I do not find in the report of the 
committee accompanying the bill any explanation of the proposed ex- 
penditure. I see the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. Ransom] is 
present. It seems to me it would be well to have some explanation of 
80 large an expenditure for this light-station. I would like to inguire 
of the chairman of the committee why it is that this light is so expen- 


sive. 

Mr, ALLISON, This light is to be placed off the shoal, I think 
about 8 or 9 miles from the shore of Diamond Shoals, The light 
is sunk in the sand, and to be built out in the ocean, and will cost 
a very large sum of money. It has been repeatedly estimated for 
by the Light-House Board and urged by commercial people, and I 
have no doubt that the amount appropriated here will be required to 
construct this light. It was reported favorably upon by the Commit- 
tee on Commerce I think twice, this year and last, and the bill au- 
thorizing this light passed the Senate, but has not yet passed the other 
House. It will be a very expensive structure when completed. The 

urpose is to sink a caisson in the sand about 8 miles from shore and 
Mi it with concrete, making the foundation for this light. I think it a 
very necessary light, although it is expensive. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I should like to ask the chairman of the com- 
mittee whether, from investigation which the committee have made, 
he believes it can be erected fora half million dollars, or whether, when 
it comes to preparation upon one of the shoals off the coast of North 
Carolina for laying the foundation of a light of this sort, it is not likely 
to take not only $500,000 but twice $500,000? 

Mr. ALLISON, The Senator from North Carolina [Mr. RANSON] 
is more familiar with the details of this than I am, but the naval sec- 
retary of the Light-House Board stated to the committee in an exam- 
ination which I think is among the papers here, that the board had 
consulted with distinguished engineers as to the cost of this light and 
that two or three parties were willing to undertake its construction for 
the sum named in this amendment. I believe myself that it can be 
done if the work is a successful one, but it may be that a contractor 
who would take the contract to put in this light for $500,000 would 
lose money in the end, I think myself it is something of an experi- 
ment to build this light as is , but it isof so much importance 
that I think the Government ought to appropriate the money, 

I will say that the general plan, as I understand it, is to construct 
substantially a cireular caisson of 2-inch plate-iron and sink it in the 
sand as far as it can be sunk. The diameter of this caisson will be 
about 53 feet, as we are informed by the naval secretary, and it is ex- 
pected that it can be sunk in sand 45 feet and thus make a permanent 
and substantial foundation for this light. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Is it expected that it will stop at 45 feet, or what 
is there to prevent it from keeping going on down? 

A Mr. ALLISON. They hope to secure a solid foundation at that 
epth. 

Mr. RANSOM. Mr. President 

Mr. CHANDLER. I should like to inquire, before the Senator from 
North Carolina proceeds, whether this is the same appropriation which 
the Senator from North Carolina got through the Senate at the last ses- 
sion of ? Ihave a recollection that the Senator took the floor 
here and in about five minutes obtained an appropriation of something 
like half a million dollars for a light-house off Hatteras. I am aware 


that that appropriation did not become a law, butI remember very well 
its going throngh the Senate. Is this the same light or an additional 
one 

_ Mr. RANSOM. If I may inform the Senator from New Ha 

it isthe same appropriation. The bill to which he alludes passed the 
Senate without dissent, but has not been acted on in the House of Rep- 
resentatives, though it has been favorably reported by the Committee 
on Commerce there. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Is the amount the same? 

Mr. RANSOM. The amount is the same. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I had the impression that in the bill which the 
Senator succeeded in getting through without dissent, as I believe 
his admirable and brief speech on the subject, there was.an appropri- 
ation of only $450,000. 

Mr. RANSOM. No, sir; it was for $500,000. 

Mr. CHANDLER. And that has not become a law? 

Mr. RANSOM. It has not become a law. 

Mr. CHANDLER. ‘This, then, is the same proposition ? 

Mr. RANSOM. The same proposition. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, just one word. If it costs $1,000,000 
it should be built. Even if it should cost a million and a half of dol- 
lars it should be built. It is the most dangerous spot to- day on the 
whole coast. There is an inland light on the shore. These reefs run 
away out eight or nine miles, and the inland light on the shore instead 
of being any benefit to strangers lures them almost onto these rocks. 
Ten days ago there wasa ship with a cargo worth $125,000 that went 
down there and a dozen or fifteen lives were lost. There are more 
wrecks there than anywhere else. So, whatever the cost may be, the 
light should be built. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Undoubtedly Cape Hatteras is a point at which 
there are many wrecks and money should undoubtedly be expended 
liberally for the purpose of erecting lights at that point; but I sup 
that the Senator from Maine will admit that there may possibly bea 
limit to the expenditure which should be made in un to erect 
a lighthouse upon a sand shoal, and I suppose also that it may be ad- 
mitted that there is some limit beyond which we shonld not go out 
into the ocean to endeayor to build light-houses on shifting sand. 

I am just as much in favor of protecting the navigation off Hatteras 
as I am for protecting it off the coast of Maine or New Hampshire, but 
there certainly is a great deal of risk in going out into the open ocean 
where you can find no rock and und ing to sink caissons down 
into the sands of the deep fur the purpose of building a light-house 
thereon. 

I ask sincerely whether the gentlemen who have investigated this 
subject are not only of opinion that for protection of commerce 
there ought to be a light-honse there if it can be erected, but whether 
they e itcan be erected and made a permanent structure for any 
reasonable amount of money ? 

Mr. RANSOM. That question has been examined. ‘There is now a 
proposition ‘before the Light-House Board, and it has been submitted 
to both committees of this body—the Committee on Commerce and the 
Committee on Appropriations—in which one of the ablest firms in the 
country, under the advice of, perhaps, the most distinguished engineer 
in the United States, proposes to take the contract and insure its suc- 
cessful completion for the amount of money proposed to be a; iated. 
That is the best answer I can make to the suggestion of the Senator 
from New Hampshire, which, of course, is a proper one, for the Senate 
ought to know of it. 

Mr. GORMAN. This proposed light-house is considered by the board 
and by everybody engaged in commerce as probably the most impor- 
tant in the world, and the necessity for it everybody understands per- 
fectly.. The engineers have been investigating in order to ascertain 
whether it was possible to put up a structure that would stand, and I 
think there can be no question from the statements which have been 
presented that under the provisions of thebillasdranghted by the Com- 
mittee cn Appropriations this light can be constructed so as to be a 

t affair for $500,000. 

The PRESIDING OFEICER (Mr. PALMER in the chair). The ques- 
tion is on the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, on page 10, after lino 10, to insert: 

North River Bar beacons, North Carolina: For the establishment of lighted 
Heese p= apas through the dredged channel at North River Bar, North Caro- 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 10, after line 23, to insert: 

Stes mer for Light-House Service: For the construction of a small steel side · 
wheel steamer for light-house service in the sounds of North Carolina and ad- 
jacent waters, the sum of 835,000. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move to strike out the words the sum of.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. ‘The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, on page 11, after line 2, to insert: 

Bull's Bay beacon, South Carolina: For establishing a small beacon-light at 
Bull's Bay, South Carolina, $60, 
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The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 11, after line 5, to insert: 
Hilton Head range-beacons, South Carolina: For the purchase of — 


land and for shifting the Sp en ae at Hilton Head, entrance to Port Ro: 
Harbor, South Carolina, $5,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 11, after line 9, to insert: 

Fernandina Harbor e ye Florida: For the establishment of one or 
more sets of range-lights to guide into the harbor of Fernandina, Fla., $1,750. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 11, after line 13, to insert: 

: Fo de 

. ——— sets ee 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 11, after line 16, to insert: 

Pearl River light-station, Mississippi: For the establishment of a light on the 
east bank of Pearl River, opposite the draw in the railway bridge, $250, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 11, after line 19, to insert: 

Point Isabel light-station, Texas: For re-establishing the light at Point Isa- 
bel, entrance to Santiago, Tex., $8,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 13, after line 19, to insert: 

Point Betsey light-station, Michigan: For rebuilding the tower and dwelling 
at Point Betsey, east side of Lake Michigan, Michigan, $35,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 13, after line 22, to insert: 

Point Peninsula light-station, Mich‘ : For crib-work protection for boat- 
house and landing at Point Peninsula light-station, Michigan, $2,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, at the top of page 14, to insert: 


Depot for the ninth light-house district: For establishing a supply and buoy 


depot for the ninth light-house district, $50,000, 


The amendment was agreed to, 

The next amendment was, on page 14, after line 3, to insert: 

Steam-tender for the Great Lakes: For a steam-tender for service on the 
Northern 22 $85,000; said amount to be expended under the direction of 
the Secretary of the 7 hat the construction of said tender 
shall be let to the lowest responsible b; after advertisement, and that said 
tender shall be built in an American ship- yard. 

The amendment was agreed to. r 

Mr. ALLISON. Task unanimous consent to go back to line 20, on 


11. 

ei PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, it will be so 
ordered. 

Mr. ALLISON, The Senator from Texas [Mr. CoKr] calls my at- 
tention to the fact that it is necessary to purchase a small amount of 
land for the light-station at Point Isabel; and although the language 
of the amendment is the language of the estimate, it is perhaps better 
to add a few words there. I therefore move to insert after the words 
„Point Isabel“ the words: 


And purchasing land therefor. 


Mr. HALE, I do not object to the suggestion as a matter of extra 
prania, but I call the Senator’s attention to the fact that all legis- 
ation that has established lights has used precisely the language used 
here. Establishing a light” is giving the power to take the site and 
build the structure and establish it as a complete light, and the phrase 
is never put in to buy land and is not needed here in any way. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Does it give the authority to condemn land for 
establishing lights? 

Mr. HALE, It is a general authority. ‘‘Establishinga light” isa 
large and wide phrase that covers everything, necessarily including the 
purchase of the land. 

Mr. ALLISON. This possibly may be taken out of the general rule 
in view of the fact that it is the re-establishing of a light where one has 
been abandoned and there is some question about the purchase of prop- 
erty. I do not see the Senator from Texas in his seat. I think, how- 
ever, there can be no objection in this special case if the Senator from 
Maine will allow the words I have proposed to be inserted. 

Mr. HALE. The only harm it will do is to raise a doubt in other 
cases where those words are not inserted. 

Mr. GORMAN. I think the Senator from Iowa will remember that 
a light was established and the question was as to the purchase of the 
land. The light was discontinued. Without the words pent I 
doubt very much whether you could get possession of the lan It is 
so held by fhe Department, as I understand. 

Me ALLISON. Iask that the words I have proposed may be in- 
sert 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Senator from 
Iowa will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 11, line 21, after the words Point 
Isabel,“ it is proposed to insert and the purchase of land therefor;’’ 
80 as to read: 


Point Isabel light-station, Texas: For re-establishing the light at Point Isabel, 
and the purchase of land therefor, entrance to Hennes — Texas, $8,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, on page 14, after line 16, to insert: 
Columbia River light-ship, Oregon: For establishing a light-ship with steam 
fog-signal to mark the bar at the mouth of the Columbia River, Oregon, $60,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, at the top of page 15, to insert: 

San Pedro light-station, California: For establishing a light and fog-signal to 
mark the entrance to San Pedro Harbor, California, $5,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 15, after line 3, to insert: 

Point Sur light-station, California: For purchase of a right of way to the 
light-station, together with the right to use a spring of water, $1,500, or so much 
thereof as may be necessary. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations for ‘‘Life-Saving 
Service,’’ on e 17, to strike out the clause from line 21 to line 23, 
inclusive, as follows: 

For the establishment and maintenance of a refuge-station at or near Point 
Barrow, Alaska, on the Arctic Ocean, $15,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations for ‘‘ revenue-cut- 
ter service, on page 18, after line 17, to insert: 

For the establishment and maintenance of a refuge-station at or near Point 
Barrow, Alaska, on the Arctic Ocean, $15,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations for “‘ engraving and 
printing,“ before the word thousand, in line 25, on page 18, to strike 
out ‘‘sixty-three ’’ and insert ‘‘seventy;’’ so as to read: 

For labor and expenses of engraving and printing: For salaries of all neces- 
sary clerks and employés, other than plate-printers and plate-printers’ assist- 
ants, $370,000, tobe expended under the direction of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury. 

Mr. GEORGE. Is that the amendment which strikes out the pro- 
vision of the House reducing the royalty on the steam plate-printing 
presses in the Bureau of Engraving and Printing? 

Mr. ALLISON. This particular amendment simply increases the 
amount from $363,000 to $370,000. The amendment to which the 
Senator alludes is a little further on. 

Mr. GEORGE. Very well. I desire to call the attention of the Sen- 
ate to that amendment when we get to if. 

Mr. ALLISON, We shall get to it in a few moments, I will say to 
the Senator from Mississippi. 

Mr. HARRIS. This particular amendment, I would ask the Sena- 
tor from Iowa, does not affect the question as between the steam and 
the hand printing presses? 

Mr, ALLISON. In no sense. 

Mr. GEORGE, The one pending now? 

Mr. ALLISON. The one pending now. 

Mr. GEORGE. But we shall reach the one that brings that quos- 
tion up, directly ? 

Mr. ALLISON. We shall reach the amendment in a little while 
which will cause some comment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment in line 25. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, in the same clause, on page 19, line 
3, after the words notes of, to strike out larger denomination than 
those that may be’’ and insert large denomination in lieu of notes 
of small denomination;“ so as to make the proviso read: 


Provided, That no portion of this sum shall be expended for printing United 
States notes of large denomination in lieu of notes of small denomination can- 
celed or retired. 

to 


The amendment was 5 
The next amendment was, on page 19, line 12, after the word ex- 
ceeding,” to strike out 1 cent“ and insert ‘50 cents,” and in line 
14, before the word thousand,“ to strike out ‘‘ seventy-six ” and in- 
sert ‘‘ninety;’’ so as to read: 
For wages of plate-printers, at piece-rates to be fixed by the Secretary of the 
not to exceed the rates usually paid for such work, including the 
wages of printers’ assistants, at $1.25 a day each when employed, and for wages 
of printers’ assistants at steam-presses, at $1.50 a day each when employed, and 
for royalty at not exceeding 50 cents per thousand impressions for use of steam 
late-printing machines, $390,000, to be expended under the direction of the 
retary of the Treasury. 
Mr. ALLISON. I call the attention of the Senator from Mississippi 
[Mr. GEoRGE] to the pending amendment. 
Mr. GEORGE. Let it be passed over for the present. I want to 
look up some memoranda I have on the subject. 

Mr. ALLISON. ‘The Senator wishes to have it passed over? ; 
Mr. GEORGE. Let it be passed over withontaction. I find thatI 
can not lay my hand on some memoranda fhat I have. r 

Mr. ALLISON. I have no objection to that course. 2 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be passed over, 
if there be no objection. 

Mr. HAWLEY, The whole paragraph? 

Mr. ALLISON. Lask that the whole paragraph be passed over. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER, If there be no objection all the amend- 
ments in the paragraph will be passed over. 
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Mr. HARRIS. I desire to say to the Senator from Mississippi and 
the Senator from Iowa that I wish to be present when that paragraph 
is considered. Having served for five orsix months on a subcommittee 
to investigate that whole question, I desire to be present when is is con- 
sidered and acted upon by the Senate. 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope the Senator from Tennessee will be present, 
because it is an important amendment. 

Mr. HAWLEY. If it be passed over in that way, I suggest to the 
chairman of the committee that it be passed over until the bill is read 
through, that we may have some more definite time. I do not ask to 
as any time, but I ask that it be passed by until after the whole bill 

rea 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well; I will allow it to be passed over until 
the bill is read and the other amendments acted upon. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the bill will be pro- 
ceeded with. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, on page 20, line 16, before the word 
„thousand, to strike out ‘‘seventy-four’’ and insert eighty-nine;“ 
so as to make the clause read: 

For engravers’, printers’, and other materials, except distinctive paper, and 
for miscellaneous expenses, $189,000, to be expended under the direction of the 
Secretary of the ury. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the ap riations ſor Light-House 
Establishment,“ on page 21, line 10, after the words one hundred, 
to insert and fifty; so as to make the clause read: 


Salaries of keepers of 1 For salaries, fuel, rations, rent of quarters 
where ni and similar incidental expenses of not exceeding one thousand 
one hundred and fifty light-house and fog-signal keepers, $625,000, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 22, in the clause making appro- 
riations for lighting of rivers,“ in line 5, after the name New 
ork,” to insert the Raritan River, New Jersey; in line 9, before 
the word Florida,“ to strike out River and insert and Indian 
Rivers; after the words Puget Sound,“ in line 14, to insert Wash- 
ington Sound, and adjacent waters; and in line 20, before the word 
thousand,“ to strike out “ fifty and insert fiſty-fſour; so as to 
make the clause read: A 


Lighting of rivers: For establishing, supplying, and maintaining post-lights 
on o Hudson and East Rivers, New York; the Raritan River, New Jersey ; 
the Delaware River, between Philadelphia and Bordentown, N. J.; Connec- 
ticut River, Connecticut; the Elk River, Maryland; Cape Fear River, North 
Carolina; Savannah River, Geo’ ; St. John’s and Indian Rivers, Florida; at 
the mouth of Red River, Louis ; at Chicott Pass, and to mark nay le 
channel slong Grand Lake, Louisiana; on the Mississippi, Missouri, Ohio, 
Tennessee, Illinois, and Great Kanawha Rivers; on the Columbia and Willam⸗ 
ette Rivers, Oregon; Sacramento and San Joaquin Rivers, California; and on 
Puget Sound, Washington Sound, and nt waters, Washington Territory ; 
the Light-House being hereby authorized to lease the necessary ground 
for all such ts and beacons as are for temporary use or are used to point 
out changeable channels, and which in consequence can not be made perma- 
nent, $254,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. - 

The next amendment was, in theappropriations for ‘‘ Coast and Geo- 
detic Survey, on page 30, line 2, before the word thousand, to 
strike out twenty and insert ‘‘twenty-five;”’ so as to make the 
clause read: 


For ex) in ing on a preliminary survey of the frontier line between 
Alaska and British — in accordance with plans or projects approved 
by the Secretary of State, including expenses of drawing and pub! ion of 
map or maps, $25,000, said sum to continue available for expenditure nntil the 
same is exhausted. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 30, line 9, before the word ‘‘con- 
sent, to insert advice and;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

For superintendent, to be appointed by the President, by and with the advice 
und consent of the Senate, $6,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations for ‘‘ pay of office 
force” of the Coast and Geodetic Survey, on page 31, after line 19, to 
insert: 

For one chief accountant, $2,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 31, line 21, after the word for,“: 
to strike out two accountants at and insert one accountant; ” and 
in line 22, after the word“ dollars, to strike out each 83, 600; so 
us to make the elause read: 

For one accountant, $1,800. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, on page 32, line 22, after the words“ per 
annum,” to strike out two thousand seven“ and insert four thou- 
sand five; so as to make the clause read: 

For additional draughtsmen, at not exceeding $900 each per annum, $4,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on 33, line 13, after the word each, 
to strike out one thousand eight and insert two thousand seven; 
so as to make the clause read: 

For additional computers, at not exceeding $900 per annum each, $2,700. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, on page 34, line 5, after the word each,’’ 
to strike out one thousand eight and insert two thousand seven; 
so as to make the clause read: : 

For additional engravers, at nat exceeding $900 per annum each, $2,700. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 37, line 19, after the words one 
hundred and,“ to strike out “' thirty-two thousand seven“ and insert 
* thirty-six thousand five;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

Total for pay of office forcé, $136,505. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations for “‘ office expenses 
of the Coast and Geodetic Survey,’’ on 38, line 7, before the word 
‘‘ thousand,” to strike out ten“ and insert sixteen;“ so as to make 
the clause read: 

For copper-plates, chart-paper, printers’ ink, 2 zine, and chemicals ſor 
electrotyping and photographing; engraving, printing, photographing and 
electrotyping supplies; for extra engraving and drawing, and for photolitho- 
graphing charts and printing from stone for immediate use, $16,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 38, line 18, after the word office,“ 
to strike out ‘‘twenty-eight’’ and insert thirty-ſour;“ so as to make 
the clause read: 

Total general expenses of office, $34,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 39, line 16, after the words ‘‘Coast 
and Geodetic Survey,“ to insert: 

Except that when officers are detailed to do work away from their vessel under 
circumstances involving them in extra expenditure, the Superintendent may 


allow to any such officer subsistence at a rate not 1 81 per day for the 
period actually covered by such duty away from such vessel. 


So as to make the clause read: 


That no part of the money herein appropriated for the Coast and Geodetic 
Survey shall be available for allowance to civilian or other officers for sub- 
sistence while on duty in the office at Washington or to officers of the Navy 
attached to the Survey; nor shall there hereafter be made any allowance for 
subsistence to officers of the Navy attached to the Coast and Geodetic Survey, 
except that when officers are detailed to do work away from their vessel under 
circumstances involving them in extra expenditure, the Su; 
allow to any such officer subsistence at a rate not exceeding 
period actually covered by such duty away from such vessel, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 40, after line 8, to insert: 

Repairs, Smithsonian building : To make fire-proof the roof of the gothic chapel 
at the west end of the Smithsonian building and for other portions of the roof 
of said building, $17,500, to be expended under the e of the Architect of the 
Capitol according to the directions of the Regents of the Smithsonian Institution. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on 41, line 2, before the word thou- 
sand,” tostrike out ‘‘ thirty-five ” and insert ‘‘ forty-five;’’ so as to make 
the clause read: 

Preservation of collections of the National Museum: For the preservation, 
exhibition, and increase of the collection from the surveying and exploring ex- 
peditions of the Government, and from other sources, including salaries or com- 
pensation of all necessary employés, $145,000. ` 

The amendment was agreed to. : 

The next amendment was, on page 41, after line 7, to insert: 

N yE For postage- stamps and foreign postal- cards for the National Mu- 
seum, $1,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 41, after line 9, to insert: 


Purchase of Capron collection of Japanese works of art: For the purchase of 
the Capron collection of Japanese works of art, now on temporary de tin 


tendent may 
per day for the 


the National Museum at W. ngton, D. C., $10,000, or so much thereof as may 
be necessary. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, on page 42, line 2, before the word thou · 
sand,” to strike out ‘‘ thirty’’ and insert ‘‘ forty-five;’’ so as to make 
the clause read: 

Propagation of food-fishes: For the introduction by the United States Fish 
Commission into, and the increase in the waters of United States of food- 
fishes and other useful products of the waters, including lobsters, oysters, and 
other shell-fish, and for such general and miscellaneous ex ditures as the 
Commissioner of Fish and Fisheries may find necessary to the prosecution of 
his work, including salaries or compensation of all necessary employés, $145,- 
000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 42, to strike out the clause from 
line 3 to line 21, inclusive, as follows: 

For altering and fitting up the interior of the Armory building, on the Mall, 
city of Washington, now Suonpaa as a hatching station, for the accommoda- 
tion of the offices of the United States Fish Commission, and for general re 
to said building, ag Bes heating ap us, and for repairing an 
tending the outbuildings, $7,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, the 
same to be immediately available, and to be expended under the direction of 
the Architect of the ajisa; and for the pu above named the Secretary 


of the Smithsonian Institution is hereby requ to move from the second and 
third stories of this building all except such as are connected with 
taon 8 hereinafter named, under his control; and the workshops now 
in the secon: 


story of said 8 de transferred to and 5 
the third story thereof, And the itect of the Capitol is hereby to 
examine and make report to Congress at its next regular sé as to the prac- 
ticability and cost of constructing a basement story under National Museum 
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And in lieu thereof to insert: 

For altering, adapting, and extending the Armory building, on the Mall, in 
the city of Washington, for offices of the United States Fish Commission, in- 
eluding heating apparatus and other equipment, $10,000, or so much thereof as 
may be ee this sum to be immediately available, and to be expended 
under the direction of the Architect of the Capitol. And the Secretary of the 
Smithsonian Institution is hereby required to move from the said building all 

perties under his control. And the Architect of the Capitol is hereby directed 

to examine and make report to Con; at its next regular session, as to the 

1 and cost of constru g a basement story under the National 
useum building. 


The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, on page 43, line 20, after the word em- 
ployés,”” to strike out ‘‘ forty-three thousand nine hundred” and insert 

‘ forty-five thousand; so as to make the clause read: 

Maintenance of vessels: For the maintenance of the vessels and steam- 
launches of the United States Fish Commission, and for boats, apparatus, ma- 
chinery, and the other facilities required for use with the same, uding sal- 
aries or compensation of all necessary civilian employés, $45,000. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, on page 44, after line 22, to insert: 

Fish-hatchery in Lake County, Colorado: For the construction of a Govern- 
ment trout breeding and distributing station in Lake County, Colorado, $15,000, 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, at the top of page 45, to insert: 


Fish-hatchery, Maine: For the purchase of ground, construction of buildings 
and ponds, and purchase of equipment for fish-hatch and rearing stations 
near Craig’s Brook, Reed's Pond, and Branch Pond, e, $11,000, 


The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, on page 45, after line 5, to insert: 

Fish-hatchery on Lake Erie: For the purpose of establishing and equi a 
station at . point on Lake Erie, to be pp tan bre oe W 
3 of Fish and Fisheries, for taking spawn and the propagation of white- 


‘The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 45, line 23, after the word ‘‘ Oc- 
tober,“ to strike out ‘‘second’’ and insert ‘‘twelfth;’’ so as to make 
the clause read: 


The President of the United States is hereby authorized, in case of threatened 
or actual epidemic of cholera or yellow fever, to use the unexpended balance of 
the sum appropriated by the joint resolutions approved September 26 and Octo- 
ber 12, 1888, in aid of State and local boards or otherwise, in his discretion, in 
preventing and suppressing the spread of the same, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations ſor Interstate Com- 
merce Commission,“ on page 46, line 9, after the word dollars, to 
insert: 


So as to make the clause read: 


For all other necessary expenditures to enable the commission to give effect 
to, and execute the provisions of, the said act to regulate commerce, $159,000; 
in all, $200,000: Provided, That all expenses hereunder may be allowed and paid 
on the presentation of itemized vouchers therefor 1 by the chairman of 
the commission, and hereafter the commission shall submit to Congress, at the 
beginning of each regular session,a report in detail of all expenditures of the 
commission for the preceding year. 


Mr. ALLISON. I desire to modify the amendment by striking out 
the word hereunder,“ in line 10. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, un- 
der the head of ‘‘ Miscellaneous objects under the 
ment, on page 46, line 20, before the word thousand,“ to strike out 
50 and insert ‘*60;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

Paper and stamps: For paper for internal-revenue stamps, freight, and sal- 
3 2 . 8 and watchmen, 260,000 h 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 46, line 25, before the word 
„thousand,“ to strike out 25 and insert ‘‘50; so as make the 
clause read: 

Punishment for violations of internal-revenue laws: For detectingand bring - 
ing to trial and punishment persons ilty of violating the internal-revenue 
Jaws, or conniving at the same, including payments for information and detec- 
tion of such violations, $50,000 : and the Commfssioneriof Internal Revenue shall 
make a detailed statement to Con once in each year as to how he has ex- 

nded this sum, and also a detailed statement of all miscellaneous di- 
Suros 1 the Bureau of Internal Revenue for which appropriation is made in 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 47, after line 5, to insert: 

Prevention of manufacture and sale of adulterated food or drugs in District 
of Columbia: For expenses incident to enforcing the provisions of the act of 
October 12, 1888, entitled An act for the prevention of the manufacture or sale 
of adulterated foods or drugs in the District of Columbia,“ $5,000; one half of this 
sum to be paid from the revenues of the District of Columbia, and the other 
half from the Treasury of the United States, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was continued to line 21, on page 47. 


Mr. ALLISON. After line 21, on page 47, I move to add: 


Office of assistant treasurer, New York: For additional clerical force for the 
assistant treasurer, New York, $3,500, to be immediately available. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, on page 50, line 3, before the word 
„thousand,“ to strike out four hundred and ninety ” and insert five 
hundred and ſorty; so as to make the clause read: 

Pay of assistant custodians and janitors: For pay of assistant custodians 
and 3 3 personal services in connection with all public build- 


rtment outside of the District of Colum- 


e Treasury De 
shall so apportion this sum asto 


ings under control of t 
bia, $540,000; and the Secretary of the 
prevent a deficiency therein. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was stated to be, on page 51, line 6, after the 
word hospitals, to strike out included“ and insert ineluded.“ 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is that correct? 
Mr. ALLISON. Strike out the semicolon and insert a comma. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is no semicolon in the print 
before the Chair. 
Mr. ALLISON. Put the comma after included“ instead of before it. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Striking out the comma after hos- 
itals??“ 
ý Nr. ALLISON. Yes, and inserting it after included.“ 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Leaving the word ‘“‘included” to 


stand? 
Mr. ALLISON. Yes, sir. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That amendment will be made, 


The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, on page 52, after the words ‘‘coun- 
terfeit money, at the end of line 10, to strike out and other fraud- 
— . devices for using the United States mail; so as to make the clause 


Suppressing counterfeiting and other crimes: For the expenses of detecting 
and j 87 to trial and punishment dealers and pretended dealers in coun» 
terfeit money and persons engaged in counterfeiting Treasury notes, bonds, na- 
tional-bank notes, and other securities of the United States, as well as the coing 
of the United States, and other felonies committed against the laws of the United 
States relating to the pay and 5 laws, including $4,000 to make the neces- 
sary investigation of claims for reimbursement of expenses incident to the last 
sickness and burial of deceased pensioners under section 4718 of the Revised 
Statutes, and for no other purpose whatever, $64,000, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 53, line 17, after the word nec 
essary,’’ to insert: 
id out of the “i. i t fund” ided for in the act of A 
uly cada “ists aati maiaa ns Oe Me aac Ane 
So as to make the clause read: 


Enforcement of alien contract-labor, laws: For the purpose of carrying into 
effect the provisions of the alien contract-labor law approved February 26,1885, 
as amended by the acts approved February 23, 1887, and October 19, , and to 
defray the expenses which the Secretary of the Treasury is authorized to incur 
by the provisions of the last-named act, $50,000, or so much thereof as may be 
necessary, to be paid out of the “immigrant fund” — for in the act of 
August 2, 1882, entitled An act to regulate immigration.” 

The amendment was a to. 

The reading of the bill was continued to line 12, on 54. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move to add, between lines 12 and 13, on page 54, 
in capitals, ‘‘ Under the Department of State.“ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. As a head line? 

Mr. ALLISON. As a head line. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That amendment will be made. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, on 
page 54, after line 12, to insert: 

Removal of remains of Joel Barlow: To eal: chee their resting place near 
Cracow, in Poland, the mortal remains of Joel low, who was envoy extraor- 
Sun and minister 8 to the court of the First Napoleon, and who 
died in the discharge of his official duties, and to deposit sai remains in the 
family vault at Kalorama, in the District of Columbia, $1,000, or so much thereof 
as may be necessary. And the Secretary of State is hereby directed to take such 
order as is requisite for carrying out the purpose of this appropriation, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 54, after line 22, to insert: 

Binding manuscript papers: For the restoration, mount and binding of 
certain manuscript letters and papers of Washington, Hamilton Jefferson, Madis 
son, Monroe, and others, in the Department of State, relating to the early his- 
tory of the United States, $4,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 55, after line 3, to insert: 

International bureau for publication of customs tariffs: To meet the share 
of the United States in the annual expense of sustaining the international bureau 
at Brussels, for the translation and publication of customs tariffs, $2,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in the appropriations ſor public buildings 
under the Department of the Interior,’’ in line 15, before the word 


thousand, to strike out 35 and insert 39; so as to make the 
clause read: 


For the Capitol: For work at Capitol, and for general re thereof, in- 
cluding wages of mechanics, laborers, and fresco-painter, $39,000, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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Mr. ALLISON. From the committee, on page 55, after line 15, I 
move to insert: 
To i the tilation of the room occupied the Court, ac- 
eean yas spies At peer the court, the work to eg — er the direction 
tect of the Capitol, $2,500. 
“the amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, on 
page 55, after the amendment just agreed to, to insert: 

For repairing and —— the frames of the large historical paintings in the 
several of the of the Capitol, eight in number, under the direc- 
tion of “Architect of the Gapital, $14 000, or so much thereof ‘as may be neces- 
sary. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, at the top of page 56, to insert: 


For . to and rebuilding the north roadway in the Capitol unds, 
our di m gua Tonnes, 3 Capital to amas, $10,000; to be the a —.— fot 
roadways un j expen: 

Architect of the Capitol. s; = 2 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 56, after line 15, to insert: 

Ventilation, Senate wing of Capitol: For constructing tower and large air-duct 
— from same to Senate wing for supplying fresh air to the Senate Chamber 
from western grounds, similar to that already constructed for the same purpose 

for the House Er Representatives, $3,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 56, after line 21, to insert: 

Senate stabl: d engine-h For constructing wagon-sheds and fence, and 
for filling and Cramer lot — of the Senate mm and for . 
same with the Senate stable, $600, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SPOONER. I report from the Committeee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds an amendment to the pending bill, and I move that it be 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations and printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the iloming 3 joint reso- 
Jutions; in which it requested the a of the Senate 

Joint resolution sat yee Res, 258) jo yoo for the printing of the eulo- 
gies on the life . Robertson, deceased, late 
& pansan areara in fencer from Louisiana; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 262) to print 39, 000 copies of the fourth 
annnal report of the Commissioner of Labor. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the follow- 
ing concurrent resolutions; in which it requested the eoncurrence of the 
Senate: 

A resolution to print 10,000 extra copies of the testimony taken and 
the report made by the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries 
upon the investigation of the fur-seal and the other fisheries of Alaska; 

A resolution to print 3,000 copies of Maj. A. M. Miller’s translation 
of Harris’s report on irrigation in Egypt; and 

A resolution to print 1,000 additional copies of the report on pro- 
duction of the precious metals of the United States for the 8 


essage further announced that the House had agreed to the 
amendments of the Senate to the amendment of the House to the con- 
current resolution of the Senate to print the fourth annual report of 
the Bureau of Animal Industry for 1887. 

The pera, soe announced that the House had agreed to the amend- 
ment of th te to the bill (H. R. 8557) for the relief of Dr. David 
Bell. 

‘The message further announced that the House had agreed to the 
following concurrent resolutions of the Senate: 

A resolution to print 32,000 extra copies of the hearing before the 
Senate Committee on Education and Labor on the bill (S. 2983) known 
as the Sunday-rest bill; and 

113 to print 6,000 additional copies of the second annual 
report of the Interstate Commerce Commission. 


DISTRICT JURORS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read: 


To the Senate of the United States: 

In compliance with a resolution of the Senate of the 18th instant, I return here- 
with the bili (8, 3640) entitled An act to amend the laws relating to the selection 
and se of jurors in the supreme court of the ree of Columbia,” 


VER CLEVELAND. 
Exrcorrvn Mansion, February 19, 1889, 


Mr. HARRIS. I offered the resolution to have the bill returned, 
because of the fact that there was a clerical error in seetion 8 of the bill 
as it passed the two Houses and went to the President. I find that 
section 8 of the bill e eee ee ee ete ore 
been section 862 of the Di Revised Statutes. Instead of moving 
to reconsider the votes by which the bill was passed and ordered to a 
third reading, I shall prepare a concurrent resolution correcting the 


error. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. o 
the table. 


RIGHTS OF SEMINOLE INDIANS. 


The PRESIDENT pro laid before the Senate the following 
m from the President of the United States; which was read, and, 


with ere papers, referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, and printed: 
To the Congress: 
I for wt ead consideratio) 
of the I nsmitting a proposition made on behalf of the Seminole Nation 


nterior, tra: 
of Indians forthe relinquishment to the Government of the United States of their 
right to certain lands in the Indian Territory. 


Executive Mansion, February 19, 1889. 
PROPOSED EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. HARRIS. In explanation of a motion that I propose to make, I 
want to say that I find from the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD that 458 
nominations have been sent to the Senate by the President, as fol- 


lows—— 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Iowa yield? 
Mr. HARRIS. I certainly have a right, pending the appropriation 


bill, to make any statement I may choose to make. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair thinks the Senator can 
not submit a motion now except by unanimous consent, the sundry 
civil appropriation bill being before the Senate. 

Mr. HARRIS. Does the Chair think that there is no motion in 
order? I do not think that the yielding of the Senator from Iowa is 
at all necessary to my purpose. I am satisfied that the Senator from 
Towa will not object to yielding if it is desired, but I do not ask the 
Senator from Iowa to yield. 

A Mr. ALLISON. Then, if the Senator does not ask it, I will not 
0 80. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading of the bill will proceed. 

Mr. HARRIS. Does the Chair decide that I have not a t to be 
heard in respect to any matter that I choose to submit, the appropri- 
ation bill being pending? 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair does so hold. 

Mr. HARRIS. That the bill is not debatable ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill is debatable. 

Mr. HARRIS. Then is there any rule of relevancy? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is. 

Mr. HARRIS. I should be glad if the Chair would call my attention 


to it. 
The PRESIDENT ve. Does the Senator intend to proceed? 
Mr. HARRIS. I desire to proceed if. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will hear the Senator 
from Tennessee. 
Mr. HARRIS. Then the Senator from Tennessee will I 


hold in my hand a list of the nominations to which I referred, that 
have been reported in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, which I will hand 
to the Reporter without reading unless some Senator desires to hear it 
read: 


Nominations up to February 13, 1889. 


Office, ete. | 


Err senseennsenenes 
Tudictal. . . : :. 
Probate judges, Utah 
United States district attorn 


Land o 


Surveyor-zeneral 2 — 
Commissioner, Alaska . . . 
Commissioner of District of Colum’ —ͤ— 
— ee eee 
‘oreign minister. ees. 
Dee Auditor of the Treasury... 


Customs officers. 
Revenue-service a; 
Consuls... 


Naval promotions and appointments... 
Army promotions and a ntments... 
> — in Maxine-H Pal Service 
Pension it 

— off the Currency. 
Civil Service eet 
Secretary of Agricul — 


i 
SS. i mmi ii 


—yL—————— 


Of these nominations 133 are regular promotions in the Navy, the 
Army, and the Marine-Hospital Service. 

The RECORD shows that these nominations were all confirmed but 2. 

But of the 325 other nominations, the great majority of which were 
made to fill official there are only 48 confirmations and no 
rejections reported in the RECORD, leaving 277 not acted upon. 


1889. 
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Out of 261 Presidential postmasters nominated only 23 have been 
confirmed, leaving 238 not yet confirmed or rejected. 

I hold it to be as much the duty of the President to make nomina- 
tions to fill official vacancies as to perform any other official duty, and as 
much the duty of the Senate to consider and confirm or reject such nomi- 
nations as to perform any other Senatorial duty. 

I find that President Arthur entertained the same opinion as to the 
duties of the Executive. He sent to the Senate 612 nominations after 
the Presidential election of 1884, between the first Monday in Decem- 
ber, 1884, and the 4th of March, 1885, and all of these were confirmed 
except 20. I find that President Hayes was of the same opinion as to 
the duties of the Executive. Between the first Monday in December, 
1880, and the 4th of March, 1881, and after the election cf Garfield and 
Arthur, he sent to the Senate 680 nominations, nearly all of which 
were confirmed. 

In view of these facts, Mr. President, I move that the Senate do now 
proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Tennessee moves 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 
[Putting the question.] By the sound the noes have it. 

Mr. HARRIS. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

ane 19585 and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 3 

Mr. MCPHERSON (when his name was called). I am paired with 

the Senator from Michigan [Mr. STOCKBRIDGE]. If he were here, I 


should vote yea.“ 
. Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sen- 
ator from Illinois [Mr. FARWELL]. 
Mr. SHERMAN (when his name was called). 
PAYNE] here? Has he answered to his name? 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. He is not recorded as voting. 
Mr. SHERMAN. Iam paired with him. 
The roll-call was concluded. 
Mr. BUTLER. Is the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON] 


recorded? ~ 
The PRESIDENT pro t He is not recorded. 
with him, 


Mr. BUTLER. Then Iam 
Mr. PALMER. Iam with the Senator from North Carolina 
The senior Sen- 


[Mr. VANCE], and I withhold my vote. 
Mr. DOLPH (after having voted in the negative). 
ator from Georgia [Mr. Brown] is absent from the Chamber, and I 
‘withdraw my vote. 
* ee PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Oregon withdraws 
vote. ' 
Mr. HALE. Has any pair with the Senator from Rhode Island [ Mr. 
CHACE) been announced? 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. None has been announced. 
Mr. HALE. I am paired with the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. 
Breck]. I will transfer that pair to the Senator from Rhode Island 


[Mr. OHAck], and vote “nay.” 
The result was announced —yeas 24, nays 26; as follows: 


Is my colleague [Mr. 


1EA8—24. 
Berry, George, Jones of Arkansas, ie, 
Call, Gibson, Morgan, V. 
Cockrell, Gorman, Pugh, V ees, 
Coke, Gray, Ransom, Walthal 
Colquitt, Hampton, Reagan, Wilson of Md, 

NAYS—26. 
Allison, F. Mitchell, ~ 
Blair, tale, orrill Blantord, 
Chandi Hawley, addook, Stewart, 
Cullom Hiscoc! Platt, Teller, 
Dawes, Hoar, Plumb, Wilson of Iowa. 
Edmunds, Ingalls, in, 
Evarts, Jones of Nevada, Sawyer, 

ABSENT—26, 
Aldrich, Cameron, Hearst, Quay, 
Chace. Kenna, Riddleberger, 
lack burn, Daniel, Manderson, 8 
Blodgett, vis, McPherson, 
Bowen, Dooi mer, Vance, 
Brown, Farwell, 5 
Butler, Faulkner, Payne, 
So the motion was not agreed to. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading of the appropriation bill 

will proceed. ' 


Mr. HARRIS. Before the reading proceeds, I simply desire to say 
that I shall give the Senate an opportunity to vote on motion every 
day until the end of the session. 

LIQUOR TRAFFIC. 

Mr. BLAIR. I should like to give a notice, and that is that upon 
the conclusion of the consideration of the appropriation bill, or as soon 
afterwards as possible, I shall move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of the joint resolution (S. R. 12) proposing an amendment of 
the Constitution of the United States in relation to the manufacture, 
importation, exportation, transportation, and sale of alcoholic liquors. 
I do not desire to ask for any extended debate on the subject unless 
Senators choose to indulge in it, but I do desire to have a vote upon the 
joint resolution. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 3981) for the relief of Philip S. 
Post; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Mr. DANIEL introduced a bill (S. 3982) to restore the pension of. 
Ann G. Barker; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 


Mr. STANFORD submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the Army appropriation bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. DANIEL submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the House had signed the follow- 
ing enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by the President 


tempore: 
A bill (S. 169) granting an increase of pension to Abby Slocum; 
bi * 781) granting a pension to John Fagan; 
S. 1822) granting a pension to Ann E, Cooney; 
bill 8 2275) granting a pension to Mary Calvert Truxtun; 
bill (S. 2314) granting a pension to John B. Covert; 
bill . 2439) granting a pension to Charlotte T. Alderman; 
S. 5993) granting a pension to Margaret A. Hillard; 
(S. 3540) granting a pension to Mary P. Myers; 
bill (S. aaa} granting a pension to Mrs. Nancy Smith; 
A bill (S. 1831) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary Heap Nicholson; 


and 
A bill (S. 2091) granting a pension to Frances H. Plummer. 
SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 12008) making appropriations for sundry civil 
expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1890, 
and for other purposes. 

The P ENT pro tempore. The reading of the bill will pro- 
ceed. 

The Chief Clerk resumed the reading of the bill. The next amend- 
ment of the Committee on Appropriations was, in the items ſor Ex- 

of the collection of Snes us eee of publiclands,’’ on 57, 
ine 7, before the word thousand,“ to strike out ‘‘ twenty-four’’ and 
insert fifty; so as to make the clause read: 

Salaries and commissions of registers and receivers: For salaries and com- 
missions of registers of land offices and receivers of public moneys at district 
land offices, at not exceeding $3,000 each, $550,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the ap tions for United States 
Geological Survey, on page 63, to strike out lines 4 and 5, as follows: 

For engraving the geological maps of the United States, $45,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. a 

The next amendment was, on page 63, line 11, after the word irri- 
gation,” to insert and the cost thereof; and in line 18, after the 
word dollars,“ to insert: 

Of which sum $50,000 shall be eee available; and the Director of the 
Geol Survey, under the supervision of the Secretary of the Interior, shall 
make a report to Congress on the first Monday in December of each 
ing in detail how the said money has been expended, the amount used for act- 
ual survey and engineer work in the field in locating sites for reservoirs, and an 
itemized account of the expenditures under this and any future appropriation. 

So as to make the clause read: 


Irrigation survey: For the purpose of investigating the extent to which the 
arid on of the United States can be redeemed by irrigation and the segrega- 
tion of ble lands in such arid region, and for the selection of sites for res- 
ervoirs and other hydraulic works 8 for the storage and utilization of 

irrigation and the cost thereof, and the prevention of floods and dver- 
maps, including the pay of employés in field 
and in office, the cost of all instruments, ap tus, and materials, and all other 
necessary expenses connected therewi work to be performed by the Geo- 
logical Survey under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior, 


rr 


year, show- 


water for 
flows, and to make the n 


as itemized account of the expenditures under this and any future appropr 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 64, after line 2, to insert: 


Repair of the ruin of Casa Grande, Arizona: To enable the Secretary of the 
Interior to r the ruin of Casa Grande, situate in Pinal County, near Flor- 
000; and the President is authorized 


ence, Ariz., to reserve from settlement 
Sige ree aye ces create RE S 
ruin and of the ancient city of which it is a part. x . 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of miscellaneous ob- 
jects,” in the appropriations for the Government Hospital for the In- 
sane, on page 65, after line 5, to insert: 

For lọdge at lower entrance, $1,200. X = 

For alterations at stable, including poultry-house, $1,300. 
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The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 65, in the appropriations for Co- 
Jumbia Institution for the Deaf and Dumb, in live 21, before the word 
„thousand,“ to strike out ‘‘ fifty-two ” and insert ‘‘ fifty-seven; ” soas 
to read: 

Current expenses of the Columbia Institution for the Deaf and Dumb: For 


mses, and for 


spppors of the institution, including salaries and incidental e 
provements, 


and illustrative a tus, and for e 
$57,500. e apparatus, or general repairs and 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in the same clause, on page 65, after the 
word ‘‘Provided,’’ to strike out: 
That of the above sum no more shall be expended for salariesand wages in 


this institution during the fiscal year 1890, than shall with the payments from 
oer sources make a total for such salaries and wages for said year of $25,000in 


And in lieu thereof to insert: 
That nomore than $25,000 of said sum shall be expended forsalariesand wages, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the same clause, on page 66, line 13, 
after the word ‘‘deaf-mutes,’’ to insert ‘‘not exceeding sixty in num- 
ber;’’ so as to make the additional proviso read: 

And provided further, That deaf-mutes, not exceeding sixty in number, admit- 
ted to this institution from the several States and Territories, as provided in sec- 
tion 4865 of the Revised Statutes, except when absolutel, indigent, shall only 
have the expenses of their instruction in the collegi êi ent, exclusive 
of support, paid from appropriations made for the support of the institution. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations for Freedmen’s Hos- 
pital and Asylum, on page 68, line 1, before the word thousand,“ to 
strike out ten“ and insert eleven;“ so as to make the clause read: 

For fuel and light, clothing, bedding, fo , transportation, medicines and 
medical apea repairs and furniture, and other absolutely necessary ex- 
penses, $11,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 68, after line 3, to insert: 

For the erection of fire-escapes and stand-pipes, $1,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on Page 68, line 7, after the word “ thou- 
sand, to strike out three hundred and fifty” and insert ‘‘five hun- 
dred ;’’ and in line 8, after the word all,“ to strike out “‘ fifty-one 
thousand eight hundred and seventy-five ’’ and insert ‘‘ fifty-four thou- 
sand and twenty-five;’’ so as to read: 

For building one brick building to be used as a stable, store-house, and dead- 
house, $1,500; in all, $54,025. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 68, line 10, after the word dol- 
3 in the same clause, to strike out the proviso in the following 
Words: 

Provided, That one half of this sum shall be ne from the revenues of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia and the other half out of the Treasury of the United States, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ Armories and ar- 
senals,” on page 68, line 21, before the word thousand,“ to strike out 
„thirty“ and insert ‘‘ forty-five;’’ so as to read: 

For the Rock Island arsenal, Rock Island, III., as follows: 

For completing store-house k, $45,000. 


‘The amendment was agreed to. ip 

The next amendment was, on page 69, line 3, in the items for the 
Rock Island arsenal, before the word thousand,“ to strike out ten“ 
and insert twenty; so as to make the clause read: 

For general care, preservation, and improvements; for building new roads; 
for care and preservation of the water-power; for 3 care and pres- 
ervation of permanent buildings, vain age shores of the island; for building 
fences and sewers, and grading grounds, $20,000, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 69, line 9, before the word dol- 
lars, to strike out eleven thousand five hundred and fifty” and in- 
sert twelve thousand; so as fo read: 


For the Rock Island bridge as follows: 
For care, preservation, and expense of maintaining and operating the draw, 
000, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 69, after line 24, to insert: 


For the construction of a viaduct from the south end of the w 
tween Rock Island and the city of Rock Island, over the rail tracks which 
adjoin the approach to said bridge, $35,000: Provided, That this ee 
shall not be available until the city of Rock Island shall, by proper ment, 
have conveyed to the United States title, authority, and control over the prem- 
ises to be used for the construction and maintenance of said viaduct, nor until 
all holders of pro y abutting on the same shall have executed release of all 

that migt t accrue to them by the construction and maintenance thereof, 
in such form as the Secretary of War may prescribe: Provided further, That the 
work shall not be commenced until the city of Rock Island shall deposit in the 
8 United States one-half of this amount towards reimbursing the 
United for this expenditure, 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, on page 70, after line 15, to insert: 
Kennebec arsenal, Augusta, Me.: For water and gas supply, $1,200, 
The amendment was agreed to, 


n- bridge be- 


The next amendment was, on page 70, aſter line 21, to insert: 

New York arsenal, Governor's Island, New York Harbor: For one frame 
building for use as officers’ quarters, $7,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations ſor Watervliet ar- 
senal, West Troy, N. Y.,’’ to strike out the clause from line 21, on page 
71, to line 3, on page 72, inclusive, as follows: 

For very Sneath with ite blocks, to thi tent of thi fro 
age $34.709: led, That 80 8 ofeald pavemant ns Ties between the exte it r 
rails of the track of the street railway occupying said street, and for a distance 
of 2 feet from and exterior to such track on each side thereof, shall bə paid for 
py oa 8 railway company, together with the expense of keeping the same 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations for ‘‘the Executive 
Mansion,“ on page 74, line 19, to increase the appropriations ‘‘ for care 
and necessary repair of greenhouses’’ from $4,000 to $5,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 77, after line 2, to insert: 

Building for Army Medical Museum and Library: For laying asphalt pave- 
ment between the center building and wings of the Army Medical Museum 
and Library of the Surgeon-General’s Office, corner of Seventh and B streets 
southwest, $1,550. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 77, in the appropriations for 
“building for the Library of Congress, in line 11, after the words 
‘eighteen hundred and eighty-eight,“ to insert except as herein mod- 
ified;’’ so as to read: 

For the building for the Library of Congress, as authorized by the sundry civil 
appropriation act approved October 2, 1888, except as herein modified, and for 
each and every purpose connected therewith, „000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 2 

The next amendment was, under the same heading, on page 77, after 
the word ‘‘dollars,’’ line 13, to insert: 


And said building shall be constructed in accordance with the plans marked 
“D,” submitted by the Chief of Engineers with his annual report to Congress, 
being Miscellaneous Document No. 12, Fiftieth Congress, second session, and at 
a total cost therefor not exceeding $5,500,000, exclusive of appropriations here- 
tofore made, and no chan or modifications shall be made that will increase 
the cost above the limitation herein prescribed, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the same clause, on page 77, line 4, after 
the word law,“ to insert the following additional proviso: 

Provided further, That the Phen are of section 4 of the deficiency appropria- 
tion act of March 3, 1875, shall apply to and limit the disbursing officer of said 
Library building. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations for Military posts,” 
on page 78, line 6, before the word thousand, to strike out three 
hundred and thirty-two” and insert five hundred;“ so as to make 
the clause read: 

For the construction of buildings at and the 9 of such military 
posts as in the judgment of the Secretary of War may be necessary, $500,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. . 

The next amendment was, on page 78, after line 10, to insert: 

Infantry and cavalry school, Fort Leavenworth, Kans, : For text-books, books 
of reference, instruments, and materials for usé in theoretical and practical in- 
structions, $1,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 78, after line 14, to insert: 

Military post at Fort Robinson, Nebr.: The appropriation of $30,000 for com- 

leting the work of constructing necessary buildings at the military post at Fort 
Robinson. Nebr., made by the sundry civil appropriation act approved October 
2, 1888, may be expended for continuing the work of constructing the necessary 
buildings at said post. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The next amendment was, on page 78, after line 21, to insert: 

Military post at Fort Niobrara, Nebr.: The 8 of 1 5 for com- 

leting the work of constructing necessary buildings at thé military post at 

‘ort Niobrara, Nebr., made by the sundry civil appropriatio Sppraxed 
October 2, 1888, may be expended for continuing the work of constructing n 
sary buildings at said post. 

The amendment was agreed to. 3 

The next amendment was, on page 79, after line 3, to insert: 

Fort Monroe, Va.: For construction of a sewerage system, $32,045. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 79, after line 6, to insert: í 

Road through military reservation at peer h H N. Y.: For constructi. 

a macadamized road leading from the village of Plattsburgh, N. Y., 8 
and along the military reservation in said village, $10,000, ôr so much thë 
may be necessary. k 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 79, line 16, before the word ‘‘thou- 
sand,” to strike out “‘ twenty-five” and insert ‘‘fifty;’’ so as to make 
the clause read: 

Protection and improvement of the Yellowstone National Perk $ the con- 
struction and improvement of suitable roads and bridges wit U spate uf 
der the supervision and direction of an engineer officer detailed e 
tary of War for that purpose, $50,000. i 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations ſor Signal Service,” 
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to strike out the clause from:line 23, on page 80, to line 2, on page 81, 
inclusive, as follows: ; 

For expenses of equipping and maintaining meteorological stations in the 
West Indies or contiguous points in connection with the announcement of hur- 
ricanes on the Atlantic and Gulf coasts of the United States, $1,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. z y 

The next amerdment was, on page 87, after line 20, to insert: 

Monuments or tablets at Gettysburgh: That the appropriation of $15,000, made 
by the act approved March 3, 1887, for the erection of monuments or memorial 
tablets for the proper marking of the position of each of the commands of the 


lar Army en, at Gettysburgh, be, and the same is hereby, made avail- 
atta for the purchase of land upon which to erect the monuments and tablets, 
for the pure of land for driveways to connect the monuments, and for the 


construction and repair of the same. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of Miscellaneous objects, 
on page 88, after line 6, to insert: 

War maps: For reprinting war maps, $10,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Thenext amendment was, in the appropriations for ‘‘Survey of north- 
ern and northwestern lakes, on page 88, at the end of line 11, to insert: 

For surveys, additions to and correcting engraved plates, $10,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 89, line 6, after the word ‘‘dol- 
lars,” to strike out: 

One-half of which sum shall be paid from the revenues of the District of Co- 
lumbia and one-half out of the Treasury of the United States. > 

So as to make the clause read: 

Support and medical treatment of destitute patients: For the support and 
. — treatment of eighty-five medical and surgical patients who are desti- 
tate, in the District of Columbia, under a contract to be made with the Provi- 
dence Hospital by the Surgeon-General of the Army, $17,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 89, line 9, after the word Gar- 
field, to insert Memorial; in line 11, before the word thousand, 
to strike out ten and insert fifteen; and in the same line, after 
the word dollars, to strike out: 


One-half of which sum shall be paid from the revenues of the District of Co- 
lumbia and one-half out of the Treasury of the United States. 


So as to make the clause read: 


Garfield Memorial Hospital: For maintenance, to enable it to provide med- 
ical and surgical treatment to persons unable to pay therefor, $15,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 90, line 3, before the word ‘‘thou- 
sand, to strike out 367 and insert 100; so as to read: 

Publication of the Official Records of the War of the Rebellion, both of the Union 

and Confederate Armies, as follows: For continuing the publication of the Of- 
ficial Records of the War of the Rebellion, and printing and binding, under di- 
rection of the Secretary of War, of a compilation of the official records, Union 
and Confederate, so far as the same may be ready for publication during the fis- 
cal year, to be distributed as required by act of March 3, 1885, $100,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in the same clause, on page 90, lime 4, 
after the word Provided,” to strike out: 


er than 
War Records office, and shall not be 8 until he shall certify that it only 


And in lieu thereof to insert: 


That hereafter the preparation and publication of said records shall be con- 
ducted, under the Secretary of War, by a board of three persons, one of whom 
shali be an officer of the Army, to be selected by the Secretary of War, and two 
civilian experts, to be 8 by the Secretary of War, the compensation for 
said civilian experts to fixed by the Secretary of War, and to be paid from 
this appropriation ; and the whole work of preparation and publication shall be 
completed within five years, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 91, line 19, before the word ‘‘thou- 
sand,“ to strike out twenty“ and insert ‘‘twenty-five;’’ so as to make 
the clause read: 


For the construction of an iron bridge over Mill Creek, between the military 
reservation of Fortress Monroe and Elizabeth City County, Virginia, $25,000, 
to be expended under the direction of the Secretary of War. 


The amendment was 86... 
The next amendment was, on page 91, after line 21, to insert: 


Surveys for deep-water harbor, Gulf of Mexico: The Secretary of War is 
hereby authorized and directed to appoint a board of three engineer officers of 
the United States Army, whose duty it shall be to make a careful and critical 
examination of the northwest coast of the Gulf of Mexico, west of 93° 30’ west 
longitude, and report as to the most eligible point or points for a deep-water 

r, to be of ample depth, width, and capacity to accommodate the largest 
pacers ee the commercial and naval necessities of the country, 
which can be secured and maintained in the shortest time and at the least cost: 
Provided, That this action shall not be construed to imply a cessation of work 
on other points on the Gulf coast, the improvement of which is deemed neces- 
sary for commercial and naval purposes, And the board of engineers shall re- 
port the result of its investigation to the Secretary of War as soon as practicable. 

To pay the expenses of said board, $2,000, or so much thereof as may be neces- 


sary 
The amendment was agreed to, 
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The next amendment was, on page 92, after line 16, to insert: 


Washington Aqueduct tunnel: For expenses incurred and to be incurred by 
the joint select committee of the two Houses of Congress upon the subject of the 
Washington Aqueduct tunnel and the water supply of Washington, $20,000, or 
so much thereof as may bene , the sameto d on vouchers approved 
by the chairman of said cou, mittee, and to be immediately available, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 92, after line 23, to insert: 
Rent of buildings for District of Columbia militia: For rent of buildings or 


rooms for use of the volunteer militia of the District of Columbia, and for fittin 


up the same, $10,000, to be immediately available; one-half of which sum shal. 


be paid from the revenues of the District of Columbia and one-half out of the 
Treasury of the United States. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 93, after line 6, to insert: 

Site and pedestal for statue of General Philip H. Sheridan: For the prepara- 
tion of a site and the erection of a pedestal for a statue of the late General Philip 
H. Sheridan in the city of Washington, $40,000; said site to be selected by and 
said pedestal to be erected under the Supervision of the Secretary of War, the 
chairman of the Joint Committee on the Library, and the chairman of the Sher- 
idan equestrian statue committee of the Society of the Army ofthe Cumberland, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 93, after line 15, to insert: 

Site and pedestal for statue of General John A. Logan: For the preparation 
ofa site and the erection of a pedestal for a statue of the late General John A. 

in the city of Washington, $0,000; said site to be selected by and said 

to be erected under the su n of the Secretary of War, the chair- 

man of the Joint Committee on the Library, and the chairman of the Logan 
statue committee of the Society of the Army of the Tennessee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DANIEL. I beg leave to give notice of an amendment that I 
shall offer at this point of the bill, to insert after line 24, on page 93, 
as an additional paragraph, an appropriation of $40,000 for the prepara- 
tion of a site and the erection of a pedestal for a monument of General 
Winfield Scott Hancock. I shall not ask a vote on it until the com- 
mittee amendments have been completed. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The reading of the bill will proceed. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, in the appropriations for ‘* United 
States military prison at Fort Leavenworth,“ at the top of page 96, to 
insert: 

For the transportation of prisoners, on their discharge from the prison, to 
their homes or elsewhere, as they may elect, provided the cost in each case shall 
not be greater than to the place of last enlistment, $7,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of United States military 
prison at Fort Leavenworth,” on page 96, line 12, afterthe word each, 
to insert one forage and wagon master, at $60 per month; and in line 
17, after the word all,“ tostrike out ‘‘ sixteen thousand one hundred 
and eighty’ and insert eighteen thousand one hundred; so as to 
make the clause read: 

For pay of civilian employés: One clerk, at $1,800, per annum; one clerk, at 
$1,400 per annum; one clerk, at $1,200 per annum; extra-duty pay for prison 
guard, $2,420; five foremen of mechanics and one engineer, at $1,200 per annum 
each; one forage and wagon master, at $60 per month; one teamster, at $40 per 
month; two night-watchmen and four teamsters, at $90 per month each; and 
one fireman, at $60 per month, to take charge at night of the heating apparatus 
and electric light; in all, $18,100. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the same head, on page 96, after 
the word ‘‘all ” at theend of line 22, to strike out ‘‘ eighty-three thou- 
sand four hundred and twenty” and insert ‘‘ ninety-two thousand eight 
hundred and forty;’’ so as to make the clause read: è 

For repair of officers’ and non-commissioned officers’ quarters, the hospital, 
the chapel, the offices, and all prison buildings and shops, including civilian 
labor thereon which can not be done by prisoners, $5,000; in all, $92,840. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriation for ‘‘ National Home 
for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers, on page 104, in line 20, before the 
words hundred thousand,“ to strike out two“ and insert ‘‘ four;?’ 
so as to read: 

State or Territorial Homes: For continuing the aid to State or Territorial 
homes for the support of disabled volunteer soldiers, in conformity with the act 
spprored August 27, 1888, in addition to the unexpended balance of the appro- 
priation made by said act, $400,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 104, line 20, after the word dol- 
lars,“ in the same clause, to insert the following proviso: 


Provided, That hereafter no State under this approp ion sball be paid a 
ney exceeding one-half the cost of maintenance of each soldier orsailor by such 
tate. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the items under the Department of 
Justice,“ on page 105 in the appropriations for ‘‘court-house, Washing- 
ton, D. C.,“ after line 5, to insert: 


For improving the sanitary condition of the building, per estimate of the 
Architect of the Capitol, $1,700. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 105, line 21, before the word dol- 
lars,“ to strike out twelve thousand four hundred“ and insert twenty 
thousand; so as to make the clause read: 

Defending suits in claims against the United States: For defraying the neces 


7 


2050 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


FEBRUARY 19, 


sary expenses incurred in the examination of witnesses and procuring of evi- 
dence in the matter of claims against the United States and in defending suits 
in the Court of Claims, to be expended under the direction of the Attorney-Gen- 
eral, £20,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 106, line 14, before the word 
t thousand,” to strike out ‘‘fifteen ” and insert eighteen;“ and in 
the same line, after the word“ dollars,“ to strike out: 

One half of which sum shall be paid out of the revenues of the District of Co- 
lumbia and the other half out of the Treasury of the United States. 

So as to make the clause read: 


Support of convicts: For support, maintenance, and transportation of con- 
victs transferred from the District of Columbia, to be expended under the di- 
rection of the Attorney-General, $18,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 108, after line 3, to insert: 

Opinions of the Attorneys-General: To enable the Attorney-General to em- 
ploy a competent person to edit and prepare for e and superintend 

printing of the nineteenth volume of the Opinions of the Attorneys-Gen- 
eral, ; and the Attorney-General is hereby authorized to expend that sum, 
and also the $1,000 appropriated by the act of March 3, 1885, chapter 360, to en- 
able him to employ a competent person to edit and pre for publication and 
superin nting of the seventeenth and eighteenth volumes of the 
Opinions of the Attorneys-General in such manner, notwithstanding section 
176 of the Revised Statutes, or section 3 of the act of June 20, 1874, chapter 328, 
as will in his judgment best accomplish the work of editing and preparing for 
publication and superintending the printing of the three yolumes of Opinions 
above mentioned. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of Judicial,“ in the 
appropriations for United States courts, on page 109, after the word 
“statutes,” to strike out the following additional proviso: 

Provided further, That the accoun ofticers of the Treasury shall audit, ad- 
just, and settle the accounts of within sixty days next after the same 
are presented for allowance. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on 102, line 24, before the word 
“ thousand,” to strike out ‘‘fifty’’ and insert ‘‘sixty;’’ so as to make 
the clause read: 

For payment of United States district altorneys, the same being for payment 
of the regular fees provided by law for official services, $260,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 112, after line 4, to insert: 

For the payment to Mrs, Amelia C. Waite, widow of the late Chief-Justice of 
tho United States, the balance of one year’s salary of the Chief-Justice, $8,745, 

Mr. GORMAN. I for one can not agree to this amendment of the 
committee. Congress has made ample provision for the Chief-Justice 
and associate justices of the Supreme Court, paying them, it is true, 
only a fair salary, but providing for their retirement after a service of 
ten years at the age of seventy, with pay up tothe time of their death. I 
think it is a vicious system which is here proposed. I think itis very 
improper to go beyond what the law already provides for. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, I rise to a point of order. 
who has the floor. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maryland [Mr. 
GoxMANn] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. GORMAN, I will yield to the Senator from New Hampshire if 
he desires. 

Mr. BLAIR. I was unable to hear the Senator; that was all. 

Mr. GORMAN, I was simply opposing the amendment now pend- 
ing, found on page 112. We have other cases of United States judges 
who have died, one in this District, the late Judge William M. Merrick. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, I ask for order, and I insist upon it that 
the Senator who has the floor and is speaking is entitled to be heard. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hampshire 
is quite right. There is too much confusion in the Chamber, too much 
audible conversation, too much moving about. 

Mr. GORMAN. I have no idea of going into a general discussion 
upon this amendment. I simply say that I think it is unwise and im- 
politic to make a provision of this sort for the widows of United States 
judges, whether the widow of a Chief-Justice or any other. 

We have, as I said a moment ago, another case of a very distin- 
pna man, who was a resident of Maryland and a district judge here 

n the District of Columbia, who died leaving his widow very poor, as 
I understand, and her friends have presented to Congress a proposition 
to pay her the balance of one year’s salary. In that case, as in the 
case of the Chief-Justice, ample provision is made for retirement at 
the age of seventy after a service of ten years, with full pay to the date 
of their death. 

While we have in cases of military officers, and some others possibly, 
granted pensions, there is a different rule for them. I think myself 
it is unwise to extend a pension to anybody in the civil service. 
Therefore I shall ask for the yeas and nays on the adoption of the 
amendment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, the observations of the Senator 
from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN] are entitled to great force, for the dis- 
tinction I think myself ought to be kept up between the ordinary 
and average operations of the Government in its military and in its 
civil establishments; but the case of Chief-Justice Waite and of his 
widow is peculiar and unique. 


I inquire 


This gentleman, after a service of ten years, of great benefit to his 
country, and a service that commended itself strongly to the conserva- 
tive interests and opinions of the country, was entitled to retire and to 
receive the full salary that he would have received had he continued 
as Chief-Justice. Another Chief-Justice in that case would have been 
appointed, who would also have received the same salary, and the 
United States would have continued to pay during the life of ex-Chief- 
Justice Waite in that case two salaries for the same office. Chief-Jus- 
tice Waite, being in full possession of his powers and faculties, an ear- 
nest and devoted worker, and an industrious judge, doing every duty, 
did not feel called upon to retire, because he could earn in the service 
of his country the whole of that salary and to the satisfaction of every 
suitor and every member of the bar and every member of the commu- 
nity in the whole United States. So doing, in the two years that he 
continued thus to serve before he died he saved by his own labor and 
his own industry in the service of his country precisely the sum that 
would have been paid to his successor had he retired and received that 
same pay, as of right, as a retired judge who has served ten years, 

Besides that, which is the great point, Congress passed a law, and I 
think a very good one to get on with the business, that each judge of 
the Supreme Court of the United Stutes should be entitled to a clerk, 
or some person by whatever name he was called, at a salary, I think, 
of something like $2,000. I am not speaking now particularly in regard 
to the precise amount. I am told I have not examined the accounts 
to be sure that it is true, but I believe it to be true that the Chief- 
Justice, in that vigor and earnestness and economy which always char- 
acterized him in his modest life, thought that he could get on without 
a clerk and he did not have one; and that $2,000 a year, if that was 
the sum, was saved to the United States, 

Then in the full possession of his faculties and his powers, and in 
the fall exertion of his industry for the interests of the public in his 
charge, he suddenly died and left his family in a condition somewhat 
of distress. Now, it does appear to me that this case is a perfectly ex- 
ceptional one, that has no parallel at all, and where, therefore, we may 
justly, as a case not making any precedent for the future, make this 
provision for giving to his widow the balance of the year’s salary, as 
we have done for a great many years to all the ministers of the United 
State dying abroad, and, I believe, to Senators and Members of the 
House of Representatives. And so I appeal to my friend from Mary- 
land to consider whether the suggestions I have made—and I am sure 
they are right in point of fact—are not worthy of the Senate passing 
unanimously this amendment. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I agree with all the Senator from 
Vermont has said about the late Chief-Justice. He had the respectand 
confidence of every body, and if there was any proper way by which an ap- 
propriation could be made té reimburse his family, if he had a claim, be- 
cause of the non-employment of a clerk, I could agree to it. But I do 
not believe that the mere fact that he saw proper to serve two years 
after the time when he could have retired constitutes any claim what- 
ever. 

From what I have seen since I have been thrown immediately into 
contact with all these propositions and the consideration of these mat- 
ters my belief is that the whole tendency is to create permanent ap- 
pointments in the civil service and to make provisioh for the retire- 
ment of officials. We have had pending in this very Congress a broad 

roposition, presented by the Senator from South Carolina, covering all 
eee of the civil service, to have a pension granted. I think the 
time has arrived when that idea must be checked, and I say that there 
is no justice in giving the balance of a year’s salary to the widow of the 
late Chief- Justice. 

It would be a matter of great injustice to make this appropriation 
and not extend it to the widows of other United States judges. If you 
adopt this proposition there is no escape hereafter from the appeals 
which will be made to the Senator from Vermont and myself. They 
are made to me to-day from a great many of the most reputable men 
connected with the barof Maryland in behalf of the widow of Judge 
Merrick. I donot believe it is right in that case; I do not believe it is 
right in this case. 

I know how ungracious a thing it is to oppose propositions of this 
kind, and all my instincts revolt against not doing a kindly act for 
anybody whois in distress. I should be very glad, if I had the oppor- 
tunity, to join the Senator from Vermont or any other Senator in aid- 
ing either one of them in that respect; but I do not think it isa 
proper rule for us to adopt, and therefore I can not vote for the propo- 
sition. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I pay the homage of my respectful 
admiration to the Senator from Maryland for standing up and express- 
ing what he believes to be right as a matter of public policy and justice, 
and therefore I have no criticism to make upon him for opposing this 
amendment. But I again submit to him the distinction that he has 

ted in thefcases heſhas named, between the instance of the Chief- 
Justice and that of Judge Merrick, and between the instance that he 
has suggested of life officers and those of other officers of the United 
States. 3 

As to the first, the ground upon which this appropriation is proposed 
as to the Chief-Justice is that, bane entitled to retire after a ten years’ 
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valuable and most honorable and commendable service and being still 
able to perform its duties, in the two vears that he continued to per- 
form them until he died in the full strength of his powers he saved to 
the United States the sum of $21,000, his salary being $10,500 a year, 
as I recollect—I believe the Chief-Justice has $500 a year more than 
the other justices. He saved to the United States $21,000 and did the 
service that would have been paid for to somebody else, he receiving 
the same if he had retired fully and completely during that period of 
time, for he was not ill, he was not broken down, he was primus inter 
pares all the time; and as a little additional consideration to which I 
referred before, and I repeat it, he did not avail himself to the extent 
of about $4,000, I suppose, of the services that he was authorized to em- 
ploy ofaclerk. That part of it is a small matter. 

Now, if Judge Merrick—which is the analogous or supposed analo- 
gous case that my friend refers to—had served in the supreme court of 
the District of Columbia for ten years with honor and capacity, as un- 
doubtedly he would have done had he lived, and then being in the full 
strength of his powers and entitled to retire, had held on, to the ad- 
miration and to the benefit of everybody, with his accumulated experi- 
ence for two years more, and had then died, the case would be like that 
of Chief-Justice Waite, and I should with great pleasure (although I 
am not entitled to say that about his appointment) vote, as I shall now 
for the widow of the Chief-Justice, to pay the balance of his year's 
salary for the year in which he died to his widow or to his heirs or to 
anybody who was entitled to receive it. Iam sure my friend from 
Maryland, whose sincerity I entirely respect and whose principles I 
entirely agree with in the main, would vote for it too. 

Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President, in addition to the considerations 
which have been presented by the Senator from Vermont, it seems to 
me that a general proposition might cover this case which would not 
in the least encroach upon the indisposition to civil pensions. I have 
myself no inclination to encroach in any degree in any instance upon 
our proposition that civil pensions are not to be assumed by this Gov- 
ernment. Beyond such as are provided for service in the Army and 
the Navy, we have a provision for the pension of the justices. 

Mr. President, the salary of the Chief-Justice and his associates is 
fixed by the year. It is not so much a month, it is notso much for the 
days that he lives, but it is on the plan of a year’s proposition for his 
manner and expenditures of living, The year counts in always as the 
round of his expenses and the provision for them; and when, as in the 
cases of private persons, there comes to be by death an interruption of 
the annual complete earning, it is suitable for those thatare competent 
and able to take up that broken term and provide for the family, thus 
left in that broken term, with all the e: that attend even the 
unexpired term, that this should be met by, I will not call it a gener- 
ous, but a just and considerate treatment of the situation. 

I know nothing in the sys of our Government that prevents us 
to entertain views and considerations of this kind that belong to all 
the employments and relations of life that are just and considerate; 
and I therefore submit that there is not the least inference nor the 
least danger of a precedent for pensions to the families of deceased civil 
servants when we thus look each case in the face and say whether, in 
this interrupted tenor of life and in this changed condition of cireum- 
stances, we can not carry out the stipend for the year, our fixed sum 
being shaped on the year and not on the monthly or daily enjoyment. 

I would be as far as any one from making one step forward that 
looked to civil pensions for survivors in the civil service, but I can not 
overlook the fact that in this, as in every other employment of life, 
this sad interruption of the calculations of the year are fairly met by 
carrying through the year the stipend that was provided. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Mr. President, I shall vote for the proposition 
to pay the widow of the late Chief-Justice the balance of the salary for 
the year in which he died. it happened that the next day, or theday 
but one after the death of Justice Merrick, I introduced a proposition 
here by way of amendment to this bill to do the same by his widow. 

I listened with great interest and pleasure to the remarks of the Sen- 
ator from New York [Mr. Evarts], and I feel and think that there is 
no of an overliberality to a pure and upright judiciary. We 
have not such a number of Federal judges as to make them likely to 
be a dangerous tax upon the Treasury, and whether a man is in one 
branch or another of that judiciary he is set apart from all other avo- 
cations of life; the business avenues are closed to him; the channels of 
trade are no longer open for him; and if he does his duty in the spirit 
of the judiciary as the duties ought to be discharged, he will be en- 
tirely devoted to a class of business taking him away from the possi- 
bilities of taking care of himself or Looking out for his family when he 
is dead and gone. 

The Senator from New York has well and aptly suggested that a 
certain mode of life is devolved npon men who assume these positions. 
That is true as to the Chief-Justice and it is likewise true as to the 
other judges of the Federal courts, They enter upon their plans, and 
with the beginning of the year their arrangements are made that will 
run through the year, and I, for one, have not the slightest hesitation 
in saying that in the case of every judge who discharges his duties in 
honor and in good faith and who dies npon the bench, I am willing 


that his widow shall have the year’s salary for that year to finish out 

his broken plans. His life stopped as suddenly as a clock stops, and I' 
am willing for the widow of Chief-Justice Waite to have what was cal- 

culated upon in the beginning of the year to close out and round up 
the affairs of life as well as she can. 

I shall support the proposition, as I said, in behalf of the widow of 
the Chief-Justice. I should be very glad if the proposition made by 
me in behalf of Mrs. Merrick should have the same support. 

I repeat, there is no danger in dealing liberally with the judiciary. 
They are neither paid too much nor have they any opportunity to add 
to theirincome. I do not know that I am entitled to speak of it, but 
Iam not aware of what has become of the amendment which I had 
the honor to offer in behalf of the widow of Justice Merrick. It is not 
here. I sent it to the Committee on Appropriations and I suppose it 
died there. If I felt in a retaliatory spirit, which, of course, I do not 
and could not possibly on such a subject, I might be moved to say that 
both these propositions are wrong. I do not think so. I think they 
are both right and that we shall honor ourselves by adopting them. 

I have no fear of a precedent on this suhjeet the precedent of pay- 
ing a year’s salary to the widow of a dead judge who had done his duty 
honorably and well and worn himself out and died in the harness. I 
am afraid of no such precedents. They have no terror for me; and I 
shall be glad if I can get a chance, and I believe I shall ask the priv- 
ilege, of moving at the proper time, and if I am in order to do so now, 
I will move the amendment in behalf of Mrs. Merrick, that she, too, 
shall be paid the balance of her husband’s salary for the year in which 
he died, the current year. I do not know how much it is nor how lit- 
tle, but I will make that motion, if it is in order, and I appeal to the 
Senator from Iowa, who has charge of the bill, not to raise any point 
of order. I do not want to embarrass him and will not, but, if it is 
in order now, I should like to have the amendment considered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is in order to move an amend- 
ment to the amendment of the committee. The Senator from Indiana 
will oblige the Chair if he will forward it in writing to the desk. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I will send and get the amendment. 

Mr, BERRY. Mr. President, it seems to me, if the argument of the 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. EpMunDs] is a correct argument that this 
ought to be paid because the Chief-Justice did service for two years 
after he was entitled to retire, the amendment ought to have proposed 
the payment of $21,000 and not of the balance of the year’s salary. 
If the Government of the United States owes a debt to this widow by 
reason of that service, then the amount should be, as I have stated, 
$21,000, and not $8,745, which is named in the amendment. If it is 
a gift or a donation that we propose to make to her, then it can not be 
supported upon the ground advocated by the Senator from Vermont. 
If the law when it was made had said that ifa judge of the Supreme 
Court after serving ten years did not choose to retire he or his family 
should be entitled to receive such additional sum as would have been 
paid to his successor, then it ought to be paid; but if that was not the 
law and the contract between the parties, I should like to know by 
what authority you take from the Treasury of the United States this 
money and donate it to Mrs. Waite or to anybody else. 

The Senator from Vermont says that this can not operate asa prece- 
dent, that it is a unique case, standing upon its own ground, and will 
not be used as a precedent. A few years ago, when a proposition was 
made in this Chamber to grant to the widow of President Lincoln a 
pension, it was argued by the advocates of the proposition at that time 
that it could not operate as a precedent, and the RECORD will show it. 
It was said that he was killed in time of war, that he was Commander- 
in-Chief of the Army, and that his case stood alone and could not be 
used as a precedent; and yet to-day the widow of every ex-President 
who is alive is drawing a pension of $5,000 a year by acts passed since 
then. 

The Senator from Vermont says this can not be used as a precedent, 
and yet the Senator from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES] says it ought to be 
a precedent and that the widows of all judges should be placed upon 
the same footing. Can there be any result but one if this policy is 
adopted, and that is, to foist upon the Government of the United States 
a list of civil pensioners ? 

It is also said that the custom has been to pay the widow of a de- 
ceased United States Senator or of a Member of the House of Repre- 
sentatives a full year’s salary. Mr. President, if that has been the 
custom, it is one that would be ‘‘more honored in the breach than the 
observance.” We have no right to take the people's money and pay 
it to the widow of a Senator or any one else. If that be right, it ought 
to be provided for in the law of the Jand and made general, and it 
should be said, ‘‘If any Senator or Member of Congress, the Chief-Jus- 
tice or any judge of a United States court shall die during his term, 
his widow shall be entitled to receive the full year’s salary.” 

That to which I most strongly object is that in the absence of law, 
when there is no law, contrary to the understanding of the parties at 
the time when the office was givqn and received, we come in aiterwards 
and on an appropriation bill, in a ‘vay of which the people of the United 
States know nothing, seek to make these gifts and donations. The 
open and manly way would be to make a general law to cover all such 
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cases. If you are going to have such a law make it in advance, and 
then when persons accept office they will understand it; but when a 
man accepts an office with a fixed salary his widow has no right to ex- 
pect 8 more than that. 

If the money we are voting belonged to us individually we might 
donate it, but it belongs to the people of the United States; and the 
widow of a Chief-Justice has no greater right, in my estimation, to such 
a donation than the widow of the poorest man in this land who never 
held an office. When men seek and accept office having a fixed salary, 
that salary is part and parcel of the contract, and they have no right 
and the Congress of the United States, as I conceive, has no right to 
take other people’s money and give it to those who can succeed in 
bringing the most influence to bear upon members of Congress. 

Chief-Justice Waite had $10,500 a year, and yet it is said that his 
family is in such a condition that it is necessary to pay more. Mr. 
President, how many tens of thousands of widows are there throughout 
this broad land who have not an independent income of $500 a year? 
And yet they have the same interest as we have in this money that 
you propose to take and give to other parties. 

It seems to me that this amendment can not be defended on any char- 
acter of principle; it seems to me that it is legislation the effect of 
which will be the gradual building up one by one of a civil pension- 
list, and giving pensions to such parties as are able to bring to bear such 
influence, social or otherwise, as will secure to them money that be- 
longs to the people of the United States. 

I trust that neither the amendment nor the amendment to the amend- 
ment will be adopted by the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs upon agreeing 
to the amendment 2 by the Senator from Indiana [Mr. Voor- 
NEES] to the amendment of the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Let it be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment to the amendment 
will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to add to the amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations: 

For the payment to Mrs. Mary W. Merrick, widow of the late associate justice 
of the supreme court of the District of Columbia, the balance of one year’ssalary 
of the associate justice of the supreme court of the District of Columbia, $3,622, 

Mr. SHERMAN. I am very sorry to see these propositions con- 
nected together, so that one is to become a make-weight to the other. 
I hope the Senator from Indiana will be satisfied to take a sepa- 
rate vote on each of the amendments, AsI knew Judge Merrick, if 
the circumstances are such as to justify it, I shall probably vote for 
the Senator’s amendment, but I do not like to see these amendments 
put one upon the other. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I have no objection tothat. The Senate under- 
stand me very well. I have no disposition to say that unless the 
amendment I offer is adopted I shall not vote for the proposition in 
favor of Mrs. Waite. I shall vote for it; but I know of no other way 
to bring the matter to the attention of the Senate. What is the sug- 
gestion of the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. DAWES. The Senator from Indiana should understand that a 
single objection will rule the amendment out of order if it is offered as 
a separate amendment. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think I shall have to make the point of order. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Does the Senator from Iowa make the point ot 
order? 

Mr. ALLISON. I shall feel constrained to make the point of order. 
I regret to do it, but I see no reason why Mrs. Merrick’s name should 
be inserted here unless we shall also include the widow of Judge Settle, 
in whose behalf an amendment is pending. If these two cases shall 
be adopted, it means that hereafter we shall pay the widows of all 
judges one year’s salary. If the Senate desires to do that, very well. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I have already very distinctly defined my posi- 
tion in that regard, and, in order not to embarrass the committee, I 
will ask the Senator from Iowa to allow me at a stage further on to 
renew my amendment. If he will consent to do that I shall withdraw 
it for the present. 

Mr. ALLISON. Of course the same point of order would lie then. 
I will reserve that question. 

Mr. VOORHEES. That is not giving me any chance. 

Mr. ALLISON. I mean to say that, if offered as an independent 
amendment, it would be as liable to the point of order as it is now. 

Mr. DAWES. I think the Senator from Iowa should withdraw that 
point of order. I can not see any distinction between these two cases, 
and I should be very reluctant to vote for one and vote against the 
other. While I should prefer tosee them as separate propositions, yet 
I should dislike very much to see my name on record for one and 
against the other. There is no distinction between them. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I know of none. 

Mr. DAWES. There can not be any distinction between them. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Unless I can get an opportunity at a later stage 
to get a vote upon my amendment, which I took the pains to offer a 
week ago and have referred to the Committee on Appropriations, I shall 
insist upon whatever parliamentary rights I may have at this stage. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will suggest to the Sen- 
ator from Indiana that the point of order is made under that provision 
of the rale which requires that an amendment to be in order adding a 
new item to or increasing an appropriation already in the bill, shall 
have been reporton from a standing committee of the Senate and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations one day before it is consid- 
ered. The Chair thinks, therefore, that, unless the Senator from Iowa 
Madaya the point of order, the amendment plainly can not be re- 
ceiv: 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not withdraw the point of order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa declines to 
withdraw the point of order. 

Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President, I perceive the difference in the sit- 
uation of the two amendments, the one having been quite regular as 
well as having been adopted by the committee, while the other was 
not so adopted; but I should hope that the grounds upon which this 
proposition I have insisted upon is based, of treating the relation to a 
broken year of a member of the judiciary, should be applied to one as 
much as to another. I do not mean by that that I would pass a gen- 
eral law to that effect. All I ask is that each circumstance should be 
presented to Congress as to what is a fair, a right, and a just thing to 
do under the circumstances not contemplated in the arrangement for 
the payment of salaries, as each was expected to have the year run out; 
and therefore, when the situation is such as that we can vote upon the 
proposition to pay the salary for the unexpired year of Judge Merrick, 
I shall vote for it. 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, it is exceedingly distasteful to any 
man of good feeling to oppose a proposition such as that which is now 
before the Senate. It is for that very reason that such a proposition is 
a dangerous one, for it attacks the weakness of human nature upon its 
best side. 

While the Senator from Vermont was disclaiming the idea that the 
. to give the remnant of a year’s salary to the family of 
Judge Waite should be looked upon as a precedent, the words were 
searcely out of his mouth ere it was looked upon as a precedent and 
accepted as such by the very hody to whom his argument was ad- 
dressed; and it requires but little prescience, Mr. President, to foresee 
that with the name of the Chief-Justice of the United States (who re- 
ceives a salary for life twice as large, and more than twice as large, as 
that which is given to any representative of a State in the Senate or 
any representative of the people of the States in the House of Repre- 
sentatives) at the head of the list, it will not be long before all of the 
judiciary are added to it; and when you have gotten through with the 
judiciary, who belong to a single profession of those engaged in lucra- 
tive pursuits, the officers of the Government who are selected from the 
various and mi eous walks of life will proffer their claims for like 
consideration, and it will be argued by them that since the lawyers 
have made their profession and its eminent mena preferred class, those 
who have gone into public life from other pursuits should not submit 
to stand upon a plane less high or less favored. 

The idea of the men who framed the Government of the United States 
was that its official class should not be a favored class, segregated from 
the people and lifted upon a plane above them; and while they were 
perfectly willing to give just compensation, and, if you please, liberal 
compensation, to those who serve them by superior skill or education, 
they were in the beginning of the foundation of this Government, and 
should be as Jong as it expects to contain that fierce love of liberty 
which asserts itself against a favored few, opposed to a civil pension-list. | 
The glory of being Chief- Justice of the United States is one which should 
animate the highest ambition, and not the idea that the Chief-Justice’s 
family is to stand upon a better official footing than others after he has 
departed this life and sleeps with his forefathers. 

The proposition to begin the establishment ofa civil list in this country, 
could not possibly address itself to the Senate or the House in a more 
plausible or in a more dangerous form than when associated with the 
name of the late Chief-Justice of the United States. His name was 
highly honored throughout the broad limits of this land. He was not 
only a man of eminent capacity, but he was a man of that supreme 
balance of mind and of that moral element which commanded the re- 

t and confidence of all who came in contact with him, whether 
pleading a cause at the bar or meeting him in social life. And, sir, 
this makes it peculiarly unpleasant and distasteful for any man to rise 
and oppose a proposition which makes provision in some shape for those 
whom he has left behind him. 

But, Mr. President, the movements of political ideas are never re- 
fining. Politics is a charcoal artist and it draws its picture in broad 
profile lines, It does not fill it up with a little refinement of taste or 
circumstance or personal considerations, such as those which might 
appeal to us in this so-called unique and peculiar case. It is the thin 

ge of the wedge that is always praptaa The ax is never plunged 
into the tree that is felled by the butt-end. When, however, oneslice 
has been cut out, another speedily follows. 

Judge Merrick’s family must receive the same consideration, and 
while the Senator from Vermont or the Senator from Maryland or any 
other Senator can see some refining discrimination, the great body of 
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the people only see that one eminent judge has had his family provided 
for and that of another judge, not indeed so eminent, but with charac- 
ter perhaps just as estimable and with a family just as needy, has not 
been provided for; that where two men were in the field, one was taken 
and the other was left. That is the broad picture which is presented 
to popular comprehension. Then come Judge Settle’s family, and 
then we get to the broad gauge of the Senator from Indiana and the 
Senator from New York, who would pension in some sort the widows 
of allthe judges, and when you have gotten through with the judges 
why not pension everybody else’s family who may have been lo- 
cated in the city of Washington and have separated themselves from 
the channels of trade and from the lucrative walks of life? You 
have gotten through with one profession and you have established 
a principle. You have no longer the broad landmark of the American 
institutions and the American idea of government to barricade your- 
selves behind. 

Before you is an open plain witha long procession of Government 
employés, who by your machine civil-service institution are already 
entirely independent of the people and of the people’s representatives, 
and every one of them, from the top to the bottom of theline, will fol- 
low. A peculiar case first, a little discrimination, a refinement next, 
and then the principle being lost and the gate being down, there is 
your long civil list, a pensioned official oligarchy in the United States 
of America. . 

That is the way I see it. That is the inevitable result of all such 
movements. They always begin with a very unique, a very peculiar, 
and a very distressing case, appealing to the soft side of human nature, 
its generosity, its kindness, its affection for those who may be for the 
moment poor and helpless. It lets go and the principle is gone, and 
when it is gone it is never retrieved. 

Now, Mr. President, I should like to see those who in heart and in 
soul are Republicans and Democrats, who believe in ‘‘a government of 
the people, by the people, and for the people,’’ who look askant at the 
establishment of an official oligarchy and at the erection of a favored 
class, take their stand by their flag in the field, by the side of the propo- 
sition to pension or provide for the family of the Chief-Justice of the 
United States. That proposition has everything to commend it that 
any such proposition could have to commend it, and the principle will 
stand out clear and lustrous by an example in which men voted simply 
because it was a naked principle, with all the inclinations of their hearts 
and with all the charitable emotions of their natures prompting them 
to do otherwise. 

Nr. DAWES. Mr. President, I should feel a good deal more the 
force of the arguments which are presented against this measure with 
so much eloquence and so much political philosophy and at such length 
if we did not sit here in solemn silence every week of the session while 
bills are passed giving to the widows of our own associates who die by 
our side or to those of members of the other Honse the balance of the 
salary for the year in which they died; and for even the employés ot 
the Senate about us every week almost a resolution is passed charging 
the balance of a year’s salary after death upon the contingent fan 
which is intrusted to us by law for specific purposes. I say that all 
this eloquence, which is almost irresistible at times, would have a 
greater effect upon me if I could see some consistency go along with it, 
and the same earnestness and the same stress and power manifested on 
occasions when we could make a precedent and when we are called 
upon to make a precedent; but why it is that upon an occasion that 
has more of merit in it than almost any other we can conceive of, cer- 
tainly more than ever can be supposed to surround the case of one of 
our own associates, the question of making a precedent should be raised 
T am at a loss to know. 

I remember within the last session, unless my memory fails me, that 
we went back a dozen years to pay the widow of a deceased Senator, 
and that out of our own contingent fund, and there was not a word 
whispered against it in this Senate Chamber. 

I am bound to give all the weight possible to these arguments, and 
I feel the force of them; but I must confess that the effect upon me at 
least is weakened when they are weighed under the considerations 
which I have just suggested. 

I do not know any reason why we should stop with this measure. I 
believe that the widow of Justice Merrick should have the same treat- 
ment and for the same reason, and likewise the widow of Justice Settle. 

Until I find myself compelled by a sense of duty to stop voting for 
such appropriations for the employés of the Senate and the members 
of either branch of Congress, I shall not feel it my duty to stop voting 
for them upon such occasions of rare merit as these three suggested. 

- Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator spoke about the Senate having voted 

pay to the family of a deceased Senator who died some twelve or more 

years ago. I do not remember any such case. 

wen DAWES. Ispeak from memory; but there was a Senator from 
irginia—— 

Mr. COCKRELL, Ah! that is what I thought. I beg to say that 
that was fought here for years, and I had the pleasure of defeating it 
for about eight or ten years, but finally it was passed. I fought it in 
17 8 sal out of season as a great outrage. That was the case of Judge 

nderwi . 


Mr. DAWES. No remarks of mine upon this or any other occasion 
should have any such application as the Senator from Missouri has felt 
it necessary to repel on this occasion. The Senator from Missouri on 
all oceasions is ready to vindicate his view of right and wrong, as is 
every other Senator here. I am making no application of these re- 
marks to any individual Senator. I only say that I am at a loss my- 
self to give that weight to these arguments—I am speaking for myself 
only—that I should if I had not seen the precedents so thick all 
around me. 

Mr. HOAR. Will my colleague allow me to interrupt him for a 
moment? i 

Mr. DAWES. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. Iam entirely in sympathy with my colleague in his 
argument, and I think the precedents which he has adduced are appli- 
cable, and are entirely well founded in fact, with one exceptión, the 
case of Judge Underwood, which was reported by me by the direction _ 
of the committee of which I am chairman. That was a payment for 
the expense of contesting a claim to a seat in the Senate by a person 
chosen by a State Legislature, by a body which had been recognized as 
a constitutional Legislature for the purpose of giving the constitutional 
assent to the separation of West Virginia from Virginia, and the con- 
stitutional assent to the thirteenth amendment. The Committee on 
Privileges and Elections thought that Judge Underwood was entitled 
to be treated as every other contestant fora seat in this body is treated; 
that brad if he has a fair public reason on which he bases his claim, we 
pay . 

Mr. DAWES. I did not allude to Judge Underwood. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL] alluded 
to Judge Underwood, and I thought my colleague did. 

Mr. DAWES. I did not allude to Judge Underwood. Ialluded to 
a Senator down on the Peninsula who died with the small-pox here in 
the 2 Srape ten or twelve years ago. 

Mr. HOAR. I beg my colleague’s pardon. I thought he, too, al- 
luded to Judge Underwood. 

Mr. DAWES. I did not allude to Judge Underwood, but to another 
case, that of a Senator who died very suddenly, under very di ing 
circumstances, some dozen years ago, and to whose family an allowance 
was afterwards made. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should be very glad if the Senator would men- 
tion any two Senators, except Segar and Underwood, who claimed to 
be Senators from Virginia. be! 

Mr. DAWES. I can furnish the name. It was another case, that 
of a Senator, I think, who died in this city, and he died of that terri- 
ble disease, the small-pox, under distressing circumstances, and many 
years afterwards, and very recently, I think, we paid his widow the 
balance of a year’s salary. That ismy memory. Of course I speak 
with some diffidence as to the accuracy of my statement, but I did not 
have the case of Judge Underwood in my mind, and if I have made any 
misstatement it was not in reference to Judge Underwood. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, this question is very much magnified, 
in my judgment, by thé remarks which have been made upon it. There 
is nothing in the Constitution of the United States nor in our system 
of government nor in the philosophy upon which our Government is 
founded to justify the propositions of the Senator from Virginia [Mr. 
DANIEL] and the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. BERRY]. This Gov- 
ernment is not based upon such propositions as that an oligarchy can 
be created without the consent of the American people. The majesty 
and power of the Government lie in the power of the people over its 
representatives here, and not in the idea that to give a distinguished 
public servant a balance of a year’s salary will overthrow this mighty 
fabric of popular power. What an idea that is that ten or twelve thou- 
sand dollars paid to the widow of the Chief-Justice of the United States 
as compensation for distinguished public services will destroy the power 
of the people to say to us, their servants, you have done right or you 
have done wrong. 

Mr. President, what kind of a government should we have, what 
kind of a people should we have, if the constantly recurring appeals to 
the public sense of right and wrong should find a people and a pub- 
lic opinion so debased that it could not correct an extravagant appro- 
priation of the public money, having the effect of building up an oli- 
garchy, and that oligarchy composed of old ladies the widows of men 
whom the people had exalted from the humblest and poorest of the 
people because of their talents, their integrity in public administra- 
tion, and their sympathies with the poor and the oppressed ? 

Bot, Mr. President, I dissent from the propositions of the Senators 
from Arkansas and Virginia as destructive to the people and to popu- 
lar government, as an insult to the majesty of republican power. What 
are they? That democracy demands that the man who has won the confi- 
dence of the peopleshall not be approved by the public judgment and re- 
warded for himself and his family, and distinguished virtue and public 
service, but he shall be punished with poverty and with the marks of 
inferiority in living, in appearance, in t to their relations, to 


their fellow-citizens; that democracy shall degrade its public servants 
and impoverish them. 

Why, sir, you can build no government on such ideas, The Al- 
mighty has not created a race subject to rewards and punishment, but 
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for the purpose of that governments must reward and govern- 
ments must punish, 7... 
upon rewards for public virtue and publie service, and not punish- 
ment and disesteem. That is the philosophy of our Government and 
the people appreciate distinguished publicservice. The Senator from 
Arkansas can not find a widow who has not an income of $500 who is 
a widow of a Chief-Justice of the United States 

Mr. BERRY. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. CALL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BERRY. -I assert the proposition that because she is the widow 
of a Chief-Justice of the United States that gives her no rights and no 
privileges over and above any other widow. 

Mr. CALL. But it gives her the approval of the American people, 
because democracy has presented a servant, a man of the people, 
who has discharged with incorruptible fidelity to the e pub- 
lic duties on which that widow and every other widow with or without 
an income of $500 has depended not only for that income, but also for 
the peace and prosperity which she has enjoyed. This reward gives 
the widow with $500, and any other widow and child and poor person, 
future chief-justices who will give repose and eee eee to 
the poor people of the country, while under the system of the Senators 
from Arkansas and Virginia they would be the slaves of the rich. 

There would be no public servants whose virtues stood so high and 
incorruptible that the poor man would find in hima protector. There 
never was a government based on the idea of no reward for eminent 
public virtue. The Almighty has not given such a principle of gov- 
ernment in the divine economy of this world. I reprobate these ideas 
as destructive of the principles of republican government. They are 
destructive of the majesty of the people and of all hope of preserving 

iuan institutions, 

shall vote with pleasure to reward Chief-Justice Waite, now in his 
grave, by appropriating to his widow the remainder of his year’ssalary. 
Theincorruptible and able man of the people who in the administration 
of a high office resists the blandishments of great wealth and social in- 
fluence and powers, and stands in his great office as the protector of every 
poor man and every poor home and every widow and orphan of this 
— 5 5 -five millions of American people against the grasping rapaeity and 
greed of avarice and social and moneyed power, deserves and will receive 
the grateful appreciation and reward of the American Whom 
the people honor and reward as their representative and servant I wish 
to reward and approve. They are my masters and yours, and their 
will I will respect and obey by rewarding the man of the people whom 

they wish to honor and reward. 

‘The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The gusian ia pn agr agreeing to the 


from Maryland afterwards to withdraw that request. 

Mr. BERRY. I renew the request for the yeas and na 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. eee eee 
upon this question the yeas and nays may be entered on the Journal. 

Taa coe nays were ordered, and the Chief Clerk proceeded to 
call the ro 

Mr. BLACKBURN (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON], who is not present. 

Mr. BERRY (when the name of Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, was called). 
My colleague [Mr. JONES, of Arkansas] isabsent. If he werehere, he 
would vote “‘nay.’’ 

Mr. McPHERSON (when his name was called). Lam paired with 
VT (Mr. ier gana” but believing 

that he would vote as I do if he were present, I vote 

Mr. PASCO {when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Illinois [Mr. FARWELL]. If he were present, I should 
vote nay.“ 

Mr. SHERMAN (when his name was called). 
colleague [Mr. PAYNE], but I feel quite sure he would vote yea 
in this case if he were present, and I vote “‘ yea.”’ 


Mr. WILSON, of Maryland (when his name was called). I am 
ired with the junior Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILSON]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. HISCOCK {after having voted in the affirmative). I withdraw 


my vote. Iam with the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JONES] 
and did not notice his absence. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The vote of the Senator from New 


York is withdrawn. 

Mr. BUTLER. Iam generally with the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. CAMERON], but felieving he wonld vote yea“ on this 
proposition, if he were present, I vote yea.“ 

The result was announced—yeas 28, nays 16; as follows: 


YEAS—23. 
Allison, Edmunds, Hawley, Pugh. 
Blair, Eustis, Hoar, Sawyer, 
—e ew paired S Sherman, 
; tye, ones of Nevada, Spooner, 
Chandler, Gibson, McPherson, Stewart, 
Jom, Gray, Teller, 
Dawes, Hampton, Platt, Voorhees. 


Resolved by the I 
I am paired withmy | merchantmarine and fisheri 


NAYS—16. 
Cockrell, George, Plumb, 
pen; = — Prai — — b 
Brown, — Morgan, Walthall, 
ABSENT—22. 
Aldrich, Mitchell, Sabin, 
Beck, Faulkner, Morrill, Sa: x 
Blac’ Hale, Palmer, Stanford, 
—— Hearst, Pasco, 
c n Jones of Arkansas, Quay, Taman, 
Da Kenna, Wilson of Iowa, 
Dolph, - Manderson, Riddleberger, Wi of Mi 
So the amendment was agreed to. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The of the bill will proceed. 


Mr. SHERMAN. alan the Senator from Iowa objects, I will move 
that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. ALLISON. I had hoped that we could finish the reading of the 
bill to-night, but as it is now quarter to 6 o’clock I will not oppose the 


Mr. PLUMB. I offeranamendment, which Lask may be printed in 
the RECORD, to come in asa separate section at the close of the pending 
bill. I ask that it be read. 

er, PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proposed amendment will be 
5 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Soldiers and sailors who were honorably discharged from the and 
naval service of the United States of the war of the rebellion, and the ows 
rage a maior or ply EA D AANA e gunn 
by the headsof of Departments and E riren competitive examinat jinin 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move—and Senators all know what it is—the 
printed amendment that I offered to the Districtof Columbia appropri- 
ation bill regarding the National Park. I ask that it be referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, so that, if they shall report it, it will be 
in order to-morrow. 

. It will be so ordered, if there be no 
ob) 

Mr. ALLISON. I give notice that to-morrow, after the uszal rou- 
tine morning business, I shall ask the Senate to take up the pending 
appropriation bill, so that we may complete it as early as practicable 
to-morrow. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Beforesubmitting the motion to ad- 
journ the Chair will dispose of some business on his table. 


RE ORT ON PRODUCTION OF THE PRECIOUS METALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following, 
concurrent resolution from the House of Representatives; which was 
3 to the Committee on Printing: 


— te Director of th Senate eS ee ers 

2 the Director of the Mint, 1,000 tional copies of 

the report on production of precious m A of tho Daloa Dinos ae cal- 
year 1887. 


IRRIGATION IN EGYPT. 


The PRESIDENT pro laid before the Senate the following 
concurrent resolution from the House of Representatives; which was 
referred to the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That there be 
printed 3,000 copies of Maj. A. M. Miller's translation of report on irri- 
gation in Egypt of which 1,000 copies shall be for the use of the Senate and 2,000 


FISHERIES OF ALASKA, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
concurrent resolution from the House of Representatives; which was 
referred to the Committee on Printing: 


(the Senate concurring) — —— 
2 made by the 5 


HOUSE RESCLUTIONS REFERRED. 


The joint resolution (H. Res. 258) providing for the printing of the 
enlogies on the life and character of Edward W. Robertson, d. 
late a Representative in Congress from Louisiana, was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Printing. 

The joint resolution (H. Res, 262) to print 39,000 Nene of the fourth 
annual report of the Commissioner of Labor was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Printing. ; 


ADJOURNMENT, 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I think the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] 
moved that the Senate adjourn. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ohio moves that 
the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 51 minutes p. m. ), 
the Senateadjourned until to-morrow, Wednesday, February 20, 1889, 
at 12 o’clock m. 


1889. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 


TuESDAY, February 19, 1889. 


The House metat120’clockm. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. 
MILBURN, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 
CORRECTIONS. 


Mr. HATCH. I rise to a question of privilege. I desire to have 
the RECORD of yesterday’s proceedings corrected. I submitted yester- 
day morning as a question of privilege a motion with reference to House 
bill No. 11027, defining “lard,” etc. I will read the motion that I 
made: 

I move the bill be referred to its proper Calendar, that is to say, the 
Calendar of the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, as of 
the date July 28, 1888, when the House made the improper order, and with the 
same number of the report, namely, No. 3082. 

I find in the published proceedings that the Speaker, after deciding 
the question of privilege, is reported as saying: 

The gentleman from Missouri moves that the bill be referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union, and the Chair puts that question to 
the House. 

This leaves out an important part of my motion, ‘‘as of the date 
July 28, 1888, when the House made the improper order.“ 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman is correct. The Chair put the mo- 
tion in the form in which the gentleman had stated it; and it so ap- 

in the Journal. : 

Mr. HATCH. I find that the Journal is correct; but I want to have 
the RECORD corrected. 

The SPEAKER. The RECORD will be corrected. 

Mr. HATCH. The RECORD is also incorrect in another particular. 
I read from the proceedings: 

Ma hd tes eon — . point ot no quoxum. [To Mr. Harcu:] 

Mr. Harca. No. 

I did not say no; TSaid oh.“ I was starting to make an ex- 
planation to the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. WHEELER] when a 
gentleman in the aisle made it for me. The gentleman from Alabama 
then withdrew his point of order. I did not say no,“ because the 
bill has some reference to cotton-seed oil. I was starting to say some- 
thing er than ‘‘no.’? 

The SPEAKER. The correction will be made, 


CIVILIAN ENGINEERS IN RIVER AND HARBOR WORK. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Secretary of 
War, transmitting a statement of the names, residences, compensation, 
and places of employment of civilian engineers engaged in river and 
harbor work, from July 1, 1887, to June 30, 1888: which was referred 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 


DR. DAVID BELL. 


The SPEAKERalso laid before the House the bill (H. R. 8557) for the 
relief of Dr. David Bell, said bill having been returned from the Sen- 
ate with an amendment. 

Mr. BUTLER. I ask that the amendment of the Senate be now con- 
sidered. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 


In lines 5 and 6, strike out the words “his pay as assistant surgeon 
irteenth Tennessee Cavalry“ and insert “pay of an assistan! 
nited States Army.“ 


There being no objection, the amendment was considered, and con- 
curred in. 


. 


of the 
t surgeon in the 


WILLIAM ENGLISH, 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 3721) au- 
thorizing the President to appoint William English an officer in the 
regular Army of the United States, the said bill having been returned 
from the Senate with an amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The 8 from Mississippi [Mr. HOOKER], 
who desired that this bill be withheld by the Chair, does not seem to 
be now in his seat. If there be no objection the Chair will withhold 
the bill. The Chair hears no objection. 

REFERENCE OF SENATE BILLS. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House bills of the Senate of the 
nye titles; which were severally read twice, and referred as fol- 

ows: 

The bill (S. 2766) for the relief of Maj. James Beiger—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

The bill (S. 3818) to establish a light-house and fog-signal at Old 
Orchard Shoal, in Princess Bay, New York—to the Committee on Com- 
merce, 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE, 


The SPEAKER, The bill (H. R. 4961) providing for the organiza- 
tion of the militia of the District of Columbia, with Senate amend- 
ments, was erroneously referred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. It sbould have gone to the Committee on the Militia. 

Mr. MCADOO. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House non-concur in 


the Senate amendments, and accede to their request for the appoint- 
ment of conferees. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I must insist upon the regular order. 

Mr. McADOO. This will bring it into conference immediately. 
e amendments are those which the gentleman from Georgia ob- 
jected to. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I object to proceeding with that matter now. 

Mr. McADOO. Then I ask unanimous consent that the bill be 
allowed to remain on thé Speaker’s table. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection the Committee on the Dis. 
trict of Columbia will be discharged from the further consideration of 
the bill, and it will remain on the table for the present. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


INVITATION TO CANADIAN PARLIAMENT, ETC, 


Mr. BUTTERWORTH, by unanimous consent, introduced a joint 
resolution (H. Res. 265) authorizing the President to invite the several 
members of Parliament of the Dominion of Canada and the premiers 
and cabinets of the several provinces to visit the United States as the 
guests of the nation, and making appropriation therefor; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and ordered to be printed. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
„To Mr. BRYCE, for two days, on account of important business. 
To Mr. PETERS, for one day, because of sickness. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. TIMOTHY J. CAMPBELL. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer a 
resolution for reference. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands the gentleman from Geor- 
gia as insisting on the demand for the regular order, and the Chair will 

roceed 
. Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. On last Friday the House made an order pro- 
viding that to-day, for one hour after the reading of the Journal, should 
be set apart for the consideration of measures reported from the Com- 
mittee on Printing. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands the special order of the 
House was made; but the gentleman was not insisting on calling it up. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Iam insisting upon it, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. RANDALL. But that is subject to appropriation bills. 

Mr, RICHARDSON. No, there is no such exception; nor was any 
exception made when the order was asked. 

The SPEAKER. Of course it is not in order to move now to go into 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and the only 
way the gentleman can be prevented from occupying the time assigned 
under the special order is by raising the question of consideratiom on 
each proposition that he presents. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I hope the gentleman from Pennsylvania will 
not do that. It will not take perhaps exceeding thirty or forty min- 
utes to get through, and these are matters of great importance to mem- 
bers of the House. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I ask the gentleman to modify his order so that we 
may first proceed with the appropriation bills. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I can not yield now. I was appealing tothe 
House for more than a week to get this order, which was given with 
the consent of the gentleman from Georgia himself. 

TheSPEAKER. The order makes no exception as against appro- 
priation bills. The special order begins at 12 o’clock and 15 minutes. 

Mr. RANDALL. Very well; the gentleman from Georgia in charge 
of the appropriation bill does not seem to be persistent in pressing his 
bill, and of course it is none of my business, 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I now call up joint resolution No. 258. 

Mr. BLOUNT. So far as the remark of the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania is concerned, I wish to say that the gentleman from. Tennes- 
see has an hour this morning, after which I propose to press the con- 
sideration of the Post-Office bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee is entitled to the 
floor, and, as the Chair understands, now calls up a measure which the 
Clerk will report. 


PRINTING EULOGIES ON THE LATE MR. ROBERTSON, OF LOUISIANA, 


Mr. RICHARDSON. I call up for present consideration the joint 
resolution (H. Res. 258) providing for the printing of the eulogies on 
the life and character of Edward W. Robertson, deceased, late a Rep- 
resentative in Congress from Louisiana. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, ete, That there be printed of the eulogies delivered in Congress upon 
the late Edward White Robertson, a Representative in the Fiftieth Congress 
from the State of Louisiana, 12,599 copies, of which 3,000 shall be for the use of 
the Senate and 9,500 for the use of the House of Representatives, and the Secre- 
tary of the bes be, and he is hereby, direeted to have printed a portrait 
of the said Edward White Roberteon, to accompany said eulogies; and for the 
purpose of engraving and printing said portrait the sum of $500, or so much 


hereof as may be necessary, is hereby appropriated out of any moneys in the 
Treasury not oth: i 


erwise appropriated. 
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The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
ssed. 


724 RICHARDSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint 
resolution was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to, 


PRODUCTION OF PRECIOUS METALS, 


Mr. RICHARDSON. I now call up the resolution of the House of 
February 6, 1889. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Is Tun HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, February 6, 1889. 


Resolved by the House of Representatives, That there be printed ſor distribu- 
tion by the Director of the Mint 1,000 additional copies of the report on the 
ees of the precious metals in the United States for the calendar year 


Mr. RICHARDSON. I demand the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered, and under the operation thereof 
the resolution was adopted. 

Mr. RICHARDSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the reso- 
lution was agreed to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


FOURTH ANNUAL REPORT OF THE COMMISSIONER OF LABOR. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. I call up the joint resolution (H. Res. 262) 
to print 39,000 copies of the fourth annual report of the Commissioner 
of Labor. ~ 

The joint resolution is as follows: 

Resolved, elc., That there be printed 39,000 copies, in cloth binding, ofthe fourth 
annual report of the Commissioner of Labor; 26,000 copies for the use of mem- 
ip Eak jas House of Representativesand 13,000 copies for the use of members of 

Sec. 2. That the sum of $—, or so much thereof as may be necessary to de- 
fray the cost of the publication of said report, is hereby appropriated out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I move to amend by inserting in the blank the 
sum of $19,202.60. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The joint resolution as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read 
a third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

Mr. RICHARDSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint 
resolution was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


DISTRIBUTION OF DOCUMENTS, ETC. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. I now call up the resolution I send to the desk, 
and ask its adoption as a substitute for the resolution referred to this 
committee. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That all documents and books ordered to be published by the pres- 
ent Con which are actually printed and delivered in full to the folding- 
room prior to the first Monday of mber next, together with documents and 
books hereafter ordered to be printed to which members of Sas pressos Con- 
gress are or would have been entitled if published prior to the 4th of March 
next, and which are actually printed and delivered in full to the folding-room 
prior to the first Monday of next December shall be allotted as heretofore to the 
members of the present Congress and transmitted to their residence as fast as 
printed, unless otherwise ordered by the members themselves. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. ‘The only difference between this resolution 
and the resolution which was adopted in the Forty-ninth Congress is 
that this resolution provides that the books and publications shall go to 
the ex-members which are actually delivered to the Doorkeeper prior 
to December 1. I move the previous question, unless some gentleman 
desires to be heard. 

Mr, HOLMAN rose, 

Mr. OATES. I would like to know what use a member has for the 
publications if he has not the franking privilege? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Under the law members retiring have the 
franking privilege for nine months, and this resolution gives them these 
books for that nine months. ; 

Mr. HOLMAN. I understood, Mr. Speaker, that this resolution 
went to the extent of directing the Doorkeeper to mail the publications 
to the memhers’ homes. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Unless otherwise ordered. The member has 
the control of them. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Tennessee demands the pre- 
vious question on the passage of the resolution. 

Mr. ENLOE. I want to say just a word about this resolution. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. How much time does the gentleman want? 

Mr. ENLOE. About two minutes. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I yield two minutes to my colleague. 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Speaker, I think that the resolution ought not 
to be adopted. Jam under the impression that the object in appro- 
priating money to publish these books is that the books shall belong 
to the Congressional district and be distributed among the people and 
not to the member, for such disposition as he may choose to make of 
them. My impression is that a great many gentlemen lose interest in 


| 


the proper distribution of books after they have been defeated. We 
have abundant evidence that some of them lose interest in their du- 
ties in Congress after they have been defeated. The books ought to 
belong to the district and go to the member whois elected to the next 
Congress. When a member’s time expires, or he is defeated, his du- 
ties as a Congressman should cease with his term of service, and not 
he extended for a period of nine months. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. RICHARDSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the res- 
olution was agreed to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid upon the table. 

The latter motion was to. 

The SPEAKER. There being no objection, the original resolution 
will lie on the table, as the House has adopted the resolution which 
was reported from the committee. 


EXTRA NUMBER OF ANNUAL REPORT OF INTERSTATE COMMISSION, 


Mr. RICHARDSON next called up for consideration the following 
resolution. 
The Clerk read as follows: ' 
IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, January 16, 1889. 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there be 
printed 6,000 additional copies of the second annual report of the Interstate Com- 
mission with the appendices thereto; 2.000 of said copies to be for the use of the 
Senate and 4,000 for the use of the House of Representatives 


Mr. RICHARDSON. That is a Senate resolution. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope, Mr. Speaker, that the gentleman from Ten- 
néssee will explain the necessity for this. It occurs to me that this isa 
republication. Or is it printing an additional number? 

Mr. RICHARDSON, It is a matter to which the attention of the 
Committee on Printing bas been called by members of the House. It 
has been applied to by a number of gentlemen to consider it; the com- 
mittee did consider it, and we also have a letter from the secretary of 
the Interstate Commission saying that frequent demands are made 
upon him for them; and this is the only way that I know of by which 
they can be supplied. It is a new practice in the country, and a great 
many members of the bar throughout the country need these reports 
in order to fully inform themselves of the questions adjudicated in 
these cases. 

Mr. HOLMAN. How many copies were there printed heretofore? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. None, except the usual number, as I under- 
nara os This is simply to order an extra number—more than the usual 
number, 

Mr. ENLOE. I would like to know if it would not be just as proper 
to have a publication of the opinions of the Supreme Court for free dis- 
tribution as to have an extra number of these copies of the opinions of 
the Interstate Commerce Commission printed for such distribution ? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Iam not prepared to answer the gentleman 
on that question. 

Mr. ENLOE. I think one is just about on the same footing with 
the other. When a lawyer wants a book of this kind he ought to buy 
it. 

The question was taken, and the Speaker announced that the nas 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 93, noes 9. 

So the resolution was to. 

Mr. RICHARDSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the reso- 
lution was agreed to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


HEARINGS ON THE SUNDAY-REST BILL, 


Mr. RICHARDSON next called up the following resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, January 30, 1889, 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring therein), That there 
be printed for the use of Congress 32,000 extra copies of Miscellaneous Document 
No. 43, Fiftieth Con second session, being hearings before the Committee 
on Education and bor on the bill S. 2983, known as the Sunday-rest bill, of 
which 10,000 copies shall be for the use of the Senate, 20,000 copies for the ue of the 
House of Representatives, and 2,000 copies for the use of the Committee on Ed- 
ucation and Labor of the Senate. 

The question was put on the adoption of the resolution, and the 
Speaker announced that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. OATES. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 75, noes 17. 

Mr. OATES. No quorum. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I would like the gentleman from Alabama to 
withdraw the point of no quorum until I can make a statement. 

The SPEAKER. The previous question was not ordered. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. If the gentleman insists upon the point of no 
quorum I will withdraw the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will appoint as tellers the gentleman 
from Alabama [Mr. OATES] and the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
RICHARDSON]. 

Mr. OATES. I withdraw the point of no quorum for the present. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, this is a resolution of the Senate 
which provides for the printing of the hearings before the Senate Com- 
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mittee on Education and Labor on what is known as the Sunday: rest 
bill. There have been quite a number of appeals to this committee 
from the laboring men of this country to print this testimony. More 
than one Senator have been before the Committee on Printing arguing 
in person the necessity and the importance of printing this testimony. 
More than one delegation representing the labor interests of this coun- 
try have been before the Committee on Printing and earnestly pressed 
upon the committee the importance of printing this testimony or hear- 
ings. Now, so far as I am concerned, I am not personally interested, 
and care not a great deal myself about the publication of this testimony 
or hearings. The laboring men in my district, of course, are interested 
in this question; but so far no application has come to me from them. 
I know that in the great cities of the country they are very much in- 
terested and have sent urgent appeals to have the hearings printed. 

Mr. BLAND. Will the gentleman state what action, in his judg- 
ment, Congress can take by law, or by way of regulation, which will 
affect this matter, and if it can not take any, why should we be cum- 
bered with the printing of this testimony ? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. There are the Territories, and there is the 
District of Columbia, in which Congress can legitimately legislate upon 
this matter; but the geatleman himself can answer his question quite 
as well and quite as satisfactorily to himself as I can, and I do not want 
to occupy the time of the House in debating the subject. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. There is an impression that this is a sec- 
tarian move. I understand that in fact it is nothing of the kind, and 
that the publication of this testimony will set the matter right before 
the country. I have had a number of letters on the subject and have 
learned that there is a notion abroad that it is a sectarian move and 
involves some kind of religious observance, but, as I understand, it is 
nothing of the sort. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The gentleman is correct. More that one dele- 
gation has called upon the Committee on Printing, and among those 
delegations there has been adelegation of ministers, but this resolution 
has no reference whatever to religious matters, as the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. BUTTERWORTH ] correctly states, or to sectarianism in any 
form. It relates simply to the labor interests of the country. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. It is on the line of the eight-hour law, 
giving the working people more rest. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. There is so much noise that I have been unable 
to hear the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. RICHARDSON]. Is not 
this a resolution to print extra copies of the hearings before the Senate 
Committee on Education and Labor in regard to what is known as the 
Sunday-rest bill? ; 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Itis. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. In which hearings there were statements by the 
various religious bodies, and by the labor organizations, and a discus- 
sion of the whole question pro and con. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The gentleman is correct. 

Mr. OATES. I do not think that Congress has any business print- 
ing this matter for distribution, which will but lay a predicate for 
Sunday legislation which is not within our jurisdiction; and I there- 
fore insist upon my point of no quorum. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will appoint to act as tellers the gen- 
tleman from Alabama [Mr. OATES] and the gentleman from Tennessee 
[Mr. RICHARDSON]. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. It is perfectly obvious that a division of the 
House now would defeat the remaining measures which I desire to call 
up, and therefore I ask leave to withdraw the resolution. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I object to its withdrawal. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I will say to the gentleman from Maine that 
I will present this resolution again immediately after the other mat- 
ters are di of. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Lask to have it considered now, and action taken 
upon it. It is one of the most important measures that have come be- 
fore us this session. 

The SPEAKER. The tellers will take their places, 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I hope the gentleman from Tennessee will 
withdraw the resolution. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I can not withdraw it because objection is 
made, I again ask unanimousconsent to withdraw the resolution. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair thinks that if objection is made the 
gentleman can not withdraw it. This is not simplya proposition in- 
troduced by an individual member; it is a report from a committee, 
which has already gone upon the Calendar, and if objection is made it 
must be considered now, or else postponed. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The gentleman can withdraw it by unani- 
mous consent. I appeal tothe gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY] 
to withdraw his objection to the withdrawal of this proposition. Ido 
not think it is right to waste the entire hour in this way. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported —yeas 146, nays 19. 

So the concurrent resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. RICHARDSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the con- 
current resolution was agreed to; and also moved that the motion to re- 
consider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


FUR-SEAL INVESTIGATION. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. I call up next the report in relation to print- 
ing the testimony in the fur-seal investigation. 

‘The Clerk read as follows: ` 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, February 5, 1889, 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That 10,000 extra 
copies of the testimony taken and the report made by the Committee on the 
Merchant Marine and Fisheries upon the investigation of the fur-seal and other 
fisheries of Alaska be printed, to be distributed as follows: To the Executive - 
Departments, Fish Commission, House of Representatives, and the Senate. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. There is an amendment pending which pro- 
vides for the distribution. 

The SPEAKER. There does not appear to beany amendment pend- 


ing. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Theamendment is in the report. 

The SPEAKER. That does not make it pending. Amendments 
must be offered on the floor before they can be pending. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The amendment is proposed by the commit- 


tee. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the proposed amendment, 
The Clerk read as follows: A 
Strike out, after the words "to be distributed as follows,” the words “to the. 
Executive Departments, Fish Commission, House of Representatives, and the 
Senate,” and insert in lieu thereof to the Senate, 2,000 copies; to the House of 
Representatives, 4,000 copies; to the Fish Commission, 1,500 copies; to the Sec- 
retary of State and the Secretary of the Treasury, each 1,250 cop! 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was then adopted. 

Mr. RICHARDSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the res- 
olution was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


REPORT ON IRRIGATION IN EGYPT. 


Mr. RICHARDSON called up the following resolution: 


Resolved, That there be printed for the use of the House and Senate 3,000 
Sanat of Maj. A. M. Miller's translation of Harris's report on irrigation in 


The substitute reported by the Committee on Printing was read, as 
follows: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That there be 
printed 3,000 copies of Maj. A. M. Miller's translation of Harris's report on irri- 
gation in Egypt, of which 1,000 copies shall be for the use of the Senate and 
2,000 for the use of the House. 


„ was agreed to; and the resolution as amended was 
adopted. 

Mr. RICHARDSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the res- 
olution was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


REPORT OF BUREAU OF ANIMAL INDUSTRY. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. I desire next to call up a concurrent resolu- 
tion of the Senate, authorizing the printing of 50,000 copies of the fourth 
annual report of the Bureau of Animal Industry. This resolution, when 
heretofore considered by the House, was amended; and subsequently the 
Senateamended the Houseamendments. Idesirenow merely to ask that 
the House concur in the amendments of the Senate to the amendments of 
the House. As the documents connected with this matter are in man- 
uscript and somewhat lengthy, I will state that the original resolution 
provided simply for printing the fourth annual report of the Bureau of 
Animal Industry. The amendments of the Senate added the fifth an- 
nual report. The effect of concurrence now by the House will be that 
both the fourth and fifth annual reports of that bureau will be printed. 

The amendments of the Senate were concurred in. 

Mr. RICHARDSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the 
amendments were concurred in; and also moved that the motion to re- 
consider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

DIGEST OF HOUSE RULES, ETC. 

The next business called up by the Committee on Printing was thé 
following: 

Resolved, That 2,500 copies of the Digest and Manual of the Rules and Practice 
of the House of Representatives of the present session, prepared by John C. 
Robinson, Journal Clerk, under the act of March 3, 1877, be printed and bound 
for the use of the House; the same to be printed under the direction of the 
Speaker and the Clerk of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to this resolution. 

z Mr. RANDALL: Is there any additional compensation provided 
‘or here? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Not in this resolution. Unless the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations has made such provision, there is none. The 
gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Burrows] told me that he desired to 
offer an amendment. I do not see him now in his seat. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan is in the Hall. 

Mr. BURROWS. I do not care to offer any amendment. 

The resolution was to. 


Mr. RICHARDSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the res- 
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olution was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


UPTON’sS MILTTART POLICY OF THE UNITED STATES.” 


Mr. RICHARDSON. I desire now to call up joint resolution (H. 
Res. 198) providing for the printing of the Policy of the 
United States, by the late Bvt. Maj. Gen. Emory Upton, United States 


Army. 

The SPEAKER. This joint resolution isin the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I desire unanimous consent to discharge the 
Committee of the Whole from the consideration of the resolution and 
consider it in the House, 

The SPEAKER. Before putting that request the resolution will be 


read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, ete., That there be printed 
4 copies of the “ Mili RA cy of the United States,” by the late Bvt. 
. Gen, Emo Wenge = 


Army; 3,000 copies for the use of the 
members of the House of 1,500 copies for the use of members 
of the Senate, and 300 —.— for the use of the widow of the late Lame etd 
E oes UC buy money tn tae Srevmexy OE SIORO OARA 
0 
defray the cost of the publ: lication of said work. antics 

Mr. RANDALL. I ask for the reading of the report accompanying 
this joint resolution. Idonot comprehend what the ‘‘ Military Policy 
of the United States“ may embrace. 

The SPEAKER. The House has not yet reached the stage of con- 
sidering the jointresolution. It is nowin the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union; and the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
RICHARDSON ] asks unanimous consent that the Committee of the Whole 
be discharged, and that the resolution be considered in the House. 

Mr. RANDALL. I would like to reserve that question until we hear 
the report, because it would be interesting to know what character of 
publication the Military Policy of the United States“ may be. 

The SPEAKER. The report will be read, reserving the right to ob- 
ject to the request of the gentleman from Tennessee. 

Tube report (by Mr. RICHARDSON) was read, as follows: 


The committee have considered joint resolution 198, providing for the W 
ing of the e Policy of e United States, by the late Bvt. Maj. Ge Gen. 
* United States Army, and report the same with the 

of sane ies of the work. 


lar Army, an officer of great ab 


arts and sciences. His career, ning with the outbreak of the late war be- 
tween the States and ending with his on in 8 Was one of unusual bril- 
and Iness to his during which he passed through all 


graries from cadet to major-gene 

He served in the artillery, in the Panes and in the cavalry, and was E 
successful in all. After the war wasover he wrote the Tactics now in use 
regular Army. national guards, and militia, and which haye been made the 
for the instruction of all arms of service. 

As a reward for his services in the field he was selected by General Grant and 
assigned to duty ascommandant of cadets and instructor of artillery, infantry, 
and ng ey tactics at West Point, and while thus engaged he renewed and ex- 
tended hi num he oan studies of the art of war. paring pientere his duties 


re- 


He bray mee Es — A in’ — 2 nearly two and he 
ve the result to the War ent and coun a volume of ———pages, 
~ own risk and expense,under the title of “Armies 


which he published in 1878 at hi 
of Asia and 


and production of the to blished by 
— . consideration. 
rds and is subdivided as follows: 


1. e military poli the Revolution. 
2. From the ry policy duri tothe war of 1812. 

8. Durin, 
4. From 
5. Konse 03 the Florida war. 
6. During 


the Mexican war. 
% From the Mexican war to the war between the States, 
8. During that war as far as 1862, when his manuseri 


tbe wan of 18 
war of 1812 to the Florida war. 


of the War of the Rebell 


pomir y ed- 
is put the country., The work has, boen nited States 


The comm ittee is further assured by General James H. Wilson, late United 
States Army, that if this resolution passes he will supervise the work as ief no 
through the press without er bis wil. to the Government. General Upton no 
widow nor child, and under E this work belongs to his sister, Mrs. Sa 
Upton Edwards. The committee is in possession ofa letter from her dated Feb. 
ruary 24, 1888, in which she sets ‘ont the terms and conditions upon which she 
will part with the manuscript of the work to Congress. That letter is as follows: 


eee ee V., February 21, 1888. 
“Srm: I have the honor to sa your communication dated Feb- 


in 
ruary 4, that the manusecri, of Tithe Mi 


tary Policy of the United States,’ pre- 
pared b ee late Upton, United States Arne ie. 
now . pede genres A. Kier ‘ae nited States Arm N We 
ton, Del., requested to forward it to you for 


as you may etary — bo to give it. 
“In case yon committee 8 


22 — 
it for the use of 


the Army, 2 therefor is hereby granted. 


ge conics tes ie Government Aster all sxpsmnes of pul gp and 


thas 
Iam to be furnished with three hundred co eee ‘ould like, 


“Iwill in a fon a peen days forward letters of administration, from which it will be 
ved that I am my brother’s sole heir in respect to his property rights in 


necessary for me to exeoute any further to carry 
thority herein granted, I shall be to do so without „if you 
will kindly cause them to be drawn and orwarded to me at this place, 
that will provide for the . siya fetes | 
work upon which my er spent so much 1 
3220 and Sie Axsoy ox he and his military frien ds believed 
wou 3 


“Iam, very respectfully, yours, 


“SARA UPTON EDWARDS, 
F - iss 


— hed Commities on > 
louse of Representatives, Washington, D. O” 
The onas cost of printing ara work is as follows: 
of priilng 000 bound, $603.55. 
resolution (4,800) would re- 


“widow,” in the ninth line of the 
resolution, be stricken out and the word a sister” inserted in lieu thereof 

And, further, that the blank in the tenth line of the resolution be filled by in- 
serting the words * * fifty-five hundred.“ 

The number of volumes to be turned over to Mrs. Edwards (300) as shown in 
her letter will be bound as indicated therein and turned over to her or to herorder 
by the Public Printer. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks unanimous consent that the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union be discharged 
from the farther consideration of this joint resolution. 

Mr. RANDALL. I think this resolution proposes a new departure 
on the part of and hence I have felt it my duty to arrest for 
a moment at least the consideration of the resolution so as to have the 
facts stated. We are advised that this is a very interesting and im- 
portant book, looking to a more thorough education of army officers. 
It is a historical work in connection with the public policy of the 
United States. It is a book which I presume some of us who may be 
able to purchase might very profitably read. But I am content with 
having called the attention of the House to this matter. If the House 
chooses to take this new departure, well and good. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Tennessee? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I beg leave to say a word or two. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution is not yet before the House. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Thope the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
RANDALL] will withdraw his objection. 

Mr. RANDALL. I have not objected. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to discharging the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think this matter ought to be considered in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana objects. 

Mr. HOLMAN. No, sir; I think it ought to be considered in Com- 
=e K the Whole. ai à obj 

eSPEAKER. Then the gentleman objects to discharging the Com- 
mittee of the Whole from its consideration. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I will say to the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
HOLMAN] that if he wishes to discuss this matter, I will not call the 


previous question. 
Why not go right on in Committee of the Whole 


Mr. HOLMAN, 
and consider it? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Very well; I move that the House resolve it- 
self into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the con- 
sideration of this joint resolution. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union (Mr. Cox in the chair) and proceeded to the 
consideration of the joint resolution (H. Res. 198) providing for the 
printing of the Military Policy of the United States, by the late 
Bvt. Maj. Gen. Emory Upton, United States Army: 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. RANDALL] has made a statement in regard to this publi- 
cation which may be accurate, though I hardly agree with him in 
every The resolution provides for printing the Military 
Policy of the United States,’’ a work written by the late General Up- 
ton. This work eovers eight periods in the history of our country. 
Hoping that members have paid close attention to the reading of the 
report I will not recapitulate the statements which it contains. I will 
yield to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND] so much time 
as he may desire. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, Five minutes will be sufficient. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I yield five minutes to the gentleman. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Chairman, this work which General Up- 
ton is believed by some of the most intelligent officers and 
ex rs of the Army to contain more valuable information in regard 


to the military history of this Government than any work that has 
ever been published either by private enterprise or by the Government, 
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It is a workinvaluable in its character, and will be very valuable for 
students of the art of war, as well as for general information. Itis a 
work to which General Upton devoted several years of close and hard 
labor. It is not necessary for me to state whoGeneral Upton was. His 
history is sufficiently set forth in the report and he is well known to 
the country. His work on Tactics is the standard work now used by 
the regular Army. He is the author of the important work known as 
The Armies of Asia and Europe. 

Mr. Chairman, I have met with no one who is familiar with the char- 
acter of the work who does not declare that it contains more valuable 
information than any work of the kind in any country. It does not 
relate alone to the late war, but covers the entire military policy of the 
Government from its foundation down to the present date. I hope there 
will be no objection to this work. 

My friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] is mistaken in saying 
the publication by the Government of works written without require- 
ment of law is a new departure. I can refet to many instances where 
works in the same way, written by eminent specialists, have 
been published by act of Congress. Even the gentleman himself, as 
chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, I believe, reported a 
resolution for the printing of Wharton’s International Law. 

Mr. RANDALL. I have no recollection of any such thing, and so 
far as this work is concerned, to which the gentleman from Illinois re- 
fers, it has been boxed up, I learn, at the Printing Office, and we really 
know little about its contents. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. BAcon having taken the 
chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, 
one of its clerks, announced agreement to the conference report on the 
bill (S. 3132) to provide for trial by jury in the police court in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

It further announced the adoption of concurrent resolution tendering 
the thanks of Congress to the governor and through him to the State 
of Michigan for the statue of Lewis Cass, whose name is so conspicu- 
ously connected with the development of the Northwest Territory and 
with eminent services to his State and country both at home and abroad, 
and ting the statue in the name of the nation, and assigning a 
place in the old Hall of Representatives therefor; in which concurrence 
was requested. 

It also announced the passage of the bill (H. R. 1659) to provide for 
continuing the eleventh and subsequent censuses, with amendments in 
which concurrence was requested. 

It further announced the passage of the bill (S. 314) for the relief of 
Henry M. Rector; in which concurrence was requested. 


UPTON’s “‘MILITARY POLICY OF THE UNITED STATES.” 


The committee resumed its session. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Iwish tosaya word further. This work, Mr. 
Chairman, gentlemen will find if they look into it, contains more val- 
uable information than any other work of the kind. As I have said, 
this is not a new d Wharton’s International Law was pub- 
lished under authority of Congress in a bill reported from the Com 
mittee on Appropriations, and for which the gentleman voted. 

Mr. RANDALL. I do not think I did. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Youwere then the chairman of the Committee 
on Appropriations. It is no new departure. 

Mr. RANDALL. I ask the gentleman to yield to me for a few min- 


utes. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I will yield to the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania for two minutes. 

Mr. RANDALL, I want to direct the attention of the chairman ot 
the Committee on Printing to another matter—it comes in properly 
atthis place—and that is as to the distribution of books between now 
and December next, coming to members of this Congress, 

Mr. RICHARDSON. That has been passed. 

Mr. RANDALL. When? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. During this hour. 

The CHAIRMAN. There are two amendments pending, which the 
Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 9 strike out widow” and insert sister.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows; 
In line 10, after the word “ of,” insert $5,500.” 


The amendment was agreed to. : 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I now move that the committee rise. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move to strike out the last word. 
Mx. RICHARDSON. Thegentlemancan not dosoafter I have moved 
that the committee rise. I will yield to the gentleman for a moment. 
. Mr. HOLMAN. Noz I will take the floor in my own right; not other- 


wise. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I understood the gentleman to say he only 
Wanted a moment. 

Mr. HOLMAN, Still I take the floor in my own right. 

Mr. DUNHAM. You want to take the floor to kill the bill. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Iam not accepting time from the gentleman. 


Mr. RICHAKDSON. Then my motion is pending, Mr. Chairman, 

Mr. HOLMAN. I now rise to make a motion. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize the gentleman from 
Indiana, who desires to discuss the measure. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It has been said that the House has already entered 
upon the publication of works of this character intended for the benefit 
of a particular class of our people; that in late years we have published 
Wharton’s Digest of International Law. Iam not responsible, so far 
as I am concerned as a member of the House, for the passage of the 
bill authorizing that publication. I protested against it then on the 
ground that Congress did not possess the power to use the public money 
in the publication of works for the benefit of a particular class of our 
people, works having no reference to the current affairs of the Govern- 
ment. 


Mr. FARQUHAR. Why do we publish the report of the Agricult- 
ure Department? 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is a very different matter. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. It is of service only to a particular class. 

Mr. HOLMAN. These reports made to Congress by one of the De- 
partments of the Government are necessarily published as a part of the 
affairs of the Government. Such works as Wharton’s International 
Law are valuable to lawyers only, or to students of international law. 
But not so with reports made by the Departments of the Government, 
such as the t of Agriculture. Of course, we publish the ag- 
ricultural reports; we publish the reports of the War and Navy Depart- 
ments, of the Department of Justice, and the other great Departments 
of the Government, and that is entirely proper. That comes within 
the proper scope of Congress and the appropriate duties of government. 
But the work to which I have referred is a work only valuable to a por- 
tion of our people. 

Mr. DUNHAM. It is only valuable to the lawyers. 

Mr. HOLMAN. And notof special value to the people of the coun- 


try. 

Now, tiis work proposed to-be published here, I take for granted 
from the statement of the gentleman from Tennessee and the gentle- 
man from Illinois, has value to a certain class of people, bei e his- 
tory of the military operations of the United States, beneficial, un- 
doubtedly, to some people connected with military affairs or students 
of military science, but of no value to the mass of the people. 

The CHAIRMAN, The time fixed under the special order has ex- 
pired, and the committee will now rise. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. Cox reported that the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, having had under consideration the joint 
resolution H. Res. 198, had come to no resolution thereon. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex- 
tend the time allotted the Committee on Printing until after this joint 
resolution is concluded. 

Mr. RANDALL. I can not agree to that at this time. I am per- 
fectly willing some time hence to do so. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I would ask that the time be limited to thirty 
minutes. 

Mr. RANDALL. I object. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the call of committees for re- 


ports. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I move to dispense with the morning hour for the 
call of committees; and at the same time ask for unanimous consent 
that gentlemen having reports to make, either majority or minority 
peace of committees, may be permitted to file them for reference at 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. What becomes of the resolution that has just 
been pending? 

The SPEAKER. It remains on the Calendar of the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

- Mr. RANDALL. I would suggest that the reports filed as requested 
by the gentleman from Georgia should be examined by the Speaker as 
to the proper reference. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia asks unanimous con- 
sent that gentlemen having reports to make, and also members desir- 
ing to submit minority views from committees, may be permitted to 
hand them in at the desk for proper reference under the direction of 
the Speaker. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

FILING OF REPORTS. 
a following reports were filed by being handed in at the Clerk’s 
INSPECTOR-GENERAL’S DEPARTMENT. 


Mr. HOOKER, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported back 
with amendment the bill (H. R. 7228) to increase the efficiency of the 
Inspector-General's Department; which was referred to the Committee 
of tne Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 
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MEETINGS OF RAILROAD PRESIDENTS, ETC. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa, from the Committee on Commerce, re- 
ported a resolution as a substitute for Mis. Doc. 97, in relation to 
meetings of railroad presidents, etc.; which was referred to the House 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

EXPENDITURES IN WAR DEPARTMENT. 

Mr. LAFFOON, from the Committee on Expenditures in the War De- 
partment, reported asa substitute for bill H. R. 4923, a bill (H. R. 12625) 
to regulate certain expenditures in the War Department, and for other 
purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred to the House 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

THEODORE TEED. 

Mr. BOWDEN, from the Committee on Claims, reported back with 
amendment the bill (H. R. 9721) for the relief of Theodore Teed; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar,and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

J. E. HOZIER. i 

Mr. BOWDEN also, from the Committee on Claims, reported back 
with amendment the bill (H. R. 614) for the relief of J. E. Hozier; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

JOHN L. RHEA, DECEASED, AND JAMES R. ANDERSON. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, from the Committee on War Claims, re- 

rted back with amendment the bill (H. R. 2910) for the relief of John 
. . Rhea, executor of Samuel Rhea, deceased, and James R. Anderson; 

which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
JOHN SCHENK. a 

Mr. MAISH, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported hack 
favorably the bill (H. R. 2575) for the relief of John Schenk; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

BRIDGE ACROSS MISSISSIPPI RIVER. 


Mr. CRISP, from the Committee on Commerce, reported back favor- 
ably with amendments the bill (H. R. 12489) to authorize the con- 
struction of a wagon and foot passenger bridge across the Mississippi 
River at or near Lyons, Iowa; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 

GENERAL GEORGE STONEMAN. 


Mr. HOOKER, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 11761) for the relief of General George 
Stoneman; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

DENVER AND RIO GRANDE RAILROAD. 

Mr. YODER, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported back 
favorably the bill (S. 1302) granting the right of way to the Denver and 
Rio Grande Railroad Company across the United States military reser- 
vation for the cantonment on the Uncompahgre River, in the State of 
Colorado; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

BRIDGE ACROSS KENTUCKY RIVER. 

Mr. CRISP, from the Committee on Commerce, reported back with 
amendments the bill (H. R. 12543) to authorize the Kentucky Union 
Railroad Company to construct a bridge across the Kentucky River; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

JAMES W. KINYON. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 6370) for the relief of James W Kin- 
yon; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar} and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

VALERIA B. ELLIOTT. 

Mr. BANKHEAD, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 11330) for the relief of Valeria B. Elliott; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


JULIA OPIE C. AYRES. 


Mr. CHIPMAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (S. 3944) granting a pension to Julia Opie C. 
Ayres; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

ANN G. BARKER. 
. Mr. BLISS, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back favor- 
ably the bill (H. R. 12604) to restore the pension of Ann G. Barker; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. FISHER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found duly enrolled bills of the following titles; 
when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill 68 169) granting an increase of pension to Abby J. Slocum; 

A bill (S. 781) granting a pension to John Fagan; k 

A bill (S. 1822) granting a pension to Ann E. Cooney; 

A bill (8. — granting a pension to Mrs. Maria Heap Nicholson; 

A bill 8 2091) granting a pension to Frances H. Plummer; 

A bill (S. SIR granting a pension to Mary Calvert Truxtun; 

A bill (S. 2314) granting a pension to John B. Covert; 

A bill (S. 200l granting a pension to Charlotte T. Alderman; 

A bill (S. 2993) granting a pension to Margaret A. Hillard; 

A bill (S. 3540) granting a pension to Mary P. Myers; and 

A bill (S. 3634) granting a pension to Mrs. Nancy Smith. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS, 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from Georgia to with the morning hour. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Ilinois. Before that question is taken I ask unau- 
imous consent to print a resolution in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. There is a question pending and the regular order 
has been demanded. The gentleman from Georgia moves to dispense 
with the morning hour. 

The motion of Mr. BLOUNT was agreed to. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I now move that the House resolve itself into Com’ 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union to consider general ap- 
propriation bills. : 

QUESTION OF PRIVILEGE. 

Mr. WHEELER. I ask permission to make a brief statement. 

The SPEAKER. But the regular order is demanded. 

Mr. WHEELER. Then I rise to a question of privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WHEELER. This morning as I entered the Hall I was in- 
formed that the chairman of the Committee on Agriculture had just 
taken his seat after stating that there was a misunderstanding at the 
time I made the point of no quorum in regard to the reference of a bill 
called up by him on yesterday. The RECORD shows that upon my 
asking the question if the bill referred to cotton-seed oil the chairman 
of the committee said no, whereupon I withdrew the point of no 
quorum. The explanation of the chairman of the committee develops 
the fact that he did not use the word ‘‘no,’’ but commenced a sentence 
with the ejaculation oh,“ and being interrupted was unable to finish 
the sentence. The two words sound so much alike that the reporters 
and others understood the expression to be no.“ Now, I insist, Mr. 
Speaker, that that bill ought to go back just where it was before the 
error occurred, so that we can have an opportunity to vote intelligently 
upon the reference. 
ae RANDALL. This matter has already been determined by the 

ouse. 

The SPEAKER. According to the statement of the gentleman from 
Alabama, it was a mere misunderstanding on the part of gentlemen 
themselves. 

Mr. WHEELER. It was a general misunderstanding, and I am cer- 
tain the chairman will agree to let it go back, so that we can take a vote 
to-day as to the reference. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the gentleman does not present 
a question of privilege. The gentleman of course has the right to 
make a statement to show that he was mistaken, and on a mistaken 
assumption withdrew the point of order; but the Chair thinks no ques- 
tion of privilege is presented. [Cries of Regular order!“ 

POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The motion of Mr. BLOUNT was agreed to; and the House accordingly 
resolved itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
Mr. TURNER, of Georgia, in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole for tte 
purpose of considering the Post-Office appropriation bill, and the Clerk 
will report the pending amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

It is proposed to strike out, on page 2, from line 15 to line 23, inclusive. 

The CHAIRMAN. On that amendment a vote was taken, and no 
quorum appeared. The tellers will again take their places. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Lask that the amendment be again reported. There 
was so much confusion on the floor that members could not hear what 
it was. 

The amendment was again reported. 

The committee divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 27, noes 92. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. WILKINSON. I raise the point of order against this whole 
paragraph on page 2, from line 15 to line 23, that it changes existing 
law. The committee had authority from the House to make a classi- 
fication of the clerks in the first and second class post-offices. The 
Chairman of the Committee of the Whole on Saturday last ruled that 
this class of officials were not clerks. Therefore under that ruling 
this committee has no authority to recommend a change of existing 
law, and I make the point of order against the whole paragraph. 
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Mr. BLOUNT. I submit that it is too late, and that the point of 
order ought to have been made sooner. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman has designated lines over which 
the committee has just passed. 

Mr. WILKINSON. Les, sir. That was an amendment to strike out 
those lines, I am not offering an amendment, but I am presenting a 
point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. ntleman makes a t of order upon a 
portion of the bill upon ri amendments have pa offered and voted 
upon. The Chair thinks the point of order is too late as to that part 
of the bill. 

Mr. ADAMS. I offer an amendment to that paragraph. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add at the end of line 23: ane at Chicago, III., where the salary of the assist- 
ant postmaster shall be $3,200. 

Mr. ADAMS. That is the present salary. The chairman of the 
committee offered an amendment on Saturday as to the salary of the 
assistant postmaster at New York. He did not wish the salary in 
New York to be reduced, but wished to retain it at the present rate. 
Neither do I wish the salary of the assistant postmaster at Chicago to 
bo reduced below the present rate, it having already been reduced 
within a few months from $3,400 to $3,200. I said the other day 
that the salary of the postmaster there was fixed with reference to a 
total annual business of $600,000; whereas the total business has 
arisen to $2,400,000. By the same logic which induces the gentleman 
from Georgia [Mr. BLouN?] to move an amendment in regard to the 
assistant postmaster at New York I move this amendment in order to 
retain the salary of the assistant postmaster at Chicago at the same as 
he now receives. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Just a word. The New York office stands in an ex- 
ceptional situation, and has been treated so in administration and legis- 
lation. The gross receipts at New York are nearly twice what they are 
at Chicago. 

Mr. ADAMS. Yes; but you havea second assistant postmaster there. 

Mr. BLOUNT. It is a question whether we will make exceptions all 
along the line. 

Mr. COX. New York does business for Chicago, as a great deal of 
the mail is foreign mail. 

Mr. ADAMS. And Chicago does business for New York. 

Mr. COX. Not so much; because a great deal of the mail at New 
York is foreign mail. I would explain this fully, but I have not the 
time. 

Mr. ADAMS. Nor the ability. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. KERR. I wish to offer an amendment to this section by add- 
ing: “And said assistant may be required to perform the duties of 
clerk. 

Mr. BLOUNT. That is surplusage, That is what he does now. It 
is simply W e the bill. 

Mr. KERR. ink some question may arise as to whether he 
could be required to perform these duties. I know that has been the 
theory on which this change has been proposed; but I think it ought 
to be made certain by a provision in the bill, so that a man can not 
stand back on his dignity and refuse to do it. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I think the bill makes it certain. I think the as- 
sistant postmaster who would stand back on his dignity in that meyers 
would get out of his place. [Cries of Vote!“ „Vote!“ 

The amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Secretary and stenographer to postmaster, five classes, salary, graded ineven 
hundreds of dollars, from $1,200 to not exceeding $1,600 per annum, 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order upon the 
T ragraph that it does not come within the terms of the leave 

to incorporate this legislation. The resolution covers, as the 
Chair will recollect, classification of clerks in the first and second class 
‘post-offices. This proposes by legislation not to classify clerks in first 
and second class offices, but to create a stenographer to the postmaster. 
I think a fair statement of the language of the order and the reading 
of the ph is sufficient to sustain the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. So far as appears to the Chair at present, the 
duties of a stenographer and a secretary are clerical in their nature, 
and would appear to the Chair to be covered by the order. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Regular order. 

Mr. CANNON. Ah, yes, regular order.“ 

Mr. BLOUNT. I will withdraw the demand for the regular order. 
I thought the gentleman from Illinois was satisfied and that we could 


proceed. 
-~ Mr. CANNON. Taking the ruling of the Chair, and not being dis- 
to appea 
Mr. OUTHWAITE. Then if the gentleman does not propose to ap- 
peal there is nothing before the House. 
Mr. CANNON, If the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. OUTHWAITE] will 
state his point I will wait. 
Mr. OUTHWAITE. I make the point that there is no motion be- 
fore the House, as the gentleman [Mr. CAN NON] has stated that he 


1 


coes so propose to appeal from the ruling of the Chair upon his point 
of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Illinois propose an 
amendment? 

Mr. CANNON. If the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. OUTHWAITE] is 
quite through, and has consumed as much time as he desires, I will 
now proceed to offer the amendments I was about to offer when he in- 
terrupted. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Ido not wish to waste any time. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, if you had kept off the floor there would have 
been some time not wasted. [Laughter.] I offer the amendment 
which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In lines 1 and 2, strike out the words one 
the word “ eight;’ 
$1,600 per annum.” 

Mr. CANNON. Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to call Pronin to the 
fact that this provision, with the following paragraph, proposes to 
classify the clerical service in post-offices of the first and second class 
all through the country, and I call the attention of the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT] to the statement,which I make after some in- 
vestigation, that this classification is to increase the expenditure for 
clerical service in the post-oflices. Now, I propose to follow the amend- 
ment I have just offered with amendments to the various paragraphs 
through the bill, not to decrease the maximum of the compensation but 
to decrease the minimum. This particular paragraph provides for 
stenographers to postmasters, and starts them outat the rate of $1,200 
a year aud makes their maximum compensation $1,600. Gentlemen 
understand that these offices come within the civil-service rules, and 
that, under the practice in the larger post- offices, the employés are re- 
tained practically during good behavior, so thatif we are to have a use- 
ful, proper, economical administration of these offices the new employés 
should start in at a lower grade of pay than is fixed in this bill. 

The employés of the English post-office system, as I recollect from 
an examination made some years ago, hold their places substantially 
during life, and they commence, on an average, at about $200 a year. 
They commence when they are young, and then, for good service and 
for length of service, they are gradually increased in pay and in rank 
until, probably, after the lapse of ten, fifteen, or twenty years, they 
rise to about the rate of pay that we propose in this bill. Now, as we 
are to adopt that system in part—because under the civil-service act 
and under this classification we render the tenure of these officials sub- 
stantially permanent—I think they should start in just as similar em- 
ployés start in to different classes of business throughout the country, 
the object here being not to make the salaries so high in the first in- 
stance as to cause the places to be sought for primarily by political 
favorites, but to build up and establish a service for the best interests 
of the Government, When you take a stenographer and appoint him, 
in the first instance, under this section, he can not go in at less than 
$1,200 a year; and however long he may serve, he can not get higher 
than $1,600 a year. I think it is wiser, in making this classification, 
to provide that, when these employés are first appointed, they sball 
commence at, say, $800 a year, and then, by promotion, go on until 
they finally reach $1,600. In other words, I pro to decrease the 
minimum at which they start in under this classification and let the 
maximum alone. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order has been already made and 
overruled. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I wish to call the attention of the Chair to acer- 
tain point, because it is very evident that every paragraph is going to 
be debated on points of order, and I think there is one point which if 
decided by the Chair would cover all these paragraphs. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair will inform the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. FARQUHAR] that a point of order was raised against the 
paragraph and overruled, and the pending motion is to amend the 
paragraph. The Chair thinks it is too late to raise the point of order 
against this ph. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. J had not the opportunity to get the floor be- 
fore to make the point of order, on account of the amendment of the 
gentleman from Illinois. I now ask permission to make the point of 
order so as to cover all the points against the paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN, It is not for the Chair to determine whether by 
entertaining this point of order subsequent points of order may be 
avoided. Under the usage the point of order now comes too late. 

Mr. BLOUNT. In reference to the amendment of the gentleman 
from Illinois, I wish to make a remark which applies to the whole of 
this bill. These gradations of offices and salaries have been arranged 
in the Department with a fall knowledge of the roster, with a full 
knowledge of the work to be done, and with the best of opportunities, 
therefore, for determining the wisest classification to be made. For 
myself, with the little knowledge I have in such matters, I would not 
undertake to originate the classification of clerks in the various post- 
offices throughout the country. I prefer to take the opinion of the 
Department as to these classifications. 

Now, the proposition of my friend from Illinois is to reduce the 


thousand and two” and insert 
’ so that the provision will read“ from $300 to not exceeding 


minimum rate from $1,200 to $800. There are only fifteen “‘ secretaries 
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and stenographers“ in all the post-offices in the entire United States. 
They are only employed in the most important offices, and it is easily 
seen that it is important to have good service in this branch of work 
to have good service from the beginning. This service is not intended 
as a training school for stenographers; it is the work of the people that 
these officers are to discharge, and the Government is entitled to good 
service from the start. 

An examination of the rosters has resulted in the conclusion that in 
this particular efficiency in the service requires that you should not 
go below $1,200, and that $1,800 is a proper maximum. Why, sir, to 
talk about getting a stenographer, one worthy of the name, for $300 
is to my mind not a reasonable thing. Any gentleman who has had 
any experience in this regard knows that he would not be likely to get 
good service at that rate. 

The gentleman from Dlinois has notified us that he proposes all along 
the line to move these reductions. If he does so, he asks this House 
to accept his extemporaneous opinion in the face of the report of the De- 
partment, which enjoys all advantages tor reaching a conclusion, and 
which has no desire to do anything except to advance the public serv- 
ice. I trust this Committee of the Whole will not interfere with this 
classification, which has not been arrived at without considerable in- 
vestigation and labor. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Chairman, I regret to antagonize the posi- 
tion of the chairman of the committee [Mr. BLOUNT], but I feel con- 
strained to do so for one reason. We have asked this House to vote a 
sufficient appropriation to carry out the maximum demands of this 
proposed legislation. The House has refused to give either $200,000 
or $300,000 additional. Therefore as we progress in this legislation 
it is wise to antagonize any proposition which increases compensation; 
and, on the other hand, it is equally wise to favor and indorse legisla- 
tion which proposes to decrease the minimum fixed in the bill, for in 
this matter we may possibly come within the appropriation provided. 

“Secretaries and stenographers’’ are now paid a maximum salary 
of $1,800, the minimum salary being $480, the average $1,140. Istate 
to the distinguished chairman of the committee that it will in no wise 
destroy the efficiency of the service if we fix the minimum at $800, in- 
stead of $1,200, as stipulated in the bill. 

There is another reason to be considered in this connection. In many 
of the first-class offices the continuous labor of a stenographer will not 
be required, and if the stenographer is a man of long experience it in 
no wise follows that because the minimum salary here named is $800 the 
Postmaster-General will indicate that amount as the salary. He can 
— $900, $1,000, or $1,200, in accordance with the cfliciency of the 

lerk. 

I think, therefore, that a general proposition such as the gentleman 
from Illinois has indicated, amending this legislation so as to make the 
minimum a less sum than that now named in the bill, will s en 
and make better the legislation proposed, in view of the sum total al- 
lowed for clerical work, 86,550, 000. : 

Mr. ADAMS. I move to amend the amendment by inserting, before 
the word eight, the words less than ;’’ so that it will read: from 
less than 8800 to not exceeding $1,600.” 

It occurs to me—I suggest the question in perfect good faith and with- 
out desiring to interfere with the success of this classification—whether 
in certain post-oflices of the country to which the civil-service law ap- 
plies the new classification is necessary. On this point I ask the atten- 
tion of the gentleman from Georgia and the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. Cox]. In these large post-offices there already exists a classifica- 
tion by virtue of the Pendleton law. I read from section 6 of the act 
of 1883: 


Within sixty days it shall be the duty of the Postmaster-General, in general 
conformity to said one hundred and sixty-third section, to se; tely arrange 
in classes the several clerks and persons employed in the public service at each 
| apron or under any postmaster of the United States, where the whole num- 

of said clerks and persons shall amount to as many as fifty. 


Now, in that class of post-offices the classification already exists by 
force of law. The classification begins with class 1, where the salary 
is less than $800 per annum, extending to class 4, where the salary is 
81, S0 and over; and this covers every employé in every post-office 
where the number of employés amounts to fifty. Now, is there a 
necessity for making a new classification in those post-offices; and is 
it not desirable, if you make a classification to cover all post-oflices, 
that in reference to this class of post-offices it should conform to the 
classification already existing by law? It seems to me that is a prac- 
tical suggestion. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I was in the hope that my friend 
from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT] would have promptly accepted the amend- 
ment proposed by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON]. I re- 

t to find that some gentlemen on this side of the House are oppos- 

any reduction upon the large salaries proposed in the pending bill, 
although those salaries are much greater than ever before known in this 
Department. We have fallen indeed upon a singular state of things 
when, instead of there being no increase of salaries by the proposed 
classification, as we were informed would be the case, there is an in- 
€rease at every step all along the line. 

I have never known the pcsition of the two sides of the House to be so 
completely reversed. This side of the House came into power upon the 


assumption based upon the long history of the Democratic party justi- 
fied by a former experience that a just, rigid economy in the admin- 
istration of the Government would be enforced. Yet we meet the spec- 
tacle of the other side of the House protesting against increase of sala- 
ries, whilst this side of the House is called upon to vote for largely in- 
creased salaries, and to pass a bill increasing salaries all along the line. 

I regret this course of procedure. There is no gentleman upon this 
floor for whom I entertain higher or for whom I feel warmer sentiments 
of respect than I do for the distinguished and able chairman of the 
Committee on Post-Office and Post-Roads [Mr. BLOuN TI. His record 
is one any member of this House could well be proud of. In the Forty- 
fourth Congress and ever since his voice has been for economy in gov- 
ernment, for he well knows that economy in government means efficiency 
in government. Yet in this extraordinary bill there is a classification 
of the employés of the Post-Office Department enormously increasing 
salaries, with salaries for secretaries and stenographers much greater 
than heretofore ever known in the Post-Office service. 

The minimum salary heretofore of stenographers and secretaries, 
when such persons have been employed, has been $480, yet this bill 
proposes to place the minimum at $1,200, Such services are not of 
special importance. Has there been any complaint as to the efliciency 
of the secretaries and jphers? 

For myself I have heard of no such complaint. Yet in the closing 
hours of Democratic control of this House we have this new classifica- 
tion increasing the minimum of such salaries from $480 a year to $1,200 
a year, and a general increase all along the line, and the proposition of 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON Fto reduce the minimum to 
$800 a year is firmly resisted. What has caused the change in the at- 
titude of this side of the House? What a contrast it is with our policy 
in the Forty-fourth Congress when the Democratic party after years of 
effort obtained the control of the House, a policy of economy and effi- 
ciency which met in the most signal manner the approval of the coun- 
try, and that approval was emphatically expressed by the vote of the 
people in 1876. And now can we afford to surrender to our political 
opponents the control of this House with our policy completely re- 
versed ? 

The progress of increase in salary is found everywhere in this classi- 
fication. We are told you can not employ a secretary or stenographer 
for less than $1,200, and yet for years the minimum salary as fixed by 
the Postmaster-General has been $480 and running up to $1,800. Let 
the gentleman go into the courts of my State, or his own State, or any 
other State, or any great mercantile establishmentin the country where 
stenographers are employed, and he will find the basis upon which 
these salaries have been established is much less than that established 
by the Postmaster-General, ranging from $480 to $1,800 a year. Yet 
a proposition to commence with $300, nearly twice the beginning salary 
heretofore fixed by the Postmaster-General, is fiercely resisted. 

I am rejoiced that the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON]. and 
other gentlemen have entered their protest against this unnecessary 
increase of salaries. The people we represent will look with some 
anxiety to see whether any protest will come from this side of the 
House against the increase of salaries which pervades this bill, or 
whether we have cut loose from our old doctrine of economical and 
efficient government. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Chairman, I wish to enter my protest here 
and now against the United States Government being made an em- 
ployer of ‘‘scab’’ labor. No newspaper in the country employing 
stenographers gets them at the rate of $800 a year per man. Why, 
the private stenographer of the editor of the New York Sun, with not 
over three hours’ work a day, is paid $10 a week. Why is this Gov- 
ernment, with its enormous surplus, eternally scrimping the wages of 
its laborers and mechanical employés? Lawyers’ fees are rarely re- 
duced here. The stenographers, the printers, and others are to get the 
benefit of the reduction. This great and glorious Government, with 
three hundred millions surplus in its Treasury, employs at its printing 
office in West Point two, three, or four printers at the rate of $13 a 
month and 50 cents a day. Such employment at such puny rates 
is sanctioned by the action of men upon this floor. 

What is the matter with the United States? [Long-continued laugh- 
ter and applause. 

My good friend General BINGHAM advocates the reduction because 
in some post-oflices the stenographer will not be employed all day long. 
Therefore we should place it in the power of some post- office official to 
reduce the salaries of stenographers in every post-office in the country 
to $800. I would like to know how much my friend from Pennsyl- 
vania would receive if he was paid in the same proportion. 

Mr. BINGHAM. About $10,000 a year. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I hope so, Iam sure. Why not apply the same 
thing all around? It seems to me that the men in the Departments 
who have made this gradation of salaries ought to know exactly what 
they want. They have employed stenographers and know their value. 
I appeal to the House now, if it must begin to reduce expenditures in 
the face of the enormous surplus, to commence at the very top of the 
heap, with the $50,000-a-year man, before they travel down and wind 
up = the salaries of the stenographers and mail-carriers [Ap- 
plause. 
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Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Chairman, I regret very much that the gentle- 
nan from Indiana with his large information in regard to public affairs, 
pa with the great power for good which that information supplies 

, Should turn away from the postal service of the country and re- 
sort to a little scolding speech which seems to be patented for use on 
almost any occasion whenever there is a possibility for reducing an 
amount proposed by the sum of $2.50 or $5 or $10. The gentleman 
arraigns bitterly those of us who fail to see the propriety of the reduc- 
tion which he so vigorously presses, and for not preserving the record 
of the party in that direction. The gentleman undertakes to avoid 
the question by saying that the gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox] 
and he seems to make a personal thrust at him—has taken the lead in 
this matter. Now, the gentleman from Indiana must have, or I will 
assume at least that he has, read the message of the President of the 
United States, and that he must know this subject of the classification 
of the salaries of the clerks in the post- offices has been for more than 
eighteen years urged upon the Congress of the United States by the 
various Postmasters-General; and well the gentleman met all the con- 
siderations that have been presented from those having this service in 
charge in the remarks which he has just delivered upon this floor. 
How did he meet them? By inviting this body to hear a scolding 
from him of a general character! 

Mr. Chairman, I remember, sir, until the salaries of railway mail 
clerks were fixed by law, some instances of reducing their salaries 
which were not only discreditable but absolutely disgraceful to this 
Government. I recollect one particular instance where an allowance 
was made to the Department for a route agent at $35 a month, and in 
order to get a man to perform that service they had to take the bag- 
gage-master on the train, who, with the salary of $35 a month and the 
salary he got from the railroad company for services as baggage-master, 
was willing to perform the service for the Government, and they were 
thus enabled to distribute the mail upon that line. Was it creditable 
to the Government of the United States to so legislate that it was nec- 
essary to resort to the employment of an employé of a railroad com- 
pany, a baggage- master on the train, to enable the Government to dis- 
tribute its mails? That condition of things prevailed until Congress 
took proper steps to correct the wrong by fixing a proper rate of com- 
pensation. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But the minimum is $600, and then 

Mr. BLOUNT. I do not yield for an interruption. I do not want 
the speeches of the gentleman from Indiana thrust into mine, for he 
will not direct himself to the facts. 

Now, the Postmaster-General has stated that by virtue of insufficient 
appropriations he has been forced to cut down the salaries of the em- 

oyés all over the country from time to time in order to have the 
mails distributed at all. Is that statement true? Is that the situation to 
which the public officials of this country have invited the attention ot 
the Congress of the United States? Is it like wise true that we are hand- 
ling sixty-odd millions of dollars not raised by taxation, but sixty- odd 
millions of dollars contributed by the people of the country themselves 
to pay for the transportation of these articles in the mails, their letters, 
etc., and under pretense of handling that we propose to do it in this 
method? Is that true? Now, sir, this money comes not out of the 
Treasury of the United States. It does not come from taxation upon 
the people, but it comes as a direct result from the service itself, and I 
can not believe, sir, that an intelligent Congress is going to cut this 
service down, to make it unsatisfactory to the people, as gentlemen 
would have us to do, and yet at the same time take from them this 
vast sum for pretending to carry it on. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. The 
Chair will assume the pro forma amendment to be withdrawn. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I renew it. 

Now, sir, the gentleman from Indiana speaks of a stenographer hav- 
ing been hired at $400 a year. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Four hundred and eighty was the statement. 

Mr. BLOUNT. T have given an example of a post-route agent who 
happened to succeed in getting employment from the Government at 
the rate of $35 per month; and I have no doubt that instances such as 
the gentleman from Indiana has mentioned in thisconnection could be, 
if necessary, found where the Government was employing men for even 
less. But does that make it just? I take it for granted that no gen- 
tleman who knows anything of governmental affairs would concede 
that tobe rightful; and certainly no gentleman who knows anything 
of stenographers would concede for a moment that you could get a man 
for $480 a year who would be worthy of employment by the Govern- 
ment. In regard to this matter let me say that there are only nineteen 
of them so employed at this time. The matter was fully discussed as 
to whether or not the minimum rate should be fixed, and after a very 
careful consideration the committee determined that it should be done. 

Now, one word further. The proposition is to reduce—and my friend 
from Pennsylvania says there is no trouble about getting these grades 
too low. I wish to call the attention of the House to the fact that that 
is just exactly what you mean not to allow to be done by classification. 
It is this very low grading that has driven your competent men from 
the service. It is this very low grading that has been cramping it; it 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


2063 


grading that has occasioned the various recommenda- 


is this very low 
tions, in order that you may have your employés with their classifica- 


tion fixed, and fixed with a minimum high enough to insure proper 
men for the postal service. This is but the beginning, and we are pro- 
ceeding with this classification all along the line, and I beg that this 
committee will see to it that that classification, as it is designed to 
build up the service, as you have built it up in regard to the letter- 
carriers, as you have in reference to the postal clerks, and as you have 
done in reference to all of the other branches of the service, shall ob- 
tain here, and that the good results which we have reason to expect 
may be obtained from it, to secure efficiency in this branch of the pub- 
lic service. 

Mr. Chairman, so far as any allusion to partisan interests is concerned, 
I wish to say that I shall endeavor, wherever the public service is to be 
advanced, to stand away from any considerations of a campaign. I deny 
that there is anything in my party afliliations that restrains me from 
giving to the people of this country the best public service which can 
be had. 

Mr. LIND. Will the gentleman from Georgia allow me a question? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Certainly. 

Mr. LIND. I will ask whether the chairman of the committee con- 
siders œ stenographer in a first-class office a more valuable and more 
costly service than the assistant postmaster in a second-class office? 
Now, I think, if we can not settle the maximum and minimum of these 
respective salaries abstractly correct we ought to settle them relatively. 
By a portion of the bill, on page 8, the maximum and minimum limits 
of the salaries of assistant postmasters in second-class offices are 8 700 and 
$1,500 respectively, whereas this ph provides a maximum and 
minimum limit of $1,200 and $1,600 for a mere stenographer in a first- 
class office. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I think the expression mere stenographer” is 
misleading. There are very few people who are good stenographers. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. CANNON. For a very brief time I crave the attention of the 
committee. Gentlemen recollect that always and now there is a lump 
sum given for clerks in post-offices. Always heretofore and now the 
Postmaster-General has plenary power to fix the sa ary at a small or a 
large sum. In practice he has always to cut the garment according 
to the cloth.“ That is, he understands what the interests of the office 
in New York and the other large cities are; what the interests in the 
fast growing cities are; what are the interests in the second-class offices; 
and what are the interests of the separating offices—that is under $2,- 
000. 

Now, here it is proposed to take that discretion from the Postmaster- 
General and classify these employés in the first and second class offices; 
and classify them so that a larger amount of money will be paid to those 
employés than has been paid in the aggregate heretofore. Now, that 
leaves less money for the officers where the salary of the postmaster is 
under $2,000. So that under this bill, with thelarger amount of money 
taken from this appropriation, the first-class offices will first be served; 
the second-class offices will next be served, and when that money is all 
taken up or nearly all taken, the balance will be for the use of the sep- 
arating offices; and gentlemen who represent second-class post-offices and 
separating post-offices when this legislation and this appropriation shall 
have gone upon the statute-book together will find to their sorrow that 
there will be nothing left for separating offices. 

Now, the gentleman from Georgia says that these employés have 
been getting too little. Why? Not because ofa wrong exercise of the 
discretion by the Postmaster-General, but for the reason that from 
1875 up to the present time, or nearly so, on this side of the House we 
have stood insisting upon larger appropriations, and most of that time, 
under the lead of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] and the 
gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT], the largerappropriations have 
not been given. So the Postmaster-General was confronted with this 
condition, that he must decrease the salaries of the employés in the 
post-offices or leave the business undone. 

Now, the true remedy for this is to increase this appropriation, and 
to let the Postmaster-General make the allowance from year to year 
and from month to month, as the interests of the service require. The 
House seems to say that it does not want to do that. Then, if it does 
not want to do that, and if you make this classification, give it elas- 
ticity enough to enable the Postmaster-General to say he can take a 
sixteen-year-old boy or a seventeen-year-old girl who wants to act as 
stenographer and give him or her $800 to start upon, and by and by, 
as years roll on, to increase the salary. But oh, no,“ says the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. Cummines], who is declaiming against 
“seab ” labor; ‘‘start with the greater salary, and pay them $1,200 a 
year. ; 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Why not have the Government establish a school 
and educate them before you employ them, then ? 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, I will say to my friend right here and now 
that the salaries that have been paid to these employés are higher than 
for similar service rendered to the public; so much higher that great 
political contests have been fought out so that the Executive could 
contro] these and other places; and there is not a member of Congress 
upon this side of the House whose mails are not loaded down day by 
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with hundreds—I was about to say thousands—of applications | 


m constituents asking them for assistance to get employment in the 
mail service, even at the lower salaries that are popod in this bill. 
Bo that in good faith I want to perfect this bill; I will take the judg- 
ment of the House and I am willing to conform to it. I say start in 
with the beginners at the lower salary, say $800, and gradually, by 

ength of service, come up to the higher service. That proposition I 
t the House will intelligently consider and intelligently pass upon. 
The CHAIRMAN. The debate on the pending amendment has ex- 


pired. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

The committee informally rose to receive a message from the Senate, 
Mr. Dockery in the chair. 

A messgge from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced ment to the report of the committee of conference on the 
bill (S. 139) to credit and pay to the several States and Territories and 
the District of Columbia all moneys collected under the direct tax 
levied by the act of Congress approved August 5, 1861. 

POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The committee resumed its session. 

Mr. COX. I move to strike out the last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is an amendment in the third degree. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I withdraw the pro forma amendment. ‘ 

Mr. COX, I renew it for the purpose of calling the attention of my 

friend from Ilinois [Mr. CANNON] to a little bit of history in connec- 
tion with these matters of postal service. -A many years ago—I 
like to speak after tlie manner of the Orientals and to tell a story—a 
good many years ago I had trouble here to get the letter-carriers bet- 
ter pay, to obtain for them their vacation and limitation of their hours 
of labor, and other advantages. I remember that I found one of the 
most strenuous 3 of one of these measures to be my good 
friend from Illinois [Mr. CAN NON J. I had quite a struggle to secure 
the passage of the bill raising the pay of the carriers. went away 
from this country and was gone forsome time. When I came back 
into my ose here I had a kind welcome from my friend from Illinois. 
I remember that when he came to my seat among the first things he 
said was, ‘‘ My dear brother Cox, since you went away to the land of 
the Orient, Danville, in Illinois, has grown to be a city of 10,000 
ple! We want help now for Danville; forget my little fight against 
you on the letter-carriers’ bill; let her come in under the letter-carrier 
free-delivery system, and we'll all be happy.“ The pending measure 
was the bill allowing the free delivery to cities of 10,000 inhabitants. 
As he said it he smiled so magnificently that I did not know whether 
his mouth was on the front or on the rear side of his head. [Laugh- 
ter. 
‘Wel, I said to my friend, ‘‘There is nothing mean about me, and 
I will help you,” and I did, and so Danville is happy. Now I am at- 
tacked by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] and by the gen- 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN], who seem to be confederated 
on this subject—I mean confederate in the worst sense [laughter]— 
because I am not economic, I sup They will not give credit for 
the free-delivery system as they should. We fight this, as they did 
that system. That system has been growing ever since 1875, and it 
has grown even since last year. Before me is a table taken from the 
report of the First Assistant Postmaster-General for 1888. It shows a 
net gain in local postage on the free-delivery system over the total cost 
of the service above that of the preceding year of $226,771.18, ornearly 
11 per cent., there being $2,299,332.80 excess of local postage over total 
cost this year against $2,072,561.62 of 1887. 

Since 1875, sir, there has been a continuous net gain to the Govern- 
ment in all the various cities here enumerated, by reason of giving 
more liberal compensation to the letter-carriers. The cost of the whole 
service in the United States is demonstrated to be $5,422,356.36; the 
postage $7,721,689.16. By the same table I call on my friend from 
Illinois to notice my prediction. When he comes back here ten years 
from now—if he is not made Speaker before that and retired—when he 
comes back here ten years from now, I shall be here of course, because 
though men may come and men may go, sometimes I think that I seem 
to go on forever [laughter]—when he comes back, I say, I will remind 
him of this matter, as I doafter a decade remind him of his opposition 
to the successful free-delivery system, which makes cash in excess in 
New York equal to a net gain of a million and a third, and is other- 
wise a splendid result of generous foresight and human prudence. My 
moral is that by giving generous salaries—by following the advice of 
the Postmasters-General and their assistants and all of our best post- 
masters—we do and will so classify these clerks and so aid and develop 
the system that the gentleman from Illinois himself may yet appear 
here to deliver an encomium upon that service which has been so well 
explained by my friend from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT] and systematized 
with the aid of the Department. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I want to say a word. My friend 
from New York [Mr. Cox] loves to dwell upon the great change that 
he accomplished in the past for the letter-carriers. Well, I am glad 
that he has accomplished great things, and by and by, when a bill 
comes up in the next Congress to affect the letter-carriers, I will talk 
with him about it. It occurs to me now, however, that possibly the 


gentleman’s praise of his own policy may be a little out of place upon 
this bill, because the letter-carriers are not to be affected at all by this 
paragraph. 

Mr. COX. I did not say that. I was pointing out to you as an ex- 
ample to be followed in this case the success of the letter-carriers’ 
free-delivery system. 

Mr. CANNON. Nobody's salary is to be cut down by my amend- 
ment. 

Mr. COX. You argued against the salaries being raised. 

Mr. CANNON. On the contrary, the present minimum ‘Salary of 
these stenographers is $480; and the committee’s bill fixes the minimum 
at $1,200, and my amendment fixes the minimum at $800, but leaves 
the maximum undisturbed. 

Mr. COX. Is the gentleman in favor of this classification system? 

Mr. CANNON. I was not in favor of this particular classification 
system; I want to let the Postmaster-General classify according to the 
necessities of the service; but the House appears to be in favor of it, 
and so, in good faith, I am trying to amend it so as to improve the 
service, 

Mr. COX. Did not the gentleman’s opposition begin when his amend- 
ment proposing to raise the appropriation was lost? 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly. 

Mr. COX. And not before? 

Mr. CANNON, Certainly not. 

Mr. COX. Then you are not logical or consistent. 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, my friend from New York is the only man that 
has stood for twenty years and been consistent first, last, and all the 
time. Teaughten 

Mr. COX. Iam very much obliged to the gentleman for that com- 
pliment. I feel as if I did not deserve it. [Laughter. 

Mr. CANNON, I do not pretend to be consistent. I say again itis 
well enough for us to understand just what we are doing. e gen- 
tleman may posture (and I say it respectfully) touching this matter, 
but I noticed that he did not posture the other day when I offered the 
amendment to pay this force as he is trying to establish it. He passed 
between the tellers and voted ‘‘no.’’ 

Mr. COX. I did not want to break down the classification system. 

Mr. CANNON. That is, you wanted to vote to pay special salaries, 
and then not give the money. [Laughter.] 

Mr. COX. That will be provided for, 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I say again, in perfect good faith, 
wishing this classification system well, that if it is to stand and per- 
form its functions for the best interests of these employés as 9 
the best interests of the country, it is proper that the boys when they 
go into this business should start upon a basis something near that on 
which other boys start when they go into other business. But even 
with this amendment the pay is substantially one-half more to the be- 
ginner in this service than it is when a similar beginner goes into a 
counting-house, or banking-house, or mercantile establishment to accept 
private employment. 

Mr. BLOUNT addressed the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The debate on the pending amendment is ex- 
hausted. 

Mr. COX. I will withdraw the formal amendment. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I renew it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that the pending amend- 
ment is a substantial amendment; but if there be no objection the gen- 
tleman from Georgia will be allowed to proceed. 

Mr. BLOUNT. The gentleman from Illinois cautions members that 
the money proposed here to be appropriated will be used in the first and 
second class oflices, and that the third-class offices will not get any, if 
we do not appropriate money enough. Now, I do not know where the 
gentleman gets his authority for that statement. I have never known 
anything like it in the practice of the Government under any admiris- 
tration; and it looks to me as if it were nothing more than a dogma of 
the gentleman, useful in debate, useful in advancing what he is at- 
tempting to accomplish in the way of argument. 

The gentleman says that the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] 
and myself have been responsible for small salaries in the past. Mr. 
Chairman, let it be so. The Forty-seventh Congress did not change 
that policy; and the gentleman himself was alike responsible. But I 
acquit the gentleman from Indiana, the gentleman from Illinois, and 
the Congress of the United States, as well as myself, from any improper 
purpose in that regard. Ihave in my hand the designations of the 
various persons employed in the post-offices of the country; and it is a 
surprise to most of the gentlemen in the House that there are employés 
with these designations in the postal service at all. I am guilty of no 
disrespect to the House when I say that from lack of experience the 
House did not properly measure salaries when it voted these appro- 
priations in the past. The House did not know that stenographers 
were getting a maximum or a minimum salary; it did not know that 
it was voting in that fund a dollar for a stenographer. So it is all the 
way through. What does this classification mean? It means that 
these employés shall not have their salaries go up and down by a see- 
saw movement from one year to another by reason of a lack of detailed 
information in this House in regard to the employés in the postal service. 
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It means that the only way to guard against that difficulty is by clas- 
sification—by fixing their salaries. Never will the House come to con- 
sider these salaries in detail so long as the money is voted in gross. 
Just so long as it is voted in gross there will be a want of intelligent 
action in reference to these allowances. 

There is no gentleman in this House, I take it, who would claim to 
have sufficient knowledge to enable him to take a gross sum of money 
and go through salary by salary among all the employés in the post- 
offices of this country and adjust the compensation. That is impossible 
for us; therefore we can only classify. 

Now, it does not by any means follow that when these lower grades 
are lifted the gross amount 1 enlarged. It is easy to make a 
declaration that such is the effect, but an examination of the rosters 
of the post-offices of the country does not sustain it. I say it is sus- 
ceptible of absolute demonstration that this bill, with these minimum 
salaries as they are, provides money enough for all the clerks in the 
post-oflices of the United States. I wish to see a proper minimum re- 
tained. I appeal to the experience of gentlemen all over this House 
whether or not they have not found that some of the postal employés 
within their knowledge were so poorly paid that they were not willing 
to remain in the public service. I appeal to members of this House to 
say whether the great postal system of the United States should be sub- 
ject to such a contingency. Mr. Chairman, so far as I am concerned I 
am willing to meet the situation as the service requires, though it may 
cost an increase of a few hundred thousand dollars in the matter of ex- 
penditure. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. CASWELL obtained the floor. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Before the gentleman from Wisconsin proceeds I 
would like to have some agreement as to closing debate. I ask unani- 
mous consent that debate on this paragraph and all amendments thereto 
terminate in ten minutes, 

Mr. CASWELL, I have no objection to that. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT] asks 
unanimous consent that debate on the pending paragraph and amend- 
ments thereto be closed in ten minutes. Is there objection ? 

Mr. KERR. I desire to say a few words. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Iowa object? 

Mr. KERR. I object unless I can have a few minutes, 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa objects. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Then I move that the committee rise for the pur- 
pose of closing debate on this paragraph. 

Mr. KERR. I withdraw my objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there further objection? The Chair hears 
none; and debate on the pending paragraph andall amendments thereto 
is limited to ten minutes. The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Cas- 
WELL] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. CASWELL. I wish to say—and I would be glad to have the 
concurrence of the chairman of the committee having this bill in charge 
[Mr. BLount]—that I want to move that the committee rise so that I 
may submit a conference report upon the direct-tax bill. 

Mr. BURROWS, It will take but a minute. 

Mr. CASWELL. It will take only afew moments. It is important 
that it should be considered at once, I move that the committee rise. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I wish to say, in reply to what the gentleman from 
Wisconsin has said, that this bill seems to be in the hands of the con- 
ferees, who can bring the matter up at any time. Appropriation bills 
should be acted on and sent to the Senate as soon as possible, and I 
hope they will not be delayed. : 

Mr. CASWELL, It has never been my wish to obstruct the general 
appropriation bills. On the contrary, I have always helped to pass them 
through the House. Action on the report of the conference committee 
will take but a few moments of time. I wish to say to the friends of 
the bill that it is important we should consider the report of the con- 
ference committee as soon as we can. I move that the committee rise. 
The committee divided; and there were—ayes 63, noes 68. 

Mr. CASWELL. I call for tellers. : 

ee were ordered; and Mr. BLOUNT and Mr. CASWELL were ap- 
pointed. 
aN committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes98, noes 


So the motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. DOCKERY having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. TURNER, of Georgia, reported that 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union had had 
under consideration the bill (H. R. 12490) making appropriations for the 
service of the Post-Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1890, and had come to no resolution thereon. 

DIRECT TAX. 

Mr. CASWELL. I present a privileged report. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The report will be read. 

Mr. ROGERS. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. ROGERS. What is this matter? ; 

The SPEAKER 2 tempore. The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. 
CASWELL] stated that he desired to submit a conference report. 
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Mr. ROGERS. Is it privileged? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the di eing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the House to the bill (S. 139) to credit and pay to the sev- 
eral States and Territories and the District of Columbia all moneys collected 
under the direct tax levied by the act of Congress approved August 5, 1861, hav- 
ing met, after full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do rec- 
ommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement tothe amendment of the House 
numbered 1, and agree to the same. 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the House 
numbered 2, and agree to the same amended to read as follows: 

“Sec. 4, That it shal! be the duty of the Secretary of the 8 to pay to 
such person as shall in each case apply therefor, and furnish satisfactory evi- 
dence that such applicant was at the time of the sales hereinafter mentioned the 
legal owner, or is the heir at law or devisee of the legal owner of such lands as 
were sold in the parishes of St. Helena and St. Luke’s, in the State of South Caro- 
lina, under the said acts of Congress, the value of said lands in the manner fol- 
lowing, to wit: To the owners of the lots in the town of Beaufort, one-half of the 
value thereon for taxation by the United States direct-tax commissioners 
for South Carolina; to the owners of lands which were rated for taxation by the 
State of South Carolina as being usually cultivated, $5 per acre for each acre there- 
of returned on the propertax-book; tothe owners of all other lands, $1 per acre 
for each acre thereof returned on said tax- book: Provided, That in all cases where 
such owners, or persons claimingunder them, have redeemed or purchased said 
lands, or any part thereof, from the United States, they shall not receive compen- 
sation for such part so redeemed or purchased, and any sum or sums held or to 
be held by the said State of South Carolina in trust for any such owner under 
section 3of this act shall be deducted from the sum due to such owner under the 
provisions of this section: And provided further, That in all cases where said 
owners have heretofore received from the United States the surplus proceeds 
arising from the sale of their lands, such sums shall be deducted from the sum 
which they are entitled to receive under this act. That in all cases where per- 
sons, while serving in the Army or Navy or Marine Corps of the United States, 
or who had been honorably d d from said service, os any of said 
lands under section 11 of the act of Congress approved June 7, 1862, and such 
lands afterwards reverted to the United States, it shall be the duty of the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to pay to such persons as shall in each case apply therefor, 
or to their heirs at law, devisees, or grantees, in good faith and for valuable con- 
sideration, whatever sum was so paid to the United States in such case. That 
before paying any money to such persons the Secretary of the Treasury shall 
require the person or persons entitled to receive the same to execute a release of 
all claims and demands of every kind and description whatever against the 
United States arising out of the execution of said acts, and also a release of all 
right, title, and interest in and to the said lands. That there is hereby appro- 
priated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum 
of ,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, to pay for said lots and 
lands, which sum shall include all moneys in the Treasury derived in any man- 
ner from the enforcement of said acts in said and not 1 
priated. That section 1063 of the Revised Statutes is hereby made ae eto 
claims arising under this act without limitation as tothe amount involved in 
such claim: And p: led further, That any sum or sums of money received 
into the Treasury of the United States from the sale of lands bid in for taxes in 
any State under the laws described in the first section of this act in excess of 
the tax thereon shall be paid to the owners of the land so bid in and re- 
sold or to their legal heirs or representatives.” A 

And the House agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its amendments numbered 3 and 4. 

L. B. CASWELL, 


GEORGE E. SENEY. 
Managers on the part of the House, 


JOHN SHERMAN 
JUSTIN S. MORRILL, 
ISHAM G. HARRIS 


Managers on the part of the Senate. 
The statement accompanying the report is as follows: 


STATEMENT, 

The conferees on the part of the House submit the following statement to ac- 
company their report upon the disagreeing votes of the two Houses to the House 
amendments to the bill (S. 139) to credit and to pay to the several States and Ter- 
ritories and the District of Columbia all moneys collected under the direct tax 
levied by the act of Congress approved August 5, 1861. 

The effect of the report as agreed to leaves the first amendment to the bill 
aao ted by the House, which was by offset or otherwise,” to stand as it passed 

e House. 

The amendment known as section 2 is amended by this report so as to fix the 
sum to be paid for the lots in the town of Beaufort at one-half the sum named 
in the House amendment. 

The sum to be paid for the lands known as cultivated lands is reduced by this 
report from ten to five dollars per acre. 

he House amendment is further modified so as to require such sums as are 
paid to the State in trust for the owners of these lands to be deducted from the 
amount due to such owners under this section, and prevent double payments. 

‘The section is also amended by the report so as to regents payment to the 
owners of lands sold for taxes in any State and bid in by the Government such 
varias as have been received on a resale of the lands over and above the tax 

levied. 

The amount appropriated to carry out the provisions of the amendment is re- 
duced from $850,000 to $500,000. 

Amendments numbered 3 and 4 are only formal amendments transposing the 


sections, 
L. B. CASWELL, 
GEO. E. SENEY, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
Mr. CRISP. I desire to raise the question of consideration. 
Mr. MCMILLIN. That is what I rose to do. I have been unable 
to find the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. OATES]. 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Is this conference report 
signed by all the managers on the part of the House? : k 
Mr. CASWELL. It is signed by all except the gentleman from Al- 
abama [Mr. Oates], who is not in his seat. 
Mr. McMILLIN. I hope the gentleman from Wisconsin will not 
insist upon taking it up now. 
Mr. CASWELL. I regret exceedingly the absence of the am 
from Alabama, but so much delay has already intervened I justi- 
fied in pressing it forward, 
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Mr. WHEELER rose. 

Mr. CASWELL. There is no intention of indulging in debate on 
this side of the House, and I suppose the ce report can be 
passed without debate pro or con. 

Mr. WHEELER. Is it not in order to demand the reading of the 
bill? 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The report has already been read. 

Mr. CASWELL. I will ask unanimous consent at the time 
that the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. OATES] may have oppor- 
* wishes to print on this bill in the 

ECORD. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Oh! you are very magnanimous; but we would 
rather have him present when this report is acted upon. 

Mr. CANNON. Let me ask where the gentleman is now. 

Mr. McMILLIN. He is temporarily out of the Hall. 

Mr. ROGERS. He has been here all day. 

Mr. CANNON. Why is he not here now? 

Mr. ROGERS. For the samereason that you are not presentat times. 
Daey 2 will be here perhaps within five minutes. He is nodoubt 

0 j 

Mr. CASWELL. Mr. Speaker, I demand the previous question on 
the adoption of the report. 

Mr. CRISP. I trust I will be permitted to be heard in reply to the 
statement of the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. CASWELL]. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question of consideration is not 
debatable. 

Mr. CRISP. I ask unanimous consent to be heard. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. I object. 

Mr. RANDALL. order. 

Mr, CRISP. Can I not be heard for a moment? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that the regular 
order is demanded by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, which cuts off 
all requests for unanimous consent. 

Mr. RANDALL. That is on the question of consideration. 

Mr. CRISP. I will state that it is my intention to call up the elec- 
tion case, and I only gave way this mo for the consideration of the 
appropriation bill [Cries of Regular order!“ 

Mr. WHEELER. I wish to know, Mr. S , whether before the 
vote is taken we may not have the bill read in order to see what it is? 
[Cries of “ order!” 

Mr. ROGERS. I move thatthe House do now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The ion of consideration has been 
raised by the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Crisp], pending which the 
gentleman from Arkansas moves that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Pending that, as there is a 
meeting to-night, I move that the House now take a recess until half 
past 7 o'clock. 

‘The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that the motion 
~ to adjourn is of superior privilege to the motion to take a recess, and 
will be first submitted. S 

Mr. ROGERS. I withdraw the motion, and will let the vote be 
taken on the motion of the gentleman from Kentucky. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I raise the point of order against the motion to take 
a recess, that it can not supersede the question on the adoption of a 
conference report, which report may be submitted even to the inter- 
ruption of a motion to adjourn. 

e SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman is correct in the view 
that the presentation of a conference report is a matter of the highest 
privilege; but the question of consideration has been raised against it, 
and the Speaker of the House recently held that under such circum- 
stances motions to adjourn, or to fix a day to which the House shall 
adjourn, or take a are in order. 

Mr. DIBBLE. But does that apply to a conference report? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It applies to a conference report when 
MG ALLEN, of Michigan, I rise to a parliamentary in 

t Š to a par en quiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Was there not a solemn agreement en- 
tered into that there should be no dilatory action—[cries of Regular 
order !’’]—that there should be no dilatory motions upon the consid- 
eration of this bill during this Congress? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks that is not in the 
nature of a parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. It is at least a very pertinent inquiry. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. - 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. ‘The gentleman will state it, 

Mr. CHEADLE. Is it not true thatthe Speaker recently ruled that 
a motion to consider a second conference report was not privileged 
against a motion to adjourn, but that the consideration of the first re- 
port was pri and we did consider one report? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is quite positive as to the 
ruling of the Speaker, and the views of the present occupant of the 
chair as announced a few moments since are in harmony with that rul- 
ing. The Speaker’s decision will be found on pages 726 and 727 of 


the RECORD. 
Mr. GEAR. I understood the gentleman from Arkansas to with- | 
draw his motion to adjourn, 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. He did; and the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky has moved that the House take a recess until 7.30, which is the! 
pending question, ; | 

Mr, BRUMM. Irise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it, although! 
the vote is about being taken. 

Mr. BRUMM. My inquiry is whether, after an agreement has been 
entered into unanimously by this House, it is admissible to entertain| 
any motion in violation of that agreement? j 

e SPEAKER pro tempore, The Chair knows of no agreement in- 
consistent with the rnling already made. It may be that there is some 
outside understanding that will control the action of individual mem- 
bers, but the Chair knows of no order of the House that prohibits the, 
submission of the pending motion. 

Mr. REED. Oh, it was only the agreement of the Democratic cau- 
cus; that is all. [Laughter.] 

Mr. ROGERS. Pending the motion of the 
tucky, I move that the House do now adjourn. 
Mr. McMILLIN. In order to give time to have the gentleman from| 
Alabama here, I move that when the House adjourns to-day it be to 
meet on Thursday next. l 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is upon the motion of 
the gentleman from Tennessee, that when the House adjourns to-day it! 
be to meet on Thursday next. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. The point of order is that the Chair can 
not entertain the motion of the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. ROGERS] 
or the motion of the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN], be- 
cause atthe time the motions were made the question was being taken 
on a recess, and one side has been taken on the vote. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair overrules the point of order, 

which even if good comes too late. The question is on the motion of 
the gentleman from Tennessee, that when the House adjourns to-day’ 
it be to meet on Thursday next. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Will it be in order to call attention to the fact 
that the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Oates] has arrived? LLaugh- 


ter.] 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 


gentleman from Ken- 


The question was put; and the 
the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 3, noes 132. 

Mr. MORSE. No quorum. 

Mr. CASWELL. I desire to call the attention of the House and the 
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] [cries of ‘ order!“ 
on the Democratic side] to the fact that the gentleman from Alabama 
[Mr. OATES] is present. [Renewed cries of order!??] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will appoint as tellers the 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Mors] and the gentleman from 
Wisconsin [Mr. CASWELL]. 

Mr. SOWDEN demanded the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A messagein writing was received from the President, by Mr. PRUDEN, ' 
one of his secretaries. 

It was also announced that the President had approved and signed 
bills of the following titles: 

On February 12, 1889: 

An act (H. R. 6217) to relinquish the interest of the United States 


relating to the distribution of the reports of the Su Court; and 

An act (H. R. 538) granting a pension to James Miller. 

Norz.— This bill was presented to the President January 31, 1889, 
and not having been returned by him to the House of in 
which it originated within the ten days prescribed by the Cons 
has become a law without his signature. 

On February 13, 1889: 

An act (H. R. 1599) to provide for the erection of apublic building in 
the city of Sedalia, in the State of Missouri; 

An act (H. R. 3132) for the relief of David A. Haywood; and 

An act (H. R. 331) for the relief of David Meriwether. 

On February 14, 1889: 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 257) e e ſor payment 
to the legal representatives of James B. ; 

An act (H. R. 496) to authorize and empower the Mount Carmel 
Development Company to draw water from the Wabash River, or its 
tributaries, in the county of Wabash and State of Illinois; 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 25) to print 4,000 copies of the report of 
Naval Constructor Philip Hichborn on European dock-yards; ` 
Au a0. H. E 508 for the relief of William R. Blakeslee; and 

An act (H. R. 9396) for the relief of General William F. Smith. 


tution, 


1889. 


On February 15, 1889: 

An act (H. R. 3312) to create the northeastern division of the south- 
ern Federal judicial district of Georgia, ard to take certain counties 
from the northern district and add to the southern district, and to pro- 
vide for holding courts in said northeastern division, and for other pur- 


poses; p 
An act (H. R. 11693) to amend section 555 of the Revised Statutes 
relating to the District of Columbia; and e 
An act (H. R. 300) for the relief of the trustees of the First Baptist 
Church at Smithland, Ky. 
On February 16, 1889: 


An act (H. R. 6404) for the relief of Charles F. Swain, master of the | 


bark Philena. 
DIRECT-TAX BILL. 


The question was taken on the motion of Mr. MCMILLIN; and it was 
decided in the negative—yea 1, nays 203, not voting 118; as follows: 


YEA-1 
Anderson, III. 
NAYS—203, 
Abbott, Davidson, Fla. Rowell, 
A Davis, Lawler, Rowland, 
Allen, De Lano, ussell, Conn, 
Anderson,Iowa Dibble, 
Arnold, ley, Long, Ryan, 
Atkinso: ery, L. neh, Sawyer, 
Baker, N 5 Sayers, 
Baker, III. Martin, Scull, 
= . 
es, 3 00, ymour, 
Bayne, Felton, McClammy, an, 
Beiden, Finley, cCormi Smith, 
Bingham, r, McCullogh, Sowden, 
wart plona; — ——— ——— 
Boothman, ‘orney, cKinney, jpooner, 
Bound, Fuller, Raue. ringer, 
Bowden, Funston, Milliken, Steele, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Gaines, Milis, 
Brower, Gallinger, Moffitt, Stewart, Tex. 
Browne, T. H. B., Va. Gay. Moore, Stewart, Ga. 
Browne, Ind. Gear, Morgan, 8 
Brown, Ohio Gest, Morrill, Stock: 
Brumm, Glass, Morse, Stone, Ky. 
Buchanan, Grimes, Nelson, Struble, 
Buckalew, Grout, Newton, Taulbee, 
Burrows, Hall, Norwood, or, E. B., Ohio 
Butler, Harmer, O'Donnell, Taylor, J. D., Ohio 
Butterworth, Haugen, O'Ferrall, mas, . 
um. Hayden, O'Neill, Pa. ‘Thomas, 
Campbell, F., N. Y. Hayes, O'Neill, Mo. Towushend, 
non, Heard Osborne, Turner, Kans, 
Carlton, Hem hint, Outhwaite, urner, Ga. 
Caswell, I. Iowa Owen, Vance, 
Catchings, Henderson, III. Parker, Vandever, 
eadle, Hermann, Patton, ade, 
S Hires, Penington, W. y 4 
5 ‘arner, 
Cl Hitt, Perkins, Washington, 
Cobb, Holman, Phelps, Weber, 
Somer H kins, I. 5 b whe Ind 
umb, — 
Cooper, Hopkins, Va. Posey, Whiting, Mass, 
Cothran, Hopkins, N. V. st, ickham, 
Cox, tener N. A wrens 
Crain, ohnston, lkingson, 
Crisp, Kean, Rayner, Wilson, 
Culberson, Kennedy, Reed, Wilson, W. Va. 
Cummings, Kerr, Rice, Wise, 
Cutcheon, La Follette, Rockwell, Woodburn, 
gan, Rogers, Yardley. 
Darlington, 4 Romeis, 
NOT VOTING—II18, 
Allen, Mass, Davidson, Ala. Ke Peters, 
Allen, Miss. Dorsey, Kilgore, Phelan. 
Anderson, Miss. Dougherty, ‘oon, Richardson, 
Anderson, Kans. Enloe, Laidlaw, Robertson, 
Bacon, Ermentrout, Laird, Russell, Mass, 
Barry, Fitch, Landes, Scott, 
Biggs, Foran, Lane, Shaw, 
Blanchard, Ford, Lee, Shively, 
Bland, French, Lind, Simmons, 
Bliss, Gibson, Snyder, 
Boutelle, Glover, id 
Bowen, Goff, Maifett, Stone, Mo. 
Breckinridge, Ky. Granger, Mahoney, 
Brewer, Mansur, 4 
Brown, J. R., Va. Grosvenor, —— —.— aT ale 
ce, uenther, 8 pson, 
Bunnell, Hare, McCreary, ‘Thompson, Cal. 
Cane Ohi pe N. C. Moma” Tracey s 
m 5 0. . ' 
Campbell, T. J., N. V. Herbert, Meshane, Weaver, 
Candler, Ogg, 0 est, 
Caruth, Hooker, Montgomery, ite, N. T. 
Clardy, Houk, Morrow, Whiting, Mich. 
re Hudd, N. hitthorne, 
Cogswell, Hunter, Nichols, ins, 
Collins, Hutton, Nutting, Williams, 
Cowles, Jackson, Yoder, 
use, Johnston, Ind. O'Neail, Ind. Yost. 
Daizell, Jones, Payson, 
Davenport, Kelley, Perry, 


So the motion was rejected. i 
Mr. WHEELER. I moveto dispense with the reading of the names 
of members voting. 
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Mr. MORSE. I object. 

The Clerk recapitulated the names. 

The following-named members were announced as paired until fur- 
ther notice: 

Mr. BURNETT with Mr. GOFF. 

Mr. Forp with Mr. GUENTHER. 

Mr. PERRY with Mr. Crouse. 

Mr. BARRY with Mr. Yost. 

Mr. PHELAN with Mr. BUTLER. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE with Mr. LYMAN. 
. McSHANE with Mr. LAIRD. 


Mr. NEAL with Mr. HOUK. 
Mr. CoLLINS with Mr. ALLEN, of Massachusetts. 2 
Mr. GROSVENOR and Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, were announced as 
paired from 3 o’clock, February 18, until Saturday, February 23. 
The following members were announced as paired for this day: 
Mr. ERMENTROUT with Mr. BUNNELL. 
Mr. GREENMAN with Mr. Nurrixd. 
Mr. Bryce with Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois, 
Mr. LEE with Mr. KELLEY. 
Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina, with Mr. KeroHam, 
. CARUTH with Mr. McComas, 
. CLARDY with Mr. DORSEY. 
Mr. WILKINS with Mr. PETERS. 
. STONE, of Missouri, with Mr. WILLIAMS. 
Mr. MACDONALD with Mr. MOFFITT. 
Mr. HERBERT with Mr. BoUTELLE. 
Mr. ROBERTSON with Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio. 
Mr. MCMILLIN and Mr. STRUBLE were announced as paired on this 
vote. 
The vote was then announced as above recorded. 
Mr. SPINOLA. Mr. Speaker 
_ The SPEAKER pro tempore. “For what purpose does the gentleman 


rise? 

Mr. SPINOLA. I rise for the purpose of asking unanimous consent 
that I may make some remarks in regard to a great national question. 

Mr. RANDALL. I object. 

Several MEMBERS. Regular order! 

Mr. MORSE. Inow move that when the House adjourn to-day it 
adjourn to meet on Friday next. 

The question was put on the motion of Mr. MoRsE; and the Speaker 
pro tempore declared that the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. MORSE, I ask for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 2, noes 86. 

Mr. MORSE. No quorum. 

Mr. CASWELL. Isuppose that my friend from Massachusetts has 
forgotten the obligation that gentlemen on the other side are under not 
to filibuster against this bill. 

[Cries of r order!” on the Democratci side.] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The point of no quorum being made, 
the Chair will appoint to act as tellers the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. MORSE] and the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. CASWELL]. 

Mr. SPINOLA. I rise partly to a question of privilege and partly by 
unanimous consent. While we are waiting—[laughter]—— 

Mr. RANDALL. I object. 

Mr. CASWELL. I move there be a call of the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The roll was called, and the following members failed to answer to 
their names: 


Allen, Miss. Dougherty, Laird, Shively, 
Anderson, Miss. Enloe, Lee, Snyder, 
Bacon, Felton out. Lodge, Stahlnecker, 
Barry, elton, ' tone, Ky. 
Blanchard, Fitch, Maffett, Stone, Mo 
Blount, Foran. Matson, Symes, 
Bowen, Ford, McAdoo, Tarsney, 
Browne, Ind. Glover, cComas, Thomas, III. 
Bryce, Goff, McShane, Thompson, Ohio 
Bunnell, Granger, Morrow, ‘Tracey, 
Burnett, Greenman, Neal, Turner, Kans, 
Campbell, Ohio Grosvenor, Norwood, West, 
Campbell, T. J., N. X. Guenther, Nutting, White, Ind. 
Carlton, Harmer, Payson, White, N.Y. 
Caruth, Hogg, Perkins, Whitthorne, 
Clardy, Hunter, Perry, Wilkins, 
Collins, Jackson, Peters, Wise, 
Crouse, Johnston, Ind., Phelan, Yost. 
Dalzell, Kelley, helps, 
Davenport, Ketcham, rtson, 
Dorsey, Laidlaw, Russell, Mass. 
* 
The following members were announced as absent on leave: 
23 ee. 8 8 
unnell, ranger. erry, ardley, 
Burnett, Laird, Pete Yost. 


Mr. WHITING, of Massachusetts. I ask that my colleague from 
Massachusetts, Mr. ALLEN, be excused on account of sickness. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. MERRIMAN. I ask that my colleague, Mr. BACON, be ex- 
cused on account of sickness. 
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There being no objection, Mr. BACON was excused. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of New York. I ask that my colleague, Mr. Nut- 
TING, be excused on account of sickness. 

There being no objection, Mr. NuTTING was excused. _ 

Mr. McMILLIN. Lask that my colleague, Mr. NEAL, be excused 
on account of sickness, 

There being no objection, Mr. NEAL was excused. 

Mr. WHEELER. I ask leave of absence for one hour. 

Several members objected. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. The gentleman from Maryland, Mr. 
McComas, left the House yesterday on account of sickness, I ask 
that he be excused. 

There being no objection, Mr. McComas was excused. 

Mr. MCKENNA. I ask that my colleague, Mr. Morrow, be ex- 
cused on account of important business. 

There being no objection, Mr. MORROW was excused. 

Mr. MOFFITT. The gentleman from Illinois, Mr. PAYSON, is ab- 
sent on account of a lame ankle. I ask that he be excused. 

There being no objection, Mr. PAYSON was excused. 

Mr. COX. I ask that my colleague, Mr. STAHLNECKER, who is ill, 
be excused. 

There being no objection, Mr. StAHLNECKER was excused. 

Mr, HITT. I ask that the gentleman from Colorado, Mr. SYMES, 
be excused because he is sick. 

There being no objection, Mr. SYMES was excused. 

Mr, MCMILLIN. I ask leave of absence for my colleague, Mr, WHIT- 
THORNE, on account of illness. 

There being no objection, leave of absence was granted. 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore. On this call 241 members have answered 
to their names, being more than a quorum. 

Mr. CASWELL. I move that all further proceedings under the call 
be dispensed with. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Would it bein order to move an amendment to that 
motion ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It would not be. 

The question was taken on the motion of Mr. CASWELL; and there 
were—ayes 75, noes 3. 

Mr. MORSE. I call for tellers. 

‘Tellers were not ordered, only 10 voting in favor thereof. 

The vote was announced as above stated. 

So the motion of Mr. CASWELL that all further proceedings under the 
call be dispensed with was agreed to. 

Mr. SPINOLA. No quorum has voted. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This question does not hn a quo- 
rum. The question now recurs on the motion of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Morse] that when the House adjourns it adjourn 
to meet on Friday next. The tellers will resume their places. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Will the vote be taken de novo? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It will. The gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. Morse] and the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. CAs- 
WELL] will resume their places as tellers. À 

The tellers took their places. After the count had proceeded for some 
time, 

Mr. CASWELL said: I ask, by unanimous consent, that the House 
now take its recess, to reassemble at half past 7 o’clock this evening; 
and I give notice that to-morrow I will again bring up this report for 
consideration, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. 
CASWELL] asks unanimous consent that the House now take its recess 
until half past 7 o’clock this evening, the evening session to be for the 
consideration of business under the special order. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, What is that? ` 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This evening session has been assign 
to business of the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. BLOUNT I ask that the request of the gentleman from Wis- 
consin [Mr. CASWELL] be so modified that we may proceed with the 
consideration of the Post-Office appropriation bill until 5 o’clock. 

Mr. CASWELL. I have no objection. 

Mr. MORSE. I do not object. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I presume it is understood that the privilege and 
status of the conference report will not be lost by this intervening 
business. Unless that is understood I shall object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The report certainly can not lose its 
privilege. ; 

Mr. CASWELL. Igive notice that I will cal} it up again to-morrow. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection, the House 
will now again resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on the state 
of w 1 to resume the consideration of the Post-Office appropria- 
tion bill. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union (Mr. TURNER, of Georgia, in the chair), 
and resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 12490) making appro- 
. priations for the service of the Post-Office Department for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1890, 


The CHAIRMAN, By consent the debate on this paragraph and all 
amendments to it has been limited to ten minutes. 

Mr. KERR. Mr. Chairman, I believe the question before the House 
now is on the amendment striking out, in lines 1 and 2, on page 3, the 
words two thousand and ten“ 

Mr. FARQUHAR. The amendment is to make the minimum $800. 

The CHAIRMAN. The pending amendment is that submitted by 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNon], to which an amendment 
was submitted by the gentleman also from Illinois [Mr. ADAMS]. 

Mr. ADAMS. I withdraw my amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Then the question is on the amendment sub- 
mitted’ by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] to strike out, in 
the first and second lines, on page 3, the words one thousand and two“ 
and insert “eight,” making it ‘*$800 to not exceeding $1,600 per an- 
num, 

Mr. KERR. Now, Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that the adoption 
of the report of the committee would necessarily involve the expendi- 
ture of a large amount of money unnecessarily. It seems that we ought 
to allow the Post-Office Department—that is, the post-offices through- 
out the country—to employ their help at reasonable rates and as low 
as they can get it. I do notsee any reason why the Government of 
the United States should apply another rule in the employment of its 
help than the rule that prevails in society usually as to the employ- 
ment of men. My colleague on my left [Mr. ADAMS] informs me that 
in Chicago good stenographers are employed at from $40 to $50 a month 
who are employed during the entire day, which would be only about 
$500 per annum; and if that be the case, why should the United States 
Government say that the lowest-priced stenographers in the service of 
the Government employed in the Post-Office Department should be at 
least $800 per year? 

I think we ought to be a little careful in the expenditure of the pub- 
lic money in this Department, for there is a general demand all over 
the country that we should, if possible, at the very earliest moment, 
adopt the policy of fixing postage on inland letters at 1 cent for trans- 
mission through the mails in place of 2 cents as at present. Butif we 
pursue the policy of increasing the salaries of the employés of the Post- 
Office Department at this time, that reform now so generally demanded 
will become an impossibility and necessarily must be indefinitely post- 
poned. I think we ought to do what we can to reduce the expendi- 
tures of this Department with a view of reaching this desirable condi- 
tion of affairs in regard to as soon as possible. 

In addition to that I wish to say in regard to this matter that I qués- 
tion very much the entire policy of the classification of the clerks in 
this Department. Ido not believe it has worked well heretofore in the 
other Departments in Washington. I know, because I have heard the 
fact from men employed in the De ents here, that there is an 
eternal scramble on the of certain persons occupying lower posi- 
tions to be advanced to higher places, with the view of obtaining the 
larger salary, when they are not performing any more work; and if that 
rule of classification is extended all over the country you will find that 
same eternal scramble will extend to this department as it now exists 
in the Departments at Washington. I have heard, too, from many men 
in the Departments here in Washington that men are always pressing 
the powers that be“ for influence to promote them from one class of 
clerks to another, not because there is any more work to be done in the 
promoted class, but because it enables them to draw more pay; and I 
for one, as this new administration is coming into power, am not going 
to favor a proposition making larger and larger demands upon the time 
of members of Congress to answer letters of persons desiring positions 
in the Government service. 

For these and other reasons I think the plan proposed here should 
not be adopted. 

Mr. BLOUNT. How much time remains for the debate? 

The CHAIRMAN. If no other gentleman desires to discuss the 
amendment, the Chair will assume that the time for debate has ex- 
pired, and the question will be taken upon the adoption of the amend- 
ment. 

The question was taken; and on adivision there were—ayes 61, noes 

6. 


Mr. BLOUNT. In order to secure tellers on this vote, I make the 
point that no quorum has voted. 

Mr. CANNON. I ask the gentleman to let us adopt the minimum 
here. 

Mr. BLOUNT. The gentleman has been asking that all the time, 
and we do not agree. 

The CHAIRMAN appointed as tellers Mr. BLOUNT and Mr. CAN- 
NON. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported —ayes 70, 
noes 75. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is the point of no quorum insisted upon? 

Mr. CANNON. Well, my friend from Georgia wanted a quorum, 
and I guess we had better have it on this vote. [Laughter. 
The CHAIRMAN. The tellers will resume their places 

the count. 
The tellers reported—ayes 80, noes 83. 
So the amendment was rejected. 
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Mr. CANNON. Now, Mr. Chairman 

Mr. HOLMAN. I submit, if the gentleman from Illinois will con- 
sent, an amendment to the paragraph. I move to strike out one 
thousand and two,“ in lines 1 and 2 of this page, and insert nine 
uundred.““ 

Mr. SPINOLA. Mr. Chairman —- 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Illinois yield to the 
gentleman from Indiana to offer the amendment? 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, certainly. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Mr. Chairman, I desire to be heard 

Mr. BLOUNT. I rise to a question of order, not with a view of in- 
terfering with my friend from New York, but to suggest that debate 
has been closed on this paragraph and all amendments thereto. 

2 The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is correct. Thedebate has been 
closed. 

Mr. CANNON. I did not understand that. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Debate has been closed. 

Mr. CANNON. When? 

Mr. DOCKERY. A few moments ago by consent. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee by unanimous consent ordered 
that debate upon this paragraph and all amendments to it be closed 
within ten minutes. 

Mr. CANNON. And the time has expired? 

The CHAIRMAN. Which time has expired, and the question is on 
the adoption of the amendment of the gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I merely suggested the amendment to the gentle- 
man from Illinois. 

The question was put; and on a division there were—ayes 16, noes 36. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I call for tellers. I raise the point that no quoram 
has voted. 

The CHAIRMAN appointed Mr. HOLMAN and Mr. BLOUNT tellers. 

The tellers reported—ayes 36, noes 55, 

Mr. HOLMAN. No quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN. In order to enable the House to take a recess, in 
accordance with a prior order, the committee will now rise. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. DocKERY having taken the 
Chair as Speaker protempore, Mr. TURNER, of Georgia, reported thatthe 
Committee of the Whole had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 
12490) making appropriations for the service of the Post-Office Depart- 
ment for the year ending June 30, 1890, and had come to no res- 
olution thereon. 

And then (at 5 o’clock p. m.), under previous order, the House took 
a recess until 7.30 p. m. 


EVENING SESSION. 


The recess having expired, the House reassembled at half past 7 
o’clock p. m., and was called to order by Mr. DocKERY as Speaker pro 
tempore. i 

The Clerk read the following: 

SPEAKER’S Room, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, February 19, 1889, 
H Docxxnx is hereby designated d Speak: tempore 
Re nirea of the cians Gale Getting: 3 8 
JOHN G. CARLISLE, Speaker. 


Hon. jonx B. CLARK, Clerk, 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read the order under 
which the evening session is held, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That on Tuesday, Feb 
Snor bills „ the Daunte on Military Affairs, 
limited to 10 o'clock p. m. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I ask, by unanimous consent, the bills called 
up to-night reported from the Committee on Military Affairs be con- 
sidered in the House as in Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Illinois? The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr, TOWNSHEND. I yield the floor to the gentleman from New 
Yor 


19, 1889, the House shall take a recess at5 
ng session to be devoted to the consider- 


the session to be 


MONUMENT AT FORT GREENE, BROOKLYN, 


Mr. SPINOLA. I call up for consideration the bill (H. R. 1687) for 
the erection and completion of a monument to the memory of the vic- 
tims of prison-ships at Fort Greene, Brooklyn. The bill has been read 
through, the report has been read, the amendments adopted, and the 
bill ordered to a third reading. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the sum of $100,000 be, and the same is hereby, appro- 

riated, or so much thereof as may be necessary, out of any money in the 

reasury of the United States not erwise appropriated, for the e n and 
completion of a monument to the memory oF the victims of British prison- 
ships at New York during the war of the Revolution, to be placed at Fort Greene, 
Brooklyn, State of New York: Provided, That the money appropriated as 
afo d shall be expended under the direction of the Secretary of War, and 
the plans, specifications, and design for such monument shall, before any of the 
money so appropriated is expended, be first approved by the Secretary of War, 

Mr. KILGORE. I make the point of order that this bill ought to be 
considered in Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House has just granted the re- 


Anas of the gentleman from Illinois that all these bills reported from 
the Committee on Military Affairs shall be considered in the House as 
in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. KILGORE. I want to give notice that none of these bills will 
passin that way. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The House has adopted a resolution that 
these bills shall be considered as in Committee of the Whole, which 
gives the same opportunity for opposition in the House as in the Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

Mr. KILGORE. Oh, no; there is not. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. In what respect is there any difference? 

Mr. KILGORE. There is considerable difference. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I ask the gentleman for information, for I have 
been here twelve years and I have not learned what difference there 
would be. 

Mr. KILGORE. I have been here for two years, and I know that 
there is a very great deal of difference. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I say that when txe order is made to consider 
bills as in Committee of the Whole we are governed by the same rules 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. KILGORE. Only when you consider them in Committee of the 
Whole a man has two chances at them; otherwise you have only one. 
[Laughter. ] 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I can only say this to the gentleman from 
Texas: That under the rules of the House, having but a small attend- 
ance as there is just now, it is within the power of one man to prevent 
the consideration of these bills. There will be no quorum, and it does 
not require any intellectual power to do it, power to say whether or not 
we shall have any legislation, and one man can prevent action being 
taken in the House just as well as in Committee of the Whole. A 
page could do it if he had the power, and could do it just as well in 
the House as in Committee of the Whole. i 

Mr. SPINOLA. Will the gentleman from Texas permit me 

Mr. KILGORE. I say this to the gentleman from Illinois, after the 
fair statement that he has made that every opportunity would be given 
in the House to oppose a measure, I will let this go on, but when it 
comes to an important bill that ought to be amended I think it ought 
to be considered in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. A member would have the same privilege in 
the House asin Committee of the Whole. He can stop any bill he de- 
sires. 

Mr. KILGORE. I have not been here as long as the gentleman from 
I linois, but I know that it is an advantage to have a bill considered 
in the House instead of the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. In all the experience that I have had here, I 
state to my friend that I have not been able to learn where he would 
get one single advantage by having a bill considered in Committee of 
the Whole that he would not be entitled to if it were considered in the 
House. S 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is advised that these amend- 
ments have been agreed to in Committee of the Whole; that the bill 
has been engrossed and read a third time; and the question, therefore, 
is on the passage of the bill. 

The question was put; and the Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. KILGORE. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 17, noes 3. 

Mr. KILGORE. No quorum. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Wil the gentleman allow the bill to go over until 
to-morrow to a full House? 

Mr. KILGORE. Ican not, except you strike out the appropriation. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Of course, then, Mr. Speaker, I withdraw the bill. 

Mr. FELIX CAMPBELL. Before that bill is withdrawn I would 
like to say a word. : 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there is no objection, the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. FELIX CAMPBELL] will be heard. 

Mr. FELIX CAMPBELL. I will object to everything that is pre- 
sented here this evening. 

Mr. SPINOLA. I hope my friend will let the bill go through which 
I am going to call up. 

Mr. FELIX CAMPBELL. Iwill not let anything go through. The 
day for this sort of thing has gone by. There was an impression once 
that three men were not equal to one; but now it seems that fifty men 
are not equal to one, and that one undertakes to overrule fifty. That 
system has got to change in this country. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman can speak only by 
unanimous consent. 2 

MICHAEL KELLY. 


Mr. SPINOLA. I call up the bill which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 9485) to remove the charge of desertion against Michael Kelly. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be tt enacted, etc., That the Secre! 
and directed to remove the 


his De ent nst Michael 
ment New York olunteers, 


of War be, and he hereby is, authorized 
of desertion now standing on the records of 
elly, late of Company C, Eighty-eighth Regi- 
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Mr. MATSON. I ask for the reading of the report in that case. 
The report (by Mr. SPINOLA) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (II. R. 9485) 
to remove the of desertion against Michael Kelly, have examined the 
same, and submit the following report: 

Michael Kelly was enrolled and mustered March 15, 1864,at New York City, 
to serve three years in Company C, Kighty-eighth New York Volunteers, and 
served therewith until May 5, 1864, when, at the battle of the Wilderness, he 
received a gunshot wound which resulted inthe amputation of the index finger 
of the right hand. He was also shot in the right arm above the elbow. He was 
sent to the hospital at Washington, D. C., where he remained until May 17, 1864. 
when he was granteda fariongh for aiey days. Kelly wenthometo New York, 
but at the end of the thirty days he, not being able to perform duty, returned to 
the hospital at Washington, but was informed that owing to the crowded condi- 
tion of the hospital he could not be admitted, but as he was unfit for further 
mili duty he was told to go back home and his discharge would be made 
out and sent him, He returned home and remained there, thinking that he had 
done all that was required of him. The evidence is plain that this soldier did 
not leave the service for the purpose of avoiding danger, or avoiding service ; 
and as he isa cripple from the effects of his wounds your committee believe he 
Lee to tho relief he asks for, and they therefore recommend the passage 
of the N 

The question was puton ordering the bill to be engrossed and read a 
third time, and the Speaker pro tempore declared that the ayes seemed 
to have it. 

Mr. FELIX CAMPBELL. Task for a division. 

Mr. SPINOLA. This is a proper bill, and it is for the benefit of a 
poor soldier. I hope the gentleman will let it go through. 

The question was taken; and there were—ayes 28, noes 2. 

Mr. FELIX CAMPBELL. No quorum. 

Mr. SPINOLA. I withdraw the bill. 

; Mr. TOWNSHEND. Iyield now to the gentleman from New York 
Mr. Firon]. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Frrcn] appears to be absent. ‘ 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Then I yield to the gentleman from Wyoming 
[Mr. Carry]. \ 

ROBERT H. MONTGOMERY. 

Mr. CAREY. Icall up the bill (H. R. 4246) for the relief of Robert H. 
Montgomery. In order to save time I ask unanimous consent to sub- 
stitute the Senate bill which is on the Calendar and is in all respects 
like the House bill, 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (S. 939) for the relief of Robert H. Montgomery. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That Robert H. Montgomery, captain in the Fifth Regiment 
of Cavalry, United States Army, shall be entitled to credit for all purposes of 

y and allowances, for the period of time from the 19th day of November, 
TA to the 16th day of February, 1865, during which time he was a prisoner of 

h he had actually been in 

— eee Ae ol the United States as a second lieutenant of cavalry dur- 
that ~ 2 

EC. 2. Nhat the judgment of the United States Court of Claims in the case of 

Robert H. Montgomery vs, The United States, rendered on the 7th day of April, 


war in the hands of the enemy, the same as 


in the year 1884, against the said Robert H. Montgomery for the sum of $1,651.37, 


upon a counter-claim presented by the United States, said sum having been re- 
ceived by the said Robert H. Montgomery as pay for the period Rox Ih which 
he was, as bereinbefore stated, a prisoner of ie hati say the same is “psp 2 
remitted, and the said Robert H. Montgomery is y discharged from all o 
ligations to pay said judgment. 

Mr. CAREY. Mr. Speaker, the report in this case is very long and 
I can state in a minute all there is in it. Captain Montgomery was an 
officer in the Army and was captured and confined in Confederate prisons 
from some date in 1863 until some time in 1865. Through an erroneous 
report he was summarily dismissed from the United States service. 
Afterwards a board of inquiry was held on the case and they came to the 
conclusion that he had been in no wise negligent when he was captured, 
that he had been acting under orders, and the consequence was that he 
was restored to his position in the Army and was paid for the time that 
he had been confined in a Southern ae pope ok on his ap- 

lication for longevity pay, the proper officer o; part- 
8 held that he was not in fact in the military service of the United 
States during that period. He appealed to the Court of Claims and the 
court also held that he was not in the service, and that the amount paid 
to him for that period should not have been paid. Now, this is simply 
to allow him for the time that he was in a rebel prison. There is no 
claim that he was negligent in being captured or that he was in any 
wise at fault. 

Mr. KILGORE. I understand that this man’s pay went on, and 
that he received it, and that then the Government sued him and re- 
covered it back. 

Mr. CAREY. No; but in making his application for longevity pay 
this amount was held up against him. 

Mr. KILGORE. What do you mean by longevity pay? 

Mr. CAREY. Increased pay for length of service. The War De- 
partment say that there is no reason why he should not be relieved. 

Mr. KILGORE. And this is a bill to give him that pay ? 

Mr. CAREY. No; he has had the pay. The Court of Claims simply 
passed on the question whether, after he was summarily dismi on 
an erroneous impression, he was entitled to pay, and they held that he 
should not have been paid for that time. 


Mr. KILGORE. Was he paid for it? 


Mr. CAREY. He was paid for it. 

Mr. KILGORE. Well, what is the purpose of this bill? 

Mr. CAREY. Ihave said that in making his application for longev- 
ity pay this amount was held up against him, and he appealed to the 
Court of Claims and they took the same ground. I may add that 
Lieutenant Jones, under whose orders he was acting at the time he was 
captured, was also captured, and is in exactly the same position. 

Mr. KILGORE. Then I understand that this bill does not take any 
money out of the Treasury to pay this man anything. 

Mr. CAREY. Not a dollar. He is still in the Army, and has served 
in every Indian war since the close of the civil war, and is an excel- 
lent officer. I have known him fifteen years. 

The question was taken on ordering the bill to a third reading; and 
there were—ayes 28, no 1. 

Mr. FELIX CAMPBELL. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The point being made that no quorum 
has voted, the Chair will appoint as tellers the gentleman from Wyo- 
ming [Mr. Carry] and the gentleman from New York [Mr. FELIX 


CAMPBELL]. 
Mr. CAREY. I withdraw the bill, Mr. pene I dislike to do it, 
but under the circumstances I am compelled to withdraw it. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I yield now to the gentleman from Michigan 
[Mr. Forp]. 


INN AT OLD POINT COMFORT, VIRGINIA, 


Mr. FORD. Icallup the House joint resolution (H. Res. 200) author- 
izing the Secretary of War to grant a permit to Harry Libby and 
Philip B. Woodfin to erect a hotel upon the #nds of the United States 
at Old Point Comfort, Virginia. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, elc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized to 

t permission to Harry Libby and Philip T. Woodfin to build a hotel, with 
ts appurtenances, upon the military reservation of the United States at Old 
Point Comfort, Virginia, upon such site or location on said reservation, and of 
such plans and dimensions as shall be approved b7 the Secre! of War: Pro- 
vided, however, That the said hotel building or buildings shall be fully completed 
within one T subsequent to the date of such approval, and with the further 
understanding that all the buildings constru under the authority herein 
granted shall be destroyed or removed at the expense of the owner or owners, 
whenever military exigencies require the same to be done, and the Secretary of 
War shall so direct; and no claim for damages by reason of such destruction or 
removal shall be made upon the Government of the United States: And pro- 
vided further, That the State of Virginia, by its General Assembly and governor, 
—_ by pro; legal enactment, give the consent of said State to the erection 
of said building or buildings as a condition-precedent: And provided further, 
That the building or buildings so erected may be made subject to State and 
national on the same as other property. 

Sec, 2. That the persons within named, to whom the license herein 
is granted, shall not assign, transfer, or set over the same to any other person 
or persons, That if the Secretary of War shall become satisfied tthe persons 
within named have made such assignment or transfer, he shall be authorized 
to revoke the permission for the erection of a hotel herein given: That 
nothing in this resolution con be construed to prevent said Libby 
and Woodfin from associating themselves with others in the construction and 
managementof said hotel. 

The question was put on ordering the joint resolution to be engrossed 
and read a third time; and the Speaker pro tempore declared that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. FELIX CAMPBELL. Task for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 22, no 1. 

Mr, FELIX CAMPBELL. No quorum. 

Mr. FORD. I will withdraw the joint resolution, but before doing 
so I ask to be permitted to make a very brief statement. 

Mr. FELIX CAMPBELL. I object. 

Mr. FORD. Will the gentleman allow me a minute? 

Mr. FELIX CAMPBELL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. FORD. Mr. Speaker, before withdrawing this joint resolution 
I wish to say that it wasintroduved with the purpose of permitting the 
erection of a hostelry down at Old Point Comfort, Virginia, at which a 
man of moderate means could afford to stay. There have been one or 
two similar rights given to other parties to erect hotels there, but for 
some reason or other they have not exercised that right, and, as I 
have said, the object of this measure is simply to permit the erection 
of a hotel or boarding-house at which people of moderate means can 
afford to stay and enjoy the pleasant climate of that localigy; but as 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. FELIX CAMPBELL] makes the 
point of no quorum, I am compelled to withdraw the joint resolution. 

Mr. GEAR. I move that the House adjourn. I make this motion 
for the reason that it is impossible to transact any business to-night as 
long as one member objects to all business. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Let us try one more bill. 

Mr. GEAR. It will be of no use. 

The question was put on the motion to adjourn; and it was disa- 
greed to, there being—ayes 4, noes 17. 

Mr. FELIX CAMPBELL. No quorum. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. This is one case in which the gentleman has 
no power to require a quorum. .« . 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The rules of the House do not require 
a guoram on a motion to adjourn. 
COL, DANIEL M’CLURE. 


Mr. ped SHEND. I now yield to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
YODER]. 


1889. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


2071 


Mr. YODER. I call up the bill (H. R. 9378) for the relief of Col. 
Daniel McClure. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


McClure with all sums not already allowed of money 
said accounting officers in the “statement tof diff 
ond Auditor of the Treasury upon the final 

9th 1 of 3 except the three following charges, to wit: The item 


item of $4,993.06 paid him by Maj. V © Heanso on the 26th of September, 1862. 


iF HENDERSON, of Ilinois. I call for the reading of the report 
in this case, 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I trust that my colleague [Mr. HENDERSON] 
will not insist on having the read. It may take an hour or 
more to read it, and if that should be done the session of to-night would 
of course be rendered a nullity. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. The bill may as well be withdrawn, 
for I should call a quorum upon it. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Before the bill is withdrawn 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I hope that my colleague will not make the 
point of no quorum. OF course, if he insists upon raising that ques- 
tion to-night it is im le to have any business transacted. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I think this bill ought not to pass; 
and I would be very unwilling to permit it to pass without an oppor- 
tunity on my part to discuss its provisions. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. My colleague will, of course, do what he thinks 
right about this matter; and I will not raise any controversy with him. 
If it is his determination to demand a quorum this bill, I would 
advise my friend from Ohio [Mr. YODER] to w the bill. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Before the bill is withdrawn 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Ohio with- 
draw the bill? 

Mr.SPINOLA. Not yet. He declines to do so for one moment. I 
want to inquire 

TheSPEAKER pro pulpone: The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. YODER] 
is entitled to the 

Mr. YODER. I yield to the gentleman from New York [Mr. Spr- 
NOLA] that he may make an inguiry. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Mr. Speaker, how much time will I have on this 
bill in my own right, if I should desire to debate it ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If the gentleman obtains the floor in 
his own right, he will be entitled to one hour. The gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. YODER] has, however, been 

Mr. YODER. I ask unanimous consent to withdraw the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has the right to with- 
draw it without unanimous consent. The bill is withdrawn. 

FRANCIS A. FIELD. 


Mr. YODER. I call up the bill (H. R. 10137) for the relief ot 
Francis A. Field. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the he provisions ees: ed in the Army 
are hereby ded for ain i tke Elev only so far as they affect 
Francis A. Field, late captai 8 —— United States 
and the President of the tne Gulted States authorized to nominate, and 
Se ee as tan nesta ead a at dhe BOAC AL SAIOA anid OAOA A ld, 
Jate captain Eleventh United States Infantry. to the rank and grade —— — 
him in the Army at the date of his last honorable discharge: 
said Francis A. Field shall dogda no pay or other allowances for any . 

or to the date of the this act, when the said Francis A. Field shall 
placed on the active-li 22 Army. 


Mr. SPINOLA addressed the Chair. 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Ohio[Mr. YODER] 
3 to the floor. Does he yield to the gentleman from New 

ork? 


Mr. SPINOLA. I do not want the gentleman to yield. I want my a 


own time in opposition to the bill. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Then let the vote be taken. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Before the vote is taken, I wish to speak in opposi- 
tion to the bill in my own right. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If the gentleman from Ohio yields the 
floor, the Chair will recognize the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND (to Mr. YODER). Withdraw the bill. 


ARCHIBALD HUNLEY. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. I now call up for consideration the bill (H. 
R. 104) for the relief of Archibald Hunley. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Whereas it appears from the evidence of certain officers, non-commissioned 
officers, and privates of neers ee H, Thirtieth Regiment of Illinois Infan 
Volunteers, that Archibald unley, late a private of Company H, Thirtie 
Regiment Illinois Infantry Volunteers, was illegally charged an unjustly tried 
by military court-martial on and specifications alleging absence without 
leave and resisting his superior officer, and by decision of said court-martial he 
was unjustly and illegally discharged from the Army, with loss of all ay, 
bounty, and allowances Ade h im at the time from the United States: The 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, — as pe 
and directed to remove Seol of desertion, and of being absent without leave, 
and of resisting his superior officer, and the decision of the said court- 
martial upon said charges, andall other charges which appear against said Archi- 
bald Hunley, late a private in ho H, Thirtieth ment of Illinois Vol- 
unteers, on the records of the V partment; and the gs 
the Government is hereby directed to settle all claims fo 
pension, or allowances as if such charges did not exist. 


The amendments reported by the committee were read, as follows: 


Strike out the preamble. 
In lines 4 and 5 strike out the words “desertion, and of being absent without 
leave, and of.“ 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. I will ask that the report of the committee be 
read, unless my colleague [Mr. LANDES] desires to make a statement. 

Mr. LANDES rose. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I yield a few minutes to my colleague. 

Mr. McCLAMMY. I would like to know the date of the introduc- 
tion of this bill. ; 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk informs the Chair that the 
bill was introduced December 21, 1887. 

Mr. McCLAMMY. Very well; I make no objection. 
archal. [Langhter. ] 

Mr. LANDES. Mr. Speaker, as the report in this case is somewhat 
voluminous, I desire to state briefly the facts. The Secretary of War 
has removed from the record of this soldier all the charges preferred 
against him that it was within the power of the to remove. 
It appears from the report of the War Department that the finding of 
the court-martial which adjudged this soldier guilty of resisting a su- 
perior officer still remains t him. The evidence discloses the fact 
that no attempt was made by this soldier to resist his superior officer 
by the use of physical violence. The chief proof before the court-mar- 
tial was embraced in testimony which I will read for the benefit of the 
House. 


To my certain knowledge, during all the time aforesaid (meaning from Hun- 
ley’s enlistment to date of court-martial), Hunley always obeyed is officers, 
and never refased to do duty. 

Iwas the ee ne. Hunley should have resisted and for which he was 
court-martial 


department of 
r back pay, bounty, 


It is patri- 


Bel Hag him down, when pes forges and said to me.“ Sim, let him up 
and to Hunley, Do you take it u T 
ati the same time releasing and fra: Graves up, snd the whole matter 

I do not consider that A. Hunley ever resisted me from —— 
newark. 1861, to date of court-martial. 

I submit, Mr. Speaker, this evidence is frivolous and that the court- 
martial rendered a very unjust verdict against this soldier. I think, 
therefore, this House should grant him the relief provided for iu this 
bill. 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. Task my colleague on the committee to yield 
to me for one word. 

Mr. LANDES. Certainly. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The Committee on Military Affairs, after a 
very careful examination of the evidence in this case, were unani- 
mously of the opinion that this soldier was unfairly tried and the ver- 
dict rendered against him was unjust. He was found to be a faithful 
and orderly soldier, and the bill provides for restoring him. I ask for 


vote. 
Mr. CUTCHEON. Ihave buta word to say to the House, and ask 
the gentleman from Illinois to yield to me. 
Mr. LANDES. I will yield to the gentleman for two minutes. 
Mr. CUTCHEON. Ishall vote in favor of the passage of this bill 
zoome a Military Committee, the jury in this case, has reported in 
vor of it 
I will use the remainder of the two minutes yielded to me in mak- 


Mr. SPINOLA. Before this bill is withdrawn, to which I object— ing an p to gentlemen in regard to the business of this evening’s 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. I understand the gentleman from New York bees 


LMr. PRIRODA] will not speak more than five minutes. 
Mr. SPINOLA. Ido not know whether I shall or not. ` 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. If the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Yo- | 


The Committee on Military Affairs has had referred to it in 
about twelve hundred bills. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Fifteen hundred. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. The chairman of the committee thinks I am be- 


DER] desires to take the floor and address himself to this bill the Chair low the mark, and the number will reach fifteen hundred. I know 
will recognize him; if not, the Chair will recognize the gentleman from | that it has been a laborious committee. It has been faithful in matur- 


New York. 
Mr. YODER. I withdraw the bill. 
Mr. SPINOLA. I object to its being withdrawn. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has the right to with- 
draw the bill. 


ing business upon the Calendar. There are many bills awaiting our 


action, many of which should pass without any objection from any 
member of the House. This is the last chance we shall have, perhaps, 
to secure the passage of this legislation to which we have given un- 
wearied labors of two sessions of nearly fifteen months. I make an 
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a to gentlemen here, in the interest of good legislation and in be- | favorably, 


f of the beneficiaries of these bills, not to take away from the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs the last opportunity they may have to con- 
sider these matters, If a single member shall insist on his objection 
as an obstruction, and thus prevent this legislation reported from the 
Committee on Military Affairs, the work of that committee will be 
practically thrown away. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, 
ment reported by the committee. 

Mr. FELIX CAMPBELL, No quorum has voted. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I withdraw the bill. 

Mr. STEELE. I would liketo know whether that is done as astates- 
man, or because some man outside of the committee has interfered 
with the gentleman? 

This bill was referred to our committee and we have considered it. 
Now because some gentleman outside of the committee objects he is 
going to punish the committee. If that is his statesmanship, I move 
that the committee rise. 

Mr. SPINOLA. I hope the gentleman will give me his time. 

Mr. STEELE. I move that the committee rise. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. We are in the House and not in the 
committee. 

Mr. STEELE. Then I move the House adjourn. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I trust before the question is puton the mo- 
tion to adjourn that the House will hear me for a moment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the gentleman 
from Illinois making his statement? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. So far as the statement of the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. STEELE] is concerned I think he has been misunderstood 
by myself and by others. The gentleman from Indiana was present at 
the meeting of the committee in calling up a bill for consideration at 
this evening’s session. It was distinctly understood if a protracted 
opposition on any bill should take up longer than ten minutes, then 
it was the duty of the member to withdraw the bill. I have acted in 
strict compliance with that resolution adopted by the committee. 
Therefore, when he criticises what others have done in withdrawing 
bills, I can only repeat that they have acted with myself in accordance 
with the terms of the resolution adopted by the Committee on Military 
Affairs, 

Mr. STEELE. I would like to make a brief statement. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the gentleman will be per- 
mitted to proceed. M 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The gentleman can call up a bill if he desires. 

Mr. STEELE. I have understood all the time that I could do so. 
But I understand that there is a fixed determination on the of 
gentlemen on the floor to allow no bill to be considered to-night. If 
that is so, and we have evidence that it is true, I do not think the 
House ought to sit here and go through the farce of attempting to pass 
bills. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I misunderstood my friend. I thought he was 
criticising my action. 

Mr. STEELE. Not at all. If the gentleman will give any assur- 
ance that we are going to pass a bill I would like to remain. 

Mr. FELIX CAMPBELL. I give notice that I will object. 

Mr. STEELE. Then I move that the House adjourn. 

‘The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 9, 
noes 31. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I yield to my colleague on the committee from 
Indiana. 

Mr. STEELE. Very well; I will call up the bill I send to the desk. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. What bill does the gentleman call up? 


BOUNTIES TO VETERAN VOLUNTEERS. 


Mr. STEELE. I ask consideration of the bill (H. R. 1921) direct- 
ing the payment of bounties to veteran volunteers who were promoted 
atter enlistment, 

The bill is as follows: 
= Be ttenacted, ele., That all veteran volunteers who re-enlisted and were mus- 
tered into the volunteer service of the United States in accordance with the pro- 
visions of General Order No. 191 of the War Department, dated June 25, 1863, 
and who were afterwards promoted and who were not paid the bounty prom- 
ised by suid order to volunteers enlisted and muste into service as veter- 
ans on the ground that such promotion deprived them of the right to such 
bounty, shall be entitled to the full benefits of and shall be paid the bounty 
provided and promised by said order to the same amount and extent as they 
weuld have been entitled had they not been promoted, anything in any law, 
regulation, or ruling to the contrary notwithstanding. 

Sec, 2. That the legal heirs of any such veteran volunteer, now deceased, who 
was so deprived of such bounty, and who would have been entitled to the same 
by virtue of said order if he had not been promoted after such re-enlistment, 
shall be entitled to receive the whole of such bounty remaining unpaid at the 
time of the soldier’s death. 

Sero. 3. That there is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated, a sum sufficient to pay the said bounties. 


Mr. STEELE. I ask for the reading of the report. 

The report (by Mr. ROBERTSON) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (II. R. 1921 
directing the payment of bounties to veteran volunteers who were prom 
afler reinstatement, having considered the same, respectfully report the bill 


The question recurs on the amend- 


with the recommendation that it do pass, appending hereto and 
making part of this report the following letter: sy : 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, SECOND AUDITOR'S OFFICF, 


Washington, B. Ov, 16, 1887. 
Sir: Iam in receipt of your favor of the l4th instant, containing the follow- 
ing me : ries in relation to veteran bounty under General Orders No. 191, 
series oi $ 


1. Has the Treasu ati ap nee ruled that unaccrued installments of said 
bounty should be withheld from men who were promoted after enlistment? 

2. Was such ruling made in uance of law? If not, upon what authority 
was it made and what is the full meaning of it? 

3. Does the Department still adhere to such ruling? * 


By the general order to which you refer the War Department offered a bounty 
of $400 to every volunteer enlisted and mustered into service as a veteran within 
ninety days, said bounty to be paid as follows: 

Installment, | Service. Amount, 
$25.00 

50,00 

50.00 

50.00 

50. 00 

50. 00 

50. 00 

75. 00 

e wodean ote 2 400. 00 


Paragraph IV of the order directed that “if the Government shall not require 
these troops for the full period of three years, and they shall be mustered hon- 
orably out of service before the expiration of their term of enlistment, they shall 
receive upon being mustered out the whole amount of bounty remaining un- 


paid the same as if the full term had been served.“ 

In practice this paragraph has been construed as referring only to those men 
who were mustered out by reason of their services being no longer required 
in consequence of the close of the war. A soldierdischarged for promotion was 
not considered to have been discharged in such a manner as to sever his con- 
nection with the military service, and he was allowed only such installments of 
penig as he had earned under his contract of enlistment, 

Re yin categorically to your questions, I have the honor to say: 

1. Ithas abs repeatedly ruled by the Second Comptroller that unaccrued in- 
stallments of veteran bounty shall be withheld from men who were promoted 
after enlistment. Section 206 Comptroller's Digest of 1869 reads as follows: 

In the case of an enlisted man entitled to the veteran bounty, but who is dis- 
charged before the expiration of the term of his enlistment by reason of pro- 
motion, he is entitled to the installments of bounty matured and become pay- 
able before the date of his discharge, less $25, by law required to be refunded.” 

The law referred to will be found in section 6, act March 3, 1883 (12 Stat., 743); 
but it is not embraced in the Revised Statutes (see section 280). On April 3, 1878, 
and again on December 31, 1879, the above ruling was affirmed, as will be seen by 
section 183, Comptroller's Digest, volume 2, which reads as follows: A soldier 
who re-enlisted as a veteran under the provisions of General Orders No. 101, 
Adjutant-General’s Office, of 1863, and was mse be disc for pro- 
motion, is not entitled to any installment of veteran bounty that not become 
due at the date of his discharge.“ z 

2. The ruling was not in pursuance of any act or resolution of Con there 
being no law, so far as I am informed, declaring that veterans rged for 
promotion shall not receive unmatured instaliments of bounty. 

The authority to rule upon any aas over which they have jurisdiction is 
conferred upon the accounting officers by the statutes creating their offices and 
defining their duties (see sections 191, 273, and 277, Revised Statutes). The full 
meaning of the ruling is, I think, explained by the decisions herein quoted. 

3. The ruling is still in force, 

Respectfully, yours, 


Hon. O. B. THOMAS, ` 
House of Representatives. 


Mr. McCLAMMY. I repeat my interrogatory in the former case. 
What is the date of the introduction of this bill? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is informed that the bill was 
introduced on the 4th of January, 1888. 

Mr. STEELE. This bill is in the interest of some enlisted men who 
were promoted in the very last days of the war. It was held that be: 
cause they were getting pay as officers for from fifteen to thirty days they 
were to forfeit the two or three hundred dollars bounty to which they 
were entitled. In other words, it said to the soldiers, If you do a gal- 
lant deed and are promoted, we will take $300 from you and give you 
your promotion and fifty or sixty dollars.“ That was the construction 
that was placed upon the law, and this bill will affect but few soldiers. 
We have petitions asking its passage, and it is reeommended. 

The question being taken on the engrossment and third reading of 
the bill, the House divided; and there were—ayes 38, noes 3. 

Mr. FELIX CAMPBELL. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore appointed Mr, FELIX CAMPBELL and 
Mr. STEELE as tellers, j 

Mr. STEELE. I will withdraw the bill because I find I have to 
do so. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I now yield to the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi [Mr. HOOKER]. 

Mr. FELIX CAMPBELL. Will the gentleman from Mississippi 
yield to me to make an explanation? 

Mr. HOOKER. I will. 

Mr. STEELE. I call for the regular order. You can not fix any- 
thing by my consent. No one man is going to dictate to me. 

Mr. FELIX CAMPBELL. I have the floor, I believe, by consent 
of the gentleman from Mississippi. / 

The bill, Mr. Speaker, No. 1687, appropriating 8100,000 

Mr. STEELE. I call for the regular order. 


WM. A. DAY, Auditor, 
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Mr. FELIX CAMPBELL. This is a personal explanation and I 
have the right to make it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman desire to make a 
personal explanation ? 

Mr. FELIX CAMPBELL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. STEELE. I object. 

Mr. GLOVER. Mr, Speaker, I make the point of order that the 
gentleman has a right to proceed. The gentleman from Mississippi 
yielded to the gentleman from New York the right to the floor, and 
unanimous consent is not required. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. But the gentleman from New York 
asked unanimous consent, 

Mr. GLOVER. The gentleman had the floor, though, by consent of 
the gentleman from Mississippi. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


pa The gentleman from New York will 
proceed, 


MONUMENT TO VICTIMS OF BRITISH PRISON-SHIPS, 


Mr. FELIX CAMPBELL. The bill of the House, No. 1687, appro- 
priating a hundred thousand dollars for a monument to the martyrs 
who died in the prison-ships of the Revolution was before the House, 
and I am informed that some gentleman in the House would be willin 
to withdraw the objection recently made if the appropriation is e 
to 850,000. To do away with objection, I will offer this bill for passage, 
Leg the appropriation fifty thousand instead of a hundred thousand 
dollars. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The title of the bill will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 1687) for the erection and completion of a monument to the mem- 
ory of the victims of the prison-ships at Fort Greene, Brooklyn. 

Mr. SPINOLA. I reserve the right to object. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I rise to a question of order. I desire to know 
who is entitled to the floor. I yielded to the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi, who was recognized. 

Mr. FELIX CAMPBELL, And the gentleman from Mississippi 
yielded to me. 

Mr. HOOKER. But I understood the gentleman to ask only to make 
a personal explanation. 

Mr. FELIX CAMPBELL. This will take but a few moments. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will proceed with the read- 
ing of the bill. 

The bill was read at length. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chairis advised that this bill has 


been considered, the amendments recommended by the committee con- 
curred in, and the question is on its passage. 

Mr. FELIX CAMPBELL. I move to amend the bill by making 
the amount fifty thousand instead of a hundred thousand. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the amendment 
proposed by the gentleman from New York? . 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
of the bill as amended. 

The question was put; and upon a division there were—ayes 38, no 1. 

Mr. KILGORE. Iwill have to make the same point of no quorum 
voting. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will appoint as tellers the 

tleman from Texas [Mr. KILGORE] and the gentleman from New 
ork [Mr. FELIX CAMPBELL]. 

Mr. DUNHAM. I ask unanimous consent to make a statement. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois asks unan- 
imous consent pending the appointment of tellers to make a state- 
ment. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. DUNHAM. I want to say, Mr. Speaker, that I certainly sup- 

there was an understanding between the gentleman from Texas 
and myself that this bill was to go through. With that understand- 
ing I informed the gentleman from New York [Mr. FELIX CAMP- 
BELL], and the reason the bill has gone thus far in the House is in 
consequence of what I said to the gentleman from New York. Iam 
surprised that after the conversation between the gentleman from Texas 
and myself the point of no quorum is made, and I desired to make this 
statement so as to set myself right and give a reason why the bill was 
brought up again. . 

Mr. SPINOLA. Is the bill open to debate? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is not. 

Mr. KILGORE. I would like to make a personal explanation. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. KIL- 
GORE] asks unanimous consent to make an explanation. Is there ob- 
jection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. KILGORE. I desire to say to the gentleman from Illinois that 
he certainly must have mistaken me if he understood that I consented 
to allow this bill to go through under any consideration. I said in ad- 
vance if General SPINOLA would consent to strike out $100,000 I would 
agree for the bill to go through, and I do not remember to have had 
a conversation with the gentleman from Illinois. [Laughter.] If I 
made any such statement in to the bill I will only say this to 
the gentleman from Illinois: I will stand by it, however m it may 
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be against my convictions; but I am satisfied I did not make any such 
arrangement. [To Mr. DuNHAM:] When was that conversation, if the 
gentleman will allow me to ask him? 

Mr. DUNHAM. The gentleman will recollect that I came to him 
about five minutes ago and called his attention to the fact when this 
bill was before the House last summer he expressed his willingness 
let the biil pass, provided the appropriation was reduced from $100, 
to $50,000. 

Mr. KILGORE. That is true. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Your answer to me was that if that amendment 
was made you would not object to it. 

Mr. KILGORE. Thatis true. z 

Mr. DUNHAM. And that if it was made you would allow the bill 
to go through. 

Mr. KILGORE. That is exactly what took place. I do not re- 
member who I had the conversation with. That is what took place 
between myself and a member. I remember distinctly about being 
spoken to about it, but I did not remember with whom I had the con- 
versation, That, however, was objected to on the other side. They re- 
fused to accept that compromise and kicked up a row. Ithen declared 
all promises were off. 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. Speaker, what is the condition of the bill now? 
Is it being considered, or is it on its third reading, and has the House 
found itself without a quorum? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill is now on its passage; and on 
the vote the ayes were 38, the noes 1. Thereupon the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. KILGORE] made the point that no quorum had voted. The 
Chair appointed as tellers the gentleman from Texas [Mr. KILGORE] 
and the gentleman from New York [Mr. FELIX CAMPBELL]. The 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. DUNHAM] then arose and asked unani- 
mous consent to make a statement, which was given, and the gentle- 
man made a statement. Thereupon a like request was made by the 
gentleman from Texas [Mr. KILGORE], and granted, and the gentle- 
man made a statement. Nothing now is in order except the vote by 
tellers, 

Mr. MILLS. I wish to inquire whether, in case the House finds it- 
self without a quorum, this bill would come up to-morrow as unfin- 
ished business, 

The SPEAKER protempore. The previous question has not been or- 
dered on the passage of the bill. 

Mr. MILLS. But you are taking a vote on the final passage of the 
bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman in charge of the bill 
did not demand the previous question on the passage of the bill. 

Mr. SPINOLA. I have charge of the billfrom my committee. 

Mr. GEAR. Is it competent to demand the previous question now? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Not at this time, because a vote is be- 
ing taken on the passage of the bill. 

Mr. PERKINS. Was not the previous question ordered on the pas- 
sage of this bill when it was previously before the House? My recol- 
lection is that the previous question had been ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is advised that the previous 
question has not been ordered. 

Mr. MILLS. But this is the previous question. The previous ques- 
tion being ordered, the vote is taken on the passage of the bill. The or- 
dering of the previous question cuts off amendment and debate, and the 
House had proceeded to vote without any order for the previous ques- 
tion. The House is now considering the previous question. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If the gentleman in charge of the bill 
had arisen before the Chair put the question on the passage of the bi 
and had demanded the previous question on the passage of the bill, 
it had been ordered, the effect of that order would have been to 
the bill over and give it privilege to be called up hereafter at any time 
in the House 

Mr. MILLS. Precisely. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, But the previous question was not de- 


manded. 

Mr. MILLS. But the previous question was being considered with- 
out any demand. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will call the attention of 
the gentleman from Texas to the fact that the point of no quorum had 
been made; on that the Chair had appointed tellers, and the House 
was in the act of dividing upon the question. The House is acting 
under a special order, and there is no possible way under the practice 
of the House to carry this bill over to a future session except by order- 
ing the previous question on the passage of the bill. 

Mr. PEEL. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. PEEL. Is it in order to ask unanimous consent at this 
that the previous question be considered as ordered ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is. 3 

Mr. FELIX CAMPBELL. Then I ask unanimous consent that the 
previous question be considered as ordered upon the passage of this bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore.. The gentleman from New York [Mr. 
FELIX AORE TA unanimous consent that the previous question 


stage 


be considered as ordered on the passage of the bill. 
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Mr. KILGORE. I object to that. 

Mr. SPINOLA. I ask unanimous consent to make a statement. 

Mr. HOOKER. I hope that now the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. FELIX CAMPBELL], in response to the courtesy he has received, 
will withdraw his bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York [Mr. 
SrixoLA] asks unanimous consent to make a statement at this time. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Mr. Speaker, [had the honor on a former occasion, 
as a member of the Committee on Military Affairs of this House, to ask 
the consideration of the bill whichis now before thisbody. The House 
kindly acceded to my request, and the bill was taken up for considera- 
tion. It occupied an entire evening, to the exclusion of all my associates 
on the committee, each of whom hada bill of his on which he desired to 
put forward. The discussion on this bill took so wide a range that ıt 
excluded them from the presentation of their bills simply because they 
had consented to indulge me in an attempt to secure the eof this 
important measure—important to the people of the city of Brooklyn 
and to the whole State of New York and to the whole Union, for, Mr. 
Speaker, this is a national issue and not a local one. To-night I came 
here again and was first entitled to recognition among the members of 
my committee. I again took up this bill for my friends from Brooklyn, 
to the exclusion of a bill of my own. I made a proposition to the gen- 
tleman from Texas [Mr. KILGORE], who had objected. I asked him 
whether by any modification of the bill which might be made, or any 
form of amendment which might be adopted, he would consent to with- 
draw his opposition, and he replied, in a very gentlemanly manner, I 
admit, that the only proposition that could be made that he would ac- 
cept would be to strike out the entire appropriation. I made that in- 
quiry of the gentleman from Texas to ascertain whether, by modifying 
the bill, his objection would be withdrawn, because of certain rumors 
which had come to me this afternoon as well as this evening that he 
was willing to agree to an appropriation of $50,000 instead of $100,000. 

Those rumors, I say, had been poured into my ears in the House all 
day, and I thought that if that amendment was acceptable to the gen- 
tleman from Texas I was certainly willing toagree toit and reduce the 
appropriation to $50,000, but it seems that the proposed modification 
was not satisfactory to the gentleman. I then saw that there was no 

ible chance to pass the bill to-night. Common sense told me that 
i was useless to sit here and fritter away the time of the House in at- 
tempting to pass a bill which could not be passed without a quorum, 
when we all knew that a quorum could not be secured at an evening 
session like this. I asked the gentleman from Texas, further, whether 
he was willing that the bill should go over until to-morrow and come 
up for a vote in a full House. That proposition also he declined. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, some gentlemen around this circle are whisper- 
ing among themselves that when New York wants assistanceshe carries 
the hat around the country. Oh, with what bad grace that statement 
comes from any gentleman as applicable to the city of New York, the 
greatest city of charities to-day upon the face of the earth, without a 
peer, much less a rival, as a city of charity! No suffering people in 
any quarter of the globe ever appealed to the generosity of New York 
and had a deaf ear turned to their application. 

Our hearts and our pockets are ever open to the calls of suffering hu- 
manity in all parts of the earth when they appeal to usfor aid. Even 
at this very moment our friends from the Southern country are asking 
us to aid them to provide a home for their disabled veteran soldiers, 
and, sir, that a will be responded to in the city of New York ina 
manner that will bring a blush to the cheek of every man who has 
thrown out these uncalled for intimations and insinuations regarding 
that great city. Her bounty, gentlemen, you will find, will be poured 
out lavishly in that cause, and, sir, I thank God that such people ex- 
ist as to-day constitute the inhabitants of the city of New York. I re- 
gret, Mr. Speaker, that members of the House do not deem our pro- 
ceedings here of sufficient importance to attend evening sessions like 
this. They are of the utmost importance to the men who saved your 
country. The men who encountered all the dangers, all the hardships, 
and all the sufferings of a four years’ struggle come to these evening 
sessions for help and for justice, yet there is not interestenough felt by 
the Representatives of the American people to attend here and makea 
quorum, thus leaving it in the power of any one gentleman on either 
side of the House to prevent the of meritorious measures by a 
single objection. And, Mr. Speaker, I would like to say right here to 
my friend from Brooklyn [Mr. FELIX CAMPBELL] that I regret that 
he has taken the course which he has taken to-night, Sir, during my 
life I have known of but one way to whip an enemy, and that is to 
train my guns upon my foes and not upon my friends. I fear that my 
friend from r has injured his cause here to-night, for while one 
gentleman may have been 7 to this bill there were forty or fifty 
others p: t who were in favor of it. 

Mr. PERKINS. And they are yet. 

Mr. SPINOLA. And they are yet. 

Mr. FELIX CAMPBELL. And they will stay here, too. 


Mr. SPINOLA. God grant that they may never wilt nor lower 
their colors, so far as this bill is concerned. 
Mr. Speaker, it is more than a hundred years since our fathers gath- 


ered together and promulgated to the world the greatest document 
ever given to humanity, the Declaration of Independence. The pro- 
mulgation of that great document led to the formation of armies, the 
fighting of t battles, the shedding of blood, the maiming of pa- 
triots, and the death of thousands of men struggling for the liberty of | 
the colonies, among whom were the eleven thousand five hundred mar- 
tyrs who perishedinthe British prison-shipsat New York. They came 
from every section of the country as it existed at that time. This bill 
is for the perpetuation of their memory. 

After the lapse of a quarter of acentury, after the results of that great 
sti le had been achieved and the American Republic had been created, | 
the Tammany Society gathered up the bones of these martyrs and had 
them suitably interred. That funeral. was not a New York matter. It 
took in the whole country. There in the column stood the representa- 
tives of the State of Georgia, from which the parents of my friend from | 
Texas came, as I understand his pedigree. Arm in arm stood Georgi 
with New Hampshire. Then came Massachusetts shoulder to 0 
with South Carolina. Then came Rhode Island with North Carolina 
upon her flank. And so it went on through all the thirteen States, 
each of which was represented. There existed among those people a 
feeling of brotherly friendshipand love which seems to have been almost 
forgotten in these days. This is a measure upon which I believed all 
could unite. The brigadier from the South could shake hands across 
the aisle with the brigadier from the North. Thechasm could becrossed 
on this matter, and friendship and brotherly love established upon a 
broad basis of patriotism. 

Mr. MAISH. Will the gentleman from New York allow me tosug- 
gest that there ought to be a limit to this? There are a great many of 
us—— 


Mr. SPINOLA, Yes; and you will get nothing through here to- 
night; I am satisfied of that. 

Mr. MAISH. It would seem so; but I have simply thrown out this 
suggestion. I thonght that the gentleman did not realize that he was 
consuming time a large partof which belongs to some othermembers of 
this committee. 

Mr. SPINOLA. I would say to my friend that I fully realize the 
fact that I am consuming time—wasting it in all probability 

A MEMBER. No, indeed; you are making a good speech. 

Mr. SPINOLA. But I do not see the first opportunity for us to pass 
a bill of any character to-night; and there is nota man on this floor who 
regrets it more than I do. I am very sorry thatthe objection has come 
from the source it has. I have done all that I could, our committee 
has done all that it could, and the friends of the measure have done all 
that it was in their power to do to secure its passage. 

Why, Mr. Speaker, if we should go into the history of this thing it 
is enough almost to make every man’s blood curdle. When you re- 
member the privations and sufferings and the awful death of these 
martyrs of liberty 

Mr. DUNHAM. I rise to a question of order. I make the point 
of order that a request on the part of a gentleman ‘‘to make a state- 
ment is practically rising to a privileged matter, and that he has 

Mr. SPINOLA. No, sir; I am making a speech on this question. 

Mr. DUNHAM. I make the point that a member who takes the 
floor under permission to make a statement is practically rising to 
a question of privilege—— 

Mr. SPINOLA. I hope the gentleman will not undertake to inter- 
rupt me in my time. 

Mr. DUNHAM. And the gentleman has no right to go on and make 


a speech 

Mr. SPINOLA. I received permission to make some remarks, 

The SPEAKER pro tem Unanimous consent was given to the 
gentleman from New York to make a statement. 

Mr. SPINOLA. And I hope I shall not be interrupted. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York [Mr. 
SPINOLA ] has the floor. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Yes, sir; thank you. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Irise toa question of order. The request of the 
gentleman from New York was to make a brief statement. I desire 
the Chair to decide what is a brief statement. 

Mr. SPINOLA. I begthegentleman’s pardon;I did not say brief. 
Isaid ‘‘ to make a statement.“ 

The SEAS pey tempore. The Chair does not think that the gen- 
Sen from New York has exceeded the unanimous consent given by 
the House. 

Mr. GLOVER. I rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER pro . The gentleman will state it, 

Mr. GLOVER. I think the attention of the Chair was not called to 
the suggestion made by the gentleman from Pennsy 


benefit of the House, the extent to which the gentl `s remarks 
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| Mr. SPINOLA. I have already called the attention of the House 
to the fact that the eleven thousand five hundred martyrs who perished 
in those British dungeons came from all the thirteen original colonies, 
each colony furnishing its full quota. Sir, I can hear to-night a voice 
from Bunker Hill appealing to us through the blood of Warren to 

this bill. [Applause.] And, sir, from the snow-clad hills of Valley 
Forge a voice appeals to us, coming from that little army 
which passed that terrible winter at that place, asking us to do justice 
to the memory of their comrades who died in defense of the liberties 
with which we are now blessed. 

Mr. CAREY. May Lask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. SPINOLA. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CAREY. I would like to ask the gentleman whether he did 
not agree this morning in the committee that he would only occupy 
ten minutes? 

Mr. SPINOLA. Les, sir; when I saw it was utter folly to attempt 
to pass the bill. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Let us try it once more and see what we 
can do. 

Mr. SPINOLA. When I finish my few remarks I will yield the 

r. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Very well. Then we can go on with business. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Lou can talk on it to-morrow in the House as far 
as I am concerned. If it is used up unnecessarily by putting obstruc- 
tions in the way of business the responsibility is not mine. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Let some one else have a chance to make a speech. 

Mr.GLOVER. Letthe gentleman from New York ask leave to print. 
[Langhter. ] 

Mr. SPINOLA. I do not want leave to print. Let those who can 
not express themselves through their mouths get leave to print. [Re- 
newed laughter. 

Mr. PERK 
draw the bill? 

Mr. SPINOLA. Not while Iam on the floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair desires to carry out, and 
will carry out, the manifest intentof the House. The gentleman from 
New York has been allowed to proceed for a brief time. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. How mich time does the gentleman from New 
York propose to occupy ? 

Mr. SPINOLA. I think about five minutes will finish up what I 
have to say. 

Mr. 8 Do you not think you have finished it up already? 

Laughter. 

b Mr. SPINOLA. Your soul is so dead to patriotic appeals that you 
want tocut me off. [ Applause. ] I wish to appeal to you, Mr. Speaker, 
and to gentlemen of the House, I wish to appeal to the patriotic heart 
of every man upon this floor; and right here let me say that the blood- 
soaked field of Monmouth appeals to usin defense of this bill. What 
American can refuse the appeals I have referred to? And from Cam- 
den comes a voice, trumpet-tongued, from the eleven gaping wounds of 
Baron de Kalb. Those wounds to us in a voice that no true 
American can refuse to listen to. [Applause.] Andthey are in favor 

of this bill. 

Then come Marion and his men. They speak to us, sir, through 
the spirits of the de free. [Applause.] I can hear their voices 
to-night imploring the Representatives of the American people to do 
justice to the brave men who died for American liberty. [Renewed ap- 


plause. ] 

Mr. PERKINS. But what about KILGORE and his men? [Great 
laughter. 

Mr. SPINOLA. The gentleman from Kansas will answer that ques- 
tion himself in his own time. He can not take up my time to do it. 
Now, for fear the House may become weary and dissatisfied, I will 
bring my remarks to a close by hoping that the bill will pass, although 
to do justice to this great question I should be allowed at least another 
hour, but, thank God, the responsibility of the defeat of the bill will 
not be on me. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I rise for the purpose of asking unanimous con- 
sent that the bill be withdrawn. 

8 FENOLA I move the previous question upon the passage of 

e bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill can only be withdrawn by 
unanimous consent. It was introduced by the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. FELIX CAMPBELL], and of course can only be withdrawn 
by his consent. Is there objection? 

Mr. FELIX CAMPBELL. I will not object if the gentleman from 
coo will relent a little and withdraw his objection to letting the 

pass. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of 
the gentleman from Illinois to withdraw the bill? 

Mr. FELIX CAMPBELL, To retain its place on the Calendar? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Of course. 

There being no objection, the bill was withdrawn. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I rise to call the attention of 
the House to the fact that we are notified unmistakably by a gentle- 


Ts it in order to ask unanimous consent to with- 


man on the floor that he feels it his duty to make the point of no quo- 
rum against any measure that may be presented this evening. That 
being the case, it is utterly useless, it seems to me, for the House to sit 
here and indulge in mere oratorical pyrotechnics. We might as well 
adjourn. 

Mr. HOOKER. Let me try to pass a bill to which so much merit 
attaches that I feel there can be no objection. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I have no objection to the gentleman’s try- 
ing, but it seems useless. 

Mr. HOOKER. Let me make one further effort. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Very well. 


CHAPLAIN C. M. BLAKE. 


Mr. HOOKER. Mr. Speaker, I call up now the bill (H. R. 640) to 
restore Chaplain C. M. Blake, United States Army, to rank and pay. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Whereas it appears that Charles M. Blake, a post chaplain in the United 
States Army, while suffering in Arizona from a wound and fever received and 
incurred in the line of duty,and from which he became for some time insane 
and was wholly irresponsible, and in that condition did, on or about December 
24, 1868, make a tender of his 5 to the of War, and the same 
was accepted by the President while the said Chaplain was thus sick and 
entirely unconscious of the said resignation having been tendered: Therefore, 

Be il enacted, ete., That Charles M. 5 chaplain in the Army, retired, 
shall be entitled to the full rank, pay, and allowances of cha in the Army 
from April 28, 1869, to May 14, 1878, the same as if his service been continu- 
ous from August 13, 1861; and the accounting officers of the Treasury be, and 
are hereby, directed to settle his accounts. 


Mr. McCLAMMY. When was this bill introduced ? 

Mr. HOOKER. In December, 1887. 

Mr. MAHONEY. I ask for the reading of the report. 

Mr. HOOKER. I desire to say a single word which will explain 
the report, as it is somewhat lengthy. 

Mr. KILGORE. I think the reading of the report would be better. 

Mr. HOOKER. I can give it much sooner by word of mouth,“ as 
thegentleman from New York [Mr. SPINOLA] says, and save the time 
of the House. 

A MEMBER. Let the report be read. 

Mr. HOOKER. I hope the gentleman from New York will not in- 
sist upon that. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that the reading 
of the report is in the nature of debate. 

Mr. HOOKER. Iam aware of that, and if it be desired I will have 
the report read in my own time; but I think I can satisfy gentlemen 
by making a statement in reference to the merits of the case. 

I appeal now to the gentleman from New York, to whom I yielded 
time a moment ago to which I was entitled for the purpose of getting 
his bill before the House and passing it, to let me proceed with this 
matter, to which I am sure there can be no reasonable objection. 

The gentleman from New York has had his opportunity; he has en- 
deavored to pass his bill; and because he failed to pass the bill in which 
he is interested, a bill from his section of the country, I hope he will 
have the generosity of heart, which I am snre he not to ob- 
ject now when the bill I introduced to do an act of tardy justice to an 
old man who served the country faithfully and honorably during the 
war in the hospital and in the field, and has long been deprived of jus- 
tice, is before the House for consideration. 

This is an act which will be of benefit to the living. It is not a 
monument in commemoration of the dead, but it is for the benefit of 
an old man living in poverty, and under peculiar affliction and suffer- 
ing. I hope the gentleman from New York, therefore, will yield now 
to the passage of this bill, and not raise the question of the absence of 
a quorum from the House, or require a lengthy report to be read. 

The evidence, Mr. Speaker, in this case, which is conclusive, dis- 
closes the fact that owing to a severe injury received during the war, 
and long and trying and arduous service, a disordet of the brain was 
occasioned, which has given him trouble ever since, and while stationed 
in Arizona and on duty there he became insane as the result of this 
injury. While so afflicted, and acting under a delusion that he was 
being wronged by his superior officers, he wrote to the War Depart- 
ment and threatened to resign if his wrongs were not righted. Not 
realizing his condition his resignation was recommended to be accepted, 
and it was acceptedand his pay wassuspended. Attempts were made 
afterwards to explain the condition of affairs to the Secretary of War, 
but the information reached that oficial too late, and this afflicted 
man relapsed into a state of mental incapacity and was unable to pro- 
tect himself. That is exactly the condition of the case. 

This bill is simply to right the wrong that was done to him by ac- 
cepting his resignation at a time when he was incapacitated to under- 
stand the effect of it; and I do invoke the charity of my good friend, 
the gentleman from Texas, to whose heart I know I ean appeal even 
beneath the objections which he sometimes urges against measures 
pending in the House, that he will not insist on his objection in this 
case; and I know the gentleman from New York, animated by the spirit 
of generosity which he must possess, coming from the country he does, 
will not interpose objection to an act which will restore this old man 
to his rightful position, a position to which he was entitled by the serv- 
ices rendered his country in its time of peril. [Applause. ] 


Mr. COBB, Mr, Speaker, is it in order to offer an amendment ? 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is. 

Mr. COBB. Then I move to strike out the provision for pay and 
allowances. 

Mr. HOOKER. He is certainly entitled to pay and allowance if he 
is entitled to anything, and I hope my friend from Alabama will not 
insist upon the amendment. 

Mr. COBB. Do I understand that he resigned when he was crazy? 

Mr. HOOKER. That is the evidence in the case. 

Mr. COBB. He resigned in 1869, I believe? 

Mr. HOOKER, Yes. 

Mr. COBB. And you propose to pay him from that time to 1878? 
Do you think he is entitled to that? 

Mr. HOOKER. Unquestionably. 

Mr. KILGORE. If the gentleman from Mississippi will accept the 
amendment I will make no objection, otherwise I shall feel compelled 
to do so. 

Mr. HOOKER. Very well; I am compelled to accept the amend- 
ment that he be entitled to noallowanceor pay. Now let us pass the bill. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
` In the fourth line, strike out the words pay and allowance.” 


Mr. COBB. The purpose of my amendment is to allow no pay or 
allowance until he is restored by this act. 
Mr. HOOKER. Well, we understand the amendment; now let us 


haye a vote apon it. 
Mr. FE CAMPBELL. There is no gentleman whom I respect 


Lask him now to appeal to his own sideof the House and to his own sec- 
tion of the country and not to New York and the Northern section of 
country. It is his own section of country that has been doing all 
this mischief in the House. Is it right, fair, or just that one man shall 
bar the action of sixty or sixty-five members and prevent them from 
passing a bill? Now, appeal to your own section of country and let 
them help you pass the bill. 

Mr. HOOKER. I beg leave to say to the gentleman from New York 
that I have bestirred myself with gentlemen from all sections of the 
country, and I have made this appeal to both sides. If my friend from 
Alabama [Mr. Conn] will take his seat we will pass the bill. 

Mr. COBB, The gentleman from New York [Mr. FELIX CAMPBELL] 
never knew me in this House and he never will—— 

Mr. FELIX CAMPBELL. That is true. 

Mr. COBB. To stand here and obstruct the course of business in 
the House because I had been irritated by reason of not getting a bill 
of my own through; never. I shall never be guilty of that sort of con- 
duct. Further than that, I have never made a motion or made an ob- 
jection unless it was in the utmost good faith, and because I believed 
at the time that my course was right. For that reason and for that 
alone I have offered this amendment, and I did so in the way that I 
regulate all my conduct upon this floor. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I now appeal to my friend from Mississippi to 
withdraw the bill from further consideration as the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. FELIX CAMPBELL] has fairly indicated that he will call 
a quorum on it, Ki 

. HOOKER. In obedience to the agreement entered into this 
morning by the Committee on Military Affairs, of which I am a mem- 
ber, and on the appeal of the chairman of the committee, I feel con- 
strained to withdraw the bill. 

Mr. COBB. _I want to state that I am not insisting upon that. 

Mr. KILGORE. I wish to state to the gentleman that I will let the 
bill go through with the amendment. 

There was no objection, and the bill was withdrawn. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS, 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I yield to the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. 
CUTCHEON] to call up a bill. 

Mr. FELIX CAMPBELL. I move that the House adjourn. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. FELIX CAMPBELL. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 5, noes 35, 


7 So the House refused to adjourn. 
Mr. FELIX CAMPBELL. I move to takea recess until 11 o’clock 
to-morrow. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House is proceeding under a 
ial order, which provides for adjournment at 10 o’clock p. m., and 
the Chair thinks that the intent of the House would prohibit the mo- 
tion offered by the gentleman from New York. The motion may be 
technically in order, but the Chair would suggest that good faith to the 
7 House would require that it should not be considered at this time. 
BREVET RANK FOR SERVICES IN INDIAN CAMPAIGNS. 
Mr. CUTCHEON. I call up the bill which I send to the Clerk’s 
esk 


The Clerk read the title of the bill, as follows: 


A bill (S. 1323) to authorize the President to confer brevet rank on officers of 
the United States Army for gallant services in Indian campaigns. 


The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the President of the United States be, and he is hereby, 
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authorized and empowered, at his direction, to nominate, and by and with the 
advice and consent of the Senate, to appoint to brevet rank all officers of the 
United States Anny now on the active or retired who by their Vt enhe 
commander and with the concurrence of the Commanding General of the Army, 
have been or may be recommended for gallant service in action against hostile 
Indians since January 1, 1867. 

Sec. 2. That such brevet commissions as may be issued under the provisions 
of this act shall bear date only from the passage of this act: s 
That the date of the particular heroic act for,which the officer is promoted shall 
ap) in his commission, 

EC. 3. That brevet rank shall be considered strictly honorary, and shall con- 
fer no privilege of precedence or command not already provided for in the stat- 
— 5 0 ich embody the rules and articles governing the Army of the United 

ates, 
Sec, 4. That all laws and clauses of laws in conflict with this act are hereby 
repealed, 


The amendments proposed by the committee were read, as follows: 


Strike out all after the word “date,” in section 2, to the end of the section, and 
insert from the date of the recommendation thereof by the department com- 
mander in each case respectively.“ 


Mr. CUTCHEON. I would like to say a word in explanation of this 
bill. This bill has passed one House or other of Congress in each ot 
the last three Congresses. In the last Congress it passed this House 
by a unanimous vote. It went to the Senate and there was unani- 
mously reported by the Senate committee, but was not reached for final 
passage. It does not call for a single cent now, hereafter, or at any 
time. It proposes only and simply to recognize the gallant conduct or 
certain officers in Indian campaigns, and to confer upon them brevet 
rank. These recommendations were made nigh on to twenty years 
o. Many of these officers were wounded, several of them are now 
dead, and their friends are only interested in this little act of justice 
to their memory. 

Others in duecourse have been promoted to ranks superior to that 
which this bill proposes to confer, At the same time they have a pride 
in the completion of their military record. There hasbeen a doubt as 
to whether there was under the power to confer brevet rank in the time 
of war power to confer it for services in Indian campaigns. This simply 
solves that doubt. There is absolutely no rank or pay conferred; there 
is nothing but the name, the same as you might tie a piece of ribbon 
in the button-hole or place the insignia of the Legion of Honor upon 
the breast ofa man. That is all there is in it. It does not involve the 
expenditure of a single dollar which is in the Treasury. It simply con- 
fers this rank ſor gallant services. 

Mr. McCLAMMY. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 
I would like to know the date of the introduction of that bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. May 21, 1888. 

Mr. McCLAMMY. I hope the gentleman will withdraw that bill. 

Mr. CUTCHEON,. It is a substitute for the House bill which was 
introduced on January 4, 1888. 

Mr. McCLAMMY. Iwant nothing but hoary-headed measures, and 
I must object to any bill which is not older than January 4. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. This is a substitute for House bill 1561. 

Mr. McCLAMMY. It may be meritorious. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. The Senate bill was introduced May 21, 1888, 

Mr. McCLAMMY. Then I withdraw the objection. That is old 
enough, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The question was put on ordering the bill to be read a third time, 
and the Speaker announced that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. FELIX CAMPBELL. I call for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 47, noes 5. 

Mr. FELIX CAMPBELL. No quorum. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I ask the gentleman from Michigan to with- 
draw the bill. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I withdraw the bill. 

Mr. FELIX CAMPBELL. I move that the House take a recess until 
fifteen minutes to 10. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Speaker, I think I had the floor, and I 
yield to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. MarsH]. 

Mr. FELIX CAMPBELL. Mr. Speaker, I think my motion takes 
precedence. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The tleman from Michigan [Mr. 
CuTCHEON] desires to withdraw this bill. Is there objection? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. There is no objection. 

There was no objection, and the bill was withdrawn. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I trust the Chair will, as has heretofore been 
done this evening, recognize the chairman of the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs when a measure is disposed of. The motion of the gentle- 
man is not a privileged motion of a character to take me off the floor. 
The order of the House is that this evening is set apart for the consid- 
eration of business that is reported from the Committee on Military 
Affairs. Now, it has heretofore been the practice in the transaction of 
the business under that order to recognize the chairman as controlling 
the floor and yielding it to other members of the committee to call up 
bills. I therefore simply ask that the same privilege be accorded now. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will first recognize the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. MAIsH] and then the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. FELIX CAMPBELL]. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. But the gentleman can not take me off the 
floor with a motion for a recess. i 


1889. 


TheSPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will recognize the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. FELIX CAMPBELL, What has become of my motion to take 
a recess? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It will be in order when the gentleman 
is recognized. The Chair has recognized the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
sania [Mr. MAtsu] to call up a bill. É 

ROAD TÒ NATIONAL CEMETERY, DOVER, TENN, 


Mr. MAISH. I call up the bill (H. R. 11694) to construct a road to 
the national cemetery at Dover, Tenn. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the sum of $10,000, or so much thereof as may be nec- 
eseary, be, and the same is hereby, appropriated, out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise «appropriated, for the purpose of constructing, under 
the direction ofthe Secretary of War, a macadumized from the river land- 
ing or its vicinity, in the town of Dover, Tenn., to the national cemetery near old 
Fort Donelson: Provided, That the right of way, not less than 50 feet in width, 
shall first be secured to the United States to any of the ground over which 
said road shall run, not now owned by the United States, 

The Committee on Military Affairs reported an amendment as fol- 
lows: 

Strike out the word “ ten” in the third line of the bill, and insert seven.” 

Mr. FELIX CAMPBELL. Now, Mr. Speaker, I ask to be recog- 
nized for my motion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. SPRINGER). 
Pennsylvania [Mr. Mals H] has the floor. 

Mr, MAISH. Now, Mr. Speaker, I yield to my friend from Tennes- 
see [Mr. WASHINGTON]. 

a bi eas GTON withholds his remarks for revision. [See Ap- 
pendix. 

Mr. FELIX CAMPBELL. Mr, Speaker, I would be very much 
pleased to serve my friend from Tennessee [Mr. WASHINGTON], but 
when he speaks in this House of patriotism and of honoring the dead, 
he certainly does not remember the eleven thousand five hundred men 
whose bones lie without a monument over them in the city in which I 
reside, although itis not in my Congressional district. 

It is men from the gentleman’s own section of the country who ob- 
iect to this measure. Here were eleven thousand five hundred brave 
and patriotic men. Only one of those prisoners, so far as I have been 
able to learn, was willing to accept his liberty on condition of going 
into the British army; the rest perished there; were starved or cut to 
pieces. The gentleman from Tennessee now undertakes to appeal to 
my sympathy when other gentlemen coming from the Southern section 
of the country are not willing to agree to this bill, even with an amend- 
ment making the appropriation $50,000, when the purpose is to erect a 
monument over the bones of those brave patriots of whom I have 
spoken. 

2 — MAISH. The gentleman from New York [Mr. FELIX CAMP- 
BELL] knows that no one has worked more for the bill to perpetuate 
the memory of those martyrs to whom he has referred than I have done. 
I made the report in this case; I devoted a good many days and nights 
to its preparation. I trust he will not make any objections to the 
pending pill. He has not objected, I believe. [Cries of Vote!“ 
Vote! 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (having put the question on the amend- 
ment reported by the committee) said: The ayes seem to have it. 

Mr. FELIX CAMPBELL. I call for a division. : 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 43, no 1. 

Mr. FELIX CAMPBELL. No quorum. 

Mr. MAISH. I withdraw the bill. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I now yield to the gentleman 

Mr. FELIX CAMPBELL. I move that the House now take a re- 
cess until a quarter to 10 o’clock. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I was recognized 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Dockery). The Chair recog- 
nized the gentleman from New York to make a motion to take a recess, 
which is a privileged motion. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Pending that I move to adjourn, 

Mr. WHEELER. Pending that I ask unanimous consent to occupy 
one minute. [Cries of Regular order!’’] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York [Mr. 
FELIX CAMPBELL] moves that the House take a recess until a quarter 
before 10 o’clock. Pending that the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Bur- 
TERWORTH] moves that the House do now adjourn. Pending these 
motions the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. WHEELER] asks unani- 
mous consent to speak for one minute. Is there objection? 

Mr. MACDONALD. I object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the motion to ad- 


journ. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. So far as I am concerned I am perfectly 
willing to yield to the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. WHEELER]. 

The SPEAKER tempore. But the gentleman from Minnesota 
[Mr. MACDONALD] has objected. 

Mr. WHEELER. I hope the gentleman will withdraw that objec- 
tion. 

Mr. MACDONALD. I will if the gentleman proposes to speak on 
his bill; otherwise I object. FT ba : 


The gentleman from 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pending these motions the gentleman 
5 bama asks unanimous consent to speak for one minute. 
A 


what subject ? 
The SHAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Alabama does not 
state. 

Mr. DORSEY. I object. 

Mr. WHEELER, Mr. Speaker, fifty-seven years ago a brave 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Alabama has not 
the permission of the House to proceed. Thegentleman from Nebraska 
{Mr. Dorsey] objected. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. At the suggestion of several gentlemen, I 
withdraw the motion to adjourn. 

Mr. DORSEY. I withdraw my objection to permitting the gentle- 
man from Alabama to speak for one minute. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The motion remaining is that of the 
gentleman from New York, thatthe House take a recess until quarter 
before 10 o’clock, pending which the gentleman from Alabama again 
asks unanimous consent to be allowed to speak for one minute. Is 
there objection? 

Mr. HOLMES. I object. 

Mr. FELIX CAMPBELL. I withdraw the motion for a recess. 

8 5 I yield to the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 

EAR]. 


WARREN C. ALDEN. 


Mr. GEAR. I call up the bill which I send to the desk—a bill (S. 
1871) to perfect the military record of Warren C. Alden. I wish to 
make a brief statement before the bill is read. We bave heard much 
to-night in regard to the dead, allof which Iheartily indorse. Here is 
an opportunity for this House to do something for the living. Here is 
the case of a boy who at the age of fifteen enlisted in the service of the 
United States, and who afterward enlisted a second time, He drew 
no compensation for his service; and this bill provides no compensa- 
tion, except that his record shall show an honorable discharge. I ap- 
peal to the good feeling and the good sense of every man on this floor 
to permit this bill to be acted on and passed. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and required to enter on the rolls of Company C, Fourth Independent Ohio 
Volunteer Cavalry, the name of Warren C. Alden, with a statement of the fact 
that he entered the United States service as a private bn the 10th payor July, 
1863, and performed faithful and patriotic services as such private in Company 
C, Fourth Independent Battalion Ohio Volunteer Cavalry, until October 10 of 
said year, and was then compelled to leave the Army because he was under the 
age that entitled him to be mustered into the Uni States service. 

The amendment reported by the committee was read, as follows: 


At the end of the bill add the following: k 
“ Provided, That the said Warren O, ‘Alden shall by virtue hereof neither re- 


ceive nor be entitled to any pay, bounty, pension, or other pecuniary eft,” 
Mr. GEAR. I demand the previous question. > 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Iowa demands 


the previous question on agreeing to the amendment. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (having put the question on agreeing to 
the amendment) said: The ayes seem to have it. 

Mr. FELIX CAMPBELL. I call for a division. 

The question being again taken, there were—ayes 34, noes 2. 

Mr. FELIX CAMPB No quorum. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I ask my friend from Iowa [Mr. GEAR] to 
withdraw the bill. 

Mr. GEAR. I withdraw the bill, and in the time allowed me I will 
call up another. 

The SPEAKER protempore. In the absence of objection, the bill is 
withdrawn. 

COUNTERPOISE BATTERY, POTOMAC RIVER. 


Mr. GEAR. I call up for consideration the bill (S. 2394) to author- 
ize the construction of a counterpoise battery on the bank of the Poto- 
mac River below Washington, 

The Clerk read as follows: : 

Be it enacted, ctc., That the sum of $35,000, or so much thereof as may be neces: 
sary, be, and Is hereby, appropriated, out of any money in the T. j 
otherwise appropriated, for the construction of one counterpoise battery to 
mount one Cinch breech-loading rifled cannon of the new pattern. This bat- 
tery shall be erected on the bank of the Potomac River below the city of Wash- 
ington and within a distance of 12 miles. 

Sec, 2. That Beverly Kennon, the inventor and patentee, — e 
and direct the work, and shall complete the same for actual service wi three 
months after the passage of this act. The gun to be mounted upon it, with its 
fittings, may be loaned by the Ordnance De ment ofthe Navy, Allexpenses 
attending its removal to the battery and from it, if required, to be borne by 
money embraced in this appropriation. 

Mr. GEAR. I wish to say a word in regard to that bill. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I hope my friend will remember the rule 
adopted by the committee. 

Mr. GEAR. Certainly; and I will rede Bite a moment. I 
to say in regard to this invention of Mr. Beverly K | 


on, a fi | 
naval officer, that the gun was fairly tested at the siege the last ' 


ofthe Britishin Egypt. It was the only gun that was not dismounted by 
the fire of the English fleet. The Military Committee unanimously 
reported $35,000 for this invention last year, which was increased by 
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the Senate to $100,000, but by some misconception by the authorities 
of the War Department the appropriation was diverted for a 12-inch 


n. 
erh. SPEAKER pro.tempore, The question is on the third reading 
and passage of the bill. 

Mr. KILGORE demanded a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 32, noes 2. 

Mr. FELIX CAMPBELL, No quorum. 

Mr. GEAR. I withdraw the bill. 2 
MACADAMIZED ROAD TO NATIONAL CEMETERY, WILMINGTON, N. C. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I will yield the floor now to the gentleman, 
from Louisiana [Mr. ROBERTSON ]. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. I call up for consideration the bill (H. R. 11524) 
to construct a road from Wilmington, N. C., to the national cemetery 
adjacent thereto, and for other purposes, which has been reported from 
the Committee on Military Affairs as a substitute for House bill 4307. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


to the national repo be And provided furt 


gutter along so much of said streets 
as are situate in said city: And provided further, That the contract to construct 
said road shall be awarded to the lowest bidder, after due advertisement, the 
Secretary of War to have authority to reject any and all bids. 


Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. As other gentlemen are allowed to call 

. up bills for consideration, I hope I will not be denied the right, before 

the evening closes, to call up and pass a bill (H. R. 2575) for the relief 
of John Schenk. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. I do not yield at this time to the gentleman 
from Missouri, but will yield to the gentleman from North Carolina 
(Mr. McCriamory]. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. How long? 

Mr. McCLAMMY. “I only ask for two minutes. I do not want to 
detain the House by any eloquence with whichI might entertain them 
on this occasion. I time I would launch out in praise of my 
friend from Indiana in thoughts that breathe and words that burn 
for giving me sufficient time to appeal to the House in favor of the 
passage of this bill. As showing how much I appreciate his courtesy 
and kindness, I must be oned for saying my heart—and I carry one 
in a thin bosom—beats vily for him. While I know I could en- 
tertain the House, I prefer, however, to take up the time in securing 
the passage of my bi It is a just measure. Everybody is in favor 
of it; and I hope the House will pass it at once. [Laughter and ap- 

lause. 

Mr. VaSHNGTOx. How old is that bill? 

Mr. McCLAMMY. It is of age, and I hope you will allow it to pass. 
(Laughter. ] 

Mr. FELIX CAMPBELL. I ask for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 34, no 1. 

Mr. FELIX CAMPBELL. No quorum. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. I withdraw the bill. 

Mr. FELIX CAMPBELL. I move that the House adjourn. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. Ihavethe floor and desire to call up another bill. 

JOHN C. GREEN. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. I call up the bill (S. 67) to perfect the military 
record of John C. Green, of Tennessee, and will yield to the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. ENLOE]. 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Speaker, this bill is to perfect the military record 
of John C. Green, who was a soldier in the Federal Army in Tennessee 
aud was on special duty when his company was mustered in, and hence 
did not have an opportunity to be mustered into the service. He was 
captured at Union City and carried to Andersonville, Ga., where he 
su uently died. This is simply to perfect his military record, and 
is, I think, a matter of justice to him. I have nothing further to say 
in support of the measure. I shall not make any appeal to the gen- 
tleman from New York in behalf of the claimant in this case. 

Mr. FELIX CAMPBELL. [should not think the gentleman from 
Tennessee would make many appeals to me. 

Mr. ENLOE. No, sir; I will not. 

Mr. FELIX CAMPBELL. For I made one to him without much 
success. 

Mr. ENLOE. I will not waste any ‘‘sweetness on the desert air“ in 
that quarter. 

Mr. FELIX CAMPBELL. Lou will certainly waste all the sweet- 
ness that the gentleman from New York” wants. 

Mr. ENLOE. Iam perfectly willing that the gentleman shall inter- 
pose his objection, as I presume he will without regard to the merits 
of the case. 


The question was put on the third reading of the bill; and on a di- 
vision there were—ayes 28, no 1. 

Mr. FELIX CAMPBELL. No quorum. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. I withdraw the bill. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now ad- 
journ. 

Mr. DORSEY. I hope that the gentleman will withhold that mo- 
tion for awhile. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. What is the use? We can not pass any bills. 

Mr. DORSEY. I want to make an attempt to pass one which I am 
sure can not be objected to. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Very well; I will withdraw the motion. 

Mr, WHEELER. I ask unanimous consent to have one minute to 
make a statement. 

Mr. DORSEY. Iwill yield to the gentleman, when I get the floor, 
for that purpose, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Louisiana is still 
entitled to the floor. 

TENEDORE TEN EYCK. 


Mr. ROBERTSON. Mr. Speaker, I call up for consideration the bill 
(H. R. 5569) to authorize the President to restore Tenedore Ten Eyck 
to his former rank in the Army, and to place him upon the retired-list 
of Army officers. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacled, elc., That the President be, and he is hereby, authorized and 

mpowered to restore to his former rank in the Army, and to place upon the 
retired-list of Army officers, Tenedore Ten Eyck, late a captain in the ht- 
eenth United States Infantry: Provided, That the said Tenedore Ten Eyck 1 
be entitled to no pay and allowances as an Army officer for the time he may 
have been out of the military service, but shall, from the date of his restora- 
tion, be entitled to red gee and allowances Lens es | to an officer of his rank 
on the retired-list: And provided „That be receive no pension from 
and after the passage of this 
5 question was taken on the engrossment and third reading of the 

III. 

Saye DUNHAM. I move the previous question upon the passage of 
the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The first question is on the third read- 
ing of the bill. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 23, no 1. 

Mr. FELIX CAMPBELL. No quorum. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. I withdraw the bill. 


ALFRED J. WORCESTER. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. I nowyieldto the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. Frrow]. 

Mr. FITCH. I call up the bill (H. R. 7470) for the relief of Alfred 
J. Worcester. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Bett elc., That th W. d he is 
320 TTT 
ant of Company G. Fourteenth Regiment of Illinois Volunteers, according to 
the terms and provisions of the act to provide for the muster and pay of cer- 
tain officers and enlisted men of the volunteer forces, approved June 3,1884; and 
the said Worcester shall have all the benefits of that act, notwithstanding his 
commission bears date July 3, 1863, instead of prior to June 20 of that year. 

The committee recommend the adoption of the following amend- 
ment: 


Strike out all after the word “act,” in line 10, and insert “from October 1, 


Mr. FITCH. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. GLOVER]. 
Mr. GLOVER. Mr. Speaker, in that time I will ask the Clerk to 
= a passage from the report of General Kelton, which explains tl e 
ill. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


From the foregoing it will be seen that although a numerical vacancy oc- 
curred for Worcester as a first lieutenant, Company G, Fourteenth Illinois Vol- 
unteers, December 22, 1863, and he rendered service and was ized as of 
that e from December 23, 1863, to the date of his d e, the relief to 
— it appears he is equitably entitled can only be afforded by special legis- 

n. 


Mr. GLOVER. This is simply an act of justice to a most deserving 
man, approved by a report of a committee of the House I may say by 
two reports, for it is reported both from the Committee on War Claims 
and from the Committee on Military Affairs. The bill has passed the 
Senate, is recommended by the officers of the Army who have knowl- 
edge of its justice, and without further debating it I will ask unani- 
mous consent to substitute the Senate bill, being the bill S. No. 2163, 
of the same title, for the House bill, and ask to put it upon its passage. 

The SPEAKER pro Is there objection to the request of the 


gentleman from Missouri to substitute the Senate bill for the House bill? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. KILGORE. I would like to inquire of the gentleman from 
Missouri, if this bill should become a law, whether the beneficiary 
would be entitled to pay from the time mentioned in the amendment, 
October, 1863? 

Mr. GLOVER. This is not a case of restoration. 
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Mr. KILGORE. What is it? 

Mr. GLOVER. It is a case in which by a technicality this officer 
did not receive the pay of the rank whose duties he was performing. 
He has done the work for the 5 and the only question is, 
shall he not oe for the services 

Mr. KILGO The effect of this hill is to give him pay from that 
time? 

Mr. GLOVER. Certainly. The effect of the bill will be to give him 
pay which he earned. 

Mr. DORSEY (to Mr. GLOVER). You may as well withdraw the 
bill. 


Mr. GLOVER. The gentleman from Texas does not object in the 
present stage of the bill. 

Mr. KILGORE. I do not object. 

The question was put on ordering the bill to a third reading, and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. FELIX CAMPBELL. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 18, no 1. 

Mr. FELIX CAMPBELL. No quorum. 

Mr. FITCH. I withdraw the bill. 

There was no objection, and the bill was withdrawn, 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I yield the floor to the gentleman from Wyo- 
ming [Mr. CAREY]. 


Mr. DORSEY. I object to the withdrawal of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Nebraska objects 
to the withdrawal of the bill. The therefore, is before the House; 
and the hour of 10 o’clock having arrived, the House, under previous 
order, stands adjourned until to-morrow at 12 o’clock m, 


PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. 


Under the rule private bills of the following titles were introduced 
and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. STONE, of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 12621) authorizing the 
appointment of William Abert to the retired-list of the Army—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12622) for the relief of Nicholas White—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. O. B. THOMAS: A bill (H. R. 12623) to authorize an exten- 
sion of a patent for improvement in sewerage to Walter Scott West— 
to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. J. R. WHITING: A bill (H. R. 12624) granting a pension 
to Dennis O’Neil—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HUDD: A bill (H. R. 12626) for the relief of Everhard Wel- 
ter—to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. J. J. O'NEILL: A bill (H. R. 12627) for the relief of Joseph 
Bissonette—to the Committee on War-Claims. 

By Mr. WICKHAM: A bill (H. R. 12628) for the relief of Frank 8. 
Sowers—to the Committee on War Claims. 


EDWARD H. LEIB. 
Mr. CAREY. I call up for consideration the bill (S. 119) for the re- 
lief of Edward H. Leib. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


enacted, i 177 
Pood are hereb: ses casein 8 = 2 81 N lating appointments in the The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
aifos Edward H Lib, Iate L oh e r ee TUS, WOA een 

j an e en n . iti 
FFF ‘py and with the advice and consent of | BY Mr. BELDEN: Petition of the New York State Dairymen’s As- 
the Senate, appoint said Edward H. Leib, late n Fifth United States Cay- | sociation, for legislation to brand skim cheese—to the Committee on 


alry, to the grade and rank in the Ar eld at the time of his dismissal; and 
on account of his disabilities, incurred in the line of duty, 8 Leib shall be 


Er: Theat retired-list of the Army without the limit fixed by 

ed, That the said Leib shall receive no pa except from the date of 
appointment under this act, nor any pension from and aft is full retirement 
as provided herein. 

Mr. CAREY. I yield the floor to the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. 
Dorsry] for two minutes. 

Mr. DORSEY. I feel that in the present temper of the Honse it is 
useless for me to tell of the gallant services performed by Colonel Leib. 
He entered the service as a lieutenant at the commencement of the war; 
he was wounded upon seven different battle-flelds; he is to-day sick 
and suffering nigh unto death, and we ask that he be restored to the 
Army. I donot expect this bill can pass voghi Iam satisfied that 
it can not, and therefore will not consume time, but will yield one 
minute to the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. WHEELER]. 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. S er, fifty-seven years agoa young man 
entered the Army of the United States and has been a soldier ever 
since. His career has been honorable and creditable to him and the 
country. He was deprived of the rank to which he was entitled, and 
the Senate has just passed a bill restoring him to his proper rank, which 
was that of colonel. The House Committee on Military Affairs has re- 
ported the same bill favorably and it is now on the Calendar. 

He is confined in a hospital in this city; he can not live long, and 
he wants to be buried in the uniform of a colonel. It will cost the 
Government scarcely anything, and I ask this House to pass the Senate 
bill and gratify this laudable desire. I very much fear that Colonel 
Belger will not be living when the next Congress meets. The bill will 
give to him that which every soldier desires—that he may be buried 
in the uniform of the rank to which he was entitled; and I appeal to 
the gentleman from New York not to oppose this pill. Let the brave 
old soldier have this his Jast wish. Can any one refuse this gallant 
veteran so slight a request? 

Mr. DORSEY. I demand the previous question upon the third read - 
ing of the Senate bill. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The question was taken on the third reading of the bill; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. FELIX CAMPBELL. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 18, no 1. 

Mr, FELIX CAMPBELL. No quorum. 

TheSPEAKER protempore. The Chair will appoint the gentlema; 
from Nebraska [Mr 1 Dorsey] and the gentleman from New York LM 
FELIX CAMPBELL] to act as tellers. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make a parliamentary in- 
quiry. Does the ordering of the previous question on the passage of 
the bill carry it over until to-morrow ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The previous question is ordered on 
the third reading of the bill. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I ask that the bill be withdrawn. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It can not be withdrawn except by 
unanimous consent. Is there objection to the withdrawal of the bill? 
The Chair hears none. The hour of 10 o’clock—— 

Mr. CUTCHEON, On behalf of the Committee on Military Afiaiyy 
I wish to return their thanks for the courteous way in which mem 
have treated the committee after its two years of hard work. 


Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian 8 Union of ‘Homer, 
N. V., in relation to the employment of convicts—to the Committee on 
Labor. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: Petitions of citizens of the United States, ear- 
TENS asking for the speedy passage of a bill to provide for a national 
park along Rock Creek, in the District of Columbia—to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. BLISS: Petition of Albert Millspaugh, of Richmond, Va., 
for reference of his claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. BOUND: Petition of J. H. Zimmerman, of Greenbrier, Pa., 
for a law giving to each school district a copy of the CONGRESSIONAL 
Recorp—to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. BUTLER: Petition of H. C. Austin, administratorof Clisbe 
Austin, of Washington County, Tennessee, for reference of his claim 
to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BUTTERWORTH: Petition in favor of Rock Creek park— 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. COX: Memorial of W. H. Clagett and 371 other citizens ot 
the United States, for a national park on Rock Creek, District of Co- 
lumbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. DAVENPORT: Petition of citizens of Hornellsville, N. Y., 
asking that a copy of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD be sent to each 
school district—to the Committee on Prin 

By Mr. ERMENTROUT: Resolutions of the Young Men’s Demo- 
cratic League of San Francisco, Cal., requesting action on the report of 
the Committee on Elections in the Sullivan-Felton case—to the Com- 
mittee on Elections, 

By Mr. GAINES: Resolutions of the Tobacco Association of Rich- 
mond, and of Petersburgh, and of Clarksville, Va., in favor of the re- 
peal of the tobacco tax—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, papers in the claim of Benjamin D. M. Jones, of Nottoway 
County, Virginia—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HARE: Request of W. R. H. Mack, of Bowie, Tex., for pay- 
ment of his war claim—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HATCH: Resolutions of the National Grange, Patrons of 
eee relative to pure food and pure lard - to the Committee on 

jculture. 


By Mr. MCKINLEY: Resolutions of Alliance Post No. 306, Grand 
Army of the Republic of Ohio, in favor of the complete publication of 
the official records of the rebellion—to the Committee on Printing. 

y Mr. MANSUR: Petition of Mary Drennan, widow of Charles 
Drennan, of Jasper County, Missouri, for reference of his claim to the 
Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. O'DONNELL: Petition of 25 citizens, in favor of the estab- 
lishment of a national park along Rock Creek, District of Columbia— 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. J. J. O'NEILL: Protest of the Journal of Agriculture of 
St. Louis, Mo., against the copyright bill—to the Committee on Pat- 


By Mr. OUTHWAITE: Resolutions of Daniel Noe Post No. 617 and 
of William M. Sanders Post No. 661, Grand Army of the Republic, for 


speedy appropriation for publishing war records, etc.—to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations. 
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By Mr. J. D. STEWART: Petition of John M. Thurman, of Henry 
County, Georgia, for reference of his claim to the Court of Claims— 
to the Committee on War Claims. A 

By Mr. VOORHEES: Petition of J. L. Dumas and 165 others, citi- 
zensof Waitsburgh; of R. W. Dayton and 118 others, citizens of Cheney; 
of F. C. Lee and 105 others, citizens of Davenport; of H. K. Sinclair and 
86 others, citizens of North Yakima; of AmosStark and 36 others, citi- 
zens of Columbus; of A. Kaymerand 15 operi ee of Spring Creek; 
and of R. H. Eves and 25 others, citizens of Elberton, Wash., praying 
that the bill for the admission of said Territory as a State may be so 
amended as to require that the constitution shall confer the right of 
suffrage without distinction of sex—to the Committee on the Terri- 
tories. 

Also, petition of 270 citizens of Washington Territory, praying for 
legislation permitting women to vote in the several Territories for 
members of the constitutional conventions—to the Committee on the 
Territories, r 

By Mr. WARNER: Petition of Aaron Botts, for payment of his war 
claim—to the Committee on War Claims. : 

Also, evidence in the case of George W. Anthony, of Kansas City, 
Mo., for relief—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, affidavit of John McNess and of M. J. Freidsam in the case of 
Mrs. Fannie Adkins—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. S. V. WHITE: Petition of John Jay Knox and 25 others, 
citizens of New York, for a public park in the District of Columbia— 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 


The following petitions for a national Sunday-rest law were received 
and severally referred to the Committee on Labor: 

By Mr. FLOOD: Of Mrs. J. F. Smith and others, of New York. 

By Mr. HALL: Of United Presbyterian Congregation and others, of 
Butler, Pa. 

By Mr. SCULL: Of 800 citizens of Altoona, Pa. 

The following petitions, praying for a constitutional amendment pro- 
hibiting the manufacture, importation, exportation, transportation, and 
sale of all alcoholic liquors as a beverage, were received and severally 
referred to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic: 

By Mr. ARNOLD: Of 1,399 citizens of Richmond, Charlestown, and 
North Kingston, R. I. $ 

By Mr. GIFFORD: Of 39 citizens of Centennial Park, of 35 citizens 
of Eldridge, of 76 citizens of Langdon, of 38 citizens of De Voe, and of 
15 citizens of Pingree, Dak. 

By Mr. HIRES: Of 54 citizens of Greenwich, and of 53 citizens of 
East Creek, N. J. 

By Mr. ROCKWELL: Of 43 citizens of Hampden, and of 51 citizens 
of North Adams, Mass, 

By Mr. VANDEVER: Of 58 citizens of Escondido, and of 50 citizens 
of Salinas, Cal. 

By Mr. VOORHEES: Of 118 citizens of Waitsburgh, Wash. 


SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, February 20, 1889. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
THE JOURNAL. 


The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to know whether the Journal should not 
state that the unanimous consent given to the Senator from Iowa [Mr. 
ALLISON] to call up the appropriation bill yesterday just after 2 o’clock 
included the laying aside informally of the unfinished business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read the entry 
in the Journal to which the Senator from Massachusetts calls attention. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

hat the hour of 2 o'clock had arrived, 
anit laid belare the baneto the unfinished business atitsadjournment yesterday, 
to wit, the resolution directing the Committee on Privileges and Elections to 
revise the laws regulating elections of members of Congress; when, 

On motion by Mr. ALLISON, and by unanimous consent, the Senate proceeded, 
ete. 

Mr. HOAR. I understood that was the laying aside of the unfin- 
ished business and not displacing it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. So the Chair understood. The un- 
finished business will be announced at 2 o’clock to-day. 

Mr. HOAR. That is all right; but the Journal does not state that 
the unfinished business was laid aside, or that it was laid before the 
Senate. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The uniform practice of the Senate 


is that when pending and unfinished business is informally laid aside, 
at the conclusion of the business for which it was laid aside the con- 
sideration is resumed, or, if the business be not concluded that day, 
then at 2 o'clock on the following day the Senate again resumes the 
consideration of the unfinished business. s 

Mr. HOAR. Iso understood, but I did not know whether that re- 
qnired an entry in the Journal. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore, Itdoes not, in the opinion of the 


Mr. HOAR. Idid not know but that the Journal should show tha 
it was informally laid aside. . 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The expression to which the Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts refers does notappear inthe Journal. If there 
benp motion to correct or amend, the Tania will stand approved as 


SPECIAL AGENT BYRNE’S REPORT. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, in compliance 
with a resolution of the 14th instant, copies of the sworn testimony in 
regard to alleged frauds and undervaluations in the New York custom- 
house taken by Special Agent Byrne, and submitted with his report of 
November 1, 1887; which, on motion of Mr. HOAR, was, with the ac- 
companying papers, referred to the Select Committee to Examine the 
Condition of the Several Eranches of the Civil Service, and ordered to 
be printed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. FRYE presented the petition of D. G. Luce and 70 others (31 
voters and 40 women), citizens of Easton, Me., praying for the sub- 
mission to the States of a constitutional prohibitory amendment; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

Healso presented a petition of citizens of Maine, praying for the con- 
clusion of a treaty which shall provide for the settlement by arbitra- 
tion of any differences which may arise between the United States and 
Great Britain; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions, > 

Mr. PADDOCK presented a petition of 63 citizens of the State ot 
Nebraska, praying for the passage of a Sunday-rest law; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented the petition of Robert Sterrett and 17 others (10 
voters and 8 women), citizens of West Lincoln; the petition of A. Me- 
Whinney and 24 others (15 voters and 10 women), citizens of Emer- 
ald; and the petition of Robert D. Anderson and 98 others (40 voters 
and 59 women), citizens of DeWitt, all in Nebraska, praying for the 
submission to the States of a constitutional prohibitory amendment; 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE presented the petition of A. C. Hoxie and 36 
others (17 voters and 20 women), citizens cf East Bay, Mich., praying 
for the submission to the States of a constitutional prohibitory amend- 
ment; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. STEWART. Ipresenta memorial of the Legislature of the State 
of Nevada, representing that a large number of suits have recently been 
brought against mining corporations and individual miners in Eastern 
Nevada for cutting fire-wood for mining and domestic purposes as au- 
thorized by law, which suits have greatly embarrassed the business ot 
mining, which is the principal business of that section, and caused 
great damage and hardship to the people, and asking for the suspension 
of these suits until a fall investigation into the facts may be had. 

Lask that the memorial be printed in the RECORD, as it is a memo- 
rial of a State islature. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The memorial presented by the Sen- 
ator from Nevada will be printed in the RECORD, if there be no objec- 
tion, and referred to the Committee on Mines and Mining. 

Mr. BLAIR. What is the memorial which is to be printed in the 
RECORD? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The title of the memorial will be 
stated. 

The Chief Clerk read the indorsement on the memorial. 

The memorial was referred to the Committee on Mines and Mining, 
and ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 

Assembly concurrent memorial and resolution relative to certain suits for tak- 
ing fire-wood from certain lands in this State. 


We, your memorialists, the Legislature of the State of Nevada, most respect- 
fully resent that our State is now suffering great and perhaps irreparable 
injury from the prosecution in the United States circuit court for this district of 
a number of suits for alleged trespass in cutting timber from public lands situ- 
ated therein; and with due and proper respect we take this method of appeal- 
ing for relief in this behalf. 

‘or many years prior to 1878 our people had exercised and enjoyed the privi- 
lege of cutting and using the timber growing upon the mineral lands of this 
State for building, mining, cultural, and other domestic purposes, By the 
act of Congress of June 3, 1878, this privilege was ized and confirmed, 
subject to such rules as the Secretary of the Interior might prescribe for the pro- 
tection of the timber and undergrowth. 

In establishing such rules the 8 prescribed, among other thin 
that the brush shall be piled or o disposed of so as to prevent fores' 


shall be piled or 

it is unnecessary. 
The wood wing in these mineral districts is very sparce; it causes but lit- 

tle brush, and such a thing as a forest fire, we believe, has seldom been known 


in Eastern Nevada. 
But the other rules mentioned are . Except in the 


Sierra 
destitute of what is commo; 
d a dwarfed and adm Babe of cedar, nut- 


consists mainly o 
pine, and mountain mahogany. Owing to the dryness of the climate and the 
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paucity of the soil in the locations where this wood grows, it frequently takes 
an age for a tree to attain a diameter of 8 inches, and much of it never reaches 
that size, hence a rule fixing such a minimum in many cases amounts to an in- 
hibition against the cutting of any wood at all, and in a large measure deprives 
our people of the benefit the statute was intended to confer. 

In this State timber of any kind is very scarce; it is inferior in size and qual- 
ity, straggling in its growth, and is found only upon the mountain ranges in 
tracts widely separated from each other. Some idea of the insufficiency of our 
wood supply may be gathered from the fact that at Tuscarora, one of our most 

portant mining towns, almost the only accessible fuel is sage-brush, so small 
that it is loaded and hauled the same as loose hay in the Eastern States, and 
thrown into the furnaces with pitchforks, and even such fuel as this is now be- 
ing brought from a distance of over 20 miles. The rule be Sports each person 
to cut his own wood himself, or by agent, has the effect of almost completely 
nullifying the statute. Mining is the chief industry of our State, the one upon 
which every other industry depends, and in the great majority of cases it is ut- 
terly impracticable for a miner to go into the mountains and cut his own wood 
or an agency’ for that purpose. The mining itself is a precarious busi- 
ness, requiring all of his energy, thought, and capital. 

The wood grows in regions difficult of access and it has generally to be trans- 
ported great distances on the backs of mules. It is obvious, therefore, that it is 
s tedious and expensive process, and to carry on the business at all demands a 
considerable investment of capital in a mule train and packing apparatus. No 
miner or agriculturist, save a wealthy one, could 5 these rules, and 
it would be highly inconvenient for even him to do so. o submit, therefore, 
that any wood cut and used for the above specified purposes in the State of Ne- 
vada is used for domestic purposes within the meaning of the statute. That 
the decision of Secretary Teller, of date May 25, 1882, in the case of Frank P. 
Harden, enunciates the correct doctrine upon this point; that it is the only 
doctrine which can give our people the full benefit of the law, and that the later 
rule, as established by circular of May 7, 1886, from the Interior Department, 
should be modified accordingly. But even this rule, unjust and oppressive as 
it seems to us, is not at present our only grievance, There are now pending in 
the circuit court of the United States for the district of Nevada no less than 
eleven suits for PEST trespass upon these timber lands situated in the coun- 
ties of Eureka and White Pine. These suits involve different corporations and 
many individuals, and the amount sought to be reccvered reaches the enormous 

egate of over $10,000,000, 

e are informed and believe that the amount claimed from the Richmond 
Mining Company, in the town of Eureka, for wood used in reducing ores is 
greater than the net value of all the ore that has been extracted from its mines. 
The timber for the cutting of which these actions have been brought, in our 
opinion, has been used exclusively by actual residents of this State, and in strict 
accordance with both the letter and spirit of the act of 1878. None of it has 
been transported from the State, and none of itis fit forsuch transportation. It 
is not timber which can be profitably wrought into lumber, and its e r may 
be infe: from the circumstances that, notwithstanding the great demand for 
lumber which has heretofore existed in the town of Eureka, the second in im- 
portance in the State, there has never been, since 1870, a saw-mill located within 
75 miles of that place. The timber is absolutely without value, except as an aid 
to the development of the mineral resources of the districtsin which it is found. 

We are not aware that any of this w been cut or removed, even in 
violation of the rules established by the Department of the Interior, nor is it so 
alleged in any of the complaints filed. It is a well-known fact that the land 
upon which it ws is mineral in character—clearly within the purview of the 
statute—and if it can not be used under its provisions, it can not be used at all. 
for there is no practical way by which it can be purchased or the title to the land 
acquired, The institution of these suits has had the effect of causing nearly every 
mine in the two counties named to nd operations; business therein is 
piralyzed, and the people are menaced with absolute financial ruin. A contin- 
uation of the course foreshadowed by these prosecutions threatens the closing 
of every mine within the borders of our State, and the complete destruction of 
the Commonwealth, We believe that these suits are purely vexatious in char- 
acter; that they have been commenced upon the basis of misapprehension, in- 
duced by misrepresentation ; that the motive which underlies them is a desire 
to create fees for officials and attorneys. We believe this because of the enor- 
mons amounts sued for, which are beyond all reason, being the market value 
of the wood instead of its stumpage value, which is all that it is worth to the 
Government. We believe it because the same unjust and rigorous rate of val- 
uation has been established with regard to its redemption, the party from whom 
it was seized being compelled to give bond according to the full measure of the 
market value in order to procure its release. Asa result, the defendants dare 
not or can not redeem; the wood remains in the hands of the officer who made 
the seizure, and the entire business of that community is rate. 

Our belief that these suits are vexatious is strengthened by the fact that al- 
though the business of cutting and 1 of the wood has been carried on 
openly and notoriously for years, and the right to do so unquestioned, these 
actions are brought now for the first time, and at the particular season of the 
year when wood is the most valuable, seeming to be designed for the express 

urpose of forcing the defendants into compromise and settlement; and, further, 

the fact that so many suits were brougbt at one and the same time, instead 
of first establishing the right and settling the legal principle through the me- 
dium ofa single suit; and, finally, by the still further fact that, according to our 
information and understanding, these actions are stmilar in character and in- 
volve the same principle as those under which 1 uantities of wood were 
seized by the United States authorities at Butte City, ont., in the year 1878, 
which action was strongly denounced at the time on the floor of the United 
States Senate, and led to the passage of the act of 1878, above referred to. 

If this wood has been unlawfully cut and removed we believe that it has been 
innocently done, in the exercise of what was thought to be a well-established 
legal right; and as a minor, although still important, consideration, we beg to 
suggest that the maintenance of these suits is a great hardshi upon the defend- 
ants, they being compelled to entirely cease operations, abandon their business, 
and travel nearly or quite 500 miles to the place of trial. In view of the fore- 
going we therefore most respectfully, but urgently, ask that all proceedings in 
these actions be suspended and held in abeyance until a full investigation of 
the facts may be had; and upon the completion of such investigation, if it be 
found that any of this wood has been cut in violation of prescribed rules, we 
ask that these rules may be so modified as to accord with the character of our 
so-called timber, and the 3 conditions existing in Nevada. But if it be 
impracticable to so modify such rules we ask for some adequate measure of leg- 
istative relief at the hands of Congress. 

Resolved by -the assembly (the senate concurring), That copies of the foregoing 
memorial and these resolutions be transmitted by the governor of this State to 
the President of the United States,and to each of our Senators and to our Rep- 
resentative in Congress. 

Resolved, That we cordially indorse the action of our Senators and Represent- 
ative in Congress in their efforts to procure for us relief from the vexatious 
suits complained of in the foregoing memorial. 

Approved January 21, 1889. 


STATE or NEVADA, Department of State, ss: 


I, John M. Dormer, secretary of state of the State of Nevada, do hereby cer- 
tify that che annexed is a true, full, and correct copy of the original “Assembly 
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eoncurrent resolution and memorial relating to certain suits for taking fire-wood 

m certain lands in this State“ (approved January 21, 1833), now on file and of 

record in this office, 
In witness whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the great seal of 
State at my office, in Carson City, Nev., this 13th day of February, A. D. 1889. 
[SEAL.] JOHN M. DORMER, Secretary of Slate, 
By P. B. ELLIS, Deputy. 

Mr. STANFORD presented a concurrent resolution of the Legisla- 
ture of California, favoring legislation for the exclusion of Chinese im- 
migrants; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, 

Mr. BLAIR presented the petition of Robert Weir and 68 others (21 
voters and 48 women), citizens of Forestville, Cal., praying for the 
proposal of a constitutional amendment prohibiting the manufacture, 
exportation, transportation, and sale of all alcoholic liquors as a bey- 
erage; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. EVARTS presented the petition of William H. Winans and 54 
other citizens of New York, praying for the passage of a law securing 
the observance of the Sabbath; which was referred to the Committee 
on Education and Labor. 

He also presented the memorial of William H. Denney and 36 other 


citizens of New York, remonstrating against the passage of any bill in 


regard to the observance of Sunday or any other religious institution 
or rite; which was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 
Mr. SPOONER presented the petition of George Wilcox and 69 others 
(38 voters and 32 women), citizens of Clinton, Wis., praying for the 
submission to the States of a constitutional amendment in relation to 
prohibition; which was ordered to lie on the table. 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. FAULKNER, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 2661) for the relief of James Caler, reported it with 
amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were referred 
the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, and 
submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 9159) granting a pension to William A. Taylor; 

A bill (H. R. 9113) granting a pension to Frank M. Martin; 

A bill 155 R. 2737) granting a pension to Anna Krumpholz; and 

A bill (H. R. 6763) granting a pension to John Mann. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3929) to provide for the erec- 
tion of a public building at the city of New Berne, N. C., reported it 
with amendments. 1 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, 
and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (II. R. 8225) for the relief of William S. Kellington; 

A bill a R. 4203) granting a pension to the widow of Adam Shrake; 
A bill (H. R. 11707) granting a pension to Gertrude Northrop; 

A bill (H. R. 12107 granting a pension to Bennett Cooper; 

A bill (H. R. 12491) granting a pension to Lucinda Mewman; and 

A bill (II. R. 12510) granting a pension to George Hunter. 

Mr. SAWYER. I move that Order of Business 2726, being the bill 
(S. 3935) for the relief of George Hunter, late captain of Company A, 
Columbia County (Washington Territory) Volunteers, be indefinitely 
postponed, as I have just reported favorably a similar House bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. 11184) for the relief of Jessie Isherwood, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. DOLPH. Iam directed by the Committee on Foreign Relations, 
to whom was referred the petition of Lewis C. Schilling, setting forth 
that he was wrongfully and illegally imprisoned by the Mexican au- 
thorities; that he was wounded and beaten and robbed of his money 
and goods; that he is and was an American citizen, and now prays Con- 
gress for some measures of relief, to submit a report thereon and ask to 
be discharged from the further consideration of the subject. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The committee will be discharged 
from the further consideration of the petition, and it will lie on the table. 

Mr. DOLPH. There are some documents accompanying the report 
which I do not care to have printed as a part of the report, but which 
may be filed with the petition. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, from the Committee on Claims, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 8276) for the relief of the estate of Benja- 
min F. Richardson, reported it with an amendment. 

Mr. SPOONER, from the Committee on Claims, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, 
and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 3791) for the allowance of a claim in favor of Milton J. 
Durham, administrator of Leonard Taylor, deceased, of Boyle County, 
Kentucky, for stores and supplies taken and used by the United States 
Army, as reported by the Court of Claims under the provisions of the 
act of March 3, 1883, known as the Bowman act; and 

A bill (H. R. 7618) for the relief of the Shepard and Morse Lumber 
Company, of Burlington, Vt. 

DISPOSAL OF PUBLIC LANDS. 
Mr. PLUMB. Iam directed by the Committee on Pablic Lands to 
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rt back the amendments of the House of Representatives tothe bill 
(S. 2511) to provide for the disposal of certain public lands of the United 
States under the provisions of the homestead laws only, and ask that the 
conference heretofore requested by the House of Representatives upon 
the bill may be granted. I therefore move that the request of the 
House for a conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses be 
acceded to. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair calls the attention of the 
Senator from Kansas to the fact that the House of Representatives 
made no request for a conference upon the bill. 

Mr. PLUMB. Then I change the form of the motion, and move that 
the Senate disagree to the amendments of the House of Representatives 
and ask for a conference. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. PLUMB, Mr. 
PADDOCK, and Mr. BERRY were appointed. 

Mr. WALTHALL, Just as I came into the Senate Lunderstood the 
Chair to state that there had been no conference asked by the House 
on Senate bill 2511. . 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. So the Chair was informed by the 
clerks, 

Mr. WALTHALL. That is a mistake. The conference was asked 
for and the conferees wereappointed by the Speaker ofthe House. Their 
names will be found on 1743 of the RECORD. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If the facts are as stated, the proper 
order will be made. 

Mr. WALTHALL. The facts are shown to be so by the RECORD. 

Mr. BERRY. The conferees on the part of the Senate have been 
appointed? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. They have been announced. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore subsequently said: The papers in Sen- 
ate bill 2511, to which amendments were made in the House of Repre- 
sentatives, have been examined, from which it appears that the Clerk 
of the House did not transmit any announcement that a conference was 
asked or conferees appointed by that body. The Chair can not take 
judicial notice of what was done there, and the first order of the Sen- 
ate therefore will stand. } 

Mr. PLUMB. Let me inquire, does that mean that the Senate ac- 
cedes to the request of the House? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is no notification to the Sen- 
ate that the House of Representatives asked for a conference. 

Mr. PLUMB. Then I repeat the motion I heretofore made, that 
the Senate non-concur in the amendments of the House to Senate bill 
2511, and request a conference on the part of the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be so ordered if there be no 
objection, and the conferees previously announced will stand. 


PAY OF STENOGRAPHER. 


Mr. JONES, of Nevada, from the Committee to Audit and Control 
the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred a reso- 
lution submitted by Mr. PLATT February 19, 1889, reported it with- 
out amendment, and the resolution was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Wt Se employed b 
in considering the bill (H. R. 10614) to organize 

ors properly approved B the —— and tank ee owing 
ers p y app e rman oi co! tee, 

e committee be printed for the use of the Senate. 


MESSENGER TO COMMITTEE ON THE LIBRARY. 


Mr. JONES, of Nevada. Iam directed by the Committee to Audit 
and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was re- 
ferred a resolution reported from the Committee on the Library for the 
appointment of a m r to that committee, to report it favorably 
with an amendment. I ask for its present consideration. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate proceeded to consider the resolu- 
tion; which was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the nt-at-Arms of the Senate be, and is hereby, directed 
to appas a messen for the Joint Committee on Library, whose services shall 
be devoted exclusively to the business of said committee,and that the messen- 
ger so appointed shall be selecled by the said committee. 

The amendment reported by the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate was to add to the resolution: 


The compensation of such messenger shall be at the rate usually to mes- 
sengers of the Senate, and shall be paid from the contingent fund of the Senate. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The resolution as amended was agreed to. 


HETTINGER COUNTY LANDS. 


Mr. PLUMB. The Committee on Public Lands instruct me to re- 
port back with amendments the bill (8. 3751) for the relief of certain 
settlers in Hettinger County, Dakota. I think I will venture to ask 
the Senate to consider the bill now. The facts in the case are these: 
By reason of an error in the survey certain persons settled upon lands 
and acquired title from the Northern Pacific Railroad Company on the 
supposition that they belonged to that company. A correction of the 
survey demonstrated the fact that they were on public lands and not 
en Northern Pacific lands. The bill provides merely that the Govern- 


the Committee on Territories 
e Territory of Oklahoma, and 


ment may convey the lands which they are on, being public lands, to 
the Northern Pacific Railroad Company in ex for a similar 
quantity of lands. It has been recommended by the Commissioner of 
the General Land Office. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read at length for 
information. 

The bill was read; and by unanimous consent the Senate, as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. 

The first amendment of the Committee on Public Lands was, in line 
10 of section 1, before the word ‘‘settlements,’’ to strike out real“ 
and insert actual; and in the same line, after the word settlements,” 
to insert the words made prior to Government survey; so as to make 
the section read: : 


That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized and empowered to give 
relief to such homesteaders or othersas have been adversely affected by the Gov- 
ernment survey, by an exchange of lands with the Northern Pacific Railroad, 
section for section, or fraction thereof, as the interests of the parties may a A 
so as to admit of the company taking other lands within the indemnity timits 
in lieu of the tracts covered by actual settlements made prior to Government sur- 
hig Provided, That the said railroad company will become a party to said ex- 

nge. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to add as a new section: 


Sud. 3. That nothing contained in this act shall be taken or construed as 
waiving, releasing, or in any wise affecting any right of the United States to for- 
feit any lands granted to the Northern Pacific Railroad Company by act of Con- 
gress to aid in the construction of its line of railroad by reason of the breach 
of the conditions of any such grant; and any rights to any lands acquired 
the Northern Pacific Railroad Company under the provisions of this act shail 
be taken and held subject to whatever conditions and right of forfeiture now 
attach to the lands which the Northern Pacific Company may give in 
exchange under the provisions of this act. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

The committee reported to amend the preamble so as to read: 

Whereas certain settlers in townships 135 and 136 north, range 97 west, and 
134 north, range 96 west, fifth principal meridian, Hettinger * Dakota, 
find that by reason of a mistake in the preliminary survey their homestead 
claims are on lands of the Northern Pacific Railroad rather than on Govern- 
ment sections: Therefore. 

The preamble as amended was agreed to. 

HOT SPRINGS RESERVATION. 

Mr. BERRY. From the Committee on Public Lands I report favor- 
ably without amendment the bill (S. 3938) granting the use of cer- 
tain lands in the Hot Springs reservation, in the State of Arkansas, to 
the Hot Springs Benevolent Association. It is a very small matter for 
a very worthy object, and I ask that the bill may be now considered. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

PERSONAL EXPLANATIONS. f 

Mr. PASCO. Mr. President, I wish to make a brief explanation. 
At the time the vote was taken yesterday on agreeing to the report of 
the committee of conference on the bill for the return of direct taxes 
I was absent from the Chamber on important business. Relying upon 
my general pair with the Senator from Illinois [Mr. FARWELL], noth- 
ing was said about this special matter, and he inadvertently voted. I 
merely wish to state that had I been present I should have voted in 
favor of a reconsideration. The fact that I was absent was overlooked 
by the Senator from Illinois, and therefore I was not reported as being 
represented on the question at all. 7 

Mr. HARRIS. I desire to say that upon the vote yesterday upon 
my motion to proceed to the consideration of executive business, fail- 
ing to remember that the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL], 
with whom I have a standing pair, was absent, I voted, when I should 
have announced the pair. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. f 

Mr. CALL introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 139) to appoint ad- 
ditional commissioners to the Paris exposition; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 


Mr. PADDOCK submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the general deficieney appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of 
the Senate, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. STEWART submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the House concurrent resolution relating to Maj. A. M. 
Miller’s translation of Harris’s report on irrigation in Egypt; which 
was referred to the Committee on Printing. 

SELECT COMMITTEE ON PACIFIC RAILROADS. 

Mr. STEWART. Isubmita resolution to be referred to the Com- 
mittee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate. 

The resolution was read, as follows: : 


That the Select Committee on the President's M transmittin, 


Resolved, 
the Report of the Pacific Railway Commission be continued until the indebted- 


Re ee 
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ness of the Union Pacific Railroad Com 


5 1 
the Central Branch Union 


Railroad Company. and the Centra 
successor to the Cen Pacific Railroad Com- 


ereof reasonable fares 
shall be paid out of the contingent fund 
Mr. GORMAN. Let that go over. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will lie over and be 


inted. 
P GORMAN subsequently said: I desire to withdraw the objection 
I made to the resolution offered by the Senator from Nevada [Mr. 
STEWART] for reference to the Committee on Contingent Expenses. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The objection is withdrawn, and the 
resolution will be referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate, 
G DISTRICT JURORS. 


Mr. HARRIS submitted the following concurrent resolution; which 
was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That in the en- 
roliment of ihe bill (5.3649) to amend the laws relating to the selection and 
service of jurors in the supreme court of the District umbia, the Committee 
on Enrolled Bills is hereby authorized and directed to strike out the word 
“fifty-two,” where it occurs in the first line of section 8, and substitute therefor 
the word “sixty-two.” 


PUBLIC PRINTING-OFFICE BUILDING. 


` Mr. BLAIR submitted the following resolution; which was referred 
to the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Printing be directed to inquire into the con- 
dition of the Public Printing-Office building and to 
immediate repairs and improvements are in their opinion necessary and prac- 
ticable to insure the safety and health of the employés and the of 
the public property; also, to rt an estimate of the expenditure required, if 
any, for the purpose mentioned. 


CONGRESSIONAL ELECTIONS. 


Mr. HOAR. I desire to have the resolution reported by me yester- 
day from the Committee on Privileges and Elections laid before the 
Senate. I suppose when it is laid before the Senate it will be referred 
instantly to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Ex- 

of the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair does not understand that 
the resolution reported by the Senator from Massachusetts occupies any 
other position than that of the report of a committee. Itis on the 
Calendar. 

Mr. HOAR. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
that resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senator withhold his motion 
until the morning business is concluded? 

Mr. HOAR. Certainly. 


JOHN S. M’ELWEE. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays beforethe Senate a 
resolution offered by the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE], coming 
over from a previous day. 

The resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. HALE was read, as fol- 
lows: 


Resolv:d, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and is hereby, directed to in- 
form the Senate whether the sugar division in the appraisers’ office in the New 
York custom-house is now im charge of John S. McElwee; and to further in- 
form the Senate whether charges have lately been made against said McElwee af- 
fecting his personal character and conduct, and whethersaid charges have been 
investigated by Special Agent George C, Tichenor, and if such be the case to send 
to the Senate copies of said charges and of the testimony taken upon them, and 
the reportof Special Agent Tichenor; and also to inform the Senate whether said 
McElwee has been before dismissed from the Treasury Department upon charges 
made against him affecting his personal character. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution. 


The resolution was agreed to. 


CONGRESSIONAL ELECTIONS. 
Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, 
Mr. VEST. Is the morning business closed? 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chairwould inquire if there be 
further morning business? 
Mr. HAWLEY. Task the Senate to take up the joint resolution I 


reported yesterday. i 7 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair feels im , under the 
notice given by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] yesterday, hav- 
ing charge of the appropriation bill, if there be no further morning bus- 
iness, to recognize the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE]. 

Mr. HOAR. I hope the Senator from Maine will yield for me to 
ask the Senate to take up the resolution reported yesterday from the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections, to go instantly to the Commit- 
tee on Contingent Expenses without debate. 


report to the Senate What 


Mr. HALE. If it is simply a question of reference, of course [have 
no objection. 

Mr. GORMAN. I desire to say to the Senators from Massachusetts 
and Maine that it is impossible to have an understanding that the res- 
olution shall be referred without debate. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to inquire of the Chair if when the resolution 
is taken up it does not go instantly, under the rules, to the committee 
without further action? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks that the resolu- 
tion taken up would be open to debate. 

Mr. HOAR. Without a reference? I supposed that the Chair had 
held otherwise a great many times in similar cases. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair has always held, when 
no objection was made, that resolutions of that kind should be referred 
to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the 
Senate. The Chair does not, however, understand that that precludes 
debate upon the resolution. 

Mr. HOAR. I hope the Senator from Maryland will allow the mat- 
ter to be debated when it comes back from that committee and not 
now. I assure him that it shall have full opportunity for debate. I 
merely wish to have the committee make the formal consideration re- 
quired by the rules, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? 

Mr. GORMAN. I object to the consideration of the resolution. 

Mr. HOAR. Then I rise to further morning business. Iwill intro- 
duce the resolution, if I may be permitted to withdraw it, withoutthe 
part which provides fer the expenditure, and I ask that it be treated 
as regular morning business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution cannot be withdrawn, 
except by unanimous consent, without being taken up for considera- 
tion. 

Mr. HALE. I will move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the sundry civil appropriation bill. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I rise to morning business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts, 

Mr. HOAR. I offer the resolution which I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution submitted by the 
Senator from Massachusetts will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution; as follows: 


ple in election of mem Fifty-first Con and ascertaining the 
result thereof, or in the election of members of State Legislatures who 
elected or are Senators of the United States who may claim seats during 


said Congress, an aining 
President and Vice-President of the United States in 1888 and declaring the re- 
by violence, intimidation, fraud, o rerime. 
Also, whether the laws governing such elections in any States have been so 
framed or administ as to accomplish or permit the defeat of the will of the 
people in such elections, 
Also, to inquire into the facts of the recent election in the State of Louisiana, 


i pence the 17th day of April, 1888, at which there was chosen a Legislature which 


States Senators. 
And said committee shall also inquire whether there werein connection with 
the aforesaid election “legalities, Frands, false canvasses, and false returns so 
in their character as to show that there existed on 


since elected two Un 


regard 
governor and other State officers and a State Legislature by such illegal, false, 
and fraudulent means, and if so, whether said Legislature was and 
duly elected by ee of Louisiana or was in fact substantially the creation 
e fog the returning and canvassing officers, and whether said State of Louis- 


Mr. HARRIS. Is that resolution just offered at this time? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is just offered. 

Mr. HOAR. Let it go over. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let it go over and be printed. 

5 pro tempore. The resolution will lie over and be 
printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
to morning business? 

Mr. VEST. No, sir. 

Mr. ALLISON. Then I move to proceed to the consideration of the 
sundry civil appropriation bill. 

Mr. VEST. I ask the Senator from Iowa to give way in order that 
I may call up a bridge bill, which is merely a formal matter and will 
lead to no debate, and it is absolutely n $ 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Iwill say to the Senator from Iowa that it is 
the same bill of which I spoke to him this morning, and which he 
promised to extend his courtesy for the consideration of, if the Senate 
would agree, upon the assurance that there would be no debate. 


Does the Senator from Missouri rise 


Mr. ALLISON. ‘Then after the appropriation bill is taken up I will 
yield for that purpose. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Very well. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further morning busi- 
ness, the Calendar under Rule VIII bei 
Iowa moves that the Senate proceed to 


in order, the Senator from 
e consideration of the bill 
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(H. R. 12008) making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the 
Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1890, and for other pur- 


The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. Now, I ask the Senator from Iowa to allow me to call 
up the bridge bill. It is merely a formal one. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Iowa yield? 

Mr. ALLISON. I yield for that purpose only. 


KENTUCKY RIVER BRIDGE. 


Mr. VEST. Task the Senate to proceed to the consideration of the 
bill (S. 3921) to authorize the Kentucky Union Railway Company to 
construct a bridge across the Kentucky River. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill, which was reported from the Commit- 
tee on Commerce with amendments. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the amend- 
ments will be acted upon as they are reached in the text of the bill. 

The first amendment was to add to section 1: 

But the rate of tolls charged ay said company for the of wagons and 
vehicles shall first be approved by the Secretary of War, — no tolls shall be 
collected unless the amount thereof is so approved, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 3, line 9, after the word be,“ 
to add ‘‘commenced or;’’ so as to read: 

That any bridge authorized to be constructed under this act shall be built and 
located under and subject to such regulations for the security of navigation of 
said river as the Secretary of War shall prescribe, and to secure that object the 
said company or corporation shall submit to the of War, for his ex- 
amination and approval, a design and drawing of the bridge and a map of the 
location thereof; and until the said plan and location of the bridge are approved 
by the Secretary of War the bridge shall not be commenced or built, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

3 nextamendment was, in section 3. line 12, after the word War,“ 
0 insert: 

And all the expense of said change shall be paid by the parties owning ox con- 
trolling such bridge or bridges. 

So as to read: 

And should any change be made in the plan of said bridge during the progress 
of construction, such change shall be subject to the approval of the Secretary of 
War; and all the e of said change shall be paid by the parties owning or 
controlling such bridge or bridges. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read a third 
time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: A bill to authorize the Ken- 
tucky Union Railway Company to construct a bridge across the Ken- 
tucky River and its tributaries.” 


BILLS BECOME LAWS. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had this 
day approved and signed the act (S. 1305) to incorporate the Maritime 
Canal Company of Nicaragua. 

The message also announced that the bill (S. 2460) granting arrears 
of pension to Theodore Rauthe, having been presented to the President 
of the United States on the 7th instant and not having been returned 
by him to the Honse of Congress in which it originated within the ten 
days prescribed by the Constitution, had become a Jaw without his 

signature. 
. MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had agreed to the report of the com- 
mittee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendments of the House to the bill (S. 139) to credit and pay to the 
several States and Territories and the District of Columbia all moneys 
collected under the direct tax levied by act of Congress approved August 
5, 1861. 

: + SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 12008) making appropriations for sundry civil 
expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1890, 
and for other purposes, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading of the bill will be pro- 
ceeded with. 

The Chief Clerk resumed the reading of the bill. The next amend- 
ment of the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 112, after line 
9, to insert: 

Tepana of inaugural ceremonies: To enable the ss soe of the Senate to 

y the n expenses of the inaugural ceremonies of the President and 

ice-President of the United States, March 4, 1889, incurred by order of the Sen- 
ate, including pay for Sard extra Capitol police for three days, at $3 per day each, 

000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, to be immediately available. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 113, after line 8, to insert: 

Works of art: For the purchase of works of art, and the necessary 5 o 
ai TE thereof, under the direction of the Joint Committee on the 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, in the appropriations for ‘‘Publie print- 
ing and binding,“ on page 14, line 1, after the words two million,” 
to strike out and thirteen thousand“ and insert three hundred and 
thirty-six thousand two hundred;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

PUBLIC PRINTING AND BINDING. 


For the public printing, for the public binding, and for paper for the a 
printing, including the cost of printing the debates and proceedings of Congr 
n the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, and for lith phing, mapping, and engravin 

for both Houses of Congress, the Supreme Court of the United States, the su- 
preme court of the District of Columbia, the Court of Claims, the Library of Con- 
gress, the Executive Office, and the Departments, inalay salaries or compen- 
sation of all necessary clerks and employés, for labor (by the day, piece, or 
contract), and for all the necessary materials which may be needed in the prosé- 
cution of the work, $2,336,200; and from the said sum hereby appropriated print- 
ing and binding shall be done by the Public Printer to the amounts following, 
respectively, namely, ete. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 114, line 7, after the word de- 
bates,” to strike out ‘‘eight hundred and two thousand“ and insert 
done million;’’ so as to read: 


Ši Eor paning and binding for Congress, including the proceedings and debates, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 114, line 24, before the word 
. to strike out ‘‘fifteen’’ and insert ‘‘twenty;’’ so as to 
read: 

For the State Department, $20,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 115, after the words ‘‘one hun- 
died and,“ to strike out fifty thousand“ and insert ‘‘ fifty-five thou- 


sand two hundred; and in line 8, after the word ‘‘ exceeding,’’ * 


strike out ten“ and insert twelve; so as to make the clause rea 


For the War Department, $155,200 od which sum $12,000 shall . or the ceta- 


logue of the library of the Surgeon eneral’s Office), and not ex 
for carrying into effect the appropriations for the Signal Service. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on 115, line 15, before the word 
„thousand,“ to strike out ‘‘ forty’? and insert ‘‘ forty-five;’’ so as to 
make the clause read: 


For the Interior De ent, including the Civil Service Commission, $345,000: 
8 not exceeding $10,000 for rebinding tract- books for the General Land 
ce. 


ing $12,000 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 115, line 21, before the word 
thousand.“ to strike out ten“ and insert twelve;” so as to make 
the clause read: 


For the National Museum: For printing labels and blanks for the use of the 
National Museum and for the “bulletins” and annual volumes of the pro- 
ceedings” of the Museum, $12,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations for printing for 
the United States Geological Survey,’’ on page 116, to insert: 

For engraving the geographical maps of the United States, $45,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 116, line 7, before the word thou- 
sand,“ to strike out seven ” and insert ten; so as to read: 

For the Department of Justice, $10,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 116, line 9, after the word hun- 
dred,” to insert and fiſty; so as to read: 

For the Post-Office Department, $250,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 116, line 11, before the word thou- 
sand,“ to strike out ‘‘ thirty ” and insert ‘‘ forty;’’ so as to make the 
clause read: 

For the Agricultural Department, $40,000, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, after line 10, on page 117, to insert as a 
new section: 


Src, 2. That in order to provide additional accommodations for the Post-Office 
Department and other Departments of the Government, including accommoda- 
tions for the city post-office, the Secretary of the Treasury, the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral, and the Secretary of the Interior, acting as a board,be, and they are hereby, 
empowered and instructed to acquire, as hereinafter provided, the several par- 
cels of real estate embodied in square numbered 406 of the city of Washington, 
bounded by F street on the north, E street on the south, Eighth street on the 
east, and Ninth street on the west; and forthe purpose 5 said square, 
or any part thereof, a sum sufficient to pay the cost thereof is hereby appropri- 
ated; and when said property shall be acquired said board may direct that 
Eighth street, between E street and F street, northwest, shall be closed and 
used for the aforesaid purposes, 

That for the purpose of acquiring said real estate the said board may purchase 
the same, or any part thereof, from the owner or owners; and if the said boa 
shall be unable so to purchase the same, or any part or thereof, at a pri 
that, in their opinion, is reasonable, they may, by petition in writing, apply to 
the supreme court of the District of Columbia, in general term, set ae cane a 
description of the property they have been unable to purchase, and which the 
desire to obtain for the public purposes aforesaid,with the names of the owne: 
or claimants of the title thereto, and of any incumbrances thereon, so far as the 
same may be known to them, and ANE irge een court will cause the same to 
be condemned and appropriated to the public use. 

Thereupon the court shall cause pu v notice to be given of such applicatio: 
by a publication three weeks succes=~ in two daily newspapers publish 
in the city of Washington, stating the . stance of said appli 2 notify- 
ing all persons having any interest or claim in or to the pro mentioned 


* niny from G street to Jackson a 
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to appear before said court on a day named and become parties to the proceed- 
ing, which publication, so made as aforesaid, shall be deemed due notice to all 
persons having any interest in or claim to such pro And thereupon said 
court shall appoint five disinterested residents of the District of Columbia to be 
appraisers of the value of such property and pieces of property, respectively. 
e said appraisers shall be sworn to a just and impartial performance of their 
duty; and said appraisers having been so appointed shall give notice to all pe 
sons Interested in or having claims to any of such property of a time and 
of hearing, by publication in two daily newspapers published in the of 
Washington for six su ve days, and thereupon the said appraisers 
proceed to view the said respective parcels of property and hear the representa- 
tives of the United States and the said persons in interest and claimants, and 
shall thereupon estimate and appraise the true and just value of such pieces of 
roperty, respectively, and report their findings thereon to the court. Upon 
The filing of such rtthe — court may hear the representatives ofthe United 
States and any parties in interest or claimants and proceed to confirm, modify, 
or set aside such report and appoint new appraisers as shall a; r to said court 
to be just, and make such further orders in the premises as ll effectuate the 
— ses of this appropriation. And when any such report shall have been 
nally confirmed by said court the United States shall, upon the payment of the 
sums awarded by said court as the proper and just price thereof, to the parties 
found by said court to be entitled thereto, be deemed seized and possessed of 
said property for the purposes herein mentioned. It it hall appear to said court 
that any person having an interest in or any claim to any such parcel of such 
roperty can not be found or is unknown, or is an insane person or an idiot, or 
A a m ed woman or an infant, or is under any disability, the said court may 
appoint guardians and trustees for such persons,and make all such orders in 
the premises as shall be just for the protection of all rights,and may order that 
the sum of money to be paid in respect of any such of property shall be 
paid into the Treasury of the United States to the credit of such persons so in- 
terested in or having a claim upon such property, in trust for the person legally 
entitied thereto. Any such sum of money so deposited may be paid out of the 
Treasury at any time upon the order of said court to any person deemed by the 
court entitled thereto upon the proper application to said court for such pur- 
2 And in respect of any such sums of money so deposited the said court 
— have all the powers of a court of equity in the administration of trust 
8. 


Mr. HALE. I suggest to the Senator in charge of the bill, on page 
117, line 18, where the word ‘‘embodied’’ occurs, that a better word 
would be“ included.” 

Mr. ALLISON. I have no objection to either word. 

Mr. HALE. I move simply to strike out ‘‘ embodied.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment to the amendment 
will be agreed to if there be no objection. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, on page 120, to insert as section 3 
the following: 

Src. 3. That in order to provide additional accommodations for the Govern- 
ment Printing Office, the tary of the Treasury, the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior, and the Architect of the Capitol Extension, acting as a board, be, and they 
are hereby, empowered and instructed to acquire, as hereinafter provided, the 
several ls of real estate embodied in square No. 624 of the city of Wash- 
ington, ying east of a 20-foot alley running from G street to H street, and 
bounded by H street on the north, G street on the south, North Capitol street on 
the east, and said named 20-foot alley on the west; said ing divided 
east and west by Jackson alley, and intersected in part by a 14-foot alley run- 

He ; said real estate now in part being occupied 
by the Government Printing Office. And for the purpose of acquiring said 
square, or any part thereof, a sum sufficient to pay the cost thereof is hereby 
appropriated. And when said real estate shall be acquired, said board may di- 
rect that the 14-footalley, running from G street to Jackson alley, shall be closed 
and used for the aforesaid pu 

That for the purpose of acquiring said real estate the said board may purchase 
the same, or any part thereof, from the owner or owners; and if the said board 
shall be unable so to purchase the same, or oy, or parts thereof, at a price 
that, in their opinion, is reasonable, they may e proceedings for the condem- 
nation thereof in the manner provided for in section 2 of this act. 


Mr. HALE. On page 121, line 1, I move to strike out the word em- 
bodied. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That change will be made if there 
be no objection. 

Mr. VEST. I want to make an inquiry before the amendment is 
agreed to. I should like to ask the chairman of the Committee on Ap- 
propriations if this amendment comes from any standing committee of 
the Senate. 

Mr. ALLISON, No standing committee except the Committee on 
Appropriations that reported it. 

Mr. VEST. I raise the point of order on it, and I want to state it 
now. 

Mr. ALLISON. To which amendment does the Senator refer? 

Mr. VEST. Is it in the general Book of Estimates? 

Mr. ALLISON. To what section does the Senator refer? 

Mr. VEST. The last section, in regard to the purchase of ground for 
the Printing Office. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not think it is in the Book of Estimates. 

Mr. VEST. Is it in the report of the Public Printer or asked for by 
any officer? 

Mr. ALLISON. I think the Public Printer asked for it in his re- 
port. 

Mr. VEST. Does it come from the head of any Department? 

Mr. ALLISON. It was inserted last year in this appropriation bill, 
and is one of the most necessary and important things in this bill. 

Mr. VEST. I simply have to say that this amendment ought to 
have been submitted to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. That is the committee of this body which should have con- 
sidered this matter and passed upon it. The preceding amendment, 
which is a very important one, providing for a city post-office, has come 
from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, I think, and 
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we have passed it through the Senate twice, and yet it has been given 
up in each instance in conference by the conferees of the Senate. 

Now, we have an amendment here which does not come from the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds or from any other stand- 
ing committee, which is not in the Book of Estimates, not recommended 
by the head of a Department, and I raise the point of order upon it. I 
have not had time to examine it thoroughly, but I am informed it in- 
volves an expenditure for ground alone of more than $180,000 with a 
necessary expenditure afterwards of over $500,000 for the addition to 
the Printing Office which is contemplated by the amendment, making 
altogether in theneighborhood, I am safe in saying from my experience 
in this District in constructing public buildings, an expenditure of from 
$700,000 to $1,000,000 without having throngh the committee of 
this body which is presumed to know its duty and discharge it. 

I raise the point of order. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The point of order isnot open to de- 
bate, but by unanimous consent the Senator from Maryland may pro- 


Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, if there be no objection to my pro- 
ceeding, in response to the Senator’s suggestion of the point of order I 
will state that my recollection is very clear that this amendment was 
recommended and submitted at the last session by the Committee on 
Printing precisely as the amendment in relation to the post-office, which 
is contained in this bill, was recommended by the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds; and again this session, as I remember. 
Therefore, I do not think the point of order is well taken. J think it 
is only during this session that it was reported by the committee. I 
do not think Eas be mistaken about it. 

In addition to that, I want to say to the Senator from Missouri that 
in no case, at no time since the establishment of the office of Public 
Printer, has the question of the enlargement of that building, of the ad- 
ditional facilities that have been required from time to time, ever come 
from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, but it has been 
by law in special charge of the Joint Committee on itch y There 
can be no question as to the necessity of thisappropriation. It is a case 
that appeals to every Senator who has examined the matter. It is a 
question of the lives and health of the poor people who are employed 
in that establishment. 

We have reported upon it year after year, and the Public Printer 
drawn attention to it, and in his very last report is this picture drawn 
of the condition of that building, which is not overdrawn: 

The condition of the H street wing of the office, as to its capacity to carry the 
weight to which it is subjected in its present crowded condition, has been a 
source of — f anxiety during the past year, and I have frequently felt impelled 
to order the discontinuance of labor and the removal of work awaiting com- 
pletion, in order to relieve the floor from the dangerous accumulation of weight 
upon it, which threatened the lives of the employés and the safety of the prop- 
erty under my charge. 

That building was purchased by the Goverament from a private cit- 
izen, it having been erected many years ago, and to-day it is in the con- 
dition which the Pablic Printer describes in that paragraph of his re- 
port. Not only is there danger from the building falling and burying 
the poor people who are employed therein, but it is anything but fire- 
proof. It is liable to be destroyed by fire at any time, and a fire in that 
section of the building would stop all the public printing of this Gov- 
ernment the moment it took place, for there is but one engine with one 
motive power to run all that great machinery. 

But more than that, experts who have examined itand humane 
ple who have looked at it all declare that if it was a private lab 
lishment conducted by any citizen of the District of Columbia he 
ought to be presented or indicted by the grand jury for maintaining 
such a nuisance and keeping such a dangerousstructure. I have been 
in it in the performance of my duty as a member of the Committee on 
Printing when it was impossible for the workmen to remain engaged 
in the work one hour at a time without being overcome with the foul 
gases and heat. It is a disgrace to the Government that we should 
compel these poor people to labor eight or ten hours a day doing the 
work that is absolutely necessary for the transaction of the business of 
the Government in such an unventilated building, one so dangerously 
constructed, and I submit to my friend from Missouri that it ought not 
to be a question of consideration of this upon a matter which is so vi 
and which appeals to us from every instinct of humanity. 

I again repeat that it is a subject that the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds have never had charge of. it belongs propefly 
and has always belonged to the Joint Committee on Printing. 

I trust that the Senate will retain the provision, 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I fail to appreciate the argument e 
by the Senator from Maryland, after reading this amendment. t 
he has said goes to the present dangerous condition of the Publie Print- 
ing Office, and he has drawn a very pathetic picture, and doubtless a 
just one, of the want of accommodations there and the absolute dan- 
ger, both from fire and the falling of the building, to employés, but 
there is nothing in this amendment to repair that building. I E 
with him that if it is in a condition such as is stated by ithe Public 
Printer in his report, it is a scandal, a shame, a disgrace to this Gov- 
ernment, and there ought to be anew building provided; and if a bill ig 
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ced by the Senator from Maryland for that purpose I will un- 

though not the chairman of the Committee on Public Build- 

and Grounds, but a member of that committee, to say that it 

shall be reported back promptly, and I have no doubt it will be promptly 
passed by the Senate. 

What I objected to was the purchase of an additional piece of ground 
without remedying the very danger of which the Senator from Mary- 
land has spoken. I will not insist on the point of order, because I do 
not choose to put myself in the attitude of being in the slightest de- 
gree responsible for anything that may happen there after this state- 
ment; but I do say that this matter ought to have been considered by 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and I heard nothing 
heretofore and knew nothing of the facts which have been stated here 
to-day by the Senator from Mary land. 1 

There are a great many things about the Public Printing Office which 
I do not approve; a great many abuses existing there; but i have long 
since given up any Utopian ideas of reforming the abuses that exist in 
this District, and I propose to avoid, except when called upon by direct 
duty, the cleansing of the Augean stables around the seat of Govern- 
ment. But it is anoutrageif that state of things exists and that build- 
ing is as dangerous as is stated in the Printer's report. It is an outrage 
to permit it to exist one session of Congress, but by this amendment it 
is proposed to have it continued and to purchase more ground simply 
to put an addition to that very dangerous and insecure structure. 

Mr. GORMAN. The Senator is mistaken. 

Mr. VEST. Let me read the amendment and see if I am mistaken: 


That in order to provide additional accommodations for the Government 
Printing Oftice, the poser A of the Treasury, the Secretary of the Interior, 
and the Architect of the Capitol Extension, acting as a board, be, and they are 
hereby, empowered and instructed to acquire, as hereinafter provided, the sev- 
eral parcels of real estate, etc. 

Mr. GORMAN. I hope the Senator from Missouri will allow me to 
explain, fer evidently he has not given the question any personal ex- 
amination. The whole machinery of the Government Printing Office 
is propelled by one engine located in the dangerous part of the build- 
ing which I have described and to which I have called attention. It 
is not possible to stop that machinery without stopping all the print- 
ing for the Government. There is, therefore, no remedy whatever ex- 
cept to acquire the adjacent ground and put up a new building with 
another engine in it, and then tear down and remove the old structure 
or repair it. It is the only possible way it can be done. The Com- 
mittee on Printing have spent days in looking at it. I have gone over 
the ground carefully myself. The present building is surrounded with 
rumshops, dives of all sorts and descriptions, and stables, and the Sen- 
ator from Missouri, if he would go to the Government Printing Office 
and look at it and examine it and see the condition these poor people 
are in and compelled to be in, not by any fault of theirs except their 
poverty, he would be the first to defend it and do what I tried to do 
at the last session, and the chairman of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions as well asof Printing ought to see that this great wrong is righted 
at once. It is not the fault of the Senate. It is the first time the 
whole statement has been made here, and I say now the Senate ought 
never to submit to this proposition being eliminated from this bill. 
There is e reason why it should be attended to. I trust it will be, 
and I trust it will have the hearty support of my friend from Missouri. 

Mr. VEST. The fact still remains that this report t to have 
been submitted to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
in order that the facts which have been stated here should be met with 
the proper remedy. Now, the Senator states that this building can 
not eee eee ee to say, this engine can not be discontinued with- 
out stopping the entire printing of the Government. That is a fact 
about which I have no personal knowledge, but I do say that a new 
building ought to be constructed at once, and that this state of things 
which is disgraceful to the Government and which seems to have been 
in existence for some months, if not years, should have been reme- 
died long ago by a bill to erect an addition to the Printing Office which 
is clear and free from the dangers that have been stated here to-day. 

I withdraw the poiut of order, but I want to saynow that whenever 
a bill for the purpose comes to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds we will act upon it promptly, for if one-third of what the 
Senator from Maryland says is true, it is a scandal to the Government. 

Mr. ALLISON. Before the Senate passes on this section, I desire to 
say a word in response to the suggestions made by the Senator from 
Missouri. I want to say to him and to the Senate that there was no 
disposition in the Committee on Appropriations to aggrandize power or 
to draw into that committee appropriations that are not properly and 
fairly considered by the proper committees of this body; but it so hap- 
pens that last year the Committee on Printing, which I think is the 
committee having proper jurisdiction of everything relating to gublie 
printing, presented this amendment to the Committee on Appropria- 

tions, not only by referring it to that committee, hut by appearing and 
explaining in detail what been so well stated to-day by the Senator 
from Maryland, as to the necessities of the Public Printing Office, and 
we inserted in the sundry civil bill of last year this identical amend- 
meut. We were, however, compelled to give ap the amendment in 
conference, as we were compelled to give up the amendment respecting 
the post-office provision of that bill, simply because the House of Rep- 


, 


resentatives would not agree to it. We could not convinee the con- 
ferees on tne part of the House of the importance of the amendment, 
Now, seeing this condition of things and the matter appearing to the 
Committee on Appropriations to be t, we believed it to beour duty 
to call the attention of the Senate to the necessity of the acquisition of 
this in order that a suitable building might be prepared to 
enable the Public Printer, without stopping the Government work, to 
repair the old building, which is in the condition stated in the report 
read by the Senator from Maryland.. 4 
I am very glad that the Senator from Missouri has made his 

tion, because it will cause the Appropriations Committee to be especially 
careful to not infringe upon the prerogatives or rights of other great 
committees of this body. Wedo notdesire and have not in the past de- 
sired to take from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds any 
of the proper considerations that pertain to that committee as respects 
public buildings. We have never put upon these bills and do not pro- 
pose to put upon them appropriations for new structures without 
appropriations having first been considered by the proper committees 
of this body, and I think if the Senator from Missouri will look at the 


records of the past as respects our Committee on Appropria will 
see that we have with scrupulous care adhered to our proper ions 
to other committees of this body. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, I concur heartily and entirely with 
what has been said by my colleague upon the Printing Commi the 
Senator from Maryland, and I do reproach myself somewhat that I have 


not been more active in this matter; but I have had such bad success 
in any matter connected with the Printing Office that I have subsided. 
Four years ago we obtained the passage by Congress of an amendment, 
I think in the sundry civil bill, that authorized the expenditure of 
seven to eight thousand dollars for putting into the Printing Office one 
or the other kind of automatic fire-extinguishers. These fire-extin- 
guishers are very largely in use by the large manufacturers of the 
country. Water pipes run through the rooms near the ceiling at in- 
tervals.. They have a sprinkler, as they call it, through which the 
water is allowed to flow freely, distributing a shower of water over a 
circle, perhaps 30 feet in diameter. This sprinkler can be set in opera- 
tion by a heatof any degree that may bechosen, say 140 anda 
fusible alloy locks the plugs, and if a fire breaks outa heat of 140 degrees 
melts the fusible alloy, and the sprinkler goes to work instantly when- 
ever the heat rises to that. 

The use of these automatic spinklers in some of the great factories 
has proved invaluable. There never has been a large fire where the 
best of these sprinklers have been used. We supposed that by putting 
in an item of $7,500, if that was it, for these sprinklers, it would be 
virtually a command to the Public Printer to do the work. I have 
not examined the extent to which he did do it, but for a long time he 
did nothing, absolutely nothing, notwithstanding the danger, and then 
he put in something or other over a small portion of the building. 

There is a million dollars’ worth of combustible property there with 
insufficient protection against fire. Congress did what it could in the 
matter, but the Public Printer, like some other Government oflicers— 
and I am not bringing that in question—assumed a special discretion 
over the matter after Congress had expressed its opinion. 

But that is not the pending question. I said I concurred with my 
colleague of the Committee on ng. The present condition of the 
rooms occupied by eompositors and binders is discreditable to the Gov- 
ernment. The ceilings are too low; the operatives are very much 
crowded there, and it is high time that we put up a safer and more 
wholesome building, if not more than one. 

Mr. BLAIR. One gets the impression from listening to this debate 
that that old trap down there is very much like the Hartford hotel, 
and that at any time we are liable to have fastened upon us the respon- 
sibility, after due notice, of an explosion demolishing that structure and 
destroying the lives and health of those who are empiro there. 

The mere interruption of the public business is the dificulty which 
has been suggested, but it strikes me that we muy ibly find a 
more serious responsibility upon the Senate and the other House now 
that these facts are brought to our attention if we fail in this bill im- 
mediately to make provision for such repairs—immediate and neces- 
sary repairs—and the strengthening of the stracture, or the improve- 
ment of the machinery, or the immediate surroundings of that ma- 
chinery, the engine, etc., as can be made with a view to immediate 
safety during the interim wherein even to buy this land the Public 
Printing Office must be utilized. It has to be occupied and kept going 
just as a fort is defended and kept ready for a siege, because the pub- 
lic business and the interests of the country require that to be done. 
These people must stay there, although it may be a more dangerous 
point on the whole than Fort Sumter in Charleston Harbor was during 
the siege prior to the breaking out of the war. 

I suggest that this difficulty, if it be a difficulty, between the sug- 
gestions of the Senator from Maryland and the amendment pending 
and the Senator from Missouri might be obviated by an amendment 
to the pending provision by which five, or ten, or twenty thousand 
dollars, as the case may be, shall be appropriated for immediate and 

and possible repairs. I suggest to the chairman of the Com- 


necessary i A 
mittee on Appropriations whether his knowledge of how to doit may 
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not be utilized byhis proposing right here and now an addition tothis 
amendment which the committee have reported, a rae N additional ae 
o in, at least sale 


re to keep this old trap safe to live in or to 
to 


ite AEN. Twil . in response to the suggestion made by 


p Senator from New Hampshire, that the Committee on Appropria- 
| ons have no information that would justify them in suggesting any 
specific sam. If the Committee on Printing or the Architect of the 
| pitol will show us any way whereby this building can be tempora- 
rily patched up, I shall be willing as one member of the Appropria- 
tions Committee to appropriate a sufficient sum for that purpose. 

| Mr. GORMAN. We did make an appropriation last year covering 
that, and so fur as temporary repairs are concerned all has been done 
by the Architect of the Capitol that it is possible for him to do. 

Mr. BLAIR. Am I to understand, that notwithstanding what has 
been said here, the Government Printing Office is a safe and proper 
place fer human beings to be employed in? 

Mr.GORMAN. Notat all. 
| Mr. BLAIR. Do I understand that everything has been done to 
make it as safe for present occupancy as can be done? 
| Mr. GORMAN. I think so. 

Mr. BLAIR. Then there is no immediate danger to life? 

Mr. GORMAN. I think there is yet. 

Mr. BLAIR. Do I understand that the engine is in danger of blow- 
ing up any more than it used to be? Is it a safe, strong, and proper 
oct 28 to be employed about the work and not specially liable to ex- 

osion? 

z Mr. GORMAN. The engine I spoke of is within the walls of the 
building itself. I understand from the Architect that no further im- 
provements can be made upon the structure as it now stands. 

| Mr. BLAIR. Does the Architect report this building as safe to be 
occupied at the present time? 

| Mr. GORMAN. He does not. 

Mr. BLAIR. I fail to be convinced that the building can not be 
made safer. You can take a dying, struggling, rotting railroad bridge, 
and make it safe by proper supports and appendages until a new one 
can be er instead of it and be ready for occupancy; and I do not 
believe that the Architect has made a proper report or done his full 
duty unless he has gone to the limit of expenditure allowed. If that 
building is unsafe for occupancy, if it must be abandoned until we 
have to find more money to make it safe, it is not the right thing that 
these fifteen or sixteen hundred people there are to be put day and 
night going in there and cuming out with their lives at stake in the 
rendition of the service which they give for the payment of the pit- 
tance we allow them; and I respectfully ask that those charged with 
this matter take t care to clear their consciences, as we are in- 
formed of the existing danger. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I think from the language of the Senator from New 
Hampshire he supposes that I am chairman of the Committee on Print- 
ing. The chairman, the seniorSenator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDER- 
80N | is not now in his place. 

I have not supposed that there was any more than the ordinary risk, 
the average risk, in that building from the steam syne I supposed 
it to be a good engine and the boiler to be good, and I supposed that 
the engineer and fireman are temperate and faithful men. Nor do I 
think the building is actually liable to fall down at any day unless the 
Public Printer should carelessly permit too great an accumulation of 
weight somewhere. Fire escapes, I think, have been sufficiently pro- 
vided so that the employés can get out. But the building is unwhole- 
some, and, as I said, the ceilings are too low and the accommodations 

re not sufficient. It is an old building which we ought not to con- 
ue. 

Mr. BLAIR. I certainly intended no reflection upon anybody. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I do not think there was any reflection. 

Mr. BLAIR. I am as much to blame as any other Senator. We 
have a cage of death right under our own personal observation, for 
there is no Senator here who does not occasionally visit that building, 
I suppose. 

I understood it to be emphatically stated in response to my inquiry, 
by the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN], just now that the pee a 
itect, notwithstanding his expenditures, still says the building is un- 
safe. It is uncertain whether he says it has been made as safe as money 
can make it. That is the point I am dwelling upon. Now, suppose 
we buy the land proposed; we erect a new Public Printing Office. We 
know very well that is a process of three, four, or five years; and mean- 
while this building must answer the purpose, or be made to answer the 
purpose, for the public work must go on. 

After what has been said here to excite attention and arouse suspicion 
and apprehension on the part of those obliged to do this work as well 
as on the part of those who may feel some responsibility in regard to 
these employés, their health and their lives, it does seem to me that 
immediate provision should be made for the safety of the building to 
be sure that the machinery, the engine, and everything else is as safe 
as it can be made to be meanwhile. 

The matter of ventilation is not so difficult a thing for a man who 


knows anything of the laws of atmosphere or atmospheric circula- 
tion. If the men and women are working in dens and dungeons 
there, holes can be cut and apertures can be opened and machinery in- 
troduced to create a circulation of air, as we do here in this building, 
as we do in this interior box, which would be simply a Black Hole of 
Galcutta but for some of the improvements which we have introduced 
here. Something of that kind can be done to save the lives of these 
young consumptives or these old consumptives down there, who have 
become such by reason of the kind of place we compel them to werk 
in, during the next four or five years, when they must stay and work, 
or their successors after they have gone to the cemetery. 

I think an investigation could be made within a day by the Architect 
of the Capitol, which would result in an estimate so that, not upon 
this bill, but upon the deficiency bill, or some proper bill, there could 
be provisions made to have something done forthwith, so that we might 
not at least look upon ourselves as accessories to the murder of these 
people if they go up in an explosion. 

Mr. VEST. I want to suggest to the chairman of the committee, 
on page 121, line 19, to strike out the word take“ and insert in- 
stitute legal.“ I do not like that expression as a lawyer. At the 
same time it would be better to say ‘‘they may institute legal pro- 
ceedings.” I propose, in line 19, on page 121, to strike out the word 
take and insert institute legal; so as to say: 

At a price that, in their opinion, is reasonable, they may institute legal pro- 
ceedings for the condemnation thereof in the manner provided for in section 2 
of this act. 

Mr. ALLISON. I see the point of the Senator. I rather think the 
word take“ is a better word, because it refers back to the provision 
of section 2, which is a long provision, in respect to these proceedings, 
some of which are legal and some of which may not be absolutely in a 
technical sense legal proceedings. I will say to the Senator that this 
matter was submitted last year to the chairman of the Committee on 
the Judiciary forthe legal phraseology, and my recollection now is that 
that particular word was substituted by the chairman for some other 
word, 

Mr. VEST. I beg the Senator’s pardon. I had something to do 
with that matter, because I drew part of this clause here. That is the 
very reason I t the amendment. The word take“ contem- 
plates an action by the commissioners in the way of purchase which 
does not apply. It is not a legal term as to condemnation proceedings. 
The latter part of the amendment provides 

That for the purpose of acquiring said real estate the said board may purchase 
the same, or any part thereof, from the owner or owners; and if the said board 
shall be unable so to purchase the same— 

Repeating the language that is used in the post-office amendment. 
Then we come to the coercive part, where they are not able to buy at 
a reasonable sum, then the language ought to be in my judgment that 
they may institute legal proceedings. They do not take these pro- 
ceedings themselves. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not object to the phraseology. I only hope it 
will stand until the amendment is finally disposed of in the Senate. 
I hope no other lawyer on the Judiciary Committee will suggest other 
words. 

Mr. VEST. It is not a matter of any vital importance. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CuLtom in the chair). The 
amendment to the amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 19, page 121, after the word may,“ it 
is proposed to strike out take and insert the words ‘institute 
egal; so as to read: 

l They may institute legal proceedings for the condemnation thereof, eta, 

The amendment was to. 

‘The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I desire to offer an amendment, and I ask the 
unanimous consent of the Senate to offer it. It is to add an indepen- 
dent section to this bill—the same provision that was inserted by the 
unanimons vote of the Senate the other day on another bill, which may 
not reach final action. I should like to have it adopted here. My 
amendment is: 

Sero. 4. That any compan 
within the DEII of Columbia 1s hereby authorized to hende for horses 
electric 8 by storage or independent electrical batteries or under- ground 
wire, or 3 cables moved by steam power, on the whole or any 
portion of its way, the same to be done under the direction and with the 
approval of the commissioners of the District of Columbia, with authority to 
purchase and use any terminal grounds and facilities necessary for the purpose. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to receiving this 
amendment? TheChairhearsnone. The question is on agreeing to it. 

Mr. DAWES. The Senator showed me that amendment the other 
day and I was a little doubtful about the phraseology of it. I wish 
he would add to that not with overhead wires.“ 

Mr. SHERMAN, Ihave no objection to that, because the language 


of the amendment would not permit overhead wires in any case. It 
only authorizes these companies to take one of the different modes of 
power named, either the independent battery, which is the storage bat- 
tery, or the cable-road, or the electric wire with under- ground cables. 
Mr. DAWES. I am inclined to think the Senator is right, but it 
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may be possible to describe an independent battery as one which carries 
its power with an overhead wire. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Massachusetts will 
please repeat his amendment. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The independent battery means where the bat- 
tery is in the car. 

Mr. DAWES. I know that is what the Senator means and what I 
mean, but I do not know what somebody else may think it means, 
and, therefore, after the words ‘‘independent electric batteries,’’ I 
move to insert not by overhead wires.’’ 

Mr. SHERMAN, That is all right. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not object to this amendment, as the Senator 
from Ohio seems to think it an important amendment. I shall simply 
feel constrained hereaſter to object to any amendments that may be 
offered of this character. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, of course I do not believe that this 
is the proper place for such an amendment, and while I believe that it 
will probably be very beneficial to change horse-railroad power for 
jelectricity or cable, still I think it is but fair in considering this ques- 
tion and giving such privilege that you shall attach to it a proviso that 
each of these companies shall pay to the District of Columbia 4 per 
cent. on the gross receipts of its road. That is a provision that we have 
inserted in the bill that passed through the Senate last session for a 
cable road, Itis the same provision that is in the Eckington road 
charter, which is propelled by electricity, as I understand. 

Mr. HARRIS. If the Senator from Maryland will allow me, I think 
that provision has been incorporated into every charter that has been 
granted by this Congress, but contemplating as the Committee on the 
District does a thorough revision and the adoption of what we may 
ultimately decide to be the best system of street transportation the com- 
‘mittee has thought we would leave that question of overhauling the 
general matter of taxation in respect of all the roads until we were pre- 
pared to determine upon the system that we would require to have 
adopted by the roads. 

Mr. GORMAN.” So I understand. I have heard that statement for 
several years, since I have been here, but we have never reached the 
point where we can get a test vote on any question in which the rail- 
roads are interested where we can induce them to accept a proposition 
of this sort. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If my friend will excuse me, this provision, which 
is simply permissive, will not interfere in the slightest degree with the 
power of Congress to levy any system of taxation that it may deem 
proper, either upon the street-railroads or upon the other railroads. 
All that this does is to give them no privilege, but to give them fair 
notice that they will have the opportunity to substitute modern power. 
If they do not do this I, for one, shall be in favor at the next Congress 
of requiring them to do it by a pretty severe measure. 

I am assured by a gentleman at the head of one of these corpora- 
tions that if they had this legal authority (for I asked the question, 
why do you not adopt modern means of locomotion in Washington 
where you ought to have the best possible road) they would proceed 
to act, though it would involve a very large expenditure, three times 
the cost of the road. I said, That makes no difference; it ought to 
be done.“ He said that their road would do it. He said—I make 
this statement frankly, because I expect the gentlemen to do it—he 
said if they got the authority, if you gave them the power, they would 
make a cable road the whole length of Seventh street, and they would 
as soon as the best motive power by electricity could be decided upon 
make the best possible electric road from Georgetown to the navy- 
yard. If they do not do it nothing is lost. We are then in a condi- 
tion to make such provision as we choose; but if they do it we accom- 
plish by their consent a great improvement for the city of Washington 
and the people of the whole country. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, the Senator from Ohio will not 
understand me as opposing any of these improvements. I think with 
him there is great necessity for them. But I do believe it is impossi- 
ble to settle this question now upon an appropriation bill. The other 
question of the class of rail they ought to use upon the Avenue and the 
F street lines is just as necessary to be settled asthe motive power; 
and while I am in thorough accord with him and have no desire what- 
ever to hamper any of these roads, but on the contrary wish to give them 
all proper facilities and all the power needed to do what is required, still 
we are going on in a way that I think is very unjust to the people ot 
the District of Columbia, 

If these roads get such a privilege as you grant by this amendment, 
in competition with the other roads that you have already chartered, 
they would unquestionably subject themselves without a murmur to 
proper taxation. They would change the rail. There are no more 
e roads than the F street and the Avenue roads in the United 

tates, certainly none more profitable than the Avenue road. They 
have defied the District commissioners; they have defied everybody in 
Congress. There is not a possibility of getting an improvement from 
tnem unless you couple it with the condition of giving them increased 
ilities. 

I do not want to take the time of the Senate by going into this mat- 
ter now, and therefore I raise the point of order on the amendment. 
I object to it because we can not consider it properly at this time. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question ison the amendment 
of the Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. HARRIS. I ask the Senator from Maryland to withdraw the 
punt of order that he raises upon the amendment, for a moment at 
east. 

Mr. GORMAN. I will do so. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair does not understand that 
the Senator from Maryland has raised a question of order. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator from Maryland distinctly made a point 
of order on the amendment. 

Mr. SHERMAN. But he made it after the amendment had been 
received and the question stated on its adoption. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair asked if there was objection 
to receiving the amendment, and none was made. 

Mr. HARRIS. I understood the Senator from Maryland to raise the 
question of order, and he certainly did. 

Mr. GORMAN. I did. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ibeg pardon. TheSenator from Maryland raised 
the point of order too late. I do not wish to make a technical point, 
pae 5 question was put by the Chair before the point of order was 


raised. 

Mr. HARRIS. That is a matter for the Chair to determine, or for 
the Senate to determine if there shall be an appeal; but I want to say 
to the Senator from Maryland that this phere Sas of the Senator from 
Ohio, whether in order or out of order, simply grants to the existing 
street-railroad companies of the District the right to use either elec- 
tricity or cable as a motive power, or electricity by underground wires 
or storage batteries. I think there can be no doubt that electricity is 
the power that will be generally, if not universally, adopted for street 
transportation, and I think the earlier it is adopted the better. We 
need not connect in giving this authority any question of taxation upon 
the railroads. 

That is an open question with which Congress can deal at any hour 
of any day that it is in session as it chooses to deal with it, and if the 
Senator from Maryland will introduce a bill and send it to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia, that committee will investigate 
the whole question and determine whether 4 per cent. on the gross 
earnings or 5 per cent. or 10 per cent. is a fair and reasonable taxation 
to subject them to. 

ButI should be unwilling to act upon that question of taxation with- 
out investigation, and therefore I hope the Senator from Maryland will 
not seek to incorporate into this bill anything upon the question af! 
taxation upon the railroads, but I hope he will not object to the adop- 
tion of this amendment that the greater of these railroad companies 
may at once adopt electricity as a power, as some of them, I know, 
will do if the authority is given. I think it important to the District 
that they have the authority. y 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, one year ago, or about a year ago, 
we had under consideration the charter of a cable road running ftom 
the east of the city and parallel with the Avenue and F street lines, | 
and so on to Georgetown, and this same question came up. The bil 
came from the proper committee, and in opposition to a 4 per cent. 
tax at that time—it was a greater amount as I offered it, I think, as 
by referring to the RECORD he will find—substantially the statement 
he has made to-day he made then. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator will allow me. Do I understand him 
to say that I was opposing the 4 per cent. tax? 

Mr. GORMAN. Not at all. 

Mr. HARRIS. On the contrary, I reported the bill and supported it. 

Mr. GORMAN. I say that on the cable line the question of a tax 
upon the gross receipts arose upon an amendment offered by himself; 
and if my recollection is right the Senator from Tennessee, who is an 
honored member of the Committee on the District of Columbia, made 
the same statement he makes now, that it was a matter that ought to 
be considered by itself and withont any relation to the specific bill that 
was under consideration granting the charter. The Committee on the 
District of Columbia reported another bill at this session, and they in- 
corporated the amount that the Senate at that time thought was a fair 
tax—4 per cent. upon the Eckington road and upon other roads since 
chartered. 

Therefore the Committee on the District of Columbia, so far as I 
know, have come to the conclusion that upon an average that is a fair 
tax upon the street-railroads. I think myself it is very low on the 
Avenue road and the F street road. But I do not care to go into that 
discussion now. I do not think this is the time or place for it. Ido 
not believe we have the time for it now. Therefore I raise the point 
of order on this amendment; and I submit, if the Chair will permit me, 


that I have never known of a proposition presented and read for infor- 


mation against which a point of order did not lie at any time. When 
a Senator offers a proposition as the Senator from Ohio has offered this 
the custom of the Senate has always been that at any time before the 
vote is had upon the amendment a point of order will lie. I submit 
that to the Chair. ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Ohio when he of- 
fered the amendment stated that he desired to doso by unanimous con- 
sent, Theamendment wasread, and the Chair announced that if there 
were no objection to receiving it the question would be on the adop- 
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tion of the amendment, and he proceeded to put the question. How- 
ever, the Chair is not inclined to be rigid in reference to such a matter, 
and if the Senator from Maryland states that he did raise the point of 
order at any time during the discussion of the question, the Chair is 
inclined to hold that he will allow the point of order to be entertained, 
and he thinks the amendment can not be received unless by unanimous 
consent if the point of order is made. 

Mr. VEST. I think I am responsible for thiscondition of affairs. I 
heard the Senator from Ohio ask unanimous consent, and I asked the 
Senator from Maryland a question and called his attention away from 
the proceedings of the Senate, and while I was discussing this identical 
proposition, as soon as I ceased speaking, the Senator from Marylan1 
raised the point of order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheChair recognizes his right to doit. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ido not wish at all to insist upon a technical 
point. All I want is to accomplish a purpose. I have no more inter- 
est in the matter than anybody else. I sincerely hope that the Senator 
from Maryland will, before the bill is disposed of, allow the option to 
be given to these railroads between now and next year. I trust there- 
fore he will reconsider the matter himself. 

Mr. GORMAN. I will say to the Senator from Ohio that the identi- 
cal proposition that he presents now has passed the Senate, and I am 
sorry to say that it was during my absence with my friend from Iowa 
[Mr. ALLISON] on the Appropriations Committee, and it is now a part 
of the Eckington Railroad charter which is pending elsewhere, so that 
the Senate has acted upon this proposition,and the other House has the 
opportunity to pass the bill which gives all that is asked for. 

Mr. BHERMAN. But I was told that there was some doubt about 
the passage of the bill, and therefore, desiring to accomplish this object 


in a direct way, I offered the amendment to this bill. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Thereisnoamendment pending. The 
bill is still open to amendment, 

Mr. ALLISON. On behalf of the Committee on Appropriations I 
offer an amendment to be inserted on page 3, after line 18. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I should like to inquire of the Senator from Iowa, 
who represents the Committeeon Appropriations, what action has been 
taken on the amendment in reference to establishing a light and fog- 
signal on the western end of Coney Island. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will say to the Senator that the committee has 
authorized me to report that amendment, and I shall do it in a few mo- 
ments, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by the Sen- 
ator from Iowa will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 3, after line 18, it is proposed to insert: 


For 88 at Lincoln, Nebr.: For paving, curbing, geding, and setting 
stone steps about the post-office siteand 2 grounds, and repairing the fount- 
ainand walks in said grounds, at Lincoln, Nebr., $10,000. 


The resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. I also offer on behalf of the Committee on Appro- 
priations the amendment which I send to the desk, and I call the at- 
tention of the Senator from New York [Mr. Hiscock] to it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SEORETARY. On page 8, after line 23, it is proposed to insert: 

Coney Island, New York: For establishing a ie or lights, and a fog-signal 
on the western end of Coney Island, New York, $25,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move toamend, to come in on page 8, after line 
19: 

Castle Hill light-station, Rhode Island: For the construction of the light- 
a Custle Hill, Rhode Island, $5,000, additional to the sum already appro- 
pria! . 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. On page 45 there was an amendment overlooked. 
In line 16 I move to strike out fifty and insert “ eighty-six,” so as 
to make the sum 886,000,“ which is the amount estimated for by the 
Treasury Department. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated from 
the desk. 

The SECRETARY. On page 45, line 16, before the word ‘‘thousand,’’ 
it 8 to strike out fifty? and insert eighty-six;’’ so as to 
read: 

Quarantine service: For the maintenance and ordinary expenses, including 
pay of officers and employés of quarantine stations at Delaware breakwater, 

pe Charles, South Atlantic quarantine station (Sapelo Sound), Key West, Gult 
quarantine station, San Diego, San Francisco, and Port Townsend, $36,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. TELLER. I call the attention of the chairman of the com- 
mittee to page 64. On page 64, line 4, after the word repair,“ I 
move to insert the words and protect.“ 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not object to that amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 64, line 4, after the word repair, it is 
proposed to insert and protect;’’ so as to read: 

Repair of the ruin of Casa Grande, Arizona: To enable the Secreta: 


Interior to repair and protect the ruin of Casa Grande, situate in Pinal 
near Florence, Ariz., ete, 


The amendment was agreed to, 


of the 
unty, 


Mr. ALLISON. Now I ask to go back to the reserved amendments. 

The SECRETARY. On page 19, line 12, after the word exceeding,” 
the Committee on Appropriations reported to strike out 1 cent? and 
insert 50 cents,“ and in line 14, before the word thousand,“ to 
strike out ‘‘seventy-six’’ and insert ‘‘ninety ;’’ so as to read: 

For wages of plate-printers, at piece-rates to be fixed by the Secretary of the 
Treasury, not to exceed the rates usually paid for such work, including the 
wages of printers’ assistants, at $1.25 a day each when employed, and for wages 
of printers’ assistants at steam-presses, at $1.50 a day each when employed, and 
for royalty at not exceeding 50 cents per thousand impressions for use of steam 
plate-printing machines, $390,000, to be expended under the direction of the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury. 

Mr. ALLISON. I call the attention of the Senator from Mississippi 
[Mr. GEORGE] to the reserved amendments. 

Mr. GEORGE, Is that matter up now for consideration? 

Mr. ALLISON. It is before the Senate. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I have been requested by the rep- 
resentatives of a very respectable organization of the laborers in this 
country and the laborers themselves, to insist before the Senate that 
the bill upon this subject of engraving and printing as contained on 
pages 19 and 20 of the printed bill, as it came from the House of Rep- 
resentatives, should be passed. 

The bill as it came from the House provided for aroyalty ‘‘not ex- 
ceeding 1 cent per thousand impressions for the use of steam plate- 

rinting machines.“ That provision, as I understand, was inserted 

‘or the purpose of securing a disuse of those machines in the Govern- 

ment Engraving and Printing Bureau. The laborers of the country, as 
represented by the Knights of Labor, insist that this legislation of the 
House, which will secure the disuse in the Engraving and Printing 
Bureau of the steam plate-printing machines, should receive the sanc- 
tion of Congress. 5 

They are largely interested, Mr. President, in the disuse of these ma- 
chines, which put out of employment al number of skilled laborers. 
Whilst I do not understand the organization to insist that merely be- 
cause & large number of skilled laborers are deprived of employment 
by these printing machines, and for that reason alone, they should not 
be used, their opposition is about this: that these machines should not 
be substituted for human labor and to the dismissal of a large number 
of skilled workmen unless it can be shown that these machines do the 
work of the Government in a proper manner, do it as well and as ef- 
fectually as it would be done by hand-work. 

I have looked over the report of the House committee upon this sub- 
ject, and I find that committee has reached this conclusion after a very 
laborious and careful investigation: 

The great weight of the evidence submitted and of the opinions expressed to 
the committee overwhelmingly establish the popes that the wrk done on 
the steam-press is not so good as that done on the hand-press, and the only ground 
upon which it is sought to justify the continued use of the inferior process is 
merely that the best printing is only obtainable at an increased cost. 

That is the judgment of the House committee, and upon that the 
House acted in providing that the royalty on these steam-press ma- 
chines should be so low that the effect would be to discontinue their 
use. This morning there has been laid upon my table a report of the 
Finance Committee of the Senate, who have had the same matter under 
consideration for some time. There is a large body of evidence which 
I have not had time to read, because it was only laid on my desk an 
hour or two ago, taken on the subject of these steam printing machines, 
The report of the committee, however, is very short, and I have been 
enabled to read it once, and I understand it to be directly in opposition 
to the report made by the House committee—that the Senate commit- 
tee has reached the conclusion that the work can be done as well by 
these machines as by hand, and that therefore our committee is not in 
favor of the proposition to discontinue their use. 

So we are confronted in the investigation of this question by the re- 
port of the committee of the other House declaring, as I have read, that 
these machines do not do perfect work, and with areport from the Sen- 
ate committee asserting the direct contrary. In this conflict of opinion 
between the two committees I think it would be safe for the Senate 
and safe for the House to regard the matter as not determined posi- 
tively by the evidence, as not taken by the evidence out of the region 
of debate and fair disputation; or, in other words, that the proposition 
that the printing can be done as well and as perfectly and with as much 
security against counterfeiting by the steam-machine presses has not 
been made out beyond reasonable and fair dispute; and in that state 
of the case, as it is not contended anywhere that the work done by these 
machines is superior to the hand-work and affords better guaranties 
against counterfeiting, it would be the safe thing for us todo to adhere 
to that mode of printing which both committees, the House and the 
Senate committee, agree is a perfect mode of doing the work. 

I think the situation is about that. I would not be prepared to af 
firm, and I do not think the Senate, in view of the adverse report, and in 


view also of some of the evidence from which I shall read to the Senate 
very short extracts, is prepared to rest firmly upon the position that 
this printing can be as well and as perfectly done by the steam-presses 
as by hand-work. 

I said I would read a little from the testimony upon that subject, I 
will read very little and it is abstracted here for my convenience by 
the attorney for the general executive board of the Knights of Labor. 


2090 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


FEBRUARY 20, 


Some of these extracts I have verified from the original documents and 
some I have not. I take it, as the extracts are made by a reputable 
lawyer, that I may rely and the Senate may rely with some confidence 
that the extracts are correct and not garbled or misquoted: 

Mr. Graves, Chief of the Bureau of Engraving and Printing, in Senate Mis- 


cellaneous Document No, 131, says: 
“As to the comparative merits of steam - printing and Sanepina may be 
is not eq to hand- 


said that, speaking in the widest sense, 
printing. * * * EThere isno doubt that the printing by that process [by hand] 


would best carry out the intention of the engraver.” 

There are several other extracts in this paper from skilled engravers, 
and I believe some from bank presidents, all to the same effect. It is 
not necessary to read them all. 

My position, then, is simply this upon this matter: that there being 
conflict of opinion between the Senate committee and the House com- 
mittee, there being this admission which I have read to the Senate 
made by the chief of the bureau, the n who is g this 
business, in favor of the view presented the House committee, we 
should be taking a risk upon ourselves to disregard the protest of these 
laborers and 8 to the manufacture of the very important and 
very essential thing, the common currency of our country, by these 
steam- presses, because every nback bill, every national-bank bill, 
every certificate of silver or of gold, which passes into general circula- 
tion in the country as currency is, every one of them, manufactured in 
this bureau. So we are under the very highest obligation, not only to 
these persons whose business, whose labor, whose vocation in life is in- 
terfered with by the substitution of machines for humanskill and human 
muscle, but we are also under obligation to the great mass of the people 
of this country who are not skilled and can never be skilled in the 
detection of counterfeits; we are under the highest obligations to both 
these parties to pursue such course as will best tend to protect the 
great mass of our community from being imposed upon by counterfeit 
money. 

rey as I have learned, all agree that the very highest type of work- 
manship, the very best guaranty against counterfeiting, can be had by 
the hand-presses. The contention upon the other side, as I understand, 
has never amounted to more than this, that a part of the printing on 
each bill, not all of it, but a pr of the printing on each bill, may be 
as well and as satisfactorily done by the machine as by hand. But I 
have not heard it suggested that the operation of a machine or the use 
of a machine will furnish a better style of work or a better guaranty 
against counterfeiting than hand-work. 

In view of this state of facts, I submit, with deference to the Senate 
Finance Committee, and to all who may disagree with me, that we 
ought not to discard hand-work on any part of these bills, onght not 
to incur the risk ot counterfeiting, and ought not—and I confess that 
this last consideration weighs very greatly with me, and I think it 
ought to weigh very greatly with the Senate—we ought not in this case 
of doubt to discard human labor, human skill, human muscle, and sub- 
stitute for them a mere machine. 

Mr. McCPHERSON. Mr. President, I only wish to make a single 
statement that will take but two or three minutes. 

I think an examination of both the testimony taken by the House 
committee and the testimony taken by the Senate committee will re- 
veal the fact that the plates printed by labor are much plainer, much 
more perfect in detail, much more difficult to counterfeit than those 
printed upon the machines. Certainly I so understand the testimony 
of the present chief of the secret service, coupled with the testimony 
also of his predecessor, Mr. Brooks, both of whom are charged with 
the discovery and detection of counterfeits; and really when a coun- 
terfeit bill is placed in circulation or suspected of being in circulation 
the matter is turned over immediately to the chief of the detective 
service. The result of his investigation is, of course, an alarm sent 
all over the country, and the bill is declared to be a counterfeit if dis- 
covered to be so. Therefore I do not think it ought to be a question of 
expense at all. It is not a question of whether it costs a certain sum or 
money to produce a certain result in the printing-office, but what is the 
most perfect mode of procedure; what is the most perfect method by 
which these bills may be printed. If by hand labor, then certainly no 
machine should be used for the purpose. I think the testimony all 
goes to prove, as the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE] has said, 
that in a comparison between the machine-printed notes and the hand- 
printed notes the hand-printed are declared to be the better. 

I have also had a personal conversation with the gentleman who oc- 
cupies the position of superintendent of the Bureau of Engraving— 
not Engraving and Printing, but Engraving—perhaps one of the best 
experts in this country, perhaps one of the most accomplished engray- 
ers in this country, and he gives me as his view that the hand-printed 
notes are much more difficult to counterfeit and much more ect and 
complete. 

Now, in a matter which concerns the circulation of the country where 
people are not all supposed to be experts, certainly the very best 
method that can be devised should be employed, irrespective of cost. 
Therefore, for one, I shall vote for the House proposition in this bill. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. President, with the Senator from Tennessee 
LMr. Harris] I devoted a good deal of time to the investigation of this 


much-vexed question, and it is proper that I should state the conclu- 
sions which the committee reached in respect to it. 

For ten years steam printing-presses have been used in the Bureau 
of Engraving and Printing. We print with them the backs of the sil- 
ver certificates and also the internal-revenue stamps, or a part of them. 
The question of their introduction was first thoroughly examined by 
the Chief of the Bureau of Engraving and Printing and the experts of 
the Treasury De ent nearly ten years ago, and the then honorable 
Secretary of the Treasury, the present Senator from Ohio [Mr. Sirer- 
MAN], ordered their introduction into the Department. Following 
him, they were approved by the late Secretary Folger after a thorough 
investigation of their work. Its value, its economy, every question 
connected with it was thoroughly investigated by him, and he ap- 
proved of the introduction of the presses and ordered more of them. 

The present Secretary of the Treasury, Mr. Fairchild, has thoroughly 
investigated the question, and has made it the subject of his report to Con- 
gress, approving of the introduction of steam printing-presses into the 
Bureau of Engraving and Printing andindorsing their work. The Post- 
master-General of the United States, after a thorough investigation of the 
question, has concluded that postage-stamps should be printed by steam- 

-The Treasurer of the United States, who is the officer to whose 
attention it would bespecially called ifimperfect work was done by steam- 
presses, has most emphatically approved of the character of the work, 
after full examination, his judgment being based upon the work as it 
is turned out and based upon the reports of experts with in- 
vestigating it. The Commissioner of Internal Revenue, thoroughly 
investigating the work of steam-presses, has added his approval to that 
of these other Government officials, and itstands upon the record to-day 
that every Government official charged with responsibility for the per- 
fection of this work has approved it; there is no exception. 

A Senator has read a quotation from the report of Mr. Graves, the 
chief of the Bureau of Engraving and Printing, from which it is argued 
that the work is not as perfect as that of hand-presses, If you consider 
all the work which can be printed—and that is what I understand him 
to say and to mean—I suppose this may be true, that with reference to 
the highest and most elaborate character of engraving hand-presses are 
cog orgs re for shes work than 8 and it is for that rea- 
son that they have only been put to work upon mps, the 
backs of silver certificates, and internal- revenue PA seca = 

It is suggested here that the work turned out by the steam-presses 
is more easily counterfeited. I say to Senators that that is not proved 
before either committee. Detectives might express their opinion, ex- 
perts might express their opinion, but there is evidence more unerring 
than that. That evidence is the record of the counterfeits which have 
been put into circulation; and when you call for the counterfeits that 
have been put into circulation and compare those printed by the steam- 
press with those by the hand-press the case fails, and since they have 
been in use the evidence is that only two of the silver certificates have 
been counterfeited. 

But, Mr. President, on this question of the acceptability of the work 
there is a class of evidence which is higher than all this I have referred 
to, which is above it, which should answer the objection of the Senator 
from New Jersey. This matter has been under discussion before com- 
mittees now for nearly a year, and not a word of complaint has come 
from the people who take the money, or from the ers or the offi- 
cers of banks; quite the contrary. Leading bankers gladly, at least 
readily, furnished the committee that had this matter under discussion 
and investigation with their testimonials in favor of the present print- 
ing of the silver certificates. Those banks, through which the most of 
this currency goes, readily furnished the testimony that this printing 
was satisfactory to them and satisfactory to the money-taking people 
of the United States. The effort to abolish the use of steam ting- 
presses is not backed up by any officer or by any individual in the whole 
country responsible for the character of the money which is put into 
circulation or by one that places money in circulation. The work of 
the steam printing-presses has the approval of moneyed institutions of 
the country, and I do not recall now a scintilla of evidence or a sugges- 
tidn of an objection from the banks or bankers of the United States op- 

ing this manner of printing. 

Mr. BLAIR. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. HISCOCK. You certainly may. 

Mr. BLAIR. Do they claim that the steam-printing press-work is 
better than the hand-work? 

Mr. HISCOCK. The letters with which we were furnished are 
printed in the report and are brief, and I have not the slightest objec- 
tion to reading them, and then their language will not be misunder- 
stood. Here is the letter of Mr. George S. Coe: ; 

THE AMERICAN EXCHANGE NATIONAL BANK, 123 BROADWAY, 
New York, October 4. 1888. 


esterday asking my opinion of the de- 


Dran Stn: In reply to your note of 
nited States silver certificates of series 


sign, engraving, and ting of the 
1886, especially ofthe „take pleasure in saying that they seem to me to 
be of excellent quality in every respect. The backs of them all, which I have 
carefully examined, sre in printing and in every particular in the best style of 
the engraver’s art, and I see moter in them to condemn, but everything to 
commend their w 


orkmanship. 
T have alas bean ůͤàͤuàu.:-:!! 66 notes, They are sueh mis- 
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erable imitations of the genuine that a glance at them by the least experienced Mr. BLAIR. It isa vital question. 


observer would show them to be spurious. They have never caused us annoy- 
ance. The faces of them 8 and the backs are worse. 
ee ee ae GEORGE 8. COE, President. 
E. O. Graves, Esq., 
Chief of Bureau, Washington, D. C. 

Mr. BLAIR. My question to the Senator was one which that letter 
does not seem to answer, and if the other letters are of the same import 
they would not reach the question. My question was whether these 
bankers and ontside parties who are engaged in printing certificates 
and notes and stamps themselves, and are, of course, interested to make 
them as cheap as possible in order that they may make as large a profit 
as possible on the product which they put forth upon the country—I 
ask if even they claim that the steam printing-press does any better 
work than the hand-press? I do not ask if they say it is equally good, 
but whether they claim that it is any better than the work of the hand- 


ress. ‘ 

8 Mr. HISCOCK. I may say, in reference to that, that as to the print- 
ing of the backs of the paper, the weight of the evidence was that it 
was fully equal to the work of the hand-presses and that the general 
average of it was better. 

Mr. BLAIR. May I ask the Senator another question? 

Mr. HISCOCK. I will add this, which perhaps to some extent 
answers the question, that in the examination before the committee 
experts who were produced by those who were urging the hand-presses 
and that they should do the work, in designating the work which was 
submitted to them, they claiming that the work of.the hand-presses 
was superior to that of the steam-presses, in three cases out of four I 
think every one of them indicated the work which was presented to 
them as coming from hand-presses when in fact it was the work of 
steam-presses. 

Mr. BLAIR. May I now ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Certainly. 

Mr. BLAIR. I askjust this specific question, whether it was proved 
in his belief before the committee that the highest style of the steam 
printing art is superior to the highest style of the hand-press work? 

Mr. HISCOCK., I will answer that. 

Mr. BLAIR. I do not ask now, for I see that either I do not make 
my question distinct or the Senator does not understand me. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I understand the Senator’s question and I will an- 
swer it. 1 

Mr. BLAIR. I do not ask for a comparison of inferior hand-press 
work or average work as it is done, because I do not understand that 
is the real issne. 

Mr. HISCOCK. ‘The judgment reached by the committee was that 
the average of the work by the steam-presses upon the backs of notes 
was superior to the average of the work done by hand-presses. 

Mr. BLAIR. That does not answer my question, if the Senator will 

don me. Iam of the opinion myself that there is a great deal of 
bad work put upon the country, and that counterfeits result, and that 
the currency of the country is a very inferior article to some extent, 
whether done by hand or steam presses. I do not ask the Senator to 
compare the average of the two kinds of bad work, but I ask the Sen- 
ator whether it is not the force and effect of all the testimony from 
every source that the highest quality of hand-press work is better than 
the steam-press work? 

Mr. HISCOCK. I say to the Senator no, so far as hand-presses and 
steam-presses are used upon the backs of notes. The only way we 
could judge in reference to that was by the results, and I think the 
Senator who united with me in this investigation will concur with me 
that the best average results are reached by the steam- rather 
than by the hand-presses. I hope that answers the Senator’s question. 

Mr. BLAIR. Certainly. That is all I asked for some time ago. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I have tried to make it clear, and trust I have. 

Mr. BLAIR. It is clear now. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I will say also in reference to this subject that it 
was not supposed by the committee that that high art which should 
be employed in printing engravings for the decoration of gentlemen’s 
houses should be resorted to in the printing of money, but that a high 
enough art and excellence should be invoked to guard against counter- 
feiting and answer the needs and requirements of the country, and if 
you please make the work respectable for a great nation. If high art 
protects against counterfeiting, that high art should be invoked; but 
money at most is for temporary use; it is not to be preserved for orna- 
mentation; and when you have reached that excellence which answers 
the needs and requirements of the Government, that excellence which 
is above criticism from the money-taking people and the money-circu- 
lating people of the country, the Government has got far enough. 
That was the conclusion that we arrived at. 

Mr. BLAIR. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Certainly. 

Mr. BLAIR. Lask whether the Senator considers the paper money 
of the country in circulation as we find it as universally of good qual- 
fe OOE be , Id kno 

r. ell, I do not w that I want to jud b 
on it, but I will say this cae oe 


Mr. HISCOCK. I willsay if itis not, it is not the fault of the steam- 
press printing. 

Mr. BLAIR. That is the question at issue. 

Mr. HISCOCK. It is not the fault of the steam-press printing, and 
in my opinion the faces of the silver certificates, taking into account 
the combination of figures in the engraving and all that, is not com- 
paratively a higher style of art than the backs. 

The committee that have had this subject under investigation were 
very much disposed to believe that a question of administration of this 
kind could well be trusted to the Secretary of the Treasury, the ex- 
perts under him, the Treasurer of the United States, officers most sen- 
sitive to public opinion on the question; and we were of the opinion 
that Congress was encroaching a little too far upon the executive when 
it proclaimed as to the manner in which postage-stamps were to be 
printed, internal-revenue stamps were to be printed, the backs of sil- 
ver certificates were to be printed, and when it came down to the man- 
ner in which they were to execute it these high officers that I have 
named in constant contact with the public could not be intrusted with 
ae administration of the Engraving and Printing Bureau of the United 

tates. 

In reference to the economy your committee were entirely satisfied 
that the work which is done by steam-presses is done at least 50 per 
cent. less than it would cost to do the corresponding work upon the 
hand-presses. I am not so much of an economist as to stand here and 
advocate that even if it would be with the result of poor work which 
might be counterfeited and through which the people of the country 
might be defrauded. But there was no evidence of that kind before 
the committee. Quite the contrary, the evidence was that it was no 
more susceptible or easily counterfeited at least than the work by hand- 
presses. The evidence in my judgment is uncontradicted that the use 
of steam-presses does save to the Government annually between three 
or four hundred thousand dollars. I have seen no successful criticism 
of the estimates of the Treasury Department in making that statement. 

As I said a little while ago, if that is at the expense of work which 
does not come up to the expectations and the desires and the demands 
of the people, then expend the three or four hundred thousand dollars 
more; but I repeat that the people, so far as they have been heard 
from, through the representative bankeys of the country at least, stand 
here to-day commending and approving this work, and saying they are 
satisfied with it. 

It has been said in the course of this discussion that the effect of the 
steam-presses has been to turn people out of employment. That is 
quite a mistake. An effort was made to prove that lower wages had 
been paid by reason of the introduction of steam-presses. That part of 
the attack broke down and the average wages paid by the Bureau of 
Engraving and Printing to-day are as high as they have been, and I 
think it is fair to say that the employment has been more constant. 

Mr. BLAIR. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Certainly. 

Mr. BLAIR. I may say in excuse that we have just this moment, 
or at least 10 minutes to 1 o’clock, received the evidence from the 
committee, and of course the Senate is entirely in the dark as to the 
ground of the Senator’s statements; but my question is this: The Sen- 
ator states that the working people are as well off with steam-presses 
as without them. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I do. 

Mr. BLAIR. If that be so, why is it that the working-people are, 
and so far as I know all the working organizations of those who are 
employed in this specific industry, universally opposed to the steam- 
press, saying that it does interfere with their avocation, and also con- 
tending that the work is of an inferior quality? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Do I understand, as we are now asking questions, 
that the Senator from New Hampshire stands here to-day as the adyo- 
cate of the removal of labor-saving machinery from the country? Do 
I understand that that is the ground of attack? - 

Mr. BLAIR. Does the Senator want an answer? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Yes. 

Mr. BLAIR. Does he recognize that I may want one to my question 
too, because I asked him one first? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BLAIR. If the Senator will answer my question I shall be very 
glad to answer his. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I certainly shall answer any question the Senator 
wishes to ask. 

Mr. BLAIR, If you take them in chronological order, my question 
was how it happened that those employed in this specific avocation 
universally, so far as I know, and the working organizations generally, 
are opposed to this steam printing-press if it does not intermeddle with 
their occupation and does not for the time at least reduce the rewards 
of their labor? 

Mr. HISCOCK. I can only say in answer to that question that itis 
a subject for speculation. How this has been brought about is more 
than I know. How far the labor organizations of the country are un- 
derstandingly or without thoroughl this question 


y understandin; 
against it is more than I know. On that question I say to the Sen- 
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ator frankly that it is a matter for guessing and speculating, and I have 
no doubt that he can guess and speculate on that matter as wisely as I 


can. 

Mr. BLAIR. Then the Senator has introduced no point of differ- 
ence about it. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Isimply said, which I repeat, that so far as work 
is concerned as high wages are paid for that and as constant employ- 
ment is furnished as before those presses were introduced into the bu- 
reau. 

Mr. BLAIR. Does the Senator mean that as high wages are paid 
for steam- printing work? 

Mr. HISCOCK. I would say as high wages in some instances, where 
the mode of compensation has been fixed for the piece as for the day. I 
would say that on an average the employés receive as high wages. 

Mr. BLAIR. Then I understand the Senator’s statement is with 
reference to those employed in steam-printing. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Iam not aware that there has been any consider- 
able abatement of the wages that have been paid to those. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator’sstatement, which led me to trouble him 
with the question originally, was that the wages of the hand-press 
printers had not been interfered with by the steam-press printing, and 
that being so, why should they oppose it? 

Mr. HISCOCK. I did not say that their work had not been inter- 
fered with. What I did say, or what I supposed I was saying, was that 
not in this case, as there never was a case where labor-saving machinery 
resulted in the reduction of wages that are paid to those who labor. 

Mr. BLAIR. If the Senator desires, I will answer his question by 
saying no. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Iam very glad to hear it. Isay to the Senator, in 
response to that suggestion of his, that, in my judgment, there is no 
reason for discontinuing the use of steam printing-presses unless it is 
the object and purpose to forbid the Government of the United States 
from using labor-saving machinery. Ichallenge all this evidence upon 
that question, and I say that there is no ground on which you can jus- 
tify it except it be that the Government of the United States should 
not use labor-saving machinery. 

I have reviewed the facts somewhat. The labor performed by the 
steam-presses is satisfactory to everybody who uses it or is responsible 
for its being made. Its work is not more subject or liable to being 
counterfeited. It is 50 per cent. cheaper. Tell me, then, why the 
presses should not be used ? 

I will add to my statement that if you pass the bill in the form in 
which it came to us from the other House, there are not hand-press 
printers enough in the United States to do the work of the Government 
and of private parties, Thatfact stands unchallenged in the record that 
has been submitted by the committee to the Senate. The effect of it 
would be practically to make a corner with reference to the men who 
print npon hand-presses. There is not enough of them in the country 
to do the work which would devolve upon them in the Engraving and 
Printing Bureau and in the private offices which are using those presses 
to-day. 

It is true that steam printing-presses have not reached the point of 
doing that high and excellent work which is required upon fine en- 
gravings and upon the facesof bills. I grant that that may be accom- 
plished in the future. It is difficult to fix the limit to what may be 
accomplished by ingenuity, and skill, and science, and in the mechan- 
ical arts. 

I emphasize that there is no reason why the use of these steam 
printing-presses should be discontinued unless it is for the purpose of 
saying to the Government that youshall not use labor-saving machinery 
though it gives you as good results and as good work as hand-presses. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Will the Senator pardon me? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Certainly. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I understood the Senator to say just in the preced- 
ing sentence that these steam-presses could not do fine work. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I said, and I hope I shall not be misunderstood, 
that the work which they do execute is as excellent as the work which 
is done by hand-presses. I say that as high order of work can be done 
of that character by steam-presses as can be done by hand-presses. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Will the Senator pardon me again? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Certainly. 

Mr. HAWLEY. He has just been saying that he will not trust 
steam-presses with the faces of bills, where exquisite work is required. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Does not theSenator from Connecticut understand 
that for one class of work one method may be required, where there is 
more of combination, and of higher order, and all that, than of a lower 
class of engraving? Certainly I should not stand here to educate the 
Senator from Connecticut upon a question of that kind. What I say 
in reference to it is, and I repeat it, that as tó the work which is done 
upon the steam-presses it equals, and in my judgment the general aver- 
age of it is higher,than that done by the hand-presses, 

Mr. BLAIR. I understand the Senator to say, if he will permitme, 
that the steam-press will do as high or a higher order of low work than 
the hand-press. 

Mr. HISCOCK. The Senator can put it in that way if he chooses. 
He does not misunderstand my argument or position. 


Mr. BLAIR. If the Senator will permit me,then, I will see whether 
Ido. I understand him to say that the work on the back of the cer- 
tificates is a lower order of work than that upon the face, and thatthis 
low order of work 

Mr. HISCOCK. I will qualify my statement to the Senator in just 
me e t. I do not know and I do not state that it is a lower order 
of work. 

Mr. BLAIR. Thau that upon the face? 

Mr. HISCOCK. No; itis an entirely different kind of work from 
that on the face. 

Mr. BLAIR. And that upon the face can not be done by the steam- 

resses ? 

Mr. HISCOCK. It has not been successfully done. What I say is 
that the class of engraving from which the backs are printed can be as 
successfully done by the steam-presses as by the other presses, 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Will the Senator from New York yield to me 
for a question ? - 

Mr. HISCOCK. Certainly. 

Mr. McPHERSON. If the printing of the face of the notes can not 
be successfully done by steam-presses, would it not be an additional 
ae eh if the backs of the notes were printed by hand-presses as 
W. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I can only answer the Senator in one way in refer- 
ence to that point. So far as the printing of the backs is concerned 
the work is acceptable, as I have said, to every officer charged with 
responsibility for their production. It is satisfactory to the money- 
taking and money-circulating people of the country. There is no com- 
plaint here against the character of the work from any source what- 
ever which is interested in it as a circulating medium. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Will the Senator yield again? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Oh, yes. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I am afraid the Senator has not read the testi- 
mony which he himself has ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Oh, yes; I heard it. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Very well. I turn to the testimony of Mr. 
Bell, the present chief of the detective service. He says in answer to 
a question: 


When a bill has been used some time— 

Speaking of the printed bills— 

I could not say positively that a $ silver certificate of the 1886 issue is genuine if 
printed by asteam-press. I can tell them when they are new. But we havea 
miserable-looking lot of genuine bills; I will tell you that. 

Now, I turn back to the testimony of Mr. Brooks, the predecessor of 
Mr. Bell, who had been a long time the chief of that service, and a 
man of very extraordinary ability and great success in the manage- 
ment of thut department. He proceeds also to say, speaking of counter- 
feiting, that it has acquired perfection at the present time, it approaches 
so closely to the genuine inall the details; and that recent counterfeit bills 
that have come out are almost like the genuine. Mr. Bell speaks of a 
case in which an expert who had been employed by the Government for 
some ten or twelve years at Pittsburgh, Pa., sent three of the printed 
notes to headquarters with the declaration that they were counterfeit. 
The imperfect character of the notes compelled him, although an ex- 
pert, to the belief that they were counterfeit notes, and he transmitted 
them to the chief of the department here. Upon investigation by the 
chief he discovered that they were genuine, but they were so imper- 
fectly printed, there was such a dimness about them—they were not 
1 enough, I may term it - the result was that the expert was 
deceived. 

Let me ask the Senator from New York if the experts of the Treas- 
ury Department are often deceived with respect to these notes, so that 
it is almost impossible to determine whether they are counterfeit or 
genuine, how many of these notes may be in the circulation of the 
country to-day, unknown by anybody, undiscovered, which in the end 
must necessarily be thrown out, and certainly to the injury of some- 
body? Hence, from the Senator’s own argument, and I have listened 
with a great deal of interest to it, I think the Senator has not made 
out his case. 

Mr. HISCOCK. The Senator from New Jersey does not understand 
that I have yielded the floor, I suppose. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Iwill yield the floor again to the Senator if he 
will please answer a single question. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I will yield. 

Mr. McPHERSON. If the Senator will answer a single question I 
will take my seat. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Ihave been listening to the Senator’s remarks with 
great pleasure, They are extremely able. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from New York 
yield to the Senator from New Jersey ? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Certainly, if he desires to make a speech now, if I 
can have the privilege of resuming the floor when he gets through. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I will yield the floor. I admit Iam taking too 
much of the Senator’s time; but if the Senator will give me a moment 
to ask > question to which I desire an answer, he will please not think 
hard of me. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New York yields 
to a question. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I yield for a speech, provided I can resume the floor 
when the Senator from New Jersey has finished. 

Mr. McPHERSON. My question is this: The Senator challenges all 
_ the statements that have been made to the contrary of his proposition. 
Will the Senator please tell me upon what ground he challenges them ? 

Mr. HISCOCK. I challenge them because they are unsupported by 
any facts. Gentlemen were called who gave opinions, and when the 
records of their office were brought before the committee they failed to 
establish the opinions. Gentlemen spoke about the character of this 
money, and yet with all the investigation that has been had with ref- 
erence toit, when action by Legislatures has been invoked (I believe the 
Legislature of New Jersey some resolution upon the subject, at 
least I heard so, but the bankers of New Jersey are satisfied with the 
work), the men who circulate the money are satisfied with the work. 
Petitions have been presented here from organizations. Did they in- 
vestigate it? Did they pass upon these questions as experts? Oh, no! 
Whenever the question of opinion of experts has been introduced it 
has all been the other way. Go to the Treasury Department where 
this money comes for redemption to the Treasurer of the United States, 
and his testimony is in favor of it; and when you go into the secret 
service division for testimony in respect to counterfeits you find that 
there is no case against this character of work. 

Mr. President, I desire to add but a little more to what I have said, 
and I shall appeal for corroboration upon this question to the distin- 
guished Senator who has charge of the bill. The very moment that you 
remove these presses it is necessary to add to your bill a quarter of a 
million dollars for additional room in which to do the work of the Gov- 
ernment. I have heard a distinguished ex-Secretary of the Treasury 
say that the present Bureau of Engraving and Printing was built by 
money that had been saved by this process. 

Are we ready to say that all Government printing shall be done by 
hand-printers? Beer-stamps, in the highest excellence of art, to be 
used once; postage-stamps—the bill which was introduced did not 
cover them, I grant, and simply, as it was announced, because there 
was out a contract for the printing of them—postage-stamps, that are 
to be used once, in the highest style of art; the stamps upon your ci- 
yar-boxes, to be used once; not counterfeited; no record of their ever 
having been counterfeited that I am aware of, the public satisfied with 
them, but in the highest style of the art! That is what is asked. 
That is what the House provision means. It means whatI said awhile 
ago, that the Government of the United States shall not use labor-sav- 
ing machinery. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, if this were, as the Senator from New 
York endeavors to make us believe, a simple question of driving out 
new machines, I should not take the fioor fora moment. ‘There is no 
nation that has so fully accepted the inevitable necessity of inventions 
as the American nation. We do not hear of great strikes in the Uniled 
States because of the introduction of a new loom or anything of that 
description. Nobody thinks of going back to the old way of manu- 
facturing steel rails after he has seen the Bessemer product and process, 
But I need not argue the question at all. Every day there is filed in 
the Patent Office some new device for saving labor, and every one is 
hailed, I may say unaniinously, by the people of the United States as 
au advance in civilization. Even the men who may temporarily lose 
employment by it mustacknowledge that their fellow-men are, in gen- 
eral, benefited. 

I do not believe that a steam-press, a machine-press, if I may speak 
of itin that way, can possibly do work in the highest style of the art, 
nor does the Senator from New York. He has admitted it over and 
over again in what he has said. He has said that the work of the 
Government of this kind does not demand the highest kind of art, such 
as we wish to put upon the walls of our houses. That is an admission 
that it is not capable of the highest style of the art. 

He says that it is good enough to protect against counterfeiting and 


be respectable. Well, I have neverdenied that; but that is an admis- 
sion t itis far below a respectable style of art, or of the highest 
style. He says this moneyis not preserved forornamentation. There, 


again, he is admitting that it is not in the highest style, that the steam- 
press is not capable of the highest style of work. He said it was good 
enough. That was one of his phrases. 

Ife says it is no more easily counterfeited than hand-work. I think 
it is, and I will try to show it before I get through. He says steam- 
presses have not reached that high stage required for the faces of bills. 
That is another admission. If the steam-press can not do the work on 
the face of the bill as well as it can do it on the back, itcan not do the 
work on the back as well as the hand-press can do it. That is an in- 
evitable inference. 

Before I forget it, I call his attention to another fact. He referred 
to the previous indorsements of this style of work, and one of them 

` from Secretary Folger. Under the Folger administration it is my im- 
pression that the Lee presses were condemned—were thought to be not 
good enough for the work. 

He tells us that there are not men enough in the country to do this 
work by hand if we dispense with these nineteen steam-presses. But 
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it will take only from about sixty to seventy-five men more sixty men 
more, Iam told—and they can be found. I am told by men of the 
trade who know, that there are not less than five hundred or six hun- 
dred men who are capable of doing this work and trained to it to be 
found in Philadelphia and New York who would be glad to get more 
work to-day. 

A law that required the work on Government paper currency to be 
done in the highest style of art would rule out every one of these presses. 
Now, the Senator admits that over and over again. 

He says the bankers are satisfied with it. Those of them who give 
it no consideration any further than tocountit and to putit out, I pre- 
sume are satisfied with it. They have not examined the subject, many 
of them, particularly. I would rather have the judgment of a veteran 
counterfeit detective than of any bank officer who had not any taste 
for art or had not specially studied it. 

He has a note from a very excellent gentleman, Mr. Coe, of New 
York, who thinks it is good enough, or something to that effect; but, 
on the other hand, here is a letter to me from Mr. Bell, who is at the 
head of the secret service division of the Treasury Department: 


Wasttnetos, D. C., February 12, 1889. 


Sm: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your communication of 
the lith instant, asking reply to the following questions, namely: ` 

First. Are the Government securities, in your judgment, printed in the high- 
est style of the art; and is it necessary that they should be? 

Answer. No, they are not; and I deem it necessary that they should be. 

Second. Do the steam-presses print as good impressions as the hand-presses? 

Answer. No, they do not. 

Third. Do the present issues of silver certificates compare favorably with for- 
mer issues in wear and execution? 

Answer. No, they do not by any means, 

Fourth. Are the present issues more easily counterfeited than former issues? 

Answer. Yes, in my opinion they are. The former issues were . in 
more colors, and ina higher style of art, which could not be so readily photo- 
graphed; whereas the present issues have less colors and can be easily photo- 


hed. 
X fn. Do you hear of any complaint from the public generally, regarding the 
silyer certificates? 
Answer. Yes, a great many complaints from the publie generally, and the 
bankers in particular. 
Since the issue of silver certificates have many counterfeits appeared ? 
If any, how were the e eee 
Answer. The following counterfeit silver certificates have made their appear - 


ance: 

One dollar, letter D series 1886; photogravure. 

Five dollars, letter D series 1886; photogravure. 

Five dollars, letter A serics 1886; engraved. 

Ten dollars, letter D series 1880; photograph. 

Ten dollars, letter, none, series 1580; lithograph-stone plate. 

Ten dollars, letter, none, series 1880; ss qha chiseled on marble plate. 
Twenty dollars, letter B series 1880; photographed and colored by hand. 
Twenty dollars, letter C series 1880; engraved. 
Respectfully, yours, 
Hon. Josern R. HAWLEY, 
United States Senate. 

Mr. HISCOCK. For what year? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Eighteen hundred and eighty. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I hope the Senator will state the year, for that is 
quite material. Of necessity they must be counterfeits of certificates 
issued since 1886, or else the hand-press and steam-press discussion of 
methods does not enter into it. 

Mr. HAWLEY. This question has been since the issue of silver cer- 
tificates ? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Since the issue of silver certificates. The printing 
of the backs by steam-presses has been since 1886. 

Mr, HAWLEY. There was printing done on the silver certificates 
with the steam-press before? 

Mr. HISCOCK. No, sir. 

Mr. HAWLEY. That was not my information, but I will accept it. 

I have a specimen or two here of this work. I will show the reason 
why as they do the work now at the Bureau of Engraving and Print- 
ing they are not protected against counterfeiting as they ought to be. 
It has been the boast of the American, it has been his boast as a mat- 
ter of fact, that there was no steel-plate engraving and printing in the 
world better done than that of our national currency. It was justified. 
I have here three old legal-tenders, the kind that became famous as 
greenbacks. They were hand-printed of course in that day. On the 
back as one impression the greenback has its exquisite engraving un- 
der the geometrical lathe. The face goes three times to press: first, 
for the ordinary black; second, for the green shades and ornamenta- 
tions; and thirdly, for the red seal, which red seal is printed froma 
plate cut into an intaglio. Now they are printing this red seal hy sur- 
face printing; that is to say, after printing the ordinary back it makes 
a dab of red ink upon the bill, and the other side is pressed upon a 
plate with trenches cut in it so as to make a deep impression. The 
ink in that case would appear to be raised and a new impression would 
feel a little rough. 

On the other hand, I have one of the one-dollar certificates. The back 
was printed by the steam-press. The paper was moistened in order to 
do it. It then had tremendous pressure upon a very hard smooth plate 
so that the face was calendered or finished off like your society note- 
paper almost by this tremendous pressure. It then goes through the 


JOHN S. BELL, Chief, 


hand-press to print the face, but as it is moistened this hardened paper 
under tremendous pressure does not take the moisture equally in all 
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its places and the impression is not a one. It is made right 
upon the surface of the paper. With older and the firmer paper 
that was spongier, like the paper upon your walls, in fine engraving 
the ink was thoroughly taken up; it was carefully prepared by hand 
on the plate. It was thoroughly taken up and became embodied in 
the body of the paper. This one-dollar silver certificate with the ex- 
quisite vignette of Martha Washington upon it is mere surface print- 
ing, I may call it. Though a hand-press, it can not do the work so 
well by reason of the work of the steam-press previously performed 
upon the back of the note. 

I saw an employé of the Government take one of your ordinary rub- 
bers that you have on your desk, the one used to rub out ink, and 
touch the signature of Rosecrans here a few times, and it has disap- 
peared; it has been wiped ont as you would wipe out a speck from 

lass. Ther he touched the background around the face of Martha 
ashington two or three times in that way, and you can see by ex- 
aminatior that that is nearly gone. 

That is not all. The old note that I have here had three colors upon 
the face of it. This is printed only once for the black, and then this 
surface-printed red seal is put upon it. That surface-printed red seal 
can be taken off with rubber. The counterfeiter carefully taking off 
this red seal stamp has nothing to do but to photograph that bill. The 
old bill with its green tint could not be photographed. Even in that 
way to-day he rubs the red off, because the red would take black. 

There is no special difficulty in counterfeiting silver certificates of 
any description. The gentlemen who use the steam-presses testified 
that they were making paper money for Brazil and other governments, 
and good paper money. At the time they were testifying that, there 
were appearing in the New York papers accounts of the arrest of vari- 
ous counterfeiters who had been counterfeiting the Brazil money. 
They printed both back and face, I take it, for the Brazilian Govern- 
ment on the steam-presses. 

I have here an old five-dollar bill, a legal tender, that has its three 
tints carefully printed upon it. Here is a new one that is without any 
green tint whatever on the face of it, making it comparatively easy to 
print. Here is a five-dollar silver certificate counterfeit. There is no 
33 difficulty in counterfeiting it. It has got the red seal. It 

ooks very well indeed to the eye of the casual observer. It is simply 
a photograph, taken in by some bank somewhere and the letters conn- 
terfeit’’ cut or burned through it with a stamp. 

The difficulty I will explain in a moment in doing the higheststyle 
of work with steam-presses. In the old-fashioned way, which must 
remain in my judgment, the plate-printer rubs his ink, which should 
be of a better quality than that used by the Government, upon a paper 
which should be of a better quality than that used by the Government, 
and rolls the ink upon it. He takes the rough mass of it off with a 
cloth, and then with the human hand (and there isno pad or cushion ma- 
chine that will supply the place of the human hand) rubs off the sur- 
plus ink until he reaches just the right quantity, of which the machine 
can not judge after all in the fine lines that have been cut there. 

When these notes run through the machine there is a hasty inking 
of the plate and a hasty rubbing of it off by some sort of machine pad 
or cloth which it is utterly impossible to adjust with the delicacy in 
either case that is necessary. The experienced plate-printer does this 
with great rapidity, and if he is a careful man he does it perfectly in 
every case. They try in this machine to get the human hand in fora 
single dab to smooth the plate and supply the deficiency of the machine, 
but they can not always do it, and can not do it to satisfaction when 
they do undertake it. 

My information is a little different about these matters from that 
given by the Senator from New York. I understand that the beer 
stamps and all the internal- revenue stamps are engraved in the highest 
style of art und printed in the highest style of art, that is to say, by 
hand; and with the exception of the 8-ounce tobacco and the 2-ounce 
and some of the 50-cent cigar stamps, which have been engraved on 
steam-presses, every internal-revenue stamp has the same character of 
engraving on it as the notes, and in many instances the designs are 
more excellent. I do not agree that it will answer to put imperfect 
work in any of that, because to do so is to invite the counterfeiter, and 
we have not been in the habit of putting in second-class work there. 

It is very easy to do this work much more cheaply, if you want that, 
but every time you cheapen the process, cheapen the excellence of the 
engraving or the perfection of the printing, you open the door to the 
counterfeiter. That is simply all there is to be said about it, and the 
difference in expense is not so extraordinary. 

All around the world there are people engaged in publishing prints 
and fine engravings who do not think for a moment of using a steam 
press or machine of any kind to do their work. I say no engraving on 
your walls is of that description. No fine engraving that you see in 
your books is of that description. This steam~-print rough work bears 
the same relation to real art that the chrome does to the original pict- 
ures of Meissonnier or Raphael, and you can not get away from it. 

I am not here to question whether there should be sixty men more 
or less employed by the Government. If the machine could do that 
work as well as the hand can doit, the art world would be revolutionized, 
to the great delight of every lover of fine work all over the world; but 


it ean not do it. Every man knows that there are some things where 

you can not dispense with the exquisite eye of the trained artist work- 

— and the exquisite work of his trained hand, and this is one ot 
em. 

What have they given these gentlemen? In the first place, the 
Government buys the press for $1,250. The claim is that it cost them 
$1,400 to build it, but it professedly buys the press at a cost of $1,250. - 
Then it gives $500 for the privilege of construction, as they call it, a 
bounty—a profit on the cost of the press of $500; then the Govern- 
ment gives a dollar on every thousand impressions, whether it be big 
or little—every thousand perfect impressions—which makes on an av- 
erage about $900 a year for the use of a $1,250 machine which the 
Government itself built or paid for having built, and for which it has 
already given a $500 premium. 

That is the way the case stands. I do not think that these accounts 
of the relative economy of the iwo presses taken into consideration can 
balance these extraordinary expenditures. I do not say whether they 
are unjust or not. That isa question for those who have made the 
bargain and ſor the patentee. The patentee can not sell it in every street, 
and of course if he does get any revenue he should get a considerable 
revenue. But it goes to the question of economy in the matter. Isay 
we can hade all our Government work done, as we always bragged it 
was done, in the highest style by employing sixty or seventy or eighty, 
I do not care if itis a hundred men more, at perhaps a cost of $100,000 
or $150,000. 

My friend from New York has referred to some observations made 
by various Treasury officers. I have quoted what the best-informed 
man in the Treasury Department, the head of the secret-service divis- 
ion, has to say. Here is a letter from my dear friend and constituent, 
Mr. Hyatt, Treasurer of the United States: 

I am informed that the backs of the silver certificates of series of 1886, of the 


denominations of $1, $2, $5, and $10, and the backs of United States notes of the 
denominations of $10 and $20, have for some time been printed on presses, etc, 


He goes on to say: 
Jam unable to discover anything in the — or printing of the genuine 
m. 


"certificates which makes it easy to counterfeit t 


I have shown that whether it be by reason of steam-presses or hand- 

the new silver notes are many times over more easily counter- 

feited than the paper money issued a few years ago. That perhaps is 
i of the question about steam-presses, 

Mr. HISCOCK. Ishould like to have the Senator from Connecticut 
say when. He says he has shown that. Ishould like to have himstate 
how he has shown it in results. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I have not the statistics of the counterfeits that 
are made or of the arrests, but upon that point I didread from the man 
phe knows more about it than any of us, the head of the secret service 

vision. 

Mr. HISCOCK. There have been three counterfeits, and it is a 
question of great doubt, of dispute, since these notes were printed upon 
steam- presses, whether one of them was printed upon a hand-press or 
whether it was printed upon a steam-press, and the experts differ upon 
that question. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I have shown it so that if the Senator heard me 
he ought, as a candid map, to admit that it is more easy to counter- 
feit the work of the steam-presses. 

Mr. HISCOCK. If the Senator will pardon me, I am willing to 
stand upon the declaration of his esteemed friend, Mr. Hyatt, which 
he has just read. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. 
how it can be seen. 

Mr. HISCOCK. There is an expert, there is the Treasurer of the 
United States, the Senator’s esteemed friend, and fortified by his 
opinion I expressed myself asI did. I regarded it as of much higher 
authority than my own opinion. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I do not regard it as approaching the testimony of 
Mr. Bell, who has made the study of counterfeit bills and the study of 
counterfeiters his life business. Mr. Hyatt was not brought up as an 
engraver, or artist, or anything of the sort. He is capable of keepin 
the Treasury books in an honest and faithful way, without doubt, fee | 
is an excellent citizen, but he is neither a trained artist nor an expert 
in bank-note printing. Every man who is practicing photogravure or 
any of those kindred arts will tell you that as you multiply varying 
colors that can not be erased without destroying the substance of the 
paper you to a great extent continue to increase the protection against 
counterfeiting. 

I did not think of talking so long, sir, but I have no sort of question 
in my own mind about what the Government had better do in the end. 
I do not want to do anything harsh with these people with whom it 
has contracted, for they are honorable citizens, but I believe we shall 
be led by and by to doing our work by hand, as we used to do it. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, with the. Senator from New York 
[ Mr. Hiscock] I devoted many days to hearing the testimony upon 
both sides of this question, and after a patient hearing of all the testi- 
mony that was offered and a patient consideration of the question, I 
fully concur in every statement made by the Senator from New York 


in his speech of this morning. 


Hyatt says he does not see, and I have shown 


1889. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


2095 


In answer to some of the criticisms of the Senator from Connecticut 
[Mr. Haw.ry], I want to call his attention to facts that are proved 
beyond all question and to be found in the record. He says, and truth- 
fully says, that the excellence of plate-printing largely depends upon 
polishing the plate, but he failed tosay that for hand-polish there is more 
time given to the polishing of the plate with the hand in the steam- 
press run at its ordinary rate of speed than is given in working the hand- 
press run at its ordinary rate of speed. 

He criticises and complains of the character of the paper and the 
ink. I beg to tell him that the proof shows that precisely the same 
paper and precisely the same ink are used in the Bureau of Engraving 
and Printing by the hand-presses and by the steam-presses, so that the 
ink and paper being precisely the same the criticism would fail as well 
upon the work of the one press as that of the other. 

Mr. BLAIR. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. HARRIS. Oh, certainly you may. 

Mr. BLAIR. Does not the Senator lose sight of the admitted fact 
that nothing at all is done where the exquisite work is required, that 
is upon the face of the bill, by the steam printing-press, and that the 
hand-work just spoken of by the Senator from Connecticut is most of 
it expended upon the face of the bill and not upon the back? 

Mr. HARRIS. I beg to assure the Senator from New Hampshire that 
Ido not omit to remember anything that appears in the record, and 
the Senator from New Hampshire need not trouble himself to remind 
me of what does appear, for I remember it and know it quite as well as 
he does. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator will pardon me for saying that if he did 
not fail to remember it he certainly omitted to state it. 

Mr. HARRIS. I will state the case as I understand it; in my own 
way, and without the aid of the Senator from New Hampshire. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator will not state it without response, how- 
ever. 

Mr. HARRIS. Another question raised by the Senator from Con- 
necticut is, that owing to the pressure of the steam-press the paper is 
probably injured. The proof conclusively shows that the printer con- 
trols the amount of the pressure of the steam-press just as he controls 
the amount of pressure applied with the hand-press. It is under the 
control of the printer with both presses, and he gives just the amount 
of pressure that he deems n 

But I do not care to prolong this debate. I desire, however, to give 
one fact that I deem it quite material that the Senate should under- 
stand, which the Senator from New York failed to give. 

As to the excellence of the printing by these two methods, there were 
the backs of a large number of bills printed both by hand and by steam 

resses exhibited to the experts introduced by the promoters of this 
ouse provision, by those who clamor for doing all of this work by 
hand, and the experts produced on the other side. A large number of 
bills were taken indiscriminately from the work of the two presses, 
They were exhibited to the experts with that part of the bill turned 
down which would indicate what press it was printed upon, and the 
experts were asked to pick out the best specimens of the art and the 
worstspecimens of theart. In the ratio of three out of four they picked 
out the steam-press print as the best, and they rz out the hand- 
press print as the worst. The experts on both sides of this question in 
a large majority of instances selected the steam - press prints as the bet- 
ter specimen of the art and the hand- press prints as the worst specimen 
of the art. Does that aid the Senator from New Hampshire in reach- 
ing a conclusion as to which method we should adopt or continue? 
~ Nobody has complained that I have ever heard of in respect of this 
work except about eight or ten hundred plate-printers in the United 
States. According to the testimony before the committee there are not 
more than a thousand plate-printers, perhaps not that number, in the 
United States, They clamor for the abolition of the steam-press; they 
clamor for a monopoly of all the engraving done by the Government 
and by private parties as well; and they have brought to their aid la- 
bor organizations that clamor also. But as was stated by the Senator 
from New York, the various Secretaries of the Treasury since the steam- 
press has been in use, the Treasurer, and every expert whose duty it is 
to look to.and execute this work, have all from their investigation re- 
ted in favor of the use of the steam-press upon the backs of these 
ills and the various other securities and internal-revenue stamps and 
postage-stamps that the Government needs. 

I undertake to say in the light of the testimony, about which I have 
not the shadow of doubt, that the average work turned out by the 
steam-press is not only equal to but its average is superior to the average 
work turned out by the hand-press of the same character; and it clearly 
appears that it is done at a cost of one-half or less than one-half of what 
the work done by hand would cost the Government. 

In view of these facts the Senator from New York and myself and 
the other members of the Committee on Finance unanimously 
that the steam-press ought to be continued in use doing the work that 
it has been put to, and that perhaps its work should be extended to 
other things than those to which it has been given heretofore. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, just a single word. The Senator 
from Tennessee, in his usually acceptable and emphatic way, says that 
some of the printers mistook in trying to distinguish the hand-press 


from the steam- back of the bills. If that is so, I ask him why not 
print the face of the bill as well by machinery, by the steam-press ? 
He says the committee of the Treasury Department reported in favor 
of the steam-press. Why not then print the face by the steam-press ? 
He believes the average of work by the steam-press is better than the 
hand-press work; and yet nobody in the Treasury Department, nor he, 
nor the Senator from New York, proposes to print the fine work of the 
face from the steam-press. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Now, that certainly is not ingenuous on the part 
of the Senator. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I think it is perfectly so. 

Mr. HISCOCK. It certainly is not. It has been explained to him 
thoroughly that when you take the combination of the plates upon the 
faces and all that, it is conceded that for those combinations the steam- 
paa have not yet been improved up to the point of printing those, 

ut that for the combination of colors, figures, etc., which are employed 


upon the back, up to that point they have gone; and the Senator cer- 


tainly understands the distinction. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The combination of colors is common, and that may 
be done with either press. 

Mr. HISCOCK. The combination of figures and all the different 
combinations the one press has not gone up to the point of doing. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The hand- press does not pretend to print a combi- 
nation of colors at one time by one impression. The words are hardly 
out of the mouth of the Senator from Tennessee where he said the av- 
2 of the work by the steam- press was better than the average by 

nd. 

Mr. HISCOCK. The testimony all concurs that as to the work which 
is done by the steam-presses, to which they are adapted, bear in mind, 
and which they do, it is of a higher average character than the other. 
There is not any dispute about it, practically, so far as you can judge 
by the testimony of experts. As I said, and as the Senator from Ten- 
nessee has stated, take the engraver who was introduced and who went 
into a long argument as to why they could be more easily counterfeited 
when printed by steam-presses, the moment the work is presented to 
him he picks out as the higher work, the best work, three to one the 
products of the steam-presses. 

Mr. HAWLEY. But this work, which the Senator says they are 
even better adapted to, he treats at the same time as if it were an in- 
ferior kind of work. It is not the finer work. 

$ K. The Senator should not say that as to the character 
of the work. It is not inferior. The engraving is perfect; but it is a 
different class of work, and he certainly understands the distinction 
which we make. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Yes, I do understand it exactly. The Senator does 
not if he is going to be decided about this. He does not understand it. 
I can be just as decided as he can. The back of that plate is done in 
the most exquisite style of art. There is nothing that surpasses it on 
the face or anywhere else, unless it be the finer touches in the face of 
some vignette of a beautiful woman. There the artist naturally lingers 
a little longer, in order that he may make the work perfect. But the 
exquisite work of the artist on the back of those bills is not surpassed 
by any printing in the world. 

Mr. HISCOCK. To that I agree. 

Mr. HAWLEY. That is the plate of his work. Now, that ought to 
be put upon the paper just as well as the fine work on the face. What 
the Senator’s statement really amounts to is that it is done well enough 
on the back. I do not admit that. 

Mr. BLAIR obtained the floor. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had agreed to the report of the com- 
mittee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendments of the House to the bill (S. 185) to provide for the admis- 
sion of the State of South Dakota into the Union, and for the organiza- 
tion of the Territory of North Dakota. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

‘The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had signed 
the enrolled bill (H. R. 8557) for the relief of Dr. David Bell; and it 
was thereupon signed by the President pro tempore. 

ADMISSION OF SOUTH DAKOTA, ETC. 

Mr. PLATT, I desire to present a conference report upon the bill 
for the admission of South Dakota. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the report. 

Mr. PLATT. I desire to inquire whether it would be in order to 
move to dispense with the reading of the amendment as agreed to by 
the conferees ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair supposes that that could 
be done by unanimous consent only. 

Mr. HAWLEY. How long is it? 

Mr. PLATT. It is quite a long amendment of twenty-four or twenty- 
five sections. In fact it is a perfect bill in itself. If the reading can 
be dispensed with I will make a statement as to the provisions of the 
bill as agreed upon by the conferees. 
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Mr. EDMUNDS. We can not dispense with the reading of the re- 


rt, Mr. President. 
Mr. MORGAN. [insist on the reading of the bill. Does the Sen- 


ator from Vermont insist upon it? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think it ought to be read. 

Mr. MORGAN. It ought to be read. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Weought not to pass any bill without reading it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading of the conference re- 
port will proceed. 

The Secretary resumed and concluded the reading of the report, 
which is as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 185) to provide 
for the admission of the State of South Dakota into the Union and for the organ- 
ization of the Territory of North Dakota, having met, after full and free confer- 
— ete to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses 
as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the House 

“of Representatives to said bill, and agree to the same with an amendment, 
namely: Strike out the said amendment and in lieu thereof insert the follow- 


3 1, That the inhabitants ofall that part of the area of the United States 

now constituting the Territories of Dakota, Montana, and Washington, as at 
resent described, may become the States of North Dakota, South Dakota, 
ontana, and Washington, respectively, as hereinafter provided. 

“Sec, 2. The area comprising the Territory of Dakota shall, for the purposes 
of this act, be divided on the line of the seventh standard parallel produced due 
west to the western boundary of said Territory; and the delegates elected as 
hereinafter provided to the constitutional convention in districts north of said 

el shall assemble in convention, at the time prescribed in this act, at the 
city of Bismarck; and the delegates elected in districts south of said parano 
shall, at the same time, assemble in convention at the city of Sioux Falls. 

“SEO. 3. That all persons who are qualified by the laws of said Territories to 
vote for representatives to the Legislative Assemblies thereof, are hereby author- 
ized to vote for and choose delegates to form conventions in said proposed States; 
and the qualifications for delegates to such conventions shall be such as by the 
laws of said Territories, n required to pores tobeeligible 
to the Legislative Assemblies thereof; and the aforesaid delegates to form said 
conventions shall be apportioned within the limits of the proposed States, in 
such districts as may be established as herein provided, in proportion to the 
population in each of said counties and districts, as near as may be, to be ascer- 
taiaed at the time of making said a ahem era by the persons hereinafter 
authorized to make the same, from the best information obtainable, in each of 
which districts three delegates shall be elected, but no elector shall vote for more 
than two persons for delegates to such conventions; that said apportionments 
shall be made by the governor, the chief-justice, and the secretary of said Terri- 
tories; and the governors of said Territories shall, by proclamation, order an 
election of the del aforesaid in each of said proposed States, to be held on 
the Tuesday after the second Monday in May, 1889, which proclamation shall 
be issued on the 15th day of April, 1889; and such election shall be conducted, 
the returns made, the result ascertained, and the certificates to persons elected to 
such convention issued in the same manner as is prescribed by thelawsof the said 
Territories regulating elections therein for Delegates to Congress; and the num- 
ber of votes cast for delegatesin precinct shall also be returned. Thenum- 
ber of delegates tosaid conventions, respectively, shall be seventy-five; and all 
persons resident in said proposed States, who are qualified voters of said Terri- 
tories as herein provided, shall be entitled to vote upon the election of delegates, 
and under such rules and lations as said conventions may prescribe, notin 
conflict with this upon the ratification or rejection of the constitutions. 

“Seo, 4. That the delegates to the conventions elected as provided in this act 
shall meet at the seat of government of each of said Territories, except the dele- 
gates elected in South Dakota, who shall meet at the city of Sioux Falls, on the 
4th day of July, 1889, and, after organization, shall declare, on behalf of the peo- 
ple of said proposed States, that they adopt the Constitution of the United States; 
whereupon the said conventions shall be,and are hereby, authorized to form 
constitutions and State governments for said proposed States, respectively. The 
constitutions shall be Republican in form, and make no distinction in civil or 
political rights on account of race or color, except as to Indians not taxed, and 
not be repugnant to the Constitution of the United States and the principles of 
the Declaration of Independence. And said conventions shall yrovida; by or- 
oree irrevocable without the consentof the United States and the people of 
sai fates: 

First. That perfect toleration of religious sentiment shall be secured, and 
that no inhabitant of said Statesshall ever be molested in person or property on 
account of his or her mode of religious worship. 

“Second. That the people inha! grr Dar proposed States do agree and de- 
clare that they forever disclaim all right and title to the unappropriated public 
Jands lying within the boundaries thereof, and to all lands lying within said 
limits owned or held by any Indian or Indian tribes; and that until the title 
thereto shall have been extinguished by the United States, the same shall beand 
remain subject to the disposition of the United States, and said Indian lands 
shall remain under the absolute jurisdiction and control of the Congress of the 
United States; that the lands belonging to citizens of the United States residing 
without the said States shall never be taxed at a higher rate than the lands be- 
longing to residents thereof; that no taxes shall be imposed by the States on 
lands or property therein belonging to or which may hereafter be purchased by 
the United States or reserved for its use. But nothing herein, or in the ordi- 
nances herein provided for, shall preclude the said States from g as other 
lands are taxed any lands owned or held by any Indian who has seyered his 
tribal relations, and Las obtained from the United States or from any person a 
litle thereto by patent or other grant, save and except such lands as have been 
or may be nted to any Indian or Indians under any act of onpa contain- 
ing a provision exempting the lands thus granted from taxation; but said ordi- 
nances shall provide that all such lands shall be exempt from taxation by said 
States so long and to such extent as such act of 8 may prescribe. 

“Third, That the debts and liabilities of said Territories be assumed and 
paid by said States, respectively. 

“Fourth, That provision shall be made for the establishment and mainte- 
nance of systems of public schools, which shall be open to all the children of 
said States, and free from sectarian control. 

“Sec. 5. That the convention which shall assemble at Bismarck shall form a 
constitution and State government for a State to be known as North Dakota, 
and the convention which shall assemble at Sioux Falls shall form a constitu- 

tion and State government for a State to be known as South Dakota: 
That at the election for delegates to the constitutional convention in South Da- 
kota, as hereinbefore provided, each elector may have written or printed on his 
ballot the words For the Sioux Falls constitution.“ or the words the 
Sioux Falls constitution,’ and the votes on this question shall be returned and 
canvassed in the same manner as for the election provided for in section 3 of 
this act; and if a jority of all votes cast on this question shall be ‘ For the 
Sioux Falls constitution,’ it shall be the duty of the convention which may as- 


semble at Sioux Falls,as herein provided, to resubmit to the people of South 

Dakota, for ratification or rejection at the election hereinafter provided for in 

this act, the constitution framed at Sioux Falls and adopted November 3, 1885, 

and also the articles and propositions separately submitted at that election, in- 

cluding the question of locating the temporary seat of government, with such 

changes only as relate to the name and 5 of the proposed State, to the 
ve 


reapportionment of the judicial and legislati istricts, and such amendments 
as may be necessary in order to comply with the provisions of this act; and ifa 
majority of the votes cast on the ratification or rejection of the constitution 
shall be for the constitution irrespective of the articles separately submitted. 

the State of South Dakota shall be admitted asa State in the Union under sat 

constitution as hereinafter provided ; but the archives, records, and books of the 
Territory of Dakota shall remain at Bismarck, the capital of North Dakota, 
until an agreement in reference thereto is reached by said States. But if at the 
election for delegates to the constitutional convention in South Dakota a ma- 
jority of all the votes cast at that election shall be ‘Against the Sioux Falls con- 
stitution,’ then and in that event it shall be the duty of the convention which 
will assemble at the city of Sioux Falls on the 4th day of July, 1889, to proceed 
to form a constitution and State government as provided in this act the same 
s 7 DA question had not been submitted to a vote of the people of South 

akoi 

“SEC. 6. It shall be the duty of the constitutional conventions of North Dakota 
and South Dakota to appoint a joint commission, to be composed of not less 
than three members of each convention, whose duty it shall be to assemble at 
Bismarck, the present seat of government of said Territory, and agree upon 
an equitable division of all property belonging to the Territory of Dakota, the 
disposition of all public records, and also adjust and agree upon the amount of 
the debts and liabilities of the Territory, which shall be assumed and paid by 
each of the proposed States of North Dakota and South Dakota; and the agree- 
ment reached respecting the Territorial debts and liabilities shall be incorpo- 
rated in the respective constitutions, and each of said States shall obligate itself 
to pay its proportion of such debts and liabilities the same as if they had been 
created by such States ively. 

* SEC, 7, If the constitutions formed for both North Dakota and South Dakota 
shall be rejected by the le at the elections for the ratification or rejection 
of their respective constitutions as provided for in this act, the Territorial gov- 
ernment of Dakota shall continue in existence the same as if this act had not 
been passed. But if the constitution formed for either North Dakota or South 
Dakota shall be rejected by the people, that of the Territory so rejectin, 
its proposed constitution shall continue under the Territorial government 
the present Territory of Dakota, but shall, after the State adopting its constitu- 
tion is admitted into the Union, be called by the name of the fo: 
Dakota or South Dakota, as the case may be: Provided, That if ei of the 

roposed States provided for in this act shall reject the constitution which may 
submitted for ratification or rejection at the election provided therefor, the 
governor of the Territory in which such pro constitution was rejected 
shall issue his proclamation reconvening the delegates elected to the convention 
which formed such rejected constitution, fixing the time and place at which 
said delegstes shall assemble; and when so assembled 9 roceed to 
form another constitution or to amend the rejected constitution, and 1 shall sub- 
mit such new constitution or amended constitution to the people of the pro; 
State for ratification or rejection, at such time as said convention may deter- 
mine; and all the provisions ofthis act, so far as applicable, shall apply to such 
convention so reassembled and to the constitution which may be forned, its 
ratification or rejection, and to the admission of the proposed State. 

“Sec. 8. That the constitutional convention which may assemble in South 
Dakota shall provide by ordinance for resubmitting the Sioux Falls constitu- 
tion of 1885, r having amended the same as provided in section 5 of this act, 
to the 3 of South Dakota for ratification or rejection at an election to be 
held therein on the first Tuesday in October, 1889; but if said constitutional 
convention is authorized and required to form a new constitution for South 
Dakota it shall provide for submitting the same in like manner to the people of 
South Dakota for ratification or rejection at an election to be held in said pro- 
posed State on the said first Tuesday in October, And the constitutional conven- 
tions which may assemble in North Dakota, Montana, and Washington shall 
provide in like manner for submitting the constitutions formed by them to the 
people of said proposed States, respectively, for ratification or rejection at elec- 
tions to be held in r e States on the said first T. ay in October. 
At the elections provided for in this section the qualified voters of said pro) 
States shall vote directly for or against the constitutions, and for or 
against any articles or pro tions separately submitted. The returns of said 
elections shallibe made to the secretary of each of said Territories, who, with 
the governor and chief-justice thereof, or any two of them, 1 canvass the 
same; and if a majority of the legal votes cast shall be for the constitution the 
governor shall certify the result to the President of the United States, 
with a statement of the votes cast thereon and upon separate articles or propo- 
sitions and a copy of said constitution, articles, propositions, and ordinances, 
And if the constitutions and governments of said pro States are republican 
in form, and if all the provisions of this act have n complied with in the 
formation thereof, it shall be the duty of the President of the United States to 
issue his proclamation announcing the result of the election in each, and there- 
upon the proposed States which have adopted constitutions and formed State 
governments as herein provided shall be deemed admitted by Congress into 
the Union under and by virtue of this act on an equal footing with the origi- 
nal States from and after the date of said proclamation. 

“Sec, 9, That until the next general census, or until otherwise provided by 
Jaw, said States shall be entitled to one Representative in the House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States, except South Dakota, which shall be entitled to 
two; and the Representatives to the Fifty-first pam — together with the 
governors and other officers provided for in said constitutions, may be elected 
on the same day of the election for the ratification or rejection of the constitu- 
tions; and until said State officers are el and qualified under the provis- 
ions of each constitution and the States, respectively, are admitted into the 
Union, the Territorial officers shall continue to discharge the duties of their re- 
spective offices in each of said Territories. 

“Sec. 10. That upon the admission of each of said States into the Union sec- 
tions numbered 16 and 36 in every township of said prop States, and where 
such sections, or any parts thereof, have been sold or otherwise disposed of by 
or under the authority of any act of Congress, other lands equivalent thereto, 
in legal subdivisions of not less than one quarter-section, and as contiguous as 
ne. to the section in lieu of which the same is taken, are hereby goea to 
said States for the support of common schools, such indemnity lands to be se- 
lected within said States in such manner as the Legislature may provide, with 
the approval of the Secretary of the Interior: Provided, That the sixteenth and 
thirty-sixth sections embraced in permanent reservations for national purposes 
shall not, at any time, be subject to the grants nor to the indemnity provisions 
of this act, nor shall any lands embraced in Indian, military, or other reserva- 
tions of any character k subject to the grants or to the indemnity provisions 
of this act until the reservation shall have been extinguished and such lands be 
restored to, and become a part of, the public domain. 

“Sec. 11. That all lands herein granted for educational purposes shall be dis- 
posed of only at public sale, and at a pites not less than $10 per acre, the po 
ceeds to constitute a ent school fund, the interest of which only shall be 
expended.in the support of said schools. But said lands may, under such regu- 

ns as the tures shall prescribe, be leased for periods ef not more than 
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five years, in — not exceeding I section to any one person or company; 
and such land shall not be subject i Pay saree homestead entry, or any 
other entry under the land laws of the United States, whether surveyed or un- 
surveyed, but shall be reserved for school purposes only. < 

“Sec, 12. That upon the admission of each of said States into the Union, in 
accordance with the provisionsof this act, fifty sections of the unappropriated 
public lands within said States, to be selected and located in legal subdivisions, 

‘as provided in section 10 of this 5 be, and are hereby, granted to said 
States for the purpose of aime ublic buildings at the capital of said States 
for legislative, executive, and judicial pu 4 

“Sec, 13. That 5 per cent. of the of the sales of public lands lying 
within said States which shall be sold by the United States subsequent to the 
admission of said States into the Union, after deducting all the expenses inci- 
dent to the same, shall be paid to the said States, to be used as a permanent 
fund, the interest of which only shall be expended for the support of the com- 
mon schools within said States, respectively. 

“Sero, 14. That the lands granted to the Territories of Dakota and Montana 
by the act of February 18, 1881, entitled An act to grant lands to Dakota, Mon- 
tana. Arizona, Idaho, and Wyoming for . are hereby vested 
in the States of South Dakota, North Dakota, and Montana, respectively, if such 
States are admitted into the Union, as provided in this act, tothe extent of the 
full quantity ofseventy-two sections to each of said States, and any portion of said 
lands that may not have been selected by either of said Territories of Dakota 
or Montana may be selected by the respective States aforesaid; but said act of 
February 18, 1881, shall be so amended as to provide that none of said lands 
shall be sold for less than $10 per acre, and the proceeds shall constitute a per- 
manent fund to be safely invested and held by said States severally, and the 
income thereof to be used exclusively for university purposes. And such quan- 
tity of the lands authorized by ihe fourth section of the act of July 17, 1854, to 
be reserved for university purposes in the Territory of Washington, as, together 
with the lands confi to the vendees of the Territory by the act of March 14, 
1864. will make the full quantity ofseventy-two entire sections, are hereby granted 
in like mannerto the State of Washington for the purport of a univ ty in said 
State. None of the lands granted in thissection be sold at less than 810 per 

eased in the same manner as provided in section ll of 
this act, The schools, coll: „and universities provided for in this act shall 
forever remain under the exclusive control of the said St res ively, and no 
rt of the proceeds arising from the sale or disposal of any lands herein granted 
for educational purposes shall be used for the support of any sectarian or de- 
nominational school, college, or university. The section of land ted by the 
act of June 16, 1880, to the Territory of Dakota, for an asylum for the insane 
„Shall, upon the admission of said State of South Dakota into the Union, become 
the property of said State. 

“Beo 15. That so much of the lands belonging to the United States as have 
been acquired and set apart for the purpose mentioned in ‘An act appropriat- 
ing money for the erection of a penitentiary in the Territory of Dakota, ap- 

roved March 2, 1881, together with the buildings thereon, be, and the same is 

ereby, granted, together with any unexpended balances of the moneys appro- 
priated therefor by said act, to said State of South Dakota, for the — 
therein designated; and the States of North Dakota and Washington re- 
spectively, have like grants for the same purpose, and subject to like terms and 
conditions as provided in said act of March 2, 1881, for the Territory of Dakota. 
The penitentiary at Deer Lodge City, Mont., and all lands connected therewith 
and set apart and reserved therefor, are hereby granted to the State of Mon- 
tan 


a. 

“Sec. 16. That 90,000 acres of land, to be selected and located as provided in 
section 10 of this act, are hereby granted to each of said States, except to the 
State of South Dakota, to which 120,000 acres are granted, for the use and sup- 
port of agricultural coll in said States, as provided in the acts of Congress 
making donations of lands for such purpose, 

“SEC, 17. That in lieu of the grant of land for purposes of internal improve- 
ment made to new States by the eighth section of the act of September 4, 1841, 
which act is hereby repealed as to the States provided for by this act, and in lieu 
of any claim or demand by the said States, or either of them, under the act of 
September 28. 1850, and section 2479 of the Revised Statutes, making a pan of 
swamp and overflowed lands to certain States, which grantit is here jeclared 
is not extended to the States provided for in this act, and in lieuof any grant of 
saline lands to said States the following grants of land are 8 e, to wit: 

Jo the State of South Dakota: For the school of mines, 40, acres; for the 
reform school, 40,000 acres; for the deaf and dumb asylum, 40,000 acres; for the 
agricultural college, 40,000 acres; for the university, 40,000 acres; for State nor- 
mal schools, 80,000 acres; for public buildings at the capital of said State, 50,000 
acres; and for such other educational and charitable purposes as the ture 
of said State may determine, 170,000 acres; in all, 500,000 le 

“To the State of North Dakota a like quantity of land as is in this section 
granted to the State of South Dakota, and to be for like purposes, and in like 
proponia as far as practicable, 

“To the State of Montana: For the establishment and maintenance of a school 
of mines, 100,000 acres; for State normal schools, 100,000 acres; for agricultural 
colleges, in addition to the nt hereinbefore made for that purpose, 50,000 
acres; forthe establishment ofa State reform school,50,000 acres; for the establish- 
ment of a deaf and 1 50,000 acres ; for public buildingsat the ital 
of the State, in addition tothe grant hereinbefore made for that purpose, 150,000 


acres, 

“To the State of Washington: For the establishment and maintenance of a 
scientific school, 100,000 acres; for State normal schools, 100,000 acres; for public 
buildings at the State capital, in addition to the grant hereinbefore made for 
that purpose, 100,000 acres; for State charitable, educational, penal, and reform- 
atory institutions, 200,000 acres. 

That the States provided for in this act shall not be entitled to any further 
or other ang of land for any purpose than as Gry provided in this act. 
And the lands granted by this section shall be held. appropriated, and 

of exclusively for the purposes herein mentioned, in such manner as the 
latures of the respective States may severally provide. 

“Sec, 18. That all mineral lands shall be exempted from the grants made by 
this act. But if sections 16 and 36, or any subdivision or portion of any smallest 
subdivision thereof, in any township shall be found by the Department of the 
Interior to be mineral lands, said States are hereby authorized and empowered 
to select, in legal subdivisions, an equal quantity of other unappropriated lands 
in a Setters in Leu thereof, for the use and the benefit of the common schools 
of sa es. 

“Sro, 19. That all lands granted in quantity or asindemnity by this act shall be 
selected, under the direction ofthe Secretary of the Interior, from the surveyed, 
unreserved, and unappropriated . lands of the United States within the 
limits of the respective States entitled thereto. there shall be deducted 
from the number of actes of land donated by this act for objects to such 
States the number of acres in each heretofore donated by Congress to said Terri- 
inl for similar objects. 


acre; but said lands may be! 


000 each for South Dakota and North Dakota, and for the payment of the mem- 
bers thereof, under the same rules and regulations and at the same rates as are 
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now provided by law for the payment of the Territorial eps ey mgs An 
money hereby 1 not necessary for such purpose shall be cov 
into the Treasury of the United States. 

* SEC, 21. That each ofsaid States, when admitted as aforesaid, shall constitute 
one judicial district, the names thereof to be the same as the names of the States, 
respectively; and the circuit and district courts therefor shall be held atthe 
capital of such State for the time being, and each of said districts shall, for judi- 
cial purposes, until otherwise pones be attached to the eighth judi cir- 
cuit, except Washington and Montana, which shall be attached to the ninth 
judicial circuit. There shall be appointed for each of said districts one district 
judge, one United States attorney, and one United States marshal. The judge 
of each of said districts shall receive a yearly salary of $3,500, payable in four 
equal installments, on the Ist days of January, April, July, and October of each 
year, and shall reside in the district. There shall be appointed clerks of said 
courts in each district, who shall 1 e offices at the capital of said State. 
The regular terms of said courts shall be held in each district, at the place afore- 
said, on the first Monday in April and the first Monday in November of each 
year, and only one grand jury and one petit jury shall be summoned in both 
said circuit and district courts. The circuit and district courts foreach of said 
districts, and the judges there, respectively, shall possess the same powers and 
jurisdiction and perform the same duties uired to be performed by the other 
circuit and district courts and judges of the United States, and shall be governed 
by the same laws and regulations. The marshal, district attorney, and clerks 


of the circuit and district courts of each of said districts. and all other officers - 


and persons performing duties in the administration of justice therein, shall 
severally the powers and perform the duties lawfully and re- 
quired to be performed by similar officers in other districts of the United States; 
and shall, for the services they may perform, receive the fees and compensation 
allowed by law to other similar officers and persons performing sim duties 
in the State of Nebraska. 

“Sec. 22. That all cases of appeal or writ of error heretofore prosecuted and 
now pending in the Supreme Court of the United States upon any record from 
the supreme court of either of the Territories mentioned in this or thatmay 
h r lawfully be prosecuted upon any record from either of said Sants 
may be heard and determined by said Supreme Court of the United States. An 
the mandate of execution or of further proceedings shall be directed by the Su- 
peoe Court of the United States to the circuit or district court hereby estab- 

ished within the State succeeding the Territory from which such record is or 
may be pending, or to the supreme court of su as the nature of the case 
may require: ided, That the mandate of execution or of further proceed- 
ings shall, in cases eo in the Territory of Dakota, be directed by the Su- 
preme Court of the United States to the circuit or district court of the district of 
South Dakota, or to the reme court of the State of South Dakota, or to the 
circuit or district court of the district of North Dakota, or to the supreme court 
of the State of North Dakota, or to the supreme court of the Territory of North 


Dakota, as the nature of the case may require. And each of the circuit, district, 
and State courts herein named shall, respectively, be the successor of the su- 
arising within the limits em- 


beer court of the Territory as to all such cases 

raced within the jurisdiction of such courts, 8 with full power. to 
proceed with the same, and award mesne or final process therein; and that from 
all judgments and decrees of the supreme court of either of the Territories men- 
tioned in this act, in any case arising within the limits of any of the popod 
States prior to admission, the parties to such 1 shall have the same 
right to prosecute appeals and writs of error to the Supreme Court of the United 
3 - they shall have had by law prior to the ission of said State into 
the Union. 

* Sec, 23. That in respect to all roceedings, and matters now pendin; 
in the supreme or district courts of either of the Territories mentono in this 
act at the time of the admission into the Union of either of the States mentioned 
in this act, and arising within the limits of any such State, whereof the circuit 
or district courts by this act ed might have had jurisdiction under the 
laws of the United States had such courts existed at the time of the commence- 
ment of such cases, the said circuit and district courts, respectively, shall be the 
successors of said supreme and district courts of said Territory; and in respect 
to all other cases,[proceedings, and matters agrees in the supreme or district 
a = of the Territories mentioned in this act at the time of the admis- 
sion of su 


W; but no writ, action, indictment, cause, or 
proceeding now pending, or that paor to the admission of any of the States 
mentioned in this act shall be pen , in any Territorial court in any of the 
Territories mentioned in this act, shall abate by the admission of any such 
State into the Union, but the same shall be transferred and proceeded with in 
the pro; United States circuit, district,or State court, as the case may be: 
Provided, however, That in all civil actions, causes,and proceedings, in which 
the United States is not a party. transfers shall not be made to the circuit and 
district courts of the United States except upon written request of one of the 
parties of such action or proceeding filed in the proper court; and in the ab- 
sone of such request such cases shall be proceeded with in the proper State 
cou 

“Sec. 24. That the constitutional convention may, by ordinance, provide for 
the election of officers for full State governments, including members of the Leg- 
islaturesand Representatives in the Fifty-first Con, ; but said State govern- 
ments shall remain in abeyance until the Statesshail be admitted into the Union, 
respectively, as provided in this act. In case the constitution ofany of said pro- 
posed States shall be ratified by the people, but not otherwise, the Legislature 
thereof may assemble, organize, and elect two Senators of the United States ; 
and the governor and secretary of state of such proposed Stateshall certify the 
election of the Senators and Representatives in the manner required by law; 
and when such State isadmi into the Union, the Senators and Representa- 
tivesshall be entitled to be admitted to seats in Congress, and to all the rights 
and privileges of Senators and Representatives of other in the Congress 
of the United States; and the officers of the State governments formed in pur- 
suance of said constitutions, as provided by the constitutional conventions, shall 
proceed to exercise all the functions of such State officers; and all laws in}force 
made by said Territories at the time of their admission into the Union shall be 
in force in said States, except as modified or changed by this act or by the con- 
stitutions of the States, ively. 8 

“Sec. 25. That all acts or parts of acts in conflict with the provisions of this 
act, whether 0 by the Legislatures of said Territories or by Congress, are 


hereb: ž 

Andi that the House agree to the same. 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the House 
La the title of said bill, and agrees to the same so amended as to read as fol- 

ows: 

“An act to provide for the division of Dakota into two States and to enable the 
people of North Dakota, South Dakota, Montana, and Washington to form con- 
stitutions and governments and to be admitted into the Union on an equal 
footing with the original States, and to make donations of public lands to such 


And that the House agree to the same, 
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That the Senate recede 
the same. 


on ihe part of the Senate. 
WILLIAM M. SPRINGER, 


CHAS, S. BAKER, 
Bfanagers on the part of the House. 


Mr. PLATT. I move that the Senate concur in the report of the 


committee of conference. kapat 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the report, the question is on concurring in it. 

Mr. DAWES. I desire, before the vote is taken, to make an inquiry 
of the Senator from Connecticut as to the scope of a single paragraph 
in the bill, which I will read, on the fourth page: 

But nothing herein, or in the ordinances herein provided for, shall preclude 

e said States from taxing as other lands are taxed any lands o or held 
by any Indian who has severed his tribal relations, and has obtained from the 

nited States or from any person a title thereto by patent or other grant, save 
and except such lands as haye been or may be granted to any Indian or Indians 
under any act of Congress containing a provision exempting the lands thus 
granted from taxation, 

The inquiry I desire to make is whether it would be possible under 
that paragraph to tax the lands held by Indians in severalty. I will 
read to the Senator the title by which an Indian holds under the sev- 
eralty act his land. Section 5 of the act approved February 8, 1887, 
provides— 

That u the approval of the allotments provided for in this act by the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, he shall cause patents to issue therefor in the name of the 
allottees, which patents shall be of the legal effect, and declare that the United 
States does and will hold the land thus allotted, for the period of twenty-five 
years, in trust for the sole use and benefit of the Indian to whom such allotment 
shall have been made, or, in case of his decease, of his heirs according to the 


I desire to add that this statute does not expressly exempt the land 
from taxation, but goes upon the theory that the fee to the land is in 
the United States, and that therefore from that fact it can not be taxed. 
But the language of this bill is, that any land owned or held by any 
Indian who has severed his tribal relation and has a patent may be 
taxed. These Indians had severed their tribal relation, and in one 
sense hold the lands. They have the use of them; they have a patent 
from the United States; but the patent declares that the United States 
will hold the land, and at the end of twenty-five years convey it in fee. 

My inquiry of the Senator is whether it was the intention of the 
conferees, or whether in his opinion it would be possible under this 
language, for the States to tax this land held in severalty? 

Mr. PLATT. It was not the intention of the conferees that the 

States should be permitted to tax the lands held in severalty by the 
Indians during the time the United States agrees to hold said Jands in 
trust for their ‘benefit, nor do I believe that any such construction of 
the proposed act could be had as to give it that effect. 
The severalty net does use the word patent. It says the United 
States shall give a patent to the Indians, but it speaks of a final patent 
in fee to be given at the end of twenty-five years, and it declares that 
FCC ˙ TTT 
lan is, that nothing herein, ete., shall u e mi 
taxing as other lands are taxed any lands owned or held by any Indian 
who has severed his tribal relations and has obtained from the United 
States or from any a title thereto by patent or other grant. 
The severalty act provides, as I understand it, that the United States 
shall hold the land and the title to the land. So unless the Indian 
holds the lands and has a patent which gives him title to the lands 
there is nothing here which would authorize their taxation. 

I will say one thing more about it. This was not entirely according 
to the ideas of the Senate conferees, but we have had a good deal of dis- 
agreement, as is usual in such cases, and a pretty serious disagreement. 
This section comes from the other House, and the managers at the con- 
ference on the part of the Senate felt as if it were better to take it than 
to stand out against the House conferees. : 

Mr. DAWES. L agree with the Senator in the proper construction 


to be put upon this language, and I desired to have upon the record 


the opinion of the conferees, lest some one might say that lands owned 
or held by anysuch Indian might apply to an Indian who occupied the 
land and held it in that sense, although the legal holding is in the 
United States under the severalty act. I have no desire to add any- 
thing further after the expression of opinion by the Senator from Con- 
necticut. 


Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, it is well known to the Senate that in | 


the Territory of Washington, by the law of that Territory, women hav- 


ing the same qualifications as male voters andcitizens and office-holders | 


were eligible to all the political functions of the State as voters, jurors, 
legislators, and as the holders of executive office. That policy had been, 
aceording to the testimony of many prominent citizens of that Terri- 
tory, eminently successful. The late chief-justice of the Territery, one 
of the ablest men on the Pacific coast, a fine lawyer and 

in a most considerate and careful communication, made to the public 
about two years ago, given his emphatic testimony as to the satisfac- 


from its disacreementto the amendment of the House 


‘tion which all classes of persons felt in that condition of things there | 
under this policy. à 
proceed 2o seplace the Republican J Aaa with judge: of hie een 
0 ican ju with judges of his own po- 
litical faith, in some cases, I think in all cases but one, „5 
incumbent, and in ene case allowing the incumbent to serve out his 
term, when he was replaced with a Democratic successor, in accordance 
with the polisy epe e e has followed and in accord - 
ance with policy which, ink, all its predecessors had followed, 
of having judges ot their own political faith in the Territories, 

The court so constituted made a most remarkable decision, and to 
the amazement of the people of that Territory held that the Territorial 
law which established the right of women to vote and to hold office was 
in violation of the organic act under which the Territory was organ- 
ized. I believe the ground was that while the organic Jaw permitted 
the Territorial Legislature to decide what persons should vote women 
‘were not persons in the legislative sense. 

Mr. MITCHELL. That they were not citizens. 

Mr. HOAR. That they were not citizens. 

Mr. MITCHELL. The organic act provided that the ‘Territorial 
Legislature might provide what persons should exercise the right ot 
suffrage, but provided that they should becitizens, and the court held 
that that term did not include women. 

Mr. HOAR. That is substantially the same. It was a mere device. 

Mr. PLATT. Upon that point I might say the court held that the 
meaning of the word “ citizens? was limited by the words white 
male inhabitants, which appeared in the beginning of the section. 

Mr. HOAR. I do not desire at this time to utter any words of con- 
demnation of that decision. It is a very rare case indeed when criti- 
cism in political bodies of judicial decisions is either wise or justifia- 
ble. I prefer to treat that decision as having been the honest opinion 
of able and competent magistrates, and I will say nothing which is in- 
consistent with that view. Indeed I ought to say that I have not given 
the subject study enough to warrant me even in coming to any conclu- 
sion in my own mind which is inconsistent with that view. But all I 
have to say is that the decision, whether right or wrong, was a sur- 
prise to the people of the Territory, who without any considerable re- 
ee had pursued quietly and successfully this policy for sev- 
eral years, 

It seemed fair and just that in submitting to the people of Wash- 
ington Territory the question whether the constitution which shall 
now be framed shall be adopted, and in the election of delegates to 
frame that constitution persons who have previously enjoyed the right 
of suffrage should be entitled to vote, and that persons who had pre- 
viously been eligible to office should be eligible as members and 
officers of that constitutional convention. I had proposed when- 
ever u bill for the organization of Washington Territory came up this 
winter in the Senate to move an amendment to that effect. I felt and 
now feel quite confident that if that question came up a majority of 
this body, whether themselves favoring the policy which its wo- 
men to vote or not, would certainly favor the policy of 3 the 
people of a Territory to determine for themselves the qualification of 
voters in that matter. : 

But the question has never presented itself to the Senate in a way 
which made that motion practicable. Indeed, I do not think there 
ever has been.a time when it would have been in order strictly, unless 
on the mere question of non-concurrence, which was adopted here 
9 any debate 3 I did not undertake to interfere 
with proceeding precipitate a debate on this subj which 
might have resulted in the defeat of this measure Detar sot in 
keeping out these several States for an indefinite period. I, therefore, 
did all that could be done under the circumstances that I could think 
of. I obtained the signatures of twenty-two Senators to this applica- 
tion, addressed to the Senate conferees: 


SENATE CHAMBER, February 5, 1880. 
Terri- 


GENTLEMEN; It is well known to you that the —— 
tory had voluntarily adopted woman suffrage, and that it had been in force in 
t satisfaction of the people for a numberof when 
it was consequence ofan nary decision of the tio 


it. 
We hope you will be able to secure in conference a provision that all persons, 
as der e a a a e E R E the 
under any a n 
election of a constitutional convention and on the adoption of a con- 
stitution by the people, notwithstanding any decision of the courts as to the va- 
lidity of such act, 
: GEORGE F. HOAR. A. S. PADDOCK., 
T. W. PALMER. O. B. FAR 
08. M. BOWEN. 
H. W. BLAIR, and also in ND STANFORD, 
to Dakota, O. K. DAVIS. 
JOHN H. MITCHELL, JOHN F. JONES, 
H. M. TELLER. . M. SABIN. 
H. L. DAWES. . P, FRYE. 
WM. M. STEWART. W. E. CHANDLER. 
F. MAND P. B. PLUME. 
JONATHAN CHACE. JOHN BHERMAN. 
F. WILSON. 


To Senators PLATT and CULLOM, ; 
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This paper was signed by twenty-two Senators. The two Repuhli- 
can members of the eonſerence on the part of the Senate—the Senator 
from Connecticut and the Senator from Ilinois—had themselves voted 
for a constitutional amendment providing for and securing woman suf- 
frage throughout the United States. This document, of course, was 
not presented to them for signature, as they were members of the con- 
ference committee, but with them the signers of the document make 
two-thirds of the Republican members on this side of the Chamber. 

I supposed that would secure the insertion of such a provision in 
any conference report which should be made, unless it should turn out 
on inguisy that the insisting upon it further would prejudice the agree- 
ment under which four States, and not one alone, are to come in, and 
thereby expose those Territories to waiting for assuming their proper 
constitutional place in the Union for an indefinite period, which I pre- 
sume no person who signed this paper desired. I certainly myself 
did not. ° 

I supposed that if the conferees on the part of the Senate found 
that it would be impossible to secure this provision, they would still 
think it was very important that the Territories should be admitted, 
and would therefore report to the Senate a plan for their admission 
even without it. I desire to inquire of my friend from Connecticut 
what has been the fate of that proposition in the conference? 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, very many things which the conferees 
on the part of the Senate would have desired to secure in the agree- 
ment AS A A reach had to be given up in the in- 
terest of obtaining a bill which should accomplish the great work of 
introducing into the sisterhood of States four new members. This is 
not the only matter which the Senate conferees did desire to have in- 
eorporated in the bill; but it is a bill which we think will accomplish 
the result desired; that under it four States will be added to the Union. 

With regard to the particular question involved, a uniform rule is 
adopted for all the Territories, prescribing who may vote for delegates 
to the constitutional conventions. There is considerable difference in 
the qualifications of voters in the several Territories, and this language 
is used: 

Src. 3. That all persons who are qualified by the laws of said Territories to 


vote for representatives to the Legislative Assemblies thereof are hereby author- 
a ae vote for and choose delegates to form conventions in said proposed 


That allows in each Territory those persons to vote for delegates to 
the constitutional convention who now under the laws of the Territory 
are permitted to vote. To have inserted what the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts desired to have inserted would have made a different rule 
for Washington Territory than that preseribed for the other Territo- 
ries; that is to say, it would have provided that certain persons—citi- 
zens, I admit—who under the decision of the supreme court of Wash- 
ington Territory are not now entitled to vote for re tatives to the 
Legislative Assembly should be permitted to vote for delegates. It is 
true, as the Senator has stated, that for several years women have ex- 
ercised, in virtue of a Territorial law, the right of voting in the Terri- 
tory of Washington. > 

It is also true that recently the supreme court of Washington Ter- 
ritory has decided that tħe law which was passed by the Territorial 
Legislature was not valid because it did not comply with the provis- 
ions of the organie act of the Territory. That decision, as I under- 
stand, has been a ed from and is now in the Supreme 
Court of the United States, and I hope will advanced and decided 
at an early day by the Supreme Conrt of the United States, and Imay 
express the opinion, for one, that I shall be very glad if the Supreme 
Court of the United States finds that that judgment can be reversed. 

The majority of the Senate conferees presented this matter to the con- 
ference. They insisted upon it, I think, as far as it was wise or judi- 

„cious to insist upon it. It was not acceded to by the conferees on the 

part of the other House or by a majority of them, so that it left a dis- 
tinet difference and disagreement between the Senate conferees and the 
‘conferees of the House of Representatives, the Senate conferees desiring 
and insisting, by a majority, that it should be put in, and the House 
conferees insisting and desiring, by a majority, that it should not be 
put in, but that the same rule should apply to each Territory, and that 
is that only the persons qualified now to vote for members of the Legis- 
lative Assembly should be permitted te take part in voting for the dele- 
gates to be elected to the constitutional convention and to vote upon 
the constitution, and we did not think it was worth while to carry our 
insistance and disagreement to such a point as to endanger this great 
measure by doing so. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, for many years the women in all of 
these four Territories which it is now proposed to admit as States have 
been anxious to secure the right of suffrage. This is true toa great ex- 
tent of the women in both the Dakotas, somewhat in Montana, and in 
the Territory of Washington they have been in the actual exercise of 
this great right as long as have the men in that Territory, until their 
recent disfranchisement by a decision of an inferior court. Since this 
disfranchisement in the Territory of Washington 

Mr. MITCHELL. The Senator is mistaken in the statement that 
the women have voted as long as the men. 

Mr. BLAIR. How long have they voted? 

Mr. MITCHELL. For some years, but not as long as the men. 


Mr. BUTLER. I will inform the Senator that they have voted in 
two elections; the elections of 1884 and 1886. 

Mr. BLAIR. Very likely I am incorrect as to the length of the 
time they have voted; but since the enactment of the Territorial law 


giving them the right. It has now been held by this court that the 
law is invalid as being in contravention of the organic act, as I under- 
stand the ground of the decision. If that be so, if that be the ground 
on which the law of the Territory is held to be invalid, it certainly 
does not follow that in this enabling aet we might not confer upon 
women the right of suffrage; and I do not think we excuse ourselves 
for depriving them of a really vested right, as I believe it to be, a natural 
right, a right which they have exercised, and the deprivation of which 
they must deeply and keenly feel. I say we do not justify ourselves 
at all in the admission of these States forour failure to extend to them 
the privilege they have ‘hitherto exercised by quoting the decision of a 
court which can not prevent our giving them right to vote beyond dis- 
pute by this enabling act. 

Since that decision was announced there has been a great deal of 
feeling exhibited on the part of the women of the Territory of Wash- 
ington. Numerous letters and memorials remonstrating have been 
forwarded to members of Congress, and many have been received 
by myself, and it will be a most bitter disappointment to one-half 
the population of that Territory and toa great many citizens in the 
others that this omnibus enabling act is passed without making pro- 
vision for the extension of the right of suffrage to women in this 
great initiatory act of their statehood; and for one, if I felt that it 
was the duty of an individual to obtrude himself against the phalanx 
of the vast majority without reference to party distinction, I would 
certainly oppose the adoption of this conference report and the passage 
of this bill. 

Ilook upon the matter that is involved as one of the most serious 
which can attract the attention of American legislators. I believe the 
right of suffrage belongs to women as much as it does to men. I be- 
ae that the distinction ofsex with Ae gasses any of 

rights or privileges or immunities of citi ip is no distinction, 

The suffrage 5 Physical act. The suffrage is a mental act. It is 
the decision of the mind, guided by conscience, intelligence, and the 
moral sense, uniting to decide upon the issues which concern the weal 
and welfare of woman as well as of man. Upon the decision of such 
issues woman has the same right to be heard as man. She has life, she 
has liberty, she has property involved as much as has man, and in a 
republican form of government such as we pretend ours to be it is 
simply an insult to that half of the creation, which is as intelligent as 
we are ourselves, to deprive them of the exercise of rights for which any 
of us in our own persons would die. 

Mr. DAWES. If the case appealed to the Supreme Court of the 
United States should be advanced, and that decision be reversed, is 
not the Senator aware that then the women of the Territory of Wash- 

ton under the bill would be entitled to vote? 

Mr. BLAIR. I will answer the Senator, and answer him now, 
though I think it was quite an incongruous interruption at that par- 
ticular point. 

Mr. DAWES. If the Senator will allow me to apologize for the in- 
trusion, I will do so, and I will refrain from interrupting him again. 

Mr. BLAIR. I shall be obliged to the Senator if he will do so. I 
accept the apology, together with such emendations and additions as 
the Senator feels proper to make, but I would not exact it to the full 
extent to which he has gone. 

Mr. DAWES, I asked the Senator a question in good faith, and de- 
siring to attain the same end that the Senator desires to attain I was 
inquiring of him whether it could not be attained in that way; but the 
Senator seems offended, and I regret exceedingly that I have offended 


Mr. BLAIR. Iam glad to receive the expression of the Senator’s 
good will. He regrets having offended me, and I assure him he has 
not offended me. I simply embraced the opportunity to assure him 
that, in my judgment, as a matter of taste and propriety, his nterrup- 
tion was at an exceedingly inopportune moment in my remarks, but I 
also at the same moment assured him that I would proceed to answer 
his question then in good faith, and I will do so now. 

The Senator inquires whether if the Supreme Court of the United 
States should reverse the decision of the supreme court of the Terri- 
tory of Washington, then women might not be permitted to vote in 
the Territory of Washington under this bill. I presume such is the 
language of the bill. I understood the Senator from Connecticut 
[Mr. PLATT] to say that it was intended to produce that effect. But 
the Senator knows very well, I suppose—if he does not I will as- 
sure him that it is my opinion—that this case will not be advanced 
on the docket of the Supreme Court of the United States, and if 
it were advanced on the docket of the Supreme Court of the United 
States I do not believe it would be heard and decided in season to 
avail the women of that Territory; and were it so, and were the lan- 
guage of this enabling act sufficient to influence the officials who may 
control its administration so far as that Territery is coneerned to 
give woman the right of ex ing her opinion upon this great act of 
the beginning of statehood there, Tats believe that, as a practical 
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matter, within the time that question will be settled, they will ever 
have the opportunity of exercising their right. 

But if that were so as far as Washington is concerned, I am speaking 
for them all, not the Territory of Washington alone, but Montana and 
both the Dakotas, for throughout all this great belt of country which 
is our rampart on the Northwest, woman is as anxious to vote all 
along the line as she isin Washington. She is more keenly alive to 
the deprivation of her rights there perhaps, because she has once exer- 
cised them, and we all know how it would bein the case of the colored 
man of the South. An act which could not be consummated without 
bloody revolution to deprive the citizens of color of the right they have 
already exercised, and because they have exercised it and not because 
it is a natural right, for they went without the exercise of it as a nat- 
ural right for centuries. 

But now that it is given to them no power exists which can take it from 
them without blood. And had woman her right, had she force at her 
command and organization behind her, you would find revolution in 
the Northwest ere she would surrender this right of suffrage after hav- 
ing once exercised it. 

8 a PAYNE, The women are deprived of their right of suffrage in 


Mr. BLAIR. But in Utah the opie are substantially under mar- 
tial law. They are under the heel of the Government, and there they 
must remain until they have modified some of their institutions. 

Mr. President, I suppose it may seem to the Senate and may seem 
to the country as though this was a trifling matter, but it appears to 
me to be the admission of but half the population of this great 
Territory into the Union. To woman it is no extension of right or 
of privilege or of power. To man itis the extension of an invaluable 
privilege, and it is of importance to these States as States. But some 
time there must be a precedent made for the extension of this great 
right to the half of creation which does not now exercise it, and par- 
ticularly, as I believe, in governments republican in form the princi- 
ple must be carried to its full extent, or with increasing intelligence 
and moral sense that government which fails to do it will be con- 
demned because not republican in form, will be revolutionized and 
subverted. 

It does not follow because women are not capable of action in the 
field, because they are not a fighting force, that there are not, if you 
please, invisible and almighty battalions on their side. Justice iswith 
them. Life, liberty, property, and the pursuit of happiness are of as 
much consequence to them as to us, They have the same right of 
decision upon what pertains to the settlement of their great privileges 
and immunities as have we ourselves. We do withhold their right. 

Mr. President, as I said before, here is this long yet important strip 
of territory which in my own mind I had consecrated for years to the 
exercise of this great franchise, and these Territories are to be ad- 
mitted as States and woman is to be deprived of her sacred right. We 
talk of what she may do after the States are in the Union. I under- 
stood the Senator to express the opinion that these States once in the 
Union and the sentiment for suffrage strong, it would be extended to 
woman by the action of the men in the States; but the real secret and 
the true reason why woman is deprived of the right of suffrage is be- 
cause it is the secret of power. à 

It is of little consequence to woman or to man, save only as it is the 
opportunity to exercise power over one’s own destiny and over the 
destiny of the society of which one is a component part. Men refuse 
to women this right because and ptincipally because it is a division of 
power. When these States are in the Union it will be only with the 
utmost reluctance that man will divide and extend to the other half 
of creation one-half of that which he now possesses alone, and you will 
find that women living in a State in the Union are at a great disadvan- 
tage with reference to the attainment of their privileges from what 
they would be if they should remain in a territorial condition until 
they could reach the opportunity to exercise their right upon the ques- 
tion of the admission of their States. 

There is only one other Territory, and that is Wyoming, where wo- 
men can vote. What may happen to deprive them of the privilege 
they exercise there when Wyoming comes to be admitted to the Union 
we do not know. But it is a significant and discouraging fact, to me 
at least, that Washington especially, where the exercise of the right 
has been so long enjoyed and is so highly prized, is to come into the 
Union and women are to be excluded from their membership as citi- 
zens and as voters in that northern queen of the occidental States. 

Now, Mr. President, not to occupy too long the time of the Senate, 
I will call attention to one other feature in this report which I am very 
glad to commend. I find on page 5, paragraph 4, this provision: 

Fourth, That provision shall be made for the establishment and maintenance 
of systems of public schools, which shall be open to all the children of said 
States, and free from sectarian control. 

There, sir, is a feature of redeeming, of saving grace, and of the very 
greatest importance, as it seems to me. It is the substance of a consti- 
tutional amendment now pending before this body designed to secure 
the same in substance to the people of all the States, and those already 
in the Union as well as to those which may hereafter be admitted. 
That amendment I consider the most important measure now pending 


‘or in aid, directly or indirectly, of any re 


in the United States in any legislative body or before the great forum 
of the people. We have made some advance in the hearings upon that 
amendment before the Committee on Education and Labor and we shall 
make still more, and I take this opportunity to express my gratification 
that this leading feature is recognized and is to be adopted in the fun- 
damental law of these States. This makes a precedent, compliance’ 
with which will require the extension of the provisions of this amend-' 
ment to all the States in the Union. / 

Nor, Mr. President, is this a matter upon which there is but slight 
public interest. All over the country our people are learning that a 
great question has arisen. It is this: Which shall be the survivor, the 
common school or the parochial, the denominational school in this 
country? That is the really leading issue of the immediate future 
so far as the politics of this country are concerned. ! 

I have in my hand the expression of sentiment of many of the lead- 


‘ing citizens of one of the great cities of this country, which, in this! 


connection, I will read to the Senate. It is a memorial addressed to 
the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States in Con- 
— assembled, in behalf of the citizens of Philadelphia, and it show- 
eth: } 

l 


To the Senate and House of Representatives in Congress assembled : 

This memorial, on behalf of citizens of Philadelphia, showeth: Two grave 
dan, threaten at this hour the American system of common schools, the} 
atheistic tendency in education and the strenuous demand for a division of the 
school funds in the interest of sectarian or denominational schools, ugh 
the former tendency the reading of the Christian ips seni and the offering of; 
prayer have been forbidden in the schools of some of our principal cities, while 
one at least has gone so far as to throw out of her schools every text-book con- 
taining any reference to God. This attempt to exclude all religious ideas from 
the instruction given in the public shools we hold to be both unphilosophical 
and inimical to the public good, because it neglects the moral faculties, which 
are the most important faculties of man, and the right exercise of which is most 
important to the State; and because it does not correspond to character of, 
the institutions for which the common school is designed to prepare the citi- 
zens of this Republic. 


f 7 5 PAYNE. What is the paper from which the Senator is read- 
ing 

Mr BLAIR. It is the memorial of citizens of Philadelphia. 

Mr. PAYNE. Will the Senator state in what States the practices 
referred to are said to prevail ? 

Mr. BLAIR. It is alluding to many of the prominent cities in dif- 
ferent States, quite a number, some fifteen or twenty cities in different 
parts of the country where this has been done, as I am informed. 


On the other hand, to accept the proposal for a division of the school funds 
would be for the State to destroy the whole school system which we have built 
up with so much care and at such vast expense; to renounce all responsible or, 
effective control of the work of education, and to become a mere tax-gatherer 
for the sects. The one great argument by which this proposal is sustained is that 
Christian parents can not accept for their children an education which, while 
ostensibly neutral, is virtually hostile to religion. The adoption of the secular 
theory of education, therefore, so far from reconciling those who advocate the 
division of the funds, only stimulates them to fresh cfforts, and supplies them 
with fresh arguments against the publicschools, These two adverse tendencies, 
therefore, assist each other, and between them there is danger that our school 
system may perish or be seriously crippled at the very time when it is most 
urgently needed; for, more than any other single institution, it may be regarded 
as the digestive organ of the body-politic through which we assimilate to the 
national character the foreign elements which every year brings in increasing 
volume to our shores. 

Against both these dangers we gr pet oars most effectively Pr sop keep- 
ing our school system on the foundations where it was placed by our fathers. 
We believe that the time kas come when constitutional safeguards ought to be 
erected in the nation’s fundamental Jaw around this most precious institution. 
We have, therefore, observed with pleasure the introduction of a joint resolu- 
tion now pending before one of your honorable bodies (Senate Res. 86) propos- 
ing an amendment to the Constitution of the United States which, while it recog- 
nizes the Christian character and purpose of our system of public education, for- 
bids the appropriation of public money to any school or institution in which the 
peculiar doctrines or ceremonials of any religious sect or denomination are 
practiced or taught; and we earnestly pray that you will speedily submit this 
or some 3 amendment to the Legislatures of the several States for their 
approval. 

In this connection we are reminded that General Grant, when President, 
recommended to Congress the passage of an amendment to the national Con- 
stitution “prohibiting the granting of any school funds or school taxes, or an 
part thereof, either by legislative, 8 or other authority, for the benefit 

iglous sect or denomination.” The 
Republican national convention, at Cincinnati, June 15, 1876, recommended 
“an amendment to the Constitution of the United States forbidding the applica- 
tion of any public funds or perty for the benefit of any schools or institu- 
tions under sectarian control.” 

The Democratic national platform, adopted in the same year at St. Louis, de- 
clared for the maintenance of the public schools without prejudice or prefer- 
ence for ceed class, sect, or creed, and without largesses from the Treasury to 
any.” A joint resolution to this effect, introduced into the House of Representa- 
tives by Hon. James G. Blaine, was adopted in that body by an almost unani- 
mous vote. Amended in the Senate by the addition of a proviso that it should 
not be construed against the reading of the Bible in the ools, it was — 8 
there by a vote of 28 to 16, or a little less than the requisite two-thirds. The 
danger is now more manifest, the need is more urgent than then, The lapse 
of a dozen years has strengthened every argument which was then employed 
in support of this measure. 

Ata largely attended public meeting, the call for which was signed by a large 
number of the leading citizens of Philadelphia, the undersigned were appointed 
a committee to act for their fellow-citizens in this matter. In support, there- 
fore, of the desired action we lay before you this memorial, and leave also 
to submit the resolutions adopted atthe aforesaid meeting, which are as fol- 


lows: 

Resolved, That this nation,in its origin and history, is Christian, Our colo- 
nial compacts of government and charters, our State constitutions and statutes 
our common law, our days of fasting and thanksgiving, our State and nationa. 
institutions and usages generally, have given our political being a marked and 
distinctive Christian character. 

Resolved, That the type of Christianity which has characterized our State and 


Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, I shall not occupy the time of the 
Senate more than a moment, as I am very anxious that we shall havea 
vote upon this report before we adjourn. I shall not go into a discus- 
sion of the merits of the question that has been debated by the Senator 
who has just taken his seat or by the Senator from Massachusetts. It 
is sufficient to say that the subject of the admission of these Territories 
into the Union, or most of them, has been before the Congress of the 
United States for many years. There has been much discussion with 
reference to the question. Finally the Senate bill was amended by the 
House and the whole subject got into a conference committee of the two 
Houses. The conferees of the two Houses disagreed at the first meet- 
ing and afterwards they were again appointed, and we have finally come 
to a conclusion and made our report. 

I have felt, as one of the conferees, that I could not afford by my ac- 
tion, on account of the differences between the two Houses, to take away 
from these Territories their opportunity for statehood. The people of 
these four Territories number about 1,000,000, and, as is suggested by 
the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar], it has been, I think, no- 
torious to the country and to both Houses of Congress that if the con- 
ferees had agreed to the proposition advocated by the Senators from 
Massachusetts and New Hampshire the report of the conferees would 
not have been concurred in by either branch of Congress, So every 
consideration, it seems to me, looked to the duty on my part of a; 
ing to the conference report as presented here before the Senate and 
which has been ratified by the House to-day. 

Mr. President, it is a pretty serious matter to take a step that will 
result in the deprivation of so many people from being members of our 
great Union; and I desire to say furthermore that the admission of four 
States into this Union is a great event, such a one as has never oc- 
curred in this country before in reference to the admission of States 
into the Union. I believe it has occurred that perhaps two States have 
been taken in at one time, but it has never occurred in the history of 
the country that the Congress of the United States has provided for 
the admission of four great commonwealths into the Union at once. 

These Territories, by common consent, I think, of the members of 
both Houses of Congress as well as the country, are possessed of all the 
elements that justify their admission into the Union in population, re- 
sources, civilization, and all that makes them worthy of statehood. 

Mr. VEST. Will the Senator from Ilinois permit me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr, CULLOM. Yes, sir. 

Mr. VEST. I see by this conference report—and I believe the Sena- 
tor is one of the conferees—that the Territory of New Mexico is stricken 

CC ee ee aise of teen ous of the a 3 to eme into the Union. I also see from 

EC. 2. Eac n l estab A er the RECORD that the Senator from Illinois, when a member of the other 
8 T0 . pant 9 House in 1876, voted for the admission of that Territory with a much 
knowledge, and in virtue, morality, and the principles of the Christian religion. | smaller population. 

But no money raised by taxation imposed by law or any money or other prop- Mr. CULLOM. What year was that? 
Mr. VEST. Eighteen hundred and seventy-six. 


erty or credit belonging to any munici organization, or to any State, or to 
the United States, shall ever be appropriated, applied, or given to the use of pur- 0 
Mr. CULLOM. The Senator is mistaken, because the Senator from 
Illinois was not there then. : 


ses of any school, institution, corporation, or person, whereby egg “a or 
Mr. VEST. In 1874, I should have said. 


training shall be given in the doctrines, tenets, belief, ceremonials, or 
ances peculiar to any sect, denomination, organization, or society, being, or 
claiming to be, religious in its character, nor shall such peculiar doctrines, tenets, 
pener ceremonials, or observances, be taught or inculcated in the free public Mr. CULLOM. The Senator from Illinois was not there then; so 
SONONE that is a mistaken report. The Senator from Illinois went out of the 
d h State, ihe United States, and all th le thereof, 4 
S Ea and preserve governments republican ir EREE jene amna ne House of Representatives on the 4th of March, 1871, and has no recol- 
United States shall guaranty to every State, and to the people of every State and | Jection of ever having voted upon the question of the admission of New 
of the United States, the support and maintenance of such asystem of free pub- Mexico as a State. 
lie schools as is herein provided. Se A 
Sec. 4. That Congress shall enforce this article by legislation when necessary. Mr. VEST. So far as the Senator’s individual record is concerned 
he can state it for himself. I had the vote before, but I spoke from 
memory when I stated that the Senator voted for it. I know several 
distinguished Senators on the other side did vote for that bill. The 
Senator from Massachusetts to my right [Mr. Dawes] voted for it; 
the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] voted for it; and the junior 


Mr. President, the conference committee have embodied in this 
great enubling act, so defective with reference to one-half of the popu- 

Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoa R] voted for it, if I am not mis- 
taken. 


lation living within the Territory concerned; so defective, I had almost 
said, in the light of the times in which we live; so wickedly defective 

Mr. HOAR. To which Senator from Massachusetts does the Sena- 
tor from Missouri refer? 


in that regard, the committee have embodied in this great bill a pro- 
Mr. VEST. I think both theSenators from Massachusetts, according 


vision substantially the same, the very essence of the provision in the 
constitutional amendment which I have just read, and this feature I 
to my recollection, voted for it. I can send for the record of the vote. 
Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will pardon me, I desire to say if he is 


n:0 it highly commend and I shall look to it in the struggles of the fut- 

ure, if I participate in them, as the great precedent for the general 
to write the chronicles of our recent political history he will have to 
study them much more carefully. I made a very earnest and zealous 


adoption of the substance of the constitutional amendment which has 
been proposed, is now pending before us, and which I have just read 

speech against the admission of New Mexico in the House of Repre- 
sentatives. 


to the Senate. 
I am not one of those who think these States should have been ad- 
mitted at this time under these circumstances; I gladly defer to the 
judgment of those who, in so much greater numbers, are individually 
quite my peers upon a question of this kind. But I should have pre- 
ferred that we should have taken a little more time, that we should Mr. VEST. So far as writing chronicles is concerned, I have no am- 
have given to these separate Territories a little more of individual con- | bition in that regard, nor have I ever had time to go back into the 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, except for a specific purpose. My life has 
been rather too busy to devote myself to hunting up ancient debates of 
either House of Congress. I speak from memory, for some one removed 
the paper containing the statement of the vote from my table. 
Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask the Senator from Missouri if he 


sideration, and that in this great act we should have done much more 
of justice and should have placed these coming States upon a founda- 

does not think, before he undertakes to guess about my record for con- 
sistency, that it would be becoming in him to go back? 3 


tion of enduring prosperity and of stable institutions, republican in 
Mr. VEST. I am. not guessing. I stated what I believed to bea 


form, working justice to everybody, regardless of sex. I should, I say, 
have preferred this could I have had my own judgment complied with, 

fact. I am informed now by oneof my colleagues that it was possibly 
the other Senator from Illinois who voted for that bill. 


vate judgment, freedom of speech and of the 
Govarntannt against all foreign domination, whether ecclesiastical or 
civil. The sovereign people and their government are not amenable to spiritual 


must prove a failure if they do not train our rising generation to be honest, 

1 for the Territory 
of the Northwest and Washington's Farewell Address assure us, can be found 
only in the principles of religion, 

Resolved, t while our schools are and should be Christian, no preference 
or advantage sheuld be given to any one sect or denomination in connection 
with the public schools. Above all, no sect can justly or fairly claim any por- 
tion of the public money for the support of its own sectarian schools. 

Resolved, against the demand made by a portion of our Roman Catholic 
fellow-citizens for a division of the school fund there is this additional and in- 
vincible argument: That the teaching of that church concerning the supremacy 
of the Roman Pontiff as the infallible vicegerent of Christ over governments 
and nations as well as individuals, in all matters of faith and morals, is directly 
subversive of the principles of liberty on which the Republic has been founded ; 
and to endow or anpport from the public Treasury schools in which this doc- 
trine is taught would be to provide means for the subversion of our free institu- 
tions. 

Resolved, That in both these respects our school system should be kept on the 
foundations on which it was placed by our fathers. We seek no change, and 
we will withstand all attempts to revolutionize, in either of these features, our 
system of public education, 

Resolved, That we approve of the general features of the constitutional amend- 
ment now pending in the Senate of the United States, ‘‘ respecting establish- 
ments of religion and free public schools,” in that, while it recognizes the Chris- 
tian character and purpose of our system of education. it forbids the appropria- 
tion of public money to any school in which the peculiar tenets or ceremonials 
of any religious sect or denomination are practiced or taught. 

Resolved, That a committce of nine be appointed by this meeting to co-operate 
with the National Reform Association in its farther efforts in behalfof this or any 
similar measure which may be directed tothe same ends, and that this committtee 
shall have power to add to its numbers, i 

Then follów the signatures of a large number of the leading citizens 
of the city of Philadelphia. The constitutional amendment referred to 
is in these words: r 
Joint resolution proposing an amendment to the Constitution of the United 

States respecting establishments of religion and free publie schools, 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United 9 
in Congress assembled (two-thirds of the House concurring therein), That the follow- 
ing amendment to the Constitution of the United States be, and hereby is, pro- 


pon to the States, to become valid when ratified by the Legislatures of three- 
ourths of the States as provided in the Constitution: 


ARTICLE —. 


Srcrion 1. No State shall ever make or maintain any law respecting an estab- 
lishment of religion, or ren? the free exercise thereof. 


and I should defeat this bill for six months or a year if we could achieve 
these grand results. But, sir, the majority rules, and I bow to the ma- 
jority, specifying the reasons why I should have been glad that while 
doing so much of justice that we might have done more. 
I will no longer claim the attention of the Senate. 
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Mr. CULLOM. That is probable. 

Mr. VEST. Les, it was the other Senator from Illinois. I mistook 
the Senator. 

Now, Mr. President, I should like to ask the conferees why it is that 
when fourteen years ago the admission of New Mexico was determined 
upon, the Republicans holding both branches of by a vote in 
the House of 160 to 54, and on February 24, 1874, the Senate being 
Republican, the vote was 32 for the admission of New Mexico to 11 
against it, and on March 10, 1876, when the Senate was still Repub-, 
lican, a bill for the admission of New Mexico also passed the Senate by‘ 
a large majority? 

I call attention to the vote in the House on May 21, 1874, 160 in the 
affirmative for the admission of New Mexico and only 54 against it. 
At that time New Mexico had not one-half of the population that it has 
to-day, and that population was composed in about the same relative 
proportions of whites and Mexicans. 

In the Recorp which I hold in my hand I see in the House of Rep- 
resentatives that the great objection to New Mexico is that the popu- 
lation to-day is largely Mexican. 

Mr. CULLOM. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. VEST. I ask for information why it is that, with this state of 
facts, the conference report strikes ont New Mexico, with a population 
to-day, according to the report of the governor of that Territory, of 
175,000, twenty-odd thousand more than the ratio for a member of the 
House of Representatives? I should like to know the reasons for that 


thing. 

Mr. CULLOM. I shall not go into a discussion of the merits of that 
question. 

Mr. VEST. That is what we want to know. 

Mr. CULLOM. Suffice it to say that, so far as former votes in either 
House of Congress are concerned, I do not think they ought to be counted 
in our deliberations on the question of the admission of States to-day. 

I desire tosay further that the Senator from Missouri, as well as every 
other Senator, knows that there is a very great difference in the social 
conditions and in the general situation of the Teniyan New Mexico 
and of the other Territories that are included in this bill. Whatever 
the population of New Mexico may bef whether it be 150,000 or 175,000, 
the Senator knows that a large share of the population of that Terri- 
tory are what we call Mexicans, Spaniards, and that a very small por- 
tion of the people of New Mexico to-day speak the English language 
at all. 

There are not over fifteen or twenty thousand people in that Terri- 
tory, as I am informed by citizens of the Territory, who speak the En- 
glish language or who are not Mexicans, as they are termed in contra- 

ion to Americans or to people of foreign birth. 

But I will not discuss that subject further. I do not desire to open 
up a general discussion of the question, because I think it very im- 
portant that we shall pass this bill to-night. 

I simply rose to say that it seemed to me that the importance of the 

ent to this conference report taking in these four Territories, 
which everybody admits are not in any particular in a condition to be 
questioned as to their right to statehood, whether it be in point of pop- 
ulation, or in advancement in civilization, or in the development of 
their Territories in any way, is such that as one of the conferees I did 
not feel that I should be justified in standing out and refusing to con- 
sent to the propositions that were made and thereby postpone the ad- 
mission of these Territories for another year or perhaps two years. 

So that, so far as the question which has been suggested by the Sen- 
ators from New Hampshire and from Massachusetts is concerned, it is 
sufficient to say that there wasa difference between the conferees of the 
two Houses upon the question, and that I did not feel, for one, that that 
difference ought to prevent an t and prevent the admission of 
these Territories as States intothe Union. Therefore, so far as I was 
concerned, I signed the report of the conference committee, and I hope 
it will be adopted. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, as a member of the conference on the 

t of the Senate which has made this report now before the Senate, 
think it proper to state my position in regard to it. 

I was actuated very much by the motives which have just been al- 
leged by the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] and the Senator 
from Illinois [Mr. CuLLom], and I think it due to frankness to state 
that I signed the report with a great deal of reluctance; not that I do 
not believe that the four Territories embraced in this bill have all the 
SS necessary for statehood, for I believe they are all quali- 

ed in population, in intelligence, in resources, and in every other re- 
spect; but there are some provisions of this bill which do not meet the 
approbation of my judgment, one especially, which will be found in 

e eighth section, to the effect that upon the report of the vote upon 
the constitutions framed by these constitutional conventions author- 
ized by this enabling act being certified to the President of the United 
States, accompanied by a copy of the constitutions adopted by that 
vote, which shall in his judgment be republican in form, he shall 
thereupon issue his proclamation, and the States shall then be regarded 
as States in the Union by this act of Con 

I have niways held, and I hold now, that the regular constitutional 
method for the admission of States is, in the first place, to secure an 


enabling act from Congress authorizing the population of the Territory 
proposed to be made into a State to vote on the question of a constitu- 
tion, and having voted upon that question, before they shall be ad- 
mitted the constitution so adopted should be submitted to Congress for 
its a! gen That has been my position, and itisnow. I think it 
would have been very much better if that could be done in this in- 
stance; but, like the Senator from Illinois and the Senator from Con- 
necticut, I did not feel justified in obstructing, if I could do so, the 
passage of this hill, involving such vast interests to so many people of 
this country, and I therefore yielded that point with the distinct un- 
derstanding that I do not admit, so far as I am concerned, that it shall 
be regarded asa precedent. I therefore should like it to be understood 
that all of the concessions made to secure the of this bill were 
not made by our friends on the other side of this Chamber. I think 
that there was a spirit of concession on both sides in the interest of the 
2 of a bill which would admit these four Territories as States of 
the Union. 

I differed with my friend from IIlinois about New Mexico. I op- 
posed the elimination of that part of the bill from it. I believe that 
New Mexico is to-day qualified to become a State in the American 
Union. She has the population, she has the resources and all of the 
elements, in my judgment, necessary to become a State in the Ameri- 
can Union. 

Mr. MORGAN. What was the objection to it? 

Mr. BUTLER. The objection has just been stated by the Senator 
from Illinois, that a very large portion of the population of New Mexico 
were not of the Caucasian race, that a large majority of them were 
Mexicans and Indians, that in very many of the schools of New Mexico 
the English language was not taught, ete. 

Mr. CULLOM. There are very few of them where it is taught. 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator from Illinois says very few. e had 
not very definite information upon that point, but I think from the 
best information I could get there is a population of 175,000 in that 
Territory, and, as I said awhile ago, they have all the necessary ele- 
ments and qualifications to become a State, but, still hoping that jus- 
tice would be done that Territory within a very short time, I gave that 
up, and, as I say, reluctantly signed this conference report. I did so 
in obedience to that feeling which has been indicated, that this ques- 
tion ought to be settled; that these people are entitled to be admitted 
into the Union upon terms of 1 jrees with the other States of the 
Union; and therefore, as I say, I made the concessions which I have 
indicated. 

In regard to the question of woman suffrage, it is due to my col- 
leagues of the conference committee to say for them that that question 
was presented earnestly by them for the consideration of the conference 
and the proposition was rejected. For my part, I had no trouble in 
putting my veto upon it, preferring to leave that question just where 
it has been placed by the courts of the Territory of Washington, from 
whose decision I understand an appeal has been taken to the Supreme 
Court of the United States. I believe those people are justas competent 
tosettle that question as the Senate or the Congress of the United States, 
and I prefer to leave it there. We provided that the qualifications for 
voters as in those Territories should apply to those voting on 
the constitution to be adopted. 

I repeat that that provision of the bill which Lo agin practically to 
admit these Territories upon the proclamation of President of the 
United States does not meet my approval. 

Mr. VEST., Mr. President, I have received no other answer to the 
question I put to these conferees except that the social conditions 
in New Mexico are different from those in the other Territories men- 
tioned in this report. 

Mr. PLATT. Did I understand the Senator from Missouri to put 
the question to me? 

Pe Mr. VEST. I have not the slightest objection to the Senator answer- 
git. ' 

Mr. PLATT. My position about New Mexico is this: There was a 
very great difference of opinion on that subject among the members of 
the Senate and among the members of the House of Representatives; 
there was no difference of opinion as to whether these four Territories 
ought to come in as States, and to mix the question of New Mexico 
with it was very likely toimperil the admission of the other Territories 
at this Congress. That was my position on New Mexico, aud the posi- 
tion of others. z v 

Mr. VEST. That is hardly a fair answer to tħe question which I 
propounded, nor is it a good answer, because it without saying 
that, with almost a solid vote on this side of the mber in favor of 
the admission of New Mexico, if a sufficient number of Republicans, or 
even a very small number, could be found to favor the admission, the 
fate of the bill would not have been endangered at all. 

The only answer we get which amounts to an answer at all is that 
the social conditions in New Mexico are such as to prevent or as should 
have prevented the admission of that Territory asa State. In 1874 the 
conditions which are now paraded here as a reason for excluding New ` 
Mexico were much more strong upon that side of the question than to- 
day. There was a larger Mexican population, because it is a notorious 
fact to every Western man at all acquainted with the Territory of New 


1889. 


Mexico that hundreds of peons, as they were called—the lower order 
of Mexicans—have gone back into old Mexico, frightened by the ad- 
vance of Anglo-Saxon civilization, and- because they desired a homo- 
geneity of language, institutions, religion, and race, which they found 
amongst their own people. 

In 1874 there were more Mexicans there than to-day and less white 
people. Along the line of the Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fé road, 
where I went over the old Mexican trail when a boy, to-day towns are 
springing up which rival in enterprise and wealth the towns in the 
Western States—such as Albuquerque, Socorro; and old Santa Fé, that 
used to be a collection of adobe houses, to-day is a thriving mart and 
a commercial center for that vast area of country, with the white pop- 
ulation steadily increasing, and American customs, habits, and ideas 
have all advanced, while the effete and worn-out civilization of the In- 
dians and the Aztecs and the Spaniards has gone backward and receded. 
And yet, with that old condition of things, the Republican party voted, 
in 1874, 160 to 54 in favor of letting in this Territory with half the 
population it has to-day, and the Senate voted in the same year 32-to 
11, three to one in both instances, and afterwards by a large majority 
in 1876 voted the same way. 

Let us be perfectly frank with each other. Why shall we keep out 
New Mexico? Why do you keep it out? Because in 1874 and in 1876 
New Mexico was represented not only by a Republican Delegate, but 
by one of the most active Republican i that has ever been 
known in the history of this country, Hon. Stephen B. Elkins, That 
was the condition of things in 1874 and 1876, and to-day New Mexico 
is represented in the other House of Congress by a Democrat, and al- 
though the Legislative Assembly of New Mexico is Republican to-day, 
the Republican party here and in the other House of Congress are 
afraid to risk the vote of the people. 

Mr. CULLOM. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him a mo- 
ment? 

Mr. VEST. Of course. 

Mr. CULLOM. I want to say that, so far as I am concerned, the 
question of the political or partisan status of the people of New Mexico 
is a matter of no consideration in the decision of the question whether 
the Territory shall be admitted as a State or not. 

So far as that Territory is concerned, while the Delegate happens to 
be a Democrat, as I understand, although I do not know him person- 
ally, yet the truth is that the Legislature of the Territory is at least 
two-thirds Republican. 

Mr. VEST. I stated that. 

Mr. CULLOM. I want to say further that I have, so far as my ac- 
tion is concerned, been influenced by statements from Democrats and 
Republicans of that Territory that the people of the Territory as a body 
are not entitled, on aceount of the condition of affairs there, to admis- 
sion as a State into this Union. . 

I tried to avoid saying very much about the subject awhile ago, be- 
cause I wanted to have the conferencereport disposed of, but evidence 
has been furnished to me to the effect that there are very few schools 
in that Territory where the English language is taught, and men who 
practice law there have told me that while they have perhaps been at- 
torneys in a thousand lawsuits they have never tried one without the 
necessity of using interpreters, because the officers of the courts, as well 
as the witnesses in many instances, could not speak the English lan- 


guage. 

So I might go on and give the reasons why I have not felt that it 
was incumbent upon me at this time to incumber this bill with the 
question of the admission of New Mexico. When the time comes per- 
haps the people of that Territory will be able to show a different situ- 
ation, and I shall be as willing and as anxious as the Senator from 
Missouri or anybody else to admit New Mexico when they show con- 
ditions that seem to demand it. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, so far as the courts in New Mexico are 
concerned they are administered in Santa Fé and in Socorro just as 
regularly and in accordance with the forms of Jaw, just as much as in 
any portion of the United States. They have a Mexican population 
there and they had when the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo was made 
between the United States and Mexico, in which the same rights were 
guarantied to the people occupying that soil as to the American citi- 
zens that might go there after the consummation of that transfer. 
About this there can be no sort of question. 

Now, we are confronted with a race question here again, that these 
people are Mexicans, and therefore they ought not to be permitted to 
become citizens of the United States in a State of the Union. 

Mr. President, when the negroes of the South—former slaves—who 
had been mere chattels under a system that prevailed in those States 
for years, were made citizens of the United States and given the right 
to vote, we heard nothing then of this sensibility on the race question 
which confronts us in this argument. In the Northwestern States there 
are thousands of Scandinavians who can hardly read or write or speak 
the English language, and yet they become citizens of the United States, 
entitled to the same privileges with those of us who were born upon 
the soil. In Dakota there are thousands of them, and I have no doubt 
they are a hardy, a thrifty, and an intelligent population. 

No, Mr. President, let us understand this question. If we are to 
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admit these four Territories as States we should admit New Mexico, 
and in common decency and fairness, speaking here without disguise 
as members of different political parties, we should stand the hazard 
of the die hereafter in the votes to be had in those Territories. 

For one I shall vote against this report and against this bill, and I 
shall do it upon the ground that New Mexico has not been included 
in this report, and I am neither afraid nor ashamed to say that I will 
not consent to give what I believe an unjust and inequitable advantage 
to the party opposed to that of which I am a member upon any such 
flimsy pretext as that a Territory that fourteen years ago, with a smaller 
population and a larger proportion of Mexicans in it, was then fit for 
admission into the Union and to-day, with all those reasons decreased, 
it shall not be admitted at all. 

My. BUTLER. Mr. President 

Mr. PLATT. I desire very much to have action upon this bill to- 
night, and I rise for the purpose of asking if we can not take the vote 
at this time. 

Mr. BUTLER. Well, Mr. President, I am as anxious as the Senator 
from Connecticut is. I simply wanted to state that, in acting upon 
these measures for the admission of States into the Union, if I know 
myself, I have not been actuated by political considerations. In other 
words, I could not object to the admission of a Territory as a State be- 
cause rumor stated that the people of that Territory or a majority of 
them differ with me in political opinion. 

I think, sir, that the subject is too grave and serious and important 
to be governed by such considerations. All of us more or less are, I 
take it, sensible to such considerations, but, as I stated, I have not 
permitted that question to influence my judgment at all, if from no 
other reason than the very paramount oneof the vicissitudes of politics 
in this country; and now that the great dividing question of slavery 
has, as I believe and hope, been put behind us, I think that those 
vicissitudes and changes will be more frequent in the future than in 
the past, so that where a State or a community may be Republican 
to-day or Democratic to-day it may be the reverse to-morrow or the 
next year. 

In regard to New Mexico, I do not care now to go into the discussion 
of the reasons which in my judgment entitle her to admission into 
the Union. I stated awhile ago briefly that I believe she ought to be 
admitted into the Union. I believe that she ought to be in this bill, 
and I so insisted until I apprehended that further insistence might 
jeopardize the passage of the bill for the admission of these four Ter- 
ritories as States. ‘Then I yielded. When the proper time comesand 
the proper occasion I trust I shall be found on the side of those who 
favor the admission of New Mexico at as early a date as possible, and 
I hope the Congress of the United States will at an early day extend 
to the people of that Territory the same right that it now extends to 
the people of North and South Dakota and Montana and Washington. 

Mr. HARRIS. I rise for the purpose of making a motion that 

Mr. MORGAN. I wish to submit a very few remarks. 

Mr. HARRIS, I will yield to the Senator from Alabama, 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, I shall vote for the conference re- 
port, and in doing so I desire to make astatement which will explain 
my reason for that vote. 

I feel ieved that the Territory of New Mexico has not been in- 
cluded in this bill. My impression is, my conviction is, that it has 
been excluded, contrary to express treaty stipulationsin the treaty of 
Guadalupe Hidalgo, because of the present political aspect of the peo- 
ple of that Territory, and I think that is demonstrated, because I can 
not conceive that the committee who have had this subject in charge 
should have been forgetful of the ninth article of the treaty of Guada- 
lupe Hidalgo and the protocol which followed it and which gave a 
more emphatic explanation to it. I will read that ninth article: 

The Mexicans who, in the territories aforesaid, shall not preserve the char- 
of citizens of the Mexican Republic, conformably with what is stipulated 
in the preceding article, shall be incorporated into the Union of the United States. 
and be admitted at the proper time (to be ju d of by the Congress of the United 
States) to the e N ofall the rights of citizens of the United States, accord- 
E A and AEAT the. ee eniogruaat of thelr NDSA unk Aar eed 
secured in the free exercise of their religion without restriction. vas * 

There is a provision in favor of the Mexicans occupying that Terri- 
tory, not in favor of the white people or the black people, but a declara- 
tion in our treaty, made at the time we acquired the Territory, that 
those people were entitled to be admitted into the American Union as 
a State, with a Mexican population. 

I have not heard it stated here, nor do I expect to hear it stated, 
that those Mexicans are in any worse condition for admission into the 
Union now than they were at the time that the treaty of Guadalupe 
Hidalgo was ratified. I do not hear it stated, and I do not expect to 
hear it stated, or to hear the attempt made to make the statement, 
that in two years to come or five years to come or ten years to come 
the condition of the Mexican population will be so far bettered by con- 
tact with our ideas and system of civilization and our language as that 
they will then be entitled to admission into the Union. 

The Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] has shown a decided vote on 
the part of both Houses of Congress some years ago, in which they de- 
clared by majorities approximating two-thirds of each House that the 
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Mexicans were then entitled to admission into the American Union— 
that is, that their social condition, their political condition, their ad- 
vancement in intelligence and in the arts of civilization, were at that 
time sufficient to justify and require the execution of this provision of 
the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo. 

Now, the Mexican citizens of the United States, made such by re- 
maining in this Territory after the adoption of that article, have a just 
cause of grievance against the Congress of the United States. 

When they claim to come in and have the numbers equivalent to 
those in other Territories, and the facilities of commercial operations 
and of agricultural development equal to those, they have a just and 
reasonable cause of grievance against this Government; which cause of 
grievance is concentrated in the fact that we in excluding them vio- 
late a positive agreement made with them by treaty when they came 
into this country. They had the option under this treaty of Guada- 
lupe Hidalgo in articles preceding the one I have just read—Article VIII 
and other articles—to remain in the United States, assuming citizen- 
ship here, or to return to Mexico. They chose to remain in the United 
States in that part of the territory that we acquired, and they re- 
mained under the guaranty of this article which I have just read. 

The Mexican Government finding that we had made a suppression 
of a part of Article IX as it was originally prepared, agreed with us upon 
a protocol, which was an explanation of that, in which it is said: 

First. The American Government by suppressing the ninth article of the treaty 
of Guadalupe Hidalgo and substituting the third article of the treaty of Louis- 
iana, did notintend to diminish in any way what was agreed upon by the afore- 
said Article IX in favor of the inhabitants of the territories ceded by Mexico. 

There was a solemn and positive reiteration of the engagement that 
we had made originally with Mexico, into which engagement we had 
interpolated with their consent the third article of the treaty of ces- 
sion of Louisiana, an article under which the State of Louisiana had 
the right to be admitted into the Union and was admitted into the 
Union. 

Now, Mr. President, we hear it stated to-day in terms not exactly 
open and full and free, but still unmistakable, that the reason why 
New Mexico was not included in this bill was the condition of her popu- 
lation. It is said that they do not have American schools there and 
that the English lan e is not taught in their schools. These are the 
objections, and all that i have heard against the incorporation of the 
Mexicans, who are mentioned in this treaty as being entitled to state- 
hood, in this bill admitting new States into the American Union. 

That presents sharply and without any possibility of misunderstand- 

ing the proposition that the Mexicans are excluded from this bill be- 
cause they are Mexicans; and yet here is the ranty in the ninth 
article of the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo, which says they shall come 
into the Union because they are Mexicans. Being Mexicans, and our 
country having acquired this area of territory with that population, we 
expressly stipulated with them as Mexicans, first, that they shall have 
the right of citizenship; next, that they shall be admitted as Mexicans 
into the American Union. I do think, sir, this is pressing the race 
question to a very singular extent, that we shall not only exclude them 
because they are Mexicans, but we shall do so in the face of the fact 
that we agreed when the treaty was made acquiring this territory that 
they should come in, being Mexicans and having been treated with in 
that very character and capacity. 
I look hopelessly forward to the time when the Territory of New 
Mexico can come in, unless some Senator or some other person can 
point out a means by which we are to drive the Mexican population 
out of that Territory. They are there by our consent and agreement; 
they are there with these fixed treaty rights; they are there under the 
solemn pledge of the United States Government that they shall have 
statehood, and yet we are to allow this Territory to remain out of the 
Union, with quite enough population to make a State, until some 
future period of time when Congress shall give its consent or shall 
come to the belief that these people have so far reformed in their blood 
and race and in their language as that they can be admitted safely into 
the American Union. 

If there had been an equal number of negroes in the Territory of 
New Mexico to displace that number of Mexicans, could we resist their 
coming in asan American State? Would we raise the race question 
upon negroes if they were there? Not by any means. We raise race 
questions on Chinese and race questions on Mexicans, but we never 
raise race questions on the negroes. . 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. MORGAN, Yes, sir. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to ask that Senator if the question, shall negro 
majorities rule, is not a race question raised on the negro? ` 

Mr. MORGAN, I did not hear the question. 

Mr. HOAR. I asked that Senator if the question, shall negro ma- 
jorities rule, be nota race question raised upon the negro? 

Mr. MORGAN. Well, that may be. It happens to be, however, a 
question not raised by the Republicans. The Republicans raise race 
questions on Mexicans and race questions on Chinese, and it is not ex- 
actly logical perhaps not to raise a race question on thenegroes. They 
differ from us quite as much as the Chinese. Why do you raise race 
questions here in this Senate upon this bill, and why do you violate 


your treaty to do it, the solemn compact of your Government made 
with Mexicans, and then turn around and twit me with the question 
whether I would exclude negroes on race grounds ? 

It is easy enougn to be charitable to one’s own infirmities; it is 
enough to warm to your on sins and your own shortcomings, Than 
God, there is still a scrutiny in the eye of impartial mankind to weigh 
the conduct and sentiments of men, not by what they think of them- 
selves, but by what they are thought of in the light of justice and truth. 
If these Mexicans had had the misfortune to be Republicans they would 
have been in this bill, and this treaty would have stood up then for 
their admission into the American Union as a solemn guaranty which 
would have been obeyed on the other side of this Chamber. But hap- 
pening to be Democrats, as the negroes are supposed and believed to 
be Republicans, the distinction of race disappears in one case and i$ 
made prominent and bold and powerful in the other, and that race dis- 
tinction is made so prominent and so bold and so distinct that we vio- 
a our public pledges in this treaty in order to keep them out of the 

nion, 

I stated that I should vote for this bill. I admit that injustice has 
been practiced in it. The situation is one of extreme injustice and 
one that I dislike very seriously indeed, but I conceive it to be my duty 
to vote for the admission of any Territory into the Union without refer- 
ence to race, politics, or any other question concerned in it, when the 
lawful citizenship of that Territory is adequate to representation in the 
other House of Congress and when the development of that Territory 
has established the fact that the State, when admitted into the Union, 
can take care of itself, that its population is not likely to dwindle as 
some States of this Union have dwindled that we have admitted here, 
but is likely to be progressive and increasing. When such a Staté comes 
for admission into the American Union I will vote for it whenever it pre- 
sents a constitution in conformity with the Constitution of the United 
States, that represents truly the right of local self-government in the 
organic law. 

I am not to be prohibited from voting to admit a State ip the Union 
because other Senators can find pretexts upon which to exclude a popu- 
lation that is entitled to come and have a Senator sit upon this floor. 
What they choose to do in keeping a State out is no argument for me 
in respect to my vote for the admission of a State, I vote for these 
four other Territories to come in as States because I am satisfied that 
each one of them is properly prepared in population and civil develo; zi 
ment for statehood. I should vote most cheerfully to execute Down 
pact between ourselves and Mexicoand these Mexican people and admit 
the Territory of New Mexico, but, under the doctrines which have 
been stated here to-day and the pretexts which have been resorted tò, 
to keep this Territory out of the Union, Ido not foresee the day when 
New Mexico will become a State of the Americhn Union. 

Mr. HARRIS. I ntove that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of executive business, 

x m PLATT. May I appeal to the Senator to withdraw that mo- 
ion 

Mr. HARRIS. If we can come to a vote without further debate I 
will withdraw the motion for that purpose. 

Mr. PLATT. Let the vote be taken now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is the Senate ready for the question 
on concurring in the report of the committee of conference? 

Mr. BROWN. I wish to say a single word before the vote is taken. 
I will not take two minutes. 

This is an omnibus bill to admit four Republican States into the 
Union. The Territory of New Mexico, which would certainly make 
a Democratic State if admitted, is excluded, I think, for political con- 
siderations. I shall therefore vote against the report, because I think 
it is unfair and unjust. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on concurring in the 
report of the committee of conference. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I will not call for the yeasand nays; but I desire 
to state that I will vote against the adoption of the conference report and 
the passage of this bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
report. 

The report was concurred in. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House insisted upon its amendments to the 
bill (S. 2511) to provide for the disposal of certain public lands of the 
United States under the provisions of the homestead laws only, agreed 
to the conference asked by the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the . 
two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. HOLMAN, Mr. Payson, 
and Mr. MCRAE the managers of the conference on the part of the 
House. 


The question is on concurring in the 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had signed 
the enrolled bill (S. 139) to credit and pay to the several States and 
Territories and the District of Columbia all moneys collected under the 
direct tax levied by act of Congress approved August 5, 1861; and it 
was thereupon signed by the President pro tempore. 


1889. 


LORD SACKVILLE. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read, and 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 
I transmit herewith a report of the Secretary of State, of this day’s date, with 


accompanying correspondence touching the case of Lord Sackville. 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, 


Washington, February 20, 1889. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a letter from the 
Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy of a communi- 
cation from the Secretary of War of this date submitting an estimate 
for an appropriation of $500 for furnishing and maintaining the lodge at 
the Washington monument; which was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. SPOONER, from the Committee. on Claims, to whom were 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amendment: 

A bill (H. R. 2875) for the relief of Mrs. Louisa H. Hasell; and 
* A bill (l. R. 3765) fox the relief of James Devine. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (H. 
R. 11007) for the relief of the Catholic Church at Macon City, Mo., re- 
ported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 5426) for the relief of St. Joseph Commercial College, of St. 
Joseph, Mo., reported it with an amendment. 

ADDITIONAL BILL INTRODUCED. 

Mr. VEST introduced a bill (S. 3983) to enable the inhabitants of 
the town of Juneau, Alaska, to obtain title to the lots improved by them 
in said town; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

AMENDMENT TO DEFICIENCY BILL. 

Mr. EVARTS submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

PROPOSED EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Serate proceed to the consideratio = 
of executive business. 

Mr. ALLISON. Pending that, I move that the Senate do now ad- 
ourn., 

f Mr. HARRIS. On which motion I demand the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. On the motion to adjourn the Sen- 
ator from Tennessee asks that the yeas and nays may be entered on the 
Journal. 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator desires for any special purpose an 
executive session at this hour I will not insist on my motion. 

Mr. HARRIS. My purpose is purely general and not special. 

Mr. ALLISON. Well, then, I must insist on my motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Tenuessee asks 
upon the question of adjournment that the yeas and nays may be en- 
tered on the Journal. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Chief Clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. COLQUITT (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. CHACE]. 

Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the junior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. QUAY], or I should vote 
ak nay. ” 

Mr. SAWYER (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Delaware [Mr-SAULSBURY]. 

Mr. TELLER (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
senior Senator from Louisiana [Mr. GIBSON], but I transfer that pair 
to the Senator from Nevada [Mr. Jo xs], and I vote yea.” 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. SPOONER (after having voted in the affirmative). I am paired 
generally with the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. WALTHALL]. He 
is absent from the Chamber and I inadvertently voted. I ask leave to 
withdraw my vote. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
draws his vote. 

Mr. BUTLER (after having voted in the negative). I am generally 
paired with the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON], and gen- 
erally vote with him on this proposition and generally in the affirma- 
tive. Ithink perhaps I had better withdraw my vote. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from South Carolina 
withdraws his vote. 

Mr. CULLOM (after having voted in the affirmative). I inquire if 
the junior Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY] has voted? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. He is not recorded. 

Mr. CULLOM. Then I suppose I ought to withdraw my vote, as I 
am paired with him. 
since PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Illinois withdraws 

is vote. 


The Senator from Wisconsin with- 
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Mr. HARRIS. Iam requested to announce that the Senator from 
Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN] is paired with the Senator from Ne- 
braska [Mr. MANDERSON]. 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON] is 
paired with my colleague [Mr. BOWEN]. 

The result was announced—yeas 19, nays 11; as follows: 


YEAS—19. 

Aldrich, Dav Hawley, Morrill,’ 
Allison, Dolph, earst, Platt, 
are Er ae, ee 

rown. 0. nga! eller. 
Chandler, Hale, Mitchell, 

NAYS—IL. 
Bate, Coke, Harris, Reaga 
Call, Daniel, Morgan, Turple. 
Cockrell, Gorman, Ransom, 
ABSENT—46. 

Beck, Eustis, Manderson, Sherman, 
ey Farwell, Paddock, Spooner, 
B burn, Faulkner, Palmer, Stanford, 
Blodgett, rge, Pasco, Stockbridge, 
Bowen, Gibson, Payne, Vance, 
Butler, Gray, Plumb, Vest, 
Cameron, Hampton, Pugh, Voorhees. 
Chace, Hiscock, Quay, Walthall 
Colquitt, Jones of Arkansas, Riddleberger, Wilson of Iowa, 
Cullom, Jones of Nevada, Sabin, Wilson of Md. 
Dawes, Kenna, Saulsbury, 
Edmunds, McPherson, Sawyer, 


So the motion was agreed to; and (at 6 o'clock and 22 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, February 21, 1889, 
at 12 o’clock m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, February 20, 1889. 


The House met at 120’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. 
H. MILBURN, D. D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 

CORRECTION. 

Mr. BARNES. Mr. Speaker, I rise to have a correction made in 
the RECORD and to make a brief statement in connection therewith. 
In the RECORD of Saturday last, containing the report of Friday’s pro- 
ceedings, I am recorded as having voted to instruct the committee of 
conference on the bill in relation to the admission of the Territories, 
The facts are that at that time I was absent from the city with leave, 
at my home in Georgia, and of course could not have voted. Had I 
been present I would have voted against that instruction and against 
all the other propositions instructing that committee. I was paired 
with the gentleman from Oregon [Mr. HERMANN] on all political ques- 
tions, and I desire to state in his behalf that while he voted he did so 
inadvertently, not regarding the proposition voted upon as of a politi- 
cal character. Had he so regarded it he certainly would not have 
voted. 

The SPEAKER. The correction will be made. The Chair will also 
cause the Journal to be examined, and, if there be no objection, any 
error found there will be corrected. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. CRISP. Irise to a question of privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will please withhold that until the 
Chair lays before the House certain bills, in compliance with the rule, 

Mr. CASWELL. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up the unfinished con- 
ference report that was under discussion yesterday. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman desire to call it up at this time? 

Mr. CASWELL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HOOKER. I hope the gentleman from Wisconsin will with- 
hold his motion so as to allow the Chair to lay the Senate bills before 
the House. 

Mr. REED. No; let us have it now. 

Mr. CASWELL. I can not yield. 

Mr. HOOKER. The gentleman had better allow that to be done. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Mr. Speaker, I ask the gentleman from Wisconsin 
to withhold his motion until I can make a report, which will occupy 
hardly any time. r 

Several MEMBERS. Regular order. 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, I call up-the contested-election case of 
Sullivan rs. Felton. i 

CONFERENCE REPORT ON DIRECT-TAX BILL. 


The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded. Under the rules 
of the House, the conference report, the Chair thinks, has precedence 
over all other business. 

Mr. CRISP. Is it privileged over a contested-election case? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it is under the rules. While 
the question of the right of a member to his seat is a question of the 
highest privilege under the Constitution, yet the Constitution itself 
provides that the House may make rules for the government of its own’ 
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proceedings, and the House has made rules under which a conference 
report is in order at all times except while the Journal is being read, 
while the yeas and nays are being taken, or while the House is divid- 
ing. This, the Chair thinks, gives it a higher privilege, and the only 
way to avoid it is to raise the question of consideration. 

Mr. CRISP. Then I raise the question of consideration. Iam will- 
ing to give way for the necessary appropriation bills, but for nothing 
else 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. I ask the gentleman from Wisconsin to allow 
reports to be presented. 

The SPEAKER. That request has already been made and the gen- 
tleman has declined to do so. The question is, will the House now 

ed to the consideration of the conference report on the bill known 

as the direct-tax bill? ; 

Mr. CASWELL. Upon that I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the affirmative 
yeas 135, nays 93, not voting 94; as follows: 


YEAS—135 
Adams, Dingley, Lehlbach, Russell, Conn. 
Allen, Mich. Dorsey. Lind, Rusk, 
Anderson, lowa Dunham, ize, Ryan, 
Anderson, Elliott, Long, Sawyer, 
Atkinson, uhar, Mansur, Scull, 
Baker, Ill. Finley, Mason, Seney, 
Bayne, Flood, Matson, Seymour, 
Bingham, Fuller, McClammy, Shaw, 
Bland, Gallinger, McCormick, Sherman, 
Bliss, 5 McKenna, Simmons, 
Boothman, Gest, MeKinley, Spooner, 
Bound, Grosvenor, Me 5 Stephenson, 
Boutelle, Grout, Milliken, Stewart, Vt 
Bowden, Guenther, Mont Struble, 
Brewer, Haugen, Morrill, Taul 
Brower, Nelson, Taylor, E. B., Ohio 
Browne, T. H. B., Va. Hem: hilt, cho! Taylor, J. D., Ohio 
Browne, Ind, erson, Iowa O'Donnell, Thomas, Ky. 
Brown, J. R., Va. H n, O’Ferrall, Thomas, Wis. 
Buchanan, jestand, O'Neill, Pa. Thompson, Ohio 
Burrows, Osborne, Thompson, Cal. 
Butterworth, Hitt, Owen, Townshen 
Caswell, Holman, Parker, Turner, Kans. 
Cheadle, Hopkins, III. Patton, Vandever, 
Clark, Hopkins, N. V. Per! Warner, 
Compton, Hudd, Pe Weber, 
Conger, Hunter, Phelps, ‘est, 

8 Jackson, Piumb, White, Ind 
Crouse, Johnston, Ind, osey, hite, N. V. 
Cutcheon, ean, ey, Wickham, 
Darlington, 2 Reed, Wilkinson, 

vis, Kennedy, Rice, k 
De Lano, dilaw, Romeis, Yardley. 
Dibble, Rowell, 
NAYS—93. 
Abbott, 5 Lawler, Rowland, 
a a e „Ala. 4 Russell, Mass. 
Anderson, vidson, Fla. „ vers, 
Bacon, Dockery, Scott, 
Bankhead, Dunn, McAdoo, ith, 
Barnes, Enloe, McCreary, Spinola, 
chard, MeKinney, Stewart, 
Blount, Glass, MeMillin, Stewart, Ga. 
Breckinridge, Ark. Glover, McRae, Stockdale, 
oie 25 Ari lis, Stone, Ky. 
Campbell, F., N. X. Hall, Montgomery, Stone, Mo. 
Cam T. J., N. V. Hatch, Moore. Tarsney, 
Candler, Hayes, Morgan, Tillman, 
Caruth, Hooker, Morse, 7. 
hings, Hopkins, Va. Norwood, Turner, Ga. 
Chipman, Howard, b ance, 
y, Hutton, O’ Neall, Ind. Walker, 
S j N. C. Outhwaite, Weaver, 
‘ones, eel, 5 
0 Kilgore, Penington, Whiting. Mich. 
‘Cowles, Lagan, Pideock, Wilson’ Mina. 
x, Landes, Rayner. 
Crisp, Jane, Richardson, 
Cummings, Rogers, 
NOT VOTING—4. 
Allen, Mass. Dalzell, Holmes, Randall, 
Allen. Miss, Davenport, Houk, Robe 
Arnold, Dougherty, Kerr, Rockwell, 
Baker, N. V. Ermentrout, Ketcham, Shively, 
Barry, Felton, Laffoon, Snyder, 
Beiden, Fisher, La Follette, den, 
Fitch, Laird, Springer, 
wen, Foran, Stahlnecker, 
json ban . — Macdonald, Symes, 
rumm, ‘orney, 0 s 
ce, Fu 1 Maffett, omas, III. 
Buckalew, Gaines, Mahoney, ‘ade, 
Bunnell, Gay, McComas, ashington, 
Burnett, Gibson, McCullogh, Whiting, Ma 
Butler, Goff, M Whitthorne, 
ynum, Granger, Morrow, Wilder. 
; „0 G by al Wilkins, 
Cannon, ewton, i 
Carlton, er, Nutting, Wilson, W. Va. 
Cock eard, O'Neill, Mo. W. 
ell. Henderson, N. ©. Payson, Yoder, 
8 III. Perry, Yost. 
in, erbert, Phelan, °- 
berson, Hogg, j Post, 


So the House determined to consider the conference report. 


Mr. CANNON (after the Clerk had concluded the second roll-call). 
Mr. Speaker, I desire to vote. 

The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman in the House when his name 
was called? é : 

Mr. CANNON. I was absent on a conference committee until after 
my name was called on the second roll-call. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that under the practice the gen- 
tleman can not vote. He can state how he would have voted. 

My CAN NON. I will submit to the Chair, if the Chair will allow 
me 


The SPEAKER. The House will come to order. The Chair desires 
to hear what the tleman from Illinois has to say. 

Mr. CANNON. As the letter of the rule has very properly been re- 
laxed so as to permit a member to vote after the conclusion of the roll- 
call if he was in the Hall when his name was called, is it not equally 
proper that the literal terms of the rule should be relaxed so as to per- 
mit a member to vote who was absent on a conference committee, prac- 
tically by order of the House, attending to the business of the House? 

Mr. HOOKER, I ean not hear what the gentleman says. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has appealed to gentlemen on the floor 
to preserve order so that the gentleman from Illinois may be heard. 


Mr. CANNON. I will state my point again by way of inquiry of» 


the Chair. As the rule has been so far relaxed as to permit a member 
to vote after the conclusion of the roll-call, provided he was in the Hall 
when his name was called, should not the rule with equal propriety 
be further relaxed so as to permit a member to vote who, when his name 
was called, was absent attending to his duty as a member of a confer- 
ence committee, practically by order of the House? In this case is there 
not equal reason for a relaxation of the terms of the rule? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not really see that there is any 
difference between the two cases. According to the letter of the rule 
no member can vote, nor can the Speaker entertain a request for unan- 
imous consent that the member be allowed to vote, after the comple- 
tion of the second roll-call; but inasmuch as there is at all times more 
or less noise on the floor and it frequently happens that a gentleman 
fails to hear his name called or the Clerk fails to hear his response, it 
was thought to be manifestly unjust that a member should be de- 
prived of his yote under such circumstances. Now, if the House sees 
proper to perhait a still further relaxation of the terms of the rule and 
decides that a member absent on a conference committee can vote after 
the conclusion of the second roll-call, of course—— 

Mr. HOOKER. Then we sball have members voting who were ab- 
sent on any account, so that we might as well do away with ihe rule 
altogether. 

Mr. CANNON. Not at all; the cases do not run together. > 

The SPEAKER. TheChair thinks thatthe gentleman’s vote on this 
roll-callis not necessary as affecting the result; and inasmuchasit might 
lead to a very great inconvenience if there should be a still further re- 
laxation of the rule, the Chair thinks the gentleman had better content 
himself with stating how he would have voted. 

Several MEMBERS (to Mr. CANNON). How would you vote? 

Mr. CANNON, I do not care about that; I am ready to vote. 
[Laughter. ] 

Mr. MASON. I desire to ask that my colleague from Illinois, Mr. 
PAYSON, be excused on account of sickness. 

There being no objection, Mr. PAYson was excused. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from California [Mr. Morrow] 
asks to be excused on account of important business, and the gentle- 
man from Louisiana [Mr. NEWTON] on account of sickness. Is there 
objection? The Chair hears none, and these gentlemen are excused. 

Mr. GAINES. I desire to vote. 

The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman in the Hall when his name 
was called ? 

Mr. GAINES. I was not. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair can not entertain the gentleman’s re- 

nest. 
2 Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I ask unanimous consent that the 
gentleman from Maryland [Mr. McComas] be excused indefinitely, on 
account of sickness. f 

There being no objection, Mr. McCoMAs was excused. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I ask unanimous consent to dispense with the read- 
ing of the names. 

Mr. WHEELER. I object. 

The Clerk recapitulated the names. 

The following members were announced as paired until further notice: 

Mr. GREENMAN with Mr. Nurrixd. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT with Mr. BUNNELL. 

Mr. Bicas with Mr. Morrow. 

Mr. Burnett? with Mr. GOFF. 

Mr. Fonp with Mr. GUENTHER. 

Mr. BARRY with Mr. Yost. 

Mr. PHELAN with Mr. BUTLER. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE with Mr. LYMAN, 

Mr. MCSHANE with Mr. LAIRD. 

Mr. SNYDER with Mr. BOWEN. 

Mr. NEAL with Mr. HOUK., 


~ 
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Johnston, N. C. McKinney, Rayner, Stone, Ky. 


Mr. COLLINS with Mr. ALLEN, of Massachusetts. 


Jones, MeMillin, Rogers, Stone, Mo. 

Mr. GROSVENOR with Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. Latfoon McRae, Russell, Mass, Tarsney, 

Mr. GROSVENOR. While I am paired generally with my eolleagne | Lagun, a Sayers, Tanibee, 
from Ohio [Mr. CAMPBELL], I desire to state that if he were present I 2 3 rt 8 Ga. 
understand he would vote on this question as I do; and therefore I Lynch, —.——f Stewnst, Tex. Walker, 

a N Ste Ga. Wheeler, 

3 aes Marti, roses Stockdale, Wilson, W. Va. 

Mr. Bryce with Mr. KercHam. NOT VOTING—8s. 

Mr. STAHLNECKER with Mr. BAKER, of New York. Abbott, oe, Lyman, Rockwell, 

Mr. LES with Mr. DALZELL. 553 — ett, — 

Mr. HERBERT with Mr. HARMER. oak Fisher” Mendes“ Snyder, 

Mr. WILKINS with Mr. McComas. Barty = — Spinola, 

Mr. NEWTON with Mr. BELDEN. n. Gilson, McCulloch, . — 

On this vote: Bites,” ; ne, Struble, 

Mr. SowDEN with Mr. WADE. Blount, Morrow, Symes, 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri, with Mr. Hewpensor, of Illinois. Brumm, ee Neal. Arae 

Mr. Forney with Mr. FITCH. 8 Heard. awn: Washington, 

Mr. RANDALL with Mr. WILLIAMS. Burnett, Hemphill, Nutting, Weaver, 

Mr. BLAND (having voted in the negative) changed his vote imme- | Butler, | Onio Herbert, O'Neal, Ind. 2 hc nag pans 
diately before the announcement of the result from no“ to “ay.” | Carlton, > Honk, —— . Whitthes 
The vote was announced as above stated. Jackson, Phelan, Wilkins, 

Mr. BLAND. I move to reconsider the vote just taken. Collins, Kilgore, — W 

Mr. KELLEY. I move to lay the motion to reconsider on the table. | Gulberson. — Randall, Tot 

Mr. TAULBEE. Mr. Speaker, I understand the objection will be | Dougherty, Lane, Richardson, 
withdrawn to the request I made a moment ago to submit this report, | Elliott, Lee, Robertson, 


and I now ask unanimous consent—— 

Mr. DIBBLE. Jar order. 

Mr. TAULBEE. is simply a report to be submitted for print- 
ing; it will lead to no discussion. 

Mr. CASWELL. I understand that this is N to make an order 
to print the report, and individually I have no objection. 

The SPEAKER. But the regular order has been demanded by the 
gentleman from South Carolina. 

Mr. DIBBLE. Is it in order to move to reconsider a motion on re- 
consideration? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks so. 

2 question is on the motion to lay the motion to reconsider on the 
table. 


The question was taken; and on a division there were —ayes 90, 
noes 20. 

Mr. BLAND. No quorum. 

Mr. CASWELL. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the affirmative—yeas 
160, nays 76, not voting 86; as follows: ` 


So the motion to reconsider was laid upon the table. 

On motion of Mr. CASWELL, by unanimous consent, the reading of 
the names was dispensed with. 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Speaker, I would like to record my vote on this 


question. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair ean not entertain the request of the 
if he was not immediately in the Hall when his name was 
called. 


Mr. ENLOE. I was temporarily absent. 

The following additional pair was announced: 

Mr. RANDALL with Mr. WILLIAMS, on this vote. 

The vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. CASWELI. Inowdemand the previous question on the adoption 
of the report, as I presume there is no disposition to debate it. 

Mr. OATES. I think the 555 better not demand the pre- 
vious question at this time. 
Mr. CASWELL. Very well, I am perfectly content if the gentle- 
man desires to be heard. How much time does the gentleman want? 

Mr. OATES. Iwill take the floor in my own right if the Chair 
will recognize me and the gentleman does not wish to occupy it at 
present. 


A AEAII Mr. CASWELL. Ireserve my time, and as the gentleman from Ala- 
3 aye ae bama desires to be recognized in his own right I presume he will be 
tson,Iowa Dibble, ` Latham, “Rowland, permitted to occupy the floor for an hour. 

Miss. Dingley, Russell, The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Alabama. 
8 odge — Mr. OATES. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from Georgia 
Baker, N. Y. Farquhar, Long, Sawyer, [Mr. STEWART]. 

Baker, Ill. Finley, Macdonald, Mr. STEWART, of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, I am not presumptuous 
Ben — Maser 9 enough to believe that the mind of any member of this House ean be 
6 Recta — Ena soil 1 AA web Sunk AMESA Se: womens oes tae evento of 
n ` upon 
—.— Galliager 1 . — the House at all had I not discovered this morning that the gentleman 
Bowen, Gear. McKinley, Steele, from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR} had published in the RECORD a speech 
3 2 —.— „ o made upon this bill when it was under consideration in the House at a 
H B. va. quae — ges uted art, 0 reviousday. I had claimed the attention of the House at that time, and 
—.— Tad SOn r Morrill, — Bone had submitted some remarks upon the constitutional question involved 
Speco Smo 8 —.— mo — geran Xy. in the bill, to which the gentleman from Ohio replied. He then 
wn, J. R., O! — 
N Bayden iya Oates, Thomas, Wis. to attribute to me and charge against the section of the country 
Burrows, Henderson, III. G Donnell, ‘Thompson, Ohio have the honor in part to represent views whieh neither I nor ped 
Butterworth, Hermann, O' Ferrall, Thompson, Cal. entertained, and do not now entertain; and I hardly can conceive ofany- 
re i 5 — N L. Hires, 3 Tenet end, thing more unfair in honorable debate than for one member to at- 
eas a Osborne, Turner, Kans, A E a 3 issue and then reply to it. 
olinan, Outhwaite, andever, r. a wri 
Cheadle, Holmes, Warner, Mr. STEWART, of Georgia. Now, Mr. Speaker, this speech has been 
Props Hooking ———. — withheld from publication until yesterday. I have no comment to 
Cogswell, Peel, White, Ind. make upon that, as the gentleman seems to have printed three speeches 
—— . ae” weet. on yesterday, as if not being satisfied with firing with a double-barrel he 
7 Johnston, Ind. Wilder, was firing in platoons. I desire only to say that when I addressed the 
8 oe Almusay 2 House before on this question I did not, by word or sentiment or sen- 
p 8 ilson, Minn. tence, endeavor, in the slightest degree, to produce any irritation be- 
Darlington, sts Root fe — tween the sections. I now protest most solemnly against the issue the 
ven Ketcham, Rice, Yardley. gentleman has sought to raise and charge against me, for I here declare 
NAYS—76. that I know it to be a truth that the South favors fraternity of feeling, 
desires more good feeling and less acrimony. But I want to say to the 
Allen, Miss. Candler, ce i ; . ~ r A 
—— III. — — —— tleman, that when he arraigus me with so much seeming emphasis, 
x Catchings, — = Hall, never again while I have the honor, as he says, to represent a part of 
— Clements, ee Haie the Southern country should I raise it, or raise the sectional issue, I 
Bland, Dunn, Hayes, reply I did not raise and do not desire to raise it; but I want to warn 
— — ans Hader ——— Henderson. N.C. him, standing here to-day and desiring fraternity of feeling, that he 
F French, Hopkins, Va. may understand the South is here to observe all constitutional require- 
Bynum, Crisp, Glass, Howard, ments, to obey the law, and, if need be, to defend the flag. 
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I want to say, and I say it with measured words, that under the 
threat made by the gentleman the South is not here, thank God, to 
make apologies. I hope that the gentleman may realize that his threat 
is impotent, and feel that we are here to observe our oaths of office, 
and that he can not warn us to keep silent, nor can he warn us to ob- 
serve rules that he may dictate. We will be answerable alone to our 
God and our consciences and the oaths we have taken, although he 
may feel that he can raise his arm and say to members on this floor 
that their conduct is dishonorable, and that they seek to raise an issue 
that once unhappily divided this country. Now, I say as a Southern 
man I do not desire it; I did not raise it; and when the gentleman 
says, I will warn the gentleman from Georgia never again to introduce 
while he has the honor to be a member of Congress upon this floor this 
question,“ I did not introduce it, nor am I to be deterred from what 
I believe is right through word or sentence or warning from the gentle- 
man from Ohio. And I again protest, influenced by a proper feeling 
and sentiment of fraternity, that brotherly love, good-will, and united 
effort may measure our conduct hereafter. Still I protest, and tell the 

ntleman that these warnings will not frighten members upon this 

oor. I want him to understand that we are not here under a threat, 
as suppliants on our knees, thank God; nor can the gentleman become 
the accuser, the court, and jury to try us. All we have done in the 
past has gone into history, and we have the consciousness of knowing 
that we can leave our conduct to the unbiased judgment of mankind, 
_ notwithstanding the threat of the gentleman that we are never to raise 
any question of this kind. I simply desire to emphasize and in meas- 
ured words to say here that I protest against it. But let the gentle- 
man learn that neither by entreaty nor by threat can he bring that 
section to which he points rather with the finger ofscorn assuppliants 
upon their knees. We have no apologies to make, but leave our con- 
duct to the unbiased judgment of a grateful people. 

Mr. OATES. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. BLAND]. 

Mr. B D. I object to this bill, first, because I believe we have 
no legitimate authority under a proper construction of the Constitution 
to pass it. But waiving that point, Mr. Speaker, there are many other 
reasons why I consider it an obnoxious bill, notwithstanding the fact 
that the State I have the honor in part to represent will be a benefici- 
ary to over $600,000 of this money; yet, sir, lam not unmindful of the 
fact that in order to refund again this tax the people of my Common- 
wealth will be called upon under the present onerous system of tariff 
taxation, not only to pay the $600,000 back to the Federal Government, 
but four or five times that amount into the pockets of tariff monopolists. 
Whatever may be said, Mr. Speaker, in to the mode of col- 
lecting this tax, it was at least a tax upon the wealth of the country, 
and paid upon property and in proportion to wealth. 

Without going into a discussion of the question as to whether a di- 
rect tax would be a more just tax than a tariff tax, even, laid for reve- 
nue purposes only, yet sir, when it is conceded in our present condition 
that we will not be permitted to have tariff taxation for revenue pur- 
poses, or revenue purposes only, and when funds derived from private 

rties and private corporations and monopolists of this country have 
sel used unstintedly for the purpose of preventing honest taxation 
for revenue and revenue only, when in the coming Congress, as well 
as in the Senate of this Mr. Speaker, we are bound down by 
a rule of taxation that gives $5 for private purposes and private aggran- 
dizement where one goes into the Federal Treasury; inasmuch as this 
bill is intended to distribute and squander the money in the Treasury, 
in order to lay the foundation for the necessity for continuing this 
onerous, dishonest system, I want to enter my protest, not only against 
the principle of the bill under the Constitution, but the policy that has 
dictated it in both Houses of Congress. 

Mr. Speaker, we have a bonded debt of over $700,000,000, and I 
would prefer this money to be appropriated in the extinguishment of 
that debt instead of reappropriating it to the States in order to make 
the necessity for higher tariff or higher taxation in order to bring it 
back into the Federal Treasury again. I do not know in the history 
of our country when a proposition was ever made for the distribution 
of the surplus in the Treasury when we had a national debt on which 
it could be paid with advantage. 

The time is fast approaching, Mr. Speaker, when the 4} per cent. 
bonds will be due, and even at the rate of purchase to-day of the 4} 
and 4 per cent. bonds it would be better financial policy in the Govern- 
ment to pay off these bonds than to distribute this money among the 
States; for sooner or later, in order to pay this public debt, this tax 
must be re-collected. This bill distributes over $17,000,000, of which 
Missouri gets only about $600,000. Of this sum of $17,000,000 we 
get nothing compared to the burden that will be imposed upon us by 
a protective tariff in order to get the money back into the Treasury 
again, as we will be compelled to do. The bill is a fraud upon the 


people of my State. In the short space of five minutes I have not the 
time to go into all these questions, and I have simply sought this occa- 
sion to present in an imperfect manner my objections to the passage of 
this bill. 

Mr. OATES. I reserve the balance of my time, 


Mr. CASWELL. I will yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR]. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I do not desire to consume any of the valuable 
time of this Congress in replying to an attack, or a criticism, or a re- 
view, or whatever the language of the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
STEWART] may necessarily carry or by fair construction imply. In 
the remarks which I had the honor to make on a former occasion I 
answered as well as I could, in a friendly spirit, in parliamentary lan- 
guage and conciliatory language what I understood to be the drift of 
the gentleman’s argument. I confess that I had not read that argu- 
ment, and I confess that there is extreme peril in attempting to catch 
the drift of an argument sometimes, even though you do hear it and 
do read it. If I misinterpreted the argument of the gentleman from 
Georgia, why, it is enough to say that I stated in my remarks that if 
he did not mean what I understood him to mean then my criticism 
did not apply. 

As to the alleged offensive language I have this to say: On that 
occasion I used these words: 

I warn the gentleman from Georgia never again to introduce it— 
meaning what I understood to be an appeal to the sectional view of 
the question made in the language which I understood the gentleman 
to have used, in which he had spoken of ‘‘ desolated homes,” “ deso- 
lated houses, and ‘‘desolated farms“ in the South, I suggested to 
him, in a spirit of meekness and conciliation, that it was not wise for 
his side of the question to introduce that as an argument here, My 
warning was not in the form of a threat, and the gentleman from 
Georgia knew it then and he knows it now. There is no threat in- 
volved in the use of language of a strictly parliamentary character ap- 
pealing to the other side not to use or not to introduce an argument 
by which the speaker thinks his side will not be influenced. 

Mr. STEWART, of Georgia. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Certainly, sir. 

Mr. STEWART, of Georgia I was in the Senate when the gentle- 
man delivered his speech and did not know of it until my attention 
was called to it; but I wish to ask him whether he was not notified, 
while he was delivering his , by a friend on his left at the time, 
that my speech was there in print before him. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Isuppose that is true, sir, and I suppose I ought 
to have stopped in the midst of my speech and sat down and read the 
speech of the gentleman from Georgia; but really I did not understand 
that its importance was of such magnitude that I was called upon to 
do that, and I humbly apologize to him for not having read his speech 
either then or on any su uent occasion. 

Mr. STEWART, of Georgia. I am very much obliged to you. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I did not hear what the gentleman said across 
the aisle, but I understand from others that it was to the effect that I 
had tried to threaten him. Why, there is nothing in my language to 
justify any such suggestion. 

Mr. STEWART, of Georgia. I desire to correct the gentleman as 
to that. I suppose he does not wish to misrepresent me. I said that 
notwithstanding this seeming threat I wanted it understood that the 
South meant fraternity of feeling and good-will to all. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. If the gentleman can use any stronger or bet- 
ter lan in favor of harmony and good feeling than I used in the 
speech which he criticises, he will have to improve in the use of the 
English language, in my judgment. This is what I said on that occa- 


sion: 

Mr. Chairman, underlying this tion is th T 
of this pill, its 3 into 5 of is money under it would 
put the ple of this country just where equity would say they ought to stand, 
except the account on the side of the States that had paid the money and who 
received no interest upon it; and secondly, the grand results that have accrued 
to me country, and which we share in common with the people of the whole 
coun 8 

It eaten toward a complete and just reunion of the hearts of the people of 
the country; not a reunion forced by law nor controlled by legislative enact- 
ment, but controlled and promoted by the wish and purpose of both sides of the 
country to do equal and exact justice toward each other. [Applause.] 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that I am not open to a lecture upon 
the subject of conciliation by the gentleman from Georgia. He can 
use no stronger language than I used there to convey the idea that I 
was contending against the introduction of a sectional issue into this 
discussion; and now, having thus disclaimed all purpose of using any 
language that could be construed as a threat towards the gentleman 
from Georgia or anybody else, I expect the gentleman to say that upon 
that point at least he is entirely satisfied with my position. I bave 
never introduced sectionalism into any debate in this House. I have 
never, under any circumstances, in the discussion of a question of this 
character, which I set out by saying was purely a question of dollars 
and cents and ought not to be discussed from asectional standpoint—I 
have never attempted to array sectional feeling upon this side of the 
House against the other side and I never will, and the gentleman from 
Georgia, by the use of heated language, can never drive me from a po- 
sition which I have deliberately taken and which I will persistently 
adhere to. [Cries of Vote! ‘‘ Vote!’’] 

Mr. OATES. Mr. Speaker, I declined to sign this conference report 
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for reasons which, if not already apparent to every member of this 
House, I hope to make so in the brief time that I shall occupy the floor. 
In the first place, it will beseen that the $850,000 which was put upon 
the bill by an amendment in this House for compensation to people in 
certain districts of South Carolina for property sold by the tax-commis- 
sioners, having been non-concurred in by the Senate, this report farther 
amends that provision by reducing one-half the valuation placed upon 
the lots in the town of Beaufort by the United States assessor, and also 
the valuation of the improved lands, thereby reducing the amount or 
the compensation about $400, 000; and an appropriation is recommended 
by the conferees of $500,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, 
for the payment of these claims, and to which the only objection is as 
to the sufficiency of the allowance, butif the South Carolina delegation 
are satisfied with this amendment, I am. 

There is also another amendment proposed by the conferees which is 
a new feature in this bill, the provision that in all cases where lands 
in the States were sold in the process of the collection of this tax and 
bought by the United States and resold for a profit over and above the 
tax, penalties, interest, and costs, the United States shall refund or 
pay over to those whose property was thus sold all that they sold for 
over and above the assessment. I do not understand that the con- 
ferees had or that any one here has accurate information as to the 
amount that this provision will cover. 

There is a case in one State where, as stated by one of the conferees, 
the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS], there was a considerable 
quantity of land sold in one or two counties; but the amount that will 
be taken out of the Treasury to meet this provision is not stated, as I 
understand, in the conference report, and I have no information as to 
what it will amount to. 

Now, so far as the report of the conferees isconcerned, I do not know 
that there are any very serious objections to it, if this bill is to pass. 
The real ground upon which I refused to sign the report is my steady 
and unvarying opposition to this bill from its very inception up to the 
present time. Some gentlemen may think it is not quite in order to 
refer to or discuss the merits of the bill on this conference report, 
which is an attempt to reconcile the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the various amendments. But, sir, itis pertinent to discuss the 
merits of the bill here, because if this report were rejected it would 
work the defeat of the bill. But as I have heretofore made known my 
views and have submitted arguments in opposition to this bill, I will 
now consume only so much time as I may deem necessary to meet 
some points made in argument in the Senate yesterday, which I do not 
desire to go unchallenged. 

The senior Senator from my own State, as appears from the RECORD 
of this morning, took the position that this bill would be unconstitu- 
tional, as was asserted by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST], un- 
less this was a debt 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Imake the point of order that itis not 
in order, but is a breach of parliamentary decorum, for the gentleman 
to refer to and discuss what took place in the Senate yesterday. 

Mr. OATES. I have a right to discuss anything that I find in the 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, in respectful terms, as I propose to do. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I insist on my point of order. 

Mr. OATES. This is a constitutional question, and I presume I 
have a right to refer to the argument which any gentleman either in 
this House or in the Senate has submitted upon the question, when I 
do so in a perfectly respectful manner, as I propose to do. The rela- 
tions existing between me and the Senator referred to [Mr. MORGAN] 
are of the friendliest character, and I am sure he would not make the 
slightest objection to what I intend to say. 

e SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. SPRINGER). The Clerk will read 
an extract from Jefferson’s Manual, 7 
The Clerk read as follows: 


It is a breach of order in debate to notice what has been said on the same sub- 
fect in the other House or the particular votes or majorities on it there, because 
the opinion of each House should be left to its own independency, not to be in- 
fluenced by the proceedings of the other; and the quoting them might beget 
reflections leading to a misunderstanding between the two Houses. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
OATES] will proceed in order. 

Mr. OAT. I do not think the Senator referred to will be under 
any special obligations to the gentleman from Ohio for his guardianship. 
I find it asserted by the advocates of this measure that its constitution- 
ality is sustainable upon the ground that the money proposed by this 
bill to be paid is a debt against the United States. How can it bea 
debt? Itis asserted that because it has been the practice of the Con- 
gress of the United States to assume and pay debts incurred by the 
States for the public defense—in the Indian wars and in the Revolu- 
tionary war, before we had any Constitution—that therefore this is 
to be regarded as a debt incurred by the States for the common defense, 
and hence Congress has the constitutional power to appropriate money 
for its payment. 

Why, sir, it is the province and the duty of the Government of the 
United States to lay and collect taxes for the common defense; and 
wherever a State has ded money in the maintenance of its mili- 
tia or otherwise for the common defense, that is an expenditure of 
money for the common defense, and it is an expenditure which ought 


to be borne by the United States under our Constitution. To-day 
there are pending in Congress claims unadjusted in behalf of several 
States of this Union for expenditures that they made in the early days 
of the late war. No one has taken the position, and I presume no one 
would hold, that Congress has not the right and that it is not the duty 
of Congress, if these expenditures were properly made, to assume and 
pay them. There is an implied promise to do so. It belongs to the 

nited States to provide for the common defense, and such expendi- 
tures are not obligations upon any State, and when a State makes 
such expenditures they are in the discharge of duty which rests pri- 
marily on the United States. That isa very different proposition from 
this. This direct tax is not State expenditure. By a law of Congress 
a tax was lawfully and constitutionally laid; and when collected and 
paid into the Treasury, every dollar of it belonged to the United States, 
as much as money that was collected by any other system of taxation. 
The assumption and reimbursement of States for proper expenditures 
for the common defense bears no analogy whatever to the case in hand. 

Mr, DIBBLE. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. OATES. Yes, sir; a question. 

Mr. DIBBLE. Suppose we should pass a law repealing internal- 
revenue taxation. In such repealing enactments there has always 
been a provision for the repayment or rebate of the tax on property on 
hand in unbroken pa at the time the tax is released. Is such a 
porse in a law for the repeal of internal- revenue taxation constitu- 

onal? 

Mr. OATES. That is not at all analogous to this case. If the Gov- 
ernment of the United States has collected taxes from the citizen and 
then deprives him of the right for the exercise of which the tax was 
paid, it can, as a matter of course, and it ought to, refund the money 
when the privilege is denied him to continue that business. It would 
be robbery not to doit. That is not at all analogous to this case. 

Why, sir, how can this be held ,to contain any of thé elements of a 
contract or obligation? It has been held by the Supreme Court in this 
very volume (121 U. S. Reports) that where a tax isimproperly laid in 
the exercise of a constitutional power, however oppressively or un- 
equally that tax may operate, it is not, when taken from the citizenin 
that manner, recoverable by him in any court. It is just as in the case 
of money paid voluntarily under any other circumstances or in any case 
where money voluntarily paid can not be recovered back. If the in- 
dividual resists he can make a question and it goes to the courts forad- 
judication. Not so here. 

Now, in this case, can any citizen, on the ground that this direct-tax 
law is but partially executed or that ofinequality of burden imposed by 
it, or on the ground that a part of this tax was not collected, institute 
a suit for and recover the part which he paid? Ipresume that no one 
who has any regard for his reputation as a lawyer will assert that. 
Suppose Congress simply passed an act giving to the Court of Claims 
jurisdiction without declaring any right, can any one who paid avy part 
of the tax go into the court, institute a suit, and recover back the tax be- 
cause some of it which was the property and citizens 
of some of the States was not collected? I presume that no lawyer will 
assert such a proposition. Suppose the United States circuit courts 
were invested with the jurisdiction in the exercise of their equity power 
to try such a claim upon the broadest and most comprehensive princi- 
ples of equity, is there a judge in the United States who would so stul- 
tify himself as to grant relief to suchasuitor? Ifso, heshould beim- 
peached for making such a disgraceful decision. 

The fact that some of the States have not paid the assessment made 
against their citizens is harped upon, and the argument presented that 
the 5 per cent. fund and other funds coming to some of the States has 
been retained as set-offs; and one amendment, which is concurred in— 
the first, I believe, to the bill—provides for the refunding of any money 
retained by way of set-off. That in effect has nothing whatever to op- 
erate upon. There was a retention in several cases, and the exhibit 
attached to the report of the Committee on the Judiciary from the 
Treasury Department shows, for instance, the sum of $18,500 of money 
going to Alabama, which is retained and credited upon her assessment. 
Now, I mention that, Mr. Speaker, to illustrate how that matter stands 
in respect to other States. A suit was instituted and decided, the case 
of Louisiana vs. The United States, and on which was also determined 
the case of the claims of Alabama and Mississippi, that the Govern- 
ment of the United States had no right and the Treasury Department 
could not retain any money due those States and credit it against the 
direct-tax assessment because those States never assumed it and as 
States did not owe it. 

There are none of the elements of mutuality which would justify a set- 
off, and therefore the exhibit attached to the report of the majority of 
the Judiciary Committee from the Treasury Department is not a cor- 
rect exhibit of the standing of the accounts against the States in that 
Department. Why, sir, in the first session of this Congress an appro- 
priation was made upon the deficiency bill or the sundry civil, I forget 
which, and the money appropriated and paid to several States where 
the 2 and 3 per cent. fund had been retained; and these sumsare shown 
u this exhibit as having been set off, which is not the true state of 
them. 

The only other point I care to notice is this: It is insisted that this 
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bill is a most equitable measure, and that it ought to pass by way of 
an evening up ” of the burdens of the late war in the matter of taxes 
assessed and collected. Why, sir, should this particular matter be 
thus adjusted? Why take $17,000,000 out of the Treasury and return 
it to the States, not to the people, but to the States or the people who 
paid it, because two and a half millions of the twenty millions assess- 
ment never has been collected? That is an important matter, say the 
advocates of this bill, which justifies its enactment. Why, sir, if you 
go into the business of equalizing burdens,why not ascertain and re- 
fund the amount paid by the citizens of the loyal States during the 
period of the war for the maintenance of the Union—all tke expenses 
of the war, in the shape of internal-revenue, income, and ali other 
es, none of which were paid by the people of the States then in re- 
ion, so called? 

There is just as much equity in that as in this, and over against this 
I set the tax of sixty-eight millions on raw cotton, which was collected 
after the war closed, and as every one knows was paid nearly in toto 
by the people of the Southern States. Yet no one, as I understand, of 
the advocates of this bill favored an amendment which I offered when 
it was under consideration here to return the cotton tax, although there 
is a question as to the constitutional power of the Government to lay 
and collect it. Every one knows that it was brought before the Supreme 
Court of the United States, and eight judges sitting upon the bench 
were equally divided in opinion as to whether it was a constitutio: 
tax or not. Yet no part of it is to be returned to the people who paid 
it, and this bill is to be passed because those same people from whom 
that cotton tax was collected failed to pay two and a half millions of 
the $20,000,000 assessment, and it is insisted that equity requires that 
the seventeen and a half millions carried by this bill shall be taken 
from the Treasury, about one-third of which has been or will be col- 
lected from the people of the Southern States, and paid to the North- 
ern States whose people paid it twenty-six years ago. 

Why, sir, this is unprecedented in the whole history of our legisla- 
tion. There is not a case on all fours with this. Nowhere is there a 
precedent to take money out of the Treasury of the United States to 
return a tax legally laid and collected—this, too, having been disposed 
of, used for a legitimate purpose, namely the maintenance of the war 
more than twenty-five years ago. It isa dangerous precedent. It is 
a declaration, sir, that there is no limit to the power of Congress in 
the matter of the appropriations of public money. It could not be 
placed anywhere else; and Iam surprised that gentlemen who have 
spoken out and declared themselves in opposition to the Blair educa- 
tional bill, because of the want of constitutional power to appropriate 
the seventy-nine millions proposed by that measure, should advocate 
this, and maintain that there is a constitutional power in Congress to 

it. 
Phy, sir, there is no consistency in such a course, The fact is, these 
two propositions are identical in to power. There is no war- 
rant in the Constitution for either, and of the two the Blair bill is the 
least objectionable. The of this bill will establish a precedent 
for unlimited appropriations, And it is one, too, which will return 
to plague future Congresses for all time. I have no disposition, Mr. 
8 er, to consume the time of the House unnecessarily. I have stated 

e grounds of my opposition to this bill on two occasions before. 
There is nothing before the House, there is nothing in the conference 
report to improve it or to commend it to the judgment of any one ex- 
cept, perhaps, a few gentlemen in localities where their constituencies 
may be benefited in the way of money. If the bill is to pass, the a 
propriations for that purpose, I maintain, ought to be carried in the bi 
and ought to be adopted as I would be glad to defeat this 
bill in toto, and have done all I could to that end. 

I now yield to the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. HOOKER] such 
of the time remaining to me as he desires to occupy. 

Mr. HOOKER. Mr. Speaker, the objection to this bill is ofso gravea 
character that though I expressed myself fully when the bill was up be- 
fore, Jean not refrain from saying a word now upon the question of the 
power of the Congress of the United States to pass sucha bill. The tax- 
ing power of the Government, Mr. Speaker, is one which ought always to 
be exercised clearly within the limits of constitutional power granted 
to the Congress of the United States to impose taxes, and any bill or 
measure which proposes to go outside of the grant of power to the 
Federal Congress to levy a tax is a dangerous precedent to set in this 
country. 

When the first Government was formed after the war of the Revolu- 
tion, denominated the Government of the Confederation, the question 
of giving to the Federal Government the power to levy taxes was re- 
sisted in that convention, and it was absolutely denied on the first form- 
ing of the Government adopted after the Revolutionary war. That war 
itself was fought because of unjust taxation attempted to be imposed 
by the mother country upon the colonies; and that convention, fresh 
from the conflict of the Revolution, in maintaining the doctrine that 
there should not be taxation without representation, were reluctant to 
. to the Federal Government the power to levy taxes at all, and in 

constitution first adopted absolutely refused to concede to the Fed - 
eral Government the power of taxation at all, but reserved it to the re- 
spective States to raise the requisite quota for the maintenance of the 


Government. Experience demonstrated in a short time that that 
method of raising taxation for the Federal Government was inadequate 
and could not be relied upon. 

That led to the adoption of legislation in the Congress of the United 
States to create a commission to assemble at Annapolis, in the State of 
Maryland, toamend the old Articles of Confederation; and when that 
convention met, with Alexander Hamilton as one of its members, as 
one of its leading members, they applied to Congress to concede the 
power to frame a new constitution. Under that new constitution, in 
the convention of 1787, power was for the first time conceded to the Con- 
gress of the United States to levy taxes at all of any character what- 
ever, and it was adopted with great gravity inthat convention. Finally 
it was adopted, as it was supposed, witha limit upon the power of taxa- 
tion. If the Constitution contains any limit upon the power of taxa- 
tion whatever, it is expressed in the emphatic language of thejudge of 
the Supreme Court—Chief-Justice Marshall—in delivering the opinion 
in the caseof McCulloch vs. The State of Maryland, the leading case on 
this subject of the power of taxation, and in the language of the judge, 
it may be used to destroy. Now, what was the language of the Con- 
stitution adopted under which this power was conceded tothe Govern- 
ment? It is expressed, sir, in the eighth section of the first article of 
the Constitution of the country, and that provides that — 

The Congress shall have power to lay and collect taxes, imposts, and excises, 

For what purpose? Reading again from it: 

To pay the debts, and provide for the common defense and general welfare of 
the United States. Butall duties, imposts, and excises shall be uniform through- 
out the United States. 

But the power there to levy a tax, either director indirect, is limited. 
Mr. Speaker, by the very terms of the instrument itself; it is limited 
to what? Limited to 5 

Lay taxes to pay the debts and to provide for the common defense and general 
welfare of the United States. 

This is the limit. Is this bill to pay a debt of the United States? 
Ideny it. Is it to provide for the general welfare of the United States? 
Ideny it. Is it to provide forthe common defense of the United States? 
I deny it. What is it, then? It is a bill outside of the power granted 
to Congress to levy taxes. It proposes now, a quarter of a century after 
the direct tax was laid and 1n st part collected, to take the money 
out of ee Treasury and pay it to the States or to the people who 
paid it. 

Now, under the operation of that law of 1861 or 1862 what was done? 
Under a provision in the act the States were allowed to assume the pay- 
ment, being allowed 15 per cent. for the collection. Under that pro- 
vision of the law all the States, as I understand it, in the Union availed 
themselves of this privilege to assume the debt and pay to themselves 
the 15 per cent. for the collection, except the States of Tennessee, Del- 
aware, and Mississippi. In my own State there was a considerable 

roportion of this money collected. It is to go now, under the provis- 
ions of this bill, to the parties who paid this money in the first in- 
stance, and if they can not be found it goes back to the State govern- 
ment and not to the individual who paid it. What power is there 
under the Federal Constitution to levy a tax for that purpose? It does 
not exist. It goes to the individuals if they can be found; but, sir, they 
will not be found. 

In the State of Mississippi they could not be found; in the State of 
Tennesssee I venture to assert they could not be found, nor in the other 
States that I have named. It will then be to take seventeen and a half 
million of dollars from the public Treasury and pay the money to States 
who paid it twenty-five years ago under a law conceded by all to be 
within the power of Congress to enact and to have been a constitutional 
law. If you = this bill to ‘‘ equalize taxation,“ as it is termed, and 
pay back to the States who paid this tax this seventeen and a half 
million dollars upon the ground that you are going to ‘‘ equalize” the 
taxes imposed to carry on the war, then why can not the gentleman 
having this bill in charge introduce to-morrow a bill to pay back to 
the States who paid it the largest and the most formida’ tax that 
was imposed by the war, the income tax, which also was not collected 
except in the loyal States? 

If you can pass this bill there is nothing to prevent the gentleman 
having this bill in charge to introduce a bill, commending itself to 
the wisdom and the conscience and the judgment of the members of 
this House as much as this bill does, to repay to the loyal States every 
dollar of that income tax. Andif you may do that, where is the limit? 
Where can you stop? At what point will you say that the power to 
equalize taxation ceases? And must not the result be to absolutely 
deplete the Treasury of the United States? Sir, I say that we ought 
to pause before we pass a bill of this sort and look for the power in the 
Constitution. It is not a bill to pay the public debt; it is not a bill to 
provide for the common defense; it is not a bill to provide for the com- 
mon welfare. It is boldly and nakedly a proposition to put your hands 
into the Treasury and pay out this money, holding it in trust for a cer- 
tain length of time. 

If the power exists to do this in one case it exists to do it in all cases. 
And if such a power exists, then the power of taxation becomes un- 
limited, the power of the Federal Congress to ag oe Meee money out 
of the common Treasury is without limit, and the t imposed by the 
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Constitution is done away with. That is simply the effect and the 
object of this law, and to do what this bill proposes is to act in viola- 
tion of the restrictions which the framers of the Constitution laid 

the legislative power of the Government to impose taxation. I 

take to assert, Mr. Speaker, that if this was a ition to impose a 
tax upon the people of all the States—and I this remark espec- 
ially to my friends of the Chamber who are in favor of this bill—if this 
was a proposition to levy a tax directly to pay back this money, there 
would not be a baker’s dozen of men on either side of this House who 
would have the courage to vote for it. 

But, Mr. Speaker, it is a bill which finds its origin and the cause of 
its being presented here simply in the fact that there is a surplus in 
the Treasury of the United States. If there is, that surplus consists 
of money which has been paid by the people in the form of taxes im- 

by the Government, and the iniquity of this measure loses none 

of its enormity by reason of the fact that there is money in the Treas- 

jary out of which this payment may be made. As I havealready said, 

‘if this were a bald, naked proposition to levy a tax to pay this money 

‘now it would shock the common sense, it would the common 

esty of every man in Congress to be asked to vote for such a meas- 
ure. 8 : 

When the enermity of this bill is pointed out, by asking why you 
do not begin your ‘‘ equalization’? by ing the $68,000,000 col- 
lected under the odious and unjust cotton tax, itis said by the gen- 
tleman from Wisconsin [Mr. CASWELL], making this conference report, 
that if it can be shown that the cotton tax differs in any way from the 
tax on tobacco he might support it. 

Why, Mr. Speaker, the difference is so obvious that it scarcely need 
be stated. Cotton, from which the great bulk of the clo of the 
world is made, is one of the prime necessaries of life, as much so as 
wheat or corn or grain of any kind, which are the staff of life, 
while tobacco is no such necessity of life. 
| Again, Mr. Speaker, the tax on tobacco was imposed to raise money 
in a great emergency, and has probably been unwisely and needlessly 
continued when that emergency ceased to exist; while the tax on cot- 
ton had for its object when originally imposed the punishment of the 
‘agricultural section in which it is and its continuance after the 

wur under still more punitive enactments can find no excuse, much 
less sanction of the Constitution, or the exercise of the taxing power 
under the limited t in that instrament. 

Mr. OATES. Speaker, what time have I remaining? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has ten minutes re- 


Mr. OATES. I reserve that time. 

Mr. CASWELL, Mr. Speaker, I have no desire to detain the House 
in the discussion of this report. I wish, however, to submit a few re- 
marks in reply to the gentleman who has just spoken, after which a 
short time will be consumed upon the same side of the question, and 
then we shall be ready to vote. I want to disabuse the minds of the 

embers and correct the statement which has often been repeated upon 

is floor, that this bill will carry $17,500,000. Such is not the case. 
Gentlemen arrive at that amount by including the 15 per cent. com- 
missions which were allowed the States for the assumption and pay- 
ment of this tax, but this bill does not propose to pay to the States 
pearly $2,250,000 which were credited by way of commissions, but 
simply the amount collected, which will aggregate $15,725,000 and no 
more. 

Mr. OATES. Will the gentleman let me interrupt him just there? 


Mr. CASWELL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. OATES. Does not the of the first section of the bill 
vide that the Secretary shall it and pay to each of the States 

d Territories an amount equal to all collections ? 

Mr. CASWELL. To all collections. 


Mr. OATES. Wait a moment. Now the 15 per cent. clause was a 


part of the machinery which Congress saw proper to adopt to secure 
the — of this That was to be dennated from amount, 
was it not? 


Mr. CASWELL. It was a mere discount. 

Mr. OATES. It was not an additional assessment? 

Mr. CASWELL. It was a mere rebate or discount. 

Mr. OATES. Whenever the State, through its machinery, would 
undertake the collection? 

Mr. CASWELL. Les, sir. 

Mr. OATES. Well, was not that a collection? 

Mr. CASW. I do not understand it so. 

Mr. OATES. Forinstance, if $2,000,000 was the assessment agai 
Pennsylvania, and that State collected the $2,000,000 and was wed 
to retain 15 per cent. out of the amount as compensation for the work, 
that 15 cent. would be a collection, would it not? 

Mr. CASWELL. Not a collection within the meaning of the bill. 

Mr. OATES. I maintain that it would be. You go on to gay by 
set-off or etherwise’’—— 

Mr. CASWELL. But an abatement allowed to a State which would 
assume Arad paf the money is in no sense a collection within mean- 


of 
nee B . How, then, is the State reimbursed for the cost of eol- 
lection ? 
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Mr. CAS WELL. It is very true that the State does not receive any 
compensation or reimbursement for the collection 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. May I ask the gentleman a 
question? > 

Mr. CASWELL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. This deduction of 15 percent. 
was allowed to the States that paid the tax in cash. The tax was a 
direct tax levied upon the citizens of the States, not upon the States; it 
was 8 among the States according to population. Now, how 

have been constitutional ſor the Government to have allowed 

a rebate of 15 per cent. to a State if that was not the fee which the Gov- 

ernment allowed to its agent for collection, for under the Constitu- 

tion the tax must be uniform? Was it not, then, the fact thatthe Gov- 

ernment made the State its collector if the State chose to occupy that 

8 and gave it as its fee 15 per cent. of the amount collected? 

ore does not that come technically within the language of this 

bill when it provides that the Government shall pay back to ihe States 
the amount collected ? 

Mr. CASWELL. In reply to the gentleman from Kentucky I will 
say the effect of the provision referred to in the direct-tax law was 
merely to say to the States of the Union, If you will assume the pay- 
ment of this tax and pay this money into the vou may do it 
with a reduction of 15 per cent.“ In other words, for every $85,000 
of money that they paid into the Treasury they were to be credited 
with $100,000. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Now, if I do not interrupt 
the gentleman from Wisconsin 

Mr. CASWELL. Not at all. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentueky. He will allow me to ask, 
does he not confuse two ideas that are essentially different under our 
Constitution—the State and the citizens of a State? The direct tax is 
levied uponcitizens. Now, the Government could not say to the State, 
If you will pay this tax, which is not levied upon you as a State but 
upon your citizens, we will give you a rebate,’’ unless it made the 
State the t to collect the tax from the citizens. 

Mr. CAS I understand the law proceeded upon the theory 
that each State is supposed to have an interest in its citizens or sub- 
jects; and while this tax was leyied upon the people of the several 
States, Congress said to the States, looking to the interests of their 
people, “‘ f gor will save us the machinery and expense of collecting 
this tax, and will pay the money out of your own treasury into the 
Treasury of the United States, you shall have an abatement upon the 
tax for the benefit of your people; you shall pay only $85,000 for every 
$100,000 levied.” 

Mr. HOOKER. Will the gentleman permit me a question? 

Mr. CASWELL. Certainly. 

Mr. HOOKER. Did not the tax-payer in each State where this tax 
was collected pay the tax to the State, and did not the State out of 
the entire tax thus paid by its citizens reserve the 15 per cent.? 

Mr. O’FERRALL rose. 

Mr. CASWELL. One question at a time, if you please. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. I wish to say that such was not the case in the 
State of Virginia. 

Mr. CASWELL. I do not understand that the people of the several 
States paid this money into the State treasury; I do understand that 
some of the States, through their own legislative authority, assumed 
this tax and paid it out of the common treasury in large sums, while 
other sums which were due from the General Government to these sey- 
eral States were offset upon that tax. 

Mr. OATES. Will the gentleman from Wisconsin allow me to inter- 
rupt him a moment on this particular point? 

Mr. CASWELL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. OATES. The statement of accounts by the Treasury Depart- 
ment shows as the balance of indebtedness due the United States $2,- 
553,991.86. Now, this is all that is due of the $20,000,000 assessment, 
Has not the wape of tbe balance of the $20,000,000 been collected ? 

Mr. CAS All the balance of the $20,000,000 has been col - 
lected or allowed to the State by way of rebate. 

Mr. OA Ah! but rebate is not in the law. Here is astate- 

t of the account from the Treasury Department which shows a lit- 

e over two and a half million dollars uncollected of the $20,000,000. 

Mr. CASWELL. No matter; that same account shows how much 
was credited to the States by way of commissions. All these credits 
were mere rebates, and in no sense were they ever collected. 

Mr. OATES. Now, let me finish my question. This bill directs 
that the Secretary of the credit each State and Territory of 
the United States and the District of Columbia a sum equal to all col- 
lections, by set-off or otherwise, made by the States, Territories, or 
the District of Columbia. Now, here is a statement of the T. 
account, showing, in round figures, that two and a half million dol- 
lars is still due, leaving seventeen anda half million dollars which have 
been collected. There is no such language as rebate employed in 
the act. : 

Mr. CASWELL. This language ip regard to collections does not 
in any sense include commissions rebates that were allowed and 
credited to the States. 

Several gentlemen rose. 
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Mr. CASWELL. I must decline further interruptions because they 
are consuming too much time. 

Mr. SPINOLA. I do not desire to consume the gentleman’s time, 
but I trust he will allow me one question. 

Mr. CASWELL. I t I have not the time to yield. 

Mr. SPINOLA. I wish to ask this question, because the explana- 
tion which may. be given in reply may influence my vote. 

Mr. CASWELL. Very well, Iyield; but this must be the last time. 

Mr. SPINOLA. I would like to ascertain whether there is now in 
this bil] a provision that the money when paid to the State shall be 
paid into the treasury of the State directly. 

Mr. CASWELL. Les, sir; I understand it is to be paid to the treas- 
urer of the State or to the governor. 

Mr.SPINOLA. And no portion of this money is ta be given to agents 
or assumed agents of the States who are hanging about the Capitol here? 

Mr. CASWELL. Not at all; that can not occur. The money is to 
be paid to the governors of the several States. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. Will the gentleman allow me one word? 

Mr. CASWELL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. I wish to say simply this, as I understand this 
bill, where the money was paid by a State upon assessments made by 
the State itself, it is to go into the treasury of the State for the benefit 
of the State as a whole—— 

Mr. CASWELL. Les, sir. 

Mr. O'FERRALL. But where the money was collected from indi- 
viduals, as was the case in the State of Virginia, it is to go into the 
hands of the governor of the State to be paid over to those individuals, 
if living, or to their personal representatives. 

Mr. CASWELL, Yes, sir; it is to be paid to the State to be held in 
trust for the rightful owners. 

Mr. HOOKER. Fora certain period ? 

Mr. CASWELL. Yes, sir; the statute of limitations will operate 
upon it in six years. 

I desire now to make one or two remarks in reference to the consti- 
tutional argument of my friend from Alabama [Mr. OATES] and my 
distinguished friend from Mississippi [Mr. Hooker]. I always re- 
spect a constitutional argument; but we must concede that over the 
subject of taxation Congress is vested with full power. 

Mr. OATES. To do what? 

Mr. CASWELL. ‘To levy taxes in such manner as Congress may see 
fit. 

Mr. OATES. Oh, no 

Mr. CASWELL. Now, the gentleman must excuse me for not yield- 


ing further. 
Mr. OATES, But when you undertake to quote the Constitution 
you should be correct. 


Mr. CASWELL. Well, the gentleman has had his say, and I do not 
think he is right. I want only a few moments, and it is very likely I 
shall not be right, but I only want to state my views as I entertain 
them. I repeat, Congress has full power to lay taxes upon the people 
of the country. Now my friend concedes that this tax was legally 
levied. If he did not concede it, the very decision of the Supreme Court 
which he holds in his hand settles the doctrine that it was a legal tax. 
‘That shows that Congress had jurisdiction over the subject; and if it 
has jurisdiction and can lay taxes has it not power to refund taxes? 
If a tax is partly collected and it seems impossible to collect the bal- 
ance, can Co gress not return the tax paid to such parties as have paid 
it? 

Mr. OATES. No. There is the Constitution; show me the power. 

Mr. CASWELL. The gentleman says that Congress has no such 
power. Congress has jurisdiction over the subject-matter. If it can 
rebate a part of the tax, if it can suspend the collection of a part or 
the whole of the tax, if it can allow redemption of taxes, when it is 
discovered that the money is not needed, may it not return it to the 
sources from which it came? Has not Congress, in other words, full 
power over the whole subject? I can see no other legitimate conclu- 
sion that follows from the power conferred upon Congress. 

But, Mr. Speaker, I want to call the attention of gentlemen of the 
South to this one state of things: The very decision which my friend 
from Alabama refers to Jays down the doctrine that this is a legal 
tax against the people of the States. The Supreme Court saysit will 
not suggest how the tax may be collected, intimating that it may be 
collected, that it is a subsisting legal tax against the people of Ala- 
bama or the people of the State of Mississippi, and that machinery 
may be inaugurated by which that tax can be enforced. e may even 
do it before this Congress adjourns. 

Mr. OATES. How? 

Mr. CASWELL. Why, we may provide commissioners to go down 
and make the levy as in former years. 

Mr. OATES. I wonld like to see them undertake it. 

Mr. CASWELL. Does the gentleman deny that we have the author- 


ity? The gentleman says he would like to see them undertake it. 


Does he propose to resist by force? 

Mr. OATES. Not at all. 

Mr. CASWELL, Of course not; Iam 2 of that. If the Su- 
preme Court holds that it is a legal tax upon the people of the State, 


will the gentleman say that there can not be the necessary machinery 
set in motion by the same body that levied the tax to enforce its col- 
lection? Is it not in our power to originate and pass a bill that the 
uncollected part of this tax shall be enforced against the people of any 
of the States which have not paid it? Most certainly we can. And 
who upon this floor does not desire to relieve you from that condition 
of affatrs ? 

Mr. ROGERS. But your desire now seems to be to relieve the Treas- 


ury. 

Mr. CASWELL. Well, you claim that there is a great body of sur- 
plus in the Treasury. You gentlemen claim that this surplus has been 
accumulating and is accumulating, and you do not know what to do 
with it. Is this not a good way to do an act of justice—pay back the 
money collected and forgive the balance while we are paving the way 
for peace? Whynot close up this whole account and spread the man- 
tle of peace over the entire country? Why not help us when the olive 
branch is held out to blot out these liabilities which the Supreme Court 
hold to be constitutional, and which are a subsisting obligation against 
the people of your States? 

Mr. ROGERS. But we do not want to pay $17,000,000 for one olive 
branch. It is paying too dear for the whistle. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. The charity that the gentl 
man from Wisconsin wants us to accept is that charity which pays 
the money over to the Northern people and cancels an alleged oblit 
gation against the Southern States. 


Mr. CASWELL. But is it not a charity also to relieve a man of a 


liability which is hanging over him? It is a worse condition to be in 
debt when you have not the money to pay than to be obliged to pay 
money when you have it; and it is more of a charity often to relieve 
a man who can not pay such an obligation than to refund money which 
he has paid and perhaps does not need. 

Mr. HOOKER. Why not give us the $68,000,000 of cotton tax ? 

Mr. CASWELL. That is another question. Perhaps when th 
gentleman introduces a bill, and can convince me there is a differen 
between the cotton tax and the tax levied on tobacco in the North, I 
may help him correct the inequality. I reserve the balance of my 
time. [Cries of Vote!” Vote!“ 


Mr. OATES. Mr. Speaker, there are a few matters to which I wish 


to refer briefly. The gentleman from Wisconsin says that the clause of 
the Constitution which gives Congress the right to lay and collect taxes! 
gives authority over the whole question of taxation to ‘‘remit and re- 
fund,“ as well as “ to lay and collect.” I go by the letter of the Con- 
stitution. It reads, Congress shall have power to lay and collect.” 
There is no such language as ‘‘ remit or refund.“ 

Now, with reference to the amount which this bill carries. There 
was an assessment on the States and Territories of the United States 
of $20,000,000. The books of the Treasury Department show that in 
round numbers two and a half millions of that assessment are uncollected, 
and that all the remainder of the assessment has been collected; that 
is to say, seventeen and a half million dollars have been collected, and 
there are yet due or uncollected about two and a half million dollars. 
That is a plain proposition. 

The fact that the law laying this tax gave to the States 15 per cent. or 
the collection for making it, or employing their machinery to collect, 
did not diminish the gross assessment. The 15-per-cent. agreement is 
called in the act ‘‘assuming,’’ and it was a part of the collection to be 
made. The language employed by my friend from Wisconsin [Mr. 
CASWELL], ‘‘rebating,’’ is not to be found in the law nor in the account 
kept in the Treasury Department. It follows necessarily from the 
language employed in this bill, ‘fall collections made by set-off or 
otherwise, that the 15 per cent. retained was a part of the collection. 
It does not make any difference what the United States did with the 
money that was collected, nor whether it ever came into the Treasury. 
That is not the language of the bill. It does not say all money that 
was collected and paid into the Treasury,’’ but ‘‘all collections by 
set-off and otherwise made from the States and Territories is appropri- 
ated by this bill.“ This, however, is only a question as to the amount 
which the bill carries. Two and a quarter millions which were sup- 

to have been retained, and which I suppose were retaineil for 
collecting, by the terms of this bill are to be appropriated ont of the 
Treasury for the benefit of those States and Territories, making the 
whole amount which this bill appropriates about $17,500,000. 

It is another objection and an unjust feature of it. It has been said 
that the States that assumed the payment of the assessments against 
their people became liable therefor and the United States got the bene- 
fit of the 15 per cent., and henceit was collected. Suppose a State as- 
sumed the debt and did not pay, could the United States enforce it 
against that State? No. It could enforce it against the lands owned 
by the citizens, just as in the first instance, if the State had no assumed 
it. There are no set-offs credited against any States which assumed it 
of which they bave any right to complain. 

I do not care, Mr. Speaker, to consume apy more time, and if no 

entle on this side desires to say anything, I s ask à vote. 
es of Vote! “Vote l] 

Mr. CASWELL. I demand the previous question on the adoption 

of the conference report. 
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The previous question was ordered. 

The question was put upon agreeing to the conference report; and 
the Speaker announced that the ayesseemed to have it. 

Mr. OATES. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the affirmative—yeas 
168, nays 87, not voting 67; as follows: 


YEAS—168. 

Adams, Dingley, Johnston, Ind. Reed, 
Allen, Mich. rsey, Kean, Rice, 
Anderson, Iowa Dunham, Kelley, Rock well, 
Anderson, Kans. Elliott. Kennedy, Romeis, 
Arnold, Farquhar, Ketcham, Rowell, 
Atkinson, Felton, La Follette, Ryan, 
Baker, N. Y. Finley, Laidlaw, Sawyer, 

ker, III. Fisher, Latham, Scull, 
Bayne, Fitch, Lehlbach, Seney, 
Biggs, Flood, Lind, Seymour, 
Bingham, Ford, Lodge, Sherman, 
Bli Fuller, Long, o! 
Boothman, Funston, o A Sowden, 
Bound, Gaines, Mahoney, Spooner, 
Boutelle, Gall T, Mansur, Steele, 
Bowden, Gay, n, Stephenson, 
Bowen, Gear, McClammy, Stewart, Vt. 
Brewer, est, McCormie: ble, 
Brower, Gibson, McKenna, ‘Taylor, E. B., Ohio 
Browne,T.H.B., Va. Grosvenor, McKinley, ylor, J. D., Ohio 
Browne, Ind. Grout Merriman, 5 E 
Brown, Ohio Guenther, Moffitt, ‘Thomas, 
Brown, J. R., Va. Harmer, Morrill, Thomas, Wis. 
Buchanan, ugen, Nichols, Thompson, Ohio 
Burro Hayden, O'Donnell, Thompson, 
Campbell, F., N. Y. Heard, O’Ferrall, Tillman, 
Cannon, 5 O'Neall, Ind. Townshend, 
Caswel Henderson, Iowa O'Neill. Pa. er, 
Cheadle, Henderson, N. O. O'Neill, Mo, Vandever, 
Clark, Henderson, III. Osborne, Wade, 
Cogswell, ermann, Outhwaite, Warner, 
Sonn Hikes” Parke West,” 

nger, er, 

— Hitt,” Patton, White, N. x. 
Cothran, Holman, Perkins, Whiting, Mass. 
Crouse, Holmes, Phelps, Wilber, 
Cutcheon, Hopkins, III. Pid . Wilkinson, 
Dalzell, Hopkins, Va. Plumb, Williams, 
Darlington, Hopkins, N. V. Posey, Wise, 

Davis, udd, Post, Woodburn, 
De Hunter, Pugsley, Yardley, 
Dibble, Rayner, Yoder. 
NAYS—87. 
Abbott,. rgan, Lanham, Rowland, 
Anderson, Miss, Davidson, Ala, Lawler, Russell, Mass, 
Bankhead, kery, Ayun, Sayers, 
Barnes, Dunn, h, tt, 
Blancbard, Forney, Martin, Shively, 
0 
ount, ass, cKinney, pino. 
— ge ares cee 3 Springer, 
recki , Ky. mes, cRae, wart, 
S Hall, Mills. Stewart, Ga. 
Bynum, Hare, Montgomery, Stone, Ky. 
Candler, Hatch, oore, Tarsney, 
Caruli Hayes, Morgan, Turner, Ga. 
Catchings, Hooker, Morse, Vance, 
pman, Howard, Norwood, er, 
jardy, Hutton, Oates, Washington, 
Clements, Johnston, N. C. 1 Weaver, 
Cobb, Jones, Penington, Wheeler. 
Cockran, Kilgore, Randall, Whiting, Mich, 
Cowles, 4 Richardson, Wilson, Minn. 
Crisp, Landes, Robertson, Wilson, W. Va. 
mmings, e, Rogers, 
NOT VOTING—67. 0 
Allen, Mass. Crain, Lee, Phelan, 
Ailen, me eee Lyman, 3 Conn, 
Anderson, III. ven usk, 
Bacon, Davidson, Fla, 9 ae 
rry. ug! Y, ‘omas, nyder, 
Belden, Enloe, Stahlnecker, 
Brumm, Ermentrout, McCullogh, Stockdale, 
Bryce. Foran, Shane, Stone, Mo. 
Bunnell, off, Milliken, Symes, 
Burnett, Granger, Morrow, Taulbee, 
Butler, Greenman, Neal, v. 
Butterworth Nelson, White, Ind. 
Campbell, Ohio > Newton, ittho 
Campbell, T. J., N. V. Houk, Nutting, Wick 
Carlton, err, Payson, Wilkins, 
Collins, Laffoon, Perry, 
Cox, Laird, Peters, 


So the conference report was adopted. 

Mr. CASWELL. I ask unanimous consent that the reading of the 
names of members voting be di with. 

Mr. SCOTT. I object. 

The Clerk recapitulated the names. 

Mr. BIGGS. Mr. S. er, I am paired with my colleague from Cal- 
ifornia [Mr. Morrow], but if he were here he would vote yea,“ and 
consequently I have voted yea.“ 

The following additional pairs for the rest of the day were an- 
nounced: 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri, with Mr. WILLIAMS, 

Mr. LEE with Mr. PAYSON. 

Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida, with Mr. PETERS, 
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Mr. CRAIN with Mr. DAVENPORT. 

Mr. CARLTON with Mr. WICKHAM. If Mr. WICKHAM were vot- 
ing he would vote for the conference report on the tax bill. 

Mr. GRANGER and Mr. RUSSELL, of Connecticut, were announced 
as paired until further notice. 

Mr. PETERS was granted leave of absence on account of sickness. 

Mr. TAULBEE and Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois, were announced as 
paired on the conference report on the direct-tax bill. Mr. TAULBEE 
would vote for the bill and Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois, against it. 

Mr. ENLOE and Mr. BUTTERWORTH were announced as paired on 
this vote. 

The vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I am paired until Saturday with 
my colleague, Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, but it is within my knowledge 
that if he were present he would probably vote for this bill, and there- 
fore I have voted. 

Mr. CASWELL. I move to reconsider the vote by which the con- 
ference report was adopted; and also move that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ADMISSION OF DAKOTA AND OTHER NEW STATES. 


Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I beg to submit a conference report. 
The SPEAKER. The report will be read. 
The report is as follows: 


The committee of conference on the ing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the House to the bill of the Senate (S. 185) to provide for the 
admission of South Dakota into the Union and for the organization of the Ter- 
ritory of North Dakota, having met, after full and free conference have agreed 
to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its d ment to the amendment of the House 
to said bill and agree to the same with an amendment, namely: Strike out all 
of said amendment and in lieu thereof insert the following: 

“SECTION 1. That the inhabitants ot all that part ofthe area of the United States 
now Mey rome the Territories of Dak Montana, and r ner as at 
present described, may become the States of North Dakota, South ota, Mon- 
tana, and Washington, ively, as hereinafter provided. 

“Sec, 2. The area comprising the Territory of Dakota shall, for the purposes of 
this act, be divided on the line of the seventh standard parallel produced due 
west to the western boundary of said Territory; and the delegates elected as 
hereinafter provided to the constitutional convention in districts north of said 
parallel shalt assemble in convention, at the time prescribed in this act, at the 
city of Bismarck; and the delegates elected .in districts south of said 2 
shall, at the same time, assemble in convention at the city of Sioux Fal 

“SEC, 3. all persons who are ified by the laws of said Territories to 
vote for representatives to the ative Assemblies thereof, are hereby au- 
thorized to vote for and choose 8 to ſorm conventions in said proposed 
States; and the qualifications for delegates to such conventions shall be such as 
by the laws of said Territories respectively persons are 1 to to 
be eligible to the Legislative Assemblies thereof; and the aforesaid delegates to 
form said conventions shall be apportioned within the limits of the proposed 
States in such districts as may he ed as herein provided, in proportion 
to the population in each of said counties and districts, as near as may be, to be 
ascertained at the time of making said apportionments by the persons hereinaf- 
ter authorized to make the same, from the best information obtainable, in each of 
which districts three delegates shall be elected, but no elector shall vote for 
more than two persons fordelegates to such conventions; that said appoint- 
ments shall be made by the governor, the chief-justice, and the secre! of 
said Territories; and the governors of said Territories shall, by proclamation, 
order an election of the delegates aforesaid in each of said proposed to 
be held on the Tuesday afler the second Monday in May, „Which proclama- 
tion shall be issued on the 15th day of April, 1889; and such election shall be 
conducted, the returns e, the result ascertained, and the certificates to per- 
sons elected to such convention issued in the same manner as is presori by 
the laws of the said Territories regulating elections therein for Delegates to 
Co the number of votes cast for del in each precinct shall 


lations as said 
e ratification or 


the le of said States: 
That perfect toleration of religious sentiment shall be secured, and 
that no inhabitant of said States shall ever be molested in person or property on 
account of his or her mode of religious worship. 

Second. That the people inhabiting said p States do 
clare that they forever disclaim all right and title to the unappropriated publie 
lands lying within the boundaries thereof, an 1 to all lands lying within said 
limits owned or held by any Indian or Indian tribes; and that until the title 
thereto shall have been extinguished by the United States, the same shall beand 
remain subject to the d tion of the United States, and said Indian lands 
shall rei n under the absolute jurisdiction and control of the Congress of the 
United States; that the lands belonging to citizens of the United States residing 
without the said States shall never be taxed at a higher rate than the lands be- 
longing to residents thereof; that no taxes shall be imposed by the States on 
lands or property therein belonging to or which may hereafter be purchased b; 
the United tes or reserved for its use. But nothing herein, or in the ordi. 
nances 9 for, shall preclude the said States from taxing as other 
lands are taxed any lands owned or held by any Indian who has severed his 
tribal relations, and has obtained from the United States or from any person a 
title thereto by patent or other t, save and except such lands as have 
been or may be ted to any I n or Indians under any act of Congress con- 
taining a p exempting the lands thus granted from taxation; but said 


and de- 
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ordinances shall provide that all such lands shall be exempt from taxation by 
said States so long and to such an extent as such act of Congress may prescribe. 

“Third. That the debts and liabilities of said Territories shall be assumed 
id by said States, respectively. 

Fourth. That provision shall be made for the establishment and mainten- 
ance of systems of publicschools, which shal! be open to all the ehildren of said 
States, and free from sectarian control. 

“Spo.5. That the convention whieh shall assemble at Bismarck shall form a 
constitution and State government for a State to be known as North Dakota, 
and the convention which shall assemble at Sioux Falls shall form a constitu- 
tion and State government for a State to be known as South Dakota: Provided, 
‘That at the election for delegates to the constitutional convention in South Da- 
kota, as hereinbefore provided, each elector may have written or printed on 
his ballot the words * the Sioux Falls constitution,’ or the words 
the Sioux Falls constitution,’ and the votes on this question shall be returned 
and canvassed in the same manner as for the election provided for in section 3 
ofthis act; and if a majority of all votes cast on this question shall be For the 
Sioux Falls constitution’ it shall be the duty of the convention which may as- 
semble at Sioux Falls, as herein provided, to resubmit to the people of South 
Dakota, for ratification or rejection at the election hereinafter provided for in 
this act, the constitution framed at Sioux Falls and adopt November 3, 
1885, and also the articles and Le separately submitted at that elec- 
tion, including the question of 1 ng the temporary seat of government, with 
such changes only as relate to the name and boundary of the pro State, to 
the reapportionment of the judicial and legislative districts, and such amend- 
ments as may be necessary in order to comply with the provisions of this act; 
and if a majority of the votes cast on the ratification or rejection of the consti- 
tution shall be for the constitution irrespective of the articles a a sub- 
mitted, the State of South Dakota shall be admitted as a State in the Union 
under said constitution as hereinafter provided; but the archives, records,and 
books of the Territory of Dakota shall remain at Bismarck, the capital of North 
Dakota, until an agreement in reference thereto is reached by said States. But 
if at the election for delegates to the constitutional convention in South Da- 
kota a majority of all the votes cast at that election shall be ‘Against the Sioux 
Falls constitution,’ then and in that event spall be the duty of the conven- 
tion which will assemble at the city of Sioux Falls on the 4th day of ee 
to proceed to form a constitution and State government as in act 
3 that question had not been submitted to a vote of the people of 

uth Dakota. 

“Src. G. It shall be the duty of the constitutional conventions of North Dakota 
and South Dakota to appoint a joint commission, to be com of not. less 
than three members of each convention, whose duty it shall to assemble at 


Bismarck, the present seat of government of said Territory, and a; upon an 
equitable division of all property ing to the Territory of ta, the dis- 
1 and also adjust and agree upon the amount of the 


shall be assumed and paid by each 


reached respecting the liabilities shall be incorporated in 
the constitutions, and each of said i to pay 
its proportion of such debts and liabilities the same as if they n 


el 
ve constitutions as provided for in this act, the Territorial govern- 
ment of ota shall continue in existence the same as if this act had not been 
But if the constitui formed for either. North Dakota or South Da- 
ta be by le, that part of the Territory so rejecting its 


j the peop. 
— shall er under the T: rnment of the 
present Territory Dakota, but shall, 
is admitted into the Union, be called by the name of the Territory of North Da- 


kota or as ease be: Provided, That if either of the pro- 
posed provided for in this shall reject the constitution which may be 
submitted for rati or at the election provided therefor, the gov- 

ernor of the Territory in which such proposed was 
his m reconvening the delegates to the convention 
which formed such constitution, fixing the time and 3 said 
shall when so assembled. they to form. 


posed State 
the said first Tuesday in Oetober. And theconstitutional conventions which 


them.to Ho people of said 
ection at elections to be held 
ssid proposed first Tuesday in At the elections pro- 
vided for in this section the qualified voters of said proposed States shall vote 
directly for or against the ions, and for oragainst any articles 
of said elections shall be 


the duty of the President of the United States to issue his proclamation 
the result of the election in each, and thereupon the proposed 
have constitutions and formed State governments as here- 
shall be deemed admitted by Co: into the Union under and 
by virtue of this act on an equal footing with original States from and after 
the date of said proclamation. 

So. 9, That until the next general census, or until otherwise provided by 
law, said States shall be entitled to one Representative in the House of Repre- 
sentatives of om United . aes nee Dakoti, whichshall pe aukien to 
two; presentativesto the -first gress, together w. V- 
ernors and other officers provided for in said constitutions. may be 8 
the same day of the election for the ratification or rejection of the constitutions; 
and until said State officers are elected and qualified under provisions of 
each constitution and the States, respectively, are admitted into the Union, 
FF the duties of their respective 


of by or under the authority of any act of Congress, other lands equiva- 
ent thereto, in legal subdivisions of not less than one-quarter section, and as 
contiguous as may be te the section in lieu of which the same is taken, are 
hereby granted to said States for the support of common schools, such indem- 
nity lands to be selected within said States in such manner as the Legislature 
may provide, with the approval of the of the Interior: Provided, That 
the sixteenth and thirty-sixth sections embraced in permanent reservations for 
national purposes shall not, at any time, be subject to the grants nor to the in- 
demnity provisions of this act, nor shall any lands embraced in Indian, milis 
tary, or other reservations of any character, be subject to the grants or to the 
indemnity provisions of this act until the reservation shall have been extin- 
guished and such lands be restored to, and become a part of, the public domain, 

“Src. 11. That all lands herein granted for educational purposes shall be dis- 
posed of only at publicsale, and at a price not less than $10 acre, the proceeds 
to constitute a permanent school fund, the interest of which only be ex- 
pended in the support of said schools. But said lands may, under such regula- 
tions as the res shall prescribe, be leased for of not more than 
five years, in quantities not exceeding 1 section to any one person or company; 
and such land shall not be subject. to We ee homestead entry, or any 
other entry under the land laws of the United States, whether surveyed or un- 
surveyed, but shall be reserved for school purposes only. 

“Seo. 12. That upon the admission of each of said States into the Union, in no- 
cordance with the provisions of this act, fifty sections of the unappropriated pub- 
lic lands within said States, to be selected and located in 2 as 
provided in section 10 of this act, shall be, and are hereby, granted to said States 

or the purpose of erecting pame buildings at the capital of said States for leg- 
islative, executive, and judicial purposes, 

‘SEC. 13. That 5 per cent. of the proceeds of the sales of public lands lyin 
within said States which shall be sold by the United States sul nent tothe ae 
mission of said States into the Union, after deducting all the expenses incident 
to the same, shall be paid to the said States, to be used asa permanent fund, the 
interest of which only shall be expended forthe support o the common schools 
within said State, respectively. 

Spo. 14. That the lands granted tothe Territories of Dakota and Montana by 
the act of February 18. 1851, entitled An act to grant lands to Dakota, Montana, 
Arizona, Idaho, and Wyoming for university purposes,’ are hereby vested in 
the States ot South Dakota, North Dakota, and Montana, respectively, if such 
States are admitted into the Union, as provided in this act, tothe extentof the full 
quantity of seventy-two ns to each of said States, and any portion of said 
lands that may not have been selected by either of said Territories of Dakota 
or Montana may be selected by the respective States aforesaid; but said act of 
February 18, 1881, shall be so amended as to provide that none of said lands 
shall be sold for less than $10 per acre, and the proceeds shall constitute a per- 
manent fund to be safely invested and held by said States severally, and the in- 
come thereof be used exclusively for university purposes. And such quautity 
of —- 3 oe by the a 0 a N 17. E . 
serv university purposes in ‘erritory o as, together with 
the lands confirmed to the vendees of the Territory by the act of March 14. 1864, 
will make the full quantity of seventy-two entire sections, are hereby ted in 
like manner to the State of eo for the pi of a university in said 
State. None of the lands granted in this section s be sold at less than $10 
per acre; but said lands may be leased in the same manner as provided in 
section 11 of this act. The schools, colleges, and universities provided for in this 
act shall forever remain under the exclusive control of the said States, respect- 
ively, and no part of the proceeds arising from the sale or disposal of any lands 
herein granted for educational purposes shall be used for the support of any sec- 
tarian or denominational school, college, or university. The section of land 
granted by the act of June 16, 1880, to the Territory of Dakota, for an asylum for 
the insane shall, upon the admission of said State of South Dakota into the 
Union, become the property of said State. 

“Sec, 15. That so much of the lands belonging to the United States as have 
been acquired and set apart for the purpose mentioned in ‘An act appropriatin 
money for the erection of a penitentiary in the Territory of Dakota,’ ee 
March 2, 1881, together with the buildings thereon, be, and the same is hereby, 
gran with any unexpended balances of the moneys 
therefor by said act, to said State of South Dakota, for the purposes therein des- 
ignated; and the States of North Dakota and Ire shall, respectively, 
have like grants for the same purpose, and subject to like terms and conditions 
as provided in said act of March 2, 1881, for the Territory of Dakota. hapeni 
tentiary at Deer Lodge City, Mont., and all lands connected therewith set 
apart and reserved therefor, are hereby aspect to the State of Montana. 

“Seo. 16, That 90,000 acres of land, to be selected and located as provided in 
section 10 of this act, are hereby granted to each of said States, except to the 
State of South Dakota, to which 120,000 acres are granted, for the use and sup- 
port of cultural colleges in said States, as provided in the acts of Congress 
making ns of lands for such pi 5 

“Seo. 17. That in lieu of the grant of land for . internal improve- 
ment made to new States by the eighth section of the act of September 4, 1841, 
which act is hereby repealed as to the States provided for by this act, and in 
lieu of any claim or demand by the said States, or either of them, under the act 
of September 28, 1850, and section 2479 of the Revised Statutes, making a grant 
of swamp and overfiowed lands to certain States, which grant it is hereby de- 
clared is not extended to the States provided for in this act, and in lieu of any 
8 of saline lands to said States, the following grants of land are hereby made, 
to $ 
‘To the State of South Dakota: For the school of mines, 40,000 acres; for the 
reform school, 40, 000 acres; for the deaf and dumb Y oey 40,000 acres; for the 
agricultural college, 40,000 acres; for the university, 40,000 acres; for State nor- 
mal schools, 80,000 acres; for buildings at the capital of said State, 50,000 
acres; and for such ether educational and charitable pu asthe ure 
of said State may determine, 170,000 acres; in all, 500,000 acres, 

“To the State of North Dakota a like quautity of land as is in this section 
granted to the State of South Dakota, and to be for like purposes, and in like 
proportion as far as practicable. 

To the State of Montana: For the establishment and maintenance of aschool 
of mines, 100, 000 acres; for State normal schools, 100,000. acres; for agricultural 
colleges, in addition to the grant hereinbefore made for that purpose, 50,000 
acres; for the establishment of a State reform school, 50,000acres; for the estab- 
lishment of a deaf and dumb asylum, 50,000 acres; for publie buildings at the 

ital of the State, in addition to the grant hereinbefore made for that purpose, 
I 


„000 acres. 
Fo the State of Washington: For the establishment and maintenance of a 
scientific school, 100,000 acres; for Statenormal schools, 100,000 acres; for public 
buildings at the State capital, in addition to the grant hereinbefore made for 
that purpose, 100,000 acres; for State charitable, educational, penal and reforma- 
tory institutions, 200,000 acres. 

“That the States provided for in this act shall not be entitled to any further 
or other grants of land for any pu than as expressly provided in this act, 
And the lands nted by this section shall be held, appropriated, and dis 
of exclusively for the pupone herein mentioned, in such manner as the 
latures of the respective States may severally provide. 

18. That all mineral lands shall be exempted from the grants made by 
this act. But if sections 16 and 36, or any subdivision or portion of any smallest 
subdivision thereof in any township shall be found by the Department of the 
Interior to be mineral lands, said States are he: authorized and empo 


"SEC. 


to select, in legal subdivisions, an equal quantity of other unappropriated 
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lands in said States, in lieu thereof, for the use and the benefit of the common 
schools of enid States. 


| “Sec, 19. That all lands granted in quantity or as indemnity by this act shall 


be selected, under the direction of the tary of the Interior, from the sur- 
veyed, unreserved, and unappropriated public lands of the United States within 
the limits of the respective States entitled thereto, And thereshall bededucted 
from the number of acres of land donated by this act for specific objects to said 
|States the number of acres in each heretofore donated by Congress to said Ter- 
ritories for similar objects, 
| “Seo, 20. That the sum of $20,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is 
hereby appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
priated, to each of said Territories for defraying the expenses of the said con- 
ventions, except to Dakota, for which the sum of $40,000 is so appropriated, 
$20,000 each for South Dakota and North Dakota, and for the payment of the 
members thereof, under the same rules and regulations and at the same rates 
as are now provided by Jaw for the payment of the Territorial latures. 
£ 8 necessary for such purpose shall be covered 
tates. 


jud. 
eac 
installments, on the Ist days of January, A’ 
Theres 


regular terms of said courts shall be held in each district, at the place aforesaid, 
on the first Monday in April, and the first Monday in November of each year, 


to be performed 
shall, for the services they may perform, receive the fees and com 
allowed by law to other similar officers and persons performing si 

in the State of Nebraska. 

“Spo, 22. That all cases of a; or writ of error heretofore prosecuted and 
now pending in the Supreme Céurt of the United States upon any record from 
the supreme court of either of the Territories mentioned in this act. or that may 
he er lawfully be prosecuted upon any record from either of said courts 
may be heard pron g determined by said Supreme Court of the United States. And 
the mandate of execution or of further proceedingsshall be directed by the Su- 

reme Court of the United States to the circuit or district court hereby estab- 
fished within the State succeeding the Territory from which such record is or 
such State, as the nature of the 


r duties 


may be pending, or to the supreme court of case 
— 1 Provided, That the mandate of execution or of further proceed- 
ings shall, in cases arising in the Territory of Dakota, be directed by the Su- 

reme Court of the United States to the circuit or district court of the district of 
Bonth Dakota, or to the supreme court of the State of South Dakota, or to the 
circuit or district court of the district of North Dakota, or to the supreme court 
ofthe State of North Dakota, or to the supreme court of the Territory of North 
Dakota, as the nature of the case re eauie And each of the circuit, dis- 
trict, and State courts, herein named, shall, respectively, be the successor of the 
supreme court of the Territory, as to all such cases arising within the limits 
embraced within the jurisdiction of such e eee with full power 
to proceed with the same, and award mesne or final process therein; and that 
from all judgments and decrees of the supreme court of either of the Territo- 
ries mentioned in this act, in any case arising within the limits of any of the 
proposed States prior to admission, the parties to such judgment shall have the 


same t to prosecute js and writs of error to the Supreme Court of the 
United 85 tes as they shall have had by law prior to the admission of said State 
into the Union. 


„Sc. 23. That in to all cases, proceedings, and matters e ee. 
in the supreme or district courts of either of the Territories mentioned in this 
actat the time of the admission into the Union of either of the States mentioned 
in this act, and arising within the limits of any such State, whereof the circuit 
or district courts by this act established might have had jurisdiction under the 

ited States had such courts existed at the time of the commence- 
ment of such cases, the said circuit and district courts, respectively, shall be the 
successors of said supreme and district courts of said Territory; and in respect 
to all other cases, proceedings, and matters pending in the supreme or district 
courts of any of the Territories mentioned in this act at the time of the admis- 
sion of such Territory into the Union, arising within the limits of said proposed 
State, the courts established by such State shall, respectively, be the successors 
of said supreme and district Territorial courts; and all the files, records, indict- 
ments, and pro ings relating to any such cases shall be transferred to such 
circuit, district, and State courts, 8 and the same shall be proceeded 
with therein in due course of law; but no writ, action, indictment, cause, or pro- 
ceeding now pending, or that prior to the admission of any of the States men- 
tioned in this act shall be pending in any Territorial court in any of the Terri- 
tories mentioned in this act, shall abate by the admission of any such State into 
the Union, but the same shall be transferred and proceeded with in the proper 
United States circuit, district, or State court, as the case may be: how- 
ever, Thatin all civil actions, causes, and proceedings, in which the United States 
is not a party, transfers shall not bemade to the circuit and districteourts of the 
United States except upon written request of one of the parties to such action 
or proceeding filed in the proper court; and in theabsence of such request, such 
cases shall be proceeded with in the proper State courts. 

“Sec, 24. That the constitutional conventions may, by ordinance, 3 for 
the election of officers for full State governments, including members of the 
Legislatures and Re ntatives in the Fifty-first Congress; but said State gov- 
ernments shall remain in abeyance until the States shall be admitted into the 
Union, respectively, as provided in this act. In case the constitution of any of 

pro States shall be ratified by the people, but not otherwise, the Legis- 
lature t of may assemble, organize, and clect two Senators of the United 
States; and the governor and secretary of state of such proposed State shall 
certify the election of the Senators and Representatives in the manner required 
by law; and when such State is admitted into the Union the Senatorsand Rep- 
resentatives shall be entitled to be admitted to seats in Congress, and to all the 
rights and privileges of Senators and Representatives of other States in the 
Congress of the United States; and the officers of the State governments formed 
in pursuance of said constitutions, as provided ‘by the constitutioual conven- 
tions, shal! proceed to exercise all the functions of such State officers; and all 
laws in force made by said Territories, at the time of their admission into the 
Union, shail be in force in said States, except as modified or changed by this 
act or by the constitutions of the States, respectively. 

“Sec. 25. That all acts or parts of acts in conflict with the provisions of this 


here 


eee eee eee eee or by Congress, are 


repea! 

And thatthe House o to the same, 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the House 
to the title of said bill and to the same so amended as to read as follows: 

“An act to provide for the division of Dakota into two States and to enable the 
people of North Dakota, South Dakota, Montana, and Washington to form con- 
stitutions and State governments, and to be admitted into the Unionon an equal 
e with the original States, and to make donations of public lands to such 

tes.“ 
And that the House agree to the same. 
That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment ot the House 


S. M. CULLOM, 
M. C. BUTLER, 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 


Mr. SPRINGER (after the introductory pred of the report had 
been read), I ask unanimous consent that the statement of the House 
conferees be now read, and after that I think the House will not de- 
sire the reading of the full text of the amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The report seems to embody the entire bill. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It does. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. The statement of the House conferees 
referred to by my colleague from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] embraces a 
concise statement of the substance of the entire bill, and I think its 
reading will prove satisfactory to the House. After it has been read, 
if any gentleman desires, then the bill can be read in full. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Illinois and the gentleman 
from New York ask unanimous consent that for the present the read- 
ing of the amendment be dispensed with, and that the statement made 
by the managers of the conference on the part of the House be first 
read, with the right to have the report read in full thereafter if desired. 
Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The statement of the House conferees was read, as follows: 


The managers on the part of the House submit the following statement of tho 
effect the amendment pro will have upon the measure; 

The amendment which the House in the first instance adopted to the Senate 
bill 185 provided for submitting to the people akota the question of dividing 
the Territory so as to form two States, and red a majority of all votes cast 
in each State to authorize division, If divided in this manner the 
States of North Dakota and South Dakota would be formed. If not, the State 
of Dakota wonld be formed, and provision was made for admission in either 
event. The Territories of Montana, Washington, and New Mexico were also 
authorized to form constitutions and State governments and to beadmitted into 
the Union as States. The constitutions so formed were to be submitted to Con- 
gress for approval before admission, except in the case of South Dakota and 
Montana, which were to be brought in on certain contingencies through proc- 
lamation of the President. 

‘The committee of conference having failed in the first instance to agree, ro- 
ported the disagreement to the two Houses, and on the 15th instant the House 
of Representatives adopted the following resolution, instructing the managers 
on the part of the House as set forth th m: 

“Resolved, That the House instructs the managers of the further conference on 
the part of the House to recede from the amendments of the House to the bill 
(S. 185) to provide for the admission of the State of South Dakota into the Union 
and for the organization of the Territory of North Dakota in the f re- 


spects : 
1. That the 1 of New Mexico and the proposed new State thereof may 
be excluded from the bill. 

“2. That the bill may be soamended in conference as to provide for the admis- 
sion of South Dakota by proclamation of the President under the Sioux Falls 
constitution, to be resubmitted to the le of South Dakota, with provisions 
fora new election of State and Federal officers and without a new vote on the 
ang Banhat ding that the proposed Statesof North Dakota, M 

“3. Fur e pro) oi ota, Montana, and 
Washington shall 3 on the same basis, t. e., all of them under procla- 
mations by the President. 

Further, that such matters as relate to the election of de and the appor- 
tionment of the districts from which members of the convention axe to be elected, 
the date of holding conventions and the date of resubmission of the South Da- 
kota constitution, and the location of the tempo seat of government in South 
Dakota, and such other matters as are not included in the instructions above re- 

bo referred to the committee of conference for their discretion.” 

The managers on the part of the House have complied with these instructions 
and have also agreed to recommend that certain amendments insisted upon by 
the Srne Sopros in 9 ce * set forth in 55 5 3 partof the third 
paragraph oi foregoing resolution to, e as now agreed 
upon provides for the division of Dakota into two States without further vote 
on that question, and authorizes the people of North Dakota, South Dakota, 
Montana, and Washin to form constitutions and State governments. The 
Territory of New Mexico has been excluded from the bill. 

The election of delegates to the constitutional conventions in each of said 
popost States is to be held on the Tuesday after the second Monday in May, 

889, and the proclamation calling this election shall be issued by the governor 
ofeach Territory on the 15th oy of April prior thereto. 

In the proposed State of South Dakota, at the election for delegates to the 
constitutional convention, the electors may vote for or against “the Sioux 
Falls constitution,” and ifa majority shall vote in favor of that constitution 
the delegates when assembled in convention are required to amend that con- 
stitution in reference to the boundary and name, to the reapportionment of the 
judicial and legislative districts, and in such other manner as is Ae tine by 
this act, and to resubmit the same to the ple, together with the articles and 
propositions separately submitted at the election in 1885, when the Sioux Falls 
constitution was adopted, including the question of locating the temporary 
seat of government. And ifa majority should be against the Sioux s con- 
stitution, the delegates when assembled in convention shall to forma 


proceed 
new constitution in the same manner as if no proposition had been submitted 
in regard to the Sioux Falls constitution. 

The constitutional conventions in all of the proposed States are uired to 
assemble at the capitals of the Territories, except in South Dakota, in which the 
convention will assemble at Sioux Falls on the 4th day of July, 1889, and after 
constitutions have been formed as provided in the act, they are to be submitted 
to the people of the proposed States for ratification or rejection at to 
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be held in each on the first Tuesday of October, 1889, at which time the conven- 


tions may provide for the election of the officers for full State governments. If 


the constitutions and governments of said pro States are republican in 
form, and if all the provisions of this act have been complied with in the forma- 
tion thereof, it is made the duty of the President of the United States to issue 
his proclamation announcing the result of the election in each State, and there- 
upon the proposed States which have adopted constitutions and formed State 
vernments, as herein provided, shall he deemed admitted by Congress into 
Union, under and by virtue of this act, on an equal footing with the origi- 
nal States, from and after the date of the proclamation. 

A provision is also inserted in the bill to the effect that if any of the proposed 
States shall reject the constitution submitted in October, the governor of the 
Territory shall reassemble the convention for the pur of forming anew con- 
stitution or amending the rejected constitution. And all the provisions of this 
act, as far as applicable, are to apply to such convention so assembled and to 
the constitution it may form, to its ratification or rejection, and to the admis- 


sion of the proposed State, 
to the public lands are retained substantially as 


The provisions in 
passed by the House, with the exception that the proviso in sgam to the settle- 


ment of thesixteenth and thirty-sixth sections of unsurveyed lands is stricken 
out, and it is provided that such lands shall not be subject to pre-emption, 
homestead entry, or any other entry under the laws of the United States,whether 
surveyed or unsurveyed, but be reserved for school purposes only, 

Sections 21, 22, and 23 of the bill as now upon provide for the creation 
of United States district and circuit courts in each of the proposed States, and 
for the appointment of a United States district judge, United States marshal, and 
United States attorney in each, and for the transfer of causes from Territorial 
courts to such courts as may thereafter have jurisdiction of such causes. 

That of the House amendment which authorized a vote in the Territory 
of Washington on the question of changing the name of that Territory is stricken 


un these changes the bill is substantially the same as was provided in the 
amendment to the Senate bill which passed the House in the first instance, 

All of which is respectfully submitted. 

7 WILLIAM M. SPRINGER, 
— GEO. T. BARNES, 
CHAS. S. BAKER, 
Managers on the part of the House of Representatives, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
SPRINGER] asks unanimous consent to dispense with the reading of 
the report of the committee of conference. 

There was no objection. 

On motion of Mr. SPRINGER the latter portion of the report, follow- 
ing section 25 of the amendment, was read as printed above. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I demand the parom question on the adoption 
of the report, and I now yield to the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
BARNES]. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York® I suppose that after the previous ques- 
tion is ordered there will be fifteen minutes for debate on each side. 

Mr. COX. Why debate it at all? 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. I do not want to debate it, but I want 
to have the previous question ordered. 

Mr. e I yield to the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
BARNES]. 

Mr. BARNES. Mr. Speaker, I do not rise for the purpose of mak- 
ing a speech. I know how useless it would be to make a speech at 
this stage in the history of this legislation. I merely wish to say a 
word or two in explanation of the position which I occupy on this 
question, and I shall do scarcely more than state what that position is. 

I have united with the other conferees of the House in a statement 


which accompanies the report as evidence of the fact of the correct- |- 


ness of that statement in showing the history of the different stages of 
legislation on this subject in the various propositions which have been 
before the Senate and the House. I have tried to bring myself to the 
conclusion to sign this repara which has been signed by the three con- 
ferees on the part of the te and by two conferees on the part of the 
House. But, sir, after full and earnest and faithful reflection on this 
subject, with a deep desire to come to the same conclusion which has 
been reached by my associates, I could not conscientiously sign the re- 
port which they have signed, and I have therefore withheld my name 
from the recommendation in favor of the passage of this bill, I shall 
not attempt at this stage of the discussion to enter into any argument 
upon it. I will not weary or delay the House now. I have reasons, 
and they are controlling with myself. I shall content myself simply 
with a vote in the negative. ; 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered; and under the operation thereof 
the report of the committee of conference was adopted. 

Mr. SPRINGER moved to reconsider the vote by which the report 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. [Loud applause. ] 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. BLOUNT, Mr. TAULBEE, and others addressed the Chair. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. CRISP). The Chair will lay before 
the House a message from the President of the United States and several 
other executive communications. 

LANDS OF SEMINOLE INDIANS. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House the following mes- 

sage from the President of the United States: 


To the Congress: 

I herewith submit for your consideration a communication from the Secretary 
of the Interior, tran: ting a proposition made on behalf of the Seminole Na- 
tion of Indians for the rclinquishment to the United States of their right to cer- 


tain Jands in the Indian Territory. 
GROVER CLEVELAND, 


EXECUTIVE Mansion, February 19, 1889. 


The message, with the accompanying documents, was referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BLOUNT, Mr. TAULBEE, and others addressed the Chair. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House will please be in order. 
The Chair, acting under the rules, is laying before the House matters 
which are on the Speaker’s table. 

Mr. PEEL. I askthatthe Committee on Indian Affairs be permitted 
to report back at any time on the message of the President, just referred. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Arkansas [Mr, 
PEEL] asks unanimous consent that the Committee on Indian Affairs 
may have the privilege of reporting at any time on the m and ac- 
ie cori papers just laid before the House, and referred to that com- 
mittee. 


Mr. RANDALL, I object. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I desire to submit a privileged matter. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair desires to lay before the 
House, under the rule, papers which are on the Speaker’s table and 
which are the first thing in order. What is the proposition of the 
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. TAULBEE]? S 

Mr. TAULBEE. I desire to make a report—a privileged report. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will first lay ree the 
House several communications which are on the Speaker’s table. 


DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATIONS FOR DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House a letter from the 
Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting estimates of deficien- 
cies in appropriations for the service of the District of Columbia for 
the fiscal years 1888 and 1889; which was referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


IMPROVEMENT OF KEY WESI, FLA. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House a letter from 
the Secretary of War, transmitting a preliminary report of a board of 
engineers upon the further improvement of the entrance to Key West 
Harbor, Florida; which was referred to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 


SUSPENDED LAND ENTRIES, 


The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House a letter from 
the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a list of suspended land en- 
tries adjudicated by the Commissioner of the General Land Office and 
confirmed by the board of equitable adjudication for the year ending 
June 30, 1888; which was referred to the Committee on the Public 
Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


WASHINGTON AND GEORGETOWN RAILROAD COMPANY. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House the annual re- 
port of receipts and disbursements of the Washington and Georgetown 
Railroad Company; which was referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. ENLOE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found truly enrolled the bill (H. R. 8557) for 
the relief of Dr. David Bell; when the Speaker signed the same. 


CENSUS. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House the bill (H. 
R. 1659) to provide for taking the eleventh and subsequent censuses; 
said bill having been returned from the Senate with amendments. 

Mr. COX. If there be no objection, I would like to have these 
amendments of the Senate concurred in. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I hope the gentleman will not press that proposi- 
tion now. 

Mr. COX. If there be objectian I will not press it, but I do not 
think the proposition will be objected to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will submit the request of 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox]. Unanimous consent is 
asked to consider now the amendments of the Senate to the bill the 
title of which has just been read. Is there objection? 

Mr. RANDALL. Yes, sir. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection is made. 

Mr. COX. Allow me one moment. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Certainly. 

Mr. COX. I ask that the bill be referred to the Committee on the 
Census, with the privilege to report back at any time. 

Mr. RANDALL. I object to that. 

Mr. COX. Itis urgent business. 

Mr. RANDALL. There is other urgent business. There is objection 
to its coming back at any time. 

WILLIAM ENGLISH. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House the bill (H. R. 3721) 
authorizing the President to appoint William English an officer in the 
regular Army of the United States, returned from the Senate with 
amendment. 

Mr. HOOKER. I move that the amendmentof the Senate be agreed 


to. 
Mr. RANDALL, I object. 
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Mr. HOOKER. Let it remain, then, upon the table. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection, and that 
will be done. 


STATUE OF LEWIS CASS. 


i The SPEAKER pgo tempore laid before the House the following reso- 
tions: 

Resolved bythe Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the thanks 
of Con be tendered to the governor, and through him to the people of the 
State of Michigan, for the statue of Lewis Cass, whose name is so conspicuously 
connected with the development of the Northwest Territory and with eminent 
services to his State and country both at home and abroad. 

Resolved, That the statue is accepted in the name of the nation and assigned 
a place in the old Hall of Representatives, and that a copy of these resolutions, 
signed by the President of the Senate and the Speaker of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, be transmitted to the governor of the State of Michigan. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask by unanimous consent that to- 
morrow at half past 3 o’clock in the afternoon these resolutions be 
considered by the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 

Mr. O’NEALL, of Indiana, and Mr. LYNCH objected. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. Mr. Speaker, no one rises to object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. LyNoH] and the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. O’NEALL] have 
objected. 

Mr.CHIPMAN. Well, then, I will put the hour at 4 o’clock in the 
afternoon. 

Mr. RANDALL. These resolutions can be considered by the House, 
and after they have been disposed of the House can then proceed to 
other business. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. I will say 4 o’clock to-morrow afternoon. 

Mr. LYNCH. I object. 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection, the resolutions 
will be referred to the Committee on the Library. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Mr. GALLINGER, by unanimous consent, was granted leave of ab- 
sence for three days, commencing Thursday morning, on account of 
important business. 

x LANDS OF SEMINOLE INDIANS. 

Mr. PEEL. I ask by unanimous consent that the President's mes- 
sage which was laid before the House be withheld and be allowed to 
remain upon the Speaker’s table. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It has been laid before the House, and 
has been referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. PEEL. I desire that it shall remain upon the Speaker’s table. 

The SPEAKER protempore. If there be no objection, the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs will be discharged from the further consideration 
of the President’s message, and it will be allowed to remain upon the 
Speaker’s table. Is there objection? 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

STATUE OF LEWIS CASS, 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, in view of the refusal to 
take up and consider the resolutions which have come from the Senate 
accepting the statue of Lewis Cass, will the Speaker please tell us what 
we are to do with the statue if it is not accepted ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is hardly a parliamentary in- 
quiry. 

A MEMBER. Take an evening session to the resolutions. 

PURCHASE OF PROPERTY IN THE DISTRICT. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I rise to submit the report of the committee to 
investigate the purchase of real estate for the District of Columbia. 

Mr. RANDALL. Has that committee the right to report at any 
time? 

Mr. TAULBEE. Les, sir. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Irise to ask a question. 

Mr. TAULBEE. What is it? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Is the object of the gentleman from Kentucky to 
present his report in order to have it printed? 

Mr. RANDALL. Has the committee the right to report at any time? 

Mr. TAULBEE. It has the right to report at any time. ‘You may 
rely on me for that. 1 

Mr. RANDALL. Examine the record. 

Mr. TAULBEE. There is an order of the House authorizing the 
committee to report at any time by bill or otherwise. I request that 
the views of the minority be submitted with those of the majority, 
and, together with the accompanying testimony, be printed. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. With the reports? e 

Mr. TAULBEE. Certainly; and the whole matter be re- referred to 
the committee. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. I objectto that. Let the committee 
be discharged from further action on the subject. 

The SPEAKER. When was the report made? 

Mr. TAULBEE. The report is now submitted. 

Mr. RANDALL. Subject to the inquiry it is a privileged report, 
and that the committee has the right to report at any time. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Itis privileged. [Laughter.] 


Mr. RANDALL. I have no recollection that leave was given the 
committee to report at any time. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I do not desire to consume the time of the House 
by deciding questions of order. [Laughter.] 

Mr. RANDALL, Well, no; I desire the Speaker to decide this ques- 
tion. 5 

Mr. TAULBEE. Ido not think the gentleman from New York would 
have any objection to the request I made. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. I have most decided objections. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will examine the resolution. 

Mr. TAULBEE. A copy of the resolution is submitted in the report 
of the committee. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution gives the committee leave to report 
by bill or otherwise at any time. 

Mr. ROWELL. I move that the committee be discharged from the 
further consideration of the subject. 

The SPEAKER. That motion is unnecessary. When aselect com- 
mittee makes its report, unless it be recommitted to the committee, it 
is necessarily discharged from the further consideration of the subject. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I do not believe we will disagree; and I submitto 
the gentleman from Illinois that the object of the recommitment is for 


the purpose of correcting whatever mistakes may have been made in 


the testimony, and for the purpose of further considering whether or 
not the committee should take further action. I desire to state thatI 
represent the minority of the committee. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. My friend is the minority. 

Mr. REED, How many are there in the minority? 

Mr. TAULBEE. I am the minority of the committee. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. What is the majority of the committee? 

Mr. BLOUNT. I appeal to the gentleman from Kentucky 

The SPEAKER. This matter is not debatable except by unanimous 
consent. 

Mr. RANDALL. IL object to debate. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I do not desire to debate the question, but simply 
to state to my friend from Kentucky that I yielded to him, as I under- 
stood, to ask consent to have the report printed. I now ask him to 
withdraw it, as it seems likely to lead to protracted debate. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I did not bring about any protracted debate; it is 
not my fault. e 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the recommittal of the report. 

, casas was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 59, 
noes 7 

Mr. TAULBEE. I make the point that no quorum has voted; and 
pending that, I demand the yeas and nays. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message, in writing, from the President of the United States, by 
Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, was received. 


INVESTIGATION OF SCHOOL-SITE PURCHASES, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky demands the yeas 
and nays on the motion to recommit. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to vote understandingly on 
the question that is submitted, and ask for a statement of the ques- 
tion. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has already stated it. 

Mr. CHEADLE. There has been no statement as to the report. I 
am asked to recommit a report which I do not know anything about. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has the right to have it read. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Then I demand the reading of the report. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. I ask by unanimous consent the report 
of the majority be read, and that I think will satisfy everybody. 

The SPEAKER. There is no report but that of the majority. 

Mr. TAULBEE. In the reading of the report, on the demand of the 
gentleman from Indiana, does that also include the reading of the views 
of the minority? 5 

The SPEAKER. It does not. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I ask by unanimous consent they be read in con- 
nection with the report. 

Mr. RANDALL. Iobject. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Let the evidence be read in connection 
with this report. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. That will take too much time. 

Mr. CRISP. Pending that, if all that mass of papers at the desk is 
to be read, I call up the contested-election case. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. Thatis the testimony. The reading 
of this bill will not take long. 

The SPEAKER. The report is brief, and the Clerk will read it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The undersigned members of the committee appointed under a resolution of 
the House, a copy of which is as follows: 
Ix THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, January 14, 1889. 


“Mr. HEMPHILL, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, submitted 
the 9 pa 8 agreed to: sais 

BS ereas sta n certain newspapers e commissioners of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia have, in recent purchases of real estate within and for the use 
of the District of Columbia, paid to and through certain agents appointed or 
employed by them prices above that asked or received by the vendors or owners 
of such property, contrary to law: Therefore, 
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“Resolved, That the Speaker of the House of Representatives appoint aspecial 
dommittee of five members to investigate the matter of the purchases of real 
estate by the commiesioners of the District, and report to the House in writing, 
atany — xS by — or r 5 3 be furnished a ma 
nographer by assignment Speaker from the roll of stenographers now 
the employ of the House; and that they be authorized to employ a clerk at a 
compensation of $6 per day; and that said committee be authorized to sit dur- 
ing the sessions of the House and authorized to administer oaths and send for 
persons and * the expenses of said investigation be paid out of the 
contingent fund of the House; lly report: 

they have considered the evidence submitted upon such investigation, 
and which is hereto annexed, and upon the facts established find and report 
the following conclusion<: 

The commissioners of the District of Columbia in the exercise of their offi- 
cial duties have been charged with the duty of acquiring the title to certain real 
estate for school sites and other public uses in the city of Washington. In the 

of any express authority of law to empioy an agent in the purchasing 
of such sites or to institute any proceedings for the condemnation of lands de- 
Bired for public uses, they, in their discretion, requested Mr. John S. Cox, an 
attorney and real-estate agent, to assist in the procuringand purchasing of cer- 
tain sites for such uses; that they stated to Mr. Cox that they were not author- 
to accord any compensation, but that he must look to the persons from 
‘whom the purchases might be made for payment of any and all fees, commis- 
Bions, or com ions; that certain p were made b the DA 
wherein said Cox acted mainly in the interest of the grantors to the District an 
received certain fees and commissions as a real-estate agent or attorney, aggre- 
gating about $3,000 upon purchases of real estate aggregating in cost upwards 
of $75,000; that asappears from the testimony of the witnesses, and there is 
no evidence to the contrary, the several Is of real estate purchased by 
or for the commissioners for the use of the District of Columbia were pur- 
chased at reasonable and prices; that in no instance was any exorbitant 
or unreasonable price paid by the commissioners of the District for school or 
other sites, and in our opinion the commissioners are, respectively, entitled to 
full exoneration from any charge or imputation of wrong. 

The methods employed by the commissioners are, itis true, susceptible of 
abuse, Itis indeed 1 whether any method that may be prescribed by 
law may not be subj to abuse. The pending legislation pertaining to the 
purchases of sites contemplates a provision autho the District commission- 
ers to employ an agent in such cases, and further conferring authority upon 
them to i tute eg in the courts of the District of Columbia through 
which lands requ for public uses may be acq by mnation and ap- 


praisal. There is no doubt in the minds of the unde ed that under either 
of the methods last mentioned the cost of the lands and sites acquired, as shown 
greater than it was under the method 


by the 1 would have been much 
commissioners. 


W. H. F. LEE. 
J. LOGAN CHIPMAN, 
J. H. ROWELL. 

CHARLES S. BAKER. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, an- 
nounced the passage of a concurrent resolution, that in the enrollment 
of the bill (S. 3640) to amend the laws relating to the selection and 
service of jurors in the supreme court of the District of Columbia, 
the Committee on Enrolled Bills is authorized and directed to strike 
out the word fifty-two ’’ where it occurs in the first line of section 
B and substitute the word ‘“‘sixty-two,’’ and requested concurrence 
therein. 

It also announced that the Senate had disagreed to the amendments 
of the House to the bill (S. 2511) to provide for the disposal of certain 

ublic lands of the United States under the provisions of the homestead 

ws only, asked a conference thereon, and appointed as managers 
on its part Mr. PLUMB, Mr. Hiscock, and Mr. BERRY. 

It further announced the passage of bills of the following titles; in 
which concurrence was requested: 

A bill (S. 3751) for the relief of certain settlers in Hettinger County, 


ota; 

A bill (S. 3938) granting the use of certain lands in the Hot Springs 
reservation, in the State of Arkansas, to the Hot Springs Benevolent 
Association; and 

A bill (S. 3921) to authorize the Kentucky Union Railway Company 
to construct a bridge across the Kentucky River and its tributaries. 

APPOINTMENT OF CONFEREES. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (S. 2511) to provide 
for the disposal of certain public lands of the United States under the 
provisions of the homestead laws only; and by unanimous consent an 
order was made that the House insist upon its amendments and agree 
to the conference requested. 

Mr. HoLMAN, Mr. Payson, and Mr. MCRAE were reappointed as 
conferees on the part of the House. 


INYESTIGATION OF SCHOOL-SITE PURCHASES, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. TAULBEE. I demand the reading of the proof, as it has been 
made a part of the majority report. 

Mr. RANDALL. It is not a part of the report. 

The SPEAKER. The rule of the House as it has been laid down is 
that the matter which is to be voted upon shall be read if the reading is 
demanded; but if it is insisted that the proof shall be read, that ques- 
tion will have to be decided by the House. The House does not vote 
upon the proof. It is simply a question now with the House whether 
it shall have it read or not. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I desire to state that I have no purpose whatever 


to consume the time of the House, but I ask that this report be re- 
committed. If I understood the reading of the majority teport the 
proof constitutes a part of that report in express terms. 

The SPEAKER. All committees of investigation are required to re- 
port back the evidence taken, but it constitutes no part of the matter 
upon which the House is required to vote. . 

Mr. TAULBEE. Ithink that as they have referred to the proof in 
their report, it becomes a part of the report; and I dare say that gentle- 
men will readily understand how it would be unfair for the House to 
vote on the majority report after the reading of the proof, without 
having heard or read the views of the minority. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. Is debate in order? 

The SPEAKER. Itisnot. The Chair thinks this is altogether un- 
usual upon a motion to recommit. 

Mr. TAULBEE. My pointof order is, that the proof is a part of the 


report. 5 

The SPEAKER. The Chair overrules the point of order; and will, 
if the gentleman insists upon the reading, let it be decided by the 
House whether it shall be read or not. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Ido not insist. I do not want to take up the time 
of the House. 

The SPEAKER, Only fifteen gentlemen have arisen in support of 
the demand for the yeas and nays, and the yeas and nays are refused. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Now, Mr. Speaker, I had made the point of no 
quorum. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman made the point of no quorum, and 
the Chair will appoint as tellers the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
TAULBEE] and the gentleman from New York [Mr. BAKER]. 

The tellers took their places, and after some time spent in the count, 

Mr. TAULBEE said: I will withdraw the point of no quorum. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. I do not withdraw it. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I do not care; I am ahead. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Mi- 
pora [Mr. HENDERSON] voted in the affirmative under a misappre- 

ension, 

Mr. TAULBEE. I have no objection to the change of the vote if I 
could have an-opportunity to see some of our members and see if they 
did not vote under a misapprehension. . 

The tellers reported—ayes 83, noes 86. 

So the motion to recommit was not ugreed to. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. Now, I move to reconsider the vote by 
which the House refused to recommit the report; and also move to lay 
that motion on the table. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Can the gentleman from New York make that 
motion to reconsider and lay on the table, as he did not make the re- 
port? ' 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands the gentleman from New 
York to make the report from the committee. 

Mr. TAULBEE. But I made the report. 

The SPEAXER. The gentleman from New York represents the ma- 
jority, and the majority represents the committee. The gentleman 
from Kentucky represents the minority. 

Mr. TAULBEE, I yield to the gentleman from New York. [Laugh- 


ter. 

th BAKER, of New York. I now move to reconsider the vote by 
which the House refused to recommit the report; and also move that 
the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I hope that will be done without debate, but on 
that motion to lay on the table I will demand the yeasand nays. Be- 
fore doing so I make the point of order that the gentleman hasno right 
to make the motion to reconsider and to lay that motion on the table. 

The SPEAKER. The point of order is overruled. 

The question was put on laying the motion to reconsider on the table; 
and the Speaker announced that the ayes seemed to have jt. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 70, noes 21. 

Mr. TAULBEE. There is no quorum. i 

The SPEAKER appointed as tellers the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. BAKER] and the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. TAULBEE]. 

Mr. RANDALL. Has that testimony been ordered by the Honse 
to be printed? 

The SPEAKER. Not yet. 

Mr. RANDALL. That is why I object. 

Mr, TAULBEE. I only ask for the usual number to be printed, 
and I believe it is customary for the testimony to be printed with the 
report without a motion. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The usual number will be printed without a mo- 
tion, and the request of the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. TAUL- 
BEE] is that the views of the minority may be printed with that usual 
number. Is there objection? 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The motion to lay the motion to reconsider on the table was agreed 
to—ayes 129, noes 31. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. Mr. er, I move to postpone the 
report indefinitely, and wpa that I the previous question. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Mr. Speaker, I had not intended to make any fur- 
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poumes Ie ine but I think this EREN allowed to take the usual 
be 


the gentleman does not desire to consume further time, he 
tter let the report lie upon the Speaker’s table. 

| The SPEAKER, The gentleman from New York [Mr. BAKER] de- 
mands the previous question upon his motion. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I hope the previous question will be ordered. 

The previous question was ordered. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Now, Mr. Speaker, I desire to be reeognized in 

position to the motion. [Laughter. ] 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has fifteen minutes. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Mr, Speaker, I ask the Clerk to read the views of 
the minority as a part of my remarks. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


VIEWS OF THE MINORITY. 


The undersigned dissents from the views expressed in the foregoing report, 
and submits the following conclusions: 

The testimony taken before the committee, as sworn to by the witnesses, is 
relied upon to establish the conclusions hereinafter submitted; but the testi- 
mony as submitted with the majority report has, since it was taken, been so 
changed and modified as to admit of a possible doubt of the conclusions of the 


minority. 
For i the testimony as given by Mr. John F. — OTE 
tionship which he bore in the matter of purchases of real estate for the District 
of Co umbin tends to establish the conclusion that he acted as the agent for the 
commissioners; but the ae as submitted leaves 2 for possible doubt 
testimony concerning the purchase of the 
Did you al- 
His answer was; 


ice-station sites? “yz 
nk so. After that Mr. Webb was in the habit of getting Mr. Entwistle, in- 
or of buildings, to consult with me as to the reasonableness of the price of 
pices oc a age ror and in addition to that he would also call upon the trustees 


The ve —> in the voor — Sep submitted with the ers report is, 
commissioners were 


„Not to Mr. habit of get- 
or of buildings, to cones a win ree as em the reason- 


Na Roa a arrest ee res pee ead: 


8 whom the purchase was 
e which h be (page the n 


this. — er ong wT 
property as to the Arame the following question 
Was that!“ (meaning his purchase of the pro ) 
rape teat este aaa the 


Many other changes nie the investiga- 
tion — been made in the 5 — fing — the ſormal * N of the com- 
— The testimony as detailed before the commi! 

Mr. Cox was not a real-estate agent at the time of 
— 8 in some way not fully 
rocured by the commissioners in the matter of pu 
— however, that he acted as the agent of the commissioners in these 
and that they ea 3 relied on his conduct as such agent ot the 
out ever —— n 


=, 


pu made 

erty to the District. This dual agency enabled Mr. Cox to purehase property 
from the owners at a given eloo nad to sell it tothe 3 —— price, 
the thus realized in excess of the ordinary and usual com- 


5 


the 
ed to san aas the OD for hi himself. Bu 
ed to — yor 


ent and higher real was subm 
by them accepted, the difference in . — evo prices —— Mec 
issioners the 


— — 
—— were made, when Mr. Cox was the real party 
to whom the 


Mr. Cox acted as purchaser or vendor (or whatever relationship he may have 
„„ te INO OREM NAHOTE aN e-ctigivel owners) Í is shown that 
the names of disinterested parties were used in the conveyances, the profits im 
9 inuring to Mr. Cox. 

The fact that the — — knew. or that they in any event could have 
known, by the exercise of reasonable dil or even a casual observation 
e „ 
transacti beginn. operations and prior open. nego- 
555 can not be reasonably questioned by any one 

o 


to euch of these © pinion u 
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profits inured. k 
en aN OOS fact that in most of the cases in which 


ibe aa dice tos 


se reasonable — = 


ea cok nt tithe owners ny te S 


ae in waste of 


made from the owns 
ting 


reasonable and unusual profit. 

The minority of the committee is neither unmindfalof, nor 
fact that the duties devolving upon the commissioners of the District of Colum- 
bia are extraordinary and difficult to perform; but the extraordinary nature of 
these duties, and the difficulty liable to be encountered in an efficient perform- 
ance of them, tend rather to the conclusion that the most Biticient, 
diligent, and painstaking methed of performing these duties should be em- 
ployed rather ana the conclusion that a wide latitude should be given to the 
commissioners — these matters, clothed as they are with extraordinary powers 


ifferent to, the 


Ard while the ¢ the commissioners, in the opinion of the minority of the commit- 
tee, have not been guilty of ee that would be considered criminal, their 
methods have been unwise and injudicious, and it savors of a favoritism, the re- 
sult. of which has enabled those favored by them to realize extraordinary com- 
pensation for the work necessary to be performed in the matter of these pur- 
paesa at the expense of the interests of the tax-payers of the District of Co- 
umbia, 

The min recommends that Congress hibit by proper 1 th 
repetition poji iid SNEDIG 3 of k meper yopa the affairs of the Dis- 
trict, and thus check the evident tendency to manage the public affairs of the 
District in the interest of individuals and private interest. 

W. P. TAULBEE. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Mr. Speaker, I shall content myself with a single 
additional observation, and that is that members doubtless have been 
cognizant of the difficulties which I have encountered at every step 
looking to this investigation, from the introduction of the first resolu- 
tion on the first bill day of the present session down to this time. I 
wish now to say that I am willing that the House may take this matter 
and deal with it as they deem proper, I, however, having the conscious- 
ness that I have discharged the duty which devolved upon me to the 
best of my ability. If some gentleman desires to speak upon the other 
side I reserve the remainder of my time. If not, I am willing that we 
shall now have a vote. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. Vote. 

The question was taken on the motion to postpone the report indefi- 
nitely; and it was agreed to—ayes 57, noes 34. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, I ask by unanimous consent the 
morning hour be dispensed with and that gentlemen having reports 
from committees to present be allowed to file them with the Clerk for 
reference under the direction of the Speaker; also that members of 
the minority have a right to present their views. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I will object to that after the fight which the 
gentleman [Mr. BLOUNT] has made against the privileged report. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I have not made any fight against your report. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I withdraw my objection, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. Is there further objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Georgia? 

There was no further objection, and it was so ordered. 

FILING OF REPORTS. 


The following reports were filed by being handed in at the Clerk’s 


ELIZA MURPHY. 

Mr. LAWLER, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 12209) for the relief of Eliza Murphy; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


LIFE-SAVING STATION AT MOUTH OF COQUILLE RIVER, OREGON, 


Mr. TARSNEY, from the Committee on Claims, reported back favor- 
ably the bill (H. R. 11643) providing for the establishment of alife-saving 
station at the mouth of Coquille River, Oregon; which was referred to 


the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


COL. JESSE H. STRICKLAND. 
Mr. GEAR, fromthe Committee on Military Affairs, reported back the 
bill (H. R. 4847) for the relief of Col. Jesse H. Strickland, Eighth. Ten- 
nessee Cavalry; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 


House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
of | ordered to. be printed. K 


GEORGE W. FISHER. 
Mr. SIMMONS, from the Committee on Claims, reported a bill 
(H. R. 12630) for the relief of George W. Fisher; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 


| Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 


GEORGE H. BECKWITH. 


Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, from the Committee on War Claims, re- 
JJC gegeagererys George H. Beckwith; 
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which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 

TITLE TO LOTS, JUNEAU, ALASKA. 


Mr. HEARD introduced a bill (H. R. 12629) to enable the inhabit- 
ants of the town of Juneau, Alaska, to obtain title to the lots improved 
by them in said town; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


JULIA M. EDIE. 


Mr. WHEELER. L rise to a privileged question. On the 30th day 
of January the previous question was ordered on a bill (S. 3325) t- 
ing an increase of pension to Mrs. Julia M. Edie, and I would like to 
have that bill considered now. It is a privileged matter. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I must raise the question of consideration against 
that bill. ‘ 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. WHEELER] 
will send up the bill. 

Mr. WHEELER. Is objection made? If it be understood that I 
may have an opportunity to bring up this measure when the appro- 
priation bills are out of the way, I am willing to yield 

Mr. RANDALL. No, sir; nothing of that sort is agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. This is a privileged mutter; the gentleman from 
Alabama will please send up the bill. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I must raise the question of consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands the gentleman to do so; 
but the title of the bill must be read that the House may understand 
What is the question. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill, as follows: 

A bill (S. 3325) granting an increase of pension to Julia M. Edie. 

The question being taken, Will the House now proceed to consider 
the bill? it was determined in the negative. 

Mr. WHEELER. I will not press this matter further just now, but 
will call it up hereafter as soon as I can get an opportunity. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


Mr. FISHER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found duly enrolled the bill (S. 139) to credit 
and pay to the several States and Territories and the District of Colum- 
bia all moneys collected under the direct tax levied by the act of Con- 
gress approved August 5, 1861; when the Speaker signed the same. 


POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. BLOUNT. I move that the House now resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole to resume the consideration of the Post-Office ap- 
propriation bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union (Mr. TURNER, of Georgia, in the chair), 
and resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 12490) making appro- 
priations for the service of the Post-Office Department for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1890. 

The pending amendment was read, as follows: 

Loe page 3, in lines 1 and 2, strike out 81, 00“ and insert “$900,” so as to 


“Secretary and stenographer to postmaster, five classes: salary, graded in 
even hundreds of dollars, from $900 to not exceeding $1,600 per annum.” 

The CHAIRMAN. When the committee rose the vote was being 
taken by tellers on this question, and no quorum having voted, the 
Chair had appointed as tellers the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Hol- 
MAN] and the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT]. The tellers 
will now resume their places. 

The committee divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 17, noes 142. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The vote shows very nearly a quorum, and I will 
not insist further on the point. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move to amend by striking out 51, 200 and 
inserting 51, 000.“ 

The question was taken on the amendment; and there were ayes 15, 
noes 74. 

Mr. HOLMAN. No quorum has voted. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will appoint tellers. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to suggest a vote be allowed on this ques- 
tion in the House. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I can not agree to that. The gentleman from Indi- 
ana [Mr. HOLMAN], in pursuing this policy all along the line—but I 
will not give any reason. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I will not press the point of no quorum,” al- 
though I regret very much that the Committee of the Whole has made 
this decision. 

The CHAIRMAN. On this question the tellers report—ayes 15, 
noes . Bre the amendment is rejected. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
Cashier, five cl; „ salary: ed i hundreds of dollars, at „ 
62088, $2,300, 82.400, and not sxcecding $2,600 per annum = S ses 


Mr. HOLMAN, I desire to raise a point of order on this paragraph, 
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upon the ground that it embraces legislation not authorized by the 


unanimous consent given by the House under the order to which atten- 
tion has already been called. I desire to be heard a moment upon this 
point. 

Mr. Chairman, there is no ambiguity in the language of the consent 
given by the House making certain matter in order on this bill. The 
request was for permission to classify the clerical force in the post- 
offices—the clerical force in the post-offices. It has been said in the 
progress of this discussion, by the gentleman of Georgia, that official 
records may sometimes be referred to for the purpose of ascertaining 
the meaning of a term. I have before me the classification of em- 
ployés—all of them or certain of them—in the post-offices. Among 
others, I find in this classification assistant postmaster, chief clerk, 
superintendent of division, and then a number of clerks—mailing, 
general-delivery, stamp, registry, money-order, staniper, porter, jani- 
tor or general utility, night, distributing, superintendent of stationery, , 

In the proper place in this report cashiers are mentioned. I take it 
for granted that the Chair will decide that the term ‘‘clerk,’’ as made 
use of in the agreement consented to by the House, meant just exactly 
what the word itself implies, and that the purpose was a ification 
of the clerks in the post- offices as in the Departments; because in the col- 
loquy that occurred that inquiry was expressly made and was answered 
in the.affirmative. Officers of this class—cashiers—are not ‘‘clerks’’ 
within the meaning of that ment. Iconcedethatif the request had 
been to classify the ‘‘employés’’ in the post-officesit would have covered 
not only clerks but superintendents, cashiers, and other employés; but 
the term ‘‘employé,”’ a general term, was not employed; no general term 
was employed from the beginning to the end of that colloquy. The 
understanding was that clerks alone were to be classified, as in the 
Departments. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Chairman, there is little that I can say, or, as I 
think, that needs to be said, on this point. The gentleman from Indi- 
ana has stated that he has before him the list of employés in the De- 
partment. 

Mr, HOLMAN. No; I referred to the report made by you, your own 
classification. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Well, itis the samething. Thereportmadeby me 
contains a statement from the Postmaster-General of the number of em- 
farce. The subject is the classification of clerks, and he sends in that 


There is no such thing known in the statutes relating to the Post- 
Office Department as a ‘‘cashier;’’ there is no such thing known to the 
statute as!“ paper distributers or! letter distributers; and so I might 
go on with nine-tenths of the designations of the elerks in the various 


post-oftices. 

The CHAIRMAN. ' The Chair will ask the gentleman from Georgia 

get pad the duties assigned to cashiers have hitherto been performed 
y clerks. 

Mr. BLOUNT. All the while, sir; never an exception. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I would be glad to be heard on that point. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman again. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I desire to be heard further, because if the ruling 
on this point should be such as as to defeat the intention of the House 
in the consent which was given, it will of course prevent anything of 
that kind ever occurring again so far as those gentlemen now present 
are concerned, I hope. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, this proposition is subject to the additional ob- 
jection, according to the statement of the gentleman from Georgia him- 
self, that the office of cashier is not now known to the law. This is, 
1 new legislation, and legislation to which consent has not 

n given. 

Will the Chair permit me to inquire if there is any law now creating 
the office of cashier, and, if not, whether this bill does not create that 
office? Can it be held, under this appropriation bill, this office of 
cashier can be created ? 

It seems to me to be utterly impossible there is any ground upon 
which this classification of clerks can stand. The gentleman brings in 
a bill providing for a cashier. Suppose the assistant postmaster per- 
forms his duties, or suppose the superintendent performs his duties, 
does that authorize their classification as clerks? 

Mr. Chairman, good faith and fairness are jewels in all legislative 
bodies as well as in all other human transactions. When it was asked 
to classify these clerks, as in the other Departments, everybody here 
understood what that meant. It meant exactly what it said, that they 
should be classified as in other Departments. You do not classify 
cashiers; you do not classify superintendents in the other Departments; 
you classify clerks into first, second, third, and fourth classes. That 
was the permission asked, and that was the permission granted. I ap-' 

in the interest of fair dealing that the gentleman from Georgia 

no right to build on that a general consent giving permission which 

the words themselves do not express. The permission was to classify 
clerks. If cashiers are to be classed as clerks and a new office created 
then there is not a single employé in the Post-Office Department ex- 
cept perhaps the Postmaster-General himself and the Assistant Post- 
masters-General who may not be classified as clerks, no matter what 
may be their business. Superintendents are provided for, and yet will 
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anybody say a superintendent is a clerk in the understanding of any 
of the Departments? We are now acting on a rule of consent, and 
that rule ought not to receive a strained meaning. Common fairness 
requires the rule should receive the meaning intended at the time the 
pornon was asked and granted. If the gentleman from Georgia 

asked permission to make the classification provided for in this 
bill I would not have given my consent, but would have objected. 
When permission was asked to classify the clerks in the Post-Office De- 
partment we knew what such classification meant; that the clerks 
should be classified, as in other Departments, into first, second, third, 
and fourth classes. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Does the gentleman understand this bill proposes 
to classify clerks in the Post-Office ent? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I asked this question in this eolloquy 

Mr. BLOUNT. The gentleman does not apprehend me. He used 
the expression, Here is a proposition to classify clerks in the Depart- 
ment.“ 

Mr. HOLMAN. If he understood me correctly, he understood me 
to say in that colloquy it was a classification in that Department; that 
is, into first, second, third, and fourth classes, as in every other Depart- 
ment. 8 

Mr. BLOUNT. I wish to say a word right here. Now, the gentle- 
man from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] has alluded to the question of frank- 
ness. I regret in his zeal to accomplish any purpose he should forget 
to be fair and decorous himself. I hope to be decorous to the gentle- 
man from Indiana. It is due to myself and to the House. That col- 
loquy disclosed there was no bill proposed at all. The committee had 
not acted on it. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] 
suggested we should wait until we had agreed on a bill. The propo- 
sition was simply to classify the clerks, After that had been agreed 
to the gentleman from Indianaattempts to create the impression—but 
I am quite sure that he can not doit in the mind of the Chair—that some 
of the clerks are designated as cashiers. I am addressing a high intel- 
ligence when I am eee the Congress of the United States, and 
I do not discuss this as though I were discussing it before a petty jury. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is hard on the jury. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Here it is in the bill itself: 

For compensation to clerks in post-offices, $6,550,000. 

That is the fault of that appropriation for more than a decade. 
There is no designation of a single person beyond that of clerk in the 
Post-Office Department. For convenience it has been found necessary 
to designate some of the clerks as cashiers, some as finance clerks, 
some as superintendents of divisions, some as separaters and assorters; 
entirely a matter of regulation which the Postmaster-General has au- 
thority to make. 

Now, when we come to classify the clerks, we have seen proper to 
call the clerks assigned to a certain duty by a particular name for the 
purpose of convenience. I might call them by some other name than 
cashiers, and still assign them to that duty; but what avail would that 
be? They are still clerks, and it is simply a matter of convenience to 
so designate them, and nothing more. This designation, then, is in- 
serted here because it is a convenient thing in an office to know when 
a man is called a ‘‘cashier’’ that he has a certain class of clerical du- 
ties to perform, and when he is called a stamp clerk”? that he has 
another special class of duties to perform, and so on throughout the 
list. These men are assigned to duty and their designation indicates 
the duty to which they are assigned, and that is all. It is simply a 
matter of convenience, and ever since I have been a member here these 
persons have been provided for in the appropriation bills under the 

designation of ‘‘ clerks in post-offices,’’ and the reports of the Post- 
masters-General, so far as I know, have indicated the same designation 
all the way through. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready to rule upon the question of 

order. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I should like to be heard for a few moments. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman from Penn- 

Ivania. 

. BINGHAM. Mr. Chairman, this legislation in this bill pekia 
only to first and second class ffices, and in these two of 
offices there are two designations of the subordinate force, the one be- 
ing ‘‘clerks’’ and the other being carriers. Legislation covers the 
classification of the carrier force already. But for years past the De- 
partment have been trying to classify the clerical force of these first 
and second class post-offices. In the report of the Postmaster-General a 
year this classification was recommended, but it is more complete 
in this bill than in the report that he submitted, which, as I have said, was 
a recommendation for the classification of theclerks. In this bill there 
has been the creation of no offices and no indication of new offices other 
than that which has been always used in the first and second class 
post- offices. 

The mere expression, as used in the bill, of ‘‘cashier’’ or ‘‘superin- 
tendent” is simply the designation of a clerk, used for convenience 
a man paid under the appropriation for the clerical force, acting as a 
cashier or acting as a clerk, as the case may be, under the appropria- 
tion for clerical allowance in that office. 

Every man in the first or second class offices is either a clerk or a car- 


rier, and the indication of his specific name is simply inserted here as 
a matter of convenience in the office, which title describes the line of 
duty or service which he performs, The cashier is simply a clerk hav- 
ing charge of the finances of the office; and, Mr. Chairman, he has been 
paid in every appropriation bill under the head of appropriations for 
clerical hire for post-offices. 

Mr. HOLMAN. One word, Mr. Chairman, on that point. I insist 
that the terms used hereshould be the same as are commonly employed; 
and that is all I have asked. The Chair will take into account any 
Department of this Government and see the application of the point I 
make, Take, for instance, the T: Department. Is the cashier 
there designated asaclerk? Go into the banking houses of the country, 
where both terms ‘‘cashier’’ and “clerk” are employed; isthe cashier 
a clerk, or is the clerk a cashier? Go into any business establishment 
in the country and you will see that there is a clear distinction in the 
terms, 

But the point I sought to make is that in any event here is an at- 
tempt to create an office by a new law, to create an office hitherto un- 
known to the law—that is to say, it is admitted that the office of 
cashier is unknown by that designation. Somebody had to perform 
the duty. That is true; but is it not legislation to designate an em- 
ployé in an office as “‘cashier,’’ giving him a name and character hith- 
erto unknown in this service, when ‘there is no law authorizing such a 
designation? Would that not be new law itself? So if you depart 
from the matter really in hand the point of order is clearly applicable 
against the appropriation; for the Chair can not hold that a cashier is 
in the ordinary sense of the term aclerk. If the Chair can so hold, my 
point of order should be overruled. But if on the other hand the 
terms ‘‘clerk’’ and ‘‘cashier,’’ as usually employed, do not mean the 
same thing, but indicate different functions or employments, I insist 
my point of order should be sustained, and that bad faith should not 
result in this, that a consent given for one object should be, by inter- 
pretation, applied to an entirely different pu: that is, the creation 
of the office of cashier—when the consent of the House was simply to 
the classification of clerks, and that only. 

Mr. CANNON. If the Chair will allow me, just a single word on the 
classification of clerks. If the Chair will look on page 2 of the bill, at 
lines 12 and 13, he will find that itreads: ‘‘The Postmaster-General is 
hereby authorized to classify and fix the salaries of clerks and em- 
ployés.”? That is legislation; and then you go ahead and detail what 
the employés shall do. Now, as they are reached, one by one, the gen- 
tleman from Indiana makes the point of order upon the employés and 
does not make the point of order upon the clerks. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Isimply want to state the additional fact that he 
does perform clerical work. 

Mr. HOLMAN. And the Postmaster-General and the First Assistant 
Postmaster-General do clerical work; but does that make the Postmas- 
ter-General a clerk in the ordinary sense of the word? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks the order heretofore granted 
should receive its reasonable intendment. So far as the Chair knows 
the duties heretofore performed by clerks are now to be performed by 
some one to be designated—as cashier in this instance. The order giv- 
ing the power to classify did give the power to make new legislation 
to that extent; and the order to classify, the Chair thinks, included 
the power to designate the duties of each class. ‘The Chair, therefore, 
overrules the point of order. 

Mr. KERR. I move to strike out the last word. 

= BLOUNT. I wish the gentleman would yield to me for a mo- 
men 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Iowa yield? 

Mr. BLOUNT. I wish to move that the committee rise. I have 
agreed to make that motion at ten minutes to 5. 

Mr. KERR. I only want two minutes; but, Mr. Chairman, so many 
gentlemen seem to be anxious that the committeeshall rise that I will 
not hold the floor. I rose for the purpose of moving that this section 
be stricken out. a 

Mr. BLOUNT. There are only a few minutes more, and I move 
that the committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. DOCKERY having taken the 
chair as Speaker pro.empore, Mr. TURNER, of Georgia, reported that the 
Committee of the Whole had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 
12490) making appropriations for the service of the Post-Office Depart- 
ment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1890, and had come to no res- 
olution thereon. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr, PEEL. I am directed by the Committee on Indian Affairs to 
make the privileged report which I send to the Clerk’s desk, and I ask 
unanimous consent to extend the time of the session before taking re- 
cess. It will take only a little time to consider it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. 
PEENI asks that the session be extended until the completion of the 
consideration of this report. Is there objection? 

Mr. CANNON, Are we not to have a session to-night, and can not 


this come up to-morrow? 
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Aseria It is not a conference report. I ask the Clerk to read 
t 

Mr. HOLMAN. Lask unanimous consent to make a request before 
that. I want to ask unanimous consent that the Committee on Public 
Lands have to-morrow night for a session. 

Mr. RANDALL, _I object. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Then I object. 

Mr. PEEL. It is privileged. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair understands that the gen- 
tleman desires to consider the Senate bill. The Clerk will read the 
title of the bill, and then the Chair will submit the request. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

ratify and confirm an agreement with the Muscogee 
Nation of Indians in the Indian ‘Tertitors, and ae einer EEA sah aoa 

Mr. PEEL. Mr. Speaker, that subject was referred to the committee 
with the President’s message with leave to report at any time. 

Mr. RANDALL. Lask that the time be extended so as to dispose 
of this matter and the matter. 

Mr. COX. All right. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, TheChair will state the request. The 
gentleman from Pennsylvania asks unanimous consent to extend the 
time of the session until the completion of the consideration of this bill 
and the bill relating to the census. 

Mr. MILLS. I object. Let them come up in the morning. 

Mr. RANDALL. I object to the substitution. 

Mr. BAYNE. I object to the substitution of the Senate bill for the 
House bill. 

Mr. WEAVER. I rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WEAVER, The point of order I make is that the objection 
does not lie. It was a subject that was referred to the committee, and 
not a particular bill; and the President's message in this regard was 
referred to the committee. 

Mr. PEEL. The Speaker of the House informed me that I had a 
right to report it at any time. 

Mr. BAYNE. I withdraw my objection. 

Mr. RANDALL. I renew it. 

Mr. PEEL. I desire to say that the message of the President of the 
United States relating to this matter was referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, with leave to report at any time; and the Speaker said 

that I could. 

Mr. RANDALL. Yes; on æ House bill at any time. 

Mr. PEEL, It is exactly like the bill of the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is impossible for the Chair to decide 
the point of order in the time remaining of the session before 50’clock 
unless the time is extended. The Chair is not familiar with theterms 
of the order granting the Committee on Indian Affairs the right to re- 
port upon this matter at any time. 

Mr. RANDALL. I ask that the time be extended. 

Mr. MILLS. _I object. 


The SPEAKER pro 
9 
There was no objection. 


Mr. PEEL. EE 

Mr. MILLS. I object. 

tempore. The hour of 5 v loex 

Mr. PEEL. I ask leave to withdraw the report withou 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, Without objection that 
made. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The hour of 5 o’clock having arrived, 
according to previous order the House takes a recess until 7 o’clock 
and 30 minutes p. m. 


EVENING SESSION. 


The recess having expired, the House reassembled at 7.30 p. m. 
Mr. HATCH took the chair as Speaker pro tempore and directed the 
reading of the following communication: 


` SPEAKER'S Room, HOUSE oy REPRESENTATIVES, February 20, 1889. 


an hereby aoa 
e session oi 
JNO. G. CARLISLE, Speaker. 
Hon, Jons B. OLARK, Clerk. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read the special order 
under which . ta lant: 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That on Wednesday, February 20, 1889, at 5 o'clock p. m., the House 
shall toute i ERO Sonia 7.30 p.m. the evening session to be dated io the the con- 
sideration of measures reported from the Commit on Commerce and con- 
ference F sud session to terminate not 
later than 10 e’eloek p. m. 


PORT OF PORTLAND, OREGON. 


Mr. CLARDY. I call up a bill (S. 24) to extend the limits of the 
port of Portland as a port of entry. 

‘The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., 


© House this evening. 


That the limits of the port of Portland, in the State of Ore- 
eas er lying opposite to the 
a distance of 1 mile in width, and extending from 


SSE ge cunt Genk oF the Will 
Sty of Portland, for 
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boundary line of the co: limits of the a Se — ES 
. directly opposite to the lower end of Swan Island, 


Mr. HERMANN. Mr. Speaker, this is of great importance as well 
as convenience to the commercial interests of my State. This bill will 
include the flourishing city of East Portland, Oregon, in the port 
limits, and I hope the bill will pass. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. CLARDY moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

PORTS OF ENTRY AT TACOMA AND SEATTLE. 

Mr. CLARDY. I eall up the bill (S. 1128) to create ports of entry 
at Tacoma and Seattle. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacied, ctc., That Tacoma, Wash., and Seattle, Wash., be, and they are 
hereby, constituted ports of entry in the Puget Sound eustoms collection district, 
and that tue privileges of the first and seventh sections . June 
10, 1880, enti “An act to amend the statutes in relation to immed 
es of 3 and for other purposes,” be, and the same agar here- 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. CLARDY moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
ponents and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 

e 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
SECTION e REVISED STATUTES, 
Mr. CLARDY. I call up the bill (H. R. 12414) to amend section 
2579 of the Revised Statutes of the United States. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That section 2579 of the Revised Statutes of the United States 
hereby read: 


following officers: In the aans of ee dge collector, who shall reside at 
Galveston; a sai 


The bill was eee eee read a third time; and being 
en it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
Mr. CLARDY moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
— and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


DISTRICT OF TAMPA, FLA. 


Mr. CLARDY. I call up the bill (S. 1721) establishing a customs 
district in Florida, to be known as the collection district of Tampa, and 


for other purposes. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., Kal wig or ses eagle ner a be, and the same is 
hereby, established on the Gulf coast of the State of Florida, to be known as the 


Mr. MILLS. Mr. Speaker, this seems 3 me rather a strange meas- 
ure. Secretary Folger, and also his successor in office, recommended 


creating new ones. 
also have been in favor of discontinuing a 
triets, and certainly it seemsstrange that we 
create a new collection district at this time. 
Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida. Mr. 


the administration . also the policy of 
this Administration, to discontinue certain co ion i but the 
Secretary of the Treasury this district be created. 


The increase of business has been so great as to render it absolutely 
necessary. Tampa has grown from 2,000 to 8,000 within a few years; 
the commerce of 2 — lace demands the establishment of this district, 
and the Secretary T 

Mr. MILLS. IIA I ebe I Loow nothing about the proposed di 
trict myself, and if the Secretary of the Treasury has recommended 


1889. 
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$500,000 a year by the abolishment of a number of collection districts, 
but I suppose that the abolishment which they recommended did not 
embrace this district. Having said this much, I shall not interfere 
with the bill, as it is recommended by the Secretary. 

Mr. CLARDY. Mr. Speaker, I want to say in reply to the remarks 
of the gentleman from Texas that we have recommended the passage 
of no bill that has not been urgently recommended by the Secretary of 
the Treasury. The committee recommended an amendment, in line 2, 
striking out ‘‘Anclothe’’ and inserting ‘‘Anclote,’’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CLARDY. I offer an additional amendment, which I send to the 


desk. _ 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Line 3, section I. strike out the words collection of customs” and insert in 
lieu thereof “ customs collection.“ 

The amendment was agreed to. r 

The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading; and it was ac- 
cordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. CLARDY moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

COLLE DISTRICT OF MEMPHIS, TENN. 

Mr. CLARDY. I call up the bill (H. R. 5032) to extend the limits 
of the collection district of Memphis. It is a bill which does not in- 
volve the expenditure of any money, and it is recommended by the 
Secretary of the Treasury. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the limits of the present port of Memphis, Tenn., be 
extended from Beale street south ward to Jackson and that the east line 
Dehe present port be extended southward until it intersects said Jackson 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 

Mr. CLARDY moved to reconsider the vote by which bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

BRIDGE ACROSS POTEAU RIVER, NEAR FORT SMITH, ARK. 
Mr. CLARDY. I yield to the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. CRISP]. 

Mr. CRISP. I call up the bill (H. R. 11735) to amend an act en- 
titled ‘‘ An act to authorize the Fort Smith and Choctaw Bridge Com- 
pany to construct a bridge across the Poteau River, in the Choctaw 
Nation, near Fort Smith, Ark.” 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is informed that this bill is 
upon the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CRISP. I ask unanimous consent that the Committee of the 
Whole on the Private Calendar be discharged from the further consid- 
eration of the bill, and that it be considered in the House. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consideration 
of the bill, which was read. 

Mr. CRISP. This bill is amendatory of the original act, and relates 
merely to the jurisdiction of the courts. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. CRISP moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

BRIDGE ACROSS COOSA RIVER, ALABAMA. 

Mr. CRISP. I desire to call up the bill (H. R. 11338) to authorize 
the construction of a bridge across the Coosa River at Gadsden, in the 
State of Alabama. This is a bridge bill to which the Senate bas added 
a formal amendment. I ask that the amendment be concurred in 
without reading. 

There being no objection, the amendment of the Senate was con- 
curred in. 

Mr. CRISP moved to reconsider the vote by which the amendment 
was concurred in; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

BRIDGE ACROSS MISSOURI EIVER, ABOVE ST. CHARLES, MO. 

Mr. CRISP. I desire to call up the bill (H. R. 12515) to amend an 
act entitled ‘‘An act to authorize the construction of a bridge over the 
Missouri River at the most accessible point between the mouth of the 
Femme Osage Creek and a point 2 miles above the city of St. Charles, 
in the county of St. Charles, in the State of Missouri. This is a bill 
amending a previous bridge bill. There was a bill passed granting to 
another company the rights with reference to this bridge. This measure 
amends that act so as to give the rights to the successors of that com- 


pany. 
TheSPEAKER pro tempore. This bill also is on the Private Calendar. 
Mr. CRISP. I ask unanimous consent that the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar be from the further 
consideration of the bill, and that it be considered in the House. 


There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. 

The bill, having been read, was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
and 


Mr. CRISP moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. y 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection it will be un- 
derstood that where bridge bills have been referred to the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union or the Committee of the Whole 
on the Private Calendar, the committee will be discharged from their 
farther consideration and they will be considered in the House. Is 
there objection? The Chair hears none, and the order is made. 


BRIDGE OVER MISSOURI RIVER AT OR NEAR KANSAS CITY. 


Mr. CRISP. I now call up the bill (S. 3146) authorizing the con- 
struction of a bridge over the Missouri River at or near Kansas City, 
Kans., and not over 10 milesabove the Hannibal and St. Joseph Railway 
bridge at Kansas City, Mo. This is a bill in which our deceased friend, 
Mr. Burnes, of Missouri, was interested. For that reasonI ask that 
it be taken up out of its order. The bill has been referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce and carefully examined. It contains all the usual 
provisions for the protection of navigation. As the bill is somewhat 
lengthy I ask that the reading of it be dispensed with, and that it be 
considered without reading. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the absence of objection that or- 
der will be made. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading, was accordingly read the 
third time, and z 
Mr. CRISP moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
— and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 

e. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


LIGHT-HOUSE AT POINT ISABEL, TEXAS. 


Mr. CLARDY. I call up the bill (H. R. 11342) providing for the 
re-establishment of the light-house at Point Isabel, Texas. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This bill is on the Calendar of the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 

Mr. CLARDY. I ask that the Committee of the Whole be dis- 
charged from its further consideration, and that it be now considered 
in the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection, that order 
will be made. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

The bill was read, as follows: a 

Be ü enacted, 
Cc 

The amendment reported by the committee was read, as follows: 

Before the word Isabel,“ in line 3, insert the word Point.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. KILGORE. As l understand, this bill proposes to erect a light- 
nee at Point Isabel, to take the place of one which has been aban- 


Mr. CLARDY. This is for the purchase of a site and the erection of 
a light-house. It is stated by the Light-House Board that unless this 
bill be passed the board will be put to an expense of some $35,000. 
Mr. KILGORE. Has the bill passed the Senate? 


Mr. CLARDY. No, sir; it has not; but a similar bill—— 

Mr, KILGORE. Then it will be a saving of $27,000 to let this bill 
go through? 

Mr. CLARDY. Yes, sir; and the State of Texas gets the benefit of 
the expenditure. i 

The amendment was to. 


agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it wasaccordingly read the third time, and 


Mr. CLARDY moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
pamos; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
ta 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
CONTAGIOUS AND INFECTIOUS DISEASES. 


Mr. CLARDY. I call up the bill (H. R. 1526) to prevent the intro- 
duction of contagious and infectious diseases into the United States, 
and to establish a bureau of public health. I ask that the Committee 
of the Whole be discharged from the further consideration of this bill. 
I yield to the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Davrs]. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Missouri asks 
that the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of this bill, and that it may 
now be considered in the House. Is there objection? 

Mr. CRISP. I think I shall have to object. 

Mr. CLARDY. Well, then, I withdraw the bill. I yield to the 
gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. WILSON] to call up another bill. 
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7 Mr. BUCHANAN. Iwill ask the chairman why he abandons that 
ill. 

Mr. CLARDY. Iam only abandoning it for the time being, pend- 
ing the discussion between the gentleman from Georgia and the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts, to see if some arrangement can not be ar- 
rived at. n 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Because the question whether the House will 
act upon that or not may influence the consideration of some other 
measures. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House has not entered upon the 
consideration of it, and the gentleman has a right to withdraw it for 
the present. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I know he has the right, but I have the right 
to know the status of the question. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The bill is withdrawn for the present. 


BRIDGES ACROSS RED RIVER, 


Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker, I ask consideration of 
the bill (S. 3666) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act granting to the 
city of Grand Forks, Dak., the right to build two free bridges across 
the Red River, approved May 21, 1888. 

The bill is as follows: 

Be it enacted, elc., That section 3of an act entitled “An act granting to the city 
of Grand Forks, Dak., the right to build two free bridges across the Red River,“ 
approved May 21, 1888. be, and it is hereby, amended by inserting after the 
words “under this act,” in line 1, the words “ below the mouth of the Red Lake 
River;“ and, farther, after the words ‘said bridge,” in line II, insert as follows: 
“And any bridge built under this act, above the mouth of the Red Lake River, 
shall be built with one draw-span of notless than 87 feetin the clear, measured 
at low water, and this draw-span shall be over the main channel at the most ac- 
cessible and best navigable point, and the other span may be less than 80 feet and 
be kept clear of trestle-work ;” and the spans shall not be of less elevation than 3 
feet above extreme high-water mark as known at the * of location, meas- 
ured to the lowest part of the superstructure of said bridge; also, by inserting 
in line 13, after the words parallel to,“ asfollows: And except above the 
mouth of the Red Lake River;“ and also by inserting, in line 15, after the word 
“stream,” as follows: And above the mouth of the Red Lake River the brid 
may be placed at an angle of 83 degrees with the direction of the current of the 


Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. This is recommended by the Com- 

Tia on N and reported by the gentleman from Georgia 
Mr. Crisp]. 

Mr. CLARDY. And recommended by the Chief of Engineers. 

The bill was considered, ordered to a third reading; accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PORT OF DELIVERY, PORT ANGELES, WASH. 


Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. I now ask consideration of the bill (S. 
28) to create a port of delivery at Port Angeles, in the district of Puget 
Sound, Washington Territory. 

The bill is as follows: 

it 8 Port Angeles is here ted a port of delivery in the 
33 ney eds rte eines 

The bill was considered, ordered to a third reading; accordingly read 
the third time, and 8 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


BRIDGE ACROSS RED RIVER, LOUISIANA. 


Mr. BLANCHARD. I ask consideration of the bill (H. R. 10319) 
to authorize the Natchitoches Railroad Company to construct and 
maintain a bridge across the Red River in Louisiana. I ask that the 
reading of the bill be dispensed with asitisin the usual form of bridge 
bills, is reported by the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. CRISP], and is 
recommended by the Secretary of War. ` 

The SPEAKER pro re, The amendment recommended by the 
Committee on Commerce will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In section 1, line 19, add the words “and equal privileges in the use of said 
bridge shall be granted to all tel ph companies.“ 

Also, in section 6, strike out, in line 12, the word “five” and insert “three; ” 
so it will read: And if said bridge is not commenced within three years,” etc. 

Also, in line 13, strike out“ ten“ and insert flve; so it will read: And 
completed within five years,” etc. 

The amendments were concurred in. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be en; and read a third 


time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


Mr. BLANCHARD moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
bey poet ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
e table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 
LIGHT-HOUSE, OYSTER-BED SHOAL, NEW YORK. 


Mr. CLARDY. Mr. Speaker, I call up for consideration the bill (H. 
R. 10832) for the establishment of a light-boat with fog-bell on Oys- 
ter-Bed Shoal, in the Hudson River, New York. 


I will state that this bill carries no appropriation, is recommended 
by the Light-House Board, and I ask that the bill be considered in the 
House as in Committee of the Whole. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ele., Thatalight-boat with fog-bell be established at or near Oys- 
ter-Bed Shoal, in the Hudson River, opposite Rockland Lake Dock, New York, 
at a cost not to exceed $10,000, 

The committee recommend the adoption of the following amend- 
ments: 

In line g strike out the word “boat” and insert house.“ In line 4. change 
HP eo to Oyster-Beds;’’ and in line 6 strike out $10,000” and insert 

Also amend the title so as to read: “A bill for the establishment of a light 
house with fog-bell on Oyster-Beds Shoal, in the Hudson River, New York.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. 

The amendment to the title was also concurred in. 

Mr. CLARDY moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 


table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. * 


LIGHT-HOUSE AND FOG-SIGNAL, HUMBOLDT, CAL. 


Mr. CLARDY. Lask to call up the bill (H. R. 12430) providing for 
the establishment of the light and fog-signal at Hu boldt, Cal., upon 
a more secure site, and for the establishment of a ligut-ship at or near 
the wreck of the steam-ship Oregon, in New York Harbor. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the light and fog-signal at Humboldt, Cal., be estab- 
lished pon a more secure site, at a cost not to exceed $25,000; and that there 
be established in the vicinity of the wreck of the steam-ship Oregon, entrance to 


New York Harbor, a light-ship with a steam fog-signal, the entire cost of which 
shall not exceed $60,000. 1 158 ‘ 


Mr. CLARDY. This bill as originally introduced provided simply 
for the establishment of a light and fog-signal at Humboldt, Cal., 
but the committee has rted this substitute for the original bill, No. 
1226, providing also for the establishment of a light-ship in the vicin- 
ity o the wreck of the steam-ship Oregon, at the entrance to New York 

arbor. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. CLARDY moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
pasad; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
1226 will be laid upon the table. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


STEAM-TENDER ON THE GREAT LAKES. 


Mr. CLARDY. I ask consideration of the bill (H. R. 12431) pro- 
viding for the construction of a steam-tender for service on the Great 
Lakes. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, elc., That n «team-tender for light-house duty on the northwest- 
ern lakes be constructed, a. . cost not to exceed $85,000: Provided, That the con- 
ae of said tender shall be let to the lowest responsible bidder after adver- 

ment. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read athird time; and being 
en „it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. CLARDY moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


LIGHTS ON CONEY ISLAND. 


Mr. CLARDY, I call up for consideration the bill (H. R. 11527) 
to establish lights on the western end of Coney Island, New York. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, elc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to establish a light or lights on the western end of Coney 
Island, New York, at a sum not to exceed $25,000. 

The committee propose, in line 4, after the word lights,“ to insert 
and a fog-signal.’’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


Mr. CLARDY moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

LIGHTS ON THE COAST OF MISSISSIPPI. 


Mr. CLARDY. I call up for consideration the bill (H. R. 12310) 
le ge for the establishment of certain lights on the coast of Missis- 
p 


to. 
Without objection the bill H. R. 
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The bill was read, as follows: 

Beit enacted, eic., That there be established range-lights to guide into the 
mouth of the Pascagoula River, Mississippi, at a cost not to exceed $1,000. 

Sec. 2. That there be established a light on the east bank of Pearl River, Mis- 
sissippi, opposite the draw in the railway bridge, at a cost not to exceed $250. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. CLARDY moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


LIGHT-HOUSE AT SIUSLAW RIVER, OREGON. 


Mr. CLARDY. I now call up for consideration the bill (H. R. 7066) 
providing for the establishment of a light-house at or near the mouth 
of the Siuslaw River, in the State of Oregon. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized to establish a light-house at or near the mouth of the Siuslaw River, in 
the State of Oregon, at a cost not to exceed $80,000. 

Mr. CLARDY. I now yieldto the gentleman from Oregon, who de- 
sires to offer an amendment. 

Mr. HERMANN. I move, in line 4, after the word at,“ to insert 
the words ‘‘ Heceta Head, and strike out the word or in the same 
line. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HERMANN. This measure has the indorsement of the Light- 
House Board, which favorably recommends the construction of said 

ht-house to be located at Heceta Head near Siuslaw River, Oregon. 

e reasons for said construction are fully shown by said board, chief 
among which is the statement that for 90 miles between Capes 
and Foulweather, on the Pacific coast, there is now no light, and that 
the proposed light at Heceta will be between these points, and that ‘‘a 
coast light is required to divide the dark space between the two lights 
above mentioned. A first-order light at or near Heceta Head is suffi- 
ciently near the mouth of Siuslaw River; and it is recommended that 
the proper steps be taken to establish such light. 

This is a light-house which our people have sought for duringseveral 
years. The Siuslaw is one of the beautiful rivers of Oregon; its com- 
merce is rapidly increasing, and it should be properly enco and 
protected. An enterprising and intelligent people have settled that 
fertile valley, and soon we may expect a railway to connect the coast 
with the trunk-line railways of the interior. I beseech the House to 

this just measure. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; 
und being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. HERMANN moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. - 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


LIGHT-HOUSE OFF POINT PENINSULAR, LAKE MICHIGAN. 


Mr. CLARDY. I now call up for consideration the bill (H. R. 11678) 

roviding for the erection of sundry light-houses and fog-signals in 

kes Erie, Huron, Michigan, and Superior. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Beit enacted, elc., That a light-house be established at or near Eleven-foot 
Shoal, off Point Peninsular, Lake Michic an, Michigan, at a cost not exceeding 
$60,000, and when said light shall be completed the light now maintained at 
Point Peninsular shall be discontinued, 

That a light-house and fog-signal be established at Squaw Island, Lake Mich- 
igan, at a cost not exceeding $25,000. 

That there be established a light-house at or near Old Mackinac Point, ata 
cost not exceeding $25,000, and when the same shall be completed the light main- 
tained at McGulpin’s Point shall be discontinued. 

That a Torina and range-lights be placed on the end of the west pier at 
Ashtabula, Ohio, Lake Erie, at a cost not exceeding $7,000. 

Shee me be established a fog-signal at Michigan Island, Lake Superior, at 
a cost not ex „500. 

That there be established a red and white flash-light and fog-signal on the 

of Ages, Lake Superior, at a cost not exceeding $15,000, 

That there be established a fog-signal on South Fox Island, Lake Michigan, 
at a cost not exceeding $5,000. 

Thata eet be placed at the east end of Portage Ship-Canal, at a cost not 
exceeding $9,000. 


The committee recommend the following amendment: In line 12 
strike out the word ‘“‘ Mackinac” and insert the word Mackinaw,” 
and strike out all after line 17. 

The amendmend was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be e and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


Mr. CLARDY moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
— ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


LIGHT-HOUSE AND FOG-SIGNAL AT CHICAGO, ILL. 


Mr. CLARDY. I call up for consideration the bill (H. R. 12113) for 
the establishment of a light-house and steam fog-signal on the outer 
breakwater at the harbor at Chicago, III. 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the sum of $50,000 be, and the same is hereby, appro- 
riated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to estab- 
fish a light-house and steam fog-signal on the easterly end of the outer break- 
water at the harbor of Chicago, Lake Michigan, Illinois: Provided, That this 
light may be established at any time without regard to the completion of said 
breakwater. 
‘The committee recommend an amendment, to strike outall after the 
enacting clause and insert the following: 

That a light-house and steam ale Foe be established on the easterly end of 
the outer break water at the harbor of Chicago, Lake Michigan, Illinois, ata cost 
not to exceed $36,000: Provided, That this light may be established at any time 
without regard to the completion of said breakwater. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


Mr. CLARDY moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
perd; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


LIGHT-HOUSE, ST. CATHERINE ISLAND, GEORGIA. 


Mr. CLARDY. I next call up the bill (H. R. 12324) for the estab- 
lishment of a light-house station on St. Catherine Island, State of 
Georgia. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized and di- 
rected to establish a light-housestation on St. Catherine Island, State of 88 
at the point which the Light-House may select as the most eligible, ani 


that the sum of $20,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby a) 
propriated for that purpose. : awe 


The committee recommend the following amendments: 


In line 3 strike out the word!“ War” and insert the Treasury.“ In lines 6. 


and 7 strike out the words and that the sum of” and insert “at a cost not to 
exceed; and strike out lines 8 and 9. 

The amendments were agreed to, and the bill as amended was or- 
dered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being engrossed it 
was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. CLARDY moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


LIGHT-HOUSE OFF CAPE HATTERAS, NORTH CAROLINA, 


Mr. CLARDY. I call up the bill (S. 1283) making an appropriation 
for the erection of a light-house on or near Diamond Shoal, off Cape 
Hatteras, North Carolina. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be il enacted, eic., That the sum of $500,000 be, and the same is hereby, appro- 
priated out of any moneyin the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for the 
erection of a light-house on or near Diamond Shoal, off Cape Hatteras, North 
Carolina: Provided, That such contractors for doing this work may be selected 
by the Light-House Board as may, in the judgment of the board, be best fitted by 
reason of skill, experience, possession o 2 and control of means to do the 


work, payments to be made in the discretion of the board, upon the a val of 
the Secretary of the Treasury, phe ee 


The committee propose to strike out all after the enacting clause and 
insert the following: 


Thata So pins be established on or near Diamond Shoal, off Cape Hat- 
teras, North Carolina, at a cost not to exceed $500,000: Provided, That the con- 
tractors for doing this work shall be the lowest responsible bidders and best 


fitted by reason of skill and experience to do the work: And led further, 
That pay ments shall be made therefor, as the work pi the discretion 
of the Light-House Board, and subject to the approval of the Secretary of the 


Treasury. 

And to amend the title to conform to the bill. 

Mr. CLARDY. It will be seen, Mr. Speaker, that this bill requires 
the expenditure of a very considerable amount of money—$500,000. 
It was introduced in the early part of last session. The committee 
then considered the bill, and listened, of course, to the suggestions 
made by the Light-House Board, but because the committee was not 
satisfied of the ability of the board to complete the structure for the 
amount of the estimate and was not e on satisfied of the feasi- 
bility of the project, it refused to recommend the passage of the bill. 

During the present session the committee has listened to the mem- 
bers of the Light-House Board, and have ascertained that a contract 
can be made by which the structure can be completed for the sum of 
$500,000, which, of course, is a very large sum of money. In addition 
to that it has heard from the persons engaged in shipping on the coast 
of the very great danger to which lives and property are subjected at 
this place. Indeed, I think within the last ten days there has been a 
loss of several lives at this place, and within the last two or three years 
a large number of people have been drowned there. So the commit 
did not feel at liberty any longer to withhold this bill from the consid- 
eration of the House. I believe the bill ought to pass. I want to say 
the amendment provides that unless success is achieved in the building 
of this light-house it shall cost the Government nothing. The con- 
egos ase the risk. He gives bond for the faithful completion or 
the work. 

Iyielda momenttothegentleman from North Carolina [Mr. LATHAM], 
and apologize for the time I have already consumed. 
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Mr. LATHAM. Mr. Speaker, it would be utterly impossible in the 
short time allowed me by the chairman of the Committee upon Com- 
merce to properly impress upon the members of the House the vast im- 
portance of the measure now under consideration. 

To gentlemen who are rips Srna: with the general conforma- 
tion of the Atlantic coast and have any knowledge of our marine his- 
tory from its earliest period until the present day, it would be an idle 
waste of time to dwell upon the dangers of Cape Hatteras and the in- 
numerable disasters which have occurred in its vicinity. 

To those who know nothing of the appalling terrors and horrible fate 
of the brave and gallant seamen who have confronted its dangers, any 
words of mine would fail to adequately portray them. 

The sea is a voracious and insatiate monster. Its white-capped 
waves are constantly beckoning to destruction, and its voice, like 
the horse-leech’s daughter, is ever calling for more victims. Youth 
and old age, wealth, intellect, beauty, all have alike been swept away 
in its remorseless wrath, and lie wrapped in its cold embrace. Its 
dangers and terrors have been told in prose and in verse and in every lan- 
guage. Whether portrayed in the beautiful periods of the Psalmist or 
tabulated in their dry details by the Light-House Board, they excite 
the sympathy and appeal to the humanity of every reader, Its moods 
are as variable and uncertain— 

As the shade 
By the light quivering aspen made. 

Roused by the battling winds as they sweep across its bosom to the 
full height of its majestic wrath, it rushes with irresistible force from 
the shores of one continent to those of another, sweeping as with a 
besom of destruction everything in its path, till, tired and spent, it 
falls back, like a giant exhausted, before the barriers erected by Om- 
niscience against its further encroachments, At times it sleeps as 
calmly as the infant at its mother’s breast; at times it tosses like a 
strong man in fever. Inits anger, terrible; in its serenity, beautiful ; 
in every mood and at all times grand and majestic. 

But, Mr. Speaker, just at that point where our eastern sea-line, after 
pursuing almost a due southern course for more than 500 miles, turns 
abruptly to the southwest, there lies a sand reef known the world over 
as Diamond Shoals. Perhaps on account of this angle made in the coast- 
line, perhaps from other causes, there has been formed here a reef upon 
which more lives have been lostand more treasure destroyed than any- 
where else on the Eastern seaboard. 

While the sea sleeps elsewhere it here knows no rest. The pulsa- 
tions of its mighty bosom are ceaseless and eternal. Its white-capped 
waves, though are never conquered, Its battalions fall ka 
only to again advance. It knows no pity, no remorse. Baffled in its 
onward march, it wreaks its revenge on everything that comes within 
its magic influence. ‘The strongest ship that ever rode the main, 
though her ribs were forged by the Cyclops, is a cockle-boat in its 
mighty grasp. When the sound of its waves as they break in white 
foam on the outer Diamond fallsupon the ear of the mariner, he ‘‘leaves 
hope behind,“ for his doom is sealed. No ship has ever ridden its 
waves in safety; the Angel of Mercy has never drawn from its swirl- 
ing waters a human being that its waves have once ingulfed. 

It is upon this point, around which cluster so many terrible associa- 
tions and so many harrowing recollections, where so many of those 
who go down to the sea in ships” have met untimely ends, where so 
much hard-earned treasure lies buried, that it is proposed to establish 
a danger-signal, that far-flashing above the crest of the highest waves 
of the Atlanticshall carry timely warning to the commerce of the world 
of the dangers that menace it. 

I desire, Mr. Speaker, to impress upon the House the fact that this 
bill is not of local but of national importance. From every section 
of the country—from Maine to Texas, from the ship-builders of New 
England, from the merchants of New York, Philadelphia, Baltimore, 
Norfolk, Charleston, Savannah, New Orleans, Galveston, from the 
shippers of every port worthy the name, from all the large com- 
panies engaged in marine insurance—petitions to the Light-House 
Board urging speedy action in this direction have been received. The 
leading journals of the country have taken up the question and are de- 
manding that the commercial interests of the country shall be pro- 
tected. 

It will be bad statesmanship and worse economy to close our ears to 
these demands. It will be the merest folly to attempt to evade our 
duty or escape responsibility. For more than six years these demands 
have been made. The Senate has already risen to the measure of its 
duty. Let us be as liberal and broad in our views and erect to the 
memory of the present Congress a monument more enduring than brass 
and more lasting than marble. 

Mr. Speaker, it was originally proposed to place a light-ship off Dia- 
mond Shoals instead of erecting alight-house. This was soon, however, 
determined to be impracticable. Buoys were placed outside the shoal 
and anchored with the heaviest cables. The action of the waves, rab- 
bing one link against another, very shortly destroyed these cables, and 
the buoys floated from their anchorage. For the same reason no light- 
ship could safely weather a storm on this coast. 

The only argument, Mr. Speaker, that has ever been urged against 
the passage of this bill, the only reason why the Committee on Com- 


merce have not long since reported it, is that it was considered imprac- 
ticable to erect a ent structure at this point. But, sir, this is 
not true. We have not as yet sounded the possibilities of engineering 
skill; but more difficult feats than this have been successfully per- 
formed. ‘The deepest water on this reef is only 17 feet. A light has 
been erected and is now in successful operation in the German Ocean, 
celebrated for its storms and disasters, in 35 feet of water. 

But the most complete and conclusive answer to the objection is that 
the most skillful engineers of the country havedeclared that the scheme 
is entirely practicable. And, sir, to settle this matter beyond any sort 
of controversy, I am informed that a firm entirely solvent has offered 
to erect the structure at its own ex to require the payment of 
nothing until it is complete, and even then to leave 20 per cent. of 
the contract price in the Treasury for a period of five years as a security 
to the Government. 

Mr. Speaker, I have submitted these facts to the House in the as- 
sured confidence that it will recognize the necessity of passing this bill, 
and that, although the amount may seem large, it will sink into in- 
significance when the lives and property of our fellow-citizens are in 
hourly jeopardy. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on ordering the bill as 
amended to a third reading: 

Mr. DUNHAM. Mr. Speaker, I understood the chairman of the 
Committee on Commerce [Mr. CLARDY] to say that the Government 
would not be at any expense whatever about this light-house unless it 
should prove a success. Now, I want to ask him how he is to know 
that it is going to be a success, when the bill provides for the payment 
of the money as the work 

A MEMBER. The contractor gives a bond. 

Mr. DUNHAM. That is true, but the bill provides that payment 
shall be made therefor as the work progresses. Now suppose the work 
progresses from day to day and each day you pay a little money, and 
when you get through the work is found not to be a success, what will 
be your remedy? Iam not cpposed to this bill, but I do not under- 
stand the statement of the chairman of the committee, in view of this 
provision in the bill. n 

Mr. CLARDY. Then, Mr. S er, I will repeat what I said before, 
that a bond is to be given for the faithful execution of the work and 
for the refund of the money unless the work proves a success. 

The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading; and it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. CLARDY moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
pared; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

‘The latter motion was agreed to. 

The title was amended so as to conform to the bill, 

Mr, LATHAM, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to print re- 
marks in the RECORD in connection with the bill. 


BRIDGE BILLS. 


Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, we have quite a number of bridge bills 
which we desire to have considered and of which I have sent a list to 
the Clerk. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the first bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 10721) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the Arkan- 
sas River at or near Cumming’s Landing, Lincoln County, 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, I want to state about that bill, and about 
all of these bridge bills, that if there is any failure in any of them to 
contain all the provisions that have been suggested by the War Depart- 
ment it is due to au oversight; but Ido not think there is any such 
failure. There isnot one of them in which the report of the engineers 
with reference to protecting substantially the interests of navigation 
has been disregarded. Therefore, if there be no objection, I ask that 
these bills be considered and passed by their titles. Of course if any 
gentleman objects to any particular bill I will withdraw that for sepa- 
tate action. 

The SPEAKER pro The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
Crisp] asks unanimous consent that the reading of these bills be dis- 
pensed with except by title, in view of the statement just made. Is 
there objection? 5 

Mr. DUNHAM. I object. 

Mr. CLARDY. The gentlemen certainly does not want to have all 
these bridge bills read at length. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Isimply want to make a statement, and I have to 
object in order to get the chance to make it. I suggest that the first 
bill on the list had better be read, inasmuch as the Commerce Com- 
mittee of this Congress has put some clauses into these bridge bills that 
have never been in any such bills heretofore. Let the first bill be read 
in order that gentlemen present may see wherein it differs from former 
bridge bills, and then I shall have no objection to the request of the 
chairman, 

Mr. CLARDY. I will say to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Dun- 
HAM] that we have already passed several bridge bills to-night, and the 


gentleman himself is on the subcommittee to consider those bills. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read the first bill. 

The Clerk read the bill H. R. 10721 in part. 

Mr. DUNHAM (interrupting the reading). Mr. Speaker, the clauses 
that I desire to call attention to having been read, I do not insist upon 
the further reading of the bill. 

The substitute reported by the committee was ordered to be en- 
grossed and read a third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. CRISP moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was $ 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was to. 

The original bill (H. R. 10609) was laid on the table. 

BRIDGE ACROSS THE MISSISSIPPI NEAR ALMA, WIS. 


Mr. CRISP. I call up the bill (S. 2816) to authorize the construc- 
tion of a bridge for railway purposes across the Mississippi River be- 
tween the States of Wisconsin and Minnesota, to be located north of 
and in the vicinity of the city of Alma, Wis. 

Mr. HAUGEN. I believe there are two amendments to this bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is informed that the amend- 
ments to this bill have already been agreed to by the House when it 
was up on a former occasion. The question is now on the third read- 
ing of the bill. 

Fur. WILSON, of Minnesota. What are those amendments? 

Mr. HAUGEN. They are those proposed by the gentleman from 
Minnesota himself. The first one is in regard to the more definite 
location of the bridge, and the second extends the time for the com- 
mencement of the work from one to two years, and for its completion 
to three years. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Those are all? 

Mr. HAUGEN. Those are all. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and 

Mr. HAUGEN moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


BRIDGE OVER ST. JOHN’S RIVER, FLORIDA. 


Mr. CRISP. I now call up the bill (H. R. 10588) to authorize the 
construction of a bridge over the St. John’s River, in the State of 
Florida. 

The amendments reported by the committee were read, as follows: 

At the end of section 3 insert the following: 

And equal priv in the use of said brid, 
graph companies, and the United States shall 

ri for telegraph purposes,’ 

3 of section 6 insert, after the words “ shall not be,“ the word “‘ com- 

r. ” 
wher the word “ Congress,” in line 4 of section 7, insert the words or the 
Secretary of War.” 

Add the following as a new section: 

“Spo. 8. That this act shall teaniland void if actual construction of the 3 
herein authorized be not commenced within one year and a with 
three years from the date thereof.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed it wasaccordingly read the third time, and 


pa 
Mr. CRISP moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 

and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


BRIDGE ACROSS THE TENSAS RIVER, LOUISIANA. 


Mr. CRISP. I call up the bill (S. 3285) to authorize the construc- 

tion of a bridge across the Tensas River, at or near Kirk’s Ferry, La. 
The amendment as reported by the committee was read, as follows: 
Tn line 7, section 1, strike ont Kirk's “ and insert Daniel's. 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading; and it was ac- 
cordingly read the third time, and 

Mr. CRISP moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill w. 38 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

BRIDGE ACROSS THE MISSOURI AT LEAVENWORTH, KANS. 

Mr. CRISP. I call up the bill (H. R. 11649) to authorize the con- 
struction of a bridge across the Missouri River between the city of 
Leavenworth, in the State of Kansas, and Platte County, in the State 
of Missouri. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 

Mr. CRISP moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


VICKSBURG, SHREVEPORT AND TEXAS RAILROAD COMPANY. 
The next bill, called up by Mr. Crisp, was the bill (H. R. 11782) to 
approve and ratify the construction by the Vicksburg, Shreveport and 
Texas Railroad Company of the bridge over the Red River at Shreve- 
port, La., and the bridge over the Ouachita River at Monroe, La., and 


shall be granted to all tele- 
ave right of way over said 


to authorize said railroad company to maintain said bridges over sens 
water ways, subject to certain stipulations and conditions. 
The amendment reported by the committee was read, as follows: | 


Add the following as a new section: ; 
“Sec. S. That on the failure of the said railroad company to obey this act and 
to conform to the provisions thereof any municipal cor; ion adjacent to said 
bridges, or interested in the enforcement of this act, or any other Vor ‘ets mc 
peroni or persons injuriously affected by such failure, may institute suit 
said railroad company, by mandamus or other pe haar ee e n the 
circuit court of the R United States within the ju iction of which said bridges 


are located, inthe name of the United States, upon the relation of the party com- 
lainin; to enforce the provisionsof this act, Such suit shall be brought by the 
nited States district attorney for the district within which said bridges are sit- 
nat d, and said court shall have full power by its judgment and decree to com- 
pel said railroad company to comply with the provisions of this law.“ 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


Mr. CRISP moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

BRIDGES ACROSS THE KENTUCKY RIVER. 

The next bill, called up by Mr. Crisp, was the bill (H. R. 11573) to 
authorize the construction of bridges across the Kentucky River. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, aud 

Mr. CRISP moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


BRIDGES ACROSS RED RIVER. 


Mr. CRISP called up for consideration the bill (S. 3666) to amend 
an act entitled An act granting to the city of Grand Forks, Dak., the 
right to build two free bridges across the Red River,“ approved May 
21, 1888 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. CRISP moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


BRIDGE ACROSS YOUNG’S BAY, OREGON. 


Mr. CRISP called up for consideration the bill (S. 3645) granting to 
the Astoria and South Coast Railway Company the right to construct 
a bridge across Young's Bay, a navigable stream in the county of Clat- 
sop and State of Oregon. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. CRISP moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


BRIDGE ACROSS BAYOU BARTHOLOMEW, LOUISIANA. 


Mr. CRISP called up for consideration the bill (S. 3284) to authorize 
the construction of a bridge across Bayou Bartholomew, at or near 
Ward’s Ferry, Louisiana. 

The bill was read, 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr.CRISP moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table, 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


BRIDGE ACROSS THE MISSISSIPPI RIVER AT LA CROSSE, WIS. 


Mr. CRISP called up for consideration the bill (II. R. 12059) to au · 
thorize the construction of a bridge or bridges across the Mississippi 
River at La Crosse, Wis. 

The amendment reported by the commitiee was me by the Clerk, 
as follows: 


Insert in line 14, after the word War,” the words "afier an examination and 
will read by: a board of three United States engineers and appointed by him ;"’ so it 


“Provided, That it shall not be lawful to construct said bridge or bridges until 
the Secretary of War, after anexamination and rt by a board of three United 
States engineers and appointed by him, shall certify that the same will not ma- 
terially obstruct the navigation of said river.“ 


The amendment was agreed to, and the bill as amended was ordered 
to be engrossed and read a third time; and being engrossed, it was ac- 
cordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. CRISP moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


BRIDGES OVER GREEN AND BARREN RIVERS. 


Mr. CRISP called up for consideration the bill H. R. 12524, reported 
as a substitute for the bill (H. R. 11996) to authorize the construction 
of bridges over Green and Barren Rivers, i 5 the State of Kentucky, by 
the Henderson State Line Railroad Compan 

bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and it 
was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
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Mr. CRISP moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed; There being no objection, the bill was withdrawn. 


and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


BRIDGE ACROSS OSAGE RIVER. 


Mr. CRISP called up for consideration the bill (H. R. 12389) author- 
izing the construction of a bridge across the River at some ac- 
cessible point in the county of Benton, in the State of Missouri. 

The amendment of the committee was read, as follows: 


Insert as an additional section: 

“Sxo.7. That this act shall be void if actual construction of the bridge herein 
authorized be not commenced within one year and completed within three 
years from the date thereof.“ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


Mr. CRISP moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


WAGON AND FOOT-PASSENGER BRIDGE, LYONS, IOWA. 


Mr. CRISP called up for consideration the bill (H. R. 12489) to au- 
thorize the construction of a wagon and foot-passenger bridge across 
the Mississippi River at or near Lyons, Iowa. 

The amendments of the committee were reported, as follows: 

In section 2, line 9, after the word “than,” strike out the word “two” and 
insert “three.” 

PP same section, line 13, after the word “hundred,” insert the words “and 
„dn same section, line 21, after the word “than,” strike out “two” and insert 
= In same section, line 25, after the word “than,” strike out two“ and insert 


In same section, line 26, strike out the words “ said span,” at beginning of the 
oo 8 as follows, in lieu thereof: every part of the superstructure of 
ow bridge. 
In section 5, line 25, strike out the words Secretary of War” and insert in 
lieu thereof the words “ Light-House Board.” 
Amend the title so as to read: A bill to authorize the construction of a rail- 
bridge across the Mississippi River at or near 


in line 20. 
ae section 3, insert the words “railroad and” before the word “ telegraph,” 
line 10. 
in seotion 4, insert the words “ railroad and” after the word all,“ in line 1. 


The amendments were agreed to in gross. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be en and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


Mr. CRISP moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. I rise to move that the title of the bill 
be amended. 

TheSPEAKER. That wasincluded in the amendments of the com- 
mittee. 


BRIDGE ACROSS CANAL ENTRANCE TO HARBOR OF DULUTH. 


Mr. CRISP. I ask consideration of the bill (H. R. 5191) for the 
construction of a bridge across the canal entrance to the harbor of Du- 
luth. 

Mr. HAUGEN. L object to the consideration of that bill to-night. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Let the bill be read. 

Mr. HAUGEN. I have no objection, of course, to the reading of the 
bill, but I give notice that I will object to its consideration. 

Mr. CRISP. Then I ask to withdraw the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill will be withdrawn. 

Mr. HAUGEN. I have a letter from the Secretary of War recom- 
mending a postponement of this and the other Duluth bill, and for the 
present I shall object to these bills. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The bill is withdrawn. 

Mr. DUNHAM. After a bill is presented can it be withdrawn ex- 
cept by consent? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has the right to with- 
draw the bill. - 


BRIDGE ACROSS BAY OF SUPERIOR, MINNESOTA. 


Mr. CRISP. I call up for consideration the bill (H. R. 5192) for the 
construction of a bridge across the Bay of Superior, between Rice’s 
Point and Minnesota Point, in the State of Minnesota. 

Mr. HAUGEN. That is the other bill to which I referred, and to 
which I object. E 

Mr. DUNHAM. Let the bill be read. . 

Mr. HAUGEN. I do not object to the reading of the bill, but I 
raise the question of consideration agnet it. 

ERINE: I ask to withdraw the bill for the present, in order to 
save time. 


Some time subsequently, 

Mr. DUNHAM said: Mr. Speaker, House bills 5191 and 5192 were 
reported from the Committee of Commerce of the House in accordance 
with the recommendation of the Chief of Engineers. Now, the gen- 
tleman from Wisconsin [Mr. HAUGEN] has letters of a later day from 
the Secretary of War, transmitting copies of other letters from the 
Chief of Engineers, which seem to be against these bridges, and I ask 
that the letters may bo printed in the RECORD, so as to show why 
these bills can not pass. 

Mr. HAUGEN. I will send both letters to the desk. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman can take the floor in 
his own right and ask to have the letters printed. 

Mr.HAUGEN. Very well. Mr. Speaker, I will state that these let- 
ters were sent to the Committee on Commerce of the Senate when they 
had under consideration bills of exactly similar character to the ones 
under consideration here. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Inasmuchas the Committee on Commerce acted on 
information from the Secretary of War at the time, now that the Sec- 
retary of War has sent later information and recommends this delay in 
the matter, it is proper that that information should be printed. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The letters referred to by the gentle- 
man from Wisconsin will be printed in connection with the statement 
of the gentleman. 

The letters are as follows: 

OFFICE oF THE CHIEF OF ENGINEERS, UNITED STATES ARMY, 
Washington, D. C., March 24, 1888. 

Sin: I have the honor to return herewith the letter of Hon. N. P. HAUGEN, 
House of Representatives, dated the 19th instant, asking the views of the War 
De ment as to the general effect upon navigation of the proposed bills (H. 
R. 5191 and 5192) authorizing bridges across the canal entrance to the harbor 
of Duluth, Minn.,” and “across the Bay of Superior, from Rice's Point to Min- 
nesota Point,” and to report that, so far as the interests of navigation are con- 
cerned, all bridges must be considered as forming more or less obstructions ; but 
bridges are essential to the interests and necessities of commerce, and must be 
permitted when uired, the merge Goreng being as to limiting as far as prac- 
ticable the degree of obstruction, ving in view the relative importance of the 
conflicting interests, The reports of this office in reference to the bridges in 
question contain recommendations for amendments believed to be necessary 
for the interests of commerce and navigation, but do not advocate or recom- 
mend the passage of the bills, Congress alone being the judge of the propriety 


or necessity for the of bridge laws. 
Very 6 obedient servant, 
J. C. DUANE, 


Brigadier-General, Chief of Engineers, 
Hon, WILLIAM C. ENDICOTT, 
Secretary of War. 
War DEPARTMENT, Washington City, March 27, 1888. 
Sin: Ihave the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 19th 
instant, stating that the people of the town of Superior, Wis., through their 
chamber of commerce, remonstrate against the of House bills 5191 and 


5192, authorizing the construction of nages across canal entrance to the 
harbor of Duluth, Minn., and across the Bay of upaos from Rice's Point to 
Minnesota Point, and uesting the views of this 


— 9 1 to the general 
dges upon the navigation of the waters named. 

In reply, I to inclose a report of the 24th instant from the Chief of Engi- 
neers, in which he states that the reports transmitted to Congress upon these 
bills contain such recommendations as were deemed necessary by his office for 
a of commerce and navigation, but do not recommend the passage 
o 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 


effect of the pro 


Hon. N. P. HAUGEN, 
House of Representatives, 


OFFICE OF THE CHIEF OF ENGINEERS, USITED STATES ARMY 
Washington, D. C., December 24, 1888. 
Sr: In reference to S. 158g, a bill “to authorize the city of Duluth, St. Louis 
County, Minnesota, to constructand maintain a bridgeacross the Bay of Superior, 
between Minnesota Pointand Rice’s Point,” received informally from the Sen: 
Committee on Commerce, through the clerk of that committee, with request that 
a 5 upon it be submitted, I have to report that while the bridge in ces 
might prove as unobjectionable as any otherstructure of the kind at the locality 
selected, it is believed that any bridge atthat location would prove aserious ob- 
struction to free navigation for the reason that the already crowded and insuffi- 
cient space would, in the event of further obstruction by another bridge, gors 
a serious injury to navigation without epee | benefit to the and con- 
stantly increasing commerce seeking ingress egress at Superior Bay. 
In the interests of navigation and commerce, therefore, it is recommended that 
the bill under consideration be not passed by Congress, 
A copy anei, 1453, age A Soneran 3 session, is herewith. 
ery y, your o ent servan 
THOS, LINCOLN CASEY, 
Brigadier-General, Chief of Engineers. 
Hon, WILLIAM C. ENDICOTT, 
Secretary of War, 


OFFICE OF THE CHIEF OF ENGINEERS, UNITED STATES ARMY, 
Washington, D. C., December 24, 1888, 


Sır: In reference to S. 1452, Fiftieth Congress, first session, a bill “to authorize 
the city of Duluth, Minn., to construct and maintain a bri across the ship- 
canal, and upon the Government piers of the same, through Minnesota Point,” 
received informally from the Senate Committee on Commerce, through the 
clerk of that committee, with a request that a report ope it be submitted, I 
have to report that in view of the fact that the proposed bridge is to be built at 
theextreme west end of Lake Superior, at the harbor of Duluth, which is exposed 
probably more than any other harbor on the lakes, and receives the full force 
of the northeasterly es which sweep that lake with great and destructive 
violence, thus rendering its entrance by vessels not only extremely difficult but 
very dangerous, it would seem to be adverse to the interests of commerce and 
navigation to render these dangers even more hazardous by the erection of the 
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bridge at the point proposed. In the opinion of this office no bridge should be 
permitted at this locality that will in any degree enhance the dangers and diffi- 
culties to navigation already existing, and it is accordingly recommended that 
iran under consideration be not passed by Congress. The bill S. 1452 is here- 


“Ve respectfully, your obedient servant, 

85 nz THOS. LINCOLN CASEY, 
Brigadier-General, Chief of Engineers. 

of War. 


WAR DEPARTMENT, Washington City, January 2, 1889. 


Hon, WILLIAM C. ENDICOTT, 
Secretary 


Sm: Referring to a letter from the Department dated February 21, 1888, on the | 


subject of Senate bill 1453, Fiftieth Congress, first session, “to authorize the city 
of Duluth, St. Louis County, Minnesota, to construct and maintain a bridge 
across the Bay of Superior, between Minnesota Point and Rice’s Point,” I now 
have the honor to transmit herewith a report dated the 24th ultimo, from the 
Chief of Engineers, recommending, in the interests of navigation and commerce, 
that the measure under consideration be not passed by Congress. 

pars recommendation of the Chief of Engineers is concurred in by the Depart- 
ment, 

Very respectfully, 
WM. C. ENDICOTT, 


Secretary of War. 
Hon, WILLIAM P. FRYE, 
Chairman Committee on Commerce, United States Senate. 


War DEPARTMENT, Washington City, January 2, 1889. 


Sir: Referring to a letter from this Department dated February 20, 1888, on 
Senate bill No. 1452, Fiftieth Congress, first session, to authorize the city of 
Duluth, Minn., to construct and maintain a bridge across the ship-canal and 
upon the Government piers of the same through Minnesota Points,“ I now have 
the honor to transmit for the information of your committee a report of the 24th 
ultimo from the Chief of Engineers, recommending, in the interests of commerce 
and navigation, that the bill in question be not passed. 

The recommendation of the Chief of Engineers is concurred in by the Depart- 
ment. 

Very respectfully, 
WM. C. ENDICOTT, 


Secretary of War, 
Hon, WILLIAM P. FRYE, 
Chairman Commitiee on Commerce, United States Senate, 


BRIDGE ACROSS THE KENTUCKY RIVER, ETC. 


Mr. DUNHAM. Mr. Speaker, I call up for present consideration the 
bill S. 3921, which is precisely the same bill in its terms as the bill of 
the House which was reported from the Committee on Commerce. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The title of the bill will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (S. 3921) to authorize the Kentucky Union Railway Company to con- 
struct a bridge across the Kentucky River and its tributaries. 

Mr. TAULBEE That bill is on the Speaker’s table, and I ask that 
it be taken from the table and substitute it for the House bill which 
is on the Calendar. : 

The SPEAKER pro e. Without objection, that will be done. 

There being no objection, the Senate bill was taken from the Speaker’s 
table, read twice, ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and 


Mr. TAULBEE moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The bill (H. R. 12543) was ordered to be laid on the table. 


CONDUIT PIPES ACROSS OHIO RIVER. 


Mr. CLARDY. I call up for consideration the bill (H. R. 11216) to 
authorize the Union Gas Company to lay conduit pipes across the Ohio 


ver. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the assent of Congress is hereby given to the Union 
Gas Company to lay pipes for conducting natural gas, petroleum, or salt water 
across the Ohio River at such points as may be deemed necessary, between the 
mouth of Buck Creek, in Harrison County, Indiana, and the city of Jefferson- 
ville, Ind., and points opposite thereto in the State of Kentucky, any point 
in' said State to the upper boundary of the city of Louisville, Ky, : 

That said pipes be laid upon or beneath the bed ofthe river and in such manner 
— oo to interfere with navigation, and under the supervision of the Secretary 
ar, 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
„it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

r. CLARDY moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. < 

BRIDGE BETWEEN LOUISVILLE AND JEFFERSONVILLE, 

Mr. CRISP. Icall up now for consideration the joint resolution (H. 
Res. 256) concerning the construction of a bridge between Louisville, 
Ky., and Jeffersonville, Ind. 

Mr. HOWARD. Mr. Speaker, I shall object to the consideration of 
that bill to-night. 

Mr, CRISP. Then I withdraw the bill for the present. 

LIFE-SAVING STATION, COQUILLE RIVER, OREGON. 


Mr. TARSNEY. I call up for consideration the bill (H. R. 11643) 
to provide for the establishment of a life-saving station and life-saving 
crew at the mouth of the Coquille River, Oregon. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ctc., That the sum of $8,000 be, and the same is hereby, appropri- 
ated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, or the pur 
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pose of establishing a Hfe-saving station, and providing for a life-saving crew, 
at mouth of Coq le River, in Coos County, in the State of Oregon. 
The committee recommended the following amendment: 


Strike out all of lines 3, 4, 5, and 6 and insert: That a life-saving station be, 
and is baree, established at the mouth of Coquille River, in Coos County, in 
the State of Oregon.” 

Amend title by striking out “and life-saving crew.” 


Mr. TARSNEY. The bill carries no appropriation. It has been 
amended in that respect on the recommendation of the committee, and 
I ask that the amendment be adopted and the bill passed. 

The amendment of the committee was concurred in. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


The title was amended to conform. 


STEAMER GEORGE H. PARKER. 

Mr. CLARDY moved to disc the Committee on Commerce from 
the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 7028) to admit to registry 
the steamer George H. Parker, and to put it on its passage. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the steamer Geo: H. Parker, so called, and now the 
property of Abram Smith, a citizen of the State of Michigan, resident at Algo- 
nac, St. Clair County, Michigan, be, and said steamer is hereby, directed to 
be admitted to registry, under the rules and regulations of the Department of 
the Treasury in that behalf made, and on like terms and conditions as though 
said steamer was constructed within the United States; and that prior to such 
registry the said steamer shall, under the direction of the Secretary of the 
Treasury, be inspected by the local rs of the port where such steamer 
may be when such inspection is ordered, with reference on each inspection to 
the condition and safety of the hull, boilers, machinery, and all other equip- 
ments of said steamer as a common carrier of passengers and merchandise, 
and for service on the lakes and rivers of the Northwest. 


‘ Mr. FARQUHAR. I would like to have a little explanation of this 
ill. 7 


Mr. WHITING, of Michigan. Mr. Speaker; the fact is, that the 
steamer is an American-built tug-boat; was sold to Canadian parties, 
was wrecked, was bought as a wreck, and almost three-fourths of the 
value was expended in the repair, but not enough to permit the vessel 
to come in under the law. The gentleman applied to the Commis- 
sioner of Navigation, but as the amountfell short a very little the Com- 
missioner said it could only be done by special act. It does not in- 
volve a dollar of cost or injustice to an American citizen. It simply 
gives another American citizen the chance of owning American prop- 


erty. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. The explanation is satisfactory. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Does the gentleman understand that the steamer 
was built originally in the United States? 

a Mr. WHITING, of Michigan. It was originally built in the United 
tates. 

The motion was to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. WHITING, of Michigan, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. È 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


WATER-WORKS CRIB AT LAKE VIEW, ILL. 


Mr. DUNHAM. I call up for consideration the bill (H. R. 11901) 
to authorize the city of Lake View, III., to erect a crib in Lake Michi- 
gan for water-works purposes. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacied, elc., That the consent of Con is hereby 

Lake yew county et ook; sag State of Hints, to exten A ae or inle 
„ in e n so far as ma; eem ecessary 

irae water, and to rack a pier or —.— and crib in the AVIRA DIO 8 5 

said lake for the making, preserving, and working of said aqueducts or pi 

or tunnel, the plan and location thereof to be subject to the approval of the See. 

retary of War: Provided, That said city shall furnish and tain at its own 

expense such beacon lights or other signals on such piers or crib as the Light- 

House Board shall prescribe. 

Mr. CLARDY. It involves no expenditure of public money. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. DUNHAM moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

BUREAU OF PUBLIC HEALTH. 

Mr. DAVIS. I now ask to call up the bill (H. R. 1526) to prevent 
the introduction of contagious and infectious 3 me the United 
States, and to establish a bureau of public health. I ask unanimous 
consent to consider it in the House as in Committee of the Whole. The 
gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Crisp] withdraws his objection. 

The title of the bill was read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of th 
gentleman from Massachusetts to discharge the Committee of the Wh 
from the consideration of this bill and that it be considered in the 


House? 
I think that bill ought to go to the Committee of 


ven to the city 5 


Mr. DUNHAM, 
the Whole. 
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The SPEAKER pro re. The gentleman from IIlinois objects. 
Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Ido rot think the gentleman onght 
pone He has just got his bill through, that seems to be a lack 


generosity. 

Mr. DAVIS. The bill can be considered in the House. I do not 
propose to take snap judgment upon it. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Let the bill be read subject to objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


President, by and and consent of the „an commis- 
sioner of W. be in with the manag tof the bureau 
herein Ho shall be paid an annual salary of $4,500. For his use 


established. Ho 
the Secretary of the Interior shall provide suitable onog, and, with tho ap- 
proval of the same, he shall employ such assistants and clerks as may be nee- 


SO. 2. That it shall be the duty ae Department of State to obtain from the 
consular officers at foreign ports an: 


including State and municipal sanitary auth: 

weskly reports of the sanitary 

within the United States; and shall prepare, publish, and transmit te the med- 
ical officers of the ine-Hospital Service, to collectors 

and municipal health officers and 

sanitary reports and ether ent information receiv: 

shall also, as far as it may mage pd means of the voluntary co-operation of 
State and municipal authorities, o 

cure information relating to cl! 


„ wW 
lic interests; and 
to be printed by Congress, shall be done under the direc- 


commissioner of bealth, in the 
ions as other public prin 

Sud. 3. That the commissioner of health 
retary of the Interior, frame rules which,when approved by the ident and 
issued by the Department of State, shall serve for the instruction of consular 
officers of the United States and of the medical officers at any foreign 
port. In com th destined for a 


bee prem who shall im; 


a 5 
Sud. 4. That the of public heaith s 
wetary of the e eee 


documents relating to = of disease. 

SEC. 5. That the President is authorized, when requested by the bureau of 
public health, and when the without prej 
service, to detail of 8 Departments of the Government for 
tam duty. to the direction of said bureau, to carry out the pro- 
visions of this act; and such officers shall receive no additional compensation 
except for actual and n expenses incurred in the performance of such 
duties. When a detail of le officers can net be made, the commissioner of 
health may employ such and for such time and in such manner as the 
eee of the may warrant, subject to the approval of the 


nterior, 
Sego. 6. eS the expenses incurred in carrying out the provisions of 
this act the sum o $73.00, or bo much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby 
appropriated, to be disbursed under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior, 
on the uisition of the commissioner of health. 

Src.7. That an act entitled An act to prevent the introduction of contagious 
and infectious diseases into the United States, and to establish a national board 
of health,” approved 8, 1879, and all other acts and parts of acts conflict- 

with the of act are ee ne 
nc, 8. That this act take effect sixty after its within which 
time the commissioner of health shall be appointed, su to the approval of 
the Secretary of the Interior. 
The committee propose the following amendments: 
In line 6 of section 5 strike out the word of,“ and in line 12 of the same sec- 


tion,afterthe word insert the words “subject to the approval of the 
Séocretary of the Interior.” 

The SPEAKER pro . The gentleman from Massachusetts 
asks unanimous ee er e Committee of the Whole House 


on the state of the Union from the further consideration of this bill, 
and that it may be considered in the House. Is there objection ? 

Mr. DUNHAM. I think it had better go to the Committee of the 
Whole. Ihaveno objection to its going to the Committee of the Whole 
House. 

Mr. CLARDY. I move that the House resolve itself into Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union ſor the purpose of 
considering the pending bill. 

* Tire motion was agreed to. \ 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, Mr. RoGErs in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The House is in Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union for the purpose of considering the bill the 
title of which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 1526) ney vaya troduction of infectious and contagious dis- 
eases into the United States, an: 1 a bureau of public pearing 


Mr. DAVIS. I will state that the committee to amend the 

as in draught by at the conclusion of section 5, the words 

‘subject to the approval of the Secretary of the Interior. They also 

propose to amend section 6 by striking out ‘‘seventy-five thousand 

nee ‘fifty thousand ;” and they propose to strike out all after 
e word e pete in section 8. : 


Mr. E, of Kentucky. If it does not interrupt the 


too much, I desire to state to him that I shall move tostrike 
the words the Interior and amend by inserting “Agri 

Since we have got that Department and a Secretary of A culture, È 

do not see why we should not give him some work and relieve the 

retary of the Interior, who has already too much work. 

Mr. DAVIS. This bill provides for the appointment of à commis- 
sioner of health, to be subordinate to theSecretary of the ior, and 
whose duty it shall be to collect information through our State officials 
abroad respecting the sanitary condition of foreign countries and the 
presence there of contagious, infectious, or epidemic diseases which 
— be brought to our own country. 

e willalso take measures to ascertain the presence and location of 
such diseases in our own country and adopt the necessary means to 
prevent their general diffusion. 

He will also be required to suggest methods looking to a more uni- 
form and reliable system of registration in the States in order that 
decennial vital statistics shall be at once more valuable and more easil 
and promptly secured. It will be his duty to make investigations in 
the prevalence of diseases of any particular class or type in certain sec- 
tions of our widely extended country and their absence or comparative 
rarity elsewhere. To note the effect of the great variety of climate, soil, 
and topography which obtain within a territory so vast as ours upon the 
health, longevity, vigor, and physical ics of our people. Td 


ie | note also the effect of occupations upon health. To correspond with 


the State boards of health, giving and receiving information therefrom, 
and co-operating with and assisting them in the investigation of sani- 
tary subjects, and in concerting and carrying into effect measures to 
preyent the spread of disease and improve public sanitation. 

His functions will indeed be co-ordinate in many respects with those 
of the State boards with whom he will be frequently called to act. 
His investigations wlll, of course, have a wider scope and will be 
more valuable for that reason. As a central anthority known to be in 
entire harmony with the State sanitary anthorities, he will be able to 
make suggestions to one or all of them which may be of the greatest 
Abbe ane „„ this bill sequence 

e measure y thi is a logical of the vi 
general establishment of State boards of health. ee 

It is my impression that there are now thirty-one of these boards, 
and they command the entire confidence of the medical profession and 
the people wherever they exist. They have been established in more 
than three-fourths of the States, and in no instance have they been 
abolished. They have everywhere rendered most eminent service. 
They have taught the the most important lessons relating to 
public health. They have been the means of securing the most salu- 
tary legislation respecting the sources of water supply for cities and 
towns, food and drug adulterations, and the ventilation or 
public dings, the abatement of nuisances, and the removal from 
cities and 3 towns of such kinds of business as may be 
prejudicial to the public health and comfort, and they have made most 
thorough investigations into the causes of disease connected with im- 
perfect sanitation or whatever tends in sensible degree to increase the 
death rate, and they have also improved the system of vital registra- 
tion. 

1 need hardly dwell upon the importance of each of these duties; 
and the necessity for prompt and effective measures to check the prog- 
ress of contagious and infectious diseases when introduced from abroad 
or originating here will be at once admitted and can not be overstated. 
A widespread visitation of yellow fever or that more dreadful scourge, 


upon our business interests. 

We know that the progress of yellow fever can be arrested by 
measures fearlessly and efficiently applied. And it is believed that 
much can be done to prevent the spread of that still more dreaded an 
a scourge should it reach our shores again, as it is now threatening 
to do. 

The annual reports of the State boards contain a mass of most val- 
uable scientific and practical information upon all subjects connected 
with the public health. For several years a conference of these boards 
» assembled annually and its proceedings are of great interest and 
value. 

I would add that the National Public Health Association, which has 
accomplished somuch for sanitary science, is composed largely of mem- 
bers of the State boards of health, or this at least is the fact with its 
prominent and active members. For some years the representatives 
of the State boards of health had felt the great importance and indeed 
necessity for some national authority with whom they could commu- 
nicate and who could co-ordinate and supervise their labors. To ac- 
complish this thereshould be entire harmony and co-operation between 
the national bureau and the State boards, and the former should com- 
mand the entire confidence and support of per ome 

The ter of compulsory regulation matters comes 
under koi yale SA which belongs to the States, and it is by the 
voluntary co-operation of the health authorities that this bill will give 


3 È mia 
Babe, and invaluable information of the kind whieh they Bea 75 
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health matters should be to aid and co-operate wi in the Babes iy War 
efforts to prevent disease and death, and not to override it seems 
clear that the wishes of the State health authorities should have great 
weight with Congress i in considering this question. 

Aftera year’s consideration this bill was prepared by the conference of 
the State boards atits annual meeting, and wasafterward approved by the 
National Public Health Association, and was handed to me to introduce 
in the last Congress. It was favorably reported by the Committee on 
Commerce of that Congress, but was not reached upon the Calendar. 
It has again received a favorable report and is now before you. I know 
that the enactment of this bill is desired by the medical profession and 
T believe it to be required by the sanitary interests of the country. I 
believe every member of this House appreciates the self- 
sacrificing, and devoted labors of that profession in the pursuit of its 
high calling. 

These labors are not confined to the cure or alleviation of disease in 
the private practice of their profession; it reaches the domain of public | gi 
medicine, which has been advanced to its present eminence by their un- 
paid but cheerfal and loving labors. True to the traditions and teach- 
ings of anobleand humane culture, true tothe examples of many gene- 
rations of the fathers in medicine who have each (clarum et venerabile 
nomen) sank to rest followed by grateful benedictions, they strive not for 
wealth and honors alone or chiefly, but for the opportunity to promote 
the physical, mental, and moral well-being of their fellow-men. 

To this end the medical profession asks you to contribute by the pas- 
Pei of this bill. On many subjects before this House I can not venture 

to speak and must defer to those whose experience here or life 
better fits them to decide such issues. But upon this subject I eT ae 
strength, and can without immodesty claim some knowled 
been an original member of the first board of health establi ain inthis 
country and remaining in that capacity until my service commenced 
here, and I express my earnest convictions in urging the passage ofthis 
bill. 


Mr. DUNHAM. Mr. Chairman, I dislike very much to oppose this 
bill, because my colleague on the committee, the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts Lr. B is very much in favor of it; but I am satisfied’ 
that it is too large a proposition to be considered by so small a number 
of gentlemen as are here to-night, and I am disposed to say that I can 
not let the bill pass without a quorum. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Why did you not say so awhile ago and save 
all this time? 

Mr. WILKINSON. Mr. Chairman, I think we will all admit that 
some legislation on public health is very much needed. We havea 
Bureau of Animal Industry. We spend thousands and thousands of 
dollars every year to stamp out pleuro-pneumonia in cattle, but how 
little in protecting human life from disease! It seems to me that some 
legislation is demanded to co-operate with and assist the State boards 
of health to prevent contagious diseases from eni malty rtd omer, an 
the United States, and to prevent insome measure, if that be possible, 
the panics which sometimes originate without good cause and prevail 
in entire communities. But, Mr. Chairman, the bill offered by the gen- 
ese from Massachusetts covers but small part of the ground of needed 

egislation. 

This bill will not be efficacious for the purpose for which legislation 
is needed. It is true that under its operation we would get some in- 
formation from abroad. It directs our consuls to obtain certain informa- 
tion, and causes to be published certain documents intended to inform 
the people of the United States about yellow fever and other diseases, 
bu tso far as taking any steps to prevent in any other way the coming 
of yellow fever from abroad, or from one State to another, it is utterly 
defective, It is, however, a bill which can do no harm that I know 
of, but which, I think, will also do very little good. 

There is a bill introduced by my co! e [Mr. LAGAN], which was 
prepared with great care by the board of health of the State of Louisi- 
ana and the commercial bodies of the city of New Orleans, and I in- 
tended to offer that bill withaslight modification asa substitute for 
this one introduced by the gentleman from Massachussets [Mr. DAVIS] 
and reported by the committee. But I recognize fully the fact that on 
account of the lateness of the hour and of the fact that so few mem- 
bers are present there is no likelihood of either the original bill or a 
substitute for it being this evening. The few that are here seem 
determined not to take the responsibility of legislating on so impor- 
tant a subject, and therefore I shall not offer as a substitute at this time 
the bill to which I have referred, but will merely ask unanimous con- 
sent to have it printed in the RECORD as a part of my remarks. 

As I have said, it is a bill which was introduced by my colleague 
[Mr. Lacan], and which I am satisfied will meetthe ents of 
legislation on this subject, but which, owing to the lateness of the hour 
and the smallness of the attendance, could not pass 3 even if it 
were to receive the almost unanimous vote of those that are here. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Louisiana, that he be permitted to print the bill re- 
ferred to by him as a part of his remarks? 

There was no objection. 


The bill, with the change referred to, is as follows: 


AME OS, Sent SO Sones, DOVERE EDAEN St Le eons ea 
extension of contagious and infectious diseases in the United States. 


Be it enacted, ete., That there shall be established in the Department of the In- 
terior a board of health. There shall be appointed by the President, by and 
with the advice of the Senate, a chief commissioner of health of the United 
States, who shall, under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior, organize 
and manage the bureau of health herein established, and may employ such as- 
Agriculture. The Secreiary ga pament Seel provide suitable AAMAS A — 

tary griculture provide s o or 
—— of health. The chief commissioner of health of the United States shall 
be paid an annual salary of $5,000, and shall hold his office until he shall have 


attained the age of seventy years, ‘anless sooner removed by the President. 
SEC. 2. That there shal! be appointed by the President a commission, 
to be composed of twenty — om 


5 . 


of the following sections: Cholera 

searlet-fever section, three; 

three. The members of each section shall be 

their section is devoted. Each commissioner 

— erie —.— may reside at his usual residence, except when called into active duty 
5 of this act. These several ns shall be wi 


ine 
. EENDEN A the . 
commission as to the efficacy or non-efficacy of the same. The 
mission shall also be — —— with the duty of — — 
mendation to the health commission the best manner of equipment and methods 
of a for the various national quarantine stations which are now or may 
hereafter be constructed. Upon the report of the quarantine commission tothe 


uarantine com- 
to and recom- 


States is inefticacious or negligent in its m nt, the er 
— empowered and comman: to direct the United States collector of customs 
of that port 


fected with any contagious or brig 

sel, goods, or persons shall have 3 
at some national quarantine satan te orat ai that ol ae 8 9 — — — Port of 0 tits United 
States oe note quarantine service has not been 

con on 


Sec. 3. That the entire health commission shall yeep in Washing- 
ton, D. C., in the month of April, on a day to be fixed are commissioner 
of heaith of the United States, and at its sessions he shall — and at said 


annual session the health commission shall adopt plans for the prevention of 
the introduction into the United States of co; us and epidemic diseases, 

and the prevention — their a and make rules — eGON for inter- 
state quarantine, and for the terference with interstate communication 


ng a epidemie and preparations for the suppression of a threat- 
ened te QE 
Sud. 4. That whenever an epidemic of yellow fever, cholera, diphtheria, ty- 


phoid fever, seariet fever, or small-pox is threatened and the governor of any 
State shall call upon the chief commissioner of health of the United States to 
that end, he 5 with the assistance of the section of the health 
mission devoted to that particulard ,enforeeand carry out the methods, 
rules, and regulations adopted,by the health commission for that disease under 
the third section of this act, and, as far as in co-operation with the 
local and State sanitary authorities, and to end the section of the health 
O PRAE EE eOe OLAITAN ieieeen A 
appropriat r the prevention and su n O. ous on tho 
approval of the Secretary of the Interior. 
5. That the bureau of health and the chief commissioner of health and 
N or the health commission called into active duty under the foregoin; 
provisions shall co-operate with, and, so far as it lawfully may, aid State an 
mens boards of health in the execution and enforcement of the rules and 
ions of such boards to prevent the introduction of contagious or in- 
„ the Unite States from foreign countries and into one State 
from an 
Src. 6. That it shall be the duty of the 8 of health to obtain informa- 
tion of the sanitary condition of foreign laces from which contagious 
and infectious diseases Sate the nited States, and to this end 


designated by th y re- 
p of the 9 condition of che! ports or places at which they are respect - 

ely stationed, according to such — — he may prescribe; and the bureau 
of health shall’ also obtain, — — urces accessible, weekly reports of 
the sanitary condition of ports an en within the United States, and shall 
make investigations into nature, cause, origin, and means of Sap aad of 
contagious and epidemic diseases as well as the causes and conditions 
ticular outbreaks of such diseases in the United States, and shall publish aa 
transmit to the medical officers of the Marine-Hospital Service, to collectors of 
customs, and to State and municipal health offieers and authorities, weekly ab- 
stracts of its sanitary reports; and to them aud to the public, as far as possibl 
the results of its 1 into the causes and the means of prevention o 
epidemic diseases; and it shall make to the of the In r an annual 
report of its operations, with such recommendations as it may deem important 
for transmission to Congress. 

Src.7. That the bureau of health shall annually issue to the consular officers 
of the United States and to the medical officers serving at any foreign pert,and 
otherwise publicly make known the rules and regulations made by the health 
commission for the prevention of the introduction of contagious and infectious 
diseases into the United States and from one State into nore The consuls 
shall promul such rules in their tive ports and places, and shall 
promptly inform the chief commissioner of health of the Grated States when 

vessel destined to a port of the United States has not obeyed rules. 

8. That the President is authorized, when requested by the section of the 
health commission called into active duty, or by the chief commissioner of 
health, to detail officers from the several De ents of the Government or 

seaplos p persons from civil life for temporary duty to act under the direction of 
sai ief commissioner of health or section of the health commission on active 
duty, to carry out the ae of this act and the rules adopted by the health 
commission ; shall receive no additional compensation except 
ineurred in the performance of such duties. 
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Sec, 10. That it shall be unlawful for any vessel from any port where any 
contagious or infectious disease exists, or having on board any infectious dis- 
ease, to enter any port of the United States, except in accordance with the rules 
adopted by the health commission, and the certificate of the United States 
consul at such port shall be prima facie evidence of the existence of such disease 
in the foreign port where he is stationed. Any such vessel which shall enteror 
attempt to enter a port of the United States in violation of this act shall forfeit 
to the United States a sum to be awarded in the discretion of the court, not ex- 
ceeding $1,000, which shall be a lien upon said vessel, to be recovered in any 
district court of the United States where said vessel may be found. Inall such 
at aan gery, the United States district attorney for such appear on 

of the United States, and all such proceedings shall be conducted in ac- 
cordance with the laws and rules govern g cases of seizures of vessels for vio- 
lation of the revenue laws of the United States. 

Src, 11. That it shall be unlawful for any person to obstruct commerce or in- 
tercourse between the States, or between the United States and foreign coun- 
tries, except in accordance with the rules of the health commission, or to ob- 
struct the section of the health commission when called into active duty in the 
performance of its duties, and any violation of this section shall be a misde- 
meanor, and, on conviction, the person so offending shall be fined not exceed- 
ing $1,000 and imprisoned not exceeding six months, in the discretion of the 


of the bureau of 


In 
the er ger 3 is ony 5 ga * 2223. 
thereof as may be necessary, is hereby approp 
mee the direction of the Secretary of tite 


fectious or contagious 
board of health, of ee March 3, 1879 (chapter 202, volume 20, page 484); an 
3 troduction of contagious and infectious diseases into the 
United States, approved June 2, 1879 (chapter 11, volume 21, page 5). 

Mr. CLARDY. In view of the declared opposition to the pending 
bill, I suggest to my friend from Massachusetts [Mr. DAvis] that he 
had better withdraw it. 

Mr. DAVIS. I withdraw the bill. 

Mr. CLARDY. I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. HATCH having resumed 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. ROGERS, from the Committee 
of the Whole, reported that they had had under consideration a bill 
(H. R. 1526) to prevent the introduction of contagious and infectious 
diseases into the United States, and to establish a bureau of public 
health, and had come to no resolution thereon. 

MANAGEMENT OF RAILROAD TRANSPORTATION, ETC. 

Mr. CLARDY. Iyield to the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. ANDERSON]. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa, called up the following resolution, re- 
ported from the Committee on Commerce: 


ten days to this House any and all information it may concerning the 
action Or a meeting of rail A's City 
go far as the same related 


cussing, criticising, or approving the“ plan“ of maintaining rates and rules 
established y the ion,” and to accompany said report with a copy of 
the contract, 


legislation is necessary to ponon the form of contract, agreement, or combina- 
tion for the prevention of competition which was submitted at 
meeting, if the same be not already prohibited by existing law. Also transmit 
with said report a list of the companies represented at said meeting, and the 
names and official title of the persons representing each of said companies. 
The amendment reported by the committee was read, as follows: 
Inthe third line ofthe resolution strike out “ ten days” and insert “ five days.” 


The amendment was adopted. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
resolution as amended. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that the 
amendment wholly destroys the effect of the resolution. It is simply 
impossible for these commissioners to answer all these questions, to fur- 
nish all this information, and to make all these reports inside of five 
days. Every member of the House must see that it would not be fair 
to require this commission to do what it must be apparent on the face 
of the matter is impossible. If this resolution had been adopted earlier 
and more time hac been given for the reply of the commissioners, I, of 
course, would have had no objection to the resolution. Ido not know 
that I have any objection, at any rate. I only make this suggestion, 
that it seems to me we are making an unreasonable requirement. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, it is owing to no fault of 
mine that this resolution is being considered at so late a day, as it has 
been impossible, under the rules, to get it before the House sooner, and 
it seems to me that as we have now reached so late a period in the ses- 
sion, that if this amendment were not now agreed to the entire pur- 
pose of the resolution would be defeated. : 

I wish to say further that the resolution is based upon the alleged 


The question is now on agreeing to the 


fact that this agreement as reported through the press, undenied among 
the railroad presidents, was submitted to and approved by a majority 
of the Interstate Commerce Commission in the city of New York. It 
ought not to take an hour for them to report whether or not the state 
of alleged in the resolution does exist. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the adoption of the 
resolution as amended. 

Mr. COBB. Upon what does the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. ANDER- 
SON] base the assertion of these facts as stated in the preamble ? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. If I were allowed the time, I could pro- 
duce what purported to be the substance of the agreement, which was 
published in the press of the country at the time and without contra- 
diction, as itcame from the president of the Union Pacific Railway 
Company in a statement published in all the daily newspapers the next 
morning after the meeting of the railroad presidents in the city of New 
York on the 10th of January; and President Adams said the agree- 
ment of gentlemen ’’ was submitted to three of the commissioners, 
naming them, and that they had substantially agreed that it was the 
best arrangement which had been proposed for the management and 
control of the transportation companies of the country. It was then, 
and is now, my opinion that the agreement was an unlawful agree- 
ment, and that the gentlemen’s meeting was an unlawful conspiracy. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I would like to inquire of the gentleman from 
Iowa whether the three commissioners referred to took official action; 
whether they were there in their official capacity? This resolution, 
of course, is serious; and if the gentleman means to assert that the 
Interstate Commerce Commissioners, or a majority of them, consulted 
officially with the railroad presidents of the United States—— 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. I will say to the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. FARQUHAR] that the press reports stated they had been in- 
vited to the city of New York for the purpose of consultation, and 
there has been no denial that they were present in the city of New 
York, according to the press reports, according to the report of Presi- 
dent Adams, and according to their own interviews in the public press. 
This is merely an inquiry as to the facts. 

Mr. ROWELL. Is it not true that the agreement brought up in 


‘New York has been since that time entirely abrogated, and a very dif- 


ferent agreement drawn up and signed by some of the officers in Chi- 
cago; and if this resolution should , would it not require that both 
the New York contract and the Chicago contract, still pending and not 
all signed, should be brought out here? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. I will say to the gentleman from Illi- 
nois [Mr. ROWELL] that this resolution calls for information as to what 
took place at any subsequent meeting. I will further state, having 
followed this matter as published in the press, that there are no sub- 
stantial changes in the agreement which was called the agreement of 
gentlemen ” purported to be submitted to and approved by the com- 
missioners as it was adopted in New York. 

Mr. ROWELL. The agreement made in New York, as I understand, 
was substantially a pooling agreement z 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ROWELL. And the Western roads refused to sign it until it 
was modified and that portion taken out; is not that true? 

Mr. FARQUHAR. t is correct. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. No, sir; I do not understand that the 
agreement to pool was taken out. It was an agreement to establish 
and maintain rates among these railroad companies as to the matter of 

tion. This combination and agreement to fix and maintain 

rates was the essence of the agreement at all stages of the proceedings, 

and that is the very essence of a pool—an agreement to eliminate com- 
tition. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Did not the interview disclose the fact 
that these commissioners were consulted informally; that as a matter 
of fact they took no official action in regard to the subject, either one 
way or the other? Is not that the fact? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. I can not say whether they were con- 
sulted informally or officially. The truth is, as I understand, that they 
were telegraphed to to meet the bankers and railroad presidents in the 
city of New York, and that they did meet them, and, according to the 
president of that meeting, Mr. Charles Francis Adams, the plan was 
submitted to them, and they, after suggesting some minor changes, ap- 
proved it. They have authority under the statute to go where they see 
proper throughout the country in the discharge of their official duties. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Let the resolution be again 
d. 


rea 

The Clerk again read the resolution. 

Mr. WHITE, of New Lork. Mr. Speaker, I do not like to take up 
the time of the House. I was in hopes we would get along and really 
do what belonged to the business of the country before the Commerce 
Committee. This, sir, is the era of legislative anarchy, and gentlemen 
who are elected by communists and anarchists in this country hope 
to inscribe their names high on the roll of fame by presenting them- 
selves all the time as men who stand ready to do something to destroy 
property upon the building of which the wealth and prosperity of their 
constituents depend. 

I know, sir, how common it is out in the country where I formerly 
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lived to say, We have got the railroads, and you Wall-street fellows 
have got the bonds and stocks. Now let us see which is the most 
rofitable. I remember perfectly well when I lived in that country 
ow anxious we were, and how the best Representatives in Congress or 
in the Legislature were prepared to fall upon their knees and say, 
„Good Lord! good Wall-street men, bring us your railroads and give 
us a market for our products.“ They were taken there; they were 
built by foreign capital, and now the efforts of a very large body of 
practical communists are put forth all the time to make them wholly 
unproductive. And because they are there, and because the men who 
own them have tried to protect them, it affords an opportunity for men 
who desire to pose as the friends of labor and the friends of the granger 
and the friends of the poor men who are having their property mort- 
gaged to decry the improvements in this country which made their 
roperty worth something. 

Mr. ROWELL. I should like to ask my friend from New York a 
question. 

Mr. WHITE, of New York. Certainly. 

Mr. ROWELL. I should like to ask the gentleman whether these 
men are communists and anarchists who put forth only such efforts as 
the Supreme Court of the United States has decided they possessed under 
the law? 

Mr. WHITE, of New York. I do not think the gentleman’s hypo- 
thetical question reaches this case. What I mean to say is that the 
gentlemen who have been in the front in bringing this resolution for- 
ward have had all the glory. It is unbecoming the Congress of the 
United States, with twenty-five to thirty men sitting around, desiring 
to call the attention of the country and their constituents to the fact 
they are doing something against the railroads; it is unbecoming the 
- dignity of the Congress of the United States at such a time, with such 

a body, under such circumstances, that this Fourth of July hifalutin 
attempt to write their names high up in the annals and records of the 
legislation of this country should have this proposed consideration. 

Mr. CLARDY. I like the gentleman’s speech very well, but we 
have a great many other bills to consider and pass before the adjourn- 
ment. 

Mr. WHITE, of New York. I have learned something from the 
tactics of the gentleman who introduced this bill and who sent forward 
at one time the penal code of the District of Columbia to be read on the 
morning when a two-thirds vote for suspension of the rules was in or- 
der, and unless my strength fails me before 10 o’clock, the resolution 
will not pass. [Laughter and applause.] I would therefore suggest 
to the gentleman to withdraw it. In the mean time he has had glory 
enough out of it. Iam willing to yield to him for any glory there be 
in speaking, but there will not be any glory for him by the passage of 
of the resolution. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I am not going to detain 
the House by any effort to answer the gentleman from New York, who 
has made a speech wholly and entirely without reference to the matter 
under discussion. In my humble opinion he has not offered a single 
word germane to the discussion at issue, but has availed himself of the 
opportunity to offer an insult to as intelligent and as loyal a district of 
people as live in the United States of America. And they are certainly 
as intelligent, certainly as loyal, and certainly as patriotic as the Wall 
street district of my friend, and which he represents so fittingly on 
this floor. 

This is nota 3 of making an assault upon the railroad propo 
erty and vested interests in the United States, but it is a question as t 
whether or not the railroad presidents in this country, in connection 
with the bankers and capitalists of the country, and with theapproval 
of the Interstate Commerce Commission did not have a meeting that 
constituted an unlawful assembly in the eye of the law, where they 
were agreeing among themselves to do that thing which was directly 
in violation of the law, under the specious pretense that they had as- 
sembled to take some means to enforce the law. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Right there allow me to say that that is the 
very point in the gentleman’s that I desired some inquiry about, 
in 8 to the Interstate erce Commission and its connec- 
tion with this meeting—— 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. I can not yield to the gentleman. 

In connection with that meeting, Mr. Speaker, we have the spectacle, 
as the re fe ae through the public press undenied, that a majority 
of the Uni States Commission on Interstate Commerce met with 
these gentlemen in the same city, and after having had the ent 
of gentlemen submitted to them, the further report comes that they 
agreed to that plan,“ suggesting a few verbal changes, which were 
made by the presidents of the railroad companies. 

Now, I submit, sir, if these facts are true, and this resolution seeks 
to elicit that information, if it is not a grave and serious matter; and 
being a mere resolution of inquiry, I ask in the name of common 
sense if there is no truth in it who it is to recoil upon but the gentle- 
man that the gentleman from New York has so inveighed against as 
wanting to here as a ‘‘reformer to get himself before the coun- 
try?” If it is not true; if the Commissioners of Interstate Commerce 
can exonerate themselves from the charge made in the public press; 
if they can send back that report and it shows that there is no founda- 
tion for the passage of the resolution of inquiry, who is to be harmed? 


Certainly not the railroads, or the gentleman from New York, or the 
Interstate Commerce Commission; and if it is true, the people are en- 
titled to know the facts, and they are entitled to know them at once. 

Mr. Speaker, I could take from my desk, and have read here, from 
the speech of the leading railroad man in this country, who was presi- 
dent of that New York meeting, Charles Francis Adams, extracts in 
which he says that the railroad companies are violating the interstate- 
commerce law from one end of the country tothe other; and the Inter- 
state Commerce Commission has stumped the country declaring that 
the Jaw is being violated, and in numerous interviews have so declared, 
if there is any reliance to be placed upon the uncontradicted statements 
made through the press of the country. 

‘These facts are submitted unchallenged and unquestioned in the 
public press; and I can show from evidence of witnesses, evidence 
which I now have in my desk taken before the Interstate Commerce 
Commission, testimony of managers and superintendents of railroads, 
testifying brazenly, unrebuked in the presence of the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission, that the statute is a dead letter. 

In view of these facts, sir, I insist upon pressing this question, This 
resolution ought to be adopted. The people are entitled to the infor- 
sai rg and I move the previous question on the adoption of the reso- 

ution. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Before the gentleman does 
that I would like to ask whether he will not consent to strike out the 
word „direct“ and use the word request?“ I doubt the power of 
the House to direct the commission, which is a judicial or semi-judi- 
cial body. I think perhaps we are going beyond the power of the 
House in adopting the resolution in that form. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. Well, it was a House resolution. Icon- 
sidered the matter, and inasmuch as this is a commission created by 
law for a specific purpose, I thought that the word ‘‘directed’’ was the 
proper term to be used in connection with the information sought. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. It is a commission, that is 
true; it is called a commission; but its powers are certainly to a certain 
extent judicial. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. I think there is no trouble about the 
wording of the resolution in that respect. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Let me suggest to the gentleman from Iowa, in view 
of the statement of the gentleman from New York, would it not be 
well for him to withdraw the resolution? The gentleman from New 
York has informed him that if his health holds out until 10 o’clock he 
will not permit the adoption of the resolution, and as there are other 
matere that ought to be considered I would suggest that it be with- 

rawn. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. I insist upon the previous question. 

i 755 ro pa Well, let us have the question. [Cries of Vote!“ 
‘Vo 

The question was taken on ordering the previous question; and there 
were on a division—ayes 19, noes 1. 

Mr. WHITE, of New York. No quorum, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will appoint tellers. 

Mr. CLARDY. I ask the gentleman from Iowa to withdraw the 
resolution, as it will be impossible to secure the attendance of a quorum 
to pass it to-night. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. In view of the point made of no quo- 
rum, and the request of the chairman of the Committee on Commerce, 
I withdraw the resolution, as it will be impossible to procure a quorum 
to-night; but I am glad to know that the objection is located precisely 
where it is, in Wall street. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection, the resolution will 
be withdrawn. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


LIGHT-HOUSE AND FOG-SIGNAL AT ORCHARD SHOALS, NEW YORK. 


Mr, CLARDY. Lask to report back from the Committee on Com- 
merce the bill (S. 3818) to establish a light-house and fog-signal at 
Orchard Shoals, Prince’s Bay, New York, and ask consideration of it at 
this time. I ask to dispense with the reading of the bill, as it is in 
the usual form. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Missouri asks 
that the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union be 
discharged from the further consideration of the bill, and that it be 
considered at this time. 

Mr. CLARDY. I ask to report the bill back from the Committee of 
Commerce, and that it be considered at this time. 

The SPEAKER protempore. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Missouri? The Chair hears none. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the sum of $60,000 be, and is hereby, appro riated for 
establishing a light-house and fog-signal at or near Old Orchard Sh „Prince's 


Bay, New York, and for a new tower at Waacaack light-station, New Jersey. 
It is to strike out ‘the sum of $60,000 be, and is hereby, appropri- 


ated” nd insert that there be established a light-house and fog-signal sta- 
tion, ete., at a cost not to exceed $60,000.” 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
amended. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That there be established a light-house and fog-signa! at or 


The bill will be read as proposed to be 
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near Old Orchard Shoals, Prince's Bay, New York, and a new tower at Was- 
caack light-station, New Jersey, at a cost not to exceed $60,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading; and it was ac- 
cordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. CLARDY moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


FRAUDS ON AMERICAN MANUFACTURES. 


Mr. DUNHAM. I call up the bill (H. R. 3307) to prevent frauds on 
American manufactures. 
‘The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, eto. That the importation of all articles of foreign manufacture, 
or of boxes or containing the same, when stamped, marked, branded, 
or labeled to represent that sucl- articles were manufactured in the United States, 
is hereby prohibited, and the same shall be forfeited to the United States unless 
re-exported within ninety days after the same shall have been received at any 
oustom-house. 

Sac. 2. That this act shall take effect on the Ist day of July, A. D. 1888. 


By * I yield to the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. 
ANCE]. 

Mr. VANCE. It is proposed, in line 5, after the word labeled,“ to 
strike out the words to represent.“ 

Mr. BUCHANAN. That does not make sense in the way it is 
amended. 

Mr. CLARDY. It is proposed to amend by striking out the latter 
part of the first section, which reads: Unless re-exported within ninety 
days after the same shall have been received at any eustom-house.“ 

Mr. VANCE. I hope that amendment will not be agreed to. It 
opens up a very considerable subject where goods are brought into this 
conntry. When they are reimported the importer may be liable for 
them; therefore I hope it will not be agreed to. This bill is as I intro- 
duced it. The committee offers this amendment, and it goes further 
than the bill proposed. Therefore I hope that it will not be agreed to. 

Mr.CLARDY. The committee agreed to this amendment after con- 
siderable discussion of this bill. Iwant tosay that this is a matter that 
is in the Senate tariff bill, and it involves the discussion of some hours, 
if not of some days; I do not think we have time to go on with it. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. We can pass it in a short time. 

Mr. ADAMS. Whatamendment does the Chair refer to as pending? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The amendment that is pending before 
the House is fhe amendment offered by the committee, which is to 
strike out what will be read by the Clerk. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
Strike out the following words in the concluding portion of the first section: 
“Unless re-exported within ninety days after the same shall have been received 


at any custom-house.”’ 


Mr. VANCE. Iwill satisfy the gentleman in relation to this bill. 

Mr. ADAMS. I do not care to discuss it. It is the other amend- 
ment. 

Mr. VANCE. I have no objection to the other amendment. 

Mr. ADAMS. But I have, because it would deprive it of all effect. 
It was a limit, a prohibition, to those articles where the stamp expressly 
declared that they are manufactured in the United States: 

Mr. VANCE. Mr. Speaker, this bill is a simple one and needs no 
extended remarks in its defense. As I am indebted to the Committee 
on Commerce for a hearing at this time I do not propose to use all the 
evidence I have at hand. I appreciate the courtesy with which I have 
been treated, and, knowing as I do, that much legislation of importance 
is to be considered in the brief time given to this committee, I will not 
presume upon the good nature of the House. Ihave material sufficient, 
much of it furnished ill-advisedly by the opponents of this bill, to take 
hours of your time, but will forbear. 

This measure is one which must commend itself to the good grace 
and wise discretion of the House. It isdrawn to prevent forgery, and 
simply gives to American manufacturers the rights in competition with 
foreign which they now have, as against competition in the 
United States. It provides that no goods of foreign make shall be sold 
here on the presumption that they are produced in this eountry, and 
it gives to manufacturers here the right to theirown trade-mark against 
the world, as well as the right to object to the sale of goods which bear 
false or misleading marks. That thisis being systematically done by 
foreign manufacturers, particularly of cutlery, I have proved to the 
complete satisfaction of the committee reporting this bill. 

If the time were given me I could prove that other articles, ostensibly 
of American manufacture, are sold here by foreign makers, and that 
American firms engaged in manuſneturing skates, guns, hosiery, eot- 
ton goods, and edged tools are not alone hurt at home by this traffic, 
but are injured in their trade abroad. There is one firm in my dis- 
trict alone—the famous Collins Company—which manufactures supe- 
rior articles of axes — tools. Its trade-mark has ee 
in foreign countries the reputation whieh its goods have achieved 
on their merits is being stolen by what is practically forgery. But 
this is one evil which can not correct. It ean, however, 
remedy the wrong within the limits of the United States, and the bill 
under consideration is intended to do it. 


eee has grown up of sending to this country inferior goods 
to create the assumption that they are made here, and to this 
practice is the objection made. Already three hundred American 
names are being put upon foreign cutlery, and to give the House an 
idea of the manner in which thisis done I will quote the following as 
specimens intended to create the conviction that the purchaser is buy- 
ing American goods: i 


ton Cutlery Works, Irving Cutlery Company, Eagle Cutlery Company, Clinton 
Manhattan ckerbocker Com- 


ery 
Cutlery pmo vay Essex Cutlery Sp 2 Windsor Cutlery Company, Mount 
utlery 


If these goods were sold upon their merits and with the maker's name 
affixed, no objection would be made. But aside from depriving the 
American cutler of a market which is essentially his, this method puts 
his goods in bad repute. It reacts upon his reputation as a maker of 
fine goods, and thus is its influence twofold to the detriment of Amer- 
jeans who have made a reputation in trade which is their most valu- 
able asset. The duty is paid on these American imprinted goods as 
cheap foreign goods and they are sold as the best American article. 
This is a fraud upon the public; it is obtaining trade under false pre- 
tenses; it is more than the theft of money; it is the pilf of a repu- 
tation. But J forbear. I was about to quote the words of Shakespeare 
in defense of my pesition. It needs no defense. 

This evil has been recognized in England, and the following is an ex- 
tract from an act known as the Merchandise marks act (50 and 51 
Vict.) passed. by Parliament in 1887: 


Whereas it is expedient to make farther provision for prohi the impor- 
tation of goods which, if sold, would be liable to forfeiture under this act, be it 
therefore enacted as follows: 

I. All such goods, and also all goods of foreign manufacture bearing any name 
or trade-mark being or purporting to be the name or trade-mark of any manu- 
facturer, dealer, or trader in the United Kingdom, unless such name or trade- 
mark is accompanied by a definite indication of the country in which the goods 


rien made or produced, rAr es to be is _ the United 
iugdom, and, subject to provisions of this section, uded among 
goods prohibited to be imported as if they were specified in section 42 of the cus- 
toms dation act, 1876. 


4. Where there is on any goods a name which is identical with or a colorable 
imitation of the name of a place in the United Kingdom, that name, unless ac- 
eompanied by the name of the country in which such place is situate, shall be 
treated for the purposes of this section as if it were the name of a place in the 
United Kingdom. 

And now, gentlemen, I have alluded to several of the points in favor 
of the passage of this bill. The evidence is cumulative, and the more 
we examine it the more convincing it becomes. It is simply an act of 
justice, a bit of equity erystallized into a law, and believing that I have 
proved these facts beyond a peradventure, I ask the House to sustain 
me by passing the bill. 

The question was taken on the amendment; and the Speaker protem- 
pore announced that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. CLARDY. Division. : 

The ameudment was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. question new is on the second 
amendment, offered by the gentleman from Missouri, in line 5, tostrike 
out the words to represent.“ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VANCE. Task unanimous consent that the date in the second 
section he changed from 1888 to 1889. The bill was introduced a year 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the engrossment 
and third reading of the bill as amended. 

Mr. CLARDY. Isuggest that the time for adjournment has arrived. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. If the gentleman wants to subject us to further 
frauds on the part of foreign manufacturers he can do so. The bill is 
to prevent a bald, bare-faced fraud on the American people. 

Mr. CLARDY. Now, I would like to have a vote of the House upon 
this bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that the hour of 
10 o’clock p. m. having arrived, under previous order the Chair de- 
clares the House adjourned until 12 m. to-morrow. 


PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. 

Under the rule private bills of the follawing titles were introduced 
and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. BLISS: A bili (H. R. 12632) granting a pension to James A. 
Davis to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. DUBOIS: A bill (H. R. 12633) to ratify an act entitled An 
act to provide for a wagon- road between Mount Idaho, in Idaho County, 
and Little Salmon Meadows, in Washington County, in Idaho Terri- 
tory—to the Committee om the Territories. 

By Mr. STOCKDALE: A bill (H. R. 12634) for the relief of Ada E. 
Lawrence, administratrix of C. De France—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 
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PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
‘under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. JEHU BAKER: Petition of C. F. Winston and others, favor- 

a sufficient appropriation to fully and fairly test the mode by, which 
sugar can be manufactured from sorghum cane at the least possible 
cost—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. BUCHANAN: Petition of Hon. John D. Rue and others, for 
the passage of the army-nurse pension bill—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. GIFFORD: A memorial in regard to enactment of a law per- 
mitting certain counties to issue bonds—to the Committee on the Terri- 
tories, 

By Mr. J. J. O'NEILL: Resolution of the military order of the Loyal 
Legion of the United States, requesting the publication of the war rec- 
ords of the Navy Department—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. REED: Petition of J. H. Dennison and others of the Thir- 
teenth Regiment Maine Volunteer Infantry of the late war, asking for 
the balance, $240 bounty due them which they never received—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. TOOLE: Joint memorial of the Legislature of Montana ask- 
ing the adoption of the conference report and pending admission bills— 
to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. TRACEY: Petition of Littlefield Stove Company, Albany, 
“A Y., to retain mica on the free-list—to the Committee on Ways and 

eane, 

By Mr. W. L. WILSON: Petition of David Hunter, of Jefferson 
County, West Virginia, praying that his claim be referred to the Court 
of Claims; of S. Howell Brown, administrator of James M. Brown, 
deceased, for reference of his claim to Court of Claims; and of George 
W. Farris, of Morgan County, West Virginia, for reference of claim to 
Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

The following petitions praying fora constitutional amendment pro- 
hibiting the manufacture, importation, exportation, transportation, and 
sale of all aleoholic liquors as a beverage, were received and severally 
referred to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic: 

By Mr. E. P. ALLEN: Of 192 citizens of Mich. 

By Mr. DORSEY: Of 46 citizens of Inman, Ind.; of 101 citizens of 
Dewitt, Nebr. 

By Mr. GIFFORD: Of 17 citizens of Yankton, Dak. 

By Mr. T. D. JOHNSTON: Of 28 citizens of Asheville, N. C. 

By Mr. KERR: Of 62 citizens of Marshall County, Iowa. 

By Mr. NELSON: Of 79 citizens of Moorhead, and of 294 citizens of 
Verndale, Minn. 

By Mr. C. A. RUSSELL: Of 160 citizens of Pomfret, Conn. 

By Mr. J. W. STEWART: Of 59 citizens of Hinesburgh, Vt. 

By Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR: Petition of 28 citizens of Colebrook, 
Ohio. 

By Mr. TRACEY: Of 134 citizens of Newport, and of 107 citizens 
of Monticello, Minn. 


The following petition for a national Sunday-rest law was received 
and referred to the Committee on Labor: 

By Mr. VOORHEES: Petition of 386 citizens of Washington Ter- 
ritory. 


SENATE. 
THURSDAY, February 21, 1889. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
STATISTICS REGARDING MARRIAGE AND DIVORCE. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
communication from the Commissioner of Labor; which was read: 
DEPARTMENT OF LABOR, Washington, D. C., February 20, 1889. 


Sin: Lhavethe honor to transmit to Co: herewith a special report on 
the statistics of and relating to marriage —— divorce in the several States and 
Territories and in the District of Columbia. 
This report is made in accordance with the provisions of an act approved 
Een 3, 1887. AN aa eos 
am, very respec y, your o en 
CARROLL B. “WRIGHT, Commissioner. 
Hon. Joun J. INGALLS, 


President pro tempore United States Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The letter will lie on the table and 
be printed. What disposition shall be made of the accompanying 
papers which lie on the table of the Secretary? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move that they be referred to the Committee 
on Printing to ascertain whether it be necessary that they should be 
printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

CHANGES IN DISTRICT OFFICES. 


The PRESIDENT Co, before the Senate a communica- 
tion from W. B. Webb, president of the board of commissioners of the 


District of Columbia, transmitting, pursuant to a resolution of Feb- 
ruary 8, 1889, a list of officers and employés under the control of the 
commissioners who have been changed since March 4, 1885; which, 
with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Select Committee to 
Examine into the Condition of the Civil Service, and ordered to be 
printed. 

COURT OF CLAIMS REPORT. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the conclusions of fact and of law filed by that court in certain 
French spoliation claims; which, with the accompanying papers, was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


; PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a memorial of 12 citizens of Pennsylvania, 
and a memorial of 25 citizens of Dana, III., remonstrating against the 
passage of the Sunday-rest bill; which were referred to the Committee 
on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a resolution adopted by the Ex-Prisoners of War 
Association, of Winnebago County, Illinois, urging the passage of 
Senate bill 505, in relation to pensions; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of labor organizations, churches, and 
citizens of the State of Illinois, praying for the passage of the Sunday- 
one which was referred to the Committee on Education and 

He also presented a memorial adopted by the State Grange of IIli- 
nois, remonstrating the national debt refunding scheme and urg- 
ing that the national debt be paid off as soon as possible; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finanee. 

He also presented a resolution adopted by the State Grange of IIli- 
nois, favoring a graduated income tax and an increase in the volume of 
money to at least $40 per capita; which was referred to the Committee 
on Finance, 

He also presented a resolution Adopted by the State Grange of Illi- 
nois, urging Congress to foster the commercial interests of the people by 
large appropriations for the improvement of inland water ways for the 
purposes of navigation; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

He also presented a resolution adopted by the State Grange of IIli- 
nois, urging Congress to investigate the cattle and dressed-beef combi- 
nations, and asking such legislation as will fully meet the case; which 
was referred to the Select Committee on the Transportation and Sale of 
Meat Products. 

He also presented a petition of the State Grange of Illinois, praying 
for the enactment of laws that will give women the right to vote ee 
with men; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also resolutions adopted by the State Grange of Illi- 
nois, urging the enactment of legislation providing for the election of 
United States Senators by a direct vote of the people; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. PASCO. I present a telegram from the governor of the State of 
Florida, stating that the Legislature of that State, now in session, has 

just adopted a unanimous joint resolution ‘‘ urging our representatives 
in Washington to use all means to secure the payment of the Indian 
war claims, on aceount of our urgent necessities. As I shall make an 
effort to get the matter on one of the appropriation bills, I move that 
the paper be referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PASCO presented a petition of 41 citizens of Pensacola, Fla., and 
a petition of 4 citizens of T. Fla., praying for the passage of 
the Sunday-rest bill; which was referred to the Committee on Educa- 
tion and Labor. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, presented a petition of 68 citizens of Clinton 
County, Iowa, and a petition of 66 citizens of Iowa, praying for the 
passage of the Sunday-rest bill; which were referred to the Committee 
on Education and Labor. 

. SHERMAN presented the petition of U. J. Shotte and 29 others 
(15 voters and 15 women), citizens of Colebrook, Ohio, praying for the 
submission to the States of a constitutional prohibitory amendment; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I present a memorial of 71 citizens of Martins- 
burgh, W. Va., remonstrating against the passage of the bill in regard 
to Sunday observance or any other religious institution or rite, and 
also op any resolution for the amendment of the National Con- 
stitution that would by instruction in public schools orin any other 
way give preference to religious principles over the views of religion 
held by non-religious persons, and praying that the Government be kept 
strictly secular and that the separation of church and state be complete. 

I move the reference of the memorial to the Committee on Educa- 
tion and Labor. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. DAVIS presented the petition of W. H. Bishop and 133 others 
(91 voters and 43 women), citizens of Newport, Minn.; the petition of 


J. M. Brown and 297 others (134 voters and 164 women), citizens of 
Verndale, Minn., and the petition of Charles Bradford and 82 others 
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(46 voters and 37 women), citizens of Monticello, Minn., praying for the 

roposal of a constitutional amendment prohibiting the manufacture, 
importation, exportation, transportation, and sale of all alcoholic liquors 
as a beverage; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Minnesota, praying for the 

of the Sunday-rest bill; which was referred to the Committee 
on Education and Labor. 

Mr. PAYNE presented the petition of A. E. Thomson and 23 others 
(8 voters and 16 women), citizens of Tallmadge; the petition of Ben- 
jamin Hawkins and 25 others (12 voters and 14 women), citizens of 
New Burlington; the petition of W. W. Evans and 47 others (21 voters 
and 27 women), citizens of West Milton; the petition of S. W. Will- 
iams and 26 others (14 voters and 13 women), citizens of West Berlin, 
and the petition of I. M. Ryan and 29 others (21 voters and.9 women), 
citizens of Ironton, all in the State of Ohio, praying for a submission 
to the States of a constitutional prohibitory amendment; which were 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of 812 citizens of Ohio, praying for the 

of a Sunday-rest law; which was referred to the Committee on 
Education and Labor. 

Mr. PLUMB. I have a letter addressed to myself, and not therefore 
within the rule as a petition, but which deals in avery intelligent and 
elaborate way with the subject of irrigation, which has recently been 
committed by the action of the Senate to a special committee for in- 
vestigation. At the request of a member of that committee I present 
the letter, and ask that it may be printed as a document and referred 
to that committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be so ordered, if there be no 
objection. 

Mr. ALLISON presented the petition of Rev. James Hill and 46 
other veterans of the Union Army, citizens of Cascade, Dubuque County, 
Iowa, praying for the passage of all proper pension legislation first, and 
stating that after such legislation the reduction of revenue required 
can be computed; which was referred to the Committee on Peusions. 

He also presented a petition of 368 citizens of Iowa, praying for the 
passage of the Sunday-rest bill; which was referred to the Committee 
on Education and Labor. 

Mr. EDMUNDS presented the petition of J. F. Miles and 58 others 
(27 voters and 32 women), citizens of Hinesburgh, Vt., praying for the 
submission to the States of a constitutional prohibitory amendment; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. HOAR presented a petition of Mrs. Elizabeth Tobey and other 
officers of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Massachusetts, 
representing the unions of the State, praying for prohibition in the 
District of Columbia; which was referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

Mr. HARRIS presented the petition of Lide Merriweather, president, 
and other officers of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of the 
State of Tennessee, representing 2,500 members, praying for prohibi- 
tion in the District of Columbia; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. I desire at this time to present sundry peti- 
tions which I have received remonstrating against the enactment of what 
is known as theSunday-restlaw. Among the names are those of judges 
of the courts, principals of our public schools, lawyers, doctors, min- 
isters of various denominations, and men eminent for virtue in every 
sect. 

These petitions purport to be signed by 230,000 persons, as follows: 


No. of 
signa- 
tures, 


States, ete, 


States, ete. 


A 3.881 
California. 3,563 
Minnesota... 1,924 
Kansas. 1,085 
Wisconsin 518 
Nebraska. 466 
New York 10, 285 438 
Indiana. 8, 497 || 377 
Vermont. 6, 921 374 
Dakota. 6, 261 315 
Illinois 6,178 315 
Oregon 5,926 285 
Missouri 5.293 157 
Maine. 5,213 140 
Texas. 4, 466 75 
Ohio... d| 4,243 2,401 


I move that the petitions be referred to the Committee on Education 
and Labor, 
The motion was agreed to. 

. Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of 25 citizens of the Thirteenth 
Congressional district of Ohio, praying for prohibition in the District 
rs eat ag. which wes referred to the Committee on the District of 

umbia. 
Mr. PUGH presented a eee of 200 citizens of Alabama, praying 
for the passage of the Sunday-rest law; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Education and Taber. 


* 


Mr. PLATT presented the petition of Edward Morse and 64 others 
(38 voters and 27 women), citizens of Thomaston, Conn., and the peti- 
tion of George G. Hungerford and 37 others (16 voters and 22 women), 
citizens of Conn., praying for the submission to the States ot 
non prohibitory amendment; which were ordered to lie on 
the table. 

Mr. SABIN presented resolutions adopted by the Board of Trade of 
Winona, Minn., favoring legislation for the opening to settlement of a 
portion of the Sioux reservation in Dakota; which were referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. HISCOCK presented a petition of citizens of New York State, 
praying for the passage of the Sunday-rest bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a memorial of citizens of Cortland County, New 
York, remonstrating against the passage of any bill in regard to the 
observance of Sunday or any other religious institution or rite; which 
was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. HAMPTON presented a petition of 7 citizens of Charleston, S. 
C., praying for the passage of the Sunday-rest bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. McPHERSON presented a petition of 58 members of the Wom- 
an’s Christian Temperance Union of Stelton, N. J.; a petition of A. L. 
De Bow and 31 others (11 voters and 21 women), citizens of Blooming- 
dale, N. J., and a petition of J. H. Dinerty and 27 others (12 voters 
and 16 women), citizens of Dennisville, N. J., praying for the submis- 
sion to the States of a constitutional prohibitory amendment; which 
were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. VEST presented a petition of 110 citizens of Missouri, praying for 
the passage of the Sunday-rest bill; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented the petition of Mrs, Clara C. Hoffman and other 
officers of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Missouri, rep- 
resenting 4,500 members, praying for prohibition in the District of 
Columbia; which was referred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

Mr. COKE presented a petition of 43 citizens of Texas, praying for the 
passage of the Sunday-rest bill; which was referred to the Committee 
on Education and Labor. 


THOMAS D. FISTER—RECUSANT WITNESS. 


Mr. SPOONER. I am instructed by the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds to present to the Senate a report from that committee 
which I believe to be in the nature of a privileged matter. I ask that 
the report may be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Wisconsin, from the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, submits a report, which 
will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the report, as follows: 


The Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds respectfully report: 

That under the following resolution ado; by the Senate December 21, 1888; 

“Resolved, That the Committee on Publie Buildings and Grounds be, and the 
same is hereby, authorized and instructed to make, either by the committee or 
a subcommittee thereof, an investigation into the conduct of the office of tha 
Supervising Architect of the Treasury De nt as far as it may deem neces. 
sary, and to inquire into the laws, regulations, and customs relating to the erec- 
tion of 7 buildings, and for that pi the committee, or said subcom- 
mittee, Sopanen; is authorized and empowered to send for persons and papers, 
and to administer caths; said committee to report by bill or otherwise 
a subcommittee of said committee was appointed, consisting of Senators Mor- 
RILL, SPOONER, and Pasco, which subcommittee was charged with the duty of 
making the investigation in said resolution provided for, and reporting the re- 
sult thereof to the committee, 

That the said subcommittee caused to be subpoenaed before them various wit- 
nesses from time to time. 

That on the l4th day of February, 1889, the subcommittee met, want to ad- 
journment, there being present Senators MORRILL, SPOONER, and Pasco, and also 
Senator DANIEL, of Virginia. That on said day Thomas D. Fister, whose attend- 
ance before the committee had been requested, appeared before the committee 
and was sworn, and testified as follows: 


“Thomas D. Fister sworn and examined. 
By the CHAIRMAN: 
“Q. What is your age? 
“A. I am fifty years old in October. 
“Q. Colonel Fister, is it? 
“A. Thomas D. 
f Q —— = the gentleman known as Colonel Fister? 
“A. Yes, sir. 
US belonged tothe navy, 
“A, I belon; e navy. 
“Q. You were in the navy? 
“Q. In whai capacity? 
* nw capacity 
“A, Asa lieutenant, in the Confederate navy. 
“Q. Is that where you got your title of colonel? 
“A, No, sir; I was on land . 
“Q. In what capacity? ° 
“A, Well, my rank was lieutenant; never had any other but that. 
“Q. I did not know. 
“A, As you know, — calla man general, colonel, or anything else. 
“Q. What is your tion? 
“A, Lam the ass: t and chief clerk of the Supervising Architect. 
“Q. That is, assistant and chief clerk? 
„A. That is the title. 
"Q. How long have you been in that service? 
“A, I think t years this month. 
2 2 whom were ma 5 toga tps img estar ch 
2 Secretary Manning; yes, sir. r. was u g Architect 
4. — ware appointed wader Cleveland’s administration ? 
Tes, sir. 
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“Q. Where did Jeu oon soroa from here? 
“Q How iene hat pon PN EI ia? 
ow long ou ennsy res 
ug How long Bad You lived i I was bom 
Hon did you happen to get into the Confederate navy? 
ee I happened to be South and happened to marry a Southern lady baire 
e war. 
"Q. Are yon an architect? 
“A, No, 
"Q. Drau, ltaman ? 
“A. Jo, 
@ Haves you been interested in any of these contracts for the preparation 
of plane for : e Government buildings, outside of the office? 
o, sir, 
“Q: Had nothing to do with that branch of the business whatever? 
“A. No, sir; don’t know anything about it, 
“Q. What are your principal duties? 
“A, The principal duty is to look after the business portion of the office; 
that the discipline is all right, to hunt up anything any United States Reenter 
or Congressman that come there to see Colonel F. tabout. Of course he can’t 
Took into these matters; he can call on me and I look SP. oF information for 
him, and also look over all the correspondence and ch 
you select sites? 
“A. Yes, sir; I have selected most of the sites within the last three years; not 


all. 
“Q. Did ev select the site at Binghamton? 
“A. I did not. 
se “a. aon you ge there and examine it before it was selected? 
No, sir; I never was there in my 
“ 25 Pi ou select the site at Worcester, “Mass. ? 
“Q. What other sites have 76 selected within the last three months? 
“A, In the last three months I have selected 
“Q. I don’t know that that was selected within three months at Worcester. 
“A, No, sir; along pore I can tell you pretty near all. I have not got any 
memorandum with m 
ue 4 58 that site Desa purchased? 
"Q. And conveyed to the Government? 
“A, Yes, sir. 
“Q. What did it cost? 
“A, Seventy-five thousand dollars, I think, what the Government paid for it. 
The original offer was $176,810, 
“Q. Do you mean tosay that the Government paid $75,000 for the site of Worces- 


ter, Mass.“ 
WALI think so; I think it is $75,000. Yes, sir; I think it was $75,000, 
“Q. Has that been paid? 
“A. Yes, sir. 
“Q. To whom was it paid; do you know? 
“A. No, sir; I don't recollect the parties. 
“Q. Was any money raised at Worcester by the people there, which was em- 
ployed in the purchase of this site? 
“A, That I do not know anything about. 
“Q. You pau t know anything ut that? 
uA. No, sir. 
“Q. You never heard anything about that? 
pre edie the offer originally was $176,810. It was modified and offered to me 
How the money was got up of course I don’t know an about, 
1 0% you have never heard that a large amount of money was for 
napos of purchasing the site? 
asp rom hearsay. Ihave heard it talked about among the citizens. How 
it was done of course I don't know. 
“Q. How much did you hear that the citizens raised? 
“A, I don't know as I ever heard a particular amount, 
“Q. How long were you there? 
„A. I was there, I think, about three or four days; I can not tell exactly, 
“Q. Ever been there more than once? 
„A. No, sir; never. 
* Where did vou when you were there? 
“A. At the main hotel there; I forget the name. I forget whether it is—itis 
the main hotel there. 


2 2 5 were paid by the Government? 

2 es, 

“Q. There was a good deal of strife about the location? 

“A, Oh, yes, sir; a great deal. I attended two; I know of one meeting where 
there must have been three or four hundred people. Of course, I can not say 
exactly how poy be t there were a great may ag s any rate. There 

— 


was a great deal of Strife. I think there was, ow many sites were 
offered now; a many; and almost every man that had a site thought his 
was the best. ey Ramey, do. 

“Q. Yes, = for him 

“A, Yes, s 


"Q, Well, you did not hear how much money the citizens raised there? 

„A. No, sir; I don’t know anything about that. I know that the Govern- 
ment paid, I think it was, $75,000; I won't be certain, I think that was it. I 
think the records of the office will show 

“Q. You ha 

“A. No, 

“Q. In ihe selection of sites; you answered that No, sir?’ 

“A, I answered that. No, sir.’ 

“Q. Directly or indirect! y? 

“A, Directly or indirect! 

“Q. Lask you that quested more in justice to yourself from some things that 
I 7 read ane heard than I do otherwise. 

“A. Yes, 

“Q. I don't mean to imply by putting the question to you that I think you 
have done so. 
NA. I answer and say that I have not. 
“Q. Did you collect any moneys in your office for the Democratic campaign 
in the last election? 
“A. Did I collect any? 


"Q. Yes. 
WA. I have always told my people— 
Answer my question. 
. I will have io answer it my own 
“Q. No; answer it my way, and I will give you an opportunity to explain, 
„A Then I will have to to answer that question. 
“Q. You eee to answer, do you? 
“A, Yes, sir. 
“Q, Did — receive any moneys from the employés of the office during the 
last cam) n for campaign purposes? 
oe T decline to answer, t loyés of the 
22 you receive any moneys from poy ot other emplo: Treasury 
seo a or check, or drafts during the last campaign for campaign pur- 
poses 
“A, I decline to answer that. 


that, 
ve had no consideration at any time to influence you? 


By Senator MORRILL: 
— Jou decline to answer? 
A. Yes, sir. 
coe the CHAIRMAN: 
“Q. U. ee what ground do you decline to answer; “that you will criminate 
TA No 


©. What is your ground for declining to answer? 
* I think that is private matter. ThatI decline to answer. 
“Q. Did you receive any drafts, or checks from any one in the service of the 
Government during the last fall for campaign uses? 
„A. I say I decline to answer that question for the same reason. 
“Q. Did you receive any voluntary contributions from any one in the employ 
of the Government for Sera ya uses? 
“A, I decline to answer that. 
9 va Sogou that it is a private matter? 
“Q. Did antl send any moneys not your own during the last campaign to the 
treasurer or any other official of the 8 national committee? 
“A. 35 decline to answer that question. 


Wid mre pe know of any moneys peng p paid by clerks or draughtsmen or 
other employés of the 5 Architect’s Office for campaign p 
during the ast cam 


“A. I decline to answer ‘that. 

“Q. Will you be kind enough to tell me what you are willing to testify to? 

“A, I am telling you now 

“Q. Under whose advice do you decline to answer these questions? 

A. Under my own. 

K 5 Have you had any consultation with any official of the Treasury Depart- 
men x 

“A. aie: 

2 K. Da the subject? 

“A, No, sir, 

“Q. Have you talked with Secretary Maynard arpar it? 
44 A * not. 

255 r Thompson? 

“A. I have not. 

"Q. Or Colonel Fréret? 

“A, No, sir. 

“Q, Then I understand you to decline to tell the committee—to testify at 
as to the collectiort of cam campaign money by you in the Treasury Department, 
Ona Gea a Architect's O 

es, sir. 

“Senator Pasco. I understood him to state at the beginning that he was will- 
ing to testify to it in his own way, and I think he has the right to make the state- 
ment in his own way. 

“The CHAIRMAN. Now, Senator Pasco, try your hand to get the facts in your 
own way. I turn the witness over to you. 

By Senator Pasco: 
BS a, I request him to state all that he knows on the subject in connection with 
epartment; whether any money was received from either or both of the 
— parties, and whether any amount, or what amount, passed through 
you; state in your own way all you know. 

“ À. I have never. 

“Senator Pasco. I am satisfied with that general statement of the question. 

Tiig Wrrxess, So far as I know there was no solicitation for money by any- 

1 75 Ihave never asked anybody for money; always told them that they 
os d not talk to me. Never solicited money from any person in the Treasury 

partment or outside at no time. 

a Pere any requests made to you; were any circulars received by you dur - 
a e . 

There were circulars received; whether I got any I forget. I know there 
ey some circulars received from both parties, both from the Republican com- 
mittee and the Democratic committee, There is a letter [producing it] that was 
sent to the law clerk at my office. 


By Senator MORRILL: 


“Q. In relation to this matter? 
“A, Asking for contribution, 
owe the CHAIRMAN: 
> ocr that, but none received from the Democrats? 
x I tried to get one, but I could not. Iknow there was one. Iacknowledge 
ere was. 

“The CHAIRMAN. I do not want to be understood as repens Rept ques- 
tions, because I propose that the witness shall answer the questi the Senate 
can compel him, and he must abide the consequences. If my associate, Senator 
Pasco, can get the information out of him, I want him to try it. 


“By Wen Pasco: 


“Q. Did you receive any other or do you know of aay othe communications 
of | yas 3 bein; cone, received from either party? 
I know that there were circulars sentfrom both parties; 


ane it I's saw some from the Democratic party, but I have not got one; 1 
can't say whether there was one sent to me or not; don't recollect; but I know 
there were circulars sent around from both i use I heard talk about 


parties, 
— seg re (the circular) was handed to me the other day, I did not have it. I 
t one of the other circulars. 
e 205 “Bia yon yake any response to that or any other ee or application? 
“A, No, sir; I never answered any circular a 
DAS Did you receive any fund for campaign purposes — either of the polit- 
es 
I decline to answer that question, 
“ g are yes anything further to say on that subject? 
o, sir. 
“Q. Task you to say it in your own way, 
“A, Ihave nothing more to say. 
By the CHAIRMAN : 
“Q. Then your declination to answer is not based upon the fact that I ask 
to make a rical answer, but upon your insistence that it isa private 
ter that the committee have no right to examine into? 
“A. I made my statement; that is whatI stand to. 
By Senator MORRILL: 


* You do not decline to answer because you have not knowledge of the 


2 Hi What is that, sir? 
* > Do you not decline to answer because you have not any knowledge of the 


s 4 Well, I respectfully decline to answer that question. 
By the CHAIRMAN: 
‘Q Do yon know Mr. Kinkel? 


ate Charles Kinkel; he is a draughtsman in the office of the Supervising Ars 
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Tes, sir. 
“Q. Did he collect any money or receive any 3 a acca check, or other- 
wise, in the office, to your knowledge, for cam: 
A. I don't know anything at all about Mr. —what 225 10 did. 
“Q, I said to your knowledge? 
“A. I don't know anything at all what Kinkel did. 
“Q. Did Kinkel turn over to you any draft or check or money collected from 
the employés in the Supervisi — Architect’s Office for Democratic purposes? 
“A. I decline to answer that question, 
51 4 Q You know whether he dia or not, don’t you? 
‘A. I respectfully decline to answer that q 
3 I would like to have ‘whas the witness said in reference to 
this matter read by the stenographer, 
stenographer read the testimony as requested.) 
i enator DANIEL. Mr. Chairman, does the chairman prefer to lay the matter 
as 


e? 
5 I do not care to discuss the matter in the presence of the 


nee Task whether C. M. Anstell is the law clerk in the Supervising Architect's 

Ra A 8 Now, if the Senator will allow me to ask a question, I would 
like to correct Serge 

“The CHAIRMAN. Go on; you ma: 

“The Wirness. I understand that 1 Senator asked me whether I refused on 
the ground of criminati: — der 8 

“The Cnainuax. I question. 

“The Wrrsess, I believe twas you. I declined toanswer that question, and 


I see that the stenographer no. I want to make that correction 
now. I stated that I refused to answer question. 
The Cuatnman. You stated it the way the her has it; but, if you 


desire to correct it, you can correct it. 

“The Wrrarss. I do got meanto say that the stenographer would not get it 
correctly, but that is what I want to correct. 

Senator Pasco, He has the right to correct it, of course. 

“The CHAIRMAN. Yes; He has the right to make any correction 
he desires to. (To the witness.) You may retire and remain in waiting. (The 
witness retires.) = 

Senator Pasco, That letter is in as evidence, is it? 

“The CHATRMAN. Yes, sir. 

2 4 The letter reads as follows: 

James P. Foster, president. Andrew B. Humphrey, secretary. Phineas 
C. Lounsbury, treasurer. Gen. W. W. Dudley, chairman campaign committee. 
Out:) R. L. U. S. 

solved. That the national Republican committee approve the organiza- 
tion of Republican clubs under the rules and adopted by the na- 
— and State leagues; and we tender them our support and full co-opera- 

tion as valuable To. to both State and national committees. 

Adopted July 11 r 


‘ASSETT, 
‘* Secretary National Committee.’” 
“* HEADQUARTERS THE REPUBLICAN F fie OP THE UNITED 


“DRAR 8 citizen 3 ection and the N 1 Harrison 


and Morton, by meansof popular subscri 
tion to the cause asking „ 
te its work — — out the vote to secure success? 


se With moreihas SOpehibe endo. a mem ip of over 1,500,000 great 
can be accomplished. Blanks are inclosed, non oe be if 
FT ce, and if you have already 
done so lease let us Spyri as much trouble with h mail matter has occurred. 


iiaii “* JAMES P. FOSTER, President. 


[The Republican League [R. L. U.S.) of the United States. James P. Foster, 
president. General W. W. Dudley, chairman campaign committee, ] 


In 1880 the Democrats of 8 . in the northern —— of ee 


canvass was 
pend upon the individual contribution of 

enemy will veh upon and collect their fund from E and 
we must A ve his 


We hereby subscribe to the above. 
Stub on margin.] 


“t Received of the sum of $1 asa subseription to the Republican League 
aa aa i a of 
league. 


That said subcommittee, after the retirement of said witness, considened the 

8 of the questions which the witness had deelined to answer, and his 

ty in relation thereto, and decided that it was the duty of the witness to an- 
swer, and that the matter be reported to the full committee. 

That afterwards, at a meeting of the full committee, held on the 18th day of 

February, 1889, the following proceedings were had: 

“Tine UNITED STATES SENATE, 

“Commirrer ON PUBLIO BUILDINGS 


“The committee met pursuant to call. 

3 Senators STANFORD (chairman), MORRILL, Spooner, VEST, DANIEL, 
and Pasco. 

‘TESTIMONY OF THOMAS D, FISTER—RECALLED. 
1 „Thomas D. Fister was recalled, and was interrogated and answered as fol- 
ows: 
“By Senator SPOONER: 

“Q. I have p baboon the approval of the committee, some a to 
be put to you, and which the committee decide are = questions, and ques- 
Bons that it is your duty to answer. Befare doing it, in order that you may be 
advised of the state of the law upon the subject, I want to eall your attention to 
three sections of the statutes: 

“Sec, 102 (Revised Statutes, page 17). Every person who, having been sum- 


moned as a witness, —.— the authority of either House of Co: 


ngress, to give testi- 
mony orto produce eapon any mattersunder tien weet before either House, 
or aaay committee o either ouse of Co: Be one makes default, or who, 
ving br aaa refuses to answer any q) to the question un- 
der! inquiry shall be deemed Ta a pasei aah punishable by a fine of 
not more than $1,000 nor less and imprisonment in a common jail for 
not less one month nor more than twelve months. 

“Sec. 103. No witness is privil to refuse to testify to any fact, or to 
duce any paper, respecting which he shall be examined by either House of Con. 
gress, or by any committee of e her; House, upon the AR — that his — — 
to such fact or his production of such paper may tend to disgrace him or other - 
Mosc Rian render him infamous. 

SEC. 104. enever a witness summoned as mentioned in section 102 fails to 
testify, and the facts are reported to either House, the President of the Senate 
or the er of the House, as the case may be, shall certify the So 
seal of the Senate or House to the district attorney for the of Columbia, 
3 duty it shall be to bring the matter before the grand jury for their ac- 

on. 

call your attention also to section 859 of the Revised Statutes, which sa 

“SEC. So (pags 162 R. S.). No testimon before ei 
House, or re any committee of —.— House of Sonaten, shall be used — 


questions are 

Sc. 11. That n "Benator or Representative or Territorial Dete of tho 
Congress, or Senator, resentative, or e — any officer or em- 
ployé of either of "ot said — or a 


— t, bi or from an 
— ffas or rep pees eT from ee derived from the ‘Treas- 
171 of the Unite States.“ (Act Janua: 

Sue. 15. That any person who shal 25 guilty o of violating any provision ot 
the four foregoing sections [one of which Mose pst, Rov ou] shall be 
deemed guilty ofa 8 and shall, on con —.— be punished 
by a fine not exceeding $5,000, or by imprisonment for 7 — term not exceeding 
three years, or by such fine and imprisonment both,in the discretion of the 
court.” (Act January 16, 1883. 

ving called your attention to these provisions of the statutes, I put to you 


3 
“SS. id er during the year 1888, directly or indirectly, solicit any assess- 


ment, subse: n, or contribution for any political = from any officer, 
clerk, or employé of the United States in the office of the — 2 — rehitect 
or any branch or bureau thereof, or from any person A ie ta that office re- 
corn ee rowed 4 or compensation fi from moneys deri the Treasury of 

0 

“A, Well, sir, T believe that is the same ee ee 

“Q. Iwi ill read you the question again if you 


“A, Yes, sir. 
“Q. Did you, during the year 1888, directly or 8 solicit any assess- 
ment, renga ge rag oa eo contribution for any any officer, clerk, or 


employé of the Un: in the office o: the Su Supervising Architect or any 
branch or bureau thereof, or from any person employed in that office receiving 
or compensation from moneys derived from the Treasury of the 

Uys ryt 7 

. Did you, during the year 1888, directly or indirectly, ei 
ment, subscription, or 9 for an any political batever, fem any any 
3 clerk, or employé in the office of cAeonitect of! of the Treas- 

partmen 
“A. Tres, y decline to answer that question. 


“Q, K so, state . — whom and the amounts. 
“A, I respectfully decline to answer, oe the same reason. 


“Q. Were you, during the year 1 in any manner concerned in soliciting 
or receiving any assessment, subscri „ poant pas 
pose whatever from any officer, ae ae eon De of the Uni 
office of the 8 Architect Department? 

“A. I was no 


ut Bo you paneer gee the question? 
Lunderstand whether I e 


on — 
). not 
N Spooner, It t you did not. (Resuming the reading ot the 
question 
For an itical pi whatever from any officer, ber rik or employé of 
the United States in the olfice o f the Supervising Architect of the Treasury De- 


3 33 decline to answer that question. 
“Q. Upon what ground do you decline to answer these questions? 
SA. On the same ground I gave you when I was examined before. 
“Q. State the ground. 
“A. That it is a private matter. 
“Senator SPOONER. You may retire, unless some other member of the com- 
mittee wants to put a question. 


By Senator VEST: 
You do not desire any time to cousult any one upon this question, counsel 
or on therwise ? 
“Q. You have made up your mind? 
“A. Ihave made up my mind.” 
The retired, 
That the committee decided that the subjects embraced in ot uesions 
the witness on the 14th day of February, 1889, were within t 
the committee under the resolution; that it was the duty ot the witness to an- 
swer the same, and that he was in contempt of the and of the Senate 
in his refusal so to do; and the committee therefore report the facts to the Sen- 
ate, and recommend the adoption of the following resolution: 
That re the Senate issue warrant, 
Se nt-at-Arms oi e Senate, co! 
ieis the bar of the Senate the body of 
he should not be punished for contempt, and in the mean time to keep the 
Fister in his custody to await the further order of the Senate.“ 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the resolution? 


Mr. MORGAN. That is rather an important matter concerning the 


ut to 
of 


— 
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jurisdiction of the Senate to puta citizen on trial at the bar of the Senate. 
It seems to involve several rather important and delicate legal ques- 
tions, and I therefore ask that the resolution go over, and that the resolu- 
tion and the accompanying papers be printed 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be so ordered, if there be no 
objection. 

Mr. SPOONER. I have no objection to the resolution going over, 
but I simply desire to say that I shall not be able to be in attendance 
in the Senate to-morrow or next day, and I give notice that on Mon- 
day next I shall ask the Senate to proceed to the consideration of the 
resolution. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills; in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 5032) to extend the limits of the port of Memphis, 
Tenn. ; 

A bill (H. R. 7028) to admit to registry the steamer George H. Par- 


ker; 

A bill (H. R. 7068) providing for the establishment of a light-house 
at Heceta Head, or near the mouth of the Siuslaw River, in the State 
of Oregon, and not to exceed in cost the sum of $80,000; 

A bill (H. R. 10832) for the establishment of a light-house with fog- 
bell on Oyster-Beds Shoal, in the Hudson River, New York; 

A bill (H. R. 11216) to authorize the Union Gas Company to lay 
conduit-pipes across the Ohio River; 

A bill (H. R. 11342) providing for the re-establishment of the light- 
house at Point Isabel, Texas; 

A bill (H. R. 11527) to establish lights on the western end of Coney 
Island, New York; 

A bill (H. R. 11573) to authorize the construction of bridges across 
the Kentucky River; 

A bill (H. R. 11643) providing for the establishment of a life-saving 
station at mouth of Coquille River, Oregon; 

A bill (H. R. 11678) providing for the erection of sundry light-houses 
and fog-signals in Lakes Erie, Huron, Michigan, and Superior; 

A bill (H. R. 11901) to authorize the city of Lake View, III., to erect 
a crib in Lake Michigan for water-works purposes; 

A bilt (H. R. 12059) to authorize the construction of a bridge or 
bridges across the Mississippi River at La Crosse, Wis.; 

A bill (H. R. 12113) for the establishment of a light-house and steam 
fog-signal on the outer breakwater at the harbor at Chicago, III.; 

A bill (H. R. 12310) providing for the establishment of certain lights 
on the coast of Mississippi; 

A bill (H. R. 12324) for the establishment of a light-house station 
on St. Catherine Island, State of Georgia; 

A bill (H. R. 12414) to amend section 2579 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States; 

A bill (H. R. 12430) providing for the establishment of the light and 
fog-signal at Humboldt, Cal., upon a more secure site, and for the es- 
tablishment of a light-ship at or near the wreck of the steam-ship 
Oregon, in New York Harbor; 

A bill (H. R. 12431) providing for the construction of a steam-tender 
for service on the Great Lakes; 

A bill (H. R. 12515) to amend an act entitled An act to authorize 
the construction of a bridge over the Missouri River at the most acces- 
sible point between the mouth of the Femme Osage Creek and a point 
2 miles above the city of St. Charles, in the county of St. Charles, in 
the State of Missouri;?“ and 

A bill (H. R. 12524) to authorize the construction of bridges over 
Green and Barren Rivers, in the State of Kentucky, by the Henderson 
State Line Railroad Company. 

me 8 also announced that the House had passed the follow- 
ing bills: 

4 bill (S. 24) to extend the limits of the port of Portland as a port of 


entry; 

A bill (S. 28) to create a port of delivery at Port Angeles, in the dis- 
trict of Puget Sound, Washington Territory; 

A bill (S. 1128) to create a port of entry at Tacoma and Seattle, in 
Washington Territory; 

A bill (S. 3146) authorizing the construction of a bridge over the 
Missouri River at or near Kansas City, Kans., not over 10 miles above 
the Hannibal and St. Joseph Railway bridge at Kansas City, Mo.; 

A bill (S. 3284) to anthorize the construction of a bridge across Bayou 
Bartholomew, at or near Ward’s Ferry, Louisiana; 

A bill (S. 3645) granting to the Astoria and South Coast Railway 
Company the right to construct a bridge across Young’s Bay, a naviga- 
ble stream in the county of Clatsop and State of Oregon; 

A bill (S. 3666) to amend an act entitled An act granting to the 
city of Grand Forks, Dak., the right to build two free bridges across 
the Red River,“ approved May 21, 1888; and 

A bill (S. 3921) to authorize the Kentucky Union Railway Company 
to construct a bridge across the Kentucky River and its tributaries. 

The message farther announced that the House had passed the fol- 


~ 


enter upon any part of said lands in said agreement mention 


lowing bills with amendments in which it requested the concurrence 
of the Senate: 

A bill (S. 1283) making an appropriation for the erection of a light- 
house on or near Diamond Shoal, off Cape Hatteras, North Carolina; 

A bill (S. 3285) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the 
Tensas River, at or near Kirk’s Ferry, La.: 

A bill (S. 3818) for the establishment of a light-house and fog-signal 
at Old et Shoal, in Princess Bay, New York, and for other pur- 

an 

A bill (S. 1721) establishing a customs distriet in Florida, to be known 
as the collection district of Tampa, and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the amend- 
ments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 11338) to authorize the construc- 
ee of a bridge across the Coosa River at Gadsden, in the State of Ala- 

ma. 

The message further announced that the House had agreed to the 
concurrent resolution of the Senate to correct the enrollment of the bill 
(S. 3640) to amend the laws relating to the selection and service of 
jurors in the supreme court of the District of Columbia. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. PUGH. I um instructed by the Committee on the Judiciary to 
report back the bill (H. R. 11197) for the removal of the political dis- 
abilities of Henry A. Ramsey without amendment, and ask for its im- 
mediate consideration. 

Mr. HOAR. Let that go on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be placed on the 
Calendar. 

Mr. PUGH, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 3470) to remove the political disabilities of Henry 
A. Ramsey, reported adversely thereon, and the bill was postponed in- 
definitely. 

Mr. DAWES, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bi (H. R. 11128) for the disposition of the agricultural 
lands embraced within the limits of the Pipestone Indian reservation 
in Minnesota, reported it with amendments, 

He also, from the same committee, towhom was referred the bill (S. 
2866) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to fix the amount of 
compensation to be paid for right of way for railroads throngh Indian 
reservations in certain contingencies, reported it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (H. 
R. 11970) to divide a portion of the reservation of the Sioux Nation of 
Indians in Dakota into separate reservations and to secure the relin- 
quishment of the Indian title to the remainder, and for other purposes, 
reported it with amendments, and moved that it be recommitted to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom the subject was referred, 
reported a bill (S. 3984) to provide for the purchase of the claim of the 
Seminole Nation of Indians to certain lands in the Indian Territory; 
which was read the first time by its title. 

Mr. MORGAN. Let that bill be read at length. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read at length the 
second time, if there be no objection. 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the bill, but was interrupted by 

Mr. SHERMAN. Is that bill up for consideration? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is being read the second time at 
length for informativa,at the request of the Senator from Alabama 
[Mr. Morean]. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have no objection to the reading of it being com- 
pleted, but I object to its present consideration. 

4 2 Chief Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of the bill, as 
‘ollows: - 


Be it enacted, cte., That the sum of $1,912,942.02 be, and the same hereby is, 


appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise a priated, to 
pay in full the Seminole 3 of Indians for all the right, title, interest, and 


ced 


nation, em 
of all the 
lands, i 


ee ra Day a all claims of every kind and character of said Seminole 
ai 
ve 


apply to any lands acquired under said agreement. Any person who may 
8 the time 
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that the same are opened to settlement by act of Congress shall not be permitted 
to occupy or to e entry of such lands or lay any claim thereto. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made, the bill will 
be placed on the Calendar. 

Mr. PADDOCK, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amendments, 
and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 8429) granting a pension to W. W. Wilson; 

A bill (H. R. 12428) for the relief of Martha Rhodes; 

A bill (H. R. 12273) for the relief of Newton C. Ridenour; and 

A bill (H. R. 8100) granting a pension to Anna J. Weaver. 

Mr. MITCHELL, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 3888) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to 
adjust and settle the account of James M. Wilbur with the United 
States, and to pay said Wilbur such sum of money as may be found 
due to him thereon, reported it without amendment, and submitted a 

rt thereon. 

JONES, of Arkansas, from the Committee on Claims, to whom 
was recommitted the bill (H. R. 834) for the heirs of John H. New- 
man, deceased, reported it without amendment, and submitted a re- 
port thereon. 

Mr. PLUMB. Iam directed by the Committee on Appropriations, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 12485) making an appropriation 
for the Department of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1890, and for other purposes, to report it with amendments. I give 
notice that at the earliest possible moment after the completion of the 
consideration of the sundry civil bill I shall call this up. 

Mr. TURPIE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 12542) for the relief of the heirs of Noah W. 
Yoder, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PASCO, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
an amendment submitted by himself on the 19th instant intended to 
be proposed to the general deficiency appropriation bill, reported it 
without amendment and moved its reference to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations; which was agreed to. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom werereferred 
the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, and 
submitted reports thereon: t 

A bill (H. R. 11984) granting a pension to Mrs. Helen Sutherland; 


and 

A bill (H. R. 10644) granting a pension to Elizabeth Peterson. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iam directed by the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3653) to authorize the sale of 
a tract of land in the military reservation at Fort Leavenworth, in the 
State of Kansas, to report it favorably with one small amendment, and 
recommend the passage of the bill as soamended. I call the attention 
of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] to this report. 


LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. ALLISON. In behalf of the Senate conferees I present the re- 
rt of the conference committee on the legislative, executive, and 
judicial appropriation bill, and I ask that it may be considered now. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the report? The Chair hears none. It will be read. 
The Chief Clerk read the report, as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 11795) making appropriations for 
the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1890, and for other pu: , having met, after full and free 
conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective 
Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from itsamendments numbered 2, 3, 21, 27, 28, 29, 30, 31, 
. 53, 54, 59, 60, 64, 65, 67, 68, 69, 84, 85, 86, 87, 94, 95, 96, 
and 97. 

That the House recede from its disagreement tothe amendments of the Senate 
numbered 4,5,6,7,8.9 10, 11,18, 18, 14,15, 19,20, ly Hpi AAAS april 
58, 62, 63, 7C, 71, 72, 76. 7, 7 ls , 91, an and agree e same. 
perm a numbered 1: That the House recede from its di t to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 1, and agree to the same with an amend- 
ment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert $364,486.10 ;’’ and the Sen- 


ate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 17: That the House recede from its d ment to 
the amendment ofthe Senate numbered 17, and agree to the same with an amend- 
ment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘'$6,000;” and the Senate 

same. 

Amendment numbered 18: That the House recede from its d ment to 


the amendmentof the Senate numbered 18, and agree to the same with an amend. 
ment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 82,000; and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 22: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 22, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed in said amendment insert 
“$2,500; and the Senate agree to the same, 

Amendment numbered 87: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 2, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the year proposed insert ‘*1881;"’ and the 
Senate to the same. 

Amendment numbered 38: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 38, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as cece In lieu of the year proposed insert “1881;" and the 

to the same. . 

Amendment numbered 49: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 49, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 828,320; and the 
Senate to the same. 

Amendment numbered 50: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 50, and agree to the same with an 


amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 88, 500; and the 
Senate e to the same. 

Amendment numbered 55: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 55, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter proposed to be stricken out by 
said amendment insert the following: 

And not Jess than two hundred of the clerks in the office of the Adjutant- 
General shall be exclusively engaged in preparing and making reports to ex- 
pedite the settlement of pension applications and soldiers’ claims.“ 

And the Senate to the same, 

Amendment numbered 61: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 61, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Strike out from said amendment the 9 words: 
One clerk of class 3; one clerk of class 2; and the Senate agree to the same, 

Amendment numbered 66: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 66, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert “$9,880;" and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 75: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 75, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the number proposed insert four; “ and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 79: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 79, and agree to the samo with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the number proposed insert eleven“ and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 80: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 80, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu ot the number proposed insert “two;” andthe 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 83: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered S, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 87,840; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

W. B. ALLISON, 


II. L. DAWES, 
F. M. COCKRELL, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


J. G. CANNON 
Managers on the ꝓart the House, 
The report was concurred in. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. GIBSON introduced a bill (S. 3985) for the relief of George E. 
Payne; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

Mr. SABIN introduced a bill (S. 3986) for the relief of Henry D. 
O’Brien, late postmaster at St. Anthony, Minn.; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3987) granting a pension to John Frank; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions, 

Mr. HISCOCK introduced a bill (S. 3988) authorizing the Secretary 
of the Treasury to appoint commissioners to investigate certain claims 
for damages done to planted oysters in Raritan Bay in 1881; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 3989) to refer Senate bill No. 
1313, for relief of the estate of Edwin E. Saunders, deceased, to the Court 
of Claims; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. PUGH submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the Post-Office appropriation bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CULLOM submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORT OF COMMISSIONER OF LABOR. 


Mr. HAWLEY. There are two or three matters from the Committee 
on Printing that I should be glad to have the Senate consider immedi- 
ately. I report from that committee favorably the joint resolution 
(H. Res. 262) to print 39,000 copies of the fourth annual report of the 
Commissioner of Labor. I ask for its present consideration. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

REPORT ON PRODUCTION OF THE PRECIOUS METALS, 


Mr. HAWLEY. Iam also instructed by the Committee on Print- 
ing to report favorably a concurrent resolution from the House of Repe 
resentatives, and I ask that it may be considered at this time. 

The resolution was considered by unanimons consent, and agreed to, 
as follows: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), Thatthere be 
printed for distribution for Director of the Mint 1,000 additional copies of 
the report on production of precious metals of the United States for the calen- 
dar year 1887. 

EULOGIES ON EDWARD W. ROBERTSON. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I am also directed by the Committee on Printing 
to report favorably without amendment the joint resolution (H. Res. 
258) providing for the printing of the eulogies on the lifeand character 
of Edward W. Robertson, d , late a Representative in Congress 
from Louisiana. I ask for its immediate consideration. 


1889. 


By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 
The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
INAUGURAL ADDRESSES OF PRESIDENTS, ETO. 


Mr. HAWLEY. I ask to have taken up and considered at the pres- 
spt time Senate joint resolution 138, which was reported favorably a 


Ww days ago. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Connecticut asks 
mnanimous consent for the consideration of a resolution the title of 
which will be read. 

Mr. HOAR. Subject to objection. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Subject to objection. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A joint resolution (S. R. 138) to print 10,000 
copies of a compilation of the inaugural addresses of the Presidents of 
the United States, from George Washington to Benjamin Harrison, for 
the first century of Presidential inaugurations, with authenticated in- 
cidents connected therewith, biographical sketches of the Presidents 
from official sources, together with steel-plate portraits of the Presi- 
dents and steel-plate illustrations of the Capitol and White House. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the joint resolution? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Is that all of the resolution? 

Mr. HAWLEY. I will say that the expense is not what it would 
appear to be, for the plates are to be obtained from the Treasury De- 

ent. The portraits of the Presidents are all existing. 

The PRESIDENT pro temporc. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the resolution? 

Mr. COCKRELL, Is that all of the resolution? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Only the title has been read. Is 
there objection to the present consideration of the resolution? 

Mr. HARRIS. Let it be read at length for information. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The joint resolution will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


tee on Prin 10,000 copies of the inaugural addresses, in chronological order, 
from George Washington to Renjamin Harrison, covering the century of 
the ina ons of the Presidents of the United States, together with certain 


Printing, which is hereby Tirected to do the work. 
Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, is this resolution open to amendment? 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair has inquired if there be 

objection to its present consideration. ~ 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to make no objection, but I reserve the right 
to object if it turns out that it leads to debate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution is open to amend- 
ment as in Committee of the Whole, if there be no objection to its 
consideration. 

Mr. BLAIR. I wish to move as an addition to the resolution at the 
pro lace that the Farewell Address of Washington and the Fare- 
well Address of Jackson be included. 

Mr. HOAR. ‘They have been printed a thousand times in other 
forms. 

Mr. BLAIR. I shall be very glad to see the Farewell Address of 
Washington printed with these inaugural addresses also. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I certainly have no objection. 

Mr. BLAIR. And also that of President Jackson. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I have no objection to that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proposed amendment will be 
stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to add as a new section: 

. Sec, 2. That the Farewell Addresses of President George Washington and of 

President Andrew Jackson be also included. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to amend by inserting where the joint 
resolution speaks of the portraits the words with a suitable index by 


subjects.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proposed amendment will be 
stated from the desk. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I think the words with a suitable index” will 
answer the purpose. 

Mr. HOAR. I want the index so that the subjects shall be indi- 


cated. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Massachusetts will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 9, after the word Presidents,“ it is 
proposed to insert with a suitable index by subjects;’’ so as to read: 

‘And brief biographical sketches of the Presidents, with a suitable 

index by subjects,“ ete. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
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leave to ask the Senator from Connecticut if 


Mr. DANIEL. I f 
the word inclusive“ should not be inserted after the name of Presi; 
dent Benjamin pss ‘aria | in line 6, so as to include all the ina 
addresses and the proceedings from Washington to Benjamin Ha 

Mr. HA . I think that would bé better. I will accept the 
amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro The amendment will be stated. 


tem 5 

The CHIEF CLERK. In Tine 6, after thè namè Benjamin Harrison,” 
it is proposed to insert the word inclusive; so as to read: 

From George Washington to Benjamin Harrison, inclusive. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I favor the resolution, but I thinkit pught to 
more extended, and we ought to include in this publication all the 
messages of all the Presidents. This addition would not make more 
than two ordinary volumes and would be an exceedingly interesting 
publication. I made the suggestion personally to the Senator from 
Connecticut, but as the Committee on Printing has not reported it I 
shall not offer the amendment, I should like exceedingly to see such 
a compilation. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Ithink that would tosome extent destroy the special 
interest in this volume. Those messages have been printed many times 
in an ordinary, plain way. Tee 

Mr. SHERMAN. I should like very much to see the Declaration of 
Independence included. This will be a kind of convenient work to thd 
people. The Declaration of Independence is an important document, 
and it should be included. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Does the Senator make that motion? 

Mr. SHERMAN., Ido. I move to insert including the Declar- 
ation of Independence and the Constitution of the United States.“ 

Mr. ALLISON. And the amendments. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to amend so as to make the joint 
resolution read: 

That the Declaration of Independence, the Farewell Addresses of President 
George Washington and of dent Andrew Jackson be also included 

Mr. HAWLEY. Did I understand the Senator from Iowa to move 
to insert the Constitution? 

Mr. ALLISON. The Constitution and amendments. They form 
an important document. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let it follow the Declaration of Independence. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to amend so as to make the joint 
resolution read: 

That the Declaration of Independence, the Constitution of the Be ore 
and the amendments thereto, and the Farewell Addresses of President Geo! 
Washington and of President Andrew Jackson be also included, ete, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BUTLER. Had we not better include the Revised Statutes? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will report theamend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from South Carolina. : 

Mr. HAWLEY. I think I shall draw the line there. 

Mr. BUTLER. I will not offer it as an amendment, but I think in 
order to make the volume complete we had better put the Revised 
Statutes in—all the general statutes. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I think the title might be amended by stopping at 
the words ‘‘ inaugural addresses. 


Mr. PLUMB. I move to lay the joint resolution oy the table. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Kansas. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I shall be perfectly willing to have it lie over. It 
is open to objection. 

Mr. BUTLER. Let it lie over and see what we have scooped up 
this morning. 


ThePRESIDENT pro tempore. The joint resolution resumes its place 
on the Calendar, if there be no objéction. 


COMMITTEE ON IRRIGATION AND ARID LANDS. 


Mr. STEWART submitted the following resolution; which was re- 
ferred 1 the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses 
of the Senate: 


Resolved, That the Select Committee on I. tion and n of Arid 
Lands, appointed under authority of Nyy be on i the . 
dered, to hold its sessions and take testimony at y P in the United Si 
and to employ a stenographer and a arre g expenses of such inv: 
tion to be paid from the contingent fu the Senate. The committee is 
authori to cause its proceedings and the e taken before it to 
printed from time to time as it may see fit, exclusive 5 its use. Any 
1 en by said committee may exercise the same powers as 

ull committee. 


1889, is hereby authorized, in pursuin inv fion in said resolution 


INDIAN SEVERALTY LANDS. 


Mr. DAWES submitted the following resolution; which was consid- 
ered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be to comm to 
Senate a detailed account of the expenditure under wo items of a 
tion of $10,000 and $30,000 in the Indian appropriation act of Jung 29, 
the completion and for the continuance of stig Pay 9 the act pro for 
allotment of lands in — to the Indians ón thé various 


of what has been done in carrying 


ut the provisions of said approp: 


í . — 
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3 of allotments completed, and the number 5 patents delivered 


eee eee ee and also the sum nec- 


—— to be expended iu like work during t 2 year. 
FORT LEAVENWORTH MILITARY RESERVATION, 


Mr. PLUMB. The Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL] just 
now reported a bill from the Committee on Military Affairs of a kind 
which, while important, is not liable to any objection whatever and 
which’ ought to be passed now if there is to be any final of it 
at this session of Congress. I ask unanimous consent that it be now 
considered. It provides practically for the enlargement of the water- 
works at Leavenworth to meet the conditions imposed for the supply 
of water to the military post at Fort Leavenworth, 

ThePRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas asks unan- 
imous consent that the bill (S. 3653) to authorize the sale of a tract of 
land in the military reservation at Fort Leavenworth, in the State of 
Kansas, may be now considered. 

Mr. HOAR. Let it be read for information. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill, and by unanimows consent the Sen- 
ate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs with 
amendments. 

The first amendment was, in line 22, after the word for,” to strike 
out all down to and including the word “ cents,“ in line 24, in the 
following words: 

The price and sum of $250 per acre, amounting to the sum of $2,437.20. 

And to insert: 


Such peep and sum of mopey, not less than $300 per acre, as the Secretary may 
determine to be fair and reasonable. 


So as to read: 

Containing 97 acres, more or less, reserving to the United States or assigns 
the coal, or royalty forthe coal, 8 lands, at and for such price and 
gum of money, not less than $300 per acre, as the Secretary may determine to be 
fair and reasonable. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to strike out section 4, as follows: 

Sec. 4. That this act shall take effect and be in force from and after its pas- 
sage. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills; in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 10319) to authorize the Natchitoches Railroad Com- 
„ and maintain a bridge across the Red River in 


A bill (H. R. 10588) to authorize the construction of a bridge over 
the St. John’s River, in the State of Florida; 

A bill (H. R. 10721) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Arkansas River at or near Cumming’s Landing, Lincoln County, 
Arkansas; 

A bill (k. R. 11649) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Missouri River between the city of Leavenworth, in the State of 
and Platte County, in the State of Missouri; 

A bill (H. R. 11782) to ap rove and the construction by the 
ec , Shreveport and Texas Railroad Company of the bridge over 

the Red River at Shreveport, La., and the bridge over the Ouachita 
River at Monroe, La., and to authorize said railroad company to main- 
tain said bridges over said water ways, subject to certain stipulations 
and conditions; and 

A bill (H. R. 12489) to authorize the construction of a railroad, 
wagon, and foot-passenger bridge across the Mississippi River at or near 
Lyons, Iowa. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the bill (S. 
2816) td authorize the construction of a bridge for railway p 
across the Mississippi River between the States of Wisconsin and 
nesota, to be located north of and in the vicinity of the city of Alma, 
Wis., with amendments in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate. 

; ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had signed 
the following enrolled bill and Faos resolution; and they were there- 
upon by the President pr ae 

A bill (S. 185) to provide for the division of Dakota into two States 
and to enable the people of North Dakota, South Dakota, Montana, and 
Washington to form constitutions and State governments and to be ad- 
mitted into the Union on an equal footing with the original States, and 
to make donations of public lands to such States; and 

Joint resolution (S. R. 140) authorizing the printing of 50,000 copies 
of the fourth and fifth annual reports of the Bureau of Animal Indus- 
try, for the years 1887 and 1888. 

CONGRESSIONAL ELECTIONS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate 


the resolution offered by the Senator from 1 [Mr. Hoar] 
coming over from yesterday. 

Mr, CALL. I wish to ask the consent of the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts and the unanimous consent of the Senate to allow the con- 
sideration of Senate bill 746. 

Mr. HOAR. I must object until the resolution passes. As soon as 
the resolution is out of the way that measure can be taken up. 

Mr. CALL, Allow me to say one word. I think the resolution to 
which the Senator from Massachusetts refers will occupy considerable 
time of the Senate. Both houses of the Legislature of Florida have 
unanimously asked for the consideration and passage by the Senate of 
this bill. In view of the fact that there was yellow fever in that State 
last year which threatened to extend itself to all the great cities North 
and South, the Legislature was called together in extra session specially 
to provide measures for the protection of the State and of the United 
States against the recurrence of this disease. The resources of the 
State have been largely drawn upon last year and will be exhausted 
in carrying out of these preventive measures which the law will require, 
and it is desired that this bill shall be passed in order that it may go 
to the other House and furnish the State treasury with the mone 
needed for this purpose. I very earnestly request that it may be 4 
lowed to pass. It will be observed that the purpose for which this 
money will be largely used is common to all the seas and one of the 
highest utility and perhaps one of absolute necessity. This bill is re- 
ported from the Committee on Claims, and I earnestly hope that it may 
be passed by the Senate and placed on one of the appropriation bills. 

I give notice that I shall feel myself justified, in view of the necessi- 
ties of the State and in obedience to the joint resolution of the Legis- 
lature, to press the passage of this bill every day until the Senate shall 
take favorable action upon it. Iagain urge the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts and the Senate to allow this bill to be considered and passed. 

The PRESIDENT pro The Senator from Florida asks unani- 
mous consent for the consideration of the bill (S. 746) to authorize the 
Secretary of the Treasury to settle and pay the claim of the State of 
Florida on account of expenditures made in suppressing Indian hostili- 
ties, and for oth Is there objection to the present consid- 


Mr. HOAR. I must object until the resolution for an in 
is out of the way, which relates to a worse epidemic than any yellow 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. “À resolution by Mr. Hoar authorizing the 
Committee on Pri and Elections to investigate the ro alleged elec- 
tion on in States. 

Mr. VEST. Let the resolution be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read at 


length. ` 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. 
Hoar, as follows: 

Resolved, That the 1 a ae on Sd rae dep Elections be authorized to in- 


quire whether in oo te the free and of the will of the peo- 
ple in the election of members of the Fifty-first and the 
result f, or in the election of members of who have 


— or are to elect Senators of the United States who ma; 


Congress, and ascertaining the result thereof, or in the 
President and Vice-President of the United States ir in 1888 and des re- 
sult thereof, been prevented fawn gore emg eared Pha ool diame gg 


has 
Also, whether the laws such elections in any States have been so 
framed or administered as to accomplish or permit the defeat of the will of the 
peoples in such elections. 
inquire into the facts of the recent election in the State of Louisiana, 
held a the 17th day of April, yosi at which there was chosen a Legislature which 


has since elected two United States Sena: 

And said co: ee shall uire whether there were in connection with 
the aforesaid 8 ities, frauds, false canvusses, and false returns so 
3 and so atic in their character as to show that there existed on 

ous State electi: 


duly elected by the people of 
solely of the ee and canvassing officers, and whether said State of Louis- 
iana has a ublican form of governmen 8 Legislature entitled to 
choose United States Senators and to ore e meth for the appointment of 
electors for President and Vice-President of the United States. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The question is on agreeing (o the 
resolution. 

Mr. SAULSBURY, I desire to offer an amendment, in the first para- 
graph, by inserting after the word ‘‘intimidation ” the word ‘‘bribery.”” 
I am not sure but that the language of the resolution would include 
bribery; the term fraud, or other crime sey tees might be sufficient 
to cover it, but I desire to have it specifi incorporated in the reso- 
lution that the inquiry shall be made with 8 to the question of 
bribery at elections in the States. 

It is well known that there have been charges of bribery at the last 
Presidential election, that by the use of my the purchase of votes 
by the bribery of voters was attempted; and if this investigation is to 
take place I want an inguiry into that fact so that it may be exposed 
to the people of this country. 

The terms employed in the resolution might possibly be fairly con- 
strued to include bribery, but it is evidently better to insert the term 
specifically so that there can be no mode of escaping an inquiry upon 
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‘that subject. I therefore move the insertion of the word ‘‘bribery’’ 
‘after the word ‘‘intimidation.”’ 

| The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The amendment proposed by the 
‘Senator from Delaware will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In the last line of the first clause of the resolu} 
tion, after the word ‘‘intimidation,’’ it is proposed to insert the word 
ſtepribery. if 

Mr. HOAR. Iwill accept the amendment. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair hears no objection to the 
wero dment suggested by the Senator from Delaware, and it is agreed 

Mr. PASCO. Iwish to move an amendment to that amendment. I 
suggest, after the word “‘ bribery,” to insert the words or other un- 
lawiul use of money.“ I ask the Senator from Delaware to accept 
that amendment. 


Mr. HOAR. Ihave no objection to the amendment suggested by 
the Senator from Florida. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment moved by the Sen- 
ator from Florida will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. After the amendment just adopted it is proposed 
to insert the words or other unlawful use of money.“ 

Mr. HOAR. I have no objection to that. 4 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, That amendment will be made, if 
there be no objection. The question ison agreeing to the resolution 
as amended. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, the day before yesterday when the 
Senator from Massachusetts reported the resolution from the Committee 
on Privileges and Elections, and again yesterday when he offered another 
resolution, Lohjected to its consideration. Ididso because I believed then 
as I do now that there is no necessity whatever for bringing this ques- 
Mon to the attention of the Senate in the closing hours of this session, 

or several weeks we have had a resolution pending in the body offered 
by the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] covering prac- 
tically the ground of the resolution presented by the Senator from 
Massachusetts, and another phase of the question from the Committee 
on Privileges and Elections, that committee coming to the body with 

a resolution in these words: 
Resolved, That the Committee on Privileges and 
semen exis! laws 77... le r anpara age. ghd 
a view of providing for a more 5 protection of the exercise of the 
franchise and for the punishment of F omen nag ts e 

to 8 next legislative session of the Senate by bill or otherwise. 


That resolution seems to be broad enough to cover this entire ques- 
tion of what legislation may be necessary hereafter to protect the bal- 
lot and to provide for a fair election in all cases where members of 
Ere sro kobe ieee if Congress has the power to so provide by 

W. 

When that resolution came before this body the Senator from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. Hargis], speaking not only for himself but I think for 
every member on this side of the Chamber, made the offer to the other 
side that we would adopt that resolution at once, and without debate, 
unnecessary as it is; but we did it for the purpose of not delaying 
the legislation which is absolutely necessary to be had to permit the 
wheels of the Government to go on, and to prevent that which every- 
body in the country desires to prevent, an extra session of 
Having made that tender, and after the statement of the Senator, it 
was rejected by the majority of the Senate, and the resolution is still 

pending and under debate. 

P put more than that, sir, the resolutions offered by the Benator from 
New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] and the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. 
GIBSON ] on my right were referred to the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections, as some of us believed and understood that the whole ques- 
tion hereafter shonld come up on the resolution reported by the Sena- 
tor from New York. There is no Senator on this or the other side of 


Tn tho have of Aab maian, which was given calmly 
this question of going into a sectional issue—for that is w 
olution of the Senator from Massachusetts means—if in the closing 
hours of this session you intend to . 
- the little shortcomings, acts of commission and emission, in one section 
of this country, you do it with the full knowledge, and I have no doubt 
you do it with tho intent, having had notice served, of delaying the 
necessary legislation at this session and bringing about what some may 
desire, an extra session of 

717.7... om, a poe peak 
blages and on all public occasions apparently an organized and syste- 
matic determination on the part of a few agitators to convince the eoun- 
try that there is no but corruption and bad government in some 
sections of the Union. I believe that it is but the revival of a school 
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American e residing in certain States of the Union. 

vision for ing elections does not give a perfect system in any Sinte, 
Itis the one question that has given greatest concern from the begin- 
ning until now. If it fails the structure is gone; and as the country 


grows in population and in wealth it becomes the duty of every lover 
of his country to give his best service, thought, and vote for equal and 
just laws to Sark oh the purity of the ballot. 


There is not a patriot, there is not a Democrat, nor is there a Repub- 
lican, who believes in our institutions who is not ready to consider 
fairly and well-what further legislation may be necessary to protect 
the ballot; but a proposition is submitted here by the Senator from 
Massachusetts, as the spokesman of his committee, reproducing prac- 
tically the resolution offered by the Senator from New! Hampshire, not 
in the spirit of fair dealing with a view to investigate this subject in 
all sections of the Union; but to revive the animosities of the war, to 
deal only with certain divisions of this country which have no ordinary 
task to maintain their respective State governments. 

There is in my judgment no excuse for such a raid at this time. Can 
it be that the Republican party having been successful at the late elec- 
tion, soon to come into power in all branches of the Government, can 
not wait until they get the full possession of the Government and then 
assume the entire responsibility of such legislation as is to come here- 
after? Weare too fresh from the late contest to take u 8 ques- 
tions as a judge would take them up or as a patriot shoul 
with a view to produce a great result without bringing up the eee 
troubles and discussions again. 

Mr. President, let us be entire! yfrank. Everybody knows that there 
is trouble; that there have been thousands of instances in every State 
in the Union where complaints have been made of the want of fairness 
in 8 elections. It is not confined to Louisiana; it is not con- 
fined alone to Massachusetts, or to Maryland, or to Connecticut, or to 
Rhode Island, but it is in every State in the Union. Then Task the Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts, who knovs that ſact as well as Ido, why itis pert 
he singles out the State of Louisiana and prepares a -net to 
that State aiid examine into an election held not at the Presi stial 
election but in April last, without a single memorial or petition ever 
having been presented by anybody in Louisiana or by any Republican 
member of the Legislature of that State. 

If, as itlooks upon the face, that now in 1889, with the incomingad- 
ministration of the party of the Senator from Massachusetts, all the 
old wounds are to be opened, and that, not satisfied with your vic- 
tory and the possession of the Government, you will enter upon a 
scheme which must paralyze the business interests of this country and 
revive the bitter feelings that have passed or ought to have passed for- 
ever, then admit the Senator from Massachusetts is a typical = 
sentative of those Senators who would be likely to engage in snch a 
work, 

There have been times when parties have been defeated, and they 
have not counseled with their judgment and have permitted their dis- 
appointments and temper to lead them astray. In this case, flushed as 
you are with victory, with the whole Government at your command 
after the 4th of March next, I ask the Senator from Massachusetts why 
it is that he enters upon this tirade against one section of his conntry. 
Is it for the purpose, by Federal legislation and kayonets and deputy - 
marshals, of putting one class of people or a people of one color in the 
possession of twelve or thirteen States in the Union? Would he tol- 
erate this in Massachusetts? Does he tolerate itthere? I know of no 
State in the Union that has excluded from the suffrage more people than 
the State of Massachusetts does to-day by its constitution. 

I do not wish to go into details as to what each of the States has done, 
how they bave excluded theircitizens orthe residents of their Territory 
from participation in the election of the officers of the States and of Sen- 
ators and Members of Congress. I had hoped, and I believe yet, that 
the majority of this body and the majority of the American will 
take a broader view of this question, will recognize thatit is one of the 
first moment, will consider it in the spirit suggested by the Senator 
from New York, without partisan bias, ata time when weare far enough 
removed the excitements of the last campaign to it us to come 
to some conclusion that would be wise and in the interest of the whole 
people. If that can be done, then I for one will agree to the considera- 
tion of the question. 

But when we have agreed to place the whole matter in the hands of 
the Committee on Privileges and Elections, to give the Senator from 
New York and his party, which has a majority of that committee, fall 
opportunity to consider in all their details the laws upon the statute- 
books and to bring forth in December next any amendment, any sug- 
gestion that may better the present condition of affairs, why is it de- 
sired to go beyond that? 

Mr. HOAR. We want to know what the facts are. 

Mr. GORMAN. The Senator from Massachusetts says he wants to 
know the facts. If the Senator from Massachusetts were frank, as he 
ought to be, he would answer by saying: I want to rake over the 
Southern section of the country and see how bad a case I may make 

that section. I do not believe the Senator from Massachu- 
setts, brave as he is, would dare to go to Massachusetts and to Rhode 
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Island and to Connecticut and denounce his people for their omissions 
ke has denounced the people of Louisiana and of Texas. He would 


e to rake up all the harsh and hard things that are said in the ex- 

8 of a political campaign, and they occur in every State in the 
nion 

There ee men who grow excited in Massachusetts as they do in 
Texas and commit acts and make speeches in the height of the excite- 
ment that they would not be guilty of at any other time. That is one 
of the necessary and inevitable results = popular retin, wie can not 
be made absolutely pure, for nothing in this world has since the 
fallof Adam. But taking the sixty or sixty-five millions of people, 
the machinery which is provided by the States and by the United States 
for conducting elections is to-day as fair and shows the result of the 
will of the people as nearly as it is possible to ascertain it under our 
system. You may better it here and there, and all good men of all 
parties are most anxious to have that done, but you can not do it, you 
will not do it if you are to revive the issues of the war and bring Mas- 
sachusetts against South Carolina, and New York against the great 
State of Texas. 

The first two clauses of the resolution submitted by the Senator from 
Massachusetts relate to the choice of electors for President and Vice- 
President of the United States in 1888. That part of the resolution 
embraces the elections in every State in the Union; it embraces the 
election of every member of Congress; but I ask the Senator from 
Massachusetts where does he find the power to go into a State of this 
Union and examine and inquire into the local election in the State of 
Louisiana? Does he mean that from this time henceforth, if his party 
is to have the power, the States are to be ignored; that no longer will 
we rely upon local self-government, but that the National Government 
shall take possession and charge of the local affairs of every State in 
this Union ? 

Mr. President, I in part represent one of the original thirteen States 
of this Union, whose citizens at the creation of this Government bore 
their fall part in all the struggles which led up to the Declaration or 
Independence and the adoption of the Constitution. The people ot 
Maryland have been true to this Union from that hour to this. There 
never has been a time when Maryland did not do her full part in this 
Union. A small State, she can have her ri rg ‘hts only by insisting on a 
strict observance of the Constitution and being left to manage her own 
affairs in her own way. 

When you enter upon the scheme proposed by the Senator from 
Massachusetts, wiping out and destroying the rights and power of the 
States to regulate their own elections, his State and mine, those of us 
upon this border, small in area and sparse in population compared 
with the great States of the Union, will be swallowed up and our 
rights will be gone from us. The Representatives of New England 
may enter upon it and for a time may harass and embarrass the South- 
ern end of our country, but when you have entered upon your scheme 
you will soon find that the pra that is gathering along the banks of 
the Mississippi and west of it will have us at their mercy, and the 
‘Union and the Government as we have understood it, and as it has 
been administered up to this hour, will be a thing of the past. 

I know that during the eampaign through which we have just passed, 
our friends on the other side—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HAWLEY in the chair). The hour 
of 20’clock having arrived, it is the duty of the Chair to call the atten- 
tion of the Senate to the order, which is the resolution reported 
by the Senator from New York [Mr. Evarts] directing the Committee 
on Privileges and Elections to ag the existing laws regulating elec- 
tions of members of Congress, etc. 

Mr. ALLISON. Pending that I ask the Senate to proceed to the 
consideration of the sundry civil ee ba; laying aside in- 
formally the pending order. I do not care to displace it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair hears no objection, and the 
consideration of the appropriation bill will be resumed. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I desire to submit an amendment to the resolu- 
tion offered by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar], which I 
ask be read and 
5 PRESIDING OF OFFICER. The proposed amendment will be 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to add to the resolution: 


And said committee shall also inquire into and investigate fully whether 
money was corruptly and unlawfully used in the control of elections in Novem- 
ber, 1888, in any of States, and for this popon urpose said committee shall have 

power to examine into the various sums o money raised for such purpose, by 
2 —— pn and by whom collected, and to whom disbursed, and it l be the 
duty of said committee to exercise this power. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The proposed amendment will be 


printed and lie on the table. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. BOWEN. Lask the Senator from Iowa to yield to me 8 
moments that I may call up the bill (S. 3894) to ratify and confirm an 
agreement with the Southern Ute Indians in Colorado, and to make 
the necessary appropriations for carrying the same into effect. 

Mr. ALLISON. I consent to yield to the Senator from Colorado if 
the bill will lead to no debate. 
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Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I object to the consideration of that bill 
in the absence of the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. DAwEs], who 


isc an of the Committee on Indian Affairs. 
r. BOWEN. He will be here before the bill is read through. 

Mr. JONES, of Ar I object to its consideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Arkansas persists 
in his objection. The appropriation bill is before the Senate. 

Mr. PASCO. I ask the Senator from Iowa to yield to me for the 
passage of a bill which will Sri 55 but a ſew moments tie, and 2 
was passed upon unanimously by the Committee on t 
leads to any discussion I shall 9 it. 

Mr. ALLISON. With every disposition to gratify Senators, and hav- 
ing promised to goa to my friend from Colorado without knowing that 
he had a long bill 

Mr. BOWEN. Twa was going to ask leave to omit the reading by unani- 
mous consent. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. We can not do that. 

Mr. ALLISON. I must decline to yield to friends at this moment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I ask for the regular order, which is the appro- 
priation bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. T feel obliged to go on with the appropriation bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Vermont calls for 
the regular order. 

Mr. BOWEN. Then I give notice that I shall move to take up Sen- 
ate bill 3894 as soon as the appropriation bill is finished. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the bill (H. R. 12490) 
making appropriations for the service of the Post-Office Department 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1890; in which it requested the con- 
currence of the Senate. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had signed 
the following enrolled joint resolutions; and they were thereupon signed 
by the President pro tempore: 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 258) providing for the printing of the eu- 
logies on the life and character of caw W. Robertson, deceased, late 
a Representative in Congress from Louisiana; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 262) to print 39,000 copies of fhe fourth 
annual report of the Commissioner of Labor. 

ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. STEWART. I move that the Committee on Appropriations be 

discharged from the further consideration of an amendment offered on 

the 11th instant and referred to that committee, intended to be pro- 

posed to the Army igh eas bill, and that it be referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. It has been printed. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. It will be so ordered if there be no 
objection. 

SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 12008) making appropriations for sundry civil 
expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1890, 
and for other purposes, the pending question being on the reserved 
amendment reported b; y the Committee on Appropriations on page 19, 
line 12, after the word ‘‘exceeding,’’ to strike out I cent” and insert 
4 50 cents,” and in line 14, before the word thousand,“ to strike out 
“seventy-six” and insert t ninety;” so as to read: 

For wages of plate- 9 
Treasury, not to Sect a 8 9 2 1 work, includ! 2 
wages of printers’ assistants, at $1.25 a day each w. employed, and for wages 
of printers’ assistants at steam-presses, at $1.50 a day each when employed, and 
for royalty at not exceeding 50 cents per thousand impressions for use of steam 
plate-printin, —— „000, to be expended under the direction of the Sec- 
retary of the 

Mr, BLAIR. 155 President, as I took the floor yesterday to make 
a few remarks upon the pending amendment a privileged ge that 
of a conference committee, was in , which consumed the re- 
mainder of the day. Since then I Jearn of the great anxiety of the 
Senator from Iowa who is in charge of the bill to have it disposed of 
as soon as possible, I shall, therefore, make my remarks, which other- 
wise might have been more prolonged, just as brief as I possibly can 
with justice to those in whose interests I feel some concern. . 

This controversy over the amendment in question is one which has 
been in existence in the country for a long time. It has appeared and 
reappeared at various times in the Senate and House of Representatives. 
It is between what are known as the plate-printers of the country and 
those interested in certain steam-press inventions which assume to do 
the same class of work. It is work performed upon the Government 
securities and upon the Government stamps. The amount of this wo, ork 
which is done by the steam-press is not so very considerable, and 
saving to the country by the highest computation made * those iñ- 
terested in their use is not very large. It is assumed é to be 
three or four hundred thousand dollars, By the best infomal on that 
I have been able to obtain it is not half that amount. 

The money involved, however, whether it be many or few thousands 
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of dollars, is a consideration of sal peg provided that its expendi- 
ture be not controlled by considerations of more consequence. But I 
think there are such other considerations, and I believe, as a general 
proposition which ought to control our action with reference to this 
amendment (which, if adopted, is practically the adoption of the steam- 
press rather than the hand-press in the manufacture of our securities on 
certain important branches of that manufacture), that the adoption of 
thisamendment, being such aflirmative action by the country, will be a 
serious step in the direction of the depreciation of the high quality of 
those securities and stamps which is indispensable for the true interests 
of the Government and of the people whom the Government repre- 
sents. 

This is not a question as to whether labor-saving machinery should 
be adopted in this country, or in any country, whether the progress 
and the improvement of society require that existing forms of handi- 
craft, existing utensils made use of by individuals in the various in- 
dustries of life, in the various forms of production, and in earning 
sustenance for the human race, shall give way as improvements dawn 
upon society and better methods of accomplishing the great ends ofin- 
dustry are invented. It is not such a question as that, and those who 
favor the continued use of the hand-press by no means take such a po- 
sition as that. It is to-day the general position, as I understand it, of 
what are called the labor organizations of the country. Whether it be 
their position or be otherwise, it is the universal concession of all in- 
telligent men that actually labor-saving machinery, its introduction, 
and the gradual supplanting of other methods of production is a benefit 
to the human race, and not only to the human race as a whole but it 
5 ultimately a benefit to those who are actually engaged in the pro- 

uction. 

So the working people, as they style themselves, and as others some- 
times call them, are interested more than others for the reason that 
they are the most numerous class of people, and those whose condition 
needs most promotion and encouragement. They are of all people the 
most interested in the introduction of labor-saving machinery, but it 
should never be forgotten, as it seems to be forgotten by those who own 
these labor-saving machines, by those who control these inventions 
(who are the few, and they not the inventors either, as a rule, but those 
capitalists who have come to the ownership of labor-saving machines), 
that no labor-saving machinery should be introduced until it be dem- 
onstrated that it has the quality of saving labor. The mere fact that 
it is able to perform just the same amount of work which is performed 
by previous methods and utensils does not constitute a reason for its 
introduction unless that work of the same quality may be performed 
at a great reduction of expenditure. 

In such a case I admit that the labor-saving machinery should be in- 
troduced, although the quality of the work might not be superior to 
that of the previous utensil employed, and for this reason, that the ex- 
isting occupations and means of livelihood, the knowledge which a 
man or a woman has acquired of his or her handicraft, is necessarily 
and properly an important element of supporting life and of continu- 
ing existence, and during the inferim when the new piece of machin- 
ery is being introduced and is being applied in general use, there nec- 
essarily must be in a considerable degree deprivation and suffering and 
want among those whose occupations for the time being are interrupted 
and oftentimes destroyed. 

Therefore it is that in the case now before the Senate, unless it be 
clear, unless it be a demonstration that the steam-press introduced into 
this Government and other work is an actual and a positive and an im- 
portant benefit to some class or to all classes, it is not to be by the Gov- 
ernment introduced here as a measure to supplant the means of liveli- 
hood of any of our fellow-citizens. 

Now, the hand plate-printers come here and they, by universal con- 
cession as well as by a great amount of positive proof, show that they 
perform the highest quality of work in their occupation; that their 
work is superior to the work of the steam-press in those branches of 
that occupation where the steam-press can be used at all. It is, I say, 
demonstrated here by universal concession thata great part of the work 
of the printing of the Government securities can not be performed at 
all by the steam-press, and that it is only a limited portion of it, and 
that the inferior or less difficult parts of the work, which are performed 
in this process of the manufacture of currency and of stamps by the 
steam-press, 

I may fairly assume that it is also a demonstration from the great 
mass of evidence which has been taken so far, even by the Senate com- 
mittee and certainly as the result of the investigations of the committee 
of the House of Representatives, that the work of the hand-press is 
better upon the backs of the certificates and on the stamps than is that 
of the steam-press, is of a higher quality when each press iscalled upon 
to do the best that it can. I think that is conceded and is fairly to be 
assumed from all the evidence and the admissions in the case. 

Mr. President, we are then in this situation, that we have govern- 
mental work to perform, and that the highest quality of that work is 
of indispensable necessity to the general interests of the people. That 
seems to beconceded byall. It is admitted that the business of counter- 
feiting the superior production, the carefully executed certificates for cur- 
rency of the country, is much more difficult than that of counterfeit- 
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ing the inferior order of work. So, if it be important thatthe currency 
of the country should not be counterfeited, it is important that it should 
be executed in the highest possible style of the art which prints currency 
or which makes stam 

The Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Harag yesterday, 
ing upon this point, stated that in the investigations oft the committee 
of which he was a member the experts produced by the hand plate- 
printers as well as those perhaps summoned upon the other side, ex- 
amined various specimens of work and that they were unable to detect 
from mere inspection which was the work of the hand-press and which 
was the work of the steam-press. J think he said thatin three cases 
out of four they mistook the work of the one for the other. The Sen- 
ator argued from that that there is conclusive evidenceas embodied in 
the report of the committee of which he is a member that there is from 
this circumstance alone conclusive evidence that the work of the steam- 
press is as good as that of the hand-press. He reasons from the fact 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator from New Hampshire will allow me, 
He does not state me quite as strongly as I stated myself. 

Mr. BLAIR. Iam not done stating the Senator’s position. 

Mr. HARRIS. What I said was this: When samples of the work 
indiscriminately taken from the current work of both presses were sub- 
mitted to the experts and they were called upon to select the better 
specimens and the worse specimens, in the ratio of three out of four 
they selected the steam-press work as the better and the hand-press 
work as the inferior. That was my statement. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator then has stated his point for himself. Ir 
he has stated it more strongly than I did, he has not stated it any 
more strongly than it ought to be stated, and if the increased strength 
of the statement makes more distinct the inaccuracy of his conclusion, 
it is not my fault. 

Mr. President, the Senator reasons from the statement which he has 
made to the conclusion which is vital in order that this amendment be 
adopted; he reasons from that statement of the result of that experi- 
ment to the conclusion that the hand-press should be discountenanced 
and discarded in this particular branch of the work, and that the 
steam-press should be substituted. Iam not misstating the Senator 
so far as the conclusion is concerned. 

It seems to my mind that no such conclusion follows. Behind that 
experiment, and above and beyond and outside of that riment is 
all the great mass of evidence that the highest quality of the hand- 
press work is superior to the highest quality of the steam-press work, 
and the fact which nobody disputes is that the currency of the Gov- 
ernment requires for the safety and interests of the people tho very 
highest quality of work that can be obtained from any source by the 
use of any machine or any agency that can be engaged in plate-print- 
ing. 

Now, let us examine the accuracy of the conclusion which the Senator 
draws from his experiment. Here are experts brought before the com- 
mittee, and there are submitted to them various specimens of the cur- 
rent work of both steam and hand presses, as he says, and in the majority 
of cases the steam-press work is selected by the experts as the better. 
Now, what is the evidence in the case? The original complaint is con- 
tained in the memorial of the Knights of Labor, which I presented more 
than a year ago, and which has never been investigated until very 
recently by this committee, so that thisevidence only got to us yesterday, 
too late for anybody to examine it. 

The complaint set forth fully at length in the original memorial, and 
to be found in almost every newspaper issued in the country for ten 
years, and especially in the more recent period of the last two or three 
years, is to the effect that the work which is being imposed upon the 
country is of a very low order, no matter what does it or where it comes 
from. In other words, the execution of the plate-printing of the cur- 
rency has not been up to the highest style or quality of any art what- 
ever, whether of the hand-press or of the steam-press; and yet that 
being the complaint with reference to the general condition of our cur- 
rency, so that those specimens which came before these experts were 
all of them inferior and below the quality they ought to be for any 
evidence that is before us, on examination of this bad work which was 
presented to them in the particular instances or specimens which were 
presented to them it appears that the steam-press work was fully as 
good as the hand-press work. 

Any one can see that by the selection, whether it might be acci- 
dental or whether it might be by design, of bad specimens or of ordi- 
nary and average specimens of both kinds of work, when all concede 
them to be inferior, and the general public complain that they are so, 
the work of the steam-press might be even superior to that of the hand- 
press. And yet it does not appear upon the great general and impor- 
tant proposition that is to be considered here, the question whether 
the Government work is being done in the highest style of art, and 
whether, in order that it may be done in the highest style of art, we 
ought to employ the hand-press or the steam-press, that the Commit- 
tee on Finance Has passed any judgment. Indeed, on that question it 
has made no investigation. So far as this report has been quoted to 
us, the committee has made no investigation that touches the real 
merits of this case. 

Mr. President, I do not know how thorough this investigation of the 
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Senate Finance Committee has been. I know that repeatedly I called 
this matter to the attention of the Committee on Finance at the last 
session of Con and urged attention to it and could not obtain it, 
and when they did undertake this investigation they were pressed by 
the tariff examination, and I know from my intercourse with members 
of the committee when they took it up that they found it an exceed- 
ingly heavy burden to carry; and I am only astonished that in the im- 
mense mass of work which they have performed during the past few 
months they found time to take the great mass of testimony which is 
contained in this report. 

But, sir, I say I do not believe it has been a thorough investigation, 
and I say it from some knowledge. I say it because I do not think the 
report itself touches the main point which was submitted to the com- 
mittee for investigation and for action. I say it further because I know 
the parties who make this complaint. These plate-printers themselves 
complain that they have not been fully heard, and after these hearings 
closed those who represented them came to me and said their most im- 
portant witness had not been allowed to speak, and they inquired what 
could bedone. They informed me that they could not obtain a further 
hearing by the committee, and I did not see how they could have had 
further hearing by the committee from that date if the matter was to 
be brought before at all at the present session. 

They asked what could be done, and they brought to me the chief of the 
detective service of the of the United States, and I talked with 
Mr. Bell, and he told me that he had not been heard on the point that 
it was important to be heard on, and I told him to write a letter which 
I would introduce here in debate, and to state the answers to specific 
questions which should be addressed to him, and to make his answer 
to them pointedly, and I would usesuch dataindebate. Accidentally 
I was away and they went to the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. Haw- 
LEY] and he has laid the letter of the chief before us. 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator allow me a word upon that point? 

Mr. BLAIR. Certain! 7 

Mr. HARRIS. Isimply desire to say that the committee heard every 
witness that the hand-press plate-printers proposed to introduce until 
they announced that they had closed their case. We sat there day by 
day for many days hearing every witness that they introduced until 
they themselves announced that their case wasclosed. Afterwards we 
heard the other side, and then we heard such witnesses as they intro- 
duced in rebuttal until we closed the case. Mr. Bell was brought to 
the committee-room after we had ceased to take testimony, and he was 
instructed to put on file a statement as to certain facts, but wedeclined 
to examine him as an expert or to hear any further expert testimony. 

Mr. BLAIR. A statement of that kind, I submit to the Senate, is of 
itself sufficient not only to demonstrate just whatI said, but to justify 
a motion to recommit this report to the committee with instructions to 
make an investigation, and not come in with a report claiming that it 
is based upon a thorough investigation, when they have not made it. 
Where I have lived and where I have been accustomed to see men tried 
for their lives and their interests of various kinds, the testimony is in- 
troduced upon one side, there is a reply to it, and then there is an op- 
portunity for rebuttal. These plate-printers—— 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator permit me? 

Mr. BLAIR. One moment. 

Mr. HARRIS, I do not choose to allow the Senator to put the com- 
mittee in any fulse position. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator will then allow me to proceed to see 
whether I do so, 


Mr. HARRIS. The Senator has already done so. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire yield? 

Mr. BLAIR. I do not just at this moment. 

Mr. HARRIS. Very well. 

Mr. BLAIR. As the Senator informed me , Iwill state my 
own propositions in my own way; and the has the privilege, 
as I then claimed, of a response if he chooses to exercise it. 

Where I have been accustomed to live and everywhere under all sys- 
tems of jurisprudenceand of investigation, whether by legislative bodies 
or any other that I haveever heard of before, a different method is pur- 
sued from that pursued by this committee; and I judge of that method 


Department, and he ought to be better than anybody else as an expert 
upon a question of this kind. $ 

Now, Mr. President, what does Mr. Bell say in the letter which the 
honorable Senator from Connecticut introduced here? He says—and 


I will read it as bearing upon the only proposition that ought to be con- 
sidered in treating this amendment; that is to say, as to whether the 
Government securities are done in the highest style of any art that can 
be employed in the printing of these securities, and whether the Gov-' 
ernment securities are so executed as to make them easy of counter- 
feiting and as to whether asa matter of fact they are easy of counter- 
feiting—he says that they are increasingly easy of counterfeiting and 
are being counterfeited more to-day than ever before, because steam- 
presses are employed in their execution and the hand-press has been 
rejected. Upon these three points let me read this letter: 
Wasurncton, D. C., February 12, 1889. 

Sm: I have the honor to N e the receipt of your communication of 
the lith instant, asking reply to the following questions, namely: 
First. Are the Government securities, in your judgment, printed in the high- 
est style of the art; and is it necessary that they should be? 

Answer. No, they are not; and I deem it necessary that they should be. 

Second. Do the steam-presses print as good impressions as hand-presses? 

Answer. No, they do not. 

Third. Do the present issues of silver certificates compare favorably with for- 
mer issues in wear and execution ? 

Answer. No, they do not by any means, 

Fourth. Are the present issues more easily counterfeited than former issues? 

Answer. Yes, in my opinion they are. The former issues were printed in 


more colors, and in a higher ie fo of art, which could notbe so readily photo- 
—— W. the present issues have less colors and can be easily photo- 
grap. 


Fifth. Do you hear of any complaint from the public generally, regarding the 
silver certificates? 

Answer. Yes, a great many complaints from the public generally, and the 
bankers in particular. 

The committee report to us that even the bankers make no complaint, 
and yet here is the chief detective of the Treasury of the United States, 
whose immediate attention is directed to the counterfeiting of the cur- 
rency, and he says that there is complaint by the bankers, an increasing 
complaint by the bankers, even. 

Sixth. Since the issue of silver certificates have many counterfeits appeared ? 


If any, how were the counterfeits produced? 
Answer, The following counterfeit silver certificates have made their appear- 


iro dollar, letter D series 1886; photogravure, etc. 

He goes on to give a list of eight counterfeit issues which have come 
under his observation. I need not take time in analyzing this letter 
and applying its statements to the three points I have mentioned. I 
will proceed to comment a moment on some other points which arise 
in this discussion, and I will say that at the proper place I desire to 
have printed as part of my remarks the memorial of the Knights ot 
Labor, which I originally introduced as the basis of this investigation. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator will have leave to in- 
sert the memorial, if there be no objection. 

The memorial is as follows: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

The undersigned qo officers of the Knights of Labor of North Ameri 

in pursuance of the following resolution adopted by the general assembly held 
at Minneapolis, Minn., in October, 1887, to wit: 

Resolved by the general assembly of the Knights of Labor, That we demand that 
all Government securities, notes, bonds, checks, and stamps shall be printed in 
the highest style of the art of pla rinting, from hand- roller presses, so as to se- 
e AAS PEA SDIS ET SOE ANE EAA ts tere 

ng; an e 8 re 
AAAS Ahn Ghiee DAKE G Oommea, Sue haceliy Airaa to do all that is — 
ble to give effect to this resolution 


r petition for au in on into the ent of the Bureau 
of graving and Printing, of the ury Department, and also forsuch legis- 
lation as will prevent the debasement of. notes (greenbacks), silver cer- 


tificates, national-bank notes, internal-revenue stamps, and other Government 
obligations issued from said bureau; also, thatan investigation be madeintothe 
present method of supplying the Government with postage-stamps and postal- 
not 


es. 

Your petitioners believe that the time has arrived when it has become a pub- 
lie duty to earn invoke your careful consideration of the urgent necessity, 
for Congress to o a thorough examination into the management of the Bu- 
reau of Engraving and PAHAR to asvertain the character and quality of the 
Government 3 issued by said buran. 

Every citizen of the United States is vitally interested in the integrity of the 
work of this bureau, and in the absolute security which is virtually guarantied 
by the Government in its issues of United States currency, silver certilicates, 
national-bank notes, securities, internal-revenue stamps, etc. The banker, the 
merchant, the farmer—all classes of the community in fact—depend upon Con- 
gress to provide every protection and ible safeguard which the law-making, 
power, in its wisdom and experience, is enabled to enact, which can be thrown 
aro! the printing and the issue of every obligation of value, obligations which, 
of necessity, have to be used by the Government and the people alike in all of 
their daily business transactions. Weare credibly advised therefore, earn- 
estly aver that the facts which will be brought out on a thorough and 1 
examination will nuy demonstrate that an investigation was absolutely nec- 
essary for the protection of the public, Í 

This is not the first time that the authority of Congress has been invoked b; 
the public for further security in the issue of the obligations of the Govern men { 
‘Three times Co: has caused a examination to bo e. Inthe 
Thirty-eighth Congress an investigation was made by a al committee of 


on Banking and Currency of the House of Representatives made a thorough ex- 
amination. In theirreport (H. R. No. 150, second session Forty-third Congress) 
the Committee on and Currency adopted the following language, 
‘ound in the report of the Joint Select Committee on Itetrenchment (Fe 


Congress): 
ll these circumstances have satisfied the 


committee that methods of print- 
ing, numbering. sealing, and issuing of the securities of the United States ou 
to be adopted which willapproach nearest to being eee secure 
error and fraud, even if such m should be more expensive than others 


having less guaranties of 
On page 2 of their report 


the committee state that “the first juisite is, o 
course, security, and on page 3 they emphasize, if possible, — 


this by say- 
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bag "but not only is actual security necessary, but the confidence of the people 
their obligations are secure.“ 
— The minority of the special committee of the Thirty-eighth Congress well say 
the cost is nothing when com with safety and security.” Tais is 
adopted by Hon. Horace Maynard in his report giving the views of the minority 
the Committee on Banking and Currency 17). 5 of the bureau 
n 1875, and — that the entire work on Government securities should be 
o there, says: 
“From the bureau so organized, employing the highest attainable skill and 
ate none but the best procurable materials, and exacting from every employé 
is best possible effort, we should naturally expect sa results. And 
We are not Nast eras therefore, at the unrivaled character the work, nor 
that it received the highest award for bank-note 8 at the Vienna 
exposition of 1873. A lower degree of excellence would be a discreditable fail- 
ure. As one security agairst counterfeiting our public obligations, the highest 
= style of artistic and mechanical execution is very important. Against 
forms of counterfeiting, which depend for suecess upon imitation by manual 
dexterity, this is obviously a complete defense. — x 
the plates are prepared by the beste: skill and the most 


In the bureau 
=, ES methods, the expense being butasecon consideration.“ (Page 17.) 
he following emphatic language is used in to internal-revenue stamps 


20): 

(ps Vhile the individual citizen may have comparatively little interest in the 
stamps, the public revenues are heavily involved. These suffer and the honest 
tax-payers are defrauded if counterfeit stamps are altered or there is an un- 
authorized and dishonest issue of genuine stamps. To parens counterfeiting 
the highest attainable artistic and mechanical skill in the execution, together 
with the use of distinctive paper, is believed to be the most efectua! means.“ 

Congress adopted the views set forth by the minority, and the entire work on 
Government securities was ordered to be done at the bureau, as recommended 
by Secretary Bristow. 3 j 

The foregoing extracts show conclusively the anxiety of Congress to enunci- 
ate clearly the fact that in the issue of Government obligations not oniy that 
“the first requisite is, of course, security,” but that the standard should be kept 
eee “the cost” so high that the “confidence of the people that their 
obligations are secure,” should be as nearly absolute as possible. Such experi- 
enced statesmen as Senators EDMUNDS, Hawtey, and FaRwRLL. and Repre- 
sentatives RaNDALLand PHELPS were engaged in these investigations and signed 
the one or the other of the reports above quoted. 80 

Your petitioners are informed and believe that, notwithsta the known 
desire of Congress that the issues of the Government should be of the best ma- 
parate impressions, and the whole 
ich have been 


resses ig at best an experiment. They have been condemned not only by 
ae 9 who — ie —— — moy — been ee by 

a committee ofexperts a] Secretary Folger vestigate meri! 
Aſter a h test examination the immediate predecessor of the pres- 
ent chief filed a protest against their use upon Government work. The report 
of the experts and the protest above referred to are on file in the Treasury Depart- 
ment. This experimental work, known to be exceptionally inferior, is bein 
forced upon the community. The three separate impressions, ordered for ad 
tional oe security inst counterfeiting, has been discontinued. 

The plate-printing by hand-roller presses—the best and most artistic mode 
known—is not up to the by reason of the inferior quality of the ma- 
terial furnished the printers. The number of plate- ters is limited to one 
hundred and eighty-seven. No matter what the requirements of the Govern- 
ment may be, no additional force ot 5 can be - This has 
caused embarrassment and delay, which has enabled the chief of the bureau to 
TCC and the consequent issue of 
inferior work. 

Your petitioners respectfully urge that it was never intended by Congress 
that the Government obligations issued by the Bureau of Engraving and Print- 
ing should be a matter of experiment, 

i is needless to urge that if the genuine issue is allowed to deteriorate, be- 
come d and unable to stand the wear, that the ability to success- 
fully counterfeit those issues is correspondingly increased. A poorly-printed 
bond, bank-note, or revenue stamp is an open advertisement to the counter- 
feiter to ply his vocation, and cause loss and disaster to a too Smesna. Seia 
It is, th time that Congress should intervene in the interest of public 
and cause a vigorous and im investigation. 

1 The plate - printers area dy poe 5 skilled 2 Seed avoca- 

on requires a high average ity. exercise of care, u 
ment is 33 to produce good work. Neither as a body pS bea am 
are they op to progress. Should it be demonst: that machinery can 
be tavented which can 2 their handicraft and artistic skill—usurp and 
fill their 8 wi quick to admit the fact. But thattime has notar- 

hey claim that the most sat: use the most secure“! 
work ever done has been and is done by them on the hand-roller presses. The 
handling, the heating, the putting on of the ink, the wiping of the plate—now 
heavy. now light, to bring out the effect intended b; e engraver—the tem- 
perature of the hand as well as the texture of the skin, all requiring the con- 
stant exercise of forethought, judgment, and skill—human effort entirely—are 
pe pico — and belonging solely to the printer, Which a machine can not pos- 

y supply. 

— — itioners are credibly informed and believe that the following facts 

can 


ernment and o greater security to the panie 5 the 
ver ce cates on steam-presses 


discredi 
Second. That the internal-revenue stamps printed on the steam 3 
presses are greatly inferior, are not as good as many trade labels, andare a 
grace to the Government. 

Third, That economy, and not security, is the primary object of the present 
management. 

Fourth. That at the suggestion of the present chief the law has been so framed 
as to prevent the employment of a sufficient number of plate-printers to per- 
form the work of the bureau in the manner contemplated when the transfer of 
the entire work to the bureau was made. 

Fifth, That the same law which limits the number of plate-printers to be em- 
ployed has enabled the chief to increase the steam printing-presses nearly three- 


Sixth. That the steam ‘print are not furnished the owners of 
the patents, but the right to construct them is purchased by the Government, A 
porate is also paid on every impression made. 

venth, That the steam printing-presses are so ensily put out of order that 
it requires the whole force of machinists to be employed in the effort to keep 
them in repair, to the neglect of other and more important work. 


Eighth, That the Milligan press—the one most in use—has been condemned 


inth. That an employé of the bureau, who claimed to have made certai 
improvements on the said presses, was required to furnish his drawings 
ions to the manufacturers—the ownersof the patents reaping all of the 
benefitsand the Government being at all of the expense. 
Tenth. That no expert, with any regard for his reputation, will hesitate to 
pronounce the work done by said presses as inferior. 
Eleventh. That unless Congressinterferes the attempt to force the steam print- 
face Phere be the Government will succeed, and every kind of Government 
rinted on them, rapid cheap work being substituted for 


good but more cost 


in the repair of the steam printing-presses, without receiving extra compensa- 
that f S leave with pay granted by Congress has not been 

granted, the excuse being that work was behind, and that they could not be 

spared. The eight-hour law has been evaded, and the law granting the fifteen 

a leave has been nullified whenever possible. 

Phra reer} That the printing of the one and two dollar certificates has been 
ni $ 

Fourteenth. Thatfine engraving can not be worked onsteam printing-presses; 
consequently coarser engraving been resorted to. 

Fifteenth. That the best procurable material” is not furnished the printers 
with which to do their work. 

Your petitioners will furnish proof on these points whenever required, and 
they submit herewith specimens of the work done on thesteam printing-presses, 
marked Exhibit A, B, C, D, to which the attention of Con directed. s 

Your petitioners further pray that they may be allowed to appear before the 
committee on or such other committee as may be designated, and that 
they be permitted to produce expert witnesses and such documentary evidence 

ey may deem essential to substantiate r averments. 

They also pray that Congress will enact the accompanying or some other bill 
into a law more clearly defining and limiting the powers of the Chief of the 
Bureau of Engraving and Printing, and that the chief and the assistant chief 
be an engraver or a plate-printer. > 

Your petitioners belicve that the inferior work being issued by the bureau, 
together with the delay and embarrassment now ee PAi that office, arises 
from a want of practical knowledge on the part of those having charge of this 
im t branch of the Treasury 

your petitioners will ever pray, etc. 


ent. 
T. V. POWDERLY, 
A. A. CARLTON, 
THOMAS P MOGUIRE, 
T. B. BARRY. 
IRA B. AYLSWORTH, 


J. W. HAYES, Secretary, 
General Executive 


Mr. BLAIR. The Senator from New York [Mr. Hiscock] in his 
very able and emphatic argument on this subject dwelt particularly 
upon the point that there was no complaint among the people at large, 
that there was nobody complaining of this matter except, as he said, 
eight or ten hundred plate-printers. If theeight or ten hundred plate- 
printers who exist in this country, who are an oceupation by them- 
selves, complain, I submit that this matter is worthy of investigation. 
But the complaint goes a great way further. The great labor organi- 
zations of the country to which they belong have espoused their cause, 
and I have letters from Mr. Powderly and from other prominent officers 
in which they say that they have carefully investigated this matter, 
and while they disclaim in the strongest terms that they are opposed 
to the introduction of labor-saving machinery or that this is a move- 
ment in that direction, or based upon any hostility to the introduction 
of labor-saving machinery, they say that in this case the steam-press 
is simply an invasion of their occupation in the interest of capital and 
for the performance of work of an inferior quality that the public may 
be imposed upon and large profits made which belong, as they believe, 
to the honest men and their associates engaged in this occupation, and 
therefore they espouse their cause, they indorse it after an investiga- 
tion, and are careful to preclude the idea that it is based in any degree 
upon any hostility to the introduction of labor-saving machinery in 


proper cases. 

So, I think myself that the matter is worthy of an investigation 
even if the public at large did not make much complaint. But, on 
the other hand, so far from the Senator’s statement of the facts being 
correct, I take it he is very wide of the mark indeed. He has pro- 
duced a few letters from Mr. Coe and gentlemen like Mr. Coe, who 
say there is no occasion for complaint, or substantially that. Nota 
letter is produced so far as I know in this testimony, not a particle of 
evidence from anybody that undertakes to say that the steam-press 
work is superior to that of the hand-press, or that in any respect it is 
better whether upon the face or on the back of the currency. Nobody 
asserts that it is better than that of the hand-press, but they seem to 
admit pretty generally that the steam-press work when well done is 
good enough—the particular part of the work which it does—but these 
are not the witnesses who are most likely to be free from bias, who are 
most likely to come here and give us exactly the correct impression as 
to the character and quality of this work and what is necessary to the 
public interests, as it seems to me. 

All these bankers print national-bank notes, print certificates of stock 
of companies of every description, and they are interested that there 
shall come to be dominant in this country a style of art which will 
enable them to use work of an inferior rather than of a superior qual- 
ity if it can be obtained at a lesser rate. When the Government of the 
United States says to the country that the work of the steam-press is 
of an inferior quality to the work of the hand-press, and that these 
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three or four machines down here in the Department which are destroy- 
ing the handicraft of these eight hundred or ten hundred of our fellow- 
citizens perform inferior work, it is equivalent, of course, to a certificate 
of bad character to that kind of work, and the people at large and those 
who consume certificates, if I may so speak, those who are interested 
to buy them and to receive them, and who buy them and pay forthem, 
are at once put upon the alert; they refuse to use and employ these 
steam-presses, and fall back upon the ancient and high quality of the 
hand-press work. 

So it is a thing of more importance to very great interests in this 
country and to those who have occasion to print the bank notes that 
are used that the steam- press does not receive a black eye, if I may so 
speak, from the action of the Legislature of the country. And so they 
say this is good enough. Are not the national banks interested to get 
circulation as cheaply as possible? Would not those who have occa- 
sion to buy and use certificates and stamps of every description be in- 
terested to get their work as cheaply as possible? And if they cau im- 
pose an inferior quality on the community at large, and that, too, by 
the sanction and indorsement of the Congress of the United States in 
so important a matter as the execution of its currency, it gives to them 
a vast pecuniary advantage, and they are in a situation to break down 
these eight or ten hundred men who earn their livelihood by manual 
occupation. 

There is a great interest, a very powerful interest, and a mighty pe- 
cuniary interest on the side of the steam-press ugainst this compara- 
tively small number of men and they altogether of small means. But 
the Senator does not produce this class of testimony here with any pre- 
sumption in favor of its reliability or its accuracy, and when he says 
there is no complaint from the people at large I simply point him to 
the press of this country as it has been for the last ten years. He must 
have observed the increasing complaints of the counterfeiting of nearly 
all the small classes of our bills and some of the larger. Why doesthe 
chief of the detective service of the Treasury Department comein with 
this letter dated during this very month in which we are considering 
this question? The Senator from New York may not have heard of 
these complaints, but those who have had occasion to inquire do under- 
stand in regard to them and do know the facts as to whether these com- 
plaints are well founded. They say, as does the chief detective of the 
‘Treasury Department, that there is very great call for a reform of this 
matter. 

Now, sir, omitting the most that I intended to say, the issue before 
the Senate stands right here: This complaint was long since made. 
The House committee examined it at the last session long and thor- 
oughly, its members made personal examination of the work, they went 
to the building where the engraving isdone, examined our own public 
servants, and Mr. Graves himself testified before them and he said what 
everybody has said except this Senate committee, that the work of the 
hand-press was of a very superior quality to the work of the steam- 
press when each was performing in the highest style of its possibility, 
and that House committee thus investigating from the time the com- 
plaint was made, giving opportunity for all sides and not choking off 
the most important witness who testified on either side because they 
could not get through in season if he testified, reported against the 
steam-press and strongly and most emphatically in favor of the hand- 
press. 

The House committee, representing the great mass of the people, 
making this investigation early and long and carefully, reported, as 
we have seen and as has been introduced in these debates, most em- 

hatically in favor of the hand-press, and the House of Representatives 
indorsed that report and sent us the bill upon which the report of the 
Senate committee has been made and which was for the time being in- 
definitely postponed, but that vote has been reconsidered, I understand, 
so that the bill may yet be discussed in the Senate, and I hope it will 

here. 

v They have sent us further this appropriation bill with the clause 
which is now under discussion, a provision based upon the verity, upon 
the report of their committee, fully discussed, fully indorsed, and that 
is the question which we are here to decide, our own appropriation 
committee having rejected the action of the House and made a substi- 
tute for it which I am informed by those who are interested is of no 
sort of use to them. 

Mr, President, under these circumstances, with all these presumptions, 
with all these facts, all this information against the equality of the 
work of the steam-press, it does seem to me that the safe and sensible 
thing for us to do is to let the action of the House stand, and just let 
this bill pass the Senate in this regard as it came to us from the House; 
and if we shall have done any harm, if any error shall have been com- 
mitted thereby, if the public interests shall suffer to any serious extent, 
or to any extent, the whole great future is open before us, and the men 
who own these steam-presses can endure a little longer just as well as 
those whose livelihood depends upon the practice of their handicraft 
can endure to be deprived of it and of all its proceeds to them. 

I ought perhaps to add that a note has been placed on my desk, which 
I will read here, which comes from the plate-printers: 


In every instance the experts protested against giving their opinions on the 
s#pecimens, and showed how easily the best steam-press work could be taken 


from new plates and the worst work from old hand-plates, One witness testi- 


fied to seeing the work sel: . 
The committee would not, as we proposed, take a day's work from each press, 

Mr, Swan, who testified for the machines, said a day’s work from hand could 
not be separated if mixed together, but he separated steam from hand impres- 
sions the next moment hi lf, 5 

I do not know just the relevancy of this, because I am not familiar 
with the testimony, This is a statement having reference to the action 
of the experts before the Senate committee. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, in answer to the supplement of the 
Senator's speech I will say that the statement of the superintendent, 
distinct, clear, and emphatic, was that the specimens submitted to the 
experts were taken, indiscriminately and without selection, from the 
work of the two presses. I do not remember as to the protest of the 
experts to giving opinions, but sure I am they did give opinions, and 
the great majority of them selected as the best specimens the work of 
the steam-press and as the worst specimens the work of the hand-press, 
and these experts having been introduced by both the hand-printers 
and the steam-printers, by both sides of the question, in the ratio of 
three or four to one they selected the steam-press prints as the best. 

But I did not rise to prolong this debate, and do not propose to pro- 
long it, but I do propose to put on record the fact as to the fullness and 
fairness of this investigation, so that the Senator from New Hampshire 
shall not put the committee in any false position in respect to the 
matter, 

The committee sat there patiently and heard every witness whom 
the plate-printers proposed to introduce until they declared that they 
had closed their case. Then the other side were heard until they de- 
elared that they had closed, and then we heard the plate-printers in 
rebuttal until they declared again that they had closed. Then the 
committee fixed a day upon which they would allow a representative 
of each side tosum up before the committee, it being distinctly an- 
nounced and agreed by everybody that the hearing was closed, except 
the summing up. On the day fixed for the summing up, and at the 
hour fixed for that purpose, Mr. Bell appeared and the committee de- 
clined to examine him and reopen the expert testimony in the case, but 
told Mr. Bell he could prepare his statement in his own way in respect 
to the facts deemed material and they would go into the record. He 
did prepare a statement and it was admitted to the record. That is the 
whole case. Beyond that I do not care to consume the time of the Sen- 
ate. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President. 

Mr. BLAIR. Will the Senator tell where that is to be found? 

Mr. HARRIS, Isuppose it isin the record. He was authorized to 
prepare his statement and put it there, and I presume he did so. 

Mr. CALL. I desire to say a few words in regard to this proposed 
amendment to the House bill. 

Mr. BLAIR. Will it interfere with the Senator if I should make a 
statement in regard to what I find in the report from Mr, Bell? 

Mr. CALL. Not at all. 

Mr. BLAIR. In the testimony of Mr. Bell, page 280, this occurs: 

John S. Bell appeared before the subcommittee, and was interrogated and an- 
swered as follows: 

Pagan Hiscock. You are only to examine him, Mr. Ralston, on the line indi- 
cal i. 

Mr. Ralston is attorney for the plate-printers. 


Mr. RALSTON. I intended to ask him if he had some of the counterfeit silver 
certificates that have been issued; and if he has, to ask him to produce them to 


the committee. 
rand handed it to Senator Hiscock. 
* 


The witness produced a pa’ 
Senator Hiscock. That will go into the record. 


The paper is as follows. 

Then comes the paper, which is simply a statement with reference to 
various counterfeited notes, silver certificates, national-bank notes, 
internal-revenue stamps, and the like, and some account of their 
amount, showing the extent of counterfeiting going on, counterfeit 
plates captured, counterfeit obligations, the amount of counterfeit 
coin, etc., signed, Respectfully, John S. Bell,“ addressed to Sena- 
tor Hiscock.” That seems to be the paper that was filed. Then 
follows an examination by Mr, Ralston and by Mr. Hiscock. 80 
far as I am able to see in glancing over it hurriedly, it does not touch 
at all upon the testimony which I have read from him in the letter 


given by him as anexpert. It may be that it is farther on. I see 
nothing of the kind as yet. 

Mr. HARRIS, I stated distinctly that we declined to reopen the ex- 
pert phase of the examination. : 


Mr. BLAIR. Very well; then everybody must see that Mr. Bell is 
of no particular eo uencein this case except as an expert, only to es- 
tablish the fact that there is an increasing tendency to the counterfeit- 
ing of the currency and stamps of the United States. That is a ques- 
tion of fact which the committee took his testimony upon, and the Sen- 
ator from New York ought to have remembered that testimony when 
he said there was no real occasion for him in this regard because here 
is the man who knows the fact, and they admitted his testimony, but 
on the real question as to the relative quality of the work done by these 
machines and the hand-presses and all the matter contained in the let- 
ter and contained in the report by the House committee, which was the 
essential statement of the best expert that could be produced on either 
side, he was not examined. 


` 
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I say it is not a matter in which the committee can claim full justifi- | tice to his laborers substitute machinery for hand and leave them to 


cation—unless it be that there may have been some great overwhelm- 
ing and all-controlling consideration that does not appear here—it is 
not a justification of the comiittee which has been tendered here for 
refusing to receive this man’s best testimony of all when aiming at the 
truth to say that he did not get around in season. These gentlemen 
had some difficulty in getting at the detective of the Treasury Depart- 
ment who has reported against the work of the steam-printing machine, 
When they got him they found testimony in the very teeth of the action 
of the Department and of the report of the Senate committee. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, the Senate amendment proposes to 
strike out a provision in the House bill reducing the royalty upon these 
steam-presses, the object being to require the employment of the hand- 
press and the labor of a greater number of laborers that are employed 
through that instrumentality. 

The error of the report of the Senate committee, in my opinion, is 
twofold. It assumes propositions which are untrue in themselves, 
and is based upon a policy which is shortsighted and would be ruinous 
to the country. It assumes that the question of economy of cost to 
the Government in respect to the work to be done, the engraving to be 
done, and the work to be done with these steam or hand presses is to 
be the controlling consideration, the smallest price for work of equal 
excellence, Now, stating the proposition in that broad form, which 
concedes to the report of the Senate committee more than it claims, 
namely, that the Government should pay only that amount which rep- 
resents the smallest cost for the thing produced being of equal excel- 
lence, I deny it. 

Mr. President, that ignores the great question of the civilization of 
this day, the question as to whether or not the labor-saving machinery 
which now is coming to do the work of man in almost every depart- 
ment can without legislation to aid the distribution of the products of 
labor be made use of, leaving the laborer and his family to provide for 
themselves, thrown out of employment ruthlessly and immediately, 
without any preparation or any arrangement by law or custom for the 
distribution of labor and its re-employment. It is the displacement of 
labor in the contest between . and labor. Here we have a 
striking instance of it. 

The report of the Senate committee is in favor of the employment of 
machinery to the disregard of the lives and comfort of the laborers who 
have been educated under the Government for this employment, and are 
trained and fitted forit and for nothing else. On the one side are afew 
capitalists owning these presses, perhaps twenty or thirty in number, 
and on the other side are some eight or perhaps ten hundred, several 
hundred at least, laborers with probably two or three thousand human 
beings dependent upon their labor, who have been taught, and had a 
right to expect, that their skilled labor would continue to be employed 
by the Government, thus furnishing subsistence for their families. 

I seareely think, in this controversy, immediately, without any re- 
gard to the interests of those people, unless some great public neces- 
sity demanded it, that they should be thrown out of employment by 
the substitution of these steam-presses. 

It may be said that the substitution of labor-saving agencies in all 
cases where there is a very general and widespread consumption of 
the thing which is the subject of this labor-saving machine is advan- 
tageous to the public in cheapening the necessaries of life; but that is 
not true of this Government work, limited as it is to the Government 
demand. 

The work for the engraving to be impressed upon the notes and upon 
the currency is a very limited and peculiar kind of work, which affects 
the great body of the public only in reference to their use of the bank- 
notes. Why, then, shall we disregard the interests of this consider- 
able number of laboring people and turn them loose without employ- 
ment, unfitted as they are for any other business? But, Mr. President, 
that is always the case in the controversy between the organized forms 
of human effort or capital and labor and machinery and human life and 
human comfort, and the day has come when the legislative power must 
look somewhat towards the subsistence of the people in this great con- 
troversy of gigantic forces for the reduction of the cost of everything and 
the substitution of machinery for human muscle and human effort. 

. Suppose that two-thirds of the labor of the world could to-day be 
displaced by labor-saving machines and two-thirds of the human family 
thrown out of employment, who would solve the proposition as to how 
this two-thirds of the human race would live without any legislative 
action for the distribution of that production upon which human life 
subsists? This observation, which is true, will serve to show that you 
must look to providing by law for these people whose labor is destroyed 
and displaced by other agencies, and that you can not, simply because 
a labor-saving machine will save labor and reduce the cost of the arti- 
cle, substitute it,disregarding the necessity of preserving the lives and 
the employments of the people. 

It is commonly assumed that this displacement of labor will regulate 
itself and readily find other employment and thus obtain their neces- 
sary part of the common productions, but it is evident that this process 
of change will take time and require favorable conditions, and that the 
proposition has limitations which must be considered. We could not 
find a humane employer of labor who would suddenly and without no- 


provide for themselves without assistance. That is my great objection 
to this report of the Senate committee, that it is upon the side of money 
and machinery and against human life and human comfort. 

But there is another point. Is it a clear question that a machine 
can possess the dexterity of hand and the lightness of touch of the hand 
aud eye of man, the power which artistic work and excellence require? 
I confess I am loath to accept the testimony of any experts upon this 
proposition. I do not believe that you can make a machine that can 
paint a portrait like the human hand and the haman eye and the hu- 
man taste, or that you can make a machine that will take the impres- 
sion of the most delicate tracery in a steel plate with the same fidelity 
that can be done with the pressure regulated and adjusted by the eye 
and the hand of the skilled laborer. 

Machinery can do a great deal, but it has not yet created man. Nor 
do I think that itis reasonable to believe, whatever testimony there may 
be of experts, that the delicate engraving that should be done and the 
delicate impressions that should be made in the preparation of currency, 
of bank-notes, which should be the highest style of art, can be effected 
by a machine operated by steam as nicely and as carefully as it may be 
by the buman hand, I am prepared to accept rather the testimony 
which these people have submitted in this controversy. I read from 
what Mr. Graves, Chief of the Bureau of Engraving and Printing, says, 
in Miscellaneous Document No. 131: 


As to the comparative merits of steam-printing and hand-printing, it may be 
said that, speaking in the widest sense, steam-printing is not equal to hand- 
printing. 

* 


* 
There is no doubt that the 
intention of the engraver. 


Can there be adoubt upon that proposition—that the hand adjusting 
the press, the human intelligence directing its use, it would better 
carry out the nice and delicate work of the engraver than a steam-press; 
for, say what you may, it is quite obvious that there could not be that 
delicacy of touch, that instantaneousness of impression, that lightness of 
impression, that can be afforded by the human hand and the human 
eye and the human mind. So it would seem that this testimony of 
Mr. Graves is confirmed by the reasonable probabilities of the case, . 

On 48 of House Report No. 3220 Mr. Bell testifies that he asked 
Mr. ONeill if there was any difference between a bill printed by steam 
and one printed by hand, and he said: 

“Certainly there is,” I said, Would it not be better to have these bills 
printed by hand, would it not be more protection against counterfeiters? In 
other words, would it not be in the highest state of art?“ He said, Why, of 
course it would.“ That is the conversation I had with him. 

Here are a large number of statements of opinion by persons who 
should be well informed upon the subject, some of whom profess to be 
photographic experts, inventors, photolithographers, editors of national- 
bank counterfeit detectors; James J. Brooks, ex-chief of the secret serv- 
ice, and quite a number of others, whose testimony is in accordance 
with what would seem to be the natural reason and the necessary con- 
clusion upon the subject, that the hand-press was better adapted to the 
higher style of art. 

But suppose that they are equal—which they are not and could not 
be—suppose that the steam-presses are more economical, and that it 
will cost the Government something more to do the work by hand, and 
the testimony before the House committee on this subject and the 
opinion of the committee formed upon the testimony is that there is not 
a difference of as much as 18 per cent. That is the conclusion of the 
House report and the House committee upon this evidence, and they 
think that is to be reduced very much from items which have not been 
estimated in the report. But assume it to be a difference of 18 percent. 
in favor of the steam-press; assume for the argument’s sake that the 
economy is greater with the steam-press than with the hand-press, I 
still maintain that it is the duty of the Government to continue the use 
of these hand-presses until the labor can find some other and different 
and better employment asa substitute for it. 

If the Government is to employ labor-saving machines without refer- 
ence at all to the people who have been engaged in its service, and they, 
whenever you can find a machine that will save cost to the Govern- 
ment, are without notice to be sent adrift and deprived of their em- 
ployment, we shall then introduce a new principle and a new theory in 
our Government; that is to say, that we are entirely authorized by th 
cheapness of the service to the Government to disregard the lives an 
comfort and interests of the people who are employed by it. 

I scarcely think that proposition can be maintained anywhere. The 
propig of invention does not requireit. On the contrary, we shall 

as the Chinese are said to be, and we shall claim if that is to be the 
result of labor-saving inventions, if instead of producing comfort and 
superior comfort to that which existed before, instead of diffusing more 
widely the productions of the earth than existed before, they increase 
the want and suffering and limit the distribution of the necessaries 
of life, we shall prefer to recur to the old hand-saving and hand-labor 
processes, for the object of all labor-saving machinery can only be tò 
advance the general welfare and the general comfort of the people in 
lessening the cost of necessary and useful thingsand thus widening the 
area of their distribution, and enabling the labor formerly employed 
to be applied to other objects useful to man. 


* * * * 


* 
printing by that process would best carry out the 
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Therefore, Mr. President, I maintain that the propositions of the 
Senate report which boldly assume that the twenty or thirty persons 
who own these machines are to be considered because they furnish a 
cheaper article to the Government rather than the three or four thou- 
sand whose labor is required by the other processes are entirely erro- 
neous. The evidence does not sustain the proposition that the work 
is equal in excellence to that of the hand-press. - 

The only evidence to that effect is that there have been fewer coun- 
terfeits of the work done by the steam-press than by the hand-press, 
and as to the statement of the Senator from Tennessee, which is no 
doubt correct, that the experis who happened to be employed could 
not distinguish between the work done by the two, but that the infe- 
rior work was in the proportion of three out of four instances, I believe, 
found to be that of the hand-press, that must be considered in connec- 
tion with some other considerations to give to it force in the argument. 

In order to weigh this and consider it we should have to know who 
were the ex what was their degree of skill, and we should have to 
know why it was that the counterfeits upon the work made by the 
steam-press was smaller in number than that by the hand-press, We 
are in the dark upon this subject; but we have the testimony of every 
one of these skilled laborers and the detectives all concurring in the 
proposition that the hand-labor work is the highest style of art. Even 
those who prefer the steum-presses seem to admit this to be the fact,“ 
and as to the question whether the bank-notes authorized by the Gov- 
ernment should be made in the highest style of art and with the greatest 
delicacy and beauty of finish there seems to me to be no ground even 

lor argument or difference of opinion. 

Ican see no ground whatever for a contention in a case like this. 

` My sympathies are with the laboring people always, and where the 
work is of equal excellence I should give the preference to them, even 
at a greater cost to the Government. But it seems to me that this is 
one of the propositions upon which there should be very little differ- 
ence of opinion. 

Here are several thousand people dependent upon a particular kind 
of work of which the Government has a monopoly, and which the Gov- 
ernment has induced them to enter upon, and in which they have for 
years been employed. They have become skilled and trained workmen 
underthe inducements held out by the Government, and now suddenly, 
owing to a combination of forces in the shape of a single machine, the 

roperty of two or three men, stated in some of these reports to have 
a in part invented by these laborers in the employment of the Gov- 
ernment and improperly patented—by some means this new force has 
become a subject of propert, to half a dozen people, and they propose 
that a large numberof laboring people, educated under the Government 
for this particular employment, shall be dismissed from their work in 
order that a royalty amounting to many thousands of dollars a year 
shall be paid to them. In that controversy, Mr. President, I am upon 
the side of the laborers. 

~ Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President 

Mr. SHERMAN. If the Senator from New Hampshire will permit 
me, I wish to again offer in a different form the amendment substan- 
tially agreed to yesterday by all Senators present with the exception of 
the Senator from: Maryland [Mr. GORMAN]. I have the amendment 
now in a form which meets his views, and I should like to present it 
as I shall probably be called out of the Chamber in a few minutes. 

Mr. BLAIR. What does the Senator desire? I do not wish to be 
interrupted in the four or five minutes I propose to occupy the floor in 
a discussion of the pending question. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Isimply wish to reoffer the amendment I submit- 
ted yesterday about street railroads. All will agree to it. 

Mr. BLAIR. If it does not lead to discussion I shall be very glad to 
oblige the Senator. ; 

Mr. SHERMAN. If there is any objection to it I will withdraw it. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Ohio proposes an 
amendment, which will be received, if there be no objection. 

Mr.SHERMAN. Let the amendment come in as the fourth section 
of the bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. The amendment of the Senator from Ohio requires 
unanimous consent. I do not object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to add the following additional 
section to the bill: 


Sec. 4. That any company authorized by law to run cars propelled by horses 
within the District of Columbia is hereby authorized to substitute for horses 
electric power by storage or independent electrical batteries or under-ground 
wire, or by under-ground cables moved by steam-power, on the whole or any 
portion of its read way, the same to be done under the direction and with the 
approval of the commissioners of the District of Columbia, with authority to 
purchase and use any terminal grounds and facilities necessary forthe purpose. 
And any such street railway company electing to substitute such power or any 
part of its tracks or road-beds on the streets of the District of Columbia, before 
doing so shall cause such of its road-beds to be Inid with the fiat ved 
rail and made level with the surface of the streets upon each side of said tracks 
be pe ars so that no obstruction shall be presented to vehicles passing over 
said trac’ 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the amend- 
ment will be agreed to in lien of that adopted y y. The question 
recurs on agreeing to the amendment reported from the Committee ou 
Appropriations, on 19, concerning steam plate-printing 


Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, the gist of this report, if it is true or 


reliable, depends, I judge, from the emphasis which both members of 
the committee give to it, upon the supposed alleged experiments when 
the experts could not tell the work of one machine from the other. 
The gist of this report depending upon that one alleged demonstration 
of their incapacity to tell the work of the one machine from the other 
induced me to examine the subject itself a little further and to ask the 
Senate to consider whether the inference of those who make the report 
is justified by the evidence before them. 

These experiments were not fair. If the very men who gave the 
opinion said they were not fair, that they could not give a fair opinion 
at the time, they are witnesses which, if the committee ought to cite 
at all, they ought to take their testimony that the experiments were 
unfair, and nut come in here with a report based upon an allegation 
that these men could not tell the difference between the two classes of 
work, when they themselves said that they could not do it because the 
tests were unfair. If they are men of veracity the main proposition 
which the committee submit to us, which we are to rely upon, is that 
the testimony is good for nothing. 

The testimony of the witness who is cited as good, and whose ex- 
periment was alleged by that verucious witness to be good for nothing, 
the committee come here and make the basis of their report against 
the hand-plate machines. If an expert’s testimony is good at all, it 
is as good when he says his testimony is good for nothing as though he 
had said the experiment was a fair one and that his opinion was one 
that he would stand by. 

The report is based mainly, apparently from the way in which those 
who made tne report insist upon it, on the alleged fact that the ex- 
perts could not teil the work of one machine from the other which was 
submitted to them. I dwelt upon that somewhat originally. Now, 
if they are to come in here and ask us to believe their report against 
these hand-presses upon the testimony of these experts, they ask us to 
accept these experts as telling the truth. That must be clear. 

They ask us to rely upon those witnesses. If those same witnesses 
say that the opinion which these gentlemen present to us as the basis 
of their report is good for nothing, why are they not to be accented as 
true witnesses when they say their testimony is good for nothing as in 
the other case when it is claimed that their opinion was a sound opinion 
and the proper basis of a report? If they say that their experiment 
is an unfair one, then what justification have these gentlemen for ask- 
ing us to believe their report? That is the proposition which I make 
in connection with the testimony which I read. Here is one of the ex- 
perts, Edward Shaffer: 


By Mr. GRAVES: 
Question.— 

Mr. Graves, a Government officer down here, seems to be conduct- 
ing this examination. He seems to have been before the committee, 
the most interested person, the most prejudiced if not bitter partisan of 
these steam-presses apparently in the United States, and he isa Govern- 
ment employé at whose ear may have sat monopolistic toads all these 
years, filling him with prejudice against the machines of the hand 
plate-printers. This Mr. Graves comes here and he seems to be con- 
ducting the examination. I doubt not, from the way he delivered 
himself, that as in some other instance of caucus nominations and cau- 
cus committees, he may in his zeal have acted almost as a member of 
the committee. He appears certainly to have conducted the examina- 
tion of witnesses, and if you open the volume of testimony anywhere 
you will see the name of Mr. Graves, Mr. Graves, Mr. Graves. Here 
is the question by Mr. Graves and the answer to him: 

Q. I would like to submit to you— 

This is to the witness— 

I would like to submit to you some impressions which have been submitted 
to other experts. Flease examine these impressions which I now present to 
you, and which have been numbered by the stenographer. and give 1 opin- 


on of the character of the printing vpon then, designating them, if you can, 
whether printed by steam or by hand, and indicating which isthe better printed, 

Now, that is a question by Mr. Graves. The answer is by the ex- 
pert: 

A. No, 3 is very poor. 

Q. Please indicate in going over them in what respect you think they are 
poor; whether because of the condit’on of the plate or what. 

A. The general appearance. The general appearance has not the character 
which that work should have. It has lost its character. 

Q. By what process do you think No. 3 was printed? 

A. I could not say. I would not say, because I do not know. 

By Senator Hisoock— 

Who seems to have been associated with Mr. Graves in this exami- 
nation— 

Q. Can you Five an opinion? 

A. No, sir: I would not give an opinion, because I will state this: Asa plate- 
printer, I know very well how things can be picked out fora popas, in order 
to puzzle a person. If I went tothe Bureau of Engraving and Printing, and 
they showed me a pile of work done by hand or told me nothing about it, I 
could sit down and pick out the hand-work from the steam-work, I think, with- 
out knowing what it was. 

By Mr. Graves: 

Who resumes the examination in behalf of the Government or the 

committee rather, the Senate— 


Q. Assuming these impressions to have been properly selected, can you not 
jomaa som of the processes by which they were printed? 
A. No, sir. 
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By Mr. Graves: 


Q. You assume that they have been im ‘ly selected? 

A. I assume nothing. I assume that I know such a thing could be done in 
order to puzzle a person. I know very well if any one submits anything in 
order to make a test he is not going to bring the worst. 

Now, these are selected by this Mr. Graves, and the witness says: 


I know very well if any one submits anything in order to make a test, he is 
not going to bring the worst. These have probably been selected by experts 
that know more about it than I do and given to you. 

By Mr. Graves: 

Q.. You say if the impressions are fairly selected from the 12 run of the 
work of the bureau you could tell the difference between the d-printing and 
the steam-printing? 

A. Not selected at all. 

By Mr. Graves: 


Q. Taken haphazard? 

A. Give me a day's work of a printer that he did the day before, and then give 
me a day's work from the press done the day before at the same rate of 
printing which they would do, say 4,000 for the steam-press and 8 for the hand- 
printer 


Mr. Graves interrupting. 

Q. You decline to express any opinion as to the process by which these notes 
are printed, with your present information? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Mr. *— 

Who was attorney for the plate-printers— 

He says the test is not a fair one. 

By Senator HARRIS: 

Q. Do you mean you have no well-defined opinion as to whether that work 
ins done by steam-press or the hand-press? 

. I have no opiniou about it, because I do not know. 

ms I simply wanted to know if you have or have not an opinion. You say 
ges 

Nr. gane It seems to me this is a case of expert opinion. Mr. Shaffer ap- 
pears here as an expert. 

F think I can imagine that gentleman at the head of the Bureau of 
Engraving and Printing, bound to give honest and impartial testimony 
before this committee, acting as a supreme agency in this case to break 
down the plate-printers in their testimony, suddenly overjoyed as he 
thinks he has made his point and commenting in an insulting manner 

upon the witness as though witness had blundered and he, the chief of 
the bureau, had made his case. 

Hear him: 

It seems to me this is a question of expert opinion. Mr. Shaffer appears here 
ns an expert. 

Mr. Shaffer had just said he could not tell, and his opinion, his ap- 

ce as a Witness and as an expert is derided by this man whose 
bame should not have appeared in the investigation or report in any 
other capacity than as a humble witness like the rest to give testimony 
to the truth, and that with some modesty, as I believe, from glancing 
over the report. 

Senator Hiscock. He says he can not tell. That ends it. 

Mr. Rastros. Suppose you give him 4,000 sheets to select from. 

That is, suppose you comply with the condition which the expert 
baid was necessary in order that his opinion or that of any other ex- 
pert might be worth something. 

Suppose you give him 4,000 sheets to select from. 

Mr. Jonbax.— 

Who is one of the hand plate-printers, one of their committee. 

Mr. Jorpax. And 800 sheets of hand printing. 

Just comply with the conditions by a fair experiment, and then see 
the result. 

Mr. RALSTON. He says that will be a test. 

The Wiryess. These impressions have undoubtedly been selected to look as 
near alike as possible. They do resemble one anotiier. There is more — in 
No.4. No.6 is the lightest. 

By Mr. Gravrs— 

Who does not deny the intimation that these have been sel 
when made in his presence, and on his responsibility alone, if they were 
selected, there was an imposition upon the committee and the Senate 
andthe country. Mr. Graves was assuming his occupation of a coun- 
sel. I do not mean corruptly, but through prejudice, probably, for the 
steam-press owners, for I do not conceive in what other capacity he 
could have felt an interest of this kind. Certainly the Government is 
only interested to get at the truth, and this man es not need to ap- 
pear here dominating the committee and the country and the whole 
performance in this way if he is simply here in a proper capacity, and 
if we are to rely upon anything he has done, especially upon the selec- 
tion of the specimens the test of which is to be the criterion by which 
this legislative body is to be actuated and controlled. 

Mr. BUTLER. Whoisthe man? What is his name? 

Mr. BLAIR. He is the Superintendent of the Bureau of Engraving 
and Printing here, the agent and attorney of the steam-press printers 
to all appearances; and I place less emphasis upon the fact that he con- 
ducts this examination before the committee than I do upon the nature 
of his questions and the fact developed here apparently that he selects 
hese various specimens which could not be relied upon at all, which 
these plate-printers say could be selected for the purpose of 
and imposing upon a witness, and the committee decline to make the 


test which the witness said would be a fair one and a very easy one to 
make; that is, to produce the work of a single printer the day before 
on a steam-press and the work of a single printer the day before upon 
a hand-press. 
By Mr. Graves: 
2 8 6 and 4 good or bad impressions? 
ood impression is the exact state of the plate. I do not know whether 
1 are the exact state of the plate. 
Q. Are hey well printed or poorly printed: 7 
A. They do not show the exact state of the lathe-work, which they should 
show, nor do they ow an exact or good impression in the head in the center. 
It isnot as good as I haye seen. 
By Mr. Grssox— 


I do not know who Mr. Gibson is. He is not the Senator. 
Mr. GORMAN. He was the counsel. 
Mr. BLAIR. Oh, yes, of the steam machines; a very different indi- 


vidual, and no doubt a very respectable gentleman, which comparison 
is designed to be complimentary to the Senator from Louisiana [ Mr. 
Greson], who is much more than anordinarily respectable gentleman. 
I begin with the inferior specimens, and have an excellent one first, 
and ascend to the Senator from Louisiana. 
By Mr. Grnson: 
Q. Then No. 4 and No. 6 you would not consider good 1 
A. One of them is darker than the other, and I do not consider 


good 
printing. They all appear so nearly alike in the printing that I have not the 
slightest hesitation 3 they have been picked for the occasion. 


This is the expert whose test we are invited to rely upon, and this is 
what he bess about the specimen submitted to him for the purpose of 
making his test, which is the committee’s report. 


I would like to say one thing: An impression pulled on a hand-roller pas 
will sometimes stick to the blanket and give you a good impression, so 
the lines are concerned. The lines are there, but not the state of the plate. ‘You 
can not say it is broken, or itis mashed, but it is thrown out as inferior print- 
ing because it is too light. All of the steam-press work I have seen has that 
characteristic about it. It is light, it is shallow, and consequently the heavy 
lines show gray or show light. You take it from a plate where the ink is in the 
lines and it F come out, and there is a dark appearance, no matter what color 
it is. It gives you different shades in green or anything else. You will find 
those impressions are better than the majority of work I have ever seen out in 
circulation, but most of it has a dead, shallow look—flat. 

By Senator Hiscock: 


Q. It all has the general appearance of steam plate-printing 

A. It has the general 5 of steam a camer ats AA I have seen 
in notes in circulation. I will state one thing, if I may be allowed: I took three 
notes in change at one time, and the man said to me, Lou work over at the 
bureau?” I said, Les.“ Said he, What makes the notes look so clean? 

These notes are very clean. Says ve “What do you mean by clean; wiped out, 
dead?” Ves,“ said he, they are so pale.” Said I, They have a steam proc- 
ess of printing over there, that is the result. I afterwards brought those 
notes over to the bureau and showed them toa man by the name of Meeker, 
and Mr. Meeker showed them to Mr. O'Neill, and Mr. O'Neill, I believe, showed 
them to Mr. Graves. Those were notes in circulation that even a man across 
the counter noticed and asked me what was the matter with them. 


There was some evidence of the imperfection of the work from this 
expert, it seems. Now, I find on page 323 the summing up of Mr. Ral- 
ston, who was counsel for the hand-press printers, and rather than 
trouble the Senate by consuming time to read what all the witnesses 
say, I will read a few paragraphs of his summing up with reference to 
the point that I am now dwelling upon. Mr. Ralston says: 


To plead that steam-presses should be retained because some poor workmen 
do bad work is a confession of administrative weakness and incompetence in 
the men who make it. And this plea is absolutely all there is in the defense of 
the steam- a Graves advances it and Messrs. Morgan, Swann, and Ham- 
ilton — poe 


Now. who are these gentlemen, Morgan, Swann, and Hamilton, I 
should like to inquire? The report itself only came here yesterday 
aſternoon. Can any member of the committee inſorm me who are the 
gentlemen, Swann, Morgan, and Hamilton, who simply re-echo what 
Mr. Graves said? I pause fora reply. I assume that nobody knows. 


In em they say, with one accord, keep the steam-press because we lack the 
decision of character necessary to fine or discharge men who do equally as bad 
work. Not one of these witnesses contends steam-work is equa! to hand-work, 


-Whatever other explanation they may give by reason of the real inferiority of 


steam-work, they are all able to detect itata glance. Mr. Morgan, on seeing a 
note in Mr. Graves's hands, said without apparent hesitation that the note was, 
in his opinion, printed by steam. Mr. Swann, being handed thirteen one-dollar 
and two-dollar silver certificates, without error or difficulty distinguished the 
hand from the steam work. Mr. Hamilton said that steam-work had a charac- 
teristic appearance of its own, but declined to select notes. I shall refer to this 
matter in another connection. 

Mr. Graves, in order to impress this committee with the relative excellence 
of steam-work as con with d. resorted to what, in view of all the evi- 
dence and the surrounding circumstances, I may call a trick unworthy of him. 
He showed certain sheets, eight in all, alleged to have been the production of 
the ordinary operations of either the steam or the hand press, to various wit- 
nesses produced by petitioners to obtain their opinions. It was not proven that 
the steam-press sheets were the ordinary product of that , or that they 
were not produced by wiping the plate by hand, a method own to have been 
resorted to from time to time coincident with the selection of various kinds of 
sheets for exhibition; nor were the sheets shown to Arthur Small, Misses Burke 
and Cruit, and Mrs. „the petitioners’ witnesses most skilled in noting the 
difference in the two methods, It is claimed that 9 — of instances pe- 
titioners’ witnesses failed to properly classify the sheets shown them. But every 
witness protested 


Every witness,” note, Mr. President 


But every witness protested against rendering an opinion, knowing the ease 
ee ee BS OO 3 forthe purpose deception 
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submitted; that he simplygave hisimpression. Mr. Nott would not undertake 
to distinguish between steam- and bad hand-press work, and thought 
certain hand-press impressions might be blanket (defective) impressions. 


That is what I did. I advanced that yesterday. All in ignorance 
of this whole subject and of the report of the committee, I suggested 
to the Senator from Tennessee that his demonstration was a folly. You 
see it seems I was correct, or else these experts, as the committee said, 
are all wrong and unreliable. I cite them for the purpose of proving 
that the Senator from Tennessee hardly understood himself when he 
made his speech to us. 


Mr. Conway thought a hand-press plate was worn. Mr. Huck said it was not 
possible to form an intelligent judgment in a hasty examination. Mr. Russell 
refused to express an opinion as to which was steam and which hand work, but 
said that all were much superior to bills he got in his pay. Mr. Shaffer said im- 

ressions had undoubtedly been selected to look as much alike as possible, and 
fe had no hesitation in saying they were picked ; that impressions submitted 
were better than most seen in circulation. r. Osborne said that under proper 
circumstances, with proper and legitimate data, one could come to conclusions 
in such a case, but to take a pile of work in a hurry it is impossible to say accu- 
rately. 

The sheets were not selected for this committee from the current work of the 
bureau. The hand-press impressions presented were printed a year ago, al- 
though backs of the same denomination were on the hand-press until about 
last August. 

The testimony of the hand-printers whose work was exhibited to the com- 
mittee was as to one that he worked last on the backs exhibited from a defect- 
ive plate and with bad ink, as to one other from a defective plate on a broken- 
down pae A 

The testimony of Miss Burke, in rebuttal, was that from time to time during the 
course of the investigations before the various committees of Congress, inclu- 
ding this committee, the bundles of steam-work were gone through and sheets 
selected by the chief examiners of the bureau, The only explanation of this 
proceeding given by Mr. Graves was that sheets were sometimes selected for 
the engraving division. But the observation of employés of this Bureau is that 
saoi ee Sasa made by the chief engraver 
of work. 

When the witnesses for the steam-press were examined, their protests were 
strikingly similar to those used by petitioners’ witnesses. Mr. Morgan de- 
clined to designate by which process certain notes were printed because he 
knew nothing of the condition of the plates, and yet he thought the tést sub- 
mitted by Mr. Graves was a fair one. 


Here I call attention to another fact which seems to have escaped 
either member of the committee, and that is that the experts on the 
side of the steam-press found the same difficulty. They could not 
tell which was which. An expert testified that the only fair test would 
be to compare the work of a preceding day or of the same day by the 
hand and the steam press. I would inquire of either member of the 
committee if that test was made or if they called for any such test as 
that; in other words, if they tried to get a fair test. Such experts as 
they put to the test said on both sides that that was indispensable in 
order to make a test to be put before the country as the basis of Sena- 
torial or any other action. 

The committee inform us that they made a very thorough examina- 
tion and investigation, and report these men out of court, out of their 
occupations, out of their means of subsistence, out of their homes, their 
families, out of education, and out of the necessaries and comforts and 
enjoyments of life. I ask them if in relying upon this test they under- 
took to get what the experts all said was necessary in order that you 
should have a fair one? I ask the Senator from Tennessee to state in 
his own way,” as he said yesterday, his reply to this question, and if 
there is no reply to the question I assert that this is an unreliable re- 


port. 


f,and not by examiners 


He was a witness for Mr. Graves. He could not conceive, no matter 
what Mr. Graves did—right, wrong, orindifferett—but that it was nec- 
essarily right. Mr. Graves probably had his official head in his pocket, 
and it was necessarily right. Though the test, as he has said, could 
not be a fair one, he thought it must be a fair one because Mr. Graves 
did it. 

Mr. Swann said that certain notes exhibited to him were either hand-blanket 
(defective) impressions or else steam-press work. 

Let us see what that signifies. Here is an expert of the steam press- 
men, Mr. Swann, who said that certain notes exhibited to him were 
either hand-blanket, that is, hand defective impressions, bad machine 
work, or they were steam impressions; that is to say, that the bad hand- 
work is easily mistaken for the steam impressions and the steam im- 
pressions conform to the bad hand-press work. 

That is what we have been saying all along. Here is the witness of 
the Government who says the same thing. I heard no allusion to this 
sort of testimony in the remarks of either member of the committee. 
I wish I had time to examine such testimony as Mr. Swann’s, who, when 
certain notes were exhibited, like many other of the petitioners’ wit- 
nesses, classed together defective hand-work and average steam-work. 

Think of that, Master Brook.“ All going together in the basket 
for old clothes and dumped into the Thames ‘‘ hissing hot.“ 

Think of that, Master Brook.” i 

Like many of petitioners’ witnesses, he classed together defective hand-work 
and average steam-work. But, despite this remark by him, he correctly clas- 


thirteen notes shown him, and did this without hesitation. The fact that 
he did this so readily is convincing evidence that the notes submitted him 


were average steam and hand impressions, at the same time that it establishes 


that the notes selected by Mr, Graves were presented not with a view of arriv- 
ing at the truth, but simply to confuse and deceive. 

I can not dwell too strongly on the fact I have indicated, that witnesses on 
both sides class together defective hand-work (blanket impressions) and the 
ordinary product of the steam-press. It tells the whole story as to which proc- 
ess secures the better result. 


Iam now reading from the remarks of counsel, it is true, but nearly 
every sentence is a citation apparently from what witnesses before the 
committee said, witnesses upon both sides, and experts. Here it ap- 
pears by the silence of the gentlemen who make this report, one upon 
either side of this Chamber, that the conditions specified by these ex- 
perts as indispensably necessary in order that experiments might be 
made which we could rely upon were never made. It appears that the 
only conditions required were that they should take a single day’s 
work of the hand-press and compare that and a single day’s work of 
the steam-press together; and without making a fair test they come in 
here and report as to which did the superior work. Here this matter 
has been lingering for more than a year in the Committee on Finance 
and that test has not been made, orif it has been made, why this 
silence when I have called upon members of the committee to show 
either that they did it or that it was not done? 

Mr. President, I know how in the exceeding haste of the terrible 
pressure that is upon Senators all through a session of Congress, and 
how, as this committee has been situated during the only time they 
could give to the consideration of this case, it may have been an almost 
utter impossibility for them to make an investigation into this matter 
requiring this expert testimony and an examination into the very high- 
est quality of a very intricate and accomplished art. I see how that 
is. These Senators are not to blame if ihe aspect in which my remarks 
seem to place them is the true one. They could not make this investi- 
gation fully and thoroughly, and they have not made the investigation 
fully and thoroughly, and this report is not worth a rush. It ought 
not to stand. It is a shame if we act upon it. t 

In came the bill reported and indefinitely postponed forthwith when 
it was known to this committee that there were great interests anxious 
to be heard upon it, and no one was present when that report was 
made, certainly no one who was interested to defend these plate-printers 
was notified either that it was coming or when it was received; and 
but for the afterthought of others who heard of this action it never 
would have been upon the Calendar to-day, and that upon a motion 
to reconsider made by the Senator from Maryland. 

Mr. President, I appeal to the Senate to let that document go. It 
is of no consequence here; and there are rights concerned that are not 
to be trifled away by any hasty, any unfair, any improper action of the 
Senate of the United States. 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. President, Senators here presume to attack 
the report of the Subcommittee on Finance who were not present at the 
examination that was undertaken and who have not even read the re- 
port, and one Senator has denounced it asa rotten report. I wish to 
say in behalf of the subcommittee who had this sabject under their 
charge that, while I was not a member of the subcommittee, I was 
present a great many days when the examination was going on, and 
if there was ever a subject honestly, fairly, and patiently investigated 
it is the subject we have now under consideration. The parties ap- 
peared on both sides, such as were summoned by the committee, and 
the plate-printers also, not only by themselves but by their attorney. 
I thought myself that the plate-printers seemed to me amply compe- 
tent to conduct the examination of the witnesses who testified upon 
the other side. 

Allow me to say that I heard with some pain the Chief of the Bu- 
reau of Engraving and Printing stigmatized as an unworthy officer, I 
believe there has been no officer of the Treasury Department whe has 
stood higher. I say this when I do not agree with the style of politics 
of that gentleman, which are mugwump politics, as I understand; but 
I do say that there has heen no officer of the Treasury Department who 
has stood any higher in his reputation for ability and for integrity. So 
much for the committee. 

When the Government undertook to do its own work I was in favor 
of it on the ground that we could do it cheaper and do it better. We 
have the testimony of the Secretary of the Treasury, the Treasurer, the 
Comptroller of the Currency, and the Chief of the Bureau of Engraving 
and Printing that it is generally satisfactory. There is no complaint 
from any of those officers. Who are we to rely upon? Are we to rely: 
upon those officers who are placed daily in confidential relations to this 
work, or are we to take the opinion of Senators who have much less ac- 
quaintance with the work of this character ? 

If the Government is to continue this work I think it should be done 
so that it could be in equal and fair competition with the similar work 
throughout the country. The very best engravers and plate-workers 
in the country have in use the steam machines. Shall not the Govern- 
ment of the United States have the same privilege? 

The Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL] alludes to the fact that this 
is a labor-saving machine, and asks if two-thirds of the work of the 
country were to be at once assumed by labor-saving machines where 
would the workmen who are now employed go? There is no proposi- 
tion here to dispense with the labor of a single man. One hundred and 
ninety- seven employés in plate- printing were employed when the work 
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was placed in the charge of Mr. Graves, and the same number is con- 
tinued to-day, and it is not proposed to discharge a single man. 

But the idea that labor-saving machines reduce the work of the world 
is a grave mistake. They cheapen products, but they increase the 
amount of labor-wages in the country. Did the cotton-gin diminish 
the labor of the South in relation to the production of cotton or the 
number of laborers employed? By no means. They have increased 
by more than ten or twenty fold. I know that when railroads were 
first started in the country some persons were of the opinion that horses 
would go out of fashion and that oats would be worth nothing; but 
we have increased railroads to a large extent and yet horses are still 
used and are of equal value to what they were formerly, and there are 
many more of them; and oats bear as higha price. So all the talk 
about the diminution of labor in consequence of labor-saving machines 
I think is utterly baseless. 

I want to just point out the difference between the House provision 
and the proposition of the Senate. ‘The House proposes that no part of 
this appropriation shall be used for the repair or reconstruction of any 
plate-printing press. Ifa single article about a plate-printing press 
gets out of order, a screw, nut, or bolt, that would not cost more than 
a dime to replace or to repair it, it is to be abandoned and thrown out of 
use. I think that that was entirely wrong and fully justified the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations in making a change. 

There is no question that if we were to abandon the steam printing- 
press at the present time we would require a larger building to accom- 
modate the men. It would take not less than eighty men, I under- 
stand, to supply the place to work in in order to conduct the business 
that is now upon the Government of the United States in printing all 
of our revenue stamps, postage stamps, silver certificates, national-bank 
notes, and United States notes. 

The question is whether we shall continue this order of business as 
it has been for the last year or two, or whether we shall inaugurate a 
new system and drive out our steam-presses in order to make room for 
sixty or eighty men to be employed here. I do not think that this is 
a question in which the United States ought to take any part. If we 
can not conduct the business here as it is conducted by business men 
throughout the country on business principles, let us abandon the print- 
ing-press and do the work by contract, as was done years ago, 

I hope, therefore, that the amendment of the Committee on Appro- 
priations will be agreed to. It seems to me that it is a very moderate 
one, and one that should not have provoked this long amount of dis- 
cussion. The Committee on Appropriations propose that the patentees 
of the steam-presses shall accept the rate per thousand herein provided, 
which is a reduction from $1 to 50 cents. I think that the royalty of 
a dollar a thousand sheets was much too large. Unless the patentees 
shall accept this proposition 

The said presses shall not be used by the Government after the close of the 
present fiscal year: Provided, That there shall not bean increase of thenumber 
of steam plate-printing machines of the character now employed inthe Engray- 
ing and Printing Bureau, 

It is only proposed not to discharge any men and not to force the 
Government into the employment of sixty or eighty men more, for 
which we would have to provide a new building and make an addi- 
tional appropriation of not less than $100,000 for the additional expense. 

Mr. HARRIS, Mr. President, I desire to make only one remark, 
There is not afair-minded man who occupies a seat upon this floor who 
will carefully examine the testimony as taken by the committee and 
arrive at a conclusion different from that reported by the committee. 
I do not at this late hour propose to go into the details, and least ofall I 
do not propose to garble special paragraphs of the testimony to make 
comments upon them. 

As to the tirade and criticism upon the Finance Committee, I do not 
prp to notice that further than to say that I am glad to believe, as 

do believe, that no opinion or declaration of the Senator from New 
Hampshire here can harm or hurt the Finance Committee or anybody 


Mr. BLAIR. I would suggest that that is probably true. In the 
light of the report they have made I doubt whether they could be in- 
j The public can judge by that report. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, this matter of plate-printing has ex- 
cited unusual debate in this Chamber, not on the merits of the amend- 
ment proposed by the Committee on Appropriations, but Senators have 
been trying the question which was referred to the Committee on Fi- 
nance and reported back by that committee so as to be pending in the 
form of a separate bill on the Calendar, I have listened here to ex- 
tracts from day to day for two or three days from the report of the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

The Senator from New Hampshire stated that he regretted that this 
report and testimony had been made at such a late day; that he had 
not had an opportunity to examine it, and he then proceeded straight- 
way to condemn it without knowledge, as stated by himself. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator ought not to quite say that. This re- 
port, as he knows, came here yesterday. I called attention to a par- 
ticular question which both Senators who made the report dwelt upon 
as the essential or one of the essential facts. I found the testimony 
upon both sides on that question, and I asked them to say whether it 
‘was true that they themselves declined to have a fair test made. 


Mr. ALLISON. It so happens, although I am a member of the Com- 
mittee on Finance, that I took no part in this investigation and was not 
even present in the committee when the report was agreed upon which 
was presented to the Senate. Therefore, like the Senator from New 
Hampshire, I have not had time to investigate in detail this testimony. 

I submit to the Senate whether it is a wise thing for us on an appro- 
priation bill to so adjust this affair in advance as to compel the Bureau 
of Engraving and Printing to cease its operations or else compel the Sen- 
ate to increase largely the appropriation made for the maintenance of 
that bureau for the next year. e amendments proposed by the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations are amendments that were proposed by the 
committee in advance of this report. Ifthe Senator from New Hamp- 
shire believes that injustice has been done by the Committee on Finance, 
why is it that he does not call up this independent legislation upon the 
subject and have it considered by the Senate? I will join him in vot- 
ing at any proper time to take up that measure and consider it. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator asks me why I did not call up that meas- 
ure. 

_Mr. ALLISON. No, I do not ask that question in the sense of de- 
siring an answer. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator will get one at the proper time. 

Mr. ALLISON. I said that was the proper measure on which to 
consider the question. 

Mr, BLAIR. The Senator asked why I did not call it up? I will 
take my opportunity, however, to reply. 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly I do not wish to be discourteous to the 
Senator, I yield to the Senator to say why he does not doit. I did 
not mean to ask him why he did not. I meant to say that that in my 
judgment was the true method of dealing with this question. I will 
hear the Senator. 

Mr. BLAIR, After more than a year, for the purpose of investiga- 
tion, and more than one public and private admonition that this was 
an important matter, that an important interest desired to have it in- 
vestigated, the Finance Committee only two or three days ago came 
in, having taken this amount of testimony, with an adverse report 
upon the bill which came with the sanction of the other House, and 
immediately moved, as I am informed, the indefinite postponement of 
the whole subject. 

Only yesterday, which must be one week after that report was made 
and thatindefinite postponement took place, the testimony first appears 
and is available to the Senate. I understand the Senator from Mary- 
land [Mr. GoRMAN] moved to reconsider the indefinite postponement, 
and the bill is uponthe Calendar. At this late day in the session, with 
all the business pressing and the Senator’s own appropriation bills 
coming up in advance and provoking and obliging this discussion, he 
asks me why I do not appeal to the Calendar and make my remarks 
upon a bill which I do not know how to reach. 

Mr. ALLISON. The bill which the Senator says has been in con- 
sideration for over a year—— $ 

Mr. BLAIR. The memorial; the subject-matter. 

Mr. ALLISON. That bill was referred tothe Committee on Finance 
on the 29th day of August, as shown by the report, which is certainly 
not over a year. I notice by looking at the testimony, because I have 
not had time to examine it, that the Committee on Finance commenced 
the taking of testimony on the 12th day of September through its sub- 
committee. 

Mr. BLAIR. If the Senator will allow me right here I will state 
that in the issue of the RECORD of January 18, 1888, it appears that I 
introduced a memorial of the Knights of Labor which sets out this 
whole matter, that I urged attention to it and presented as much as I 
could the nature of the question, and pressed for action immediately. 
The other House meanwhile took up the same subject, and acting with 
more alertness on this all-important matter sent a bill to the Senate 
which the Finance Committee was obliged to consider. 

Mr. ALLISON. The bill was sent to the Senate on the 29th day of 
August last. There are a great many bills, of course, which are still 
pending that were presented to this body before that time. 

Mr. President, I only desired to call attention to the fact that it is 
proposed in this appropriation bill by legislation to regulate matters 
certainly of grave import and of grave importance in this method. The 
Committee on Appropriations did not believe that that was the trae 
method of dealing with this question. They believed that it was wise 


‘for the Committee on Appropriations to provide in this bill for the sup- 


port of the Bureau of Engraving and Printing for the next fiscal year 
as now o ized. 

If the Secretary of the Treasury desires to remove these steam-presses 
he can do it to-morrow. Any Secretary of the Treasury who may come 
in after the 4th of March, when it is well understood we are to have a 
new administration, if he desires to do so, can remove these presses 
and substitute hand-presses for them. I mention this for the purpose 
of showing that this is a question of administration and not a question 
of legislation. 

Now, what dowe find? We find thatin 1878 there were introduced 
into the Bureau of Engraving and Printing a few steam-presses; that 
the number has been increased from time to time until there are now 
in all eighteen of these presses there. The Committee on Appropria- 
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tions, seeing this dispute and this controversy existing between the 
hand- plate printers and the steam-presses, provided in this bill that no 
more steam-presses should be purchased. In other words, we have said 
that this matter shall for the present stand in abeyance until there can 
be a thorough and perfect investigation of the question and such legis- 
lation upon it as is rightand proper. So the status quo, as these 

must remain under the legislation proposed by the Committee 


on Appropriations in this bill. 
What do we provide? We find that under contracts made by 
the Secretary of the the owners of these steam-presses are 


entitled to receive a royalty at the rate of $1 for each 1,000 sheets, or 
one-tenth of a cent for each sheet. That is the contract between the 
Government and the owners of the patent. The Government itself 
owns all these presses, The Government itself has built and owns 
each of these presses to-day, but it leases or procures the right from 
the patentees to use the presses, and it has a contract to pay them $1 
per thousand sheets forthe use. That isthe price thatis paid by every 
private user in the United States. 

‘These presses are used wherever engraving and printing is done to 
a greater or less degree. Of course in the nature of things their use 
must be limited, but wherever they are used the uniform royalty for 
the use of the presses is $1 per thousand sheets. But the committee 
believed that the Government itself, being a large user of these presses, 
should have the use of them at a less rate than the rate fixed by the 
Secretary of the Treasury in his contract with these people. There- 
fore we have provided that only 50 cents per thousand sheets shall be 
paid instead of $1 per thousand sheets, which is the present contract 


The provision in the bill as it came to us from the other House is 
that only 1 cent per thousand sheets shall be paid. It is a manifest 
injustice that that sum only should be paid if these presses are used at 
all. The right to these presses is owned, I understand, by the heirs of 
the inventor of the press, who was himself a plate-printer. ‘Therefore 
we set ourselves to regulate the price that should be paid out of this 
appropriation for the use of these presses, and we deem a fair price to 
be 50 cents per thousand sheets. 

The bill as it came to us from the House provided, as the Senator 
from Vermont has said, that no repair should be made to any one of 
these presses. It is perfectly well known to those who are familiar 
with this work that the presses get outof repair, perhaps daily or weekly, 
so that if this provision should remain in the bill as sent to us from the 
House the probability is that within sixty days, by the prohibition of 
the use of any of this money for the repairs of the they would 
from necessity be brought into disuse. We thought that that was un- 
fair and therefore struck it out; but we have provided that unless the 
owners of this patent shall take the royalty which we propose to pay 
here, then the presses shall be taken out. 

Mr. President, I only speak for myself when I say that I have not 
sufficiently examined this question to be able to express an opinion 
whether the steam-presses do execute the work assigned to them in the 
highest style of the art for the particular class of work they do. Iam 
not prepared to state that. 

Mr. BLAIR. Will the Senator concede that the Government cur- 
rency should be printed in the highest style of the art? 

Mr. ALLISO: Undoubtedly I do concede that. That is the 
very question that is found in this volume of 400 or 500 pages. The 
Senator from Tennessee and the Senator from New York, who have 

ven great attention and examination to this subject, and who have 

i to the experts, came to the conclusion that the work is well 
done upon these presses. Others say that it is not well done. The 
Senator from New Hampshire says it is not well done. 

I submit that on an appro ion bill in a contested case of this 
character, where five or six successive Secretaries of the Treasury, as 
many Superintendents of the Bureau of Engraving and Printing, and 
Comptrollers of the Currency, all concur in one opinion, itis not a wise 
thing for us in this indirect way to say that we will destroy these 
presses and use only one particular kind of a press, and that in order 
to reach that result we will take $100,000 annually ont of the pockets 
of the tax-payers, and that in addition to that we will expend from 
8100, 000 to $200,000 more in the erection of a building and the con- 
struction of machinery for that purpose. All I mean to sayis, that if 
we go into that expenditure and into the condemnation of the existing 
state of things in the Treasury Department, we should do so with our 
eyes open and having knowledge. 

I for one am willing to spend $100,000 or $200,000, if need be, to ex- 
ecute our currency and securities which myst be issued from time to 
time in the highest style of the art of engraving. I will not allow the 
Senator from New Hampshire to go an inch in advance of me in that 
respect. But when the men whose duty it is to execute these things, 
when the men whose business if is to administer the Government, 
come to us and say that this work is now well done, as one of the sev- 
enty-six Senators upon this floor I shall hesitate long before on an ap- 
et bill I will utterly and absolutely condemn the men who 

ve been engaged in this business for the last ten or eleven years, 
cov Republican and Democratic administrations alike. 

It is because the Senator from New Hampshire and other Senators 


insist upon trying an independent case upon the Calendar on an appro- 
priation bill that I object to this If it shall turn out that 
the Senator from New Hampshire is right (and I do not know but that 
it will, after this testimony is examined and when the bill comes up 
for consideration) I may vote with him, but in the mean time I will 
not so cripple and hamper the administration of the Government as to 
find ourselves here in June or July, without either branch of Congress 
being in session, unable to carry on the necessary operations of print- 
ing greenbacks, silver certificates, and the necessary currency to sup- 
ply the people with money for the intervening months, 

Hence it is that I say if we are to condemn these presses let us do it 
in a manly way, and when we do it let us come up and make the nec- 
essary appropriations in our appropriation bills whereby the work ot 
the Government can be carried on under the methods which we pre- 
scribe by legislation condemning the administration for what it has 
done for the last eleven years. 

That is what I object to on this appropriation bill; and so we have 
amended the House provisions in order that this question may go on as 
it now goes on until there is a definite and fixed policy as respects what 
shall be done with the steam-presses which are now the property of the 
Government, paid for by its money, and which are saving to it certainly 
from $75,000 to $100,000 per annum. 

When the Senator from New Hampshire and other Senators who 
disagree with the Finance Committee's report shall come up and test 
this question independently and fairly, I shall be willing to act upon 
the judgment of the two Houses of Congress as respects what shall be 
done afterwards in the way of appropriation. * 

That is all there is in this question. I regret exceedingly that we 
have been compelled to delay this long appropriation bill on account 
of the legislation which is proposed by the House of Representatives, 
and which we believe ought not in this form to be put upon an appro- 
priation bill. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, it would be well not to lose sight ot 
the essence of this case in listening to the adroit and able presentation 
of it by the honorable Senator who is chairman of the Committee on 
Appropriations. But I do not rise lacking sensibility to the great 
force, the elephantine tread of that committee in the Senate. I know 
very well that there are reasons why that committee can accomplish 
anything almost that it reports upon favorably in the Senate. 

However, the chairman of the committee will pardon me if I call at- 
tention to some of the Pape illusions, as I deem them, of his very 
adroit address to us. He speaks as though here was an effort to force 
a conclusion without an examination; as though the parties who come 
here complaining that their life-giving avocation is being destroyed 
were too hasty and were asking judgment without having given time 
for examination. 

The Senator does not need to be reminded in a general way that this 
has been a subject of controversy for many years. He does not need 
to be reminded that Government officers have rejetted these presses on 
former occasions, as I am assured—Secretaries of the Treasury and other 
high officials; and the uncontradicted testimony all along down to the 
present moment is that as the work done by these steam printing-presses 
has increased the quality of the currency has deteriorated, until it has 
become execrable. 

A year ago and more these parties brought their case before the Sen- 
ate and we got no report from the appropriate committee which is avail- 
able until yesterday afternoon at ten minutes past 1 o’clock, when this 
testimony was first distributed, and within a very few moments the 
honorable Senator from New York [Mr. Hiscock] was explaining his 
position and citing his report. What opportunity had anybody else to 
know how faithful, how thorough, how reliable was the investigation 
of the Finance Committee after they had a year to do it in? 

The House, on the other hand, has paid attention to this subject, 
has investigated it thoroughly, took it up the last session, and as 2 
as last August sent to the Senate a bill regulating this matter, I thi 
removing the steam-presses entirely from the Government work. That 
bill went to the Finance Committee. tedly their attention was 
urged to this matter last fall, repeatedly their attention has been called 
to it this winter, yet-not a werd has been heard until this testimony 
was filed here yesterday, or at least no grounds of action were given. 

Now, what are these people todo? It being admitted that the qual- 
ity of the currency is deteriorating and that the people are being robbed . 
by counterfeits in this most delicate and important matter connected’ 
with the Government administration, the purity, the verity of the cur- 
rency, the evil great and increasing year after year, and these particular 
people coming and complaining that their means of gettinga livelihood is 
taken away, I exhibit, it may be, some heat in advocating immediate 
action; for I understand that the Senator is right when he says the 
adoption of this provision is practically the destruction of the steam- 


Tess. 
8 We have five, ten, fifteen, or twenty presses, I do not know how 
many. We have been induced to purchase them and we pay a roy- 
alty upon our own purchase and what many say was our own in- 
vention originally. The adroit people—the intelligent people in the, 
city of New York—are not all dead yet. They own the steam print- 
ing-press, powerful men directly connected with the printing of the 
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-bank currenzy, they who have the currency of the country, 
terested in its circulation, a tremendous moral influence that will be 
glad to make this, as President Garfield once said of the currency, 
‘cheap and nasty for their gain. 
Mr. President, we have waited long enough. We have waited on 
the Finance Committee, we have waited on these interested parties all 


these years, and suffered from it. We have sought action in all legit- 
imate and regular ways. The House of Representatives has acted and 
sent a bill destroying the steam printing-press so far as its employment 
by the Government is concerned. That bill was sent to us six months 
ago, and the report of the committee of the House is before us, the 
result of a thorough investigation, as it would seem. 

I appear to be under the ban, even under the contempt it 
would seem,of the honorable Senator from Tennessee, who thinks my 
word will not hurt the committee, to which I suggest that no man’s 
word could hurt a committee whose reputation depends upon so bad a 
report as this. I am placed somewhat under and subject to criticism 
because I want definite action at last, and because the country needs 
definite action at last, because the losses in the way of increasing coun- 
terfeits are probably five hundred times the increased expense to the 
Government in having this currency executed with due and proper 
skill by the hand-press, as it ought to be done. 

Senators tell us to wait and discuss this other bill. They complain 
that the House of Representatives sent over this provision on an appro- 
priation bill, which is practically the destruction of the steam-press. 
It was provided for in a regular bill that they sent us on the 28th day 
of last August. We neglecting and refusing to touch the bill that 
they had sent to us on this vital matter, they put the same provision 
into an appropriation bill. The Senator from Iowa does not need to 
be told how often it is that the supreme legislation of the country goes 
out on appropriation bills, and the Committee on Appropriations marches 
up in solid phalanx and asks us to choke down our rising disposition 
to find out something of what they are doing because the Committee 
on Appropriations says it. 

Now, the Committee on Appropriations says it does not know what 
it is about and can not afford, after all these years, to run the risk of 
turning out $50,000 or $75,000 worth of these steam printing-presses, 
which are our own property, while we are under no contract with any- 
body on the face of the earth, simply paying these men, who took our 
invention and sold it back to us and are now growing rich upon the 
royalty, of which we never ought to have paid them a cent. 

The Senator says further that we must not do this because we shall 
have to make a new house to set the men to workin. I have hada 
note sent me, and I will read it, and others have come to the same ef- 
fect. This came while the Senator was speaking, and I offer it as a re- 

y because I know it comes from a man who would not tell a false- 

ood if he knew it, and he can not be mistaken; and there is nothing in 
the suggestion of the Senator from Vermont or of the chairman of the 
Committee on Appropriations, as it seems to me, in regard to the new 
building, and little as to the increased expense. 

If presses are put out, it will require only about forty-seven more men, nine- 
teen men now being on steam-presses. o hundred and forty-five plate- 


nters were 93 employed at the bureau, no more than would be needed 
presses were put out; sono new room would be needed and no trouble on that 


score would ensue, 
J. H. RALSTON, Attorney Knights of Labor. 


This is signed J. H. Ralston, attorney Knights of Labor. He is the 
man who conducted, in behalf of the plate-printers, this examination 
or investigation before the Finance Committee of the Senate. 

Mr. President, this is not a thing that we are ignorant of, or, if igno- 
rant, we ought not to be: and we ought to have definite action at this 
session, and the rejection of this Senate amendment will give us defi- 
nite action at this session, and then if we find on further investiga- 
tion—for I submit there has been enough to justify us in suspending 
the use of the steam printing-presses entirely—if on the further investi- 
gation which the Senator suggests, if upon that farther full investigation 
which the friends of the steam-press would be obliged to institute in 
order to get back again into their coffers the cash which comes from 
close proximity to the Treasury of the United States. I say if, after 
an investigation upon which they must take the affirmative and 
must make out their case, it turns out that the Government ought to 
use the steam printing-presses, I shall have nothing tosay. But it 
does seem to me that we have gone far enough to change the pre- 
sumption and to induce us to fall back upon the system of doing this 
Government work, which is admitted by everybody to be the best 
system, under which the currency of the land is executed in the high- 
est style of the art. We are not justified in robbing the people of this 
entire country longer by being particeps criminis in the crime of coun- 

terfeiting the currency of the United States. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. President, I do not rise to thrash over old 
straw, but after the charges which have been made, especially by the 
Senator from New Hampshire, against this report, it is proper I think 
at least that I should say that the reputation of a committee and of 
Senators upon this floor for honesty, fair dealing, and thorough inves- 
tigation does not depend upon the overzealous remarks which he may 
be pleased to make; and I, sir, would as soon stand. Isay to him very 
frankly, upon my reputation, such as it may be, with idle charges of 


that kind made against it as I would if they were not made at all. 
They do not weigh and they are notcounted. They ate not respectful 


or respectable, 

I know for myself that the work which was done by the Finance 
Committee in investigating this matter was done conscientiously, and 
it was done thoroughly. 2 

Complaint has been made here that the report came in late. We 
were compelled to delay it because those who were forwarding the bill 
that was submitted to us were begging for more time, and we gave to 
the consideration of this question all the time that we possibly could. 
And I will add that when it comes down to the investigation and the 
proof of facts this report is exhaustive. It exhausts the subject. As to 
the examination of witnesses who were merely to express an opinion 
unsupported by facts, like the opinion quoted here of a Treasury ex- 
pert, I may say that that opinion isin the form of a letter in reply to 
another person who had written to him upon the subject. We limited 
the examination, but the banks are all over the country and easy of ac- 
cess, yet they have failed to furnish any evidence whatever against 
steam plate-printing. 

As to expressions of opinion about the liability of this money to be 
counterfeited, when the records were brought to the committee from 
the secret service division it was demonstrated so far as actual coun- 
terfeiting was concerned that there had been less of it under this form 
of printing than under any other. That subject was investigated, and 
the evidence of those who take money, of those who pass it, the evi- 
dence of the men who are charged with issuing it was all against the 
idea. Still charges of that kind are indulged in here agai 

There bas been no attempt on the part of this committee to post- 
pone action on the House bill. I am ready for one to have it taken 
up at any time when it suits the will and pleasure of the Senate and 
to discuss it then, and I had hoped that it might be discussed then. 

It is proper that we should discuss this question of a crusade against 
labor-saving machinery in this country, for I announce again that is 
all there is of it. It is said it will throw people out of employment, 
and yet the men who say that, in the next breath say that the effect 
of labor-saving machinery everywhere and in all ages and at all times 
has been to increase wages and increase employment. It is the re- 
newal of the old war of 1812 and 1813 and 1814 against labor-saving 
machinery, when looms were torn down and destroyed, and I suppose 
there is to he a bonfire in the streets of Washington when these presses 
are to be taken out of the building, the property of the Government, 
labor-saving machinery, because their expulsion is demanded, and de- 
manded by whom? 

Two hundred! And the evidence is uncontradicted that $300,000 
is annually saved. Pension them—$1,500 a year. You could afford 
to do it. Two hundred only have made this demand that their rights 
are entitled to be respected. Ido not challenge that, but I do not want 
to have the issue mistaken. I repeat, disguise it as you may attempt to 
do, resort to every artifice or every impression that you choose in ref- 
erence to it, it is not a question of capital against labor. You might 
as well say that the looms that weave laces, the looms that are used to 
weave our fabrics of cotton and wool and linen should be destroyed, 
that there is a war between labor and capital involved in their use. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That was the old saying. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Oh, certainly it was the old saying. That was the 
old cry. It is reiterated here in this Hall—capital against labor. 

These presses are owned by the Government, and if there is any 
question of capital against labor involved here it is the capital of a 
man’s brain, the fertile genius that invented these machines patented ` 
by the Government; it is the capital of the mind, which is as well enti- 
tled to protection as that of muscle. 

There is no question of capital, of dollars and cents, against labor in- 
volved in this question. It is awar upon the inventive genius of man; 
itis a blow at the inventors of the country. Sinee these machines have 
been in use they have been improved, as the old Jooms were improved 
that were burned in 1812, and 1813, and 1814, and along there. What 
genius may do in reference to it yet no man can foretell. But some- 
thing has been accomplished, and yet the men who propose to strike 
down these machines stand here and in the next breath admit that labor- 
saving machinery has advanced the wages of the people all over the 
country, as it has because it has cheapened the products for the people, 
those things which they use and which they consume; has increased 
the market and turns out a hundred times more from the machine than 
could be by hand, and a small profit upon that hundredfold fruit which 
it makes more than compensates the producer, although he is not paid 
as much for the fabric or as much for the product. 

You might as well burn the sewing-machines and destroy them, 
and you might as well go into any of our manufacturing establishments 
where any invention has been made and draw the line there and say, 


Oh, no, stop where you are; no more invention. 

If that is to be the policy, if this Government is to initiate it, do not 
let us haye any mistake or misunderstanding of what is intended, but 
put it squarely on the ground that it is a war on labor-saving ma- 
chinery; put it upon the distinct ground that it is a war against inven- 
tion, and close your Patent Office. 

Iam sorry, Mr. President, to have taken so much time in the dis- 
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cussion of this question, but yet after all that has been said, and said 
in ill time, in my judgment, and in an ill spirit attacking this report, 
I have felt that to some extent at least I should be oned for enter- 
ing anew into the discussion of the question upon the merits. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President 

Mr. BLAIR. If the Senator will permit me a moment, this matter 
is so much worse than I thought it was that I should like to say a word. 

Mr. CALL. I yield to the Senator, 

Mr. BLAIR. It seems it isa move inthe direction of chaos and old 
night if the suggestion should be adopted for the rejection of this amend- 
ment. There is every indication that it will not be a great while be- 
fore we are back to the primitive condition of the race. There is more 
danger than I anticipated. Idid not think it was a war against im- 
provements and civilization. 

Mr. HISCOCK. There is no one better prepared than the Senator 
from New Hampshire to prophesy on that subject. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator will bear in mind, while I am not meet- 
ing him with any argument to show that the primitive condition of the 
race is better than the present, or even that I believe it, I want to say 
to him that I do not think the subject is inissue here, I do not think 
it is a question between labor-saving machinery and previous methods 
at all. I think it is a question as to the quality of the work that is to 
be done in a case where the highest quality is indispensable to the in- 
terests of the American people. That isthe way I understand it, and 
I do not think the Senator can get out of it by appealing to the Pat- 
ent Office and the high state of civilization into which both he and 
myself have been developed. 

While upon that subject the Senator made a personal allusion to me 
which I think myself was quite deserved; and while I do not complain 
that either he or the Senator from Tennessee was not justified in the 
expression of their sentiments of semi-contempt, I would only say that 
the feeling perhaps is not quite as virulent on my part or on theirs, but 
that it is at the same time fully reciprocated. So I think we are all 
right and on good terms as ever so far as that is concerned, 

Now, I wish to close what I have to say on this matter by reading a 
little as a reply to the report of this committee, which I accidentally 
dropped upon the floor and which the page will please pick up for me, 
for I realize myself that I should treat the report of a committee of the 
Senate with an appropriate degree of decorum; and I wish to assure the 
honorable Senator from Vermont and the Finance Committee that if in 
what I suggested in the heat of debate I may have expressed occasion- 
ally sentiments that were not in the highest state of the art of orna- 
mentation complimentary, I withdraw everything I said that should 
be withdrawn, but I wish to concentrate all the while, however, a 
great deal more than I did say upon the imbecile character of the re- 
port. [Laughter.] I attack no man’s motives. 

Now, Mr. President, I want to read an all-searching and comprehen- 
sive and decisive reply to this whole steam printing-press case. 


WASHINGTON, D. O., February 12, 1889. 

Sm: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your communication of 
the lith instant, asking reply to the following questions, namely: 

First. Are the Government securities, in your judgment, printed in the high- 
est style of the art; and is it necessary they should be? 

Answer. No, they are not; and I deem it necessary that they should be. 

Second. Do the steam-presses print as good impressions as the hand-presses? 

Answer. No, they do not, 

Third. Do the present issues of silver certificates compare favorably with for- 
mer issues in wear and execution? 

Answer. No, they do not by any means. 

Fourth, Are the present issues more easily counterfeited than former issues? 
Answer. Yes, in my opinion they are. The former issues were printed in 
more colors, and in a higher style of art, which could not be so ily photo- 
graphed ; whereas the present issues have less colors and can be easily photo- 


Fifth. Do you hear of any complaintfrom the public generally, regarding the 
silver certificates? 

Answer. Yes, N many complaints from the public generally, and the 
bankers in particular. 

Sixth. Since the issue of silver certificates have many counterfeits appeared? 
If any, how were the counterfeits produced ? 

Answer. The following counterfeit silver certificates have made their appear- 
ance: 

One dollar, letter D series 1886; photogravure, 

Five dollars, letter D series 1886; photogravure. 

Five dollars, letter A series 1886 ; engraved. 

Ten dollars, letter D series 1880; photograph. 

Ten dollars, letter, none, series 1880; eee pime, 

Ten dollars, letter, none, series 1880; roughly chiseled on marble plate, 

Twenty dollars, letter B series 1880 ; photographed and colored by hand. 

Twenty dollars, letter C series 1880; engraved, 

Respectfully, yours, 
JOHN S. BELL, Chief. 
Hon. Josera R. HAWLEY, 


United States Senate, 

Mr. HISCOCK. I wish the Senator from New Hampshire would 
state which one of those issues was printed by the steam-press. 

Mr. BLAIR. I do not know. I have not had time to read the Sen- 
ator's report yet. 

Mr. HISCOCK. That has been the trouble with the Senator all 
through the discussion. j 

Mr. BLAIR. Not at all. I understand that some of these counter- 
feits were issued before the steam-press was much used, and yet the 
steam-press was rejected and turned out along about 1877, and the 
earliest of these was in 1880. I think the Senator will find on inves- 


tigation that the proposition which he laid down here yesterday with 
so much triumph that the steam printing-press was not used there until 
about 1886 is not correct, because the fact is that it has been in and 
out and in and out several times, dating as far back as 1877. That is 
all I have to say. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
tion? a 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I desire to say a word. 

Mr. HARRIS. If the Senator from Florida will yield to me, I move 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business, 

Mr. CALL. I yield for that purpose. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Tennessee moves 
that the Senate do now proceed to the consideration of executive busi- 
ness, [Putting the question.] By the sound the noes“ have it. 

Mr. HARRIS. LI ask for the yeas and nays. 
ea and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 

e roll. 

Mr. BLACKBURN (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MAN DEnSON ], who is necessarily ab- 
sent. Otherwise I should vote yea.“ 

Mr. BROWN (when his name was called). 
Senator from Oregon [Mr. DOLPH]. 

Mr. COLQUITT (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. CHACE]. 

Mr. EUSTIS (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senutor from Nebraska [Mr. PADDOCK]. 

Mr. EVARTS (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGan]. Therefore I withhold my 
vote. 

Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). 
the junior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay]. 

Mr. FRYE (when Mr. HALR's name was called). My colleague 
[Mr. HALE] is detained at his home by illness, and is paired with the 
senior Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BECK]. 

Mr. HOAR (when his name was called), The Senator from Indiana 
[Mr. VoorHEEs] asked me a little while ago how I stood on this ques- 
tion which has just been debated, and I told him, and he asked me if 
I would pair with him upon the question, and I promised to do so. I 
do not conceive that that applies to this vote; but if any gentleman on 
that side of the Chamber thinks the two questions are so connected 
that I should treat it as a pair, I will do so. Otherwise I shall vote. 

Mr. HARRIS. Ido not think the two questions are in any way con- 
nected, but it seems thus far to be a pretty strict party vote, if not ab- 
solutely so. 

Mr. HOAR. I will withhold my vote, though I do not consider my- 
self bound to do so, and will vote if I find that my vote is necessary to 
make a quorum. 

Mr. HARRIS. There is no connection between the two questions. 

Mr. McPHERSON (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Colorado [Mr. BoWENJ, whom I do not see in his 


seat. 

Mr. PAYNE (when his name was called), Iam paired for the after- 
noon with the Senator from Nevada [Mr. JONES]. If he were here, I 
should vote yea.“ 

Mr. RANSOM (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Michigan [Mr. STOCKBRIDGE]. If he were present, I 
should vote yea.“ 

Mr. SABIN (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sen- 
ator from West Virginia [Mr. KENNA]. 

Mr. VEST (when his name was called). Iam paired with the junior 
Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB], or I should vote “yea.” I wish 
also to announce the pair between my colleague [Mr. CocKRELL] and 
the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. DAWES]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. BERRY. The Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN] is paired 
with the Senator from New York [Mr. Evarts]. If the Senator from 
Alabama were here, he would vote yea.“ 

Mr. BUTLER. Iam paired with the Senator from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. CAMERON]. If he were present, I should vote yea.“ 

Mr. HOAR. I vote nay.” 

The result was announced —yeas 19, nays 20; as follows: 


Is the Senate ready for the ques- 


I am paired with the 


I am paired with 


YEAS—19. 
Berry, George, Harris, Saulsbu: 
Blodgett, Gibson, Hearst, Tarpie, 
Call, Gorman, Jones of Arkansas, Walthall 
Coke, Gray, Pugh, Wilson of Md. 
Daniel, Hampton, Reagan, 
NAYS—20. 
— Edmunds, Taai eens 
air, 5 e ner, 
Chandler, 3 0 r N 
Cullom. H 5 Platt, Teller, 
Davis, Hoar, Sawyer, Wilson of Iowa, 
ABSENT—37. 
Aldrich, Bowen, Chace, Dolph, 
Bate, Cockrell, Eustis, 
Beck, Butler, Colquitt, Naruwch. 
Blackburn, eron, wes, 
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Faulkner, * Quay, Vance, 
Hale, Paddock, Ransom, yes 
ones of Nevada, Palmer, ag eesti Voorhees, 
enna, Pasco, bin, 
cPherson, Payne, Stanford, 
derson, » Plumb, Stockbridge, 


So the Senate refused to proceed to the consideration of executive 


busin 

The PRESIDEN’ T pro tempore. The question recurs on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Committee on Appropriations, If there be no 
objection the two amendments in lines 12, 13, and 14 will be treated 
as one question. Is the Senate ready for the question? 

Mr. BROWN. Let the amendment be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read. 

The Cuter CLERK. On page 19, line 12, after the word ‘‘ exceed- 
ing, the Committee on Appropriations reported to strike out 1 cent?“ 
and insert 50 cents, and in line 14, before the word thousand,“ to 
strike out “‘seventy-six’’ and insert ‘‘ninety ;’’ so as to read: 

For wages of plate-printers, at piece-rates to be fixed by the Secre! of the 
Treasury, not to exceed the rates usually paid for such work, including the 
wages of printers’ assistants, at $1.25 a day each when employed, and for wages 
ff Printers assistants at steam-presses, at $1.50 a day each when employed, and 

‘or royalty at not exceeding 008 40 per thousand impressions for use of steam 
plate-printing machines, $330, to be expended under the direction of the See- 
retary of the Treasury. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I propose to make only one further ob- 
servation upon this subject. The excellence of every argument de- 

ds upon its applicability to the subject-matter in dispute. There 
ayer question here, none has been made, between capital and labor. 
There is no conflict or ever can be properly between these two agen- 
cies. The question here is whether the Government of the United 
States, having assumed a monopoly of the manufacture of national cur- 
rency notes and bank-notes, the demand for those notes being strictly 
limited to the uses of the Government and a prohibition imposed upon 
their manufacture elsewhere, whether the Government is justified in 
displacing the labor of a large number of skilled operatives and laborers 
by the use of machinery to the detriment of this large number of per- 
sons. That is the question. 

Of course the point arises as to the excellence of that labor, the com- 
parative excellence. If anyone can believe that a machine can be in- 
vented that surpasses the ingenuity or the dexterity of the human hand in 
the matter of art and high art, then the Senate committee are justified 
in discouraging the employment of these skilled laborers; butitcan not 
be said that the arguments which justify inventions and thé uses of in- 
ventions which save labor can justify this particular action of the Gov- 
ernment in assuming a monopoly of the manufacture and supply of 
bank-notes, and then substituting machinery for human labor and the 
support of labor. 

.GRAY. Will the Senator from Florida, before he takes his seat, 
answer a question? 

Mr. CALL. I will if I can. 

Mr. GRAY. Task whether he would be quite willing, in further- 
ance of the general policy which he is advocating, to abolish the use 
of steam-presses in the Government Printing Office in order to increase 
the amount of labor on the hand-presses? - 

Mr.CALL. That is a different question, and has nothing to do with 
the question we are discussing. e Government of the United States 
has not assumed a monopoly of printing all over the United States; 
that is different. It is in the limitation of this business which this 
Government has made a monopoly and prohibited the performance of 
this work as well. 

Mr. GRAY. There would be a greater demand for labor. 


Mr. CALL. Nobody has said that whatever creates a greater de- 


mand for labor should be done. What we say is that the demand for 
labor which the Government has made and created shall not be ruth- 
lessly displaced without a necessity forit in the superior excellence and 
skill of the work to be done. That is what we say. ~_ 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I dislike very much to detain the 
Senate even for a moment at this late hour in the discussion of this 
matter, but having considered as a member of the Committee on Ap- 
propriations the appropriation bill which is now before the Senate, and 
acting with my friend from Iowa, the chairman of the committee, who 
has so well stated this entire case to the Senate so far as the considera- 
tion of the matter by the Committee on Appropriations was concerned, 
and there having been such a radical difference in the views which have 
been presented, I feel that it is proper for me to say a few words, to 
explain my vote upon the proposition as now presented. 

he Senator from New York [Mr. Hiscock], and the members of 
the Committee on Finance who have examined this question and re- 
ported upon it, make the broad statement that the advocates of this 
proposition are opposed to all improved machinery, and therefore it is 
the old controversy which has been going on from the very beginning. 

I have taken a great deal of pains and a great deal of time to examine 
the testimony furnished by the report made to the House of Represent- 
atives, being Report No. 3220 of the first session of this Congress, and 
the conclusions of the Committee on Finance, and I find that the peti- 
tioners in this case and the representative man of the Knights of Labor 
in this country, Mr. T. V. Powderly, asked that the use of steam ma- 


achine presses should be prohibited in this bureau. Mr. Powderly 
starts out with the proposition: 

It is not opposition to the introduction of labor-saving machinery whi 
prompts the writing of this letter. I am in favor of labor-saving machin 
wherever it can do the work as well as by hand. 

So I think it is not fair to vote upon this proposition with the un- 
derstanding or under the statement made by the Senator from New 
York that it is dictated by opposition te improved machinery. I ha‘ 
waded through this volume of testimony presented by the mites 
on Finance at nights, as well as the volume from the House commi 
tee. 

J have visited the Bureau of Engraving and Printing, and so 
not an expert, yet with some fair knowledge of machinery, I do no 
hesitate to say that I believe the weight of the testimony and the ex- 
aminations of the work performed show that this machinery does nob 
print the greenbacks and that class of work in the highest style of arb 
to be compared with hand-work. That is my belief, it is my impression, 
but like the Senator from Iowa, I do not think it is sufficiently con- 
clusive to take the radical measure which is proposed in the bill as 15 
comes from the House of Representatives. 

In 1878 the Treasury Department made a contract with the inventor 
or others who owned this machine, the contract being that the Goy- 
ernment should pay $500 for the privilege of manufacturing at itsown 
cost each of these machines, and that in addition to the $500 bonus the 
Government was to pay $1 for every thousand sheets of impressions made 
by the machines. The machines have earned up to this time, as stated 
by Mr. Graves, about $70,000. In other words, the inventors have re- 
ceived a clear profit of about $70,000 for these machines. 

Mr. FRYE. What is the sum paid by other contractors? 

Mr. GORMAN. I will come to that in a moment. This is a roy- 
alty which the Committee on Appropriations in the light of to-day be- 
lieve to be excessive. I do not criticise the action of the Department 
heretofore from 1878 down; but this royalty is now excessive, and there- 
fore the Committee on Appropriations propose that the amount to be 
paid hereafter shall be one-half of that now received, to which I think 
we shall all agree if the machines are to be used at all. 

This company haye contracted with other parties outside, discon- 
nected with the Government, for the use of these machines upon the 
precise terms on which the Government contract is based; but the fact 
remains that notwithstanding the enterprise of the bank-note compa- 
nies, notwithstanding the desire of private parties who have to com- 
pete in bidding for postage-stamps and the stamps used by the Internal 
Revenue Bureau against this Department, there are but four other of 
these machines used by private people in the world. 

The reason of that, to my mind, is that as experts, as men of affairs, 
those engaged in the business to which they could be applied, have not 
been satisfied that the machine has yet reached that point of efficiency 
where it can properly compete in the fine work of printing bonds and 
securities in a manner acceptable to those who deal in them, as is done 
by hand-work. That has weighed very much with me in coming to 
the conclusion that the hand-work is preferable for the larger denom- 
inations of the Government securities, and for bank-notes and silver 
certificates, aside from all the testimony which is embraced in these 
volumes, and which has been referred to by the Senator from New 
Hampshire, and others. 

But when it comes to the printing of postage stamps and of stamps 
for the Internal Revenue Bureau there is not, I think, a single wit- 
ness who claims that this work by machinery is even equal to the 
hand-work, but at all events it is sufficient to protect the interests of 
the Government. 2 

One year ago, when the Postmaster-General was giving out his con- 
tracts and advertising for bids for the postage and other stamps used 
by his Department, the option was given to print them either by ma- 
chine or hand work, and the Government engraving and printing es- 
tablishment in Washington put in its bid; butits head was disinclined 


because he had no confidence in the machine to make the machine- ` 


work and hand-work on the stamps at the same rate, and he put in 
his bid $25,000 beyond the bid of the American Bank Note Company, 
which did risk the machine-work, and the bid was accepted, and it 
was lost to the people here and went to New York. All these matters 
have come into consideration. 

The Committee on Appropriations—and I violate no confidence in 
saying that, as I am sure my friend from Iowa will admit—when con- 
sidering this appropriation bill had no light whatever upon the subject 
except that embraced in the House report and the statements of two or 
three gentlemen representing the plate-printers, which were very short, 
and a very brief statement from Mr. Graves. Therefore we were not 
at the time of the consideration of this bill in a position to have suffi- 
cient knowledge to uproot the existing stateof things, and we made the 
compromise provision which we have reported to this bill in the amend- 
ment now pending, 

I have listened to the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. BLAIR] 
with a great deal of pleasure, as I have to the Senator from Iowa [Mr. 
ALLISON], the Senator from New York [Mr. Hiscock], as well as the 
Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS], who is a member of the Finance 
Committee. These Senators are always earnest and always present a 
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gubject to the Senate intelligently and well; but the fact remains that, 
notwithstanding all the bills which have come to the two Houses dur- 
pa this entire Congress, at the last the men who are employed at the 
of Engraving and Printing and elsewhere have not that con- 
sideration for the questions which they presented which they think they 
res entitled to have, and when I came to examine the record I thought 
that complaint was well founded. 

Mr. President, there are among the employés of that bureau men of 
great intelligence and of wonderful courage. The fact is that they have 
come to the Senate and to the House of Representatives and to the com- 
mittees of the two Houses and faced the gentleman who isin charge 
of this bureau—a man of parts, a Republican, or a Mugwump, as my 
friend from Vermont calls him, certainly not a Democrat, an old official 
of the Department, one who, I believe, in all the other stations which 
he has held has performed his duties well, a man above the average in 
intelligence, and whose integrity I think, from all I have heard of him, 
is beyond question, an earnest, bold man himself, and if he hasa fault 
it is that he will net tolerate a different opinion in another. And yet 
the men under him have come and given their testimony withont fear 
or favor, and they have presented their case well and intelligently. 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator from Maryland allow me a word? 

Mr. GORMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. HARRIS, I understood the Senator from Maryland to say that 
he did not think the plate-printers have had the full opportunity that 
they were entitled to for a hearing in this case. 

Mr. GORMAN. I did not say that. 

Mr. HARRIS. What was the Senator’s declaration? 

Mr. GORMAN. If the Senator will do me the favor to listen to 
me 

Mr. HARRIS. I have been listening with great care. 

Mr. GORMAN. I said that these gentlemen, as I understand, and 
others who are interested in propositions which are pending before 
Congress, known as the labor bills, believe that they have not had the 
consideration that they are entitled to. 

Mr. HARRIS, The Senator does not refer to the investigation of the 
Finance Committee? x 

Mr. GORMAN. Not at all. I will state precisely what I meant. 

Mr. HARRIS. Then I have nothing to say. I merely understood 
the Senator as referring to that investigation. 

Mr. GORMAN. I hope the Senator from Tennessee and every other 
Benator will do me the justice to say that in discussing this question 
I have reflected upon nobody, and that I state the facts only as I un- 
derstand them. 

Mr. HARRIS. I was misled into the error of supposing that the 
Senator was referring to the oretan before the Finance Committee, 
and it was in to that that I propounded my question. 

Mr. GORMAN. Notatall. I was stating the general proposition. 

In this particular case these gentlemen went to the House of Repre- 
sentatives, and were there heard, and I find on the 29th day of August, 
1888, there was received in this body a bill from the other House pro- 
viding— 

‘That from and after the passage of thisact all Government securities, bonds, 
— s und internal- revenue stamps shall be printed in the highest style of the 
art of plate - printing from hand- roller presses, 

And still another bill providing that the head of that bureau, as I 
understand it, should be a practical printer, a man who understood 
the profession, a provision similar to that for the organization of the 
Government Printing Office; that he should not be simply a man of 
affairs, but should have this expert knowledge. That was the demand 
of the printers, and further that you should abolish the presses so far 
as time-work was concerned. 

I think their demand included other things as well as stamps, and 
though that investigation has been going on in the Senate ever since 
about the 3d of September, as I understood my friend from Tennessee 
to say, the bill was not reported until within the last few days, and 
then, as stated by the Senator from New Hampshire, it was immedi- 
ately postponed indefinitely, as is generally the custom with adverse 
reports, and it was placed back upon the Calendar on my motion. 

They not only complain of this, but they complain of other measures 

of like character, which my friend from New Hampshire is entirely re- 
sponsible for, and which I am glad to call tohis attention. We passed 
at the last Congress, coming from the other House, a bill to prohibit 
the Government from buying machines, wagons, and other parapher- 
nalia constructed by convict labor. That bill passed the Senate on the 
Ist day of March in the last Congress, and reached the Executive too 
late even to be considered, and so failed to become a law. 
At this Congress it has come to the Senate again practically in the 
same form, and is more far-reaching than the bill we have under con- 
sideration to-day, for it strikes at thousands and thousands of laborers 
in this country, whereas the one under consideration embraces not over 
a thousand or twelve hundred. Hundreds of thousands of men are in- 
terested in that bill, and yet that bill, House bill 3406, received in the 
Senate on the 2ist day of March, 1888, remains in the committee, and 
we have not even had the benefit of the testimony in the case and no 
opportunity to consider the measure. 
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Mr. ALLISON. To what committee was that referred? 

Mr. GORMAN, It is indorsed ‘‘read twice, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor.” 

Mr. FRYE. Of which the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr, 
BLAIR] is chairman. ' 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President 

Mr. GORMAN. I address myself to the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire. I say that when you take the whole matter into consideration, 
when you consider the long delay, when you take all the remainder of 
these bills which have been presented and remember that we have 
never had an opportunity to consider them in the Senate of the United 
States, there is serious cause for complaint on the part of these people 
who think that this legislation is absolutely necessary for their com- 
fort and their welfare. Now I will yield. 

Mr. BLAIR. Did the Senator state that he addressed himself to me? 

Mr. GORMAN. called your attention to it. 

Mr. BLAIR. I have had my attention called to that bill a good 
many times. There is many a bill which the Committee on Education 
and Labor reported back for action by the Senate upon the Calendarof 
the Senate to-day which we can not get action upon for want of time. 
We have sent many a bill to the House of Representatives from that 
committee which has not been acted upon by that House. They have 
got an exceedingly large dose of labor legislation from the Senate of the 
United States, which they cam act upon if there is any possibility of 
securing action, and which will consume all that there is or all that 
there has been available to the House of Representatives in the way 
of what is called labor legislation. 

The bill the Senator refers to now is one which did pass once and 
which the President of the United States placed in his pocket and ve- 
toed in the Congress preceding this. It bas been passed again by the 
House of Representatives and sent here after they had eee a great 
amount of legislation from our committee in the House of Representa- 
tives which they refused to pay any attention to, and I have thought 
that the honorable chairman of that committee in the House, who has 
spent much time, perhaps, in talking with the Senator from Maryland 
in reference to this same matter as well as other Senators have thought 
that he might dispose of legislation which we sent to the House of Rep- 
resentativesearly. For instance, we passed a bill here at the last session 
which had reference to the paymentof the arrears that are due to Gov- 
ernment employés and which they have been endeavoring to secure year 
after year, and that bill has been incontinently spurned and delayed 
by intent, as I think, and as those who are interested in the bill think. 

We sent them the education bill. That is of more consequence than 
all other labor or industrial bills, including the tariff. It is of more 
consequence than all of them. That bill has been in the committee of 
the other House, and the Democratic leaders of the House have had for 
three Congresses an opportunity to act upon it, and they have every 
time incontinently choked it to death in committee without any con- 
sideration at all. 

Now, we have upon our Calendars bills already reported from our 
committee that would consume three times the between now and 
the close of this session; and if the Senate will consent to take them 
up I shall be very glad indeed to have them taken up. 

The Senator from Maryland has traveled entirely outside of any oc- 
casion to make an assault upon me in this debate, and I do not know 
what authority the Senator has to hold me up to the criticism of the 
laboring interests of this country as having neglected a bill which your 
own President vetoed in the last Congress, and which, I suppose, he 
would veto again if he got a chance to do it. I do not know why the 
Senator should do that. But inasmuch as he has seen fit to do it, I 
give notice here and now that our Calendar is loaded down with at least 
six months’ labor legislation which has been matured by the Commit- 
tee on Education and Labor of the Senate, and if this body will take 
up some measures that have been matured and are ready for action 
here and in the other House, I shall be exceedingly glad to give them 
the opportunity. 

Mr.GORMAN. Mr. President, the fact still remains that during the 
last Congress the bill to which I referred, which affects thousands and 
thousands of laborers, the House of Representatives and came 
here in the latter part of the first session and did not reach the Prosi- 
dent until the 2d or 3d day of March, when it was too late to receive 
his consideration and action. 

Mr. BLAIR. It reached the President on the 1st day of March, 
and he putit in his pocket on purpose and vetoed it, as he did one 
other bill, but this time, if being very near the Presidential election, 
he did sign the arbitration bill. t 

Mr. GORMAN. We are all over the Presidential election now. There 
came to the Senate on the 21st of March, 1888, a bill that would effect 
the purpose I speak of. It is a proper bill, for similar bills have been 
passed by nearly every State in the Union, prohibiting Government 
officers from purchasing Indian and Army supplies and articles used 
in the constraction of public buildings which are the products of the 
labor of convicts in penitentiaries, which come in direct conflict with 
art people, and the Senate has not had the benefit of a report on that 
bi 
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I know how earnest the Senator from New Hampshire is and I want to 
| him to something practical. Here is an opportunity to passa bill for 
benefit of these people, one that the organized labor of the country 
wants, and I say to the Senator from New Ham and to the Sen- 
ator from Iowa, and the Senator from New York, and others who have 
expressed a desire that this question shall come up, that from this time 
to the end of the session, immediately after the conclusion of morning 
business, to the exclusion of every other subject in the morning hour, 
I shall ask for the consideration of the plate-printers’ bill, and ask the 
Senator from New Hampshire to report the bill which I referred to so 
as to give these men at least a day in court. I say they are entitled 
to some consideration. They are entitled to have these measures in- 
quired into, and my friend from Tennessee and my friend from New 
York surely will not deny it. 

Mr. BLAIR. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. GORMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BLAIR. Will the Senator be willing to postpone the considera- 
tion of the resolution having relation to the investigation of Southern 
outrages in order to consider these measures? 

Mr. GORMAN. I will postpone everything if I can benefit these 
people whose interests my friend from New Hampshire has always 
claimed to have so much at heart, and I shall put him to the test. 

Mr. BLAIR. Even the investigation of Southern outrages? 

Mr.GORMAN. Mr. President, not only have they not had this con- 
sideration, but what these men complain of, who are not lawyers, who 
gre not in the habit of coming before committees of Congress, and who 
have to employ occasionally somebody to present their case—what they 
complain of is the treatment they have received, that they have not had 
any consideration whatever, and more than that, that this Republican 
or Mugwump at the head of this bureau should have insulted them; 
and, therefore, as men they feel it keenly. They have not had proper 
consideration at the hands of this Senate, and they have not been treated 
properly in the declarations of the man who is at the head of the bu- 
ren 


u. 

Now I will read to the Senate what he says upon this subject. The 
provision of the law as they presented it was that a man should be 
placed at the head of this bureau who should be skilled in the work 
which he was to superintend. Mr. Graves was asked what he thought 
of that proposition, and his answer was: 
out any requirement of education or epecial intelligence, and spending all his 
working hours in a narrow, mechanical routine. He has little taste or oppor- 
tunity for the acquirement of general knowledge. 

And therefore not fit for the head of such a department. 

He has little taste or opportunity for the acquirement of general knowledge. 

Mr. GEORGE. Who said that? 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. Graves. 

7732. ͤ E SSA of RAAUA of Maal EDEIS 
tion, and of departmental practice are continually arising, and the chief officers 
of which must have ag bear official intercourse with the high officers of the 
Government, would be furnished by men skilled a ekipe the pey me- 
chanical operations of plal ting. Such a ci might, i free 
himself from the trammels of his trade and turn to other purs which would 

ualify him for other things, but just to the extent he should doso he would fall 
short of the practical“ working required. 

_And the printers replied by referring to Franklin and a host of others 
who came from the press, and there is no answer to that. But they do 
say that with such a declaration by their chief, and after the non- 
consideration which they have had here, their case is a hard one. 
I have said to them, as I say to the Senate, that I think their com- 
ie has great force in it, but Iam not prepared on an appropriation 

ill to stop the machinery of this Government. I am not prepared, 
and I doubt very much if the Senate can be on the evidence presented, 
to say that we will stop all this machinery now at this moment. 

‘What we have done in thisamendment is for the best interests of the 
Government. We have cut off one-half the amount to be paid, and 
have provided that not another machine of this kind shall be used in 
the Government service until the question can be determined whether 
it is wise to do so. In addition to that I do say now that upon the 
testimony before us and upon the independent proposition which has 
already passed the House and which only requires our action here to 
make it a law the Senate ought not to adjourn until it has considered 
these two propositions, Therefore I again repeat that I shall ask the 
unanimous consent of the Senate, and I shall antagonize every other 
proposition that is presented here during the morning hour, exclusive 
of the general appropriation bills, with these measures, which ought to 
be considered and acted upon. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, Senators may trust me not to talk 
long at this hour of the day after the bill has had so protracted a de- 
bate. But the Senator from New York [Mr. Hiscock] invites me to 
a few observations that I can not refrain from making. 

I do not accept his figures as to what the additional cost would be if 
— hand- presses were employed. They are exaggerated at least three- 


I do not accept some other statements made as to the additional room 
that would be required. They are 


The hand-presses cost about $125 each. I do not pretend to assume 
exactly what the Additional cost would be if all this work were done 
as it ought to be done, but it certainly is not $100,000, and it is esti- 
mated by others as low as $40,000. The truth is somewhere between 
those figures. 

The Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] in charge of the bill not only 
acknowledged, but stated with the utmost freedom and frankness, that 
this work ought all to be done in the highest style of the art. The 
Senator from New York declared with tremendous emphasis that this 
is nothing under the sun but a war between capital and labor, or rather, 
I should say, a war against labor-saving inventions. Ideny that em- 
phatically, as emphatically as he asserted it. 

I say what every sensible American knows, that if the issue were 
made alone upon that it could not stand a single minute; nor would I 
ever rise from my seat to make an argument against a labor-saving in- 
vention simply for the sake of keeping men in employment. The world 
has learned better than that, and the American world better than any 
other world. 

But here is something from what was said within six or eight months 
by the head of the Bureau of Engraving and Printing. It is very brief, 


and I will read it: 

A RAEE neers r ie 

printing; is tosay, the ~press has not shown its capacity to print the 
nest grades of work, such as the black faces of notes, bonds, and drafts. This 

is the conclusion of all the committees which have looked into the subject, and 

it is accepted by the management of this bureau. 

I might stop there in answer to the Senator from Iowa and say, he 
having admitted that the work ought to be done in the highest style 
of the art, here is the record from the head of that bureau that every 
committee has reported that it can not be done in the highest style of 
the art by the steam-press; and Mr. Graves, on whom I have no criti- 
cism to make, a man discharging his duties to the best of his ability, 
but a man too anxious to make a cheap exhibit of the cost of this most - 
important work—Mr. Graves says: 

But there is nothing in this conclusion— 

The conclusion to which these committees came— 

8 demonstrated fact that the machine can and does print ac- 
ceptably— 

That is the question—‘“‘ acceptably *’ to whom? 
the green backs of notes and certificates, which are in the easiest grade of print- 
ing, and which, when done on the hand-presses, are intrusted to apprentice 
boys and the least skillful workmen. 

That is all my case; it does decently the work which may be ordi- 

narily intrusted to cheap workmen and apprentices; and my other 
answer, that is also abundantly sufficient, is the fact that they do not 
dare to print the faces of the notes; they do not dare to print the best 
kind of work now on these steam-presses though they have had them 
for years. 
I admit the reasonableness of the business considerations sug- 
gested by the Senator from Iowa and by the Senator from Maryland, 
but I want to understand, if I accept in fall and frankly the issue be- 
tween the steam-press and the hand-press as to doing artistic work in 
the highest style, I plant myself upon the declaration of the Senator 
from Iowa, that this work ought to be done in the highest style. 

Mr. BLAIR. I have received the note I hold in my hand, to which 
Iam requested to call the attention of the Senator from Maryland. 
He probably has gone out to formulate a written motion in behalf of 
the convict-labor bill. 

Mr. GORMAN. No, sir; Ihave not. Iam here. 

Mr. BLAIR. Excuse me. One of the gentlemen so highly compli- 
mented by the Senator, Mr. Jordan, who has the of his con- 
vons and it seems has said his say to Mr. Graves, writes me as fol- 

ows: 


Senator BLAIR: 


Will you please inform Senator GORMAN that the designs on all internal-rev- 
enue stamps are the most excellent, and the e lathe work and ts and 
scrip is used on ail internal-revenue stamps as on all the notes of the Govern- 
ment, and it is necessary they should be. 

The internal- revenue work requires two-thirds of the employés at all times to 


get it out. No machine can print it. If it could be printed successfully by ma- 
chines so could notes. 

That is signed ‘‘ Jordan,” one of those men whom it is difficult to 
walk over with impunity. 


I would say with reference to those measures which ought to be 
pushed that I have here one in which I hope the Senator will join with 
us. It was reported by the Committee on Education and Labor, and 
which for the benefit of his party in general he should insist upon hay- 
ing considered the first of any other, and that is a joint resolution 
which has been reported in several Congresses and never acted upo: 
favorably by the Democracy, but it is a great measure, in the inherent. 
of the working people as well as ourselves. It is Senate joint resolution 
No. 12, Order of Business 1768, entitled a joint resolution proposing an 
amendment of the Constitution of the United States in relation to the 
manufacture, importation, exportation, transportation, and sale of al- 
coholic liquors. 

I hope the Senator will not interfere with the consideration of this 
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| peasure, for I gave notice several days ago that I should call it up on 
| the first occasion. 

| Mr.GORMAN. Will the Senator permit me to ask him a question? 
Mr. BLAIR. Certainly. 3 

| Mr. GORMAN. Will he not join with me to-morrow morning to 
take up some measure that will give these men bread first, and then 
consider that question afterwards? 

Mr. BLAIR. These men do not ask us to give them bread. They 
ask us to give them their God-given right to earn their bread. That is 
all they ask for. 

Mr. GORMAN. Very good. That is what I mean. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
reported by the Committee on Appropriations. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BLAIR. I should like to understand that. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment will be again stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 19, line 12, after the word ‘‘ exceeding,” 
the Committee on Appropriations reported to strike out ‘‘1 cent” and 
insert 50 cents,“ and in line 14, before the word thousand,“ to 
strike out ‘‘ seventy-six’? and insert ninety;“ so as to read: 

For wages of plate-printers, at piece-rates to be fixed by the Secretary of the 
Treasury, not to exceed the rates usually paid for such work, including the 
wages of printers’ assistants, at $1.25 a day each when employed, and for wages 
of printe;s’ assistants at steam-presses, at $1.50 a day each when employed, and 
for royalty at not exceeding 50 cents per thousand impressions for use of steam 
plate-printing machines, $390,000, to be expended under the direction of the Seo- 
retary of the Treasury. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The next amendment heretofore 
passed over will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 16 of the same page, 19, after the word 
„Treasury,“ the Committee on Appropriations reported to strike out: 

Provided, That no portion of this sum shall be expended for printing United 
States notes of la denomination than those that may be canceled or retired : 
Provided further, That no part of this appropriation shall be used for the repair 
or reconstruction of steam-plate printing presses : That there 
shall not be an increase of the number of steam plate-printing machines in the 
Engravingand Printing Bureau: And provided further, That hereafter the name 
of each person whose portrait shall be placed upon any of the plates for bonds, 
securities, notes, silver ee stamps. ional or postal currency of the 
United States shall be inscribed below such portrait: Provided, That unless the 
patentces of said steam-presses shall accept the $500 already paid as royalty on 
each press and the rate = thousand sheets herein provided the said presses 
shall not be used by the Government after the close of the present fiscal year. 

And in lieu thereof to insert: 


And unless the patentees of said steam-presses shall accept the rate per thou- 
sand sheets herein provided, the said presses shall not be used by the Govern- 
ment after the close of the present fiscal year: Provided, That there shall not 
be an et ota of the number of steam plate-printing machines of the character 
now employed in the Engraving and ting Bureau. 


Mr. McPHERSON, Does this include the amendments to the whole 
clause? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The two amendments in lines 12, 
13, and 14 were treated as one question and agreed to. The question 
now recurs on the motion to strike out what has been read by the Sec- 
retary and insert the words in italics. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I sup the whole clause, there being two 
propositions, was to be treated as one amendment. It was my inten- 
tion to call for the yeas and nays on the question. 

Mr. BLAIR. That is what I desired, but I thought it could be done 
a little later. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The entire amendments and the clause 
can be treated as one question. 

Mr. HOAR. I suggest to the Senator that he has the power to have 
a separate vote when the bill is reported to the Senate. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I will reserve it for a call of the yeas and nays 
in the Senate, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Committee on Appropriations. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. ALLISON. I offer inf behalf of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 4, after line 12, it is proposed to insert: 

For post-office at Sedalia, Mo.: For purchase of site and completion of build 
ing under present limit, $50,000. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will say that there is a law now for this building. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. ALLISON. I offer another amendment from the Committee on 
Appropriations. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 
The SECRETARY. On page 55, after line 6, it is proposed to insert: 
International conference of American nations: For an additional amount to 
y the expenses of the conference the United States of America and 
EEE pe pg ere gts 
© Q! ro or 0 approv' „ 
ado f Sadar the direction and in the discretion of the piam Aa of State, $75,000. 
The amendment was to. 
Mr. ALLISON. I offer another amendment on behalf of the Com- 


mittee aed riations. 
The P ENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 
The SECRETARY. On page 79, after line 11, it is proposed to insert: 


etery 
shrubs, and for the py meee} of and fencing of said road and reservation in 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. 1 offer another amendment from the Committee on 
Appropriations, which has also been reported favorably by the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to substitute for lines 4, 5, and 
6, on page 12, the following: 

For establishing complete, a light-house and fog-s 
the outer breakwater at Chicago, Lake Michigan, III 
completion of said break water, $56,000. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What are those lines 4, 5, and 6? 

The Secretary read as ‘follows: 

Chi break- 1 is: For lishin, steam 
W n the breakwater os bee Hf, t 

Mr. ALLISON. This has been recommended by the Light-House 
Board and by the Committee on Commeree. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I offer the following amendment, to be inserted 
after line 19, on page 14: 

For the purchase of a site and the construction of a first-order coast light-house 
at er near Heceta Head, at or near the mouth of Siuslaw River, Oregon, $80,000, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Is that recommended by the Light-House Board? 

Mr. ALLISON. It is recommended by the Light-House Board. 

Mr. MITCHELL. And reported by the Committee on Commerce. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I offer another amendment, to come in on page 
14, after line 16: 

For a first-class light-house at the mouth of the Umpqua River, in the State 
of Oregon, in addition to the amount heretofore appropriated, $30,000. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to hear that explained. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I will make a word of explanation. At the last 
session of Congress the Senate passed a separate bill providing for this 
light-house, which was not taken up in the House. In the sundry 
civil bill there was inserted a clause making an appropriation of $80,- 
000, in accordance with the recommendation of the Light-House Board 
and of the Treasury Department generally, to the effect that that 
amount was required for a first-order light-house on the Umpqua River. 
It went to the House of Representatives, and in conference the appro- 
priation was stricken down to $50,000, and in that form it became a 
law. The board report thatthey are unable to go on with that amount 
of money. This is an appropriation recommended now of $30,000, 
making $80,000 in all. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. This is reported from a committee? 

Mr. MITCHELL, It is reported from the Committee on Commerce, 
and was sent to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. So that it is in order? 

Mr. MITCHELL. So that it is in order. 

Mr. ALLISON. The amount appropriated last year has not been 
touched by the Light-House Board, because they require this additional 
sum. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. All right. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
eae HARRIS. On page 45, line 23, after ‘‘eighty-eight,’’ I move to 

rt: 

And $335,000 in addition thereto, or so much thereof as may be necessary, 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us hear the connection, Mr. President. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. So that the paragraph will read: 


Prevention of epidemics: 

The President of the United States is hereby authorized, in case of parearen 
or actual epidemic of cholera or yellow fever, to use the unexpended palanos gf 
— sem appropriated by the jointresolutions approved September 26 and 

r 12, 1888— 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Now, let us hear what follows that. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


1 on the easterly end of 
ois, without regard tothe 


And $335,000 in addition thereto, or so much thereof as may be necessary, in 
aid of State and local boards or otherwise, in his discretion, in preventing and 
suppressing the spread of the same. 

Mr. ALLISON. 


I will say that there is remaining unex ee, 
$168,000 of the appropriation made last year, and now the eee 
from Tennessee moves an additional sum. 

Mr. HARRIS. This is a contingent fund, to be expended under the 
discretion of the President in the event and only in the event of an 
epidemic actually existing and threatened, or so much thereof as nec- 
essary, and that is in the tion of the President. If there shall he, 
an epidemic it is not quite safe to rely upon a smaller naa shan ship 
wba esum. It is to be hoped by myself and everybody there 

none. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Allright. Go ahead. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
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Mr. TELLER. Iam directed by the Committee on Patents to report 
the following amendment. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is it now reported from the Com- 


mittee on Patents? 

Mr. TELLER. It was reported from the Committee on Patents and 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read. Will 
the Senator state at what point it should come pr 

Mr, TELLER, Itis to come in on page 64, line 10, just above 
„Miscellaneous objects.” 

The SECRETARY. After line 10, page 64, it is proposed to insert: 

To enable the United States of America to be properly 3 at the 
convention of the International Union for the Protection of Indus Prop- 
erty, to be held in the year 1889, $6,000, such sense or delegates to be ap- 
pointed by the President of the United States,and to be persons acquainted 
with patent law. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COLQUITT. I move, on page 72, line 9, the following amend- 
ment: 

For building one brick hospital building, uniform in architecture with the 
other buildings on the post at the United States arsenal at Augusta, Ga., $10,000, 

Mr. ALLISON. I make the point of order on that. 

Mr. BROWN. On what ground? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands the Senator 
from Iowa to interpose a point of order. 

Mr. BROWN. I ask him to state his point of order. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is not reported by any committee. 

Mr. BROWN. It is estimated for by the head of a Department, by 
the Secretary of War, who says it is au absolute necessity. I have the 
estimate here. It reads: 

Augusta arsenal, Augusta, Ga.: For one brick hospital building, uniform in 
architecture with the other buildings. 

Nork.— There never has been a hospital here, and consequently the sick have 
to be kept in the barracks, The hospital steward and matron also live sepa- 
rate. The two rooms now occupied as dispensary and medical store-room were 
an old smithy. A hospital building is an absolute necessity, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. How many troops are there? 

Mr. BROWN. I do not know. This is the Secretary of War's esti- 


mate. 

Mr. ALLISON. I withdraw the point of order. I desire to ask the 
Senator from Georgia who offered this amendment or his colleague, how 
many troops are in Augusta, Ga., at this time? 

Mr. COLQUITT. I think about thirty. 

Mr. ALLISON. About thirty troops? 

Mr. COLQUITT. About thirty; but I willstate to the Senator that 
I see the purport of the inquiry. In connection with that I wish tosay 
a word. I do not know what has transpired between the Senator from 
Towa and my colleague in the colloquy which they have had; it was 
rather exclusive and we did not hear it in the rear; but thisrecommenda- 
tion was made by the Ordnance Department and approved by the Sec- 
retary of War, and the estimate for it has been made by the Treasury 
Department, 

Mr, ALLISON. I will say to the Senator that my information and 
understanding are that there was only a single officer at this post and 
only such assignments as would enable it to exist as a post, buta good 
many Senators around me say there ought to be a good many troops 
there, and I shall not further object to the amendment. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Iam directed by the Select Committee on the Cen- 
tennial of the Constitution and the Discovery of America to offer the 
following amendment, to come in at the end of the bill: 

That for th f making ad te tion fi riate cel- 
ebration of this great historio event, acommission of nine member tobe known 
as the Constitutional Centennial Commission, is hereby authorized, and the 
President of the United States shall, and he is hereby authorized and empow- 
ered, to appoint said commissioners, subject to the confirmation of the United 
States Senate, and said commission shall have charge of the preparations for 
and the ceremonies of said celebration. 

That the President of the United States is hereby authorized and requested to 
invite the chief executive and chief judicial officers of Mexico, Guatemala, 
Nicaragua, Costa Rica, or, Honduras, the United States of Colombia, 
Venezuela, Boli Peru, Chili, Urugua: ap y, Ecuador, the Argentine 
M the Empire of Brazil, the Dominion of Canada, Hayti, San Domingo, 
and such other civil and a eng ye pony of said e ae wd as the commis- 
sion hereinbefore provided for shall designate, to visit n in the year 
1889 and join with the President of the United States and the Con of the 
United States, the justices of the Supreme Court, the governors of the forty-six 
States and Territories, and others who may be invited, in suitable ceremonies 
in honor of saidevent. And the President shall have authority to entertain, in 
a suitable manner and for a suitable time, in his ion, the foreign guests 
attending said celebration; and the sum of $300,000, out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, is hereby appropriated, or so m thereof 
as may be necessary, to defray the expenses incident to said celebration and 
said entertainment, the same to be paid and disbursed upon proper vouchers 
approved by the president of said commission. 


That said commission shall, from time to time, report directly to the Presi- 
dent of the United States. 3 N 


Mr. ALLISON. I make any point of order that I am entitled to 
make upon that amendment. It certainly creates nine new offices of 


considetable tude. 
The PRESID pro tempore. Under what clause does the Senator 


from Iowa interpose the point of order? 
xX——136 
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Mr, ALL 


N. On the first portion of the amendment providing 

for certain * N - 

nes RS Has it been referred to the Committee on Appro- 
ons 


pri 

‘The EF EE iS ro tempore, It so appears by the print. 

Mr. HO Mr. President, this amendment provides for a commis 
sion which is to serve without compensation. There is no provision 
for any compensation or salary to these officers. The matter has pase 
the Senate once, I think, unanimously, and after considerable disc 
sion. I do not remember that any Senator objected to it. 

There is a law which already provides for the 5 some 
time during the year of delegates from the governments of the Sou 
American republics and other South American states to meet here an 
discuss our trade and other relations. There has been a great pressure 
put upon the Senate and upon this committee to provide for a grand 
scheme of a centennial celebration which ‘shall extend from 1889 to 
1892. That has not been reported or recommended by the committee, 
but the committee, I believe, were unanimously of the opinion that it 
was proper to have a simple but dignified civic celebration at some time 
during the year in honor of the centennial of the Constitution. 

The scheme which I hope will be adopted, and which passed the Sen- 
ate at the last session, provided for the assembling of the two Houses 
of Congress and an address by the Chief-Justice of the United States. 
The time, I suppose, will be fixed at some period late in the year, 
probably after the assembling of this convention. It was thought 
that it was a propor and becoming act and that it would very much 
tend to promote close and harmonious relations with the other Amer- 
ican states to invite their chief-justices and chief executive officers, 
whoever they were, representing their sovereignty, to be present, and 
I suppose the President will appoint nine gentlemen of character and 
dignity in the country, who are expected to serve without any salary 
or other compensation, to make the arrangements, and this sum is pro- 
posed to be put at his command for the sake of enabling him to give a 
suitable entertainment to these persons. 

Whether the sum of $300,000 is more than is necessary I do not 
know, but the President will not expend it if it is not. - 

I think it will be a very important aid to carrying out what we all 
desire to 2 a successful convention, the provision for which the Sena- 
tor from Maine [Mr. FRYE] advocated and which has become a law. 

Mr. HARRIS. Lask the Senator from Massachusetts if this amend- 
ment is not clearly general legislation in its character, creating, as it 
does, a number of officers to be nominated by the President and con- 
firmed by the Senate? Is it not general legislation in its character and 
does it not utterly fail if the question of order is raised upon it as gen- 
eral legislation upon an appropriation bill? 

Mr. HOAR. It does not seem so to me. 

Mr. HARRIS. It does seem so to me, very clearly. 

Mr. HOAR. It seemed to me that it was a proposition which I 
hoped would meet with no objection anywhere. 

do not understand that it comes within what is deemed general 
legislation any more than the provision for a zoological park. Itisa 
Reine provision for the accomplishment of a special purpose and em- 
ploying special instruments with reference to the celebration of the 
centennial. I do not know of any definition of general legislation 
within which it comes, It imposes no general duty upon the citizens 
of the country. It neither repeals any old general law nor creates any 
new one. It does not prescribe a rule of conduct, which is the usual 
definition of a law for the citizens anywhere. It is no more general 
legislation, indeed not nearly as much so as the amendment offered by 
the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS] a little while ago. It is not 
more general legislation than a provision for buying a pieture 

Mr. HARRIS. I will say to the Senator, if he will allow me, that 
my amendment was purely an appropriation for a specific object. 

Mr. HOAR. I understand, and so is this. It is no more general 
legislation than a povon to have three commissioners to provide a 
statue of General Washington or General Sheridan. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair would call the attention 
of the Senator from New York to the fact that the amendment would 
not be intelligible in the connection if the language employed now is 
to remain. It reads: 


That for the purpose of making adequate preparation for an appropriate cele- 
bration of this great historic event. ee p 


There is no historic event referred to antecedently. 
And the ceremonies of said celebration. 


No celebration is antecedently mentioned. 

The Chair does not think that the amendment is open to the point 
of order upon the ground of its being general legislation. It provides 
for the appropriation of a certain amount of money, and the other pro- 
visions merely designate the method in which it is to be expended. It 
is not general legislation under any definition that the Chair = 
nizes, inasmuch as when the work is accomplished the legislation is 
spent. It is not in that sense general legislation. 

Mr. ALLISON. I desire to say a word or two onthe question itself. 
This amendment was referred to the Committee on Appropriations and 
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was considered very carefully by that committee, and from the best 
knowledge that we could gather it was the belief of the committee that 
this provision would be a total failure if attempted to be carried out. 
It might have been an effective provision if put into the law a year ago 
when the bill 3 by the Senator from Massachusetts was passed 
the Senate; but now it is proposed to appoint nine commissioners, 
We ee tential aoe poms eee the Central and South American 
states that they may choose to invite, to bring them here to meet at a 
i day, which it seemed tothe committee would be impossible 
during the year 1889. 

Mr. HOAR. If my friend will allow me, as I understand, the ex- 
pectation is that this convention will not meet here before October or 
November, and undoubtedly this celebration will not take place until 
after the assembling of Congress in December, so that the two Houses 
of Congress could be present. That is all that will be necessary. There 
is plenty of time for that. 

Mr. ALLISON. We have already inserted in this bill an additional 
appropriation of $75,000 to meet the expenses of the people who have 
been invited here under the statute passed last year, making $150,000 
in all for that The President or Secretary of State has ex- 
tended invitations to all these governments and they are to meet here 
on the 4th day of October, and it may be, as the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts says, that this congregation of people will remain here from 
October until December. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If the money does not run out. 

Mr. ALLISON. The money will probably last a month or six weeks. 
I do not think it is probable that a celebration in the month of Decem- 
ber will amount to anything. I say that very frankly as my own opin- 
ion. I may be all wrong about this. I asked one of the promoters of 
this scheme what it was intended to do, and he seemed to have the 
view that the President would give a banquet, that we should have an 
oration, and that one day they should all go down to Mount Vernon. 
That seemed to be the extent of the projet of this celebration. I care 
very little about it myself. Ido not think that we ought to expend 
this sum of money for that purpose. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I move toamend the amendment, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It does not require a motion, the 
Chair thinks. 5 

Mr. HISCOCK. There is not the slightest danger, if I modify the 
amendment, of its being ruled out of order, is there? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair has ruled that the point 
of order taken by the Senator from Iowa would not lie against the 
amendment. 

Mr. HISCOCK. The suggestion has been made to me thatif I mod- 
ify my amendment, then, not having been reported by a committee, it 
is a different amendment and the point of order would be against it. 
But the point of order against the amendment haying been overraled 
I can move to amend it and it will not lie against it. 

Mr. SPOONER. It has been overruled. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I understand it has been overruled as against the 
one that is offered, but it becomes an entirely different one when I 
modify it. Therefore I move to amend by striking out the words 
this great historic event, in the second line on the first page, and 
i ing the centennial of the Constitution of the United States. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let the amendment to the amendment be read. 
It is a very important amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The entire amendment? 

Mr. HARRIS. *CC0C0C000 Sp Da amended: 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment to the amendment 
will be stated. > 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 2 of the amendment it is proposed to 
strike out the words this historic event and insert the cen- 
tennial of the Constitution of the United States;’’ so as to read: 


That, for the purpose of —- uate preparation for an appropriate 
celebration of the centennial of the stitution of the United States, a commis- 
sion of nine members, etc. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I feel obliged to oppose that 
amendment, because if agreed to the whole value of the main amend- 
ment will be lost. The only use of expending $300,000 of the money 
of the people is in celebrating a great historic event, and if we reduce 
it to the mere hard, literal, legal fact of the centennial of the Constitu- 
tion we are only providing for appropriating money to recognize a fact 
that has been in existence by Constitution and statute for a hundred 
years. If wecan not decorate it with the description of a great his- 
torical event, it seems to me it is not worth while to pass it at all. 

But to be serious about it, I do not feel justified in voting $300,000 
or any other amount of the money of the tax-payers of the United States 
for the mere glorification, the mere pomp and ceremony of telling the 
pore of the United States and the rest of mankind that the United 

tates and its Constitution have endured for a hundred years. It does 
not appear to me that there is a sufficient reason or justification for a 
public baan f to vote money for sucha purpose. We might vote every 
month in the year for t historic events, and for events that are 
centennial, for now we have reached a century, and more than a cen- 
tury, in the most important of historical events, the establishment of 
these colonies, and so on. It appears to me to be a waste of money. 
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While the thing itself is well enough, and if private gentlemen want 
to put in their money and have a celebration of that or anything else, 
all s well, but ſor the Congress of the United States to levy a tax 
upon the laborers of the United States (and that means everybody) to 
do a of this kind, when the Constitution is in no danger and the 
history 2 ee is . — — 4 as a * 2 with all 
respect to eman, who wo j as I should myself, I do 
not feel willing to do it. i y 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, every intelligent citizen has occasional 
celebrations of his birthday. Every town in this country, so far as I 
know, celebrates the centennial of its settlement. On the occasion of 
the semi-centennial, when this country had completed half a century, 
this ise thing which is now proposed was done by the Congress of 
the United States; and John Quincy Adams, whose memory contained 
the political history of this country from the outbreak of the struggle 
for independence, delivered his famous address. 

It has been thought by a large number of citizens of. the country, 
whose voice has been communicated by letters from the governors of 
nearly all the States in the Union, that it would be a decent and fit- 
ting thing to mark the completion of a century of constitutional liberty 
under constitutional law, not by a pageant, not by a military display, 
but by a grave and serious recognition of the event; and the Senate 
passed last year a resolution directing that the two Houses of Congress 
at some convenient time in the year should assemble in the Hall of 
the House of Representatives, and listen to an address by the Chief- 
Justice of the United States, and that the other governments of this 
continent, who under our example have so many of them established 
constitutional governments, should be invited to attend as guests on 
the occasion. 

The Senator from Vermont, who talks about taxing the laborers ot 
this country, and who has tried to put on this very bill a provision for 
a million dollars for a collection of monkeys in the neighborhood of the 
place where he dwells, thinks that is not a fitting thing. There is not 
a laborer in this country who knows that he is an American, in whose 
breast the patriotic emotion was ever stirred, who would not receive 
with a feeling of regret and mortification the news that the Congress of 
the United States had declined to do what was fitting and decent at 
such atime. I think there are very few who would not read with a 
feeling of humiliation and shame some that has been uttered 
in the Senate of the United States in regard to the subject. 

It does not seem to me that this is an altogether light thing. We 
celebrated the political separation of this country from Great Britain 
and the announcement of certain general formulas as to the right and 
the duty of men in civil government, at a cost of several millions of 
dollars, in Philadelphia, in 1876. 

I donot know that anybody regrets the transaction. If it be fitting 
to celebrate the act which simply gave this country its opportunity, and 
the declaration of the principles, which were mere empty words unless a 
constitutional government could be founded on them, why is it unbecom- 
ing to provide for this simple but august ceremonial in honor of what 
Mr. Gladstone declared the most marvelous single document which 
ever came from the human intellect, and of its successful inauguration 
and its successful administration for a hundred years—that great Con- 
stitution under which the thirteen States have grown to be thirty-eight 
States, under which the 3,000,000 have grown to be 65,000,000, and on 
whose example to-day is the defense and the security and the hope of 
constitutional liberty not only on this continent but the world over? 

I think it is a wise, natural, and beautiful instinct which induces 
men to mark their birthdays and the recurrence of the anniversaries of 
the great and joyful events in their lives. I think the most beautiful 
occasion that ever comes to a household is the golden wedding of the 
father and the mother, when thechildren and the grandchildren gather 
about their knees and they look back on fifty years of domestic felicity, 
and comfort, and happiness, and virtue in a simple home. 

Is it to bea matter of ridicule when the golden wedding of these 
thirteen States with their twenty-five children by their side is to be cel- 
ebrated by a simple statement from the most august magistrate on the 
face of the earth, just beginning career which those of us who do 
not belong to the party which has selected him hope and pray may be 
a career like that of the great predecessors who have adorned the office 
which he fills? 

Ithink we should consider $300,000, and $3,000,000, cheap if we 
could have a statement of constitutional history, and constitutional 
principle, and the essence of constitutional law, coming from the lips 
of John Marshall at the end of the first fifty years, or of Taney, or of 
Chase, or of Ellsworth, or of Jay, or of Waite. I want to hear that 
statement from the man on whose shoulders has fallen that ermine 
which under the constitutional processes and the simple safeguards 
which the Republic has thrown about its magistracy has remained 
pure, purer than the driven snow, purer than the whitest wool, purer 
than the purity of the purest woman or the purest child in the admin- 
istration of these great affairs for a hundred years. 

I for one in the brief period of public service which remains to me 
can get instruction, and inspiration, and cheer, and hope, and comfort 
if that great magistrate can tell me what he and the men who think 
with him have to draw in the way of a lesson from the eonstitutional 
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history of my country. It may be that it is ridiculous in the eyes of | senior Senator from Louisiana 


the Senator from Vermont, and if it be, let him spend that day in the 
zoological park in the companionship of his monkeys. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I did not know that I was to have 
so near neighbors. I was under the impression that the amendment I 
had proposed to the bill said nothing about monkeys or anybody else, 
cousins or uncles or descendants of that class of bei 

The amendment I offered to the bill provided for a national park, 
and nothing else. But if it had provided for monkeys, I do not know 
that it would necessarily prove that the Senator from Massachusetts is 
right in supposing that it was n to the honor of the Chief-Jus- 
tice or to the happiness of the Senator from Massachusetts that $300,- 
000 should be spent for a single day’s celebration, in which the Chief- 
Justice should read a dissertation upon the history of the Constitution, 
and the Senator from Massachusetts should furnish the fuss and feath- 
ers for the occasion. If it is, we can vote it; but I ask for the yeas 
and nays on the adoption of the amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment to the amendment. Does the Senator from Vermont desire 
the yeas and nays on that? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Oh, no. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iwish to suggest a formal amendment to the amend- 
ment. In line 6, the words ‘subject to the confirmation of the United 
States Senate’’ is hardly legal phraseology. The usual phraseology is 
“ by and with the advice and consent of the Senate.“ 

Mr. HISCOCK. There is no objection to that amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proposed amendment to the 
amendment will be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. In line 6 it is proposed to strike out the words: 

Subject to the confirmation of the United States Senate. 

And to insert: 

By and with the advice and consent.of the Senate. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question now is on agreeing to 
the amendment as amended, upon which the Senator from Vermont 
asks that the yeas and nays may be entered on the Journal. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the amendment be read as amended. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment as amended will 
be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to add, as an additional section, 
at the end of the bill: 


Sec. —. That for the purpose of making adequate preparation for an appro- 
priate celebration of the centennial of the Constitution of the United States, a 
commission of nine members, to be known as the constitutional centennial 
commission, is hereby authorized, and the President of the United States shall, 
and he is hereby, authorized and orpoa to appoint said commissioners, by 
and with the advice and consent of the Senate, and said commission shall have 
charge of the pre tions for and the ceremonies of said celebration. 

That the President of the United States is hereby authorized and ies — 
to invite the chief executive and chief judicial ofticers of Mexico, la, 
Nicaragua, Costa Rica, Salvador, Honduras, the United Statesof Colombia, Ven- 
ezuela, Bolivia, Pern, Chili, Uruguay, Paraguay, Ecuador, the Argentine Re- 
public, the Empire of Brazil, the Dominion of Canada, Hayti, San Domingo, 
and such other civil and military officers of said governments as the commis- 
sion hereinbefore provided for shall designate, to visit Washington in Se yur 
1889 and join with the President of the United States and the ean ges the 
United States, the justices of the Supreme Court, the governors of forty-six 
States and Territories, and others who may be invited,in suitable ceremonies 
in honor of said event. And the President shall have authority to entertain, in 
a suitable manner and for a suitable time, in his discretion, the foreign guests 
attending said celebration; and the sum of $300,000, out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise approprier is hereby a: 3 or so much thereof 
as may be necessary, to ray the expenses incident to said celebration and 
said entertainment, the same to be paid and disbursed upon proper vouchers 
approved by the president of said commission. 

Phat said commission shall, from 
of the United States. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The yeas and nays having been or- 
dered, the Secretary will call the roll on agreeing to the amendment of 
the Senator from New Yorkas amended. 

The Secretary ed to call the roll. 

Mr. COLQUITT (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. CHACE]. I do not know how he would 
vote. If he were present, I should vote yea.” 

Mr. MCPHERSON (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator, from Colorado [Mr. BowEn]. If he were present, I should 
vote nay. 

Mr. MITCHELL (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
junior Senator from Tennessee [Mr. BATE]. If he were here, I should 
vote yea. 

Mr. BROWN (when Mr. RANsom’s name was called). I was asked 
by the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. RAnsom] to announce his 
pair with the junior Senator from Michigan [Mr. STOCKBRIDGE].- 

Mr. SAWYER (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Delaware [Mr. SAULSBURY]. 


Mr. SPOONER (when his name was called). I have a general pair 
with the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. WALTHALL]. I do not know 
how he would vote upon this question, and I therefore refrain from 
casting my vote. 

Mr. TELLER (when his name was called), Iam paired with the 


time to time, report directly to the President | B: 


[Mr. Gipson]. If he were present, I 
should vote yea.“ l 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. COLQUITT. I announced my pair with the Senator from 
Rhode Island [Mr. CHACE], but I understand that he would probably 
be recorded in the affirmative upon this question, and I therefore vote. 
I vote ea.“ 

Mr. BROWN (after having voted in the negative). I voted forget- 
ting that I am paired with the Senator from Oregon [Mr. DoLrH]. I 
withdraw my vote. 

1 0 PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Georgia withdraws 
is vote. 

Mr. PAYNE (after having voted in the negative). I am paired gen- 
erally to-day with the Senator from Nevada [Mr. JoNES] and I with- 
draw my vote. 

0 The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ohio withdraws 
is vote. 

Mr. BLAIR. I am paired with the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. 
GEORGE]. If this is deemed a party matter, I will not vote. If al- 
lowed to vote, I should vote yea.“ 

Several SENATORS. Vote! 

Mr. BLAIR. If Senators think I will be justified in voting, I vote 
en. 

Mr. TELLER. I am paired with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. 
Grsson] on political questions, As this does not seem to be a polit- 
ical question, and I am told by some that the Senator from Louisiana 
would vote for the amendment, I vote yea.“ 

Mr. ALLISON. Before the vote is announced I should like unani- 
mous consent to have it understood that to-morrow the consideration 
of this bill—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair can not entertain a re- 
= for the intervention of any business while the roll-call is pro- 

ing. 
Mr. ALLISON. Very well. 

Mr. HISCOCK (after having voted in the affirmative). I have a 
general pair with the Senater from Arkansas [Mr. Jones]. Under- 
standing that in no sense is this a political question, I will allow my 
vote to stand. 

Mr. PADDOCK. My colleague [Mr. MANDEERSON] is paired with 
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN]. If my colleague were 
here, he would vote yea. 

Mr. COCKRELL (after having voted in the negative). Iwas paired 
a few moments ago with the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY], 
and I am not sure how he would vote on this question. I would vote 
nay,“ and fearing that he might vote yea if present I will with- 
draw my vote. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri with- 
draws his vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 16, nays 12; as follows: 


YEAS—16, 
Blair, Evarts, H Platt, 
Butler, Gorman, His. 1 
Chandler, ray. Hoar, Stewart, 
Colq Hampton, Paddock, Teller, 
NAYS—12. 
Call, Daniel, Harris, Morrill, 
Coke, Dawes, Ingalls, Pugh, 
Cullom, Edmunds, Morgan, Vest. 
ABSENT—48. 
Aldrich, Davis, Kenna, Saulsbury, 
Allison, Dolph, McPherson, Sawyer, 
ate, Eustis, Manderson, Sherman, 
A Farwell, Mitchell, Spooner, 
Faulkner, Palmer, Stanford 
Blackburn, e, Pasco, Stockbridge, 
Blodgett, George, Payne, Turpie, 
Bowen, Gibson, Plumb. ance, 
Brown, ale, Quay, Voorhees, 
Cameron, Hawley, Ransom, Walthall, 
Chace, Jones of Arkansas, Riddleberger, Wilson of Iowa, 
Cockrell, Jones of Nevada, Sabin, Wilson of Md. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The vote disclosing the absence of a 
quorum, the Secretary will call the roll of the Senate. = 

Mr. CULLOM, I think I will make a motion to adjourn. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Illinois moves that 
the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. ALLISON. hope the Senator from Illinois will withdraw that 
motion until we can ascertain the presence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. No business can be transacted except 
the call of the roll of the Senate—— 

Mr. ALLISON. So I understand. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. And except a motion to adjourn. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. I hope the Senator will withdraw that 
motion. 

Mr. CULLOM. I will withdraw the motion, as the chairman of the 
Committee on Appropriations desires me to do so. 
. — T POLERT pro tempore. The Secretary will call the roll of 

e Sena 
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The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators answered 
to their names: 


aes Dena; Hoar, Ransom, 
r, awes, ngalls, Reagan, 
Brown, Edmunds, McPherson, Sawyer, 
Butler, Evarts, Mitchell, Spooner, 
Call, Gorman, Morgan, Stewart, 
Chandler, Gray, Morrill, Teller, 
Cockrell, Ipon; Paddock, Vest. 
8 Payne, 

quitt, H Platt, 
Cuflom, Hiscock, Pugh, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore, 
swered to their names—less than a quorum. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. HARRIS. I ask the Senator from Iowa to withdraw that mo- 
tion for a moment. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will withdraw the motion for a moment. 

Mr. HARRIS. I wish to give notice that if this state of things oc- 


Thirty-seven Senators have an- 


curs again during the expiring hours of this Congress, so far as I am 
personally concerned, I shall insist upon a regular call of the Senate 
and the sending of the Sergeant-at-Arms for absent Senators. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 6 o’clock and 40 minutes p. m. 
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, February 22, 1889, at 
12 o’clock m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, February 21, 1889. 


The House met at 12 0’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. 
H. MILBURN, D. D. x 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 

PURCHASE OF PROPERTY IN-THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. TAULBEE. Mr. Speaker, I did not càtch the reading of the 
Journal with reference to the disposition of the report from the special 
committee in relation to the purchase of real estate for the District of 
Columbia yesterday. 

The SPEAKER. It shows that the report was indefinitely post- 
poned on motion of the gentleman from New York [Mr. BAKER]. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I want to ask a question for information. Does 
that action dissolve the committee ? 

The SPEAKER. The committee is discharged. When a select 
committee makes a final report to the House the committee is dissolved. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I understand that to be the effect. Now, what I 
want to know is how the matter of settling up the business of the 
committee is to be disposed of. 

The SPEAKER, That is not a matter for the Chair to decide or for 
the House; that is a matter outside of the House. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Regular order. 

LIFE-SAVING STATION, OREGON. 


Mr. HERMANN. The record of the proceedings transacted last 
evening in relation to business coming from the Committee on Com- 
merce omits the report of that committee in reference to a life-saving 
station on the coast of Oregon. Ido not remember whether an order 
was made to have the report printed in the proceedings or not, but if 
not I ask unanimous consent that it be printed in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is insisted upon. The gentle- 
man can not ask unanimous consent at this time, but he can make a 
correction of the RECORD if he desires. 


LORD SACKVILLE. 
The SPEAKER laid before the House the following communication 
from the President: 


to the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I Wee: herewith a 5 ay tiene 8 of N 
corres} ndence. uchin e case o e 
TERRE 8 3 E GROVER CLEVELAND, 


of this Seye date, with 
Sackville. 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, February 20, 1888. 
The communication and accompanying papers were referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
LODGE AT WASHINGTON MONUMENT. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate from the Secretary of 
War of an appropriation for furnishing and maintaining a lodge at the 
Washington Monument; which was referred tothe Committee on Ap- 
propriations, and ordered to be printed. 
DECORATION OF PUBLIC BUILDINGS, 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Acting 
Secretary of the Treasury, submitting an estimate of an appropriation 
for the decoration of public buildings during the inauguration cere- 
monies; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 
THE BRIG SALLY. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letier from the assistant 


clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting conclusions of law and of fact 
in the spoliation claim in the matter of the brig Sally; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, an- 
nounced that the Senate had passed without amendment joint resolu- 
tions of the following titles: 

Joint resolution (H. Res, 258) ponnn for the printing of the eulo- 
gies on the life and character of Edward W. Robertson, deceased, late 
Representative in Congress from Louisiana; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 262) to print 39,000 copies of the fourth 
annual report of the Commissioner of Labor. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the re- 
port of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the bill (H. R. 11795) making appropriations for the legisla- 
tive, executive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1890, and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the Senate had to the con- 
current resolution of the House providing for printing additional copies 
of the report on the production of the precious metals of the United 
States for 1887. 


DEERING DONNELL AND OTHERS VS. THE UNITED STATES. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the assistant 
clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting findings of fact in the case of 
Deering Donnell and others against the United States; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


RELIEF OF SETTLERS IN HETTINGER COUNTY, DAKOTA. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a bill (S. 3751) for the re- 
lief of certain settlers in Hettinger County, Dakota. 

Mr. SPOONER. I ask unanimous consent that that bill be with- 
held and lie on the Speaker’s table for the present. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


DISTRICT JURORS. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following Senate con- 
current resolution: 
In THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, February 20, 1889. 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of eee concurring), That in the en- 
rollment of the bill (S. 3640) to amend the laws relating to the seleetion and sery- 
ice of jurors in the supreme court of the District of Columbia the Committee on 
Enrolled Bills is hereby authorized and direeted to strike out the word “ fifty- 
two“ where it occurs in the first line of section 8 and to insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ sixty-two.” à 


The resolution was concurred in. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit for present con- 
sideration a resolution to which I think there will be no objection. 
The resolution was read, as follows: å 


Resolved, That after to-day the House sessions shall begin at 10 a. m., and, 
after the reading of the Journal, up to 11 a. m., matters by unanimous consent 
may be considered; . to be under the control of the Speaker, from 
the two sides alternately 


The SPEAKER. _Is there objection? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I object. 

Mr. RANDALL, Idemand the previous question. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution is in order for reference. 

Mr. RANDALL, The first part of it is in order at any rate. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read that part of the resolution 


In. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That on and after to-day the House sessions shall begin at 10a. m., 
and, after the reading of the Journal, up to 11 a, m., matters by unanimous con- 
sent may be considered. 

The SPEAKER. This proposition involves a change of a standing 
order of the House, and under the rule it must lie over for one day. 

Mr. RANDALL. I ask the Chair whether the proposition to meet 
at 10 or 11 a. m. is not in order without the following part of the 
resolution? 

The SPEAKER, The Chair thinks not. It is inorder to introduce 
the resolution for reference, but it involves the change of a standing 
order of the House. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Regular order. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. If the gentleman will change 
this proposition so that the daily sessions shall commence at 11 o’clock 
this week and 10 o’clock next week, I will not object. 

Mr. RANDALL. I can not consent to do that. I want to accom- 
modate every member of the House 

Many MEMBERS. That is right. 

Mr. RANDALL. Quite a number of gentlemen desire to come here 
early in the day to transact business by unanimous consent, and I 
think such an opportunity ought to be afforded. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. If the gentleman will accept an amendment 
providing that members shall be recognized as their names are reached 
on a call of the roll, so that every one may get his chance 

The SPEAKER. Objection being made to the immediate consider- 
ation of the resolution, it will be referred to the Committee on Rules, 

Mr. HOOKER, I hope there will be an early report. 
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AMENDMENT OF INTERNAL-REVENUE LAW. 


Mr. RANDALL. I submit as a privileged matter another resolu- 
tion for reference to the Committee on Rules. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
inf oe red, That Rule XXIII, clause 4, be amended by adding thereto the follow- 
Sl dy 
0 


led, That on —— dax, immediately after the reading of the Journal, 
the House shall proceed in the Committee of the Whole House on the state ofthe 
Union to the Dera pares of the bill (H. R. 12131) to amend the internal-reve- 
nue laws, and at 4 o'clock p. m. on sgid day the said bill shall be reported to 
the House with such amendments as may have been agreed to in said committee, 
and the previous question shall be considered as ordered upon said amend- 
ts, and upon the engrossment, third reading, and passage of said bill, and 
e votes thereon shall be forthwith taken; and in case the said bill shall not 
be taken up on ee day, 1 5 this Sents a onune ona Aeg: and's all 
respects until one ve day shall be occupicd as herein specified : 0- 
vided, That a yea- and - nay vote shall be taken onan amendment pee nS t by Mr. 
Forney, on behalf of the minority of the committee reporting said bill: Pro- 
vided peines Thatafter the consideration of the said bill has been entered ypon 
no di ry motion shall be entertained by the Chair.” 
The SPEAKER. This resolution will be referred to the Committee 
on Rules, 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, itsSecretary, announced 
agreement to the report of the committee of conference on the di ing 
votes of the two Houses on the bill (S. 185) to provide for the admission 
of the State of South Dakota into the Union and for the organization 
of the Territory of North Dakota. 

CENSUS. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (H. R. 1659) providing 
for taking the eleventh and subsequent censuses; said bill having been 
returned from the Senate with amendments. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The bill will be referred to the Select Committee 
on the Eleventh Census. 

Mr. COX. I ask that the committee have leave to report on that 
bill at any time. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox] asks 
that the Committee on the Eleventh Census be allowed to report back 
the amendments of the Senate at any time. Is there objection? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. What is the bill? 

The SPEAKER. Itis a bill providing for taking the eleventh cen- 


sus. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I object. 

Mr. COX. I ask unanimous consent to take the bill up now and 
agree to the Senate amendments. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I hope the gentleman from New York will agree 
that the bill shall remain on the Speaker’s table at this time. Iam 
very anxious to have the House proceed with the Post-Office appropri- 
ation bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unanimous 
consent that the Senate amendments be now concurred in. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I must object at present. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will withhold the bill, if there be no 
objection. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

Mr. McCULLOGH, by unanimous consent, obtained leave of absence 

for the remainder of week, on account of important business. 
; ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I move to dispense with the e, Dont; and in 
connection with that motion I ask unanimous consent that gentlemen 
be allowed to file majority and minority reports with the Clerk. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT] asks 
unanimous consent that gentlemen having reports to nt from com- 
mittees be allowed to file them at the Clerk's desk, to be referred un- 
der the direction of the Speaker. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Does that include authority for minorities of com- 
mittees to file their views? 

The SPEAKER. That is a part of the proposition. Is there objec- 
tion to this request? The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

FILING OF REPORTS. 
ae following reports were filed by being handed in at the Clerk’s 


HENRY H. VAN DYCK AND OTHERS. 


Mr. BYNUM, from the Committee on Ways and Means, re 

hack favorably the bill (H. R. 5241) for the relief of Hi Van 
Dyck, Daniel Butterfield, Charles J. Folger, and Thomas Hillhouse, 
late assistant treasurers of the United States at New York, N. Y., and 
of Charles J. Canda, assistant treasurer of the United States at New 
York, N. Y.; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 


d 


LITTLEBERRY W. BAKER. 

Mr. BLISS, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back with 
amendments the bill (H. R. 12619) granting a pension to Littleberry 
W. Baker; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 


WILLIAM J. MARTIN. 

Mr. BLISS also, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 12608) to pension William J. Martin; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on thé Private Cal- 
endar, ahd, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

ELIZABETH M., ALLEN. 


Mr. BLISS , from Committee on Pensions, reported back fa- 
vorably the bill (H. R. 10725) to increase the pension of Elizabeth M. 
Allen; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

IRA WELLS. 

Mr. BLISS also, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back fa- 
vorably the bill (H. R. 12607) to grant a pension to Ira Wells; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

HOT SPRINGS BENEVOLENT ASSQCIATION. 


Mr. McRAE, from the Committee on the Public Lands, bi gabe back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 12564) granting the use of certain Jands in the 
Hot Springs reservation in the State of Arkansas to the Hot Springs 
Benevolent Association; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

MRS. CHRISTIANA FREDERIKA ZEUTMEYER. 


Mr. BLISS, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back favor- 
ably the bill (H. R. 9520) granting a pension to Mrs. Christiana Fred- 
erika Zeutmeyer, of Fairfield, Minn. ; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

ACCEPTANCE OF STATUE OF GENERAL LEWIS CASS, 


Mr. CHIPMAN. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT] per- 
mits me to submit a proposition fixing an evening session for the ac- 
tion of the House on the concurrent resolution accepting the statue of 
General Cass. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Library are discharged from the consid- 
eration of the concurrent resolution to accept the statue of General Lewis Cass, 

resented to the United States by the State of Michigan; and that a recess be 

ken at 5 o’clock this afternoon until 7¢ o'clock this evening, at which time the 
House shall be in session to consider said resolution and no other business; and 
that the said session shall adjourn not later than 10 o'clock. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to ing to this resolution? 

Mr. CRISP. I will not object if any otlik night than to-night be 
named, because it is the intention to have a caucus to-night. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. Then I suggest Saturday night. 

Mr. MILLS. What is this proposition? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan desires unanimous 
consent for the adoption of a resolution fixing a session for Saturday 
night for the acceptance of the statue of General Lewis Cass. The Chair 
will state that on Saturday afternoon, by order of the House, the reso- 
lutions in relation to the death of the late Representative Burnes will 
be taken up by the House, and that in such cases it is usual to adjourn 
at the conclusion of the eulogies, instead of taking a recess. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Then I suggest Monday night. 

Mr. RANDALL, Will that involve an adjournment at any partic- 
ular hour on Monday night? 

The SPEAKER. The proposition is for a recess at 5 o’clock and ad- 
journment at 10. 

Mr. RANDALL. Well, I object to the provision for an adjourn- 
ment at 10 o’clock. 

The SPEAKER. Objection being made, the resolution is not before 
the House. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. BLOUNT. I move to dispense with the morning hour for the 
call of committees. 
The motion was agreed to. 


POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. BLOUNT. I move that the House resolve itself into Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union to resume the consideration 
of the Post-Office appropriation bill. 

The motion was to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union (Mr. of Georgia, in the chair), and 
resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 12490) making appropri- 
ations for the service of the Post-Office Department for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1890. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the pending paragraph. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Page 3: Cashier, five classes, salary, graded in even hundreds of dollars, at 
$1,800, $2,000, $2,200, $2,400, and not exceeding $2,600 per annum. 


Mr. KERR. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out that paragraph. 
Last evening when the committee was considering this bill I ob- 
tained the floor with a view of making a few remarks concerning this 
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proposed classification. This classification is in harmony with certain 
other acts of former Co classifying the officials in the employ- 
mentof the Government. Idonotthink thatsystem of classification has 
been prolific of any good results to the Government. It has been rather 
expensive; and I believe that this classification, which provides for 
making the minimum salary of these officials at least 50 per cent. 
her than the same class of persons employed in the avocations of 
private life obtain, will not be promotive of much publie good, for the 
reason that it seems to be in the direction of increasing at a greater and 
ter degree the expenses of the General Government, at a time, too, 
hen the people of this country, who are not interested in the holding 
of offices, but only as they promote the efliciency of theservice, are de- 
manding a reduction in the rate of postage. If this classification is 
adopted as provided in this bill, I have no doubt it will inerease the 
annual erpen ey of the Post-Office Department several millions of 
dollars. Ve have already had arguments upon the door here to show 
that the appropriations are not sufficient by several hundred thousand 
dollars, even as estimated, if this classification is to be adopted. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BINGHAM] says they can’ 
not on, into effect the classification unless an appropriation of several 
hun thousand dollars more is made. Now, the effect of this will 
be to burden the incoming administration with an app tion of 

haps one and a half, possibly two, millions of dollars more than 
5 now for the administration of the Government. Last spring 
the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT] introduced an amendment 
to the appropriation bill that was not demanded by the people, asking 
$600,000 for additional compensation to post-offices of the third class. 
The gentleman said at the time that the request had been made in open 
Honse, and that the point of order could not be made againstit. It 
was passed through the House, thereby adding $600,000 to the bill. 

Mr. BINGHAM. No; $450,000. 

Mr. KERR. Six hundred thousand dollars was the amount pro- 
vided in the bill. 

Mr. BINGHAM. But it passed for $450,000. 

Mr. KERR. Well, I did not know that it had been so modified. I 
know it originally provided an appropriation of $600,000, and now this 
will make a million and a half more, which will make it absolutely 
impossible for a long time to come to reduce the letter-postage of this 
country, which isso much in demand. Besides that there is no need 
for it. ‘There are ten men to every office who are willing to take these 
places at the rate provided now by law and who are anxious to take 
them; and one of the great annoyances—no; I will not call it an an- 
noyance, for it is very proper that it should be so—but one of the 
sources of the greatest labor to members of Congress is the answering 
of letters from men who want positions under the Government and are 
anxious to get them at the prices provided. In the next administra- 
tion the gentlemen who have been so long preaching economy will be 
charging us, as they have for the last fifteen or twenty years, with ex- 
trav: ce in the appropriations of the Government; and I wish to 
call the attention of the House now to the fact that this proposition of 
the gentleman from Georgia is a step in the direction of extravagance 
in public expenditures, so that it can not be charged against this side 
of the House in the next Congress, because it is brought forward in 
this House, advocated and supported by the unanimous recommenda- 
tion of the Democratic committee, and is urged upon this Congress by 
a gentleman who years ago was before the country as the friend of 
economy. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. BLOUNT. Ihave nothing to add. Anything that could be 
said in response to the gentleman would be merely a repetition. I ask 
a vote. f 

The amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Superintendents of mails, salary not exceeding 45 per cent. of the 
ter as provided by the act of March 3, 1883, graded in even hundreds of dollars, 
from $1,500 to not exceeding $2,700 annum,exceptat New York, N.Y., where 
the salary of the superintendent of mails shall be fixed at $3,200 per annum. 

Mr. HOLMAN, * I raise the point of order upon that paragraph, 
‘superintendent of mails,“ on the ground that it is new legislation 
not covered by any agreement before the committee or order made in 
the House. There is no law creating that office. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I havesimply to say that these are head clerks; that 
their duties are of a clerical nature; that they are superintending this 
class of work, and that they are paid out of the appropriations for 
clerk-hire, and always have been. 

Mr. HOLMAN. ‘They are clerks in the same sense exactly as the 
Postmaster-General may perform clerical duties. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Oh, no. Besides, the Postmaster-General is paid 
out of the legislative bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It does not matter where or how he is paid, if my 
friend will excuse me. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I think it does as bearing upon the point of 


order. 

Mr. HOLMAN. This is a new office created by law and known to 
the law for the first time in this sense. Talk of clerical duties! Why, 
from the Postmaster-General down to transporters of mails—to mail 
carriers in cities, of course—there are more or less of clerical duties 
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ing to all of them and performed by all; and every one of them 
would be entitled to the benefit of clergy under the old lish crim- 
inal-law practice, for all have occasion to write some. 
There is no law creating this office. It is new legislation on an a 
propriation bill, and expressly prohibited by the third clause of Rule 


The CHAIRMAN. In an order made in January it appears that 
the Committee on the Post-Officeand Post-Roads were authorized to re- 
port in the Post-Office appropriation bill such new legislation as they 
deemed proper for the classification of clerks in certain post- offices. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Not new legislation, simply classification. 

TheCHAIRMAN. But the Chair would respond to the gentleman 
from Indiana by saying that the classification of the clerks in these 
post- offices is in itself new legislation; and in classifying the clerks in 
the post-offices, the Chair is inclined to think that in the classification 
new designations may be applied to the clerks in those offices. Of 
course the Chair is not perfectly familar with the details of the duties 
of those officers, but is compelled to accept the statement that these 
are duties now performed by clerks, and are therefore, so far as the 
Post-Office Department is concerned, clerical in their character. The 
Chair overrules the point of order. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ishall not appeal from that decision. I will leave 
it to the House and for this committee to determine whether this is in 
conformity with that agreement. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Superintendents of delivery, salary not exceeding 45 per cent. of the salary of 
the tmaster, as provided by the act of March 3, 1883, graded in even hun- 


of dollars, from $1,300 to not exceeding $2,700 annum at Now 
York, N. Y., where the salary of the . delivery be fixed 
at $3,200 per annum. 


Mr. HOLMAN. LI raise the point of order that that is new legisla- 
tion, not authorized by the rules of the House, and not suggested in 
the agreement made in the House a few days e 

Mr. KERR. I would suggest, in addition to that, ought not this per- 
mission to be understood as modified by the statement made at the 
time by the chairman of the committee that it would not increase the 
expense to the General Government for salaries? It seems to me that 
that permission was modified, or ought to be modified, by the statement 
made to the House by the chairman when he was asking consent; and 
inasmuch as it is not in conformity with the statement made at the 
time, that permission ought not to be understood as having been given. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to say to the Chair that it is impossible—ab- 
solutely impossible—that this office was intended to be embraced in 
the agreement. I call attention to the fact that the report of the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Hoads shows upon its face that within 
the meaning of that understanding this office was not that of a clerk. 
The classifications are as follows: Assistant postmaster.” Now, of 
course, that is not a clerical office, and yet he performs the duties of a 
clerk. Everybody knows that. 

The Chair has already held, notwithstanding the fact that he does 
not perform the duties of a clerk, yet still he is covered by the 
agreement. Then comes the chief clerk. It is an office classified in 
this report made by that committee. I concede that the chief clerks 
are covered by the agreement. The next is the superintendents of di- 
visions, and then the various intendents are given as separate and 
distinct officers, and then the ‘ks—clerks, mailing clerks, general- 
delivery clerks, stamp clerks, registry clerks—money-order, stamp, and 
other clerical offices are d ted. While the assistant postmaster 
is designated, the chief clerk is designated, the superintendent is desig- 
nated, canit be pretended under the agreement made in this House an- 
thorizing the classification of clerks that it embraced all these other 
officers and say that it is to go throughout the entire Post-Office De- 

ment? 
Prhe CHAIRMAN. The Chair, for the reasons already given, over- 
rules the point of order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Assistant superintendents of delivery, three classes, salary, graded in even 
hundreds of dollars, at $1,200, at $1,300, and not exceeding $1,400 per annum. 

Superintendents of ry, salary not exceeding 35 cent. of the salary of 
the postmaster, as provided by the act of Maroh b, 183, graded in even hun- 
d of dollars, from $1,000 to not exceeding $2,100 per annum, ex: at New 
York, N. Y.. where the salary of the superintendent of registry shall be fixed 
at not exceeding 40 per cent. of the salary of the postmaster, as provided by the 


act of March 3, 1883. 
Mr. HOLMAN. On those phs I make the point of order. 
Mr. CHEADLE. I desire to the following amendment, 

Mr. BLOUNT rose. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I will yield to the chairman of the committee. 
The CHAIRMAN recognized Mr. BLOUNT. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I arose to a point of order. 

The eee But the gentleman yielded to his colleague [Mr. 

CHEADLE]. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But he was not the Chair on the point 
of order, and I wish to address the Chair on the t of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] 
will proceed. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iwish to say that this provision, likeall the others, 

is not within the agreement made with the House, but is in violation 
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of it. I present another point here, because this report which I have 
before me shows that this proposition was not within the classification 
as included in the agreement. I fegl the more in duty bound to make 
this objection, because it is my duty as a Representative and the duty 
of every gentleman entertaining my views of that sort of thing, to 
have the interpretation of the agreement ascertained. When the agree- 
ment was made I put the following question. In the colloquy which 
has been referred to so often here I said: 


Mr. Hotmay. I wish to inquire whether the object of this request is to classify 
in the same manner as in the Department— 


No ambiguity about it whatever, because we all know that we have 
first, second, third, and fourth class clerks in all the Departments of 
the Government. 


In the same manner as in the Department, or to increase or diminish the sal- 
aries of employés, : 


Now, what was the answer? Let us see whether these propositions, 
every one of which increases salaries, are in conformity with the agree- 
ment. Here is the answer of the gentleman from Georgia to my ques- 
tion: 

Mr. BLOUNT. No, sir; not to increase, but simply to classify them, 


And yet, Mr. Chairman, under that agreement every successive sec- 
tion of this bill which has been the subject of controversy is broughtin 
here in violation of the stipulation. Every one of them increases sal- 
aries. Can the Chair hold that members sat here supinely in their 
seats and in violation of their duty as Representatives blindly con- 
sented to a proposition which would increase salaries all along the line? 
I press my point of order upon the ground that this provision is not in 
harmony with but is a violation of the agreement that salaries should 
not be increased by the proposed classification. [Cries of Vote!“ 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Georgia desire to 
heard further on the point of order? 

Mr. BLOUNT. I do not. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would like to know from the gentle- 
man from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] whether the portion of the RECORD 
which he has just read is the order of the House or is only the collo- 

y which pg piaca on that occasion. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It is the colloquy which is the order of the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from Indiana read the order 
of the House? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Task that the whole of the agreement be read. It 
is very important to dispose of this matter properly, because otherwise 
we never can make an agreement in the House unless it is in writing. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read again the material portion 
of the RECORD relating to the order made by the House. 

Mr. HOLMAN. From the making of the request. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. BLOUNT. I desire, Mr. S er, to make to the House a 
stance of the Committee on the Post-Oflice and Post-Roads, an 
committee be pied fe de in the Post-Office a 

viding for the el jon of clerks in first and second class offices. It has 
Len recommended by the President and by Postmasters-General from time to 
time, and the only reason the matter has not been disposed of has been the dif- 
fioulty under the rules of the House of reaching the matter. I hope there will 
be no objection to my request, so that the matter may be brought before the 
House for disposition, 

Mr. Burrows. To be considered in order. 

Mr. BLOUNT. That is all. I merely ask that it may be brought before the 
House for consideration, 

Ar K 22 the point of order against the proposition 

r. TAULBER. ve 0 
if it is to bring these clerks under the provisions of the civil service. 
Mr. BLOUNT. It has no relation to the civil service. 
Mr. TaulunR. I would like to hear, then, exactly what is the object of the 


‘ition. 

er The object of it is simply this: The gentleman from Kentu 
is aware that the clerks in the Post-O ee Department have their salaries fixed. 
He is also aware that the letter-carriers have their salaries fixed by law. The 
postal clerks also have their salaries fixed by law, but so far as the first and sec- 
ond class offices are concerned the clerks therein have their salaries fixed, not 
by law, but regulated by the chief of the salary and allowance division of tho 
Post-Office ment. The proposition we ask to bring before the House for 
consideration is in relation to that matter. 

Mr. TAULBEE. That is the object of the provision, then. 

Mr. Biount. The object is to fix the salaries of these clerks in the first and 
8 forit. Id t object to that. I thought it 

r. TAULBEE. Lam for o not o was a proposi- 

tion to classify them within the civil service. 

Mr. HoLxAx. I wish to inquire whether the object of this request is to classify 
in the same manner as in the Department, or to increase or diminish the salaries 


of the employés. 
but simply to classify them. So far as the 


Mr. BLOUNT. No, sir; not to ine 
details are concerned, whether the es shall be higher or lower, is a matter 


es trates 1 heth friend 
„ HOLMAN. i N 
83 these eee pa Gis peat of pope ama Palys Sayeed oad of De 
partment to which he refers. 
Mr. BLOUNT. I do not. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is the special point that I desire to call special 
attention to. An agreement is there made fora classification that shall 
not increase salaries. 

The Clerk continued the reading, as follows: 


aa 5 x. Will the classification proposed carry any particular rate of 
salary 
object, to fix the salary and to limit 
matter. 


uest at the in- 
it is that that 
propriation bill legislation 


Mr. Br ouxx. Well, that is just the very 
the power of the head of the bureau in the 


* 


Mr. Curenxox. But will not this allowance of salaries have to be paid as here- 
tofore, through the De ent? 

The SPEAKER. That is not debatable, 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, I wish to ask the gentleman from ia if a bill has been 
reported heretofore to the same effect as he now proposes from the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Oh, yes, I think on several occasions. 

Mr. TowxsHEND, But I mean ane the present Congress. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Not during the presen 93 for the reason that there were 
certain elements then wanting to enable us to reach a proper conclusion, which 
3 — been supplied by the Postmaste: eral, Rha hence are not want- 

ng y. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. What is the objection to letting the provision be brought in 
when the bill is before the House, without asking us beforehand, and without 
our knowing what the provision is, to make an to the general rules of 
the House which have proved so salutary in the past? 

Mr. BLOUNT, I will say to my friend from Tennessee that if itis brought in 
outside of the Post-O Mce appropriation bill, the gentleman himself will readil 
understand that the chances are not one in a hundred of ever reaching the bill, 

Mr. Cox. Thatis so. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. But what I mean is, why not go along until you reach the 
consideration of the bill, then submit your proposition and ask unanimous con- 
sent when the bill is being considered to let the amendment come in notwith- 
standing the rule which would prohibit the consideration of the subject? 

Mr. BLount. Why, that would be absolutely futile work. I have no objeo- 
tion whatever to letting the House vote upon it, and accept or reject it, but it 
would certainly seem superfluous to go to work and prepare a bill on this sub- 
oe notwithstanding that it has the recommendation and indorsement of 

resident, the recommendations of the rtment,and others interested in 
and familiar with the subject, when one single objection on the floor of the 
House would prevent the House from considering it. 

Mr. Abus. But a single objection will do that now. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I am only asking that the House will give consent that the 
committee may formulate the proposition in the bill, and then it will be for the 
House to determine whether it will accept the proposition or not. 

Mr. MoM. But the gentleman ought to bring in his proposition first, 
The difficulty about his request is that I do not see why the House should bind 
itself beforehand to consider a proposition which is brought in in violation of 
the rules when it does not even understand what Ae is. If tho 
gentleman will state his pro) tion at the time that the bill is being consid- 
ered, and if it commends itself to the sense of justice of the House, it would no 
doubt, as many other matters of the same kind have done heretofore, be con- 
sidered by the House and no doubt agreed to. On the eontrary, if the proposi- 
tion is an objectionable one, it is too late, after the privilege is given in this 
manner—after point of order is waived—to make objections which under 
aoe circumstances would prevent the consideration of the matter. 

„ BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, it is perfectly competent when the bill comes be- 
fore the House to discuss it and vote it out if the House is unwilling to accept 


the proposition. 
ntleman from Georgia knows that the power to 


Mr. McMruiin, But the 
vote out is often utterly useless, and that it can not be exercised here always 
desire for 


in cases where it ought to be exercised. 
Mr. Broust. I wish to say to my friend that I N ee his 
extreme care in legislation; and I also appreciate that rule which excludes cer- 
tain legislation from appropriation bills. But there is not a member on this 
floor who does not feel at times the necessity for legislation for a great Depart- 
ment of the Government which is absolutely essential, but which can not be 
entered upon because of the stringent provision of the rule which makes noex* 
ception. This is a matter we believe to be essential. My friend certainly rec- 
ognizes the difficulty that we haye had in reference to the distribution of the 
mails by reason of defects in this very matter of legislation in regard to the 
clerical service of the Department. It has been urged for a great many ee 
that sucha change be made. It is not by any means a new question. My friend 
Will see t hereafter, if it is fixed by law now, instead of a chief of division 
having to contest with every member on this floor as to the salary of each em- 
ployé throughout the first and second class offices in the United States, when 
you shall ascertain his salary by law as you have done in relation to the postal 
clerks, letter-carriers,’and clerks in the various Dopeman that there is but 
little 5 the House with in the matter which will come from the Com- 
e Post-Office and Post- Roads. That is all there is of it, simply to fix 
the salaries ourselves and take the right of fixing them from the chief of division. 
Let them be ascertained and fixed law, as salaries of other emloyés are 


Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to say to the Chair that it is very clear from 
that whole transaction that two things were agreed to: first, that there 
should be a classification of clerks; and second, that the salaries should 
not be increased. 

Mr. MoMILLIN. Mr. Chairman, there is in that colloquy an express 
promise of the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT] that it was not 
contemplated to increase salaries by the change of law concerning the 
employés in first and second class fices. My attention was called 
to that point at the time, and I then feared, and so stated, that the 
proponon was to make a change which the House would not be satis- 

with. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT] stated that it 
was not the purpose to increase salaries, and upon tbat statement the 
change of rule was obtained allowing him to bring in his proposition, 
I do not favor the change which he proposes. I did not favor such a 
change then, and if it had been known by the House that such a propo- 
sition as this was to be brought in under the agreement I, for one, am 
ready to say that the agreement would not have been made. I do not 
believe it is proper or wise at this time to make the wholesale changes 
or increases—at any rate to make the wholesale increases—that are pro- 
posed by this bill, and I do not believe that the agreement covered "y 
such proposition. Having resisted it originally, I have thought it 
proper for me to say this much at this time. I have great for 
my friend from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT], who is usually a very careful 
and pai ing legislator. That much is due him. But the House 
certainly did not understand the nature of the proposition that was to 
be brought in. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The House understood that there was to be a classi- 
fieation of clerks. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I mean that it did not understand that there was 
to be a proposition of the nature that bas been brought in on this bill. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Chairman, the discussion that is going on now 
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does not relate to the ction of the order R the House. The gen- 
tleman from Indiana Ar. HOLMAN] has called your atténtion to only 
one part of this debate; and to show how unfair the gentl from 
Indiana is to me and to this House 

. HOLMAN, I called for the reading of all of it. 

Mr. BLOUNT. The gentleman has had his own way in making his 
statement; and I propose to state this matter now in my way. I do 
not want the gentleman to interrupt me, for I have some rights here 
as well as the gentleman. 

To test the question of candor, I ask the attention of tho gentleman 
from Indiana to his question as I am about to read if, and to my an- 
swer: 


Mr. Hormax, I wish to inquire whether the object of this Tegas is to classify 
in the same mánner as in the Department, or to increase or inish the salà- 
ries of the employés. 

Mr. BLOUNT, No, sir; not to increase, but simply to classify them. So far as 
the details are concerned, whether the salaries shall be higher or lower, is a 
matter for the House to determine. 


It will thus be seen that when this request was made it was distinctly 
stated, in response to a question of the gentleman from Indiana, that 
this classification, whethér it raised salaries or lowered them, depended 
upon the House. 

Further on the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] said: 


I wish to ascertain from my friend from Georgia to what extent he proposes 
= 1 — ggregáte appropriations for clerical service for first and second 
ass post-offices? 
Mr, BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, that is a matterdifficult of ascertainment. So faras 
15 er for clerk-hire goes now, the salaries are fixed by the chief of the 
vision. 
4 Mr. 88 I know; but you make appropriation for clerical hire in gross, 
o youn 
r. Duxx. To be distributed according to the favoritism of the chiefs of divis- 
fons in the Department instead of by law, as it should be. 
Mr. BLOUNT. That is true. 
Mr. Hoax. Do you propose to diminish the amount appropriated for the 


coming year? 

Mr. tiounr. I can not say whether it will increase or diminish the allowance 
for clerk-hire, because that is dependent upon the arbitrary action of a chief of 
division, and I de not know suflicient about the details of the Department to 
know whether it increases or diminishes the appropriation. 


Now, Mr. Chairman, I ask whether it is fair and courteous to me, 
in view of this distinct declaration, that I could mot say whether this 
classification would increase or decrease salaries, for the gentleman to 
take a single sentence of mine and put it on record to convict me of 
having misled the House. The very responses which I made to the 

tleman contradict the statement he has this moment made to the 
ouse. Mr. i I wish to be courteous to all; but I think the 
gentleman from Indiana ought to be fair. 

The question, however, which the gentleman now raises is a point 
of order on the paragraph, as to whether or not the superintendent of 
registry is aclerk. Why, sir, he is a clerk just like any other clerk; 
he has a certain work to do in the distribution of the mail; he has had 
it from the very beginning; he has never been known in any other way 
than as a clerk, 

I do not want to argue this part of the proposition. The order of 
the House is before the Chair, and I think the Chair will have no dif- 
ficulty in reaching a decision. I should not have taken the floor but 
for the fact that the gentleman from Indiana has gone away from the 
question of order to place me in the attitude of having misled the 
House. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Will my friend from Georgia allow me a mo- 
ment? I would like to ask the gentleman whether the chairman of 
the F on Public Lands is a member of Congress? [ Laugh- 
ter. 

Mr. BLOUNT. He seems to be a pretty lively one just now. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I will occupy but a moment. 
Every word that the 2 from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT] has read 
has been read twice, I believe, at the desk; yet my friend from Geor- 
gia speaks about the unfairness of having only a portion read. The 
Jast reading covered all the collogauy—— 

Mr. BLOUNT. The reading was not what I referred to; it was the 
gentleman’s . 

Mr. HOLMAN. The pete made was especially made upon this 
5 of the colloquy- and it is only a part of the general whole, I ad- 

t: 


Mr. Hotmay. I wish to know whether my friend ay ore in any Ly. wg) to 
increase these salaries or the grade of the employés in ranches of the De- 
partment to which he refers, 

Mr. BLOUNT. I do not. 


There is the emphatic declaration upon which the House gave its 
consent. J admit that the whole should be taken together. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question of order now raised by the gentle- 
man from Indiana is more difficult for the Chair to decide shag any 
point that has poe it, for the reason that it is hard for the i 
to determine what was the precise order of the House and what was 


really a part of the reasons given for the order. The action of the H 
however, which 1 necessarily guide the Chair in the determibation 
of this matter, is the en hii 


made on the Journal and which 
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wag approved by the House the next morning. The Chair will ask the 
Clerk to read it. 

The Clerk read as follows: x E 

On motion of Me. n 5 h 

Order That it shall gy graer or Mo Ne on the Post-Oftice and 
Post- s, to provide for the cation of elerks in the first and secohd class 

ces in the Post-Office appropriation bill. 

The CHAIRMAN, This entry in the Journal was approved by the, 
House and seems to embody the action taken on that occasion. The 
Chair is therefore bound to hold that this entry represents the authority, 
given, and that the reasons which may have been stated during the 
colloguy do not form a part of the order, and were not embraced in it.! 
For this reason the Chair is bound to overrule the point of order. The 
Clerk will continue the reading of the bill. i 

Mr. CHEADLE. I yielded the floor in order that the chairman of, 
the committee [Mr. BLOUNT] might offer an amendment. If he does 
not desire to do so, I will offer one. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by adding after the words New York,” in the second line on page5, 
the words and Washington, D. C.“ 

Mr. CHEADLE, I will suggest to the chairman of the committee 
that the amendment which he has offered is not definite enough. it 
does not fix the salary. 

Mr. BLOUNT. It does fix the salary. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Thereason in this case for the exception to the gen- 
eral rule is this 

Mr. BLOUNT. If the gentleman from Indiana will allow me, I 
would say in answer to his statement that it does fix the salary. It 
provides for 40 per cent. instead of 35. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Mr. Chairman, I would then ask the gentleman 
from Georgia to withdraw his amendment and permit me to offer this 
one. I hope the chairman will give me his attention. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Certainly. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I would move to amend by inserting ‘‘ except 
Washington, D. C., where the salary of the superintendent of registry 
shall be fixed at $2,100.” 

Mr. BLOUNT. I hope the gentleman from Indiana will not attempt 
to fix the salary. 

Mr. CHEADLE. The reason for making this exception in the case 
of the city of Washington and fixing the salary at $2,100 is this: At 
Philadelphia the salary of the superintendent of registry under the law 
will be $2,100, while here at the city of Washington the same depart- 
ment, which handles 771,936 more packages than are died at the 
city of Philadelphia, is to be paid at a lower salary. e reports of 
fifty thousand postmasters are made through the Washington registry 
office here in Washington, and all these fifty thousand post-offices’ re- 
ports through this department bring to the office no receipts whatever. 
The Government transacts a tremendous business through the regist 
office in the city of Washington. This does not in the least affect th 
receipts of the office. In my judgment the salary of the superintend- 
ent of the registry here should be fixed at $2,100, which is the amount 
paid at the city of Philadelphia, handling 771,936 fewer packages than 
are handled in this city. There through this department in 
Washington City last year the enormous sum of $771,000,000. 

Mr. BLOUNT. In fixing salaries at the other offices 35 per cent. is 
the restriction, and in the city of Washington it is fixed at 40 per 
cent. This is satisfactory to the Department. 

Mr. BINGHAM. And gives the head of this division the same salary 
which he now receives. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Is it fair in the classification of clerks in any De- 
partment of the Government to give the superintendent of registry in 
one place who handles 771,936 more packages than are handled in an- 
other $2,000, while thesu eee in the other office receives a salary 
of $2,100? Is not the best basis in fixing these salaries the amount 
of work which is performed ? 

3 They do not ask for a larger sum than is now re- 
ceived. 

Mr. ADAMS. I desire to offer an amendment to the amendment. I 
will ask the chairman in the first place whether his amendment fixes 
the percentage at Washington at 40 per cent. 

Mr. BLOUNT. It does. 

Mr. ADAMS. I move, then, an amendment to the amendment by 
inserting these words: And Chicago, Ill.: so it will read: Wash- 
ington, D. C., and Chicago, III.“ 

Mr. BLOUNT. That isan amendment in the third degree, and is 
not in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. There are only two amendments s pending. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I ask the gentleman to withdraw his amendment 
and let me offer one. 

Mr. ADAMS. The salary of the superintendent of registry at Chi- 
cago is now $2,500. This bill proposes to reduce it to $2,100. -My 
amendment is to raise it to $2,400. There would be a réduction of 
$100. I have some support in the amendment in the dôctimêntè sub- 
mitted to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads by the 
Department, 


i 


1889. 
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I wish to have the attention particularly of the gentleman from 
Georgia. He has just proposed an amendment making it 40 per cent. 
at Washington instead of 35 per cent. He says that is the wish of the 
De ent, The wish of the Department is that Chicago and Wash- 
ington shall be 40 per cent. instead of 35 per cent. That a; as 
the gentleman from Georgia knows, on page 5 in his own report. On 
pages 4 and 5 there are two schemes of classification. In the second 
scheme the superintendents of registry at New York and Washington 

t 40 per cent., while the salary at the other office is 35 per cent. 

nless the gentleman from Georgia can show why Washington should 
be classified with New York and Chicago should not, of course the 
amendment should not be adopted, and I do not care to detain the com- 
mittee any farther. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Chairman, the provision—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Illinois yield the floor? 

Mr. ADAMS. One word more, Mr. Chairman, and I will yield it. 
I find here in one table in this report, on page 21, a statement of the 
salaries as they are now and as proposed to be by the Department, and 
the salary of the superintendent of registry at Chicago is only $2,400. 
Appended to this is a note of explanation that that is 40 per cent., 
showing evidently the Department supposed that while 35 per cent. is 
the usual proportion 40 per cent. should be the proper percentage for 
New York, Chicago, and perhaps Washington. 

I have not looked to see whether Washington comes in the list of 35 
or 40 per cent.; but the gentleman from Georgia will admit that the 
Department, in one of these tables sent for the information of the House, 

that the salary of the sn, “endent of registry at Chicago 
should be $2,400, because it would be 40 per cent. of the salary of the 
tmaster, which is exactly what I have proposed. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Chairman, the operations of the registry system 
at New York show that they handled $6,457,235, and at Chicago about 
half that sum. 

Mr. COX. That is the last report? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Yes, the last report. The Washington office does 
not handle so much as the Chicago office, but in relation to the Chicago 
office the salary is fixed at $6,000. It is based on a certain amount of 

ross revenue. When you come to the Washington office the salary is 
ed by law at $5,000. 

But, sir, I am aware that we are in the short hours of the session. 
The amendment involves only an addition of $100 in Chicago, and as 
the gentleman stated that the Department had already recommended 
it, I will make no issue with him upon it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would suggest to the gentleman from 
Illinois that the amendment which he has sent to the desk is merely 
in the nature of a substitute for that of the gentleman from Georgia. 

Mr. ADAMS. I did draw it for convenience in that form. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will submit it, then, as a substitute. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I will withdraw my amendment and let the gen- 
tleman offer his. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the amendment proposed 
by the gentleman from Illinois. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On 5, line 2, after the words New York, N. V.“ insert Chicago, III., 
and Washington, D.C.” 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend, in line 2, page 
5, by striking out the words and Washington, D. C.,“ for the purpose 
of offering the amendment which 1 nĝw send to the desk. 

5 BLOUNT. Why, we have it no just as the Department recom- 
mends it. 

Mr. CHEADLE. But I move to strike out the words and Wash- 
ington, D. C., and my reason is simply this, that in the classifications 
of these offices we certainly ought to upon a practical basis. I 
appeal to any member and to all the members of this committee—— 

e CHAIRMAN. The Chair will interrupt the gentleman to ask 
whether the amendment he has suggested proposes to strike out what 
has just been inserted? 

Mr. CHEADLE. No, sir; but a part of what has been inserted—the 
words and Washington, D. C.“ —leaving the words Chicago, Ill.” 
to remain. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ined to think that the gen- 
tleman’s amendment is out of order, because these words have just 
been inserted by the action of the committee. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Then I move to reconsider the vote by which that 
amendment was adop 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that the motion to recon- 
sider does not apply in Committee of the Whole. 

The Clerk will read the next paragraph. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Assistant su; — jier „8 not exceeding 25 
salary of the — r. as pro ded by ord act of March 8 
hundreds of dollars, from $1,000 to not exceeding 81.500 per annum, except at 


New York, N. Y., where the salary of the first and second assistant superin- 
tendents of registry shall be fixed at $2,400 and $1,800 per annum, respectively. 


Mr. CHEADLE, I now offer the amendment I send to the desk. 
‘The Clerk read as follows: 


Insert after the word respectively,“ in line 15, page 5, and except Wash- 


ington, D. C., where the sal. of the assistant superintendent of registry shall 
be fred at $1,500 per 5 i sid 

The amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows : 

Superintendent money-order division, salary not exceeding 40 per cent. of 
the salary of 55 5 by the act of March 3, 1883, graded in 
even hundreds of dollars, from §1,000 to not exceeding $2,400 per annum, except 
at New York, N. Y., where the salary of the superintendent of the money-order 
division shall be fixed at $3,200 per annum. 

Mr, ADAMS. I offer an amendment to come in at the end of line 
24, page 5, by inserting the words which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

And at Chicago, III., where the salary of the superintendent of the money- 
order division shall be fixed at $3,000 per annum. 

Mr. ADAMS. Thatis the presentsalary at the Chicago office. This 
bill raises the salary at Philadelphia from two thousand to two thou- 
sand four hundred, at Boston from twenty-two hundred to twenty-four 
hundred, at St. Louis from twenty-two hundred to twenty-four hun- 
dred, and it raises the salary at San Francisco and Cincinnati, but at 
Chicago it is reduced from three thousand to twenty-four hundred. 
The superintendent of the money-order business at Chicago has an 
enormous amount of work to perform and is required to give a bond in 
thesum of $100,000. The money-order business is not only large there, 
but is rapidly increasing every year for the reason that that is the great 
distributing point for the entire Northwestern country. 

I have a statement here showing the immense amount of business 
done during the last year. Itis about $10,000,000. The total trans- 
actions are 1,700,000, and the mere number of transactions each day 
were 5,600. The great increase of the business of that division of the 
Department would be ample justification to make Chicago an exce 
tional case. And I say exceptional, not simply meaning that it should 
be exceptionally reduced. That is the effect of this bill. This bill would 
reduce the salary at Chieago from $3,000 to $2,400. I think it is nota 
local matter in that particular. I believe they have not any assistant. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Why? 

Mr. ADAMS. Ido not know. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Thisis the second amendment in the case of 
Chicago. Is it not? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Illinois yield? 

Mr. ADAMS. Yes; I yield to the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. It is a well-known fact that when you take the 
grade of offices down to seventh or eighth they usually have a regis- 
trar and clerks. Now, you take thesalary at New York, which office 
is certainly measurably greater than Chicago, and you find there the 
salary is $3,200 in the classification where they are now receiving $4,000, 
Now, I takeit that in the first-class offices the assistant and clerks and 
the kind of help that belongs to that office are bonded, of course. In 
the cases of Chicago, Philadelphia, and New York, my impression is 
the Post-Office Department has provided handsomely in the way of 
clerks. Have you not sufficient clerksin this office, I would like to ask ? 

Mr. ADAMS. I can not answer that. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. There is no use in having aclerk there at $3,000 
and clerks under him coming within four or five hundred dollars of that 
amount. There is no thrift in that. 

Mr. ADAMS. I want to ask the attention of the gentleman from 
New York to this one point, and that is that this bill is fixing these 
salaries as a permanent statute. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Certainly. 

Mr. ADAMS. It may run five, ten, or fifteen years; therefore when 
you include that part of the country whichis growing very rapidly the 
oe of the compensation being inadequate may arise in three or 

‘our years as it is admitted to have arisen in New York. They make 
an exception of New York because in that city the total business is so 
enormous. The salary of the postmaster at Chicago is $6,000, which 
is based upon gross receipts of $600,000, whereas they are $2,400,000. 
They may have been $600,000 when the salary was fixed, but since 
then the business has increased to four times that amount, and it has 
arisen at a very rapid percentage every year. Now, if we fix that by 
permanent statute—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I wish to say that the adoption of the general rule 
in relation to the percentage of receipts and the postmaster’s salary 
should determine the salary of the superintendent of the money-order 
division of the service. I notice that at Chicago it does reduce the sal- 
ary of this particular person. But the gentleman is aware of that. 
The gentleman was mistaken when he undertook to say that this was 
the only salary that was reduced. 

Mr. ADAMS. The only salary among the five or six leading post- 
offices of the country. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Ah! I have before me the salaries of forty of the 
larger offices, on page 21 of the report. 

Mr. ADAMS. Page 20 contains those in the money-order division. 

Mr. BLOUNT. The gentleman is correct. I see at Detroit, Mich., 
that the superintendent’s salary is reduced. It is so also at New Or- 
leans, La. s 

Mr. ADAMS. How much? 

Mr. BLOUNT. It isdone under the operation of a general rule; 
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and the very fact that the operation of a general rule does this thing 
shows the propriety of the rule, There has been no rule heretofore. 

Mr. ADAMS. If the gentleman will pardon me, it might show the 

ropriety if you made the same allowance for the total receipts there. 
Fight years ago it was $600,000, and you made that the maximum 

Mr. BLOUNT. I hope the gentleman will not interrupt me with 
little speeches in my remarks. Now, I wish to say that the Depart- 
ment is perfectly satisfied that the salary at Chicago and the salaries in 
this bill are sufficient. I submit to the House that the Department is 
a far better judge of this classification than we, who have not the data 
before us that they have in the Department; and the best thing we can 
do will be to adopt this report. II, as we reach the salary of one place 
where some one is a little touched, one gentleman complains, and we 
make concession to him, and then proceed to another where another is 
touched, we shall not be able to adhere to any rule which is included 
in the original intent of the classification. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Superintendents of stations, ten classes, salary, graded in even hundreds of 
dollars, from $1,000 to not exceeding $2,000 $ paf annum, except at New York, 
N. Y.. where the salaries of the superintendents of Stations “A” and “D” 
shall be fixed at $2 per annum, and superintendents of Stations E“ 
and “F” shall be fixed at $2,200 each per annum. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I make the pointof order upon that 
paragraph. Certainly there is no ground for saying that the superin- 
tendent of a station is to be classified as a clerk. 

Mr. BINGHAM. That is exactly what he is. 

The CHAIRMAN. For the reasons heretofore given by the Chair, 
the Chair is bound to overrule the point of order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

dispatchers, registry, mey-order, di- 
e He pe * ees 8 salary, j o 
lars, from $600 to not $1,400 per annum, 

Mr. BLOUNT. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 
It is intended to correct a clerical error. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 7, line 1, amend foe, out the word nine,“ in the first line, and 
inserting in lieu thereof the word “nixie.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COX. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: A 

Page 6, line B, after the words “letter distributers,” insert “ assorters, and 
separators.” 

Mr. BLOUNT. I hope the gentleman will not insist on that amend- 
ment. 

Mr. COX. I offer the amendment partly for the purpose of having a 
statement printed. It appears that these assorters and separators may 
be reduced, under this ification, from $1,380 to $1,200 per year. 
These gentlemen say that in certain post-oflices, ially in the New 
York post-office, they have a most difficult and intricate duty to per- 
form. The distributing clerks are required to memorize five thousand 
or more names of box-holders, and besides that they have to keep in 
mind the continual change of scheme in the separation. Therefore, 
they say it would be unjust to reduce them as they think they would 
be reduced by this bill. I do not know that they will be reduced. I 
do not know, either, how many of them there are in the United States 
who would be affected by it, but I propose this amendment, andincon- 
nection with these remarks I desire to have printed the statement 
which I herewith submit. 

The statement is as follows: 

New Yor« Crry, January 30, 1889. 


Dran Sm: We learn through the Boston Post of Jan 30 that there seems 
to be a discrimination made in the pro; 


mt limit, to $1,200, and we n to you 
to either demand the sums named in your original bill—$600to $1, around 


separa- 
tion. Tosum the whole thing up, a clerk in our department must be a verita- 
ble map of New York City. 
The Tate hour at which we received the information has prevented us from 
— Laai concerted action, Hoping you will give this matter your earnest 
n, 


We remain, trustfully yours, 


IGNATIUS J. CAMPBELL, JOHN F. TOBIN, 
OWEN McoDERMOTT NRY E. WILKE, 
CHARLES B. MARSH, ED, WINTERBOTTOM, 
EDWARD W. WALL, JAS. A. HILL, 
CHARLES S. COX, B 

ENJAMIN FIEGEL, T. E. HAVERTY, 
MICHAEL H. REIDY, SP: 7 
GEO. S. GA , THOS, B. BRADY. 
JOHN J. JOHN J. O'TOOLE, 

WHITTIER, J. H., WAGNER, 
City Department New York Post-Office. 


Hon. S. S. Cox, Washington, D. C. 
The amendment was rejected. 


Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I desire to submit the amendment 
which I send to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

In line 2, page 7, strike out the word “six” and insert four; “ and in line 3 
page 7, strike out four and insert six.” 

Mr. CANNON. I have no desire to discriminate against these em- 
ployés. I do think, however, that when people first enter the service 
it would be economical and profitable to the service and to all parties, 
including the employés themselves, that they should enter at $400 a 
year. I am perfectly willing that as the years roll round and the em- 
ployés increase in efficiency, they shall climb up, and for that reason, 
while I reduce the minimum $200 by my amendment I increase the 
maximum $200. i 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Chairman, this amendment is a very important 
one, and I think it ought not to be adopted. The object of classifica- 
tion is to prevent getting a lot of very cheap men into the service. The 
minimum salary in this paragraph is $600 for mailing clerks, letter- 
distributers, dispatchers, ete. Now, it will be seen that this is a class 
of men who 17 considerable intelligence, and if you put them 
at a salary of $400 you simply set the Department to work with incom- 
petent men, because you can not get competent men for that rate of 
pay. One of the main ideas in reference to classification is, thatif you 
want to get good service you must pay something like a reasonable 
compensation. But the proposition of my friend from Illinois [Mr. 
CANNON] goes farther than a reduction of the minimum. While he 
proposes to reduce the minimum he proposes also to increase the maxi- 
mum. Now, this bill is a pretty liberal one. It may be that it can be 
made more so; but if you should adopt the minimum rate presented 
in the bill, you would be able to run the Department for less money 
than it cost last year, 

I repeat the statement I made the other day by the authority of the 
Department, that when you resort to lower than the average grade 
you are enabled to reduce the appropriation on these two paragraphs 
by the amount of nearly $900,000. So that you have gone low enough 
already. I appeal to gentlemen on either side, as they realize the im- 
8 of securing efficient employés, as they would deprecate a re- 

uction of salaries which might force efficient men out of the service, 
as has been done heretofore when they were put on nominal salaries, 
that the proposed change in reference to this minimum salary shall 
not be agreed to. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. CANNON, it was 
not agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Separators and assorters, paper distributers, record clerks, general-delive: 
clerks, inquiry clerks, clerks for special-delivery mail, raters of third and fourt 
class mail matter, weighers of second-class mail matter, stock or supply clerks, 
and time-keepers, seven salary,graded in even hundreds of 2 from 
$600 to not exceeding 81,200 per annum. 

Mr. COX. I move to amend by striking out the word ‘‘two,” in 
line 11, page 7, and inserting four.“ I do this in pursuance of the 
policy I indicated a moment ago to allow to the se assorters, 
distributers, and the employ¢s named in the preceding paragraph the 
same maximum. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I hope the amendment will not be agreed to. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Auditor aot draughtsman at New York, N. V., $3,000 and $1,200 per annum, 

ively. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I make a point of order on this paragraph. Of 
course the auditor and the draughtsman are not clerks. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I merely wish to say that these officers have been 
paid out of this fund here allowed for more than a decade. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ifthe gentleman will find any statute creating these 
offices and fixing these salaries, I should be very glad to see it. 

Mr. BLOUNT. No; and I can not find any statute fixing the salary 
of any clerk or anything of that sort. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair overrules the point of order. 

The Clerk read as follows: , 

8288 pe of the Soke nat poorer perv Or peg — wore rna 
offices, from July 1, 1889, as hereinafter provided, namely, 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to make a point of order on the word em- 
ployés, which occurs in the third line of this paragraph. The sala- 
ries of clerks, of course, come within the agreement, but the compen- 
sation of employés, I think, does not. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Georgia desire to be 
heard on the point of order? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Not at all. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order in this 


case. 

Mr. BLOUNT. It does not make any difference to the bill. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I move to amend by inserting, after the word 
“ from,” in line 3, the words and after;’’ so as to read: 

From and after July 1, 1889. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move toamend by inserting, after the word pro- 
vided,’’ in line 5, page 8, the following: 

Provided, however, That the aggregate salaries as fixed by such classification 
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shall be made under this act shall not exceed the several sums appropriated 
by this act for the services authorized to he classified. 


In behalf of this proposition, I will merely state that a similar pro- 
vision has been adopted in regard to post-oflices of the first class; and 
there is just the same necessity for such a provision here as in the 
other case. I presume there will be no objection to the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Assistant aster, or chief clerk, nine classes, salary, graded in oven hun- 
dreds of dollars, from 8700 to not exceeding $1,500 per annum. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I make the point of order on the words assistant 
tmaster.” 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 
Mr. BLOUNT. I wish to say, Mr. Chairman, simply this, that the 
striking out of those words does not affect the bill in the least. 
The Clerk proceeded to read the bill, as follows: 


That all acts and parts of acts that conflict with the provisions hereinbefore 
stated are hereby repealed. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I rise to a point of order on that passage, that it is 
new legislation, and I make it special for this reason. There area 
great many provisions of law which are applicable not only to the 
Post-Office Department of the Government, but to the other Depart- 
ments of the Government, and the unqualified repeal here might af- 
fect important provisions of law applying alike to the Post-Office and 
other Departments of the Government. It is new legislation, and for 
that reason I ask that it be stricken out. 

Mr..BLOUNT. Ido not care about it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last word, 
and I do so for the purpose of saying that when we get into the House, 
if nobody else does it, I will submit the motion that this bill be recom- 
mitted to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads with in- 
structions to report the same back with the various paragraphs fixing 
classification omitted. As that motion is not debatable in the House, 
I will take advantage of the present opportunity to say a single word 
in reference to it. 

If the legislation proposed in this bill by the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads should pass, gentlemen all over the country will 
find it will lead to much embarrassment. For instance, take my own 
town of Danville, III. The allowance for clerk-hire now is 52. 800. 
That employs an assistant postmaster and three other clerks and pays 
the of cleaning the office. < 

The truth is tbat there is not money enough to pay for a janitor all 
the time, I understand a janitor works an hour ortwoeach day at $8 
or FO a month, and takes similarservice for adjacent buildings, whereby 
he makes up his pay to $500 or $600 a year. If you make an average 
between the maximum and minimum under this bill without any in- 
crease we have $1,100 for assistant postmaster, $1,600 for two clerks 
at $800 apiece, and $750 for an additional clerk. That provides for 
three clerks. As you must not let that building go without care, you 
are required to have ajanitor, and you must pay a sum sufficient to en- 
able him to devote the whole time, because being in the Government 
service he can not take employment from anybody else, although he 
may not be engaged for more than two hours a day. 

This is also true in regard to one or more of these clerks. At cer- 
tain hours of the day during general delivery they are busily en 
Perhaps for a part of the time they are not needed and go about 
business. But under this proposed legislation they must devote their 
whole time; that requires $3,900 where it now costs only $2,800. The 
same is true all overthe country. It willincrease the . 
The money will not be sufficient to pay it, and your service will go 
without sufficient employés to do it because of this unwise legislation. 
Andas thisis the only chance I may have to speak on the subject, I will 
again state that when we get into the House I shall make the motion 
to recommit with instructions to strike out all these paragraphs cover- 
ing new legislation. The law remains as it is. Let the Postmaster- 
General take the money and give it to the different post-offices accord- 
ing to their respective wants, instead of forcing employés the year 
round at larger salaries, when they are not needed, many of them, all 
the year round. 

Mr. BLOUNT. The Department does not see the embarrassment the 
gentleman from Illinois happens to see, and I confess I am not able to 


Bee it. 

Mr. CANNON. Oh! the Department.“ That is the old story over 
again. My friend ought to know when he plays cards that itis not fair 
to play the ace more than once. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. BLOUNT. Well, I did not sit up last night to learn that kind 
of a vocabulary for use here; and my friend from Arkansas en my left 
suggests that the gentleman ought not carry his night games around 
with him in the daytime. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will regard the pro forma amendment 
as withdrawn; and the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For rent, light, and fuel for first and second class . 

For rent. light, and fuel to ffices of the third class, $505, 

For miscellaneous and incidental items for first and second class post-offices, 


including furniture, $110,000. 
Wor free-delivery service, $8,000,000. 


En I offer the amendment I send to the 


The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend line 17 by adding: Provided, T direct 
that no deduction shail te made in the e eee for loss ot 
tiros eons through sickness or injuries received in the service in the line of 

Mr. BLOUNT. I raise the question of order upon the amendment. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. I hope that the gentleman will state the 
point of order so that I can answer it. 

Mr. BLOUNT. That it is new legislation. There is no such law 
now, and the gentleman proposes new legislation on an appropriation 
bill which would eontrol the discretion of the Department. 

Mr. NEILL, of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, it has been the custom 
in every Department of the Government heretofore, and is to-day in 
every one of them with the single exception of the Post-Office Depart- 
ment, to grant leave of absence with full pay in the case of employés 
who are injured in the serviee in the line of their duty, which leaveof 
absence is granted in the discretion of the chief or head of the Depart- 
ment. Iknow personally that it is the practice in every other Depart- 
ment except this. We passed afew years ago a bill granting to the let- 
ter- carriers fifteen days’ leave of absence with pay. It was granted by 
Congress and was intended to be a benefit to them, and as a mark of 
the good-will, if I may so use the term, of the country toward the let- 
ter-carriers expressed through its Representatives in Congress, 

But what has been the effect? We had already granted to all of the 
otheremployésin the other Departments thirty days’ leaveofabsence, but 
to the carriers we granted but fifteen. Now, allof theemployésin the 
other Deparienents get thirty days’ leave therefore, and are also granted 
leave and not deprived of their pay when injured in the service. But 
by a most remarkable combination of circumstances the Post-Office 
Department has adopted a rule which provides that they may grant 
leave of absence without pay to carriers (in excess of the fifteen days 
to which they are entitled without loss of pay) in case of illness or 
where they are injured in the line of their duty. In other words, the 
Post-Office Department adopts a rule that makes simply a farce and a 
burlesque of the act of Congress in the case of these carriers who are 
injured in the service. If you arenot injured, why we give you your 
fifteen days’ leave of absence; but if you are injured and it involves 
the loss of one or two months’ time, then the Government deprives you 
of your pay for the time you are absent. s 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Is that not in addition to the fifteen days’ leav: 
with pay? 


Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. No, sir, not at all. The fifteen days 
you get by the act to which I have referred; but if you are injured in 
the service and necessarily absent you don’t get any additional time. 
You get only the fifteen days, and that fifteen days is charged up to 
you as a part of your leave, beyond which, if you are absent, you lae 
your pay. 

Now, prior to the granting of the fifteen days’ leave of absence if a 
man was injured in the service he was allowed a month or two of ab- 
sence with pay if the injury justified it. I have presented this amend- 
ment, therefore, which uses the words may direct,” so that it is not 
subject to the point of order, for it does not change existing law, but 
still leaves the matter in the discretion of the Postmaster-General, un- 
less it be claimed that you intended when you granted the fifteen days’ 
leave of absence to carriers to abrogate the custom which prevailed prior 
w ge Poors of granting leave of absence with pay when injured in the 

ine of duty. 

Mr. RANDALL. I make the point of order that the merits of this 
proposition are not now under consideration. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. Pardonme. I amconfining myself to 
the point of order, and in order to do that I must explain the circum- 
stances surrounding the question, and state the custom which has pre- 
yailed heretofore in the Department. And, Mr. Chairman, there is 
not a gentleman here who is more familiar with the fact than the gen- 
tleman from Alabama that this House runs a good deal more by cus- 
tom than law. 

Mr. ADAMS. Will the gentleman permit me to state an instance 
which will illustrate the point he makes? 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. Certainly. 

Mr. ADAMS. A constituentof mine, a post-office clerk, who might 
have had a certain vacation at a certain period of the year, fell sick 
about September, and because he was poor chose to take his vacation - 
then. He died at the end of two or three weeks, and his widow never 
got his pay. Yet, as a matter of fact, if he had had his vacation at 
the end of the year, or at the period of the year fixed for that purpose, 
she would not have lost the money to which she was entitled, 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. Yes, and here is a case that I desire to 
call the attention of the committee to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hopes the gentleman from Missouri 
will confine himself to the point of order. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. This is exactly in the line of the point 
of order. Iam confining myself to it, and I must explain, of course, 
what was the condition prior to the granting of the fifteen days’ leave 
of absence by the House. You can not get the question in any other 
way. Here is the case of two carriers at St. Louis; one of them, John 
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O’Brien, was knocked down by a team, with his letter-satchel on his 
back; his arm broken; laid up for three months, and during that time 
deprived of his pay; the other, W. C. Flynn, fell on icy pavement, 

ining his e, and laid up for two months. Prior tothe adoption 
Of the fifteen days’ leaveof absence they would have received their full 
pay for that lost time. 

I do not think that any chief in any Department has the right to 
make a farce and absurdity of the intent of the act of Congress. Now, 
I believe this: It is our duty, plain and unmistakable, in cases of this 
kind to carry out our own intentions in regard to this law; and in all 
due deference to the Chair, if he should sustain the point of order, I 
will take an appeal and find out how many members among those who 
yoted for the fifteen days’ leave to carriers sustain the rule of the De- 
partment. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair can not see that this amendment is 
in order, because it is evidently new legislation, whether it confers 

wer, authority, or jurisdiction in the direction the gentleman says. 

e Chair, then, sustains the point of order. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. I appeal from the decision of the 


Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Missouri desire to be 
heard on the appeal? 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. I have stated freely my views upon the 

uestion. 
1 The question was put, and the Chairman announced that the ayes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. Alone, but right. 

The CHAIRMAN. The decision of the Chair is sustained, and the 
amendment is ruled out of order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For stationery in post-offices, $57,500. 

Mr. SCOTT. I move to strike out the last word. 

Mr. Chairman, I fully sympathize with the views expressed by the 
gentleman from Missouri in the remarks which he has just made in con- 
nection with the post-office letter-carriers. I desire now very briefly 
to submit the claims of another class of post- office employés to the mer- 
ciful consideration of the incoming administration. 

Sir, I have had made an official list of the number of Presidential 
post-offices in the State of Pennsylvania, and I desire to place the same 
on the records of Congress, so that they may not be overlooked or for- 
gotten by the incoming administration or the gentlemen on the other 
side of the House who believe in civil-service reform and that a public 
office is a public trust. I find that there are in the State of Pennsyl- 
vania 191 Presidential post-offices, not one of which on the 4th of March, 
1885, was held by a Democrat; that during the four years of the pres- 
ent administration the appointments made on commissions expired have 
been 103; on resignations, 22; suspensions, 17; removals, 6; deaths, 3; 
offices becoming Presidential, 37, and that offices in which no change 
has been made were 3. 

I point to this record with pride, and in a Republican State of 80,000 
majority. Sir, it speaks louder than anything I can possibly say that 
the pledges of our party in connection with civil-service reform and 
also to carry on this Government on business methods have been faith- 
fully kept. 

Tn Erari district there are seventeen Presidential post-offices, and 
during the entire term of this administration, with the exception of 
two cases where charges were preferred of irregularities in office, or un- 
less by death, resignation, or expiration of incumbent’s term of office, 
not one change has been made. 

Mr. PETERS. That was because it was a Republican district and 
you wanted to get the votes. 


Mr. SCOTT. That may or may not have been. 

This question of removals from office in my State, and I presume i 
others, has been carried to such an extent that where a postmaster 
been appointed about one year prior to his confirmation on the 3d 
of March, 1885, when we appealed to the Post-Office Department 
to the President of the United States, claiming that the incum 
had not only held that office for ten years prior, but that he wo | 
hold it for five years in place of four if a change were not made, thé 
conclusion of the Executive and the Department was that the incum-, 
pas wal entitled to the term of four years from the date he was con- 

rmed. 

Sir, when you take the number of confirmations and the number of 
appointments which were made in the closing of the executive session, 
of March 3, 1885, what do you find? In my own district not less than 
four of the Presidential postmasters were confirmed between the 25th 
of February and the 3d of March, 1885; and there are Republican post- 
masters in my district holding office to-day, a gu by President 
Arthur, whose terms of office have . and which a Democratic 
President knows it is useless to fill, for a Republican caucus of the 
Senate has given notice no more appointments are to be confirmed. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. SCOTT. I desire to give these facts to the other side of the 
House, because I know how anxious many of them are to carry out 
civil-service reform. I ask the privilege to have the memorandum in 
my hand printed with my remarks, so that gentlemen on the other side 
of the House can refer to it in the future. I withdraw the pro forma 
amendment, 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania to print the document he mentions in the REC- 
ORD? The Chair hears none. 

The statement is as follows: 

List of changes in Presidential post-offices in the State of Pennsylvania be- 
tween March 4, 1885, and February 20, 1889, with names of appointees 
and dates of appoiniment, and also showing cause of change. 


Number of Presidential post-offices in Pennsylvania February 20, 1889........ 191 
RECAPITULATION, 


S ————— Ä ˙ͤüpͤ nefipsecousqengeres niet it 


EXPLANATORY. 
Original suspensions or removals for cause were made at Bloomsburgh, 
Corry, Easton, Irwin, Kittanning, Renovo, and Steelton. The case of Erie can 
not now be found; hence the cause of onanga can not be given, 
Second appointments haye been made as follows: F 
ations... eses. 


13 


Total. csssesesenececedseovesiasonnmoesscsstessesssbeet reent eee a 
„ nominations, of incumbents, on commissions expired, 


Peer tesse 


have madeat Altoona, Berwick, and Middletown. 

oo at which no change has yet been made: Myersdale, Warren, and Wat- 
sontown. 

Offices at which vacancies now exist: by death, Emporium and Strouds- 
burgh, and where no nominations have been made. 

Offices for which nominations are now pending in the Senate: on comm 
sions expired, Altoona, Berwick, Beaver Falls, Emlenton, Mauch Chunk, an 
Selin’s Grove; on resignations, Clarion and Tamaqua; on death, Lock Haveh; 
on removal, Ri ay; on offices become Presidential, Apollo, Dunmore, Miners- 
phair hed hant, Osceola Mills, Parkersburgh, Punxsutawney, Royer’s Ford, and 

urgi 


POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT, February 18 1889. 


List of Presidential post-ofices and postmasters in the State of Pennsylvania, with dates and cause of changes in the incumbency of the offices since March 4, 1885. 


Salary. Office. Postmaster. Date of appointment, 
$3,100 Allegheny . . Suspension of J. A. Myler. . .... . . bees ez aa 5, 1885; (P. and S.) Apr. 28, 
2,700 | Allentown . .. . . . .. Commission expired of R. Iredell, ir . (P.) Apr. 7,1885; (P. and 8.) Jan. 20, 
Labanah Townsen, nominated Jan. | Office became Presidential ..... ...... 
9, 1889, 
Theodore B. Patton, renominated Commission expired. .. . . . . . . . . ... . . .. (P. and S.) Feb, 6, 1885. 


Feb. 5, 1889. 
„ William Strohmeier . . .. . . . 


Henry C. Baird. 
.| Robert S. Wagner 


Peter A. Rattigan. 
Daniel M. Donehoo.... 


Samuel S. Me Ferran. 


. Office 


Feb. 5, 1889. 


Resignation of William H. Leib. ... ... . 


Commission expired of Henry C. Hayes 
became Presidential . . . . 


Office became Presidential. . 
„| Resignation of Mary E. Imbrie.. 


Commission expired. . . 


Commission expired of M. A. McClintock . 
Commission expired of J. T. Johnston s 


„ Robert S. Bowman renominated | Commission expired. . . . vet ever 


P.) M. 1885 ; (P. and S.) Feb. I. 
i Pi ed (P. and S.) Feb. 10, 


a and S.) Mar, 29, 1886. 

a 11999 Oct. 8, 1885; (P. and S.) Feb. 10, 
3 . and 89 Aug. 10, 1888. 

"| (P:) Mar. 17,1887; (P. and S.) Dec. 21, 
. and 8.) Jan. 26, 1885. 


G. and 3) Feb. 26, 1887. 
„F.) July 16,1885; (P. ahd S.) Feb. 10 
(P. and S.) Feb. 6, 1885, 
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List of Presidential post-offices and postmasters in the State of Pennsylvania, elc.—Continued. 


Salary. Office. Postmaster. Cause. Date of appointment. 
$2, Bethlehem. . . . . George P. Herman Resignation of O. N. Luckenbach . . — M i 2 3 17, 1885; (P. and S.) Feb. 10, 


Blairsville. 
Bloomsburgh .......... 


Commission expired of Elizabeth Alten... 
Suspension of D. A. Beckley, defaulter ...... 


„| Office became Presidential 


BY 


er! (EM and 99 Aug. 2, 1888. 
P.) May 5, 189; (P. and S.) Apr. 28, 


Blossburgh. . 


1, 7 65 veal 8. 3 Feb. 3, 1887. 

sx Braddock Commission expired of W. W. McCleary P. and 8. zone, 15 i 

2. Commission expired of W. F. De Golier... P. and S. } May 

1, Commission expired of William B. Boker P.) Apr. 7 „18783 1 5 and S.) Feb. 10, 
1. Laselle R. Erdice .. Suspension of F. A. Weaver. . : (P; 5 Dec. 5, 1885; (P. and S.) Apr. 28, 
1. J. Holmes Patton Commission expired of J. N. Snowden. Penk S.) May 18, 1886. 

f Hugh W. Barrett .. Offer became Presidential... P. and S.) J uly 26, 1886, 

1 Frank M. Eastman Commission ired of Sallie. P. and S.) May 10. 1888. 

l, George Perritte «| Death of Jane Martin. . . . . —— J Mar, 7, 1837; (P. and 8.) Dec. 21, 
1.800 | Cantond...icrcccsessccccoccvcesneeee Augustus Owen......... . Resignation of A. M. Ayers. . . . ... . . . (P) July 16, 1885; (P. and S.) Feb. 10, 


Carbondale ... 


Joseph Powderly... 
Carlisle 


Commission expired of E. V. Davis... 
.| Henry K. Peffer 


.| Commission expired of J. W. Ogilby 


P. and S.) Feb. 21. 1888. 


3 83 288 E 8288 @ 8888 88 8 


(FP. and 90 Mar. 29, 1886. 


Catasauqua .... William H. Bartholomew... on expired of Adaline Creveling 7 Pi an 81 Mar. 2, 1887; (P. and S.) 
2, Chambersburgh ............. James Sweney.......--r00 Suspension of E. W. Curriden . ) Oct 18, 1886. 
2, Chester . .. — .. Henry G. A Suspension of John A. Wallace .... a 8, 1885; (P. and S.) Apr, 28, 
1. Clarion. . . . . . . . . . . Meyer M. Kaufman, resigned. s... Commission expired of Miller Beatty. . . . . (P. and S.) Mar. 3, 1887. 

8 H. Lowrey no; Feb. 
1,700 | Clearfield .... ... A. Bowman Weaver . . . .. Commission expired of Samuel J. Row w-. .. (P. ae 6, 1886; (P. and S.) Jan. 5, 
1,700 | Coatesville......... John MeWilliams..... .| Commission expired of F. V. Parke. . ; "l n 12, 1885; (P. and S.) Feb. 10, 
1,700 | Connellsville John A. McBeth .. Death of Henry Porter ; (FP. and 8. Many 1, 1886. 
1,000 | Conneautyille Maurice Fitzgeral Commission expired of P. and S.] Feb, 9, 1888. 
1,500 | Conshohocken Henry O'Brien. Removal of C. H. Brooke.. Pa, ) 5 85 25, 1887; (P. and S.) Dec. 21, 
2. 000 Charles F. Young.. Commission expired ........ 5 E pi S.) May 18, 1886. 
2, 200 Maxwell Caneron..... .| Remoyal pr cause of F. H. Button; bad man- | (P. and S.) Aug. 22, 1888. 
agemen 
1,200 | Coudersport...... Edward N. Stebbins .... +] Commission expired...........0sssssessessesecenssreseroes P.and 85 Feb. wia 
1,200 | Curwensyille . .| Francis I. Thompson .. | Commission pace of ener 5 P. and S.] Feb. 28, 1887 
2,000 Thomas Chalſant . .. .| Resignation of C. W. Eckman... . 5 gf nes:S, 5, 1835; (P. and 8.) Feb. 10, 
1,300 William MeFarlan. . . . r Commission expired of R. D. Wells . . . , (P.) Oct. 12, 1885; (P. and S.) Feb. 10, 
1,700 John G. Randall „n... — — ...| Commission expired of Thomas P. Miller ... (P. and S. ) Jan. 20, 
1,700 Jos. P. Taylor «| Resignation of Jesse E. Dale. . . .. .. N Nov. 2, 1885; . and S.) Feb. 10, 
1,100 | Dunmore ... | Patrick J. Du; Office became Presidential. . . . . . . . . . . For. 19. 1888. 
2,600 on sess = James W. W. 3 os J. K. Dawes; shortage and bad man- 5 13. 1887; (P. and S.) Dec. 21, 
1,200 | Ebensburgh. . . . James G. Hasson. . . .. . .. . . .. . ——. of Edmund James . . . . . . . (P.) Oct. 8, 1885; (P. and S.) Apr. 28, 
1,100 Jos. C. Wilson .. —— oscesgop 3 Office became Presidential . . . . . (P.) Apr. 4. 1887; (P. and S.) Dec. 21, 
1,100 | Eldred ..... $ T ¥. aiina vice Esr resigned. > Office became Presidential (P. and S.) May 15, 1888. 
1,200 | Emlenton... (P. and S.) Dec, 22, 1884. 
10, 1888. 
1,200 | Emporium.. 4 John a „ No ap- Commission expired of H. L. Taggart. F. and S.) Mar, 1, 1888. 
intment xe 
1,100 | Ephratah —— Mohler Office became Presidential ......... (E. and 8) Jan. 16, 1888. 
3,000 | Erie ..... «| Henry C. en Removal of Edward W. Reed... F. and S.] Mar, 27, 1885. 
1, 100 Simon States... Commission eped of William H. 3 (P. and S.) Aug. 22, 1888, 
2. 200 John E. Adams ... Commission expired of D. D. Grant .| (P. and S.) Mar. 31, 1888, 
1,000 | William F. Boyle Office became Presidential . P. and S.) May 15, 1888. 
1,100 | Freeport... William Furlong .. Commission expired of J. H. Douglass.. P. and S.) June 16, 1886, 
1,700 Henry S. Benner. ...... Commission expired of J. M. Krauth...... P.) May 6, 1885; (P. and S.) Feb. 10, 
1,100 John Goetz. .... . wu Resignation of H. P. Prather... . .. . .. eI Aug. 8, 1887; (P. and 8.) Dec. 21, 
2,000 William C. Loor -| Commission expired of J. C. Baldridge. P. and S.) Mar. 11 5 
1. 800 .| Henry R. Reiss... Commission expired of Clara E. Achre..... E and S.) Mar. 3. 
1.100 David M. Morrow -| Office became Presidential. EIS Sept. 29, 187 E and 8. ) Dec, 21, 
1,600 William Heltzel. . .| Commission expired of M. H. Naill 3 E ptt S.) Mar.1,1 
3,100 rrisb —ů ů —ñ Benjamin F. Myers. Commission expired of M. W. Melarney (E Mar. 8, 1887; . F. and S.) Jan. 5, 
1. 000 .| Patrick J. Langan. Commission expired of George oe . i 8.) Aug. 
2,200 James B. Hutchison. Commission expired of James James ... e. SA May 3; 2. 18883 wi oy S.) Feb. 10, 
1. 600 Orlando A. Trough. Commission expired of J. H. eee . and S.) Feb. 9, 1888. 
1,400 Charles Schmitt. Office became Presidential. P.) Sept. 29, 1887; (P. and S.) Dec. 21, 
1,900 Eben H. Clark, vice William H. | Commission expired of H. J. Tarble... e. aud S.) Mar. 20, 1888. 
apa (P.) Mar. 7, 1887, removed 
for en 
1,600 | Houtzdale. . . . George W. Dicke. . . . . sonens Resignation of T. Van Dusen. . . .... ...e EN Mar. 7, 1887; (P. and S.) Dec. 21, 
1,200 | Hummelstown.... H. Wells Buser. Office became Presidential. .. . . . . „ e ve S.) Jan. 16, 3 
2,300 | Huntingdon... «| Samuel E. Fleming.. Commission expired of Margaret A. Tyhurst......| (P. and S.] Feb. 26, 1887 
1,800 | Indiana. . . . Fannie W. Nixon .| Commission expired of A. T. Moorhead. . . ak * 2 Dec. 2i, 1887; (P.) Mar. 
1, 400 Charles W. Gant. . . . . . 9 of S. D. Lauffer; breach of official | (P. r.) Nov. 27, 1886; (P. and S.) Jan. 5, 
1,300 | Jersey Shore. . . . . Charles H. Pott. . ..... . . . .. 3 Resignation of J. E. Potter. ses Ae eee] (P.) Mar. 10, 1887; (P. and S.) Dec. 21, 
2.500 Johnstown n 1 Baumer. . . . . ..| Commission expired or gooo T. Swank. P. and S. July 26, 1888. 
1,500 9 e Presid 1 „„ P. and S.] Feb. 3, 1387. 
1.400 An f Fannie € ©. Merwe P. and S.) Aug. — 1 — 
1,400 Kingston. A Kaen Sea le Pettibone. P. and S. shi 
1,700 = ead ; — P.) Dec. 2, 1886 Parse and S.) Jan, 5, 
Suspension of A Brodi 3 s 

2,900 smee] Suspension of J, H. Marshall . . . . OF iat 28, 1885; (P. and S.) April 


# 
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Date of appointment. 


Office became Presidenttal ........... — 
Commission expired of John R. dee 


ee 


John A. Showalter. soeeesre serens 
William M. Breslin 


$ (P) April 2, 1857; (P. and S.) Dec. 21, 
and S.) April 2, 1885. 


ee Suspension of C. W. Carm P.) Oct. 8, 1886; (P. and S.) Feb.3, 
000 William B. Jack... | (P.and S.) Aug. 10,1838, 
200 James P. Smith . . ese e- eres — P. and 8.) Jan. 16, 1888. 
800 William D. Himmelreich. „ Commission expired of Alfred S. Shelier P. and S.) Dec, 21,1887; (P.) Mar. 10, 
700 Thomas M. Uttley............ ee Commission expired of Robert W. Patton . . (P. and 8. ) Aug. 10, 1888. 
100 „| Isaac F. Bom! beer isu m — Commission expired of Sarah N. Christ .. a 
200 Kobert I. Fle „vice William W. | Gommission expired of Jesse Merrill. . . (P.) Oct. 24, 1888. 
1 Rankin (P. and S.) Apr. 28, 1880, 
2,300 Mekeesport . . Jacob B. Shale. . . .us. ene, Commission expired of Samuel E. Carothers ...... (P.) Dec. 4, 1885; (P. and 8. ) Feb. 10 
1,800 | Mahanoy City. . woe] Maurico Litsch. .. . . .. . ... e. Commission expired of Jacob L. Bricker. . SR ) ) May 11,1885; (P. and S.) Feb. 10, 
1,400 | Mansfleld ssesosesessssess Nathaniel A. Elliott .. Commission expired of M. L. Clark. E maa 8.) April 6, 1886. 
1,400 | Marietta. sese. John Crull... Suspension of George N. Ettla .......... P.) Sept. 17, 1885; (E. and S.) Apr. 28, 
1,800 Mauch Chunk . . «| Nathan D. Cortright, ir. . Commission expired of N. D. Cortright, ir. (P. and S.) Deo, 22, 1884. 
J 5 Stedman nominated Dec. 17. 
2,500 Emmet W. McArthur. .| Commission expired of J. W. H. Reisinger .. P. and S.) Apr. 6, 1886, 
1,700 Alexander Wentz. .| Commission expired of Catharine Singer (P.) June 2, esse (P. and S.) Feb. 10, 
1.800 James C. Henderson... .| Resignation of Miranda Williamson „...,. E. ie. 25,1886; (P. and S.) Jan. 5, 
1,600 Commission expired of A. B. Filson „and S.) Apr. 6, 1886, 
1, 100 w E A RO E I A AS (E. and 8, Feb. 27, 1885. 
1,000 “| Eva R. Wiestlin, , reappointed . Commission expired of Eva R. — u (E: Oet and S.) Feb. 11,1889. 
1,200 | Daniel W. Neagley . 3 Commission expired of R. Freck. .. . . . . a Oct. 4, 1986; (P. and 8.) Jan. 5, 
1,000 Charles B. Crawford. s| Office became Presidential . . „and 89 May 15, 1888. 
1,800 Allen S. Hottenstein .. „| Commission ired of sare A. Logan. A 9 — 8.) July 20. 1888. 
1,100 Cyrus A. Eaton. s si .| Office became dential seses 5 . E: Mar.7,1887; (P. and 8.) Dee, 21, 
1,000 Mary B. Higley............ Office became Presidential, after having been | (P. and 8.) Feb. 14. 1835, 
Charles iE; Si Steele, ominated Feb, 15, Presidential four years ago. 
— 5 ands) se feet 1886, 
1,400 | James y Resignation of C. C. W. Hazard... .. . . 25, 1885. 
1,600 8 John R. 8 é (P. aud S.) Apr. 2, 1885. 
1,400 Mount Carmel. John W. Brophy P. and S.) Apr. rn 
1,200 ount Joy Jacob W. Shrite. a 8 Ponds 2 0 AARE 
1,600 | Mount Pleasant. John McAdams, .| Resignation of John D. McCaleb.. 25, 1887 ; 12 and S.) Deo. 21, 
1. 400 M. Trumbrower vice James II. Commission expired of George L. I. Painter ....... E. and S.) Oct, 8, 1888. 
mae Os nud S.) Feb. 10,1886, re- 
1,500 ES P E eaae AA Resignation of John H. James . sess —ů— * 24, 1885; (P. and S.) Feb. 10, 
1,700 Walter S. Braden .... „| Commission expired of Elizabeth B. Cuthbert. F. and 8.) Mar. 1, 1888. 
2.400 .| William Gordon... .| Commission expired of E. I. Agnew... sss E. and S.) Apr. 1, 1885, 
1,300 Joshua S. Leiby .| Commission expired of John F. Clark. . . oh Mar. 22, 1887; (P. and S.) Jan. 5, 
2.400 mall .| George Schall. Commission expired of Robert Iredell........ 9 . pry Jan. 20, 1888. 
1,100 | Newtown . .. ..... . .. 88 II. ‘Bryan, “pice John S. | Commission expired of Cyrus Hillborn . . P. and S.) Feb. 11, 1889, 
, 3 (P. and S.) May 15, 1888, 
1,400 | North East. .. . . . . . . | Lacy M. Horton, vice Isanc Horton. Resignation of Oscar W. Davis. .. . . . . . . (P.) Sept. 29, 1887; (P. and S.) Dee. 21, 
P. gee 8.) Feb. Lee e epa ate 1887. 
1,100 | New ville. John M. Wood Office became Presidential , P. and S.) Jan, 16, 1888. 
1,000 | Northumber! 3 .| Office became Presidential... . and S.) Feb. 3, 1887. 
2,400 | Oil Ct «| Commission mi tre of Fid Bishop. and 8.) Jan. 20, 1886. 
1,000 — — rae: Carbine, nominated J Jan, 9, | Office became Presidential 
Osceola Mills . Jacob Ritzman.. „| Office became Presidential. Nov. 
1.400 Oxford Francis G. Andre nel H. | Commission expired of M. . and S. * N 10, 1888. 
—.— (P. and S.) Jan. 20, 1885, re- 
moved. 
1,100 Patrick Bracken............ .| Office became Presidential... F. and S.) Jan. 16, 1888. 
1,000 J 8 Gormley, nom: Office became Presidential. 
6,000 William F. Harrity. . . . . . Suspension of H. S. Huidekoper . . . . . . . . (P.) Nov. 17, 1888; (P. and 8.) May 25, 
1. 800 Andrew B. Herd. s| Commission expired of John Gawland. . . „and 8. May 15, 1888 
1,900 John Haviland . .| Commission 57 ired of John R. Dobson. -| (P. and 8. Jan. 20, 1886. 
3. 900 John B. Larkin .... ‘| Resignation of William H. MeGieary. P.) May 2, 1885; (P. and S.) Jan. 20 
2,300 Stephen B. Bennett. . ... .. .. Commission expired of J. B. Shiffer. . . Phapa (P.) Nov. 9, 1885; (P. and S.) Feb. 70 
1. 800 Adolph F. Hitchler Commission expired of C. H. Wilson P. and S.) Feb. 26, 1887, 
1.000 Waterman J. Davis s... .| Office became Presidential . F. and S.) Aug. 10, 1888. 
2,300 Montgomery 8. Longaker .| Commission expired of Alex. Ar . and S.) Jan. 20, 1886. 
2,500 James H, Mudey......... Commission expired of Elizabeth H n...| (P. and S.) July 26, 1886, 
1,000 Homer C. Bair s.es „ Office became Presidential; became fourth-class | (P. aud S.) Feb. 10, 1886, 


July 1, 1887; restored Oct. 1, 1888. 


.| Commission expired of George K. Whitner........| (P. and S.) May 18, 1888. 
R Spaa “as ewton Wells; shortage and bad 0 Nov. 2, 1885; (F. and 8.) Apr. 28, 


A —— vg or Tilton C. Reynolds. . .. . (P.) Oct. 19,1885; (P. and S.) Feb. 10, 
Removal of J. H. Hagerty . . . . .. , (P.) Oct. 24, 1888. Ú 


William C. Schultze 


Grove G. Messenger 
Grove G. 5 —.— ( 
not confirmed. 


1.500 William H. Black .| Commission expired of W. Graham... (F. and 3 Feb. N 
1. 100 John S. Morey, jr .| Office became Presidential ... e. 3 Nov. 

1,000 a FANY s Laird. .| Office became Presidential P.) Nev. 18.1888 

1.100 — Garner „| Commission ired of Charles MacVeau ... P. and S. Feb. 8, 1887. 
1,100 | Sandy eee iam T. McBurn .| Office became dential . . .. . (P.and S.) Aug. 10, 1888. 


Rayem (P.and 8.) 8.10.4888 


1 Office became Presidential „and S) Jan. 16,1 = 

1,500 | Scotidale — 8 Commission expired of John Robertson . E. and S.] Aug. 3, 

8, 100 | Soranton see Commission expired of Edward ©. Fuller . (P.) May 2, 1885; . “yore 8.) Jan. 20, 
kad 1886. 
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$1,100 | Selin’s Grove ren. Commission expired of George R. Hendricks .....| (P. and S.) Jan. 26, 1888. 


--| George R. Hendricks. Mense: 
Roscoe C. North, nominated Jan. 11 11. 


1889, 
Charles T. Cooper 


William A. Sterl: 
John J. Stitt, vice 

and S.) Mar. mn ant resign 
Cornelius Casey 
„ Willis W. Kick 


John C. Seltzer, vice Samuel P. Kin: 
P aS Feb. 10, 1886, resigned. 


—— — 2 


F. 


Suspension of A. W. Woods. 


Commission expired of Darius S. Gilger ............| (P. and BN 
Commission — Of OC. W. Ray. . (P. and S. 


— ae eee — 


Commission expired of James Wooley .. 


. Oct. 30, 1886; (P. and S.) Jan. 5, 
1887. 


d S.) Jul: 1886. 
(E: e Bert (P. and S.) Deo. 


1, 1887. 
œ: ) July 28,1887; P. and S.) Deo. 21, 


4 eee eee 


1,500 | Shippensburgh. . . . . John peste —— expired of John Gish . .. — and S.) May 18. 1886. 

1,100 | Slatington ...... ired of Lewis C. Smith . (P. and S.) June . — 1836. 

1, 100 Smetuport...... — — ron A. Sprague . . (P. and S.] May 

1,400 | Somerset —.—. Resignation e eo TED eee P:) Apr. 14, 1835; “Pat and S.) Jan. 20, 
~ 1,800 | South Bethlehem expired of L. C. Peysert... „and S.) Jan. 19, 1887. 

1.200 South Oil City Office became Presidential... „ fF and S) Feb. 3, 1887. 

1,700 NAGI ——„- eee aey. H.H.Sieg; shortage. and bad man- P. and S. ) Aug. 10, 1888. 

1,700 | Stroudsburgh .. .............-.. recede expired of William D. Walton. (P. and S.) Mar. 1, 1888. 

1, 800 | Sunbury. eneee Commission expired of Jacob Rohrbach.. ........ 


Susquchanna sss sersessssne 


James MekKinney. 


J. Andrew Schilbe, vice David R. 
are! (P. and S. * Feb, 10, 1886, re- 


Commission expired of J. W. Jones. enone 
Commission expired of Mary B. McGuigan......... 


(P. ) May 25, 1885; (P. ana S.) Feb. 10, 
(P.) May 2, 1885; (P. and S.) Feb. 10, 
(P.) Oct. 24, 1888. 


1,400 | Tarentum... 5 — Loucks..... Office became Presidential. . -è and S.) Feb, 3, 1887. 
1,400 | Tidioute... William R. Dawson. expired of James U. ae EPE. and 80 Jan. 20, 1836. 
2,500 | Titusville... ..| Marinus L. Allen. .| Commission a manne H. Cogsw: FP. and S.) Mar. 1, 1886. 
2,100 | Towanda...... Parsons ... .| Suspension ef Jackson P. Keeney... .| (P.) Nov. 2, 1885; ae and S.) Apr. 28, 
1,400 — ae) Alvin K. Linderman... .| Commission expired of O. F. — — 2a 1 F 
1,400 | Tankhannock Frank H. Piatt Resignation of 5 W. Bardwell .) July 1885; Pip and S.) Feb. 10, 
1,900 | Tyrone eas . and S.) Jan. 20, 1886. 
1,500 | Union City. 773 2 ＋ Horatio L. Church . . Commission expired of William O. Black Fans d S Aug- 10, 1883. 
1,900 | Uniontown . Michael B. Baker. . ... . ] Resignation of Orin J. Sturgis... (E) Oct. P. and 8.) Feb. 10, 

500 | Warren ...... Fo change yet ssess E. and S.) Feb. b : 
2.200 Washington u „| Suspension . — 8. Stockin a ) Sept 2, 18887 (P (P. and S.) Jan. 5, 
1,300 . and S = 9, 1885. 
1. 800 P. and Mar, 12, 1886. 
1,500 — a and S Aug. 3,1886. 
1,700 Commission expired (Pl and S. rig 26, 1886. 
2,400 | West Chester me Death of William Shields . P. and 8.) Feb. 3, 1887. 

„Jan. 20, 

2,000 | West Grove . John H. Turner.. . . . ma Commission expired of Joseph Pyle . (P.) Oct. 29, 1886; (P. and S.) Jan. 5, 
1,500 West Newton Resignation of H. D. Smith .. . (P.) July 6, 1885; (P. and S.) Feb. 10, 
1,100 | White Haven. .... Alvin Arnold. Commission expired of Richard Humbach ......... 


d 
David Maxwell. . . . 
.| William F. 
James B. Smal 


Mr. CANNON. I move to strike out the last word, merely to say 
that these memorial services having been concluded, and as in all ages 


it has not been thought respectful to of the faults of the dead, I 
hope the gentleman will go on with his bill. [Laughter.] I withdraw 
the pro forma amendment. 

Mr. ADAMS. I desire to offer a substantial amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In 3 word “ million,” insert “one . 8 
so that it “eight million one hundred thousand dollars. 

Mr.ADAMS. In the Postmaster-General’s Report, on page 44, Roman 
numerals, will be found the estimate submitted by Colonel Bates, su- 
perintendent of the free-delivery system, for the next fiscal year. It 
will be found that a large part of this $8,000,000 which is now in the 
bill is for in the pay of carriers, due to their promotion, and for 
substitutes under the recent statute, and there is no allowance for three 
hundred and fifty carriers in addition to those which we now have. ` I 
have consulted the postmaster at my own city in reference to the ad- 
ditional carriers that will be needed there during the next fiscal year. 
It will be absolutely necessary to have one hundred carriers in addition 
to those now employed before that city can be placed upon an equal 
basis with the other large cities of the country. 

In the statement submitted to me I find that the carriers of Chicago 
carried, on an overage; Suring the last fiscal year 704,000 pieces; that 
is, each carrier han 704,000 pieces during the year. In Boston the 
average number was 457,000 pieces per carrier; in New York it was 
663,000 pieces, and in Philadelphia 634,000. So that every carrier in 
Chicago carried a larger numbers of pieces than were carried in any 
other of the large cities. The reason of that is that in the other cities 
they have so districted the business portions that the business men get 
the benefit of a larger-number of deiiveries each day than we get in 


Suspension of A. S. Orr. 


| Office become Presidential. 
Commissio 
Commission expired of James Kell 


(P.) Mar. 7, 1887; (P. and S.) Dec. 21, 
..| (Œ) Apr. 5,1887; (P. and 8.) Dec. 21, 
i857. 


g: 


Chicago. The difference in that respect is enormous. In the business 
m of Chicago we get Only five deliveries per day. In the correspond- 

business part of New York I understand ad that they get about nine- 
at in Philadelphia they get, I believe, about seventeen, and in Bos- 
ton in the BAARD vi of twelve; while, as I have said, in Chicago 
we get only five. 

Thirty-six carriers will be needed to extend the free-delivery system 
into territory which has been annexed to Chicago. The need is an ab- 
solute and urgent one, and a larger number of carriers will be necessary 
in order to give the business men of that city the same number of de- 
liveries per day that business men have in the other large cities. There 
is a district in Chicago with a good many manufacturers in it where 
they do not have as many as five deliveries, and in the place where I 
live we get only two each day. Now, Colonel Bates finds that the total 
sum which will be n to carry on the free-delivery service 
on the basis of adding three hundred and fifty pets is $8,095,050, 
but he takes $8,000,000 for no other reason, that I can see, than that 
it is a round sum. 

I do not believe that the business communities of the Northwest 
ought to suffer because this committee chooses to propose a round sum 
instead of the sum of $8,100,000, which the estimates of the Depart- 
ment show to be necessary. I will also state that in the city of Phila- 
delphia, as I understand it, they have adopted a van system, which 
costs some money, but which eA greatly not only to the convenience 
of the business men of the city, but, as I understand, adds also to the 
revenue of the Department. I insist—and it is an argument of econ- 
omy—that if we can have an additional number of carriers, and conse- 
quently an additional number of deliveries, it will not cost the Goy- 
ernment anything, because the net income of the free-delivery depart- 
ment of the post-office will then reach a much larger sum than it 


and S.) Jan. 16, 1888. 
and S.) Feb. 10, 1888. 
and S.) Mar. 22, 1888. 


n expired of F. J. Barrows... n.. 
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reached last year. The money it earned for the benefit of the whole 
country last year was an enormous sum, but it was not as much as it 
might have been made to earn. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Illinois has 
expired. 

Mr. LAWLER. Mr. Chairman, I am only sorry that my colleague 
[Mr. ApAms] did not propose to increase that item $1,000,000 instead 
of $100,000. He has presented a statement of facts here prepared by 
the post-office at Chicago which shows the urgent need for additional 
letter-carrier service in that city and surrounding towns. The fact is 
that you can send a letter by mail from Chicago to a place 200 miles 
away and it will reach its destination beforea letter posted at the same 
time could be carried from one portion of the city to another. Weare 
taking in the country towns adjacent to Chicago, and the people there 
are anxious to have the letter-carrier system extended. The postal 
authorities there, who have looked into this matter very carefully, 
poa facts for our consideration showing the need of at least one 

undred additional letter-carriers for the city of Chicago. Here is a 
system that is self-sustaining, and certainly a great business commu- 
nity like Chicago should not be kept in the back-ground for the want 
of it, especially when the Government is fully compensated for the 
service by the receipts from that service. I hope, therefore, that the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads will not offer any oppo- 
sition to this small sum of $100,000 being added to this item. If the 
members of the committee and of the House will read carefully the 
statement presented by my collegue [Mr. ADAMS], and printed in the 
RECORD, they will see that this money, instead of being left to be ex- 
pended in the discretion of the Post-Office Department, is for general 
use all over the United States. It will ofcourse afford but little relief 
to the city of Chicago, but small as it is, it will be very acceptable to 
our people. 

If the people here in Washington who for years have been in the habit 
of presenting to the consideration of this committee their estimates 
would go beyond the Alleghanies they woald ascertain that there is 
a growing West in that section of the country. I would be glad if the 
chairman of the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads had within 
the last two years had time to go out there and look at the village ot 
Chicago! He would not then expect to apply to a city of 900,000 people 
the same system in postal matters which was in operation when the 
population was 100,000 or 200,000. I say that those who prepare 
these estimates are not fit persons to judge of the needs of a city like 
Chicago. My colleague and myself know the demands of our people; 
we know the extent of the business of our fellow-citizens. They are 
paying their taxes cheerfully to carry on the Government. They ask 
at the hands of Representatives here that justice be done them and that 
their crying needs in respect to postal service be met. I hope therefore 
that this small increase proposed in the amendment of my colleague 
will be allowed, so that at least some little relief may be afforded to the 
people of Chicago in respect to their local mail service. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I do not wish to consume time. I will only say 

The CHAIRMAN, Debate is exhausted. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I move pro forma to strike out the last word. I 
only wish to say that the committee has given in this item of the bill 
every dollar that the Department recommended. 

Mr. ADAMS. Irise toopposethe formalamendment. I have already 
referred to the statement of the superintendent of the free-delivery sys- 
tem that if three hundred and fifty carriers are to be added there will be 
required $8,095,050. Eight million dollarsseems to have been adopted 
because it was a round and handsome sum, but the money estimated as 
necessary forthe actual needsof theserviceis $8,095,050. This amount 
my amendment only slightly exceeds. I will be willing to accept the 
amount of the estimate—$8, 095, 050. 

But before we pass from this matter IZwant the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. BINGHAM], a member of the committee, to state 
whether it is not a fact that in the business of the city of Phila- 
delphia the daily deliveries which the business men receive exceed five? 
Are they not a great deal more? 

Mr. BINGHAM. In answer to the gentleman I will say that in the 
business centers of Philadelphia the daily deliveries amount to seven 
or eight in number. 

Mr. ADAMS, That part of Chicago outside of the small center 
where there are five daily deliveries embraces important manufactur- 
ing establishments having business relations with various parts of the 
country, and these establishments ought to have their business letters 
delivered more promptly than they are. 

Now, as the gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox] is here, I will 
ask him how many daily deliveries the business men in the central 
part of New York City receive? 

Mr. COX. Down in Wall street and Broad street, where the busi- 
ness is extraordinary, they have, I think, sixteen or seventeen daily 
deliveries; but that is a very limited portion of the city, The ordinary 
deliveries, I think, are about five 8 

Mr. ADAMS. So there is r portion of Chicago that 
gets as many as five deliveries daily. Besides, the gentleman from 
New York knows (for he has given attention to this subject for many 


years) that when you increase the number of deliveries you increase 
the net income of the Department. p 

Mr. COX. That is the result of it. 

Mr. ADAMS. Exactly. When the deliveries are frequent, busi- 
ness men use the free-delivery system instead of the district telegraph! 
or the messenger service. To add $100,000 to this part of the bill 
would not add $100,000 to the expenses of the Department; it would 
simply enable the people of Chicago to earn a larger net income out of 
the free-delivery service, for the benefit of the greater part of the coun- 
ty, in aen that service is not self-sustaining. [Cries of Vote!“ 

Vote! 

Mr. BLOUNT. I withdraw the pro forma amendment. } 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. ADAMS, it was 
not agreed to, there being—ayes 27, noes 55. l 

Mr. LAWLER. I move to increase this item by the addition of 
$500,000. 

The Clerk read the amendment, as follows: 

After the word million,” in line 17, insert “‘ five hundred thousand.“ 

Mr. LAWLER. There are many portions of this bill in regard to 
which I would have been glad to say something, but I have not done’ 
so. I only speak on this question because of my knowledge of this par- 
ticular service. I am proud to say thatIserved for years in the capacity 
of a letter-carrier. I know the duties of that position. I know the 
wants of the people in that particular. I know it is shameful that 
necessary business accommodations should be denied the people when 
it is clearly demonstrated by members on this floor that in many other 
cities there are more daily deliveries than in the city of Chicago. Great 
business interests are suffering there for want of additional carriers. I 
have already stated that a letter can be sent from Chi a distance 
of 200 miles by rail more quickly than it can be deliv: within the 
limits of the city of Chicago. This arises from the need of additional 
letter-carrier and collection service. 

Here is a service that is more than paying its own expenses. It im- 
poses no burden of taxation upon the people. On the contrary, in eve: 
place where the letter-carrier system has been extended the incr 
receipts have more than paid for the expense of the service. When the 
representatives of a large city like Chicago stand here and point out 
the needs of the great business public of that city, and urge that that 
service ought to be extended in order to afford the necessary accommo- 
dation, I am alittle surprised that men vote as they do on an item of 
this kind. I say again that in the city of Chicago there are large busi- 
ness firms receiving daily fifty or seventy-five letters, and who have 
only two mail deliveries daily in the localities where their establish- 
ments are located. Our object is to give to the business men of the 
city of Chicago at least three or four daily deliveries instead of two— 
to give to localities adjacent to the central business portion of Chicago 
at least four or five daily deliveries. This would be only treating Chi- 

the same as we have treated Philadelphia, Boston, and New York. 
Therefore I ask this House to vote an additional $50,000 for that serv- 
ice. Here is presented a total increase in one year in the city of Chi- 


cago— 

Mr. ADAMS. In the net income of Chicago? 

Mr. LAWLER. Yes, sir. The increase is $179,366.88, which isa 
gain of 35 per cent. in one year in the city of Chicago. That of itself 
shows the additional need in the city of Chicago. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For the purpose of enabling the Postmaster-General to make a permanent 
lease of a suitable place in the city of 1 and to furnish and equip 
the same with the tools, implements, and machinery and other material which 
may be necessary to repair mail and sacks, and mail locks and keys, $10,000, 

Mr. LAWLER. Imake the point of order that this is new legislation 
and not in order upon this bill. In Cincinnati and Chicago are shops for 
repair of mail-bags, which are sent from there as distributing points. 
This proposes to take those bags and bring them all here and send them 
back to their various destinations. It is new legislation. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Ido not see how it is new legislation. If they can 
repair at Chicago and at New York I do not see why they can not also 
repair at Washington. It is a matter of discretion in the Department. 

I wish to be candid with the House in reference to this matter, as I 
donot want anything in the bill except what is put there by the consent 
of the House. The only difference here is in reference to the word 
„permanent.“ The Department now has an office here to do repair- 
ing, but it has to be done under the general appropriation. This is the 
only change of law in it, and the object simply is to economize by pro- 
viding that all the repairing shall be done here under one head instead 
of under three. The Department for this year saved in this item $60,- 
000. There is no question as to the saving of money, and the only 
point is as to the use of the word permanent.“ I think the first 
point of order is well taken. I call attention to the following paragraphs, 
to be found on pages 121 and 122 of the report of the Postmaster - Gen · 
eral for this year: 


Shortly after the appointment of the new chief of the mail equipment division 
the discovery was made by him that in the post-oflices in the ci! of Washing- 
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After an investigation it was discovered that from two hundred and fifty 
thousand to three hundred thousand bags—jute, canvas, and leather—had been 
og, 5 — — had | 9 — 5 her lati f the Department. 

ese repair sho en placed, by the regulations of the ent, 
under the charge of the ee wens of those ve places, who submitted 
monthly reports of the condition of those shops, the amount of bags received, 
the number repaired, and the cost of sach 1 
It is plain from the results of this investigation that ſor some years proper at- 
tion had not been given to this surplus stock of damaged mail 
y an order issued 5 you the repair shop in the city of Washington was 
immediate direction, and a general order was passed instruct- 
gs to be repaired should be sent to that office for such repair, 
he working force of the repair shop in the city of Washington was, 
time to time, in until it now numbers ninety-one persons. 

All this accumul: stock in New York and elsewhere was sent to this re- 

Bt — 75 — in the city of Washington. The result has been a saving of at least 


per annum, 
No requisitions for new jute sacks or leather have been issued from 
this office since last February, and none for leather sacks since last December, 
and the service has been amply supplied out of this surplus damaged stock, 
which has been put in good and serviceable repair. 

In view of these results I have to recommend thata permanent repair shop be 
established in the city of Washington under the direction of the chief of the mail 
equipment division of this office, and that all the bags and sacks damaged shall 
be sent to the city of Washington for repair. 

I further recommend that in connection with this shop for repairing sacks and 
bags there shall also be established a shop for repairing mail locks and keys. 
The economy achieved, as above stated, by the repair of all damaged mail ba 
and sacks in the city of Washington justifies the opinion thata t saving w 
be effected to the Government by repairing its own locks and keys. 

To this end I recommend a special appropriation of $10,000 to enable the Post- 
master-General to make a permanent lease of some place in the city of Wash- 

n, to furnish and equip it with the tools, implements, and machinery and 
other materials which may be necessary to repair mail bags and sacks an mail 


pan under m: 
1 that all the 


Tocks and keys. 
It is believed that a place in 8 adapted for this purpose at a rent cer- 
tainly not exceeding $5,000 a year be secured. 


As the saving effected already in repairing mail bags and sacks has resulted 
in a decreased estimate for ma 8 for the next fiscal year of $70,000, 
it will be seen that the expenditure of this sum is justified. 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from Georgia state what is 
the present law? 

Mr. BLOUNT. My opinion is the Government can not make a con- 
tract for longer than one year, and the object of inserting the word 
„permanent“ is to provide for the location of the machinery here. 
Tocut the matter short, if the gentleman will withdraw his point of or- 
der I will move to strike out the word permanent.“ 

Mr. LAWLER. I will withdraw my point of order to that extent. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I move to strike out the word permanent.“ 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. LAWLER. I now offer the following amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, This shall notauthorize the removal of the repair of mail-bags from 
the Chicago (IIl.) post office, 

Mr. LAWLER, I would like to know, Mr. Chairman, where the 
economy can be found of taking from Chicago, this great distributing 
center of the whole Northwest, and bringing these mail-bags here to 
Washington to be repaired and then sent back to the Chicago post-office 
for use, instead of doing what economy would seem to require—that is, 
having them repaired on the spot where they are to be used. Now, at 
the Chicago fiice there are some nine or ten widows who are em- 
ployed in the post-office there for these repairs, most deserving people, 
who have many calls upon them; and I can not understand—although 
I have made repeated inquiries at the Post-Office Department and do 
not get a sufficiently satisfactory answer—I can not understand the 
economy of this proposed change. Hence I would like to ask the chair- 
man of this Committee on the Post- Office and Post-Roads a question. I 
hope he will tell this committee, in view of his statement a few moments 
ago that this bill was in the line of economy, where the economy is to 
be found in making an appropriation to establish a place at Washington 
to repair these mail bags and locks which are to be used at Chicago and 
paying freight from Chicago to Washington and back again ‘after the 
repairs are made, instead of having them repaired there? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Iwill have the report of the Department read if the 
gentleman desires it. I can not answer him in a word. [Cries of 
* Vote!“ stan As 

Mr. LAWLER. r. Chairman, I do not think it necessary to take 
up the time of the committee further in this discussion. This provis- 
ion contemplates the establishment at Washington of this repair shop. 
The amendment I have proposed provides that the work now done at 
Chicago shall remain there. I believe that is in the interest of econ- 
omy, and certainly these people are entitled to this employment. I 
hope, therefore, that the item I have moved as an amendment will be 
inserted in the bill without further objection. 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 11, 
noes 45. 

Mr. LAWLER. I make the point that no quorum has voted. 

Mr. LAWLER and Mr. BLOUNT were appointed tellers. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 36, noes 
130. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For inland foe Habe ya by railroad routes. of which a sum not exceedin, 
$30,000 may be employed to pay ht on stamped envelo — 
stamped paper from the manufactories to post-offices and depots of u- 
tion, 819, 105,557.90. 
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Mr. HOLMAN. I offer the following proviso, to come in after line 


4, on 11: = 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, That the Postmaster-General be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to ust the compensation to be paid from and after the Ist day of 


July, 1889, for transportation of mails on railroad routes, by reducing the com- 
pensation to all railroad companies for the transportation of mails 10 per cent. 
per annum from the rates for the transportation of mails on the basis of the 
average weight fixed and allowed by the first section of an act entitled An act 
making appropriations for the service of the Post-Office Department for the fis- 
cal year ending June 30, 1879, and for other purposes,“ approved June 17, 1878. 

Mr. KEAN. That is subject to the point of order. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I make the point of order upon it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Is the point of order made? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands the gentleman from New 
Jersey to raise the point of order. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope that will not be done. I hope at least that 
we may have a vote on this proposition. The compensation now paid 
to the railroads under the act in question is generally conceded to be 
enormously beyond what it ought to be. Certainly there ought to be 
a reduction. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Chairman, this whole question was discussed 
in the committee. It is conceded that the amendment is subject to a 
point of order. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, I understand that it is, if insisted upon. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I insist upon the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For railway post-office car service, $2,260,000. 
For railway post-office clerks, $5,600,000. 


Mr. DINGLEY. I move to strike out the last word for the purpose! 
of asking the chairman of the committee to inform us whether the 
civil-service rules are in force as to the appointment of postal clerks. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Iso understand. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Lasked the question because within the last half 
hour I have been informed that information was obtained from the 
Postmaster-General of an extension of the time to the 15th of March 
when these rules should go into force. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Possibly that is true; I have no information. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I supposed possibly the committee might be able 
to inform the House. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I can not say. It is not a matter that came before 
the committee for legislation. It is a matter of executive order. 

Mr. DIN GLE. I understand. I simply desired to elicit the in- 
formation. 

I withdraw the pro forma amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For necessary and special facilities on trunk-lines, $295,655.88: Provided, That 
the Postmastencenneal may, in his discretion, withdraw this fund from any 
railroad 5 when, in his judgment, the publio interests require it. 

For miscellaneous items, $1,000. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I offer the amendment I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


3 That section 7 of the act entitled “An act establishing post- roads, 
and for other purposes,“ approved March 3, 1877, be, and the same is hereby, 
amended so as to read as follows: 

Spo. 7. That Senators, Representatives, and Del: in Con, „the Sec- 
retary of the Senate, and the Clerk of the House of Representatives may send 
and receive through the mail, free, all public documents printed by order of Con- 
gress; also all communications with the several Departmente and bureaus of 
the Government in regard to any matter of the business ofsaid De entor bu- 
reau; and the name of each Senator, Representative, Delegate, tary of the 
Senate, and Clerk of the House of Representatives shall be written thereon, with 
soo props designation of the office he holds, And the eee of this section 
s apply to each of the persons named therein until the 1st day of December 
following the expiration of their respective terms of office.” 

Mr. HOLMAN. I make the point of order on that amendment. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I raise the question of order on that amendment. 
It changes existing law. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I hope the gentleman will withhold that point 
of order for a minute. 

Mr. BLOUNT. It is my desire to get the bill out of the way of other 
business as promptly as ible. 

Mr. CU EON. I will not take more than a minute. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I will yield a minute to the gentleman. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. The provision simply does this: It allows mem- 
bers of Congress to communicate with the Executive Departments by 
means of the penalty envelope the same as the Departments commu- 
nicate withus. Simply thatand nothing more. We receive from the 
Pension Office, from the Second Auditor, and from other bureaus com- 
munications in rd to executive business in executive envelopes. 
This provision would enable members of Congress simply to return to 
these same official Departments the same executive business in the 
same manner, by means of the penalty envelopes. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I must insist upon the point of order. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chairsustains the point of order. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
For manufacture of adhesive and special-delivery stamps, $155,874. 


ted of agents and assistants to distribute stamps, and expenses of agency, 


Fors 5 ofstamped envelopes, newspaper wrappers, and letter sheets, 
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For pay of nt and assistants to distribute stam envelopes, newspaper 
Wrappers, and letter sh 


and nse of agency, $16,000, 
For manufacture of 781. 
For pay of agent and assistants to distribute postal-cards, and expense of 


agency, $7,800. 
official, and dead- letter envelopes, $109,745. 


For package, tag, 
For ship, steam-boat, and way letters, $2,500, 


For engraving, tin „and binding drafts and warrants, $3,000. 
For ne Sn 81.000. * 
Mr. BINGHAM. I offer an amendment to that section. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

After line 24 insert: The Postmaster-General shall furnish any n who 
may apply in writing copies of any of the Post-Office maps at the cost of print- 
ing and 10 per pilarin Danagi 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For transportation of foreign mails, $655,000, 

For sar 20 United | Bates delegates to Vienna Postal Congress, 1890, $5,000, 
or ex n e n, 
or so much thereof as may be necessary, to be expended under the direction of 
the Postmaster-General. 

The reading of the bill was concluded. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I move that the committee rise and report the bill 
and amendments favorably to the House. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move to amend that motion as follows: 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That the bill be reported to the House with the recommendation that the 
same be recommitted to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads with 
instructions to strike out all the provisions of the bill which classify the clerks 
and other employés of the first and second class post-oflioes and increase the 
‘salaries thereof. 


Mr. BLOUNT. Is that motion in order in Committee of the Whole? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is in order. 

The question was put; and the Chairman announced that the noes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. KERR. Division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 9, noes 98. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The question then recurred on the motion that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, Mr. TuRNER, of Georgia, reported that the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union had had under considera- 
tion the bill (H. R. 12490) making appropriations for the service of 
the Post-Office De ent for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1890, 
and had instructed him to report thesame back favorably with amend- 
ments. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I demand the previous question on the amend- 
ments and the engrossment and third reading of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is a separate vote demanded on any amendment? 

The amendments were agreed to, and the bill as amended was or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Idemand the previous question on the passage of bill. 

Mr. CANNON. I move to recommit the bill with instructions, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

It is moved to recommit the bill to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads with instructions to strike out all provisions therein authorizing the classi- 
fication and fixing the salaries of the clerks and employés attached to the first- 
a and all provisions authorizing the classification and fixing the 
salaries of the clerks attached to the second-class post-offices, and to report the 
bill so amended to the House. - 

Mr. BLOUNT. I demand the previous question upon the motion to 
recommit. 8 

The previous question was ordered. 

The question was put on the motion to recommit with instructions 
as read; and the Speaker announced that the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. CANNON. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 31, noes 88. 

Mr. CANNON. I demand the yeas and nays. 

‘The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the negative—yeas 
53, nays 172, not voting 97; as follows: 


YEAS—53, 
A Clark, Hitt, Post, 
Allen, Miss. Conger, Holman, Ro 5 
Baker, III. Cooper, Holmes, Ste 
Bagos: Dalzell, Hopkins, III. Taylor, J. D „Ohio 
Davis, Hopkins, N. V. Thomas, 
telle, De Lano, x er, 
wer, Dingley, La Follette, Vandever, 
rowne, Ind. Finley, law, Wade, 
wn, O Flood, MeMillin. Weber, 
Burrows, Gear, Nichols, W. 
8 Hard A i 
yden, 
Caswell, Henderson, III. Plumb 
Cheadle, Hires, Posey, 
NAYS—172. 
Atkinson, Bland, Breckinridge, Ky. 
Allen, Mich. Baker, N. Y. Blount, wer, 
Iowa Browne, T. H. B., Va. 
derson,Kans. Bingham, Bound, Brown, J. R., Va. 
Blanchard, Bowden, ce, 


Guenther, Sherman, 
— Hall, McKinley, ively, 
Bynum, Harmer, eKinney, ons, 
eee ee ee th, 
Caruth, Hayes, es nger, x 
o 
Chipman, Hemphill, . wart, Tex 
ra — * vill, — Ve 
ermann, or 
88 — v eon Steckdgle, 
> op! a ewton, +8 
Cowles, Howard, orwood, — 
Cox, Hudd, Struble, 
Crain, Hunter, O'Donnell, Tarsney, 
Crisp, Hutton, ’ Ferrall, 
Culberson, Jackson, ’Neall, Ind. = Wi 
88 omy N. O. Neill. Pn. 8 
o ean, e, 
> Kennedy, Outhwaite, Tracey, 
Davidson, Ala. Kilgore, Patton, Vance,’ 
Davidson, Fla. Laffoon, Peel, ‘alker, 
ery, Landes, Penington, Washington, 
Dorsey, e, Perkins, Weaver, 
Dougherty, ham, Peters, eeler, 
Dunn, Lehlbach, cock, te, Ind, 
Elliott, Lind, Randall, White, N. . 
Farquhar, Lodge, Rayner, iting, Mich, 
Foran, Long, ce, ting, Mass, 
keik ee ee Bo : Wilkin 5 
neh, nson, 
Fuller, Mansur, — é 
Gibson, Martin, Rowland, 
Glass, Mason, R 4 Wilson, W. Va. 
Glover, McAdoo, Sayers, Wise, 
Greenman, McClammy, Scott, W. 
es, McCormick, Scull, Yardley, 
Grout, a Sency, Yoder. 
NOT VOTING—97. 
Allen, Mass. Dunham, Laird, Robertson, 
Anderson, Miss. loe, Latham, 3 
Anderson, III. Ermentrout, Lawler, Russell, Conn, 
—— Felton, ne. pee 
es, er, yman, yan, 
Barry, Fitch, Lynch, Sawyer, 
Bi Ford, Maffett, Seymour, 
Bliss, i Mahoney, Shaw, 
Bowen, Matson, Snyder, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Gallinger, ee Sowden, 
Brumm N. MeCullogh, er, 
Bunnell, Golf, McShane, Stahlnecker, 
Burnett, Granger, Milliken, Symes, 
Butterworth, Grosvenor, oore, Taylor, E. B., Ohio 
Campbell, F., N. X. 2. Morrow, mas, III. 
Campbell, Ohio Henderson, Iowa Morse, Thompson, Ohio 
lton, Herbe eal, ‘ownshend, 
Clements, Hiestan: Nutting, Turner, Kans, 
bb, H x O'Neill, Mo. A 
well, Houk, Owen, Whitthorne, 
ins, Johnston, Ind, Payson, Wilkins, 
a Jones, Perry, Yost. 
Hs m, . —＋ Perens 
venpo' „ ugsley, 
bble, Lagan, — 


On motion of Mr. BLOUNT, the reading of the names of members 
voting was dispensed with. 

The following additional pairs until further notice were announced: 

Mr. GRANGER with Mr. RUSSELL, of Connecticut. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT with Mr. BUNNELL. 

Mr. Brads with Mr. Morrow. 

Mr. BURNETT with Mr. GOFF. 

Mr. Forp with Mr. GUENTHER. 

Mr. NEAL with Mr. HOUK. 

Mr. MCSHANE with Mr. LAIRD. 

Mr. BARRY with Mr. Yost. 

Mr. PHELAN with Mr. BUTLER. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE with Mr. LYMAN. 

Mr. PERRY with Mr. NUTTING. 

Mr. LEE with Mr. GALLINGER. 

Mr. COLLINS with Mr. ALLEN, of Massachusetts. 

Mr. CATCHINGS with Mr. COGSWELI.. 

Mr. GROSVENOR with Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. 

The following additional pairs for this day were announced: 

Mr. CLEMENTS with Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. 

Mr. WILKINS with Mr. McComas. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND with Mr. KELLEY. 

Mr. HERBERT with Mr. KETCHAM. 

Mr. Rusk with Mr. SYMES, 

Mr. Coss with Mr. WARNER, 

Mr. STAHLNECKER with Mr. MOCULLOGH. 

Mr. ENLOE with Mr. Payson. 

Mr. RYAN with Mr. DIBBLE. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I call for the previous question. 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon ordering the previous ques- 
tion on the passage of the bill. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being en it was accordingly read the third time, and 

Mr. BLOUNT moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 


paset; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
0. 
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The latter motion was 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. S „Lask leave to print some tables and 
remarks in connection with this bill, the object being to give the Sen- 
ate the fullest possible information on the subject. 
There was no objection. 


ENEOLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. ENLOE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found truly enrolled a bill and joint resolutions 
of the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 
| A bill (S. 185) to provide for the division of Dakota into two States, 
and to enable the people of North Dakota, South Dakota, Montana, 
and Washington to form constitutions and State governments, and to 
be admitted into the Union on an equal footing with the original 
States, and to make donations of public lands to such States; and 

Joint resolution (S. R. 140) authorizing the printing of 50,000 copies 
of the fourth and fifth reports of the Bureau of Animal Industry for the 
years 1887 and 1888; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 258) 8 ‘or the printing of the eu- 
logies on the life and character of Robertson, deceased, late 
a Representative in Congress from Louisiana; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 262) to print 39,000 copies of the fourth 
annual report of the Commissioner of Labor. 

LEGISLATIVE APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. FORNEY. Mr. — I desire to present a conference re- 
port on the legislative bil 

cies Clerk proceeded to read the report. 

Mr. HOLMAN, Mr. Speaker, the reading of those figures will not 
give the House any information, and I ask unanimous consent that the 
reading of the report be suspended, and that the statement of the con- 
ferees be read instead. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The report is as follows: 
the amendments of tho Senato to the bill H. k. 11750) making appropriati 
for the lealsiative, acumen aud S nd judicial — . —.— of the eee peage ad 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1890, and for other purposes, having met, after full 
and free conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their re- 
spective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 2, 
Sete ͤͤ A 80, 86, 87, 94 

rhe the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Senate 
numbered 4, 5, 6, 7. 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 19,20, 23, 24, 25, 26, 41, 42, 43, 44, 47,48; 
50, D7, 03, 62, 63, 70. 71, 72, 73, 74, 76, 77, 78, 81, 82, 88, 89, 91, and 92, and agree to the 


hat the House recede from its ent to the amendment of the Senate 
ith an amendment as follows: In lieu of 


posed agree to same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 17, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieuof 
the sum pro insert , 86.000; “ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 18, and ree to the same with an amen t as follows: In lieu of 
the sum pro) 82.000; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its d t to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 22, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
— — sum proposed in said amendment insert 52,500; and the Senate agree 
to the same. 

That the — recede — its pba — to the amendment of the Senate 


g votes of the two Houses on 


wae 22 


numbered 37 e With an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the year pro Bt 188 in and the Senate agree to the same. 
That che H ouse recede from its disagreement to amendment of the Senate 


numbered 38, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the year pro insert 1881; and the Senate agree to the same. 
That the . from its t to the amendment of the Senate 


the sum prop 


“ $28 
That the House recede from its a to the . 


follows: of 
said amendment insert the follow- 
Sree) in the office of the 33 

dite the settlement of pension app 


2 og ae claims; and the Sone Sen- 
ate agree to the same. 


‘That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 6], and agree to the same with an amendment, as follows: Strike out 
from said amendment the following words: one clerk of class 3, one clerk of 
class 2: and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its ent to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 66, and agree to the same with an amendment, as follows: In lieu of 
55 insert . 89,880; and the Senate agree to the same. 

ouse recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 75, and agree to the same With an 8 follows: In lieu of 
the number proposed insert “four; ” and the agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 79, and agree to the same with anamendment, as follows: In lieu of 
= a roposed insert eleven; “ and the Senate agree to the same. 

ouse recede from its disagreemeet to the amendment of the Senate 
ene 80, and agree to the same with an amendment, as N be In lieu of 
the number proj insert two; “ and the Senate agree to riage 

That the House recede from its disagreement to theamendment of the Senate 
numbered 83, and sers, to the same with an amendment, as follows: In lieu of 
the sum proposed insert 887, 840; and 6 

SAM. J. RAND. 

J. G. CANNON, NDALL, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
8 B. ADA 

: F. M. COCKRELL, 
“anagers on the part of the Senate. 


the matter pro} 
ing: And not less than two ena Pagans 
General shall be exclusively en; 


The statement was read, as follows: 


The managers on the part of the House of the conference on the d 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bil H. ie 
DEN mene appropriations for the legislative, executive, and judi 

Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1890, submit the 
lowing written statement in explanation of the effect of the action recom- 
—.— ded in the accompanying conference report on the amendments of the Sen- 


“The — 5 58 4.5, 7, 8,9, 10, 55 step ra and 15, relating to the official 
force of Senate, provi or clerks he Committees on Interstate Com- 
merce and on Epidemic 8 at $2,220 aaah; for an assistant clerk to the 
Committee on eee, at $1,440; fora messenger to the Committee on For- 
eign Relations at $1,440; and for an additional session committee clerk at $6 . 
day; increase the following salaries: assistant clerk to the Committee on 
propriations from $1,800 to 
to $2,092, and assistant messenger on the floor of the Senate from 81.200 to $1,440; 
snd — out proposed increase in the salary of the telegraph operator from 


On amendments 17, et 19, 20, and 21, relating to the contingent fand of the Sen- 
ate: Appropriates $6,000 for fuel, ete., $2,000 for furniture, $2,500 for materials for 
and repairs to same, $1,000 for ‘service in err and varnishing fur- 

niture, and $15,000 for expenses of inquiries and investigations ordered by the 


Senate. 
Leue $2,500 to continue the preparation of the cata- 
ibrary. 


On amendment 22: Appro 
E p of the Congressional 
On amendments 23and 24: Increases the amount for assistants and laborers in 
the Botanic Garden from $11,073.75 to $12,093.75. 
On amendments 25 and 26: Increases the salary of the private secretary tothe 
President from $3,250 to $5,000. 
On amendments 27 and 28: Strikes out proposed increase of one clerk of class 
8 for the Civil Service Commission 
On amendments 29 and 30: Strikes out proposed increase of two assistant 
messengers for the De ent of State. 
On amendments 31, 32, 33, and 34: Strikes out p increase of $2,000 in 
the purchase of horses, 


the contingent expenses ot the Department of State ‘or 
wagons, carriage, and ness. 

On amendments 35 and 36: Strikes out proposed increase in the salary of the 
assistant chief of the customs division from $2,000 to $2,250. 

On amendments 37 and 38: Provides for continuing the adjustment of ene 
accounts of the soldiers’ homes under section 4818, originating subsequent to 
March 3, 1881, instead of 1887, as proposed. 

On amendments 39 and 40: Strikes out proposed increase of one clerk of class 
4in the Light-House 3 

On amendments 41, 42, 43, and 44: Increases the of the principal 8 
and necountant in the office of the Life-Saving Service from $1,800 to $2,000: 
duces the number of clerks at $900 from five to four, and authorizes the detail of of 
an additional officer of the revenue-marine service to duty in that office. 

On amendments 48. 46, 47, 48, and 49: Strikes out proposed inerease of one mes- 
senger in the ofice of the Supervising Surgeon-General of the Marine-Hospital 
Service and provides for one additional laborer at 8180 in said service, 

On amendment 50: Increases amount for the traveling expenses, printing, 
clerk-hire. and office-rent of the Utah Commission from 87.000 to $8,500. 

On amendments 51, 52,53, and 54: Strikes out the provision for a dlerk of class 
8, or stenographer, for the commanding neral of Army. 

amendment 55: the prov: that not less than two hundred of 
pe clerks in the office of the Adjutant-General shall be exclusively en; in 
ring and making reports to expedite the settlement of pension applications 
soldiers’ claims, 
On amendments 56, 57, and 58: Provides for one additional assistant engineer 


at $900 in the office of the Surgeon-General of the Army. 
pon amendments 59 and 60: Strikes out provision of $600 for rent for the Signal 
ice. 


On amendments 61, 62, 63, 64, 65, and 66: In lieu of the additional force proposed 
the Senate for the compilation of the Naval Records of the War of the Rebell- 
ion, provides for two additional clerks of class 4, to be seleoted, by reason of spe- 
cial aptitude for the work, 3 the Secretary of the Navy. 
On amendments 67 Strikes out proposed increase from $1,500 to $4,500 
for rent of buildings for the Hydr ic Office, 
On amendment 69: Strikes out at di increase from $12,000 to $14,000 for 
contingent expenses for branch hydrographic offices. 
On amendments 70, 71, and 72: Provides for additional computer at $1,200 in 
the Naval Observato 8 
On amendment 73: Increases the amount for Sp eer to buildings and contin- 
gent expenses of the Naval Observatory from $3,900 to 
On amendments 74, 75, 76, 77, 78, 79, 80, 81, = and 83: In lieu of the proposed 
increase in the clerical force of the Bureau of Provisions and Clothing of the 
Navy Department, provides for the following additional, namely: One clerk of 
class 4, one clerk of class 3, one 5 at $1,400, two clerks of class 1, one 
cept rg Sager ef ROE ea t 
amendmen! trikes ou NTE R ucrease for contingent expenses o 
the lo Narg Department from 74200 de 3 
On amendments 85, 86, and 87: See out out 1 increase of three mem - 
peg of the eh of Pension Appeals in the office of the Secretary of the Interior 
000 each 
On amendments $8 and 89: Increases the number of law clerks at $2,000 each 
— Sed e of the Assistant Attorney-General for the Interior Department from 
n rteen. 
On amendments 91 and 92: Increases the number of laborers in the office of 
the 8 clerk of the Post-Office Department from twenty to twenty-two, 


amendments 94 and 95: Strikes out pro increase in the salary of the 
chiet clerk for the Department of Justice from — to $2,500. 
He eee 96 and 97: Strikes out pro crease in the e of the 


ng clerk for the Department of Labor from 178875 800 to $2, 
ee bill as agreed upon 3 o, n 535.81, bein roe) less than as 
it passed the Senate, $39.290 greater it passed the House, $64,904.76 less 
than the appropriations tor 8 e same 3 or the current fiscal year, and 
$246,919.44 less the estimates submitted for the fiscal year 1890. 

WM. H. FORNEY. 

SAM. J. RANDALL, 

J. G. CANNON, 

eee gh i House. 

Mr. SCOTT (after the reading of the statement“). Mr. Speaker, 
I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentieman will state it. 

Mr. SCOTT. Would it be in order to move an amendment to the 
report of the committee of conference ? 

TheSPEAKER. The report is not subject to amendment. The only 
way to amend it is to reject the report; then the whole subject will be 
open for action by the House. 

Mr. SCOTT. It would not bein order, then, to move that the clause 
relating to thesalary of the private secretary of the next President should 
apply also to thesalary of the private secretary of the present Executive, 
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The SPEAKER. It would not. 

Mr. FORNEY. I call for the previous question on the adoption of 
the report. 

Mr. RANDALL. I want to make a statement in that connection. 
That question came up four years ago, and I was then as now in favor 
of the increase. It was prevented only by the fact that the party in 
interest did not desire that the change should be made. I think, how- 
ever, that if the conferees had believed they had the power they would 
bave made provision for the secretary of the present Executive, and if 
the President has paid anything out of his own et by way of com- 

tion to his private secretary I think that amount should be re- 
nded to him. 

Mr. HOLMAN. This increase, however, was not in the legislative 
bill two years ago, or four years ago either. 

Mr. RANDALL. It was not. I only say this, that I favored the 
increase four years ago, and I think it is right now. It was kept out 
of the bill four years ago only because the President of the United 
States—I do not think I make any mistake about this—did not de- 
sire it in. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Has my friend from Pennsylvania any informa- 
tion that the incoming President will want it? 

Mr. RANDALL. I have not. There will be no objection, so faras 
I know, to any bill that proposes to refund that amount. 

Mr. COX. Why not put it in the deficiency bill? 

Mr. CANNON. This was a Senate amendment, and the committee 
of conference had jurisdiction over the matter. 

Mr. FORNEY. I call for the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered; and under the operation thereot 
the report of the committee of conference was agreed to. 

Mr. FORNEY moved to reconsider the vote by which the conference 
report was to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTIONS. 


Mr. ENLOE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found duly enrolled joint resolutions of the 
following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 258) ee, ſor the printing of the 
eulogies on the life and character of Edward W. Robertson, deceased, 
late a Representative in Congress from Louisiana; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 262) to print 39,000 copies of the fourth 
annual report of the Commissioner of Labor. 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 
in writing, was received from the President of the United 
. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
the e of the bill (S. 3653) to authorize the sale of a tract of land 
in the military reservation at Fort Leavenworth, in the State of Kan- 
sas; in which concurrence was requested. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. SAYERS. I move that the House resolve itself into Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union for the purpose of considering 
general appropriation bills. I yield for a moment to the gentleman 
from New Vork LMr. Cox]. 


Am 
States, by 


CENSUS, 

Mr. COX. I would like the consent of the House that the amend- 
ments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 1659) providing for taking the 
eleventh and subsequent censuses be referred to the Select Committee 
ov the Eleventh Census, with leave to reportit backatany time. This 
bill must pass at this session, andit is important it should be passed at 
once in order that it may be engrossed. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I hope the request of the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Cox] will be agreed to. ; 

Mr. RAND. Why not concur in the Senate amendments now? 

Mr. COX. Iwould beglad to have that done, if consentcan be had, 
I ask unanimous consent that the Senate amendment be now concurred 
in. I have no doubt that if reported back by the committee they 
would be concurred in. 

A MEMBER. We all know what they are. 

Mr. BURROWS. Let the amendments be read. 

Mr. COX. That would take too much time. The amendments are 
those prepared by Senator HALE, of Maine. They do not add any- 
thing in the way of expenditure—— 

Mr. BURROWS. You do not propose to concur in the amendments 
without reading them? 

Mr. COX. I will not do so if the gentleman desires to have them 
read. 

Mr. McCREARY. Will the gentleman from New York tell us how 
much additional expenditure these amendments involve? 

Mr. COX. I think they do not add a dollar to the appropriation 


available at this time : 4 
Mr. HOLMAN. But they increase the ultimate expenditure $400, - 
000, 


Mr. COX. I was about to say that. l 

Mr. RANDALL. If I understand correctly, this bill provides for 
an ultimate expenditure of $6,000,000, but only appropriates at this 
time $1,000,000. Is that correct? 

Mr. COX. That is right. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The amendments ought to be read. 

TheSPEAKER. The reading of the amendments has been demanded. 
Gentlemen will resume their seats, and the House will preserve order, 
so that the amendments may be understood. 

Mr. BURROWS. I will not ask for the reading of the amendments 
if the gentleman from New York will explain very briefly their scope. 

Mr. COX. There are only three amendments of any consequence, 
and they concern the schedules provided for in section 14. One amend- 
ment enlarges somewhat the schedule as to soldiers and their widows, 
so as to give the time of service; that adds very little to the expense, 
Another amendment provides for the enumeration of the recorded in- 
debtedness of corporations and individuals. This will not add largely 
to the expense; it simply requires an additional schedule. The other 
amendment provides that the social-science statistics shall embrace sta- 
tistics as to mulattoes, quadroons, octoroons, etc. This was regarded by 
gentlemen of science in the South and elsewhere asimportant. Those 
are the three principal amendments. Noneof these amendments affect 
the main proposition, which is the enumeration of the people for pur- 
poses of representation. [Cries of Vote!“ “Vote! U 

Mr. RANDALL, I think it will be more satisfactory if the amend- 
ments are read. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. On, no; the statement of the gentleman 
from New York is perfectly satisfactory. 

The SPEAKER. Is the reading of the amendments demanded ? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Yes, sir; Iunderstand that they add a considera- 
ble amount to the proposed expenditure. 

Mr. GEAR. I would like to ask the gentleman from New York a 
question. Does this bill provide for collecting full statistics in regard 
to pauperism? 

Mr. COX. That is all included in the general provisions of the bill; 
that will be done. 

The amendments of the Senate were read. [They will be found in 
the Senate proceedings of the 18th instant. ] i 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unanimous 
consent that these amendments of the Senate be concurred in. Is 
there objection ? 

Mr. BACON. I object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection being made, the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Cox] now asks, as the Chair nnderstands, that the amend- 
ments be referred to the Select Committee on the Eleventh Census, with 
leave to 5 them back at any time. 

Mr. BACON, And that they be printed? 

Mr. COX. They are already printed in the proceedings of the Sen- 
ate. Why does my colleague Eur. Bacon] object to taking these 
amendments up now and disposing of them? I think they are all well 
understood by the House. There is great difficulty in getting my com- 
mittee together. I hope my colleague, of all the gentlemen in this 
House, will not be the one to obstruct the passage of this bill. These 
amendments, which are mostly verbal, were prepared by Senator HALE, 

A MEMBER. We all understand them. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection? 

Mr. BACON, I object. 

Mr. COX. I ask by unanimous consent to refer it to the Committee 
on the Eleventh Census with leave to report at any time. 

The SPEAKER. That is the request to which the gentleman ob- 


jects. 
Mr. BACON. What isit? , 


The SPEAKER. To reſer it to the Committee on the Eleventh Cen- 
sus with leave to report at any time. 

Mr. BACON. Would that require it to report to-day ? 

The SPEAKER. It would not. 

Mr. COX. I do not propose to report it to-day. 

Mr. BACON. Then I have no objection. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. SAYERS. I move that the House resolve itself into the Com - 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the pu of 
proceeding to the consideration of the deficiency appropriation bill. 

The motion was to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, Mr. Dockery in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in the Committee of the Whole 
for the consideration of the bill (H. R. 12571) making appropriations 
to supply deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1889, and for prior years, and for other purposes. 

Mr. SAYERS. I move, by unanimous consent, the first reading of 
the bill for information be dispensed with. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The CHAIRMAN, The bill will be read by paragraphs for amend- 
ment, 


CCC 
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The Clerk read as follows: 

International bureau for publication of customs tariffs: To meet the share of 
the United States in the annual ex of sustaining the international bureau 
at Brussels for the translation and publication of customs tariffs, $1,000, 


Mr. SAYERS. I move to strike that ont, 
The motion was to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Repairs and preservation and heating apparatus for public buildings: To re- 
imburse Daniel Magone, collector of customs at the port of New York, and to 
adjust his accounts without the further payment of money from the Treasury, 
the sum of $8,788.64, expended by him out of the appropriation for “ collecting 
the revenue from customs, 1887,” but properly le to the following ap- 


propriations, 
Mr. SCOTT. I offer the following amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


To pay the private secretary of the President of the United States the differ- 
ence between the salary received by him and $5,000 per annum, $6,000. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Task leave to offer an amendment to that proposition. 

Mr. RANDALL. There is no objection to this. Do not encumber 
this proposition with another. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Very well, then. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


blic 
; Minneapo! n.; 
Read! . Mex.; Fort 5 and Springfield, Ohio, and to 
complete the furnishing of the public buildings at Harrisonburgh, Va.; Des 
000; which sum shall be expended under 


consecutive weeks for peoo; and in furnishing said buildings all furniture 
now owned by the United States in other byildings in said cities shall be used 
as far as practicable, whether it corresponds with the present regulation plans 
for furniture or not; and in addition to the sum herein appropriated, furniture 
may be supplied to said buildings out of stock on hand or under contract,and 
paid for or to be paid for out of the current appropriation for furniture and re- 
pairs of furniture. 

Mr. CONGER. I move, in line 16, page 12, to strike out ‘‘seventy- 
eight” and in lieu thereof to insert one hundred and twenty-eight.” 

Mr. Chairman, I offer this amendment because I am interested in 
the public building now being completed in the city of Des Moines, 
Iowa. I have offered the amendment to increase this $50,000, because 
I take it the same treatment has been given to other buildings that has 
been given to this one. 

In a letter sent to the Appropriations Committee by the Treasury 
Department, December 8, 1888, the Secretary certifies there is a defi- 
ciency which is needed immediately for the furnishing of this build- 
ing, now nearing completion. The committee have provided for $78,000 
to cover the amount of $190,300. I am credibly informed in making 
up their estimates they have had before them a statement from the 
Secretary of the Treasury in which he designated the amount necessary 
for each one of these public buildings, among others Augusta, Me., 
$10,000; Springfield, Ohio, $7,000, and Des Moines, Iowa, to complete 
furnishing, $6,000. 

I am told in making their estimates they have provided $1,000 for 
completing the furnishing of the building at Des Moines. The Secre- 
tary of the Treasury makes his recommendation from the report of an 
i r who goes out to that building and learns what is necessary. 
He reports there is now needed $8,617.13 to complete the furnishing ot 
that building. I have no doubt the committee have imagined there 
was a lot of old furniture which could be used in that building. But 
this building has been increased in size more than four times; there is 
now four times the room there was before. It has been unoccupied for 
five years, and what little furniture they have has been carted around 
from one room to the other in order to meet the demands—— 

Mr. RANDALL. Oh, the question of old furniture has nothing to 
do with Des Moines, 

Mr. CONGER. Very well; I am glad to hear the gentlemen say 
that. Then certainly, in that event, there is greater necessity for in- 
creasing the appropriation as pro by me. 

Mr. SAYERS, Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. CONGER. Certainly. ; 

Mr. SAYERS. On what basis do you propose in your amendment 
to increase the amount of this appropriation by the sum of $50,000? 

Mr. CONGER. On the basis of reaching something near, if possible, 
the estimate the Secretary has given for this item. 

Mr. RANDALL. Now, in regard to the estimates of which the gen- 
tleman speaks they give us in one place $18,500 as an estimate for 
furnishing a building that cost $100,000, and yet for Augusta, Me., they 
ask $10,000. What reliance I ask, then, is to be placed on that kind 
of an estimate? $18,500 for Sante Fé, N. Mex. 

Mr. CONGER. Oh! I know nothing about Sante Fé, N. Mex.—— 

Mr. RANDALL. Well, I do; I know all about it. 

Mr. CONGER. But I do know what I am talking about. I am 
talking about Des Moines, Iowa. I know what the necessities of the 
building are from my own personal observation, but Fdo not know 
anything about the estimates that may have been sent in for Sante Fé 
or for any other point, I am not speaking of them. 

Mr. SAYERS. But we had the officials of the Treasury 8 
before us, and we examined them in reference to all of the public build- 


ings, and we found, for instance, taking a building that cost $50,000 
and intended only for use as a post-office, that the estimates for that 
building would furnish a building that would cost $200,000, a build- 
ing that had two courts, an internal-revenue office, and a post-office 
besides; so that, if the gentleman will permit me, I will state that we 
found the estimates so unreliable and so unsatisfactory that it became 
absolutely necessary for the committee to give the whole matter a 
thorough, painstaking investigation, and to make such recommenda- 
tions as would lead to the appropriation of an amount which we be- 
lieved would be necessary to meet all warranted expenditures in that 
direction. 

Mr. CONGER. Will the gentleman now be kind enough to tell me, 
after making the thorough examination of which he speaks, what 
amount they appropriated for the completion of the furnishing of this 
building at Des Moines? 

Mr. SAYERS. I will state to the gentleman that we gave $78,000 
for all of the buildings named. 

Mr, CONGER. I understand that. But how much of this, what 
proportion of the $78,000 do you give to this building at Des Moines? 

Mr. RANDALL. I will tell the gentleman. There has been already 
provided on account of that building $4,234.22. 

Mr. CONGER. Three thousand five hundred and eighty-three dol- 
lars and thirty-two cents? 

Mr. RANDALL. No, $4,234.22. There has been paid out $620 of 
this amount, and there remains of the current appropriation the sum 
of $3,614.22 still available. Then we have an additional thousand 
dollars for Des Moines of the amount fixed in the bill, making a total 
of nearly $6,000 for that building. 

Mr. CONGER. It does not matter if it is six thousand or any other 
sum, if the appropriation is not enough. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HATCH was recognized, and yielded his time to Mr. ConGER. 

Mr. CONGER. I thank the gentleman from Missouri. 

Here is a statement from the Secretary himself, a statement given to 
me this morning, in which he furnishes a detailed statement of the ex- 
penditure for furniture, and of the furniture required, as furnished by 
the inspector who has been out and through the offices there, and did 
not make his report based on the cost of the building. 

Mr. RANDALL. Nor did we. 

Mr. CONGER. And yeta member of the committee said that that 
was the case. 

Mr. RANDALL. No, sir; we make it according to the superficial 
space required to be furnished. 

Mr. CONGER. Very well; let me finish this now. The Secretary 
tells me that after sending an inspector out there he has gone carefully 
over the report; and I am familiar with the building and know 
what he says is absolutely correct, and they have sent out and put 
into the post-office, which is the only part of the building occupied, 
$3,583.32 of furniture, and here is a statement showing an additional 
amount required for furniture, of the standard furniture,“ as he calls 
it—that is to say, that class of furniture, desks, etc., which is pro- 
vided under a general contract and can be used in any office, $1,687 
more. Then there is required special furniture, such as is necessary 
in the post-office and court-rooms, or which must be made for the rooms 
themselves, $2,519 more. Then the gas-fixtures, $4,413.12. 

Mr. RANDALL. At Des Moines? 

Mr. CONGER. Yes; at Des Moines, $4,413. The gentleman from 
Pennsylvania must not imagine we are occupying a simple little coun- 
try court-house there. We have a building which is established for 
court purposes, for revenue purposes, for pension- office, for land office, 
for post-office, and I do not know what else. And I am satisfied, Mr. 
Chairman, that the gentleman will be convinced if he looks over the 
situation carefully that there is no more asked in the estimate than is 
absolutely needed at that point, nor is there anything extravagant or 
unnecessary called for. 

I make my estimate upon what I know of this building, believing 
that the Secretary of the Treasury has treated other buildings just as 
he has this, and has not made an extravagant estimate. 

Mr. SOWDEN. What is the total amount? 

Mr. CONGER. The total amount is $8,619. 

Mr. WEBER. How much has been provided? 

Mr. CONGER. Let me say this in regard to the conduct of this 
committee. The Secretary of the Treasury two years ago recom- 
mended for the purpose of furnishing these buildings about to be com- 
pleted in the country $412,000. The committee allowed them $200,- 
000, and at the expiration of that time they found a deficiency here of 
$190,000. Now, with the appropriation bill of this year we find an 
estimate of $417,000 for this purpose. They have cut that down to 
$200,000, and they are starting in this year with adeficiency. I want 
this Democratic Congress to make appropriation of the money that 
must be spent during this Administration, and not leave it to the next 
administration to come in here and at once find this great deficiency. 

Mr. RANDALL. As allusion has been made to prior years, I will 
say that when the present Administration came in we found that there 
was appropriated $300,000. A careful examination convinced us that 
there was not only great waste but some misconduct in connection with 
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the purchases madeforfurniture. It was reduced to about $120,000 or 
thereabout, and the very first year of this Administration brought down 
this expenditure from „000 for furniture and repairs of furniture 
to $90,000. To-day of the amount of $200,000 to be expended I have 
here, in a telegram from the Assistant Secretary of the Treasury, a 
statement that there has not been one-half of it expended yet. 

Mr. CONGER. Will the gentleman allow me a question there? 

Mr. RANDALL. Not just now. They have a mode there of involv- 
ing this Government to the extent of the appropriation. That is to 
say, they advertise for bids and let out contracts covering the entire 
amount. For instance, there is now $24,000 worth of carpet contracted 
for at about a dollar and two and a half cents a yard, subject to the 
call of the Treasury Department, that is not yet needed at all. That is 
the way it is done. After we discovered this was the way, we had 
the books up here, had them in the committee room, and went over 
them item by item, and we made up this amount; and, so that this 
money should not be diverted, so that the money should not be con- 
tracted for, and these public buildings that are to be completed left un- 
provided for, we named these public buildings and gave the amount 
that we considered after careful examination of the super- 
ficial feet of space in the public buildings. 

There has been no niggardly policy or attempted economy. On the 
contrary, while they have involved the whole „000 for the current 
year, we have felt that the committee could not come in here without 
complaint and see these thirteen or fourteen buildings that it is alleged 
will be completed between now and the Ist of July go without furni- 
ture. Therefore, we have said here we will give this deficiency of $78,- 

000; but we mean that this furniture which is to be by the 
$78,000 shall go into the buildings where it should go, and not have 
left any discretion on the part of the Treasury or anybody else to pile 
furniture in a public building in excess of its comfortable occupancy. 

Mr. CONGER. Will the gentleman answer me a question? 

Mr. RANDALL. Any question at all. 

Mr. CONGER. Do I understand you to say that there are $100,000 
left of the amount appropriated last year? 

Mr. RANDALL. I say yes. 

Mr. CONGER. Now, answer me my question. 

Mr. RANDALL. Iam going to answer. I was saying that there 
has been up to a few days ago $100,000 of this unexpended; but when 
we come to examine the matter we find that it is all pledged among 
contractors to furnish furniture and carpets and the like. So that 
when we come to provide them for the future we have inserted the 
names and an amount adequate. Ican say that I gave four or five days 
myself of close investigation to this matter. The books were brought 
to me and I went over them item by item. I am of some 
knowledge of business, and I can safely say that the amount is not only 

enough, but a great deal too much, and a great deal more than any man 
having his own purchases to make out of his own pocket would for. a 
moment think of ing. 

Mr. CONGER. you not know that the Secretary of the Treasury 

rts that there are thirty-five new buildings expected to be com- 
pleted by the Ist of July? 

1 I know he has reported sixteen as likely to be 

Mr. CONGER. I hold a report in my hand in which he says there 
will be thirty-five. 

Mr. RANDALL. Oh, yes; that is like the amount of $18,500 that 
was required at Santa Fé. 

Mr. CONGER. Do you not know that he is compelled to make 
contracts for the purchase of this furniture in time to have it ready for 
the completion of the buildings; and do you not know that contracts 
have been closed by the Department? 

Mr. RANDALL. Undoubtedly I do know that. I know that con- 
tracts have already been made; but I know, further, that this amount 
ought not to be given, and that it has been given simply because we 
aid not dare ourselves to take the responsibility of leaving without fur- 
niture any of these public buildings that are alleged will be completed 
between now and the Ist of July. 

Mr. CONGER. And having made that decision, you state that a 
certain amount shall go to each building. 

Mr. RANDALL. We have made an aggregate of $78,000. 

Mr. CONGER. And in that you put down $1,000 for the city of 
Des Moines. 

Mr.RANDALL. And we have made a provision that if the amount 
is not sufficient for a particular building there are $8,000 that can be 
drawn upon to make the further provision. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
has expired. 

Mr. CANNON. I move to strike out the last word, merely to say 
that the appropriation for this service this year in the regular ap- 

priation bill was $200,000, just one-half of the estimate that was 
uly and regularly made to the last Congress; and I will say further, 
as the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] has just said, 
that that $200,000—every cent of it—has been substantially expended, 
or paid out Š 
Mr. RANDALL. Not paid out. 


Mr. CANNON. Let me finish my sentence—paid out, or pledged 
for the payment of contracts already made; so that practically there is 
not one cent of t iat money in the Treasury that isavailable for furniture 
or repairs from now until next July. Having said that much, I wish 
to say further that the Treasury Department submits its estimates in 
due form and in detail, and asks $190,000 in this deficiency bill, which 
it says it needs to keep up repairs of furniture and to furnish new build- 
ings that are completed or to be completed this year and early in the 
next fiscal year. That $190,000 by way of deficiency is within $10,000 
of the amount we gave them in the regular appropriation bill last year. 
The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] says that the com- 
mittee made an investigation touching this matter, and that the $78,000 
in the bill is sufficient. I am not here to say that it is or that itis not. 
I did not participate in that investigation, althongh I was upon the 
subcommittee. But this is true, that the Treasury Department, when 
it comes insisting on $190,000, building by building, in detail, to fur- 
nish these public buildings, of which a great number are about being 
completed, is either totally unreliable, to speak in the mildest possible 
language, or the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] fails 

ly to meet the wants of the public service. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I wish to call the attention of the 
committee to the Book of Estimates, page 303, and particularly the at- 
tention of my friend from Iowa [Mr. ConGEE]. 

Mr. CONGER. L am listening. 

Mr. SAYERS. You will find there estimates for furniture for new 
buildings amounting to. $417,500; and when you examine those esti- 
mates you will find that for one building there is an estimate of over 
$16,000 for furniture, while for another building of the same size and 
with the same sort and character of service the estimate is not over 
aooo Aaa so it is all through these estimates for furniture for pub- 

c bui 

Mr. RANDALL. Let me state just there that it does not matter 
where this furniture goes to—whether to Baltimore or to Santa Fé— 
the contractors have to pay the transportation; so that there is no ad- 
ditional cost to the Government involved in sending it to one city 
rather than to another. 

Mr. CONGER. But it makes the furniture at Santa Fé cost the Gov- 
ernment & deal more than it would at Baltimore. 

Mr. RANDALL. No; it does not. The contracts are made for the 
delivery of the furniture wherever it is wanted. 

Š Mr. CONGER. Certainly; but the bid is higher on account of the 
istance. 3 

Mr. SAYERS. Well, Mr. Chairman, no fair-minded man who is at 
all acquainted with the cost of furnishing either public or private build- 
ings, and who will look at the superficial area of the buildings here 
designated and the amount of the estimates for furn each build- 
ing, can justify the estimates. It is impossible to do it. 

Mr. CONGER. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. SAYERS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CONGER. Doyou not know that the Secretary of the Treasury, 
in making up these estimates for these various buildings, estimates only 
for the rooms that are to be furnished and occupied, and do you not 
know that many of the rooms in some public buildings are not occu- 
pied, and that that makesa difference between the amount required for 
different buildings of the same size? 

Mr. RAND. That would only have the effect of reducing the 
amount required. : 

Mr. SAYERS. Furthermore, the estimates must be for furnishing 
rooms that are not to be used as well as those that are to be used, be- 
cause they can not be explained on any other hypothesis. 

Mr. CANNON. I withdraw the pro forma amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Iowa. 

A MEMBER. Let the amendment be again read. 

The Clerk again read the amendment, as follows: 

In line 16, page 12, strike out the words “‘seventy-eight” and insert “one 
hundred and twenty-eight.” 

The question was taken, and the Chairman declared that the noes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. CONGER. Lask for a division. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 69, 
noes 82. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. CONGER. I desire to offer another amendment. I move to 
strike out, in line 11, the word ‘‘complete;’’ also, in line 14, to strike 
out the words to complete the“ and insert for.“ 

Mr. SAX ERS. I hope the Committee of the Whole will not adopt 
this amendment, because it will leave the door wide open for extrava- 
gance. Ifthe words indicated by the gentleman be stricken out the 
Government may be involved in heavier appropriations for this build- 
ing than it has heretofore made for like buildings. We found that 
these estimates were totally unreliable. We think the Government 
ought to impose a strict limitation upon ditures in this direction. 

Mr. HATCH. Does the gentleman from Texas [Mr. SAYERS] say 
that the amount embraced in this bill covers the estimates submitted 


by the Treasury Department? 
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Mr. SAYERS. No, sir. 

Mr. RANDALL. Not the full amount —of course not. 

Mr. HATCH. Then I have this to say: I know nothing about the 
merits of the case as presented by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Con- 
GER] so far as concerns Des Moines, but I know that the appropria- 
tions for these public buildings during the past year have been totally 
inadequate. To such an extent have they been inadequate that in the 
city of Hannibal, where I reside, and where there is a public building 
which has cost $140,000, the Secretary of the Treasury notified the cus- 
todian of that building, who is compelled by reason of the imoni- 
ous appropriation to serve the Government in this respect without any 
salary, that he must go upon the street and pick up a common laborer 
at $1.25 a day to run the steam machinery of that building. [Ap- 


plause. 
Mr. dayvers. That has nothing to do with this matter. 

Mr. HATCH. Wait a moment until I get through. The judge of 
the districtcourt, Judge Thayer, whose court-room is in that building, 
telegraphed to the Secretary of the Treasury at Washington that if that 
order was not rescinded he would adjourn the court; that he would not 
permit hundreds of people to come into that building on the public 
business if there was not a competent engineer to run the e eee, 

Mr. RANDALL. That has nothing to do with this matter. 

Mr. HATCH. And I telegraphed the postmaster to go and placard 
on the door of that building, Dangerous to enter this building.” 
{Laughter and applause.) I had to go down here to the Treasury De- 
partment and spend a whole day to induce the authorities there to send 
out an order for the custodian of that building in Hannibal to employ 
a competent engineer to run the steam machinery; and they told me 
the difficulty was because the Committee on Appropriations had cut 
down the estimates for these public buildings more than one-half. 
[Applause.] I think itis time not only that the public buildings 
of this country should be taken care of but that the lives of our people 
who are called upon to enter them should be protected. [Applause.] 

Mr. RANDALL, That has nothing to do with this matter. 

Mr. HATCH. Well, it has this much to do with it: This is in the 
line of the same cut down of the estimates. 

Mr. RANDALL. t is the population of Hannibal? 

Mr. HATCH. Well, it is bigger than any town in Pennsylvania. 
[Laughter.] It does not count as many people in numbers as some 
cities, but in a great many respects it is as large as any city in Penn- 
sylvania. It has too much for the lives of its people to permit 
the Government of the United States to go into a well-organized city 
(where not a single private manufacturer can run an engine without a 
licensed engineer) and put in charge of the machinery of a t pub- 
lic building like thata man who neverhad hold of an engine in his life. 
It has this to do with it—that the appropriations for these public build- 
ings are made with so much parsimony by the Committee on Appro- 
priations that it is simply a disgrace to the country. [Applause. 

Mr. RANDALL. We are not afraid of taking that 

Mr. HATCH. I know you are not afraid. The trouble with the 
Committee on Appropriations is that it has more nerve than anything 
else. i od and applause, ] 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, not one word that the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. HATCH] has uttered in his abuse of the Committee on 
Appropriations. has reference to the item under consideration. He has 
not complained of any want of proper furniture at Hannibal, Mo. 

Mr. HATCH. Oh, well, we could get along without furni- 
ture; we were willing to overlook that. I was talking of the meager 
appropriations that are made. 

Mr. SAYERS. Lou get, I presume, just as much as you ought to 
have; and the very workmen in connection with that public building 
at Hannibal are probably receiving 50 per cent. more than the man 
who runs the plow in your fields. 

Mr. HATC. There is not any foundation for that remark. On the 
contrary, there is not a single employé in connection with that build- 
ing who is not just as poorly paid as any workman in the city of Hanni- 
bal doing similar labor. This new custodian of that building—simply 
because he happens to be the postmaster—must give bond and take 
charge of the building and be responsible for the whole of it, without 
a single dollar of compensation as A 

Mr. SAYERS. Then let him resign his office. 

Mr. HATCH. Oh, yes; ‘‘let him resign,” of course! You have pur- 
gued that policy until nearly every Democratic official in the United 
States must resign after the 4th of March next. [Laughter and ap- 
plause.] If you had treated Democratic officials with proper consid- 
eration and not discriminated against them we would have been in 
power for the next four years. 

Mr. SAYERS, Then, Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman from Mis- 
souri is right—if, in order to induce men to vote for the nominees of 
the Democratic party they must be purchased by appropriations made 
by the Government, then I say I am glad the Republicans have won. 

Mr. HATCH. Not a bit of it. The gentleman knows enough to 
recognize this fact, that there never was a body of men in the world 
which could not be demoralized when they saw their leaders 
a discrimination against the rank and fileof the very party which was 
fighting their political battles. [Applause.] 


Mr. SAYERS. There has been no discrimination. These men who 
sought these offices have continued to hold them during this Adminis- 
tration. I say nine out of ten of them will continue to hold under a 
Republican administration if they are permitted to do so. 

Mr. HATCH. The gentleman may speak for the Democratic officials 
holding office in Texas, but the Democratic officials in Missouri expect 
to resign after the 4th of March next. [Laughterandapplause.] They 
are old-fashioned Democrats. [Renewed laughter. ] 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Chairman, I did suppose until to-day that 
the Democratic party had come into power with 8 of bring- 
ing about economy of expenditure in every branch of the public serv- 
ice. They have in a large degree succeeded, and when they have failed 
it has been because of the opportunities given in this House to increase 
appropriations, The Committee on Appropriations, I confess, have 
struck ont everything which looks like an undue expenditure of the 
public money. [Applause. ] 

Now as to Hannibal. Hannibal has 20,000 superficial feet of floor 
space and there has been expended there $4,000 in the purchase of 
furniture, and the Committee on ä have yet to hear of 
any complaint in that conuection. The gentleman himself has never 
come to me and said there was more furniture needed at Hannibal. 
And, Mr. Chairman, I want to say deliberately here that as to the 
Committee on Appropriations it has been earnest in its endeavor from 
year to year to break up this contract system because we believe it is an 
extravagant expenditure, We find they are buying furniture fit for pal- 
aces. We brought them down from mahogany to cherry and white 
oak about one-half, and we brought them down from Turkish carpets 
to Brussels. [Laughter and applause. ] 

I want to know why the Committee on Appropriations should not 
indulge in the same care, in the same anxiety, if Imay be permitted to 
use that expression, that any man would in regard to the purchase of 
furniture for his own house. 

I am surprised at the heat exhibited by my friend from Missouri in 
this connection, because I do not think he has given any reason what- 
ever to justify him in finding fault so far as I know with the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations in reference to the furnishing of the building at 
Hannibal y 


Mr. HATCH. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. RANDALL. Certainly. 

Mr. HATCH. Can the gentleman give any reason why a Demo- 
cratic Secretary of the Treasury, a Democratie Assistant Secretary of 
the , and a Democratic chief clerk of the Treasury Depart- 
ment, why all of these officials looking over these estimates day after 
day and week after week are not as competent to judge as the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations how much money it will take to furnish this 
building and run it? 

Mr. RANDALL. We have examined into the contracts, we have ex- 
amined into the character of the furniture, and we have brought down 
the expense to one-half without any inconvenience to the judges or 
anybody else. The chair you sit on cost $5, and we have discovered 
chairs were purchased costing 880. So it runs all the way through, 
and I think when the gentleman from Missouri comes quietly to re- 
flect we will receive his commendation for the pains we have taken to 
investigate this subject. [Applause. ] 

Mr. HATCH. Then the gentleman, as I understand him, takes the 
r that the Committee on Appropriations, in the short time al- 

otted at this session of Congress, or at any other session, so far as that 
is concerned, has been enabled to examine fully and is more competent 
to determine what is required than the Democratic officials in the 
Treasury Department having immediate charge of these subjects. 

Mr. RANDALL. I want to say right there that I believe the com- 
mittee have the sympathy in their efforts of the high officers of the 
Treasury Department. They have not, I fear, the sympathy of some 
others that come in contact with the contractors. 

Mr. HATCH. Then you ought to have a little more confidence in 
the recommendations of the higher officers of the Treasury Department 
when they have manliness enough to make proper reports to the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. RANDALL. I wanted to ater ory this very question of ſur- 
niture a year ago, and I believe thatif it been investigated it would 
have resulted in a reform by showing its gross and wicked extravagance 
in the expenditure of the public money for furniture fit for a palace, 
rather than furniture adapted to real comfort, and suitable for a Dem- 
ocratic administration. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. HATCH. Will the tleman answer me one more question ? 

Mr. RANDALL. Certaini y. 

Mr. HATCH. Does the gentleman consider it an extravagan 
provide that a competent engineer shall be placed in 
steam apparatus of a public building which cost the people of 
try from $120,000 to $140,000? 

Mr. RANDALL, I will answer that, although it has nothing to do 
with the pending proposition, by saying that I would get for the secu- 
rity of life the most competent engineer I could employ. 

Mr. HATCH. But you do not permit that. 

Mr. RANDALL. But I would not do as the superintendent at the 
public building at Philadelphia, perhaps, or at New York and else- 


ce to 
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where, has done—employ fifty men, one-third of whom are deadheads | was reported several days earlier than I understood it would be reported. 


and have nothing whatever to do. 

Mr. HATCH. Oh, well; that is Philadelphia. You can not expect 
anything else. There are plenty of deadheads over there. 

Mr. RANDALL. That may be, and I want to correct the abuses at 
my own home. 

Mr. HATCH. I hope you will. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. CONGER. I hope this little family quarrel over there will not 
militate against the success of the amendment I have offered. 
in CHAIRMAN. Debate on the pending amendment is ex- 

usted. 

Mr. CONGER. Then I move to strike out the last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is entitled to the floor on his 
motion. 

Mr. CONGER. I wanted to state merely, Mr. Chairman, that my 
object in moving to strike out the word complete“ from this section 
of the bill is because it provides that the sum of $78,000 shall be used 
in ‘‘furnishing complete’’ these new buildings. Now, if this sum is 
not sufficient, as I know it will not be, and we have the authority of 
the highest Democratic official of the Treasury to say that it is not suffi- 
cient, then, sir, these buildings will be partially furnished and the ap- 
propriation exhausted, and yet we have the law before us saying that 
this amount was appropriated for the purpose of furnishing them com- 
plete, and no othersum can be employed for that purpose. If, then, we 
adopt this rule, these buildings must go without the additional furni- 
ture necessary; and if this amount shall be used in strict compliance 
with the terms of the law none of this can be used to put furniture in 
a building which is already occupied. That is the reason Ihave moved 
to strike out the word complete. 

Now, the distinguished chairman of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions said the Democratic party came into power because they promised 
to restore economy in the public service; and it was very properly sug- 
gested while he was speaking by some one behind me that they were 
invited out of power because they did not keep their promises. We 
have at the beginning of the Fiftieth Congress a Democratic Secretary 
of the Treasury who has been in power since the beginning of this Ad- 
ministration, sending in to Congress a certain estimate for furnishing 
public buildings, the amount ascertained by a careful investigation ot 
the necessities of each building. The Committee on Appropriations 
cut the estimate in two in the middle; and then we have tiie same 
Democratic Secretary making the same estimate at the beginning of 
this session, and again that is cut in two by the committee. We came 
here at the beginning of this Congress with certificates over the signa- 
ture of this Treasury official that there exists at this time a deficiency 
of $190,000 for this very purpose. 

Mr. RANDALL. Utterly unreliable. 

Mr. CONGER. Then why do you not turn the official out? 

Mr. RANDALL. There is no occasion for it, as you have done it 
for us. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CONGER. Yes, we saw you would not do it, and we have taken 
great pleasure in doing it. 

Mr. RANDALL. It is a most remarkable fact that when the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations come in here with a proposition to reduce or 
even to keep the expenditure within the same figures of the past year 
and use that basis as a controlling element in making up our bills, that 
that side, somehow or other, uniformly go for an increase of the pub- 
lic expenditures. 

Mr. CONGER. But this is only to pay debts that you have already 
contracted. 

Mr. KERR. I do not think the gentleman can accuse all of this 
side as favoring extravagant expenditures. 

Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman is an exception to the rule. 

The CHAIRMAN, Debate is exhausted on the amendment, and the 
Chair will regard the pro forma amendment as withdrawn. 

The amendment of Mr. ConGER was rejected. 

Mr. CONGER. I now offer a further amendment, to strike out of 
line 16 the words ‘‘seventy-eight’’ and insert one hundred,” 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 45, noes 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I offer the following amendment: 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 13, between lines 3 and 4. insert a new paragraph, as follows: 

“To pay the engineer in charge of the heating apparatus of the public build- 
ing at Trenton, in the State of New Jersey, for an extra month’s service during 
the year 1888, $50.” 


Mr. BUCHANAN. Iwould call the attention of the committee 

Mr. SAYERS. I make the point of order that it is not germane to 
this paragraph and not authorized by existing law. 
Mr. BUCHANAN. I do not knowany paragraph to which it would 
be more pertinent. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair did not hear the statement of the 
gentleman from New Jersey. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Iwas about to say that I would have called the 
committee's attention to this item were it not for the fact that the bill 


The facts are these: Only for six months of the year is the engineer in 
charge of the public building in the city where I reside paid for his 
services. During the past year, although he is a poor man and has a 
family to support, he has been compelled to put in at least one month 
of extra service without one dollar of pay. I myself was in the court- 
room in the upper part of the building when an associate justice of the 
Supreme Court ^f the United States refused to proceed further with the 
hearing of a case until this engineer, who had not yet gone upon duty, 
was sent forand put the building into a comfortable degree of heat. 
Now, it does seem to me that this is a case deserving the favorable ac- 
tion of the Committee of the Whole, and my reason for not presentin 
it to the Committee on Appropriations is that their bill was repor 
earlier than I supposed it would be, and I had other matters to attend 
to. 

Mr. SAYERS. I make the point of order that this is not authorized, 
and there is no law to authorize this appropriation which the gentle- 
man from New Jersey seeks. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. But, Mr. Chairman, I find that points of order 
are easily invoked against the poor laborer who gets about $600 a year 
and resides 200 miles from this Capitol, while they are not invoked 
against a man who has by resolution of this House heen added to the 
Doorkeeper’s force, and which is embraced in this bill on the fortieth 
page, by which he is paid for months of services he never rendered. 
Mr. Chairman, I had already debated my amendment, and I raise the 
counter point of order that the point of order is made too late. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks the point of order submitted by 
the gentleman from Texas [Mr. SAYERS] comes too late. If the Chair 
understood the gentleman from Texas his point of order was that the 
appropriation was not germane to this section of the bill. 

Mr. SAYERS. And the further point that there was no Jaw author- 
izing it. 

The CHAIRMAN. Of course, if the gentleman makes that state- 
ment the Chair accepts it. r 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I wantto know the grounds of the point of order, 
This man is employed by a law of the United States. 

Mr. RANDALL. Has the point of order been decided ? 

The CHAIRMAN (to Mr. BUCHANAN). Will the gentleman refer 
to the law under which this employé is now paid ? 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Of course I have not the law here. 

Mr. SAYERS. Ido not think the gentleman can find any such law, 

Mr. BUCHANAN. It is in the regular legislative, executive, and ju- 
dicial appropriation bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair simply desires a reference to the law 
under which this employé is paid. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. In the appropriations from year to year. He is 
not specified in the bill itself, but a lump sum is appropriated for carry- 
ing on the judicial part of the Government, and he is just as necessary 
a part in the judicial part of the Government in that respect as any- 
body else. He is not named in the bill. He is a part of the ma- 
chinery 

oe CHAIRMAN. What officer fixes the salary and by what au- 
thority ? 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Iam unable to state that. It is done in some 
of the Departments—undoubtedly the Treasury Department, because 
these buildings are under the supervision of that Department. But, of 
course, I am not informed as to these details. This is a poor man who 
has performed the service, and he ought to have this $50. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Re = 
„ 55 aoa N 23 
cases and excess of deposits for unascertained duties, or duties or other moneys 
paid under protest, $250,000. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Imake the point of order against the 
just read. It is new legislation. 
ute authorizing it. 

Mr. SAYERS. I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. MCMILLIN having taken the 
chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. Dock Rx, from the Committee of the 
Whole, reported that they had had under consideration a bill (H. R. 
12571) making appropriations to supply deficiencies in the appropria- 
tions for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, and for prior years, and 
for other purposes, and had come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. RANDALL moved that the House adjourn, but withdrew the 
motion at the request of Mr. PERKINS. 


BLACK BOB INDIANS. 
Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present a conference re- 


ph 
I require the production of the stat- 


port. 
The conference report was read, as follows: 


The committee of conference on the d ing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6364) to provide for the sale of 
land allotted and 1 to certain members of the Black Bob band of Shaw - 
nee Indians, and for other purposes, having met, after full and free confererce 


! nai 
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By Mr. SPRINGER: Petition of the Illinois State Grange in favor 
of laws to control cattle and dressed-beef syndicates—to the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of same, in regard to income tax and currency—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of same, in favor of improving inland navigation—to 
the Committee on Railways and Canals. 

Also, petition of same, in favor of paying off the national debt, and 
opposing refunding schemes—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of same, in favor of the people electing United States 
Senators, ete.— to the Select Committee on the Election of President, 
Vice-President, and Representatives in Congress. z 

Also, petition of same, in favor of woman suffrage—to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary, 

By Mr. STONE, of Missouri: Petition of C. H. Burnett and others, 
citizens of Dade County, Missouri, praying for certain amendments to 
the interstate-commerce act—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. J. R. WHITING: Petition of S. W. Stone and 64 others, 
citizens of Memphis, Mich., asking for the total abolition of the tax on 
sugar, both raw and refined—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 


be agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as 
ows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Sen- 
ate, and agree to the same, 


The conferees on the part of the House submitted the following state- 
ment: 


The conferees on the part of the House submit the following statement to 
accompany their report upon the disagreeing votes of the two Houses to the 
Senate amendments to the bill (H. R. 6364) 8 for the sale of land al- 
Noted and patented to certain members of the Black Bob band of Shawnee In- 


jans: 

The effect of the report as agreed to is to refer to a court of competent juris- 
diction for final and equitable settlement the controversies that remain unset- 
tled respecting the lands referred to. 

The Senate amendments fully provide that all ies interested may be 
brought into court, and the oy bers of the Indians will be represented by the At- 
torney-General of the United States. The principles of law and equity are made 
applicable to the solution of the . an end of it is made practica- 


ey and ao far as known is satisfactory to The following petition fora national Sunday-rest law was received and 


W. 
SONN M ALLEN, referred to the Committee on Labor: 
PERKINS, By Mr. J. R. WHITING: Of Rev. S. A. Manwell and 106 others, 


itizens of Pittsford, Mich. 
The conference report was adopted. ay n 


Mr. PERKINS moved to reconsider the vote by which the conference 
reported was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table, 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

2 MILLS. Mr. Speaker, I now renew the motion that the House 
journ. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 5o’clock and 20 min- 
utes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


The following petition, praying for a constitutional amendment pro- 
hibiting themanufacture, importation, exportation, transportation, and 
sale of all aleobolie liquors as a beverage, was received and referred to 
the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic: 

By Mr. VANDEVER: Of 37 citizens of Pomona, Cal. 


SENATE. 
FRIDAY, February 22, 1889. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The following bills, received yesterday from the House of Representa- 
tives, were severally read twice by their titles and referred to the Com- 
mittee on unmet 

A bill (H. R. 5032) to extend the limits of the port of Memphis, 


Tenn. 

A bill (H. R. 7028) to admit to registry the steamer George H. 
Parker; 

A bill (H. R. 10319) to authorize the Natchitoches Railroad Com- 
pany to construct and maintain a bridge across the Red River, in Lonis- 


jana; 

A bill (H. R. 10588) to authorize the construetion of a bridge over 
the St. John's River, in the State of Florida; 

A bill (H. R. 10721) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Arkansas River at or near Cummings Landing, Lincoln County, 
Arkansas; 

A bill (H. R. 10832) for the establishment of a light-house with fog- 
bell on Oyster Beds Shoal, in the Hudson River, New York; 

A bill (H. R. 11216) to authorize the Union Gas Company to lay 
duit pipes across the Ohio River; 

A bill (H. R. 11342) providing for the re-establishment of the light- 

house at Point Isabel, Texas; 

A bill (H. R. 11527) to establish lights on the western end of Coney 
Island, New York; 

A bill (H. R. 11575) to authorize the construction of bridges across 
the Kentucky River; 

A bill (H. R. 11643) providing for the establishment of a life-saving 
station at mouth of Coquille River, Oregon; 

A bill (H. R. 11649) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Missouri River between the city of Leavenworth, in the State of 
Kansas, and Platte County, in the State of Missouri; ~ 

A bill (H. R. 11678) providing for the erection of sundry light- 
houses and fog-signals in Lakes Erie, Huron, Michigan, and Superior; 

A bill (H. R. 11782) to approve and ratify the construction by the 
Vicksburg, Shreveport and Texas Railroad Company of the bridge 
over the Red River at Shreveport, La., and the bridge over the Ouach- 
ita River, at Monroe, La., and to authorize said railroad company to 
maintain said bridges over said water ways, subject to certain stipula- 
tions and conditions; 

A bill (H. R. 11901) to authorize the city of Lake View, III., to erect 
a crib in Lake Michigan for water-works purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 11996) to authorize the construction of bridges over 
reen and Barren Rivers, in the State of Kentucky, by the Hender- 
m State Line Railroad Company; 

A bill (H. R. 12059) to authorize the construction of a bridge or 
ridges across the Mississippi River at La Crosse, Wis. ; ‘ 


PRIVATE BILL INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. 
Under the rule a private bill of the following title was introduced 
and referred as indicated below: 
By Mr. HENRY SMITH: A bill (H. R. 12635) granting a pension to 
Margaret Ebbitt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 2 

By Mr. CROUSE: Petition of farmers of Hudson, Ohio, for protec- 
tion to agriculture—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. DUBOIS: Memorial of the Legislature of Idaho, to grant cer- 
tain lands to the Bingham County (Idaho) Agricultpral Association 
to the Committee on the Territories. 

Also, memorial of same, toallow Boisé City to issue and negotiate 
coupon bonds to fund present indebtedness, and for other purposes—to 
the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. FORNEY: Petition of estate of Richard C. Bain, of Cherokee 
County, Alabama, for reference of his claim to the Court of Claims— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HITT: Memorial of ex-Prisoners of War Association of Win- 
nebago County, Illinois, for the passage of Senate bill 505—to the Com- 

i on Invalid Pensions. — 
By Mr. KENNEDY: Petition of H. D. Riker and others, for an ap- 
ropriation for printing records of the rebellion—to the Committee on 


nting. : 
By Mr. LA FOLLETTE: Petition of the Madison Turnverein, of 
ison, Wis.; of William Fuerste and 46 other citizens, and of Henry 
Jungman and 52 others, citizens of Madison, Wis., against the passage 
of Senate bill No. 2983—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. NORWOOD: Papers in the claim of A. C. N. Smets, of Ef- 
fingham County, Georgia—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of heirs of A. C. N. Smets, for reference of his claim to 
the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. O’DONNELL: Petition of 31,593 citizens of California and 
of 55,136 citizens of the State of Michigan, against the passage of any 
bill in regard to the observance of the Sabbath, or Lord’s day, or any 
other religious or ecclesiastical institution or rite, and opposing any 
amendment to the Constitution looking to this end—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of 230,000 citizens of 31 States and Territories, pro- 
testing against the enactment of the bill known as the Sunday-observ- 
ance law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. O’FERRALL: Petition of A. R. Blakey, A. L. Holladay, and 
others, fruit-growers of Virginia, for an amendment to the interstate- 
commerce bill, extending its provisions so as to embrace express com- 

jes—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. ROMEIS: Petition of Toledo Post, No, 107, Grand Army of 
the Republic, asking for the speedy, complete publication of the records 
of the war—to the Committee on Printing. 
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A bill (H. R. 12113)-for the establishment of a light-house and steam 
fog-signal on the outer breakwater at the harbor at Chicago, III.; 

A bill (H. R. 12310) providing for the establishment of certain lights 
on the coast of Mississippi; 

A bill (H. R. 12324) for the establishment of a light-house station on 
St. Catherine Island, State of Georgia; 

A bill (H. R. 12430) providing for the establishment of the light and 
fog-si at Humboldt, California, upona more secure site, and for the 
establishment of a light-ship at ornear the wreck of the steam-ship Ore- 
gon, in New York Harbor; 

A bill (H. R. 12431) providing for the construction of a steam-tender 
for service on the Great Lakes; 

A bill (H. R. 12489) to authorize the construction of a railroad, wagon, 
and foot-passenger bridge across the Mississippi River at or near Lyons, 


Iowa; 

A bill (H. R. 12515) to amend an act entitled An act to authorize 
the construction of a bridge over the Missouri River at the most acces- 
ible point between the mouth of the Femme Osage Creek and a point 
2 miles above the city of St. Charles, in the county of St. Charles, in 
the State of Missouri;? and 

A bill (H. R. 12414) to amend section 2579 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States. 

The bill (H. R. 7066) providing for the establishment of a light- 
house at Heceta Head, or near the mouth of the Siuslaw River, in the 
State of Oregon, and not to exceed in cost the sum of $80,000, was 
read twice by its title. 

Mr. MITCHELL, I suggest that that bill lie on the table, as a 
similar bill has been reported from the Committee on Commerce of 
the Senate and is now on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the bill 
will lie on the table, 

Mr. MITCHELL, If there is no objection, I would ask unanimous 
consent that it be considered at this time. 
er EDMUNDS. It had better be referred. The safest way is to 

er it, 

Mr. MITCHELL. Very well. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Shall the bill lie on the table or be 
referred to the Committee on Commerce? 

Mr. MITCHELL. At the suggestion of the Senator from Vermont, 
it can be referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be so referred. 

The bill (H. R. 12490) making appropriations for the service of the 
Post-Office ent for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1890, was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. 

RAILWAY BRIDGE ACROSS MISSISSIPPI RIVER. 

The PRESIDENT pro laid before the Senate the amendments 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 2816) to authorize the 
construction of a bridge for railway purposes across the Mississippi 
River between the States of Wisconsin and Minnesota, to be located 
north of and in the vicinity of the city of Alma, Wis. 

The first amendment of the House of Representatives was, section 1, 
line 8, after the word from,“ to strike out the most feasible and ac- 
cessible point between the city of Alma and the mouth of Beef Slough ” 
and insert: 

oh air Pn north of the Beef Slough cut-off, in section 21, township No. 22 
north, of range 13 west, of the fourth principal meridian, above the city of Alma. 

So as to make the section read: 


That the Soo and Southwestern Railway erg ay a corporation organized 
under the laws of the State of Wisconsin, and its successors and assi be. 
and they are hereby, authorized to construct and maintain railway bridge and 

to across the Mississippi River between the States of Wiscon- 


approaches there! 
n and Minnesota, from a point just north of the Beef Slough cut-off, in section 
cipal meridian, 


21, township No. 22 north, of range 13 west, of the fourth 
above the city of Alma,in the county of Buffalo, Wisconsin, to and upon the 
west bank of said river, in the county of Wabasha, in the State of Minnesota : 

That 8 may at any time prescribe such rules and regulations 
in regard to toll and otherwise as may be deemed reasonable, 

The next amendment was, in section 9, line 3, after the word“ with- 
in,“ to strike out one year” and insert two years;’’ and in the 
same line, before the word years,“ to strike out three“ and insert 
„four; so as to make the section read: 


Src. 9. That this got shall be null and void if actual construction of the bridge 
herein authorized be not comm two years and completed within 
four years from the date thereof. 


Mr. SAWYER. I move that the Senate concur in the amendments 
of the House of Representatives. 

The amendments were concurred in. 

COLLECTION DISTRICT OF TAMPA. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amend- 
ments of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 1721) establish- 
ing a customs collection district in Florida, to be known as the collec- 
tion district of Tampa, and for other pu 

The amendments of the House of Representatives were, in section 1, 
line 1, to strike out the words collection of customs“ and insert 
‘customs collection; ’’ so as to make the section read: 


That a eustoms collection district be, and the same is hereby, established on 
the Gulf coast of the State of Florida, to be now: as the colisction disteiot of 
Tampa. 


The next amendment was, in section 2, line 2, before the word 
“Key,” to strike out Anclothe“ and insert Anclote; so as to make 
the section read: 


That said district shall include the territor: 

of Anclote Key light-house, running 3 
River, and thence south to a point opposite to and north of Charlotte Harbor, 
and thence westerly across the peninsula to the coast north of Charlotte Har- 
bor, and midway between Manatee Bayand Peace River and Charlotte Harbor. 


Mr. PASCO, I move that the Senate concur in the amendments of 
the House of Representatives. 
The amendments were concurred in. 


DIAMOND SHOAL LIGHT-HOUSE. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate theamendments 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 1283) making an ap 
priation for the erection of a light-house on or near Diamond Shoal, off 
Cape Hatteras, North Carolina. 

The first amendment of the House of Representatives was to strike 
out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That a light-house be established on or near Diamond Shoal, off Cape Hat- 
teras, North Carolina, at a cost not to exceed $500,000; Tha o con- 
tractors for doing this work shall be the lowest responsible bidders and best 
fitted by reason of skill and experience to do the work: And Surther, 
That payments shall be made therefor as the work progresses in the discretion 
(Seok „ Board, and subject to the approval of the Secretary of the 

The next amendment was to amend the title so as to read: 

An act for the erection of a light-house on or near Diamond Shoal, off Cape 
Hatteras, North Carolina, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let the original bill be read. 

Mr. FRYE. I think that had better be referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. The item for Hatteras light is already in the sundry 
civil appropriation bill, and I move that the amendments be referred. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That course is better. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection, and 
a bill, with the amendments, will be referred to the Committee on 

mmerce, 


FOG-SIGNAL, OLD ORCHARD SHOAL, NEW YORK. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid beforethe Senate the amendments 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 3818) for the establish- 
ment of a light-house and fog-signal at Old Orchard Shoal, in Princess 
Bay, New York; which were read. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, How does the original bill read? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I withdraw the call for the reading, as I under- 
stand the Senator from Maine wishes to submit a motion. 

Mr. FRYE. I move that the bill with the amendments be referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

The motion was agreed to. 


BRIDGE ACROSS TENSAS RIVER. 


The PRESIDENT pro temporelaid before the Senate the amendments 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 3285) to authorize the 
construction of a bridge across the Tensas River, at or near Kirk’s Ferry, 
Louisiana, which were, in section 1, line 7, before the word Ferry“ 
to strike out ‘‘Kirk’s’’ and insert Daniel's,“ and to amend the title 
so as to read: ‘‘A bill to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Tensas River, at or near Daniel's Ferry, Louisiana.“ 

Mr. VEST. I move that the Senate concur in the amendments ot 
the House of Representatives. 

The amendments were concurred in. 


VISITORS TO NAVAL ACADEMY. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. To attend the annual examination 
of the Naval Academy, under the act of February 14, 1879, the Presi- 
dent pro tempore appoints Messrs. TELLER and BUTLER, 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a report by the 
Third Auditor of the allowance of three additional cases under the 
provisions of the act of July 4, 1864, since those reported to Congress 
January 17, 1889; which, with the accompanying papers, was referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of the Interior, transmitting the report of the United States surveyor- 
general for New Mexico on the private land claim in that Territory 
known as Arroyo Hondo tract, No. 159; which, with the accompanying 
papers, was referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of the Interior, transmitting a report of the United States surveyor- 
general for New Mexico on the private land claim in that Territory 
known as Christobal de la Serna, or Los Ranchos de Taos grant, No. 
158; which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Cam- 
mittee on Private Land Claims, and ered to be printed. 

CONDITION OF MARINI’S BUILDING. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from W. B. Webb, president of the board of commissioners of the 


south of aline immediately north 
y across the peninsula to Indian 
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District of Columbia, transmitting, in response to a resolution of the 
1st instant, the reports of the inspector of buildings and the tor 
of plumbing of the District of Columbia, relative to the condition of 
Marini’s building with respect to the life, health, and physical com- 
fort of those occupying it; which, with the accompanying papers, was 
ordered to lie on the table, and be printed, 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had agreed to the report of the com- 
mittee of conference on the di ing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 11795) making appropri- 
ations for the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of the Gov- 
ernment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1890, and for other pur- 


The message also announced that the House had passed a bill (H. R. 
12389) authorizing the construction of a bridge across the Osage River, 
at some accessible point in the county of Benton, in the State of Mis- 
souri, in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a petition of the officers of 
the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of the District of Columbia, 
representing 600 members, praying for prohibition in the District of 
Columbia; which was referred to the Committce on the District of Co- 
lumbia. 

Mr. EDMUNDS presented the petition of C. S. Richmond and 34 
others (17 voters and 18 women), citizens of Northfield, Vt., praying 
for the submission to the States of a constitutional prohibitory amend- 
ment; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. REAGAN. I present, by request, the petition of General Dan- 
iel Ruggles, of Fredericksburgh, Va., praying for an appropriation of 
$100,000 to be expended in developing his system of producing rain- 
fall and resisting cyclones and tornadoes. Iwill mention that the pe- 
titioner, by a letter accompanying the petition, requests that a number 
of the petitions be printed. 1 present that request along with the pe- 
tition, and ask the judgment of the President of the Senate as to the 
committee to which it should be referred. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks it should be ap- 
propriately referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. REAGAN. Very well. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be so referred. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, presented the memorial of F. D. Shelden 
and 25 other citizens of Salem, Iowa, remonstrating against the pas- 
sage of the Sunday-rest bill; which was referred to the Committee on 
Education and Labor. 

He also presented the petition of 633 citizens of the State of Iowa, 
praying for the passage of the Sunday-rest bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. DAVIS presented resolutions adopted by the Board of Trade of 
Winona, Minn., favoring the passage of the bill to open the Sioux In- 
dian reservation to settlement; which were referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. DAWES presented a petition of citizens of Massachusetts and 
a petition of members of the Congregational Church of North Abing- 
ton, Mass., praying for the passage of a national Sunday-rest law; 
which were referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. GORMAN presented the petition of W. D. West and 38 other 
citizens of the Second Congressional district of Maryland, praying for 
prohibition in the District of Columbia; which was referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. DANIEL presented the petition of George W. Walford and other 
citizens of Virginia; the petition of N. W. Bowe and other citizens of 
Virginia; the petition of Mrs. D. Buchanan and other citizens of Vir- 
ginia; the petition of William M. Southill and other citizens of Vir- 
ginia, and the petition of T. W. Adams and other citizens of Virginia, 
praying for the passage of the Sunday-rest bill; which were referred to 
the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of the officers of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Virginia, representing 900 members, praying for 
prohibition in the District of Columbia; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. DANIEL. I present the petition of A. R. Blakey and othercit- 
izens of Charlottesville, Va., praying for the passage of legislation put- 
ting express companies under the limitations of the interstate-commerce 
law. The petition isa brief one, and I ask that it may be printed in 
the RECORD. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Virginia asks 
unanimous consent that the petition which he presents may be printed 
in the Recorp. Is there objection ? 

Mr. HARRIS. I have habjtually objected to putting these things 
into the RECORD, and I can not discriminate between Senators. Iob- 


ject. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The petition will be referred to the 
Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. EVARTS presented the petition of 694 citizens of New York 
State, praying for the passage of the Sunday-rest bill; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. TURPIE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amendment 
and submitted reports thereon : 

A bill i R. 5390) granting a pension to John Limeric; 

A bill (H. R. 12062) granting an increase of pension to Frank Wol- 


ford; 

A bill (H. R. 5398) granting a pension to Catherine Hays; and 

A bill (H. R. 12540) to increase the pension of Theodore White. 

Mr. FAULKNER, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 3900) to authorize the Secretary of 
War to make a survey, plan, and estimate of the cost of constructing 
a bridge across the Eastern Branch of the Potomac River, in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, reported it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, reported an amendment intended 
to be proposed to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. BATE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 157) correcting the military history of Robert 
Meals, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 

ereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the petition 
of David A. Parkhurst, praying a correction of his military record, sub- 
mitted a report thereon, accompanied by a bill (S. 3990) correcting the 
military history of David A, Parkhurst; which was read twice by its 
title. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Committee on the District of Columbia, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 3695) to amend section 555 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States relating to the District of Columbia, di- 
rect me to report the same back adversely and recommend that it be 
indefinitely postponed, the Senate having passed a House bill accom- 
plishing the same object. 

s PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be postponed indefi- 
nately. 

Mr. FARWELL, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
to whom were referred the following bills, reported them adversely; 
and they were poned indefinitely: 

A bill (H. R. 11701) for the relief of the building and mutual loan 
associations of the District of Columbia; and 

A bill (S. 3643) for the relief of the building and mutual loan asso- 
ciations of the District of Columbia. 

Mr. STEWART, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was 
referred the amendment submitted by Mr. STANFORD on the 11th in- 
stant, intended to be proposed to the Army appropriation bill, reported 
it favorably, and it was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. : 

Mr. CAMERON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
an amendment intended to be 88 to the Army appropriation 
bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

Mr. DANIEL, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 12154) to regulate and license pawn- 
brokers in the District of Columbia, reported it with amendments. 

Mr. DANIEL. I am also instructed by the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 12137) relating 
to the deposit of securities by insurance companies, to report it with 
an amendment. I ask that the amendment be read, and that the bill 
may be taken up and put on its passage. 

Mr. ALLISON. If it will take no time I do not object. 

Mr. HOAR. I object, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts ob- 
jects to the present consideration of the bill, and it will be placed on 
the Calendar, 

Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. 10588) to authorize the construction of a bridge over the 
St. John’s River, in the State of Florida, reported it withont amend- 
ment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (H. 
R. 11573) to authorize the construction of bridges across the Kentucky 
River, reported it with amendments. 

Mr. VEST. Iam also directed by the Committee on Commerce, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 11649) to authorize the construction 
of a bridge across the Missouri River between the city of Leavenworth, 
in the State of Kansas, and Platte County, in the State of Missouri, to 
report it withont amendment. 

I wish to call the attention of the Senators from Kansas to the fact 
that that bill identically passed the Senate some three weeks since and 
went to the other House. It was there put upon the table, and now 
the House of Representatives sends us back the same measure as a 
House bill. I simply call attention to the fact so that it can be taken 
up. It has already been passed upon by the Committee on Commerce 
and by the Senate. 

es PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 3951) to establish a railway bridge across the IIli- 
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nois River, extending from a point within 5 miles of Columbiana, in 
Greene County, to a point within 5 miles of Kampsville, in Calhoun 
Coun , in the State of Illinois, reported it with amendments. 

Mr. VEST. Iam also directed by the Committee on Commerce, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 12059) to authorize the construction 
of a bridge or bridges across the Mississippi River at La Crosse, Wis., 
to report it with therecommendation that it be indefinitely postponed. 

This bill has passed both Houses of Congress and has been in the 
hands of the President for the last nine days—identically the bill 
which comes back now from the House of Representatives, I move that 
the hill be postponed indefinitely, 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MITCHELL. 1am instructed by the Committee on Claims, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 2201) for the relief of Laura E. Mad- 
dox, widow and executrix, and Robert Morrison, executor of Joseph 
H. Maddox, deceased, together with the President’s message return- 
ing said bill to the Senate with his objections, to report the same back 
to the Senate, and recommend its passage, the objections of the Presi- 
dent to the contrary notwithstanding; and I submit an accompanying 
report. I ask that the bill be placed on the Calendar. 

zna PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. ALLISON, from the Committee on Appropriations, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 12383) making appropriations for the sup- 
port of the Army for tħe fiscal year ending June 30, 1890, and for 
other purposes, reported it with amendments. 

Mr. HAMPTON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
an amendment intended to be proposed to the Army appropriation bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to 
be printed. 

TELEGRAPHIC FACILITIES IN WASHINGTON. 


Mr. FAULKNER. Iam instructed by the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia to report favorably without amendment the joint 
resolution (S. R. 187) providing for additional telegraphic facilities in 
the city of Washington during the inaugural ceremonies on the 4th day 
of March, 1889, and I ask for its immediate consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The joint resolution will be read at 
length for information, subject to objection. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, etc., That the commissioners of the District of Columbia be, and 
they are hereby, authorized to permit the Western Union Telegraph Company 
to extend overhead wires into the Pension building and to such points along 
the line of le as shall be deemed by the chief convenient for use 
in connection with the e and other inaugural ceremonies, the said wires 
to be taken down within one week 
the 4th day of March, A. D. 1889. 


By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and 
passed. = 


the conclusion of the ceremonies on 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 
Mr. CAMERON introduced a bill (S. 3991) granting a pension to 
William H. Lyons; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


JOHN W. JOHNSTON. 


Mr. DANIEL. I offer the following resolution: 


Be it resolved by the Senate of the United States, That the Secretary pay to John 
W. Johnston the sum of $2,889.87 out of the Morey fund of the . — in 
full of his pay and mileage as Senator from Virginia in the Forty-first Congress. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be referred under 
the rules ta the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Ex- 
penses of the Senate. 

ait, DANA. 1 think the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar], 
who is just about to rise, is familiar with the principle and practice 
upon which the resolution is based. 

Mr, TOAP  Tthink it bad better go over. 

Mr. DANIEL. Very well. 

Yue vnteniviN‘L pro wmpore. The resolution under the rules will 
be referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Ex- 
penses of the Senate. 

AUDITED CLAIMS. 


Mr. ALLISON submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 
of the Treasury be directed to transmit to the 


CONGRESSIONAL ELECTIONS, 


Mr. HOAR. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid: ra ion of 
the resolution which was before the Senate yesterday morning. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore, Is there further morning business? 

Mr. DANIEL. Lask the Senate to proceed 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Virginia rise 
to morning business? 

Mr. DANIEL. No, sir, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts 
had previously risen. If there be no further morning business that 
order is closed and the Calendar under Rule VIII being in order the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts moves that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of the resolution authorizing the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections to investigate alleged election outrages in certain States. 

Mr. HARRIS. Upon that I demand the yeas and nays, 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President—— ‘ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion is not subject to debate. 

Mr. CALL. I ask unanimous consent to appeal to the Senator from 
Massachusetts to allow the bill for the payment to the State of Florida 
of expenses incurred in suppressing Indian hostilities to be taken up. 
I do not think there will be any discnssion upon it. 

Mr. HOAR. Iam very sorry to deny a request of the always court- 
eous Senator from Florida, but I have already intimated to another 
Senator equally courteous, the Senator from Rhode Island, that I can 
not consent to any business until this resolution shall be passed. I 
hope, however, that the resolution may be adopted at once, and then 
other matters can be taken up. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Texas asks unan- 
imous consent to be heard on the motion. Is there objection? The 
Chair hears none, 

Mr. REAGAN. I had intended submitting some remarks on the 
resolution already pending in regard to alleged outrages in Washing- 
ton County, Texas, and if the Senator from Massachusetts will allow 
me I should like to make my observations upon that resolution before 
the other takes its place. 

Mr. HOAR. What is the request of the Senator from Texas? 

Mr. REAGAN. I suggested that I had intended to make some re- 
marks upon theresolution in relation toalleged outrages in Washington 
County, Texas, and if agreeable to the Senator I should like to make 
them on that resolution before this one comes up. 

Mr. HOAR. That resolution is the unfinished business at 2 o'clock. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That resolution will be the unfinished 
business at 2 o’clock. 

Mr. REAGAN. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The roll-call will proceed. 

Mr. HOAR. Do I understand that the Senator from Tennessee de- 
mands the yeas and nays on the motion to take up the resolution or on 
the resolution itself? 

Mr. HARRIS. Upon the motion to take it up was my demand for 
the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The roll-call will proceed on agree- 
ing to the motion of the Senator from Massachusetts to proceed to the 
consideration of the resolution. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BLACKBURN (when his name was called). Iam paired gen- 
erally with the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON], who by bus- 
iness is detained from the Chamber. I withhold my vote. 

Mr. BROWN (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Oregon [Mr. DOLPH]. 

Mr. COLQUITT (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. CHACE]. 

Mr. FRYE (when Mr HALE’s name was called). My colleague [Mr. 
HALE] is detained at home by sickness, and he is paired with the senior 
Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Beck]. I shall consider that no further 
announcement of the pair will be necessary for the day. 

Mr. BERRY (when the name of Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, was called). 
My colleague [Mr. Jones] is at home sick. He is usually paired with 
the Senator from New York [Mr. Hiscock]. 

Mr. HISCOCK (after having voted in the affirmative), I withdraw 


my vote. 
Mr. BERRY. If my colleague were present, he would vote nay.”’ 
Mr. HISCOCK. I withdraw my vote. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New York with- 
draws his vote. ; 

Mr. PAYNE (when his name was called). I am paired with my 
colleague [Mr. SHERMAN]. I do not see him present, and therefore I 
withhold my vote. 

Mr. WALTHALL (when his name was called), Iam paired with 
the junior Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. HARRIS. I have heard no pair Announced for the Senator from 
North Carolina [Mr. VANCE]. I was under the impression that he was 
paired with the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]. 

Mr. RANSOM. No, sir; he has a standing pair with the Senator 
from Michigan [Mr. PALMER]. 

Mr. HARRIS, That is all right. I was laboring under a mistake. 
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The result was announced—yeas 28, nays 26; as follows: 


YEAS—23, 
Allison. Dawes, Ingalls, Quay, 
Blair, j Edmunds, Jones of Nevada, Sawyer, 
Bowen, Evarts, Mitchell, Stanford, 
Cameron, Farwell, Morrill, pevas 
Chandler, Frye. Padd Stockbridge, 
Cullom, Hawley, Platt, Teller, 
Davis, Hoar, Plumb, Wilson of Iowa. 
NAYS—26. 
Bate, Eustis, Harris, Saulsbury, 
Be Faulkner, McPherson, Turpie, 
Butler, George Morgan, Vest, 

h Gibson, Pasco, Voorhees, 
Cockrell, Gorman, Pugh, Wilson of Md, 
Coke, Gray, Ransom, 

Daniel, Hampton, Reagan, 

ABSENT—22, 
Aldrich, Colquitt, Kenna, Sherman, 
Beck, Dolph, Manderson, Spooner, 
Blackburn, Hale, Palmer, ance, 
Blodgett, Hearst. Payne, Walthall, 
Brown, Hiscock, Riddleberger, 
Chace, Jones of Arkansas, Sabin, 


So the motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution submitted by Mr. HoAr Febru- 
ary 20, 1889, as heretofore amended, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Privil and Elections be authorized to 
inquire whether in any State the free and lawful expression of the will of the 
people in the election of members of the Fifty-first Con and ascertaining 
the result thereof, or in the election of members of State res who have 
elected or are to elect Senators of the United States who may claim seats durin 
said Congress, and ascertaining the result thereof, or in the choice of electors o 
President and Vice-President of the United States in 1888 and declaring the re- 
sult thereof, has been prevented by violence, intimidation, bribery or other un- 
lawful use of money, fraud, ox other crine, 

Also, whether the laws governing such elections in any States have been so 
framed or administered as to accomplish or permit the defeat of the will of the 
people in such elections, 5 

80, to inquire into the facts of the recent election in the State of Louisiana, 
held on the 17th day of April, 1888, at which there was chosen a Legislature 
which bas since elected two United States Senators. 

And said committee shall also inquire whether there were in connection with 
the aforesaid election illegalities, frauds, false canvasses, and false returns, so 
extensive and systematic in their character as to show that there existed on the 
part of the various State election officers a deliberate plan to apparently carry 
said election without regard to the votes 5 cast, and to choose a governor 
and other State officers and a State Legislature by such illegal, false,and fraud- 
ulent means, and if so, whether said Legislature was y and duly elected 
by the people of Louisiana, or was in fact substantially the creation solely of 
the returning and canvassing officers, and whether said State of Louisiana has 
a republican form of government, including a Legislature entitled to choose 
United States Senators, and to provide methods for the appointment of electors 
for President and Vice-President of the United States. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President—— 

Mr, ALLISON. If the Senator from Maryland 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair recognized the Senator 
from Maryland as entitled to the floor. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask the Senator from Maryland to yield. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Does the Senator from Maryland 
yield? e 

Mr. GORMAN. With pleasure. 

Mr. ALLISON. If this resolution can be voted upon this morning 
without debate, I shall yield of course for such a vote. 

Mr. MORGAN. That cannot be done. 

Mr. ALLISON. I feel compelled to ask the Senator from Massachu- 
setts to allow me to have the resolution laid aside informally that I 
may call up the sundry civil appropriation bill. 

Mr. HOAR. Iam disposed to defer to the Senator from Maryland 
in regard tothat matter. I understand the Senator had not concluded 
his remarks when the Senate passed from this subject yesterday. If the 
Senator proposes to continue his remarks, I do not know whether he 
would prefer to finish them before the appropriation bill is taken hai or 
to yield now. I shall do whatever the Senator from Maryland p: 5 

Mr. GORMAN. I will say to the Senators from Massachusetts and 
Towa that the resolution of course can not pass without quite an ex- 
tended debate, and I rose for the purpose of moving to postpone its 
consideration until to-morrow, with the view of calling up the bill H. 
R. 9623, being an act to provide for printing Government securities in 
the highest style of art, in pursuance of the notice that I gave yester- 
day. But I will give way, as a matter of course, to the Senator from 
Towa to proceed with the consideration of the appropriation bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. Then I ask that the resolution be informally laid 
aside. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution having been taken 
up by a vote of theSenate, the Senator from Iowa asks unanimous consent 
that it may be informally laid aside to enable him to move the considera- 
tion of the pending unfinished appropriation bill. If there be no ob- 
jection, the appropriation bill is before the Senate as in Committee of 
the Whole. 

SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 12008) making appropriations for sundry civil 
expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1890, 


and for other purposes, the pending question being on the amendment 
of Mr. Hiscock to add an additional section to the bill. 

Mr. HOAR. The amendment introduced by the Senator from New 
York was voted upon under a call of the yeas and nays last night, but 
the call disclosed no quorum, and I suppose the matter is now open, 
under the of the Senate, for further debate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair would hold that under 
the unbroken usage of the Senate when upon a call of the roll the ab- 
sence of a quorum is disclosed, it is no roll-call, as if there had been 
no response. Therefore the question is open to debate, 

Mr. HOAR. Then I desire the attention of the Senate for a mo- 


ment to say that this matter having been reported from the Commit- 


tee on the Centennial, and having been unanimously passed by the 
Senate formerly as a separate measure, it was not deemed necessary 
by the members of that committee to make to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations such full explanation of the purpose of the proposed 
amendment as otherwise would have been proper and desirable, and 
I think the Committee on Appropriations came to an unfavorable de- 
cision upon it without in some particulars being aware of the purpose 
of those who had framed the pending amendment. On the other hand, 
there having been no such conference, the friends of the amendment 
did not have the benefit of such suggestions as the great experience of 
the Committee on Appropriations would have enabled them to make 
before it was introduced in the Senate. 

I understand from what has occurred in the Senate that the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations have some anxiety on two points; first, that 
there may not be time to extend a suitable invitation to the govern- 
ments of the other American nations to enable them to reach here at 
or about the time proposed, early in the next session of Congress; and 
next, that there may be some proposition lurking in this amendment, 
or possible, at any rate, if it is adopted, in to some junketing or 
banqueting or other matter of that kind which would be out of taste 
and meet the disapprobation of the po 

An amendment has been drawn which removes both those objections, 
and which I hope will meet the approbation of the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations and his colleagues on that committee. In- 
deed, it has been drawn, I may say, on their su ion. 

The main thing which is desired to be accomplished by the amend- 
ment is that at some time during this centennial year the two Houses 
of Congress shall take an appropriate and dignified notice of this event, 
the greatest eventin American history, and the failure to doit, it being 
the habit of our people both in the nation and in the States and in 
towns to commemorate in some way such anniversaries, would, I think 
we all agree, be deemed a marked and significant omission by the 
American people. j 

The other thing which I think all the committee and the Senate de- 
sire is that the Chief-Justice of the United States, the great representa- 
tive and authority of the constitutional law of this country by reason 
of his great office, should be invited to deliver an address on that occa- 
sion before the two Houses of Con l 

This amendment accomplishes those two things, and I believe when 
it has been read it will meet with no objection in the Senate. I there- 
fore move as a substitute for the amendment of the Senator from New 
York what I send to the Chair. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment to the amendment 
will be read. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out all after the first word 
„That“ in the amendment, and to insert in lieu of the matter stricken 
out: = 

In order that the centennial anniversary of the inauguration of tbe first Pre sj 
dent of the United States, George Washington, may be duly commemorated 
Tuesday, the 30th day of April, A. D. 1889, is hereby declared to bea national 
holiday throughout the United States. And in further commemoration of this 
historic event, the two Houses of Congress shall assemble in the Hall of the 
House of Representatives on the second Wednesday of December, A. D. 1889, 
when suitable ceremonies shall be had under the direction of a joint committeo 
composed of five Senators and five Representatives, members of the Fifty-first 
Congress, who shall be appointed by the presiding officers of the respective 
Houses. And said joint committee shall have power to sit during the recess of 
8 and it shall be its duty to make arrangements for the celebration in 
the Hall of the House of Representativeson the second Wednesday of December 
next, and may invite to be present thereat such officers of the United States and of 
the respective States of the Union, and (through the Secretary of State) repre- 
sentatives of foreign governments. The committee shall invite the Chief-Jus- 
tice of the United States to deliver a suitable address on the occasion. And foy 
the purpose of defraying the expenses of said joint committee and of carrying 
out the arran, ents which it may make, $3,000, or so much thereof as may be 
necessary, is hereby appropriated. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, as to the suggestion there about 
making the day mentioned a holiday throughout the country, does 
the Senator think that it is important to keep that in the proposition? 
We have already some holidays, and if we look at the condition of Italy 
and other countries that are almost worn out with a cessation of labor 
by a large number of holidays, it seems to me we need not provide for 
quitting the ordinary business of the country, because we have already 
some holidays and perhaps as many as ought to be imposed on the 
people of this country. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator will observe that this is not made a per; 


, 


. | 
2190: CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. FEBRUARY 22, | 


{manent holiday, but only for this one year, and there is to be a great 
celebration in New York City on that day, and I hope there will be 
celebrations elsewhere in the country. 

Mr. REAGAN. My remarks do not apply, then. I thoughtit was 
to make it a permanent holiday. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The question was put on the amendment as amended, and it was 
8 to be agreed to. 

Mr. HARRIS, Is the amendment upon which the Senate adjourned 
yesterday evening disposed of? 

The PRESIDENT protempore. That is this amendment. 

Mr. HARRIS.. The yeas and nays were ordered upon that amend- 


ment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. So the Chair understood, but the 
Chair understood that the call was withdrawn. 

Mr. HARRIS. I was not aware of the call having been withdrawn, 
and I want the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Tennessee asks 
that on this question the yeas and nays be entered on the Journal. 

Mr. HOAR. On the substitute, or the final vote ? 

Mr. HARRIS. I refer to the amendment on which the Senate ad- 
journed last night, appropriating $300,060 for this celebration. 

Mr. HOAR. That has been modified, so that the question now 
comes up on that amendment as amended by the adoption of the sub- 
stitute just read, which appropriates but $3,000. s é 

Mr. RRIS. That is a substitute for the amendment pending last 
night? 

Mr. HOAR. That is a substitute for that amendment. 

Mr. HARRIS. Ido not demand the yeas and nays on that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The demand for the yeas and nays 
is withdrawn. The amendment as amended is to. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I offer the following amendment, to come in after 
line 7, on page 15: 

For furnishing, . laying = nautical miles of new submarine 
telegraph cable to connect Cape Flattery with Tatoosh Island; also for the con- 
struction or ir of the n land connections so as to secure uninter- 


rupted telegraphic communication between Tatoosh Island and the commercial 
telegraph systems of the country, the sum of $6,300, to be immediately available. 


Mr. ALLISON. I make the point of order on that amendment. It 
is not reported by any committee. 

Mr. HE I will state to the chairman of thecommittee that 
this amendment was originally referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
and on the 19th of February was reported back by that committee and 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations; so that it is in order as 
far as that is concerned. If the chairman of the committee will hear 
me a few moments, I think I can satisfy him it ought to be adopted. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senator forward the orig- | 


inal print to the desk? 

Mr. MITCHELL. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It appears by the indorsement upon 
the amendment that it was referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
reported on the 19th instant, and referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. The point of order therefore is not well taken. The ques- 
tion is on agreeing to the amendment. ; 

Mr. MITCHELL. Now, I will say a word with reference to the 
amendment. This proposes to renew a submarine cable between Tatoosh 
Island and Cape Flattery. In 1883 that cable was provided for and was 
constructed and was in operation from that time until in January, 1887, 
when it broke down. It was then repaired by the Signal Office at an 
expense of about $1,000. It was continued and was operated until De- 
cember, 1887, when it broke down, It was again repaired and 
continued to be opera until December of last year, 1888, when it 
again gave way. e matter was called to my attention by persons en- 

in shipping on Puget Sound and elsewhere, and also by the Signal 
and I have a communication from that office. On this the Com- 
mittee on Commerce reported this amendment. The original papers 
were mislaid and I this morning have received duplicates from General 
Greely, Chief Signal Officer, accompanying the same with this letter, 
which I will read: 
SIGNAL OFFICE, WAR DEPARTMENT, 
Washington City, February 22, 1889. 
Sm: T t 1 lication, I d h 
32... ONY farwordet tor Faen AE ANONA 
that after five years’ work on a rocky, stormy, and unfavorable coast, the Ta- 
Island cable has not only failed, but that the sea cnd is 8 gone. 
Six or seven hundred dollars have been spent in repairs durin, % past year, 
and now the officer reports thatit is not worth the further expenditure of money 
to repair the present cable. This opinion is concurred in by the Chief Signal 
Officer, from his personal knowledge of the money spent and of the great difi- 
culties attending the repair of a cable on such a barren, rocky coast. The only 
recourse is the purchase of a new cable or the abandoning of the line to Ta- 
toosh Island with the main line of this service, which connects the light-house 
at Tatoosh Island with Port Angeles, and thus renders impossible reports of 
wreeks and orders for assistance to vessels in distress at or near Cape Flattery. 


Iam, respectfully, 
5 e A. W. GREELY, Chief Signal Officer. 
Hon. Joux H. MITCHELL, United States Senate. 
The communication heretofore sent, which was mislaid, is as follows: 


(Subject: Tatoosh Island cable.) 


SIGNAL OFFICE, WAR DEPARTMENT, 
ashingion City, February 4, 1880. 
My DEAR SENATOR: In reply to your communication of the Ist instant, re- 


* 


g 


ceived this a. m., I have the honor to submit herewith, as requested, an estl- 
mate for the proposed amendment to the sundry civil bill providing for a new 
telegraph cable and the necessary work on the land connections to put the Ta- 
toosh Island line in proper working order. 

In this connection I would state thatthe old cable was laid in 1883, and that 
jt failed for the first time in January, 1887, due to the weariug away of the ar- 
mor wires from haflug against the rocky bottom during the uent and heavy 
storms on that coast. PODEA were made with great difficulty, and costi: 
about $1,000. The second break in the cable occurred in December of the 
year,and from the same causes. This also was repaired at considerable ex- 
pense; but it became evident that the cable could not last much longer, and 
that if replaced by a new one, a heavier armor would have to be provided to 
suit the conditions of that locality. The last break occurred in December. . 
and while an inexpensive attempt was made to repair the damage, it was foun 
impossible to do anything with the worn-out pieces, and the cable has, there~ 
fore, not been in operation since. 

Linclose herewith a copy of my last annual report, inviting your attention to 
the marked paragraph on page 23 relative to this subject. 

Lam, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
A. W. GREELY, Chief Signal Officer. 

Hon, Jonny H. Mrrcone 


United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 


Since that letter was written a copy of the telegram was transmitted 
to me, received by the Chief Signal Officer from the officer of the Signal 
Service at Ashland, Oregon, which reads as follows: 


[Telegram.] 
ASHLAND, OREGON, February 15, 1889, 
To SIGNAL OFFICER, Washington: f : 


All efforts to repair Tatoosh cable have utterly failed. Cable is completely 
gone and not worth further expenditure of money. 
SWIFT, Lieutenant. 


I have other documents in support of the proposition, and ask their 
insertion in the RECORD. 
The papers are as follows: 


(Subject: Tatoosh Island cable.] 


SIGNAL OFFICE, Wan DEPARTMENT, 
Washington Cily, February 4, 1880. 

Sm: In reply to your letter of the Ist instant, I have the honor to submit the 
following estimate : 

“For furnishing, delivering, and laying 2} nautical miles of new submarine 
telegraph cable, to connect Cape Flattery with Tatoosh Island, also for the con- 
struction or repair of the n land connections, so as to secure uninter- 
rupted telegraph communication between Tatoosh Island and the commercial 
3 systems of the country, the sum of $6,300, to be immediately avail- 
able.” 

And in connection therewith to say that the wording of the estimate as sub- 
mitted above must be insisted on, as otherwise, especially if the portion in re- 
gard to land connections is omitted, the office will be much embarrassed and 
the Government placed at the mercy of private corporations, who may control 
the on Galen to the cable. 
ae oe be immediately available, as it will take several months to obtain 

Iam, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
A. W. GREELY, Chief Signal Officer, 

Hon. qonx H. 


MITCHELL, 
United States Senate, Washington, D: C. 


[Subject: Tatoosh Island cable.] 
SIGNAL Orrice, Wan DEPARTMENT, 
Washington City, February 16, 1899. 

My DEAR SENATOR: In connection with my letter of the 4th a inclosing 
an estimate for a new telegraph cable for the Tatoosh Island line, I have the 
honor to say that, in order to leave 8 undone to restore communication 
with the island through the old cable until an appropriation for a new one 
should have become available, another attempt has been made to recover and 
repair the broken cable from the mainland to Tatoosh Island. The result of 
this last attempt is shown in a telegram just received from the officer in charge 
of the line, and of which the following is a copy, namely: 


P: „ OREGON, February 15, 1889, 
“To the CHIEF SIGNAL OFFICER, 


“ Washington, D. C.: 
“All efforts to Sapan Tatoosh cable have utterly failed. Cable is completely 
gone and not worth further expenditure of money. 
“SWIFT, Lieutenant.” 


Lam, very res ally, your obedient servant, 
: jara A. W. GREELY, ch Signal Oficer. 
Hon. qonx H. MITCHELL 


United States Senate, Washington, D: C. 


[Estimate.] 
Two and one-half nautical miles of cable, domestic manufacture, at $3, 200 per 
mile, makes $5, 500; n land connections, $800. 


For furnishing, delivering, and laying 21 nautical miles of new submarine 
telegraph cable, to connect Cape Flattery with Tatoosh Island; also forthe con- 
struction or repair of the necessa: connections so as to secure uninter- 
rupted telegraphic communication between Tatoosh Island and the commercial 
telegraph systems of the country, the sum of 96,300, to be immediately available, 

I will say one word farther. All the shipping, both coastwise and 
foreign, that comes into Puget Sound, of course comes in and goes out 
past this island. The light-house is there and the signal officer has 
been stationed there fora number of years. In 1887 there were over 
four thousand vessels that went in and out there, and I think perhaps 
two or three times as many now. 

I hope the amendment will be adopted. 
matter. 

Mr. ALLISON. The information now presented by the Senator from 
Oregon, like the cable itself, was lost, and therefore the committee had 
no opportunity of investigating the subject. I do not object to the 
amendment. 

The amendment was to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Unlesssome amendment be reserved 


It is a very important 
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the question will be taken on concurring in gross in all the amend- 
ments made as in Committee of the Whole. 
Mr. VEST. I wantto reserve one amendment for action in the Sen- 


ate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senator indicate the page? 

Mr. VEST. I have not a copy of the bill before me, but it is the 
amendment for the purchase of additional ground for the Public Print- 
ing Office, about which we had some discussion the other day. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Section 3, the Chair understands. 
Are there further reservations? As the Chair recalls the understand- 
ing, there was unanimous consent that the amendments concerning the 
plate-printing should be reserved for a separate vote in the Senate. 

Mr. ALLISON. That was suggested by the Senator from New Jer- 
sey [Mr. MCPHERSON], but he afterwards told me personally that he 
would not insist upon it, - 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Then, if there be no objection, all 
the amendments made as in Committee of the Whole, except the one 
reserved by the Senator from Missouri, will be ed as concurred 
in in the Senate. The Secretary will state the reserved amendment. 

The SECRETARY. The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
agreed to add as an additional section the following: 

Seo. 3. That in order to provide additional accommodations for the Govern- 
ment Printing Office, the Secretary of the Treasury, the Secretary of the In- 
terior, and the Architect of the Capitol Extension, acting as a board, be, and 
they are hereby, empowered and instructed to acquire, as ereinafter provided, 
the several parcels of real estate embodied in square No. 624 of the city of 
Washi n, lying east of a 20-foot alley ia from G street to H street, and 
bounded by H street on the north, G street on south, North Ca l street 
on the east, and said named 20-foot alley on the west: said parcels being divided 
east and west by Jackson alley, and intersected in part by a 14-foot alley, run- 
ning from G street to Jackson alley; said real estate now in part being occu- 
pied by the Government Printing Office. And for the purpose of rag nee 
said square, orany thereof, a sum sufficient to pay the cost thereof is 

propriated, And when said real estate shall be —— said board may 
direct that the IL foot alley, running from G street to Jackson alley, shall be 
closed and used for the aforesaid purposes. z 

That for the purpose of acquiring said real estate the said board may purchase 
the same, or any part thereof, from the owner or owners; and heen perp board 
shall be unable so to purchase the snme, or any ps or parts thereof, at a price 
that, in their opinion, is reasonable, they may take for the condem- 
nation thereof in the manner provided for in section 2 of this act. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, when this matter was under discussion 
the other day in Committee of the Whole I raised a point of order that 
this amendment did not come from any regular committee, nor was it 
in the Book of Estimates, nor was it recommended by the head of a 
Department or any public officer. I understood the Senator from 
Maryland [Mr. GORMAN] to state that the Publie Printer in his report 
had asked for this appropriation in order to purchase this ground. 
Upon examination I find that the Public Printer has not done so. It 
will be seen that this is an appropriation of from at least $180,000 to 
$200,000 to purchase a large amount of ground adjoining the present 
site of the Public Printing Office. In the report of the Public Printer 
for 1888 I find the following: 

In the proper place, I shall ask for an appropriation for this purpose— 


That is, to put additional storage-rooms to the Public Printing OF 
fice. 


What is demanded is a storage buil „of sufficient capacity, erected ad- 
Linton the present building containing the bindery, and properly connected 
w 

n al 
— ß oe snake provision — 
ing and condemning such private property as may be necessary to provide a site 
for the same. 

That was simply for a building for storage, and in accordance with 
that statement here was his recommendation as to an appropriation: 
nae of site and erection of additional storage building adjoining office, 

Now, it goes without saying that that is not the recommendation 
which is contained in this amendment. That was simply to provide 
a storage building to cost $50,000, and now it is proposed by this 
amendment to buy all the remainder of that block adjoining the Pub- 
lic Printing Office, the cost of which will amount at the very lowest 
estimate to $180,000, and in my judgment it will go to $200,000 or 
$250,000 the minute it is known that the Government needs that 


property. 

We were also told by my friend from Maryland—who stated to me 
that I had no personal knowledge on this subject and that he had— 
that the data would show that this appropriation was necessary in 
order to remove the dangerous condition of the present building. 
Now, I want to read in the last report of the Public Printer what he 
Bays: a 

The lack of space in the office is also of t importance in connectio: 
with the F the 8 ie ponte of the divistons artifi 
cia) lighting is required daily, and this, in summer, renders the heat intolerable, 
= the t and gen: health of many employés suffer in consequence. 

‘he near proximity of the office stablesand those of sajoi Sais owners; 

well as the filthy condition of adjacent alleys and rows of tenements, add to 

e general un thiness of the office, due to the malarious a eee in 
which it is built, and calls, as a matter of humanity, for the early adoption of 

Jans for the erection of a new and capacious building in another and more con- 
Fenlent locality for the purpose of the public printing. 


We heard a very pathetic and eloquent appeal from my friend the 
other day in behalf of the employés in the Printing Office, so eloquent 


and so pathetic that the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. BLAIR] 
offered a resolution instructing the Architect of the Capitol to inquire 
into the condition of that building and make immediate repairs.in or- 
der to remove this dangerous condition; and now the very report te 
which we were referred as a recommendation of this appropriation says 
that the malarious condition of that neighborhood is such as to en- 
danger the lives of the employés; and yet we are asked to buy the re- 
mainder of the block in the very same neighborhood. 

I think there is no locality in the city of Washington so objectiona- 
ble for a public building as that where the Government Printing Office 
is now located, and notwithstanding the statement of the Public Printer 
that the malaria there is such as to endanger the health of the employés, 
we are asked now to buy the remainder of the block, and notwith- 
standing the fact that he never asked but for $50,000 not only for the 
site but for the building, both included, we are asked now to buy ground 
amounting to $180,000 or $290,000, I believe to $250,000, and to erect, 
not an additional storage building, but an addition to the Printing 
Office, the whole cost of which will amount, as I have not the least 
doubt, to nearly a million dollars. I have gone now to the very au- 
thority cited by the Senator from Maryland, and it does not sustain 
his argument or his position. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I regret exceedingly that on this 
question, one of so much importance to the individuals employed in 
the Government Printing Office and to the Government itself, there 
should be any feeling whatever exhibited simply because the proposition 
happened to be considered for the past four years by the Committee 
on Public Printing and not by the Committee on Public Buildingsand 
Grounds. I do not think the whole question is broader than that. 

The Joint Committee on Public Printing, including three of themem- 
bers of this body who have been acting upon that committee for years 
past, have believed that under the law everything relating to theconduct 
of the public printing, the building, the repairs necessary, the addi- 
tions that might become necessary, was directly under their jurisdic- 
tion, and I do not think I am mistaken when I say that universally 
they have so acted, and in no case have they ever thought it necessary or 
proper to refer their recommendations to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

For one, as the minority member of the Printing Committee, I should 
have been delighted if my friend from Missouri and the other members 
of the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds had taken this mat- 
ter into consideration and ascertained what was necessary in relation 
to it and made proper provision for it. As they have failed to do so, 
as they have never thought it was their duty up to this hour to do it, 
the Committee on Printing have gone on to discharge what they be- 
lieved to be a public duty. 

When the sundry civil appropriation bill was under consideration a 
year ago the distinguished Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Beck], who 
was the Democratic member in charge of the bill and whose attention 
had been called to this matter, requested me, and I think my friend 
from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY], to go to the Printing Office and con- 
fer with the Public Printer and ascertain what was necessary to be 
done. We performed that duty and came back and formulated the 
exact provision that is now proposed to be put in this bill. It was pre- 
sented to this body by the Committee on Appropriations upen the rec- 
ommendation of the Committee on Public Printing, and so far as I 
know no member of the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds 
thought that we were exceeding our duty or interfering in the slightest 
degree with their prerogatives. It is away beyond that to-day, sir. It 
is a question whether Congress shall take action and furnish ample room 
and ample provision for the public printing. It is a question, as I have 
said and as I read and presented from the report of the Public Printer, 
whether we shall make provision to protect the people who are em- 
ployed in that building now where their lives are in jeopardy unless he 
interferes with the public affairs by removing from this old building 
the immense weight that is put upon it. I make no mistake about his 
statement; I read it to the Senate, and it is contained in that docu- 
ment. It is true he does not make a specific recommendation for the 
construction of a new building, as his predecessor had done, but I state 
upon my responsibility as a Senator and as a member of the Commit- 
tee on Printing, and also of the Committee on Appropriations, that in 
my judgment no more urgent case has been presented to the Senate 
than the one now under consideration. 

If there are others who, upon a mere technicality, and because of 
some supposed slight to a committee, will take the responsibility of de- 
feating this appropriation and jeopardizing the business interests of the 
Government and the health and welfare of the people employed at the 
Printing Office, let them take this responsibility; Ihave discharged my 


Mr. VEST. Mr. President, the Senator from Maryland shall not in- 
troduce a false issue into this controversy. I made no point as to the 
jurisdiction of the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, I 
think and repeat now, as he has brought the subject up again, that this 
appropriation ought to have gone to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. But that is not the point which I make to-day. He, the 
other day, as a member of the Committee on Printing, who had taken 
charge of this matter, stated that the Public Printer recommended the 
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urchase of this ground adjoining thesite of the present Public Printing 
Bice. Igo now to his recommendation, and I find that the only 
thing the Public Printer ever asked was an expenditure of $50,000 to 

ut up a storage place, notan addition to the Printing Office, buta place 

which to store paper and type and other material, and here we have 
an appropriation contemplated of nearly $1,000,000 without any recom- 
mendation on the part of the Public Printer. 

Again, the Senator says that the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds has not done its duty by failing to recommend an additional 
building for the public printing or because it has never taken that 
question up; and yet the Senator in his argument the other day, if I 
remember it correctly, said that the Committee on Printing had taken 
charge of this matter and that the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds had nothing to do with it. To-day heshifts his ground and 
says that the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds has not done 
its duty because it has not made a recommendation of the appropria- 
tion contemplated in this pending amendment. 

Mr. President, there is no question here about danger to human life 
unless it be in the statements made by the Public Printer as to the 
malaria. He does state in his report of 1888 that he wants additional 

room because the paper and the type piled up in the Public 
Printing Office made some of the floors insecure, and he proceeds to ask 
for an appropriation of $50,000, and that is the whole of his recommen- 
dation. But he doesstate in his last report of 1889 that the present 
site of the Printing Office is so unhealthy by reason of malaria as to 
endanger the health of the employés; and yet my friend who is so 
solicitous for the health and comfort and safety of the employés in that 
office wants us now to Sie vey a million dollars to put up an additional 
building in that same ealthy and malarious lecality, the worst in 
the city of Washington. 

As a matter of course I do not apa to defeat this appropriation, 
backed as it is by the weight of the Committee on Ap riations, with 
the Senate numerically in its present conditions; but I want to call 

ublic attention to the statements of the Public Printer and to the facts 

order that this amendment may be defeated in another place. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PLArr in the chair). The ques- 
tion is on concurring in the amendment made as in Committee of the 
Whole. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, in view of the statement just made 
by my friend from Missouri I wish to state precisely what the Public 
Printer does say. I read it some days ago. He says: 

The condition of the H street wing of the office— 

That is the whole front on H street, the entire length of the build - 
ing, being the original building purchased by the Government from 
Cornelius Wendell, constructed by private parties— 

The condition of the H street wing of the office, as to its capacity to carry the 
weight to which it is subjected in its present crowded condition, has been a 
source of daily anxiety during the past year, and I have frequently felt impelled 
to order the discontinuance of labor and the removal of work awaiting comple- 
tion, in order to relieve the floor from the dangerous accumulation of weight 
upon it, which threatened the lives of the employés and the safety of the prop- 
erty under my 

I do not know how the Public Printer could have penned a stronger 
recommendation than that. 

Mr. VEST. I ask the Senator from Maryland if, in the same report 
and in connection with the very thing he has read, the Public Printer 
does not ask for an appropriation of $50,000 only to purchase a site and 
put up a building, and here this contemplates an appropriation involv- 
ing finally about a million dollars. 

Mr. GORMAN. Yes, Mr. President, and this matter has been here 
for consideration often before, and the opposition of gentlemen whodo 
not want to make ample provision for this office has resulted in the con- 
straction of one or two little storerooms and a small addition to the 
present establishment, all of which are found inadequate now; and 
the Public Printer, I take it, looking at the action of Congress last year 
on this very bill, where the Senate made provision for an entire and 
complete structure, or rather the purchase of ground to begin it, to 
make the Printing Office what it ought to be, a fire-proof building, and 
it failed to become a law, became discouraged, and with a view of tem- 

rarily preserving the lives and the health of persons employed there 
5 made a ific recommendation only for temporary relief. 

Mr. VEST. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. GORMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. VEST. ask him now if he thinks that Congress in the teeth 
of the statement just made in the report of 1889 by the Public Printer 
that this vicinity, this site which is proposed to be purchased, is un- 
healthy and malarious and dangerous to the health of the employés, 
ought to make this purchase? 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, Iam not going into the question of 
the sanitary condition of that section of the city. The location of the 
office where it is may have been unfortunate, but it is there, and nobody 
in Congress or out of Congress in my judgment would think of attempt- 
ing to erect an independent building in another section of the city and 
to abandon that immense affair, which we have constructed at a cost 
of a million dollars; and, besides that, the operatives in this great es- 
tablishment, men who get from a dollar and a half to four dollars a day, 
have their little homes in that section. They have located there. It 


has become a permanent affair to them, and they evidently do not think, 
as they reside in that section, that it is unhealthy. They live there 
and have their work near to their doors. 

Now, the only practical thing for Congress to do is to make provision 
to acquire enough property to enlarge the building and put up one that 
is fire-proof and that will be well ventilated and will have plenty of 
light, and to have it so constructed that we may have two sets of en- 
gines and two sets of machinery, as every private establishment in the 
country conducted upon any great scale would have, so that if an ac- 
cident should occur to one the whole work of the Government would 
not stop. 

That is the best judgment of gentlemen who have served upon the 
Committee on Printing and who have examined the question; and I 
think my friend from North Carolina [Mr. Ransom] will concur in 
that opinion in a general way. Nobody has dissented from it either 
in the House of Representatives or among those who have served upon 
the Committee on Public Printing in the Senate. : 

So far as I am concerned, I do not want to spend a dollar of the pub- 
lic money unless it is for some great public purpose; but Isay that we 
have voted and my friend from Missouri and I both vote constantly 
for appropriations three times as much that will not produce half the 
results both to human happiness and for the promotion of the best in- 
terests of the Government that this will do. 

Mr. VEST. I simply want to read again, in answer to the Senator 
from Maryland, to put myself entirely in an accurate position as to this 
whole matter, because no one is more anxious than myself to provide 
proper accommodations for these employés, what the highest authority 
on this subject says, and that is the Public Printer himself. This is 
from his report of 1889: 

The near proximity of the office stables and those of adjoining property-own- 
ers, as well as the filthy condition of adjacent alleys and rows of tenements— 
2 those are the quiet, cleanly domestic establishments of the 
employ 
add to the general unhealthiness of the office— 

Now mark this language— 
due to the malarious 5 in which it is built, and calls as a matter of 
humanity for the early adoption of plans for the erection of anew and capacious 
boiling in another and more convenient locality for the purpose of the publio 
pr 2 

Not that it is proposed to buy this ground, but away from it. Now, 
sir, I may be pardoned, and must be, as I was told the other day that I 
had no personal knowledge of this matter, if I turn to the recommen- 
dations of the officer at the head of the bureau. If his statements are 
not to be relied upon, then I am at sea and simply must vote as the 
committee tells me. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Mr. President, I do not take much stock in a 
man’s opinion as to healthful or unhealthful points in this city. I think 
they are all about the same, and I think this subject of malaria, etc., 
is greatly exaggerated. I believe a person, with due precaution and 
observance of the laws of health and life, can enjoy as much health in 
the District of Columbia as he can anywhere else, Every indiscretion, 
every late hour, and every excess is charged up to malaria in this Dis- 
trict, especially by physicians when they do not know what else to as- 
sign it to; and I am disposed to set down the Public Printer’s estimate 
of the sanitary condition of the locality of the Government Printing 
Office at about the same rate and value. 

I did not rise, however, merely for the purpose of saying this. I 
care not whether this question is considered by one committee of Con- 
gress or another. Itis a matter of small importance whether the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds or the Committee on Public 
Printing shall pay proper attention to this subject. I take it that 
either one of these committees would do right on the subject whenever 
ittook jurisdiction ofit. I would say that the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds would be a very proper committee if they had 
taken hold of the matter and were disposed to push it forward. For 
the reason that the Committee on Public Printing has taken charge of 
the matter, I shall support them in their jurisdiction. 

Mr. President, I have been in the Government Printing Office quite 
often, and I was never in it in my life that I did not feel a sense of 
discomfort, apprehension, andanxiety. A low, dark, unsafe, rambling 
building with twenty-five hundred people in it is what the observer 
contemplates on going there, which is no more fire-proof than a rick 
of straw under a high wind on the plains. Oneof the most important 
functions to be performed in that Government Printing Office is by the 
watchmen. The watchmen, with the vigilance that admits of no relax- 
ation at all, have to tread the floors every moment of the night-time 
and of the daytime in view of the possibilities of fire. It is not a tall 
building, and perhaps there would not be much of a holocaust if a fire 
should take place. Young, active men would get out from there, and 
perhaps some old women, eking out a subsistence, might be lost in a 
calamity of that sort, and I understood the Senator from New sic 
shire [Mr. BLAIR], in the kindness of his heart; to suggest it wo 
not burn more thana dozen or two. Perhaps not. 

But, Mr. President, it is a disgrace to our civilization that the tre- 
mendous work of the Government printing is carried on in that dark, 
low, uncomfortable-looking building. Laboring people ought to have 
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some cheerful surroundings. They ought to have some access to sun- 
light and to air; they ought to have an opportunity to see the world 
outside and see the blue sky and see the trees in bloom and blossom, 
instead of being immured in comparatively a dungeon. 

The amount of work to be done is accumulating rapidly. Resort 
has been had to the report of the Public Printer, for whom I have the 
highest possible respect and whose efliciency in the management of 
this office has stood and will stand for years to come the most censo- 
rious criticism. He makes some statements here which have not been 
produced, which I will submit to the Senate. He says: 

The public punuar is also increased year by year by the creation of new bu- 
reaus, commissions, and adjuncts of the public service by acts of Congress. 
This wth must naturally go on, for as the country increases in wealth and 
population the Government printing must increase with it. 

It seems as if some men were prone to remember the time when this 
Government had 40,000,000 people and can not think of it now as a 
Government of 65,000,000. They seem to attach their veneration to 
a period which we have outgrown, to a period when we wore swad- 
dling clothes instead of being clothed now as a giant. 

The Public Printer proceeds to say: 

Largerappropriations are absolutely demanded to meet this inevitable oe 
of the public printing. It is a mechanical impossibility for the office to further 
increase its daily ave: of work under the present rate of appropriations und 
with the present facilities and space. 

While the increase of printing goes on the Public Printer says it isa 
mechanical impossibility to increase the daily average of the work of 
that office with the present appropriations and the present space. 

The limit of capacity— 

He says— 
has been reached in the folding and binding divisions, and each is entirely un- 
equal, with the present floor space, to the task of handling the full amount of 
work which is daily sent up from the press-room. 

What a picture is this! The limit of capacity has been reached.“ 
and here westand debating, with a great flood-tide of printing, increased 
day by day and week by week and month by month and year by year, 
and yet knowing that the limit of capacity has been reached in several 
divisions of this Government Printing Office beyond which they can 
not go! He continues: 

The folding-room is so much embarrassed for want of working space and 
storage room, that it is necessary to transport daily many tons of printed mat- 
ter to storage-rooms half a mile distant, and to handle the same with trucks and 
clevators, merely as a temporary expedient for relief, while 28 have daily 
stood idle in the press-room, with work awaiting them, simply through the ina- 
bility of other divisions of the office to handle their full product. The bindery 
is scarcely able to meet the current demand upon its lities, while a large 
amount of delayed work of former years is still in arrears. 

This condition of affairs has been called to the attention of Congress yoar 
after year, and it must now be said that the demand for additional space for cer- 
tain divisions of the office has pox so imperative that the remedy can not be 
longer postponed without still greater embarrassment of the lic service. 
The exigency calls for the erection of a temporary building, with the utmost 
speed, adjoining the main office, until plans and means can be provided for the 
provision of a proper and capacious building. 

There is more of this that I might read and would but for the con- 
dition of my throat and lungs. I have read enough, however, and I 
have seen more with my own eyes to satisfy me of the necessity of early 
and energetic action on this subject. 

As to the location of this building, I would as soon see it constructed 
there as any place else if the property can be purchased at proper rates. 
There is something in what the Senator from Missouri says that if it 
is known we are to purchase that ground prices will be placed upon it 
with a view to get all the money the owners can out of the Govern- 
ment. It might be well to fix an alternative, as we did when we pur- 
chased the property for the Library building and made a good arches 
by having the alternative right under the law to purchase one piece of 

roperty or another. Perhaps something of that kind would be well 
kes But as to the general object, I know nothing connected with the 
service of the Government in Washington City more imperative than 
the construction of a new Government building for the Public Printing 
Office. It is suggested in my hearing by Senators about me that the 
condemnation proceedings contemplated by the amendment will pro- 
tect against any exorbitant or improper price. That may be so, and I 
trust that it will be so. 

In regard to the question of economy with reference to public buila- 
ings, I will simply say that if an inquirer on that subject goes over 

city he will be utterly amazed to find how much of the Govern- 
ment work is done in improper, imperfect, unheathful, dark, and dis- 
mal places. He will be surprised at the amount of rents we are pay- 
ing all over this city. With the magnificent structure known as the 
State, War, and Navy Department building, if it was all given to the 
War Office it would not more than accommodate the archives of that 
one Department of this Government. The consequence is that there is 
a locality all around that building inhabited by Army officers and em- 
ployés of the War ent and the Navy Department, and in some 
instances I believe of the State Department, for which the Govern- 
ment is paying more rent annually than it would take to construct 
poper buildings for the service of which I am speaking. So, take the 
ost- office Department, and you will find the same; and yet, when- 
to erect a proper building, a reputation for economy 
made by opposing the payment of money which would 
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ever it is pro 
is sought to 


purchase for the Government proper accommodations, while nothing 
is said about the improvident, wasteful, and 3 habit of pay- 
ing large amounts for the rent of buildings that we have no claim upon 
after the rent is paid. 

We are paying for rents year after year more money than would pur- 
chase in a few short years all the space that we need; and now when a 
proposition comes up to appropriate one hundred or one hundred and 
fifty or two hundred or two hundred and fifty thousand dollars care 
not how much—to make a proper place for the hard and overworked 
men in the employment of this Government in the Government Print- 
ing Office, I have no hesitation in declaring that it ought to be done 
and done at once, and the sooner the better. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I do not know whether the Senator 
from Indiana refers to me when he speaks of there being persons who 
can not recognize the fact that this Government has grown 

Mr. VOORHEES. No, I do not. : 

Mr. VEST. I think I know the size of the United States quite as 
well as I know anything else; and as to a character for economy, I have 
never had any ambition in that direction. I have reported more bills 
for public buildings in this city, I believe, than any other Senator dur- 
ing my ten years’ service. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I hope the Senator from Missouri will not under- 
take to make a personal application of any general remarks that I made. 

Mr. VEST. Iam not making any personal application, but I am 
simply meeting the general drift of the Senator’s argument. 

I have always advocated the purchase of proper sites and the erection 
of buildings with adequate capacity for the public service in every por- 
tion of the city of Washington and for every public purpose, and the 
records of the Senate show that I have reported from the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds a bill for the erection of a hall of records, 
absolutely necessary, which we have three times and sent to the 
Hone of Representatives withont any action from that House upon it 
at all. 

Every word the Senator from Indiana has said in to the enor- 
mous expenditures for rent in the District of Columbia is true; and we 
should now—and it is a good business principle—erect every building 
that is necessary for the purposes of this Government without renting 
at all. Property is advancing here. We can put up these buildings 
now cheaply, and we can put them up of such size as to meet the in- 
creased growth of the Government. If we delay, the price of property, 
even if it is condemned hereafter, will more than counterbalance any 
item of expense which may come from an increased cost of construc- 
tion. 

But, Mr. President, whilst I say all this, I believe that the business 
of this Government, as far as possible, should be conducted like ev 
individual would conduct his own business—economically, wisely, wi 
prudence, and with foresight. Thefact that this country is large is no 
reason why we as trustees of the people should rush into all sorts of 
useless expenditure, and be satisfied with the statement that there is 
asurplus in the Treasury and the resources of the country are so great 
that it can stand any extravagance whatever. 

I believe that a public printing-office should be put up, constructed 
from top to bottom in such a way as to meet the necessities of that bu- 
reau, and in a healthy locality. I believe, notwithstanding what the 
Senator from Indiana has said about malaria, that the worst part of 
the city next to that adjacent to the Potomac Flats is where the Public 
Printing Office is to-day located. I would purchase no more ground 
there. I believe the money would be thrown away comparatively. I 
think the duty of the Congress of the United States now is to tear down 
that old building, dispose of the real estate, and put up a public print- 
ing-office convenient to all the Departments of the Government and in 
a healthy locality. 

I agree with the Senator from Indiana and the Senator from Mary- 
land that the present old trap in which the public printing is carried 
on is a disgrace to the Government, and I in a large measure with 
their statements; and yet we are asked to add to it a new building, but 
we retain the old one, and we retain the site because we put in this 
additional sum of money amounting for the site alone at the lowest 
calculation to nearly $200,000. i 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Miggouri will sus- 
pend. The hour of 2 o’clock having arrived, the Chair lays before the 
Senate the unfinished business, which is the resolution reported by 
the Senator from New York [Mr. EVARTS] from the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections, to revise the existing laws regulating the elec- 
tion of members of Congress. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask unanimous consent that that may be laid 
aside informally. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Iowa asks unani- 
mous consent that the unfinished business may be temporarily laid 
aside and that the Senate proceed with the consideration of the sundry 
civil bill. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and it is so or- 
dered. The question is on concurring in the amendment made as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, the adoption of thisamendmentin some 
form I think is certainly necessary, but the question whether or not it 
should be confined to the locality where the Printing Office is now Jo- 
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cated seems to me to be a subject of serious consideration, and I think 


the Senator from Maryland, who seems to be specially interested in 
‘this amendment, should modify the amendment so as to allow the pos- 
‘sibility of a choice of some other locality. If the Printing Office is to be 
kept where it now is, beyond all question the adjacent lots mentioned in 
the amendment should be acquired by the Government withoutdelay. 
‘If it should be removed, that question should be decided at once, be- 
cause all that has been said here to-day and much more may be truly 
said in reference to the ability of the Government to discharge its obli- 
‘gation to those who are employed in this building. There can be no 
excuse for the Senate or for the committees of the Senate who are 
charged either directly or indirectly with the care of the public build- 
ings and the construction of new ones for permitting this nuisance and 
this danger to the lives and health of people toremain. We are worse 
than any uncivilized and barbarous people in the world if these state- 
ments be true, and that they are true all personsseem to concur, in ref- 
erence to the condition of this building. 

Mr. President, certainly some action should be taken, and the Com- 
mittee on A; riations desired to do that which was practicable and 
which could be done at the earliest moment. They therefore adopted 
the only practicable suggestion which was before them on this subject; 
but in the light of the suggestions made by the Senator from Missouri, it 
seems to methatit would be only reasonable either upon the conference 
or elsewhere to provide for a consideration of some other and better 
locality in which this building should be constructed, but unques- 
tionably there should be, as stated by the Senator from Missouri, a 
building complete and adequate for the purposes of the Government 
built without a moment's delay. It should be commenced at once and 
toa present condition of things should not be permitted to continue 

nger. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on concurring in the 
amendment made as in Committee of the Whole. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, I ask leave now to call up the amend- 
ment, offered by myself, to prepare » pedestal and site for a statue of 
General Winfield Scott Hancock. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Virginia proposes 
an amendment, which will be read. 

The SECRETARY. At the end of line 24, page 93, it is proposed to 
add as an additional paragraph the following: 

Site and pedestal for statue of General Winfield Scott Hancock: For the pre 
aration of a site and the erection of a pedestal for a statue of General Winfield 
Scott Hancock in the city of Was , $40,000; said site to be selected by and 
said pedestal to be erected under the supervision of the Secretary of War, the 
chairman of the Joint Committee of the Library, and such other person as the 
President of the United States may appoint. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask the Senator from Virginia by whom 
is this statue itself to be erected? 

Mr. DANIEL. There is no statue prepared to be erected, but it is 
only in contemplation that in time one will be. 

Mr. HOAR. Idesire to say to the Senator that Iintroduced a measure 
some year or two ago for a statue of General Hancock, and I am quite 
confident in my recollection that the provision passed the Senate and 
never was taken up in the other House. I maybe in error, but I think 
it was within a few weeks after General Hancock’s death took place. 
Iam heartily in accord with whatever the Senator thinks should now 
be done. I shall be willing for one to go much further than to have 
the pedestal merely prepared, and to now vote, if anybody shall pro- 
pose it, for a provision for the statue itself. I would not, of course, in- 
terpose any motion in regard to a matter which the Senator from Vir- 
ginia has considered. 

Mr. DANIEL. I was not aware that the step had been taken which 
is referred to by the Senator from Massachusetts, and I regret that it has 
not been consummated by the concurrence of the other House. Had 
I known it I would have consulted with the Senator before offering any 
proposition upon the subject. However, I do not conceive that this 
amendmentat all conflicts with the plan embodied in the Senator’s bill, 
but is in harmony with it. There can be no doubt that the time is not 
far distant, whether or not it may be done at this session, when a statue 
of General Hancock will be erected, and this is only a step in that di- 
rection which Lan be readily consummated awaiting the event. 

Mr. HOAR.” I should like, with the leave of the Senator from Vir- 
ginia, to make one other observation in which I am sure I shall have 
his concurrence. I also introduced a year or two a ees arms 
for a statue at the seat of Government to President James n. 
It was at a time when a provision was in process of making ſor several 
important public works, the monument, I think, at Yorktown, and 
some public work in New York, and perhaps one at Brattleborough, 
Vt., and ont or two important statues here, the statue of Lafayette, 
‘which is now in of construction in France. 

It was not adopted at the time, but I desire to take this occasion to 


val 
say that it seems to me almost a reproach to the people of the United | and 


States that no adequate and memorial of that great statesman 
and patriot exists at the seat of Government. For reasons undoubt- 
edly sa’ to her, Virginia in the erection of that perhaps the 
noblest work of art on this continent, the statue of W. sur- 


rounded by his friends and supporters, the great Virginians of his day, 


which exists in Richmond, Va., did not provide for the representation 
of the figure of Mr. Madison there. Perhaps one reason, in select- 
ing the group about the central figure, why Mr. Madison was omitted 
and other eminent and illustrious Virginians preferred, was the ex- 
pectation that that duty of piety and patriotism would be discharged 
by the national Congress.' 

Mr. Madison was one of the very greatest of men. There is no sin- 
gle mind which was so impressed on our Constitution as his, not even 
that of Alexander Hamilton, his great opponent and rival; and if 
my public service should be prolonged here there are few acts which 
would give me more pleasure and which would give my constituents 
more pleasure than to have me co-operate with any movement which 
the State of Virginia, that Mr. Madison more immediately represented, 
should make to have an elegant and proper monument to his great 
fame erected here. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ido not make any point of order on this amend- 
ment, but I desire to say that the Committee on Appropriations in in- 
serting a provision for a pedestal and the erection of astatue to General 
Sheridan and General Logan did so in view of the fact that the Army of 
the Cumberland is preparing astatueof General Sheridan, and the Army 
of the Tennessee of General to be erected in this city. The Com- 
mittee were not aware that any such effort was being made in the case 
of General Hancock. But I shall not make a point of order on the 
amendment. I have no doubt, as the Senator from Virginia has stated, 
that the soldiers who served under General Hancock will make suit- 
able preparations for a monument to him. 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, I have heard with exceeding gratifi- 
cation the remarks of the Senator from Massachusetts in reference to 
a monument to the memory of James Madison. 

It was said in ancient Rome that he who wandered through the 
forum would wonder why no monument of Cato was there, and that 
his memory was kept even greener by the absence of a statue which 
all deemed so fitting than it might have been by placing it there. 

The same may be said, Mr. President, in reference to James M. 
who was called the father of the Constitution,“ and who in that in- 
strument has undoubtedly left enduring marks of his handiwork. 

In the early days of the Republic there were no two States which 
were more heartily in sympathy with each other than Massachusetts 
and Virginia, The soldiers of Virginia fought on Massachusetts soil, 
and the soldiers of Massachusetts were down South even farther than 
Virginia, shoulder to shoulder and hand to hand in that greatest strug- 
gle of all the ages; and it can not be other than peculiarly gratifying 
not only to Virginia’s representatives here but to all of the Virginia 
people to hear the encomiums pronounced upon her eminent men by the 

istinguished Senator from Massachusetts. 

I trust, sir, that it isan indication that, however much the sentiment 
of the majority of the people of these two t Commonwealth may be 
divided upon some incidental questions, day will not be far distant 
when the minds of their foremost men will be in unison upon proposi- 
tions which are recognized as for the universal 

I hope, sir, that the State of Virginia, however, will not wait for this 
fitting ition of her great statesman by the Government of the 
United States. The citizens of that State can never pass through the 
Memorial Hall in this buil without feeling some sense of regret and 
almost of mortification that she has not yet contributed the statues ot 
two of her sons which she has been invited to do, that they might bein 
that Memorial Hall; and I trust that, even before the Government of 
the United States shall carry out the just plan which has been so elo- 
quently suggested by the Senator from Massachusetts, Virginia will see 
to it that her contribution is made to that hall of art and memory, 
and that the figures of James Madison and Patrick Henry may stand 
there, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Are there further amendments to 
the bill in the Senate? If there are none, shall the amendments be 


engrossed ? 

Mr. PLUMB. I think I offered an amendment a day or two since 
which has not been disposed of, to come in as an additional section. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair remembers that the Sen- 
ator from Kansas gave notice of an intended amendment, but it is not 
at the desk. 

Mr. PLUMB. I forwarded it to the Secretary’s desk and had it 


read. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The amendment will be read. 
The SECRETARY. It is proposed to add as an additional section the 


following: 


and 


Soldiers and sailors who were orably d from the mili 
of the United lows 


hon: ischarged 
States of the war of the rebellion, and the 


Mr. DANIEL. Is that open to objection? 
Fy me PRESIDENT pro tempore. Senator from Kansas is entitled 
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1 PLUMB. I do not wish to speak to the amendment, Mr. Pres- 
ident. 

Mr. DANIEL. Tsimply inquire, is that proposition open to objec- 
tion at this stage, or is it an amendment that has passed before the 
proper committee? 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Does the Senator from Virginia mean 

to inquire whether it is liable to a point of order? 

Mr. DANIEL. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It does not appear to have been re- 
ported by any standing committee of the Senate. 

Mr. PLUMB. It has not been. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Virginia in- 
terpose a point of order? 

Mr. DANIEL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PLUMB. I hope the Senator from Virginia, if he will permit 
me to appeal to him, will not make the point of order. This amend- 
ment is in line with what he himself has very eloquently expressed, 
and itis practically in pursuance of the Revised Statutes and of what 
I think is really the fair construction of the civil-service rules them- 
selves, although the rales appear to be of one mind and the commis- 
sioners of another. 

Mr. DANIEL. With the permission of the Senator, I should like 
to ask him a question. 

Mr. PLUMB. Certainly. 

Mr. DANIEL, What are we going to do with the poor grand- 
children who are orphans? Why not put them in? 

Mr. PLUMB. I was early taught not to leap the stile until I got to 
it. The grandchildren are beyond the purview of my present reach. 

Mr. DANIEL, I do not believe in hereditary honors in this Govern- 
ment. I believe the people themselves of their own free will and ac- 
cord will always recognize proper considerations of patriotism and merit, 
and that full merit does not need to be legislated into office. There- 
fore, sir, I interpose the objection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks the amendment 
can not be received under the rules. Are there further amendments to 
the bill in the Senate? 

The amendments were ordered to be engtossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had receded from its disagreement to 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6364) to provide for 
the sale of land allotted and patented to certain members of the Black 
Bob band of Shawnee Indians, and for other purposes, and agreed to 
the same. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had signed 
the enrolled bill (S. 1128) to create ports of entry at Tacoma and Seattle, 
in Washington Territory; and it was thereupon signed by the President 


pro tempore. 
PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had this 
day approved and signed the act (S. 185) for the division of Dakota 
into two States, and to enable the people of North Dakota, South Da- 
kota, Montana, and Washington to form constitutions and State govern- 
ments, and to be admitted into the Union on an equal footing with the 
original States, and to make donations of public lands to such States. 


AMENDMENT TO A BILL. 


Mr. HARRIS submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the naval appropriation bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate resumes the consideras 
tion of the unfinished business, which is the resolution reported by the 
Senator from New York [Mr. Evarts] directing the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections to revise the existing laws regulating the elec- 
tion of members of Congress, etc. 

Mr. HOAR, I move to proceed to the consideration of the resolu- 
tion that was before the Senate this morning. 

Mr. PLUMB. I wish to call up the agricultural appropriation bill, 
which I gave notice the day before yesterday, at the time of report 
it, I would move the consideration of at the close of the sundry civi 
8 bill. 

he PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks if there be an ap- 
propriation bill ready for action, it has the right of way. 

Mr. HARRIS. I would suggest to the Senator from Kansas that if 
he will ask unanimous consent to lay aside informally the unfinished 
business, [suppose there will be no objection. 

Mr. PLUMB. What is the unfinished business? 

Mr. HARRIS. I suggest that instead of moving, the Senator ask 
unanimous consent to proceed to the consideration of the appropria- 
tion bill, laying aside informally the unfinished business, 


Mr. PLUMB. I did not understand the Chair as to what the un- 
finished business was. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution reported by the Com- 
mittee on Privileges and Elections, directing that committee to revise 
the existing laws regulating the election of members of Congress etc. 

Mr. PLUMB. I will accept the suggestion of the Senator from 
Tennessee and ask unanimous consent that the Senate now proceed to 
the consideration of House bill 12485, being the agricultural appropria- 
tion bill. 

AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas asks unani- 
mons consent that the unfinished business may be informally laid 
aside and that the Senate poa to the consideration of the agricult- 
ural appropriation bill. e Chair hears no objection, and the bill is 
before the Senate. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill (H. R. 12485) making an appropriation for the Department of Ag- 
riculture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1890, and for other pur- 


poses. 

Mr. PLUMB. Task that the formal reading be dispensed with, and 
the committee amendments be acted upon as they are reached in the 
reading. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the bill will 
be read at length, and the amendments proposed by the Committee on 
Appropriations will be acted upon as they are reached in the text of 
the bill. 

Mr. DAWES. The Senator from Kansas consents, if the Senate is 
willing, that, pending this bill and before he takes upthe consideration 
of it, I can ask the Senate to put upon its passage a House bill of very 
great importance that will take no longer time than the reading of the 
bill, but unless it is put upon its passage very speedily it will fail. It 
is a bill to divide the Great Sioux reservation, very familiar to all the 
members of the Senate, and I will say that it has been so constructed 
that all parties interested in it are satisfied with the present condition 
of the bill, and, therefore, it will take no time further than the read- 
ing of it. I have no further interest in it except that it is a matter of 

t interest to Dakota and all that part of the Northwest. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The unfinished business having been 
informally laid aside at the request of the Senator from Kansas, the 
Senator from Massachusetts now asks that the bill which the Senator 
from Kansas desires to be considered by unanimous consent shall be 
informally laid aside to enable him to ask unanimous consent to pro- 
ceed to the consideration of a bill the title of which will be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. A bill (H. R. 11970) to divide a portion of the 
reservation of the Sioux Nation of Indians in Dakota into separate res- 
ervations and to secure the relinquishment of the Indian title to the 
remainder, and for other purposes. 

Mr. HOAR. I feel constrained to object. 

Mr. DAWES. If it causes any debate I will withdraw it. i hope 
my colleague will see that the public interest is so great in this bill 
that it will not jeopardize any matter he has in charge. 

Mr. PLUMB. If the colloquy were between any two Senators than 
those from Massachusetts I should be disposed to let them take the 
time of the Senate to carry it on, but as they can settle their matters 
privately —— 

Mr. DAWES. This is not a private matter. It is a matter of pub- 
lic concern. Of course, if my colleague objects I can not proceed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading of the appropriation 
bill called up by the Senator from Kansas will proceed. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. 

The first amendment reported by the Committee on Appropriations 
was, on page 1, line 10, after the words compensation of,“ to strike 
out Commissioner and insert ‘‘Secretary;’’ and on page 2, line 1, 
before the word thousand,“ to strike out five“ and insert eight; 
so as to read: s 


For compensation of Secretary of Agriculture, $8,000, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 2, line 1, after the word“ dollars,“ 
to insert: 

Assistant Secretary of Agriculture, $4,500. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 2, line 6, to increase the appropri- 
ation for salary of chief of division of accounts and disbursing offi- 
cer“ from $2,000 to $2,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 2, line 18, after the word ‘‘dol- 
lars,’’ to insert: 


One assistant librarian, $1,600. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 3, line 4, to increase the total 
amount of the appropriations for office of Secretary of Agriculture, 
etc., from $74,160 to $83,760. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
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The next amendment was in the appropriations for ‘‘ botanical divi- 
sion,“ on page 3, line 7, after the word thousand, to insert five 
hundred;’’ in line 8, before the word hundred,“ to strike out ‘‘four’’ 
and insert ‘‘six;’’ and in line 9, after the words“ botanical clerk,” to 
strike out eight hundred” and insert one thousand;’’ so as to make 
the clause read: 

One botanist, $2,500; one assistant botanist, $1,600; one botanical clerk, $1,000; 
one assistant botanist, $1,200, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 3, line 14, after the word ‘‘divis- 
ion,” to strike out nine thousand eight hundred and forty” and in- 
sert ‘‘ten thousand seven hundred;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

Section of vegetable pathology: One chief of section, $2,000; one assistant, 
$1,400; one clerk, $1,000; in all, for botanical division, $10,700. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations for chemical di- 
vision,“ on page 4, line 4, before the word thousand,“ to strike out 
“six ” and insert ‘‘eight;’’ and in the same line, after the word all,“ 
oe out eleven“ and insert ‘‘thirteen;’’ so as to make the clause 


One chief chemist, $2,500; one assistant chemist, $1,800; one assistant chem- 
ist, $1,600; employment of additional assistants in the chemical division, when 
necessary, $8,000; in all, $13,900, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘Miscellaneous,’’ on 
page 6, after the word dollars,“ at the end of line 7, to insert: 


And the unexpended balance of appropriations under this head for the cur- 
TA fiscal year is hereby reappropriated and made available for the fiscal year 


So as to make the clause read: 


Botanical investigations and experiments.—Botanical division: For purchas- 
ing specimens, paper, and all necessary materials for the herbarium, and for labor 
in preparing same; for investigations and experiments with grasses and forage 
plants, including the establishment and maintenance of experimental grass sta- 
tions, and of other economic and medicinal plants, and for traveling and other 
n expenses conne therewith; and for employing local botanists for 
exploration and collection of plants in little-known districts, and for special 
work for the improvement of the herbarium and for artists for drawing and en- 
graving, $20,000. And the unexpended balance of appropriations under this head 
for the current fiscal year is hereby reappropriated and made available for the 
fiscal year 1890. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 7, line 15, after the words en- 
able the, to strike out Commissioner of Agriculture“ and insert 
“Secretary of Agriculture;’’ in line 23, before the words ‘‘of Agricult- 
ure,” to strike out Commissioner“ and insert ‘‘Secretary;’? and in 
line 25, to strike out the word Commissioner“ and insert Secre- 
tary;’’ so as to make the clause read: 


Chemical division: To enable the Secre' of iculture to extend and con- 
tinue the investigation of the adulteration of food, drugs, and liquors, including 
the purchase of pee yl transportation, traveling expenses, stationery, return 
postage, printing and illustrating, analyzing, investigating, and examining sam- 
ples eee on the open market, the sum of $5,000, to be made immediately 
available; and for these purposes the tary of Agriculture is authorized to 
cmploy such assistants, clerks, and other persons as he may deem necessary: 
Provided, That the Secretary is hereby required to make a separate report to 
Congress as to when and where the samples of food, liquors, and drugs were pur- 
chased, when and where analyzed, and the result ofsuch analysis, together with 
the name of the manufacturer and the brand or label on the package or article, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 8, line 14, after the word ‘‘ tray- 
eling,” to strike out within the United States; so as to make the 
clause read: 

Investigating the history and habits of insects.—Entomological division: For 
the promotion of economic entomol: „investigating the history and habits 
of insects injurious and beneficial to culture, arborculture, and horticulture; 
experiments in ascertaining the best means of destroying them,and preventives 
to the biting of domestic animals by poisonous insects and remedies and anti- 
dotes for such bites; for publishing reports thereon, and for illustrations, chem- 
icals, traveling and other expenses in the practical work of the entomological 
divisiop, $20,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 8, line 22, before the word ‘‘co- 
coons,“ to strike out ‘‘ transportating ’’ and insert ‘‘ transporting; ’’ so 
as to read: 


For collecting and disseminating information relating to silk-culture ; for pur- 
chasing and distributing silk-worm eggs, and for conducting at some point in 
the District of Columbia experiments with automatic machinery for reeling silk 
from the cocoon, and for expenses incurred in collecting, pu g, pre) g 
for transportation, and transporting cocoons, and for expenses of stations in 
connection therewith, and for necessary traveling expenses, $20, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the same clause, page 8, line 25, before 
the words of Agriculture,“ tostrike out Commissioner“ and insert 
‘*Secretary;’’ and on page 9, line 4, after the words and the,“ to strike 
out Commissioner and insert Secretary;“ so as to read: 


And the Secretary of Agriculture is hereby authorized to sell in open market 
any and all reeled silk and silk waste in these experiments, and to 


U 
apply the proceeds of such sales to the payment of the legitimate expenses in- 
curred therein; and the Secretary of Agriculture shall make full report to Con- 
gress of the experiments herein provided for, and also of all sales and pi 
made under this paragraph, with the names and residences of all producers of 


cocoons of whom purchases are made, 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, on page 9, line 16, after the word appro- 
priation,’’ tostrike out ‘‘and also under the appropriation to said associa- 
tion made for the fiscal years 1887 and 1888, as provided by law, if not 
already made; in line 19, after the words to the,“ to strike out Com- 
missioner” and insert ‘‘Secretary;’’ in line 23, before the word “ladies,” 
to strike out California; in the same line, after the word Culture,“ 


to strike out Association,“ and insert Society; on page 10, in line 


2, after the word “ dollars,“ to strike out ‘‘to be paid directly to said 
Joseph Neumann,” and in line 4, after the words“ through the,“ to 
strike out ‘‘Commissioner’’ and insert ‘‘Secretary;’’ so as to make the 
clause read: 

For theencouragement and development of the culture of raising raw silk, 
$5,000, to be expended under the direction of the Woman's Silk Culture Associ- 
ation of the United States, located at Philadelphia, and to be paid directly to said 
association; and said association shall make a full and detailed report of the ex- 
penditures and results obtained under this appropriation to the Secretary of Ag- 
riculture, who shall transmit the same to Congress, and $2,500 for the same pur- 
poses, and under the same restrictions and conditions, to the Ladies’ Silk Cult- 
ure Society of California, and for the continuation of the study and experiments 
by Joseph Neumann of the wild native silk-worm of California, $2,500; and the 
said Joseph Neumann shall report the results of such work to Congress through 
the Secretary of Agriculture on or before the Ist day of January, 1890, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr, PLUMB. I move to change the phraseology in lines 4 and 5, 
on page 10, so as to read: 

And the said Joseph Neumann shall report the results of such work to the 
Secretary of Agriculture— 

In place of ‘‘to Congress.“ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 10, line 4, it is proposed to strike out 
the words ‘‘Congress through;’’ so as to read: 

And the said Joseph Neumann shall report the results of such work to the 
Secretary of Agriculture on or before the Ist day of January, 1890, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Has the amendment in lines 2 and 3 of page 10 
been agreed to? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It has been agreed to. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Lask that it may be considered as open for a mo- 
ment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I find on page 9 of the bill an appropriation of 
$5,000, to be expended under the direction of the Woman's Silk 
Culture Association of the United States, located at Philadelphia, and 
it provides that that $5,000 shall be“ paid directly to said association.’? 
The bill as it came from the House also provides an appropriation of 
$2,500 “ for the continuation of the studies and experiments by Joseph 
Neumann of the wild native silk-worm of California,” and provided 
that, as in the other case, the money shall be paid directly to said Jo- 
seph Neumann.” 

The Senate Committee on Appropriations, I find, propose to strike 
out the words ‘‘to be paid directly to said Joseph Neumann.“ What 
I want to know of the Senatorin e of the bill is this: If it is proper 
to make an 5 on to enable the Woman's Silk Culture Associa. 
tion of the United States, located at Philadelphia, to develop the cult- 
ure of raising raw silk, and if it is proper that that sum should be paid 
directly to them, why is it not also proper that this appropriation of 
$2,500 should be paid directly to Joseph Neumann for study and 
experiments of the wild native silk-worm of California? In other 
words, why should the money in the one case be paid to the Woman’s 
Silk Culture Association, and in the other case not be paid to Professor 
Neumann? 

Mr. MORRILL. Task the Senator from Oregon if the language does 
not entirely express it? To whom could the money be paid except to 
Mr. Neumann? 

Mr. MITCHELL. Perhaps that would be so on a fair construction, 
but a similar appropriation was made in the last appropriation bill and 
there was some trouble on that very point and there was difficulty in 
Mr. Neumann getting the money. I presume it was to avoid that dif- 
ficulty, whatever it was, that the other House provided that this 82, 500 
should be pa directly to him. If that is really the intention, I sug- 
gest that the provision should stand that this money shall be paid to 
Professor Neumann. 

Mr. MORRILL. Whenever we make an appropriation for a private 
person we never use the phrase that it is to be paid directly“ to the 

TSON., 

Peir. MITCHELL. I suggest to the Senator that that very phrase is 
used in reference to the Woman's Silk Culture Association of the 
United States, located at Philadelphia.“ 

Mr. MORRILL. That does not make it any stronger. 

Mr. MITCHELL. That may be, but if it is proper to be used in the 
one case it seems to me that it is proper it should be used in the other, 
If it is not proper, then it should not be used in either case. 

I insist that this amendment of the committee should not be agreed 
to, if it is really the intention to pay this $2,500 to Professor Neumann 
to enable him to complete his experiments. 

Mr. PLUMB. While the provision for the payment directly to these 
two societies is not the best in the world, still those cases and the case 
of Mr, Neumann arenotentirely parallel. Both the associations referred 
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to are composed of quite a considerable number of ladies, who have 
given their time and largely their own meaus to the encouragement of 
silk-culture in the United States, and they have, besides, solicited from 
other persons with whom they have come in contact subscriptions for 
the same purpose. So the appropriation which the United States makes 
is not the whole of the money which they use, and it is more convenient 
and more proper to pay to them a sum which shall only form a portion 
of their resources, and a report concerning the use of which is required 
to be sent to Congress, than it is to pay money to an individual who 
has that, and that alone, as hisresource for investigation. 

In addition to that I want to say that I am not impressed with Mr. 
Joseph Neumann as a success, and I doubt somewhat the propriety of 
giving anything to him, not because he is not meritorious as a person, 
but because I think he is not calculated to make the best possible use 
of the money; and I think, on the whole, that, while it is well enough 
perhaps for him to go ahead, or at least the House seemed to have 
thought so, it would be well to have the use which he may make of 
this money under the control of the Secretary of Agriculture. 

Mr. Neumann has made a report which I have in my hand, in which 
he has got things delightfully mixed up, showing that he is not de- 
voting himself alone to cocoons, but he has a cure for poison-oak, and 
he is trying to establish wild-coffee plants, and has various things of 
that sort in mind. While I should be glad to encourage a cure for 

ison-oak and encourage the planting of wild-coffee plants, I prefer to 

eep them separate, so as to know what each one is costing us, and 
80 on. : 
My own belief is that this money is not very well spent. But Mr. 
Neumann is a very well-meaning man, a very enthusiastic man, and 
Jam willing that he shall have the $2,500; but I doinsist, as a matter of 
fairness to the Treasury and asa matter of precedent in the expendi- 
ture of the public money, that it ought to be expended under the di- 
rection of the Secretary of Agriculture, and of course it may, and itis 
bound to be spent by him; but we simply give the Secretary of Agri- 
culture that measurable control over the expenditure which we think 
he ought to have. 

It is not a matter of very great importance, but as Mr. Neumann is 
in the bill it is well enough to put a certain limitation upon him. 

Mr. MITCHELL, I eall the attention of the Senate to the fact that 
the distinction between these parties is not ss my friend from Vermont 
seems to think. The Senatorin charge of the bill has very plainly in- 
dicated that, while he is willing in the case of the Woman’s Silk Cult- 
ure Association that the money shall be paid directly to them, in the 
casc of Joseph Neumann the money shall not be paid directly to him. 
The Senator from Kansas suggests that perhaps Professor Neumann has 
been giving his attention to some other matters outside of this partic- 
ular business of investigating the native silk-worm of California, That 
perhaps may be true. It is very probable that the Woman’s Silk Cult- 
ure Association of the United States at Philadelphia have confined 
their attention exclusively to the business of developing the culture 
and raising of raw silk. 

But with reference to Professor Neumann, I can say that he is an old 
resident of the Pacific coast; he has resided in the State of California I 
think for some 30 years, and he has been giving his attention almost 
exclusively for the last quarter of a century to the business of devel- 
oping the production of silk in this country and especially on the Pa- 
cific coast. He is the discoverer, as the Senator from Kansas must ad- 
mit, of a native silk-worm in California which produces a very excel- 
lent quality of silk. I believe that Professor Neumann has the re- 
spect and confidence of the leading men of the Pacific coast as an expert 
in this character of business. He is generally known over. the Pacific 
coast, and I think the Senators from the State of California will vouch 
for him, and other Senators, too, from that coast know him. 

The seats are rather empty just now, but Isee the Senator from Cali- 
fornia [Mr. HEARST] present. I think probably he has knowledge of 
Nr. Neumann. 

I say it is all wrong to make fish of one and flesh of the other. If 
you propose to appropriate money to two different parties to enable 
them to proceed with an investigation in regard to a particular matter, 
you should either say that the money should be paid directly to them 
in both cases or you should say it in neither case; but when you do say 
it in one and do not say it in the other it is a reflection on that other. 
That is all there is to it. I insist that the amendment of the commit- 
tee should be voted down, and that no reflection of this character 
should be cast upon Professor Neumann, either because he happens to 
live on the Pacific coast or for any other reason. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment reported by the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I object to that part of the amendment of the 
committee, and hope it will be voted down, wherein the committee 

roposes to strike out the words ‘‘to be paid directly to said Joseph 
3 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The specific amendment will be 
stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In lines 2 and 3, on page 10, the committee re- 
port to strike out the words to be paid directly to said Joseph Neu- 
mann, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment. [Putting the question.] By the sound the ayes have it. 

Mr. MITCHELL, I call for a rising vote. I hope the amendment 
will not be agreed to. 

Mr. PLUMB. I will venture on behalf of the committee to with- 
draw the amendment. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Allright. That is satisfactory. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment is withdrawn. The 
reading of the bill will proceed. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, on page 10, line 13, before the word 
thousand,“ to strike out ‘‘four’’ and insert ten;“ and after the 
word dollars,“ at the end of the same line, to insert of which sum 
$1,000 shall be immediately available;’’ so as to make the clause read: 


Division of economic ornithology and mammalogy: For the promotion of 
economic ornithology and mammalogy; an investigation of the food habits, 
distribution, and migrations of North American birds and mammals, in relation 
to agriculture, horticulture, and forestry; for publishing report thereon; an 
for drawings, traveling and other expensesin the practical work of the division, 
$10,000 dollars, of which sum $1,000 1 be immediately available. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, on page 12, line 4, before the words off 


Agriculture,” tostrike ont Commissioner“ and insert Secretary;“ in 
line 5, before the word „shall,“ to strike out Commissioner“ and in- 
sert Secretary; in line 8, after the words „prevent the, to strike 
out ‘‘Commissioner’’ and insert Secretary; and in line 14, after 
the words That the,“ to strike out Commissioner“ and insert 
Secretary; so as to make the clause read: 

An equal proportion of two-thirds of all seeds, trees, shrubs, vines, cuttings, 
and plants shall, upon their request, be supplied to Senators, Representatives, 
and legates in Congress for distribution among their constituents; and the 
person receiving such seeds shall inform the Department of results of the ex- 
periments therewith: Provided, Thatall seeds, plants, and cuttings herein allotted 
to Senators, Representatives, and Delegates to Congress for distribution remain- 
ing uncalled for at the end of the fiscal year shall be distributed by the Secre- 
tary of Agriculture: And provided also, That the Secretary shall report, PENS 
vided in this act, the place, quantity, and price of seeds purchased, and the date 
of purchase. But 3 in this Paragraph shall be construed to prevent the 
Secre! of Agriculture from sending flower, garden, and otber seeds to those 
who apply for the same. And the amount herein appropriated shall not be di- 
verted or used for any other purpose but for the purchase, propagation, and dis- 
tribution of improved and valuable seeds, bulbs, trees, shrubs, vines, cuttings, 
and plants: But provided, however, That the Secretary shall not distribute to any 
Senator, Representative, or Delegate seeds entirely unfit for the climate and 
locality he represents, but shall distribute the same so that each member may 
have seeds of equal value, as may be, and the best adapted to the locality he rep- 
resents, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GEORGE. Is it in accordance with the order we are proceed- 
ing under to allow an amendment to be offered now to the bill? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is usual to proceed with the com- 
mittee amendments and then to recur to amendments offered by Sen- 
ators. : 

Mr. GEORGE. I wish to offer an amendment right at this point. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be received 
when the committee amendments have been concluded. 

The reading of the bill was continued. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, on page 14, line 4, before the words 
“of Agriculture,“ to strike out Commissioner“ and insert ‘‘Secre- 
tary;’’ so as to read: 

Salaries and expenses of Bureau of Animal Industry; For carrying out the pro- 
visions of the act of May 29, 1884, establishing the Bureau of Animal Industry, 
$500,000; and the Secretary of Agriculture is hereby authorized to use any part 
of this sum he may deem necessary or expedient, and in such manneras he may 
think best, to prevent the spread of pleuro-pneumonia, and for this purpose to 
employ as many persons as he may deem necessary, and to expend any part of 
this sum in the purchase and destruction of diseased or exposed animals and 
the quarantine of the same whenever in his judgment it is essential to prevent 
the spread of pleuro-pneumonia from one State into another. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after the word ‘‘plague,’’ at the end of the 
same clause, on page 14, to insert: 

The authority ted to the Commissioner of Agriculture by the act of May 
29, 1884, establishing the Bureau of Animal Industry, and by the provision of the 
5 act for the Agricultural Department, approved July 18, 1888, re- 
lating to said bureau, is hereby vested in the Secretary of Agriculture; and the 
said Secretary is hereby authorized and directed to perform all the duties named 
in said acts to be performed by the Commissioner of Agriculture. 

Mr. PLUMB. I movetoamend the amendment by adding, after the 
word acts,“ in line 1, page 15: 

And all other acts of Congress in force on the Sth day of February, 1889. 


That was the date on which the act creating the Department of Ag- 
riculture went into effect. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Would it not be better to insert the 
words after the word Industry,“ in the twentieth line? 

Mr. PLUMB. I think this will accomplish the purpose. I think 
to put it there would somewhat disturb the arrangement of the para- 
graph, and this is sufficiently comprehensive. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendmentto the amendment 
will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. After the word acts,“ in line 1, it is proposed 
to insert: : 

And all other acts of Congress in force on the Sth day of February, 1889, 


2197 


2198 


So as to read: 

And the said Secretary is hereby authorized and directed to perform all the 
duties named in said acts and all other acts SE fooga in force on the — day 
of February, 1889, to be performed by the Co oner of Agriculture. 

The amendment, to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations ne on page 15, line 8, before the words 
of Agriculture, to strike out Commissioner and insert Secre- 
tary;’’ so as to make the clause read: 


Division of forestry: For the purpose of enabling the Secretary of Agricult- 

ure 5 to — = 9 and — = the —.— 

of forestry, and for traveling and other necessary expenses in nvestiga- 

mn — the en and distribution of valuable economic forest-tree seeds 
and plants, 


The amendment was 
The next amendment was, after line 25, at the bottom of page 15, to 


insert: 

Experiments in manufacture of sugar from sorghum and beets: To enablethe 
Secretary of Agriculture to a experiments in the manufacture of sugar 
from sorghum and from beets, and to so continue said experiments as 
to 9 the acquisition and extension of knowl edge concerning all the 
ee uction of cane and beetsand the manufacture of the same into 

g the purchase and on of samples and supplies, $50,- 
n And che — remaining unexpended from the pes riation for "his pur- 
for the fiscal year 1859 is hereby reappropria made available for 
pipas hereinbefore ex Provided, That the. Secretary of cult- 
9 required to ea separate report to prep. tyme stating fully and 
8 an itemized account of every expenditure e underthis provision 
and the results of all experiments made, and also including the purchase and 
transportation of samples and supplies, 


Mr. VEST. I should like to ask the Senator from Kansas what 
amount of the former 5 remains unexpended. 
Mr. PLUMB. About $50,000. 
Mr. VEST. The amount ap riated was about $100,000. 
Mr. PLUMB. Itwasabout $100,000. I move toamend the amend- 
ment by inserting, in line 6, after the word beets, the words: 
And the best varieties of the same. 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, under the head of ‘‘Agricultural 
Stations, on page 17, line 3, before the words of Agriculture,“ to 
strike out Commissioner and insert 15 and in line 9, 
before the words of Agriculture,” to strike out Commissioner 75 
and insert Secretary; so as to read: 

of M „en- 
2 
the co! VCC ons of an act ap- 
proved July 2, 1862, and of the acts a thereto,” $600,000, $15,000 of 
which sum’ shall be payable upon the order of the of A lture to 
enable him to ca oar 5 provisions ipa section 3 of — act r rch 2, 1887, 
and to compare, ublish such of the results of the experiments made 
under 8 3 pY — y said experimental stations as he may deem neces- 
; and for these TTT to em- 
ploy such —— ol clerks, — andl other persons as he may deem necessary. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was concluded. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Are there farther amendments to 
the bill as in Committee of the Whole? 

Mr. GEORGE. I move to amend the bill by striking out on page 
11, commencing at line 20 and ending at the word“ purchase, 
line 7, on page 12, and inserting in lieu thereof what I send to the 


desk. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 
The CHIEF CLERK. On page 11, line 20, itis proposed to strike out 
all from the words an equal“ down to and including the word pur- 
chase, in line 7, on page 12, in the following words: 


therewith: Provided, That all — s plants, — cians herein allotted to Sen- 

ators, Representatives, and Delegates to eee: Tor d distribution remaining 

uncalled for at the end of the fiscal — . — — ee by the Secretary of 
culture: And provided also, That the hall report, as provided in 
— the place, quantity, and price of 2 —— ana late of pur- 


And in lieu thereof to insert: 


The Secretary of Agriculture shall apportion among the States, on the basis 
of their 3 in Con N trees, shrubs, vines, cuttings, and 
shall furnish for ribution the part allotted to each State to the 


experiment stations established in said State under the provisions of the act of 
March 2, 1887, entitled “An act to 8 agricultural experiment stations in 
connection with the eg ae bee ished in the several States under the provis- 
ions of an act approved July 2, 1862, and of the acts supplementary thereto ;” 
and in case any State or Territory shall have failed to establish cultural ex- 

ment stations in — with the provisions of said act of March 2, 1887, 

seeds, „ and plants allotted to said State sh: atue 
nished by the Secretary of re 


ulture to the commissioner or secretary of 
riculture of said State or Territory for distribution. The of * 
ure shall report. as provided in this act, the place where pu 3 ana the 


Hien á and price of seeds purchased and the date of pure! in mak- 
distribution, as hereinbefore directed; he shall have due Se for the 
adaptation of the seeds, trees, shrubs, vines, cuttings, and plants to the climate 
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and soll of the different States. All seeds, trees, shrubs, vines, cuttings, and 
plants furnished by the Secretary of Agriculture to the agricultural Sirough the 
stations or to the commissioners or ener shall be transmitted throu 


United States mails free of charge for postage; in in accordance with the ex 
law Siguen the transmission of such matter through the mails from tl the De 
Agriculture. 


partment of 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment pro by the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE]. 

Mr. GEORG Mr. President, I desire to call the attention of the 
Senate, if I can get it, to this amendment. The amendment that I 
offered was agreed to by the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry 
and submitted by the Senator from Michigan [Mr. PALMER], the 
chairman of the committee, in obedience to the wishes of the commit- 
tee, and referred to the Committee on Appropriations. I do not know 
whether it would be proper to state what favor the amendment re- 
ceived from the Agricultural Committee of the other House. If I were 
allowed to make a statement upon that subject, it would not be adverse 
to the amendment. 

As the law now stands, two-thirds of all the seeds, plants, flowers, 
etc., which are purchased are distributed to members of Congress in 
both Houses for Fistribution amoug their constituents. The objec object of 
this amendment is to substitute for the Senators and Representatives 
in the distribution of these seeds the lawful, proper agency of the sey- 
eral States as recognized in the experiment stations. 

I do not mean to press any argument of this sort, that it is trouble- 
some for members of Congress to make the distribution of seeds, be- 
cause I think every member of Congress should be willing to incur any 
trouble that might be imposed upon him by law for the benefit of his 
constituents. The Committee on Agriculture place their recommen- 
dation of this amendment upon the ground alone that the experiment 
stations are the most suitable and proper agencies for this distribution. 

I think it will occur to every Senator at once upon the slightest re- 
flection that if we design, as I hope we do, to make these experiment 
stations of real value to the States in which they are established, the 
first step we ought to take in order to accomplish that good end is to 
bring those stations in communication with the farmers of the States 
in which they are located. If the distribution is made by the experi- 
ment stations, it will necessarily bring in communication with each of 
them the most intelligent, the most progressive farmers within their 


ses cg States. 

hen the seeds are left to the distribution of Senators, especially 
Senators representing large and populous States, it will necessarily 
happen that the distribution will in many instances be made to per- 
sons who are not exactly, I will say, the most proper persons to receive 
them. In other words, there is not that kind of knowledge and there 
can not be that kind of knowledge on the part of a Senator representing 
a populous and large State as to the peculiar qualification of all his 
constituents so as to enable him to decide with propriety and correctness 
at all times which one out of a hundred of his constituents is entitled 
to this distribution, for not more that one in a hundred will ever get 
the seeds. 

These experiment stations I look upon as being the result of one of 
the most beneficent acts ever passed by Congress. I believe they are 
destined to do an immense amount of good to the agriculture of this 
country. The distribution of seeds is in the nature of an experiment. 
It is not and never was the design of the distribution of seeds that a 
member of Congress should be an almoner as to the seeds, and that 
they should be distributed merely to save the persons who receive them 
from the expense of purchasing seeds from seed stores. That was no 
part of the design of the distribution of seeds, the design that 
there shall be purchased by the Agricultural Department not 
generally known, not generally understood, so that the persons who 
receive them shall, as agents of the Government, make experiments in 
planting them, the law being that each man receiving seeds shall make 
a report to the Department as to how they turn out. I have made 
some inquiry on the subject, and I find that very few make such a re- 
port, and that comes, I think, from its not being generally understood 
among those who receive the seeds that this duty has been imposed 
upon them. 

We have an experiment station in each State for the purpose of test- 
ing seeds. This distribution is for the purpose of testing the value of 
the seeds, and it seems to mea little incongruous that whilst we have an 
experiment station in each State whose duty it is to look into this 
matter to try experiments with reference to seeds, at this very im- 
portant point we should discard these institutions and impose a duty 
upon others in connection with this distribution which the others are 
not so competent to perform. 

The Committee on Agriculture was unanimous in recommending this 
amendment, and I hope it will prevail. 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, with the general purpose of the Sen- 
ator from Mississippi Iam in entire accord. In the beginning I was 
favorable to the amendment which he has proposed, and I agree now 
that it is better than the provision which is found in the bill; but when 
it came to be discussed with reference to terms and form, it was found! 
that there was a difference of opinion as to whether the seeds should be 
purchased by the Secretary of Agriculture and distributed to the States 
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on their requisition, or whether, as is the opinion of the present Secre- 
tary of Agriculture, the amount should be apportioned to the several 
States in money, leaving them to purchase seeds according to their own 
idea of what the needs of their locality required. 

In addition to that there was a sentiment also which was not in ac- 
cord with either of these ideas, but in favor of retaining the present 
system. If any one has said any more harsh than any other 
person has ever said about the present system, that statement I in- 
dorse. I believe it is utterly and entirely vicious in every way. I be- 
lieve it does not result practically in any good whatever; but it has a 
certain support, and there are many people who believe that it is in 
substance meritorious. 

In view of this contrariety of opinion, and in view of the lateness of 
the session, which precludes as thorough a diseussion of a matter of 
this kind as it really ought to have; in further view of the fact that we 
have practically now entered upon the reorganization of this Depart- 
ment and have given it a dignity it heretofore did not have (and we 
have reason to suspect that that new dignity will call for a reorganiza- 
tion and for a wider scope), and in view of the fact that we shall get 
from the incoming Secretary of Agriculture, whoever he may be, some 
recommendation upon this point which probably may meet the case 
better than anything that has been suggested, the committee thought 
they would let this go for this year, trusting that by next year we shall 
have from the hands of the new Secretary a system which will take 
the place of the present one more adequately than anything which has 
been proposed; or if not that, he shall at least give his sanction to some 
of the propositions which have been pending here and in the other 
branch of Congress upon this matter. 

For that reason we did not deem it advisable at this time to report 
either this amendment or any modification of it which we might have 
been able to agree upon. I assure the Senator from Mississippi that it 
was not because a majority of us did not believe that something should 
be done, but because we were not able to put into shape that which 
we did agree upon in the limited time at our disposal, and for the other 
considerations which I have mentioned. 

But, as I said before, I believe that as an ultimate thing the propo- 
sition which the Senator has made is superior to that which is con- 
tained in the bill. The only question now is, whether it is better to 
take that which is naturally imperfect from almost any stand-point, 
or whether we had better wait until we shall have the advice of the 
new official as to that which will be better calculated to take the place 
of what we have now, as to what shall remain as a permanent provis- 
ion. 
Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, if I understood the reading of the 
amendment, while I prefer it to the provisions that are in the bill, it 
seemed to me that there was one defect oroversight in the amendment, 
and that is that there is no provision made for franking the seeds from 
the experiment stations. 

Mr. GEORGE. There is such a provision. 

Mr. REAGAN. If so I have overlooked it. 

Mr. GEORGE. That is expressly attended to. 

Mr. REAGAN, While I agree that the amendment would be some 
improvement on the existing law, I trust to see the day not far off 
when we shall have neither of them. I do not agree with the sugges- 
tion made by the Senator from Mississippi that members of Congress 
should take upon themselves any labor which the law imposes upon 
them. Ifyou put it for the public good, then I agree to it, but I do 
not understand that this class of legislation is for the public good. 

We are appropriating here under this particular provision $100,000 
for seeds. We get ordinary garden and field seeds such as the seed 
stores sell all over the country. Wemake the Governmentacompetitor 
to that extent with the seed stores without benefit to the people ex- 
cept toa few. If the Senator from Mississippi does not overrate the 
matter, one ina hundred gets a paper of seeds which he could buy for 
5 cents from a seed store in his neighborhood. 

But the $100,000 is the least part of the expense. A Department 
with its officers, its clerks, its stationery, its postage, and all its ex- 
penses, is provided, costing many times more than the cost of the seeds, 
and all this to distribute common garden and field seeds, because it is 
only occasionally that any rare seed or plant is distributed from the 
Agricultural Department. 

Besides, 10,000 pore of seeds will go to a Senator. He has to 
spend his time in franking them offor employ a clerk to do it. It has 
always seemed to me the extremist folly that a member of Congress 
should set himself down to frank seeds worth 2 or 3 cents a paper, 
while he is called upon to study the great questions that arise for leg- 
islation and administration of this country. It has seemed to mea 
mere waste of time. It has seemed to me almost criminal that a policy 
should be adopted which required members of Congress to engage in 
that sort of business when they are called upon to legislate for a great 
Republic of 60,000,000 people and more, with all its varied and multi- 
plying interests. Some provision surely ought to be made that this 
manual labor should be performed by somebody else. If the postage 
on these seeds had to be paid, the postage itself would probably cost 
more than the seeds are worth. 

So it seems to me, while I would legislate on every subject which is 


necessary to promote the welfare of the country and to carry out its con- 
stitutional obligations, still I would not engage in a petty distribution 
of common field and garden seeds. We disappoint a great many more 
people by this distribution than we accommodate. Wesend a paper of 
seeds to one man in a neighborhood and ten more ask for them to 
whom you can not send them, and they are disappointed. One gets a 
5-cent paper of seeds to discontent ten of his neighbors because they do 
not get a 5-cent paper of seeds. 

So I most heartily concur with the suggestion of the Senator from 
Kansas in charge of the bill that some legislation be matured in the near 
future that will change this whole system. If rare and unusual seeds 
and cuttings are to be distributed, let that be provided for, and it may 
possibly be done with advantage to the country; but this thing of dis- 
tributing beans, corn, and pumpkin seeds, mustard and radish seeds, 
cotton-seeds, and things of that kind which are in theseed stores, es 
the Government a competitor with the seed stores, it seems to me is 
wrong, and I trust that very soon we may avoid such absurdities. 

As the Senator from Kansas suggested that the committee had not 
had time to formulate such a provision as they desired, of course I can 
not now in the mere consideration of the bill on the spur of the moment 
undertake to formulate any provision that ought to be adopted, but I 
take the occasion to make this protest against the existing condition of 
things in the hope that something may be done in the future to prevent 
this sort of legislation. 

Mr. GEORGE. I desire to call the attention of the Senator from 
Texas to the fact that the amendment does not inaugurate the distri- 
bution of seeds. 

Mr. REAGAN. I understand that. 

Mr. GEORGE. It only provides a different mode of distributing 
the seeds from the one now existing. Thatis all there is init. As 
the law now is, seeds are distributed in a manner which the Senator- 
from Texas says is improper and that they ought not to be distributed 
in that way. The question for the Senator from Texas and for other 
Senators here isnot whether we shall keep up the distribution of seeds, 
because that goes on whether the amendment is adopted or not, but 
conceding that the seeds will be distributed, the question is what is 
the best mode of distributing them, whether by the agency so much 
condemned by the Senator from Texas, by Senators and Representa- 
tives in Congress, or by the natura] and proper agency of the person 
selected by each State to look after its agricultural interests, who are 
supposed to be in more intimate connection with and to have a greater 
knowledgeof the wants of particular counties and particular districts in 
their State than other ns. 

I desire to call the attention of the Senator from Texas especially to 
that point. It is a question simply as to the mode of distribution, dis - 
e mode which he condemns, and it is not a question of per- 
petuating or inaugurating the distribution of seeds. 

Mr. CALL. Mr, President, I do not think this is a very important 

uestion to exercise the wisdom of the Senate, but it seems to me that 
there is some advantage in the provision for purchasing seeds and dis- 
tributing them. I know that in my own State, among my own people, 
there have been introduced seeds producing superior kinds of vegetable 
and agricultural and horticult' productions, and that they are very 
much sought for. The rule I have adopted has given very general sat- 
isfaction, and that is to write to my friends to give public notice that 
all persons who will write for seeds of a particular description, to the 
extent of the amount at my di , Will be accommodated with them. 
Under that system the distribution has proved of very great service. 

Ido not know of anybody in the State of Florida who has a more 
intimate acquaintance with my own people than I have. I do not 
know of anybody to whom they could apply with more freedom and 
readiness than to myself. I am perfectly willing to undertake the 
labor, and I think every other Senator should be; and if he needs a 
oek to do whatever may be required for his constituents he should 

veit. 

I understand the present system to have originated not in the idea 
of furnishing 5-cent packages of such seed as- can be found in the 
stores, but to furnish a superior seed, to furnish a seed which could be 
the means of producing a superior plant. If the Agricultural Depart- 
ment does not do that it does not accomplish anything. It was sup- 
posed that there would be a greater means of general acquaintance and 
general knowledge in reference to the most superior and excellent kinds 
of seeds and plants which that Department would be enabled to obtain 
and to distribute throughout the country. To some extent, within my 
knowledge, the distribution has accomplished that purpose, and chiefly 
through the acquaintance of Senators and Representatives with their 
own people. 

Now you p to divest this Department which you have recently 
created of that which is one of its most important functions; thut is, 
the ascertainment throughout the country and throughout the world 
of that species of agricultural and horticultural production which will 
succeed best to produce a type of excellence not known in the different 
localities of this country, and introduce and acclimatize them there. 
You propose now to destroy that function of this Department which 
you have created. 

Mr. GEORGE. That is not the proposition of the amendment. 


2200 


| CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


FEBRUARY 22, 


Mr. CALL. The proposition of the amendment is to give the seeds 
to the experimental colleges. 

Mr. GEORGE. Not to purchase, but to distribute. The Depart- 
ment would purchase just as they are purchasing now. 

Mr. CALL. It is proposed to separate the two functions then. The 
one purchases and the other distributes. 

Mr. GEORGE. As the Agricultural Department now purchases and 
the members of Congress distribute. 

Mr. CALL. These experimental colleges are general colleges. They 
are charged with various duties. The duty of purchasing or gathering 
the choice specimens of seeds, as the Senator admits, can be better per- 
formed here at Washington City. The duty of distribution of course 
may be performed by the experiment stations, but with what superior 
advantage to the general Agricultural Departmenthere? You destroy 
one link of communication between the people and the Department. 

As to the objection that a Senator can not serve his constituents when 
they request him to do so, I make no account of that. I think the 
nearer the public servant is to the people the better; the more frequent 
the communication with him the better. Ithink that every person in 
a State or a Congressional district should have the right of appeal free 
of cost in the mails to his representative for whatever may be within 
his power to do for him here. 

So far as I am concerned, I should prefer that in this matter of dis- 
tributing seeds and whatever other benefits may be obtained from the 
Agricultural Department, either in seeds or otherwise, should be shared 
at least in part by the representatives of the people here; and for the 
reasons stated by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB], who reports 
this bill, that when this matter came before the Committee on Appro- 

riations they considered that it had better stand as reported in the 

pill until a more mature consideration should be given to any change, 

‘if change there was to be, Ido not see why the amendment should be 
ressed. 

I think it very doubtful whether the transference of the entire duty 
of distributing the seeds and separating it from the purchasing or 
gathering power is of any benefit whatever, but it would result in what 
the Senator from Texas claims to be the case now, in the purchasing 
of seeds of no special value whatever, the ordinary seeds of the coun- 
try, which is not the intention of this provision of the bill. The pur- 
pose of the provision is to acquire knowledge as to the best and the new 
kinds of seeds, the most highly developed specimens, and to distribute 
those in the localities where they are now unknown but may beintro- 
duced, and to hold the Department here to a just responsibility to the 
people for the manner in which it performs this duty. 

Mr. COKE. Mr. President, Idesiretosay with reference to this mat- 
ter thatIshould have been perfectly willing to vote to abolish any distri- 
bution of seedsat all. I believe that it is a custom which should never 
have beenintroduced. Butif seedsareto be purchased and are to be dis- 
tributed, I believe that the Representatives and Senators ought to be 
the distributers. I think that po institution in any of the States has 
the intimate acquaintance with the whole of any named State that its 
Representatives and Senators have, and the distribution through the 
medium of the Senators and Representatives is the most equitable and 
proper mode of making the distribution, if a distribution is to be made. 

I shall vote against the amendment for the reasons I have given. I 
would be very willing to vote for an amendment abolishing the pur- 
chase of any seeds for distribution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is the Senate ready for the question 
on agreeing to the amendment of the Senator from Mississippi ? 

Mr. CALL. I wish to say before the vote is taken that the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture (the Bureau of Agriculture as it was until it was 
recently made a Department) has introduced into the State of Florida 
many very valuable plants and many very superior kinds of seed which 
have been domesticated, being the seeds of different oriental and tropi- 
cal countries, which promise to be of commercial value to this country. 

Among these are different kinds of medicinal herbs that are grown 
in South America; the camphor tree, and the india-rubber tree, and 
various trees from the bark of which the ordinary cork of commerce is 
made, and the bamboo and others with which I am not familiar. I 
wish to say that the facility which the Department here has of gather- 
ing information from all parts of the globe of that species of products 
which can be acclimated and made valuable in different portions of 
this country has rendered very great service to the State which I have 
the honor in part to represent. This distribution from Washington 
City creates a bond between the person asking and receiving the ben- 
efit and the Department giving it that is useful to the Department and 
beneficial to the people and to the Government. I am in ſavor of pre- 
serving that relationship between the people and their servants. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, of whatever value this distribution of 
seeds, plants, and cuttings may be, the question involved in the pend- 
ing amendment is as to the agency that should make the distribution. 
I can conceive of few if any agencies that I think less competent to 
make a wise distribution than the Senators and Representatives in the 
Congress of the United States. If we want to distribute seeds, plants, 
and cuttings for the purpose of improving our agriculture, we had better 
employ purely agricultural agencies to make the distribution. They 


are better informed as to the agriculturists who are capable of making 
experiment and developing the value of new seeds, new plants, and new 
cuttings than the average Senator and Congressman. 

For that reason I shall vote for the amendment proposed by the Sen- 
ator from Mississippi. I do not know any agency that could be em- 
ployed which will be likely to contribute less to the real object, if there 
be an object in the distribution of these seeds, than to subject them to 
distribution by Senators and Representatives; but if, according to the 
amendment of the Senator from Mississippi, the distribution shall be 
made by agricultural agencies purely, we may hope for beneficial re- 
sults. For that reason I shall vote for the amendment. 

Mr. CALL. ‘The answer to the proposition of the Senator from Ten- 
nessee is this: A Senator or Member of Congress is not an agricultural 
agent nor a farmer. He may bea very good Senator without being 
either, but he may be a very good farmer and yet be a good Senator or 
Representative, as is the case with the Senator from Mississippi here, 
But he is the means of communication with the Federal Government 
and its different Departments to all the people of his State. That nat- 
urally occurs, and it is no harm to the Senator or to the people that they 
should have a representative charged with high official duties here in 
connection with the Government who is always open to their demand 
for any occasion of business or intercourse with the authorities of the 
National Government. 

The farmer, the gardener, the horticulturist in Florida, in Tennessee, 
or in Mississippi desires to be put in communication with the Agri- 
cultural Department here. He writes to his Senator or Representative, 
I am such a person and known to such persons who are friends of 
yours. I am engaged in the development of this particular produc- 
tion or industry. I wish you to represent me as such to the Depart- 
ment and obtain for me such and such plants and seeds.“ So it does 
not require him to be a farmer, but only a faithful friend and repre- 
sentative of those who are his friends and supporters, and to take the 
trouble of so representing them to the Department. 

It is a bond of union between the people and the Government and 
between the Senate and the people which ought to be retained, andin 
my opinion it will better serve the pu because the Senator and 
the Representative are responsible directly to the people, while the ex- 
perimental station may or may not be. The Senator is responsible to 
the whole State, and it is his interest and his duty to attend to the 
wants of the whole State and see that their wants are supplied. For 
myself I have taken pleasure always in doing it. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Mr. President, I think we had better let this 
matter remain where it is. If the amendment should prevail and these 
seeds be sent to agricultural stations, the man who has charge of one 
of those stations can not distribute those seeds himself; it will be done 
by the clerks and employés under him. I take it for granted that 
members of Congress or the Agricultural Department are as fully com- 
petent to make a proper distribution of seeds as the clerks of the party 
having charge of an agricultural station. If there is any reason for the 
distribution of seeds, it is for the benefit of the people. I think their 
interest is fully secured by the present arrangement without the adop- 
tion of the amendment. I shall therefore vote against it. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I desire to make one remark only in 
correction of a statement made by the Senator from Tennessee [ Mr. 
HARRIS], whose speech I indorse all over. He was literally right but 
substantially wrong. This is not my amendment. It is the amend- 
ment recommended by the Committee on Agriculture and offered here 
by me. 

Mr. HARRIS. That only strengthens my case. 

Mr. PADDOCK. The Senator from Mississippi states it a little 
strongly, I think, when he says that it is the exact amendment agreed 
upon by the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. Iamamember 
of that committee and was present when the matter was discussed. 
The amendment was not formulated; but it was understood that the 
chairman of the committee should formulate an amendment, and that 
it should be again presented to the members of the committee. I have 
never seen it from that time until the present day. 

Mr. GEORGE. Itis the amendment formulated by the chairman 
of the committee. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I say it was formulated by the chairman, and I 
supposed it was again to be submitted to the members of the commit- 
tee for consideration before it was reported to the Senate. I do not 
therefore feel myself bound to support the amendment as it is pre- 


sented. 

Mr. GEORGE. Is the amendment different from the one the com- 
mittee agreed to? 

Mr. PADDOCK. Perhaps not materially. Ishould changeit some- 
what if I had to draw it myself. But aside from the fact that it was 
not considered subsequently by the committee, as was the understand- 
ing, I have come to the conclusion, after hearing the remark made by 
the Senator from Kansas in charge of the bill and the statement of the 
Senator from Florida as to his views, that perhaos it is just as well to 
let the matter go over until the next session, when we shall have a bet- 
ter opportunity to consider the whole question and when we shall 
have a new and enlarged Department to take up the whole subject ang 
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determine upon the proper method. I shall therefore vote against the 
amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE]. 

e amendment was rejected. 

Mr. REAGAN. IJ move tostrike out of the bill from line 10, on page 
9, to line 6, on page 10. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The part proposed to bestricken out 
will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. Beginning on page 9, line 10, it is proposed to 
strike out the following paragraph: 


For the encou: ment and development of the culture of raising raw silk, 
ture Associ- 


$5,000, to be expended under the direction of the Woman's 

ation of the United States, located at Philadelphia, and to be paid directly to said 
association; and said association shall make a full and detailed report of the ex- 
penditures and results obtained under this appropriation to the Secretary of 
Agriculture, who shall transmit the same to Congress, and $2,500 for the same 
purposes and under the same restrictions and conditions to the Ladies’ Silk 
Culture Society of California, and for the continuation of the study and experi- 
ments by Joseph Neumann of the wild native silk-worm of California, $2,500, 
to be paid directly to said Joseph Neumann; and the said Joseph Neumann shali 
report the results of such work to Sees through the Secretary of Agriculture 
on or before the Ist day of January, . 


Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, I do not propose to discuss this sub- 
ject at any length. Here is an appropriation of small amounts, it is 
true—one of $5,000 and another of $2,500—to encourage the develop- 
ment and culture of raising raw silk. The production of rawsilk and 
the manufacture of silk are very interesting industries, Already there 
is a considerable production of raw silk in New Jersey, in Pennsylva- 
nia, in California, and perhaps elsewhere. So the production of raw 
silk is going on, and we see frequently evidences of the manufacture 
o tuat silk into very fine fabrics in New Jersey and perhaps else- 
where. 

I do not see the necessity, in an existing industry going regularly 
on and entering into the commerce of the country, of making these do- 
nations, and especially in the form in which they are here made. Of 
course I have less to say about the form than the substance. The first 
clause of the provision reads: 

For the encouragement and development of the culture of raising raw silk, 
$5,000, to be expended under the direction of the Woman’s Silk Culture Asso- 
ciation of the United States, located at Philadelphia, and to be paid directly to 
said association. 

A like appropriation of $2,500 is to be made to the Ladies’ Silk Cult- 
ure Society of California. It is not only, it seems to me, an unneces- 
sary sort of legislation, but I do not like any legislation that selects 
out particular persons to give them money. 

If there is an encouragement to be offered for making silk, it ought 
to be offered in such a manner as to induce others to go into it and to 
promote competition and develop thatindustry. This — giving 
a bonus to particular societies for the purpose of inducing the raising 
of raw silk does not seem to me to be right. I simply propose to strike 
this provision out, in order to evidence my own opposition to that 
feature of the bill. 

Mr. PLUMB. This.method of appropriating the public money is 
open fairly to criticism, but there has been a consensus of opinion on 

e part of the committees of both Houses and on the part of the De- 
partment of Agriculture that these two associations, that in Philadel- 
phia and that in California, have done a great deal of good in the way 
of the education of the public in a direction which it is expected will 
shortly assume practical shape. It is true the conditions which obtain 
in France and in Italy in the manufacture of what is known as raw 
silk, of which the American manufacturers import large quantities, do 
not exist here now, but still there is a large body of unemployed peo- 
ple, sedentary people, who are obliged to remain at home and unable 
to get around, in addition to boys and girls, who might be well em- 
ployed in the manufacture and production of raw silk. : 

The manufacture of silk in this country has resulted in the employ- 
ment of a very large number of people who otherwise would not have 
been employed at all. One of the largest manufacturing companies of 
silk in the United States, with headquarters at Paterson, N. J., has al- 
ready built factories at Allentown, at Pottsville, and I think at Read- 
ing, in Pennsylvania, being induced to locate at those points because 
there were there unemployed boys and girls, the result of the employ- 
ment of their fathers in the iron-works at those places. These children 
have thus been taken out of the streets and have been put to useful em- 
ployment in a light calling in which they can earn a living and under 
the influences of which they are kept from the haunts of vice. 

The natural extension now of this idea is in the direction of the pro- 
duction of raw silk. Some of these days we shall, I have no doubt, 
in the development of our tariff system, impose a duty upon the im- 
portation of raw silk. A proposition of the kind made by myself dur- 
ing the present session of Congress received a very large vote in this 
body, and I believe if it could have been properly presented it would 
have received a majority. 

A considerable amount of work is necessary to be done for informa- 
tion to familiarize our people with this line of production in order to 
get ready for that which I believe is not only the inevitable but the 


judicious thing to do; and as long as the Government is not itself in a 
condition to do it or does not care to undertake it, it need not hesitate,” 
I think, to employ such agencies as the Woman’s Silk Culture Asso- 
ciation at Philadelphia and a similar institution in the State of Cali- 
fornia. The amount is not large, and I do not think the precedent will 
be dangerous, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Texas [Mr. REAGAN]. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. GEORGE. On consultation with the Senator from Kansas who 
has charge of the bill, and is also a member of the Committee on Agri- 
culture and Forestry, I move, on page 12, in line 24, after the word 
t‘ statistics,” to insert: 

One superintendent of said division, $2,000, to be immediately available. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I move to insert, after line 6, on page 10: 

Also $10,000, to be paid direct to Professor Joseph Neumann, to feed and de- 
velop silk-worm culture of the Bombyx mori, or mulberry species, and for trav- 
eling within the United States and other necessary expenses in 1 
collecting, and disseminating sericulture; and the said Joseph Neumann i 
report the results of such work to Congress, through the Department of Agri- 
culture, on or before the end of the fiscal year 1890. 

Mr. PLUMB. I make the point of order on the amendment. 
has not been estimated for, and it is new legislation. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I hope the Senator from Kansas will withdraw 
the point of order. I suppose the amendment is subject to the point 
of order if it is insisted upon. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. COCKRELL in the chair). The 
Chair sustains the point of order. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

HOUSE BILL REFERRED. * 


The bill (H. R. 12389) authorizing the construction of a bridge across 
the Osage River at some accessible point in the county of Benton, in the 
State of Missouri, was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the House had signed the follow- 
ing enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by the President 
tempore: 

A bill (H. R. 11338) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Coosa River at Gadsden, in the State of Alabama; 

A bill (S. 24) to extend the limits of the port of Portland as a port 
of 


It 


entry; 
A bill (S. 28) to create a port of delivery at Port Angeles, in the dis- 
trict of Puget Sound, Washington Territory; 

A bill (S. 3146) authorizing the construction of a bridge over the 
Missouri River at or near Kansas City, Kans., not over 10 miles above 
the Hannibal and St. Joseph Railway bridge at Kansas City, Mo.; 

A bill (S. 3284) to authorize the construction of a bridge across Bayou 
Bartholomew at or near Ward’s Ferry, Louisiana; 

A bill (S. 3645) granting to the Astoria and South Coast Railway 
Company the right to construct a bridge across Young’s Bay, a naviga- 
ble stream in the county of Clatsop and State of Oregon; 

A bill (S. 3666) to amend an act entitled An act granting to the 
city of Grand Forks, Dak., the right to build two free bridges across 
the Red River,“ approved May 21, 1888; and 

A bill (S. 3921) to authorize the Kentucky Union Railway Company 
to constract a bridge across the Kentucky River and its tributaries. 


PRIVILEGES OF THE FLOOR. 


Mr. HOAR. I ask unanimous consent that during the remainder 
of the session members-elect of the House of Representatives be ad- 
mitted to the floor of the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. TheSenator from Massachusetts asks 
unanimous consent that during the remainder of the session members- 
elect of the House of Representatives may be admitted to the privi- 
leges of the floor of the Senate. Is there objection ? 

Mr. MITCHELL. Does that include Delegates? 

Mr. HOAR. It does. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be so ordered if there be no 
objection. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the bill (S. 3560) for the 
relief of William S. Rosecrans. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the bill (S. 
3423) granting a pension to Irene Rucker Sheridan, widow of Gen 
P. H. Sheridan, with amendments in which it requested the concur- 
rence of the Senate, 
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IRENE RUCKER SHERIDAN. 
Mr. FARWELL. I ask the Chair to lay before the Senate the action 
of the House of Representatives on Senate bill 3423. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. COCKRELL in the chair) laid be- 
fore the Senate the amendments of the House of Representatives to the 
bill (S. 3423) granting a pension to Irene Rucker Sheridan, widow of 
General P. H. Sheridan. 

Mr. FARWELL. I move that the Senate non-concur in the amend- 
ments of the House of Representatives and ask for a conference on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Presiding Officer was authorized to ap- 

int the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. Davis, Mr. 

WYER, and Mr. FAULKNER were appointed. 

CONGRESSIONAL ELECTIONS. 

Mr. GORMAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 9623) to provide for printing Government securities in 
the highest style of art. 

Mr. DAWES. I ask the Senator to let me call up 

“Mr. HOAR. I must object. I call for the regular order. 
aae PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Maryland 
2 

Mr. GORMAN. If it is understood that I can have unanimous con- 
sent 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to object to anything except the regular order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Massachusetts calls 
= the regular order. The Chair will lay before the Senate the regular 
order. 

Mr. DAWES. I appeal to my colleague, as it is a late hour of the 
afternoon . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Massachusetts will 
suspend until the regular order is laid before the Senate. It will be 
stated. 

The SECRETARY. A resolution reported by Mr. EVARTS, directing 
the Committee on Privileges and Elections to revise the existing laws 
regulating the election of members of Congress. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Senator from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Hoar] yield to his colleague? 

Mr. HOAR. I must decline to yield to anybody. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Hoar] declines to yield. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, if the resolution is up and debate 
upon it is now in order, I propose to submit some remarks upon it. 

Mr. HOAR. What has become of the motion of the Senator from 
Maryland [Mr. GORMAN ] to proceed to the consideration of a bill? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Maryland made a 
motion to proceed to the consideration of a certain bill The Senator 
from Massachusetts addressing the Chair called for the regular order. 
The Chair has now laid before the Senate the regular order. 

Mr. HOAR. But I understand the regular order is the motion of 
the Senator from Maryland to proceed to other business before the Sen- 
ate, which was in order even if the regular order was demanded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theregular order was laid before the 
Senate. 

Mr. HARRIS, The regular order is the unfinished business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The regular order is the unfinished 
business and it has been laid before the Senate. If the Senator from 

d claims the floor, he will be recognized. 

Mr. GOKMAN. In view of the statement of my friend from Texas 
[Mr. REAGAN] that he desires to submit some remarks upon the reso- 
lution, I, as a matter of course, yield the floor to the Senator from 
Texas. 

Mr. HOAR. I deny the right of the Senator from Maryland to yield 
the floor to anybody. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Maryland can de- 
cline to speak, and if he does the Chair will recognize the Senator from 
Texas. Does the Senator from Maryland claim the floor ? 

Mr. GORMAN. I do not claim it under the circumstances. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to make known to the Chair 

Mr. REAGAN. I thought I had been ized. 

Mr. HOAR. Iaddressed the Chair before the Senator from Texas 
addressed the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair does not think so. 

Mr. HOAR. Very well. I will make no disturbance about it, be- 
canse I am sure of the desire of the Chair to do exact justice. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Massachusetts may 
have been on his feet. The Chair could not look in all directions at 
the same time. 

Mr. HOAR. I addressed the Chair in an audible voice two minutes 
before the Senator from Texas rose, for the purpose of moving to pro- 
ceed to take up the resolution; but if the Chair, as very naturally, and 
as happens a thousand times in the administration of his office, two 
gentlemen rising at nearly the same time, did not hear me, I yield in- 
stantly. Lam as sure of the purpose of the present occupant of the 
Chair to do exact justice in his office as I am of my own life. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. When the Senator from Massachu- 
setts called for the regular order the Chair supposed that he desired to 
proceed with the resolution, and the Chair laid it before the Senate. 
The Senator from Texas immediately rose, and the Chair did not see 
the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. HOAR. It was a misunderstanding. Isee how it arose. The 
misunderstanding arose from the fact that I supposed the regular order 
was the motion of the Senator from Maryland, the Chair having recog- 
nized him, and he having made the motion, and the Chair having an- 
nounced it. Then the Senator from Texas rose, asking the Senator 
from Maryland to yield tohim, and then I demanded the order, 
which was the undebatable motion of the Senator from Maryland. But 
I do not care about pursuing it. I will let it go. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understood that the other 
business was demanded, which is the regular order, and the only reg- 
ular order. 

Mr. FRYE. I desire to make an inquiry. 

Mr. REAGAN. If I am entitled to the floor, I should like to pro- 

Mr. FRYE. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Texas yield to 
the Senator from Maine? 

Mr. HOAR. If the Chair will rule who is entitled to the floor, I 
will acquiesce with great pleasure. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair holds that under the cir- 
cumstances he is compelled to recognize the Senator from Texas [Mr. 
REAGAN]. 

Mr. HOAR. That is all right. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Senator from Texas yield 
to the Senator from Maine? 

Mr. REAGAN. I will yield for a parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. FRYE. Task the attention of the Senator from Massachusetts. 
My memory may be wrong about the matter, but my recollection is 
that the regular order at 2 o’clock was laid before the Senate; that the 

ar order was the resolution re by the Senator from New 
York [Mr. Eyarts], and that then the Senator from Massachusetts 
asked that it be laid aside and that the resolution offered by him might 
be considered. 

Mr. HARRIS. That was in the morning hour. 

Mr. FRYE. Was it not after 2 o’clock? 

Mr. HARRIS. It was in the morning hour, before 2 o’clock. 

Mr. FRYE. It was in the morning hour? 

Mr. HARRIS. Yes. 

Mr. FRYE. Then Iwasmistaken. I it was after 2 o’clock 
when the request was made and that it had acceded to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Texas will proceed. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, the facts as to the alleged outrages 
in Washington County, Texas, as they appear from thestatements made 
by the Committee on Privileges and Elections on the one side, and in 
the very able presentation of the by my colleague on the other, 
have been so fully presented that I have no need to examine them further 
in detail. 

From these facts it isapparent that unfortunate troubles were brought 
about in Washi County, Texas, partly by race prejudices, but 
mainly by the conduct and bad counsels of white men seeking to 
control the votes of the negroes for the unjust and wicked purpose of 
securing offices to enable them to plunder and oppress the tax-payers 
and good people of that county. 

This I think no impartial person can doubt who will take the trouble 
to read thetestimony. And that the memorialists who brought this case 
before Congress were prime movers in this and are mainly re- 

ible primarily for the wrongs which followed is made clear by 

e testimony. And that they have sought to render the people of 
that county and State odious because the people of Washington County 
refused any longer to give them offices to enable them to carry oat their 
schemes of plunder is also placed by the evidence beyond doubt. 

Their appeal to Congress was no doubt made to enable them to rep- 
resent themselves as martyrs on aecount of their Republican principles, 
so as to secure the favor and support of the Republican party; and as 
compensation to that party they undertook to furnish it evidence of 
su “facts to enable it to make another sectional crusade against 
the Southern States for political partisan effect. That they have been 
successful in securing for their appeal a strictly partisan and sectional 
support is demonstrated by the report of the majority of the Commit- 
tee on Privileges and Elections, which presents to the Senate and the 
country a purely one-sided and partisan view of the subject, by adopt- 
ing as their own the views of the memorialists, who are shown to be 
unreliable and untruthful and inſamous by the testimony of many citi- 
zens, Democrats, Republicans, Germans, and negroes, numbers of whom 
are the peers in integrity and patriotism and truthfulness of the Sena- 
tors on this floor. 

I make these statements to show the origin and animusof this polit- 
ical erusade, but not to deny or justify wrongs done or crimes commit- 
ted by people in Washington County. The evidence shows that ballot- 
boxes were violated in two or three instances, but it also shows that 


1889. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


2203 


these acts did not change the resultof the election in any case. Italso 
shows that three men who were charged with murder were taken from 
the jail and hung bya mob. No one deplores more than I do the com- 
mission of these crimes, or can desire more than I do that the men who 
commit such crimes should be punished for their commission; and in 
expressing this sentiment I am sure I voice the sentiments of the good 
people of Washington County and of the State of Texas, 

That much had been done by these memorialists and those who acted 
with them to cause indignation and violence is fully shown by the evi- 
dence. Their maladministration of the county offices, fraudulent ex- 
penditure of public money, embezzlements, and their appeals to race 
prejudices of a recently enfranchised class, most of whom are very ig- 
norant, to such an extent as to en the peace in that county, is 
fully shown by the evidence. Under the leadership and advice of some 
of these white men a number of n went, armed with shotguns 
and pistols, to the election at Flewellen’s Store, and there cruelly mur- 
dered D. M. Bolton, an inoffensive, unarmed young white man of most 
excellent character, who visited the polling-place, as ene to 
learn the state of the vote, his father being one of the idates. To 
this was added alarming rumors that the negroes were banding together 
for hostile purposes. 

It was under such circumstances as these that three of the negroes 

with the murder of Bolton were hung by the mob. This fact, 
following the robbing of two ballot-boxes and disturbance at a third, 
was well calculated to te the negroes, so that we can under- 
stand how, under all these circumstances, real danger to the peace of 
that people did exist. 

I do not complain of the fact that such oceurrences excite unfriendly 
criticism and comment. They were repugnant to our sense of justice 
and a violation of law in matters of great moment to all. But I do 
protest that it is cruelly and wantonly unjust to upon the good 
people of Washington County and of the State of Texas ibility 
for these crimes, which they abhorred and would punish if they could 
find the perpetrators. And I most solemnly protest against the wick- 
edness of a partisan and sectional appeal being made on account of the 
condition of things which then existed there, to excite sectional preju- 
dices for party purposes. 

If we are to judge of the people of whole communities and States by 
the law-breakers in them, what are we to say of the proud and pros- 
perous new State of Kansas, where recently there was an appeal to 
—— * bloodshed and murders by a mob over an effort to locate a 

ool? 

And what are we to say of the great State of New York and of the 
beautiful city of Brooklyn, where a few weeks ago a poor young man, 
Mr. Henry W. Adams, a descendant, as we are informed by the news- 
papers, of John Quincy Adams, was thrown from the window of the 
garret in which he was lodging and instantly killed by a mob for seek- 
ing employment as a street-car driver, when the mob was refusing to 
allow the cars to be moved. 

And what shall we say of the great States of Indiana, Illinois, and 
Ohio, where disguised and secret bandsof White Caps lynch, whip on 

their bare backs men and women and drive them from their homes? 

And what shall we say of the good State of Minnesota and of the 
enterprising city of St. Paul, where a few weeks ago Professor D. Hen- 
zel received a printed notice, headed with askull and cross-bones, warn- 
ing him to change his ways, and charging that he had made himself 
obnoxious on several occasions and was an habitual drunkard, and 
soon after received a second warning from some secret source or asso- 
ciation unknown to him, which nel as follows: 


This is the second and last warning. Beware of the Mystic League. 


The professor laughed at these warnings. But about 11 o'clock at 
night he left his hotei and was passing up the street, when he was 
suddenly attacked by three men and beaten with heavy sticks; three 
teeth were knocked down his throat, his nose broken, his head severely 
bruised in several places, and he otherwise injured. 

I do not mention these things as matters of ial reproach to the 
people and States in which they occurred; such things may occur any- 
where, and would not be countenanced in those States or in any other 
State in the Union by the better and law-abiding class of the people. 
Nor do I mention them for the purpose of preaching a political crusade 
against those States or of making them a pretext for Federal legisla- 
tion. 

I only mention them to show that lawlessness, mobs, and violence 
may occur anywhere, without damning the character of the communi- 
ties or States in which they occur. 

The fathers and founders of our political system understood human 
society and human nature, no doubt, as well as we do. And they un- 
derstood, too, the necessity of providing for the repression and punish- 
ment of crime as well as we do. 

They believed, too, in the capacity of our people for self-government— 
local self-government. And they made this one of the distinguishing 
characteristics of our democratic system of government as contradistin- 
guished from the political theory of the governments of the Old World, 
under which it was assumed that the governments must be strong 


enough so that by their repressive force they can maintain order, 
protect society, and enforce law without reference to the wishes or will 
of their people. 

If ever the American people shall abandon the idea that the people 
of the States are capable of governing themselves, and if they shall 
adopt the idea that the people of the States must be governed by a 
power outside of and superior to themselves, then our free constitu- 
tional republic will be at an end and a government of force, a despotism, 
will be substituted for a government of consent, such as our illustrious 
fathers framed for us. 

Under our political system the Federal Government may punish of- 
fenses and crimes against its own laws, but none other. The States 
are charged with the general preservation of the peace of society and 
with the punishment of murder, robbery, burglary, arson, and all of- 
fenses and crimes against the laws of the State, but they can not pun- 
ish crimes and offenses against the Federal laws without Federal per- 


mission. 

In the light of these provisions let us look at the case before us. 
There was an election in Washington County for State, district, and 
county officers, and for a member of Congress. Before and during and 
after this election there were contention, strife, violence, and breaches 
of the laws of the State about the election of the county officers alone, 
no disturbance or strife about the election of the State and district offi- 
cers, and no pretense of any violation of law which affected the election 
of a member of 

What follows? The defeated candidates for county offices and their 
friends memorialized Congress, alleging that they were law-abiding 
citizens of Washington County, Texas; that they are now refi 
from their homes in consequence of political persecutions; that they 
have in vain appealed for protection of their lives and property and for 
security of their families to the local and State authorities of said county 
and State, and that they have now no other recourse than an appeal to 
Congress. 

In reference to what is said about an appeal to the county and State 
authorities for protection, my colleague has so fully answered that point 
that I do not deem it necessary to repeat the argument; but the fact 
was that these complainants were the informers and witnesses who 
brought the parties that they accused to trial, and the persons accused, 
after a trial before a Republican judge and after a most vigorous prose- 
cution, were acquitted. 

So that fally answers this statement of the memorialists. 

There is no pretense that the Constitution of the United States or 
any treaty or any act of Congress has been violated, or that anything 
has been done over which Congress has any jurisdiction. 

Thereupon this Senate adopted a resolution directing the Committee 
on Privileges and Elections to inquire into all the circumstances of 
and connected with the said alleged events. In the preamble to that 
resolution it is incidentally stated that a member of Congress was voted 
for at said election. But neither the memorial of the persons complain- 
ing, or the evidence, or the report of the committee, or the speeches of 
Senators show that the disturbances complained of had any relation 
to or effect upon the election of the member of Congress. 

What then? 

After going through a labored investigation that committee reports 
to the Senate the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Privileges and Elections be directed care- 
fall :... aN e of members of Congress 

a view of providing for a more complete protection of the exercise of the 


elective franchise, and for the punishment of offenses against it, and to report 
to the next legislative session of the Senate by bill or otherwise. 3 


They do not logically respond to the complaints of the petitioners or to 
the testimony of the witnesses or to the resolution of the Senate—I 
mean the resolution under which the Senate acted—but recommended 
a revision of the laws regulating the election of members of Congress. 

I earnestly invite the attention of the Senate to the memorial, the 
answer to it by the citizens of Washington County, the testimony, and 
the report of the committee. And I aver that in any tribunal other 
than a political one, in any tribunal where justice is administered ac- 
cording to law, and where the purpose would be to attain the ends of 
justice, and not the promotion of political and partisan ends, the alle- 
gations of the memorialists would be utterly discredited. 

I believe, and feel warranted in saying, that even in political trials 
in past ages more falsehood and perjury was never employed to blacken 
the character of a people or to promote the purposes of a political party. 

Senators onght to understand that the people of the States where 
African slavery recently existed are peculiarly and painfully situated, 
and that they deserve the sympathy and friendly support of the people 
of the States not so situated rather than to be made the subjects of 
persecution for the stimulation of sectional prejudice as a means of 
promoting partisan ends. 

Senators ought to understand that the white people of the Southern 
States are of the same race and kindred as themselves, with the same 
political and religious principles, and the same system of education, 
the same industries and aspirations and hopes as themselves, and with 
the same love of justice and respect for law. Remembering this, a 
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spirit of Christian charity as well as wise statesmanship would seem 

to require them to place themselves, in imagination at least, in the 

place of the people of the Southern States as the best means of enabling 

them fairly to realize what the race problem in those States means. 

And this would enable them to consider more fairly and justly how it 
_ is to be dealt with. 

It should not be forgotten that the people of those States and of this 
age and generation are not responsible for the existence of a large Afri- 
can population among them. That population was brought to this 
country two or three centuries ago by the Christian nations of Western 
Europe. And the importation of African slaves was kept up by our 
colonial ancestors, North and South, until the present Government was 
formed, and its continuance was authorized by the Federal Constitu- 
tion for twenty years after its adoption. It ought not to be forgotten 
that at the date of the Declaration of Independence the people of all 
the colonies held African slaves, and that at the date of the adoption of 
the Constitution twelve of the thirteen States were slaveholding 
States. 

I state these facts not to reproach any one, not to justify the exist- 
ence of slavery, but to show that if it was wrong, the whole American 
people were responsible for that wrong, and that no part of our people 
ought to wish the evils it has entailed on us made worse because of 
prejudice on this subject against the Southern people. Public opinion 
has greatly changed on this subject since our Government was formed. 

The general who was in chief command of our armies during the 
Revolution was a slaveholder. The president of the convention which 
framed the Constitution of the United States was a slaveholder. Pres- 
ident Washington was a slaveholder; so were Presidents Jefferson, 
Madison, Monroe, Jackson, Polk, and Taylor. J 

First the Constitution and laws of the United States and of most of 
the States encouraged and protected the institution of African slavery. 
Later it was tolerated, and finally it was abolished by war, destroying 
to the owners of slaves about $3,000,000,000 of property value, and 
overturning the social and industrial condition of fifteen States and of 
millions of people. ‘ 

Following this was the enfranchisement with the rights of citizen- 
ship of the six or seven million people, and the conferring on them 
the right to vote, when probably seven-eighths of them had no just con- 
ception of the nature of political government, or of the functions of 
public offices, thus imperiling good government and the peace ofsociety 
in several States, and in many local communities. 

This condition was much intensified by camp-followers of the Army 
and men of bad reputation from the Northern States, and some in- 
famous traitors to their kindred and race in the Southern States, will- 
ing to sell their souls for office and money, and seeking to use these 
newly enfranchised people to promote their personal fortunes by mak- 
ing them believe that the white people among whom they lived were 
their enemies, and thus creating race prejudices where none did exist, 
and where none would have probably existed of a serious character 
but for the teachings of these bad white men. 

This condition of things was still further intensified by the fact that 
a class of politicians in this country, instead of trying in the interest of 
both races and for the welfare of the whole country to harmonize the 
feelings and interests of the whites and blacks, have done all they 
could to produce alienation and ill-will among them as a means of pro- 
curing or promoting partisan political ends. 

In the mean time the white people of those-States have been strug- 
gling with this problem as best they could. The blacks are under the 
protection of the law everywhere. They have the right to vote every- 
where. Their lives and property are protected by the same laws which 
protect the lives and property of white people. The whites, who have 
owned most of the property, have taxed themselves and furnished 
schools to aid in the education of the blacks, in order to do what they 
Gould to qualify them for good citizenship and its duties. 

In all this, friction has sometimes occurred and wrongs have been 
done and crimes committed by those of both races. The wonder is, 
under these circumstances, not that conflicts and crime have occasion- 
ally oceurred, but that they have not oftener occurred with more seri- 
ous results. 

I do not mention these things for criticism or to discuss the rightful- 
ness or wrongfulnessof any of them, but for the purpose of showing that 
this condition of things is the result of causes for which the Southern 
people are not alone responsible and which they had no power to pre- 
yent—that this condition is the outcome of a policy introduced by the 
governments of Western Europe, fostered by all the American Colonies, 
and sanctioned by the Constitution and laws of the United States and 
of most of the States; and I mention them for the further purpose of 
appealing to Senators who represent States not involved in this con- 
dition to aid us by their wisdom and patriotism and sense of justice to 
solve this race problem in such a way as to save the rights of all the 
poops of all races and sections, and in so doing to aid us in giving se- 
curity, prosperity, and peace to the whole country. 

If the opposite policy of sectional agitation and fault-finding, and 
the encouragement of race and sectional prejudices is to be continued 
in the future as a means of political advantage, by consolidating parti- 
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san strength, or for any other reason, it will mean, and can only mean, 
oppression and wrong by the majority section of the country to the 
minority section. But it will mean also a great deal more than this. 

It will mean strife and ill-will where charity and fraternal good-will 
should exist. It will mean that partisan malignity shall take the place 
of patriotism. It will mean that sectional hatred shall take the place 
of patriotic devotion to the best interests of the whole Union. It will 
mean race divisions and strife and suffering at theSouth, and a greatly 
retarded prosperity at the North. It will mean, if carried to its log- 
ical end, a government of force substituted for our government of con- 
sent, and that the Southern States of the Union are to be made the 
Ireland of America, with all the multiplied evils to the whole country 
which must necessarily flow from such a policy. 

And worse still, if the policy of the men who would overthrow the 
rights of local self-government in the States is to prevail, they would 
certainly Africanize some of the Southern States, render it impossible 
for the white people to remain in them, and, leaving them to African 
rule, they would plunge them into barbarism, make any other govern- 
ment than a despotism impossible in them, make them valueless to the 
Union, distinctive of the general welfare and best interests of the whole 
country, and compel the adoption of military rule in them instead ot 
local, civil, and constitutional self-government such as they now enjoy. 

It seems to me needful that the Senate should proceed with great 
caution and deliberation with the consideration of measures which 
would necessarily lead to consequences so fatal to good government and 
popular liberty. 

It is undoubtedly true that the bad, the violent, the lawless men of 
the South get the inspiration for their conduct to a great extent from 
the wicked politicians and newspapers of the Northern States who 
fomentsectional strife for partisan purposes, not caring how much injury 
isinflicted so that by this means a temporary partisan successis achieved. 

If Northern politicians and newspapers would pursue a friendly course 
towards the people of the South bad men in the South would be de- 
prived to a large extent of a pretext for such wrongs as occasionally oc- 
cur there, and good men in the South would be aided in their efforts 
to prevent violations of the law. 

Not the Southern States alone, but this whole country has before it 
a serious problem to solve in this race question. It will require time 
and patience for its solution. But I believe the wisdom and patriotism 
of this country is equal to that task, and that in due time it will be 
solved; but not wisely if it is to be done by the intermeddling of poli- 
ticians for political purposes. The blacks through the ages of pupilage 
in their former condition as slaves were raised from a condition of 
savage barbarism and cannibalism to a knowledge of the arts of peace 
and industry, and the greater portion of them have learned the differ- 
ence between superstition and religion. 

Education is progressing favorably among them, and a spirit of in- 
quiry has been awakened among them which will no doubt lead to 
good results. Even now some of them are men of learning and intel- 
ligence; some of them are eflicient educators of their race; and there 
are divines of real ability and of much usefulness among them. A good 
many of them have acquired property and own their own homes. And 
as a rule, those who have acquired intelligence, property, and homes 
have become conservative, and aid by their examples and counsels in 
preventing strife and preserving order. I have myself sold nearly a 
dozen freedmen land for their homes, and they have been paid for. 

The people of the Southern States understand and recognize such 
facts as I have just stated. They willingly pay taxes to aidin the ed- 
ucation of the freedmen and help them to build school-houses and 
churches, because they believe these instrumentalities improve their 
chances for understanding the rights and duties of citizenship and will 
make them better and more useful citizens. 

I make these statements to show, among other things, how different, 
as a general rule, the relations of the white and black people of the 
Southern States are from what politicians and newspapers engaged in 
sectional agitation often represent them to be. It suits such men and 

to seize on every wrong that is done and on every violation of 
law and hold them before the public as representing the real condition 
of things. It does not suit them to allow their partisans to know the 
truth as it is. 

If the Senators who made the report we are considering could travel 
through Texas and see the actual relations as they exist there between 
the races and could hear from the white people there what they think 
and how they feel about this race problem, I feel sure they would re- 
gret having made such a report as they have submitted to the Senate. 

I shall vote against the resolution reported by the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections because— 

First. It is not warranted by the testimony in the case. 

Second. Congress has no rightful jurisdiction over the case as pre- 
sented. 

Third. Because such a proceeding as this contemplates a denial of the 
right of local self-government.’ 

Inasmuch as another resolution is presented to the Senate and will 
doubtless come up for action, the resolution presented by the Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] on behalf of the Committee an Privi- 
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leges and Elections, for a much more extended and general investiga- 
tion than the one proposed by the resolution which I am considering, 
and as I may not have occasion again to give expression to my views 
upon that subject, without attempting to elaborate the views which I 
entertain or to discuss them at length, I propose to submit certain 
reasons why I can not vote for that resolution. 

The resolution of the Senator from Massachusetts as now amended 
is as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Privileges and Elections be authorized to 
inquire whether in any State the free and lawful expression of the will of the 
people in the election of members of the Fifty-first Congress and ascertaining 
the result thereof, or in the election of members of State Legislatures who have 
elected or are to elect Senators of the United States who may claim seats during 
said Congress, and ascertaining the result thereof, orin the choice of electors of 
President and Vice-President of the United States in 1888 and declaring the re- 
sult thereof, has been prevented by violence, intimidation, bribery or other un- 
lawu) use of money, fraud, or other crime. 

Also, whether the jaws governing such elections in any States have been so 
framed or administered as to accomplish or permit the defeat of the will of the 
people in such elections, 

Also, to inquire into the facts of the recent election in the State of Louisiana, 
held on the 17th day of April, 1888, at which there was chosen a Legislature 
which has since elected two United States Scnators. 

And sid committee shall also inquire whether there were in connection with 
the aforesaid election illegalities, frauds, false canvasses, and false returns so 
extensive and so systematicin their character as to show that there existed on 
the part of the various State election officers a deliberate plan to apparently 
carry said elections without regard to the votes actually cast, and to choosea 
governor and other State officers and a State Legislature by such illegal, false, 
and fraudulent means, and if so, whether said Legislature was actually and 
duly elected by the people of Louisiana or was in fact substantially the creation 
solely of the returning and canvassing officers, and whether said State of Louis- 
iana has a republican form of government, Including a islature entitled to 
choose United States Senators and to provide methods for the appointment of 
electors for President and Vice-President of the United States. 


I can not vote for that resolution for these reasons: 

First. The Senate has no jurisdiction over the question of the elec- 
tion of the members of the House of Representatives. That body is 
the judge of the qualification and election of its own members, by the 
Congress to which they are elected, not by the Senate, 

Second. This Senate has no jurisdiction over the election of mem- 
bers of a State Legislature. The two houses of the several Legisla- 
tures are the judges of the qualification and election of the members 
of their respective bodies. 

Third. There being no contest about the election of candidates for 
President and Vice-President of the United States, this Senate has no 
jurisdiction over the question of the election of electors for President 
and Vice-President. These officers being elected without contest the 
powers of the electors are exhausted, and their offices are functus officio. 
There is nothing to investigate. 

Fourth. This Senate has no jurisdiction to inquire into the motives 
governing the enactment of the laws of the several States, or whether 
such laws reflect the will of the people. These are questions for the 
consideration of the people and the authorities of the several States. 
For the Senate to enter on such an investigation would be an act of 
impertinent intermeddling in matters over which they have noauthority 
or control, and can only have for its purpose a denial of the right and 
capacity of the people of such States for self-government, and the over- 
throw of our present political system, so as to consolidate all political 
power in the Federal Government and establish a despotism of federal 
majorities—and so destroy republican government in this country. 

Fifth. This Senate has no poweror right to inquire into the regularity 
of the election of Senators whose terms of office do not commence until 
the beginning of the Fifty-first Congress. The Senate of each Congress 
is the judge of the qualifications of its members. This Congress can 
not determine who are to be members of the next Congress, 

Sixth. This Senate has no right or constitutional authority to set on 
foot an investigation as to “‘illegalities, frauds, and false can vasses in 
elections in the States, except in a case made under the Constitution 
and laws of contest for the right of a Senator to his seat. The Senate 
is not charged by the Constitution with a general supervision over the 
conduct of States of the Union. 

Seventh. The Congress of the United States, on the application of a 
Territory for admission into the Union as a State, has the constitutional 
right to determine whether the Government provided for is republican 
as a condition of its admission; and being in the Union, if they should 
adopt a despotic or monarchical or other anti-republican form of gov- 
ernment, and that question should be brought before Congress in any 
legal way, Congress might determine whether such State had a repub- 
lican government. 

Where a State government is republican in form, with its executive, 
legislative, and judicial officers selected as in the other States, mere 
irregularities and violations of law in such States, unless they are ofa 
character which deprive the great body of the people of their rights and 
liberty, will not justify Congressional interference. 

To illustrate this view, if it could be proven that the great States 
of New York and Indiana were carried in the recent election for Presi- 
dent and Vice-President by bribery and corruption, this would be a 
great crinie and anti-republican, but it would not justify a proceeding 
by Congress to deprive the people of those States of the rights of local 
self-government. It would be the act of criminals and not the mani- 


festation of a purpose by their people in their organic capacity to over- 
throw or destroy republican governmentin those States. So there may 
have been instances of the violation of the law in Louisiana, but if so 
they have been the acts of criminals and not the actsof the peopie of 
that State in their organic capacity, manifesting a pupose to overthrow 
or destroy republican government. j 

I conclude by saying that questions of such gravity as are raised by 
these resolutions have rarely come before this country or any country 
in the World. They unquestionably raise the question of the capacity 
of the people for self-government, and they make it necessary, if we 
are to proceed, that we shall determine that the peopie of certain States 
in this Union are no longer capable of self-government and that they 
must be governed by a power outside of themselves and superior to 
themselves, whose coercive force will enable it, independently of them, 
to preserve the peace of society and enforce the laws. 

If we do that, Mr. President, instead of this proceeding being a pro- 
ceeding to maintain republican government, it will bea proceeding 
which beyond all doubt will overthrow republican government in this 
country and establish a despotism of majorities, the worst of all char- 
acters of despotism. 

I maintain that in a country of the territorial extent of this, with the 
great population this country has and with the vast and diversified in- 
terests which it has, that only two forms of government are practicable. 
The one form is a federal system, a confederation of governments, such 
as we have, by which we intrust to the General Government all the 
duties which pertain to the relations between the States and with for- 
eign powers and to the general protection and defense of the country. 
To the other is confided control over local and domestic institutions. 
This takes local questions out of the arena of Federal politics and 
leaves them to be settled by the people immediately concerned with 
them, and not by people who have no concern and no just relations 
with them. Theothersystem of government which might exist in this 
country would be a monarchy. 

A central republic could not be long maintained in this country. 
There would always be in ita majority and minority section. And 
the majority section, whichever it might be, would be sure to oppress 
the minority section, and by so doing would create discontent and 
sooner or later bring about strife and revolution. 

If we are to adopt the principle that self-government is no longer 
practicable, if we destroy it in a portion of the States, it may be assumed 
that we can govern our Ireland, oppress and rob and plunder our Ire- 
land and make the people vote as we please, or prohibit them from vot- 
ing, and that we shall not disturb the rest of the United States. If 
Senator’s delude themselves with such a belief they ought, it seems to 
me, to revise their studies and their thoughts upon this subject. Once 
we break down the federative system, once we deny the capacity of the 
people of a State in this Union forself-government, we will have destroyed 
the Union which our fathers made, and we will will have sacrificed the 
liberty which cost so much blood and suffering, and which is the result 
of such consummate wisdom in the formation of the government whose 
blessings we enjoy. 

The field which this subject opens is so large that it is hard to see 
where one may suspend his remarks. The anxiety which I feel ex- 
tends not merely to the States in which the black population live, but 
it extends to the whole American people and to all the States. 

I have been reared amongst the black people and havelived amongst 
them all my life, and associated with them all my life. Those who 
belonged to my family when they were slaves had as much affection 
for me as my children have, and I have provided for their welfare and 
security where their necessities called for such provision. 

Those who live around me got into scrapes such as freed people very 
often got into soon after their liberation by committing petty offenses 
not common among white people, and jvhich, I am glad to say, are be- 
coming less common among the blacks. When they got into trouble 
they came to me to defend and take care of them, and I always did it; 
and the only two instances of violence in relation to election laws 
which have occurred in the county in which I live were two cases in 
which black men threatened the lives of other black men for voting 
the Democratic ticket. I prevented bloodshed or harm being done to 
anybody by timely interposition. These are the only instances of in- 
timidation or attempted wrong that I have heard of in that county, and 
I have been there at every election since the close of the war. 

Though these things are of a personal and individual character they 
are not peculiar to me. The men who live in that portion of the coun- 
try, who have associated with these people, understand that not only 
the welfare of the blacks, but the welfare of the whites depends upon 
the preservation of proper relations between them. So far as the pro- 
tection of the law is concerned, where I am acquainted in the State 
of Texas their rights of person and of property are as secure as the 
rights of person and of property of any white man in the State. 

I repeat what I said a little while ago, that if Senators could travel 
through that State and could mingle with the people, could know their 
feelings and witness their action, and see their anxiety for the promo- 
tion of harmony and prosperity between the races, and see the earnest- 
ness with which they denounce fraud and violence and wrong, I am sure 
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they would never countenance such a report and such resolutions as 
have come from the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. HOAR. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of the resolution which was before the Senate this morning. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts 
moves that the Senate do now proceed to the consideration of a resolu- 
tion which will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. Resolution by Mr. Hoar authorizing the Com- 
mittee on Privileges and Elections to investigate alleged election out- 
Tages in certain States. s 

Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of executive business. 

Mr. HOAR. On that I call for the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Tennessee moves 
that the Senate do now proceed to the consideration of executive busi- 
ness. The Senator from Massachusetts asks that on this question the 
yeas and nays may be entered on the Journal. Are they desired by 
one-fifth of the Senators present? 
iced vo and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 

e TO, 

Mr. HISCOCK (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JONES]. 

Mr. BERRY (when the name of Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, was called). 
My colleague [Mr. JONES, of Arkansas] is confined to his home by 
sickness, and is paired with the Senator from New York [Mr. Hiscock], 
as has been stated. 

Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sen- 
ator from Illinois [Mr. FARWELL]. As he is absent, I withhold my 
vote. > 

Mr. SABIN (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sen- 
ator from West Virginia [Mr. KENNA]. 

Mr. VEST (when his name was called). Iam paired with the junior 
Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB], or I should vote yea.“ 

Mr. WALTHALL (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the junior Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER]. 

The roll-call was concluded. e 

Mr. FAULKNER. Ishould like to know if the junior Senator fro. 
Pennsylvania [Mr. QUAY] is recorded as voting? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. He is not recorded. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Being paired with him, I decline to vote. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I am paired with the Senator from Nebraska 
LMr. Manperson]. If he were here, I should vote “yea.” 

Mr. BROWN (after having voted in the affirmative). I withdraw 
my vote. Iam ore with the Senator from Oregon [Mr. DOLPH]. 

. The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Georgia withdraws 
is vote. 

Mr. BROWN. I also announce the pair of my colleague [Mr. CoL- 
QuitT] with the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. CHACE]. 

The result was announced—yeas 20, nays 21; as follows: 


YEAS—20. 
Bate, Eustis, Harris, Reagan, 
8 George, Hearst, Saulsbury, 
Call, ibson, Morgan, Turpie, 
Coke, Gorman, Pugh, Voork 
Daniel, Gray, Ransom, Wilson of Md, 
NAYS—21. 
Alliso: Edmunds, Mitchell Stockbrid 
Blair, 5 Evarts, Mo Teller, ty 
Chandler, Fry Paddock, Wilson of Iowa, 
FF 
„ Wyer, 
Math, Ingalls, Stewart, 
ABSENT—35. 
Aldrich, rell Jones of Nevada, Riddleberger, 
ve Colquitt, Kenna, in, 
Blackb Dolph, McPherson, Sherman, 
Blodgett, Z Manderson, Spooner, 
wen, Faulkner, Palmer, Stanford, 
Brown, ale, $ Vance, 
Butler, Hampton, Fand * 
Camero um thall, 
Chace, c 3 Quay, 
So the Senate refused to proceed to the consideration of executive bus- 
iness. 
The PRESIDENT 


tempore. The question recurs upon the motion 
of the Senator from usetts. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. In view of the fact that this is the 22d day of 
February, the birthday of Washington, I think in reverence to 
his memory we ought to adjourn, and I therefore move that the Senate 
adjourn. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Delaware. [Putting the question.] By the sound the 
“t ayes” have it. 

Mr. HOAR. I ask for a division. 

The question being put, the ayes were 23. 

Mr. HOAR. I call for the yeas and nays. 
aot and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 

ro 


Mr. BLACKBURN (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON], and withhold my vote 
in his absence. 

Mr. BROWN (when Mr. CoLaurrr's name was called). I announce 
the pair of my colleague [Mr. CoLquitr] with the Senator from Rhode 
Island [Mr. CHACE] and my own pair with the Senator from Oregon 
[Mr. DOLPH]. 

Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the junior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. QUAY]. i 

Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
iunior Senator from IIlinois [Mr. FARWELL]. He being absent, I 
withhold my vote. 

Mr. SABIN (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sen- 
ator from West Virginia [Mr. Kenna]. 

Mr. VEST (when his name was called). Iam paired with the junior 
Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB]. 

Mr. WALTHALL (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER]. 

The roll-call was concluded. : 

Mr. HEARST (after having voted in the affirmative). I am paired 
with my associate from California [Mr. STANFORD] on political ques- 
tions, = as this seems to be drifting that way very much, I withdraw 
my vo 

The result was announced—yeas 20, nays 21; as follows: 


YEAS—20, 

Daniel, Gray, D, 

Gan” George, Mi Tarp 
O! g 

Gibson, Ee ai Voorhees, 

Coke, Gorman, Ransom, Wilson of Md. 
NAYS—21L. 
Allison, Edmunds, Mitch Stockbridge, 
Blair, Evarts, Morrill, Teller, 
Chan: = e Wilson of Iowa. 
Cullom, Hawley, Platt, 
Davis, Hoar, Sawyer, 
Dawes, Ingalls, Stewart, 
ABSENT—35. 
Aldrich, Colquitt, Jones of Nevada, Riddleberger, 
Beck, Saen. Kenna, in. 
Blackburn, Farwe! McPherson, Sherman, 
Blod; Faulkner, Manderson, Spooner, 
Bowen, Hale, Palmer, Stanford, 
Brown, Hampton, Pasco, Vance, 
Butler, Hearst, Payne, est, 
Cameron, Hiscock, . Pi Walthall. 
Chace, Jonesof Arkansas, Quay, 
So the Senate refused to adjourn. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs upon the mo- 
tion of the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. HARRIS. Upon which I demand the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, Upon which the Senator from Ten- 
nessee asks that the yeas and nays may be entered on the Journal. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. BROWN (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Oregon [Mr. DoLPH]. My colleague [Mr. CoLavrrr] is 
paired with the Senator from e Island [Mr. CHACE]. I shall not 
announce these pairs again for the evening. 

Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the junior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. QUAY]. 

Mr. HISCOCK (when his name was called), Iam paired with the 
Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JoNES]. 

Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). I am paired with the junior 
Senator from Illinois [Mr. FARWELL], and therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. VEST (when his name was called). I am paired with the jun- 
ior Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB]. 

Mr. WALTHALL (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. TELLER. On this and the two preceding motions my colleague 
[Mr. BowEn] is paired with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Mo- 
PHERSON 


The result was announced—yeas 20, nays 15; as follows: 


YEAS—20. 
Allison, Dawes, Hoar, Platt, 
Blair, Edmunds, Ingalls, Ste „ 
Chandler, Evarts, Mitchell, Stockbridge, 
Cullom, Frye, Morrill, Teller, 
Davis, Hawley, Paddock, Wilson of Iowa, 

NAYS—15. 
Ba Coke, Harris, Reagan. 
Pere, Daniel, Morgan, Turpie, 
Call. Eustis, Pugh, Wilson of Md, 
Cockrell, George, Ransom, 

ABSENT—4L. 

Aldrich, Blodgett, Butler, Colquitt, 
Beck, Bowen, Cameron, Dolph, 
Blackburn, Brown, Chace. Farwell, 
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Faulkner, Jones of Arkansas, Plumb, 

Gibson, Jones of Nevada, Quay, Vance, 

Gorman, Kenna, Riddleberger, X 

Gray, McPherson, Sabin, Vaor. 

Hale, Manderson, Saulsbury, Walthall, 
Hampton, Palmer, Sawyer, 

Hearst, Pasco, Sherman, — 
Hiscock, Payne, Spooner, 


| The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The roll-call disclosing the absence 
ofa quorum, the Secretary will call the roll of the Senate. 

Mr. HARRIS, I move a call of the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will call the roll of 
the Senate. 

The Secretary called the roll; and the following Senators answered to 
their names: 


Hiscock, 
Hoar, 


Allison, 
Bate, Edmunds, Sawyer, 
Berry, Eustis, Ingalls, 88 
Blair, Evarts, Mitchell, Stockbridge, 
Brown, Faulkner, Morgan, Teller, ~ 

u, Frye, Morrill, est, 
Chandler, George, Paddock, Walthall, 
Cockrell, Gorman, asco, Wilson of Iowa, 
Coke, Gray, Platt, Wilson of Md. 
Cullom, Harris, Pugh, 
Daniel, Hawley, Ransom, 
Davis, earst, 0 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Forty-five Senators have answered 
to their names. 

Mr. HARRIS. In that condition of affairs, Mr. President, I am 
somewhat in doubt as to the next step. It is evident that there is not 
u voting quorum here, and quite evident from the roll- call that there 
is an actual quorum present. I had intended to follow up the motion 
by a motion to direct the Sergeant - at-Arms to request the attendance 
of absent Senators, 

Mr. DAWES. Instead of making that motion will not the Senator 
make a motion to take up and consider at the present time the Sioux 
bill that I have been trying to get up? 

Mr. HARRIS (at 5 o’clock and 25 minutes p.m.). In lieu of which 
I believe I will move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Tennessee moves 
that the Senate do now adjourn. 

Mr. HOAR. Task for the yeas and nays on that motion. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. HOAR. May I ask what was the number of Senators present 
as disclosed by the last roll-call? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Forty-five. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll on the motion to adjourn. 

Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the junior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. QUAY]. 

Mr. PASCO (when his name called). I am paired with the junior 
Senator from Illinois [Mr. FARWELL], and therefore withhold my 
vote. 

Mr. SAWYER (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Delaware [Mr. SAULSBURY]. 

Mr. TELLER (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
senior Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Gipson]. 

Mr. VEST (when his name was called). I am paired with the junior 
Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB], or I should vote yea.“ 

Mr. WALTHALL (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Wiscdnsin [Mr. SPOONER]. 

The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced—yeas 
17, nays 19; as follows: - 
YEAS—17. 


Eustis, Morgan Voorhees, 
Berry, George, Pugh, ` Wilson of Md. 
Cok Gray, Roatan, 
e, Tay, 
Daniel, Harris, Turpie, 
NAYS—19. 

Allison, Da Hoar, Platt, 

lair, Edmunds, . — Stew: 
9888 Evarts, = itchell, De ek 2218 

utom, Frye, orrill, ison wa. 
Davis, Hawley, Paddock, 

ABSENT—40. 
Aldrich, Colquitt, Jones of Nevada, Sabin. 
or Dol” enna, Saulsbury, 
Blackburn, Farwell, McPherson, Sawyer, 
Blodgett, Faulkner, Manderson, Sherman, 
Bowen, Gibson, Palmer, Spooner, 
Brown, Hale, x Stanford, 
Butler, Hampton, Payne, Teller, 
Cameron, Hea Plumb, ‘Vance, 
Chace, Quay, est, 
Cockrell, Jonesof Arkansas, Riddleberger, Walthall. 
So the Senate refused to adjourn. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It being ascertained by the call of 


the yeas and nays that a quorum is not present, the Secretary will call 
the roll of the Senate. 


The Secretary called the roll; and the followin: Senators answered to 
their names : s 


Allison, Davis, Hiscock, Sabin, 

Bate, Dawes, Hoar, Sawyer, 
Berry, Edmun — barare. Ste 
Blackburn, Eustis, Mitchell, Stockbridge, 
Blair, Evarts, Morgan, Teller, 
Brown, Faulkner, Morril. Turpie, 

Call, Frye, Paddoc Voorhees, 
Chandler, George, Pasco, Walthall, 
Cockrell, Gorman, Platt, Wilson of Iowa 
Coke, Harris, Pugh, Wilson of Md. 
Cullom, Hawley, m, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Forty-three Senators have responded; 
a quorum is present. 

Mr. EDMUNDS and Mr. HOAR. Let the roll be called on the mo- 
tion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the roll-call 
will be resumed upon the motion of the Senator from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Hoar]. 

Mr. GORMAN. I desire the Chair to state what the pending mo- 
tion is. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
tion to take up the resolution. 

Mr. GORMAN. It is very evident that we shall not have a quorum * 
present, and under the circumstances it is not possible to go on with 
the business of the Senate to-night. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us try it and see. 

Mr. GORMAN. Unless we can take up by unanimous consent the 
bill which the Senator from Massachusetts nearest me [Mr. DAWES] 
desires to have considered, I shall move 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to inquire of the Senator from Maryland 
if we can not have unanimous consent totake the vote on this question 
at a fixed time. 

Mr. GORMAN. I think not. 

Mr. MORGAN. You can not do that. 

Mr. HOAR. Let the roll-call proceed. 

Mr. HARRIS. Was there a quorum present by the last roll-call? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Forty-three Senators responded. 

Mr. HARRIS. Did the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. DAWES] 
understand me as objecting to the consideration of the bill to which he 
referred awhile ago? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us have the regular order. 

Mr. HARRIS, Let it be the regular order, then, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The roll-call will proceed. 

Mr. GORMAN (at 5 o'clock and 35 minutes p.m). I move that the 
Senate adjourn. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The last motion was a motion to adjourn. 

Mr. GORMAN. The last business was the call of the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Chair does not think that has 
been regarded hitherto under the practice of the Senate as the interven- 
tion of business. It is requisite before the same motion can be re- 
peated that some business shall have intervened. 

Mr. GORMAN. Then I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maryland moves 
that the Senate to the consideration of executive business, 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, it is maniſest 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. This motion is not debatable. 

Mr. HOAR. I understand that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the Senator 
proceeding? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to say, as it is manifest that there is a purpose 
on the other side of the Chamber to filibuster, by alternating these 
several undebatable motions, which have been several times voted 
down, I shall not undertake (although a quorum of the Senate is pres- 
ent to act now, but is absent when there is a vote) to press the Senate 
further to-night. I therefore move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

Mr. SAWYER. I wish the Senator would withdraw that motion to 
enable me 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts 
moves that the Senate do now adjourn. 

Mr. HARRIS. I ask the Senator from Massachusetts to withdraw 
the motion for one moment in order that I may make a single remark, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Massachu- 
setts withdraw the motion for that purpose? 

Mr. HOAR. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HARRIS. There is nothing that has occurred here this even- 
ing which justifies the remark of the Senator from Massachusetts that 
this side of the Chamber is filibustering or intending to filibuster. I 
simply wanted to make that statement. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts 
moves that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 37 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Saturday, February 23, 1889, 
at 12 o’clock m. 


The question recurs upon the mo- 
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The House met at 120’clockm. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. 
MILBURN, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read aud approved. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. MILLS. Mr. Speaker, I call up the resolution which is on the 
Speaker’s table touching the prerogatives of the House in relation to 
the revenue bill amended by the Senate. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. MILLS] calls up 
a matter of privilege, which is in order. 

Mr. RANDALL. I have some reports from the Committee on Rules 
to make, and I must raise the question of consideration against that 
resolution, 

TheSPEAKER. Thegentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] 
raises the question of consideration. The Clerk will report the reso- 
lution. 

THE LATE REPRESENTATIVE BURNES. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Pending the question raised by the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, I ask unanimous consent to offer for present con- 
sideration the resolution which I send to the desk. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the ladies’ gallery of the east side of the Hall, or so much there- 
of as may be necessary, be set apart for the use of immediate friends of the late 
Hon. James N. Burnes on the occasion of the eulogies to be pronounced to-mor- 
row at 2 o'clock p. m. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
this resolution? 

There was no objection. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. DOCKERY moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
tion was agreed to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. > 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PREROGATIVES OF THE HOUSE AS TO REVENUE BILLS, 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will now report the resolution against 
which the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] raises the 
question of consideration. 

The Clerk read as follows: 2 

Resolved, That the substitution by the Senate, under the form of an amend- 
ment for the bill of the House H. R. 9051, entitled “An act to reduce taxation and 
simplify the laws in relation to the collection of the revenue,” of another and 
different bill, containing a general revision of the laws imposing import duties 
and internal taxes, is in conflict with the true intent and purpose of section 7, 
Article I, of the Constitution, and that said bill and substitute be returned to 
the Senate with the respectful suggestion that said section vests in the House 
of Representatives the sole power to originate such a measure, 

Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, I believe there is a point of order pend- 
ing against that resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] reserved 
a point of order. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] 
now raises the question of consideration against the resolution. If the 
House determines to consider the resolution, the point of order will 
then come up for consideration. 

Mr. RANDALL. Iam charged with certain reports from the Com- 
mittee on Rules, which I desire to present. 

The SPEAKER. The question is, first, Will the House proceed to 
consider the resolution? If that be decided in the affirmative, the 
Chair will hear the gentleman from Maine upon his point of order. 

The question was taken; and there were—ayes 49, noes 83. 

Mr. MILLS. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was determined in the negative 
yeas 89, nays 144, not voting 89; as follows: 


YEAS—89. 
Abbott, Dockery, Mansur, Shaw, 
Alien, Miss. Elliott, Martin, Shively, 
Anderson, Iowa Enloe, Matson, Smith, 
Anderson, Miss. Forney, McAdoo, Springer, 
Anderson, III. Hare, McCreary, Stewart, Tex. 
n. Hatch. McKinney, Stockdale, 
Bankhead, Hayes, MeMillin, Stone, Ky. 
es, i McRae, Stone, Mo, 

Biggs, Hemphill, Mills, Taulbee, 
Blount, Herbert, Montgomery, Tracey, 
B-eckinridge, Ark. Holman, Moore, Townshend, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Hooker, Norwood, Turner, Ga. 
Buckalew, Howard, O’Neall, Ind. Walker, 

ynum, Hudd, Peel, Weaver, 
Carlton, Jones, Rayner, Wheeler, 
Caruth, Kilgore, Rice, Whiting, Mich. 
Claurdy, Latfoon, Richardson, Wilkinson, 
Cobb, Landes, Robertson, Wilson, Minn. 
Cothran, Lane, Rogers, Wilson, W. Va. 
Crisp. Latham, Russell, Mass. Yoder. 
Dargan, Lawler, Rusk, 
Davidson, Ala. Mucdonald, Sayers, 
Davidson, Fla, Maish, Scott, 
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NAYS—144. 

Allen, Mich, Dalzell, Johnston, N. C. Romeis, 
Arnold, Dariington, Kean, Rowell, 
Atkinson, Davenport, Kelley, Rowland, 
Baker, N. Y. avis, Kennedy, Ryan, 
Baker, Ill, De Lano, Ketcham, Sawyer, 
Bayne, Dibble, Laidlaw, Seull, 
Belden, Dingley, Latham, Seymour, 
Bingham, rsey, Lehibach, Sherman, 
Bland, Farquhar, Lodge, Simmons, 

liss, elton, Long, Sowden, 
Boothman, Finley, Lynch, Spinola, 
Bound, Fuller, Mason, Spooner, 
Boutelle, Funston, McCormick, Steele. 
Bowden, Gaines, McKenna, Stephenson, 
Bowen, Gear, McKinley, Stewart, Ga. 
Brewer, Gest, Merriman, Stewart, Vt. 
Brower, Greenman, ott, Struble, 
Browne,T.H.B.,Va.Grout, Morrill, Taylor, E. B., Ohio 
Brown, J. R., Va. Guenther, Nelson, Thomas, Ky. 
Bryce, all, Nichols, Thomas, III. 
Buchanan, Harmer, O'Donnell. Thomas, Wis. 
Burrows, Haugen, O Ferrall, Thompson, Ohio 
Butterworth, Hayden, O'Neill, Pa. Turner, Kans. 
Campbell, F., N. Y. Henderson, Iowa Osborne. Vance, 
Candler, Henderson, N.C, Outhwaite, Vandever, 
Cannon, Henderson, III. Owen, Warner, 
Cheadle, ermann, Patton, Washington, 
Chipman, Hiestand, Payson, Weber, 
Clark, itt, Penington, West, 
Clements, Holmes, Perkins, White, N.Y. 
Conger, Hopkins, III. Peters, Whiting, Mass. 
Cowles, Hopkins, Va. Phelps, Wick ¥ 
Crain, Hopkins, N. X. Plumb, Wise. 
Crouse, Hunter, Posey, Woodburn, 
Cummings, Jackson, Randall, Yardley, 
Cutcheon, Johnston, Ind. Reed, Yost. 

NOT VOTING—S9. 

Adams, Dunham, La Follette, Phelan, 
Allen, Mass. Dunn, Lagan, Pidcock, 
Anderson, Kans. Ermentrout, Laird, Post, 
Barry, Fisher, Lee, Pugsley, 
Blanchard, Fitch, Lind, Rockwell, 
Browne, Ind. Flood, Lyman, Russell, Conn, 

zrown, Ohio Foran, Maffett, Seney, 
Brumm, Ford, Mahoney, Snyder, 
Bunnell, French, McClammy, Stahlnecker, 
Burnett, Gallinger, c ymes, 
Butler, Gay, McCullogh, Tarsney, 
Campbell, Ohio Gibson, McShane, Taylor, J. D., Ohio 
Compbell,T.J.,N.¥.Glass, Milliken, Thompson, Cal. 
Caswell, Glover, Morgan, Tillman, 
Catchings, Goff, Morrow, Wade, 
Cockran, Granger, Morse, White, Ind. 
Cog-well, Grimes, eal, Whitthorne, 
Collins, Grosvenor, Newton, Wilber, 
Compton, Hires, Nutting, Wilkins, 
Cooper, Hogg, Oates, Wiliams. 
Cox, Houk, O'Neill, Mo. 
Culberson, Hutton, Parker, 
Dougherty, Kerr, Perry, 


So ihe House decided not to consider the resolution. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I was not in the Hall when my name 
was called, though I was here before the roll-call was completed. I 
am not entitled to vote under the rule, but I would have voted “no” 
had I been here, 


Mr. O’FERRALL. My colleague, Mr. LEE, is absent sick. If pres- 


ent, he would vote no.“ 

Mr. COWLES. My colleague, Mr. MCCLAMMY, is absent. If here 
he would vote no.“ S 

Mr. ALLEN, of Massachusetts, who had voted in the negative, and 
Mr. HUTTON, who had voted in the affirmative, being paired, with- 
drew their votes. 

Mr. BLAND, having voted in the affirmative, changed his vote, im- 
mediately before the announcement of the result, from ay“ to no.” 

The following members were announced as paired until further 
notice: 

Mr. ERMENTROUT with Mr. BUNNELL. 

Mr. Hodd with Mr. Symes. 

Mr. SNYDER with Mr. PARKER. 

Mr. Barry with Mr. GALLINGER. 

Mr. GRANGER with Mr. RUSSELL, of Connecticut, 

Mr. Brees with Mr. Morrow. 

Mr. BURNETT with Mr. GOFF. 

Mr. Forp with Mr. GUENTHER. 

Mr. NEAL with Mr. HOUK. 

Mr. McSHANE with Mr. LAIRD. 

Mr. PHELAN with Mr. BUTLER. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE with Mr. LYMAN. 

Mr. PERRY with Mr. NuTTING. 

Mr. CoLLINS with Mr. ALLEN, of Massachusetts. 

Mr. CATCHINGS with Mr. 

Mr. GROSVENOR with Mr, CAMPBELL, of Ohio. 

For this day: 

Mr. WILKINS with Mr. McComas. 

Mr. STAHLNECKER with Mr. MCCULLOGH. 

On this vote: 

Mr. GRIMES with Mr. DUNHAM. 

Mr. BLANCHARD with Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. 

Mr. Prpcock with Mr. BRUMM, 
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Mr. MorGAwn with Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. 

Mr. FRENCH with Mr. TIMOTHY J. CAMPBELL, 

Mr. THOMPSON, of California, with Mr. LEE, 

The vote was announced as above stated. 

Mr. BLAND. I move to reconsider the vote just taken. 

Mr. RANDALL. I move to lay that motion on the table. 

Mr. BLAND. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BLAND. Is it in order now to raise the question of considera- 
tion? 

The SPEAKER. Against what? 

Mr. RANDALL, That is what we have just been voting upon. 
[ Laughter. ] 

TheSPEAKER. The vote just taken was upon the question whether 
the House would proceed to the consideration of the resolution. 

Mr. BLAND. I demand the yeas and nays on the motion to lay on 
the table. 

The veas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the affirmative—yeas 
165, nays 83, not voting 74; as follows: 


YEAS—16. 
Crouse Johnston, N. C. Ryan, 
Allen, Mich. Cum ean, : rit ai 
53 Cutcheon, Kelley, Scull, 
Anderson, Jowa y,. Seney, 
Anderson, Kans, Darlington, et Seymour, 
Arnold, Davenport, La Folk Sherman, 
A n, Davis, Laidlaw, Simmons, 
Baker, N. Y. De Lano, tham, Bowden, 
Baker, Dibble, Lehlbach. Spinola, 
Bayne, Dingley, ge, Spooner, 
—— Doe Mann Steps 
+ i oney, engo! 
B Farquhar, McAdoo, — 
Boothman, Felton, M à Stewart, Vt. 
Bound, Finley, McCormi ble, 
Bo a Flood, McKenna, ulbee, 
Bowden, Fuller, McKinley, Taylor, E. B., O) 
Bowen, Funston, Merriman, lor, J. D., Ohio 
Brewer, Gaines, Moffitt, mas, Ky, 
Brower, ay, Morrill, ‘Thomas, m 
Browne, T. H. B., Va,Gear, Morrow, W. 
Browne, Ind. est, Nelson, Thompson, Ohio 
Brown, Ohio Greenman, Nichols, 
Brown, J. R., Va. Grout, O'Donnell, Turner, Kans. 
Bryce, Guenther, O’Ferrall, Vance, 
Buchanan, Hall, O'Neill, Pa. Vandever, 
Burrows, Harmer, rn W. 5 
Butler, Ha 5 Outhwaite, Washington, 
Butterworth, Hayden, Owen, Weber, 
Campbell, F., N. Y. Henderson, Iowa Patton, West, 
Candler, enderson, N. Payson, White, N. X. 
Cannon, Henderson, III. Penington, Whiting, Mass, 
Caswell, Hermann, Perkins, Wilber, 
Cheadle, Hiestand, ‘eters, Wilkinson, 
Chipman, Hitt,’ Plumb, Williams, 
Clark, Holmes, Biase 5 ise, 
Clements, Hopkins, III. Pugsley, Woodburn, 
Compton, Hopkins, Va, Ran A Yardley, 
Conger, Hopkins, N. V. 4 ost, 
Cooper, Hunter, Romeis, 
Cow. Jackson, Rowell, 
Crain, Johnston, Ind. Rowland, 
NAYS—83. 
Abbott, Davidson, Fla. Lanham, Sayers, 
Anderson, Miss, kery, Lawler, Scott, 
Anderson, III. Elliott, Macdo: Shaw, 
eS 55 
n y ‘orney, ur, nger, 
Barnes, Gibson, Martin, Stewart, Tex, 
iggs, Grimes, Matson, Stock 
Blanchard, Hare, McCreary, Stone, Ky. 
Bland, Hatch, McKinney, Stone, Mo. 
Blount, Hayes, McMillin, Tarsney, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Hemphill, McRae, Tracey, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Herbert, Mills, Townshend, 
Buckalew, Ho! x Montgomery, Turner, Ga, 
Bynum, Hooker, Moore, Walker, 
How: Norwood, Weaver, 
Si Ta 8 Whiting, Mich, 
ones, ice, ti 
Cothran, Kilgore, Richardson, Wiles Mie 
Crisp, Laffoon, Robertson, Wilson, W. Va. 
rgan, Landes, Rogers, er. 
Davidson, Ala, Lane, Russell, Mass, 
NOT VOTING—74. 
Allen, Mass, Fitch, Long, Phelan, 
Barry, Foran, 1 Phelps, 
Brumm, French, affett, Pidcock, 
Bunnell, Gallinger, Mason, Post, 
Burnett, Glass, Moosa Rockwell, 
Campbell, Ohio Glover, McCullogh, Russell, Conn, 
Campbell, T. J., N. V. Goff. McShane, Rusk, 
Carlton, Granger, Milliken, Shively, 
Catchixgs, Grosvenor, Morgan, Snyder, 
Cockran eard, Morse, Stahlnecker, 
well, Neal, Symes, 
Collins, Hogg, Newton, Thompson, Cal, 
Cox, Houk, Nutting, ade, 
Culberson, Hutton, Oates, White, Ind. 
Dougherty, Kerr, ON Inå, i rne, 
Dun 3 Tagan, O'Neill, Mo. Wickham, 
Enloe, Laird, Parker, Wilkins. 
Ermentrout, Lee, Peel, 
Fisher, Lind, Perry, 


So the motion to lay on the table was agreed to. 

Mr. LANHAM. I desire to state on behalf of my colleague, Mr. 
CULBERSON, that he is absent on a committee of conference. 

Mr. ENLOE. I am paired with the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. ATKINSON] on this vote. If he were present, I should vote no.“ 

Mr. RANDALL, I ask unanimous consent to dispense with the 
reading of the names. 

Mr. BLAND. 1 object. 

The Clerk then read the names of those voting. 

The following additional pairs were announced on this vote: 

Mr. ATKINSON with Mr. ENLOE. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of California, with Mr. LEE. 

Mr. MORGAN wiih Mr. DUNHAM. 

Mr. Prpcock with Mr. BRUMM. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT with Mr. HUTTON, on the Cowles tax bill. Mr. 
ERMENTROUT would vote for the bill; Mr. Hurron against it. 

The vote was then announced as above recorded. 


DAILY HOUR OF MEETING, ETC. 


Mr. RANDALL. I submit, from the Committee on Rules, the fol- 
lowing privileged report. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I desire to reserve the privi- 
lege of 970 ie question of consideration. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman has the right to do that after the 
report is read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That on and after to-day the House sessions shall begin at 10 a. m. 
and after the peeing of es Journal up to 11 a, m. the names of members shali 
be called in their al tical order for the consideration of matters by unani- 
mous consent; and it shall not be in order for the Speaker to entertain a request 
for unanimous consent at any other time except to concur or non-concurin Sen- 
ate amendments to House bills, or to consider Senate bills when presented to the 
House by the Speaker. 

Mr. RANDALL. I demand the previous question, unless some gen- 
tleman desires to discuss the resolution. 

Mr. SPINOLA. I hope the gentleman will amend the resolution so 
that the names shall be called as they appear on the roll, taking a name 
alternately from the beginning and the end of the roll. 

Mr. HATCH. How would that affect those in the middle of the 
roll? [Laughter.] They might object. 

Mr. BLAND. I raise the question of consideration. There are im- 
portant appropriation bills pending; there is a contested-election case 
that ought to be disposed of, and this resolution gives preference and 
precedence to private matters, 

Mr. RANDALL. We will take care of the appropriation bills. 

The SPEAKER. The question is, Will the House now proceed to 
consider the resolution reported from the Committee on Rules? 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Pending that I wish to ask, if the House en- 
ters upon the consideration of the resolution, will it be amendable? 

The SPEAKER. Not ifthe previous question is ordered. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Because I shall object to the adoption of the 
resolution unless we begin to call the roll of members for unanimous 
consent where we left off when that order of business was pursued last 
summer. It is not fair to those of us who are near the bottom of the 


list. 

The SPEAKER. The only question is now, Will the House proceed 
to consider the resolution? 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the affirmative. 

Mr. RANDALL. I now demand the previous question on the adop- 
tion of the report. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. Under the rules, thirty minutes are allowed for 
debate. [Cries of Vote!” Vote!“ 

Mr. RANDALL. Ido not desire any time, and unless some other 
gentleman wishes to oppose the resolution, I ask for a vote. 

Mr. BLAND. I desire simply to state, Mr. Speaker, that members 
on the other side of the House have strenuously pressed the considera- 
tion of the Smalls-Elliott contested-election case, and, I think, with a 
distinct understanding all oyer the House, that the case of Sullivan vs. 
Felton should be immediately taken up and considered after the South 
Carolina case was disposed of. Yet, in the face of that understanding, 
and although the gentleman from Georgia was pressing the considera- 
tion of that case, we were met by filibustering from the other side in order 
to prevent action upon it. I think, sir, in view of the fact that this 
case has been pending during the whole of this session of Congress, that 
now in the closing hours of Congress, when the appropriation bills are 
pressing, and when it is sought to force upon the House the considera- 
tion of revenue bills, when we have not the time to give them a fair 
and just consideration, it is only just to the House and just to the gen- 
tleman who has been contending for a seat, that that election case 
should be disposed of. It ought not to take over two or three hours, 
and we could dispose of it to-day without difficulty. Besides, as I 
have said, we have appropriation bills and other public measures of 
vastly more importance than the bills aimed at by that resolution which 
gives precedence to private bills that may be called up by the individual 
members on this floor. i 

In the interest of public legislation, in the interest of fair dealin 
towards gentlemen who claim seats upon this floor, I have raised the 
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ſuestion of consideration upon that resolution, and propose to continue 
E raise it until that election case is disposed of. 

Mr. RANDALL. If the gentleman will notice he will see that this 
gives one hour additional to what we now have for public business. It 
gives from 11 to 120’clock, and it gives another hour from 10 to 11 for 
unanimous consents. So that it does not in any degree interfere with 
the business as now conducted between the hours provided for under 
the rule under which we are acting. 

Mr. BLAND, If the gentleman will provide the time to consider 
this election case, that will be another thing. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I do not care about the reso- 
lution, but I want to point out that the effect of its will prob- 
ably be to prevent gentlemen who want to pass private bills from pass- 
ing them. They are 9 one hour to ask unanimous consent, 
and one single objection kills that bill for that hour, so that it puts it 
here in the power of any single gentleman on the floor to prevent the 
passage of a bill; and this resolution, while apparently holding outan 
opportunity to members to get their private bills through, really pre- 
vents the majority of them from doing it. Now, as to commencing at 
11 o'clock and running on, I think there is no objection to that. 

Mr. PERKINS. It is that much to nothing. 

Mr. RANDALL. It is an hour better than one minute. 

Mr. MILLS. We had this resolution some years ago, and passed a 
larger number of bills under it. 

The resolution was to. 

Mr. RANDALL moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
tion was agreed to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MRS. IRENE RUCKER SHERIDAN. 


Mr. REED. I make a privileged report from the Committee on 
Rules on the accompanying resolution. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That on Friday, Febru: 22, immediately after the of this 
resolution, the bill (S. 3423) granting a pension to Irene idan, 
widow of General P. H. Sheri 7 be in order, and the previous question 
e eee and on the passage of the bill shall be considered as or- 


Mr. REED. On that I demand the previous question. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Andon that I raise the ques- 
tion of consideration. 

The question was put on the consideration of the resolution; and the 
Speaker announced that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 108, noes 44, 

Mr. CHEADLE. No quorum. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair will appoint as tellers the gentleman from 
Maine [Mr. REED] and the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. CHEADLE]. 

Mr. SOWDEN. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the affirmative—yeas 
175, nays 67, not voting 80; as follows: 


YEAS—17%. 
Lane, Sawyer, 
Lawler, Scott, 
Lind, nef 
ymour, 
Long, N 
onald, Shively, 
ney, So ` 
Spinola, 
Mason, Spooner, 
n, Springer, 
McAdoo, Steele, 
e e 
enna, wart, 
——.— Struble, 
* ey, 
Merriman; Taylor, É. B., Ohio 
— — pe Ohio 
o! Thomas, Ky. 
Morrill, Thomas, III. 
Bieri, Fame Sia 
n ompson, 
O'Neill, Pa. 3 
O'Neill, Mo. Townshend, 
es, rne, Turner, Kans, 
Henderson, Iowa Outhwaite, Vance, 
Patton, Vandever, 
Payson, Wade, 
Penington, Warner, 
Perkins, Weaver, 
Peters, Weber, 
Phelps, est, 
lmes, Pil White, Ind. 
Posey, White, N. X. 
Hopkins, N. Y. Post. Whiting, Mass. 
A ickham, 
Ran Williams, 
Rayner, Wilson, W. Va. 
Reed, 
Rice, 
Robertson, Yardley, 
Romeis, Yoder, 
well, ost. 


NAYS—67. 
Abbott, Cow! Hopkins, Va. Peel, 
Allen, Miss. Sorin Hutton, Richardson, 
Anderson, Miss, Dargan, Johnston, N. O, 
Ba Baridren, H ge 
rnes, re, y 
Blan Enloe, Laffoon, Shaw.” 
Bland, Forney, Landes, Stewart, Tex, 
— Ky —.— Lanham, oe Ga. 
reckinridge, Ky. Grimes, Latham, ne, Ky. 
Buckalew, Hall, Martin, Stone, Mo, 
Candler, are, McCreary, Taulbee, 
Carlton, 5 McMillin, Tillman, 
Caruth, Rae, Turner, Ga. 
Cheadle, emphill, Montgomery, Walker, 
Clements, H ron, N. O. Moore, Wilkinson, 
Cobb, erl O'Ferrall, Wilson, Minn, 
Compton, Hooker, O’Neall, Ind. 
NOT VOTING—90. 
Atkinson, Dun) Lyman, Perry, 
5 Ermentrout, bi Phelan, 
Biggs, Fisher, e Pid 
Browng . Hl. .. v (ner ec iam ag 
whe, ‘a. Foran, oC] Y, „ 
Brumm, Gallinger, MoCo: 3 
Bunnell, Gay, McCullogh, Rusk, 
Burnett, Gibson, Simmons, 
Campbell, Ohio Glover, Milliken, Smith, 
Campbell, T. J., N. X. Gott, Morgan, Snyder, 
ings, Granger, Morse, Inecker, 
Cockran, Grosvenor, Neal, Stockdale, 
well, H 3 Nelson, Symes, 
Collins, Houk, Newton, Ti 8 
Cothran, ow Nichols, Washington, 
Cox, Hudd, Norwood, Wheeler, 
Culberson, err, Nutting, Whiting, Mich, 
—— rt . 0 wire 
ugherty, . wen, r. 
Dunham, Parker, Wilkins. 


So the House determined to consider the resolution. 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

Mr. STOCKDALE with Mr. NELSON, for the rest of the day. 

Mr. MoRGAN with Mr. DUNHAM, on this vote. 

Mr. WASHINGTON with Mr. ATKINSON, on this vote. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. REED. I demand the previous question on the passage of the 
resolution. 

Mr. KILGORE. I would like to hear the resolution read. 

The resolution was again 

Mr. KILGORE. I now move that the House adjourn. 

The question was taken, and the Speaker announced that the noes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. KILGORE. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 3, noes 104. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

Mr. KILGORE. I now move that the House take a recess until half 
past 7 o’clock this evening. 

The question was put, and the Speaker announced that the noes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. KILGORE, „pia. 1 

The House div ; and there were —ayes 2, noes 99. 
' Mr. CHEADLE, No quorum. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will appoint as tellers the gentleman 
n Indiana [Mr. CHEADLE] and the gentleman from Maine [Mr. 


1 

Mr. REED. L ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

Mr. ENLOE, from the Committee on Enrolled an reported that 
they had examined and found truly enrolled a bill of the following 
title; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (S. 1128) creating ports of entry at Tacoma and Seattle, in 
Washington Territory. 

MRS. IRENE RUCKER SHERIDAN. 

The question was taken upon the motion of Mr. KILGORE that the 
House take a recess; and it was decided in the negative—yeas 2, nays 
216, not voting 104; as follows: ’ 


YEAS—2. 
Grimes, Lane. 
NAYS—216. 
Adams, Bliss, Bynum, Cummings, 
Allen, Mass, Boothman, Campbell, F., N. Y. Cutcheon, 
Allen, Mich. Bound. Cannon, X 
Allen, Miss. Boutelle, Carlton, Darlington, 
Anderson, Iowa Bowden, Caruth, Davenport, 
Anderson, Miss. Bowen, Caswell, Davidson, Fla. 
Anderson, III. Breckinridge, Ark. Cheadle, Lano, 
Anderson, Kans. Breckinridge, Ky. Chipman, Dibble, 
Arnold, rewer, Clardy, Dingley, 
Bacon, Browne, T. H. B., Va. Clark, Hookers 
Baker, N. X. Browne, Clements, Dorsey, 
Baker, III. Brown, Ohio bb, Elliott, 
— aro wn, J. R., Va. 
es, ryce, 
Bayne, Bu 
2 en, aang gh 
ingbam, arrows, 
Blanchard, Butterworth, 
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French, Kennedy. O'Neill, Pa. Steele, 
Fuller, Laffoon, ONeill, Mo. Stephenson, 
lp La Follette, Osborne, Stewart, Tex. 

Gaines, Laidlaw, Outhwaite, Stewart, Ga. 
Gear, Lanham, Patton, Stewart, Vt. 
Gest, Latham, Payson, Stone, Ky. 
Sibon; Lawler, soe SES Mo. 

reenman, ey, 
Grout, ’ Lind, Perkins, 
Hall, Long, Peters, Taylor, E. B., 
Hare, Lyneh, Piumb, „J. D., Ohio 
Harmer, Posey, a 
Hatch, Mahoney, Post, Thomas, 
Haugen, M Pugsley, Thomas, Wis. 
Ha: J Randall. Thompson, Ohio 

5 M. Reed, Tillman, 

= hill, wo es Rice, ‘Tracey, a, 
enderson, N. doo, Richardson, 3 
Henderson, A Rockwell, Turner, Ga. 
Herbert, . Romeis, Vance, 
Hermann, McK: Rowell. Wade, 
Hiestand, McKinley, Rowland, Walker, 
Hires, McKinney, Ryan, Warner, 
Holman, icMillin, Sa D Weaver, 
Holmes, McRae, Sayers, Weber, 
Hooker, Merriman, Scott, West, 
Hopkins, M Mills, Scull, Wheeler, 
Hopkins, Va. fitt, Seney, White, Ind. 
Hopkins, N. Y. Montgomery, Shaw, Wi 
Hunts Movil Shively, Wilson, 
unter, * 

— Simmons, Wilson, W. Va. 
Johnston, Ind. Nichols, Sowden, "W 
Johnston, N.C, O'Donnell, Spinola. W. y 
Jones, OF Spooner, Yardley, 
Kelley, O'Neall, Ind. Springer, Yost, 

NOT VOTING—104 
Abbott, Dunham, inge Pidcock, 
Atkinson, Dunn, . 

x Ermentrout, Landes, ü oar 
Biggs, Fisher, Lee, Rogers, 
Biand, Fitch, Lodge, Russell, Conn, 
Blount, Foran, Lyman, Russell, 
Brower, Ford, Matfett, Rusk, 
Brumm, G x Mansur, Seymour, 
Bunnell, ay: McComas, _ 

Butler Glover, McGullogh, 8 
Campbell. Ohio Goff, McShane, Stockdale, 
— — Gur prs, „T. J., N. T. Gane — Struble. 
Catchings, Sona Morse, . —— Cal. 
Hayes. Neal, ‘Turner, Kans. 
— — Henderson, Iowa Nelson, Rares 
lins, Hitt, ewton. Cse 
Cox, Hogg, Norwood, White, N. X. 
Crain, Houk, Nutting, Whiting, Mich. 
Crisp, Howard, Oates, gZ, Mass. 
Culberson, Hutton, Owen, 

Izell, Kean, Parker, Wilkins, 
Davis. i Ketcham, Phelan, Wiliams, x 
Dougherty, Kilgore, Phelps, Yoder. 

A MEMBER. I psp melee A as reading of the names 
of members voting be 

Mr. KILGORE, Let the . go on, Mr. Speaker. 


‘The Clerk recapitulated the names. 
e following T additional pairs were announced for the rest of the 


Mr. Forp with Mr. GUENTHER. 

Mr. Brees with Mr. DUNHAM. 

The following additional pairs on this vote were announced: 

Mr. WASHINGTON with Mr. ATKINSON. 

Mr. CRAIN with Mr. STRUBLE. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House take a recess 
until half past 9 o’clock to-morrow. 

The question was taken on the motion of Mr. KILGORE; and the 
Speaker declared that the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. KILGORE. I ask for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 2, noes 93. 

Mr. KILGORE. No quorum has voted. 

The SPEAKER. The point of no quorum being made, the Chair 
will appoint to act as tellers the gentleman from Texas [Mr. KILGORE] 
and the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. STEELE]. 

The tellers took their places. 

Mr. BINGHAM (pending the count by tellers). Mr. Speaker, I 
would ask unanimous consent to submit a proposition whereby I think 
a conclusion can be reached as to this bill. 

a SPEAKER. Ifthere be no objection the gentleman can pro- 


Mx. BINGHAM. 

the pension which the bill carries, $3,500 a year, an amendment shall 
be adopted making it $2,500. I propose to make that difference be- 
tween this pension and the pensions allowed heretofore to the widows 
of major-generals for the reason that there are four minor children of 
General Sheridan, the oldest of whom is but twelve years of age, and 
those children have all to be educated. Furthermore, this is the only 
case in which the widow of the General of the Army will come before 
Congress for pension, the wife of General Sherman having recently de- 


ceased and the wife of General Grant being pensioned as the widow of 
a President. I therefore submit this proposition in order that we may 
reach a vote. 

The SPEAKER. Is it the request of the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania that the amendment shall be agreed to or that it shall be voted 
upon? 

Mr. BINGHAM. That it shall be agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BIN d- 
HAM] asks unanimous consent that the bill shall be taken up and a 
zote i taken upon its passage with the amendment agreed to as suggested 

y him. 

Mr. MILLS. And with the understanding that they will abide by 
that in a conference report. 

Mr. TAULBEE. If there is to be no increase of this pension by a 
conference committee I shall have no objection to the proposition of 
the gentleman, but if there is to be any such increase then I think it 
my duty to object. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair can not know what a conference com- 
mittee will do. 

Mr. KILGORE. I assume that the gentleman is acting in good faith 


in m this proposition. 
Mr. BINGHAM. I assure the gentleman from Texas that I am act- 
ing in good 


faith. 

Mr. KILGORE. And I assume that the colleagues of the gentleman 
from 5 who sit by and consent to the agreement are acting 
in good 

Mr. STRUBLE. I, for one, think that the amendment ought not 
to be made, but I shall not raise any objection to it. 

Mr. KILGORE. I suppose that a conference report, though privi- 
leged, would be subject to a question of consideration just the same as 
the bill is now, and to obstruction in other respects under the rules. 

The SPEAKER. The question of consideration can always be raised 
against a conference report. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I shall not formally object to the proposition. I 
wish merely to enter my protest against it. I regard it as a monstrous 
proposition. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request made by the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BINGHAM]? 

Mr. KILGORE. In view of the agreement to adopt that amend- 
ment, which I think is in the line of action by Congress in to the 
— — accorded to Mrs. Logan, to Mrs. Blair, and to Mrs. 

I will not further use obstructive tactics against the consid- 
eration of this bill as amended and with the understanding which has 
been stated that the friends of the bill are acting in good faith in ac- 
cepting the amendment. The Committee on Rules have given this 
measure the right of way, and it is impossible, to preventits 


passage. 

The SPEAKER. Then the motion to take a recess is withdrawn, 
the petina question is ordered, the resolution is adopted, and the 
Clerk will report the bill. 

Mr. KILGORE. Gentlemen who have speeches to make on this bill 
ought to be permitted to do so. 

The SPEAKER. There arethirty minutes for debate, fifteen min- 
utes on each side. 

The Chair desires to state that it was not discovered until after the 
resolution was reported thatan amendment to this hill had been agreed 
to in the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, an amend- 
ment not affe the amount of the pension, but another part of the bill. 
The Chair is at a loss to determine from the language of the resolution 
whether that amendment is to be considered pending in the House, or 
as having been agreed to. It will be read, that the attention of mem- 
bers may be called to it. 

Mr. BINGHAM. The amendment is a restriction, I believe. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 


Strike ont, in lines 7, 8, and 9, the words “during her natural life, from and 
after the 5th day of August, 1888. 


The SPEAKER. This amendment was agreed to in the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union; and if there be no objection, 
it will be considered as agreed to in the House. 

Mr. MATSON. I think there was an amendment to insert in lien 
of the words stricken out, the words subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws.“ 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is advised at the Clerk’s desk that the 
amendment merely strikes out the words which have been read. 

Mr. MATSON. I ask to amend so as to insert in lien of the words 

to be stricken out the words subject to the provisions and 


pro 
I would submit the proposition that, in lieu of | limitations of the pension laws.” 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana asks unanimous con- 
sent to insert the words he has stated. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. I object. 

Mr. MATSON. I will say to gentlemen that when they make this 
objection they cut out the children of General Sheridan from the allow- 
ance which the pension law would make them. 

Mr. REED. iat? is the remark of the gentleman ? 

Mr. MATSON. If the words ‘‘subject to the provisions and limita- 
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tions of the pension laws’? be inserted, the effect will be to give the 
widow the allowance provided by law for each child. 

Mr. HOLMES, What is the object of inserting the words proposed ? 

Mr. MATSON. Because it will give the widow that much more. 

Mr. HOLMES. It will merely make this matter a shuttle-cock as 
every different administration comes into power. 

A MEMBER. Without this amendment there will be no pension for 
the children. 

Mr. MATSON. Besides that, if the widow should remarry she ought 
not to have her pension continued, contrary to the general policy of the 
pension laws, 

The SPEAKER. The previous question has been ordered. If there 
be no objection, the amendment striking out $3,500 and inserting $2,500 
will be agreed to. The Chair hears no objection. There are now thirty 
minutes allowed for debate. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I do not wish to occupy time, but I want to ask 
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Matson] whether the effect of the 
bill as now framed and proposed to be passed, without the words“ sub- 
ject to the provisions and limitations of the ion laws,” would not 

in case of the remarriage of the widow, the continuance of the pen- 
soi after such marriage, contrary to the general policy of the pension 
ws? 

Mr. MATSON. I think it would; indeed I am quite sure it would. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I think that is all wrong. 

Mr. MATSON. It would be a violation of the whole pension system. 

Mr. McMILLIN, I do not see the justice of allowing to one class of 
widows a pension of only $96 a year and paying to others $2,500a 
year, the husbands of both classes of pensioners having lost their lives: 
in the same service. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I think the qualification proposed to be inserted, 
“subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, should 
go in for this reason—— 

Mr. MATSON. It has been inserted in all the other bills. 

Mr. BINGHAM. It has been in every other pension bill; and the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions of this House, taking this Senate bill, 
struck out the words “during her natural life,” clearly with the in- 
tent that in case of remarriage the pension should cease. The inser- 
tion of the words subject to the provisions and limitations of the 
pension laws“ would give to the children $2 a month under the gen- 
eral statute. 

Mr. SPINOLA. That is right. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. I withdraw my 4 4 M to the amend- 
ment suggested by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. MATSON]. 

The SPEAKER. In the absence of objection these words will be 
inserted. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. CHEADLE obtained the floor and yielded to Mr. KILGORE. 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Speaker, I desire simply to say that I am op- 

to pension bills of this character. While I have antagonized 
this and other pension bills, I have done so upon principle. The Gov- 
ernment has adopted the system of granting pensions in proper cases 
to men who served in the Federal Army, and all that can now be done 
is to prevent the abuse of that system and wrong to the deserving. But 
the cases ought to be meritorious; the bounty of the Governmentought 
not to be bestowed upon fashionable people to enable them to become 
the leaders in fashionable society; it ought not to go to the richnor the 
lofty, and it ought not to be used to create and build up an aristocracy 
in ademocratic government. The tendency of the times is to bestow 
favors on the favored, the fortunate—to give bounty as a matter of sen- 
timent and where the least needed. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Mr, Speaker, in the time allotted to this debate I 
can not discuss this question at length as I had proposed todo. I will 
therefore ask to extend my remarks in the RECORD and yield the res- 
idue of my time to the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. KERR]. 

The SPEAKER. In the absence of objection the gentleman from 
Indiana will have leave to extend his remarks in the RECORD. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I ask unanimous consent that all gentlemen have 
leave to publish remarks. 

Mr. LAWLER. I object. 

Mr. KILGORE. I ask leave to extend my remarks. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. LAWLER] 
object to the request made by the gentleman from Texas? 

Mr. LAWLER. I object to all of them. 

Mr. KERR. Mr. Speaker, I think the amount of pension provided 
for in the amendment should be reduced from two thousand five 
hundred to two thousand. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
CHEADLE] emphasized the importance of standing by the fundamental 
ideas of the American system in the legislation of Congress on the sub- 
ject of pensions. I agree with him in the main in what he has said on 
that subject. ‘‘I believe in the principles of the American system with 
all my soul and without an if or a but.“ No man can go before me in 
admiration of the military achievements of General Sheridan. He 
wieldeda flaming sword with unerring judgment, and in martial history 
and in the poetry of the future he will be the heroic character of the 
war. But the inspiring thought, the fortifying 780 F. ory of that char- 
acter was his faith in American principles. Without his abiding faith 
in these principles he would have been only a hireling in that grand 
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conflict, and the imperishable laurels of victory would never have en- 
circled his brow. We are proud of our republican institntions; and 
the central principle of republican institutions is the doctrine ‘*that 
all partial laws are iniquitous, and that all special privileges are 
wrong.“ We admire the prowess of General Sheridan, but it was the 
grand army of American citizen soldiers that made General Sheridan 
a possibility; they had faith in him because he had faith in them. The 
flag throughout all the years of our history before the war, in so far as 
the General Government was concerned, had represented equality be- 
fore the law. The legislation had been impartial. 

The Constitution, following the Declaration of e eke had rec- 
ognized the doctrines of the Declaration of Independence; no titles of 
nobility were allowed, and the whole spirit of our system tended tothe 
doctrine that so far as the General Government was concerned every 
child of the Republic should have an equalchance. Made by that con- 
dition, out of that condition came this great historic character. The 
son of a poor Irish emigrant, inspired by the principles of our sys- 
tem, educated by the Republic, mes, perhaps, the most interest- 
ing military character in our history. The character acquired that 
reputation in a war which resulted from an effort of the American peo- 
ple by legal means to make our system more truly republican in its 
theories and practices, and was won ina triumph over those who were 
desirous, we believed, to create a new system in which social eminence 
and caste would be in ascendency as controlling factors in govern- 
ment, , 

That success was only possible because in the estimation of the he- 
roic men who fought in the ranks as well as their trusted leaders the 

tuity of government by the people and for the people was involved. 

do not know that reference to American precedents in the earlier days 
of the nation will have great weight, but 1 do know that the history of 
the times in which these precedents were made was of importance in 
— that heroic character that made our cause and our country suc- 


On the 23d day of January, 1821, a bill was under consideration in 
Congress to allow a pension to the mother, wife, and children of Com- 
modore Perry, the hero who had by his leadership driven the British 
from the Lakes in the great naval engagement on Lake Erie, a heroic 
picture of which adorns the walls of the Capitol. He had been sent by 

is country on a dangerous mission to the Orinoco, and had died in that 
service faraway from home and friends. ‘The provisions of the bill al- 
lowed $350 to the mother of the hero, $400 to his widow, and $150 each 
to his four children until they became of age, The provision for his 
aged mother was struck out and the allowance for his widow and chil- 
dren was adopted on a vote of 76 to 62. 

Subsequently, in 1824, on the 9th of January, a bill was under con- 
sideration to allow the mother of the hero the sum of $300 a year. It 
had been recommended by the Legislature of South Carolina, and Mr. 
Hamilton, of that State, supported it in an able speech; but in doing 
so he laid down certain ee e to which I desire to call attention of 
the House. He said: 

In a republic like ours, where we give nothing to pride and luxury, these 
claims are to be considered in reference to the extent and character of the serv- 
ices, the ability of the Government to d them, the existence of absolute 
want of the party to be relieved, and the relief itself to be controlled by the 
practice of a wise and judicious frugality. 

Mr. Wickliffe, of Kentucky, in opposing the bill, said: ’ 

‘Shall we extend the bounty of the Government to the mothers of men who 
hold a distinguished rank in society, and when application is made on behalf of 
others who need it more tell them that we can extend our benevolence only to 
those who died in heading armies or squadrons in battle? 

This language applies with great force at this time. There are thou- 
sands of widows all over this country whose husbands have died of dis- 
ease contracted in the service, who are to-day alone struggling to earn an 
honest living by hard work, who are denied a few dollars a month to 
keep them from want. And while this is the case it is proposed to in- 
crease to a higher rate than before and vote this large sum to this widow. 
Do you suppose such an act will be likely to inspire the patriotism of 
the masses of people? 

Mr. Clay, the Great Commoner, in opposing the bill to 
Sarah Perry, after contending that in our history we ha 
sioned any but those who had fallen in battle, said: 

What is the basis on which in other countries aristocracies are erected and 
titles and honors showered on individuals, to be transmitted down to the re- 
motest posterity, but the same principle? 

Said he: 


If you wish to make your country illustrious, you must diffuse your glory, 
It is not to your heroes, but to the body of the people, the men who fight your 
battles, to whom you are indebted for your safety and eminence asa nation, 

These were the views that prevailed in our early history, It was. 
the influence of these views that made such illustrious men as Grant, 
Sherman, and Sheridan possibilities. 

Mr. Speaker, I do not expect or desire to be able to have this committee 
follow the precedentset by the Congress of 1824 in refusing to grant a pen- 
sion to the and indigent mother of the hero of Lake Erie. Neither 
do I hope to be able to persuade the House td adopt the view that was 
held even by the friends of the pension to that aged and honored lady, 
namely, that a pension should only be granted to one who is in need, 
and then on the principles of the closest frugality; but I do hope that 


msion Mrs. 
never pen- 
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while there are thousands of poor widows reduced to penury by the 


loss of husbands who died of disease contracted and wounds received | th 


in the service of their country, while thousands of infirm parents, who 
have had their lives saddened and their props taken away by the un- 
timely death of those on whom they might have leaned in their de- 
clining years, have been denied that aid which but for their patriot- 
ism they might have received from thosesons who fell in thestorm of bat- 
tle, we shall go no further in this distinction than we have gone already. 

‘The country granted a pension of $2,000 to Mrs. General Logan and a 
similar sum to Mrs. General Hancock, Mrs. Blair, and Mrs. McClellan. 
These worthy ladies were themselves patriots. ‘They had borne them- 
selves grandly, heroically, when the nation was in peril; every fiber 
of their hearts was in harmony with their husbands. They sustained 
them with their smiles of encouragement when thestorm-cloud of war 
was darkest. They gave the sunshine of their presence to the soldiers 
of the Republic when groaning in anguish with wounds or bearing with 
heroic fortitude the agony of death. They by their own services earned 
the nation’s gratitude. 

The wife who girds her husband’s sword 
Mid little ones who weep or wonder, 
And bravely e the cheering word, 
What though their hearts are rent asunder; 
Doomed nightly in her dreams to hear 
The bolts of death around him rattle, 
Her heart hath shed a drop as dear 
As e’er bedewed the field of battle. 

Surely some of these eminent men are the equals and are recorded as 
high on the scroll of fame as anyother American names. Surely their 
services are as much entitled to be recognized and rewarded as any in 
American history, Surely their honored widows are as much as any 
others entitled to be kindly dealt with by a loving country. 

Ido not suppose it will avail anything to mention the word economy 
in connection with this subject. The vast surplus’? is the excuse for 
appropriations of all kinds. But should we not remember that all 
money raised by taxation is a burden on the energy and. resources of 
the people who must fight our future wars? Should we not remember 
that the lighter those burdens are, consistent with public duty, the 
greater will be the patriotism of the people? Should we not remem- 
ber, with Alexander Hamilton, that the necessities of a nation in every 

iod of its existence will be found to be at least equal to its resources, 
and thatevery dollartaken by the hand of extravagance from the national 
diminishes by that much the fund out of which we may hope 
in future to relieve the wants of the widows and dependent parents of 
the soldiers who suffered and died in the service of the country? That 
every dollar taken with an unequal hand from the national Treasury 
lessens by that much the chance that justice shall ever be done to all, 
and renders that neglect the more saddening in the reflection that a few 
in high social position are bountifully provided while the mass are left 
to penury and want? 

The great difficulty in times of war and public danger is not to se- 
cure officers. The state has provided for that in an equal way. It is 
to secure soldiers for the rank and file. That difficulty will be greatly 
increased if Con shall enlarge the preferences given to officers over 
men. I hope, therefore, that the pension in this case will be reduced 
to the sum allowed to Mrs. Logan, Mrs. Blair, Mrs. Hancock, and Mrs. 
McClellan. I had hoped that the amendment which has been indi- 
cated would be adopted. The reduction to $2,500 is in that direction. 
I am in favor of ning Mrs. Sheridan at the same rate as the 
widows of the four other distinguished generals of the Union service 
whose names areon the pension-roll. I do not think she ought to have 
anymore. The gentleman who introduced the bill brings forward the 
consideration that she has her family to support, and of course that 
consideration is entitled to weight. 

I think in the granting of pensions, which are gratuities, there should 
be no distinction in rank. But I do not wish to be invidious in this 
ease. As there is only one case of the kind it will not be dangerousas 
a precedent. [Cries of ‘‘Vote!’’] 

The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading; and it was ac- 
cordingly read the third time. 

The SPEAKER. The question ison the passage of the bill. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered, only 12 voting in favor thereof. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 132, noes 34. 

So the bill was . [Great applause.] , 

Mr. BINGHAM moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 

- and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
RETIREMENT OF GENERAL W. s. ROSECRANS. 
Mr. RANDALL. I report, from the Committee on Rules, the follow- 
ing resolution: 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That immediately after the adoption of this resolution the House 
will proceed to consider Senate bill 3560, entitled “A bill for the relief of William 
8. upon which the previous question shall be considered as ordered 
upon its third reading and upon its passage. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Will the gentleman from Pennsylvania permit me 
to offer an amendment? : 
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Mr. RANDALL. I have not the permission of the committee to do 


at. s 
Mr. SPINOLA. Will the gentleman then permit me to offer an 
amendment? 

aa RANDALL. The gentleman can offer his amendment and have 
it read. 

Š Mr. SPINOLA. Let it be read, then, for the information of the 
ouse. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield to have it read? 

Mr. RANDALL. Let it be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by including Senate bill No. 239, authorizing the President to appoint 
and retire John C. Frémont as a major-general in the United States Army, 

Mr. HATCH. I make the point of order on that amendment. 

The SPEAKER. It is not pending. j 

Mr. HATCH. You can not under the rules move to amend one 
private bill by adding to it another. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on ordering the previous ques- 
tion. 

Mr. STRUBLE. I demand a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 99, noes 19. 

So the previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. Under the rules of the House thirty minutes are 
allowed for debate, fifteen minutes on each side. [Cries ol Vote! ““] 

Mr. RANDALL. I do not wish to occupy any time. 

Mr. STRUBLE Mr. Speaker, I have a few words to say in opposi- 
tion to this bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is entitled to fifteen minutes. 

Mr. STRUBLE. Mr. Speaker, it is evident the House will pass this 
measure, but I wish before that action is taken to put myself on record 
as opposed to it. In my judgment it is not good policy to continue in 
the line of encouraging our officers in the regular Army, after having 
been educated by the Government and fitted for that service and as- 
signed to their respective positions, to give up their places in the Army 
of the United States and retire from that service with a view of accept- 
ing political honors or business vocations, and after making such trial 
as each may see proper in such line as may be chosen, to come to Con- 
gress and request restoration to rank theretofore held by them. 

I wish to say that, in my opinion, if this policy is pursued it will be 
in its tendency demoralizing to our regular Army service. I think it 
ought not to be pursued further, but rather when our cadets go from 
West Point and take their positions in the regular Army of the coun- 
try it ought to be the understanding that they shall hold the places 
to which they have by the Government been assigned; or if they vol- 
untarily abandon them for other positions, whether in political or busi- 
ness life, they can never expect to be restored to their former military 
status. a 

Mr. BLAND. Did not the gentleman vote in favor of retiring Gen- 
eral Grant after he had left the Army and gone into the civil service? 

Mr. STRUBLE. I admit that I did, but I hold the case of General 
Grant to be a worthy exception to all others in this country. 

He resigned at the call of his countrymen to become their Chief 
Magistrate; to become Commander-in-Chief of the Army and Navy, 
while General Rosecrans resigned on his own motion, and I feel justi- 
fied in saying, in a practical sense, in the face of the enemy, for, as all 
gentlemen here know, we were then engaged in a gigantic struggle to 
preserve the life of the nation, and needed every competent, patriotic 
general then in the service. 

Mr. Speaker, I have stated the most serious objection I entertain to 
this bill, but while I have another, and one that I feel intensely—be- 
fore proceeding to stateitlet mesay that itisnot my purpose toindulgein 
any filibustering tactics to defeat or postpone final action on the bill. 

Sir, my mind runs back to-day to the Forty-eighth Congress, to the sec- 
ond session thereof, when the friends of General Grant on both sidesofthe 
House were intensely anxious todo a noble deed that the heart of the old 
commander mightin the gloom of rapidly approaching night—the night 
of death—be somewhat cheered and sustained. The session was fast 
waning. The bill proposing to restore him to his former rank was 
finally called up, but serious opposition was found to exist to its pas- 

e. 


o what source did it come, and who led the opposition? Was 
it one of the then so-called brigadiers, one of those who might have 
felt a lingering bitterness toward the old hero because of his career while 
leading armies in the South? No. Some of these had objections to 
the bill, but the one prominent, persistent, bitter, and unyielding foe of 
that humane measure was the gentleman who is now so anxious to be 
placed on a military list from which he retired in time of war and of 
peril to the Union. 

Can any of us on this side of the Chamber who were here forget the 
spirit of unrelenting hatred with which General Rosecrans then pur- 
sued General Grant? Others possibly may, but I can not and will 
not. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Did he not withdraw his objection? 

A MEMBER. He did. 

Mr. STRUBLE. Yes, he did at almost the last moment and under 


suggestive circumstances, and when his doing so would accommodate 


* 
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a friend in the matter of a contest then pending between Mr. Frederick 
and Mr. James Wilson, of Iowa; and as gentlemen then present will 
remember, in order to save the Grant bill Mr. Wilson had to consent 
to a judgment of ouster from his seat in Congress. General Rosecrans 
made and continued his opposition to the bill with the most venomous 
and vituperative abuse of the grand commander of our armies during 
the closing days of the war of the rebellion and who then lay sick and 
unable to say a word in reply. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. When he lay sick unto death.“ 

Mr. STRUBLE. Les, as my friend says, when he lay sick unto 
death;’’ and he placed his opposition mainly on the same ground I have 
urged against this bill, namely, the unwise policy as affecting the 
permanent efliciency ofthe Army. But it is well known that the power- 
ful motive leading him was hatred of Grant. His words and actions 
showed this to be true. And notwithstanding that General Grant was 
then rapidly sinking and soon thereafter ed away, this unrelent- 
ing foe continued to administer blow after blow upon his devoted head. 

Mr. Speaker, thereisa homely old maxim that I am told obtains even 
among the lowest classes who engage in mal combat, as well as in 
higher circles of pugilists, and that is, Never kick a man when he is 
down.“ At the close of the Forty-eighth Congress and at the time to 
which I have referred, the dear old warrior who had, more than any 
other man, saved us a nation, was down - down on a couch of in- 
tensest suffering and near the last day of his earthly life. Did the bene- 
ficiary in this bill exhibit a sense of common humanity, of sympathy 
for a fellow-man down and dying? No, verily! On the contrary, he 
continued to kick the poor, helpless creature until forced off the floor 
of the House by the persuasion of those of his associates whose hearts 
beat in unison with those of the people in all parts of the land, and 
whose tears flowed copiously at the thoughtof the silent, uncomplaining 
warrior who was then so grandly battling the great foe of us all. 

But, Mr. Speaker, I must hasten on. To prove that this may ene 
hatred of Grant did not cease with hisdeath wich to read a letter Ihol 
in my hand. As I have said, he not only followed and abused him in this 
House and in the public press of the country before his death, but he 
pursued him relentlessly after death, I hold in my hand a letter ad- 
dressed to myself, which I will read as showing in what manner he 

characterized General Grant long after he was dead and buried. 


Wasuineton, D. C., February 9, 1889. 
Dear Sim: I see by the papers that a bill has been recently presented in Con- 
to place General Rosecrans on the retired-list of the Army. [amreminded 
£ this of a conversation I had with him and General C. L. Young, of Toledo, 
‘Ohio, about the Chickahominy cam in the summer of 1887. In that con- 
versation I asked his opinion of General Grant, and he replied with a good deal 


of emphasis and apparent feeling that General Grant was a skunk.“ 


Think of it, gentlemen; that such a term should be applied to that 
man! General Grantaskunk! And yet this man, who thus vilified 
the name of his country's loved one, comes here to-day without words 
of apology or a single particle of evidence to show that he has ever 
changed or ever will change in the feeling which animated his mind 
or in his conduct and utterances, and asks this relief. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Who wrote that letter? 

Mr. STRUBLE, The writer of this goes on to say: 

I would not like to see any injustice done to General Rosecrans, I would 
five him full credit for his success in the Army, I would even excuse his many 

lunders as a commander, but I never can forgive his treatment of General 
Grant, whose character he never missed an opportunity to defame while liv- 
ing, and even following him with his vindictiveness into his honored grave. 
But I know that I voice the sentiment of nine-tenths of the Union soldiers in 
the country when I assert that his treatment of General Grant was the result 
of envy and was largely prompted by partisan feeling. 
Very respectfully, 


Hon. I. S. STRUBSLE. 


Mr. SPINOLA. Lask who wrote that letter? 
Mr.STRUBLE. I have just given you the name of the writer. He 
is a soldier from Ohio, a lawyer at 1208 F street, northwest; a man 


M. J. FOOTE. 


who has the privilege of carrying but one leg that is natural, the other 


being supplemented by a wooden extremity, one leg having been left on 
one of the fields of the late war. 

Mr. McADOO. Who is Foote? What is his pedigree? 

Mr. STRUBLE. You will find out by inquiring of any of the Ohio 
delegation, Ihave no doubt. His pedigree I do not know, but I have 
met the gentleman, and he appeared to me to be a man of candor and 
truthfulness. 

Now, as I said, sir, I shall not filibuster on this bill, but I propose 
to hold up here to the gaze of this House and the country thus briefly 
these facts, and ask the members on that side of the Chamber and on 
this; you over there who owe so much to the great heart of General 
Grant; you who in the hours of your dire extremity, in the face of 

our final and awful trial felt the charity and generosity of that grand 
t; and to those on this side, you who followed him, perhaps, many 

of you, as I did, at Vicksburg, as he went on step by step in that grand 
campaign that resulted in the surrender of the city and the capture of 
General Pemberton’s entire army; you who followed him elsewhere on 
the battle-fields of the Republic, at Chattanooga, Lookout Mountain, 
Missionary Ridge; you who followed him through the Wilderness to 
Petersburgh, through Richmond, and on to the crowning glory of Ap- 


pomattox, as well as you who did not follow him in person, but did in 
sympathy and love, and who believed in him whether you were in the 
Army or not, appealing to you all, I say, can you, in the face of this 
treatment at the hands of General Rosecrans, cast your vote for the 
man who never ceased, and, as I said before, never will, if we may 
judge from his conduct, while he has the use of his tongue, to slander 
the name and the fame of that grand old commander? 

mr SPINOLA. Do you know anything about the writer of that let - 
ter? 

Mr. STRUBLE. That letter was written by Captain Foote, of Ohio. 
You can getinformation, as I have said, from the membersof that State, 
if you desire, as to who he is; or you can visit him at his place of bus- 
iness at any time you please during business hours, I had his 
sion to use the letter, and I have no doubt you will find him ready to 
affirm its contents. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. RANDALL, I do not want this time to come out of the fifteen 
minutes allotted to me. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Iowa took the floor in his 
own right, and has five minutes of his time remaining. 

Mr. STRUBLE. I would be glad to give that time to any member 
who desires to use it. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I should like to be heard. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Lask the gentleman from Pennsylvania to allow 
me a minute. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. Will my colleague yield to me a part 
of the time? i 

Mr. STRUBLE. Iwill divide the time between my colleague and 
the gentleman from Maine, two and a half minutes each. 

Mr. ANDERSON of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, hand in hand with brav- 
ery go generosity and charity. No man in this presence had ter 
admiration for the great captain of his time than I had while he was 
living, and there is no man that reveres his memory, now that he 
sleeps the last sleep, more than I. I wasina frame of mind at the time, 
in consequence of the assault that General Rosecrans made upon that 
great captain, that made me feel I would never forgive him. But 1 
have changed with time, and I have come to the conclusion that the 
manly thing, and the brave and charitable thing to do (in view of the 
great infirmities of human nature that attach to the great heroes that 
came from the war, as well as to other men), is to overlook them, and 
this has changed my purpose and will cause me to give my vote for the 
passage of this bill. [Applause. ] 

With all General Grant’s heroism, with all his greatness, he had his 
imperfections, and he from time to time, the war being over, made 
criticisms of men that he regretted. The same is true of that very 
distinguished general that followed in his wake, He likewise has said 
things he regretted. 

I served throughout the entire war, and, knowing what I do of the 
perils and hardships of that struggle for national lite and of the value 
of the services rendered, I never have and never will lift my voice or 
cast my vote to withhold any honor or favorfrom any one of the loyal 
heroes engaged, from the grand commander of all the armies to the 
humblest soldier in the ranks. 

I have said it, and I am willing to say and still believe that the 
brave soldiers throughout the length and breadth of this country, not- 
withstanding the record that my colleague [Mr. STRUBLE] has placed 
here before the House, will justify in the long run a vote in favor of 
this bill. [Applause.] x 

Mr. CHEADLE. As the gentleman who has just addressed the 
House is in favor of this proposition, I submit that his time should be 
charged to the other side, 

Mr. STRUBLE. I now yield to the gentleman from Maine five 
minutes. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I believe that I amfon record invariably since I 
have been in Congress in favor of the bestowal of generous recognition 
for services of a distinguished character that have been rendered to the 
country by the men who followed its banner in the days of trial 
and of blood; and it would be a very serious consideration which 
would prevent me from giving my vote in favor of any proposition to 
pay any honor to anyone of the leaders of our armies during that time 
when so much was wrought out for the welfare of the nation and for 
the progress of humanity. 

But, Mr. Speaker, with the memory I haveof the attitude assumed 
and the words uttered by General Rosecrans on the floor of this House 
at a time when Congress was asked to pay to the greatest not only of 
American soldiers but the greatest then of living soldiers the same trib- 
ute, inthe same manner, which is asked for himself here to-day, I feel 
that I can not vote in favor of this proposition without in some measure, 
seeming to indorse or condone the assault made upon General Grant at 
that time. And, Mr. Speaker, it was not a mere ebullition of the heat 
of temper in the excitement of debate, but General Rosecrans followed 
up his assault upon the floor of the House by a deliberate and pro- 
miscuous circulation of this vilification of General Grant in pamphlet 
form under his frank to all parts of our country, and with even more 
violent abuse in magazines and other enrrent literature. I can not vote 
in any way that would even seem to give sanction to such accusations) 


1889. 


as were made by General Rosecrans in the House of Representatives 
on the 16th day of February, 1885, in which he said, among other things: 

It is my duty to say that in reality the bill is a plain on to reward 
General Grant for his distin military services, and it is my duty to say 
that I can not vote for this bill. 

It is not my intention, sir, to recount any of the historical reasons why I think 
that General Grant's military reputation been exaggerated and misrepre- 
sented under the exigencies of party interest and power, and can only suggest 
that when true history comes to be written it will be pared down to dif- 
ferent dimensions. I do not propose to go into that subject, sir, AD ga am 
one of the four living Army commanders contemporary with him, would 
fee! quite qualified to express opinions of my own on that subject. 

But, Mr. Speaker, this House, by the passage of this bill. is ealled upon a fies 
emn act to renew and reaffirm all the exaggerations and misstatements of fact 
which have been porsia impressed on the public mind under the circum- 
stances to which I have alluded. It was the interest of s great political party 
of this country to make the services of General Grant to appear as and 
important as possible, for he was their servant and tool to secure power. He 
himself kept an aid-de-camp in his back office and there prepared the first two 
volumes of Badeau's Life of Grant, upon which the students of history have 


put the stamp of unworthiness to be trusted. 
* * * * * * 


I would not oppose the passage of this bill on account of these things to 
which I have alluded, namely, statements made officially by General Grant that 
were false, and which he knew to be false at the time he made them, and which 
I have shown in my official reports to be false. I say these th do not enter 
into my reasons at all. But if we take things as they stand now it has been said 
over and over again that General Grant is in a state of d that there is 
nothing between him and 2 except the income of $250,000, and 
this statement has been carefully circulated expan, J members of both Houses 
and the public, and I say it upon my own responsibility, from his family, that 
ate that amount, the $250, lost or substantially lost. That is not the 


„000, was 
‘And he concluded this astonishing speech with this virulent assault 
upon the great chieftain who even at that moment was passing within 
the valley of the shadow of death:’’ 


There is another critical circumstance to which I wish to call the attention of 
Congress by a solemn act like this is asked to arrest 


gentlemen on this floor. 
what? Why, the progress of public opinion in the investigation into that great 
confidence mili of Grant & Ward. If gentlemen on this floor can afford to put 
a cover over that investigation, or can afford to put a ligature around that in- 
vestigation by such a solemn and significant act as the bill proposes for mend get 
pose of deceiving the publie by it, I can not afford todo it, I can not affo: ty 
my action on this floor to say to the people of this country that a business wh: 
has been so conducted as to rob poor people of many millions of dollars, and 
3 Raho gone on a small —— . —.— its being dh to oe, . — be 
eine to be used as tl 8 pen il 
I protest against the House of Representatives giving by its action 
on this bill a quasi-indorsement or condonation of that shameful as- 
sault upon the great, silent soldier, who even then, with malice to- 
to pone 77a with charity for all,“ was preparing to meet his Maker. 
Applause. 

Mr. RANDALL. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from Illi- 
nois [Mr. CANNON]. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I voted as a member of the Commit- 
tee on Rules to report this resolution. General Rosecrans in his serv- 
ices in the late war is identified with a great block of soldiers who feel 
that their record on many important battle-fields is his record and his 
record is theirs. They desire to see him now, in his old age and strait- 
ened circumstances, placed upon the retired-list. I believe it is a 
proper thing todo. Noman has greater veneration for the memory 
of General Grant than I have. I am not voting to put General Rose- 
crans’s name on the retired-list because of what he said or did not say 
after the war closed, in this House or elsewhere, but because of his serv- 
ices to the country during the war. And I believe that if Ulysses S. 
Grant could be called from the grave and stand to-day in this pres- 
ence he would be broad enough to sweep aside the sayings after the war, 
arising from passion or prejudice, and say that he would vote to put 
the name of General Rosecrans upon the retired-list, in obedience to the 
wishes of a great block of the soldiers of the late war and on account of 

ig services in that war. [Great applause. ] 
r. RANDALL. I now yield three minutes to the gentleman from 
Michigan [Mr. Crchrox]. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Speaker, I shall vote for this bill. I shall 
vote for this bill, not because of what General Rosecrans said in regard 
to General Grant, for I deeply regret that, but I shall vote for this bill 
because of what General Rosecrans did in the war that maintained the 
Union abroad. When the tocsin of war sounded, General Rosecrans 
did not hesitate or palter, but he left everything behind him and laid 
all that he had upon the altar of his country, and when we needed 
victory, when this country in its heart of hearts was aching for want 
of victory, General Rosecrans in the very beginning, in West Virginia, 
gave us victory. Again, in the far Southwest, at Inka, he gave us 
victory. He was promoted step by step from colonel to brigadier-gen- 
eral, and from that to major-general, and was placed at the head of 
the army at Cumberland, and again, in the closing days of December, 
1862, at Stone River, he lighted the horizon of this whole country from 
edge to edge with the fires of victory. Then, following thai, he gave 
us one of the most magni t specimens of perfect strategy that the 
entire war afforded, in the Tullahoma campaign, when, almost without 
the sacrifice of a life, he flanked Bragg out of his fortified position at 
Tullahoma and earried his army across the mountains into the valley 
of Chickamauga. 

I know, Mr. Speaker, that there is an impression that the battle of 
Chickamauga was adisaster to the Union arms; but in that it achieved 
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that for which it was fought, in that it gave us Chattanooga as the key 
of the position and the center of a new advance, the battle of Chicka- 
manga was a victory. Disastrous it was, indeed, upon the field, but 
it accomplished the purposes of victory in that we held the place for 
which we fought. Now, Mr. Speaker, we can afford to forget what 
General Rosecrans may have said, but we can not afford to forget what 
General Rosecrans did. We can not afford to ignore the fact that he 
led one of the great armies of the Union and led it to victory. We can 
not afford to forget that now, in his old age and poverty, he comes to 
the Government, which he did almost as muchas any one man to save, 
and asks that out of its plenitude, out of its wealth, out of its greatness, 
it shall extend to him the aid which he requires in his decline, For 
these A Mr. Speaker, I shall vote for this bill most gladly. [Ap- 
plause. 

Mr. RANDALL. I yield a minute to the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. CHEADLE]. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Mr. Speaker, Indiana gave the first soldier to die 
in that great contest, at Laurel Hill, in West Virginia, and the last one 
at Palmetto Ranch, in the State of Texas. On behalf of all the soldiers 
of Indiana I rise to say, in the limited time given me, that as one of 
their representatives it will afford me great pleasure to vote in favor of 
this bill. Indiana soldiers and Indianians do not desire us to settle the 
personal differences between the claimant and other officersof the Army. 
They simply want justice done in this case, and justice demands that 
William S. Rosecrans’s name shall be placed upon the retired-list of the 
Army. [Applause.] 

Mr. RANDALL. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. Homes]. 

Mr. HOLMES. Mr. Speaker, it was my honor and pleasure to serve 
in the campaigns of both General Grant and General Rosecrans, and I 
am astonished that any true friend of General Grant can rise upon this 
floorand attempt to cast Parthian shafts at General Rosecrans. 

General Rosecrans stands out as one of the great figures of history 
in connection with that war; and although the days of fire, of iron, 
and of blood have passed, gentlemen rise here and attempt to arraign 
General Rosecrans for something that he has said since the days of 
peace came in. No man here has denied the justice of placing General 
Rosecrans upon the retired-list of the Army. No man has denied the 
grand services that he rendered to this country through that long night 
at Stone River, or hisservices at Chickamauga, at Iuka, and in the many 
battles in which he was engaged. He was competent everywhere, glori- 
ous at all times, and the men who followed him and fought with him 
will never see his name clouded and be silent. [Applause.] 

General Grant was an autocrat when the war ended, and endeavored 
to blot out the name of General Rosecrans, as it were, from the roll of 
the Army. He attempted to tarnish his fair fame. While I wasa 
friend of General Grant, and have voted for every measure that was 
calculated to benefit him or his family, and while the American people 
have piled Pelion on Ossa in doing him justice and taking care of him, 
it ill becomes any man to rise here in his place to-day and attempt to 
denounce General Rosecrans. I am sorry to hear my colleague from 
Iowa [Mr. STRUBLE] among the opposition. Iremember how gallantly 
my other colleague, General WEAVER, fought under General Rosecrans, 
and how distinguished a record he made. 

Let us here to-day, in voting upon this bill, vote not upon what Gen- 
eral Rosecrans said. I have no defense to make of any ill- timed re- 
marks that he may have made. But General Grant, in his final report 
of the war, did great injustice to General Rosecrans; and I think he 
also did him great injustice in his memoirs, Yet we did not refuse to 
pee General Grant on that account. Let us lay aside these small 

ickerings about what General Rosecrans or any other man has said 
in a time of peace, and let us do justice to men for what they did in 
time of war. That is the true issue; that is the true guide in dealing 
with a question of this kind. [Applause.] 

Mr. Speaker, among all the men who have been placed on the re- 
tired-list of the Army there is no man who is on general considerations 
more entitled to it than General Rosecrans. He is poor to-day and 
needs the little assistance which this bill will give him. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. RANDALL. I now yield five minntes to the gentleman from 
Minnesota [Mr. MACDONALD]. 

Mr. MACDONALD. Mr. Speaker, this bill is precisely the same as 
the House bill for the same purpose, which was introduced by me and 
which has been considered and reported favorably by our Committee 
on Military Affairs. The two bills were introduced simultaneously in 
the Senate and House, and in view of these facts it is but right that I 
should say a few words in favor of its passage and in defense of the 
ag old soldier and veteran who is the beneficiary named in the 
bill. 

Sir, I can not take the time to refer at length to the military career 
and distinguished and valuable services of General Rosecrans in behalf 
of the Union. I will not attempt it, for it would require hours to do 
it justice. 

I introduced the House bill, Mr. Speaker, without reference to what 
has since the close of the war between our great generals; 
and the that this bill passed the Senate without a dissenting voice 
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is conclusive evidence that what has here been advanced in opposition 
to its passage was not deemed worthy of notice by that body. 

The purpose of this bill is to recognize in a substantial manner (and 
truth compels me to state, at a time when it must be acceptable to 
him) the valuable and efficient services rendered by General Rose- 
crans. Selecting from his many important victories for the cause of 
the Union the battle of Stone River or Murfreesborough, I would ask, 
who is there here that will say that he did not, by that one victory, 
earn all that this bill proposes to bestow upon him? Here is the manner 
in which the lamented President Lincoln acknowledged, by telegraph, 
that victory: 

WASHINGTON, January 5, 1863. 
To Major-General ROSECRANS: 


Your dispatch announcing the retreat of the enemy has just reached here. 
bless you and ali with you. 
Please tender to all and R for yourself the nation’s gratitude for your 
and their skill, endurance, and dauntless courage. 


A. LINCOLN, 


General Halleck also telegraphed him, sending congratulations, and 
in the telegram said: 
The victory was well carned, and one of the most brilliant of the war. You 


and your brave army havo won the gratitude of your country and the admira- 
tion of the world, 


Congress also, by joint resolution, thanked General Rosecrans and 
his army for achieving this signal victory. 

In answer to the bitterand uncalled-for attack upon General Rose- 
crans by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. STRUBLE], I will read for the 
edification of this House, and the especial benefit of the gentleman 
from Iowa, what one of the then Senators from Iowa said in the Sen- 
ate when the resolutions already referred to were under consideration, 
They were introduced by Hon. Henry Wilson, of Massachusetts, and 
in support of them Senator James W. Grimes, of Iowa, said: 

„„I judge that the exploits of General Rosecrans at Murfreesborough 
are unexampled in the military annals of this country, and are unsurpassed 5 
mili history anywhere. I do not believe that the mili commander now 
lives who has performed such gallant and glorious deeds as he has under such 
adverse circumstances, Def on the first day, with the loss of some prison- 
ers and cannon, on the second day sustaining a repulse of one wing of his army, 
yet restoring order, rallying his men, and fighting four successive days, he 
achieved a decisive and triumphant victory. here in military history is it 
recorded that a commander has assumed control of a dispirited army, as his was 
when General Rosecrans took command of the army in Kentucky, marched it 
200 miles through a hostile country, supported it overa line of railroad that had 
been repeatedly destroyed in part and temporarily rebuilt, and then fought it 
with the bravery, the determination, and the skill that he exhibited? In my 
opinion cheval Bassons stands to-day the greatest captain of the age. 

Senator Wilson, of Massachusetts, said in reference to the above re- 
marks: 

I concur entirely in what has been said by the Senator from Iowa concerning 
the action of General Rosecrans and his forces, 


I can well afford to now leave the gentleman from Iowa to explain 
why he assails the old patriot-hero whose services were thus praised 
by Senator Grimes. [Applause.] 

Mr. Speaker, General Rosecrans achieved that great victory at a time 
when, as many of us can remember, the North stood with bated breath 
watching the fluctuating movements of our armies, and the cause of 
the Union was trembling in the balance; and President Lincoln and 
Congress well knew they but voiced the feelings of a people who were 
then shouting the praises of Old Rosey” in every loyal State. 

That victory was all that Senator Grimes described it, and fully justi- 
fied the language used by President Lincoln in the dispatch I have read, 
for General Rosecrans had defeated an army a braver than which could 
not be found elsewhere in the entire world. However erroneous the 
Confederates were in their opinions, they were as brave and desperate 
soldiers as Americans have proved themselves to be on every field. 

In conclusion I will quote from the report of the committee upon the 
bill. Itstates: 

The Legislatures of Indiana and Ohio also by appropriate resolutions ex- 
pressed their appreciation of his gallantry and brilliant successes. 

In 1863 he drove the enemy from their intrenchnients, crossed the Cumber- 
land Mountains and Tennessee River, fought the great battle of Chickamauga, 
and took and held Chattanooga, the gateway of the Confederacy. 

In 1864 he commanded the Department of the Missouri, and suppressed what 
remained of armed opposition to the Union cause. 


In 1867 he resigned his position as brigadier-general in the regular Army, and 
for gallant and meritorious service was brevetted major-general United States 


A A 

To view of the foregoing facts, the committee believe that it would bea grace- 
ful recognition of his services in behalf of his country to give the President 
power ee place upon the retired-list of the Army this distinguished and vener- 

e eer, 

. above, he has reached within one year of the allotted period of three 
score and ten years, and we have no doubt that it would be a so to him in 
his declining years to be made the recipient of this evidence of his country’s 
gratitude. 

Now, sir, I say it is immaterial what General Rosecrans said, or what 
General Grant said with reference tohim. If we should now under- 
take to carry out the principles advocated by gentlemen on the other 
side, we would be simply imitating what they say General Rosecrans 
has been guilty of. I trast that as an act of simple justice to this dis- 
tinguished officer this bill will pass. [Applause. ] 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, I topk part in the proceedings of this 
House at the time that the Grant bill was passed, and to-day I recall 


no event of my public life that gives me ter and deeper gratifica” 
tion than what f did on that 9 * 

I want to say, Mr. Speaker, that General Rosecrans could have pre- 
vented the consideration of the bill on that day, but he did not do so. 
I protest against that occurrence being brought up here to prevent the 
passage of this bill. [Applause.] 

I want gentlemen to rise up here to the full stature of manhood and 
forgive as we expect to be forgiven for our errors. [Applause.] I 
have always said that General Rosecrans committed a mistake in this, 
connection, but let us forgive him. I feel certain I but express what 
would have been General Grant’s words were he alive when I say, let 
fall justice be done to this faithful, devoted, and wounded soldier of 
the Union. [Great applause. ] 

The resolution was agreed to. . 

The SPEAKER, The Clerk will report the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (S. 3560) for the relief of William S. Rosecrans. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That the President be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized to nominate, and, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, to ap- 
point William 8. Rosecrans, late a major-general of United States Volunteers, 
and brigadier-general in the regular Army of the United States, to the ition 
of brigadier-general in the Army of the United States, and to place him upon 
the retired-list of the Army as of that grade (the retired-list being thereby in- 
creased in number to that extent); and all laws and parts of laws in conflict 
herewith are suspended for this purpose only. 


The SPEAKER. The previous question has been ordered on the 
bill, and under the rules of the House there are thirty minutes for de- 
bate, fifteen minutes on each side. 

Mr. STRUBLE. I wish to be heard in opposition to this bill for a 
few minutes. 

The SPEAKER. Fifteen minutes are allowed under the rules in 
support of the bill and fifteen minutes in opposition to it. 

r. STRUBLE. I will take the floor and yield a few minutes to the 
gentleman from Kansas [Mr. PERKINS], but I will withhold my re- 
marks until we hear from the other side in favor of the passage of the 
bill. 

The SPEAKER. While the rules of the House provide for thirty 
minutes’ debate, fifteen minutes on each side, they do not prescribe the 
way in which the debate shall take place. Therefore the Chair ac- 
cords the floor to the gentleman who first rises. 

Mr. STRUBLE. I yield for five minutes to the gentleman from 
Kansas [Mr. PERKINS]. 8 

Mr. MACDONALD. I ask whether the time is not to be divided. 

The SPEAKER, The rule divides the time, but does not say who 
shall speak first. 

Mr. PERKINS, As a member of the Army of the Cumberland it 
was my privilege, as it was my duty, in the days of the war to follow 
in the ranks and obey the orders of the gentleman who is the bene- 
ficiary of this bill. As a soldier I honored him, as our commander I 
obeyed him, and as a citizen I respect him, and I have no unkind word 
or accusation to bring against him now. 

But, sir, I remember, as has been already stated, that but afew years 
ago he stood upon the floor of this House in opposition to another bill 
which proposed to confer a like distinction upon a more distinguished 
soldier, a more respected citizen—our beloved commander, General 
Ulysses S. Grant. In a speech made in opposition to that bill he in- 
dulged in some bitterness, and said: 

It is my duty to say that in reality the bill is a plain proposition to reward 
General Grant for his distinguished military services, and it is my duty to say 
that I can not vote for this bill. 

It is not my intention, sir, to recount any of the historical reasons why I think 
that General Grant's military reputation has been exaggerated and misrepre- 
sented under the exigencies of party interest and power, and can only suggest 
that when true history comes to be written it will be parea down to very dif- 
ferent dimensions. I do not propose to go into that subject, sir, although I am 
one of the four living Army commanders contemporary with him, and would 
feel quite qualified to express opinions of my own on that subject. 

But, Mr. Speaker, this House, by the passage of this bill, is called upon by sol- 
emn act to renew and reaffirm all the exaggerations and misstatements of fact 
which have been popularly r on the public mind under the cireum- 
stances to which I have alluded. It was the interest of a great political party 
of this countfy to make the services of General Grant to appear as large and 
important as possible, for he was their servant and tool to secure ponen Hé, 
himself kept an aid-de-camp in his back office and there prepared the first twa 
volumes of Badeau’s Life of Grant, upon which the students of history have put 
the stamp of unworthiness to be trusted. 

$ . * * * Ld * 

I would not oppose the passage of this bill on account of these things to 
which I havealluded, namely, statements made oflicially by General Grant that 
were false, and which he knew to be false at the time he made them, and which 
I have shown in my official reports to be false. I say these things do not enter 
into my reasons at all. But if we take things as they stand now it has been said 
over and over again that General Grant is in a state of distress, that there is 
nothing between him and the r-house except the income of $250,000, an: 
this statement has been carefully circulated among members of both Ho 
and the public, and I say it upon my own responsibility, from his family, that 


even that amount, the ,000, was lost or substantially lost. That is not thé 
truth. 


* * s s * * * 

There is another critical circumstance to which I wish to call the attention of, 
gentlemen on this floor. Congress by a solemn act like this is asked toarrest— 
what? Why, the progress of public opinion in the investigation into that 
contidence mill of Grant & Ward. If gentlemen on this floor can afford to put 
a cover over that investigation, or can afford to put a ligature around that in- 
vestigation by such a solemn and significant act as the bill proposes for the pus 
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pose of deceiving the public by it, I can not afford to do it. I can not afford by 
my action on this floor to say to the people of this country that a business which 
has been so conducted as to rob poor people of many millions of dollars, and 
which if done on a small scale would have sent its managers to prison, shall be 


considered as unimportant when the princi manager has wed a great 


name to be used as the instrument of the rob 4 

But General Rosecrans said further that his opposition to the bill 
was not personal or actuated by ill-will or personal considerations, but 
that he was against the bill because it was wrong in principle, wrong 
in policy, bad as legislation, and unjust to the country; that the re- 
tired-list of the Army should not be swelled from the walks of private 
life or civil station. If his argument and opposition to the bill to place 
General Grant upon the retired-list was sincere and honest, how can he 
or his friends in consistency ask to have this bill passed for his relief? 
If Grant in his feebleness and with his honors and grand achievements 
should not be placed upon the retired-list of the Army, who can say 
that such a favor should be conferred upon the beneficiary of this bill, 
General W. S. Rosecrans? Who that heard the speech of General Rose- 
crans in opposition to the Grant bill, and believed him an honest man, 
can ſavor this bill for his relief, that he denounced so bitterly as wrong 
in principle and unjust to the country ? 

General Rosecrans was educated at the expense of the Government. 
For a time he served it in its military ranks and then retired to the 
pursuits of private life, and when the war of the rebellion came upon 
us he was commissioned as a volunteer officer and served the country 
creditably and well. And yet those who are here to-day and who had 
the honor of serving in the ranks of the Union Army at Chickamauga, 
know that if it had not been for that grand old soldier and hero, George 
H. Thomas [loud applause] who stood there and whose columns formed 
a solid wall against which the Confederate army broke itself in pieces, 
the name of General Rosecrans would have gone down in dishonor 
rather than in honor as it stands to-day. 

Remembering this, Mr. Speaker, and remembering what his country 
has already given him, and remembering the position he took upon the 
bill to which I have already referred when it was before the House for 
consideration, I as one think we ought not to confer this privilege upon 
him. Twenty-five years ago he voluntarily left the Army to engage 
in business and political activities. His energies have been devoted to 
personal and political enterprises, and for all service rendered the Gov- 
ernment of the United States as a soldier or otherwise he has been 
fully paid, and, as before suggested, I can not see how he or his friends, 
in consistency or with propriety, come to Congress and ask the coun- 
try to pay him $5,500 per year as a retired officer the balance of his 
days, he to give in return no service or consideration to the people of 
the United States, 

For these and other reasons I can not support the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has occupied four minutes. The 
gentleman from Iowa has eleven minutes of his time remaining. 


Mr. STRUBLE. I now yield four minutes to the gentleman from 


Tennessee [Mr. ENLOE]. 

Mr. ENLOE, Mr. Speaker, there was no man who occupied a 
prominent position as a leader of the Federal forces during the late 
war for whom I had greater respect and for whose record I had greater 
admiration than General Rosecrans. Ihave also watched and admired 
his course in civil life since his retirement from the Army, but, sir, I 
am opposed to placing him upon the retired-list, as proposed by this 
bill. Ioppose it asa matter of principle, and upon the same principle 
that I have opposed pension laws which have been proposed here from 
time to time placing numbers of persons upon the pension-rolls, who, 
in my judgment, had no claim whatever upon it, and, as I believed, 
should not properly be placed there. 

After the country has educated a man at its expense, after he has 
been permitted to hold high and distinguished positions, and to draw 
from the country’s Treasury large salaries for the services rendered, I 
think it is his fault if, during the time he is sosituated, he fails to make 
that provision for the future care of his family which the individual in 
private life is compelled to make out of his earnings if it is made at 
all; and when he abandons military life and enters upon the pursuits 
of private life again I am opposed to going back and restoring him to 
the military rank he formerly held for the express purpose of making 
him a pensioner upon the public Treasury. 

I am opposed to increasing what you might call this civil-pension 
list, because it amounts practically to that, taking a man from the 
walks of civil life because he formerly held a military command and 
placing him upon the retired-list to draw a large compensation there- 
after from the public Treasury, for which he renders no consideration 
and no service, but simply as an act of charity, or, as it is claimed in 
this case, for distinguished services previously rendered. It should be 
remembered, Mr. Speaker, that the distinguished services previously 
rendered have already had ample compensation. 

Now, sir, what is the condition of affairs with regard to this favored 
class? It is growing from day today. Congress is called upon almost 
every day to pass some bill to place somebody upon the pension-roll 
or the retired-list, or to increase somebody’s pension. The clamor for 
ro go eet of pensions comes from the higher grades as an example for 

e lower. 

Rank, social standing, historic names, and frequently personal so- 


licitation at the expense of all these, are brought to bear on the Rep- 
resentatives and Senators in Congress to secure an increase of the 
bonus which the masses are forced to contribute to the classes. 

The pending bill is not without bad precedents. The exceptional 
case of General Grant, which it was declared at the time would not be 
considered as a precedent, opened the door through which other excep- 
tional cases have forced their way until now it is wide enough to admit 
the entire rank and file of the Army. 

The exceptional case of Mrs. Lincoln admitted all the widows of 
Presidents to the $5,000 civil-pension list. 

The exceptional cases of Mrs. Logan and Mrs. Blair paved the way 
for all the widows of the generals of the Army to demand the royal 
pension of $2,000 per annum; and to-day we raised the limit in the 
case of Mrs. Sheridan to $2,500 per annum, which I believe is the 
highest point yet reached in the military list. 

Before we have exhausted the possibilities in granting and increasing 
pensions to the military class there is a strong disposition manifest to 
enter upon new and practically unlimited fields by seeking for new 
objects of charity in the civil service. 

In the other branch of this legislative body a proposition is now 
pending to place the widow of the late Chief-Justice of the Supreme 
Court upon the pension-list, and upon that another equally justifiable 
proposition is made that the widow of the late Judge Merrick shall also be 
pensioned. I want to know, sir, where this business is going to end? 
I suppose we will take every person who had or now has any connec- 
tion whatever with the Army and give such person a pension in some 
shape or other before we get through. It looks as if that was going to 
be the inevitable result. If that is to be true as tothe Army are we now 
going a step further? Are we going to invade the ranks of the judi- 

, and later on the ranks of the legislative branch, and, logically, 
in the end, all the ranks and branches of the civil service, until the 
office-holders as a class and their widows shall be added to the list of 
pensioners to eat out the substance of the laboring people of this coun- 


try? . 

I protest against it, sir, and would warn the advocates of indiscrim- 
inate pension legislation that patient and patriotic as the laboring 
people of this country are under excessive taxation there may bea 
limit beyond which violent reaction will set in. While I would be 
glad to do honor to the distinguished soldier and citizen whose name 
is now before this body for a place on the retired-list of the Army, Iam 
not willing to honor him, nor any man, at the expense of my honest 
and earnest convictions of right and duty, and I will not vote for this 
bill, nor for any proposition of a kindred character, so long asI am a 
member of this body. 

Mr. STRUBLE. I will reserve the remainder of my time. 

Mr. RANDALL. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. Jackson]. 

Mr. JACKSON. Mr. Speaker, there isa story which I believe is 
authentic, that shortly after the election to the Presidency of Andrew 
Jackson, at which time there was prevalent an idea that men who 
agreed with the administration in politics ought to have the offices, 
delegations from the State of New York visited the President to ask 
him to remove the postmaster at Albany, who differed with him in 
politics and had been appointed by a previous administration. It hap- 
pened that the postmaster was an old soldier in the war of 1812. One 
delegation failed of its mission, and another came still more urgent. 
Finally, as an unanswerable argument, as it was supposed, a member 
of one of the delegations said to the President, This postmaster not 
only opposed your election, Mr. President, but he has called you 
names and tells the worst kind of stories about you.“ Andrew Jackson 
replied, ‘A man that fought like this man did at Lundy’s Lane and 
carries British lead in his body has a right to call me what he pleases. 
I take the responsibility. He won't be removed.“ [Applause. ] 

Mr. Speaker, I think a man who served the country as General Rose- 
crans did in West Virginia; on that fearful day at Corinth, at Stone 
River, and at Chickamauga, has a little right in his old and declining 
years to talk. I feel very leniently toward any old soldier who has 
served his country well. I do not think he gives away his right to 
have justice and recognition by a hasty and unguarded word. I had 
the honor in a very humble capacity to serve for about four years as a 
soldier in the Army of the Tennessee, and every soldier of that army 


points with pride to the fact that our first commander was Ulysses S. 
Grant. We had afterwards ascommanders Sherman, McPherson, How- 
ard, and Every one of them we loved and adored. We never 


had a commander to leave us except to take a higher command. Of 
course we give the first place to Grant; in fact, I might almost say that 
the Army of the Tennessee idolizes his memory. 

I think I speak the general sentiments of soldiers of that organiza- 
tion when I say that our regard for his great services as a soldier and 
commander is such that we can not harbor ill-feeling against General 
Rosecrans for any unguarded expressions since the war. I have not 
the least doubt you could to-day have almost a unanimous vote from 
the Army of the Tennessee to place General Rosecrans upon the re- 
tired-list. [Applause.] Oh, says the gentleman on my right, if it had 
not been for General Thomas at Chickamauga he would have left the 
field with his reputation ruined. Yes, and he might have said more, 
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If it had not been for the grand heroes who carried muskets in the 
‘Army of the Cumberland that field would have been lest. Just at 
this point I want to say that but for the men who fought in the ranks 
there is not a general who would have a reputation to-day. [Ap- 
plause.] It was the enlisted men and subordinate commanders on 
every field that made reputations for the great generals, But it takes 

great man to command an army and give them tbeir due. It was 
8 who commanded at Corinth when that fleld was won. It 
was au exhibition of great I It was a great victory, dearly 
won, but it saved the Southwest in 1 

It was Rosecrans who commanded and directed the brave men at 
Stone River on those fearful winter days when nthe tide of battle was 
turned southward. It was under him Phil Sheridan first rode at the 
head of a division, and on this bloody field gave evidence of the high 
rank he was afterwards to obtain. It was Rosecrans’s skill and genius 
that maneuvered the enemy out of Chattanooga and gave the Army of 
the Cumberland a position at Chickamanga that enabled him to held at 
bay Bragg’s army, re-enforced by one of the best corps from the rebel 
army on the Potomac. 

Do not forget that it was under Rosecrans that Thomas stood, the 
Rock of Chi uga. 

Mr. Speaker, there was a day in the nation’s peril when good Abra- 
ham Lincoln thought he ought to send the thanks of the nation to 
General Rosecrans and the officers and men of his command for their 
great services in the field. I regret that men can not pass upon this 
question without bringing p matters that ought to have no relation 
to it. Let us do justice to this frail old man, who served bis country 
well in the days of his strength and vigor. His generous, liberal nat- 
ure has prevented his saving money for his old age. General Grant’s 
place in history is secure. It is not necessary to deal harshly with any 
soldier in order to place a laurel on his brow. Indeed, I feel quite sure, 
if the voices of Grant and Thomas could be heard, their noble spirits 
would say, Pass this bill!” [Loud applause. ] 

Mr. RANDALL, Iyield three minutes to the gentleman from Iowa 
LMr. HENDERSON]. 

Mr. HEND N, of Iowa. I do not want to know anything about 
politics on such a question as this, and do not want to know anything 
About politics when any soldier of the Union comes before me for con- 
sideration for his services. In the struggle of the Forty-eighth Con- 
gress, when we sought justice to the great, commander, General Grant, 
in the same way practically as General Rosecrans does now, I was op- 
posed to the position taken by General Rosecrans, I was against him 
then when he opposed Grant’s bill. He was wrong then, and I was 
right. He is now brought before us for recognition. ‘The principle is 
the same. I want to be right again, and so I will vote for Rosey.” 
[Loud applause.] As a member of the Army of the Tennessee, I fol- 
lowed both Grant and Rosecrans. I fought under Rosecrans at Cor- 
inth. 

I was with him in that battle, and he was the only general that I 
ever saw closer to the enemy than we were who fought in the front, ſor 
in that great battle he dashed in front of our lines when the flower of 
Price's army was pouring death and destruetion into our ranks. The 
bullets had earried off his hat, his hair was floating in the wind, and, 
Protected by the of battle, he passed along the lines and shouted, 

Soldiers, stand by your flag and by your country!“ We obeyed his 

orders. We crushed Price’s army, and gave the country the great tri- 

h of the battle of Corinth. General Rosecrans was the central, the 
lending, and the victorious spirit. 

I care not that General Grant and General Rosecrans since the war 
exchanged courtesies that were not courteous, It is enough for me to 
know now that he asks recognition, and for us who have patriotic hearts 
for our comrades to give it. I respect the feeling of my friend and col- 
league [Mr. STRUBLE], but my friend, as I view it, is wrong. He felt 
the cut and smart of the lash of Rosecrans on Grant, but Grant was 
equally as explicit in expressing his opinions. It is enough for us to 
consider that Grant and Rosey’’ were both successful and deserving 
soldiers. Without considering what either of them said, we ought to 
dispose of this matter without heat or temper. Let us not forget when 
Rosecrans was against the Grant bill we, on this side, opposed him. 
We will be logical, consistent, and patriotic now when we stand for 
this bill. I have no doubt as to what my duty is. I censure not my 
colleague; I censure no one around me, but I would be censurable in 
155 own judgment if I did not cast my vote for my old commander. 

Applause. 

Mr. Nb Lk. I now yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. WEAVER]. . 

Mr. WEAVER. Mr. Speaker, I had the honor to serve under Gen- 
eral Grant, and I cherish his memory. I also had the honor to serve 
under the distinguished whose name is under consideration 
here, General 


both living. It would be unbecoming inmetodoso. They were both 
fared badly 


participate in the battle at Corinth in 1862, 
and I know, and the country knows, that but for the magnificent 


-most honorable citizen. Few are more distinguis 


strategy of Rosecrans, his soldierly ing, his wonderful of 
attention to the details of that battle, the Army of the Southw 
would have been overthrown, and the consequences could not ba 
been foretold. He decoyed the army of Price on to the spot where he 
designed to fight the battle, and the result was that he was victorious 
and captured parts of sixty-nine different commands serving under 
Price and Van Dorn and the other Confederate commanders. In that 
important battle he saved the cause of the Union in the Southwest. 
Rosecrans was a splendid soldier, a valuable officer, and he is now a 
ished. He is one of 
the heroes of this age, and his name will live forever. I am for this 
bill. It must be passed. We can not dishonor him by voting no. I 
would like to see a unanimous vote. [Applause. ] 

Mr. RANDALL, I now yield two minutes to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. SOWDEN }. 

Mr. SOWDEN. Mr. Speaker, I rise simply to say one word in favor 
of the passage of the pending bill for the relief of General Rosecrans, 
As & private soldier who occupied a most humble position in the ranks 
of the Union Army during the late rebellion, I am glad to be in a po- 
sition to vote for this measure. It must be said to the eternal credit 
of this House that it rarely refuses to do honor and justice to the brave 
and deserving heroes of the country, and I feel confident that it will 
not hesitate now to do justice to General Rosecrans in this matter. 

It is surprising to see certain gentlemen on the other side who served 


in the grand Army of the Republic during the late unpleasantness op- 


pose this measure for the relief of one of their brave commanders on 
mere personal grounds. The only ground upon which the opposition 
rests is that when a like measure was before the Forty-eighth Congress 
to place General Grant upon the retired-list General Rosecrans opposed. 
that measure and made a bitter and inexcusable attack upon that great 
military chieftain. No one lamented this assault more than I did, and 
I firmly believe that the time has come when General Rosecrans him- 
self would gladly recall that speech if he could. 

He may have erred in saying what he did on that occasion, but this 
would not justify me nor any other member of this House in doing 
him a similar injustice now by voting against this measure placing him 
upon the retired-list. Justice was done to General Grant notwith- 
standing the course of General Rosecrans, and yet we are urged to di- 
vide upon this question and defeat this bill upon the trivial grounds 
stated and advanced by its opponents, the bitterest of whom dare not 
question the patriotism and bravery of its beneficiary. 

What statesmanship, what magnanimity! Who amongst us has 
made no mistakes? Noneofusareinfallible. It is an argument of the 
most belittling character to say that because this gallant Union soldier 
made a mistake and on one oceasion talked too much that we shall for- 
get all his brave and noble deeds in the past which he rendered in de- 
fense of his country’s flag and for the preservation of the grandest and 
most beneficent Government in the world. [Applause.] 

TheSPEAKER. The timeof the gentleman from Pennsylvania has 
expired. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] has four 
minutes ining and the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. StRUBLE] has 
seven minutes. [Cries of Vote!“ Vote!“ 

Mr. STRUBLE. I yield three minutes to gentleman from Cali- 
fornia [Mr. MCKENNA]. 

Mr. McKENNA. I think, sir, that the opponents of this measure 
have drifted into irrelevant consideration. It is hard to resist the im- 
pulse of feeling, and we all love General Grant and his memory so 
much that the slightest criticism of him may swerve us from a fair 
judgment of any who makes criticism upon him or upon his memory.. 
But, sir, I think with the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RAN- 
DALL], that opposition to this bill is made in the name of General 
Grant which he would not utter or sanction himself. His declaration 
was Let us have peace’’—not peace only between sections, but peace 
between men; and if he were here to-day, animated, as I have no doubt 
that he would be, by that spirit, he would express the same sentiment 
and would say to us, ‘‘Do justice to General Rosecrans as a soldier of 
the Army of the Union and forget and pass by his defects as an indi- 
vidual, whatever they may be.“ 

If, Mr. Speaker, he was the soldier depicted by the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. JACKSON], if he performed the splendid service so 
eloquently deseribed by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON], 
it was great enough and worthy enough to cover every defect that has 
been ascribed to him by the opponents of this measure. Therefore, 
Mr. Speaker, Union men as we are, feeling toward General Grant as 
we do, revering his memory as we do, we can not perform a better act. 
than to give reward to a man who fought so well as General Rosecrans 
fought for the cause that General Grant loved and to which his services 
and heroism were devoted. I hope every Republican will vote for this 
bill. 

Mr. STRUBLE. Mr. Speaker, I have listened with interest to what 
has been said om this and the other side of the Chamber in favor of 
this bill. The serious objection which I first raised to it is the bad 
poliey of restoring officers in this way after they have left the Army 
to go into civil life. There has been no discussion, I think, of that 
proposition. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. The retirement of Grant answers that, 
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Mr.STRUBLE. The retirement of Grant was an exception—an un- 
usual and a justifiable one, and the country and the world will hold it 
as an exception to the rule which ought in general to obtain. Mr. 
Speaker, if General Rosecrans should be restored to the Army, why not 
also many of the sick and maimed colonels and generals of the volun- 
teer service? Why not these brave men who suffer to-day more than 
General Rosecrans ever suffered physically—why not restore them as 
well as this man, who, I believe, was in the regular Army service 
twice? 

A MEMBER (rising). We have passed similar bills. 

Mr. STRUBLE. I can not consent to be interrupted now; I would 
gladly yield if I had more time. f 

Mr. Speaker, one word in reply to the considerations which have 
been urged favorable to the career of General Rosecrans as a soldier. 
I have said not one word to-day reflecting in the least upon either the 
personal character, integrity, and honor, or upon the military services 
of this gentleman. Nor have I said a word on the military services of 
General Grant except by way of general reference.. But, Mr. Speaker, 
I was pained that my colleague [Mr. HOLMES] should have risen in 
his place and in his zeal for General Rosecrans have deemed it neces- 
sary to pass an unfavorable remark as to General Grant, as I had made 
no reference to the military services of either of these generals except 
in a general way, and not at all in the way of comparison. 

One word in reply to my genial friend and colleague, Colonel HEN- 
DERSON, and Iam done. We, his colleagues, always listen to him with 
absolute satisfaction and pride; and you, the other members of the 
House, pay him splendid compliments. When he pictured before this 
House and these galleries filled with people the grand soldiery ot 
Rosecrans—when he pictured Rosecrans with drawn sword and hair 
streaming in the breeze leading his forces on to victory; recalling what 
I knew personally and what all members of the Forty-eighth Congress 
know to be his treatment of Grant, I said to myself, Is it possible that a 
hero like this, with Grant, another hero, then on his death-bed, could, 
in this House and elsewhere, malign and defame his memory and tra- 
duce his character?’’ Was Rosecrans the great, brave, and generous 
soldier that he has been pictured by my colleague? If he was, could 
he have been guilty, as we know he was, of persistently, continuously, 
and viciously defaming the name of Grant? It seems to me there is 
an inconsistency here, though I do not reflect at all upon what my elo- 
quent friend has said, nor in the least deny the correctness of his glow- 
ing recital. 

Titere the hammer fell.] 

TheSPEAKER. Thegentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] 
has now four minutes remaining, 

Mr. RANDALL. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. FARQUHAR]. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Mr. Speaker, I believe that the discussion on 
the comparative qualities of general officers of our Army is very much 
like a two-edged sword, and that the better plan to deal with such dis- 
cussion is to do as we have done with our old accouterments, to hang 
them on the wall. 

I would have said nothing in this debate had it not been for the fact 
that I served under both Grant and Rosecrans, and while there are 
many defects in the character of General Rosecrans, for which no apol- 
ogy can be made on this floor, yet the services of Old Rosey’? were 
of such a character in the critical period of the life of this Republic 
that nothing which this House can do for him to place him on an 
equality with other general officers of his rank can be too much. 

-I want to direct one remark to the friends of General Grant. Iam 
sorry that I am forced to do it, but I do it in vindication of the truth 
of history. No friend of General Grant in this Congress can afford 
to be otherwise than charitable toward General Rosecrans, General 
Grant can be criticised just as severely and keenly as General Rose- 
crans; and the men who fought, as I did, under Thomas from first to 
last, and who know of the City Point telegrams coming from the Gen- 
eral of the Army and from the Lincoln administration, and which were 
intended to depose and disgrace Thomas, can not patiently sit in this 
Hall and hear any uncharitable word said against Old Rosey.” 

The victory of Stone River was achieved by Rosecrans. The victory 
of Nashville, secured by Thomas, was the ee of the conquest 
of the South and Southwest. Let accounts be balanced. Let charity 
be held up for all. Above all, let no Grant idealism do injustice to 
just as brave men as himself, [Great applause. ] 

Mr. RANDALL. I now yield two minutes to the gentleman from 
Michigan [Mr. ALLEN]. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, opposition to this bill is 
founded on what General Rosecrans said in this Hall long after the war 
had closed. The hero of Appomattox and the great captain of the 
Army forgot after the war had ceased many things which it is well for 
us to forget. Among others he forgot the personal calumnies which 
were showered down upon his head. He was able to say and did say 
in the face of those calumnies to this country which he loved so well 
when warring factions on all sides threatened another war, ‘‘ Let us have 
peace. [Applause.] And in his dying hour he requested one of his 
opponents, one of the bravest officers of the Confederate side, Joseph 


E. Johnston, to assist in carrying his honored remains to a most hon- 
ored tomb. [Applause.] 

So far as General Rosecrans himself is concerned, General Grant, with 
the shadow of death upon him, used these words; and coming to-day 
to us it should silence all criticism as to what Rosecrans was and what 
he did in the Army. I read from the Memoirs of U.S. Grant, volume 2: 

Rosecrans had very skillfully maneuvered Bragg south of the Tennessee River 
and through and beyond Chattanooga. 

On the morning of the 2ist we took the train for the front, reaching Steven- 
sons, , after dark. Rosecrans was there on his way north. He came into 
my car and we held a brief interview, in which he described very clearly the 
ba pai at Chattanooga and made some excellent suggestions as to what should 

e done. 


Not for what General Rosecrans said in the Hall of the House of Rep- 
resentatives, but for what he did when the country needed every true 
mae, “ee reason why I wish to place him on the retired-list. [Ap- 
plause. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. RANDALL moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. : 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


INTERNAL-REVENUE BILL. 


Mr. RANDALL. I desire further to report, from the Committee on 
Rules, the following resolution; and in that connection I wish to say, 
after the resolution is read I wish to ask some questions of the Chair, 

Resolved, That Rule XXIII, clause 4, be amended by adding thereto the follow- 


af Provided 

, „That on Monday, February 25, 1889, immediately after the reading 
of the Journal, the House shall proceed in the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union to the consideration of the bill of the House (H. R. 
12131) to amend the internal-revenue laws; and at 4 o'clock p. m. on said day 
the said bill shall be reported to the House with such amendments as may have 
been agreed to in said committee, and the previous question shall be chime Bye 
as ordered upon such amendments and upon the engrossment, third reading, 
and passage of said bill, and the votes thereon shall be forthwith taken; and 
case the said bill shall not be taken up on said day, then this shall be a continu- 
mg order thereafter in all respects until one legislative day shall be occupied 
as herein specified: And provided, That a yea-and-nay vote shall be taken on an 
amendment porama by Air. FokRxRHx ou behalf of the minority of the committee 
reporting said bill: Provided further, That after consideration of the said bill has 
been entered upon no dilatory motion shall be entertained by the Chair.“ 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, itis well known to this House—— 

Mr. BLAND. I reserve the right to raise the question of considera- 

Mr. MILLS. I will attend to that. 

Mr. RANDALL. It is well known to the House that there is an un- 
finished appropriation bill in the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union. I believe I promote public business in permitting 
that bill to be proceeded with; but I desire before giving way to make 
some parliamentary inquiries of the Chair in that direction. I wish to 
ask whether if I do so I will lose any of my rights in any particular in 
connection with this report which may now be exercised as a matter of 
privilege? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that the practice of the House 
is well settled where a privileged report is made it may be laid upon 
the table for the present, to be called up at some future time, and loses 
none of its privileged character. 

Mr. RANDALL, It loses nothing, then? 

The SPEAKER. It loses none of its privileges. 

Mr. RANDALL. Then I do not desire to proceed with this report 
now, nor do I desire to ask that the previous question be pending, for 
the reason that I hope the gentleman from Texas will indicate between 
now and the time I shall again call it up what time he wishes the res- 
olution to be considered. ; 

Mr. MILLS. I would suggest that this resolution lie on the table 
for the present without any understanding whatever, but losing none 
of its privileges; and by the time it is again called up I will have con- 
ferred with the gentleman and let him know 

The SPEAKER. That is the request of the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania, as the Chair understands, so that the gentlemen can confer 


together. 

Mr. MILLS. The gentleman and myself are both agreed that we 
ought to go on with the appropriation bills. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The resolution will lie on the table for the present. 

Mr. MATSON. I desire to offer an amendment. 

The SPEAKER. It is not before the House for consideration. 

Mr. MATSON. Task unanimous consent to have it read for the in- 
formation of the House. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. RANDALL. I can not let it in as a pending amendment. 

Mr, MATSON. I only want to have it read for information. 

Mr. RANDALL, I have no objection to having it read for informa- 
tion. 


The SPEAKER. It will be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


And the day following shall be set apart for the consideration of H. R. 9961, ` 
entitled A bill relating to arrears of pensions,” upon the same terms and condi- 
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tions in all respects and as to disoussion, the ordering of the previous question, 
@ th taking of a yea-and-nay vote on the final passage thereof. 


Mr. RANDALL, That is not germane to the subject-matter. 

Mr. MATSON, Iask permission 

Mr. RANDALL. It is understood that that was only read for in- 
formation. I do not yield for it. 

Mr. REED. For information or misinformation? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I wish they would offer such a resolu- 
tion in a business sense. 

Mr. RANDALL. I move to dispense with the call of committees for 
reports. 

VETO MESSAGE—DES MOINES RIVER LANDS, 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message from 

the President of the United States: 


To the louse of Representatives: 

I herewith return without approval House bill No. 1368, entitled“ An act to 

viet title of settlers on the Des Moines River lands, in the State of Iowa, and 
‘or other purposes.“ 

This bill is to all intents and purposes identical with Senate bill No. 150, passed 
in the first session of the Forty-ninth Congress, which failed to receive execu- 
tive approval. My objections to that bill are set forth in a message transmitted 
to the Senate on the llth day of March, 1*86. They are all applicable to the bill 
herewith returned, and a careful re-examination of the matters embraced in 
this proposed legislation has further satisfied me of their validity and strength. 

The trouble proposed to be cured by this cot pte out of the indefiniteness 
and consequent contradictory construction by he officers of the Governmentof 
a grant of land made in 1546 y Congress to the State of Iowa (then a Territory) 
for the purpose of aiding in the improvement of the Des Moines River. This 
grant was accepted on the 9th day of January, 1817, by the State of Iowa, as re- 

uired by the act of Con „and soon thereafter the E e arose whether 
the lands granted were limited to those which adjoined the river in its course 
northwesterly from the southerly line of the State toa point called the Raccoon 
Fork, or whether such N 2. covered lands so adjoining the river through its 
gore course through the Territory, and both below and above the Raccoon 
Fork. 

The Acting Commissioner of the General Land Office, on the 17th day of Oc- 
tober, 1846, instructed the officers of the land office in Iowa that the grant ex- 
tended only to the Raccoon Fork, 

On the 23d day of February, 1848, the Commissioner of the General Land Office 
held that the grant extended along the entire course of the river. 

Notwithstanding this opinion, the President, in June, 1848, proclaimed the 
lands upon the river above the Raccoon Fork tobe open for sale and settlement 
under the land laws, and about 25,000 acres were sold to and pre-empted by set- 
tlers under said p on. — 

In 1849, and before the orkan inon of the Departmənt of the Interior, the 
Secretary of the 8 ecided, upon a protest against opening said lands 
5 sale and settlement, that the grant extended along the entire course of the 
river. 

Pursuant to this decision, and on the Ist day of June, 1849, the Commissioner 
ofthe General Land Office directed the reservation ar the withholding from sale 
of all lands on the odd-numbered sections along the Des Moines River above the 
Raccoon Fork. 

This reservation from entry and sale under the general land laws seems to 
have continued until a deed of the lands so reserved was made by the State of 
Iowa, and until the said deed was supplemented and confirmed by the action of 
the Congress in 1861 and 1862, 

In April, 1850, the Secretary ofthe Interior—that Department having then been 
eee that the grant extended no ſarther than the Raccoon Fork, 
but in view of the fact that Con was in session and might take steps in 
the matter, the Commissioner of the General Land Office expressly continued 
the reservation. 

In October, 1851, another Secretary of the Interior, while expressing the opin- 
ion that the grant only extended to the Raccoon Fork, declared that he would 
approve the selections made by the State of Iowa of lands above that point, 
“leaving the question as to the construction of the statute entirely open to the 
action of the 8 

In this condition of affairs selections were made by Towa of a large quantity 
of land lying above the Raccoon Fork, which selections were approved and the 
land certified to the State. In the mean time the State had entered upon the 
improvement of the river and it appears had disposed of some of the land in 
furtherance of said improvement. But in 1854 the State of Iowa made a con- 
tract with the Des Moines Navigation and Railroad Company for the continu- 
ance of said work at a cost of $1,300,000, the State agreeing in payment thereof 
to convey to the company all the land which had been or should thereafter be 
certified to the State of Iowa under the grant of 1846. 

On November, 1856, further certification of lands above the Raccoon Fork, 
under the grant to the State of Iowa, was refused by the Interior Department. 
This led to a dispute and settlement between the State of Iowa and the Des 
Moines Navigation and Railroad Company, by which the State conveyed by 
deed to said company— 

“All lands ted by an actof Congress approved August 8, 1846, to the then 
Territory of Iowa to aid in the improvement of the Des Moines River, which 
have been approved and certified to the State of Iowa by the General Govern- 
ment, saving and excepting all lands sold and conveyed, or to be sold 
and conveyed, by the State, by its officers and agents, prior to the 23d day of 
December, 1853, under said grant.” 

This exception was declared in the deed to cover the lands above the Raccoon 
Fork disposed of to settlers by the Government in 1848, under the proclamation 
of the President opening said lands to sale and settlement, which has been re- 
ferred to; and it is conceded that neither these lands nor the rights of any set- 
tlers thereto are affected by the terms of the bill now under consideration, 

‘The amount of land embraced iu this deed located above the Raccoon Fork 
appears to be more than 271,000 acres. > 

It is alleged that the company, in winding up its affairs, distributed this land 
among the parties interested, and that said d, or a large part of it, n 
sold to numerous parties now claiming the same under titles derived from said 


com y 

In December, 1859, the Supreme Court of the United States decided that the 
t to the Territory of Iowa, under the law of 1846, conveyed no land above 
e Raccoon Fork, and that all selections and certifications of lands above that 
int were unauthorized and void, and passed no title or interest in said lands 
E tho State of Iowa. In other words, it was determined that these lands were, 
in the language of the bill under consideration, ** improperly certified to Iowa 

by the Department of the Interior under the act of August S. 1846.” 

This adjudication would seem to conclusively determine that the title to these 
lands was, as the law then stood, and notwithstanding all that had taken place, 
still in the United States. And for the purpose of ting all claim or right of 
the Government to said lands for the benefit of the grantees of the State of 


Iowa, Congress, on the 2d day of March, 1861, passed a joint resolution provid- 
ing that all the title still retained by the United States in the land above the 
Raccoon Fork, in the State of Iowa,“ which have been certified to said State 
improperly by the Department of the Interior as part of the grant by act of 
Congress approved August 8, 1846, and which is now held by bona fide purchasers 
5 the State of Iowa, be and the same are hereby relinquished to the State 
of Iowa. 

Afterwards, and on the 12th day of July, 1962, an act of Congress was passed 
Sename the grant of 1846 so as to include lands lying above the Raccoon 

ork, 

The joint resolution and act of Congress here mentioned have been N pay 
held by the Supreme Court of the United States to supply a title to the lands 
mentioned in the deed from the State of Iowa to the navigation and railroad 
company, which inured to the benefit of said company or its grantees. 

No less that ten cases have been decided in that court more or less directly 
establishing this proposition, as well asthe further proposition that no title to 
these lands could, prior to said Congressional action, be gained by settlers, for 
the reason that ithad been withdrawn and reserved from entry and sale under 
the general land laws, It seems to be perfectly well settled also, if an adjudica~ 
tion was necessary upon that question, that all interest of the United States in 
these lands was entirely and completely granted by the resolution of 1861 and 
the act of 1862, 

The act of 1862 provides for the setting apart of other lands in lieu of such as 
were covered by the act, but had been before its — sold and disposed of by 
the United States, excepting such as had been re to the State of Iowa un- 
der the joint resolution of 1861, 

It is claimed, I believe, that in a settlement of land grants thereafter had be- 
tween the United States and the State of Iowa lands were allowed to the State 
in lieu or indemnity for some of the lands which it had conveyed to the Des 
Moines Navigation and Railroad Company. But if the title of the company is 
valid to lands along the river and above the Raccoon Forks, under the deed 
from Iowa and the joint resolution and act of Congress, it can not be in the 
least affected by the fact that the State afterwards, justly or unjustly, received 
other lands as indemnity. 

The bill under consideration provides that all the lands “improperly certified 
to Iowa” under the grant of 1846, as referred to in the joint resolution of 1861, 
and for which indemnity lands were selected and received by the State, as pro- 
vided in the act of 1862, , are, and are hereby, declared to be public lands of the 
United States.“ 

The claims of persons and their heirs who, with intentin good faith to obtain 
tithe under the pre-emption and homestead laws of the United States, have en- 
tered and remained upon any tract of said land prior to 1880, are confirmed and 
made valid to them and their heirs not exceeding 160 acres, and upon due proof 
and proa of the usual price or fees it is directed that such claims shall be 
carr’ to patent. 

It is further provided that the claims of settlers and claimants which do not 
come in conflict with the claims of the parties above mentioned, are confirmed 
and made valid. By the second section of the bill it is made the duty of the 
Attorney-General, as soon as practicable,and within three years after the = 
sage of the act, to institute legal proceedings to assert and protect the title of the 
United States to said lands, and to remove all clouds from its title thereto, 

One result of this legislation, if consummated and if effectual, would be to re- 
store to the United States,as a part of the public domain, lands which more 
than twenty-five years ago the Government expresaly granted and surrendered, 
and which repeated decisions ofthe Supreme Court have adjudged to belong by 
virtue of this action ofthe Government to other parties. 

Another result would be, not only to validate claims to this land which our 
highest judicial tribunal have solemnly declared to be invalid, but to actually 
direct the issue of patents in confirmation of said claims. 

Still another result would be to oblige the Government of the United States 
to enter the courts ostensibly to assert and protect its title to said land, while in 
point of fact it would be used to enforce private claims to the same and unsettle 
private ownership. - 3 

It is by no means certain that this proposed legislation relating to a subject 
peculiarly within the judicial function, and which attempts to disturb rights 
and interests thoroughly intrenched in the solemn udications of our courts, 
would be upheld. In any event, it seems to me that it isan improper exercise 
of legislative power, an interference with the determinations of a co-ordinate 
branch of the Government, an arbitrary annulment of a public grant made more 
than twenty-five years ago, an attempted destruction of vested rights, and a 
threatened impairment of lawful contracts, 

The advocates of this measure insist that a point in favor of the settlers upon 
these lands and important in the consideration of this bill, is found in the follow- 
ing language of the constitution of the State of Iowa, which was adopted in 1857 : 

The General Assembly shall not locate any of the public lands which have 
been or may be nted by Con to this State, and the location of which may 
be given to the General Assembly, upon lands actually settled, without the con- 
sont of the occupant.” * 

The State under its constitution was perfectly competent to take the grants of 
1801 and 1862, The clause of the constitution above quoted deals expressly with 
“lands which have been or may be granted by Congress to the State,“ and thus 
of necessity recognizes its right to take such grants. This competency in the 
State asa ntee was all that was needed to create under the joint resolution 
of 1851 ard the act of 1862 a complete divestiture of the interests of the United 
States in these lands. It must be borne in mind, too, that prior to this time these 
lands had been conveyed by the State of Iowa in furtherance of the purposes of 
the original 5 grants, and that the joint resolution of 1861 and the 
ot — 70 were really made for the benefit of those who held under grants from 
the 0. 

After these grants by the Government it had no concern with these lands, If, 
in any stage of the proceedings, the General Assembly of Iowa was guilty of 
any neglect of duty or failed to act in accordance with the constitution of the 
State of Iowa, the remedy should be found in the courts of that State; and it is 
difficult to see how the situation in aspect can be changed or improved by 
the bill under consideration. 

Iam not unmindful of the fact that there may be persons who have suffered, 
or who are threatened with loss, through a reliance upon the erroneous decisions 
of Government officials as to the extent of the original grant from the United 
States to the Territory of Iowa. I believe cases of this kind should be treated 
in accordance with the est sentiments of equity, and that where loss is ap- 


parent, arising from a real or fairly su invitation of the Government to 
settle Aa the lands mentioned in the bill under consideration, such loss should 
be m 


e good. 

But I do not believe that the condition of these settlers will be aided by en- 
couraging them in such further litigation as the terms of this bill invite, nor 
do I believe that in attempting to right the wrongs of which they complain leg- 
islation should be sanctioned evous in principle, and in its practical op- 
eration doing injustice to others as innocent as they and as much entitled t 


considerati 
W GROVER CLEVELAND, 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, February 21, 1889. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Task that that bill and message 
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Mr. HOLMES. Lask that the message and the bill be allowed to 
lie e the Speaker’s table for the present until called up for consid- 
eration. 

In that connection I wish to ask a parliamentary question: whether 
it will lose any of its rights or elements of privilege which pertain to 
it now by allowing it to lie on the table for the present? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. HATCH in the chair). It will not. 
It is a question of privilege which can be called up at any time the 
gentleman gets the floor for that purpose. 

Mr. WHEELER. Is it in order to interpose an objection unless 
some time certain be fixed when it is to be called up? The friends of 
the President and of the veto do not want to be compelled to be on the 
watch here every moment. 

Mr. HOLMES. I will say to the gentleman that I would fix a time 
but for the pendency of the appropriation bills. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Let it lie on the table. 

Mr. HOLMES. I will say, and give notice now, that I will call up 
the bill on Monday if I can get the right of way. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection, the message and 
accompanying bill will lie on the table for the present. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. HAYES. I desire to make a motion of a privileged character. 
The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman will suspend until the 
Chair lays before the House certain executive communications, 


PRIVATE LAND CLAIM ARROYO HONDO, 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House a letter from the 
Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, with a letter from the Commis- 
sioner of the General Land Office, the report of thesurveyor-general for 
New Mexico on private land claim Arroyo Hondo, No. 159; which was 
referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 


PRIVATE LAND CLAIM CHRISTOBAL DE LA SERNA. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House a letter from 
the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, with a letter from the Com- 
missioner of the General Land Office, the report of the surveyor-general 
for New Mexico on private land claim Christobal de la Serna, or Los 
Ranchos de Taos grant, No. 158; which was referred to the Committee 
on Private Land Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


PHILIP P. ROWE. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House a letter from 
the clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting findings of fact by the 
Court of Claims in the case of Philip P. Roweagainst the United States. 

Mr. WEAVER. I want an order made to substitute a certified copy 
for the ongina papers, which never have reached the Committee on 
Patents. I want that order made, and with it the reference to the 
Committee on Patents. 

Mr. ROGERS. I would like to know what matter it is that has 
been submitted to the House, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will again report the com- 
munication. 

The Clerk again reported the title of the communication, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection, the order re- 
quested by the gentleman from Iowa will be made, and the papers re- 
ferred to the Committee on Patents and ordered to be prin 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr, ENLOE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found duly enrolled bills of the following 
titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (S. 28) to create a port of delivery at Port Angeles, in the 
district of Puget Sound, in Washington Territory; 

A bill (S. 24) to extend the limits of the port of Portland as a port 
of 


entry; 

A pill (S. 3666) to amend an act entitled An act granting to the 
city of Grand Forks, Dak., the right to build two free bridges across 
Red River,’’ approved May 21, 1888; 

A bill (S. 3146) authorizing the construction of a bridge over the 
Missouri River at or near Kansas City, Kans., and not over 10 miles 
above the Hannibal and St. Joseph Railway bridge at Kansas City, Mo.; 

A bill (S. 3284) to authorize the construction of a bridge across Bayou 
Bartholomew at or near Ward’s Ferry, La. ; 

A bill (S. 3921) to authorize the Kentucky Union Railway Company 
to construct a bridge across the Kentucky River and its tributaries; 

A bill (S. 3645) granting to the Astoria and South Coast Railway 
Company the right to construct a bridge across Young’s Bay, anaviga- 
ble stream in the county of Clatsop, and State of Oregon; and 

A bill (H. R. 11338) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Coosa River at Gadsden, in the State of Alabama. 


RELIEF OF SETTLERS IN HETTINGER COUNTY, DAKOTA. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House the bill (S. 
3751) for the relief of certain settlers in Hettinger County, Dakota. 

Mr. PAYSON. In place of a reference of that bill to the Committee 
on Public Lands I ask unanimous consent to consider it now, with per- 
mission to make a brief statement concerning it. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Regular order. 

Mr. PAYSON. Then I ask that the bill remain on the Speaker’s 
table for the present. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection, the bill will 
be retained on the Speaker’s table. 

There was no objection. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. RANDALL. I move to dispense with the consideration of pri- 
vate business for to-day. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. RANDALL. I now move to dispense with the morning hour 
for the call of committees for reports. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. RANDALL. I now ask unanimous consent that members hay- 
ing reports to make or private bills and resolutions to offer for refer- 
ence be allowed to hand them in to the Clerk. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


FILING OF REPORTS. 
coe following reports were filed by being handed in at the Clerk’s 


POWDER-HOUSE AT PORTLAND, ME, 


Mr. SPINOLA, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 12210) to enable the city of Portland to 
build a powder-house on Hog Island Ledge; which was referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


CITIZENS’ BANK OF LOUISIANA. 


Mr. WILKINSON, from the Committee on War Claims, reported as a 
substitute the bill H. R. 3717, a bill (H. R. 12636) toauthorize the Court 
of Claims to hear and determine the claim of the Citizens’ Bank of 
Louisiana; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 

The bill H. R. 3717 was reported back with a recommendation that 
it be laid on the table. 


BRIDGE ACROSS THE ILLINOIS RIVER. 


Mr. CRISP, from the Committee on Commerce, reported back with 
amendments the bill (H. R. 12573) to establish arailroad bridge across 
the Illinois River, extending from a point within 5 miles of Columbi- 
ana, in Greene County, to a point within 5 miles of Kampsville, in 
Calhoun County, in the State of Illinois; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


BENJAMIN F. CLAYTON, 


Mr. CHIPMAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with amendmentsthe bill (H. R. 9455) granting a pension to 
Benjamin F. Clayton; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

EZRA A. MILLER. 

Mr. SPOONER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (S. 2138) granting an increase of pension to Ezra 
A. Miller; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

THOMAS MILLER. 

Mr. GEAR, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported back 
favorably the bill (S. 66) giving a military record to Thomas Miller; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

ECKINGTON AND SOLDIERS’ HOME RAILWAY COMPANY. 

Mr. ROWELL, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (S. 3877) to amend the charter of the Eck- 
ington and Soldiers’ Home Railway Company; which was referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be princed. 

JOHN C. FREMONT. 
Mr. SPINOLA submitted the following resolution; which was re- 


ferred to the Committee on Rules: 


Resolved, That on Friday, February 22, the House will take a recess at 5 o’clook 
until 7.30 o'clock, at which evening session the House will consider Senate bill 
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No. 2395, authorizing the President to 8 and retire John C. Frémont as a 
major-general in the United States Army 


THOMAS A. COAKLEY. 


Mr. HAYES, from the Committee on Accounts, reported back favor- 
ably Miscellaneous Document No. 112, providing for the salary of 
Thomas A. Coakley, asked that the Committee on Accounts be dis- 
charged from its further consideration; that it be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and that committee be authorized to make 
provision for it in the general deficiency bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The fact was not announced as to what it was. 

Mr. RANDALL. It isa report from the Committee on Accounts, 
asking to be discharged from the consideration of this matter and that 
it be referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Indiana ob- 
ject? 

: Mr. HOLMAN. Ido not object. Isimply wanted to know what 
t was. 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. SAYERS. I now ask unanimous consent that the House may 
continue in session until 6 o’clock this evening. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I object. 

Mr. SAYERS. I move that the House resolve itself into Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the purpose of consider- 
ing general appropriation bills. 

The motion was agreed to. 


DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
Mr. Dockery in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole for 
the purpose of considering general appropriation bills, and the Clerk 
will report the unfinished business. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 12571) 3 appropriations to supply deficiencies in the ap; 
8 for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, and for prior years, an 3 for 


r purposes. 

The CHAIRMAN. When the committee was last in session a point 
of order was submitted against the section under consideration. The 
Chair has examined the point of order and overrules it; and the Clerk 
will proceed with the reading. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Payment to Alabama: For payment to the State of Alabama on account of 
2and 3 per cent. fund arising from the sale of public lands in said State from 
July 1, 1884, to June 30, 1888. $4,235.21. 

Payment to State of Louisiana: To refund to State of Louisiana the amount 
of overpayments of interest to June 30, 1888, se the bonds of the State held as 
Indian trust funds by the United States, $13,602. 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois. I propose iN amend that section by 

adding and for payment to the State of Illinois on account of the 2 

cent. that has arisen from the sale of public land in said State from 
anuary 1, 1819, to December 31, 1860, $475,163.56.” 

Mr. SAYERS. L raise the point of order on that amendment. There 
is no law for it. There is no estimate. The account has not been cer- 
tified to Congress, and it is not germane to the paragraph under consid- 
eration, 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois, rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair requests the gentleman from Illinois 
to state whether there is any law authorizing the appropriation pro- 


posed. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois. That is the point I was going to make. 
Under the act of 1818, admitting the State of Illinois, in section 6, in 
the third clause of that section, is this provision: 


That 5 per cent, of the net proceeds of the lands lying shy said State, and 
‘which shall be sold by Congress, from and after the Ist of January, 1819, , after 
deducting all expenses incident to the same, shall be reserved for the following 


ly 
Purwo-ffths to be disbursed in making roads; the residue for school purposes, 

The three-fifths, or the 3 per cent., was paid to the State for school 
purposes, but not one dollar nor one cent of the 2 per cent. has ever been 
paid to the State of Illinois. An item that is introduced into this bill 
pays 2 and 3 per cent. to the State of Alabama for Jands sold; and every 
single State in the Union, except Illinois, Indiana, and Ohio, has been 
paid the full amount of 5 per cent. authorized by the provisions of the 
acts under which the States were admitted. 

The gentleman says that there is no itemized account. 

Mr. SAYERS. No estimate, 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois, I have here a statement of the Comp- 
troller which shows the full amount. It shows the number of acres 
sold, the amount at which the land was sold, and he bas even figured 
up the 2 per cent., and yet not one cent of this has ever been paid. 

Mr. RYAN. Why has it not been serine by the Department? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois. The gentleman asks, why has it not 
been reported by the Department? This has been a matter of conten- 
tion between the Departments for years, and I will explain the reason. 
About the time when this claim began to run, the General Government 


commenced what was called the Cumberland road, running out from 
Cumberland to Jefferson City, Mo. Without any attempt on the part 
of Congress to charge these States with the ‘building of that road, be- 
cause it was the purpose of Congress to make it a national improvement 
to be paid for by the General Government, the Commissioner of the 
General Land Office, withont any direction from any person, sought to 
charge these States, by an offset against their claims, a large amount 
of the expense incurred in building that road. 

Congress appropriated millions of dollars for the work, intending, as 
I have said, to make ita great national improvement. There was 
never any attempt by Congress to charge the expense of this road to 
any of the States. Besides, Congressabandoned the road before its con- 
struction reached the State of Illinois. But a small part of this road 
was ever built in the State of Indiana, When the ruling of the Com- 
missioner was presented to the Comptroller of the Treasury he sent 
him a communication stating that it was error to charge Illinois with 
any of the expense of this road, and requested him to restate the ac- 
count, holding that this item of the expense incurred in building the 
Cumberland road was not properly chargeable to the State of Illinois, 
to the State of Indiana, or to the State of Ohio. I have here theletter 
ofthe Comptroller calling for this restatement. The Commissioner 
declined to restate the account for the simple reason that his predeces- 
sor had made the statement in which he charged the expense of the 
Cumberland road to these States, and declined to reopen the matter, 
because, as he said, ‘‘ One officer of the Land Office is not competent to 
cancel or annul the act of his predecessor.’’ 

A resolution was passed by Congress calling upon the Secretary of 
the Treasury to state whether or not the books showed that the State 
of Illinois had ever been charged one single cent of the cost of this 
road; and I have here his reply. I will read first, however, a part of 
the resolution. It called upon him to state— 


Whether anything is charged in the Treasury Department ip nace the said 
fund (that is, 2 per cent. fund), or any offset exists against it there, and if so, 
when and how auch offset or charges occur or were the same made, a. 
upon what basis, with the dates and amounts of said charges or o and the 
form-or manner in which the said 2 2 cent fund was expended, with the dates 
of such expenditure and the autho: 


The Secretary of the Treasury in 555 Says: 
books Register of the T do, as uggest, sh 

Peat 3 into tho Treasury. Rota ake public lands sold in the State Soothe 
linois since January 1, 1819. A table is herewith transmitted showing the re- 
sults for each year up to the 5 time since 1818. The books of the Depart- 
ment do not, however, anything in regard to such a fund as that referred 
ta in the resolution, either på the way of receipts or of charges oroffsets against 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I say here that under the law this claim is a 
proper one. It was properly authorized. The lands were sold, yet 
not one single cent of that money has ever been paid to the State of 
Illinois to this day. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the law 18 how the amount due to 
the State of Illinois is to be ascertained? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois. It has been ascertained. The au- 
thority for it is identical with that under which other like items are 


brought in by the committee. The amount is 2 per cent. of all the. 


public lands sold under the act of Co: 

The CHAIRMAN, But „ for the sake of the argument, 
that there is authority of law, is there any provision for 
the amount of land sold and the percentage thereon? Does the law 
direct any officer to ascertain the percentage due? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois. The provision is the same that is found 
in the enabling act of nearly every State that has been admitted into the 
Union. It provides that 5 per cent. of the lands sold shall go to the 
State for school and road purposes on condition that the State shall not 
tax the land for five years; and the State of Illinois, at the constitutional 
convention held at Kaskaskia, in the same year, passed an ordinance 
in compliance with this requirement. This is all there is to it. The 
law gives it to the State, na the State, by passing that ordinance, com- 
plied with all the requirements of the law. 

The CHAIRMAN. But what officer is charged with the duty of as- 
certaining the amount of lands sold? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois. The law does not provide for that in 
this act or in any of theacts, It is the same in this case as in the case 
of the State of Alabama. 

Mr. CANNON, If the Chair will permit me, even if the appropri- 
ation is made, not one cent of it can be expended until the amount is 
ascertained by the accounting officers of the 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Ilinois. But that has been done. I have the 
amount here from the Commissioner of the Land Office. It stands 
there upon the books to the credit of the State, but it has never been 
settled. The Commissioner of the Land Office says that it stands there 
to our credit, and the Treasury Department says that there has been 
no offset or charge against it, ‘Dat that it has been simply hung up” 
in the conflict between the Departments with reference to the question 
whether or not any portion of the expense of constructing the Cumber- 
land road should be to our State. I may add, Mr. Chairmen, 
that the State of Missouri stood in the same position until a few years 
ago, E and that claim was no more meritorious 

han thi 
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Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, the covering-in act of 1870 requires 
that where there shall be any claim affected by that act so that the money 
which has been appropriated may be covered back into the Treasury, 
the Secretary of the Treasury shall transmit to Congress from session 
to session an estimate upon the particular claim or claims. Now, we 
have received no estimate at all from the Treasury Department in ref- 
erence to this. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the Chair understand the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. Sa ERS] to say that the law requires that the estimateshall 
be submitted by the accounting officers of the Treasury? 

Mr. SAYERS. I do say so. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois, Is every such item in the bill sup- 
ported in that way ? 

Mr. SAYERS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CANNON. If the Chair and my colleague will allow me, the 
estimate gives the committee jurisdiction to report the appropriation, 
but if it appears that anything is due to any State, or to any individ- 
ual, under a law, if there is a claim ascertained, then I think the amend- 
ment is clearly a proper one. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Les; but the Chair calls the attention of the gen- 
tleman from Illinois to this point, because the Chair is not familiar with 
the law. If the law provides, as the gentleman from Texas has stated, 
that the accounting officers of the shall submit an estimate, 
and if the accounting officers have not submitted that estimate, then 
the Chair can not entertain the amendment. 

Mr. CANNON. With all due respect to my colleague on the com- 
mittee I will say that the law does not provide that the accounting 
officers shall submit estimates before Congress shall have jurisdiction 
to appropriate. By no manner of means. We appropriate for almost 
every conceivable purpose in pursuance of law, and, so far as the point 
of order is concerned, the only question that can be asked is, is the 
appropriation in pursuance of law? Now, my coll (Mr. ANDER- 
80N, of Illinois] has presented the law, and he says the claims have 
been ascertained by the auditing officers of the ; but whether 
they have or not, if the appropriation is made not one cent of it can be 
paid out until the amount is ascertained by the auditing officers, and 
80 far as the jurisdiction of the committee is concerned, I repeat that 
under the rule the only question is, is the expenditure for which we 
appropriate authorized by law? The rest is all a clerical matter. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would suggest to the gentleman from 
Texas that inasmuch as this question has been presented suddenly and 
for the first time, and the bill can not be complied this evening, that 
this section, with the amendment and point of order pending upon it, 
be over informally to be recurred to hereafter. 

Mr. SAYERS. I have no objection. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to state first that I think there is legislation 
covering this matter as affecting the States of Ohio, Indiana, and Illi- 
noie: I do not think it-will be found that this appropriation is in or- 

er. 

The CHAIRMAN. The matter will be passed over informally, and 
the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

pay William Forsyth in full satisfaction of all demands 


To 
of Columbia for the fiscal year 1888 and prior years, submi 
tive No. 71, second session Fiftieth Congress, $350. 


Mr. SAYERS. I ask that the word ‘“‘Document” be inserted after 
the word Executive“ in the fourth line. It was left out by inadvert- 
ence. 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

‘That one-half of the foregoing amounts to meet deficiencies in the appropria- 
tions on account of the District of Columbia shall be paid from the revenues of 


the District of Columbia, and one-half from any money in the Treasury of the 
United States not otherwise appropriated. 


Mr. SAYERS. At the end of line 10, page 21, I move to insert the 
amendment I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Provided, That the amounts appropriated for the water department shall be 
paid wholly from the water fund. 


Mr. ROGERS. What is the object of this provision? 

Mr. SAYERS. I will state to the gentleman from Arkansas that 
there is here a water fund, and the law requires that all expenditures 
on that account shall be paid from that special fund. 

Mr. ROGERS. That seems to be proper. 

The amendment was adopted. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


War Department. 


Mr. ENLOE. Under this heading, Mr. Chairman, on page 21, after 
line 11, I ask to insert the amendment I send to the besk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

T able the Secre! f Warto the claim of John jr. 
78063, allowed and cortified to be due b by the accounting eg. pe barnen 


ment, and appropriated for by Congress in the act approved February 20, 1886, 
but erroneously paid to another person, $150, * s 


the District 
in House Execu- 


Mr. ENLOE. I offer this by permission of the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and I deem it unnecessary to make any statement in regard 
to the amendment, as it meets the approval of the committee, unless 
some gentleman shall desire it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. How did it happen to be erroneously paid? 

Mr. ENLOE. The circumstances of the case, as I am informed, were 
about as follows: In the first place, I will state that two claims each 
for $150, each for a horse, each for the benefit of John McGill, jr., and 
each from Benton County, Tennessee, were filed with the Quarter- 
master-General. One was examined, passed upon, and allowed. The 
other was rejected. 

Anappropriation was subsequently made by Congress to pay the claim 
allowed, but it so happened that there were three John McGills, jr. 
in the county of Benton, one of whom died, and one moved away, an 
the other, the true claimant, is still there. The administrator of the 
deceased John McGill, jr., through his attorney, under letters of ad- 
ministration from the county court of Benton County, collected this 
money. By a mistake the Department ya the money to the wrong 
pam t was conclusively shown that the claim of the deceased John 

ill, jr., had been rejected. I believe this case is known in the De- 

ent as the case of the two Dromios’’ or three Dromios, and I 

ve been trying for about one year to get the money paid to theright 
person. 

A MEMBER. To the right Dromio. 

Mr. ENLOE. Yes, and have been unable to do it up to this time. 
This statement is sent here by the Assistant Secretary of the Treasury, 
with a letter which I hold in my hand, and without taking up the time 
of the House to read it, I will ask consent to have it printed in the 
RECORD in support of the amendment, and I will further ask, Mr. Chair- 
man, permission to embody a brief statement in reference to the letter 
of the Secretary. - 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, February 15, 1889. 
Sin: I have the honor to transmit herewith Sopy or. a communication this day 


sent to the Speaker of the House of Representatives in regard to the case of 
John McGill, Ei with the request that favorable action be taken thereon, 


y, yours, 
HUGH 8, THOMPSON, 
Acting Secretary, 
Hon. SAMUEL J. RANDALL, 
Chairman Committee on Appropriations, 
House q ives. 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., February 15, 1889. 

Sm: Ihave the honor to invite the attention of Congress to the following 
statement of facts: 

On March 20, 1886, the Second Comptroller certified a claim (No. 78063) in favor 
of John MoGill, jr., of Benton County, Tennessee, for $150, for one sorrel mare 
taken from him by the United States troops on or about November 1, 1864, the 
Dayment for which was lly provided for in the act of Congress ap- 

ved February 20, 1886 (24 Stat., page 664). War warrant No. 7618 was issued 
8 of said claim April 12, 1886, and Trony. draft No, 3760, issued 
thereon A 12, 1886, for $15}, payable to the order of John McGill, jr., was de- 
rney, who then nted the claimant 


required by section és oe au- 
tho: the said Galen E. Green, as attorney in fact, to negotiate the afore- 
named draft and to receive the money therefor. These papers were approved 
and filed in the office of the First Comptroller, and, in accordance with the pre- 
vailing usage in such cases, the draft was indorsed by the Deputy First Comp- 
troller, as follows: “ Payable to Galen E. Green, attorney, authority on file." 
Said Green thereupon indorsed the draft and received the amount thereof from 
the Treasurer of United States. 

Satisfactory evidence has been received at this Departmentsince the payment 
of the draft, as above stated, showing that the true claimant, John ill, ir., 
is still alive, residing in Benton County, Tennessee, and that the John McGill; 
5 deceased, on whose estate letters of administration were issued to R. L. 

‘cElyea,as above shown, was not the true claimant. The De; t has 
made repeated demands upon the said Galen E. Green to refund the amount 
thus erroneously paid to him, but without avail, and on the 10th of September, 
1888, he was disbarred from practice before this Department. As said Green is 
entirely insolvent, the amount can not be reco’ from him by suit. 

The officers of this Department have acted in perfect good faith in the matter, 
and yet the demand of the rightful claimant for payment can not be complied 
with without another appropriation of the amount by Cangen, the amount 

rovided by the act of February 20, 1886, to pay the claim of John McGill jr. 
5 Statutes, 664), having been paid to a wrong Lage È I have therefore respect- 

ully to recommend that a special appropriation of $150 be included in the defi- 
psig rage wig sy bill now pending before Con for the amount allowed 
and due to the true claimant, John McGill, jr., of Benton County, Tennessee, 
but which he has failed to receive. 

Respectfully, yours, 
HUGH S. THOMPSON, Acting Secretary. 
The SPEAKER, 


House of Representatives, Washington, D.C. 


Upon the receipt of this letter to the Speaker, I called the attention 
of Mr. Green, the attorney mentioned in connection with the case, to 
the statements contained in the letter of the Assistant Secretary con- 
cerning him. Mr. Green stated to me that he had offered to repay the 
$150, and that the Assistant Secretary declined to receive it; and, in 
order to avoid controversy over the matter in the House, I addressed a 
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letter to the Assistant Secretary, reciting the allegations of Mr. Green, 
and asked him fora reply. He replied as follows: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, Washington, D. C., February 19, 1889. 


Dran Sin: I am in receipt of your letter of even date stating that Galen F. 
Green, attorney in the case of John McGill, jr., has made the statement to you 
that he had offered to return the amount paid to him in this case, and that his 
offer was declined, and requesting that you be advised whether such offer was 
in fact made by Mr. Green and declined by the Treasury Department. In reply 
I beg to inform you that no such offer was made to this Department, Mr. Green 
offered to return part of the money eee the proceedings to disbar him 
were discontinued, which offer was declined unless he paid the whole. He 
then stated that he was unable to pay the whole amount, and the Department 
has no method by which payment can be compelled, 

Very truly yours, 
I. H. MAYNARD. 


Hon. BENJAMIN A. ENLOE, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


I have since seen Mr. Green and submitted Assistant Secretary May- 
nard’s reply to him, and he stated to me, and asked me to state in this 
connection, that he offered toreturn the $75 which he received as a fee 
in the case and the $75 which he paid to the administrator, on condi- 
tion that the Secretary would issue the draſt and place it in his (Green’s) 
hands to enable him to secure a fee in the case, he claiming to be the 
attorney of the true claimant. This he states was declined. 

As to the controversy between Mr. Green and the departmental offi- 
cers I am not concerned, my only care being to secure justice to the 
claimant, who should not be denied his money on account of a mistake 
in the application of the former appropriation. 

Mr. RANDALL. I have examined this case myself and know it is 

ight. 
Phe amendment was adopted. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
military pasonetset Fort Leavenworth, ansesto piace of prisoners eulistnent 
at prisoner’s home, provided the cost to the latter does not exceed cost to place 
of enlistment, $2,500. 

Mr. STEWART, of Georgia. I offer the amendment I send to the 
desk, to come in after line 14 on page 24 of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For post-office and custom-house at Atlanta, Ga.: for paying streets around 
said building, being for one-third the cost thereof, $1,747.56, 


Mr. SAYERS. I raise the point of order upon that amendment, and 
base it upon two grounds, The first is that it is not germane to the 
pending oe apc and second, there is no law authorizing it. 

Mr. STEWART, of Georgia. I simply desire to say that I antici- 
pated the gentleman would make that point; in fact he told me so. 

I do not know, Mr. Chairman, of any express statute which warrants 
this appropriation, except it be held to come in as an incident in the 
construction of buildings or their improvement. The general clause of 
the Revised Statutes provides that Congress may make appropriations 
for purchasing sites and erecting public buildings thereon, as well as 
for keeping them in repair. Now if this should not be held as an inci- 
dent to that the point would be well taken. 

I desire to say, however, before the Chair rules upon the question, 
that I would have presented this matter to the committee when the 
letter came, but I was sick, and that was thereason I did not. 

I want to say this, that around this public building, which is a cus- 
tom-house, post-office, and a building used for the internal-revenue 
office, the streets have been paved, which will be shown by the papers 
if necessary. 

Mr. SAYERS. That has been overruled a dozen times. 

Mr. STEWART, of Georgia. I want to say on the point of order, 
whatever rulings there have been, I find that in the appropriation bill 
in the Forty-eighth Congress identically the same thing was allowed 
for a number of cities, Ido not know whether the gentleman from 
Texas was in charge of the bill then or not. I suppose if he was he has 
changed his mind. 

Mr. SAYERS. They were all Senate amendments, and when they 
came here they were not subject to the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

The Clerk resumed and continued the reading to line 6, on page 25. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee will rise so as to enable the House 
to take a recess under former order. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. HATCH having taken the 
chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. DOCKERY reported that the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 
12571) making appropriations to supply deficiencies in the appropria- 
tions for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, and for prior years, and 
for other pu and had come to no resolution thereon. 

And then (at 5 o’clock), by previous order, the House took a recess 
until 7 o’clock and 30 minutes p. m. 


EVENING SESSION. 


The recess having expired, the House reassembled at half past 7 
o'clock p. m., and-was called to order by Mr. MCMILLIN as Speaker 


pro tempore. 


The Clerk read the following: 


SPEAKER'S Room, HOUSE or REPRESENTATIVES, February 22, 1889. 


Hon. Benton MoMILLIN is hereby designated to preside as Speaker pro tem- 
pore at the session of the House this evening: 8 So ISLE. S 
Hon. Jons B. CLARK, Clerk, 3 spies 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. MATSON. Before making the motion to go into Committee of 
the Whole I will ask unanimous consent, in behalf of my colleague 
[Mr. HOLMAN], who is detained at home in the preparation of an ad- 
dress on the life and character of Mr. Burnes, that myself or some one 
be permitted to call up a bill for him if his name be reached, and I 
make a similar request for the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. HENDER- 


son]. 

Mr. LAIDLAW. I havea bill here to present for one of the New 
Hampshire delegation [Mr. GALLINGER], if his name is reached, and 
I would like to have the same privilege. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will ask if there be objec- 
tion to either request. 

Mr. FINLEY. I would like to know what the proposition is. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Indiana states 
that his colleague [Mr. HoLMAN] is detained from attendance at this 
evening session in order that he may prepare an address on the life and 
character of Mr. Burnes. He asks the privilege, if his name is reached, 
that he or some one else may be permitted to call up the bill that his 
colleague would ask consideration of if he were present; and a similar 
request is made for the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. HENDERSON], 
who can not attend during the remainder of the session. 

Mr. FINLEY. I have no objection to that. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none, andit is so ordered. 

Mr. LAIDLAW. Now I ask that the same privilege be granted to 
me to call up a bill for one of the members from New Hampshire. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from New York? The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. MATSON. I now move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mie of the Whole for the consideration of business under the special 
order, 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
Mr. DOCKERY in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole under 
the special order, and if there be no objection the order heretofore pur- 
sued in the consideration of bills will be continued. The Chair hears 
no objection, and it is so ordered. 


JULIET OPIE H. AYRES, 


Mr. COBB (by request) called up for consideration the bill (S. 3944) 
granting a pension to Juliet Opie H. Ayres, 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secreta 
thorized and directed to pay Juliet 
Ayres, late colonel of the Second 
pension, subject to the provisions an 
rate of $50 per month, 


The report (by Mr. CHIPMAN) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3944) 
granting a pension to Juliet Opie H. Ayres, haying had the same under con- 
sideration, adopt the Senate reportthereon, which is as follows, and recommend 
the passage of the bill. 


of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
pie H. Ayres, widow of Romeyn Beck 
iment Artillery, United States Army, a 
limitations of the pension laws, at the 


SENATE REPORT. 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill granting increase 

of ee to Juliet Opie H. Ayres, have examined the same, and report: 
he claimant is the widow of Romeyn B. Ayres, late brevet major-general of 
volunteers and colonel of the Second Regiment of United States Artillery. 

She is now receiving a pension of $30 per month, which the bill proposes to 
increase to $50 per month. 

General Ayres was born at East Creek, Montgomery County, New York, in 
December, 1825. In 1843, when eighteen years of age. he entered the Military 
Academy at West Point, graduating therefrom in 1447, and at once received his 
commission in the regular Army as brevet second lieutenant of the Fourth Ar- 
tillery. With that regiment he served in the Mexican war at Pueblo and the 
city of Mexico with so much valor that he was commissioned second lieuten- 
ant in the Third Artillery on the 22d of September of the same year. From the 
close of the Mexican till the breaking out of the civil war he was in active 
service, mostly on the frontiers, having received his commission as first lieu- 
tenant March 16. 1882. On the Mth of May, 1861, Lieutenant Ayres was offered 
a captain’s commission in the Fifth Artillery, and accepted it June 28 following. 
He was present at all the early en ments about Washington, and accompa- 
nied tho Army of the Potomac in the Peninsula and Maryland campaigns of 
1862, and took part in all of the long series of battles ending at Antietam, On 
the 29th of November, 1862, he was made a brigadier-general of volunteers, 
taking his commission on the 4th of April, 1863. 

July 2, 1863, for “gallant and meritorious services in the battle of yg te 
burgh,” he was made brevet major in the regular Army, and on July 5, 1864, for 
his valor in the Wilderness, he was made brevet lieutenant-colonel. With the 
Army of the Potomac he served through the 8 at Warrenton, 
pahannock Station, and many other places, In July, 1863, he was placed in 
command of a regiment and sent to New York City to aid the draft, and during 
the riots that followed rendered gallant services, On the Ist of August, 1864, 
his conspicuous services in the battles of Spottsylvania Court-House, Jericho 
Mills, Petersburgh, and Globe Tavern brought him the rank of brevet major- 
general in the volunteers, and eighteen days later, for gallantry at the battle of 
the Weldon Railroad, in Virginia, he was made brevet colonel in the regular 
Army. His brilliant services at Five Forks, Va., made him brevet brigadier- 
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general in the regular Army March 13, 1865, and on the same day, for “gallant 
and meritorious services in the field during the war,” he also received his brevet 
as a major-general in the regular Army, e afterward took part in the pursuit 
of the rebel army, culminating in Lee’s surrender. On the 30th of April, 1866, 
he was mustered out of the volunteer service. 

Since the war he has been in command at various posts and served on many 
important commissions. From June, 1866,to February, 1867, he was a member 
of the tactics board. In July, 1863, he was made lieutenant-colonel of the 
Twenty-eighth Infantry; in March, 1869, 3 transferred to the Nineteenth 
Infantry.and in December, 1870, to the Third Artillery. On the 18th of July, 
1879, he was made colonel of the Second Artillery. Three years ago he was or- 
dered to St. Francis Barracks, St, Augustine. The climate did not agree with 
him there and he was forced to ask for leave oſ absence. He came to Governor's 
Island and then removed to Fort Hamilton, New Vork. where he died on the 
4th day of December, 1888, leaving his widow, with two daughters of tender 
years and her mother (who is approaching eighty years of age, and who is 
physically in a helpless condition and dependent upon her daughter), wholly 
without means of support, 

Congress has repeatedly granted this increase in similar cases and in several 
instances where the rank of the officer was of a lower grade and when the sery- 
ices rendered were not so valuable. 

In consideration of the life-long services of General Ayres and of his brilliant 
and conspicuous record in the Mexican war and in the war of the rebellion, and 
of the indigent circumstances in which he left his family, your committee recom- 
mend the passage of the bill. $ 


The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the bill will be laid 
aside to be reported to the House with the recommendation that it do 


Mr. CHEADLE. [I object. 

Mr. COBB. I ask unanimous consent to have the previous question 
upon the engrossment and third readin 
ordered, and that the bill go over to a full House. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I object. I shall object to all such requests, and 
I shall do so for this reason: The other day a member said upon this 
floor that my objection to the consideration of a bill was a trick,“ 
when he himself had come upon the floor after the committee rose and 
asked that the rate of pension proposed in the bill be reduced from 
$50 to $30 per month. So long as that statement stands upon the rec- 
ord of this Congress I shall object. 

Mr. COBB. I did not do it. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I admit that. 

Mr. COBB, I just want to say this: I called this bill up by request. 
I should have voted against it if it had come to a vote. [Laughter. ] 

I will withdraw that for the bill (H. R. 5758) granting a pension to 
Lavinia Wright, which I also call up by request. 


LOVINA WRIGHT. 


The bili was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Lavinia Wright, of Maquoke' 
Jackson County, lowa, widow of John J. Wright, late of Company L, Secon 
Regiment of Iowa Cavalry. 


The report by (Mr. SPOONER) was read, as follows: 


e Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 
granting a pension to Lavinia Wright, rns report: 

For is the widow of John J. Wright, who was a private in 
Company L, Second Iowa Cavalry, who was pensioned for injury to spine in- 
curred in said military service, and who died June 24, 1885, of peritonitis and 
stricture of the bowels. 

Dr. A. B. Bowen, of Maquoketa, Iowa, who attended the soldier in his last ill- 
ness, as well as at times for years previously, and had several times examined 
him as United States surgeon, and was, consequently, familiar with 
the soldier's disease and its progress and resulting complications, and Dr. D. N. 
Loose, of the same place, who assisted said Dr. Bowen in making the autopsy, 

that the disease of which the soldier died was caused. in their cplsion, 
by the injury to the spine for which he was ioned, and resulted therefrom. 

The claim of the widow, however, was rejected in the Pension Office because 
the medical referee declined to accept the soldier’s fatal illness as the result of 
said injury to his spine. 

Your committee are inclined to gire the widow the benefit of any existin 
doubt; and report the bill back with the recommendation that it be — 
by striking out Lavinia,“ in line 6. and inserting Lovina“ in place thereof; 
and that, as so amended, the bill be ee 

Also amend title of bill by striking out Lavinia“ and inserting, in place 
thereof, Loving.“ 


The amendment was agreed to; and the bill as amended was laid 


aside to be reported to the House with the recommendation that it do 
pass, and that the title be amended so as to conform to the bill. 


M. JOSIE M’CLAIN. 


Mr. MCMILLIN (when Mr. CockRAN’s name was reached). I was 
requested by the gentleman from New York [Mr. CocKRAN] to call 
up a bill for him, if it is not objected to by the committee. I know 
nothing of its merits, and will not vouch for its merits. I only com- 

ly with his request to bring it before the House and in order that the 
E may take such action as may seem proper in the premises. I 
have no right to call up one myself to-night, as my name will not prob- 
bably be reached, and of course this would be charged to his recogni- 
tion. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Tennessee? The Chair hears none. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of M. Josie McClain, widow of the late 


es Sumner McClain, United States Navy, and her a pensi 
fox month from and after the patago of thia nee’ sd by on 
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of the bill considered as. 


The report (by Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill H. R, 
11663, having considered the same, report as follows: 

Mrs. H. Josie McClain, of the city of Brooklyn, county of Kings, in the State 
—— one York, is the widow of Charles Sumner McClain, late ensign, United 

avy. 

Charles Sumner McClain was appointed cadet midshipman November 3, 1874; 
served onthe United States steamers Pensacola, Lackawanna, and Independ- 
ence; promoted to midshipman June 4, 1880; served on United States steamer 
Yantic and Coast Survey steamer Bache. He was promoted to ensign February 
4, 1882; served on the Coast Survey steamer Bache; at the Smithsonian Institu- 
tion; on the Greely relief steamer Alert, and su uently at the Naval Acad- 
emy oie navy-yard at Pensacola, Fla. He died at Brooklyn, N. Y., Jan- 
uary 11. x 

Ensign McClain was an officer of considerable merit in his profession, and 
was actively employed at sea and on shore during the entire od of his naval 
career, with the exception of less than ten months. 

Upon the fitting out of the Greely relief expedition he volunteered for the 
service, and before being assigned to that duty was examined by a medical offi- 
cer of the Navy and pronounced sound and well qualified for the special service 
required. While on the expedition he 5 a cold which resulted in pul- 
monary consumption, from which he died January 11, 1887, about two years 
after his return from the Arctic regions. 

“UNITED STATES NAvy-YARD, PENSACOLA, FLA., 
Surgeon's Office, August 20, 1888. 

“This certifies that Ensign Charles Sumner McClain, United States Nayy, 
with advanced pulmonary consumption, was under my professional — from 
April 5 to July 14, 1886. After careful investigation during that time and sin 
I am satisfied that said disease, from which the patient has since died, oniginased 
in line of duty from exposure 3 the Greely relief expedition to the Arctic 
in 1884. Prior to that expedition the deceased had served continuously in the 
United States Navy in pats health for ten years. During the expedition he 
had several colds, and in about the usual time thereafter unmistakable eyi- 
dences of pulmonary consumption showed themselves. 


J. W. ROSS, 
“Surgeon, United States Navy.” 


The deceased left one child, Charles Brooks McClain, now over two years of 
age. Claimant isin cr of a pension of $15 month, but has no means to 
provide for the young child and to educateit when growing up. 

Your committee believe his death was incident to the service and in the line 


accompanying certificate of Surg. J. W. 
om, spa States Navy, and his widow should be granted the relief proposed 
y the 


Your committee therefore report the bill favorably with the recommenda- 
tion that it do pass. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


ANNA SLATER. 


Mr. COMPTON. I call up the bill (S. 1319) granting a pension to 
Anna Slater. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
gnacted ; th f the A 
4 4254 and ee en . $ . e e. 


a 
volunteer nurse in the late war, giving her, during life, the sum of $25a month 
from and after the passage of act, 


The report (by Mr. LYNCH) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (8. — 
granting a pension to Anna Slater, have had the same under consideration, 


report: 
Claimant was a volunteer nurse in United States General Hospital, Armory 
uare, W. n, D. C., She petitions to be placed upon the pension - 
roll on the ground that. owing to t and severe labor in connection with her 
duties in general and field hospi and from exposure incident tosuch service, 
she conti rheumatism, which has continued to the present time, greatly 


disabling her for manual labor. 
Her services as a faithful and competent nurse were certified to by Dr. D. W. 
uare Hospital; W. W. Hodgman. eral 


of any ae clearly set forth in the 
Ross, Un 


in Armory ime ety ers 
Thomas D. Bond, of Washington, D. C., in a letter dated January 3, 1888, cer- 
tifles to the character of claimant, and states that four or five years 


she was keep oo, Bis igen for him, but was compelled to leave onaccount of po 
matism, with w. s 
Dr. John Cronmiller, of Laurel, Md., in a letter dated January 4, 1888, certi- 


88. 
A. Lillibridge, Elizabe John W. White- 


side, Theodore Morrison, Margaret jurgee, citizens of 
Laurel, Md., petition that claimant’s name be placed upon the pension-roll on 


the ground that she is unable to earn her 1 reason of p! ty 
con! as a hospital nurse in the service. ey further state that claimant 
entered upon duty in field ye at Laurel, Md., in the fall of 1862, and re- 
mained there until the close of the war, rende faithful and valuable service. 

In an affidavit executed January 3, 1888, A. M. Bond, E. J. Oartle, and George 
W. Curley, citizens of Laurel, Md., testify to claimant’s faithful service as a hos- 
pital nurse during the late civil war, and pray that hername be upon the 

nsion-roll, on the ground that she is now suffering from disabilities contracted 
fn the service, disab her to earn her living by physical labor. 

The facts in the case warrant favorable action, and your committee therefore 
recommend the passage of the bill at $12 per month, 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Chairman, I understand from the reading of 
that bill that it grants a pension to the beneficiary during her life. 

The CHAIRMAN. It grants a pension from and after the passage 
of this act. 

Mr. KILGORE. But if she should marry again she would not be 
entitled toa ion. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Texas offer an amend- 
ment? 


Mr. KILGORE. I would like to know what the rule is in such 


cases. 

Mr. MATSON. This is a bill to graht a pension to a nurse, not a 
widow’s pension; and the matter of her marriage has nothing to do 
with the right to a pension of this kind. 


2226 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


FEBRUARY 22, 


Mr. KILGORE. Butif she is a married woman her pension ought 
to stop. The idea is that when a woman is married her husband will 
be able to take care of her. 

Mr. LAWLER. He may need somebody to take care of him. 
[Laughter. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Texas offeran amend- 
ment? 

Mr. KILGORE. Gentlemen tell me that this is the rule, but I do 
not think it is a good one. I will ask the gentleman from Maryland 
whether this bill has passed the Senate? 

Mr. COMPTON. This bill passed the Senate at the rate of $25, and 
the House committee have recommended an amendment reducing the 
amount to $12. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


SUSAN P. MURDOCK. 


Mr. CONGER. I call up the bill (S. 2758) granting a pension to 
Susan P. Murdock. 
The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, eto., TTT 
thorized and a eee Murdock, 
mother of Washington urdock, late a member of Company G, Thirtieth Regi- 
ment of lowa Volunteer Infantry. 

The report (by Mr. SPOONER) was read, as follows: 
‘The Committee = ee a 5 whom — 8 the bill W 
6 said bill and TARA the e the dil Bat ar 
Senate report is as follows: 


{Senate Report No. 2449, eee dere ener be ee 


til it arrived 
1886, the mother of the — led for a pension on the of depend- 
ence, which was disallowed. aa bill was introduced EB bar vetlot oe tke 


defi ed. On the 8th of January the vote to indefinite? 
„ and was recommitted to the Committee on —— 
with additional testimony. 


From this testimony it appears that the wife of the soldier and mother of his 
child was dead, and the care of the child fell upon its grandmother, Susan P. 
1 mother of the soldier. It appears further that at the time of and 
223 : TTT n pe Bosas R; asenn e inn 
B cripple; she was largely dependent upon her son, who recognized his 

obligation to support her, and as long as he Nivea ved contributed to her support 


as shown by the additional 
act for the relief of this aged woman, which she not only as 
mother of the soldier, but as the guardian of his child. 
The bill is reported favorably, with a recommendation that it do pass. 
The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
$ MARY J. BYRD. 


ea ty ed aa Teall up the bill (S. 2334) granting a pension to 
Mary J. 
The bill was read, as follows: 

id and directed to place on the 3 — Pan ex he is hereby, au- 
G. Byrd, late of Company B, Forty-third Regiment 515 85 

The report (by Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio) was read, as follows: 

Invalid to whom referred the bill 

granting a pension to !... a ad p neti n algo 


They adopt snd make part hereof the reportof the Senate Committee on Pen- 
sions, and recommend the of the bill. TENG 
The Senate report is as follows: 

[Senate Report No. 905, Fiftieth Congress, first session.] 


a to J. have carefully examined same, and report: 
Bp atat the ann Gipang rn G. Byrd, late second 
lieutenant of Company rty-third Ohio Volunteer Infantry. Her declara- 


unteer Infantry, and there is no record of said officer in 
said hin ae peg The adjutan meral of the State of O 2 in repl a —_ 
addressed to him by the Commissioner of Pensions, certi that Roloson 


Byrd w: corpo 
lieutenant in the Forty-third Ohio Volunteer Infantry on November 4, 1861, by 
A.B. Doch, captain United States Infantry, mustering officer." On the return 
of the papers to the War LO poser t, after this certificate, for further exami- 
pakon, — the Adjutant-General certified “ his rer porn as as reported by the adju- 
Ohio was evidently conditional upon the recruitment of a com- 
man nar muster-in therewith on its completion. 
Bertran 77 ] ͤ Pü E WEE ETRS iina oE ee 
; that the enlistment eon wes ened „ and that he 
administered the „SCC — Ion 
on the next day; that it was a wet, cold day, and a few days after that he was 


cen pa ay he was not entitled, nor his wider, to a pension sate! = — 
been mustered into service, but that he contracted „ 

him by A oath nee oa he 1 —.— 
ed in recruiting for said ent. and 
was only deprived of the benefits which the law — upon a soldier by hay- 
ing contracted a disease just vagal 9 his bein; nef mustered into the 
service of the United States, seems to be apie Be the evidence in the 


2 Taser these circumstances the committee is of pes that the widow of the 
oer is r sanaan, upon every equitable ground, to the relief from Congress 
in the 
Pagers bill 2334 is therefore reported favorably with the recommendation that 
o pass, 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


LITTLEBERRY W. BAKER. 


Mr. COWLES. I call up the bill R. 12619) gran a pension 
to Littleberry W. Baker. x * =e 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, — pm au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roil the name of Littleberry W. 
Baker, who served in Captain Gunn's company, from the State of Alabama, In- 
dian war, 1835, and to pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month, 


The report (by Mr. Briss) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 12619) grant- 
ing a pension to Littleberry W. Baker, have considered the same, and report: 

That the complainant served in Capt. Abram Miles's company, from the State 
of Georgia, in the Florida Indian war of 1836. He was honorably 
He is no ¥ about seventy-five years of age, in feeble health, and PARIS income 
or property. 

In common with other survivors of said Indian wars, your a believe 


this man shoul T hence 3 bill and recom- 
mend its 8 the 3 unn’s” to “Miles’s,” in 
line 5, an “Alabama” — 92 aroraa 


The amendments recommended nips 55. committee were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


ANN G. BARKER, 


Mr. CRAIN. I call up the bill (H. R. 12604) to restore the pension 
of Ann G. Barker. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete. That the act entitled “An act to restore 
cases,” approved June 9, 1880, shall be construed so as to 
visions Ann G. Barker, widow of Thomas Barker, 
the United States Army. 


The report (by Mr. BLISS) was read, as follows: 
The Committee on Pensions, So eal setae Rear ft SAB Te eng 


store the sion of Mrs. Ann G. 8 have examined the same, and report: 
Mre. Ann G. Barker, as the widow of Thomas 


— —— 
pro- 
late a captain in 


month, whi Barker 

The widows of officers of the Navy were included within the provisions of 

the aforesaid Jaw, but Congress restored their pensions by the act of June 9, 
An act and object of th 


=, to restore pensions in the {this 

bill Pag gv e a emg mayors emer pos Beer 8 
Thomas Barker entered the — — of the United States at the — of 

the war with Great Britain as an officer of New York volunteers, serving with 


charged. He First Regiment of I 
— 55 February 3, 1819, promoted first lieutenant July 23, 1820, stan E 


148 being 5. t in near: ail the batten fre arpa i e that 
n m the ng in 
at Caloosahatchie, July 23, 4 1839. Captain Barker died November II, 1839, at 
Tampa, Fia., being one of ae the victims of the double epidemic then taging— 
cholera and yellow fever. The widow on Ca) — . Ann G. Barker, 
is now nearly eighty-nine years old; is and been for a number of years al- 
most helpless from rheumatism and loss of sight, requiring assistance in dress- 
ing and moving about her room, which she padre not left for about — years, 
She is entirely poets upon heave, Y, who is employed in the Treasury 
Department at a salary of $75 per mont 
After a review of the facts the committce report the bill back and recommend 
passage. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
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JACOB WOLF. 


Mr. CROUSE. Tall up the bill (H. R. 3916) granting a pension to 
Jacob Wolf. a 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to place upon the pension-roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Jacob Wolf. late of Company 
H, One hundred and sixty-second Regiment Ohio Infantry Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
3916) for the relief of Jacob Wolf, make the following report: 

The claimant, Jacob Wolf, was a private in 8 H, One hundred and 
sixty-second Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry. e enlisted May 2, 1864, and 
“was discharged September 4,1864. On March 18, 1884, he applied for pension for 
jong disease. and chronic diarrhea, which disabilities he alleges he contracted 

service in line of duty about peer 1864, Application was rejected on the 
und that the records of the War Department fail to show that claimant suf- 
ered from the alleged disabilities while in service. Records of War Depart- 
ment fail to show the facts in the case because the regimental hospital register 
is not on file, but the regimental prescription book shows that the soldier was 
treated in July, 1864, the time at which he alleges origin, for the disabilities for 
which he asks pension. In addition to this Lieut. Col. J. E. Dougherty, of the 
claimant's regiment, makes oath that he remembers claimant’s sickness as 
claimant alleges, and that he sent claimant home on furlough on account of 
such sickness. 

First Lieut, Henry B. Bennett makes oath that he was acting adjutant of the 
regiment at the time when claimant alleges origin of disability, and that acting 
as adjutant he sent claimant home on furlough on account of such sickness, as 
alleged. He makes further oath that he knows claimant to have suffered from 
that time to the present time, and that claimant is now disabled, 

Dr. John F. Grassklaus, hospital steward, makes oath that he remembers the 
sickness of the soldier at the he alleges origin, and that as hospital stew- 
ard he furnished the soldier medicine and treatment at the time, and has known 
him to be disabled continually since that time. 

Fc nag P. Beach makes oath that he has treated claimant for aggravated lung 
uble. 

Dr. M. B. Dawson makes oath that he has treated claimant for lung trouble of 
long standing; that claimant has pleuritic adhesion in Sr pleura.” 

Dr. H, Monroe makes oath that be has treated claimant for chronic diarrhea. 

Dr. J. L. Leeper makes oath that he was called as consulting physician to at- 
tend claimant at the time he returned from service. 

The examining board of surgeons for the Pension Bureau report, as a result 
of their examination, that they are of the opinion that the disability was in- 
curred in service as claimed, and not aggravated by vicious habits. y say: 

peas! fine the disability as above described to entitle him to one-fourth total 
rating. 

We recommend that the bill do pass. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


ROBERT W. ANDREWS. 


Mr. CULBERSON. I call up the bill (H. R. 12404) granting a pen- 
sion to Robert W. Anders. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Robert W. Anders, 
who served in Captain Richbught’s company, from the Siate of Alabama, Indian 
war, 1836, and pay him a pe n at the rate of $12 per month. 


The report (by Mr. BLiss) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 12404) grant- 
ing a pension to Robert W. Andrews, have considered the same, and report as 


follows: 
The records on file at the Leeson ent (Second Auditor's Bureau) 
show that Robert W. Andrews served in ee John S. Richburge’s company, 
Florida war of 1836, and was honorably disc! 

for his services therein. He resides at Jersey, Bradley County, Arkansas. He is 


There is now on the Calendar of the House a bill, favorabl Koponen — 8 
dian wars o; 
1832-1842, and eee ee ee such cases pending the con- 


Your committee are of the opinion that the bill should pass, and re; it back 
with such recommendation, Amend, however, by ig the spe of the 
surname in the title, and in line 5 of the bill from Anders?“ to “ Andrews,” 
and also by changing the word Richburght's,“ in line 5, to Richburge’s.” 


The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


CHRISTIANA FREDERIKA ZEUTMEYER. 


Mr. DAVIDSON, of Alabama. I call up the bill (H. R. 9250) grant- 
ing a pension to Mrs. Christiana Frederika Zeutmeyer. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, elc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to place the name of Mrs. Christiana Frederika Zeut- 
meyer, of Fairfield, Minn., mother of Charles Louis Zeutmeyer, who was killed 
by the Indians in the year 1862 while guarding Government pro at the 
Lower Sioux agency, Minnesota (and upon whom she was dependent sup- 
port), on the pension-roll, subject to the rules and limitations of the pension law, 


The report (by Mr. Briss) was read, as follows: 
The Committee on Pensions upon bill H. R. 9250, referred to them, beg leave 


to report: 
| It Te established by evidence before the committee that Charles Louis Zeut- 
meyer, the son of the claimant, was employed in the farm department of the 
‘Lower Sioux . August, er when that agency was attacked by In- 
; that while fending the buildings he, among others, was shot and 
led ; that his mother at that time was largely dependent on him for support, 
d is now in her old age without property or sufficient means for support, 
7 . Page and 75 years been an invalid and unable to pro- 
(vide a sup) for the 3 
he witnesses are all of the respectability, am them being Hon, 
i Pfaender, ex-State ne Minnesota, and. ‘Hon. W illiam Senha el, 
ong of the State trustees for hospitals for insane. 
| Your committeeare of opinion that in this class of cases where a man is shot 


down in actual warfare while defending Government property, being at the 


time an employé ef the Government, a pension should be granted to his widow 
or dependent relatives, and hence the bill is reported back to the House and its 
passage recommended. 


Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Chairman, I understand from that bill and 
report that the son of this beneficiary was never in the service at all, 
but that he was slain while making an effort to protect Government 
property against Indian marauders. Now, I do not think the princi- 
ple of that bill is correct. This is a small matter, but my impression 
is that the beneficiary here is no more entitled to a pension than the 
family of a sheriff or a deputy sheriff or a marshal or a deputy marshal 
who might happen to he killed in the discharge of his duty or in the 
protection of property belonging to the Government, and I must insist 
upon a quorum if my friend from Alabama presses the passage of this 
bill. I know he is very much wedded to it, but I feel bound to resist 
its passage. 

Mr. MACDONALD. I can enlighten my friend from Texas. 

Mr. KILGORE. That is what I want. 

Mr. MACDONALD. The son of this beneficiary was in the service 
of the Government of the United States at the time of the breaking 
out of the Indian war in Minnesota in 1862, and. while in the act of 
defending the Government property near the Yellow Medicine agency, 
was killed by Indians. The records of this Government are full of just 
such cases. This lady is very old and feeble, and certainly there is no 

d reason why she should not receive a pension from the United 
tates Government just as much as if her son had gone through the 
formal proceeding of being enlisted. He was just as much engaged in 
the defense of Government property as those who were in the service 
and who were killed right beside him and whose heirs do receive pen- 


sions. 

Mr. KILGORE. I would like the gentleman from Minnesota to tell 
us whether this man was enlisted in the service. 

Mr, MACDONALD. I have stated, Mr. Chairman 

Mr. KILGORE, The gentleman from Minnesota stated that this 
man was in the Government employ. The gentleman was very in- 

ious in his statement, expecting perhaps to overcome a new member 
in that way. 

Mr. MACDONALD. Iam not any more ingenious than the gentle- 
man from Texas himself is captious, I merely want him to understand 
just what the facts are, as I have stated them. This man was in the 
employ of the Government of the United States and was actually en- 
gaged in defending Government property. If he had not been in the 
employ of the Government I of course would not claim that he was 
entitled to a pension; but he was actually so engaged, and the records 
show it, and I think thatif the gentleman from Texas will investigate 
he will find a great many cases of a similar character, and no more 
meritorious than this, where pensions have been granted. 

Mr. KILGORE. But they ought not to have been granted. I dis- 
like to interfere with my friend, but I feel bound to resist this bill. I 
nn however, to consent that it shall be withdrawn. [Laugh- 
ter]. 

The CHAIRMAN, The question is on laying aside this bill to be 
reported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

Mr. KILGORE. I shall have to make the point of no quorum if it 
comes to that. 

The question was taken, and there were—ayes 24, no 1. 

Mr. KILGORE. No quorum. 

My. DA ON, of Alabama. I withdraw the bill, and call up in- 
stead the bill (S. 3309) for the relief of Mrs. Elizabeth E. Groff. 


MRS. ELIZABETH E. GROFF. 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Mrs, Elizabeth 
E. Groff, widow of Charles H. Groff, late a private in Company K, Forty-fourth 
Hermoni Iowa Volunteers, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pèn- 
sion laws. 


The report (by Mr. SPOONER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3309) 
for the relief of Mrs. Elizabeth E. Groff, respectfully report that they adopt the! 
following Senate report upon said bill and recommend the passage of the bill: 


(Senate Report No. 1997, Fiftieth Congress, first session.] 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3309) granting 

a ion to Mrs. Elizabeth E. Groff, haye examined the same, and report : 

is a billto pension Elizabeth Groff, widow of Charles H. Groff, late a pri- 
vate in Company K, Forty-fourth iment Iowa Volunteers. It was rejected 
by the Pension Office on the ground that congestion of the brain, of which the 
soldier died, was not reférable to his services. 

The soldier applied for an invalid pensjon for injuries to back and hips, caused 
by falling into a rifie-pit at La Grange, Tenn. The testimony of his comrades 
is satisfactory as to his prior soundness. Josiah A. Wilbur, comrade, examined 
by by eR ER, and whose reputation is good, remembers that the soldier 
was y hurt by falling into a rifle-pit at La Grange, Tenn. Has not seen him 
sines discharge. George W, Ware, comrade, remembers distinctly that near 
La Grange, Tenn.— x : 

“A number of our boys fell into a rifle-pit. Were moving at Gouble-quick, ex- 
pecting an attack from General Mosby. I was m the front and passed over 
safely, but the boys behind fell in, three or four deep. Captain Wilson said it 
was a wonder some were not killed. It was on a dark night.” 

Other soldiers testify as to the rifle-pit event, but do not remember Groff; 
while others still have no recollection of the circumstance or of Groff, Their 
testimony is only for what they do not know, 
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There is enough testimony to corroborate the soldier’s statement as to his 
falling into the rifle-pit, but he had no attorney to aid him with his invalid ap- 
lication, and therefore the connection of his disability and death with his serv- 
isimperfect. After discharge he lived in Iowa, and neighbors say they never 
heard him complain. It is likely that he suffered without complaining. He 
kept a store, and could do without a sion until he became very poor and re- 
moved to Florida. Then he applied, but it was long after the war and his claim 
was not well developed. s 

A special examiner, who was sent to Florida to investigate the case in the in- 
terest of the widow’s claim, says: 

“The elaimant is a woman with a good reputation for truth and veracity in 
Obrine, Fla. Iam constrained to place a eal of stress upon the truthful- 
ness of her statements. She impresses me with being a woman of high moral 
courage, and though in destitute circumstances, yet she empa to be very 
energetic. I found her domiciled in a very small cabin out in the pine forests 
of the subtropical region, where any one possessing the least degree of pride 
might die of absolute despair.” 

There is no record testimony of the alleged disease. The soldier was never 
examined by a board of surgeons. He died the day before the order reached 
him to report for examination. 

The committee realize the absence of full and explicit testimony such as is 
ordinarily required toconnect the soldier’s death with his service, but we be- 
lieve it to be a meritorious case and that Congress has the right to rescue this 
woman and her children from the despair with which the special examiner, with 

reason, testifies she is threatened. 

Tne bill is reported favorably, with a recommendation that it do pass. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


JOHN GALLAGHER. 


Mr, DAVIDSON, of Florida. I call up the bill (S. 2690) granting 


a pension to John Gallagher. 
The bill was read, as foHows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of John Gallagher, who was a private 
in Company I, Second ent United States Dragoons, in the Seminole In- 
piped 4 ꝓ 1836, and that he be allowed a pension from the date of the passage 
of this 


The report (by Mr. HUNTER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2690) 
grantinga pension to John Gallagher, have had the same under consideration, 
aaa adop e Senate report hereto attached, and recommend the passage of 

e bill. 


SENATE REPORT. 


The proofs presented in the claim embraced in this bill were not such as to 
fully meet the technical requirements of the Pension Bureau, and it Was re- 
jected. There is no doubt of the fact of service as private in Company I, Sec- 
ond Regiment United States Dragoons, in the Seminole Indian war of 1836. The 
hospital records and 5 discharge show treatment for such injuries as 
he all and that they were so serious as to retire him from the Army; the 
fact of his loyalty is established, and the half century which has elapsed be- 
tween his enlistment and the a plication for pension fi es a reasonable ex- 
cuse for failure to comply with the usual requirements of officers’ and com- 
rades’ testimony as te details of injury. 

‘The evidence of a large number of his townsmen in Florida, whose tions 
entitle them to credit, vouches for his honesty, his crippled condition, and his pov- 
erty. ‘This, with his age and army service, induces the committee to 
the difficulties, which are techni and to report favorably u the bill, and rec- 
8 Lee ais „with an amendment making the pension to date from the 
passage thereof. 

- Nore.—Amend by naking on all after the word date,” in the ninth line of 
said bill, and substituting in lieu thereof the words of the passage of this act.” 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


JAMES M. BARRETT. 


Mr. DE LANO. I call up the bill (H. R. 12575) to increase the pen- 
sion of James M. Barrett. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, elc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of James M. Barrett, late a private in 
Company K, Twenty-sixth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
zoo a pension at the rate of $42 per month in lieu of the pension he is now re- 
ceiving. 


The report (by Mr. SAWYER) was read, as follows: 


The claimant was a private in Company K, Twenty-sixth New York Volun- 
teer Infantry. He enlisted May 14, 1861, and was disc! December 11, 1862. 
At the battle of Bull Run, Va., August 30, 1862, he was shot through the upper 
part of both legs. The wound of the left leg caused only an injury to the schatic 
nerve, but did notinjure the bone structure. That of the right leg fractured the 
femur at its upper portion, and, union taking place with the lower portion over- 
riding the upper portion, a serious deformity, with a shortening of the leg of 5 
inches, resulted. This condition has been permanent ever since discharge. 

The claimant is pensioned under the $ kanrin laws at $24 per month, the disa- 
bility of the right leg being held equivalent to the loss of a foot or hand. 

From the testimony in the case it is shown that the claimant is unable to per- 
form any manual labor that requires him to stand on his feet. The exam 
tions made by the ion examining surgeons at intervals since — 
show that the disability has remained about the same each year. Ex-Surg. W. 
F. Breakey, of Ann Aoi Mich., in 1872, Kaporta: 

The disability results from the effects of gunshot wound—bullet entering 
rochanter major, fractur- 
ing femur and emerging on inner side close Bp to perineum; entering left thigh 

d femur and emerging on outer side about 5 
jor. The right femur is united with about 5 inches 
shortening (the limb being that much shorter than its fellow) and at an angle, 

e foot posay in across the left foot. He suffers pain at seat of fracture an: 

muscles of left thigh; the limbs are weaker than on prior examinations; can 
— Walk without a cane or crutch, and has an artificial foot or thick sole to 
oe. 


The examining board at Binghamton, N. X., in October, 1883, after giving a 
similar description of the roande, report the disability as of second grade, and 
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state that claimant can perform no manual labor, being unable to stand for that 


purpose. 

Other examinations and testimony of physicians are to the same effect. 

Your committee believe that this man would be in better condition to earn n 
livelihood were his disability the amputation of the right leg at the eet aoe 
and we are of the opinion that the general laws being inadequate for relief in 
this case, the bill should be passed. With such recommendation the bill is re- 
turned to the House, with an amendment striking out the words forty-two,” 
= the eighth line of said bill, and inserting in lieu thereof the words “ thirty- 
six. 


The amendment recommended in the report of the committee was 
read and a to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass, 


LUCY, WIDOW OF MUCK-A-PEC-WAH-KEN-ZAH. 


Mr. DIBBLE. I call up the bill (H. R. 12420) granting a pension 
to Lucy, widow of Muck-a-pec-wah-ken-zah, or John,“ an India 
who served the United States and saved the lives of many white pef- 
sons in the Indian outbreak or war of 1862, and died from effects of 
wounds received therein. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, elc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, di- 
rected to place upon the pension-roll, at the rate of $12 per month, the name of 
Lucy Muck-a-pec-wah-ken-zah, widow of Muck-a-pec-wah-ken-zah, or “ John,“ 
an Indian who aided in 8 lives of many white people and rendered 
valuable services in behalf of white settlers during the Sioux outbreak and 
Indian war in the State of Minnesota, in the year 1862, and who then served the 
United States as a scout, and who was at the first session of the Fiftieth Congress 

nted a pension for injuries reeeived and disability incurred while so de- 
ending the white settlers, but who has since died from the effects of those in- 
juries, subject. to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws. 


The report (by Mr. BLISS) was as follows: 


The present Congress atits first session granted a pension to Muck-a-pec-wah- 
ken-sah, the late husband of the claimant” The 22 became a law August 28, 
1888, but the certificate of pension did not reach the beneficiary during his life, 
he having died on September 20, 1888. He left a widow, who is present ap- 
plicant, but no children. Lucy was married to Muck-a-pec-wah-ken-zah in 1800, 
under the name of “ Tatigio,” according to the Indian custom, and again mar- 
ried to him on March 14,1875, according to the laws of Wisconsin. She is now 
over fifty-five years of age and in needy circumstances, haying no one upon 
whom she can depend for a living. A 

Drs. J.C. Fitch and William Thorne, who treated the husband during his life 
and attended him in his last illness, that his death was due to tetanus, 
which was probably induced by a small wound upon the ball of the foot na 
the patient was in a very debilitated condition from chronic bronchitis ahd 
rheumatism, the result of exposures and injuries received during his service. ` 

The services of the husband are shown in the report of this committee, which 
accompanies the bill for his relief, as follows: 


House Report No, 2856, Fiflieth Congress, first session.] 

“The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill ar N. 6764), 
granting & ion to *Muck-a-pec-wak-keu-zah,’ or ‘John,’ an Indian who! 
aided in saying the lives of many white pd in the Indian outbreak in Min“ 
nesota in 1862, have considered the same, and report: 

“That it conclusively — that this Indian performed important and valu, 
able services in behalf of the whites during the Indian outbreak, and subsé: 
quently was on the frontiers of Minnesota and Dakota, in the years 188265 ash 
scout and under the command of General H. H. Sibley, then in d of that 
— and that while defending the whites he received injuries at the han 

of hostile Indians and from exposure while such scout which have permanentl} 
dere eens atest General Sey ots Congres pba 

“The follo a memo m Gene ey 
of a Indian, and shows him to be worthy of a pension Govern 
ment: 


Ao the honorable the Senale and House of Representatives of ae 
United States in Congress 


The memorial of the undersigned, late . and brevet 
general United States Volunteers, in command of the military district or N. 
nesota, respectfully represents: That Muck-a-pec-wak-keu-zah, commonly}, 
known as Indian John, ” was employed by me, during the outbreak and subse: 
quent war withDakota or Sioux Indians on the frontiers of Minnesota and Dako 
in 1862-’63, as a scout, and in that eapacity rendered essential service, and waß 
instrumental in saving the lives of white women and children; that while in th 


service he received injuries from exposure and violence at the hands of hestilé! 
Indians which have permanently affected his health and prevented him from 
that he and they are utterly impoverished, and! 


properly supporting his family; 
ve to depend for subsistence on the charity of the whites; wherefore your 
memoriali lly recommends and urges that your honorable body 
an act for the relief of the said Muck-a-pec-wak-keu-zah, in view of his helpl 
condition and former meritorious services to the Government, granting him 
such provision per month during his natural life as will enable him and his 
family to live in comparative comfort. 

And your memorialist will ever pray, ete. 

HEN RT H. SIBLEY, 


Lale Brigadier and Brevet Major General, United States Volunteers. 
„Sr. PAUL, MINN., March 21, 1888.“ 


“The additional evidence submitted to the committee shows that this Indian 
is a full-blooded Sioux and now of the age of seventy-five y ; that he was 
li at Redwood, on the Sioux Indian reservation, at the time of the outbreak : 
that he did all in his power to induce the Indians not to rise u nst the 
whites, but failed; that in aiding a mother and four children (the husband and 
father having been killed) to escape he was followed by other Indians and 
while protecting said mother and children was struck in the breast with a mus, 
ket and knocked down, and his ribs were broken; that after many difficulties 
he succeeded in getting the mother and children to histent,where he kept them 
for about four weeks; that he rescued others in the same manner and guarded 
them until General Sibley came and rescued the white prisoners which the other 
Indians . when he and those whom he had defended returned with General 
Sibley to Fort ae: p 

“Drs. Adams and Haws testify that his disability totally incapacitates him for 
manual labor of any kind. Other witnesses testify sustaining our conclusions.’ 

“Your com: regard this asa truly meritorious case, and inasmuch as 
Indian is uned and will find it cult to understand all the 

to enabl. to secure a pension in the regular way, we deem it but 
required 


necessary © 
just that he should be ted a pension without bein to undergo fum 
ther medical examination to establish his disability. 


1889. 
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“ We therefore recommend that the bill be amended so as to specify the amount 
of pension which he is to receive, and that that amount be fixed at the sum of 
$15 per month, and that as so amended the bill do pass.“ 


Your committee recommend the of the bill, amended by changing 
the word Muck-a-pec-wah-ken-zah”’ to Muck-a-pec-wak-keu-zäh where- 
ever it appears in the bill. 

Mr, LONG (when the report had been partly read). I ask unani- 
mous consent that the further reading of this report be dispensed with. 
The facts are fully stated in the bill, which has been read. It seems 
that the husband of this woman was pensioned. 

Mr. MACDONALD, I will add that the report has all been read 
heretofore in the hearing of the committee. 

There being no objection, the further reading of the report was dis- 
pensed with. 

The amendments recommended in the report of the committee were 
read, and agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


MARY MURPHY, 


Mr. DINGLEY. I ask 2 55 se. consideration of the bill (S. 3198) 
granting a pension to Mary Murphy. 

The bill was read, as follows: a 

Beit etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary — 2 „ widow of Jeremiah 
. — late of Company D, One hundred and fiſty- ew York Volunteer 


The report (by Mr. GALLINGER) is as follows: 


try. He 


and was for 
disability December 24, 1863. The surgeon’s certificate of discharge says : 

“ ‘Incapable of perom, the duties of a soldier because of chronic orchitis 
and cachexia, developed before entering the service,in consequence of which 
he is totally disabled for military service, but not for civil occupation.’ 

In his letter of transmission the Commissioner says the claim was rejected in 
May, 1886, ‘ because the claimant was unable to prove that the soldier's death 
was ble to his service.’ 

In the opinion of the committee this conclusion is not justified by the testi- 
mony, record or lay. It is apparent that the certificate of not valu- 
able as testimony, that it contains an extraordinary statement, and that there is 
ground for the belief that it is inaccurate. 

The record recites that he was enrolled September 22,1862,and is reported on 
the rolls present to August 31, 1863. Here we have eleven months and eight 
days continuous service. The record does not account for the months of Sep- 
tember and October, 1863, but it is probable that he was ‘ present’ to October 31, 
When he is reported absent, sick in hospital, and from this date until he was 
discharged he is reported sick. 

“Dr. Alonzo Garcelon, surgeon-general of Maine, testifies that he knew Jere- 
miah — 9 ere some twenty years prior to his enlistment; that he frequently 
employed him as a day laborer,and had good opportunity to know that he was 
a man of vigorous health, and able to perform manual labor of the severest 
character; that a short time after his enlistment and before his regiment left 
New York, he saw him on duty and in the enjoyment of good health; that as 
his family er forsee for many years he never knew or heard of any age nen! 
or sickness of any kind that would disqualify him for the performance of. — 
tary duty, and believes he was a sound, able-bodied man at the time of his en- 

ment, 

„Robert V. Fitzgerald was first sergeant of the company in which h; 
served. He was well 3 with Murphy, and — 1 Ee 
ties faithfully for about eleven months, or up to the time he became sick, when 
be was sent to the hospital. He was unable to say for what sickness he was 
treated, but many of the company were suffering from malaria, chills and fever, 

dred diseases, ca by heavy rain-storms, forced marches, and bad 
water. During the time they remained at Centreville there was a large increase 
in the sick-list, and quinine and whisky were served out to the men almost 
daily by order of the regimentalsurgeon. Both medical officers who were with 
the ment at that time are dead, and the captain and lieutenant weré subse- 
quently killed in action. 

“James Butterworth, also a sergeant in Murphy's company, swears he was 
well acquainted with him; that for the first nine or ten months be seemed well 
and strong, did his duty well as a soldier; that in August or 
5 at Centreville, Va., was sent to hospital, and was 


ber, 

R. B. Hayes testifies that he knew him fiye years previous to his enlistment; 
that he was well and strong, never knew him to be sick. He came home sick 
from the Army about January, 1864; saw him daily until he died, June 5, 1864; 
is unable to say of what disease he died, but the fact that he knew him to be a 
strong and healthy man previous and up to the time of his enlistment, and hav- 
ing seen him return from the Army about fifteen months later avery alex man. 
ied him to think that his sickness not only originated in the service, but that 
he died in consequence, 

“There are ten or twelve other witnesses who swear to having known him 
years before he enlisted; some of them worked with him and somè of them em- 

loyed him, and all knew him to be a healthy man and a good worker up to 
That time; that he home sick after his discharge, and died in a short time. 
gay fron all convin that his fatal illness was contracted in the x 

* David F. Noyes testifies as follows: 

During the month of Au 1862, Jeremiah Mi hy .of Lewiston, Me., d. 
and stoned a cellar for me. He was able to do a y’s work, and I thin 
1 bt good health. I saw him soon after he returned from the Army. He 
was his sickness 


was 
TT 
m urphy. Sheisan ro e, an needy 5 
ulfsted : gp hen er n n 


is not strange that pa ape his examination and was accepted. He served as 
soldier eleven months without interval; is commended for his faithfulness 


in to 
N not for 


civil occupation, by orchitis and cachexia, it is obvious to the committee that it 
should have no weight against the claim. Orchitis and cachexia indicate a 
vitiated condition of the humors or — a depraved condition of the body, re- 
sultingin scorbutie or cancerous di: and experts have included under this 
head consumption and dropsies. If they were disabling for military duty, they 
should have been 5 for cellar-digging and hod- carrying. which was 
the civil a of Jeremiah Murphy before the incurrence in the Army of 
the disease of which he died. 


The bill is reported favorably with a recommendation that it do pass.” 


Mr. DINGLEY (when the report had been partly read). I ask unan- 
imous consent that the further reading of this report be dispensed with. 
The facts fully appear from what has already been read, and there is a 

t mass of evidence which is merely cumulative. 

There being no objection, the further reading of the report was dis- 
pensed with. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


JOHN CORR. 
Mr. DOCKERY. I call up the bill (S. 3091) granting a pension to 
John Corr. 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Jot rior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name ef Jobn Corr, late a member of Com- 
pany K, Fifth Regiment United States Infantry. 


The report (by Mr. FRENCH) was read, as follows: 


The facts in the case are fully set forth in the report of the Senate Committee 
on Pensions, which report is hereby adopted together with the recommenda- 
tion therein contained. 

Said report is as follows: 

This claimant enlisted May 1, 1860, and was 
claims pension on the ground of injury to his knée, caused by being run over 
by an ambulance at Alverde, Mexico, February 22, 1862, and of chronic dysten- 
tery, incurred through exposure and hardship about November, 1863. The claim 
was re. for the reason that there is no record evidence of the incurrence of 


ischarged July 25, 1867. He 


Michael Martin, of Taunton, Mass.. 


man, 
“This ry corroborated by that of half a seore of other witnesses who 
were neighbors of his, who worked with him, or who had other meansof being 
acquainted with his disabilities, which they all agree were serious so that he, 
was unable to do much work, e testimony of several physicians who treated 
him for his disabilities is also on file. 

“While there is no evidence of any one who witnessed the incurrence of claim- 
ant's alleged injuries for the reason stated above, yet that claimant was sound| 
at enlistment is clearly established, aga the continuance of his disabilities singe, 
2 is as fully shown. Your mmi recommend the passage of the 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
NANCY POLOCK. 


Mr. DORSEY. I ask for the consideration of the bill (S. 3762) 
granting a pension to Nancy Polock. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the 5 ft “srg be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed top on the 1008 8 subject to the provisions and 
of Nancy Polock, widow of W. A. 


limitations of the pensio the name 
Polock, late of Company 8. NR Nebraska Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. MORRILL) was read, as follows: 
he ol 
A Dar Py paoa both Tironi Garis te ontug os Ne 


of the eth Congress, but ent in time for his acti 
Your committee therefore recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


ANTONIA WIENER. 


Mr. DUBOIS. I call up the bill (H. R. 8995) for the relief of An- 
tonia Wiener. 

The bill was read, as follows: : 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, di- 
rected and authorized to cause to be pl on the pénsion-rolls the name of 
Antonia Wiener, of the District of Columbia, subj P the rules, regulations, 

neral pension laws now in force, éxcept that 4 shall not be required to 
further proof as to the o of her husband's fatal disease, : 

The report (by Mr. CHIPMAN) was read, as follows: 

Th ee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred a bill for the re- 
lief of Antonia Wiener, find that she was the widow of Jacob Wiener, private 
Company >, Forty-first New York Infantry, who died in the month of Jay, 

0 


and 
fu 


1887, ronic rheumatism. There is no doubt as to the cause of death. } 
was a sioner at the rate of per month at the time of his death, under 
a act passed during the second ion of the Forty-eighth Congress, 
The rt made in his case by the Committee on Invalid Pensions shows that 
the ef granted him was based on rheumatism resulting in a total 8 
The reason this relief was granted was that he could not obtain evidence 


factory to the Pension Office of the ineurrence of the disability. 

Since his death his widow has applied for a pension, and been refused on the 
same ground. She now seeks for relief at the hands of Spee ey basing her 
claim on the decision of the House in her husband’s case and the fact that he 
finally died of the disease for which Seve apesna, In this she is undoubts 


— — mmend t 
men kiz: Insert after the word Wiener,’ 


th the following amend- 
line, the words. “widow 
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of Jacob Wiener, private Compan pany A, Forty-first New York Infantry,” and 
strike outeverything after the word“ force, in the seventh line. 


The amendments recommended in the report of the committee were 
read and agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


SARAH A. HARRISON. 


Mr. DUNHAM. IL ask for the consideration of the bill (H. R. 8580) 
granting a pension to Sarah A. Harrison. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Beit enacted, elc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, su to the provision: ‘and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Sarah A. Harrison, widow of John 

rrison, deceased, late second lieutenant of Company G, Seventy-ninth Regi- 
ent of Ohio Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio) was read, as follows: 


Sarah A. Harrison is the widow of John Harrison, late second lieutenant 
Company A Seventy-ninth Ohio Volunteers, who was a pensioner for total 


disability from chronic nephritis contracted in theservice. 
The widow’s claim has been rejected by the Pension Office on the ground that 
the soldier's death from injuries from a fall was not le to military 


service, 
wit ap from the evidence on file that the soldier's whole system became 
fete affected from nep On several occasions, a suffering from 
Alen — of this disease, he would fall unconscious and remain so for 
several hours, and it is alleged ‘that on the night of August 7, 1884, while seeking 
relief, he went to a door on the second floor of his house, and there was taken 
by a spell of vertigo, which caused him to fall to the ground, injuring 80 
severely that he a few hours later. 
A number of credible witnesses testify to the frequency of these attacks and 
„leaving the soldier 5 for hours. 


that ‘the 1 — which caused 
— by the eo 

n appeal to the Secretary of the Interior, in view of certain decisions in 

malar eases it was held 7 — it is necessary to clearly — 4 aiies that the resulting 


; T aaa va not 
duced by neg ligence, or risk on the part of 8 
cons — of such care and caution as ordinary prudence required of — — 


There te nothin whatever in the evidence, nor in the surround- 
the soldier's which, in the opinion of your commi would warrant 
injuries result- 


a conclusion other than favorably to the theory that the fall 
— death ere dus to an attack of 0000 
deceased was 
ne bill to ‘ore returned with the recommendation that it do pass. 
The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


THERESIA FICHTER. 


Mr. FELTON. I call up che bill (S. 3269) granting a pension to 
ae bill was read, as follows: 
Fr Ua That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
porized and directed to place on the paom subject to the provisionsand 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Theresia Fichter, widow of Paul 
Fichter, late of Company E, of the Fifth Regiment of Pennsylvania Ca’ 
Volunteers. 
The report (by Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio) was read, as follows: 
He ~ 3 stated in the report of ond) ce Pensions, 
rt hereof, we report favorably and recommen passage 
Wise bill. The mate report is as follows: sf 
[Senate Report 1916, Fiftieth Congress, first session.] 


The Committee on 1 to whom was referred the bill (S. 3269) 
a pension to Theresia Fichter, widow of Paul Fichter, ha vine hed es 


er consideration, respectful. iy report as follows 
The committee 8 that 1 said Paul Fichter was a ree of Com- 
pany E. FIND bears, ing t be Ca 8 1861 to 1864, 
F t Neate trent Garvin oe line of his dut; 
he was badly wounded an a shell, and also had his 


injured by by being struck 

health and constitution destro; m thé effects of which he became 

pose and chs ip fs 29, . that me widow, the said Theresia Fichter, claimed 

on, and her claim was rejected by the Pension Bureau on the 

opan that the cause of 8 said soldier's death was not dus to his mil . — 

ice; that it a rs — on fs sician who attended him at the time of his death, 

A Dr, Smith (since deceased) ), not only, made a mistake in returning cause of 

e following ve it aloo in bia vid eo fed în . 
e following is a syn: evidence the case, sai 

resulted from 


Miam aida qui ANETE, of are soldier's com- 
pany, and that about June or Ist of July, 1864, on the Weldo Vir- 
pinia said soldier was badly wounded and injured 5 ee which struck him 

the right side, w away a ——.— of and made him, 
from his thigh to his waist, as black as a black felt hah ina be a e 
Wound or injury 1 for further duty. Saw him a year or so after 
his aoa Be and he was complaining of his wound. 

William Friebold denied that he was a private in his co’ y, and corrob- 
orates the former witness as to said Fichter being out on the Weldon Railroad. 

ete ten raid; and this witnesssaw him when hecame into camp wound 
from his groin down, which was black and blue, and he had to be 

— his clothes were shot away on that side, and he was totally dis- 
FT in the service. 

Isabella Sands testified that she saw him at about the time of his 


in awhile; 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


FEBRUARY 22, 


after his discharge he was attended by a doctor, who said his condition was 
caused by exposure in the Army and from his injury; that she is certain hig 
death was caused by his wiry thon tera as he was neverany good after he came 
from the Army; he was bed for several weeks before he died, and was para- 
lyzed on one side, and for two days before he died he could not ‘speak, though 
conscious, 

Robert Harrid testified that he saw the soldier about the time he came from 
the Army at the time of his 3 in 1864, and he looked all broke up, an 
he got it in the Army, and his d lity a to be greatly from a woun 
or injury of his side, but he was sick and all broken in health; Tai a Dr, Smith 
attended him soon after he came home, and continued to attend him more ot 
less till he died; and he was not able to work but very little afterhe came home 
from the 8 only able to work a day once in awhile, and was always com- 
plaining of his injured side, thigh, and hip, which made him lame; and was 
1 on that side, as was stated by the doctor who attended him, who has 
since die 

Rachel Fichter testified that she saw him at d and return 1275 in 
1864, and he was then sick and was lame from a wound of rig ht side or leg 
he showed her his blouse and pants, torn and blackened d by th e shell that 
him, and a piece of the leather of the saddle that was shot away when he wag 
wounded; and he seemed to have a cold also when he came home, and he was 
Eu, broken down and could not-work and su port his family on account of 

is wound and bad health he got in the Army. e was hearty and strong when 
he enlisted in 1861; he was always complaining and never had any good th! 
after his discharge. She saw him every day for two weeks before he died, and 
from a Thursday to the following Saturday, when he died, he was helpless and 
had a difficulty witb his throat and chest. | 

Anna Gow, his daughter, testified that she lived at home when her father 
came home from the Army at his discharge in 1864, and afterwards to near the 
time he died; and when he was discharged he was crippled up from a wound 
in his right side near the groin, which made him lame; and he complained of 
his throat very much afterwards, and was weak in the chest and unable to 
work but very little ; and his wound broke out a e of wocks or so after his 

discharge, and broke out in sores every little while tillhedied, He got weaker, 
and for two weeks before he died he was sick in bed, and for four days before 
death he was helpless. 

Emma Grouse testified that she saw him at the time of his discharge, and he 
was suffering from wound in side and 1 and was kind of drawn up and 
stiff, and was sick and broken down, an well and hearty when he went 
away in 1861, Saw him two or three times a week after his and he 
was not able to work; don’t think he worked six days Arpa the six years he 


lived after his dischar; on account of his wound and health; that for two 

= before his death she hel; to nurse him; that about two weeks after his 

d discharge he was atten: by a Dr. Smith (since es for a trouble in 

te throat and for his wound, and again for a wee „and he 

could not move his ri 3 and could not talk, and his an was by 
his army service, she 

committee belie’ ae view of the evidence recited, that the said soldier 

died from the effects of a opi G e result of wound or injury in- 

sersa di — 3 itary service and line of duty, resulting, finally, in of 

w 


We therefore report the bill favorably and recommend its passage 
The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
NATHANIEL URAIN. 


Mr. FINLEY. I ask for the consideration of the bill (H. R. 10167) 
increasing the pension of Nathaniel Crain. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Beit suani elc., reed the Secre of the Interior 
thorized and directed to pay Nathaniel Crain, of Capt. 
pany, of ie Richard M. Johnson's regiment, in the warof 1413 as 
per month in lieu of $3 per month as now allowed by law. 


The report’ (by Mr. Biss) was read, as follows: 


77 ² A vain al ama cal eh increase of his pension is 
prayed for by about two hundred citizens of his locality. He is now cree 3 
of a pension at the rate of $8 per month as a survivor of the war of 1812. 
served in Robert McAfey’s company, Kentucky Militia, in that war, from 
. 20, 1813, to November 19, 1818. 

dere re an are of the opinion } he ae be granted the relief he asks, and 

therefore recommend the passage of 


Tiss BAIL won laid aside $0 bo EEA to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


MARY B. M’VEAN. 


Mr. FULLER. I call up the bill (S. 3421) granting a pension to 
Mary B. McVean. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, elc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary B. McVean, widow of Don- 

ald C. McVean, late major First Regiment Wisconsin Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. SAWYER) was read, as follows: 


VVV rt of the Senate Committee 

on 8 which your committee ad eir own and likewise recom- 
the bill, amended, rowever, by striking out. tho word 

Ane s and inserting therein instead the word “captain,” 

The 28.3 is as follows 

“The claimant is ew widow of Perrin ©. McVean, captain Company E, First 
Wisconsin Volunteers. He lost a leg in the war of the rebellion, and died of 
remittent fever in 1887. 

“From the evidence it appears that 3 subject to severe attacks of pain 
in his amputated limb, and the medical and lay testimony connects his excess- 
ive and vonna with his death. 


es au- 


yor ea 


“Surgeon ellan, United States Army, testifies that 
Major Mc cen trader, Jefferson Barracks, Missouri, died at Jefferson 
Barracks the 16th of 1887, after fifty-two days illness, The fatal termina- 


tion of this case was undoubtedly due to the inability of the patient to resist 
disease from the intense nervous shock to which he been subject in his 
early life, At the battle of Stone River he received a severe gunshot wound of 
the rest leg—a compound, comminuted fracture—which left the always 
weak and painful. At the battle of 8 September 19, 1 
ceived a gunshot 8 of the left leg, which e an amputation to bemade 
in the upper third of th igh. A very painful cicatrix resulted, and he very 
—ů— suffered gia of the stump, whichsometimes a; ched 
tetanic or MoVean was constantly under my observation for nearly 
two and a half years. J He was exemplary in his habits and patient in his great 
suffering, and ‘ness sold -Ih in no way be attributed to his persenal' 


1889. 
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habits. Itis my belief that had henot been the subject of profound nerveshocks 
|he would have recovered from the disease which caused his death.’ 
“ Other surgeons, equally familiar with his case and condition, testify in simi- 
lar and strong terms that the torture he had endured deprived him of the 
ngth to withstand disease. The claim is rejeeted on opinion of the 
edical referee of the Pension Office, who is unable to trace the requisite 
| ‘pathological connection,’ 
| “Army Surgeon McClellan, who is eminent and reliable in eee 
this soldier constantly under his observation for two and one- and 
his opinion is entitled to weight, In a subsequent statement ppi tbey aanne 
his former testimony, as follows: 
|, “*It is my belief that the reason Major McVean did not recover from the at- 
‘tack of remittent fever was that he never fully recovered from the shock of tne 
4 wounds, and constantly suffered so severely from the pain in the stump 
is amputated leg that he little or no recu tive power. His pulse 
|when he was completely well was always over 100, and during his si 
could not any time be brought below 120 in the minute, and this without a cor- 
onding increase of temperature.’ 
} He carried continually a fever pulse. 
“The committee do not feel that it is incumbent upon then to ignore the opin- 
fon hri ne su . 1 8 eee panona and all posae of his 
condition, and who, ou pa ment, may as eq y com- 
potent with tho medical referee to decide as to a ‘pathological! connection,’ and 
With much better advantages in arriving at an accurate conclusion in this case. 
“The bill is reported favorably with a recommendation that it do pass.” 


_ The amendment recommended in the report of the committee was 
read and agreed to. P 

Tue bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


MINNIE A. BAILEY. 


Mr. FRENCH called up for consideration the bill (S. 2344) granting 
a pension to Minnie A. Bailey. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, 

orized to place on the pension-roll, subject to the sprovisions and limitations of 
the pension laws, the name of Minnie A. Bailey, daughter of Oscar M. Bailey, 

ho was a private in Sey F, Fifteenth Regiment df Connecticut Volun- 
teers, and pay her a pension of $12 per month. 


The report (by Mr. FRENCH) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (8. 2344) 
granting a pension to Minnie A. Bailey, have had the same under considera- 
tion, and beg leave to submit the following report: 

‘The facts in the case are briefly set forth in the report of the Senate Commit- 
tee on Pensions, which is as follows: 

“The applicant is a daughter of Oscar M. Bailey, who was a in Com- 
pany F, eenth Connecticut Volunteers, and who died May 8, 1863. 

“A pension was granted to the widow of the deceased soldier, and at her 
8 the pension was paid to the 1 — until she was sixteen years of 
age. She is now thirty years old, and been lame from two years since birth 


from a disease of the hip-joint. She is unable to earnaliving, but is dependent 
upon others for her eH gate She asks Congress to pass an act allowing her a 
pension at the rate of month, 


“Since the 8 this bill additional evidence bas been filed which 
committee therefore recommend the 


materially stren; this claim, and your 
passage of the bill.” 8 


afflicted with disease of hip-joint 

from tw@years after her birth, which has caused deformity of her person and 
compels her to use crutches. 

The two latter testify likewise to her disabled condition and her dependence 


Were having erally responded in bills of simila charsstar, yout 
D; vi y m 2 com- 
mittee report favorably on the accompanying bill. and ask that it do pass. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
GYRUS TUTTLE, 


Mr. FUNSTON called up forconsideration the bill (S. 2008) granting 
a pension to Cyrus Tuttle. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the visions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Cyrus Tuttle, late private Company 
D, Fifteenth Regiment Kansas Volunteer Cavalry. 


The report (by Mr. MOREILL) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pe 
rung Pie fest eniad in Core G, Third 
ras Tuttle first en n Company try; 
i Company D, Fifteenth Regiment ee Voluniger 


„ and discharged 
He made application for ae August 19, 1884, alleging in his 
nic ‘ort Larned, Kansas, August, 1865. The 
claim was rejected by the Commissioner of Pensio: 
und of no pensionable degree of disability from cause al 
ing claim.” The claimant swears that he is unable to furnish the testimony 
of physician who first treated him when discharged from service in 1865, for the 
reason that the physician is dead. 

A. P. Brown, n bor, swears— 

That he saw claimant when he came home in 1868, and he was in bad health 
and said he had chronic diarrhea, and saw him often until 1876, when he left. 
* * Came back in 1880; he was still very much debilitated; was not able 
to do manual labor when he left in 1876, nor since his return in 1880.” 

This affidavit was filed October 20, 1884. 

Jonathan Ruble, neighbor, swears that he saw claimant on his way home 
from the Army; he was sick, and said his disease was chronic diarrhea; have 
pesn ig often since his return; he was unable to work. This affidavit was 
made in 1884. 

Dr. J. V. Mott was “called to treat him in 1884, and found him sufferin, 
es rey eevee attack of diarrhea, and that he has not been able to wor 
mu nee. 


ns, 1 19, 


stances, being gg ng oA by 8 daughter . 2 n washing and 
o 0 month, w. receives \- 
itor of the public-school building at —— Miami County, K saje 


the bill is a numerously s petition from citizens of Linn 
and Miami Counties, Kansas, praying that he be pensioned, and setting forth 
the good habits and character and claimant, 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


ELLEN B. FARR. 


Mr. LAIDLAW called up for consideration the bill (S. 3588) grant- 
ing a pension to Ellen B. Farr. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pensioh-roll the name of Ellen B. Farr, 
widow of Evarts W. Farr, late major of the Eleventh New Hampshire Volan- 
teers, at the rate of $25 per month. 


The report (by Mr. GALLINGER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3588) 
granting a pension to Ellen B. Farr, having considered the same, report as fol- 
WS: 


P ae report of the Senate committee, which we adopt as part of our own, is as 
Ollows: 
“ is the widow of Evarts W. Farr, late major of 


The claimant, Ellen B, Farr, 
the Eleventh New Hampshire Volunteers. Major Farr served as first lieuten- 


in 1861, 
“The widow now asks for an increase to $25 per month, the amount allowed 
under the general law for the rank of major. 

“The Commissioner of Pensions, in his annual report for the year 1887, makes 
the following recommendation for this class of claims: 

ct’ leave to call attention to the fact that during the last year the Secre- 
tary Interior presented to a a eee for a modification of the 
law which declares that a pension be according to the rank of the 
claimantat the time that the injury was received, without regard to the fact that 
such claimant might subsequently have been promoted for meritorious services 
and in good faith, The 1 of the Commissioner is that the rank, sub- 
sequently acquired bona fide, should be considered by the Commissioner in de- 
termining the amount to be allowed.’ i 

~ has in several instances recognized this equitable and just recom- 


n by special acts. 

“This widow is in indigent ; has a daughter to pappor; and is 
in feeble health, being seriously disabled in her right arm, which is indispensa- 
ble in the performance of the labor upon which she depends for verte evi 

It is proper that we should add that jor Farr was a member of this House 
during the Forty-fifth and Forty-sixth gresses, his death occurring before 
the close of the latter Con . He was a brave soldier and an able legislator,’ 
and as bis widow was left in comparatively necessitous circumstances and is 
now in feeble health, as well as because of the further facts set forth in the Senate 
report, your committee recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 

mendation that it do pass. 
JAMES M. FROST. 

Mr. GEAR called up for consideration the bill (S. 2759) granting a 
pension to James M. Frost. 

‘The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, au- 

orized and directed pension- 


th to place on the roll, su to tho provisions aud 
limitations of the ion laws, the name of James Frost, late a member of 
Company A, First t Tennessee Cavalry Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. SPOONER) was read, as follows: 
pension to J: M. Frost, . rt. Sete ) 
ames M, report: 

That adopt the Senate report upon said C 
of the bill, with an amendment. 

“[Senate Report No. 1319, Fiftieth Congress, first session.] 

This is a bill to pension James M. Frost, late a member of Company A, First 

Regiment of Tennessee Cavalry. The claimant filed his 3 in 1880, al- 

g rheumatism, and was rejected on the ground that soldier was not in 

line of duty at the time his d lity was contracted. The claimant was absent 

m his command by permission from his colonel, to visit his sick brother, and 

on his return was captured —.— enemy and sent to Andersonville prison, 
where he says he contracted sciatic rheumatism. 

“The committee are of the ppan that he was in the line of duty when he 
was captured. He was not violating any order. He was allowed to visit his 
brother, who was near his camp. That brother was ill, and died before he 
reached him. It would have been inhuman to have denied him the privilege, 
and in availing himself of it he violated no obligation to his conscience or 
country, The only question is as to the incurrence and existence of the disa- 
bility. He was held a prisoner thirteen months, and experienced, he says, the 
most brutal treatment, so that at the time of his discharge he was a physical 


A number of his comrades and acquaintances testify to his 
and subsequent disability, but strange to say the 
mad Pension Office, discredits 


or soundness 
r, of whom ing 
is e prone a majority of the witnesses, He ad- 
mits tbat Dr. Miller, of Libert: e, Iowa, and Drs. Worthington and Ward, of 
Fairfield, are entitled to credit. They all testify that they have treated him 
continuously; that they do not doubt his 8 was contracted in the serv- 
; that disease was brought on by exposure and hardship in prison; that it 

does not yield to treatment; that it is incurable. The only ground of rejection 
by the Pension Office is that the soldier was not in line of duty when captured. 

“There have been two medical examinations. One of the boards finds him 
disabled and the other fails to discover any disability, These reports are so 
conflicting in most instances as to be valueless. 

“The committee think the case is sufficiently proved without them and re- 
port the bill favorably, with a recommendation it do pass.“ 


Amend by inserting, aſter the word pension-roll,” the words “subject to the 
provisions and limitations of the PONSA EWA * 
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The amendment of the committee was agreed to, and the bill as 
amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

WILLIAM HAWKINS. 

Mr. GEST called up for consideration the bill (H. R. 11884) to grant 
a pension to William Hawkins. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, elc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and hereby is author- 
ized and directed to place upon the pension-roll the name of William Hawkins, 
who wasa private in Capt. Alexander M. Houston’s ny of Mounted Volun- 
teers in the Black Hawk war, and pay him a pension ot $30 per Month. 


The report (by Mr. Buiss) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 11884) to 

= a pension to William Hawkins, have considered the same, and report as 

follows: 

The claimant was a private in Capt. Alexander M. Houston's com of II- 
linois Mounted Volunteers in the Black Hawk war, and was honorably dis- 
charged therefrom angun 15, 1832. 

He is now, as shown by the testimony filed, in his eighty-second year, in feeble 
health, and unable to work a small farm of a few acres to make subsistence for 
himself and his aged wife, The small rent which he gets for the land is not suf- 
ficient to maintain him. He can live but a few years at most, 

Your committee believe that he should have a service pension, and therefore 
recommend the passage of the bill with a rating of $20 per month. Amend the 
bill by inserting the word “Illinois " before the word“ Mounted” in line6, and 
by changing the word “thirty” to “twenty” in line 7. 

to; and the bill as 


The amendment of the committee was 
amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


ROZALIA JUNK. 


Mr. HAUGEN called up for consideration the bill (S, 2310) granting 
a pension to Rozalia Junk, 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
rized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
imitations of the pension laws, the name‘of Rozalia Junk, widow of 9 Junk, 
one John Younge, late a private of Company K, Sixth Regiment of Wisconsin 
olunteers. 


The report (by Mr. SAWYER) was read, as follows: 


Senate ee hereto attached and made a part hereof, show a very strong 
‘case, justifying the action FF for. They there- 
pass. 


; [Senate Report No. 992, Fiftieth Congress, first session.] 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2310) granting 
a pension to Rozalia Junk, haye examined the same, and FA ERA 
j m the report of the Adjutant-General it appears that John Junk, or Young, 
asthe name was pronoun the husband of the claimant, was drafted Sep- 
tember 22,1864. He was examined and held toservice, sent to draft rendezvous, 
forwarded to Sixth Wisconsin R. ent, and delivered at City Point. He was 
mustered out with his detaehment June 6, 1865, making eight months’ service 
from the date of drafting to muster out. He died May 7, , and his widow 
filed application for pension, claiming that his death was caused by an aggra- 
vated case of hernia incurred in the service. The c was rejected on the 
und that the claimant admitted her inability to furnish the proof required 
y the Pension Office, that his disability originated in the service, 

Wyta Stramsky, for thirty years a resident of Kewaunee, Wis., testifies that 
he was acquainted with the soldier five years before he went into the Army. 
He was often in his employ; knows t! he was a strong, healthy man, e 
says: 
was with him when he went into the Army, and accompanied him to 


Green Bay. I was at that time assistant United States marshal, and had John 
Junk in e with many others; that when he was examined I stood close 
beside him. o was naked, and he was pronounced by the examining surgeon 


to be a sound man, and I know of my own knowledge if he had a rupture at 
that time I should have seen it. He was my personal friend, and I knew him 
intimately before the war and after his return. On his return I saw him as he 
came off the boat in July, 1865, which was the time, as I now remember, he 
camehome. I made bt Sa” g about his health, and he told me he was all right 
excepta rupture he received, as I now remember it, in the en ent at Rich- 
mond in crossing a ditch into which he fell, I know that rhis return he 
was not able todo hard work. He always complained of his injury. I knew 
him intimately up to the time of his death, and I have no doubt that his injury 
caused his death, It was a matter of og arg repute at the time of his death, 
which was sudden, that it was caused by his rupture.“ 

Wenzel Shimmel testifies to his intimate acquaintance with the soldier; they 
lived in the same town of Carlton, in Kewaunee County, and he knows he was 
sound before his ce; that when he returned he had a rupture and wore a 


truss, He also heard him relate how the in ury was received. 
Joseph Kozel testified that he was a neighbor, fellow-coun , and com- 
rade of Junk. They weredrafted at the same time, examined sà the ae wr 
e other 0 


Bere and both pronounced sound. One was sent to the Six 
leventh Wisconsin Regiment. Knows that he came home with rupturé; be- 
lieves that he died in co uence of it. 

Frank Harmacheck testifies that he knew him well before service; that he 
was sound; that he came home with a rupture of which he believes, and all the 
neighbors believe, he died. He died yery suddenly, He was at his house an 
hour after he died. He did not see his . before. He saw it then, and his 
inwards protruded to such an extent that he could not live. bd (flan ner was 
as large as his two fists. The doctor who was sent for to atten pow bee had 
been dead more than an hour when he arrived; that he made no examination. 

The claimant says her husband was the only person in his ent or com- 
pany of his nationality; that he couid not speak English, and co mently 
made no uaintances; did not learn the names or living ages ofany of the 
soldiers with whom he was only fora short time associated. For reason, 
and knowing that she could not obtain a pension under the gen laws, she 
has appealed to Congress, 

There appears to be no doubt as to the soundness of the man prior to i ye 
ice, nor as to the incurrence of the disability, which was an aggravated and dan- 


gerous case of herria, and finally proved fatal, 


The bill is reported favorably, with a recommendation that it do pass. 
The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


SAMUEL J. MURPHY. 


Mr. HAYES called up for consideration the bill (S. 1311) granting 
an increase of pension to Samuel J. Murphy, of Marengo, Iowa. 
he bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, a 
thorized and directed to pay to Samuel J. Murphy, late a private in Com v 
D, Thirty-beventh Eene tof Iowa Volunteer Infantry, a pension at the rate 
of $16 pet month, in lieu of that which he now receives, to take effect from ‘and 
after the passage of this act. | 

| 


The report (by Mr. MORRILL) was read, as follows: | 


The Committee on Invalid Pengions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1311) 
granting an increase of pension to Samuel J. Murphy, of Marengo, Iowa, sub- 
mit the following report: | 

The claimant in this case made application for pension on account of disease 
of fps free and loss of hearing. A pension was nted for the former disa- 
bility, but for the latter it was denied on the ground of prior unsoundness. The 


record shows that the soldier was Levee ape gh after fifteen months’ service for 
these C pos ties. ge mention is made of the existence of ether disability ab 
nlistment. 


time o 

3 5 that no disability existed prior to his entering the 
mili service. o witnesses state that his hearing was “slightly defective”| 
when he entered the service, but that it was much worse when he was dis- 


ch It seems to your committee to be clearly established that his hearin, 
was seriously affected by the service, and that claimant is clearly entitled to thi 
increase granted by this bill, and they therefore recommend its passage. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. $ 


LEAVE TO PRINT. 


Mr, CHEADLE. Mr. Chairman, to-day, during the consideration of, 
the bill granting a pension to the widow of General Sheridan, after I 
was recognized to speak in opposition of that measure, I yielded the 
floor with the understanding that I should have permission to extend 
my remarks, after which objection was made which became general and 
I had no opportunity to express the views which I entertained. I do 
not desire to occupy the valuable time of the committce this evening 
and only ask to extend my remarks. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair hears no objection, and it is ordered 
9 

Mr. K I should like to have the same permission. 

There was no objection. 


JACOB S. SHUMAN. 


Mr. HEARD called up for consideration the bill (H. R. 12446) 
ting an increase of pension to Jacob S. Shuman. 
The bill was read, as follows: : 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Jacob S. Shuman, 
late cones of Company H, Eleventh Ohio Volunteer Cavalry, and to pay him 
a pension of $72 per month instead of the pension he is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. WALKER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
12446) granting an increase of pension to Jacob S. Shuman, have e samé 
under consideration, and beg leave to submit the following report: 

Jacob 8. Shuman served as captain of Company H, Eleven popes Oh o| 
Ca from June 10, 1863, to July 14, 1866, and is now a pensio at the ra 
of $50 per month for injury to back and resulting ysis. Since January 30, 
1884, he requires the regular aid and attendance of another Had 


become thus totally disabled prior to June 16, 1 would be entitled to 
A month under the provisions of the act of that and of the act of June 17, 

Your committee have already reported favorably a bill p ing to amend, 
the present law touching this of disabilities, but it is dou hether the 
same will be reached during this Congress. 


The condition of this pensioner is so pitiful that your committee feel inclined 
to grant relief independent of the probable success of the bill above referred 
to, and therefore submit the report of the board of examining surgeons at Se- 
Gala beam under date of December 31, 1864: | 

“The motorial inco-ordination is very marked. Zea! pee of locomotion is 

ually ; 


entirely lost unless 8. and then he to be vi carried. There is Ro 
power to stand alone. he extremities are wasted and cold. He is not able 
swallow a fluid without danger from strangulation. The head and limbs are 
in constant agitation. The mind is very much im . The asking of ques- 
tions causes excitement, and instead of answering intelligently he ha’ a 
spell of crying and loses all control of himself. He requ the regular aid and’ 
hne . i tion of the E 3 id t t fi J ' 
e description e y by said surgeons seems to warrant favorable 
$ „and the same is therefore returned with the 


action on the acto bi 
recommendation i 8 Pet 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
IRA WELLS, 


r. HENDERSON, of Illinois (by Mr. ROWELL), called Be for cons 
sidefation the bill (H. R. 12607) to grant a pension to Ira Wells. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, elc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to upon the pension: roll the name of Ira Wells, who 
was a private in Captain Kinney’s company of Illinois Mounted Volunteers in 
the Black Hawk war, and pay him a pension of $30 per month. 

The report (by Mr. Buiss) is as follows: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 12607) grant- 

ing a pension to Ira Wells, have considered the same, and report: 
his is another of the claims of the survivors of the Indian wars of 1832-1842, 


for service panaon E whom a eral bill has m favorably reported 
House. ‘This clai was 


Fe nd ee Pe sompaa of ale 
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He is now over seventy wt of age, and, as shown by the dener boy vr 
inent citizens of Geneseo. he has for four or five years been rapidly g 
ealth, and is now confined to his bed for the — part of the time. He 
ean not, in consequence, follow his profession tofa perece or perform 
any labor. He is poor, without income of an ‘kind, and no one to look to 
for support. The testimony also shows that he was a contract surgeon during 
the late war of the rebellion, and his neighbors attribute his present condition 
of health to diseases contracted during that time. 
This + 5 to be a very meritorious case, and the passage of the bill is rec- 
ommende: 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


WILLIAM J. MARTIN. 


| Mr, HERMANN called up for consideration the bill (H. R. 12608) 
to pension William J. Martin. 
e bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of William J. Mar- 
tin, survivor of Capt. John Sconce’s company of Ray County (Missouri) Volun- 
teers, of Lieutenant-Colonel Morgan’s Spy Battalion, Brigadier-General Lach 
ary Taylor, general commanding, Florida war, and who was severely wounded 
at the battle of Lake Okeechobee, December 25, 1837, and who was also the lieu- 
tenant-colonel of the Second Regiment Oregon Mounted Volunteers in the 
Oregon Indian war of 1855 and 1856, and that he be paid a pension of $25 a month 
from and after the passage of this act. 


The report (by Mr. Briss) is as follows: 


The committee report as follows on the bill (H. R. 12608) granting a pension to 
William J. Martin; 

That Col. William J, Martin is a survivor of the Florida Indian war. He was 
severely wounded while charging the Indians with his company under Capt. 
John Sconce, in Col. Alexander Morgan’s Spy Battalion, Missouri Volunteers, 
on December 25, 1837, in a hotly contested battle at Lake Okeechobee, where the 
Indians were completely routed, and all their stock and equipage captured, and, 
as it is shown to us, the old wounds and exposure have | e ul marks, 
which now in his advanced years are constantly felt. 

During the Oregon and Washington Territory Indian wars of 1855-56 he served 
as lieutenant-colonel of the Second 8 Oregon Mounted Volunteers. and 
rendered valuable services to the frontier and nation in various active engage 
ments. He is now in old age, and in limited means, being dependent on his 
own scanty labors on his homestead claim. His services are frequently referred 
to in the history of his State. 

In the opinion of your committee he presents a most meritorious case, and in 
view of the facts before us we recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass, 


CATHARINE BUCHANAN, 


Mr. HOLMAN (by Mr. Matson) called up the bill (H. R. 11043) 
to restore to the pension-roll the name of Catharine Buchanan. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it peer yy etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to restore the name of Catharine Buchanan, widow of 
William Buchanan, late a private in Company L, Fourth Regiment of Indiana 
Volunteer Cavalry, to the pension-roll, and that she be paid a pension, subject 
to the provisions of the general pension laws, 


The report (by Mr. Matson) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. | 
to restore to the pension-roll the name of Catharine Buchanan, have consid: 
the same, and submit the following report: 

The claimant herein was the widow of William Buchanan, who served as a 
spies in Company L, Fourth Indiana Cavalry, from August 7, 1861, until July 

, 1864, when he was killed in battle at Newman, Ga. The said claimant was 
granted a pension at $8 per month, commencing July 29,1864, On the Ist day 
of May, 1867, she remarried with Richard Buchanan, at which time her pension 
was stopped. Her second husband, Richard Buchanan, died October 3, 1881, 
leaving his widow, the claimant herein, in indigent circumstances, She now 
makes application to be reinstated to the 1 as the widow of William 
Buchanan, her first husband, who was killed in battle as herein stated. 

It is shown by the affidavits of several of her neighbors that the said Catharine 
Buchanan is poor and deserving; that she has no means of support other than 
what she earns by her pee fever stole, ee Following in the line of prece- 
dents heretofore made, and believing the applicant herein to be a e e 
for Congres 2 8 action, we submit àa favorable report and recommend the pas- 
sage of the bill. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. ; 


MARY HORNING. 


Mr. HOPKINS, of New York, called up for consideration the bill 
(H. R. 11627) granting a pension to Mary Horning. 
The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, nu- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-rolls the name of Mary Horning, 
widow of John F. Horning, lgte a private in Company B, One hundred and 
seventeenth Regiment New York State Volunteers, and pay her a pension at 
the rate of $12 a month, 

The report (by Mr. SAWYER) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was ref the bill (H. R. 
11627) granting a pension to M Horning, have = the e under ler- 


re z 
Mary Horning is the widow of John T. Horning: who sptved as private in 
York Volunteers, 


1888. 
The widow's claim has been rejected by the Pension a on the und 


le . This claim was likewise odtod — 
the opinion of the medical referee the evidence 3 to re at sol —— 
disabled from the effects of typhoid fever, disease of lungs, or pleurisy, found 


. medical examination not asa same 
—— not being shown to have led in che berrion, as ofthe 158 en 


The records of the War Department do show the soldier under treatment dur- 
ing the months of December, 1862, January, 1863, and February, 1864, but failto 
bor wa the nature of the disability for which treated. 


have been specially examined, and received the favorable recom- 
mendation of the examiner. 

It is shown by officers and others, and by Assistant Surgeon Carpenter, that 
soldier had typhoid fever, diarrhea, and fever and ague in the service. It is 
also shown that he had a cough before discharge. 

His complaints from date of discharge up to 1868 were diarrhea, cough, and 
rheumatism, as shown by the testimony of ates and neighbors. Dr. Rus- 
sell testifies to treatment at intervals, from 1868 to 1875, for rheumatism, diarrhea, 
intermittent fever,and cough. Dr, Gibson treated soldier from 1880 to 1886 for 
pleuritie trouble and disease of left lung. Dr. Tourtellet also treated him more 
or less for the same troubles from di to death, and states that the last 
stage of consumption was apparent a month before death. 


Assistant Surgeon Carpenter, who, as heretofore stated, treated Horning inthe 


service, also testifies that he saw soldier frequently after ; Was troubled 
with a cough, looked emaciated, and upon examination about a year before 
death found the lungs badly diseased, which, in affiant’s opinion and knowledge 
of the case, was chargeable to his military service. 

The undertaker's record shows death from pneumonia, ‘ 

While pneumonia may have hastened death, yet your committee are clearly 
of opinion from the evidence on file that the soldier's lungs were so seriously 
impaired by exposure in the service that he could not have survived much longer, 
even had he not been stricken down with this acute disease. 

The bill is therefore returned with the recommendation that it do pass. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


JOHN W. SMITH. 


Mr. HOWARD called up for consideration the bill (H. R. 12275) to 
increase the pension of John W. Smith. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, eto. That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place upon the pension-roll the name of John W. Smith, 
formerly a private of Company F, First United States Dragoons, Mexican war; 
also lieutenant First Indiana Calvary and private Company D, One hundred and 
fifty-sixth Indiana Volunteers, in the war of the rebellion, and to pay him a pen- 
sion of $25 per month, in lieu of the pension he is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. Briss) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill R. 12275) grant- 
ing § an 1 nea of pension to John W. Smith, have considered the same, and re- 
port as follows: 

The claimant was a private in Company F, First United States Dragoo 
Mexican war, for nearly two yone, He was pasai e therefrom at the city of 
Mexico, May 8, 1848, for disability. He also served during the late rebellion in 
Company I, First Indiana Cavalry, and in Company D, One hundred and fifty- 
sixth Indiana Volunteer Infantry. 

In December, 1872, he filed his claim for pension because of chronic diarrhea 
and rheumatism, which he alleged was contracted at Pen Yal Peak, Mexico. 
His claim for chronic diarrhea and piles was allowed in June, 1887, at the rate 
of 81 en month from May 29, 1886. The claim for rheumatism has never been 
adjudicated, the claimant being unable to furnish sufficient evidence of its ex- 
istence during his service in Mexico. 

His pension was increased in October last to $12 por month. 

He now asks increase of pension to $25 per month. 

The fact is well established by the evidence before your committee that Mr. 
Smith has been disabled by rheumatism most of the time since his discharge 
from the service in 1848 ; t he is now severely affected by rheumatism and 
disease of heart in addition to the diseases for which he draws pension. The 
certificate of disability upon which he was discharged stated that his constitu- 
tion was eee undermined in the Mexican war, and that he then had 


chronic bron 
Therating given him by the Clay City examining board of surgeonsin Octo» 
ber, 1887, for his continued disabilities amounts to $24 per month.“ 
He is without any means of support aside from his pension, as shown by the 
following statement: 
“ DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
“UNITED STATES PATENT OFFI 


“ Washin D. C., January 889. 
“To all whom this may concern: * ; * 


“I hereby state that I am personally uainted with John W. Smith, a resi- 
dent of the city of Terre Haute, State of Indiana; that he was a soldier in the 
late war, a man of integrity, and is now in reduced circumstances, not havin, 
any meansof support excepting the small pension that he is now receiving. He 
is . 3 and unable to do manual labor. 

“Very y.: 
: aie “ASKELLY, 0 
har E. MCLEAN” 
“First Deputy Commissioner of Pensions.” 


Your committee recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


CHARLES S. HAMILTON, 


Mr. HUDD called up for consideration the bill (S. 3387) granting a 
pension to Charles S. Hamilton. 
The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the tary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, di- 
rai 8 place on the pension-foll, s ni 15 the brovisibns and limia ot 
the pension laws, the name of 1 ilton, late a major-general in the 


Army of the United States, and a ion at the rate of $100 per mon 
in lieu of the pension he is 88 pan be g. = * 


The report (by Mr. SAWYER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S, 3387) 
granting eee to Charles S. ton, submit the following report: 

x they have carefully e thè papers on file in case, and thi 
report of the Senate committee on , and they are of the opinion tha 
the report is fully corroborated by the undisputed facts in the case; and, w 
the eficiary can not establish a case that dan be allowed at peat EE static 
under its rules, they believe the case to be a meritorious one. ey ado} 
report of the and makeit a hereof, and recommend the 0 
pass, with an amendment striking out the wo “one hundred,” in the 
enth line thereof, and inserting in place thereof the word “ fifty,” 
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[Senate Report No. 2166, Fiftieth Congress, first session.] 

‘The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3387) granting 

a pension to Charles S. Hamilton, have examined the same, and report: 

his is a bill to pension Charles S. Hamilton, late a major-general in the 
Army of the United States, at the rate of $100 permonth. The on ce 
rejected his application on the ground of no record of disabilities and claim- 
ant’s inability to furnish testimony showing origin in service and line of duty. 
The military record of General Hamilton, as shown by the report of the Adju- 
tant-General, covers many years, and it is both 2 and creditable. 

He is agraduate of West Point. As first lieutenant he joined the Fifth United 
States eee July, 1846, served with it in Mexico in the war with that 
country; was severely wounded at the battle of Molino del Rey September 8, 
1847; was sick in the city of Mexico from wounds until some time in Novem- 
ber, 1847; on duty with regiment in Mexico to close of war. 

Capt. William Chapman, Fifth Infantry, commanding regiment, says: 

“ Lieut. C. S. Hamilton, commanding Company I, was severely wounded 
early in the action while urging his company on, but raised himself up with as- 
sistance and continued cheering and encouraging his men until they were be- 
yond the reach of his voice.” 

He accepted command as brigadier-general of volunteers August 31, 1861, and 
served as such until 4, 1862, when he accepted appointment as major- 

moral of volunteers. He commanded Second Brigade, General Banks's divis- 
| Army of the Potomac, from August, 1861, to March, 1862; the Third Divis- 
jon, Th Sa | Corps, to May, 1862; the left wing of Army of Mississippi to 
August, 1862; Third Division of Mississippi to October, 1862; the District of 
th, Department of Tennessee, to January 10, 1863; the Sixteenth Army 
rps to January 15, 1863, and the District of Columbia, Jackson, Corinth, and 
Memphis, in t of Tennessee, and also the left wing of the Sixteenth 
Army Corps to April, 1863, when he tendered his resignation, 

In his statement as to the circumstances under which he incurred his disabili- 
ties, General Hamilton says when he was in command of First Brigade of Gen- 
eral Banks's division he received ordersto proceed to Alexandria and there take 


voice was gone, 


him to relinquis! 
command, took him to his quarters inside the fort, and treated him. He re- 
sumed his command about three weeks after the landing, but suffered durin; 
the whole campaign from lumbagoand stiff joints. He claims that his disabili- 
ene the result of his service, are palpitation of the heart, blindness, and rheu- 
matiam. 

“ My present condition“ he says “is that of an almost helpless invalid. I can 
not write except little more than to sign my name, can read but a few lines at 
` time, son I believe that all these troubles emanated from exposure and ce 

ú o war. 

Dr. Wright, of Fond du Lac, Wis., was his family physician as early as 1853, 
and he knew him to be a healthy man when he entered the service. After his 
return from the war he complained of palpitation of the heart, which the doc- 
tor believes was brought on by his exposure, service, and intense excite- 
ment, and that his blindness is the immediate result of his cerebral congestion, 
which undoubtedly came from disease of the heart. 

Dr. Fox, of Milwaukee, has treated General Hamilton for heart and brain dis- 
ease, and he has no hesitancy in en, that the heart disease is of long stand- 
ing, and he also believes that his trouble may have resulted from heart 


jisease. 

rete . been 5 eee 
teen years; that he very poor as y 

i Uy exposare and iardehip in the service, Fo a140 certifies to his nn- 


reputation. 

Edward O. Wall, collector of internal revenue, Milwaukee, testifies to his 
broken health, and declares that General Hamilton would not, under any cir- 
cumstances, ask for a pension if he was not co! that his helpless condi- 
tion was the result of his service in the Army. 

Geo: = Paul, postmaster at 3 has pn en We 88 
more than She ve years; pronounces a man of incorrup’ tegrity ; 
would place implicit confidence in any statement of his, under oath or otherwise; 
that his eminent —— services entitle him, in his present physi 
to the kindest an ideration. 


him for rheumatism, heart dis- 

ease, blindness, and general debility. 
General 15 now about sixty-six years old. Besides a long period, 
during which he was engaged in frontier duty, he has served the country in 
two wars, and in both has rendered valuable and „as his 


proves. 
H sound and well man when he ed the Army to resist the 
Alon: — —— — have been 


rebellion; he came out of it broken 
progressive, until he has become blind, helpless, and a sufferer. It these are not 


referable to his army life the committee are at a loss toaccount for them. That 
he has earned $100a month we are equally convinced, and with the precedents 
on record it would be ust to concede him an inferior sum. 

The bill is reported an amendment, adding after the word “ month,” in 
the eighth line, in lieu of the pension he is now receiving,” witha recommenda- 
tion that it do pass. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was adopted, and 
the bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


JAMES H. LAWLESS, 


Mr. HUNTER called up for consideration the bill (H. R. 8327) for 
the relief of James H. Lawler. 
The bill is as follows: 


Secretary 
place the name of James H. Lawler, late private 1 
— to ro- 


The report (by Mr. HUNTER) was read, as follows: 

‘The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
grensing a pension to James H. Lawler, have considered the same, 3 

The claimant was a private in Com Fifth Kentucky enrolled 
Ootober 8, 1881. and TTT . 


lu and no satisfactory evidence of their origin in service, and that rheu- 
was not contracted in line of duty. 
records of the War Department show that the claimant was present with 
his command at the time he al he incurred his m disease of lu 
3 and rheumatism, and own by the testimony of comrades 
was affected by said diseases in December, 1861, and the spring of 1862. 
75... teak ia t Burksville 

Sho o company wen camp at or near Burksv in the 
fall of 1501, the claimant contracted measles, and that subsequently d ng serv- 
ice his lungs were so affected that at times he could not speak above a whis- 
per, and that he was also affected with rheumatism,” 

Six or eight soldiers of the same company testify to the same statement of 
facts, including Lieut. D. G. Shepherd, and it is clearly established to the satis. 
e e „ that both rheumatism and — of lungs existed in 

e spring o . 

On May 29, 1862, the claimant left his com y without authority and was not 
borne on the rolls thereof until in the fall of 1863. Testimony in the case shows 
that the causes of his absence were sickness and domestic afflictions. He wag 
treated for rheumatism in the army hospitalsat Knoxville and Nashville, Tenn., 
from March 26, 1864, to August 12, 1864, when he was returned to gut with his 
company, and remained with it in active service until the date of 8 
discharge, in May, 1865. 

The testimony is ample to show that claimant has been disabled for the per- 
formance of manual — each r since his discharge by of said dis- 
eases, and the examining board of surgeons at Burksville, Ky., find him dis- 
abled by rheumatism, as alleged. i 

Xx our committee therefore recommend the verge the bill, amended, hows 
ever, by changing the spelling of the surname of claimant, wherever it ap- 
pears in the bill, from ** Lawler” to “ Lawless.” 


‘The amendment recommended by the committee was adopted. 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


WILLIAM FORD. 


Mr. JACKSON called up for consideration the bill (H. R. 2862) 
granting a ion to William Ford. 
The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, ele., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he js hereby, a 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of William 
late a private in Company H, One hundred and thirty-ninth 


7 
olunteers, subject to the provisions and limitations of pension lava’ 
The report (by Mr. LYNCH) was read, as follows: | 
The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 2802 


granting a pension to William Ford, late a private in Company H, One hun | 


and thirty-ninth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers, have considered the same, 
and submit the following re: nef = | 
Pension in this case is claimed for rupture. Theclaimantapplied to the Com- 
missioner of Pensions for a pension on this account, and r filing of tesis 
mony and medical examination the claim was rejected on the 23 that the 
proof as to its being incurred in the service was not considered sufficient, | 
We are unable to agree with the Pension Office in this conclusion, and con- 
clude that the records of the War Department and the proof submitted abune! 
dantly sustain the following facts: That William Foni: prior to his entering th 
Army, was a sound, strong, hearty man. At the time of his enlistment, and for 
several years preceding it, he was a farm laborer, engaged at hard work, an | 
the ony of his employers and companions is very clear as to his sound 


ness. 

It is also undisputed that for a very considerable time after he entered | 
service he did duty as a soldier of the very severest kind and no evidence 
disability was 8 That even after being wounded in battle he return 
to his command and did ig howe That duri 
n, 


The 
ant had this swelling of the y, which the surgeons all 
Tery sona aier he helped Uf) tho logs a$ Apotiayivanis, an 


it is evident that ib 
there 


| 


proper 
incurrence of the injury in the service is wholly by enl men, and that the 
Pension Office nally because of want of test fe 


mon 
be 


er, that the ental surgeon says he can not remem- 


The soldier is shown to be a worthy man, with a family, unable to earna 
living on account of this injury, and is destitute circumstances. 
Your committee are satis that claimant sustained his injuries in the 
n line of duty, and is justly entitled to a pension, and recommend the PA 
sage of the bill. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

Mr. MATSON. I move that the committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr, MOMILLIN ha taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. reported that Com- 
mittee of the Whole House, having had under consideration pension 
bills on the Private Calendar, under the special order of the House, had 
directed him to report sundry bills with various recommendations. 


HOUSE BILLS PASSED WITHOUT AMENDMENT. 


Bills of the following titles, reported favorably, were ordered to bq 
and read a third time; and being engrossed, they were accord. 
ingly read the third time, and passed: 
A bill (H. R. 11663) eee eee, M. Josie McClain; 
A bill (H. R. 12604) fo restore the pension of Ann G. Barker; 
A bill (H. R. 3916) granting a pension to Jacob Wolf; 
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A bill (H. R. 8580) granting a pension to Sarah A. Harrison; 
A bill (H. R. 10167) increasing the pension of Nathaniel Crain; 
A bill (H. R. 12446) granting an increase of pension to Jacob S. Shu- 
man; 
A 
A 


2 
bill (H. R. 12607) granting a pension to Ira Wells; 
bill . R. 12608) to pension William J. Martin; 
A bill (H. R. 11043) to restore to the pension- roll the name of Cath- 
arine Buchanan; 
A bill (H. R. 11627) granting a pension to Mary Horning; 
A bill (H. R. 12275) to increase the pension of John W. Smith; and 
A bill (H. R. 2862) granting a pension to William Ford. 


HOUSE BILLS PASSED WITH AMENDMENTS. 


Amendments reported to bills of the following titles were severally 
agreed to, and the bills as amended were ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, they were accordingly read the 
third time, and passed: 

A bill (H. R. 12619) granting a pension to Littleberry W. Baker; 

A bill (H. R. 12575) to increase the pension of James M. Barrett; 
A bill (H. R. 12420) granting a pension to Lucy, widow of Muck-a- 
pec-wah-keu-zah, or John,“ an Indian who served the United States 
and saved the lives of many white persons in the Indian outbreak or 
war of 1862 and died of effects of wounds received therein; 

A bill (H. R. 8995) for the relief of Antonio Wiener; and 

A bill E R. 11884) to grant a pension to William Hawkins. 


HOUSE BILLS WITH AMENDMENTS TO BILL AND TITLE PASSED. 


Amendments reported to bilis of the following titles were severally 
agreed to, and the bills as amended were ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, they were accordingly read the 
third time, and passed, and the titles were amended to conform with 
the bills. 

A bill (H. R. 5758) granting a pension to Lovina Wright; 

A bill (H. R. 12404) granting a pension to Robert W. Andrews; and 

A bill (H. R. 8327) for the relief of Joseph H., Lawless. 


SENATE BILLS PASSED WITHOUT AMENDMENT. 


Senate bills of the following titles, reported favorably, were severally 
ordered to a third reading; and they were accordingly read the third 
time, and passed: 

A bill (S. 2758) granting a pension to Susan P. Murdock; 

A bill (S, 2334) granting a pension to J. Byrd; 

A bill (S. 3309) for the relief of Mrs. Elizabeth E. Groff; 

A bill (S. 2690) granting a pension to John Gallager; 

A bill (S. 3198) granting a pension to Mary Murphy; 

ill (S. 3091) granting a pension to John Corr; 
S. 3762) granting a pension to Nancy Polock; 
8. 3269) granting a pension to Theresia Fichter; 
S. 2344) granting a pension to Minnie A. Bailey; 
fe 2008) granting a pension to Cyrus Tuttle; 
bill (S. 3588) granting a pension to Ellen B. Farr; 
bill (S. 2310) granting a pension to Rosalia Junk; and 


phy, of Marengo, Iowa. 
SENATE BILLS PASSED WITH AMENDMENTS. 


Amendments reported to Senate bills of the following titles were 
severally agreed to; and the bills as amended were ordered to a third 

and accordingly read the third time, and passed: 

A bill (S. 1319) granting a pension to Anna Slater; 

A bill (S. 3421) granting a pension to Mary B. McVean; 

A bill (S. 2759) granting a pension to James M. Frost; and 

A bill (S..3387) granting a pension to Charles 8. Hamilton. 

Mr. MATSON moved to reconsider the several votes by which the 
bills were passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table, 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ANN E. MUSSMAN,. 


Mr. BYNUM. I ask unanimous consent to discharge the Commit- 
tee of the Whole from consideration of the bill (H. R. 2157) granting a 
pension to Ann E. Mussman. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Indianaasks unan- 
imous consent to discharge the Committee of the Whole House from 
the consideration of this bill. Is there objection? 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I shall object unless we can have one 
recognition on this side. 

Mr. BYNUM. Iam not making any objection to that. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Then I withdraw the objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 


thorized and directed to placeon the pension-roll, subject to the provisionsand 
limitations of the pension laws, thename of Ann E. Mussman, widow of Will- 


Mr. BYNUM. That is just a question about the evidence, and Task 
to dispense with the reading of the report, 
3 was no objection, and the reading of the report was dispensed 


The report (by Mr. Matson) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
2157) 8 pension to Ann E. Mussman, having had the same under con- 
sideration, submit the 8 report: 

Claimant is the widow of William Mussman, who enlisted September 7, 1881 
as first lieutenant of the Sixth Battery Indiana Light Artillery,and served until 
December 10, 1862, when he was discharged from the service and returned to 
In lis, Ind., where he died March 24, 1873, of apoplexy. Widow’s claim 
for pension was rejected by the Pension Office on the ground that the cause of 
soldier’s death, apoplexy, was not a result of heart disease.” 

4 8 L. Bieler, who was a member of said Sixth Indiana Battery, testiſies as 
follows: 

“Iwas an artificer of said Sixth Indiana Battery. I know that when said 
Mussman entered the service in October, 1861, he was a sound, able-bodied 
man, being stout and healthy; that Mussman was an officer in the German 
army, and resigned that service only a short time before he entered the United 
States service. Our battery had a hard march from Calhoun, Ky., to South 
Carrollton, Ky., being a fo march of 30 or 40 miles. When on said m 
the date not now remembered, said Mussman com sick, an 
he looked very much fatigued, but being strictly a military man he did not asso« 
ciate with his men nor say much about his trouble; but it was understood that 
en this march, by reason of overexertion, he contracted the heart disease. I 
saw him treated for this trouble by Surgeon Armstrong, of the Thirty-first In- 
diana Volunteers, at various times. Mussman resigned the service on account 
of his sickness, After the war I saw him frequently up to his death, and he 
died of said heart disease.” 

Adam Frank, who was corporal of said Sixth Indiana Battery, testifies that 
said Mussman was a stout, robust man at the time of his enlistment, and while 
with the battery on a march near Moscow, Tenn., by reason of overexertion 
and exposure, he contracted heart disease and camp diarrhea, and was com- 
pelled to resign by reason of said disease. 

William W undran testifies that he was intimately ma Pr ity with Mussman in 
Germany, and that they came to America together, and that at the time of his en- 
listment he (Mussman) wasastout,able-bodied man. and that when he came home 
from the service, about December, 1862, he was almost dead; was suffering with 

isease of heart and diarrhea and a severe cough. He 8 grew worse 
and was never able to do but little work after his return from the service. He 


opinion that this is a meritorious claim; theref: 
the recommendation that it do pass. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 

Mr. BYNUM moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
pared; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ELIZABETH M. ALLEN. 


Mr. BUTLER obtained unanimous consent to call up for considera- 
tion the bill (H. R. 10725) to increase the pension of Elizabeth M. Allen. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
and required to increase the pension of Elizabeth M. Allen, widow of 
John Allen, late a private of the Forty-third Regiment United States Infantry, 
wur of 1812, from $12 per month to $20 per month, on account of her old age and 
extreme poverty; that the increase be allowed from the passage of this act. 


The report (by Mr. BLiss) is as follows: 
The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 10725) grant- 
ing increase of pension to Elizabeth M. Allen, have considered the same,and 


report: 

The husband of the claimant, John Allen, was.a private in Lieutenant Mum- 
950 7 of artillery, Forty-third Regiment United States Infantry, in the 
war 


The claimant is now pensioned as his widow at the rate of $12 per month. 
Her claim for increase to $20 per month is sup by testimony to the effect 
that she is seventy-one years of age, in poor health, with no pro; of any 


kind, and no relative except a grandchild of twelve or fourteen years of age, de- 
pendent on their united efforts for support. 

Your committee are of opinion that the increase asked is warranted, and there- 
fore recommend the passage of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BUTLER moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

And then (at 10 o’clock p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. C. H. ALLEN: Petition of the Woman's Christian Temperance 
Union of Massachusetts, for prohibition in the District of Columbia 
to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. E. P. ALLEN: Petition of J. F. Welck and 35 others, citizens 
of Morusi, Mich., for a law restoring John S. Paul to full pension, and 
reimbursement of amount withheld—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions. 

By Mr. CARUTH: Remonstrance against the passage of the Blair 
educational bill—to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. CLEMENTS: Papers in the claim of William H. Hawkins, 
of James T. Hawkins, of Andrew Millican, of Andrew Coney, of Sarah 
Kimball, of Sarah A. Dodson, of John B. Knowles, and of Delilah Hood, 
of Chattooga County, Georgia—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DUBOIS: Memorial of the Legislative Assembly of Idaho 
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Territory, praying for amendment of the alien act so as to exempt 
mines—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. ERMENTROUT: Memorial of the Lancaster (Pa.) Board of 
Trade, for the repeal of the revenue laws relating to cigars—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways aud Means. 

Also, memorial of the Reading (Pa.) Druggists’ Association, in favor 
of free alcohol for druggists’ use—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. HOOKER: Petition of Mary M. Jameson, widow of Wiley 
J. Jameson, of Hines County, Mississippi, for reference of her claim to 
the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. McRAE: Petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union of Arkansas for prohibition in the District of Columbia—to the 
Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. SHAW (by request): Petition of 39 citizens of Maryland for 
prohibition in the District of Columbia to the Select Committee on 
the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. WHITTHORNE: Petition of Philip Cooper and of William 
A. Blackburn, for relief—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. YOST: Petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union 
of Virginia for prohibition in the District of Columbia—to the Select 
Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 


SENATE. 
SATURDAY, February 23, 1889. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
THE JOURNAL. 
The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s proceed- 


in 

Mtr. TELLER. I ask that the further reading of the Journal be dis- 
pensed with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Colorado asks 
unanimons consent that the further reading of the Journal be dis- 
pensed with. 

Mr. MORGAN. I object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading will proceed. 

The Secretary resumed and concluded the reading of the Journal. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no motion to correct or 
amend, the Journal will stand approved as read. 


TIMBER ON CHIPPEWA INDIAN RESERVATIONS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, in response to a 
resolution of February 6, 1889, certain information in regard to the 
cutting of timber on the Chippewa Indian reservations within the La 
Pointe agency during the present winter season under contracts not ap- 

roved by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs or otherwise; which the 
tary proceeded to read. 

Mr. DAWES. Is it necessary to read the communication at length? 
It is a long document. May it not be printed without reading, and 
referred ? 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts 
asks unanimous consent that the farther reading be dispensed with. 

Mr. DAWES. Iyield to the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT]. 

Mr. PLATT. I caught very little of the document as it was being 
read, but as it seems to relate to an investigation which has been con- 
ducted by a committee, the chairman of which is not present, I sug- 
gest that it wait until the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHAN B- 
LER] comes in. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hampshire 
is present. 

Mr. PLATT. I think there is no objection to referring it, without 
reading, to the Select Committee on Indian Traders. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Shall the communication and the 
accompanying papers be referred without reading to the Select Com- 
mittee on Indian Traders ? 

Mr. HARRIS. There can be no objection to that. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair hears no objection, and it 
is so ordered. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a telegraphic communica- 
tion from the fourth annual encampment of the Grand Army of the 
Republic, Department of Texas; which was read, and referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands, as follows: 


Fort Wortn, TEX., February 22, 1889. 
DEAR SIR: The fourth annual encampment of the Grand Army of the Repub- 
lic, Department of Texas, assembled in city on the birthday of the Father of 
our country, ully ask and petition the honorable body over which you 


tire that at least one-half of the territory now embraced in whatis known as 
klahoma in the Cherokee Strip be reserved for entry and settlement by the old 


soldiers of the Union under such restrictions only as will enable them to secure 
homes at once without the settlement and cultivation required under the gen- 


eral homestead law. 
J. C. DEGRESS, 
Department Com A 
Attest: 
J. M. ODELL, 
Assistant Adjutant-General, 
Hon. JoHN J. INGALts, 
ident pro tempore United States Senate, 
Washington, D. C. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented the petition of Alfred Lind- 
say, a citizen of New Jersey, praying for certain revenue legislation; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. HISCOCK presented a petition of 619 citizens of the State of New 
York, praying forthe passage of a national Sunday-rest law against need- 
less Sunday work, etc, ; which was referred to the Committee on Edu- 
cation and Labor. 

Mr. CAMERON presented a petition of 456 citizens of Pennsylvania, 
praying for passage of the Sunday-rest bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. HOAR presented the petition of Ambrose Snow and 107 others, 
merchants and master mariners of Hyannis, Mass., and vicinity, pray- 
ing for a survey of Hyannis Harbor, with a view to widening and deep- 
ening the harbor and its approaches; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, £ 

Mr. DAWES. I present the petition of Horace Seaver, of Boston, 
Mass., and 75 others, citizens of Massachusetts and Maine, praying 
that no law be passed in regard to the observance of Sunday or any 
other religious rite, and that no amendment be made to the Constitu- 
tion in regard to religion, but that the secular character of the Gov- 
sees be maintained and the separation of church and state com- 
plete. 

I move that the petition be referred to the Committee on Education 
and Labor. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. FAULKNER presented the petition of Division 284, Brother- 
hood of Locomotive Engineers, C. N. Martin, C. E., George A. Deck, 
F. A. E., of Grafton, Taylor County, West Virginia, praying for the 
passage of the Sunday-rest bill; which was referred to the Committee 
on Education and Labor. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, presented a petition of 453 citizens of Dela- 
ware County, Iowa, praying Congress to pass a law forbidding Sunday 
work in the mail and military service of the Government and in inter- 
state commerce; which was referred to the Committee on Education 
and Labor. 

Mr. SAWYER presented a petition of 386 citizens of Wisconsin, pray- 
ing for the passage of a Sunday-rest law; which was referred to the 
Committee on Education and Labor. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. PADDOCK, from the Committee to Audit and Control the Con- 
tingent Expenses of the Senate, reported an amendment intended to be 
proposed to the deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, from the Committee on Claims, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 6347) for the relief of Alexander Moffitt, 
reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 7800) for the relief of John De Bree, executor of Margaret T. 
Higgins, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 

hereon. 

Mr. GRAY, from the Committee on Patents, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 3904) for the relief of John R. Harrington, reported it with- 
out amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills; in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. t granting a pension to Ann E. Mussman; 

A bill (H. R. 5758) granting a pension to Lovina Wright; 

A bill ( . R. 8327) for the relief of Joseph H. Lawless; 

A bill (H. R. 10725) to increase the pension of Elizabeth M. Allen; 
A bill (H. R. 11884) to grant a pension William Hawkins; 

A bill (H. R. 12404) granting a pension to Robert W. Andrews; and 
A bill (H. R. 8995) for the relief of Antonio Wiener. 

The m e also announced that the House had passed the follow- 
ing bills, with an amendment in which it requested the concur- 
rence of the Senate: 

A bill (S. 1319) granting a pension to Anna Slater; 

A bill (S. 2759) granting a pension to James M. Frost; 

A bill (S. edt granting a pension to Charles S. Hamilton; and 

A bill (S. 3421) granting a pension to Mary B. McVean. 

The message further announced that the House had concurred in the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 1659) to provide for taking 
the eleventh and subsequent censuses, 
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The message also announced that the House had passed the following 


A bill (S. 1311) granting an increase of pension to Samuel J. Mur- 
phy, of Marengo, Iowa; ` 

A bill (S. 2008) granting a pension to Cyrus Tuttle; 

A bill (2310) granting a pension to Rozalia Junk; 

A bill 8 2334) granting a pension to Mary J. Byrd; 

A bill (S. 2344) granting a pension to Minnie A. Bailey; 
ill (S. 2690) granting a pension to John Gallagher; 
i 8 2758) granting a pension to Susan P. Murdock; 
S. 3091) granting a pension to John Corr; 
(S. 3198) granting a pension to Mary Murphy; 
i 8 3269) ting a pension to Theresia Fichter; 

8. 


EEREEE 


3309) for the relief of Mrs. Elizabeth E. Groff; 
i 2 granting a pension to Ellen B. Farr; 
ting a pension to Nancy Polock; and 
bill (S. 3920) to ratify and confirm an agreement with the Musco- 
gee (or Creek) Nation of Indians, in the Indian Territory, and for other 
purposes. 


Soo 


bb be bb bb > > 
EE 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 
Mr. PADDOCK introduced a bill (S. 3992) for the relief of Eliza 


Mr. WALTHALL (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Wisconsin [ Mr. SPOONER]. 

The roll-call was concluded. I 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Iam paired with the Senator from Nebraska 
[Mr. MANDERSON], who is necessarily absent. If he were here, I 
should vote ‘‘nay.’’ . 

Mr. BOWEN. Iam paired with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. 
MoPHERSON ], or I should vote yea.“ 

Mr. COLQUITT. I am paired with the Senator from Rhode Island 
[Mr. CHACE]. If he were present, I should vote nay.““ 

Mr. FARWELL (after having voted in the affirmative). I desire to 
know whether the junior Senator from Florida [Mr. PAsco] has voted? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. He is not recorded. 

Mr. FARWELL. I withdraw my vote. 

1 The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Illinois withdraws 
is vote. 

Mr. VEST. I havea general pair with the junior Senator from Kan- 
sas [Mr. PLUMB], but I transfer it to my colleague [Mr. COCKRELL]. 
My colleague would vote ‘‘nay,’’ if he were here, and the junior Sen- 
ator from Kansas would vote yea.“ I vote nay. 

The result was announced —yeas 26, nays 22; as follows: 


Marsteller, administratrix; which was read twice by its title, and re- YEAS—26. 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. Allison, Dolph, ae Ingalls, Sawyer, 
Blair, mun hell, Stanford, 
AMENDMENTS TO DEFICIENCY BILL. 3 Evarts, forrill Stewart, 
Mr. TELLER submitted an amendment intended to be pro: by | Chandler, nae Dena , ee 5 
him to the deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred to the | Barf, balese & Ga, 5 
Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. Dawes, Hoar, ` Sabin, 
Mr, PUGH submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by him NAYS—22 
to the deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred to the Com- pate Daniel, Giay, Reagan, 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. Berry, Eustis, Harris N — 
Brown, ner, ones oi nsas, Vest, 
_ INAUGURAL ADDRESSES OF PRESIDENTS, ETC. Butler, Genera: Morgan: Wilson of Md, 
On motion of Mr. HAWLEY, it was— 1, Gibson, Pagh, >: 
Ordered, That the joint resolution (S. R. 138) to print 10,000 copies of a com- | Coke, Gorman, m. 
222 ͤ pee Ban arne 
eO u to am m, for e centu: 0 en 
peng ded sen with authenticated incidents connected therewith, biographical | Aldrich, 8 13 es 
sketches of the Presidents from official sources, together with steel-plate portraits | Beck, mie” 3 5 
of the Presidents and steel-plate illustrations of the Capitol and White House | Blackburn, Ha 0. i mer, t 10 ge, 
be recommitted to the Committee on Printing. Blodgett, mpton, Pasco, rpie, 
Bowen, Hearst, Payne, Vance, 
CONGRESSIONAL ELECTIONS. Chace, Jones of Nevada, Plumb, oorhees, 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further morning busi- | Cockrell, | Kenna, middleberger, ‘Walthall. 
ness that order is closed. So the motion was agreed to. 


Mr. HOAR. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
the resolution which was under consideration yesterday for an investi- 
gation into election outrages. N 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Calendar, under Rule VITI, 
being in order, the Senator from Massachusetts moves that the Senate 
proceed now to the consideration of a resolution the title of which will 
be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. Order of Business 2778, a resolution by Mr. 
Hon, authorizing the Committee on Privileges and Elections to in- 
vestigate alleged election outrages in certain States. 

Mr. HARRIS, Upon that I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. CALL. Pending that motion I ask that the resolution may be 
informally laid aside 

Mr. HOAR. The regular order, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts de- 
mands the regular order. The question is on agreeing to the motion 
of the Senator from Massachusetts to proceed to the consideration of 
the resolution he has named, on which the yeas and nays have been 
ordered. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I hope the Senator from Massachusetts will 
withdraw the motion to take up the resolution at this time. At this 
late day of the session 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion to proceed to the con- 
sideration of the resolution is not open to debate. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I was appealing to the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts to withdraw his motion to take up the resolution. I was not 
discussing its merits; I was simply stating that it must be very appar- 


ent 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the Senator | be 


from Delaware proceeding? . 

Mr.HOAR. The regular order, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts de- 
mands the regular order. The roll-call will proceed. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 


Mr. PAYNE (when his name was called). Iam paired with my col- 
league [Mr. SHERMAN]. 

Mr. SABIN (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sen- 
ator from West Virginia [Mr. KENNA]. I take the liberty of transfer- 
ring that pair to the Senator from Virginia [Mr. RIDDLEBERGER], and 

vote yea. 5 

Mr. VANCE (when his name was called). I am paired with the 


Senator from Michigan [Mr. PALMER]. If he were present, I should 
vote nay.“ 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read. 
The resolution submitted by Mr. Hoar February 20, as heretofore 
amended, was read, as follows: : 


Resolved, That the Committee on Privil and Elections be authorized to 
inquire whether in any State the free and lawful expression of the will of the 
people in the election of members of the Fifty-first Congress and 
the result thereof, or in the election of members of State who have 
elected or are to elect Senators of the United States who may claim seats — 
said Congress, and ascertaining the result thereof, or in the choice of electorso 
President and Vice-President of the United States in 1888 and d the re« 
sult thereof, has been ede e by violence, intimidation, bribery or 
lawful use of money, fraud, or other crime. 

Also, whether the laws governing such elections in any States have been so 
framed or administered as to accomplish or permit the defeat of the will of the 
people in such elections. 

50, to inquire into the facts of the recent election in the State of Louisiana, 
held on the 17th day of April, 1888, at which there was chosen a Legislature 
which has since elected two United States Senators, 

And said committee shall also ingale whether there were in connection with 
the aforesaid election illegalities, false 


uns 


by the popie of Louisiana, or was in fact substantial] 
the return: 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed will be 


read. 
The CHIEF CLERK. Amendment by Mr. VOORHEES, to add: 


And said committee shall also inquire into and investigate fully whether 
money was Saree. and unlawfully used in the control of elections in Novem- 

r, 1 in any of the States, and for this purpose said committee shall have 
power to examine into the various sums of money raised for such purpose, by 
whom paid, and by whom collected, and to whom disbursed, and it shall be the 
duty o said committee to exercise this power. 


Mr. HARRIS. There being an amendment pending, it would not 
be in order to offer an amendment now except to the amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It can be presented and read for in- 
formation. 

Mr. HARRIS. I shall move at the proper time to strike out in the 
fourth line of the resolution this language: 

Or in the election of members of State Legislatures who have elected or are 
to elect Senators of the United States who may claim seats during said Congress, 
and ascertaining the result thereof. 

I shall move, when it is in order so to do, to strike out that language 
from the resolution. 
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Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ifthe Senator from Maryland will pardon me, I 
ask that the résolution (not to delay the action of the Senate on it) be 
printed in bill form so that wecan see where the amendments come in. 

Mr. HOAR. It has been so far printed. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. In bill form? 

Mr. HOAR. No; not in bill form. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to have it printed in bill form so 
that those of us who pay attention to it can understand where the 
amendments come in. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be printed in 
bill form, if there be no objection. 

Mr. BUTLER. Will the Senator from Maryland yield to me for 
one moment? 

Mr. GORMAN. I will. 

Mr. BUTLER. I ask unanimous consent to proceed to the consid- 
eration of a small bill on the Calendar. 

Mr. HOAR. The regular order, Mr. President. 

Mr. BUTLER. I should like very much to have it considered. It 
will take but a moment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from South Carolina 
asks unanimous consent that the business may be informally 
laid aside to enable him to move the consideration of a bill. Is there 
objection ? 

Mr. HOAR, I object. 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator from Massachusetts objects? 

Mr. HOAR. I willcheerfully give consent just as soon as the pend- 
ing resolution is out of the way. 

r. BUTLER. I do not think that will be until about next Christ- 
mas. So I do not think we shall have much time for legislation evi- 
dently. 

Mr. HOAR. The threat of the Senator from South Carolina does not 
promote the granting of unanimous consent, 

Mr. BUTLER. I did not understand the Senator’s remark. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Maryland 

eld? 
te GORMAN. I prefer to i 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maryland will 
8 Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, when the resolution was under con- 
sideration a day or two since I was proceeding to address the Senate. 
But it must be manifest to everybody that it is impossible to get speedy 
action upon the resolution, so I gave way wy cheerfully to the Sena- 
tor from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] to proceed with thepublic business. In 
the mean time in the discussion of the bill which he called up, the sun- 
dry civil appropriation bill, there was a matter brought specially to 
the attention of the Senate affecting a large class of the employés of the 
Government in relation to the Bureau of Engraving and Printing. I 
then stated to the Senate, and I think I had the concurrence of quite 
a number of Senators on the other side, that in view of the fact that 
the relief asked for by those could not be provided upon an ap- 

ion bill, and in view of the farther fact that the bill which 

the House of Representatives and come to this body affect- 

ing question and which would determine it had been thoroughly 

investigated and reported to the Senate for action, it ought to be consid- 
ered at this session. 


y 
of following that motion with another to proceed to the consideration 
of the bill which I have indicated. I therefore move that the further 
consideration of the resolution be postponed until Monday, on which I 
demand the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maryland moves 
that the further consideration of the pending resolution be ed 
until Monday next, upon which question he asks that the yeas and 
nays may be entered on the Journal. 

‘The oe and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the ro 

Mr. BLACKBURN (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON ], who is necessarily ab- 
sent, and withhold my vote. 

Mr. COLQUITT (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Crack]; otherwise I should vote 


that I am paired with the Senator from Michigan [Mr. PALMER]. 
iss “ny VEST (when his name was called). E 2 


Mr. WALTHALL (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. I desire to announce that my colleague [Mr. 
PALMER] is paired with the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE]. 

Mr. BOWEN. Iam paired with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. 
MCPHERSON]. If he were present, I should vote nay.” 

Mr. FRYE. My colleague [Mr. HALE] is still confined to his house 
by illness, and is paired with the senior Senator from Kentucky [Mr. 
Beck]. I sh-'l not repeat the announcement to-day. 

Mr. GEOR E. Iam paired generally with the Senator from New 
Hampshire [Mr. BLAIR] and therefore will not vote. I inadvertently 
voted on the last call of the yeas and nays, not noticing his absence. 
[A pause.] Iam informed that the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. 
HAMPTON ] is not paired. I transfer my pair with the Senator from 
New Hampshire [Mr. BLAIR] to the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. 
HAMPTON ] and vote yea.“ 

The result was announced—yeas 23, nays 26; as follows: 


YEAS—23, 
Bate, Daniel Gray Saulsbury, 
ee 5 J 8 * 
wn, jones est, 
Butler, George, k Morgan, Voorhees, 
Call, Gibson, Pasco, of M 
Coke, Gorman, Pugh, 
NAYS—26. 

Allison, Evarts, Mitchell, Stanford, 
Cameron, Farwell, Morrill, Stew: 
Chandler, ere, Paddock, Stockbri 
Caliom, Hawley, Piatt, Teller, 
Davis, 22 Quay, Wilson of Iowa. 
Dolph, Hoar, Sabin, 
Edmunds, Ingalls, Sawyer, 

ABSENT—27, 
Aldrich, Cockrell, enna, 8 
Beck, Colquitt, McPherson, Riddieberger, 
Blackburn, Dawes, 5 Sherman, 
—— Hale, Palmer, oram, 

lodgett, Hampton, ance, 

Bowen, Hearst, Plumb, Walthall 
Chace, Jones of Nevada, 


So the motion to postpone was not agreed to. 

Mr. DANIEL addressed the Senate. He withholds his remarks for 
revision. [See Appendix.] 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The hour of 20’clock having arrived, 
the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business, being the reso- 
lution reported by the Senator from New York [Mr. EVARTS] from the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections relative to Congressional elec- 
tions. - 

Mr. HOAR. I move to proceed to the consideration of the resolu- 
tion in to the alleged election outrages in the Southern States. 

Mr. HARRIS. I did not hear the motion. à 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts 
moves that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the resolution 
taken up during the morning hour upon which the Senator from Vir- 
ginia [Mr. DANIEL] was speaking. 

Mr. pon that motion I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeee and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. ALLISON (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest], or I should vote yea. 

Mr. COCKRELL (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY], who has been called away on 
important business and may not return during the day. If he were 
present, I should vote ‘‘nay’’ and he would probably vote yea.” 

Mr. COKE (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts [Mr. Dawes], who was called away from the 
Chamber. If he were here I should vote “nay” and he would vote 
yea. 

Mr. BROWN (when Mr. Coraurrr's name was called). I was asked 
by my colleague [Mr. COLQUITT] to state that he is paired with the 
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. CHACE]. 

Mr. WALTHALL (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. a I am paired with the junior Senator from Kansas [Mr. 
PLUMB]. 

Mr. BOWEN. Iam paired with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. 
MCPHERSON]. 

Mr. HOAR. I was requested by the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. 
HAWLEY] to say that he is obliged to be absent from the Senate to at- 
tend the funeral of a friend, and is paired with the Senator from Mis- 
souri [Mr. COCKRELL]. 

Mr. GRAY. I was requested by the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. 
BLACKBURN] to announce to the Senate that he is paired with the 
Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON] 

I withdraw 


Mr. MORGAN (after having voted in the negative). 


my vote. Iam paired with the Senator from New York LMr. Evarts]. 


DD eal bak a r i en ree ie Ge a ee > RR 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Alabama with- 


draws his vote. 

Mr. HARRIS. I t to the Senator from Alabama that he trans- 
fer his pair to the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. HAMPTON], who 
is absent, I understand, without a pair. 

The result was announced—yeas 25, nays 21; as follows: 

YEAS—25. 


Dolph, Jones of Neva Stanford, 
Mitchell, 22 Stewart. 


Allison, Edmunds, 
Blair, Farwell, Morrill, 
Cameron, Frye, Paddock, Teller. 
Chan y Hiscock, Piatt, 
Cull Hoar, Quay, 
Davis, In Sawyer, 
NAYS—21. 

Bate, Eustis, s 
Berry, Hearst, Saulsbury, 
Brown, rge, Jonesof Arkansas, Voorhees, 
Butler, Gibson, Pasco, 
Call. Gorman, Pugh, 
Daniel, Gray, m. 

ABSENT—20. 
Beck, Dawes, Morgan, 
Blackb Evarts, mer, Vanee, 
Blodgett, Hale, e, est, 
Bowen, Hampton, Plumb, al 
Chace, Hawley, a Wilson of Iowa, 
Cockrell, Kenna, Sabin, of 
Coke, MePherson, Sherman, 
Colquitt, Manderson, x 


So the motion was agreed to. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The following bills, received from the House of Representatives, were 
8 read twice by their titles and referred to the Committee on 

ensions: 

A bill (H. R. 2157) granting a pension to Ann E. Mussman; 

A bill (H. R. 5758) granting a pension to Lovina Wright; 

A bill (H. R. 8327) for the relief of Joseph Lawless; 

A bill (H. R. 8995) for the relief of Antonio Wiener; 

A bill (H. R. 10725) to increase the pension of Elizabeth M. Allen; 

A bill (H. R. 11884) to grant a pension to William Hawkins; and 

A bill (H. R. 12404) granting a pension to Robert W. Andrews. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills; in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill 85 R. 2862) granting a pension to William Ford; 

A bill (H. R. 3916) granting a pension to Jacob Wolf; 

A bill (H. R. 8580) granting a pension to Sarah A. Harrison; 

A bill (H. R. 10167) inereasing the pension of Nathaniel Crain; 

A bill (H. R. 11043) to restore to the pension-roll the name of Cath- 
arine Buchanan; 

A bill (H. R. 11627) granting a pension to Mary Horning; 

A bill (H. R. 11663) granting a pension to M. Josie McClain; 

A bill RE R. 12275) to increase the pension of John W. Smith; 

A bill (H. R. 12420) granting a pension to Lucy, widow of Muck-a- 
pec-wak-ken-zah, or John,“ an Indian who served the United States 
and saved the lives of many white persons in the Indian outbreak or 
war of 1862 and died from effects of wounds received therein; 

ill (H. R. 12446) granting an increase of pension to Jacob S. Shu- 


H. R. 12575) to increase the pension of James M. Barrett; 
H. R. 12604) to restore the pension of Ann G. Barker; 
bill . R. 12607) to grant a pension to Ira Wells; 

R. 12608) to pension William J. Martin; and 
A bill (H. R. 12619) granting a pension to Littleberry W. Baker. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by the 
President pro tempore: 

A bill (H. R. 11795) making appropriations for the legislative, ex- 
ecutive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1890, and for other purposes; and 

A bill (H. R. 6364) to provide for the settlement of the titles to the 
lands claimed by or under the Black Bob band of Shawnee Indians in 
Kansas, or adversely thereto, and for other purposes, 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a letter from 
the Postmaster-General, transmitting, in compliance with a resolution 
of the Senate of the 8th instant, a statement showing the number of 
changes of railway postal clerks by quarterly periods occurring from 
January 1, 1885, to December 31, 1888, with reasons for such changes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table and be printed. x 

AMENDMENT TO A BILL. 


Mr. STEWART submitted an amendment intended to be 
by him to the Indian a bill; which was 


wees i 
oo’ g 
=| 


to the 


Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


’ JOSEPH H. MADDOX. 


Mr. PASCO. Iwish to give notice that I do not concur in the report 
which was made from the Committee on Claims yesterday morning on 
the bill (S. 2201) for the relief of Laura E. Maddox, widow and execu- 
trix, and Robert Morrison, executor of Joseph H. Maddox, deceased, 
and I reserve to myself the right to file a minority report. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills, received from the House of Representatives, were 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 

ensions: 

A bill (H. R. 2862) granting a pension to William Ford; 

A bill (H. R. 3916) granting a pension to Jacob Wolf; 

A bill (K. R. 8580) granting a pension to Sarah H. Harrison; 

A bill (H. R. 10167) increasing the pension of Nathaniel Crain; 

A bill (H. R. 11043) to restore to the pension-roll the name of Cath- 
arine Buchanan; 5 

A bill K. R. 11627) granting a pension to Mary Horning; 

A bill (H. R. 11663) granting a pension to M. Josie McClain; 

A bill (H. R. 12275) to increase the pension of John W. Smith; 

A bill G. R. 12420) granting a pension to Lucy, widow of Muck-a- 
pec-wak-ken-zah, or John, an Indian who served the United States 
and saved the lives of many white persons in the Indian outbreak or 
war of 1862 and died from effects of wounds received therein; 

A bill (H. R. 12446) granting an increase of pension to Jacob 8. Shu- 
man; 

bill 85 R. 12575) to increase the pension of James M. Barrett; 

bill (H. R. 12604) to restore the pension of Ann G. Barker; 
bill (H. R. 12607) to grant a pension to Ira Wells; 

bill 2 R. 12608) to pension William J. Martin; and 
bill (H. R. 12619) granting a pension to Littleberry W. Baker. 


CONGRESSIONAL ELECTIONS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution of the Senator from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Hon] relative to an investigation of certain al- 
leged outrages is before the Senate. 

Mr. DANIEL addressed the Senate in continuation of his spéech. 
He withholds his remarks for revision. [See Appendix. ] 

Mr. HARRIS (at 3 o'clock and 26 minutes p. m.). Will the Senator 
from Virginia yield to a motion to adjourn at this hour on Saturday 
evening? 

Mr. DANIEL. If I do not lose my right to the floor I am willing to 

d. 
yii. HARRIS. Ofcourse it leaves the Senator on the floor. 

Mr. DANIEL. Very well, sir. 

Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

Mr. HOAR. On that question I demand the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Tennessee [Mr. 
HARRIS] moves that the Senate do now adjourn, on which motion the 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HOAR] asks for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Chief Clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. PAYNE (when his name was called). Iam paired with my 
colleague [Mr. SHERMAN]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. COKE. I am paired with the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Dawes]. If he were here, I should vote yea.” 

Mr. DAVIS (after having voted in the negative). Is the Senator 
from Indiana [Mr. TURPIE] recorded as voting? 

The PRESIDENT protempore. He is not recorded. 

Mr. DAVIS. Iam paired with him, and withdraw my vote. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iam paired with the junior Senator from Con- 
necticut [Mr. HAWLEY], who is necessarily called away from the Sen- 
ate Chamber. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Iam paired with the junior Senator from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. Quay]. 

Mr. WALTHALL. I desire again to announce my pair with the 
Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER]. 

Mr. PASCO. I am paired with the junior Senator from IIlinois 
[Mr. FARWELL] and withhold my vote. : 

Mr. SABIN. I am paired with the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. 
KENNA], but I have transferred that pair to the Senator from Vir- 
ginia [Mr. RIDDLEBERGER] and vote nay.” ; 

Mr. SAWYER (after having voted in the negative). Is the Senator 
from Delaware [Mr. SAULSBURY] recorded as voting? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. He is not recorded. 

Mr. SAWYER. Then I withdraw my vote, as I am paired with 


Mr. BUTLER. I am paired with the Senator from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. CAMERON]. 

Mr. BROWN. I announce for the day that my colleague [Mr. COL- 
QuITT] is paired with the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. CHACE]. 

The result was announced—yeas 13, nays 21; as follows: 


YEAS—13. 


A 
A 
A 
A 
A 


Wilson of Md. 
Bate, $ : —— —— A 
Call, Gorman, Ransom, 
Eustis, Hampton, Reagan, 
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NAYS—21, 
Morrill, Stockbridge, 
Paddock, Teller, 
Platt, Wilson of Iowa. 
Sabin, 
Stanford, 
Stewart, 
ABSENT—42. 
Kenna, Saulsbury, 
Beck McPherson, Sawyer, N 
Blackb Manderson, herman, 
Ba 1 9 75 8 N 
mer, ‘urpie, 
Bro Sanaa i 2 Vance, 
ray, ayne, est, 
Cameron, Hale, Plumb, Voorhees, 
Chace, Harris, Pugh, Walthall. 
Cockrell, Hawley, goer, 
Coke, Jones of Nevada, Riddleberger, 


So the Senate refused to adjourn. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It appearing by the roll-call that a 
quorum is not present, the Secretary will call the roll of the Senate, 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. PLATT (when Mr. HAWLEY’s name was called). If it be 
proper at this time, I desire to say that my colleague | Mr. HAWLEY] 
is absent attending a funeral. 

The roll-call was concluded; and the following Senators answered to 
their names: 


Allison, Dawes, 8, Ransom, 
Bate, Dolph, Hearst, Reagan, 
Berry, Edmunds, Hiscock, Riddleberger, 
Blair, Eustis, Hoar, Sabin, 
Brown, Evarts, Ingalls, Sawyer, 
Butler, Faulkner, Mitchell, Stanford, 
Chandler. e, organ, Stewart, 
Cockrell, George, Morrill, Stockbridge, 
Coke, Gibson, Paddock, Teller, 
Cullom, Gorman, Pasco, Walthall 
Daniel, Gray, Payne, Wilson of Iowa. 
Davis, Hampton, Platt, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Forty-seven Senators have answered 
to their names. A quorum is present. The Senate having refused to 
adjourn, the Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL] is entitled to the 
floor. 

Mr. HARRIS. My motion to adjourn was pending. With the per- 
mission of the Senate, the yeas and nays haying been ordered upon it, 
I will withdraw that motion, and with the leave of the Senator from 
Virginia I desire to make another. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The yeas and nays were taken on the 
motion to adjourn. 

Mr. HARRIS. Yes, that is true, and no quorum voted. That was 
a finality as far as that was concerned. I now move, if the Senator from 
Virginia will allow me to do so, that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to inquire if the Senator from Virginia can 
yield for that pw without unanimous consent. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chairthinkshe can. Will the 
Senator from Tennessee withhold the motion for a few minutes that 
the Chair may dispose of some business on his table? 

Mr. HARRIS. Certainly. 


MARY B. M’VEAN, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 3421) granting a pen- 
sion to Mary B. McVean, which was, in line 5, to strike out the word 
Major“ and insert Captain.“ 

Mr. SAWYER. I move that the Senate concur in the amendment. 

The amendment was concurred in. 


JAMES M. FROST. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 2759) granting a pension 
to James M. Frost, which was, in line 2, after the word ‘‘ pension- 
roll,“ to insert the words subject to the provisions and limitations of 
the pension laws.” 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I move thatthe Senate concur in the amend- 
ment. 

The amendment was concurred in. 


CHARLES S. HAMILTON, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 3387) granting a - 
sion to Charles S. Hamilton, which was, in line 5, before the word ‘‘dol- 
lars,” to strike out one hundred“ and insert fifty.“ 

Mr. SAWYER. I move that the Senate concur in the amendment 
of the House of Representatives. 

The amendment was concurred in. 


ANNA SLATER. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amendment 
of tho House of Representatives to the bill (S. 1319) granting a pension 


to Anna Slater, which was, in line 4, before the word dollars,“ to 
strike out ‘‘ twenty-five '’ and insert twelve.“ 

Mr. PADDOCK. I move that the Senate concur in the amendment 
of the House of Representatives. 

The amendment was concurred in. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS, 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had yes- 
terday approved and signed the following acts: 

An act (S. 1459) granting a pension to Frances Courtney Cochnower; 

An act (S: 2530) granting a pension to Robert Kelly; 

An act (S. 2547) to increase the pension of Mrs. Matilda Wilkins 
Emory; 

An act (8. 5 


to increase the pension of Sterne H. Fowler; and 
An act (8. 3819 


granting a pension to Esther Gould. 
CONGRESSIONAL ELECTIONS. 


Mr. HARRIS. I decline to make the motion for an executive ses- 
sion. The Senator from Virginia prefers to proceed, and I shall not 
interrupt him. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the resolution, submitted by 
Mr. Hoar, authorizing the Committee on Privileges and Elections to 
investigate alleged election outrages in certain States. 

Mr. DANIEL addressed the Senate in further continuation of his 
speech. He withholds his remarks for revision, [See Appendix. ] 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator from Virginia yield to me now in 
order that I may move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
executive business, of which there is a large amount undisposed of? 

: 8 PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Virginia 
yi 4 

Mr. DANIEL. Yes, sir; for that purpose. 

Mr. HARRIS. I move thatthe Senate proceed to the consideration 
of executive business. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I hope the Senator will, before making that mo- 
tion, permit me to make an announcement and also a report from a 
committee? 

Mr. HARRIS. I will yield for both purposes. 


DEATH OF REPRESENTATIVE BURNES. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I desire to announce that on Monday, at 3 
o’clock, my colleague and myself will call upon the Senate to consider 
resolutions passed by the House of Representatives in regard to the 
death of Hon. James N. Burnes, late a Representative from the Fourth 
Congressional district of Missouri. 


AMENDMENTS TO BILLS, 


Mr. FAULKNER and Mr. VOORHEES submitted amendments in- 
tended to be proposed by them respectively to the deficiency appropria- 
tion bill; which were referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 

WOMAN SUFFRAGE. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I desire to submit the views of the minority of 
the Committee on Woman Suffrage on the joint resolution (S. R. 11) 
proposing an amendment to the Constitution of the United States ex- 
tending the right of suffrage to women, and I ask that they may be 
received and printed in like number as the report of the majority of 
the committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. They will be received and printed, 
if there be no objection. 


PENSION APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. ALLISON. I ask leave to submit at this time the conference 
report on the pension appropriation bill, It will take but a few min- 


utes. 

Mr. HARRIS. I yield to the Senator from Iowa. 

The PRESIDENT pro ore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the report of the committee of conference? The Chair 
hears none, and the report will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the report, as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 1 to the bill (H. R. 11658) making ap- 

ropriations for the payment of invalid and other pensions of the United 

tates for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1890, and for other purposes, having 
met, after full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do recom- 
mend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its d ment to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 1, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lien of the 
matter proposed to be inserted by said amendment insert the following: “And pro- 
e nde That a check or checks drawn by a pension agent in payment of pen- 
sion due, and by him to the address of the pensioner, shall constitute pay- 
ment within the meaning of section 4765, Revised Statutes, in the event 
death of a pensioner uent to the mailing and before the receipt of said 

and the amount which may have accrued on the pension of any pen- 
sioner subsequent to the last quarterly payment on account thereof and priorto 
the death of such pensioner shall, in the case of a husband, be paid to his widow, 


or if there be no widow, to his surviving minor children or the guardian thereof, 
ere- 


and in the case of a widow to her minor children: Provided 
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And the Senate agree to the same, 
W. B. ALLISON, SATURDAY, February 23, 1889. 


H. L. DAWES, 
A. P. GORMAN, The House met at 100’clocka.m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. 
H. MILBURN, D. D. i 


Managers on ihe part of the Senate, 
EDWARD J GAY, The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was.read and approved. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


JOHN D. LONG, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent to make a statement. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Mr. Speaker, on the 12th day of October 
last, on one of the Fridays when private business was being considered, I 
was recognized under some arrangement under which bills were being 
considered by unanimous consent, and I then called up a bill in which 
one of my constituents is deeply interested (H. R. 506). The bill and 
report were both read, but the consideration of the bill was then ob- 
jected to on account of the lateness of the hour, or on account of some 
objection which did not relate to the merits of the bill, and an adjourn- 
ment was soon thereafter made. This is the only time that my name 
was ever reached under any arrangement on special bill day. I do not 
refer, of course, to special pension nights. As my name is toward the 
end of the alphabetical list, it is seldom reached under any of these ar- 
rangements for the passage of special acts. The bill to which I refer, 
which was partly considered, only seeks to refer a matter to the 
Court of Claims, to which there can be no possible objection, and as 
my name will not likely be reached under this call, and as I have not 
heretofore availed myself of the passage of any bills by unanimous con- 
sent, I ask unanimous consent to consider this bill at this time. 

The SPEAKER. Theorder madeyesterday prohibits the Chair from 
entertaining a request for unanimous consent except during the call of 
the names in alphabetical order; but the Chair will suggest to the gen- 
tleman from Ohio that he will probably find no difficulty in getting 
some other member whose name is higher on the list to call up the 


The report was concurred in. 
CARD INDEX KECORD OF VOLUNTEER REGIMENT. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Lask for the adoption of an order. I will explain 
that this is a muster card index record of the One hundred and sixty- 
second New York Regiment, which has been submitted to the Senate 
in obedience to a resolution, and under the general order to print there 
will be 1,500 copies printed. There is no necessity for printing 1,500 
copies, and I simply ask a modification of the order so asto print 600 
copies of it, and place them in charge of the Secretary of the Senate in 
order that Senators can see them and realize what they are. I hope 
the order will be agreed to, which will save the printing of 900 useless 
documents. 

The order was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to, as 
follows: 


Crdeved, That the order heretofore made for printing the letter of the Secre- 
tary of War, dated February 15, 1889, transmitting the index of the One hun- 
dred and sixty-second New York Volunteer Infantry, be rescinded, and in lieu 
thereof that there be printed for the use of the Senate 600 copies of the same, to 
be delivered to the Secretary of the Senate. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a letter from 
the Attorney-General, transmitting the report required by the act of 
March 3, 1887, of judgments and decrees which have been rendered; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed. 

CONGRESSIONAL ELECTIONS. matter: 

Mr. HARRIS. I suppose my motion now comes up. Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. My name is near the end, and has never 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to inquire of the Senator from Virginia, Vet been reached under any arrangement that has been made. y 
who has occupied the floor for some four or five hours, whether the mo- | The SPEAKER. The Chair has no doubt that the gentleman will 
succeed in attaining his object by acting upon the suggestion just made. 
If not, the Chair will endeavor to secure it for him in some way; but 
under the order made yesterday the Chairis prohibited from entertain- 
ing his request at this time. 


ARIZONA, WYOMING, AND IDAHO. 


Mr. STRUBLE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make a request. I dis- 
covered yesterday for the first time that the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Territories has reported in favor of the admission of the Terri- 
tories of Arizona, Wyoming, and Idaho, and has also made a separate 
report in favor of the admission of New Mexico. I was notaware until 
yesterday that these reports had been made, and I now ask unanimous 
consent that the minority of the committee may have leave to file their 
views, to be printed with those reports. 

TheSPEAKER. There is nothing in the order prohibiting the Chair 
from entertaining that request, and the gentleman will have the leave 
that he desires if there be no objection. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


SEMINOLE LANDS, INDIAN TERRITORY. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message from the 
President: 


To the Congress of the United States: 

I herewith submit for your consideration a communication from the Secretary 
of the Interior, transmitting a proposition made on behalf of the Seminole Na- 
tion of Indians for the relinquishment to the Government of the United States 
of their rights to certain lands in the Indian Territory. 

GROVER CLEVELAND. 


tion to adjourn or go into executive session grows out of the fact that 
he does not desire to proceed further to-night? 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, if it would be any accommodation to 
the Senate I could speak for an hour or so longer this evening, but I 
beg leave to inform my friend from Massachusetts that I expect to make 
a very long and prosy speech. 

Mr. HOAR. That is the only statement the Senator can make that 
I should withhold my belief from. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Allow me to observe that the Senator from Vir- 
ginia has spoken four hours, almost the entire afternoon, and by the 
rules of courtesy that obtain in the body we ought to adjourn on his 
account if on no other. It is now nearly 6 o’clock, and we ought to ad- 
journ for other reasons. 

Mr. HOAR. Perhaps the Senator will allow me to get the answer 
to my question. I desire to be informed whether the motion to ad- 
journ or to go into executive session rests upon the ground that the 
Senator from Virginia desires it? 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator from Virginia yielded to me. I asked 
him to yield in order that I might move that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of executive business, of which, as the Senator from 
Massachusetts knows as well as I know, there is a very large amount 
not yet considered or disposed of by the Senate. 

Mr. HOAR. Now, if I may be permitted a word, if the motion is 

ut upon the ground that the Senator from Tennessee or any other 
Reuse thinks we ought to be spending the time of the Senate in ex- 
ecutive business instead of listening to the Senator from Virginia, I 
shall vote one way. If the motion is put upon the usual ground, to 
which the Senator from Indiana has alluded, that the Senator from 
Virginia has spoken so long that he feels fatigued and does not desire 
to go on further to-night, I shall vote another way. I should like to 
know which is the case. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator will allow me. If a motion shall be 
made to adjourn upon the ground that the Senator from Virginia does 
not care to proceed further this evening, then the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts can take into consideration that question. Now, the question 
is, shall we proceed to the consideration of executive business? 

Mr. TELLER. That is not the question. 

Ron sidan re FFT RAKE toe molim eae A Mr. McCLAMMY, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to print 

Mr. HOAR. Understanding from the Senator from Indiana [Mr. remarks in relation to the repeal of the tax on unmanufactured to- 
VOORHEES], who sits close to the Senator from Virginia, that he thinks | bacco. 
the Senator from Virginia ought not to be asked to proceed longer to- 
— 5 he having spoken several hours, I move that the Senate do now 
adjourn. 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, February 21, 1889. 


Mr. NELSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that that mes- 
sage be retained on the Speaker’s table until the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. PEEL], 
arrives. 

The SPEAKER. In the absence of objection, that will be done. 


LEAVE TO PRINT. 

Mr. CUTCHEON, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to print re- 
marks in the RECORD on the bill to pension Mrs. Irene Rucker Sheri- 
dan. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary inauiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. ROGERS. I desire to inquire whether or not, under the special 
order made yesterday, it is proper to lay before the House executive 
documents or anything else in this hour, 


The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 40 minutes p. m. 


f death of such pensi in the d ti f the Secrei f 

atarak ah a 0 HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
) 

the Senate adjourned until Monday, February 25, 1889, at 12 O clock 

m. 
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The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks so. 

4 ROGERS. Will Senate bills be laid before the House in this 
ur? 

The SPEAKER. The order expressly provides that requests ſor 
unanimous consent to consider Senate bills which may be laid before 
the House by the Chair shall be entertained. 

Mr. ROGERS. I construed the order otherwise. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That on and after to-day the House sessions shall begin at 10 a. m., 
and after the reading of the Journal up to 11 a. m. the names of members shall 
be called in their alphabetical order for the consideration of matters by unani- 
mous consent; and it shall not be in order for the Speaker to entertain a request 
for unanimous consent at any other time ae to concur or non-concur in Sen- 
ate amendments to House bills, or toconsider te bills when presented to the 
House by the Speaker. 


Mr. ROGERS. I am perfectly willing that the rule shall be con- 
strued as suggested by the Chair, but I was under the impression that 
the provision to which the Chair calls attention might apply to Senate 
bills laid before the House at another time. 

The SPEAKER. It has reference, of course, to the rule which re- 
quires the Chair to lay Senate bills before the House. Underthis order 
the Chair will now proceed until 11 o’clock to call the names of mem- 
bers alphabetically for request for unanimous consent. 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, I stated yesterday that I thought it 
Was an unseemly and unjust proceeding to set aside one hour daily for 
private bills when there was a contested-election case undisposed of, 
and I now move that the House take a recess for half an hour. 

Several MEMBEES. Regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that this order is not confined 
to private bills, but applies to all bills. The Chair desires also to state 
in this connection, before putting the question upon the motion of the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND], that, as the order omits to 
make any provision for the Delegates from the Territories, the Chair 
has taken the liberty of inserting the names of the Delegates in the list 
in their proper places alphabetically, and they will be retained there, if 
there be no objection. 

Several MEMBERS. That is right. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. BLAND], that the House take a recess until half 
past 10 o'clock. 

Mr. GEAR. Mr. Speaker, is that motion in order pending the exe- 
cution of the special order of the House? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks so. 

The question was taken on the motion of Mr. BLAND, and there 
were—ayes 6, noes 59. 

Mr. BLAND. No quorum. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I move a call of the House. 

The question was taken on the motion of Mr. ANDERSON, of Kan- 
sas, and a call of the House was ordered—ayes 36, noes 17. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call the roll. 

Mr. LONG. Mr. Speaker, I move to reconsider the vote by which 
a call of the House was ordered. z 

The question was taken on the motion to reconsider, and it was 
adopted—ayes 63, noes 12. 

The SPEAKER. The motion to reconsider is agreed to, and the 
question now is on the motion to order a call of the House, 

The motion was rej 

The SPEAKER. The question now is on the motion made by the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] that the House take a recess 
for thirty minutes. The point being made that noquorum has voted, 
the Chair will appoint to act as tellers the gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. BLAND] and the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. ANDERSON]. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 74, noes 1. 

Mr. SAYERS (at 10.300’clock). Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask unani- 
mous consent that the business for this hour be dispensed with and that 
we to the consideration of appropriation bills. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I object. If the sacrifice is to be made let us 
have all the ceremonies. 

‘The tellers resumed their places and continued the count. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Speaker, I just now remember that there is 
another special order for to-day at 2 o’clock, the eulogies on the late 
Representative Burnes, which will consume the day, and I therefore 
withdraw my objection. 

Several MEMBERS. I object. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, is it in order to ask unanimous con- 
sent? 

The SPEAKER. It is in order to ask unanimous consent when the 
gentleman’s name is reached. 

Mr. BURROWS. But not on any other proposition? 

The SPEAKER. It is not in order, as the Chair construes the order 
of the House, to ask unanimous consent to consider bills otherwise 
than as provided in the order. The Chair thinks that the order must 
be construed in view of its full contents, and that it does not preclude 
requests for nnanimous consent or leave for the minority of a commit- 


tee to present its views, for leave to = remarks in the RECORD, for 
leave of absence, or other matters of that sort, but only regulates re- 
quests for the consideration of bills. 

Mr. BURROWS. I want to ask unanimous consent to modify the 
order made yesterday. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that would be in order, 

Mr, BURROWS. It is perfectly apparent that this hour will be good 
for nothing. Members whose names appear at the end of the list or 
well down will not attend at 10 o’clock, knowing that they will not 
be called, and the consequence will be that we ghall always be with- 
out a quorum. Therefore, I ask nnanimous consent that the order be 
so modified that it shall read as follows: 

That on and after to-day the House sessions shall begin at 10 o’clock a. m. 

Mr. BLAND. I object. 

Mr. BURROWS. It is perfectly clear that we can not do any business 
under this order in this hour, and it is so framed that we can not ask 
unanimous consent in any other hour. [Langhter. ] 

The tellers continued the count for some time, without making any 
final report. 

The SPEAKER (at 11 o’clock a. m.). The time assigned by order 
of the House for entertaining requests for unanimous consent has ex- 
pired. Does the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] withdraw the 
motion for a recess? 

Mr. BLAND. I withdraw it for the present. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. SAYERS. Lask unanimous consent that the morning hour be 
dispensed with, and that committees have the privilege of filing their 
reports at the Clerk’s desk—— 

TheSPEAKER. Including the views of minorities of committees? 

Mr. SAYERS. Yes, sir. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas asks unanimous consent 
to dispense with the morning hour for the presentation of reports, and 
that all gentlemen having reports to make from committees be allowed 
to present them at the Clerk’s desk for reference under the direction 
of the Speaker; and that minorities of committees have the usual leave 
to file their views. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 


FILING OF REPORTS. 
4 The following reports were filed by being handed in at the Clerk’s 
esk: 


SALMON FISHERIES OF ALASKA. 


Mr. DUNN, from the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries, 
reported a bill (H. R. 12637) to provide for the protection of the salmon 
fisheries of Alaska; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed, 

ST. LOUIS AND SAN FRANCISCO RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
reported back favorably the bill (S. 1697) to grant the right of way 
through the Indian Territory to the St. Louis and San Francisco 
Railway Company, for the purpose of constructing a railway, and for 
other purposes; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

CONDEMNED CANNON. 


Mr. MAISH, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 799) to donate condemned cast-iron cannon to 
the Soldiers’ Monument Association of Waterville, Me.; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MAISH also, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 6120) granting cannon to General Lan- 
der Post, of Lynn, Mass.; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MAISH also, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 2107) granting condemned cannon and 
cannon-balls for monumental pu. to John A. Platter Post No. 82, 
Grand Army of the Republic, Indiana; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MAISH also, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 3588) granting a condemned cannon and 
carriage to Abernethy Post No. 48, Grand Army of the Republic, West 
Union, Iowa; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. MAISH also, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
back with amendment the bill (H. R. 3515) to donate condemned cast- 
iron cannon and cannon-shot to the St. Boniface Union Soldiers and 
Sailors’ Memorial Association, of Lake View, III.; which was referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
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table: 

A bill (H. R. 2212) granting a condemned cannon to the Grand Army 
post at Montezuma, Iowa; 

A bill (H. R. 2143) donating four condemed cannon to the Sol. Mere- 
dith Grand Army Post of Richmond, Ind.; 

A bill (H. R. 2252) granting condemned cannon, carriage, and can- 
non- balls to U. S. Grant Post, Kansas; 

A bill (II. R. 9426) authorizing the Secretary of War to deliver to 
the town of Methuen, Mass., one condemned gun - carriage and cannon, 
to be used for monumental p 4 

A bill (H. R. 7908) donating condemned cannon to a committee of 
veteran soldiers at Boxford, Mass. ; 

A bill (H. R. 800) to donate condemned cast-iron cannon to the Sol- 
diers’ Monument Association, of Monroe, Me.; 

A bill (H. R. 3533) donating four condemned cannon to Sol. Mere- 
dith Post, Grand Army of the Republic, at Richmond, Ind.; 

A bill (H. R. 801) to donate condemned cast-iron cannon to Thomas 
H. Maoban Post, No. 41, of the Grand Army of the Republic, of Bel- 
fast, M: 

Â pill (a. R. 2755) directing the Secretary of War to deliver four 

n-carriages to Cadot Post, Grand Army of the Republic, of Gallipo- 


Ohio; 
A bill (H. R. 5113) granting condemned ordnance to James H. Ew- 
ing Post, Grand Army of the Republic, of Maxwell, Iowa; 
A bill (H. R. 5720) granting a condemned cannon and carriage to 
Opedyke Post, No. 322, Department of Iowa, Grand Army of the Re- 


ublic; 
p A bill (H. R. 6739) making a donation to the Kansas Veteran Asso- 
ciationof two condemned brass cannon and two hundred stand of small- 
arms and equipments; 

A bili (H. R. 6738) authorizing the Secretary of War to deliver to the 
Plainville Post, No. 298, of the Grand Army of the Republic, at Plain- 
ville, Kans., six condemned cannon for monumental pu 

A bill (H. R. 7711) to donate condemned cannon to he dean Army 
Post at Ellsworth, Me.; 

A bill (H. R. 3590) donating condemned ordnance for monumental 

to Grand Army of the Republic posts of Dallas County, Iowa; 
A bill (H. R. 5718) to donate condemned muskets and equipments to 
Nahum Mitchell Post, Grand Army of the Republic, Maine; and 

A bill (H. R. 398) granting cannon to Abraham Lincoln Post, of 
Charlestown, Mass. 

Mr. STEELE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported back 
adversely bills of the following titles; which were laid on the table: 

ee bill (II. R. 316) to authorize the Secretary of War to remove the 

e of desertion from the record of Edward Lee Smith; 
ms ill (H. R. 543) to relieve John Lyon from the charge of deser- 


eis ‘pill (H. R. 9586) to amend the military record of Samuel S. Troy; 

A bill (H. R. 9702) for the relief of Maxwell McCallin; 

A bill (H. R. 10142) removing the charge of desertion against 
Charles Sweet; 

A bill (H. R. 10288) removing the charge of desertion against Rufus 
M. Kinser, of Company B, Twenty-first Kentucky Volunteers; 

A bill (H. R. 10331) to remove the charge of desertion against Horace 
E. Bali; 

A bill (H. R. 10354) for the relief of Daniel F. Gann; 

A bill (H. R. 10385) for the relief of H. C. Jett; 

A bill (H. R. 10403) for the relief of Peter Trusel; 

A bill 2 R. aas for thereliefof William M. Anderson; 

A bill (H. R. 10531) for the relief John M. Congdon; 

A bill (H. R. 10630) to remove the charge of desertion from the mili- 
tary record of Miller Denaway; 

A bill (H. R. 10650) removing the charge of desertion from the mili- 
tary record of Mathew Totten; 

A bill (H. R. 10654) to remove the charge of desertion against Royal 
8. White 

A bill H. R. 10693) to remove the charge of desertion from the mil- 
i record of William Sexton; 

A bill (H. R. 10697) for the relief of Elizabeth G. Mitchell; 

A bill (H. R. 10718) to remove the charge of desertion from the mil- 
itary record of George H. Rogers; 

A bill (H. R. 10724) to remove the charge of desertion from Bluford 
Knight, deceased; 

A bill (H. R. 10788) for the relief of John Pittman; 

A bill (H. R. 10808) for the relief of James W. B 

A bill (H. R. 10821) to correct the military record of George McKin- 


ney, Ir.; 
A bill o E. 10834) to correct the military record of Benny Atkins; 
S A bill (H. R. 10835) to correct the military record of Webster R. 
tkins; 
A bill (H. R. —.— for the relief of John H. Stearns; 
A bill (H. R. 10955) for the relief of Polly Brown; 
A bill (H. R. 10996) for the relief of Luke Stinnitt; 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 
Mr. MAISH also, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
back adversely bills of the following titles; which were laid upon the 


A bill (H. R. 11002) to remove the charge of desertion from the mili- 
tary record of Eli Haines; 

A bill (H. R. 11069) for the relief of William A. Flinn, charged with 
desertién from the volunteer service; 

A hill (H. R. 11079) to remove charge of desertion from the record of 
Jacob F. Ruff; 

A bill (H. R. 11163) for the relief of James H. Gould; 

A bill (H. R. 11185) for the relief of Thomas E. Mullaly; 

A bill (H. R. 11287) for the relief of Roger Cunningham; 

A bill (H. R. 11298) for the relief of Francis Burch; 


A bill (H. R. 11489) for the relief of Lyman E. Stanloy; 
A bill (H. R. 11583) for the relief of George Farnwalt; 
A bill (H. R. 11666) for the relief of William T. Moore; 
A bill (H. R. 11667) for the relief of John Boyle; 

A bill (H. R. 11784) for the relief of William Tyre; 

A bill (H. R. 11856) for the relief of John A. Barton; 

A bill (H. R. 11863) for the relief of Isaac Scisco; 

A bill (H. R. 11925) for the relief of Thomas H. B. Phillips; 
A bill (H. R. 12000) for the relief of Henry W. Edwards; 
A bill (H. R. 12000) for the relief of Peter Keenan; 

A bill (H. R. 12021) for the relief of De Witt Eastman; 
A bill (H. R. 12402) for the relief of Francis M. Leach; 
A bill (H. R, 11234) for the relief of Charles Potter; 

A bill (H. R. 11595) for the relief of William McClain; 


A bill CH. R. 11410) to remove the charge of desertion against John 
W. Stewart, of Jersey City, N. J.; 

A bill (H. R. 11539) to remove the charge of desertion from the name 
of Samuel C. Vance; 

A bill (H. R. 11319) to remove the charge of desertion from the mil- 
itary record of Michael Carroll; 

A A pill (H. R. 3 to remove the charge of desertion from the mil- 
itary record of Harris Hanshal 

A bill (H. R. 12415) to remove record of desertion from the military 
record of George W. Edwards; 
8 ge (H. R. 10786) to remove the charge of desertion against Isaac 
we (H. R. 11791) to remove the charge of desertion against Henry 

er; 

A bill (H. R. 11839) to remove the charge of desertion from the record 
of William A. Luckey; 
3 (H. R. 11948) to remove the charge of desertion against John 

A bill (H. R. 12191) to remove the charge of desertion against Will- 
iam Rafferty; 

A inh be R. 11990) for the relief of John McLaughlin from the 

A bill (H. R. 11940) removing the charge of desertion against Alex- 
ander C. Arnold; 
A bill (H. R. 11830) to clear the military record of George S. Coyle; 
A bill (H. R. 11759) to correct the military record of Hosea Stone; 
A bill — R. 11585) to remove the charge of desertion against Thomas 


A bill (H. K. 11838) to correct the military record of Allen L. Ball. 

Mr. STEELE also, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
back adversely bills ‘of the Senate of the following titles; which were 
laid on the table: 

A bill (S. 586) for the relief of Asher W. Foster; 

A bill (S. 1063) for the relief of the heirs or legal representative of 
Robert J. Baugness, deceased; 

A bill (S. 1415) for the removal of the charge of desertion from the 
military record of Charles L. Bullis; 

A bill (S. 1336) for the removal of the charge of desertion from the 
1 8 92 Jacob Rohn; 

A 506) to remove the charge of desertion Thomas 
Conroy, deceased; and — 

A bal (S. 3139) to remove the charge of desertion from the record 
of William H. Fenton. 

JOHN W. COMBS. 

Mr. LANE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported back 
favorably the bill (S. 2363) for the relief of John W. Combs; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

PRODUCTION OF PRECIOUS METALS, 

Mr. RICHARDSON presented the following concurrent resolution; 

which was referred to the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring therein), That 
the report of the Director of the Mint on the production of — — metals in 
the United States for the calendar year 1888 be printed, and that 9,000 extra 
copies be printed, 4,000 copies for use of the House, 2 000 copies for use of the 
Sena e, and 3,000 copies for use of the Director of the Mint. 


AGREEMENT WITH MUSCOGER (OR CREEK) NATION OF INDIANS. 


Mr. PEEL. I am directed by the Committee on Indian Affairs to 
report back with a favorable recommendation the bill (S. 3920) to 
ratify and confirm an agreement with the Muscogee (or Creek) Nation 
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of Indians, in the Indian Territory, and for other purposes. On this bill 
the committee was ted leave to report at any time. I ask unani- 
mous consent that the consideration of the bill in the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union be dispensed with, and that it be con- 
sidered in the House as in Committee of the Whole. 5 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Whereas it is provided by section 8 of the act of March 3, 1885, entitled “An 
act making appropriations for the current and contingent expenses of the In- 
dian Department and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes 
for the year ending June 30, 1886, and for other "eo sorely that the President is 
hereby autho; to open negotiations with the ks, Seminoles, and Chero- 
kees for the purpose of opening to settlement under the homestead laws the 
3 lands in said Indian Territory ceded by them respectively to the 
United States by the several treaties of Au 11, 1866, March 21, 1866, and July 
19, 1866; and for that purpose the sum of $5,000, or so much thereof as may be 
necessary, be, and the same is hereby, appropriated out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated; his action hereunder to be 
Congress;” and 

Whereas William F. Vilas, Secretary of the Interior, by and under the direc- 
tion of the President of the United States, on the part of the United States, and 
the M ee (or Creek) Nation of Indians, represented by Pleasant Porter, 
David M. Hodge, and Esparhecher, de es and representatives thereto duly 
authorized and empowered by the principal chief and national council of the 
said Muscogee (or Creek) Nation, did, on the 19th day of January, A. D. 1889, 
enter into and conclude articles of cession and agreement, which said cession 
and agreement is in words as follows: 


Articles of cession and hy deren made and concluded at the city of Washing- 
ton on the 19th day of January, in the year of our Lord 1889, by and between 
the United States of America, represented by William F. Vilas, Secretary of 
the Interior, by and under direction of the President of the United States, and 
the M (or Creek) Nation of Indians, represented by Pleasant Porter, 
David M. odge, and Esparhecher, delegates and representatives thereunto 
duly authori: and empowered by the principal chief and national council 
of the said Muscogee (or Creek) Nation. 


Whereas by a treaty of cession made and concluded by and between the said 
parties on the lith day of June, 1866, the said Muscogee (or Creek) Nation, in 
compliance with the desire of the United States to locate other Indians and 
8 thereon, ceded and conveyed to the United States, to be sold to and 
used as homes for such other civilized Indians asthe United States might choose 
to settle thereon, the west half of their entire domain, to be divided by a line 
running north and south, which should be surveyed as provided in the eighth 
article of the said treaty; the eastern half of the lands of the said Muscogee (or 
Creek) Nation to be retained by them as a home; and 

Whereas but a portion of said Jands so ceded for such use has been sold 
to Indians or assigned to their use, and the United States now desire that all of 
said ceded lands may be entirely freed from any limitation in respect to the 
use and enjoyment thereof, and all claims of the said Muscogee (or Creek) Na- 
tion to such lands may be surrendered and extinguished, as well as all other 
claims of whatsoever nature to any territory except the aforesaid eastern half 
of their domain: 

Now, therefore, these articles of cession and agreement, by and between the 
said contracting parties, witness: 

J. The said Muscogee’(or Creek) Nation, in consideration of the sum of money 
hereinafter mentioned, hereby absolutely cedes and grants to the United States, 
without reservation or condition, full and complete title to the entire western 
half of the domain of the said Muscogee (or Creek) Nation lying west of the di- 
vision line surveyed and established under the said treaty of 1866, and also 
grants and releases to the United States all and every claim, estate, right, or in- 
terest of any and every description in or to any and all land and territory what- 
ever, except so much of the said former domain of the said M (or Creek) 
Nation as lies east of the said line of division, surveyed and established asafore- 
said, and is now held and occupied as the home of said nation, 

IL. In consideration whereof, and of the covenant herein otherwise contained, 
the United States agree to pay to the said 3 (or Creek) Nation the sum 
of $2,230,857.10, whereof ,857.10 shall be paid to the national treasurer of 
said Muscogee (or Creek) Nation, or to such other person as shall be duly au- 
thorized to receive the same, at such times and in such sums after the due rati- 
fication of this agreement (as hereinafter provided) as shall be directed and 
required by the national council of said nation, and the remaining sum of $2,000,- 
000 shall be set apart and remain in the Treasury of the Uni States to the 
credit of the said nation, and shall bear interest at the rate of 5 per cent. peran- 
num from and after the Ist day of July, 1889, to be paid to the treasurer of said 
nation, and to be judicious] e under the direction of the legislative coun- 
cil thereof, to the support of their government, the maintenance of schools and 
educational establishments, and such other objects as may be designed to pro- 
mote the welfare and ha: piness of the poops of the said Muscogee (or Creek 
Nation, subject to the discretionary direction of the Congress of the Uni 
States: Provided, That the Congress of the United States may at any time pay 
over to the said Muscogee (or Creek) Nation the whole, or, from time to time, 
any part of said principal sum, or of any principal sum belongingto said nation 
held in the Treasury of the United States, and thereupon terminate the obliga- 
tion of the United States in respect thereto and in respect to any further interest 
upon so much of said principal as shall be so paid and discharged. 

III. It is stipulatedand agreed that henceforth especial effort shall be made by 
the Creek Nation to promote the education of the youth thereof and extend 
their useful knowledge and skill in the arts of civilization ; and the said nation 
agrees that it will devote not Jess than $50,000, annually, of its income, derived 
hereunder, to the establishment and maintenance of schools and other means 
calculated to advance the end; and of this annual sum at least $10,000 shall be 
applied to the education of orphan children of said nation. 

WW. ‘These articles of cession and agreement shall be of no force or obligation 
upon either party until they shall be ratified and confirmed, first, by act of the 
national council of said Muscogee (or Creek) Nation, and secondly, by the Con- 
gress of the United States, nor unless such ratification shall be on both sides 
made and completed before the Ist day of July, A. D. 1889. 

V. No treaty or agreement heretofore made and now subsisting is hereby af- 
fected, except so far as the provisions hereof supersede and control the same. 

In testimony whereof we, the said William F. Vilas, eee fod the Interior, 
on the part of the United States, and the said Pleasant Porter, David M. Hodge, 
and Esparhecher, delegates of the Muscogee (or Creek) Nation, have hereunto 
set our hands and seals, at the place and on the day first above written, in du- 


reported to 


[SEAL.] WILLIAM F. VILAS, 
of the Interior, 
SEAL. PLEASANT PORT. 
SEAL. DAVID M. HODGE, 
SEAL. ESPARHECHER, his x mark. 
n presence o 
Jonx P. HUME. 


Whereas the Muscogee (or Creek) Nation of Indians has accepted, ratified, 


and confirmed said articles of cession and agreement by act of its national 
council, eo iy by the e chief of said nation on . — 5 5 5 
1889, wherein it is provided that the nt and cession of land te A 
therein made shall take effect when the same shall be ratified and confirm 
by the Congress of the United States of America: Therefore, 

Be it enacted, etc., That said articles of cession and agreement are hereby ac- 
cepted, ratified, and confirmed. 

Src. 2. That the lands acquired by the United States under said ment 
shall be a part of the public domain, but they shall only be disposed of in ac- 
cordance with the laws regulating homestead entries, and to the persons quali- 
fied to make such homestead entries, not exceeding 160 acres to one qualified 
claimant. And the provisions of section 2301 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States shall not apply to any lands acquired under said agreement, 
Any person who may enter upon any part of said lands in said agreement 
mentioned prior to the time t the same are opened to settlement by act of 
Congress shall not be permitted to occupy or to make entry of such lands or 
lay any claim thereto. 

Sec. 3. That for the purpose of carrying out the terms of said articles of ces- 
sion and agreement the sum of $2,280,857.10 is hereby appropriated, 

Sec. 4. That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized and directed 
to pay, out of the appropriation hereby made, the sum of $280,857.10, to the na- 
tional treasurer of said Muscogee (or Creek) Nation,or to such personas shall be 
duly authorized to receive the same, at such time and in such sums as shall be 
directed and required by the national council of said nation, and the Secretary 
of the Treasury is hereby further authorized and directed to place the remain- 
ing sum of $2,000,009 in the Treasury of the United States to the credit of said 
Muscogee (or Creek) Nation of Indians, to be held for, and as provided in said 
articles of cession and ment, and to bear interest at the rate of 5 per cent, 
per annum, from and after the lst day of July, A. D. 1889; said interest to be 
paid to the treasurer of said nation annually. 


Mr. PETERS (during the reading of the bill). I desire to offer an 
amendment to section 3. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The reading of the bill will first be concluded. 

The Clerk concluded the reading of the bill. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consideration 
of the bill. 

Mr. PEEL. I ask for the previous question. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Will the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. PEEL] 
yield for a question? 

Mr. PEEL. Certainly. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Is this the instance in which an agreement was 
put on file in the office of the Secretary of the Interior by which these 
people agreed to pay in the event of the passage of this bill a percent- 
age upon the amount to a former governor of the State of Kansas, that 
agreement haying been approved by Secretary Lamar; and ifso, is that 
agreement still on file uncanceled ? 

Mr. PEEL, I will state to the gentleman from New Jersey that 
the agreement to which he refers was surrendered long since; and I 
have a statement of the Secretary of the Interior to that effect. In 
fact I was present when the surrender was made. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I can not hear the gentleman. 

Mr. PEEL. I say that the agreement has been surrendered; that 
I was present when it was surrendered; and I have here a statement 
of the Secretary of the Interior that it has been surrendered. The 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Payson] also has a statement to the 
same effect. 

Mr. PETERS. I had desired to offer an amendment requiring that 
40 acres of each 160 be broken and plowed, so as to make this bill con- 
form to the amendment which was placed on the Oklahoma bill; but 
I understand that the offering of such an amendment at this time 
would perhaps jeopardize the passage of the bill, and that there will 
be opportunity on a subsequent bill for the presentation of an amend- 
ment which will cover all these cases. Therefore I will not insist on 
the amendment at this time. 

The previous question was ordered; and under the operation thereof 
the bill was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

The SPEAKER. Ifthere be no objection, the preamble will be agreed 
to. 
There was no objection. 

Mr. PEEL moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

CENSUS. 


Mr. COX. I rise to a question of privilege. Leave was given to the 
Select Committee on the Eleventh Census to report back at any time the 
amendments of the Senate to House bill No, 1659, providing for taking 
the eleventh and subsequentcensuses. The committee recommend con- 
currence in the Senate amendments. I ask that the report be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The Select Committee on the Eleventh Census to which was referred the 
House bill No. 1659 with Senate amendments (with leave to report at any time) 
to report: | 

pee nat chon of the Senate amendments are verbal and technical,and are in- 
tended to perfect the text of the bill. They should be concurred in. | 

The principal amendments refer to the schedule of inquiries in the seventeenth 
section, and consist of— 8 

First. An addition to the special schedule as to soldiers and sailors and their 
surviving widows, ete. This subject was intended by the House to be refe: 
to the Senate whose Census Committee was preparing and receiving data, so 
to furnish good reasons for the additional inquiry as to “orga: tions an 
length of service.” j) 

Second. Another Senate amendment provides that the population schedule 
shall include an inquiry as to the number of negroes, mulattoes, quadroons 
and octoroons. This seems to be an inexpensive in — hog be accomplished 
by a check-mark in the schedule, and is desired by scientists. 

Third. As to another and eee amendment of the Senate, to “ascertain 
the recorded indebtedness of private corporations and individ your co 
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mittee ask concurrence, notwithstanding it involves considerable expense, 
Col. Carroll D. Wright’s letter is referred to and made a part hereof. It vindi- 
cates this inquiry. 

The other amendments are vindicated in the paper marked A,“ being a se- 
ries of communications printed by the Senate to explain the amendments pro- 
posed by that body. 


Mr. COX. Task the previous question on concurring in the amend- 
ments of the Senate. ` . 
The previous question was ordered. 
Mr. COX. I ask unanimous consent that the communications, etc., 
S this bill as returned from the Senate be printed in the 
ECORD, 
There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly, 
The documents are as follows: 


COMMUNICATIONS RECEIVED BY COMMITTEE ON THE CENSUS, 
UNITED STATES SENATE. 


SUGGESTIONS RELATIVE TO CHANGES MADE IN HOUSE BILL FROM ACT OF MARCII 


8 . 
DEPARTMENT OF LABOR, Washington, D. C, July 26, 1888, 


DEAR Six: In accordance with our interview of yesterday, I have the honor 
to submit herewith certain points and suggestions relative to House bill 1659, 
being a bill to provide for taking the eleventh and subsequent censuses. These 
points relate mainly to the which have been made in this bill as from 
the act of 3. 1879, and for convenience’ sake I will take the pending bill 
by sections, remarking in a general way that, so faras 3 are concerned, 
the bill is substantially the act of 1879, the changes embodied being those indi- 
cated by experience in taking the Tenth Census, 

Sections 1 and 2 need no remark. 

Section 3. The first change from the act of 1879is in making the salary of the Su- 
perintendent $6,000 per annum, instead of $5,000. Any one conversant with the 
labors of census-taking will at once see the necessity of making this change. 
This section also provides for an organization, whereas the act of 1879 provided 
for only a partial organization. The pending bill provides for ten chiefs of di- 
vision, a disbursing clerk, and two 5 . year. With 
the exception of the disbursing clerk, all officers were actually employed in 
the Tenth Census, but they had to be created out of the list of experts, ete., and 
asa rule at a much larger expense than that incurred by the bill. The organ- 
ization provided in House bill 1659 seems to be lutely essential for the per- 
fect working of the Census Office. This section also provides for minor em- 
ployés—watchmen, messengers, etc.—in order that there shall be no question in 


to the compensation of such, or any opportunity for a double interpreta- 
tion of the provisions of the bill. I would su however, that the salary of 
the disb g clerk be made $2,500, instead of $2,000, as the work of disbursing 


$6,000,000, or whatever the census may cost, is something enormous compared 
with the salary r provided in the bill. 
Section 4 provides for supervisors, the maximum — 5 being 175, instead 


of 150 as in 1880, The increase of population demands increase of super- 


visors. 

Section 5 relates to the duties of supervisors, and makes no material change 
from the old law. 

Section 6 concerns the compensation of supervisors. In the law of 1879 each 
supervisor was paid the fixed sum of $500, without regard to the size of his 
enumeration district. This worked very unjustly, and caused a great deal of 
complaint and many attempts on the part of Congress to harmonize or readjust 
the compensation already paid. It was found, however, fraught with so man 
difficulties that nothing was ever done about it. This section provides that en 
supervisor shall receive a fixed sum of $125, without regard to the size of his dis- 
trict, and in addition thereto, in thickly settled districts, $1 for each thousand 
or majority fraction of a thousand of the population enumerated, and in sparsely 
settled districts, $1.40 for each thousand, ete. Under the act of 1879 the 150 su- 
pervisors, receiving $500 each, cost $75,000. Under this section the compensa- 
tion of 175 supervisors would amount to about $100,000, as follows: 


One hundred and seventy-five supervisors, at $125 each, fixed................ $21,875 
One hundred supervisors, to cover 40,000,000 people, at $1 r thousand. 40,000 
Seventy-five supervisors, to cover 20,000,000 people, at $1.40 per thousand 28,000 
Odd majorities and contingencies. ..... .. .. .. . . .. . . .. . . . ..., 10, 125 


Practically an increase in the expense of salaries of supervisors of $25,000; no 
more than would naturally be expected through the increase of population. 

Section 7, practically the law of 1879. 

Section 8, practically the law of 1879, 

Section 9, practically the law of 1879. 

Section 10, practically the law of 1879. 

Section Il relates to the compensation of enumerators. So far as the enumer- 
ation of the population is concerned there is no change in this bill from the act 
of 1879, but some of the ambiguities of that act are removed, so that there can 
be no misinterpretation, as occurred in 1880, as to the oot reer of enumer- 
ators; but in regard to farms and man ring establishments there is a 
change. By the act of 1879 the compensation was 1U cents forenumerating each 
farm, and 15 cents for enumerating each establishment of productive industry. 
This bill adds 5 cents to each of these, making it 15 cents for each farm, and 20 
cents for each establishment of productive industry. This increase seems to be 
an absolute necessity. In 1880 experience taught that the compensation was too 
small in tofarms and manufacturing establishments. . 

laint was made in regard to the compensation for enumerating population. 

Massachusetts, the largest supervisor's district in the country, having 903 
enumeration districts, after the whole number of enumerators had been ap- 
pointed and accepted their appointments, there was more than one hundred 
a ed when they learned the compensation, and great trouble arose ac- 
o giy. The same was true in many other supervising districts. It seems 
to be quite impossible to make even a fair day's pay at enumerating farms at 
10 cents and manufacturing establishments at 15 cents. Any one conversant 
with census-taking knows that the enumerator must do the principal of 
the work in such cases. The increased expense to the whole census under this 
ce sig compensation for farms and manufacturing establishments is as fol- 

OWS: 


isintegration, being the rule, the expense in 1890, at 15 cents 
the figures are as follows: In 1580 


all past Federal was not satisfactory, and the dissatisfaction arises, in 
my opinion, almost entirely from the lack of compensation to the enumerator 
for . a thorough report of each farm and each manufacturing establish- 
men 

Section 12 makes no change. 

Section 13 makes no change, except to bring into actual legal relations the 
fines and perma 

Section 14 does the same for the fines therein treated. 


Section 15 only perfects the question of fines. 

Section 16 is practically the same as the law of 1879, except that it perfects the 
matter of action. 

Section }7 avoids the more distinct enumeration of inquiries,and leaves the 
Secretary of the Interior full discretion over the schedules. This isa very wise 
haar’ it seems to me, because if the act undertook to te epg as it did in 

„exactly what should be contained in each and every schedule, much trouble 
would arise and expense be incurred that might be avoided through the prep- 
arations, which should be made prior to the actual enumeration. This section 
also contains aspecial provision never introduced in a Federal eensus before for 
securing facts relative to survivors of the war of the rebellion, and that is, all 
soldiers that may be living at the time of the enumeration. This,as provided 
for in the section, adds but little to the expense of the census. All that is neces- 
sary is to insert one column in the schedule, very narrow at that, in which the 
letters “A,” “N,” or “M,” signifying Army,“ Navy,“ or Marine,” would 
be inserted after the name of each person who survived the war. If it should 
be desirable to add the duration of services, all that would be 5 
be to add figures representing months after the initial letters “A,” “ N,” and 
“M,” as, for instance,if a man served two and a half vears, 30“ would be 
written after the letter “A,” if he served in the Army. This might be well to 
add 1 the bill, in which case, in line 18, page 13, add the words aud length of 
service. 

I would also earnestly urge upon your committee the propriety of reinstating 
an amendment made by the House committee, but which was rejected by the 
House, relating to the recorded indebtedness of the ple. I would magos 
the following amendment to cover this point: After the word “census,” in line 
31, page 14, of the bill as it passed the House, add the words— 

“He shall also at the time of the general enumeration herein heme for or 
prior thereto, as the Secretary of the Interior may determine, collect the statis- 
tics of and relating to the recorded indebtedness of the people in such localities 
in the various States as shall be fairly representative of general conditions in 
this respect, and make report thereon to gow 

The wording of this amendment is a little different from that reported by the 
House committee, the change being in order to limit the work to representa- 
tive localities. This amendment is in accordance with the last section of a let- 
ter which I wrote in response to an inquiry from Mr. Cox. This letter is 
penet on pages 6709 and 6710 of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, No. 168. A still 

rther amendment should then be made in the bill; on page 14, line 36, after 
the word “ public,” add the words “‘and private.” 

n 18 is practically the same as the law of 1879; but should the amend- 
ment just su; „relating to the recorded indebtedness of the people, be 
made, there should be an amendment after the words “special ts,” in line 
18, page 15, as follows: Add the words“ to collect the statistics of and relating 
to indebtedness, as provided in the foregoing section, and.“ 

Section 19 is substantially the same as the act of 1879. 

Section 20 fixes the cost of the census at $6,000,000. The cost of the Tenth Cen- 
sus, including printing, was $5,862,750.24, or, exclusive of pane, about $5,000,- 
000. This was for, in round numbers, 50,000,000 people. The expense per capita 
was about 9} cents. If we have, in 1390, 62,000,000 people, the expense would be 
$5,890,000. If we have 64,000,000, as it is estimated by some we have, at 94 
cents per capita the cost of the Eleventh Census would be $6,080,000. It is, there- 
fore, unsafe to fix a sum less n $5,000,000. The experience in several cen- 
suses es that 9} cents is as small a per capita expense as can be compatible 
with efficient service. To carry on the census on the same basis as that of 1880, 
the census of 1890 would cost in the vicinity or $7,000,000; but the limitation in 
section 17 of the volumes which shall be published in connection with the 
census avoids much of the expense of the Tenth 

Section 21 was a provision in the act of 1879. 

Section 22 was a provision in the act of 1879. 

Section 23 makes a change in this respect: By the act of 1879 enumerators 
were obliged to make a duplicate of the names, with age, sex, and color, of all 
persons enumerated within their territory, and deposit the same with the clerk 
of the Shey court. This was ore additional expense, without a particle 
of benefit, There was no value in this duplicate whatever. In order to be val- 
uable the duplicate should be furnished to the municipal authorities, and should 
include birthplace, as well as age, sex, and color. is section 23, therefo 
provides for the making of a copy of the names, with age, sex, birthplace, an 
color, of all persons enumerated in the ueray of an enumerator, to be sup- 
plied to the municipal government, for which that municipal government, 
should it request the copy, shall pay at the rate of 25 cents for each 100 names, 
In 1880 the price was 10 cents per 100 names, and would hardly, in many in- 
stances, pay the expense of the visitation tothe county court-house uired in 
the act. This section, if carried out, will result in great benefit, the copies being 
of infinite value in many instances, 

Section 24 simply provides for the incidental expenses of the census, the lan- 
guage in section 24 being absolutely essential for the auditing of accounts. 

Section 25 is simply the ordinary section making proper repeals, 

A general change in this bill over that of 1879 is that under the latter act peo 
vision was made for States taking interdecennial censuses on the mean of the Fed- 
eral census, This old provision can hardly be well carried out. The States of 
Colorado, Florida, and Nebraska, and the Territories of Dakota and New Mex- 
ico took advantage of the old provisions; but so far as all estimates or calcula- 
tions can be made, no great benefit was derived from it, and it is utterly impos- 
sible physically to carry out the provisions of the act of 1879 to any satisfactory 
conclusion, The provision does not, therefore, appear in House bill 1659. 

It may be well for you to have before you the dates te o the my Cygne 
for the census of 1880, The first bill, which was practically wn by Mr. Gar- 
field, was introduced May 20,1878. It did not pass, however, until March 3, 1879, 
a date altogether too late for ample preparation for the census. A bill making 
amendments to the main act,and vital ones, necessary, r to the taking 
of the census, did not pass until April 20, 1880, a month and ten days prior to the 
actual enumeration, while the bill making appropriations for taking the census, 
so far as the main expense was concerned, was not approved until June 16, 1880, 
more than two weeks after the actual enumeration n. I respectfully sub- 
mit that this state of affairs, so far as legislation is concerned, had much to do 
with the delay in taking the census of 1880. Ifample time be given for prepa- 
ration—and two years is none too long a time—the census can move smoothly 
and harmoniously and the office be relieved from the snowed-under conditions 
which followed the work of 1880. I therefore most respectfully urge upon you 
and your committee the necessity of promptly passing a bill relating to the 
Eleventh Census, 

If I can in any way be of further service to you, please command me. 

Iam, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 


CARROLL D. WRIGHT, 
Hon, EVGENE HALE, 
Chairman of Committee on the Census, United States Senate. 
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SUGGESTIONS RELATING TO AMENDMENTS TO HOUSE BILL 1659. 
DEPARTMENT OF LABOR, Washington, D. C., December 29, 1883. 


My Dear Sm: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your favor of 
the 27th instant. 

So far as any amendments to the pending census bill (H. R. 1659), as reported 
in the Senate July 14, 1888, are concerned, I believe I have nothing to suggest 
in addition to the matters to which I called your attention in my communica- 
tion of July 26. There are some points, however, which it seems to me it might 
be well to thoroughly canvass; but these matters relate more particularly to the 
administration of the Census Office than to legislation, except in a negative 
Pardon me, therefore, if I take up three or four points to which I have 


brought considerable thought. 

Statistics of let me u the committee to con- 
sider most carefully, and favorably, too, the proposition to collect statistics re- 
lating to the recorded indebtedness of the po The amendment of the 
House committee, which was rejected by the provided for the appropri- 
ation of $250,000, in addition to the general appropriation for the census, for col- 
lecting such statistics, Since the action of ouse the results of practical 
experience in the direction named have been secured. The Michigan bureau 
of labor and industrial statistics has carried out a successful investigation and 
published the results relating to the mortgage indebtedness of farms, but I am 
not able to state at what expense this investigation was made. In Illinois, how- 
ever, under the direction of the efficient secretary of the bureau of labor stutis- 
tics, Col. John S. Lord, a very complete investigation has been made and the 
results now partially given to the oe From correspondence with Colonel 
Lord relative to the expense of collecting the statistics of indebtedness, J am 
satistied that with the $250,000, should the Senate see fit to insert the amendment 
in the form which I suggested in my letter of July 26, the indebtedness of the 
whole people, as recorded in all the States, can be secured on a basis which will 
approximately show the actual debt condition for this class; that is, mo 
upon real property; and the amount named would also enable the Superin- 
tendent of the Census to collect a amount of information relative to other 
forms of recorded indebtedness, like judgments, chattel mortgages, ete. I think 
I can assure the committee, therefore, that for the amount named, $250,000, Con- 
gress can secure the full results sought, 

Statistics of surviving soldiers.—House bill 1659 provides that the next census 
shall comprehend information as to survivors of the Army and Navy and Marine 
Corpsof the United States in the war of the rebellion, and the widows of soldiers, 
sailors,or marines. The suggestion is made thatthe service of all such survivors 
be included in the schedule, that is, that such inquiries be incorporated as will 
show the company and ment in which the survivors served, and also the 
length of time. wo be exceedingly important information, but it is in- 
formation that adds „ the cost of enumeration, The simple state- 
ment as to the names n of survivors and of the widows of soldiers, 
sailors, and marines would not materially add to the cost of enumeration, be- 
cause the names of all parties are taken in the census without regard to informa- 
tion relating to the persons involved. To ascertain, then, whether a man isa 
survivor of the war simply requires a check-mark in a proper column in the 
schedule; so, if the be a widow of à soldier, sailor, or marine, the in- 
formation can be easily obtained and readily inserted. 

It should be remembered that the enumerator, in a 
sees some of the women of the family. from whom he gets 
so long as the inquiries can be answered by yes or no or 
like the answers to age,” " birthplace,” “occupation,” answer being prac- 
tically yes or no,no great difficulty is encountered; but when a record to 
be relerred to, or a matter has to be considered and comparative data examined, 
the enumerator can not succeed in securing information in syay I 
and co: 


number of cases. 
information, and 
a positive statement 


ma- 
on 


a investigation are united with those of an enumeration the com 
n ef the enumerator should be adjusted according]: 


W. 
negro race. Comprehensive information relating to 

the n race is absolutely demanded by the present condition of affairs. 
There is no difficulty in ascertaining the statistics jr magi ee peace quad- 
roons,and octoroons which are obtained for all other of population. 
The schedule used in previous censuses calls for the number of each race, but 
so far as negroes are concerned, it is limited to black, white, and mulattoes. To 
secure the information relative to quadroons and octoroons would simply re- 


quire another check-mark on the schedule, and this information would not re- 

sult in any appreciable increase in the expense of the census. These remarks 

apply equally as well to half-breeds of different races, should it be desired to 

secure number of such. The very greatest care should be exercised in the 

Eleventh Census to secure accurate information—as full as possible with the 

limitations of an enumeration—regarding port ir race. So many questions 

are arising that can only be answered by ical information that this be- 

— Whether the uadroons, and octoroons are dis- 

ming more p yn 

— . settled by observation. It must be settled by statistics, and the sooner 

ae ‘of 1890. 9 ries of through 
census can ora series of com g 

$ statistics of census will show, of course, 

in certain localities or not, but in all 

these matters there needs to be no legis: 


birth- hites, sails sa ail the ee te 
rate among pure w „among negroes, an se ons can 
ascertained through the processes of tabulation. 
Wages, . em etc.—You have very kindly sent me a copy of 
a memo! wl December 17, 1888, of distinguished persons, 
who pray in taking the Eleventh Census preparations may be made for a 
thorough examination of the condition of the industries of the country, of the 
emp! ent and idleness of the pops of the tenures and amounts of the hold- 
ings of the lands of the nation by divid: urge, 


n uals ete. Other memorialists will 
I presume, that the census also take cognizance of the earnings and expenses of 


is sought by thes tions under consideration isto insert in the pore 
ulation schedule—that is, schedule No. 1 of the census—inquiries which shall 
develop the facts relating to the employment and the idleness of the people, 


* 


their earnings and and kindred matters, In the census of 1880 the 


that this schedule should contain an inquiry as to whether tho 


law requi 

people were employed or unemployed, and if unemployed, during what portion 
ot the year. This was incorporated in schedule No. lof the Tenth Cen- 
sus. faras I know the attempt to secure the information called for was a 


failure, and no facts have ever been tabulated. In the census of 1885 for the 
Commonwealth of Massachusetts alike inquiry was incorporated, and the at- 

pt to secure the information was fully successful. The difficulty in the mat- 
ter lies in the feature of census-taking already alluded to relative to surviving 
soldiers, that the enumerator, in a large majurity of cases, does not see the par- 
tiesconcerned, The addition of this one question adds a good deal to the labor 
of the enumerator, i 

I am that success could be secured if the enumerator could be in- 
duced to spend time enough, but with the large number of inquiries on schedule 
No. 1 concerning each individual of the population, be could not secure very 
complete information under this question relating to the unemployed 
with his compensation left at 2 cents per capita, and it would be almost Impos- 
sible for him,at any reasonable compensation,to secure the earnings an = 
penses of the people, because to secure such information the wife er daughter 
or other female member of the family, would be obliged to adjourn the inter- 
view until the information could be secured from the head of the family, and 
even then, as experience amply shows, it is almost impossible to secure the 
information as to earnings and expenses. The only way, in all the investiga- 
tions, which have been made in this country for the past twenty years, that ex- 

mses and earnings could be secured was by special investigation, taking a 
ong time with each individual, and oftentimes by securing bills of expenses, 
from which items could be obtained. Simple as it may seem, it is one of the 
most difficult features of statistical arty oe It was attempted in my own State 
in 1878. and with only tial success, so far as census methods were concerned. 
To place an inquiry rel ating to earnings and expenses in schedule No.1 would 
beto handicap the census the start to such an extent as almost to insure 
failure, If any inquiry relating to the industrial condition of the people is to be 
inserted in schedule No, I. it should be limited tothe question as to employment, 
and even in this case some concession in the way of com m should be 
made, if success is to be secured. 

A census involving ramified information can be taken, and with success, if 
money enough is provided with which to carry itout, but to provide arbitrarily 
for the total expense ofa census, and then to double the laborinvolved, isa process 
which will surely secure a failurein any census undertaking. The people demand 
extensive information at the present day, and properly, it seems to me, but this 
information, to be accurate and of any value whatever, should be practically 
complete in its elements, and to secure this completeness requires immense la- 
bor on the part of the parties to whom the task is committed. The enumerator 
is apt to be forgotten, and when his com on is established at a per capita 
rate, it seems to be overlooked that every additional inquiry is made at the ex- 
pense of the enumerator and not of the Government, Two cents par sapri 
with the inquiries already involved in schedule No. I. is poor enough pay, 
it is very difficult—and I speak from practical ex sa, taped pet get Hera 
of enumerators at this compensation. If, therefore, the duty is duubled, or even 
an increase of 10 cent. in the duty involved, the ity of securing faith- 
ful enumerators is decreased just so much. 

The enumerator has the hardest time in census work, and it is only just thatif 
his duties are to be increased 10 or 50 per cent, he should not be required to con- 
tribute this increase out of his poor pay, but that his compensation should be in- 
creased pro tanto. I remember in the census of 1880 that after having secured 
and appointed over 900 enumerators in the district which I had the honor to 
supervise, more than 100 promptly resigned on receiving their instructions; that 
is, as soon as they became aware of the im nense amount of detail involved in 
their work, they declined to serve for the om mn pro’ 

8 your letter of the 27th and to your suggestion at its close, allow 
me to say t if there is anything in my experience which can be made avail- 
able in adjusting the practical bearing of questions which may be suggested by 
experts in various relations to the requirements of actual enumeration, orin any 
9 be most happy to serve you. 1 

ery resp » your obedient servan 
CARROLL D. WRIGHT, 
Commissioner. 


Hon, Everns HALE, 
Chairman Committee on the Eleventh Census, 
$ United States Senate. 


— 


AN INDUSTEIAL CENSUS THE GREAT NECESSITY. 


The general election just closed having resulted in a national verdict in favor 
of protection, and the restoration of the Republican party to power after four 
years of Democratic administration, the old party of freedom is again placed in 
the position that calls for the exercise of the greatest wisdom in the protection 
of the free labor and industries of the people,and the promotion of national 

rosperity, . 

R Though the Democratic pany utterly failed fn all its efforts to change the pol- 
icy that had been pursued by Republican administrations during an unbroken 
period of twenty-four years (being the longest continuous term of any industrial 
policy under our Government), the developments under that policy challenge 
the scrutiny of the thoughtful and investigation by Government. 

More than a hundred years ago Adam Smith, the father of modern economic 
science, declared that— 

“It was not by gold, nor by silver, but by labor, that all the wealth of the 
world was originally created.” 

The fundamental condition of man’s existence, as fixed by the Creator, is 
that he shall, all the days of his life, eat bread in the sweat of his face. And 
upon the tables of stone, paren by the finger of the Almighty, stands the 
command to labor as the first commandment concerning the material life. 
Henee it to be clear that a full knowledge of the conditions of the labor 
of the peoa eis of the utmost importance, 

In all ages of the world, as man has advanced from the savage to the civilized 
condition, labor has coincidently grown into practical recognition as the great 
factor in the production and development of all that gives man subsistence, 
comfort, wealth, Aa pome 

And in the polit discussion just closed the principle was broadly and 

declared “that the question of labor underlies the whole subject; that 
it was in fact the entire question” then before the American people; but there 
was not the least attempt made to learn the actual condition of labor—whether 
the labor of the country was employed or idle, whether it was in prosperity or 
adversity, or dead or alive. 

The great effort Se to be to show that labor in our country was appar- 
jollars and cents, than in Euro; 


zations, 
no aceount of the loss of time, whether of weeks or months, 
g the wages thus ob- 
other lands. Such com- 
ey show nothing of the real condition of 
mi that a portion of the 
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working men and women in the United States are less miserable than Asiatic 
and European workers in similar employments, and leaving the impression 
upon the general mind that nothing more can be desired. 

The wages paid in foreign lands—whetber high or low, or more or less than 
are paid in our own country—do not affect the welfare of our people except as 
they are brought into competition with them. A hungry man in the United 
States is not mado less hungry by crab pour in England there are workmen 
much nearer the point of starvation. man's condition is made better by 
the discovery that multitudes in other lands are perishing for want of the 
barest necessaries of life. 

It is the actual condition of our own people that we have to do with, irre- 
spective of the condition of all others. It is want of reliable official data of 
this matter, and its related interests, that makes any satisfactory determination 
of the labor problem so difficult; that divides the people on protection, and 
that lies at the root of all the industrial disturbances that agitate the country. 

It was a keen appreciation of the necessities of the situation, ten 2 ago, 
that impelled me to prepare a memorial to Congress, praying that honorable 
body to make provision in the census bill, then under consideration, foran ex- 
amination into the condition of the people, whether they are employed or un- 
employed, and of the amount of their employment or idleness. e memorial 
‘was presented to the Senate by the late honorable Senator David Davis, of IIli- 
nois, on the 28ih of February, 1879. In presenting it the Senator said in part: 

“These memorialists represent that multitudes of our people, popularly esti- 
mated by millions, are unemployed, and that this state of things demoralizes 
all our industria! interests, and calls upon Congress toascertain the cause of the 
eviland itsremedy. * * * 

“They do not believe, nor do I, that the problem can be solved by any theory 
based on data not known to be reliable, What they want is authoritative in- 
formation obtained by the Government to inform the e of their real con- 
dition, and on which to predicate wise! lation. Such information can be 
taken as a safe basis for reasoning on this important subject, and without it 
tbere can be no correct reasoning at all. * * 

“This memorial, I am informed, has three thousand one hundred and ninety- 
two names attached to it, representing sixteen States, from Massachusetts to 
Texas * Then followsa long list of some of the best names in Massa- 
chusetts, Among these are the governor, lieutenant-governor, secretary of 
state, treasurer, auditor, chief of the labor bureau, secretary of State charities, 
the mayors of Boston, bridge, Lynn, Lawrence, and Salem; ex-Governor 
Gaston, Judge Abbott, and Wendell Phillips; Professor Pierce, of Harvard 
College, and its librarian ; the editors of all the daily and religious press of Bos- 
ton, eminent clergymen of the city, the collector of the port, and representatives 
of more than one hundred of the mercantile, manufacturing, and comm 
houses of Boston, 

It also bears the names of Smith Ely, the late mayor of New York, and 
George William Curtis, of that city ; Mr. Corcoran and other distinguished citi- 
zens of Washington; the mayors of Baltimore, Philadelphia, Wilmington, 
‘Trenton, and business firms throughout the country. It is also signed by a 
large number of citizens, mechanics, and laboring men. Mr. Moody, in hand- 
ing it to me for presentation in the Senate, happily observed that it was the 
joint rayer of culture, wealth, and labor. 

on Vhatever differences of opinion there may be, Mr. President, as to the cause 
of our labor difficulties, it is 1 5 evident that the way out of them can not be 
found without the statistical information asked for, and that the requests con- 
tained in the petition are reasonable and entitled to the careful consideration of 
Congress. And I am happy to say that the S | Committee on the Census 
have taken action on some of the subjects em! in the memorial.” 

Senator Hoar, of Massachusetts, also commended the of the memo- 
rialists in strong language, saying, as he closed his short ad 24 

I trust the honorable Senator from Illinois will be successful in getting the 
roren attention of the Senate to a proposition which has failed to receive it 

erctofore, 


Senator ——— the in ration into the seventh section of the census 
bill of a provis 


referring 

Office in 1881 for reports n this matter, the officers in charge stated that no 
VTV 

Census Office to do so. 


Thus a special law of and the General Government wastreated with 
contempt and altogether led by the officials of a minor though im- 
toffice. The niemorialists, who ned to and their 


and by. 
the land, have never been enumerated. No attempt has been made to reach 
even an approximation of their number, and the census utterly fails to give any 
idea of the real eerie ting eee or condition of the 
etermination 


(being ind that and 
give the most constant employment), whilst S3and5of factures dis- 
close the two additional that the wages paid in those industries 
amounted to $947,953. snd that the average number actually oceupied 
amounted to only 2; persons, 

With these facts before us we quickly discover that there was then an actual 
average idleness in those ind ies of more than . “embracing, 
as they do, artisans of every class out of employment, tempo! y disabled, or 
for some other reason not included in the actual return of any establishment,” 


9 
hy is it that the people are denied a full knowledge of the simple facts in 
Th 8 N 3,323,876 being ved — 
e census vo 
laborers. The Republican 5 the r — 
assumed that these laborers were in constant employment and received an aver- 


age of 810 a month. But my investigations compel the belief that their time of 


employment falls a long way inside of six months out of the twelve and their 
average wages far below $16 a month, or $96 per annum. And so the assump- 
tion runs through all industries. As a useful authority in these matters—an au- 
thority that may be relied on in an investigation of these great problems—the 
census reports, as they stand, are worse than useless. 

Idleness and distress are ev here. Hundreds and thousands of cotton and 
woolen mills, of iron and steel furnaces and rolling-milis, and 88 estab- 
lishments of silk, leather, rubber, of furniture and wooden ware, and e 
other industry, both great and small, that give employment to man, are — 
ing iale; eaten by moth and rust and 9 for want of use, whilst the hun- 


dreds of thousands who not long since there found ample employment and re- 
3 wages are now idle, tramping, begging, or g the means of 
fe. 


The number of idle in the city of New York alone can not at any time fall 
below 100,000, and the mortality of destitution in that city, caused by these con- 
ditions, exceeds 25,000 per annum. r 

Surg. John S. Billings, in his report on the mortality and vital statistics of the 
United States, Census Reports, 1880, Vol. II, p. 19, says that— 

The agencies to which great differences in mortality between different loca- 
tions are chiefly due are: (1) Poverty; (2) age distribution of the living popu- 
lation; (3) density of population; (4) race; (5) meteorological conditions; (6) 


e 

Yet notwithstanding that poverty stands at the head of the causes of “great 
differences in mortality between different localities,” it is nowhere by him con- 
sidered in any of its relations, whilst all the minor and secondary causes are 

y In no other place can I find it even mentioned, 

Why should the census of the United States fail to give the data here want- 
ing to enable one to determine the comparative and absolute influence of both 
poverty and plenty upon human life? Authentic information on this point 
outwe! all other considerations, 

The industrial evils found in the city of New York exist, to a perilous extent, 
in every city and town in our country, and it is from the industrial evils of so- 
ciety that all other evils are recruited. 

It we go to the farms of the country we find great numbers, believed to be fully | 
one-half of those known assmall farms, mortgaged beyond hope of redemption, 
and their reputed owners afflicted by all the miseries accompanying hopeless 
debt, and within fifteen years after the close of the war more than one miilion 
of tenant farms were developed where, within the past ten years, are being en- 

the tragedies of evictions and misery that have so long cursed Ireland, 

But the evictions in our towns and cities far exceed in number those of the 
country. In New York City alone, during the year 1886, more than twenty 
thousand families were compelled to leave their homes, mainly because of the 
lack of work, sickness, and death, many of whom had their li and miserable 
belongings set out upon the street, not counting the two thousand who saw 
they had to go and left without force. Who can aiora Use daptive of mnioony, 
wretohedness, and desolation wrapped in this terrible record? 

Do not these conditions cry aloud for investigation, and with a voice filled 
with menace? Yet they have been wholly the wth of the last quarter of a 
century and under Republican administrations, inning with 1 when the 
people of the North had just come out of the war, as Secretary McCulloch truly 
said, out of debt, and commenced a new era of industrial activity. 

It the reasons for investigation had not one-tenth the — hia A here shown, 
they would still challenge the closest examination of the party under which 
1 thew developed. 

The Republican party has won a great victory in the Presidential campai; 
just closed, solely because of the hope in the minds of the people that the 
ficalties and distresses of our industrial situation would be removed and the la- 
bor of the country be restored to the condition of prosperity formerly enjoyed. 
How can that be done if we persistently neglect and refuse to learn the facts of 
the situation? 

A thoroughly industrial census is now of the utmost importance. The em- 

loyment and idleness of the peuple must be inquired into; the condition of the 

rms and farmers must be examined, e the small holdings; the nature 
of the holdings, their size, tenures, and liabilities; and the employment and 
condition of all producing establishments of every nature during the census 
year, and whatever is necessary to a full understanding of our industrial situa- 
tion. But essays, whether technological or speculative, do not appear to be nec- 
essary to the inquiry. 

The investigation, to be of value, must be national, and can be thoroughly 
made only through the agencies and machinery of the census of which it 
erly formsa part, The cost of the census, including the investigation requi 
would not be 10 per cent. greater than it would be without it, but its value w: 
be inestimably increased. 

The census, as heretofore taken, gives few or no data upon which to base a 
national policy, and contains much that may be well omitted. But the factsre- 
quired, if impartially and honestly obtained and presented, would be of greater 
value than dollars and cents can express. 

Shall not the desire of the people, as voiced by the memorialists of ten years 
ago, and now re-enforced, be granted? 

WM. GODWIN MOODY. 


THE CHIEF ELEMENT OF THE ‘CONDITION WHICH CONFRONTS US” 


Is the enormous amount of labor of which our wage-earners are robbed, and 
which 2 to workers in other lands. The total amount that is paid to for- 
eign producers for foreign products -products which we might and should pro- 
duce at home—taking into account the undervaluation so notoriously common, 


| can not be less than 8000, 000, 000 per annum. 


Every $200 of that amount represents at least one man or woman in Europe 
or Asia—or the total amount represents at least three million workers in for- 
eign lands—who are in constant employment at their highest ave: rates of 
wages, and to whom we annually pay these $600,000,000 for their products; and 
also represents three million operatives in the United States who, by reason of 
that foreign employment, have been forced into idleness—not solely from the 
special occupations that appear to give the competing labor ab but from 
any and all related employments—and who are constantly without work and 
ee all the miseries of the extremest poverty, with pauper graves at the | 


ose, 

When the related fact is taken into consideration that every adult laborer, 
whether employed or idle, in the order of nature has, on an a , ab least 
two dependent upon him or her for subsistence, it is seen thata total of nearly 
ten millions of our own people are thusmadedestitute by the monstrous iniquity 
and Saenger | against humanity by which 10 ends of free trade are sought, 
and the ere ble tragedies that wait upon ſts consummation begin to be only 
too apparent. 

The wrecks of thousands of idle and half employed mills, factories, furnaces, 
and producing establishments of every nature with which the face of our coun- 
try is strewn, and the rapid and continued development of the ills here pointed 
out, are also elements in the condition of the greatest moment and insepara- 
ble from the case. 

To feed the millions of foreign workers who labor for us abroad we are con- 
stantly sending vast amounts of provisions, and in great variety. Ships are 
daily freighted with wheat and corn and flour and meat in the greatest abun- 
dance, that are snatched from the mouths of our idle millions at home and sent 
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to other lands that the foreigner may have plenty, whilst our own unemployed 
are left ipo ehs their battles with gaunt hunger as best they can. 

The literal fact is that fully four-fifths of our entire exports are for the support 
of the cheap labor and inery we employ in foreign lands, and for the ben- 
efit of the slaveholders and capitalists who control both. 

These are the simple elements of the present condition stripped of the gar- 
nishments that have hidden these monstrous wrongs from the scale-covered eyes 
of the people. Must we wait for a social earthquake to shatter these scales and 
open our eyes? No amount of sophistry or equivocation can change the facts 
or the logic of their results, 

The simple and inevitable deductions from these facts are, that when we do 
at home the labor that is done for us abroad, millions of those who are now but 
half employed, or wholly idle, will find werk. The now silent wrecks of half- 
Sono ed and idle producing establishments will become active and musical 
wi e hum of life. The $600,000,000 now paid for foreign labor, together with 
the, $300,000,000 paid for duties, transportation, and other expenses—a total of at 
least $900,000,000 per annum—will be paid to our home industries and the peoc- 
5 therein employed. and the ship- loads of goods now stolen from our idle and 

ungry workers to feed to the sla ves aud paupers of other lands will be kept at 
home, and our own people will be made glad with the poras of abundance. 

The old conspiracy of the rebel slave power and British pirates of twenty-five 
years ago for the destruction of our merchant marine, in which they succeeded 
only too well, and which is again active in the cause of “free trade” and “labor 
reform,” which means the wiping out of our domestic industries and home 
trade, for the special benefit of foreign producers and foreign trade, will be 
finally broken, and the annual domestic record of tens of thousands of business 
failures will again become a record of hundreds only, as they were during the 

last three years of the first Republican administration. 

How can these great wrongs be remedied if we persistently neglect and re- 
fuse to take their measure and accurately ascertain their weight, that all may 
see the facts and understand their relations? The decennial census now close 
upon us affords the desired 5 and machinery to gain all the required 
data, and they can be gathe in no other way. 

Shall not the opportunity be embraced? 

WM. GODWIN MOODY, 


EDUCATIONAL STATISTICS. 
COLUMBIA COLLEGE, New York, March 15, 1888. 


My Dear Sin: In response to your sena I take pleasure in submittin 
herewith s detailed schedule of the questions which, in my judgment, shoul 
be covered by the educational portion of the Eleventh Census, I have made 
the schedule as compact and yet as comprehensive as possible. The questions 
asked are those which it is absolutely necessary to answer in order that our edn- 
cational condition may be compared with that of the various European coun- 
tries. France and Germany have long had an rate system of educational 
statistics, and while the inquiries proposed on my schedule are not so volumi- 
nous as those made abroad, yet they will answerall practical purposes. I shall 
be very glad to offer any explanations of the schedule that may seem to you 
necessary,as well as to afford you and the committee all the assistance in 
my power in their task of arriving at a suitable form of educational schedule. 
If it should be necessary at any time to appear before the committee I should be 
R t trul 
am, with great respect, very truly, yours, 
NICHOLAS MURRAY BUTLER, 
Hon, EvGENE HALE, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 


Detailed schedule of questions, 
1.—ENUMERATION OF SCHOOLS (PUBLIC). 


1. Subprimary or kindergarten. 1 
2. Primary or elementary. 
3. High or secondary. 
4. Academies: 
u. Classical, 
b. Commercial. 
5. Colleges and universities. 
6. Separate schools for colored pupils. 
7. Separate schools for Indians. 
8. Separate schools for dependent, delinquent, and defective classes, 


II. —TRIVATR SCHOOLS, 
5 1 5 
ementary or primary. “= 

3. Secondary or high. 
4. Academies, 

a, Classical, 

b. Commercial, 
5. Colleges and universities. 

a. General. 

b. Law. 

c. Medicine. 

d. Theological. 

e. Technical. 

J. Agricultural. 

. Pharmaceutical, r 
$ All other. 
III.—BUILDINGS AND SITTINGS, 

a. Number of publie school buildings. 

b. Number of publie school aliga. 

c. Number of private school buildings. 

d. Number of private school sittings. 


IV.—VALUATION OF SCHOOL PROPERTY, 
a. Public. 
b. Private. 
z V.—RECEIPTS (PUBLIC). 
a. From State and county funds. 
b. From city and township funds. 
c. From all-other sources, 
VL.—EXPENDITURES, 
a, For teachers’ salaries. © 
b. For buildings and grounds (during census year), 
c. For maintenance. 
d. For all other purposes. 
‘VII.—TEACHERS. 


a. Total number. 

b. Male, white. 

e. Female, white. 

d. Colored, ig 

e. Colored, female. __ 

f, Having normal or professional training. 


VIII.—SALARIES OF TEACHERS, 
a. Total. 
b. Average monthly for males. 
c. Average monthly for females, 
IX.—NORMAL SCHOOLS. 
a. Total. 
b. Number of teachers employed in. 
c. Number of students in: 
Male. 
Female, 
a. at number between 6 and 14 years inclusive: 
. e. . 
2. Female. 
X.—PUPILS, 

Total enrolled during census year: 

1. White, male. 

2. White, female. 

3. Colored, male. 

4. Colored, female. 
c. Average attendance during census year, 

XI.—ILLITERACY. 


a, Number of persons over ten years of age. 

b. Number of persons over ten years of age unable to read. 

c. Number of persons over ten years of age unable to write. 

d. Number of persons over ten years of age unable either to read or write. 
e. Number of foreign born over ten unable to read, write, or read and write, 
Jf. Number of colored over ten unable to read, write, or read and write. 


ENUMERATION OF SURVIVING VETERANS OF THE WAR OF THE REBELLION, 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, BUREAU OF PENSIONS, 
OFFICE OF THE COMMISSIONER, 
Washington, D. C., July 26, 1888. 

Sin: I have the honor to ask your attention to a motion recently made by Mr. 
ATKINSON in the House of Representatives, looking to the enumeration of those 
who served in the war of the rebellion. Mr. ATKINSON has called upon me in 
regard thereto and desires that I shall submit the matter to you. 

The point made by Mr. ATKINSON is that it would be very desirable if in the 
enumeration of the population of the country the company and es date 
of muster-in and term of service of each surviving soldier and sailor who bore 
arms for the United States during any of our recent wars should be taken. 

I have a division in this bureau whose chief work is to gather statistical in- 
formation of this description for the purpose of proving or ripe hem claims 
presented in this office. The doing of this work in the Census Office would ob- 
viate the necessity for the existence of a division of the present size as that of 
the Army and Navy survivors’ division, for that work, and would be of mani- 
fest beneiit to the service of the Bureau of Pensions. 

Mr. ATKINSON says that objection was made on account of the additional cost. 
The preparation of blanks would cost something additional, but I see no reason 
why any further cost need attach to the work until it shall reach the Census 
Bureau; and then only for the clerical labor involved in the compilation of the 
information to be furnished. Properly prepared blanks would enable the census 
enumerator to, in every case, register whether a man had been in the service, 
and, if so, when, and in what organization, and for how long. 


Vi respectfull 
oe * JOHN C. BLACK, Commissioner. 
Hon. EUGENE HALE, 
United States Senate. 


s 


[Senate Mis, Doc. No. 26, Fiftieth Congress, second session.] 


Memorial ot Henry Hall, of New York, urging legislation that shall inco; 
rate in the next census provisions for taking a complete enumeration of the 
surviving veterans of the war of the rebellion, including names, age, idence, 
length of service, and the commands in which they served. 


New YORK TRIBUNE, New York, December 24, 1888. 


Sin: In compliance with your request, a few suggestions are herewith sub- 
mitted concerning a census of Union veterans in 1590. The proposition is that 
the enumeration shall record name, age, residence, length of service, and com- 
mand in which the veteran served in each case. 

1. This census is desirable, in the first place, because it will supply the mate- 
rial for computing the cost of a service-pension. There is a widespread feelin 
among veterans, and among many civilians who sympathize with them an: 
know their needs and sacrifices, that the Government should grant a service- 
pension to every Union veteran. A long discussion has taken place at public 
meetings and encampments of the Grand Army of the Republic, and in the pub- 
lic newspapers, and various plans for aservice-pension have been proposed and 
debated at great length. Several of the plans aim to grade the pension accord- 
ing to length of service. Others look to the payment of a specified sum per 
rane and others to the payment of a pension to all veterans on arriving ata 
certain age. 

There has been an utter lack of material for calculating closely the cost of any 
of the different plans. Various estimates have been made, but none of them are 
accurate enough to guide either the veterans and their friends in formulating 
their appeals or the law-making power in responding to them. Yon will see 
that no safe comparison of p can be made without knowing the num- 
ber of surviving veterans and the age and length of service of . 

2. Name, residence, and oe —— or command in which they served are 
necessary for the perfection ofa complete directory of all surviving Union vet- 
erans. Srey one who has had anything to do with pensions under existing 
laws knows how comrades have lost sight of each other since the war. Ina 
vast number of cases neither even knows if his comrade is living. Those who 
are xpplying for a disability, parent’s, or widow's pension experience the 
greatest difficulty in finding the addresses of comrades whose testimony is nec- 
essary to the establishment of their claims. Probably more than 250,000 cl 
have been rejected or are lingering unadjudicated in the Pension Office because 
of the lack of testimony of witnesses who are aka d but can not be found. To 
meet this difficulty the Pension Office has been striving for years, with much 
labor and expense, to collect the addresses of all living veterans. The office 
bas succeeded only in part. In no other way than by an enumeration as pro- 
posed can that list be perfected, The census can complete this work, and by 
so doing lighten the labor of adjudicating a pension claim and shorten the long 
and w. waiting of applicants. 

3. The facts, when collected, will have great scientificvalue. There are many 
reasons for believing that every Union soldier came out of the war with vitality, 
seriously impaired, Some of the soldiers, on their return from the feld, be- 
lieved t they had been benefited and invigorated by the service. But in the 
majority of cases, es} ily among the long-service men, the veterans ap 
to be more liable to less able to work, and obliged to retire earlier from 
business than men of the same age who staid a home. The census can not go 
into the question of greater liability to disease, but by ascertaining present age 


1889. 


and length of service of survivors, conclusions can be reached as to the effect of 
army service on length of life. ould the census prove that life is not short- 
ened unless the man contracts wounds or specific d the Government will 
in future wars obtain volunteers easier than it can now, with incorrect ideas on 
this subject prevalent among the ple. Should the contrary be proved, the 
obligations of the Government to its veterans will be placed in a clearer light. 

4. So far as a census of Confederate veterans is concerned, the facts, when ob- 
tained, would beas interesting to students of bio! and historians as those re- 
lating to Union veterans. They would have no other practical value. 8 

The expense of the special enumeration here proposed is a trifling matter com- 
pared with the importance of the information sought. 

The enumeration would form a basis for future comparisons. It is presumed 
that in 1900 a similar census would be desirable. 

The proposed census in 1890 meets with the hearty approval of every veteran 
in the country. No reason is known why it should not be heartily commended 
by the public at large. A have been made by a number of officials of the 
Grand am of the Republic and by myself, and tbere is no doubt that the enu- 
meration will meeta public want, provided itis done thoroughly and 5 
The maniy should be broad enough in its scope to answer all the objects in 
view; and imperative instructions should be given to the enumerators to ob- 
tain full and correct information on every point, Half-way work would bea 
waste of money. 

Yours, very respectfully, 


HENRY HALL, 
Business Superintendent. 
Hon, EUGENE HALE, 


Chairman Commiliee on Census, United States Senate, 


NATIONAL HOTEL, May 2, 1888, 

DEAR Str: As a member of the executive council of the State of New Hamp- 
shire, I have had to do with a matter which I desire to call to the attention of 
2 committee having charge of the bill to regulate the taking of the Eleventh 

nsus. 

Many of the States bave undertaken the revision and correction of the record 
of their soldiers and sailors in the war of the rebellion, which, in the hurry and 
confusion of the time, became very inaccurate and incomplete in the State arch- 
ives. Several of the States, acting on plans quite various in method and scope, 
have also undertaken to supplement these published records, with statements 
of the present residences of surviving soldiers and sailors. 

The te of New Hampshire with its revision of the official records has at- 
tempted to ascertain and give (1) the present residence or post-office address of 
every veteran of New pshire service, and (2) the date and place of decease 
of every one dying since the war. 

Two considerations naturally arise: (1) The fragmentary character of such a 
work by an individual State, even if it could be made measurably complete as 
to the men of that State, and (2) the impossibility of approximating a perfect 
work by local effort in this direction, owing to the 3 of the men all over 
the Union in twenty-five years’ time, and the impracticability of extraterritorial 
work by State officials; and these difficulties have been found insuperable in an 
actual trial by my own State, whose contribution of men—about 33,000—was 
small in number as compared with most of the other 

The value of such a work, however, when made national in extent, for his- 
torical and statistical purposes, is apparent, and does not call for argument in 

Oe Was: — t, the Pension Bures d the adjutant-generals of 

ar- Departmen on u, an ui e 0 
States are subject to incessant calls ſor this information, aud they are, except 
in isolated cases, unable to furnish it. 

This class of information is of special value to all who are engaged in the com- 
pilation of war history, and particularly to those who have undertaken to pre- 
pare the histories of towns, counties, regiments, and similar organizations into 
which personal data ly enter; and it will be of manifest aid in geling 
with questions of a nature, which have arisen out of the changed cond: 
tions of population, caused by the war. 

It may be added that there are many thousand cases now pending in the Pen- 
sion Bureau which are at a stand-still because the location of witnesses, su 

to have evidentiary intormation, can not be ascertained by the meth 
now available. It is a matter ofimportance both to the Government and tothe 
claimant that all reasonable means be employed and facilities provided to clear 
this enormous docket. 

In view of the fact that the work proposed can not be done economically, uni- 
formly,or with any satisfactroy degree of completeneas or efficiency by the States, 
acting separately, and of its importance and value, and of the necessity for its 
early and comprehensive prosecution, in order to avoid the inevitable losses of 
material resulting from delay, I su; that the census enumerators be requi 
by the law to ascertain and record the name of every survivor of the mili or 
naval service, both volunteers and and the date and place of d of 
those d since the war, by inquiry of every party from whom information 
is sought in the primary enumeration, 

I see no reason why the same information should not be gathered as to those 
engaged in the Confederate service. 

Hog work of enumeration the expense of the proposed feature would be 
trifling. 

The subsequent arrangement of the materials so gathered, with reference to 
States or to regimental and similar organizations or otherwise and its thorough 
indexing and publication in a separate volume, would of course give rise to 
items of expense to be considered in comparison with the value of the work. 

I have written a similar communication to the chairman of the House com- 
mittee, and I respectfully ask such consideration of the subject as you may 
fairly give it in connection with other features of the next census, 


Very respectfully, yours, 
A. S. BATCHELLOR, Luiteton, N. H. 
Hon. EUGENE HALE, 
Chairman Committee on Census, United States Senate. 


TEHE STATE or New Ham 
QUARTERMASTER’S-GENERAL’S OFFICE, 
Concord, N. H., May 28, 1888. 
Dear Sie: At the suggestion of the Hon. A. S. Batchellor, of the governor's 
executive council, I have the honor to inclose copies of the several laws in rela- 
tion to correcting and publishing the record of soldiers and sailors for the State 
— pote Ham and to respectfully call your attention to the requirements 
of the same. 
You will notice the adjutan neral is required by the act of July 23,1885, to 
ve the present residences of the living veterans and the dates and places of 
eath of those who have died since the war. By enforcing the provisions of the 
act of August 28. 1885, it is ho; that we shall get the residences of most of the 
soldiers who now reside in this State, butalarge percentage of New Hampshire 
soldiers have left the State since the close of the war and are scattered over the 
entire Union, and it is a formidable undertaking to attempt to get the required 
information concerning them. 
I can see no way to get the information and to locate the surviving veterans 
except by the aid of such legislation as I am informed is proposed as a feature 
of the census. I hope to get some valuable data of this character outside the 
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State through volunteer aid, but am well aware that much is beyond the reach 
of State effort, however well directed it may be, and whatever success might be 
attained by a single State would only serve to show the value of a comprehen- 
sive effort by national authority on a national plan. 

My own personal experience for the past eight years has shown me the im- 

rtance of the information, which can only be obtained in the way proposed, 
am constantly receiving applications from veterans, their wives or relatives; 
and from historians of companies, regiments, or towns, for information which 
is vital to the success of their claims or their histories, and which under present 
conditions it is simply impossible to furnish. 

With the hope that the plan proposed by Counselor Bachellor may meet with 
your approvaland may become a law, I have the honor to be, very respectfully, 
your obedient servant, 

A. D. AYLING, Adjulant-General. 
Hon, EUGENE HALE, 5 
Senate Chamber, Washington, D. C. 


An act to provide for the publication of a record of New Hampshire soldiers 
and sailors in the war of the rebellion. 


Bo it enacted by the senate and house of representatives in general court convened: 

Sroriox 1. That the adjutant-general shall, as soon as practicable after the 
passage of this act, under the direction of the governor and council, prepare 
and publish a record of all soldiers and sailors who served in the war of the re- 
bellion from the State of New Hampshire, such record to contain the name, 
residence, date of enlistment, to what city or town assigned, date of muster in, 
rank, promotions, wounds received, date of discharge, muster out, or death, 
date, and place of death since discharge, or present residence, and such other 
facts as shall make the same as far as practicable a complete and concise mili- 
tary record of each soldier or sailor so serving; and for this purpose the ad- 
jutant-general is authorized to employ such clerical assistance as may be nec- 


essary. 

Serc. 2. Two thousand copies of said record shall be printed by the State printer 
and distributed as follows, namely : One copy to each city and town inthe Secs | 
one copy to each public library in the State, one copy to each post of the Gran 
Army of the Republic in the State, fifty copies to the New Hampshire Historical 
ag and the remainder to be placed in the custedy of the trustees of the 
State library, who are hereby authorized to exchange the same for similar pub- 
lications by other States, an: 
and binding. 

Sec. 3. For the pu of carrying into effect the provisions of this act a sum 
not exceeding $1,200 is hereby appropriated annually for two years, comment 
ing September 1, 1885, to be expended under the direction of the governor and 
,and the governor is hereby authorized to draw his warranton the State 
rde. d This act shail take eff its 

4; acts e effect upon its passage. 

Approved July 23, 1885, 


to dispose of the same at cost of paper, printing, 


An act inaid of an act to provide for the publication of a record of New Hamp- 
shire soldiers and sailors in the war of the rebellion. j 


Be it enacted by the senate and house of representatives in general court convened : 


SecrIox 1. The selectmen or assessors of each town and city shall, at the same 
time they distribute the blank inventories for the assessment of taxes for the 
year 1886, also distribute such blanks as may be seasonably provided by the 
adjutant-general for the purpose of collecting the information required by the 
provisions of the act to provide for the publication of a record of New Hamp- 
shire soldiers and sailors in the war of the rebellion, approved July 23,1885, and 
ev pens having such information shall make answer in writing, so far as 

ble, to such questions as may be in such blanks, and the same l be re- 
urned and delivered to said selectmen or assessors before the 15th day of April, 
or as provided by law for the return of inventories of See ee ie 
papers returned to the selectmen or assessors under the provisions of this act 
shall be returned to the office of the adjutant-general by them within thirty 
days after said 15th day of April. 

EC. 2. Any officer or person violating the provisions of this act shall be sub- 
ject to a fine of $50 for each offense, to be recovered in an action of debt by the 
adjutant-general, and all sums of money so recovered shall be applied in carry- 
ing out the provisions of said act of July 23, 1885. 

Approved August 18, 1885. 


An actin aid of bang “pd 12 and 75 of the session laws of 1885, to provide fora 
record of the New Hampshire soldiers and sailors in the war of rebellion. 

Be it enacted by the senate and house of representatives in general court convened: 

SECTION 1. The record of the soldiers and sailors of this State, to be compiled 
under the authority of said acts by the adjutant-gene shall contain a state- 
ment of the number of men required and the number ished for the war of 
the rebellion by each town in the State under each call; and said record shall 
also contain the names of all men recruited under the first call in 1861 for three 
months, whether they were organized into the first regiment of voluntee 
mustered out of service without being sent out of the State, or were re-enl 
for a longer term of service. Selectmen of towns and the mayors of cities shall 
cause such information concerning soldiers and sailors who are or have been 
residents of their respective towns and cities, as may be required for the pur- 
poses of this act, and of the acts: of which this isan amendment, to be collected 
and forwarded to the adjutant-general, subject to such penalties for default as 
are provided in said chapter 75 of the laws of 1885. 

SEO. 2. For the purpose of the continuation of the work mired by said acts 
a sum not exceeding $1,500 is hereby appropriated annually for two years, com- 
mencing September 1. 1887, to be expended under the direction of the governor 
and council, and the governor is hereby authorized to draw his warrant on the 
State treasurer for the said amount. 

Sxc. 3. This act shall take effect upon its passage. 

Approved August 24, 1887, 


HEADQUARTERS New HAMPSHIRE V. 


Hon, EUGENE HALE, United States Senate: 

As president of our veterans’ association and deeply interested in the cause 
of my comiades, living or dead, I address you in behalf of a matter which, I 
understand, has been p before each of the Congressional committees on the 
— 1 and ask for it your careful consideration and, if possible, your 
valuable aid. 

It is a proposition that in the taking of the next census the enumerators be 
required by the law to ascertain and record the name and post-office address of 


ETERANS’ ASSOCIATION, 
Weirs, N. H., July 30, 1888. 


every survivor of the military or naval service, both volunteers and regu 

and the date and place of death of those deceased sino the war, by inquiry 
every family, and in the same manner in which the other important informa- 
obtained in the primary enumeration. «Several of the States are 

and if it can be made general, as now pro A 

and as- 


tion 
todo this; butitisdifficult wor 
it would not —— be most valuable to every State, but of special value 
sistance in the War Department and the Pension Office, where this 
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mstantl 9 Can there beany better way to obtain and preserve 
important in rmation, and at comparatively no extra expense? 

respectfully, yo 
y, yours, A. 8. TWITCHELL, P lent. 


STATISTICS OF RECORDED INDEBTEDNESS, 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, BUREAU OF LABOR, 

Washington, D. C., May 9, 1888. 
DEAR Ste: Referring to your verbal as to methods which might be 
adopted in the Eleventh Census for the collection of the statistics of indebted 
ness of record other than public Lhave the honor to submit the 
following statement, 

The statistics of the indebtedness of individuals, whether the same be in the 
form of mo ges or debts otherwise secured or general indebtedness through 
notes and bills payable, would constitute one of the most valuable lines of in- 
formation that could possibly be collected. 

There are three methods which naturally suggest themselves to one’s mind 
for the collection of such data, 

First. Through the population schedules of the census, by an inquiry directed 
to the head of every family or individual, responsible for any business transac- 
tion. This would include all farmers, business men, and others owning houses 
or having the care of families, or in any way individually responsible to the 
public. The addition of the proper inquiries to secure this information to the 
population schedule would involve great expense, probably increasing the cost 
of the enumeration proper from one-third to one-half; that is, adding from 
8800, 000 to $1,000,000 to the nse of the enumeration. 

On the other hand, the addition of proper inquiries to the population sched- 
ule would antagonize the census, so far as theenumeration is concerned, before 
it commenced, and the enumerators would be handicapped from the start. The 
success of any enumeration depends very largely upon the good-will of the 
public and the willingness of 5 to comply with the reasonable request ot 
the Government for information concerning their affairs, All inquiries, how- 
ever, regarding the financial condition of the people have heretofore been met 
with great 8 and 8 would be again, although should such 
inquiries be added to the population edule it is safe to say that from 10 to 15 
per cent., judging from past experience in such matters, would comply with 
the request of the Government and furnish the information relative to their in- 
debtedness, Of course this indebtedness should be in connection with the value 
ofthe A stark owned by the individuals furnishing information. Such acan- 
vass, therefore, would have for its result partial success in certain directions, at 

t expense, and a damaging influence upon the whole census enumerations, 
Both as to population and manufacturers, as well as agriculture. 

Considering the expense and the general injury to the work of the census, 
this method hardly seems advisable. 

Second. The collection of the facts relating to recorded indebtedness, meani 
thereby all chattel and real estate mortgages, which are the subjects of 
from the records themselves. Chattel mortgages are usually recorded in mu- 
nicipal records, while real-estate mortgages are usually extended on the records 
kept at county seats. If real-estate mortgages only were to be considered, the 
registers of deeds in all the counties of the United States would have to be vis- 
ited and the records thoroughly compiled. There are, in round numbers, 2,700 
counties in the United States. To collect the information regarding mortgages 
recorded in these counties could not cost less than $40 per county, or a total of 
$103,000. I think it would be quite impossible to do it for this sum, because, in 
order to secure any information that would be of value and which would lead 
to any just conclusions, the records would have to be for a series of 
years,and all mortgages minuted with reference to the assessed valuation of 
the towns or townships or of the whole county in each case. 

‘The proper sum of estimate for this work, confined entirely to county records, 
would be ,000. It would be quite impossible to collect the informati 

chattel m are 


is co 
this. 


ion from 


government, to 

pensation would have to be given. It is safe to 
assume that the expense in securing the indebtedness under chattel mortgages 
by this method would be far greater than by securing it through the population 


enumeration. Even if the expense of securing the information relating to in- 
debtedness records was not o le on account of there 
are obstacles in the way which render such a method unadvisable. e records 


of mortgages would, in all cases, give the amount of the original mortgage debt; 
but, as a rule, payments on the original mortgage debt are not made matters ot 
record. So, where a man had given a mortgage on his place of $10,000, and had 
paid, say, $9,000 in part liquidation thereof, the indebtedness would still stand 
on record at $10,000; so the facts, or rather the results of any collection of data 
from records, would lead to vicious conclusions, 

This second method, however, would relieve the census of all antagonism 
through the inquiry intg the financial affairs of individuals. 

Third. The employ t of specially qualified to colleot the informa- 
tion desired from re tative communities; such collection to be made sub- 
sequent to and independent of the enumeration of the people in general. This 
method is free from on in every on t that of expense. It 
would not an ize the public in any way, but it d lead to the most val- 
uable results; that is, it would give the valuation and indebtedness thereon to 
such extent as the appropriation made for it might warrant. It would not give 
the facts for ev: farm and every property-holder in the United States, but it 
for representative towns or counties, and by selecting 
ion might be collected so as to show the property value ot 
each holding, and the indebtedness thereon, as o ly made and shown 
through the of deeds, further information ing sought as to the pay- 
ments in part liq on of the recorded debt. 

This method seems the most feasible and the most desirable, taking all things 
into consideration. With an appro: of $200,000 or $250,000 a very general 
idea of the indebtedness of the country mi be gained; certainly it would be 
approximately correct so far as it went. Congress saw fit to carry the matter 
still further it would be merely a question of money; but to make any reason- 
able correction, on which any fair or just conclusions could be based, the sum 

named should be appropriated in addition to that named in your bill for the 
neral purposes of the census. That is to say, if Congress desires to have the 
for representative districts or localities ing recorded indebtedness 

— as should make an extra appropriation for census purposes of at least 


Trusting I have covered the points named by you, 
I am, very respectfully, your obedient 
CARROLL D. WRIGHT, 
Commissioner. 
Hon, S. S. Cox, M. C., 
House of Washington, D. C. 


NATIONAL BOARD or TRADE, Scranton, Pu., July 23, 1888. 
Drak Sm 


f 
i 
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acceptable and desired. I have had some familiarity with this sentiment 
for years past, and I am theroughly convineed that the sentiment is deeper and 
— will be credited on sight, because expression on the subject is 


was 
tard 
By all means réinsert the claim, and I believe the House may also reconsider 
when it goes back to them. 
Very truly, 
Hon. EUGENE HALE, Washington. 


NATIONAL BOARD OF TRADE, Scranton, Pa., July 19, 1888. 


J. A. PRIOE, Chairman. 


mittee of the House of Representatives (Hon. 8. 
d rejected : 


and rej : 

He shall also, at the time of the general enumeration herein provided for, or 
prior thereto, as the Secretary of the Interior may determine, collect the statis- 
ties of and relating to the recorded indebtedness of the people, and make report 
thereon to Congress; but the amount expended for the collection of such statis- 
tics of indebtedness shall not exceed the sum of $250,000, which is hereby appro- 
priated, and shall be immediately available in addition to the $6,000,000 appro- 


priated in section 20 of this act.“ 

The bill as amended will now go to the Senate. The clause stricken out by 
the House ought to be reinserted. Hon. EUGENE HALE is the chairman of the 
Senate Census Committee, and if you approve the reinsertion of so important 
a clause as that rejected in reference to a knowlgdge of private indebtedness, 
paa communicate at once with the honorable Senator, and with every mem- 

with whom you may be acquainted, either in the Senate or the House, urg- 
ing the reinstatement. 

‘oo much importance can not be placed upon this measure. It is a vital topic 
of theday. The people need information and have a right to expect it. 0 
one can reasonably oppose this measure except those who are interested in 
swelling indebtedness and debilitating our institutions. = 

Itis only objected that there are d ulties in the wayof collecting the sta- 
tistics. is is to be expected, yet the approximate information that we shall 
obtain is vastly better than none, It will lead to a knowledge that is becoming 
absolutely essential, if we are ever to escape the threatening conditions induced 
by „ n credit. 

Whatever favor you can extend is ſoreſbly demanded by the urgent situation, 
and immediate action only will avail at the present time. Let your communi- 
cations go forward without delay. 

Hastily and respectfull 


y: 
2 J. A. PRICE, 
Chairman National Board of Trade Committee on the Credit System. 


MERCHANTS’ EXCHANGE or Sr. Lovis, St. Louis, July 30, 1888. 
Dran Sm: In response to the accom cireular [referring to the circular 
of the National Board of Trade. prey ae Ny ——— of committee 
on credit system], the board of directors of this exchange this day approved the 
relating tr ihe tevbehaetinane af Gia Onia AAA TOARE TAD UE tom er eae 
g e jel ness © ple, an uest you to 
this petition before your sandrine maui Š = iss X 
Yours, respectfully, 


Hon. Everne HALE, 
Chairman Senate Census Committee. 


GEORGE H. MORGAN, Secretary. 


MANKATO BOARD OP TRADE, Mankato, Minn., July 23, 1888. 
DEAR Stn: The 9 resolution was unanimously adopted by this board: 
“ Resolved (as the sense of this board of trade), That the clause 
1 — a 5 th the poop — — 1 stricken f from the 
nding in Congress for taking the Elevent 0 to nstal 
as al og deem such information of great public value” * . 


Yours, truly, 
: CHARLES A. CHARMAN, Secretary. 
Hon. EUGENE HALE, 
Chairman Senate Census Committee. 
CINCINNATI, July 30, 1888. 
DEAR Str: The House of Representatives rejected a clause in the census bill 
which provided “for the collection of statistics of and relating to the recorded 
indebtedness of the people.” 
The clause is regarded as a very important one. It originated with a com- 
mittee of the National Board of Trade, to which was referred questions pertain- 


ing to indebtedness. 

It is desired that the Senate restore the rejected clause, at least in substance, 
and I take the liberty ot asking your kind attention to the matter, and, if you 
are not opposed to the clause, that you favor the committee with your to 
that end. Iam sure you will find that the undertakings of the committee of 
the National Board of Trade in this matter are of much 


JOHN A. GANO. 
Hon. Jonx SHERMAN, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. O. 


RETAIL MERCHANTS” ASSOCIATION, Albany, N. F., July 25, 1888. 
Dran SIR: As of the Retail ts’ Association of the State of 


Merchan 
New York and in behalf of that organization I make as strong a ples as 
sible that the clause stricken out by the House in the bill for the Eleventh Cen- 


sus be reinserted by the Senate. 
If I had the time and could the funds I would ask for a hearing before 


spare 
gom committee. No one in this State has more practical knowledge as to the 


tedness of e to the retail merchants of this State than I have, Every 
month upon thousands of dollars in the shape of debts pass before 
me, and the total is amazing. 
Very truly, yours, ; 
NEWTON DEXTER, 
General Manager. 
Hon. EUGENE HALE, 
Washington, D. C. 
CITIZENS” ASSOCIATION OF CHICAGO, EXECUTIVE 
August I. 


Dean Sin: The executive committee of this association have directed us to 

val of the reinsertion in the Eleventh Census 
rejected House of Representatives in words as follows: 
“He shall also, at the time of the general enumeration herein provided for, 
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or prior thereto, as the Secretary of the Interior may determine, 

statistics of and relating to the recorded indebtedness of the people, and make 
report thereon to Congress; but theamount expended for the collection. of such 
statistics of indebtedness shall not exceed the sum of $250,000, which is hereby 
appropriated, and shall be immediately available, in addition to the $6,000,000 


appropriated in section 20 of this act.“ 
J. J. GLESSNER, Vice-President. 
J. C. AMBLER, Secretary. 
Hon. EVGENE HALE, 


Chairman Senate Census Committee, Washington, 


NATIONAL ASSOCIATION OF STOVE MANUF. 
Chicago, IUl., July 26, 1888, 

DEAR Sm: When the bill providing for the Eleventh Census was reported to 
— 1 — of Representatives by its Committee it contained the follow- 

clause: 

Sie shall also, at the time of the eral enumeration herein provided for, 
or prior thereto, as of the Interior may determine, collect the sta- 
tistics of and relating to the recorded indebtedness of the people and make re- 
port thereon to Congress; but the amount expended for the collection of such 
statistics of indebtedness shall not exceed the sum of $250,000, which is hereby 
appropriated, aud shall be immediately available, in addition to the $6,000,000 
appropriated in section 20 of this act.“ 

ut the House rejected this and passed the bill without it. Deeming it of great 
importance that the indebtedness of the country shall be ascertained and pub- 
lished, at all events as nearly as possible, and believing that statistics u this 
ro. will be of much more than sufficient value to warrant the expenditure of 
th the time and money necessary to . them, on behalf of the stove 
manufacturers of the United States, representing commerce to the extent of $50,- 
000,000 annually, I respectfully urge that you, as chairman of the Senate Census 
Committee, use your powerful influence to have the clause reinstated and en- 
acted by the Senate, and finally incorporated in the bill, 


an 7 D. M. THO: 
` General prani A 


Hon. EUR HALE, 
Chairman Census Commiltee, United States Senate. 


BUREAU OF LABOR AND INDUSTRIAL e p i P 
Madison, Wis., August 3, 

My DEAR Sm: The following clause in the proposed enactment for the incor- 
poration of the Eleventh Census now before Congress, in reference to the“ re- 
corded indebtedness of ple,“ was favorably reported by the Census Com- 
mittes of the House of Representatives (Hon, S. S. Cox, of New York, chair- 
man) and rejected: 

He shall also, at the time of the general enumeration herein provided for, or 
p thereto, as the Secretary of the Interior may determine, collect of and re- 

ting to the recorded indebtedness of the people, and make report therein to 
Congress; but the amount nded for the collection of statistics of such in- 
deptedness shall not exceed the sum of 000, which is hereby approp 3 
8 be immediately available, in addition to the six millions in section 20 
0 act. 

The bill as amended will now go to Senate. The clause stricken out by the 
House ought to be reinserted, 

Very respectfully, yours, 


Hon, Everse HALE, Washington, D. C. 


FRANK A. FLOWER, 


OFFICE OF COMMISSIONER OF LABO: 
Lansing, Mich., July 25, i 
Dear Sm: Permit me to trespass upon your valuable time for the purpose of 
calling your attention toa clause in the proposed measure for the S ra- 
tion of the Eleventh Census, which was favorably re 


the information therein provided for. The 
are taking a deep interest. They want that information, and there is no doubt 


the present tendency to speculati 
Such an item of 1 — will be widely appreciated, and is becoming 
om commercial 


ter a favorable consideration, 
I am, very respectfully, 


Hon. Everse Hare, Washington, D. C. 


Orrron or Boston Fist BUREAU, Boston, July 23, 1888. 
Drax Str: I am instructed by our association to say that we approve the re- 
JJ6—ʒnwnw.. 
incorporation of the Eleventh Census, now before in reference to a 
knowledge of private indebtedness, 
Such an important clause ought to be re-inserted. 
Very truly, yours, 


Hon, EUGENE HALE, Washington, D. C. 


Jouns Horkixs Untversity, Baltimore, Ad., July 30, 1888. 
Dran Sm: It scems to me im that an effort should be made to ascer- 
tain the recorded indebtedness of the le of the United States, and I wish to 
urge the reinstatement of the clause in reference thereto which was dropped 
from a census bill by the House of Representatives. 
ours, truly, 


A. H. HEATH, 


F. F. DIMICK, Secretary. 


RICHARD T. ELY, 
Member of the International ———— 2 
Hon. Everxe HALE. 


Boston MERCHANTS ASSOCIATION, Boston, July 21, 1888. 
DEAR Sin: ar aoe ea nerdy? wig whe rmad Sander eee ee 
to restore that clause in the proposed bill for the Eleventh Census which pro- 
vides for the collection of statistics relating to the recorded ote our 


peop „and which the House rejected. At this stage of affairs in our country 
t would seem as if information of this sort would be exceedingly valuable, 
The “ credit „has done wonderful things to develop the growth and pro- 
mote the general good of this great sisterhood of States; but the time hascome 
when we need to know more of the real and present and relative worth of the 
States, and if any of them are pursuing a reckless course either as Commons 
wealths or as peoples. Publicity will prove a wholesome restraint and a wise 


el 
It is, of course, a new departure for the Census Bureau to make, but that is 
just what Mr. Wright is equal to and would no doubt heartily approve and enjoy 
With great respect, your servant, 
JNO. A. LANE, 


President of the Boston Merchants’ Association and Member of the 
Committee on the Credit System of the National Board of Trade, 


Hon. EUGENE HALE, 
Chairman Census Committee, United States Senate. 


DEFECTIVE CLASSES, 
1336 NINETEENTH STREET, WASHINGTON, D. C., December 28, 1883, 


DEAR SENATOR: In accordance with your recommendation, I beg to submit a. 


few suggestions relating to the Eleventh Census of the United States, and relat- 
ing specially to tho enumeration of the defective classes. 


Yours, very respectfully, 
ALEXANDER GRAHAM BELL. 
Senator EUGENE HALE, 
Chairman of Census Committee of the United States Senate, 


SUGGESTIONS RELATING TO THE ELEVENTH CENSUS OF THE UNITED STATES, 1800— 
INTRODUCTORY REMARKS, 


1. According to the census returns, the defective classes have increased 400 
Lea a in thirty years, while the general population of the country hassimply 
u 


The following table shows the relative figures at each census since 1850: 


Total 
lation of 
Years. o pop- 
* ates ulation, 
191, 876 15, 610 
31, 443, 321 042 
38, 558, 371 37, 482 
50, 155, 783 91, 997 


2. Ihave examined with care the statistics of the Tenth Census relating to 
tho deaf and dumb, and find internal evidence to show that in their case there 
has been a real increase greater than the increase of the general population, 
and not simply an apparent increase due to greater accuracy of enumeration. 
For when the whole population of the United States are classified according to 
their age in 1880, the proportion ofdeaf-mutes among the younger persons isseen 
to be greater than among the older; indeed, it is p onally greater as the 
age is youn: until quite young children are reached. 

3. The following are the number of the deaf and dumb returned in the Tenth 


4. Classification of these cases according to their age in 1880 shows that there 
has been an enormous increase of pawn rc in the numbers of the non-con- 
genitally deaf, but this need hardly be considered asa permanent condition, for it 
appears to be due to an epidemio of cerebro-spinal meningitis, which will prob- 

y die away as former epidemics have done. 
5. The following table shows the percen of the whole population of the 


United States born at each decade, and also percentage of the congenitally 
deaf population: 

ni- 
on 

1880. 

0. — assa 

0. O74 

0. 0.518 


BERR ooop 


6. These are shown in graphical form in the following diagram. The con- 
tinuous line indicates the ntage of the general population, and the broken 
Tia thet of the eongentinlly deaf population baer at anch deste: 
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7. The indications are that the congenital deaf-mutes of the country are in- 
creasing at a greater rate than the general population, 

8. The great and sudden decrease in the numbers of deaf children born in 
the last decade (1871-1880) is probably due to imperfect returns of deaf-mutes 
under ten years of age. For though 54 per cent. of all the deaf and dumb were 
deaf from birth, only 80 deaf infants were reported in the census of 1880, and 
only 49 between the ages of one and two, out of a total deaf-mute population of 


33,878. 

9. Statistics in my possession show that in the year 1819 deaf-mutes began to 
marry ners who were themselves deaf and dumb. 

10, The percentage of intermarriages has continuously increased until now not 
Jess than 90 per cent. of all deaf-mutes who marry marry partners who are 
themselves deaf and dumb. 

11. The latest statistics collected by me include 1,443 cases of marriage. 

Of these 1,443 deaf-mutes I find that 71, or 5 per cent., had married hearing 
persons, and 1,372, or % per cent., had intermarried among themselves. 

12. In 1828 a deaf-mute child was born of a deaf-mute father and mothrr, and 
now such cascs can be numbered by the hundred. My statistics are based 
upon a list of 528 deaf-mutes, mostly young, who have one or both parents 


deaf. 

13. Some of these children have already married deaf husbands or wives, 
and deaf offspring have appeared in the third generation. 

14. I can cite families in which the deafness has been handed down through 
four generations; and can give in minute detail particulars relating toa family 
in Maine in which congenital deaf-mutes have appeared for five successive gen- 
erations in increasing numbers and in which the younger deaf-mutes are mar- 
rying deaf-mutes, 

15. My list of deaf children of deaf parents (all, excepting one, born be- 
ee comprises 528 cases (mostly young), 91.6 of whom were deaf from 

rt! 


16. Upon the assumption that 528 such cases were living when the Tenth Cen- 
sus was taken, we obtain the following results: 

a. One person in every 1,480 of Aoa gececi pence was deaf and dumb; 
and one person in every 64 of the deaf-mute population was a child of deaf-mute 


parents. 

b. One person in every 2,736 of the general 
one person in every 38 of the congenitally 
mute parents. 

17. The laws of heredity indicate that if these deaf children should marry con- 
genitally deaf husbands or wives, an increased proportion of deaf offspring will 
appear in the next generation; and that the continuous intermarriage of con- 
genital deaf-mutes from generation to generation may ultimately result in the 
formation ofa deaf variety of the human race in America, in which all or most 
of the children will be born deaf. 

18, In these conclusions Iam supported by the following American men ot 
science, all members of the Nationa! — — of Sciences, and most of these 
sapat on the subject of heredity. These gentlemenare Prof. Edward D. Cope, 
editor of the American Naturalist; Prof. Alpheus Hyatt, of Harvard Univer- 
sity; Prof. William H. Brewer, of Yale University; Dr. Bowditch, of Harvard 
University; Prof. Simon Newcomb, of Washington, D. C., and Prof. W. K. 
Brooks, of Johns Hopkins University. 

19, I would, therefore, urge upon the United States the importance of exam- 
ining in the next census the marital relations of defective persons and the ex- 
tent to which their defects have been inherited by their offspring. 


THE ENUMERATION OF THE DEFECTIVE CLASSES, 


F — The enumeration of the defective classes is always found to be itself de- 
fective. 

21. However perfect the classification may be, the returns of these classes 
will always be incomplete, on account of a natural objection to expose the de- 
fects of relatives, especially when these are very young. 

22. Accuracy of enumeration will be promoted by eliminating from the cen- 
sus schedules (as far as may be 1 question that could wound the 
feelings of parents or friends of afflicted persons. For example, if the enumer- 
ator approached the subject of defects by borg Peay sree the persons enumer- 
ated were perfect in sight, hearing, mind, and body, he would be more likely 
to secure the information desired than if he asked a fond mother whether her 
child was “blind, deaf and dumb, idiotic, insane, maimed, crippled, bedridden, 
or otherwise disabled.“ 

23. There are degrees in every defect, and the lesser forms are more capable of 
amelioration than the graver. Classification under the graver forms tends to 
the exclusion of the lesser from the returns; but classification under the lesser 
forms would include the graver and be less objectionable to friends, so that 
evasions would be fewer and the returns more accurate and complete. 

For example: The blind, deaf and dumb, idiotic, insane, maimed, crippled, 
bedridden, and otherwise disabled would all be returned under the head of de- 
poe in sight, hearing, mind, or body, but the converse would not necessarily 


eee was deaf from birth, and 
population was a child of deaf- 


are enumerated chiefly for educational purposes, whereas the others need elee- 
mosynary care or restraint. 

26, Public establishments for purely educational purposes should be classed as 
“ schools,” and not as asylums. They should be included in statistics relating 
to the general education of the people, and excluded from those relating to 
charitable institutions, 

27. Many children who can not profitably attend ordinary public schools on 
account of disabilities are allowed to grow up without instruction, because 
rents object to sending them to “asylums” or institutions governed by State 
boards of charity. 

28. The statistics of the Tenth Census show the following figures relating to 
defective children of school age: 


Defective children of school age (six years and under twenty-one). 


Total in the | Total in spe 
Condition. United States. | cial schoo. 
1,534 
4,893 
1.942 


29, The term “deaf and dumb“ is not only objectionable in itself, but is incor- 
rect, because it classifies these who belong to this class as laboring under a double 
disability instead of a single one. 

30. -tutes are simply persons who are deaf from childhood; and dumb- 
ness or muteness is the result of the natural defect, and not a defect in itself. 
The vocal organs are not defective. 

31. Many of the so-called deaf and dumb can speak, Some had acquired the 
art before hearing was Jost and others acquired it by instruction in schol. 

32. In the census of 1880 all persons who lost h before they reached the 
age a sixteen years are classified as deaf and dumb,” whether they can speak 
or n 

33. This incorrect and very objectionable classification leads to evasion and in- 
accurate returns, 

34. Dumbness by itself is not a defect calling for enumeration in the census 
(unless, indeed, for statistical purposes and the determination of causes), forde- 
fective speech alone is not a disability that prevents instruction in ordinary 
schools. Itdoes not materially lessen wealth-producing power, nor does it in- 
capacitate the person for military service. 

85. Persons who have not studied the subject generally fail to realize that 
deaf-mutes should be classified among the deaf and not among the dumb, and 
enumerators, therefore, can hardly be expected to follow the c cation, 

36. For the sake of accuracy in the returns, therefore, it would be well to make 
defective speech a subject of inquiry in the primary schedule relating to popu- 
lation. The dumb who are deaf and the dumb who are idiotic will appear on 
supplementary schedules relating to the deaf or the feeble-minded; and the 
dumb who are neither deficient in mind nor hearing need have no special 
schedule of iagoa 

37. Special schedules relating to all the defective classes (except the dumb) 
should be prepared with the assistance of experts, of two kinds, 9 
cialists who have studied the causes of the defects and teachers who are 
with the special methods of instruction necessary. 

38. The gravity of the disabilities — po a from deafness can be ascertained 
from two elements: m The age or period of life at which the defect occurred ; 
and (2) the amount of deafness (whether total or ial). former element 
is the more important of the two, for a slight defect of hearing in an infant re- 
sults in graver disabilities than total deafness occurring in adult life, 

For a woe in the case of the deaf infant, the defect interferes with the ac- 
quisition of language through the ear and the child remains dumb. His thoughts 
are carried on without words, so that a mental condition exists which is ab- 


normal. 

His 9 aera is so t as to beappalling; for his mind is deprived of every- 
thing that other people have ever heard of or read about that is not derived di- 
rectly from their own observation, Without special instruction such children 
grow to adult life with all the passions of men and women, but without the re- 
straining influences that spring from a cultivated understanding. 

39. Persons who become deaf in adult life have no greater disability than the 
defect itself, but where deafness occurs in childhood incidental disabilities arise 
which are than the natural defect; but because they are incidental and 
not natural, they are capable of amelioration and even complete removal b 
suitable instruction in special schools. Hence the very great importance of a 
correct enumeration of the young deaf children, 


FORM OF INQUIRY, 

40. In the primary schedule relating to popes. the defective classes should 
be grou together under the head o ysi 

stead of under “ heal 


f 


cal and mental condition,” in- 
as was done in 


1889. 
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The following form is suggested for incorporation in the primary schedule 
relating to population: 
Physical and mental condition. 


Is the person (on the day Condition of— 
of the enumerator's 2 


visit) sick or tempo- 


rarily disabled so as to ses bod: 
be unable to attend to Aha The mind. | The * 
8 business or F BED A FEE A 
uties? 15 1 : 
If so, what is the sick- . 
ness or disability? 1 ce’ aoe 8 E 8 3 2 
ear- © 4 
Sight. ing. ears of age). 3 a Z E > 
2 s |5 — 
E © 
A a 2 3 


dl. The enumerator should be instructed to ask: (a) Whether the person has 
perfectly normal sight, hearing, and speech; whether the mind is normally 
developed and in a healthy condition; and whether the bodily condition is 
normal and the general health good. If the answer is ves,“ the enumer- 
ator should indicate the reply by a horizontal mark (—) placed in the proper 
column; if “no,” by a mark sloping from right to left (7), and if the question 
is not answered in a satisfactory and reliable manner the column should be left 
blank. 15 If the physical or mental condition is reported as not perfect! 


mentary schedule relating to the special e ted 

42. As the supplementary schedules should be prepared with the assistance of 
specialists it may perhaps not be advisable for me at the present time to refer 
to the details, = so far as to say that inquiries should be instituted re- 
lating to the causes of defects and their inheritance by offspring. The marital 
8 of defective persons should be noted and the results ta The 
total number of children born to them should be recorded and the number who 
= young. The record should also note the number of defective and normal 
offspring. 

NATIVITY AND PARENTAGE. 

In examining the 8 of deaf. mutes I have had occasion to consult the 
original population schedule of former censuses, which are preserved in the 
Department of the Interior, and I have found little difficulty in tracing the fami- 
lies backward from census to census in the male line of ascent. If the name of 
the father had been given in former 8 might now be possible for genea- 
logical experts to trace from these records the American ancestry of every per- 
son now living in the United States in every branch, for the name of the father 
would give the maiden name of females. I therefore su; that in the census 
of 1890 the father’s name should be noted in that part of schedule that relates 
to the nativity of the parents, so that the people of the United States may leave 
to their descendants genealogical records from which their full ancestry may at 
any future time be ascertained. 

Yours, respectfully, 
ALEXANDER GRAHAM BELL. 

Senator EUGENE HALE, 

Chairman 


of the Census Committee of the Senate. 


ENUMERATION OF ANIMALS. 
AMERICAN AGRICULTURIST, New York, March 14, 1888. 
Dran Sm: Please find inclosed the proof of an article which will appear in 
the April number of the American Agriculturist, The subject fronted of is of 
considerable importance, and I beg leave to call your attention to it as chairman 
ot the Senate Committee on Census. A very large proportion of the number and 
va SERRE milch 2 n ba an on . — eee 
om m the census an er they form so a ion of the aggre- 
pte animal wealth of the country that it would seem as if ons omission should 
hereafter repaired. Very little alteration in the census schedules will be re- 
quired, soa the result will be a more complete enumeration than has heretofore 
been made. 
Trusting erecta matter will attract some share of your attention, I am, 
Respectful 0 
n ©. P. DEWEY. 


Hon. EUGENE HALE, 
Senate Chamber, Washington, D. C. 


[American Agriculturist, April, 1888.] 

FAULTS OF THE CENSUS.—MILLIONS OF VALUABLE ANIMALS NOT ENUMERATED. 
In the American Agriculturist for November, 1 attention was called to the 
deficiency of the census in regard to the record of animals not on farmis and 
which in the te amount to a large number and a value, 
These retarns have never been called for ee law, and the default has 
wn into a custom more honored in breach than in the observance.” 

e matter is eminently worthy of correction, and we appeal to the press gen- 
erally, and the agricultural press in particular, and to all horse-ownersand stock- 
raisers, to write or speak to their Congressman and urge his attention in this 
matter. The chairman of the Committee on the Census in the House of Repre- 
sentatives is the Hon. S. S. Cox, an able, learned, and progressive member, who 
you may be sure will look after the interest of the poor creatures who can not 
speak for themselves, and who have been contemptuously overlooked by the 
census-takers of ſormer decades. Not only are the horses not on farms” omit- 


ted from the census, but the milch cowsand swine of cities, towns, vill: , ham- 
Jets, and even on stock farms. The horse of the parson and the doctor is left out 
of the census, as well asthe costly “coaches” of the millionaire and the scrawny 


horse frame” of the junk collector. Taken together there is an immense value 
in these animals, and their owners have just cause of complaint that they are 
not enumerated. The returns of horses for three decades and for 1887 are: 


On farms. Not on farms. 


Year. 


The absurdity of the returns made when city and town horses are not in- 
cluded is shown by the following figures: 


Locality. | 1800. | 1870, | 1890, 
Suffolk County, Massachusetis (Boston) cheat 135 190 232 
Kings County, New York (Brooklyn)........ E= 1,241 1,623 
New York City and County 823 207 


As to mules, only 2 are given in three decades to Boston, only 98 (an average 
of 33) to Brooklyn, and only5to New York. The large number, comparatively, 
of horses in Kings County is due to the fact that Brooklyn City occupies onlys 
portion of the county, and the remainder is farm land. Why, asa matter of 
fact, one can see at a single glance out of the window more horses and mules 
than are given in these returns. Boston, Brooklyn, and New York together 

not less than 300,000 horses, and probably nearer 400,000. To these add 
in the count from all the other cities, towns, and villages, and the amount of defi- 
ciency may be imagined. The same deficiency appears in the record of milch 
cows and swine, as will be shown in another part of this article. The reasons 
given for the curious conditions referred to are explained in the following ré- 
sumé of statements in the census reports of the last three decades: 

In the compend of the census of 1860 the superintendent says that as all live- 
stock not on farms” was omitted in the previous census, we have in all our 
comparisons and calculations ignored it, because, being omitted in those cen- 
suses, iis introduction into the res at this time would interfere with the ap- 
parent rate of increase. These horses make a vast increase in the number re- 
turned in the agricultural schedule. This addition to all varieties of live-stock 
is a matter of no inconsiderable importance.” In the compend of 1870 he says 
that the returns include the enumeration only of live-stock found on farms. 
Consequently the large number of horses and yoke oxen and milch cows found 
in cities, towns, and villages, as well as those belonging to persons following 
commercial, mechanical, or professional pursuits in agricultural regions, are 
not reported. Noeffort was e in the census of 1870 to return these animals. 
But the superintendent, by procuring data from the State censuses, local assess- 
ments, the police in cities, and by comparisons and inferences as to the condi- 
tion of settlement, society, and occupation in each State, made as intelligent an 
estimate as ble to correct “the defect noted in the census law.” 

In the cultural volume for 1880 the Superintendent, referring to this sub- 
ject, says tas regards the horses owned by persons not occupying or culti- 
vating farms, no attempt was made to form an estimate of num ” Yetin 
numbers they are one-fifth of the whole, and in value hold a much higher pro- 
portion. The number of milch cows not on farms is very great, as the known 
condition of cities, towns, and villages show. The horses owned by men of 
wealth and leisure, the racing studs, those on stock farms, those employed in 
trade and transportation, on street railroads, on railroad contracts, in city and 
town improvements, those owned by professional men or by livery-stable keep- 
ers—these are very numerous, at least 3,000,000, and are of higher valuethan the 
average horse of the farm. The number of swine not on farms is also very large, 
and is about one-tenth of the entire swine population of the country. 

Avery important consideration in regard to the horse is his use in war, for 
en „ artillery, and transportation, and this consideration enters into the cal- 
culation of the continental nations when war material and war preparations are 
d . We give the returns from a few leading countries, which measure 
their “ horse power” as follows: 


35, 057, 065 Germany 3.522, 500 
„927,527 | Russia in Europe. 20, 016, 000 
2,911,000 | Austria se 3,541,810 


No sooner does war break out in Europe than the United States are invaded 
by horse-dealers, who come to purchase our surplus stock to put them into the 
mélée, whether on the Rhine or the Danube, the Seine or the Po. The Sultan 
of Turkey has a standing decree against the exportation of horses from his do- 
minions, as Senator PALMER, of Michigan, recently discovered when he at- 
tempted to procure Arabian stallions from Syria to mate with the Percherons 
he obtained in France, In the war of the rebellion some curious results appear 
as regards the effects of war on the horse and mule population, as shown by the 
censuses of 1860 and 1870. These animals in in the Union States and de- 
creased in the Confederate, and in those that for convenience we may call the 
“ semi-war States,“ as Maryland, Tennessee, and Kentu In these three 
States the horses and mules in the two decades appear as follows: 

Horses: Mules: 
1860. 149.90 1800... . . ese sees 200, 808 

In the ten States, Virginia, North Carolina, South Carolina, Georgia, Florida, 
Alabama, Mississippi, Louisiana, Arkansas, and Texas, the returns axe as follows: 
Mules: 

1870. 


— — 1870———————)ͤ—t—— 


. 1,122,000 . OLE, 700 
States, California, Connecticut, Delaware, Illinois, Indiana, 
aine, Massachusetts, Michigan, Minnesota, Missouri, New 
hio, Pennsylvania, Rhode Island, Ver- 


In the twen 
Iowa, Kansas, 
Hampshire, New Jersey, New Vork, O 
mont, and Wisconsin, the following results appear: 


Horses: 


— 1.7, 687 
S OIRAE BT) | 


Ny the year 1880 the disparity was in a great measure repaired, and at the 
present time those ravages of war are made up and new sources of wealth and 
rosperity have been opened. The three States first above named, which had, 
In 1860, 749,992 horses, now have 810,266, by the estimates of the Agricultural De- 7 
nt, and the ten States that had, in 1860, 1,453,535 horses, have now 2,169,- 
723, this great increase being mainly caused by the enormous advance in Texas 
from 325,698 in 1860 to 1,088,516 in 1887, Yet if Texas be excluded in both years, 
the increase in the nine States is from 1,127,837 in 1860 to 1,130,907 in 1880. 

By the census of 1560 it 1 that while the total number of cattle on farms 
was 18,288,000, those not on farms numbered 3,304,000, or one-sixth. In 1870 the 
cattle on farms numbered 24,000,000, and those not on farms a little over 4,000,- 
000, again one-sixth. Applying the same rule of proportion to 1 the cattte 
not on farms would number nearly 6,000,000, or one-sixth of the total of 35.000,- 
000. The swine on farms in 1860 numbered 30,351,213, and those not on farms 
were 3,469,000, or more than one-tenth, 

In 1880 the swine are enumerated at 47,682,000, and taking one-tenth for the 
number “not on farms,” we have nearly 5,000,000. These are the “family pigs” 
of the villager and cottager. Their value is proportionately greater than that 
of the average farm hog, and they and their productshould be counted. Soalso 
should the poultry “not on farms” be enumerated and a return made of their 

product. The village, town, and city fowls would make an immense addi- 
H rar to the recorded wealth of the country. And why shouid the milk produced 
farms” and sold to the neighbors, and the butter produced and 
? These are all important increments to the 


by cows “not on 
consumed or sold, not be coun: 
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wealth of the country. In the English and Irish census the fowls and pigs are 
the cottage 


followed up more closely, and the business done around 
certained and reported, 
In the agricultaral report of the census of 1860, Superintendent Kennedy dis- 
the effect of railroads upon horses. It wasassumed at the time that rail- 
8 came into use that the number 27 horses and 8 ome eee 
e Tork however provod precise? e contrary. orses,says the superin- 
tendent, bave multiplied more 5 since the introduction of locomotives 
than they did before. Three-fourths of all the railroads have been made since 
1850, and during the ten rs from that time up to 1860 the increase of horses 
has been the greatest. He adds that if inquiries are pursued further it will be 
found that horses have increased most in those States in which the t ex- 
tent of railroad has been made since 1850, Taking Ohio, Indianą, Illinois, Mich- 
uae — Wisconsin as an illustration, between 1850 and 1850 about 9,000 miles 
railroad were constructed in those States, and in the same the num- 
ber of horses increased 106 per cent.; that is, from 1,155,000 to 2,384,000. Follow- 
ing out this line of reasoning, it appears that the railroad mileage of 1860, which 
was 30,635, had increased in 1880 to 95,349, and in 1887 to about 150,000 miles. The 
numbered in 1860, 7,434,088; in 1880, 12,428,985; and in February, 1888, about 
13,000,000. The inerease has been steady and large, but not in proportion to that 
of the railroad mileage. 


Precisely as the census shows a steady, and determined advance in 


gradual, 
home is as- | the numbers of the urban population as compared with the total number of in- 


increase in the number of horses employed for pleasure or trafic therein, T. 
establishment of parks in the cities enlarges the disposition to pleasure ridin 
and driving, and supplies a place forthe meeting ofthe to-do classes and for 
the display of their equipages. These people want horses, and good horses, 
They are ready seid any price. In this way the ostentation and the business 
necessities of the cities and towns tend to the advantage and enrichment of the 
farmers, and encourage in them the ambition to raise the best horses possible to 
meet the exacting demands and capricious moods of those who find and foll 

a latest fashion in horses quite as much as the do in their garments. 1 
will be a simple thing for the census committee to modify the schedules of the 
census of 1890, sgo that the vast number of horses, milch cows, and swine, for so 
many years omitted in the returns, may be tabulated and their number and 
value expressed in figures. 

To sum up the whole matter, we have shown that very large and valuable in- 
terests have been omitted from the census in former years, and the mere state- 
ment of the fact and pointing out how the wrong of former administrations 
arid be repaired should be sufficient to set this matter right now and for the 

‘uture, 


habitants, so the census returns of the cities will continue to in 0 


[Table prepared by Pitman Pulsifer, clerk to Committee on the Census, United States Senate.) 


When 


Entire cost 


Popula- | Volumes 7. 

Census of— . published. Number of pages. published. | of census. Title of volume. 

by rene 3,929,214 1 $44,377.18 | 1. Return of the whole number of persons within the several districts of 
the United States, 
1800. . 5, 308, 483 1 66, 609. 04 Do. 
1 Aggregate e of ench description of persons within the United 
States, eto. 

ai Not gi 2A ee of tanas ey several a = creping a 
Hirst. . ven 8 e iting them in every county o e Union, so as they are re- 
1810........ 7,239, 881 2 { 170 in second. . 1818. 178, 444. 67 turned in the reports of the and of the ee of the 


924 in fifth. . 1884. 
845 in — 
909 in seventh. 
910 in eighth 


612 in ninth. 


1880. . 50, 155, 788 | 


1884... 
18 non — 
1880 

581 in twenty-first... — 
596 in twenty-s end 1888... 4 
twenty-third. 1883........... 

1886in and 

twenty fourth) 1883........... 


1, 922,272.00 |} fl. 


5, 862, 750. 24 


marshals 
Territories and of their respective assistants in the autumn of the year 


1810, r with returns of certain dou goods, productions of 
the soil, and agricultural stock, so far as they have been received, 
208,525.99 $ 1. Census for 1820, ete. 
A 2. of Accounts of Manufacturing Establishments, etc. 
878, 543. 13 1. Fifth Census or Enumeration of the Inhabitants of the United States 


(so wretchedly that Congress required a republication, 
which enhanced the cost of the ceusus to $378,543.13). 

1. Compendium of the Enumeration of the Inhabitants, and Statistics of 
the United States. 


th Census or Enumeration of the Inhabitants of the United States. 


Statisties of the 
the Statistics of Manufactures. 


ture. 
anufactures, 
4. Mortality and Miscellaneous Statistics. 
1. Compend 


pendium. 
2. Population and Social Statistics. 


3,336,511.00 |} 3. Vital Statistics. 


4. Wealth and Industry. 

1. Statistics of Population. 

2, Statistics of Manufactures. 

8. Statistics of 8 

4. Agencies of Transportation. 

5. Cotton Production in the United States, part 1. 


6. Cotton Production in the United States, part 2. 

7. Valuation, Taxation, and Public Indebtedness. 

8. News: and Ship-building, 

9, Forest of Ni Ame and Portfolio of Maps. 
10. Petrole Coke, and Building 


14. Mining Laws of the United States. 

15. Mining Industries of the United States. 

16. Water Power of the United States, part 1. 

17. Water Power of the United States, part 2. 

18, Social Statistics of Cities, part 1. 

19. Social Statistics of Cities, part 2. 

20, Wages, Prices of Necessaries of Life, Trades Societies, and Strikes and 


Lockouts. 
21. Defective, Dependent, and Deli Classes. 
22, Power and Machinery employed in Manufactures and the Ice Industry. 
23, Compendium, part 1. 


21. Compendium, part 2. 


STATEMENT OF HON. CARROLL D. WRIGHT. 
JANUARY 11, 1889. 


The chairman of the committee, Senator HALE, Nef Hon. Carroll D. 
Wright to make . eee, he might desire in relation to the bill under con- 
sideration (I. R. 1659). 

Mr. Wuicur. I have very carefully studied, in all its bearings, the bill as it is 
now before the committee. ‘This was done at the invitation of the chairman of 
the Census of the House of Representatives about a yearago. [ 
know that it was drawn, not only after careful stady of the act of 1879, but with 
the experience of the census of 1880 under the same. 

Many difficulties were encountered under the act of 1879 in regard to inter- 
pretation by auditing officers, and also in relation to administration under its 


visions by enumerators, and in various other ways. All these difficulties 
ve been eliminated in this bill, though itis ically the law of 1879, adapted 
to the actual admin on of the Census Office for the taking of the Eleventh 


which are necessary 
Ə Tenth Census con- 


Census. 
The bill before the committee includes just those 
to be carricd out in a general way. My experience in 


there will be no difficulty in any out the instructions of 
17 — no d 8 direction. 


gress 
inducing the States to take their own census and furnish a certain class of 
information to Congress. for which Congress will remunerate the States. In 
the last census very few States took interest enough in the matter to carry out 
instructions properly. Information came in behindhand, and the law was 
stretched in order to pay the bills accruing for the work. 

We took our census of 18% in Massachusetts inourownlway. Congress, how- 
ever, could lay down a course for all the States to 2 and could Page the 
information collected by the States and used by e United States. The Gov- 
ernment would then obtain information as to the population and the number 


of voters in each State, If this was done every five the United States 
would have no trouble in col the information, is is a practical plan. 
Another feature in the act of was the enumerators should make 


VVV 


1889. 
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„77S. and the copies 
th the clerk of the court of the county in which they lived. The making of 
these copies was paid for at the rate of 10 cents for 100names. This was a hard- 
ship to enumerators, because each name carried with it a of informa- 


tion, and 10 cents a hundred words is the usual rate for copying; but to copy 
the ee involved a large amount of work for which the enumerators re- 
ceived no pay. f 

In addition to this they were required to deposit their copies at the places 
above mentioned, with a view to making corrections should any one appear for 
that purpose The records were obliged to remain at the county court-house 
for three days. No value has ever been received from this feature of the law 
of i579. The present bill eliminates this old provision and establishes a rule 
that a munici government desiring copies of the census, with the informa- 
tion designated, should make request of the superintendent, whoshould furnish 
the copies to such government, and the municipal government is to pay there- 
for. will be a valuable feature in the coming census and will enable 
municipal governments to obtain copies, if they wish, but it would not force 
such copies upon them. 

The other features of this bill which differ from the act of 1879 are informal 
eg administrative, and will come up for consideration by the committee section 

y section. 


STATEMENT OF HON. WILLIAM WARNER, 


JANUARY 12, 1889. 

Mr. CHAIRMAN AND GENTLEMEN OF THE COMMITTEE: As to the details of this 
matter. I have given it but little thought. Dr. ATKINSON, who is here, has taken 
consid interest in the subject and I know is m more with it 
than lam. My only purpose in coming here this morning is to impress upon 
the committee, if possible, the importance of taking some action in the taking of 
the next census to ascertain the number of old soldiers and sailors in the country. 

My views are expressed in this small memorial which I hold in my hand. ad- 
dressed to the rman of the committee and signed by Henry Hall, business 
manager of the Tribune. 

I do not, of course, speak officially for the Grand Army of the ba sere That 
body has taken, to my knowledge, no united action on this question. but I do 
know, from conversation with members of that organization throughout the 
country, and with different department commanders (and I have visited many 
of them in the Jast few months) that there is a general feeling that in the near 
future at least the pension question is to be solved by a service pension. How 
soon that may be is a question; the sooner the better. 

In order that legislators may act intelligently and have some reliable estimates 
kai which to base their action, it will be necessary to have the information in- 

uded in the census taken by the General Government. I that the 
only reliable information which is had now in the Pension 0 is that which 
has been furnished through the Grand Army posts of the country to the Com- 
missioner of Pensions. 
estimate the survivors of the war of the rebellion outside of those 


taken, showing the name, the command, the age of the survivor, it 
tainly furnish very valuable information upon the pension question. 
The collecting of this statistical information would of course cause additional 


The record thus made would 
the war. Lapprehend that no man to-day has ever figured out the number of 
troops who were actually engaged in the Union Army. I know that is the im- 

ression of General Sherman. I havea letter from him on this subject (but have 
n unable to find it this morning) showing that the number engaged in the 
Union Army was largely exaggerated by reason of re-enlistments, the same men 
appearing in different zations. These names have never se) 
in such a way as wp gon the exact numbers. 

On the question of service pensions it seems to me that it would be unneces- 
sary to give the regimental Sepp eatin, though I would have that informa- 
tion for other p I think it is the duty of this Government to furnish 
to the men who are entitled to pensions every reasonable facility for obtaining 
the evidence to enable them to secure their All of us know that we 
lose sight of comrades who were with usin our regiments or companies. If 
this census was taken so as to furnish the requisite information as to 
mental organizations, battery, war ship, etc.,a claimant for a pension 
turn at once to this record to ascertain the residence of a I think 
this information would be of incalculable service to those who are entitled to a 

nsion, It would also be valuable data for the Commissioner of Pensions, if 

is anxious to discharge his duty faithfully, not only to the Government but 
to claimants for pensions. 

I bave said in a general way about all that I care to say. I know the impor- 

to you of minutes to the committee at this portion of the session. Action 
by you in this, in my judgment, would meet the approval certainly of 
vivors of the war, and I believe of the ger generally. 

I have notconsulted with any experts of the census upon the points involved 
in my remarks, I am not on the Census Committee, and as you gentlemen 
understand, a member of the House has other matters to engage his attention, 
sothat I have not given this matter special consideration. My friend Dr. ATKIN- 
sox, who is present, has. I have simply come here to express my ideas in a gen- 
eral way without going into details. 


STATEMENT OF HON. LOUIS E. ATKINSON. 


JANUARY 12, 1839, 

Mr. CHAIRMAN AND GENTLEMEN OF THE COMMITTEE: I shall with pleasure ac- 
cept the invitation of the chairman to express my views upon the question now 
under consideration by the committee, First of all I to say that most of 

reasons for taking the census with these contemplated changes are very well 
stated in the memorial of Mr. Hall, addressed to the chairman of this committee, 
and which was printed at his instance by the Senate. 

There is another reason for taking the census with the additions mentioned, 
and that is that I believe it will save money to the United States. An attem: 
was made in the House of tatives to secure the amendments we desire, 
but the effort was unsuccessful there, and on that account weappear bere, The 
House, however, provided for the taking of the names of the survivors of the 
Army, Navy, and Marine Corps. 

677 See Sal ee eee ee 
age, service, an company an ment ev soldier w. 
served during the war, and the ship or eee in whieh a sailor or ma- 
rine served. Ithink this information will save money to the United States. 
There is in the Pension Office a division known, I believe, as the Army and 
eines survivors’ division, which employs forty clerks. The expense of main- 
taining this division is $60,000 a year. $ 

es of the number of survivors of the Army vary very much indeed, 


The War Department estimates that there are from 800,000 to 900,009 soldiers 
living. The Commissioner of Pensions, in an interview I had with him, stated 
that there were 1,307,000 soldiers living, which includes only Union soldiers, 
sailors,and marines. So that there is a difference of 400,000 or 500,000 men. 
That is a very wide difference. It is impossible to base any intelligent legisla- 
tion upon any estimate that can be made of the survivors of the war. 

This division in the Pension Office which I have mentioned undertakes now 
to secure just exactly what I desire to have secured by the next census; that is, 
the name, residence, age, company and regiment, and date of service of every 
survivor of the Union forces, for the purpose of procuring evidence. I would 
have the record embrace the several organizations in which each man served, 
including the company, for the purpose of enabling applicants before the Pen- 
sion Office to secure the testimony of their comrades. 

In to the question of the difficulties to be encountered in the practical 
work of the enumerators, I think it would be as difficult for a man to forget the 
day of his marriage as to forget the company and regiment in which he served. 
In fact, it is impossible for a man to forget that. You will observe that the bill 
before the committee provides that a previous schedule“ shall be made out. 
This, as I understand it, will be a paper containing certain inquiries to be filled 
an by. ne h a ofthe family. -The military record of soldiers in the family can 

em n it. 

The Pension Office now is endeavoring to make up skeleton lists of regiments, 
but they are necessarily incomplete. Most of the information in the posses- 
sion of the Pension Office has been obtained from the Grand Army posts, but 
many veterans live distant from any army posts, and information in regard to 
them has not been gathered. 

As to the expense of collecting the information sought by us, the maximum 
compensation paid to the enumerator, as provided in the bill, will be 3 cents 
for each person named. If there are a million soldiers living, and 3 cents addi- 
tional is paid for each soldier sailor and marine, it will make just $30,000 for the 
enumeration of that million. 

The cost of the division of the Army and Navy survivors in the Pension Office 
is about 800, O0 a year. Therearefortyclerksthere. Half that number of clerks 
could be dispensed with in a year after the information that will be obtained by 
the census is furnished. There will be an absolute sa to the Government 
of the United States by reducing the number of clerks employed in this division 
if the census is taken as we desire it to be taken. Besides that, it will be of in- 
estimable value not merely for historical reasons, but for scientific reasons. 

It is not now known how many persons served in the Union nor in the Con- 
federate armies. Estimates differ very widely on the subject. One estimate 
(the Provost-Marshal-General's report) gives the number of men who died in 
the military service of the United States as 279,008. A communication from the 
Quartermaster-General, dated only a few days ago,states that 525,000 men are 
buried in the national cemeteries alone. Nine thousand of these are Confed- 
erates, These statements show what a wide discrepancy exists in the figures 
. 1 eee cnt 

The num o n national cemeteries poy. represen’ y 
one-half of the entire number who lost their lives in war. 

The law now provides for taking a census of idiots, lunatics, and, I believe, 
criminals. I do not know of any good reason why we should not havea census 
of the men who served in If this information 
that could have been 

subject. The effect of mili the 2 of 
upon e military service upon y of men 
would be a valuable contribution to science, and we would have something by 


which to make the proper com ns, 

Iean unite with General WARNER in saying that every soldier with whom I 

FF basic ees paint nt cages 
procured by the United States. 


COMMUNICATION FROM HOX. ROBERT P. PORTER. 


Tue Press, 26 AND 28 Norra WILLIAM STREET, 

New York, January 11, 1889. 
uest contained in your letter of 
roposed Senate and leave to say that in my 

a wise and satisfactory bill as it now stands. The 
bears the same relation to the act of 1879 as the census of 1890 should 
„eee eee the bill seems to strengthen and improve 

out branching out into unknown and untried regions, and 
this same principle should be strictly applied to the taking of the Eleventh 


n those 


courage 
peeta And yet it was impossible to accurately estimate its cost. This will 
equally true of the Eleventh unless it is k 


an article the New York Press, which 
subject of the next census, 
5 and 8 1 —— in 5 a — all — 
tem enlarge scope o work, excepting e cular case re 
othe survivors of the war of the rebellion, should be abandoned. Themis- 
es of 1880 and the failures will enable the superintendent of the Eleventh 
Census to steer clear of many pitfalls if he is only wise enough to k the work 
well in hand and not try to do too much. In glancing over sundry recom- 
mendations which the committee has received in relation to this matter, you will 


reau, in regard to overloading the schedules with questions, and in relation to 
the small pay of the enumerators,arealltrue. Schedule No. 1 is literally loaded 
down now, when the compensation is taken into consideration. 

In the special investigations in 1880, the amount of work which was done by 
the people without compensation was nothing short of appalling, and it is doubt- 
ful if they will calmly stand such another violation of special agents and special 
investigations unless some adequate compensation is offered them. I am 
strongly in favor of a statistical census and a skillfully summarized census as 
sgam a historical census and a census multitudinous and cumbersome. 

t is bardy likely that these thoughts will be of any service to your com- 
4 7 but if any specific questions occur to you Ishall be glad to answer them 
can. > 
I have the honor to be, sir, with great respect, 
ROBERT P. PORTER, 
Editor of the Press. 
Hon 


. EUGENE HALE, 
Chairman of Committee on the Census of the United States Senate. 


P. S.—In the details of the bill the salaries of the chief clerk and disbursing 
ye an inc R ERA low; the former should be $3,000, and the latter 
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[The Press of January 7, 1839.] 
HINTS FOR THE NEXT CENSUS. 


Nothing pays like good 8 and good book-keeping in national 
affairs is essential to our progress, health, and welfare asa nation. We do not 
refer to that vast system of accounts by which the financial transactions of the 
Government are kept, for time and experience have perfected these methods 
until they are well-nigh perfect. Hundreds of millions of dollars pass through 
the myraid Departments and branches of the Government annually, and the 
percentage of loss is phenomenally small and mistakes rare. We do refer to 
the method provided by the Constitution, the details of which are from time to 
time arranged by act of Congress, for 6 of our national posses- 
sions, for ascertainiug the growth of population, the race, sex, age, nativity, 
and occupation of the people, and taking account of illiteracy, of the proportion 
attending the public schools, and of those unfortunates who troop under the dis- 
mal alliteration dependent, defective, and delinquent classes.’ 

Next in importance in this decennial book-keeping come what are called the 
mortality and vital statistics, or the records of the life and health of the people. 
Until Dr. John S. Billings produced his two remarkable volumes, which form a 
E of the Tenth Census, we had no records of the kind worth mentioning. 

hese statistics, really the most important after the population volume, were de- 
layed for various causes, but finally appeared, with excellent diagrams and maps, 
a nucleus or foundation for this branch of inquiry for all time to come. Here we 
have the relations of age, sex, color. race, l ity, ete., to death; the causes of 
death, the ages of the living population, and a variety of se information 
touching the most vital subject, namely, the life and health of the people. Money 
spent on accurate vital statistics is never w: $ 

The next Superintendent of the Census should, above and beyond all else, lay 
his plans so as to secure the most accurate enumeration of the population and 
the most complete mortality and vital statistics ever obtąined in this country. 
Feeling secure on these points, the next most Sore matters to coverin the 
order of importance, are as follows: Agricultural statistics; statistics of manu- 

uring and mining; statistics of wealth, taxation, and public indebtedness, 
other than national, and a volume on transportation, including statistics of 
railroads, both fiscal and physical characteristics, steam navigation, canals, tel- 
egraphs, and telephones, These are essentials of a census, and all the powers 
and all the means of the Census Bureau should be concentrated upon these in- 
vestigations in order to make them comprehensive and thorough. 

The census should be as near plain, clear, concise, simple book-keeping as 
possible. History may not be altogether out of place in some cases, but it is 
not necessary, while discussion as to results reached is entirely irrelevant and 
under no circumstances should be tolerated. Facts only are wanted, and they 
should be furnished as rapidly as possible. The value of some of the investiga- 
tions made by the experts of the Tenth Census was undoubtedly great, but 
hardly within the scope of the census. Take for example the ‘‘Social Statis- 
tics of Cities,“ by Col. rge E. Waring; the Mining Industries of the United 
States,” by Rap! Pumpelly; “Mining Laws,” and “ Statistics and Technol- 
ogy of the Precious Metals,” by Clarence King; News 
tions,” by S. N. D. North; Water Powers of the United 
W. P. Trowbridge; ‘‘Wage Tables,” by Josiah D. Weeks; actory Laws,” 
by Carroll D. Wright; Technology and Uses of Petroleum,” by S. F. Peck- 
ham; “Forests of North America,” by Charles S. Sargent; “Cotton Produc- 
tion,” by Eugene W. Hilgard; Tobacco Culture,” by Professor Killibrew; 
* Building Stone of the United States,” and a score of other reports by equally 
able and scientific men. 

All this work was important, and most of it was ably done. Still itis not 
strictly statistical work. The statistics in every one of the above reports, if the 
next superintendent is a practical man, can be taken from these weighty and 
scientific volumes, and with e e small expense brought down to 1890. 
The rest of the matter will stand for all time to come, or until Congress orders 
a special investi on of any one of the subjects. The wage tables and factory 
reports, mining laws, and so forth, should now be turned over to the Labor Bu- 
reau, and can no longer be regarded as a necessary part of the census work. 
The Eleventh Census, therefore, should be crystallized to six orseven important 
volnmes, and the work for those important branches of inquiry should be done 
well, And above all it should be simplified. But how? 

The most effective way of simplifying the work is to reduce all schedules 


to the simplest form ible and leave off all but essential questions. Many of 
important invest ons failed in 1850 because the Ti oda in spite of the 
advice of more experienced and practical statisticians like eral Walker, sent 


forth small volumes in the shape of schedules containing hundreds of irrelevant 
questions. The statistics as to the number of persons employed in the various 
industries should be included on the enumerator’s schedule in the same way as 
the statistics of occu) ns. It is doubtful if the value of capital invested in 
given industries and the amount of wages d can be obtained with any de- 

ee of accuracy. It has been abandoned in England because the results have 
af unsatisfactory and misleading. No branch of the census will require more 
care than the gathering of these statistics of manufacturing industries. Thesta- 
tistics of weeks taxation, and public indebtedness, transportation, and some 
other important investigations, with the basis we now have to work upon, can 
be carried on successfully as separate investigations. 

In conclusion, the Press feels it important to say that the next census must 
be confined to proper limits and be thorough in all vital points. Less historical 
and more statistical, less scientific and more practical, less cumbersome and more 
easy of access, less of an encyclopedia and more of an inventory of the nation’s 

ions and report of its progress. And, lastly, it should be completed be- 
fore the dawn of the year of our Lord 1900, 


The question being taken on concurring in the amendments of the 
Senate, they were concurred in. 

Mr. COX moved to reconsider the vote by which the amendments 
were concurred in; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The Jatter motion was agreed to. 


DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I now move that the House resolve it- 
self into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for 
the purpose of further considering general appropriation bills. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
Mr. Dockery in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the unfinished business. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

in ri- 
Fe i gi fee 
purposes, 


Mr. HERBERT. Under the heading Naval Establishment, Mr. 


Chairman, on page 26 of the bill, and after line 3, I move the insertion 
of the amendment I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

B f Constructi d Repair: T. ly a defici ri- 
ation for contrac Sad Soper vnrce DOD. n7 fn the approp 

Mr. HERBERT. I understand there is no objection to the amend- 
ment on the part of the committee, and it is necessary that this sum 
should be provided. 

The amendment was adopted. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. Rogers having taken the 
chair as Speaker pro ¢empore, a message from the Senate, by Mr. Mo- 
Cook, its Secretary, announced that the Senate had agreed to the amend- 
ments of the House to bills of the following titles, namely: 

A bill (S. 172) establishing a customs collection district in Florida, 
to be known as the collection district of Tampa, and for other pur- 


poses; 

A bill (S. 2816) to authorize the construction of a bridge for railway 
purposes across the Mississippi River between the States of Wisconsin 
and Minnesota, to be located north of and in the vicinity of the city of 
Alma, Wis.; and 

A bill (S. 3285) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the 
Teusas River at or near Kirk’s Ferry, Louisiana. 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendments the bill (H. R. 12008) making appropriations for the sun- 
dry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1890, and for other purposes; in which the concurrence of the House 
of Representatives was requested. 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House the amendments 
of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 12008) making appropriations for the 
sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1890, and for other pu 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill the title of which has just 
been stated, if there be no objection, will be referred to the Committes 
on Appropriations, and the amendments of the Senate ordered to be 


rinted. 

Mr. SAYERS. I do not see the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, in his seat. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is informed that both the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] and the gentleman from 
Alabama [Mr. FoRNEY] desire that this should be done. 

Mr. SAYERS. Very well. 

There being no objection, the bill wus referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and the amendments of the Senate ordered to be 
printed. 

DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Committee of the Whole resumed its session. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


we machinery, Bureau of Steam Engineering, 1886 and prior years, 


Mr. SAYERS. On page 30, at the end of line 12, I move the inser- 
tion of the words and thirteen cents,“ so that the amount will read: 
“ $103,046.13.” 

The amendment was adopted. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Relief of James E. Jouett: To relieve Rear-Admiral James E. Jouett, United 
States Navy, from accountability for the sum of $400 paid to him March 6, 1885, 
by Pay Inspector John H. Stevenson, United States Navy, upon a voucher for 
that amount approved February 28, 1885, by the Secretary of the Navy, authority 
is hereby granted to the pro accounting officers to credit the account of Rear- 
‘Admiral Jouett with the said amount expended by him, $100. 


Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment I send to 
the desk, to come in after line 14 on page 33. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


To reimburse Mrs. Almira R. Hancock forexpensesincurred by her husband, 
Maj. Gen. W.S. Hancock, in the entertainment of the official visitors at the 
Yorktown Centennial, $2,100, or so much thereof as may be necessary, to be 
disbursed on vouchers to be approved by the Secretary of War. 


Mr. SAYERS. In reference to that amendment I will say that the 
clause which has just been read provides for the relief of Rear-Admiral 
James E. Jouett, and inasmuch as the committee have permitted that 
to be inserted in the bill I do not feel authorized to raise the point of 
order upon the amendment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania. I 
desire, however, that he shall make a statement to the committee as ta 
the amendment before the vote is taken upon it. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I will state, in response to the tleman from 
Texas, that General Hancock was directed by the Secretary of War to 
take of the military display at the celebration of the centennial 
at Yorktown; that in that display a considerable amount of his per- 
sonal funds were necessarily expended, and expended in connection with 
his duties as commander-in-chief of the military forces. For these ex- 
penditures vouchers were obtained, but have never been paid; and this 
amendment is simply to provide that they may be submitted to the 
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Secretary of War, both Mr. Lincoln, then Secretary of War, and Mr. 
Bayard, now Secretary of State, approving the suggestion of the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I would like to ask the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania if any of the bills to which he refers were incurred for the pur- 
chase of wine and liquors used on that occasion? 

Mr. BINGHAM. I will state to the gentleman that I know nothing 
of the details. They will be submitted, the same as every other voucher 
in connection with the centennial at Yorktown, to the Secretary of War, 
and I know nothing whatever of the expenditures. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I would like to insert a proviso that no part of the 
money there shall be paid for wines or liquors. I offer that as an amend- 
ment, 
$ Mr. KELLEY. I hope that amendment will be promptly voted 

own. 

Mr. CHEADLE. And I hope it will be just as promptly adopted. 
I am opposed to taxing the people of the country who pay these enor- 
mous bills for the wines and liquors used in such entertainments, 

The question being taken on the adoption of the amendment to the 
amendment, the committee divided; and there were—ayes 9, noes 73. 

So the amendment of Mr. CHEADLE was rejected. 

The amendment of Mr. BINGHAM was then adopted. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To compensate the owners of the schooner E. C. Allen for injuries sustained 
by that vessel in a collision with United States ship Constellation in the harbor 
of Portsmouth, N. H., on the night of October 1, 1 884. 

Mr. BOWDEN. I desire to offer the following amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


To pay the Potomac Steamboat Company the sum of $5,390 for damages, in 
addition to the . heretofore made, growing out of the sinking of 
the steamer Excelsior by the United States steam-tug Fortune, said sum being 
the amount paid by said company under a decree of the circuit court of the 
United States for the eastern district of Virginia, which decree was affirmed by 
the Supreme Court, 

Mr. SAYERS. I raise the point of order that there is no law au- 
thorizing this appropriation; therefore the amendment has no place 
upon this bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. Can the gentleman from Virginia suggest any 
law by which this appropriation is authorized ? 

Mr. BOWDEN. By the act approved March 3, 1883, making an 
appropriation of a similar character for this vessel. 

Mr. SAYERS. There was an appropriation of $19,000 made for pay- 
ment to the owners of this vessel for damages sustained at the time 
the gentleman suggests; but since then there has been no law author- 
izing the payment of these other damages. 

Mr. BOWDEN. | It is a fact that in the law there was a reservation 
that it was to be considered in full satisfaction of all claims now due; 
but as a part of the same casualty, and as a part of the same transac- 
tion, a suit was brought against that company for salvage, and the 
United States court for the eastern district of Virginia rendered judg- 
ment against this company for $5,600. That company appealed to the 
Bupreme Court, and the Supreme Court has affirmed that decision. It 
is a part of the same casualty, and making up a deficiency that the Gov- 
ernment has already admitted. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the gentleman from Vir- 

ia that in view of the statement he has just made, and without any 
er investigation, it would, in the opinion of the Chair, require ad- 
ditional legislation to make this appropriation in order under the rules, 

Mr. BOWDEN. Why, the decision of the Supreme Court is law of 
itself. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair has no doubt of the point of order 
being well taken and must sustain it. There is no legislation at the 
present authorizing this amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: ‘ 

Surveying the public lands: To pay amount found due by the accounting offi- 
cers on account of surveying the public lands for the year 1887 to Myron 
Willsie for seryices and expenses in examination of surveys in Dakota, $335.50. 

Mr. McCREARY. I desire to offer an amendment, after line 8, page 
36, by adding: ‘‘ Office of the surveyor-general, Washington Territory, 
for salaries of clerks in his office, $500.’’ 

Mr. SAYERS. I reserve the point of order on that amendment. 

Mr. McCREARY. I desire to make an explanation of it. As a rule 
I usually follow the Committee on Appropriations, and have not this 
session, I believe, offered an amendment to any appropriation bill 
brought in by that committee. The members of the committee are 
prudent and wise, and usually have good judgment, but I think this 
amendment should be adopted. It provides for the payment of the 
small sum of $500 to be used by the surveyor-general in the Territory 
of Washington to pay an extra clerk. I have here a letter written by 
General Breckinridge, surveyor-general of Washington Territory, in 
which he at considerable length details the necessity for additional 
clerical force. > ~ 

Mr. SAYERS, How much is it that you ask? 

Mr. McCREARY. Only $500. 4 

Mr. SAYERS. Cut it down to $200. 

Mr. McCREARY. He has been at work three months. 

Mr. SAYERS. Put it at $250 and I will accept the amendment. 
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Mr. McCREARY. Very well; put it at $250. 
The amendment as modified was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Compensation to clerks in post-offices: Benjamin M. Welch, postmaster, New 
Martinsville, W. Va. 

For clerk-hire undercredited in— 

tocol sein 1887, $9. 

Second quarter, 1887, $9. 

Mr. RICE. [I offer the following amendment: 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 38, after line 20, add a new paragraph. as follows: 

“To enable the Secretary of the Treasury to pay upon the order of the Post- 
master-General to the American Grocers’ Association of the city of New York 
the sum of $486, or so much thereof as may be found equitably due, for pose 
erroneous! paid by said association pursuant to an act ‘ for the relief of the 
— rocers’ Association of the city of New York,’ approved October 12, 


Mr. SAYERS. The committee have investigated that matter, and 
the gentleman from Minnesota is authorized to offer the amendment, 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Foreign mail transportation: Oregon Railway and Navigation Company: 
For 8 of the United States mails from Port Townsend, Wash.,and 
Victoria, British Columbia, during the quarter ended June 30, 1888, 854. 23. 

The fo ing sums for the postal service shall be payable from the postal rev- 
enues of the respective years to which they are properly chargeable. 


Mr. ADAMS. I move to strike out the last word. I wish to know 
the ground of this last clause read. 

The foregoing sums for the postal service shall be payable from the postal 
revenues of the respective years to which they are properly chargeable. 

I had supposed that there were no postal revenues for any recent 
years that have not been used up. 

Mr. SAYERS, That language is used for the simple reason that the 
law requires it to be used. 

Mr. ADAMS. But if it is true for several years a sum has to be ap- 
propriated out of the Treasury to make good a deficiency for postal 
revenues, how can it be paid out of the postal revenues for that year? 

Mr. SAYERS. Because it is an indetinite appropriation; and this 
clause in the bill merely follows the language of the statute. 

Mr. BINGHAM. It is merely a system of accounts. 

Mr. ADAMS. Very well; I withdraw the pro forma amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


To enable the Postmaster-General to pay to the em poyas and late employés 
of the Post-Office Department additional compensation for services rendered 
by such employés as were embraced in orders of the Postmaster-General®dated 
April 11 and June 18, 1885, requiring extra hours of labor, said additional com- 
pensation to be ted by the extra time said employés were actually en- 
gaged in rendering service under said orders, $13,089. 


Mr. ROGERS. Before submitting the observations which I intend 
to make, I want to ask the gentleman from Texas [Mr. SAYERS] in 
charge of this bill whether or not this item beginning on line 6 and 
closing with line 14 on the thirty-ninth page of the bill is found in 
the estimate, and if so, when first it is so found. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, pending the reply of the gentleman 
from Texas I desire to offer an amendment to this paragraph. : 
Mr. ROGERS. I yield to the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. DOCK- 

ERY] for that purpose. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I desire to offer an amendment to include the 
clerk in the office of the general superintendent of the railway mail 
service for the same period. I do not think there will be any objec- 
tion to it. 

Mr. SAYERS. We do not know how much the amount is, 

Mr. DOCKERT. The amendment is offered to cover the same time 
and exactly similar services. 

Mr. SAYERS. I will state to the gentleman that these items of ap- 
propriation are all specifically fixed by the De ent, and we can not 
tell from this amendment, or from the information that we have, whether 
the total amount is sufficient or not. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I will withdraw the amendment for the present, 
in view of the fact that I can not now specify the amount. 

Mr. ROGERS. Now, Mr. Chairman, I renew my question to the 
gentleman from Texas [Mr. SAYERS] whether or not there are regular 
estimates for these sums, 

Mr. SAYERS. I will say, in reply to the question of the gentleman 
from Arkansas, that a bill was introduced in the House on the 17th 
day of December, 1888, which was referred to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads, and was by that committee returned tothe 
House with a report asking that it be referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, 

Mr. ROGERS. Butarethere any estimates at all from the Depart- 
ment for such items prior to that time? 

Mr. SAYERS. If the gentleman will turn to pages 14 and 15 of the 
report accompanying this bill he will find a full account of the matter. 

Mr. ROGERS. But what I want to get at is this: The information 
that we get in that report was sent to Congress on the 2d day_of Janu- 
ary, 1889, whereas these appropriations go back to orders made by the 
Postmaster-General in 1885. Now, I want to know whether or not 
any estimates were made by the Department and sent to Congress be- 
tween 1885 and 1889 asking for these appropriations. 

Mr. SAYERS. There has been no estimate at all; but I will state 
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to the gentleman from Arkansas that the committee in recommending 
this appropriation have followed the policy adopted by Congress at the 
last session, when an appropriation was made to pay employés of the 
War Department for extra service. Wherever the eight-hour law ap- 

lied and employés were compelled to labor more than eight hours per 

y, Congress at its last session authorized payment for the extra labor, 
and this clause in the pending bill does nothing more than follow the 
policy which was settled in the last Congress in reference to those em- 
ployés in the War De ent. 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Chairman, I find no fault with the action of the 
Appropriations Committee 1n inserting this provision in the deficiency 
bill. Indeed, I think they did right in inserting it, otherwise I should 
have interposed a point of order, which I think the Chair would have 
been compelled to sustain. But I avail myself of this opportunity to 
invite the attention of the House to a practice which has grown up in 
the Departments, but which I think is more honored in the breach than 
in the observance. . I read from paragraph 7, of section 9, of Article I, of 
the Constitution, as furnishing the basis for the criticism which I pro- 
pose tomake. It provides that— 

No money shall be drawn from the Treasury but in consequence of soproni 
tions made by law; and a regular statement and account of the receipts and 
expenditures of all public money shall be published from time to time, 

The manifest purpose of this provision of the Constitution is to keep 
the purse-strings of the nation in the hands of Congress. It is to pro- 
. hibit either the Departments or other persons from entering into con- 

tracts or engagements of any description which shall become a claim 

or charge upon the Treasury in the absence of any provision by Con- 
gress authorizing the expenditure. Now, to illustrate this, if any one 
, chooses to examine section 3738 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States, it will be found to provide that eight hours shall constitute a 
day’s work for all Jaborers, workmen, and mechanics who may be em- 
ployed by or on behalf of the Government of the United States. It is 
true, Mr. Chairman, that the Supreme Court, in the construction of this 
act of Congress, have said that it is not to be construed so as to pro- 
hibit any Departmentor executive officer from entering into contracts 
with citizens for a greater term of service than eight hours, but the 
manifest purpose of the law is to limit the work in the Department to 
eight hours a day. In the report of the Committee on Appropriations 
accompanying this bill, I find a communication from the Postmaster- 

General, transmitting to Congress certain orders as the basis of this 

claim inst the Government of the United States, and I send to the 

Clerk’s desk to be read the orders found upon page 14 of this report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT EMPLOYÉS. 
Post-Orrics DEPARTMENT, Washington, D. C., January 2, 1889. 

DEAR Sim: I have the honor to acknowledge receipt of your communication 

of the 19th ultimo, pcan | H. R. 11819, entitled “A bill for the relief of em- 
the Post-Office Department.“ and requesting me to 


the number of employés contemplated 
n excess of the regular official hours per 


day, the amount of wages paid to each during the paa that the orders of the 
Postm: r-G 18, 8 


In reply I beg to hand you herewith copies of the orders above referred to, to- 
gether with the record ofsaid porn be containing all the information requested, 


I have the honor to be your nt servant! 


bon M. DICKINSON, 
Postmaster- General. 


Hon. C. L. ANDERSON, M. O., 
Chairman Subcommittee of the Committee on 
Post-Ofice and Post-Roads, House of Representatives. 
8 See POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT, 
FFICE OF THE PosTMASTER-GENERAL, 
Washington, D. C., Aprii 11, 1835. 

Order No. 102.—Until further ordered the clerks in the appointment division, 
in the bond division, and such as may be required in the livery and cor- 
respondence and salary and allowance ions of the office of the First As- 
sistant Postmaster-General, are required to attend from 6.30 until 9 o'clock in 
the evening for the purpose of facilitating the dispatch of applications and 
pre 


ration of rs for action. 
r. Fowler, cate personally for the First Assistant Postmaster-General, will 


ti f this order, 
personally direct the execution o WII. F. VILAS, 


POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF THE ENERA: 
Washington, D. C., June 18, 5 


Order No. 130,—Until further ordered the clerks of the several divisions of 
the office of the First Assistant Postmaster-General, including all detailed tem- 
porurily for work therein, are required to attend from 9 a. m. to 5.30 p. m. of 
each day; and the First Assistant Postmaster-General will assign to the ap- 
pointment divisien such of the clerks in other divisions and during such hours 


Order No. 103, of April Il. is abrogated, 
er No. 102, of Ap n F. P a 

Mr. ROGERS, It will be seen, Mr. Chairman, that this service was 
performed under positive orders made by the Postmaster-General; and 
on the opposite page of this report are the names of the parties who per- 
formed this service, the number of hours that they worked, and the 
amounts due them under the ordinary operation of law for the extrasery- 
ice thus performed. 3 2 observed Tabel claim upon the 
Government for it is properly not a deficiency, strictly speak - 
ing—this claim upon the Government which has arisen in pursuance 


of these orders issued in 1885, has been kept away from Congress until 
the present time; that is, until January of the present year. As to 
why these claims were kept away no explanation is given. But it will 
be found by examining section 3679 of the Revised Statutes that— 


No Department of the Government shall expend in any one fiscal year an: 
sum in excess of appropriations made by Congress for that fiscal year, or invo 
the Government in any contract for the future payment of money in excess of 
such appropriations. * 


So that here was a direct and specific provision of the statutes (not 
the only one, either) prohibiting any executive officer of the Govern- 
ment from spending a dollar in excess of appropriations previously made; 
and as I before remarked and now reiterate, that provision of the stat- 
utes conforms to the spirit of the Constitution, which prohibits any ex- 
penditure of money from the Treasury until appropriations therefor 
have been made. So that it was impossible without violation of the 
provisions of this statute for any executive officer to expend money in 
excess of the appropriations made for the purpose. 

This practice of compelling employés to work more than eight hours 
presents, therefore, a method of avoiding the operation of this statute 
by creating a claim against the Government, and that, too, in violation 
of another enactment of law which provides that eight hours per day 
shall be the ordinary time of service for employés of the Government. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, obtained the floor and yielded his time 
to Mr. ROGERS. 

Mr. ROGERS. I thank the gentleman from Kentucky for his court- 
esy. 

Mr. Chairman, the observations I have made are sufficient to invite 
the attention of the House and the country to the fact that thiscustom 
growing up in the Departments, of avoiding the provisions of the stat- 
ute and creating claims against the Government without authority of 
law, is in express violation of the spirit of the Constitution of our coun- 
try, which prohibits the expenditure of public money until appropria- 
tions have been made therefor. But this, perhaps, is not, as I said be- 
fore, such a violation, because in its present status it is a mere claim 
against the Government—a claim that the ent had no right to 
create, arising in pursuance of an order, without authority of law. I 
say without authority of law,“? because I have given the statutes a 
pretty careful examination,and I can find no law modifying these acts 
of Congress which I have just cited. I repeat that this practice, grow- 
ing up, perhaps, under this as well as other administrations, brought 
this Congress to the consideration of a bill, going back and under- 
taking to adjust salaries over a period of twenty years, involving the 
Government in enormous expenditures, probabl in great suits in the 
courts, and other difficulties of the kind which I have mentioned. 

Mr. Chairman, inasmuch as these claims were created under the 
present Administration I am glad they have been brought to the at- 
tention of the present Administration, so that each administration shall 
at least clean up and clear up whatever may have been done wrong 
under it, if anything has been done wrong. 

I desire also to call attention to a provision found in the act of May 
1, 1884, volume 23, Statutes at Large, page 17, as follows: 


* è And hereafter no Department or officer of the United States shall 
accept Norge | service — — 3 or * personal service in 
excess of that authorized n cases o den rgency x 
ing the loss of human life or the 2 of . N ary 

I also desire to print the following tables as illustrating what has 
been done in this regard: 


Record of employés, with estimated additional compensation, etc. 


[Record of employés embraced in orders of the Postmaster-General dated, re- 
2 A 1 and June 18, 1885, requiring extra hours of duty in the office of 
0 First Assistant P. eneral, said April II, over a period extend- 


ing to the 18th day of November, 1885, covering one hundred and eighty-nine 
working days, or three hund 
mated additional compensation 
the extra time shown, with copies 
eral appended.] 


and 8 and 8 7 esci- 
mpu upon a basis cents per fi 
of the offisial ——— Gen, 


Total extra com- 


E. C. Fowler“ seve] $2,000 8208. 10 
P. A. Tracey .. 1.600 206.10 
George G. Fe: 1.600 20. 10 
Hugh Nisbet e e 206. 10 
John Goldsborougu ...... 1, 600 206. 10 
George E. Gambrill .. I. 600 200. 10 
W. V. W. Weaver 1,600 206. 10 
William Van Vleck. z 1,200 206.10 
John B. Carns „| 1,600 206. 10 
Lee S. Mortimer 1,600 206.10 
Thomas F. 1,600 206. 10 
E. S. Maloney 1,600 206.10 
J. W. F. W. 1,600 206. 10 
Henry G. Forkert... 1,600 135. 00 
*Chief of appointment division. 1885. 
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N. F. Aldrich “......... 81. 600 2} | 343) $206, 10 
William S. Daniels* 1, 600 2} 3137 200. 10 
John N. Dorris 1,600 2} | 43} 206, 10 
gags Fry e pan 4 A3 apy 
A. E. Helm ..... 1,400 24 | 3435 206.10 
Louis E. Beall 1.400 2) | 3435 206.10 
ik ae 1,200 2i 2% 210 

. A. Turner. K . 
G. M. Brumbaugh 1,200 a 343} 206.10 
John T. Morton...... 1,000 27 at 206.10 
C B Dick 1800 2 A3} 306.10 

>. B. * n 

Charles MeKay 2 1.200 2 A3} 206. 10 
Wiiliam P. Down 1,200 24 | S435 206, 10 
J. B. She 1,200 24 sist * 206.10 
Asa P. Knight. 1,200 27 206.10 
Warner Green. 1, 600 4 343} 206.10 
W. H. Powell 1,600 8137 206. 10 
Thomas E. It 2,000 24 — 206.10 
A. II. Scott} 2,009 27 | 343 206. 10 
5 9 — 128 4 ja 22 

am - i 
4 13 „ 

„Brown. 

K. K. Kennedy. 1. 400 2} | A3} 206, 10 
©, P. Grandfield 1,000 esvevenes! 103 61.80 
Thomas B. Marche. 1,809 24 3437 206. 10 
William G. Russell. . 1,400 27 Hi 206, 10 
John H. Hunter. 1. 200 27 206. 10 
1,000 2) | 343} 206.10 
840 2) | 3435 200. 10 
1. 400 2} | 343} 206.10 
1,000 2) | 3435 206.10 
Sevens 1,400 273437 206.10 
1,200 24 | 3435 206.10 
1,000 24 | 343) 206.10 
1,200 — 12 116.10 
1,000 11 116.10 
1,400 «| 1 116, 10 
1,000 | 1935 110. 10 
1,000 . 116,10 
58 neg 

+000 s 
1,200 116,10 
Mies Helen Fowler 1,200 116.10 
Mrs. M. C. Fountain. 1,400 | 1 116.10 
Mrs. May Barlow. 1,000 116,10 
Miss Lizzie Caperton.. 900 116.10 
Mrs. U. G. Cunningham. 1,200 116.10 
Mrs. J. A. Converse..., 1,200 116. 10 
Miss D. F. Woodruff 1. 200 116,10 
W. C. Pennywith....... 1,200 206.10 
Frank A. Warner 1, 200 206.10 
Thomas H. Full 1,000 116. 10 
1,000 116,10 
1,000 116.10 
1,000 116,10 
1.000 116.10 
720 116.10 
Feet 12, 927.90 
116.10 
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* Stenographer. Removed October 19, 1885. 
Chief bond division. [Appointed August 28, 1885. 


Chief salary and allowance division. 


TF. A. Springer, clerk of class 1, performed extra service in the office of t 
First Assistant F two and one-balf hours from April 11 


1885, to June 1, 185. No record havi: been Iean not tell the 
number of hours Mr. Springer worked, but with exceptions he was presen’ 
during the time noted. Ja. R. Ask. 


Mr. BUCHANAN. I do not understand that the gentleman from 
Arkansas [Mr. Rod Ens] objects to the payment of these claims. 

Mr. ROGERS. I expressly said that I did not; I think the claims 
are just and ought to be paid. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, The gentleman’s criticism goes rather to the 
conduct of the Postmaster-General in creating these claims. Now, the 
gentleman as well as this committee will remember that there are at 
times great emergencies thrust upon administrations. I find that these 
claims arose almost entirely in the appointment and salary divisions. 
In April, May, and June, 1885, there was an emergency cast upon the 
‘“civil-service reform“ administration of President Cleveland; that is 
to say, the hasty removal of officials throughout the country and the 
substitution of new and untried men. This necessitated the working 
of these clerks in the appointment division during extra hours; and as 
these tried officials were removed it became necessary to adjust their 
accounts; and it was a matter of mercy to them that these extra services 
were rendered and the accounts adjusted, for even with this additional 
amount of work performed during these extra hours, some of these ac- 
counts, to my personal knowledge, remained for over two years un- 
touched, even in instances where the amounts were small. 

Now, the gentleman from Texas [Mr. SAYERS], who the other day 
objected to an item of precisely similar character which I offered by 
way of amendment to this bill, will allow me to call his attention to 
the character of this paragraph. It is a provision for the payment to 
employés of money honestly earned by them when acting under the 
command of their or officer, a precisely similar case to that which 
I presented the other day, and to which the gentleman was swift to 
raise a point of order. I have some objection, sir, to points of order 
being confined entirely to the Committee on Appropriations. I think 
that they who invoke the law so earnestly and so often ought at least 
to keep within speaking distance of the law themselves. 

I also want to call gentleman’s attention to another gross in- 
fraction of the parliamentary law which he invoked against me the 
other day. I want to call his attention to two items in this bill on 
page 8, where he makes appropriations for two public buildings in 
Texas, not only without authority of law, but expressly against the 
statute law, the language of the bill being for completion in excess 
of the limit,” ete. 

Mr, SAYERS. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Certainly. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, when those items were put upon the 
appropriation bill I distinctly stated to the committee that I did not 
insist upon them; that if they were contrary to law and any member 
thought it his duty to raise a point of order upon them, be could do so. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Ah! But the gentleman himself did not raise 
the point of order that they were in violation ofstatute law. 

Mr. RANDALL. But the report states the fact. ; 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I only ask that fair 1 all round be fol- 
lowed in this matter. That is all I ask; and that I do insist upon. 

Mr. CANNON. I move to strike out the last word for the purpose 
of having section 4 of the act approved March 3, 1883, read by the Clerk, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Sec, 4. That hereafter it shall pee duty of the heads of the several Executive 


stating 
or employé in r Departmen 
shall 8 without additional „ and all ab- 


Mr. CANNON. I want to say under the terms of that provision 
the time of service may be extended from seven to ten or twelve or 
any other number of hours, but it is expressly provided that it shall 
be without additional compensation. 

Mr. ROGERS. What is the date of that act? 

Mr. CANNON. March 3, 1883. It has been the 1 of Con- 
gress on several occasions, notwithstanding the terms of that law, where 
it has been ſound necessary to extend the hours of labor in any De- 
partment, to pay for the extra hours’ work—notably in the Treasury 
Department during the refunding period, and in the War Department, 
in the Adjutant-General’s Office, where the number of hours was ex- 
tended. We have those precedents and that the committee submitted 
this on the recommendation and with the approval of the Postmaster- 
General, but stating, as I state now, there is no obligation incurred nor 
is there any legal obligation on the part ef the Government. In the 
line of precedent it is believed to be equitable they should receive 
compensation for extra hours’ work. It is for the House todetermine 
whether under this supposed equity they shall have this compensation. 

Mr. ROGERS. One moment. I have not found the statute cited 
by the gentleman from Illinois, That does not authorize this expendi- 
ture—this remaining balance from April 11 to June 13. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I move the following amend- 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend by inserting, after line 18, 39, the following, to wit: To Mis- 
sissippi Central Railroad Company, 84880. >i oe 
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Mr. SAYERS. I desire to raise a point of order on that amendment. 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. What is the point of order? 
Mr. SAYERS. There is no law authorizing the payment. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. On the contrary, Mr. Chair- 
mau, there is a law authorizing the payment of it. It has been audited 
long ago and the claim has been allowed by the proper accounting of- 
fivers of the Treasury. 8 

By Executive Document No, 210, Forty-ninth Congress, first session, 
House of Representatives, it will be found this is one of the claims al- 
lowed by the proper accounting officer of the Treasury with the ap- 
proval of Mr. Fairchild, the then Acting Secretary. In that Depart- 
ment will be found the letter of D. McConville, the Auditor for the 
Post-Office Department, under date Washington, D. C., January 19, 
1886, in reference to this claim, which was transmitted to Hon. Dan- 
iel Manning, the Secretary of the Treasury. It is a debt audited and 
due under authority of law. 

Mr. CANNON. What is the date of the claim? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. It is an old claim, but it is 
not barred by any statute. 

Mr. CANNON. What is the date? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I will send to the Clerk and 
have read from page 17 and page 34 of the document to which I have 
referred. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

[See Executive Document No. 26, House of Representatives, first session Forty- 
seventh Congress, page 77.] 


riation Fiscal year in 


Approp 
Claim. froma which 3 Amount. 
payable. was incurred. 
The Mississippi Central R. R. Co.: 
For amount of Post-Office De- Deficiency in | 1861. .. $4, 636. 01 
pen drafis in favor of postal reve- 
Goodman, pencen of nues,1882 and 
prior years. 


SDA canceled in April and 
May, 1866, 
Mr. SAYERS. Before the amendment is submitted I ask the gen- 


tleman from Mississippi [Mr. MorGAN] to state what he knows in 
reference to this claim. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I can not be taken off the 
floor to have any testimony introduced. When that testimony is in- 
troduced I hope I will have an opportunity to cross-examine the wit- 
ness. ask the Clerk to read from page 34 of the same document, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Claim No, 137 is of a different nature, The records of this office show that a 
settlement was made with the 8 Central Railroad Company in August, 
1861, the balance found due being pai 
Treasurer of the United States, and in 
drafts drawn on postmasters on or near the road. 
paid by warrant, as the statutes contemplated, and the company had a right to 
demand, the mail service not being under contract and the com y not there- 
fore obligated to make collections, payment of the warrant would have closed the 
account. If the warrant had been returned unpaid funds would have been re- 
leased to meet the issue of a new warrant without action of Congress. 

The drafts issued were in the nature of bills“ for the collection of balances 
due by postmasters. When evidence of the collection of such drafts is received, 
then, and not until then, the proper appropriation is charged with the amount 
received by the contractor, if due him on account. 

The amount reported to be due the company is the the total of such collection 
drafts returned by the company in 1866 as not collected.“ There being no 
funds available to pay the balance, the claim was included in the estimates of 
claims under the act of July 7, 1884. Iam of the opinion that justice to this 
creditor requires that the catia be again submitted with a full statement of the 
nature of the case. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Now, Mr. Chairman, on the 
point of order permit me to state that you will see from the communi- 
cation just read that there was service formed under the law; that 
this service was paid for in the shape of drafts, which drafts were not 
collected, but were returned, and therefore it is still an unpaid debt, a 
subsisting obligation upon the Government, if it means to pay such 
claims. 


Mr. CANNON. Will the gentleman allow me? 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Certainly. 


Mr. CANNON. Can the gentleman state whether this man was 
paid by the Confederate government? 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I know nothing about 


whether he was so paid or not. I was not postmaster-general of the 
Confederate States, nor was I in the postal service of the Confederacy, 
and can only answer from information. I am informed that he was 
not paid. 

pd ae I will yield to the gentleman from Mississippi. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Was the service performed for the Confederate 
wovernment carrying their mails? 

Mr, BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. If I caught the question of 


the gentleman from Maine aright, it was whether this service was per- 
formed for the Confederate government ? 

Mr. DINGLEY. That was the question. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Of course it was not. It was 
performed for the United States Government; it was settled by the 
United States Government; the contractor did the service for the United 
States Government; it was paid by the United States Government in 
the shape of drafts, and the drafts were drawn on other persons and 
were not paid. The drafts were returned, and the contractor has not 
been paid, and that is all. There is no question of war, there is no 
question of belligerency, none of loyalty. It is simply a question, a 
plain, simple question, of whether the Government will pay a debt 
twenty-eight years of age; that is all. 

I now yield to the gentleman from Mississippi, who, I believe, wishes 
to make a statement. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. Chairman, at the first session of this Congress 
the attorneys in charge of this claim came to me and asked me to offer 
a bill providing for the payment of the claim and press it before Con- 
gress. I addressed a letter to the Secretary of the Treasury for the 
purpose of ascertaining the facts in the case; and the papers were pre- 
sented to me for examination. My examination resulted in the ascer- 
tainment of these facts: Here was a claim for the transportation of the 
mails, maturing in 1861, which was audited by the Treasury Depart» 
ment, and the holders of the claim, or of this particular part, war hav» 
ing already broken out but not being declared, preferred to have ths 
drafts for the payment of the claim upon Southern post-offices, and 
they were drawn upon Sonthern postmasters, the whole of them di- 
vided up so as to get them in as good shape as possible for collection, 
and in that shape were received by the party. I have never yet been 
able to find from any man living that the money was not collected. 

Now, this road, for whose benefit this amendment is suggested, after 
the close of the war had a mortgage resting upon. it, and under that 
mortgage it was sold to the creditors of the road, who are now claim- 
ing this fund as one of the assets that should have But the 
road and its stockholders, or somebody else, are alsoclaimingit. Upon 
an ascertainment of these facts I returned the claim to the gentlemen 
and advised them to have it put into the hands of a committee for the 
purpose of an investigation. They said it was too late to do that. I 
then suggested that they go to the Senate committce and let a com- 
mittee there investigate it and pass upon it. This they did not do, 
and now this amendment is offered here precisely as it was put in my 
hands for the p of getting it acted upon by the House. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. Let me ask the gentleman—but I be- 
lieve you are against the claim? 

Mr. MORGAN. I am against the claim. I do not believe itis a just 
claim. I believe that these parties have got their money already. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. Should it not go to the War Claims Com- 
mittee, anyhow? 

Mr. MORGAN. It should be investigated by some committee, and 
not be put upon the bill in the shape of an amendment, as now po 

They declined to let it be investigated, and now it comes here 
for action. 
eee of Kentucky. If the gentleman has con- 
uded 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. Would it not be better to have it em- 
bodied in a separate bill and then send it to the War Claims Commit- 
ton a 


? 

Mr. MORGAN. In my judgment the right committee would be this 
very Committee on Claims. Let them take it under consideration and 
investigate it. But these parties decline to allow that. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. The only objection to what 
my friend from Mississippi suggests is that this is exactly what I tried 
to do, but failed. I went personally to the gentleman in charge of this 
bill and handed him the report, and asked to have it investigated. 

Mr, HOPKINS, of Illinois. But is not this the wrong committee? 
Is not the War Claims Committee the proper one to investigate it? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. No, sir; I think not. This 
is exactly the committee, because this is a deficiency just like the mill- 
ions of dollars for pensions passed this morning. It is a debt due by 
the Government for services rendered and unpaid, and is a deficiency. 

Mr. MORGAN. Let me ask the gentleman this one question: Can 
you say that this has not been paid? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. As the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi is aware, for I consulted him about it, I know nothing at all 
of the details of the case except the fact that the Sixth Auditor re- 
ports this matter as a valid claim, and I know nothing else except 
what that report and the recommendations of the Secretary show. 
That is the whole of it. 

Mr. MORGAN. Now, I venture this assertion from the little inves- 
tigation I have made, and that is: That this claim was probably paid 
in 1861 by the Confederate States government out of money belonging 
to the United States. [Laughter on the Republican side.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understood the gentleman from Texas 
to submit a point of order. 

Mr. SAYERS. I will just take a ruling upon the point of order 
without discussing the amendment, 
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The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from Texas again submit his 
point of order. 

Mr. SAYERS. I made the point of order—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair simply desires to hear the point of 
order, and not the merits of the question. 

Mr. SAYERS. I will withdraw the point of order and take a vote 
upon the amendment. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I think it is due for me to 
say that if the gentleman from Mississippi will say upon his character 
as a gentleman and a member of this House that he believes it to have 
been paid I shall withdraw the amendment. 

Mr. MORGAN. I say this 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Wait a moment. Because if 
he has investigated and found that it ought not to be paid I will with- 
draw it; but if he says that loosely and only thinks the claim is a claim 
which was paid by the Confederate government, then I think it ought 
to be paid. Now, if the gentleman will say that he believes it has 
been paid 

Mr. MORGAN. I will say this: investigated this subject with the 
intention of presenting it if I found out, in my opinion, it was an ap- 
propriation proper to be provided. I became satisfied that there was 
so much doubt about its being just and of its having been paid, that I 
came to the conclusion that it should be investigated. I recommended 
that it should be, but the gentleman who was in charge of the matter 
declined to permit an investigation in the manner I suggested. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Instead of the gentleman that 
brought it to me declining any investigation, at his request I went to 
the gentleman in charge of the deficiency bill, the late Judge Burnes, 
and handed him these papers and asked him to investigate this claim. 
He died; and when I was informed that my friend from Texas [Mr. 
SAYERS] had charge of the bill, I took the papers to him and asked 
him to investigate it, and I understood from the gentleman from Texas, 
if he will allow me to say what occurred, that the matter was so com- 
plicated with other claims—ante-bellum claims about postal service 
that had been before the House and the Committee on Appropriations— 
that he did not feel willing to introduce another one of these claims; 
therefore, there was nothing left except to bring the matter before this 
committee. This was the committee on the deficiency bill. I was left 
with no other remedy, having gone to the two gentlemen who had had 
the matter in charge. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Debate on the pending amendment is exhausted. 

Mr. HOOKER. I move to strike out the last word. 

Mr. MORGAN. I desire to make a single statement. When the 
attorneys representing this claim placed it in my hands, having exhausted 
every other source of information that I could obtain, I went to Mr. 
Burnes and asked him about it; and he told me that he had given it 
investigation and was satisfied the claim ought not to be allowed; and 
especially that it ought not until after a careful and searching exami- 
nation had been made. 

Mr. HOOKER. I desire to say a single word, not especially in re- 
gard to this claim, because I know nothing of the facts; butas a matter 
of history it will be borne in mind by those who were here in former 
Co that at the time there was a bill passed appropriating 
$375,000 for the purpose of paying the just claims of those who were 
contractors for the transportation of the mails by all the methods de- 
vised—by rail, steamboat, and star route—and that it became a law. 
It was decided, however, by the Department that they would not pay 
any of the claims until all the claims were in, and then that they would 
pay pro rata according to the amount of the appropriation. 

Another difficulty grew out of it. Iam sorry tosay that there were 
some claims presented on which payment had been made by the Con- 
federate government, and therefore they were improper and unjust 
elaims; but there still remain due now a large number of claims which 
have not been paid. I mention this as a part of the history of legisla- 
tion upon the subject. Iam not familiar enough with the merits of 
the question in the present issue to say whether this is one of those 


claims. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. With the statement made by 
my friend from Mississippi [Mr. MORGAN] I do not desire to press this 
amendment to a vote, but withdraw it. 

Mr. ROGERS. I renew the amendment for the purpose simply of 
asking unanimous consent to print another provision of the statute 
and a table in connection with my remarks delivered a moment ago. 

There was no objection, and leave was granted. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Fees and expenses of marshals: For kris of special and deputy marshals 
at Congressional elections, $124,000: ovided, That of the appropriation of 
$675,000 for fees and expenses of United States marshals and deputies for the 
fiscal year 1889, not exceeding $400,000 may be advanced to to be ac- 
counted for in the usual way, the residue to remain in the Treasury, to be used, 
if at all, only in the payment of the accounts of marshals in the manner pro- 
ed in section 856, Revised Statutes. 

For fees and EY of marshals United States courts, being a deficiency for 

the fiscal year 1888, $50,000, 


Mr. BUCHANAN. I move to strike out the last word, and do so for 
the purpose of asking a question of the gentleman in charge of the bill. 
Does this provide for the payment of special deputy marshals at the last 


Congressional election and include the whole deficiency for that pur- 
? 


Sie SAYERS. For the information of the committee and the gen- 
tleman from New Jersey, I will ask to have inserted in the RECORD a 
list of the items which go to make up that appropriation. We give 
them every dollar they ask. 

The list is as follows: 


Special deputies, Congressional election, 1888. 


Alabama, middle and southern. 
California, southern. 
California, norther 
Colorado. 
Conneoticut. 
Georgia, southern. 
Illinois, northern 
Indiana 
Louisiana, 


New York, northern (1886). . . ::. 8 


New York, southern 
New York, eastern. 
Ohio, southern.......... 
Pennsylvania, western. 
Pennsylvania, easte 
South Carolina 


Mr. BUCHANAN. I want information from the committee as to 
whether this makes full payment, and the reason Lask is this, because, 
at least in my section, the number of special deputies appointed last 
fall was larger by about one-third than ever known before and much 
larger than the increase in the number of precincts. 

Mr. SAYERS. I will state to the gentleman this, that the repre- 
sentative of the Department of Justice who was before the subcommit- 
tee stated to us that it was impossible for him to ascertain the entire 
amount, but that the Department of Justice felt authorized to ask for 
this much. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. How long ago was that? 

Mr. SAYERS. I think that was last week, just before the bill was 
reported. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. It is several months since this expense was in- 
curred. Does the gentleman say that it is impossible for the Depart- 
ment of Justice to give the amount of expenditure incurred-by that 
Department for this purpose in the early part of last November ? 

Mr. SAYERS. That is the statement we have received—that the 
amounts had not all been reported to the Department. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I ask the question because, as I have said, Ido 
know that in some sections of the country the expense was much larger 
than usual, and I am extremely anxious that, in the words of the gen- 
tleman from Arkansas [Mr. RoERS], this administration shall clean 
up its own debts. 

Mr. SAYERS. There was no effort upon the part of the committee 
to withhold any dollar that was necessary to pay for those services. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I was not impugning the action of the commit- 
tee at all. It acted, evidently, according to all the light that it had. 
I withdraw the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

compensate A. L. Rhodes, s i 
eae pone of his feo of $6,000, cal year A e E respec sa sees 

Mr. BAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amendment, but 
I shall ask unanimous consent to go back to the part of the bill relat- 
ing to the Treasury Department, where this amendment would be more 
appropriate. 

Mr. SAYERS. Let the amendment be read. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

That the sum of $2,345.44 be, and the same is he: , reappropriated, being the 
unexpended balance of the amount 8 y the act of March 3. 188, 
for pay of disbursing — of the Coast and Geodetic Survey for the fiscal year 
1886, and that the same be paid to William B. Morgan, late disbursing agent of 
the Coast and Geodetic Survey for allowance of pay from July 24, 1855, to June 
30, 1886, inclusive. 

Mr. SAYERS. I shall be compelled to raise the point of order upon 
the amendment. That is a mere claim. 

Mr. BAYNE. Task the gentleman to reserve the point of order for 
a moment. 

Mr. SAYERS. Very well. 

Mr. BAYNE. Mr. Chairman, Mr. Morgan was disbursing clerk for 
the Coast and Geodetic Survey. Shortly after the present administra- 
tion came into power some of the officers of the Treasury Department 
felt that there was mi ment, corruption, and fraud in that bu- 
reau. Those officials were perfectly right, because subsequent events 
and evidence showed that there was corruption and mismanagement of 
a very grievous character in that bureau. One of the victims of the 
suspicions of the Treasury officers was Mr. Morgan, the disbursing clerk. 
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He was suspended, and his accounts were examined and he was put 
upon the deſensive 

Mr. SAYERS. Will the gentleman permit a question right there? 

Mr. BAYNE, Yes, sir. - 

Mr. SAYERS. Did this gentleman render any service to the Gov- 
ernment during the time for which this amendment provides to pay 
him? 

Mr. BAYNE. Iwas coming to that. Mr. Morgan, I say, was sus- 
pected of malfeasance in his office there. An examination was made, 
evidence was taken, he was put upon the defensive, and for more than 
a year he was occupied in defending himself against charges which 
were subsequently ascertained to be entirely groundless. 

Through no fault of his he was suspended, and through no fault of 
his he was subjected to this examination, this trial as it were, and a 
whole year of his time was consumed in efforts to defend himself against 
charges in which at last there was found to be absolutely nothing. It 
is a clear case of injustice on the part of the Government toward this 
officer. There was probably some foundation for suspecting him, be- 
cause at the beginning there was not that accurate knowledge as to the 
real offenders which was afterwards obtained, but subsequently those 
real offenders came to light, and Mr. Morgan wasnotoneofthem. His 
skirts were absolutely and perfectly clear and clean. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. And I understand that since his dis- 
missal and subsequent trial no dereliction of duty on his part has been 
shown? 

Mr. BAYNE. None whatever. The Department gave him a cer- 
tificate that he was entirely exculpated from any and every charge, and 
that it was a mistake to have suspended him. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. And I understand that the position 
which he filled is still vacant. 

Mr. BAYNE. The position is still vacant. There is another ques- 
tion involved here, Mr. Chairman. was an appropriation to pay 
this gentleman. The appropriation was actually made; that money 
has not been paid out of the Treasury at all, and the amendment which 
I offer is a reappropriation of that money. Now, I submit to my 
friend from Texas [Mr. SAYERS] that this isa case where it would be 
well enough not to raise the point of order, but to let justice be done. 

Mr. SAYERS. I shall be forced to raise the point of order, Mr. 
Chairman. 

Mr. BAYNE. One word, Mr. Chairman, on the point of order. 
There was an act of Congress appropriating the money to pay for this 
service. That act is still in force. That appropriation still exists. 

This service was rendered up to the time of the suspension of the 
disbursing clerk. His suspension was supposed to be for cause; but, 
as subsequently ascertained, it was not for cause at all, and the De- 
partment says so. Now, is it not competent to make this appropria- 
tion under existing law, the Government having ascertained that it 
suspended an officer without cause when it thought it was suspending 
him for cause? In other words, Mr. Chairman, is not this case anal- 
ogous to the case of a simple employment for a year, the dismissal of 
the employé by reason of some alleged dereliction of duty, and a suit 
brought in court, the evidence disclosing all the facts and making it 
clear that there was no such dereliction of duty? In that event the 
plaintiff would beyond all doubt recover in an action in a court of jus- 
tice. And is not this case analogous to that? For this reason should 
not this employé of the Government receive his compensation? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not precisely understand the 
facts. Does the amendment propose to pay salary up to the time of 
the dismissal of the officer, or afterward? 

Mr. BAYNE. It is to pay the officer for the time during which he 
was suspended—for the year for which an appropriation was made. It 
is for the balance. 

TheCHAIRMAN. TheChair thinks the point of order is well taken 
on this amendment if it relates to service performed after the dismissal 
of the officer. 

Mr. BAYNE. He was suspended; not dismissed. 

The CHAIRMAN. Well, if that is the status, the Chair will hear 
the gentleman from Texas [Mr. SAYERS] on that point. 

“=. SAYERS. My understanding is that he was dismissed. 

Mr. 5 8 re 8 was. 

r. SAYERS. so not speak from personal 
knowledge, however—merely from information. 

Mr. BAYNE. Iwill ask that this amendment be withheld fora mo- 
ment or two until I can ascertain whether there was an actual dismissal 
or not, 

Mr. SAYERS. The amendment can remain on the table while we 
go on with the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. In the absence of objection this amendment will 
be laid aside with the privilegeof returning to it hereafter. The Clerk 
will continue the reading of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


‘To pay the widow of the late James N. Burnes a ne 
unexpired term of his service as a member of the Fiftieth Congress, 


Mr. FORAN. I move to amend by inserting after the paragraph 

last read the following: 
To uel D. Craig ſor extra wor 
Calendar 5 as per — E 7 2 27, 1888, 

Mr. SAYERS. I desire to raise a point of order on that amendment. 

Mr. CRAIN. What is the point of order? 

2 SAYERS. If the gentleman will allow me, I will proceed to 
te it. 

Mr. FORAN. I would like to hear the gentleman on the point of 
order before we discuss the merits. — 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, a resolution was adopted by ihis 
House at the last session directing the Committee on Appropriations to 
place on a certain bill designated by number an item of $600 to com- 
pensate Mr. Craig, the tally clerk, for some extra services. The Com- 
mittee on Appropriations did not put that item in the deficiency bill. 
When that bill had been reported to the House and was under consid- 
eration in Committee of the Whole an amendment was offered by the 
gentleman from Michigan [Mr. TARsNEY]—I am not quite sure it was 
that gentleman, but I believe it was—appropriating 8600 for the pay- 
ment of these extra services. The Committee of the Whole then con- 
sidering the bill voted the amendment down. 

I base the point which I raise on these grounds: First, that there is 
no law or rule of the House, independent of the resolution to which I 
have referred, which authorizes the payment of this money. In the 
second place, if it should be held that this resolution would be suf- 
ficient to justify the payment of this money, then I state that the reso- 
lution had reference to a particular bill—not the bill under considera- 
tion, not any bill reported to this House during this session, but the 
last deficiency bill, the deficiency bill of the first session of the present 


Congress. 

Mr. STEELE. Let me ask the gentleman, were not these services 
performed ? 

Mr. SAYERS. Well, to be candid with the gentleman, I will say I 
do not think the services were worth the money. But that goes to 
the merits of the case. 

Now, the resolution adopted by the House was exhausted when the 
gentleman from Michigan [Mr. TARSNEY ] offered the amendment and 
the Committee of the Whole voted it down — refused to pass it. This 
proposition increases the pay of this officer to the amount of $600 be- 
yond the statute. A 

Mr. FORAN. First, one word as to the merits of this amendment, 
During the second session of the Forty-ninth Congress the pay of four 
of the five clerks at the Speaker’s desk was increased from $3,000 to 
$3,600. In that proposition Mr. Craig was left out and his pay remains 
at $3,000 per annum. At the ing of this Congress he was di- 
rected by a resolution of the House to make indexes of the Calendars 
of the House. 


new indexes to, the 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 

The committee informally rose (Mr. LANHAM in the chair as Speaker 
pro tempore); and a message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Sec- 
er eee e e by that body of a bill (H. R. 12485) 
making appropriations for the Department of Agriculture for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1890, and for other purposes, with amendments 
in which concurrence was requested. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. ENLOE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found duly enrolled bills of the following 
titles; when the Speaker si the same: 

A bill (H. R. 6364) to provide for the settlement of the titles to the 
lands claimed by or under the Black Bob band of Shawnee Indians in 
Kansas or adversely thereto, and for other purposes. 

A bill (S. 3920) to ratify and confirm an agreement with the Mus- 
cogee (or Creek) Nation of Indians in the Indian Territory, and for 


other purposes. 

Mr. CARLTON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found duly enrolled a bill of the follow- 
ing title; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. eee for the legislative, ex- 
ecutive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1890, and for other purposes. 


DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The committee resumed its session (Mr. RoGrns in the chair). 

Mr. FORAN. The work entailed by this action of the House on Mr. 
Craig was enough for one man, although no extra compensation was 
provided for it. The resolution introduced early in the Fiftieth Con- 


The CHAIRMAN. Can the gentleman cite that resolution? The 
Chair would like to know the language of it. i 

Mr. FORAN. Iwill send it up. First, there was a resolution intro- 
duced directing the Clerk to pay $600 out of the contingent fund of the 
House. That resolution was referred to the Committee on Accounts, 
and that committee made the report which I will send to the Clerk's 
desk to be read. 


1889. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 
To the Appropriations Committee of ihe Senate of the United States: 

The undersigned members of the Committee on Appro ons of the House 
of Representatives respectfully ask that you place the following amendment to 
the deficiency bill, as per the resolution hereinafter set forth, which wasadopted 

the House on the 27th day of July, 1888, 


PREPARATION OF INDEX, CALENDARS, HOUSE OF TIVES. 


Mr. Fr. oo. I desire to submit a priviledged report from the Committee on 
Accounts, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

“ Resolved, That the Clerk of the House be directed to pay to Samuel D. Craig, 
out of the contingent fund of the House, the sum of $600, in full compensation 
for preparing an index of the Calendars of the House for the first session of the 
Fiftieth Congress. 

“The Committee on Accounts, to whom was referred the resolution 3 
for the payment out of the contingent fund of the House to Samuel D. Craig 
the sum of for extra services in the preparation of the Calendars, having 
considered the same, sepots ter in the judgment of yourcommittee, theamount 
asked is very reasonable. The extra work on the Calendars is 40 per cent. at 
least in excess of any roris session, and there has been added an index (pre- 

by Mr. Craig) which has been 3 benefit to the m mbers as well as 


the public at large. The compilation of this index alone is well worth the sum 
asked, and the committee would recommend the passage of the resolution if 
the same were a legal charge upon the contingent fund; but as it is not, your 
conimittee therefore report the following substitute and recommend its adop- 


tion: 

“ Resolved, That there be paid to Samuel D. Craig the sum of $600 for extra 
services in connection with the 9 of the Calendars and indexing the 
same for the first session of the Fiftieth Congress, and that the Committee on 
A one be directed to provide for Gi payment of said sum in the bill 
q.a R. 10896) making appropriations to supply deficiencies in the appropriations 

the fiscal year ending June 30, 1888, and prior years, and for other purposes.“ 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question ison agreeing to the substitute pro- 
posed by the Committee on Accounts, 

The substitute was adopted. 

The resolution asamended was agreed to. 


Mr. FORAN. The Chair will notice the words of this resolution: 

Resolved, That there be paid to Samuel D. Craig. 

The words are explicit. They admit of no doubtful meaning. 

Resolved, That there be paid. 

It was further resolved that this item be placed in the general de- 
ficiency bill. The Committee on Appropriations disregarded the action 
of the House, as it frequently does, and failed to insert the item in the 
deficiency bill for that session. It is said because it was not inserted 
in the bill of the last session it can not be inserted in this bill. 

The language of theresolution reported by a committee of co-ordinate 
jurisdiction and adopted by the House is ‘‘ resolved there be paid to 

Craig.“ I understand the point of order to be, because that was 
voted down in Committee of the Whole, it operates as arepeal. Ido 
not think it does. The resolution directing this item to be placed in 
the deficiency bill of last session was passed by the House, and no act 
of a committee, even the Committee of the Whole, can repeal directly 
or by implication a solemn act of the House. 

Mr. CRAIN. I understand that my colleague makes the point ot 
order in the first place that there is no existing law justifying this 
appropriation, and in the pg 8 A that if there were any existing 
law that the Committee of the Whole not having acted on the appro- 
yoana, and thè Committee on Appropriations having failed to do its 

uty by refusing to carry out the instructions of the House under the 
resolution which was adopted, it is practically void and of no effect. 
I believe he has made the further point that it is an increase of salary. 
It scems to me this last objection would be good if it were an original 
proposition submitted to this committee for the first time, but not in 
reference to a resolution adopted by the House and having the force of 


W. 
Will the gentleman from Texas having charge of this bill contend be- 
cause an officer instructed by law to perform a certain duty fails to per- 
form that duty therefore the law is repealed? Will he contend because 
the Committee on Appropriations refuses to do what it was instructed to 
do by a vote of the House therefore the action of the House is repealed ? 
There is no more force in the other 5 that because the Com- 
mittee of the Whole did the same thing therefore it is repealed. 

Mr. Chairman, this resolution directs that this man 1 be paid, 
and it goes further and specifies the manner in which it shall be done. 
Would not the first part of the resolution be pending to-day if the sec- 
ond part had not been added? Suppose the resolution simply declared 
there should be paid the sum of $500 to Samuel D. Craig without j- 
fying the manner in which it should be is not that 5 
But when the House goes further and the manner in w it 
shall be paid who can doubt it? 

No committee of this House, whether it be the Committee on Ap- 
popisom or the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 

nion, has the right to repeal a resolution which has been adopted by 
the House. The only way in which it can be done is upon a motion to 
reconsider in the House and a vote in favor of the repeal of the reso- 
lution, or by a vote in the House rescinding or repealing the resolution 
itself. But what this committee can not actually do by a vote, namely, 
repeal a resolution of the House, it is contended by my colleague that 
it can accomplish by indirection; that is, refusing to do what the House 
has directed it to do. There is nothing in the point of order raised here 
so far as this question is involved; and, as I said hefore, while the point 
of order raised upon the proposition of the gentleman from Pennsylva- 
nia, submitted by the chairman of the committee, that it is an increase 


of pay, would be good if this were an independent proposition sub- 
mitted to the committee for the first time, it is not tenable when it is 
predicated upon a resolution which is of binding force and effect and 
which has the force and effect of law when adopted by a vote of the 
House, which no committee has a right to repeal either by direction 
or indirection. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. RoGers in the chair). If this question 
was presented now as it was at the last session of Congress the Chair 
would, without reference to whether the ruling heretofore made was 
right or wrong, confirm that ruling; but the question presented now is 
a very different one. This resolution provides that provision shall be 
made in a special bill which is named in the resolution for a certain 
purpose. As the Chair understands it that provision was made, or if 
not made directly by the Committee on Appropriations it was brought 
before the House and voted upon by the House. 

Mr. FORAN. Voted upon in the Committee of the Whole. 

The CHAIRMAN. Well, by the Committee of the Whole, and 
therefore all that the Committee on Appropriations had been required 
to do by the House was done, and their power was exhausted in that 
respect. when they complied with the terms of the resolution. 

Mr. TARSNEY. But that was during this session of Co: 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands that; but this resolution 
provides that there shall be paid to Samuel D. Craig the sum of $600 
for extra services in connection with the preparation of the Calendars 
and the indexing of the same for the first session of the Fiftieth Con- 
gress, and that the Committee on Appropriations is directed to make 
provision for the payment of the same in the bill H. R. 10896.” 

The Chair does not understand this to be such a bill, or the particu- 
lar bill referred to in the resolution, but another bill at anothersession 
of Congress, and the only similarity between them is that this is also 
a deficiency bill; so that the resolution passed by the House of Repre- 
sentatives directing the Appropriation Committee what to do was ex- 
hausted when that was done. 

Now another appropriation bill is before the House, and it is pro- 

in accordance with the terms of that resolution, to insert this 
provision on this bill. But the point of order is made, and we are com- 
pelled to fall back upon the Jan of the rule which provides that 
no appropriation shall be de in any general appropriation bill 
or be in order as an amendment thereto that is not authorized by lav.“ 
This resolution to which the Chair has referred is not a law in the 
meaning of the rule quoted, the Chair thinks, but is a mere resolution 
instructing the Committee on Appropriations to do a certain act ata 
certain time; and the Chair understands that there is no law in exist- 
ence authorizing this appropriation, unless this resolution, which the 
Chair does not think has the force of law in the meaning of the rule, 
is still in force. The Chair thinks it has not. With the utmost def- 
erence to the Chairman of the committee who ruled on this question 
before, the Chair thinks, in conclusion, that the proposition now is 
placed upon an entirely different footing from what it then occupied, 
and that the point of order is well taken. 

Mr. CRAIN. I appeal from the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. PETERS. Will the Chair permit me to call his attention to a 
question of fact which the Chair assumed, as I understand, in his ruling? 

The CHAIRMAN. Of course the Chair will hear the gentleman 
from Kansas; but the gentleman from Texas appeals from the decision 
of the Chair, and the Chair thinks the appeal is not debatable. 

Mr. PETERS. I would like to make this parliamentary inquiry: 
If the Chair becomes advised that it has made a mistake in regard toa 

uestion of fact, upon which it predicates the decision, would not that 
Suenos the ruling? 

The CHAIRMAN. Unquestionably, if opinion turns on such fact. 

Mr. PETERS. I understand this ruling is based upon the fact that 
the Appropriations Committee did report this amount for the payment 
of these services. That is incorrect. The . Committee, 
notwithstanding the instructions of the House, did not embody that 
claim in the House bill which they were instructed to putin. When 
the bill eame into the House, an effort was made to provide for the pay- 
ment in the Committee of the Whole, but the committee voted down 
the proposition to make the paymentatthattime. Now, as a question 
of fact, the Appropriations Committee having failed to comply with the 
l is the resolution not a continuing one until compliance is 

, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks that would not alter the fact; 
because if the amendment were offered and voted down, it was a sub- 
stantial compliance with the resolution; 2 1, at all events, the resolu- 
tion did not require anything to be done except on that specific bill, 
and the Chair thinks the whole resolution must be construed together. 

Mr. TARSNEY. I rise to ask unanimous consent to make a state- 
ment, as the Chair holds that this is not debatable. 

Mr. RANDALL. Lobject to the making of any statements as to 
what has passed. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection is made to the request of the gentle- 
man from Michigan. 

Mr. RANDALL. If the gentleman wants to put it in the RECORD 
T have no objection, but it delays the passage of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that it was in error; and 
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3 appeal is debatable. The Chair will hear the gentleman from 
ichigan. 

Mr. TARSNEY. Some time ago, and during the first session of the 
present Congress, the House by resolution directed the Committee on 
Appropriations, if I understand it correctly, to make this appropriation. 
The Committee on Appropriations refused to do it. Now it comes 
back to us here, and all I want to understand is whether the House of 
Representatives issmaller than the Committee on Appropriations. They 
have been once instructed what to do. They have not doneit, and here 
we are to-day confronted with the same proposition that we had on the 
30th day of July last. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is, Shall the decision of the Chair 
be sustained? 

Mr. CRAIN. I understand, but I have no personal knowledge on 
the subject, because I have not inquired, that this proposition was sub- 
mitted to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union 
by the gentleman from Michigan as an independent proposition, and 
it was not based upon the resolution as submitted. I desire to be in- 
formed upon that before I proceed farther. [To Mr. TARSNEY.] Is 
that correct? 

Mr. TARSNEY. It was offered in conformity with the instructions 
of the House to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. CRAIN. Now, I submit to the committee that the resolution 
is law without reference to the particular instruction given in regard 
to the manner in which the appropriation should be made. Because 
the resolution was specific in pointing to the bill is noreason why the 
resolution should be repealed because the appropriation is not put in 
that bill. 

I presume that the object of the Committee on Accounts in specify- 
ing that bill was because that was the pending deficiency bill of that 
session. But it will hardly be contended that because it mentions that 
bill, because it was the pending bill, and that the Committee on Ap- 
propriations failed to make this provision, or that it was not put in by 
the House, that was an end of it. Of what value are the instructions 
of the House to the committee if that committee can ignore them by 
refusing to obey? Of what value is the resolution of the House of Rep- 
resentatives requiring a certain thing to be done when the gentlemen 
charged with the performance of that duty fail and even refuse to do 
it? And even going further, and admitting for argument's sake—and 
it is a fact—that the Committee of the Whole House on the stateof the 
Union did exactly what the Committee on Appropriations did, namely, 
refused to incorporate this amendment in that bill, will it be contended 
that from that failure the law lapses and the resolution is repealed, and 
that it has no binding effect? Suppose that that instruction had been 
omitted from the resolution. Would it notbe binding? Suppose the 
House had contented itself with saying, We wish to be paid Mr. Craig 
$500 additional,’’ specifying what fundit should be paid out of, and by 
whatcommitteeit should bereported. Would notit belaw, and would 
not it be proper to introduce a resolution ora bill providing forthe ap- 
propriation or to offer an amendment for the purpose in a proper bill to 
carry that resolution into effect? Eliminate if you will the conditions 
attached to the resolution, and it is pending. That condition was not 
intended as a limitation. It was not intended that the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union or the Committee on Appro- 
priations failing to incorporate this amount imthe bill described, that it 
should never be paid. Thatwas simply going further than the state- 
ment of the resolution itself. It not only declared that it should be 
paid, but paid at once; and that was the reason that bill was specified. 

Because it was not provided for in that particular bill it does not go 
to the effect that it should not be provided for in any other bill or at 
any other time and that it would never be paid. The claim was sub- 
mitted to the Committee on Accounts, and that committee simply de- 
clared that it ought to be paid; that it was a just claim and that it 
would provide an appropriation for its payment if it were within its ju- 
risdiction. But they recommended a substitute resolution which states 
that the claim is a just claim and that it should be paid. The House 
adopted that resolution, The House made it law. The status of 
the claim was fixed by that action, which was a declaration of the 
House that it should be paid; and the further provision that it should 
be put in this particular bill was not intended as a limitation upon its 
action. It was simply intended to direct the Committee on Appro- 
priations, then at work on a particular bill, having jurisdiction of this 
matter, to perform a duty which was laid down for it by the action of 
the House. And I repeat the question whether the Committee of the 
Whole or the Committee on Appropriations the right to defeat the 
will of the House, ascertained by actual vote in the House, by thus re- 
fusing to perform that duty which had been imposed. 

Mr. PETERS. The order that was made by this House on the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations was to bring in in a general appropriation 
bill in the session an appropriation of $600. Not having been 
complied with by the Committee on Appropriatoins at the last session, 
this is a continuing order. Now, it seems to me there can be no ques- 


tion about that. The order of this House was for the Committee on 
Appropriations to do a certain thing. But the Committee on Appro- 
priations did not do that which they were directed to do by the House. 


What was the object of that order of the House? It was to have this 
amount put in a deficiency bill. It was the object and intention of the 
House to have this amount paid at the earliest moment; and it named 
in that order the deficiency bill that would follow first. 

But after the Committee on Appropriations failed to obey the orders 
of the House and bring in this amount upon the first deficiency bill 
that followed the order, it remained a continuing order, applying to any 
subsequent deficiency bill that couid be brought in during the same 
Congress; and consequently that order was as binding upon the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations to bring in the amount in the present defi- 
ciency bill as it was in the past deficiency bill. In other words, there 
stands as a provision of law a statutory enactment requiring the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations to bring in an item in a deficiency bill of 
$600 to pay the tally-clerk for work that he had performed. The Com- 
mittee on Appropriations neither in the first session nor in this session 
have complied with that order; and now I claim—when there is a mo- 
tion on the part of a member of this House to require the Committee 
on Appropriations to comply with the order of the House or to place 
the Committee of the Whole House in a position that they can act upon 
it—the question or point of order that it has not been authorized by 
existing law will not lie against it; and hence, this being a continuing 
order, I think, with all due deference, that the decision of the Chair 
was erroneous. 

Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman from Kansas has certainly very 
ingeniously treated this matter. He wants a decision of the House 
upon a point not now before the House—whether the Committee on 
Appropriations performed their duty or not. The question before the 
House is whether the decision of the Chair is absolutely correct. 

I believe that itis. Now, whenever the Committee on Appropria- 
tions is properly under discussion here, we will try, some of us, to de- 
fend it, and whenever a proposition of this kind is submitted some of 
us will have something to say about the merits of this claim, which is 
properly no claim at all. The point is the one which the Chair has 
decided, namely, that the instruction of the House given by the first 
resolution was revoked by the House itself at the very same session. 

Mr. CRAIN. It was avoided by the failure of the Committee on Ap- 
propriations to do its duty. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of opinion that the resolution was 
disposed of by that action. 

Mr. CRAIN. It was disposed of by the failure of the Committee on 
A ppropristiona to doits duty and by the failure of the Committee of the 

ole, 

Mr. RANDALL. The House itself changed its mind. 

Mr. CRAIN. No, it was not the House; it was the Committee of 
the Whole that changed its mind. 

Mr. RANDALL. ell, that is the House. : 

Mr. CRAIN. That is not the House, as the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania very well knows. 

Mr. TARSNEY. Mr. Chairman, I hope there may be no misunder- 
standing about this matter. Last year the Committee on Accounts re- 
ported to this House a resolution which the House adopted, instructing 
the Committee on Appropriations to place this item in the bill. What 
for? For an additional service which had been imposed upon this clerk. 
He was drawing asalary simply as tally-clerk of the House, and he was 
directed to make the Calendar of the House, and I think my friend 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] and all of us have had facilities 
through the use of that Calendar which otherwise we could not have 
had. That was an additional service imposed upon this clerk, and it 
was tor that additional service that the Committee on Accounts re- 
ported the resolution which the House adopted, instructing the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations to report this item. Whether that was right 
or wrong I am not here to say at this time. But I do say that the House 
did so instruct the Committee on Appropriations, and the committee 
did not make the report during the first session of this Congress, and 
I like to see the Committee on Appropriations now pleading the statute 
of limitations because that resolution referred to a different bill from 
the one now under consideration ! 

Mr. DUNN. Mr. Chairman, I would like to offer one suggestion on 
this point. There are but two ways in which authority can be given 
to put an item into an appropriation bill. One is by an act of Con- 
gress signed by the President; the other is by the action of either 
House in relation to any item of expense which can properly be paid 
out of the contingent fund of that House. This item can not be paid 
out of the contingent fund of the House of Representatives. So the 
Committee on Accounts decided, and they therefore recommended the 
passage of a resolution instructing the Committee on Appropriations to 
put the item in an appropriation bill. It failed there, and, it not be- 
ing an item that could be paid out of the contingent fund of the House, 
the action of this House could not constitute such an obligation and 
authority for the paymen ‘of the money as is necessary to authorize the 
committee to include it in the bill or make it in order as an amendment. 

Mr. RANDALL. If this clerk did not have the Calendar to prepare 
he would have very little to do. 

The CHAIRMAN; The question is, shall the decision of the Chair 
be sustained ? 
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The question was taken, and the Chairman declared that the ayes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. CRAIN. I ask for a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 75, noes 22. 

Mr. FORAN. No quorum. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The point being made that noquorum has voted 
the Chair will appoint to act as tellers the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
Fok AN] and the gentleman from Texas [Mr. SAYERS]. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 106, 


noes 27. 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Ohio insist farther on 
the point of no quorum? j 

Mr. FORAN. Ido. 

The CHAIRMAN. No quoram has voted. The Chair hopes that 
members will come forward and vote. 

The count was resumed; and the tellers reported—ayes 124, noes 28. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman still insist upon the point 
of no quorum? . 

Mr. FORAN. Entering my protest against the decision of the Chair 
and against the outrage committed on this clerk I withdraw the point. 
The CHAIRMAN. The ayes have it, and the decision of the Chair 
is sustained. 

Mr. RANDALL. There has been no injustice done to anybody. 
Injustice is sought to be done to the Treasury. 

Mr. CRISP. I offer the amendment which I send to the Clerk’s 
desk. 

The amendment was read. as follows: 

Page 47, after line 7, insert to pay John B. Clark, Clerk ofthe House of Repre- 
sentatives, for services in compiling and arranging for the printer and indexing 
testimony in contested-election cases, as authorized by the act entitled An act 
relating to contested elections approved March 2, 1887,” the sum of $1,000, and the 
additional sum of $1,000 tofsuch{employés in the office of the Clerk of the House 


of Representatives as the Clerk may designate, and in such proportion as he 
may deem just, for assistance rendered in this work. 


Mr. CRISP. I desire to explain to the House the necessity for this 
amendment, which I offer by the unanimous direction of the Commit- 
tee on Elections. Prior to the act of 1887, referred to in the amend- 
ment, evidence that was sent in from the various districts where there 
were contests was preserved here by the Clerk and turned over to the 
Committee on Elections, when appointed, and the committee super- 
vised the printing and the preparation of the index. 

In 1887 an act was to facilitate the consideration of contested- 
election cases. It provided that the Clerk of the House should pre- 

e and have printed the evidence in such cases, should index it, etc. 
t provided also that he might hear the respective parties to any con- 
test as to what was and what was not evidence, and determine what 
should be printed, the purpose being to hasten the determination of 
contested elections. In that law, though the Clerk was charged with 
this duty, there was no provision for paying him for the service. Of 
course it was a duty discharged in vacation. It required the assistance 
of several of his clerks for some two or three months; in the report 
from the Committee on Elections the precise time is stated. It there- 
fore becomes proper and just to pay this officer for this service. 

I will say to the House that this difficulty will not arise again, be- 
cause the House has recently devolved this duty on the clerk of the 
Committee on Elections, who has been made an annual clerk; so that 
he, in the long vacation between the two Congresses, can discharge 
this duty, prepare this evidence for the printer, make the indexes, etc. 
But since the passage of the act to which I have referred and up to the 
time when the clerk of our committee was made an annual clerk the 
Clerk of the House and his subordinates have had to prepare for the 
printer, index, and correct proofs of the evidence in nine contested- 
election cases, the evidence in one case alone covering 2,000 printed 

The Committee on Elections was unanimous in the opinion 
that the adoption of this amendment would do only an act of justice 
a. the Clerk of the House, and therefore I have been instructed to 
offer it. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HAYES. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: I 

To equalize the salaries of the messengers of the House of Representatives, 


and those detailed as messengers, so that each shall receive the sum of $100 per 
month during their employment in the Fiftieth Congress,$7,909. 


Mr. SAYERS. I raise a point of order on this amendment. My 
int is that there is no resolution of the House and no provision of 
aw to authorize it. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HAYES] de- 
sire to be heard ? 

Mr. HAYES, As showing the merit and justice of the claim 

Mr. SAYERS. I object to any statement of the merits. Let the 
gentleman confine himself to the point of order. 
» The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman from Iowa 
on the point of order. 

Mr. HAYES. By way of preliminary and as a foundation for my 
remarks, as showing the merit and justice of the claim itself, I will say 
that a resolution for this purpose Was introduced and referred to the 


Commitiee on Accounts; and that committee agreed to report it ſavor- 
ably. A report was prepared, which has not been presented, as it was 
not desired to put it on the Calendar. That report is as follows: 

The Committee on Accounts, to whom was referred the resolution, Miscellane- 
ous Document No. 41, in relation to equalizing the salaries and compensation of 
messengers of the House of Representatives, submit the following report 

ereon: 

That they find that there are some forty-two messengers of the House, and 
0 While er do substantially the same work, their pay varies from $60 to 

r month. 

88 can see no good reason why all these men should not receive 
the same Bay where they do the same amount and kind of work, and there 
seems to be an unjust discrimination in this matter, which grows out of the fact 
that they were employed under different resolutions passed at different times. 

The amount mentioned in the resolution and which is all that . rang, Ars 
equalize the compensation of these messengers for the whole term of the 
tieth Congress, so as to pay each the sum of $100 per month, is $7,909. 

There are, at present, on the messenger’sroll oe ree persons iving 
$100 per month, which includes the soldiers’ roll of fourteen persons, nine 
$83.33}, two at $75, two at $70, three at $67, and three at $60 per month, and the 
amount mentioned in the resolution equalizes them all for the whole period of 
the Fiftieth Con: at $100 per month, 

The duties of these men are quite laborious and exacting, as they are, in ad- 
dition to their ordinary daily labor, assigned tothe care ofsome committee-room, 
and are obliged to attend all committee ebe. During last session of this 
N whey attended no less than seventy-eight nightsessions—several laste 

n; night, 
1 We belleve that the resolution is just, and we therefore recommend its adop- 
on. 


Now, Mr. Chairman, on the point of order, These particular mes- 
sengers are employed under authority of law. They are receiving dif- 
ferent rates of compensation; and this is simply for the purpose of 
equalizing them. Such being the case, I do not believe the point of 
order is well taken. These officers are already employed under author- 
ity of law and are receiving some payment under such authority. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks the point of orderis well taken, 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To enable the Secretary of the Senate and Clerk of the House of Representa- 
tives to pay to the officers and employés of the Senate and House borne on the 
annual and session rolls on the 20th day of October, 1888, including the Capitol 
lice, for extraservices during the Fiftieth Con; asum equal to one month’s 
poy si = compensation then paid them by law, the same to be immediately 
a . 

Mr. SAYERS. I make a point of order on that amendment. I sub- 
mit that there is no rule of the House and no law authorizing the ap- 
propriation. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Chairman, this is not the first time thata 
point of order has been raised upon an amendment of this kind when 
offered upon an appropriation bill. I find that the same point was 
made in the Forty-seventh Congress. Hon. John A. Kasson, who was 
then in the chair in the Committee of the Whole, remarked in decid- 
ing this point of order: 

The Chair desires to state the only doubt in his mind arises from the fact that 
it relates to an existing service which is constantly before the House; and in 
view of the numerous precedents which exist and which he has not time to 
examine to see whether the point of order is settled, but concerning as it does 
the entire body of the House, he feels it is a case where, without shirking proper 
responsibility, he ought to submit it to the judgment of the committee. 


He therefore submitted to the Committee of the Whole the question 
whether the point of order should be sustained. The vote was 128 to 
24 in favor of inserting the amendment. 

In the Forty-eighth Congress I find the Speaker of the House, on 
page 5502 of the RECORD, ruling as follows: 

The Chair finds upon an examination of the records that on two occasions 
heretofore an am ent similar to this—the Chair thinks in preciscly the same 
language—has been offered, and a point of order made nst it, and in both 
instances the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, by a very large 
vote, held the provision to be in order, 

In the Forty-eighth Congress, second session, a similar proposition 
was i in the deficiency appropriation bill. The proceedings 
will be found on page 2148 of the RECORD for that session. There is 
no necessity for the reading of those proceedings. Itwould only waste 
time uselessly. 

Inthe Forty-ninth Congress, Mr. Hammond, of Georgia, being in the 
chair, a similar amendment was offered, and the point of order was made 
that there was nolawauthorizing the item. The question was again sub- 
mitted to the Committee of the Whole, and that committee decided to in- 
sert it. I will say nothing as to the justice ofthe appropriation, but leave 
the matter subject to the decision of the Chair, only referring to these 
volumes as precedents for the amendment. Following the precedents, 
Mr. Chairman, I would respectfully ask, if the Chair has doubt upon 
the question, to submit it to the decision of the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is advised that hitherto on more than 
one occasion an amendment precisely similar or having the same pur- 
pose in view has been submitted to the House, and the most recent 
decision was that of the Speaker himself, who held the amendment to 
be in order. The Chair happens to have that decision before him, and 
will ask the Clerk to read certain paragraphs from it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The SPEAKER. The Chair finds upon an examination of the records that on 
two oceasions heretofore an amendment similar to this—the Chair thinks in 

recisely the same lan has been offered anda point of order made aena 
* 


t, and in both instances the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
by a very large vote, held the provision to be in order. 


these men. 
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. sir; „FF 
estab a rule ſor e control House t must parent, Mr. Speaker, 
there is no law authorizing this item. N. 

The SPEAKER. Of course the Chair is not absolutely bound by any decision 


of the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, al h — ee A de- 
cision is certainly entitied T has been 
and y that committee. as it does eam 
members that com the House itself. In order to Kere uniformity in 
the rulings upon this question the Chair thinks he ought to admit the amend- 
ment and allow the House to vote upon it. 
Mr. Houtman. And hold that there is a law appropriation ; 


authorizing this 

that it comes within the third section Au the twenty-first rule? 
The seems to have been d in order heretofore 
upen the ground that it had been included in an appropriation bill, and was 
the law at least for that year. 


The CHAIRMAN. Ifthe Chair had doubts as to the correctness of 
the ruling of the Speaker he would nevertheless adhere to it, since he 
would not feel at liberty while occupying the chair temporarily to dis- 
sent from it. The Chair admits the amendment, and the committee 
can vote on it, 

Mr. SAYERS. As to the amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN. On the amendment itself. 

Mr. RANDALL. Iwould like to ask the gentleman from New York 
a question, if he can tell the committee what additional expense this 
would involve? 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I do not know that I can answer the question. 
The gentleman from Pennsylvania is one of the firm which employs 
I am simply a junior member of that firm. I suppose he 
onght to be able to give me that information. [Laughter.] I must 
say that if there is any Congress in which such a month’s extra com- 
—- should be paid to its employés itis the Fiftieth Co: 

+] Mr. Chairman, let us look at the precedents. I find that it was 
away back as far as the Twenty-ninth Congress. On August 3, 
18441 it was granted; on March 3, 1847, the Clerk of the House was di- 
rected to pay it. On August 7, 1848, it was again ; also on March 
9, 1849, September 20, 1850, and March 30, 1851. In J uly, 1854, 20 per 
cent. extra com Was allowed. Further, on the 3d day of 
March, 1857, there was thesame provision, and so on without stopping 
to enumerate them. Before the war House after House and Congress 
after Congress made such an appropriation. After the war broke ont, 
and it was necessary to raise thousands of millions of dollars to sus- 
tain the cause of the Union, the House, in a fit of economy, refused 
the iati 

Mr RANDALL. I do not think the House was in a *‘fit” but in a 
very healihy condition of mind. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. The gentleman is right. Rigid economy was 
then necessary, for every dollar was needed. Under the necessities of 
the situation at that time, Congress felt itself unable to pay an extra 
month’ssalary; butin July, 1879, it wasagain paid; and also on March 
3, 1880, and July 7, 1884, and on March 4, 1885. 

Now, the Fiftieth Congress has been in session longer than any of its 


SPEAKER. The 


and has taken fifieen 
months. The tari 


ltt to extra compensation, e ben, hen the | 
long, and until the sun shone over the top of the Washington Monu- 
ment. 
Mr. HATCH. I would su to the gentleman that the Washing- 
ton Monument is west of the Capitol. [Laughter.] 
Mr. HOOKER. Well, the sun gets there sometimes, 
Mr. McADOO. The New York Sun shines all round the monument. 
Mr. CUMMINGS. Thesun gets there, as my friend from Mississippi 
suggests, some time during the day. Its beams gild the top of the 
monument as soon as it rises. There were eighty-eight night sessions 
in the first session of the Fiftieth Congress, and there have been one 
gr ly ORE RE A EE o a 
[Here the hammer fell. 
Mr. HATCH was and yielded his time to Mr. CUMMINGS. 
Mr. CUMMINGS. Iam much obliged to the gentleman from Mis- 
During these night sessions, Mr. Chairman, nine-tenths of the 
employés have been compelled to remain here and work, and all of 
See te aga she todos day. Many of them got no rest 
5 The work of ihis Congress has been exhausting 
excessive. Is proof of this needed? That desk [pointing to the seat of 
Mr. Burnes], draped in black, tells the story of its exhaustive nature 
a great member dead from overwork. There is no man in this House 
who can not compute and who does not know the arduous labors of the 
during this session. I have offered this resolution, sir, be- 
cause I felt it to be my duty to doso. It is an act of common justice 
to these men and a duty which I owe to myself and to this House. 
[Applause. ] I will not occupy the attention of the committee any 


Tho question was taken on the adoption of the amendment, and the 
Chairman announced that the ayes seemed to have it. 


Mr. HOLMAN demanded a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 117, noes 14. 

Mr, HOLMAN. No quorum. 

Several MEMBERS. Oh, do not do that. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I have made the point of no quorum, Mr. Chair- 
man, in order to ask unanimous consent that there shall be a yea-and- 
nay vote upon this in the House. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I hope unanimous consent will be given. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Chairman, can the Committee of the Whole by 
any proceedings in committee bind the House? 

The CHAIRMAN. It can not except by consent of the parties form- 
ing both the committee and the House. 

Mr. HOLMAN, It can on the individual honor of each member of 
the committee. 

Mr. STEELE. With the understanding that if the gentleman can 
get enough votes to call for the yeas and nays he can have it; other- 
wise I object. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The 3 of no quorum having been withdrawn, 
the amendment is agreed to 
t 12 ms pedia I did not withdraw the point of no quorum, 

ter. 

The CHAIRMAN. Iunderstood the gentleman had withdrawn the 
point of no quorum. The Chair will appoint as tellers the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Cummincs] and the gentleman from Indiana 
(Mr. Horman]. 

The committe divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 150, noes 16. 

So the amendment was agreed to. [Applause. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee will rise. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having taken the 
chair, Mr. Dock kur reported that the Committee of the Whole had 
had under consideration the bill (H. R. 12571) making appropriations 
to supply deficiencies in appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1889, and for other purposes, and had come to no resolution thereon. 


CONFEREES ON PENSION APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The SPEAKER. By mistake the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEN- 
DERSON] was appointed one of the managers of the conference on the 
part of the House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
pension appropriation bill (H. R. 11658). He declines to serve, and 
me as appoints Mr. Lone, who should have been appointed in the 

t place. 


EULOGIES ON HON! JAMES N. BURNES, 


The SPEAKER. This is the hour set apart for the consideration of 
resolutions in relation to the death of Hon. James N. Burnes, late a 
Representative from the State of Missouri. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Speaker, by a previous order of the Honse this 
hour was set apart for the presentation of tributes to the memory and 
eminent public services of our late colleague, Hon. James N. Burnes, of 
Missouri. In behalf of the tion from Missouri u this floor I 
ret to the Clerk’s desk and to have read the resolu- 


“Bie Gh Clerk read as follows: 


ATA Fr.... James N. Burnes, Leg. 
to memory on. a 
Resolved, That That ane reacted onary of respect to memory of the 3 
asa 
and in recognition of his 3 — — ublic servant, 
the House at the conclusion of these memorial proceedings — shall stand ad- 


; Acc A ³ AAA 


Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, the melancholy duty devolves upon 
me of supplementing the resolutions just submitted with a brief sum- 
mary of thesalient features of my colleague's remarkable career. Born 
in the State of Indiana, August 22, 1827, at ten years of age he was 
taken by his parents to their future home, in Platte County, Missouri. 
With the usual academic advantages he had alr developed such 
parts and promise that he was sent to the law of Harvard Uni- 
versity, from which he graduated in 1853. 

His chosen profession he pursued with great distinction for twenty 
years. He was made circuit attorney three years after his graduation, 
and was presidential elector the same year. He was judge of the 
court of common pleas from 1868 to 1872. Colonel Burnes was a zeal- 
ous member of the Masonic fraternity, belonging to Charity Lodge, No. 
331; Mitchell Royal Arch Chapter, No. 89, and St. Joseph Command- 
ery Knights Templar, No. 4, all of St. Joseph, Mo. He was also a 
member of St. Joseph Lodge, No. 22, hts of Pythias, and Poca- 
hontas Tribe, No. 10, Independent Order of Red Men. Mr. Speaker, 
from the commencement of his active career until his work was fin- 
ished in these halls, ashort month ago, that career was marked by cu- 
mulative and unbroken success. 

But, sir, the mere record of the epochs of his advancements can but 
imperfectly chronicle the career of this extraordinary man. For more 
than thirty years James N. Burnes was a prominentand potential factor 
in the political, financial, social, and benevolent activities of the State 
he loved so well and that so loved and honored him. Not only sing od 
financial yen signalized by the accumulation of a large private 
tune, but he was identified with many most imposing public enter- 


— 


1889, 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


2267 


prises, them the construction of the great bridges at Atchison 
and Leavenworth, the Southwestern Division of the Chicago, Rock 
Island and Pacific Railroad, and at one time he was president of the 
Missouri Valley Railroad Company. At the time of his decease he was 
the principal owner and president of the St. Joseph Water Works Com- 
pany, and the leading stockholder in several important banks. With 
what scrupulous rectitude his dealings were characterized a single illus- 
tration will more than suffice. When, in 1877, the Mastin Pank of Kan- 
sas City and the National Bank of the State of Missouri failed, involv- 
ing over a million dollars of the funds of the State, Colonel Burnes was 
the principal indorser upon the bond of the State treasurer. At this 
unexpected and appalling conjuncture, almost alone and unaided, ex- 
cept by the rugged integrity of the treasurer, he marched bravely and 
unhesitatingly up to the exigency, redeeming to the Commonwealth 
every dollar of the principal and interest. 
| When he entered the Forty-eighth Congress the reputation of his large 
and varied sagacity and experience as well as his profound financial 
‘knowledge caused him to be placed upon the Appropriations Committee 
among such compeers as RANDALL of Pennsylvania, CANNON of Illinois, 
[Forney of Alabama, HOLMAN of Indiana, ashburn of Minnesota, LONG 
of Massachusetts, TOWNSHEND of Illinois, RYAN of Kansas, and others 
who had achieved great renown in the public service. The distinction 
thus accorded Colonel Burnes by Speaker CARLISLE is rarely conceded 
to a member during his first term of service, but the wisdom of the 
selection finds vindication and commentary in the records of the Forty- 
eighth, Forty-ninth, and Fiftieth Congresses and his re-election to the 
Fifty-first Congress. Indeed, sir, during his first term in Congress his 
t of the consular and diplomatic appropriation bill demon- 
strated both the amplitude and the analytical power of his intellect as 
well as his skill and force as a debater. Many within the sound of 
my voice will recall with what varied and sustained illustration he 
gave evidence of these characteristics. His devotion to duty, his pa- 
tient and persistent labors, his zeal for the interests of his constituency, 


his sturdy maintenance of his convictions, and his perfect courtesy 


were uniform and consistent to the end. 

In this connection I can not so beautifully and cogently give expres- 
sion to the estimation in which he was held by his own people as in 
transcribing the subjoined resolution adopted by the joint memorial 
session of the Missouri Legislature: 

Resolved, That by his death the country has sustained s severe loss. He was 
an able e orator, u tribune of the people, whose rights he de- 
fended with unse devotion; a man of ripe ju entand Seel Sunes, 
in cas he resolutely devoted every energy of mind toa 
gation of whatever business he was engaged upon, and always with E landablo 
ambition to promote the best interests of all classes of our people. To the dis- 
charge of his public duties he applied the resources of a — — richly endowed 
8 rare intellectual Cautious, he seldom committed a mis- 

take; honest, he always looked to the advancement of the ral welfare; dili- 
gent, his industry knew no limit but a complete mastery of every subject under 
consideration ; patriotic, he exhausted the strength and resources of his great 
nature iy overwork, and with heroic courage sacrificed his life on the altar of 
— duty. The people of Missouri will ever reverence his name and treasure 

memory of his virtues. 

Mr. Speaker, I falter when I attempt to speak of my friend in his 
higher and better relations—of James N. Burnesasaman. His charity 
and hospitality were alike profuse and unostentatious, and he wassuch 
a friend that many of us here grappled him to our hearts with *‘ hooks 
of steel. There is a dark shadow still clouding the way that he 
trod beyond the Father of Waters, and hundreds of that cher- 
ished him are mute with simple sorrow. God help 3 
orphans in the day of desolation! That Deans) aoe 
that genial, sunny companion had been bearing conscious- 
ness the premonition and e eee ol the Satipo stroke for two long 
years. So placidly he spoke of it that his closest friends thought it 
must be fancy, and yet he has more than once, in the silence of his 
Solitary chamber, staggered to his table at night and recorded hissymp- 
toms and sensations, lest peradventure the end might come before the 
dawn, and those who should mourn for him might not know that he 
had recognized the approaching footfall of the grim messenger. 

Mr, Speaker, are there not mystic coincidences of human experience 
that transcend our ken and escape our osophy? Listen to these 
words spoken five winters ago in this by Colonel Burnes in eulogy 
of Dudley C. Haskell: 


Elected a member of this Con his responsibilities were the 
general lectual power. He seemed to renee tees an 
and pre No 9 


tion of his in 

himself to meet it. of his physician, 3 
his Pale ous friends could swerve him from what he believed to be the path of 
duty. He believed the mind should dominate the bod th 

strain. The sharp, keen conflict of mind with mind 
was already before his eyes. The tumult of action and cheers of victo 
sounded in his ears as his vital a was — P — 1 


St apasa riina pot Site 18 this Hen H = lamented Nl i spre 
died a martyr to his moral — te 7 official obligation, o 7 5 
Thus died James Nelson Burnes. 
How strangely in this instance does the encomium of the friend be- 


manly man; A 


Quincy Adams, the Old Man Eloquent, fell as the oak whose sap has 
failed and whose leaf has n More than forty years elapse and 
the oak whose fiber seems like steel and whose leaves seem to garner 
in the sunshine falls as suddenly. But they both fall as the monarch 
of the forest falls. 

Mr. Speaker, it was Mr. Webster, as I now recall, who, in one of his 
speeches, alluding to the great extent of our country and the tireless 

of its pioneers, used the significant expression, ‘‘The hunter’s 
path lay over great mountains.“ So, sir, to him, who, like our friend, 
achieyed a full measure of famein this House, the path must be cleared 
over mountains, and the work, by reason of the peculiar exactions of 
Congressional liſe, must be done single-handed, Our late colleague 
has blazed his pathway and along it shall long be reflected the light 
of his beneficent example. Let us strive to emulate his virtues. 

All honor to his memory! He lived a high and manly life, un- 
swerved by the solicitations of unworthy compromise and unaffected 
by the glamour of place or prestige, and fell at the post of duty. 

ie: oe passar paste dust 
d his good sw: 
fis soul is with the 8 I trust. 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, we rarely see a character made up 
of qualities so positive and decided as was presented to us by our late 
associate, James Nelson Burnes. He came into the House of Repre- 
sentatives in the Forty-eighth Congress unheralded by any special 
notoriety. Modest, almost reserved, in manner, he proceeded with- 
out ostentation to discharge his public duties. It was not long be- 
fore he had won his way to the front and was as a man 
who could be safely depended upon to know what he undertook to do 
and to do it withont fear or favor, holding the public good always in 
view. 

Mr. Burnes would have risen to a high place as a leader among men, 
no matter where he was placed. He had a splendid physique. He 
was educated in the best schools and disciplined and trained by large ex- 
perience in the business of life. He hada clear judgment, was pru- 
dent, industrious, and strong in will, yet he was always kind and 

agreeable to those with whom he came in contact. With such quali- 
ties itis not to be wondered at that he carried through successfully 
the public business committed to his care. His success required in- 
cessant labor and the exercise of a patience of which few men in this 
House have any knowledge. He was always ready, always polite, 
always anxious to do what was right. 

Although a man of large means, allowing him to gratify every wish 
for travel or personal enjoyment, he preferred to be a man of action 
and to devote himself to his public and private duties. Death at last 
found him in the midst of his labors. The exhausting first session of 
this Congress, unprecedented for its length and ceaseless sessions night 
and day, weakened and enervated his herculean frame, as it did so 
many others, and led undoubtedly to his suddendemise. Atthe time 
he was stricken he was engaged in aiding in the passage through the 
House of the appropriation bill. : 

His health failed, and there were serious apprehensions on the 

part of himself and friends as to what would be the result, but his high 
courage and sense of duty never failed him for asingle instant. No 
soldier on the field of battle gave up his life to his country more will- 
ingly or deserved r renown. The honors paid to his memory 
here, in Missouri, and throughout the land showed the high esteem in 
which Mr. Burnes was held by people of every class and station. 
He was faithful to his convictions of what was right, and his fidelity 
to his friends could be depended upon under all circumstances. His 
word was sacred, In the midst of political complications, danger, and 
excitements he was always calm and His publie life was 
one of strict integrity and his private life without blemish. 

Mr. Speaker, I knew Mr. Burnes well, perhaps better than any other 
man on this floor, and the more I knew him the stronger my 
friendship. We became acquainted soon after his appearance in Con- 
gress, and when he died there were few upon whom I relied with more 
confidence than I did upon Mr. Burnes, His death, therefore, was a 
severe blow to me, but I bow to this, as I have done to like troubles 
in life, with humble submission to God’s decree. His example, Mr. 
Speaker, is precious to his country. 

He was happy in his domestic life, a devoted son and husband, and 
loved his children as a father should. He was patriotic. He looked 2 
the public welfare. His loss to his „ his State, his country, his 
friends, is irreparable, but out of his early grave springs the hope that 
dies not, of the beauty and sweetness of a pure life. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, it is a pleasure, weighted 
3 with sorrow, that calls me as a witness for my departed friend 
James N. Burnes. 

To be brought suddenly from the generous warmth of his lixing 
friendship to stand in the shadow of his dying hours and speak of him 
seems like a hard, cruel privilege for one whose heart, full of affection- 
ate memories, is best equipped for silence. 

But as we would hold the hand of a friend when in the su- 
preme — 5 of mortals, as we would follow 3 . his ae rest and 
gently la; down, so responding to generous tation heart’s 
8 we here unite through friendly resolution and words sincere 
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to note his going, his country’s loss, with our true grief on legislative 
and historic page. 

How weak, how insignificant, is human power and human speech 
for such a task! I wish I had the power to speak his life as he de- 
serves it spoken. Whatever m ple gift I had for speech my heart has 
taken from me, and my pocr wo 's will seem betrayal of this weighty 
trust. 

If I could paint the picture of his home when your committee laid 
the casket there; if I could show to you the family bending broken by 
the stroke of fate; if groups of orphans filling his resting place with 
flowers and stifled cries for him who had been friend and almost parent 
too could help me here; if you could see the almost endless line of citi- 
rens, old and young, rich and poor, native and foreign, black and white, 
strong and maimed, passing by the coffin for one last look at their old 
neighbor and their friend; if you could see his ‘‘ Brothers of the Mystic 
Tie” waiting in countless numbers to pay him the highest honors of 
their order and to be his escort to the waiting tomb; if the solemnity 
of a grief-stricken city should speak to you; if that indescribable lan- 
guage which comes from every form of sorrow when a great and loved 
man lies dead could speak to you from’ his home—if I could show all 
these then would I be content, for then only could I touch the meas- 
ure of my duty. 

Judge Burnes was a man of large experience. He had taken sound- 
ings in many of the turbulent waters of life. He had been lawyer, 
judge, railroad builder, banker, politician, and member of Congress, 
and in all his undertakings he made success bend to his powerful will 
and far-reaching mind. His was a composite character. It had in it 
the mountain and the valley, the sunshine and the shadow. Am I 
understood when I say that all the seasons were represented in his 
abundantnature? I will not deny that he had faults. He would have 
been lonely here without them, but even his faults were warmed by an 
ever-present virtue, and were lost in a heart full of generous friendship 
and inexhaustible affection. Let me be more specific. 

As a lawyer he was clear, earnest, profound; he was untiring, un- 
yielding, versatile, and in an eminent degree su 

As a business man he dashed past the weak and grappled with the 
strong; he scorned small ventures, and entered the arena where the 
master minds met in sharp, deep conflict for the wealth of earth. He 
seemed to hold a magician’s wand; gold answered his call, and he died 
a millionaire. 

He was an orator of no ordinary type; he was an accurate reasoner, 
gifted in speech, trained by school, poet, historian, and philosopher; a 
lover of beauty and a worshiper of nature—all these, combined witha 
quick, delicate fancy, a stinging wit, and a generous, boundless humor, 
made him irresistible in swaying an audience and making captive both 
heart and judgment. 

His coloring could be as soft and tender as the songs of Goethe and 
the creations of Raphael, or he could give the thundering numbers of 
Homer and the dazzling splendor of Michael Angelo. He could woo 
like a lover, or he eould strike like a trained gladiator. His oratory 
was not from the school of the elocutionist, but was the rich and cul- 
tivated gift of generous nature. As a legislator he took first rank, 
He comprehended the true meaning of every measure. Instinctively 
he knew what motives, interests, or ambitions were back of it, and as 
clearly he measured the full meaning of the opposition. Possessing 
these powers in a high degree, he had the further advantage, when 
aer of concealing his own purposes and motives from those pitted 

inst him. 


He could thwart by ways most subtle, or he could assume the qual- 
ities of the lion in attack or defense. He was an untiring worker, es- 
ially in all matters coming to his special care, and would pursue 
his investigations until he mastered the situation. Entering Congress 
with him, familiar with his work, side by side with him in commit- 
tee, intimate as a friend, I know that his legislative life was as clean 
and honorable as it was able and illustrious. 

Asa friend he was one of the gentlest, kindest, truest. You who 
only knew him in this Chamber were comparative strangers to this most 
remarkable man. You should have entered his great heart and feasted 
on his affections in order to know the wealth of his great and noble 
nature. 

He is the only man that I have ever known whose gentle, tender 
treatment seemed all the man and yet more the mother. There was 
nothing that he would not do for a friend—nor did he wait for invita- 
tion. He seemed never happier than when sacrificing himself to give 
pleasure to his friends. His presence was a constant fascination, his 
conversation an unceasing charm. His wit was held for battle, but his 
humor was the constant servant of his friends. The trouble and cares 
of a friend filled his thoughts and brought forth his generous counsel 
more than did his own. He loved his fellow-men. His heart was full 
of quick and warm response for generous natures. His friends were 
not confined to those in power, or to the inmates of the gilded home. 
He was as respectful to his dusky body-servant as to his proudest peer. 
He could penetrate through color, poverty, and untutored speech to 
where a true heart lodged. 

He was as modest and unpretending as any fellow-being who toiled 
for his daily food, and it was better than rich tomb or towering monu- 


ment to have the simple, honest faces, wet with grief, bending over h 
coffin, His influence upon old and young was wonderful. The ol 
sought him to renew their youth, the children songht him as a com- 
panion. A picture of his death-bed scene would tell his character, A 
boy of sixteen, after he had retired, learned that the judge was dying. 
He rose at once, near midnight, and hastened to the bedside of his dyin, 
friend. Never before had he witnessed a dying scene, and yet it 

no terrors for him, for a loved companion was dying, and he sat close 
by his side, bearing the agony in his young, faithful heart until the 
end relieved us all. 

Now, look at this last picture: A gray head is buried in the pillow. I 
thought the lips moved in prayer for his dying brother. A strong son 
sobs until it seems as though his heart would break before the father’s. 
A stripling bends forward as though he would tear him from the arms 
of death. Strong manhood weeps. The trusted employé will not leave 
his side. His faithful colored attendant stands near him to the last, 
every death stroke striking his heart, too. His political adversaries, 
his political friends—all friends—are each sharing his agony. That 
little stricken group is an epitome of the vast assembly, taking in 
whole States, that bent the head when James N. Burnes died. 

For months he knew that his last hour was near, and often spoke of 
it with calm, serene philosophy. His faith in God was strong, and he 
trusted his future to Him as the child trusts its mother when it goes to 
sleep upon her breast. Within a few days of his death he spoke freely 
to me of his wife, his brothers, and his sons. His mind seemed run- 
ning over with thoughts of them. In telling me of his wife he spoke 
of her physical sufferings, her patience that seemed more than human, 
her beautiful character, and drew a picture of a noble woman such as 
I had not before heard from lips of man. 

But I must yield to others who will speak of him, and I am glad that 
other friends will speak, for I have sadly failed when most my friend 
had needof me. How true was he to his departed friends. They never 
lacked for loving champion while he yet lived. While I must leave 
my friend with a poor, lame service when I owed so much, yet I do 
know that my heart is true to him—far truer than my speech. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. 


As in many groups they were busied in diverse occupations, some in games 
and others in work, the master opened the door and with a smile beckoned to 
the leader of the busiest’ up, who, laying down his tools, went within and 
the door was shut behind him. His comrades waited for him, and finding that 
he came not realized that that was death. 


Centuries ago a pagan philosopher used this illustration of what we 
call death, and we have seen it occur in our midst that the master 
came into the busiest group and beckoned the master of the group 
into the open door. He followed and the door shut. ‘‘God’s finger 
touched him and he slept.“ That is the death which we in our blind- 
ness regret; but it is but “‘ the gray eve between two shining days;’’ 
572 day of the past and the immortal day of the eternity of the 
uture. : 

It is said that this friend of ours had stood side by side, sometimes 
face to face, with death for weeks before; that he seemed to know ha 
was but a little while for earth—that the sands of life were slipping 
through his fingers. Some nights before a premonition had been given, 
and he arose from his bed and left a note of warning that if he were 
found dead it might be known of what he died and that he did not fear 
todie. And it is a demonstration of the manliness and strength of his 
character, which exhibited itself in his physical robustness and in his 
mental vigor, that this companionship with death neither blanched 
his cheek nor daunted his heart, nor for one moment weakened the 
efficacy of his daily labor and of his intellectual processes. We would 
have a better estimate of him than we have if we could put ourselves 
in his place and feel what would be the effect if we were to walk arm 
in arm with death when we discharge the duties that are imposed upon 
us here. S 

I did not know him as well as the distinguished gentleman who was 
the chairman of his committee [Mr. RANDALL], nor his friend from 
Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON], who was his colleague on the commit- 
tee, nor his colleague from Missouri [Mr. DOCKERY], nor as many 
of his friends knew him. This is not a very good place for personal in- 
timacy. We are a congeries of committees, growing more into special- 
ists as the country grows more and more; and as our duties are to leg- 
islate for more millions, each committee is somewhat ted to 
itself, and we must trust the members of the other committees for in- 
formation, voting much on faith and often without knowledge. No 
man can make himself master of all the business to be transacted here, 
nor become familiar with the details of the multifarious matters sub- 
mitted for our action. 

Therefore a new member coming into this body, anxious to perform 
his duty and sincerely earnest in his desire to perform it conscientiously, 
begins to try to learn, on the very first day of his entrance, who are 
the members of the various committees upon whose labors he can rely 
for that information which must be obtained, upon whose intellect he 
can depend that the conclusions reached are sound, and upon whose in- 
tegrity he can afford to base his own public action, feeling that that 
labor and that intellect have been honestly directed and that the re- 
sult is an honest result. In this sense I soon began to rely upon the 
result of this dead colleague’s labors. 
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_ I found that he was a man ceaseless in work, that there was no limit 
to the industry of which he was capable; that he had a mental vigor 
and efficiency, accompanied by scholastic training and the discipline 
of a busy and successful life, which made thatindustry capable of sure 
ånd accurate results, and that he did desire, as far as I could judge, 
to reach results that were not only honest in the lower sense of pecu- 
niary integfity, but honest in the higher sense of patriotic duty, so that 
‘that which he did should not only be free from any stain of personal 
self-seeking or pecuniary interest, but also should be instinct with a 
desire to do what was best for the common weal. 

It was not so much his public utteranceson the floor, although they 
were always clear and strong; it was not so much the intellectual vigor 
which he e it was the vast capacity for labor which I saw he 
had when I came into personal contact with him, and the earnest dis- 
position that he constantly manifested to reach proper results, that won 
my admirationand confidence. And, Mr. Speaker, may 1 be permitted 
to say that when in the labors of the last session, labors that were so in- 
cessant and so trying to many of the members of this body, the health 
of that distinguished gentleman, who has for so many years been chair- 
man of the Committee on Appropriations, gave way, and it seemed 
that he would be temporarily, if, indeed, not permanently disabled, 

many of us turned with a feeling of sorrowful confidence that under 
his leadership and training there had been prepared, in the person of 
Judge Burnes, a fit and qualified successor, And may I be permitted 
to add, sir, in the midst of all differences, in the midstof divided opin- 
ions, the expression of my sincere gratification that while we mourn the 
death of that worthy colleague and friend, God has spared, and may 
He spare to us for many years, the efficient services of the chairman of 
that committee. 

Mr. Speaker, of the private life of Mr. Burnes I knew very little, 
but there are some things which a man does in life that he can well 
remember with pleasure at death,“ and these things were the daily 
doings of this man’s life. Kindly words, generous deeds, thoughtful 
actions, friendly smiles, marked the sunshine every day of his life, 
and these are the really important things in life. In that wondrous 
book, the Book, there is hardly anything so precious to me as the 
revelation of the Divine alchemy which takes the two mites of the 
widow and turns them into a greater wealth than the gifts of all the 
rich. It is the little things that count. Not what, not how, but why 
we do what we do is the great test of a man’s character, is the real 

wer and measure of his influence as well as of the Divine reward 
Pereafter; and unless I have been misinformed, many of these things 
may have gathered in that company of which my friend [Mr. HEN- 
DERSON, of Iowa] speaks, at the death-bed of Judge Burnes. There 
were sorrowing friends there, but on that unconscious brain and scarcely 
pulsating heart there may have been other impressions, visions seen 
with clearer eyes than these poor physical eyes of ours, when those 
kind deeds came trooping round that bed, to soothe his aching frame, 
and smooth his pathway to the grave, and give to those last moments 
of earth thechoral song of kindly deeds and sweet and friendly words, 

This man’s life began with a contest for supremacy at Harvard Col- 
lege, when he was elected the judge of the parliamentof the law-school, 
and it was a masterful contest from that day until he died; masterful 
by the power of his will and the strength and breadth of his brain, and 
it was fit that for him there was no period of decrepitude. I esteem it 
one of the fortunate events of any man’s life that, in the vigor of his 
manhood, amid his daily labors, wher there is no abatement of his nat- 

„ uralstrength, when the powers that God has given him are consciously 
under the mastery of his will and are its servants for carrying out 
purposes, he suddenly finds this tabernacle of mortal flesh falling from 
the higher and nobler nature, and he steps with all the power ofa di- 
vine manhood into the presence of his Maker. It is no cause of sorrow. 

* It is no reason why we should weep. And to-day, as we recall the last 
scene of our colleague’s life and lay the tributes of our admiration and 
affection upon his grave, it is not unbecoming that we should ask that 
when our time comes—and it may come sooner or later in the midst ot 
these labors—it may come to us suddenly, without premonition, with- 
out the mortal dread of warning, and that we may stand at a moment’s 
notice on the other and better shore. That there is another and better 
shore, that we are surrounded by unseen realities, I for no moment have 
ever doubted. There is a place where the incommunicable thoughts 
of our innermost hearts will find outlet to those we love. 

Mr. LONG. Mr. Speaker, it lacks but five days of just five years 
since, on an afternoon like this, and upon a like occasion, I, then a new 
member of Congress, first heard the rich deep voice of James Nelson 
Burnes—a voice mellow and resonant and full as the swelling sub- 
bass of an organ-note. Since then how familiar has been its music to 
four ears, never falling on them without awaking that soothed and 
welcoming responsiveness which the ear instinctively gives to a melody 
that melts into sympathy with itself. Whether that voice breathed 
softly, as an Æolian harp, along the chords of courteous and kindly com- 

liment, or, in the stress of hot debate, expanded to the mighty volume 
in which the aroused and masterful orator pours the thunder-peal of 
his passionate and resounding eloquence, it never grated on the ear, it 
never struck a false note, it never failed to be the obedient expression 


of the mind it served, or to win without harassing the attention of the 
House to which it spoke. 

At the date to which I refer, Mr. Burnes, also then serving his first 
session in Congress, was speaking in it almost for the first time. He 
was delivering an address upon the life and character of Dudley C. 
Haskell, of Kansas, a member of the Forty-eighth Congress, who had 
recently died, and to whom the House was then paying its tribute of 
respect. Himself a picture of magnificent physical power and health, 
nothing seemed less probable than that five years from that time the 
House should be paying its like tribute to James Nelson Burnes. Those 
of us who were there recall the graceful and appreciative touch with 
which he portrayed the characteristicsof him whom, coming from the ad- 
joining border of a State adjoining his own, he denominated his ‘‘ neigh- 
bor,“ or the felicity with which he wove the laurels of Missouri and 
Kansas around the name of Dudley Haskell till it seemed as if the noble 
river which is a boundary between those two great States, distinctively 
representative as they are of the two great political forces of the Repub- 
lic, was a river of their common tears poured out to Haskell’s memory. 
It was in this appreciative strain, it now seems also like a prophetic 
strain, that Mr. Burnes then uttered these words, so significant of him- 
self but one short month ago: 

Elected a member of this Congress, his responsibilities were enlarged by the 
general recognition of his intellectual power. He seemed to realize the fact 
and prep: himself to meet it. No command of his physicians, no appeal of 
his anxious friends, could swerve him from what he believed to be the path of 
duty. He believed the mind should dominate the body, whatever the stress or 
strain. He had thought much upon legislation, and saw, or monet he saw, the 
the work of his hands in former Congresses about to be reviewed by his political 
adversaries. The sharp, keen conflict of mind with mind and system with sys- 
lars kad haeshol ] coset tise throm tiie paure, Bed Sea Seez 
Blow. The tumult of action and cheers of victo Presounded in his ears as, ee 
consciously, his vital force was departing, pitifully ominous oftheend. Athis 
post oſ duty, overtaxed and overburdened by the peculiar exactions of Congres- 
sional life in this House, the lamented Haskell, like many another, dieda martyr 

his moral convictions of official obligation. 

So, too, died James Nelson Burnes at his post, struck down like the 
younger Adams on the floor of the House of the Representatives of the 
people. It has been my fortune to serve with him during most of my 
Congressional life upon the Committee on Appropriations. I was fa- 
miliar, as were we all, with his conciliatoriness of manner, sometimes 
and strikingly in one of such vigorous brawn of physical and mental 
force, melting into a very softness and flattery of voice and touch and 
compliment and generous kindness. But underneath this we all were 
quickly*taught that when it came to the will, which in this man was 
like the engine in the heart of the steam-ship, when it came to the 
purpose he had in view, and the result he had determined to achieve, no 
bar of steel was so firm and irrisistible. It was a hand of silk when 
it grasped that of a friend or bestowed a courtesy; it was a hand of 
iron when it flung from his path an obstacle or struck a foe. 

He was a man of tremendous persistence and mentalindustry. His 
desk to-day would be more characteristic of the man if the flowers and 
cloth of mourning which are now upon it were removed, and it were 
ready for hard labor and diligent application to the work of legisla- 
tiop. For he suggested life, not death; and my religion thinks of him 
still grandly alive, not movelessly dead. His comprehension was broad, 
seizing and digesting the infinite variety of subjects before our com- 
mittee ulike in their general reach and in all their minute details, His 
great brain, set in his massive, square, capacious head, mastered with 
a giant’s grip whatever it attacked; and while many of us differed from 
his conclusions, and often questioned the policy which he would have 
applied to expenditures in the interest of public works and obligations, 
we never underrated the might of his antagonism. 

Yet, withal, it was a supple mind. In the intensity of his main- 
tenance of a position he not only struck the blows of a sledgehammer, 
but sprung every device which his swift ingenuity suggested. If I 
were to sum up his characteristics as a public man, I should embrace 
them in the one controlling quality of a masterful force. It was typi- 
fied in his physical frame. It included also deftness, quickness, apt- 
ness, art. It now went home with the most emphatic directness of 
speech; it now hid its attack, as the goddess veiled her son, the Trojan 
hero, in an enveloping mist and cloud of words. It was like the trunk 
of an elephant, able to strike a blow that crushes a wall, yet with so 
subtle and delicate a touch that it picks a pin from the floor. It was 
a force that never saps itself in a tumultuous and tempestuous 
explosion. It never lost control of itself. Like the voice in which it 
was uttered, it was, however surcharged, always under command. No 
storm of fierce debate, no whelm of vehement opposition ever disturbed 
its equipoise. It never left him at the end of whatever struggle with 
other than that bland smile upon his face and that courteous intona- 
tion in his greeting or parting salute, which we all recall as vividly 
now as if but a moment ago he had leisurely walked across this Hall, 
fanning his leonine open throat with his habitual palm-leaf fan, and had 
gone io ira yonder door, soon to come back again while yet we 
speak of him, 

And that masterful force stood by him to the end. On the morning 
of his last day of service here, the 23d day of January, 1889, be was in 
his place at the table of our committee, the veteran chairman of which, 
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recently worn in health, though never more resolute in mind than now, 
had come to lean a little on his broad shoulder. He was i 

pared for the debate which was to occur on that afternoon session. 
Fie Wonk ida ens fn the House soon after it came to order. The sword 
of one more surely fated than Damocles was suspended above him, its 
point at his very heart. He knew it was certain to fall, He saw the 
very disintegrating of the single hair by which it hung. But he did 
not flinch. The square jaws were set a little firmer; the iron hand 
clinched itself a little tighter; the masterful spirit rose only to asterner 
defiance; and if ever a buman will put forth the force which none but 
Almighty power could bend or break, it was that of James Nelson 
Burnes when he fell that day here at his post in the discharge of his 
office as a Representative of the people. 

As one who was with him in their service, entering Congress at the 
same time; as one who was his associate upon one of the commit- 
tees of this House; as one who for five years was the recipient of his 
most cordial courtesy and a daily witness of his laborious and efficient 
industry; as a graduate from the same university at which he studied 
law; as his colleague and his friend, I pay my tribute to his memory 
and extend my sympathy to the circle of friends, and ially to the 
wife and kin, to whom he was a mighty castle, and to whom his death 
is the falling of a great arch of the refuge and shelter of their hearts, 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, James N. Burnes was a native of In- 
diana, and although he achieved his high reputation in a sister State, 
Indiana could not be silent when the Representatives of the nation ex- 
press their grief at his death and this House places upon its records an 
enduring memorial of his high qualities as a legislator and his worth 
and merit as a man. I am a native of Indiana, and it may be that the 
high esteem in which I held Judge Burnes, or at least the affection I 
felt for him, was in some d colored by the sentiment that he was 
a son of the great State which I love and in which my life has been 


Thad known something of Judge Burnes by reputation before he 
came to this Capitol, but my personal acquaintance with him com- 
menced with the Forty-eighth Congress, when he and I both became 
members of the Committee on Appropriations of the House. 

For four years we served together on that committee, and every suc- 
cessive step of his career during that period on that committee and in 
this Hall up to the day before his death, when we last conversed to- 
gether for a few moments where I now stand, increased my esteem and 
affection for him as a man and my admiration for his abilities, unfal- 
tering integrity, and high sense of justice. s 

The assignment of Judge Burnes to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, the most important committee of the House, on his first en- 
trance into Congress, indicates the reputation he had 3 acquired. 
He was made at the outset by Mr. RANDALL, then and still chairman 
of the committee, a gentleman whose large experience in Congress and 
admirable judgment of men rendered a mistake almost nes Sena 
chairman of the subcommittee on the consular and diplomatic bill, and 
Jater on of the general deficiency bill, one of the most important of the 
fourteen great appropriation bills—a bill on which countless forces, offi- 
cial and unofficial, seek to crowd almost countless items, certified and 
‘uncertified, running back through many years, and swelling into vast 
Millions It is a bill every item of which requires painstaking, pro- 
tracted, and patient labor. Judge Burnes, while actively participating 
in the preparation of the other great bills of that committee and the 
current business of the House, had that particular bill especially under 
his charge, and it is to be placed to his honor that in the many millions 
of dollars involved in that bill, covering a vast multitude of items and 
running back through many years in successive sessions of Congress, 
not an error or mistake has ever been found. 

The real work of Congress is performed in the committee-rooms. The 
preparation of one of the great appropriation bills, especially one in 
which the result is expressed in large a tes like the budget of 
deficiencies,’’ is the very drudgery of legislation, its results are or 
expressed in great sums of money. None of the enthusiasm which 
gathers around the current proceedings of Senate or House give it ani- 
mation. Nothing but a high sense of public duty could secure its faith- 
ful performance. Gentlemen around me know with what patient in- 
dustry and fidelity Judge Burnes performed this necessary and valuable 
duty of legislation. When he brought the bill into the House with its 

í millions of dollars he was the master of every detail, and 
was prepared to meet every motion to enlarge its volume. Not one or 
that great mass of discredited claims, which year after year seek a fa- 
vorable opportunity to reach the Treasury, ever escaped his observation; 
yet a demand that was just, no matter how long it had been delayed, 
met with his prompt recognition. 

In legislation Judge Burnes demanded not only just methods but 
undisguised frankness. During the Forty-eighth Congress a question 
incidentally arose as to a secret-service fund to be employed in n 
tiations with a foreign government for the benefit of ours, but he de- 
nounced the measure in words of burning eloquence as unworthy of a 
great and free people. Such methods of the of monarchies 
were unworthy of a Republic where the public mind, fully informed, 
should control events. 
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He was the very soul of justice and honor in legislation. He examined 
with the same patience and impartial fairness the small claim of the hum- 
blest citizen and the great claim of a powerful corporation. Circum- 
stances occurred in the closing period of the Forty-ninth Congress that 
brought into full view his great qualities. Conditions arose of extraor-' 
dinary embarrassment in relation to an important appropriation bill 
under Judge Burnes’s control. In that contention gentlemen who were 
earefully noting the current of events saw him display high qualities 
of self-denial and fortitude worthy of a Roman senator in the golden 
age of that republic. 

One of the great corporations which have grown out of the Federal 
policy of our age, greatly indebted to the United States, asserted a claim 
against the Government involving millions of dollars and demanded’ 
its payment, without reference to the just counter-claim of the United 
States of a vastly greater sum, but not yet technically due. After an 
exhaustive examination Judge Burnes reached the conclusion that it 
ought not, in justice, to be paid. Repeated conferences on the bill 
rendered it reasonably certain that unless Judge Burnes and his asso- 
ciate House conferees receded and permitted the payment of the claim 
the bill would fail. The bill involved very large sums that ought to be 
appropriated and about which there was no dispute; claims the most 
meritorious. 


The situation was one of extreme embarrassment. To recede al- 


lowed the payment of millions which JudgeBurnes thoughtought not un- 
der the circumstances to be paid, to refuse to recede postponed payment 
of claims eminently just and meritorious—claims of soldiers of the 
late Union Army and their widows and orphan children, and other 
meritorious and necessary appropriations not in dispute; but Judge 
Burnes, sorely pressed, did not falter. The hour of final adjournment 
fixed by law rapidly approached and every influence which policy, in- 
terest, and power could suggest was brought to bear to induce him to re- 
cede from his position, but he stood by his convictions with the firm- 
ness of a rock which had defied for centuries the rage of the ocean. 

He understood well the severe criticism he would encounter if the 
bill failed in his hands, for but few such events have occurred in our 
history, but he did not falter. He brought hastily into the House a 
bill embodying the most pressing and meritorious provisions of the bill 
in dispute, and on his motion it was instantly passed by the House and 
sent to the Senate. Almost at the last moment concession was made 
to his views, but it was too late and the bill failed. Happily no mate- 
rial public inconvenience resulted from its failure; the ends of justice 
were secured and this noble example will remain upon the records of 
ap aS forever of unfaltering firmness in the performance of a pub- 

ic duty, 

Judge Burnes possessed the qualities, firmness of p se, and intel- 
lectual power which under favorable conditions and with larger experi- 
ence in statesmanship would have made him one of the foremost men 
of our age. His truth, moderation, and sense of justice as displayed in 
this Hall would have steadily advanced him in the respect, admiration, 
and confidence of his countrymen; his unassuming manners, his patience 
and forbearance, and above all his unflagging industry, great talents 
and attainments and high sense of fairness and honor made him of 
great value in the public service, and with prolonged life would have 
given him a commanding position in the councils of his country. He 
was of the order of men who under favorable circumstances become, as it 
were, landmarks in history. 

I will seek to express the opinion I have formed of Judge Burnes by 
a comparison. 

The historians relate that the Roman sena 
tracted war it had waged on the opulent city of Numantia, in Spain (I 
quote from Bancroft), which had for years resisted the Roman arms 
with invincible fortitude, deputed Tiberius Gracchus, celebrated for 
his truth and moderation, with plenary powers, to that city. While a 
fierce conflict between the invading army and the beleaguered city was 
impending it was announced that Tiberius Gracchus, a messenger of the 
Roman senate, was approaching the ramparts; the assault ceased, the 
gates of the city were thrown open, the citizens with their wives and 
children ‘‘thronged round his steps, hung on his arms, and clung to his 
hands.“ They led him into their city and 
bade him take from their public stores whatever treasures he desired; he 
took but a handful of incense and offered it to the gods. They ie he gece him 
to establish the basis of peace, and he framed a treaty on principles of mutual 
independence, 

Of course the conditions of human life which rendered this incident in 
history ble do not exist in our living age, and has not for ages past, 
and yet I think I may fairly indulge in the comparison I wish to make. 
AsI have seen James N. Burnesin the committee-room and in this Hall, 
observing his high sense of truth, justice, and honor, the spirit he uni- 
formly displayed of kindness and moderation, the simple e of his 
deportment, the generous and humane temper of his mind and heart, 
the benevolent expression of his face, I feel that I can say with e 
that under like conditions he would have inspired the same high confi- 
dence and furnished the same absolute assurance of justice ab did on 
that historical occasion the illustrious citizen of Rome, { 

In the death of James N. Burnes many of us have lost a friend we 

loved and admired, this House one of its most valuable members, his 


wearied with the pro- 
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tate and the nation a great citizen whose high merit is fully attested 
y the record he has made in this Capitol. That record will remain a 
ument of enduring honor to his memory. 
| Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Mr. Speaker, it is appointed to all men 
once to die, but when that death will come or how or where is not 
revealed to flesh and blood. Each life is for our instruction and each 
death is to us a warning and a lesson. What death involves we do not 
know, beyond this, that the eyes cease to see, the ears no longer hear, 
the lips are dumb, the heart is pulseless, and the wheels of life stand 
still. I have watched with the dying, and been alone with the dead, 
land havo felt that sense of dread which comes to us when we contem- 
plate the fact, that even in health we are skirting the confines of the 
valley of the shadow.“ A 
` Whether death ends all conscious existence I do not know, but I 
‘have an unwavering faith that this life is but the germ of an immor- 
tality. However and wherever we exist this conscious intelligence 
still survives. As I have stood in the presence of the dead I have found 
myself, almost unconsciously, repeating the words of Cato’s soliloquy : 
Plato, thou reasonest well; 

Else whence this pleasing hope, this fond desire, 

This longing after immortality? 

Or whence this secret dread and inward horror 


o falling into Why shrinks the soul 


naught? 
on ii and startles at destruction? 


*Tis the Divinity that stirs within us. 

The death of the aged and infirm is so in the natural course of things 
that while it saddens it may not shock us. The dissolution that fol- 
lows wasting disease and painful illness we are prepared to meet; but 
when one in the fullness of life, the zenith of strong manhood, is, with- 
out premonition, struck down, we stand appalled in the presence of the 
sudden calamity. Such a death most forcibly reminds us that we are 
mortal. In the life, the labor, and the sudden death of James N. 
Burnes there is for each of us an impressive lesson. Others willspeak 
of his life and services, his trials and triumphs. It is my part to refer 
only to the manner of his death and the impression left upon my mind 

y the sad occurrence. It seems meet that I should do so, as I was 
with him when he first felt the shock that foreshadowed his speedy 
dissolution and was among the last to converse with him. 

On the morning of the 23d of January last {í met our deceased friend 
dn the Appropriations Committee room. Mr. RANDALL, being indis- 

was absent temporarily, and had requested Mr. Burnes to pre- 
side at the meeting of the committee. Whether the hand of afiliction 
had been laid upon him then I donot know, butI never saw a picture of 
more perfect health than he presented. As you know, he was a man 
of stalwart frame, a giant in strength, and of indomitable will. Inever 
met him when his intellectual faculties seemed clearer than on that 
morning. 

When the committee adjourned, he preceded me to the floor of the 
House. A few moments after I had taken my seat, I turned and called 
to ask him some question concerning the pending bill. He answered, 
and, rising from his seat, walked to the head of the center aisle, in front 
of the Speaker, to meet me. I asked him a question concerning a 
vision in the bill, whether it was reached. He said, Not yet.“ At 
that moment he raised his hand to his face and said to me, Ben, there's 
something the matter with my tongue, I find difficulty in speaking. 
At the same time I noticed a nervous twitching of the muscles of hi 
face, and deeming that he was seized with some nervous affection which 
the fresh air and his resolute will might throw off, I said to him, 
„Come with me into the open air.“ 2 

He took my arm, and we walked together out to the east front of the 
Capitol. As we passed along he seemed to bestruggling to control the 
muscular action of one side, and I said to him, ‘‘ Burnes, bring your 
will power to bear, and you can drive this trouble from you.“ I saw 
the was making the effort. On reaching the open air, he feltsomewhat 
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he said, and stooped down as if to compel the hand that was yielding 
reluctant obedience to respond to the mandate of his will. 

Twice he picked the cigar up, and twice it fell from his hand. At 
last he seemed fully to realize the nature of the struggle in which he 
was engaged. Putting one hand upon my shoulder, he said, realizing 
as I did not the danger which was present, Ben, it is hard to quit 
the battle now,“ and after a moment’s silence he said again, I hate 
to leave the field now.” I then understood what he meant, but did 
not dream that he knew, and Iam sure I did not, that he was stricken, 
and that speedy dissolution was imminent. 

He said again with earnestness, but having difficulty with his articu- 
lation, I have much to do, and I hate to quit the battle now.“ 

I said to him in reply, ‘‘ Why, Burnes, youare good for twenty years 
Jet. He shook his head in a manner which left no doubt that he felt 
that his hour had come. In a moment he reviewed the work he had 
done, and surveyed the ungathered harvest which spread out before 
him, and contemplated the labor unperformed and to which he was 
abont to lend his willing hand. But it could not be. Then for the first 
3 I observed that indomitable will of his for a moment seemed to 
yi 

I again said, as if intending to disregard his wish, I will go fora 
physician, or take you to one.“ He still earnestly refused to let me 
go. He doubtless knew all human aid was vain. 

I then asked him to lie down upon the loun He did so, and at that 
moment our colleague upon the committee [Mr. Ryan] entered the 
room, and seemed to realize in a moment Mr. Burnes’s condition. He 
said, We must call a physician at once, and in a moment Dr. GAL- 
LINGER, Dr. DAvis, and Dr. ATKINSON, members of the House, entered 
the room. 

Dr. GALLINGER made an inquiry or two, and in a moment diagnosed 
the case. The quick, practiced eye of the physician revealed to him 
that James N. Burnes was stricken in death. : 

He said quietly to friends, It is only a question of a little time.“ 

Burnes was paralyzed. A blood-vessel in the brain had burst, and 
he was past all human aid. He was carefully and tenderly removed 
to his rooms at Willard’s Hotel, was kindly cared for, but in a few 
hours he was dead. His son, who was visiting his father, hurried to 
his side. It was touching to see that stalwart, strong young man, 
standing by the side of his stricken father, eager to do something for 
his relief, anxious to engage in a desperate struggle to wrest him from 
the grasp of the destroyer. 

I knew how he felt, for not many months before I had held in my 
arms a boy that I loved dearer than my own life. Death seemed to be 
tearing him from my grasp. I remember, in my agony, feeling the 
desire that death should take on some physical form or shape and let 
me fight him for my boy. 

So that faithful son stood by the side of his honored father, devoted, 
yet powerless to help orsave. The family at home learned at the same 
time of his illness, and his death, which followed immediately. It is 
difficult for us to realize in full measure the agony of that bereaved 
family in the loss of a husband and father. 

I know the home of Burnes was a Christian home, and Iam persuaded 
that, in the presence of such afilictien as came to the members of that 
household, the voice of the Master was heard speaking the words of 
comfort, Let not your heart betroubled. Ye believe in God; believe 
also in Me. In my Father’s house are many mansions. If it were not 
so, I would have told you. I go to prepare a place for you.“ I do not 
know what faith Burnes had. He was conscious of his approach to the 
“valley of the shadow,“ but whether he went with unfaltering step, 
upheld by Christian faith, I do not know. I judge of the man as I 
knew him. His heart was generous, and to me at least he proved by 
works his faith, and his works were such as to give assurance that 
although he made no profession before the world yet he had Christian 


better. For some minutes we walked up and down, conversing about | faith. 


the unnatural feeling that seemed to be taking of him. I 
ai ergs to go fora physician. He resolutely declined to have me do 
so, and said it was nothing and would pass off in a moment. 

1 him to let me bring him some stimulant; that he also de- 
dined. I urged him to go with me in a carriage to his physician, Dr. 
Sowers; he positively refused, and those who knew James N. Burnes 
will undefstand that when he said no“ he meant it, and he would 
b 58 aggressive friend who would persist in doing that which Burnes 
forbade, 

At his suggestion we walked from the east end of the Capitol to the 
consultation room of the Appropriations Committee. On reaching there 
I again suggested that, as he did not feel better, I should at once sum- 
mon a physician. He refused to permit me to do so. I insisted then 
that he should take some stimulant to warm him. He consented, and 
I left, and meeting his colleague General HATCH, asked him to assist, 
and in a few minutes Mr. HATCH obtained some brandy, and Mr. Burnes 

k a small portion. This seemed to revive him. We stood there 
alone, while he seemed to be struggling to throw off the influence that 
eee him. I a — then ae nee 
‘the physical man. Twice he drop cigar which he held 

I said, ‘‘Burnes, let your cigargo, you do not want it.. No, 


Of his usefulness and labors in public and private life it is not my 
purpose to speak. That task willdevolve upon others. I have spoken 
of his last hours. This much I may add: Istood by the coffin in which 
he lay; he seemed to have settled into a peaceful slumber; and in that 
presence the uncertain tenure by which we hold to life was deeply im- 
pressed upon me. I seemed to hear, in language not audible to mor- 
tal ears, but none the less palpable to my understanding, Do thy 
work to-day; for thee there may be no to-morrow.’ The chaplain had 
finished the prayer for the repose of the dead and invoked a blessing 
upon the living, when we left our friend in care of those who were to 
bear his mortal remains to their final rest within the borders of the 
State which had honored him with trust and confidence, and which he 
had in nowise betrayed. We saw the form of our friend shrouded for 
the tomb, but in the presence of that change called death we felt that 
we could say of James N. Burnes, ‘‘ It is well with him.” 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, on the 23d day of last month the 
House was startled by the announcement that one of its most distin- 
guished members, James N. Burnes, had been stricken with paralysis 
while in the performance of his duties and in attendance at the Cap- 
itol. For this sad intelligence no one was prepared. During the morn? 
ing he was with his committee—that of Appropriations—taking, as 
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was his custom, an active and influential part in its deliberations, 
He appeared to be in excellent spirits, and there was not the faintest 
shadow upon his countenance or speech or action of the event which 
was to come so soon and in such form. To the observer death seemed 
to be afar from him as he sat with us and assisted us for about two 
hours in the preparation of the measure which was then claiming our 
attention. T 

He walked from the committee-room, apparently in splendid health, 
seated himself at his desk, prepared an amendment to the bill which 
the House was considering, and arising to confer with a friend was 
smitten with the first symptoms of the attack which was to terminate 
so fatally and in so short a time. 

He was borne from the Capitol in a most critical condition to his hotel, 
and before the morrow’s sun had risen he had taken his final departure 
from the scenes and circumstances of this life. That he anticipated 
the probability of any early death and was not altogether unprepared 
for the suddenness of its coming may be inferred from conversations 
with his intimate friends. 

During the former session of the present Congress, and especially to- 
ward its close, he was very busily engaged both day and night, and pro- 
ceeding from here to the district which he represented, he immediately 
entered upon a very active canvass, which he personally conducted 
until the election. He returned to the Capitol last December with his 
strength somewhat impaired, and was soon afterward taken seriously 
ill. Recovering, he resumed his Congressional duties with his wonted 
industry and activity, and continued in their constant discharge until 
the very moment of his last illness. It may be literally said of him 
that he died with his harness on—in the very midst of his labors—in 
the actual performauce of the high functions to which he had been 
called by reason of his abilities, his splendid services, and the judicious 
partiality of those among whom he had lived and wrought for so 
many years, 

Mr. Burnes was a busy, an active, a practical, and a prosperous man. 
The successes which marked his career were not the chances of for- 
tune, but rather the results of toil, sagacity, courage, and inflexible 
determination. He was self-reliant and self-confident, and full to the 
‘overflowing of resource. He thought for himself; he acted for him- 
self. His plans were carefully considered, and when matured, he 
pushed them on boldly and skillfully to their accomplishment. The 
tendency of his mind was not in a single direction, nor was it limited 
in its aspirations or undertakings. Any enterprise which promised 
gratification to his ambition and usefulness to humanity was sure to 
meet with favor at his hands. Possessing an intellectuality capable 
of the highest and of the finest polish, he was nevertheless a man of 
action, A theorist, a philosopher, a lover of literature, he was also 
eminently practical in all his aims and efforts. He was endowed with 
a most excellent judgment, which under the most trying circumstances 
never lost its just equipoise nor failed to serve him as a sure, a safe, 
and a ready counselor. He never lost his presence of mind, but met 
and grappled with difficulties as they arose without hesitation or fear. 

To the activity, strength, and diversity of his mental endowments 
were added graces of deportment and character which contributed in 
no small degree to his advancement in life. He was easy to be ap- 
proached, courteous in bearing, affable in manners, true to friendship, 
faithful to promises, and considerate to those with whom he was con- 
nected, without regard to station in life. These lovable qualities added 
very materially tohisstrengthandinfluence with men. He was wealthy, 
without being ostentatious. His liberality was not accompanied by 
selfish extravagance. Possessing all of these high and varied qualities 
of mind and heart, it is not a wonder that he became a recognized leader 
and won for himself complete success in all his undertakings. 

He was a necessity to those with whom his life and labors were cast, 
and it was therefore not a strange or unaccountable circumstance that 
on the cold, wintry, Sabbath evening of his funeral thousands were 
gathered to witness the long-extended cortege which bore his remains 
to their resting place, and that the people at his own home and in his 
own State, without regard to party, class, or distinction, united in pay- 
ing to him the last tribute which can be offered to humanity, A man 
had gone from them who had accomplished many great and useful en- 
terprises, and whom they had delighted to honor with their confidence 
and esteem. 

It has been said that the life of Mr. Burnes was begun amidst strait- 
ened circumstances and that the scholastic and professional education 
which he attained came to him through the kindly aid of his kinspeo- 
ple. If this be true, his subsequent career illustrates not only the great 
strength of character which he possessed and without which he could 
not have been so successful, but also the exceeding value of our politi- 
cal and civil institutions, and of the social characteristics of our people. 
His career, amid all the varied vicissitudes of his life, can not but ani- 
mate ambitious poverty to the loftiest exertion, in the confident ex- 
8 that success surely awaits the toiler in every department of 

onorable activity, even though the beginning be obscure and humble. 

James Nelson Burnes was born in Indiana in the year 1827, and was 
therefore in hissixty-second year when he died. As to his early life have 
no information further than that he received a common- school and high- 
school education, and that he was graduated at the Harvard Law School 


in 1853. He then resided in Missouri, and immediately began the prac- 
tice of his profession in that State, which he diligently pursued until 
1868 with great success, gaining much reputation as an advocate. From 
1868 to 1872 he presided upon the bench, and inthat high and delicate 
position he acquitted himself with great credit, thus adding to his repu- 
tation as a practitioner the broader and more enduring fame of an hon- 
estand anable judge. In both of these capacities his record is without 
blemish and is a source of great pride and satisfaction to his friends and 
relatives. Every obligation which was imposed upon him by virtue of 
these relations to society and to individuals was met and discharged 
with scrupulous fidelity. s 

Retiring from the bench, he entered upon an entirely different sphere, 
in which was put to the test not only the experience and information 
which he had previously acquired but also those other great qualities 
of mind and character which were still latent to the public eye, even , 
w ee who had been nearest to him and thought that they knew him 

es 

Looking around him, he saw that the great West presented an in- 
viting field for the building of railways and that the demands of com- 
merce would increase with the growth of population and with the de- 
velopment of the country. The opportunity was before him and he 
did not hesitate to follow the dictates of his judgment. Others of greater 
experience in such matters were consulted, but they hesitated to make 
the venture. 

But Mr. Burnes was self-reliant and possessed the cou of his con- 
victions, and, without previous training or technical skill, he embarked 
in the dangerous enterprise of railway construction, which was to call 
forth his best energies and the exercise of an indomitable will. Failure 
might prove to him an utter wreck of fortune and of character as it 
had often occurred to so many who had enjoyed far greater advantages 
and had had far better and far brighter prospects than he, 

The word! failure“ was not written in his vocabulary. It was a 
strange word to him—a word with which he was not to become per- 
sonally familiar. He had considered, and having considered it was, 
with him to act. He was the organizer and the first president of the 
Western and Atchison Railroad Company, which built the first railway 
in that section of the country, except the Hannibal and St. Joseph. 
Succeeding in that enterprise, he organized another company, and was 
the moving spirit in the construction of the Chicago and Southwestern* 
Railway, from Leavenworth, Kans., to Ottumwa, Iowa, and now form- 
ing a part of the Chicago, Rock Island and Pacific Railway. l 

Principally to him and to his efforts is due the construction of the 
bridge across the Missouri River at Atchison, in Kansas, and that, too, 
during a season of great financial disaster and panic. ’ 

He wasa member of the original Town Company of Leavenworth and 
eer eps and was still interested in the organization at the time of his 

eath. 

Who, Mr. Speaker, can estimate the advantages that have acerued 
to the great States of Missouri, Kansas, Nebraska, and Iowa, and to 
other communities because of the completion of these enterprises in 
which Mr. Burnes was a leader? It must have been, indeed, a proud 
moment to him when that great concourse of people met at Atchison on the 
25th day of 3 1875, to celebrate the completion of their bridge. 
He had actively assisted in bringing to them these instrumentalities of 
commerce, and they were there to express their appreciation of their 
value to themselves and to their posterity. ; 

An address of much power and eloquence was delivered on that 
memorable occasion by a distinguished gentleman, now the Presiding 
775 of the Senate of the United States, in the course of Which he 
said: 

But there is one other man to whom, more than all perhaps, this is due, a 
man in whose great brain the idea was first conceived, in whom it originated, 
and who has pushed it forward to its triumphant conclusion, a man who is not 
only one of the first and master minds in Missouri, but also one of the master 
minds in the Northwest and of this continent; and 1 say further that full justice 
will not be done him until at the eastern approach of that bridge stands a statue 
in bronze of Col. James N. Burnes, of Missouri. 

This was a merited tribute to a deserving man, who had, by his en- 
terprise, his courage, and his industry vastly enhanced the material 
wealth of his people, thereby conferring, in the most substantial and 
enduring form, benefits of incalculable value and variety, not only to 
the present, but to all future generations. 8 

But, sir, it was as a member of this House that Mr. Burnes was best 
known to the great majority of us. Elected to the Forty-eighth Con- 
gress, he was assigned to the Committee on Appropriations, where he 
remained until he died. His practice as a lawyer and his experience 
as a judge, combined with his large and varied capacity as a man of 
affairs, enabled him to readily comprehend the character of the duties 
to which he had been appointed, 

At the very commencement of his service he began to thoroughly 
equip himself for the work which was before him. The administra- 
tion of the Government in all its details received his continued and 
careful attention, and wherever a mischief appeared he sought to apply 
aremedy. It is entirely safe to say that he contributed largely to such 
legislation as has been permitted on the appropriation since he 
became a member of this House. In his recommendations of expend- 
itures he was economical but not niggardly, believing that the Govern- 
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ment should have a sufficiency for proper and efficient administration, 
but no more than was enough. 

Methodical and industrious in his mental habits, he made himself 
very thorough in his knowledge of every question that he undertook 
to consider. With him it was an inflexible rule to withhold his judg- 
ment until all means for information had been entirely exhausted. 
Careful and painstaking in his investigations, his conclusions were but 
seldom, if ever, erroneous, He soon acquired the confidence not only 
of the committee but of the House also, and in matters of expenditure 
he was, at the time of his death, a recognized authority. He spoke 
but seldom, and then only upon such subjects as he had completely 
mastered. His utterances for that reason always received attention, 
and he but seldom failed to carry the majority with him. His popu- 
larity was continually on the increase and his influence rapidly en- 
larging. It was a steady growth, not spasmodic. He was regarded by 
every one who knew him as a well-equipped legislator—as one whom 
it was entirely safe to follow upon measures which he had in charge. 
He acquired much reputation during the former session of the present 
Congress. The responsibility under which he then labored was greater 
and heavier than ever before. How well he met that responsibility 
weallknow. His strength seemed to increase with the weight of the 
burden imposed, and his exertions quickened to the demands which 
were made upon his energies. At the close of the session his character 
as a wise, honest, and courageous legislator was firmly established. 

The was secure, and the future appeared full of promise, He 
had fully demonstrated to the satisfaction of all his entire fitness for 
the high ‘position to which his services had carried him in the esti- 
mation of his colleagues and of the country. Noone who knew him 
will deny to Mr, Burnes the possession, in a very large degree, of a high 
order of ability for public affairs. He was not content with the mas- 
tery of the principles upon which a question rested and to which it 
owed its vitality; he also strove to possess himself of the details of its 
application to correct government. He regarded matters of legislation 
rather from a practical than a theoretical standpoint, and for that rea- 
son his opinions were entitled to great weight. Had he lived forsome 
years longer it is quite certain that his reputation would have grown to 
national proportions and that leadership in the councils of his party 
would have been cheerfully accorded him. ° 

But, Mr. Speaker, the most interesting feature of Mr. Burnes’s char- 
acter are to be drawn from his social and domestic relations. He had 
many, very many friends, who were attached to him by the strongest 
ties. His genial and kindly nature made it pleasant, indeed, to be 
with him, and the enjoyment of his society was not relinquished with- 
out regret. What more beautiful and instructive lesson could be taught 
than that which is to be found in the close and affectionate relation- 
ship which existed between D. D. Burnes, C. F. Burnes, and James N. 
Burnes three brothers? In business affairs they were partners, own- 
ing everything in common and never disagreeing in the matter of 
property, or in its acquirement, disposition, and management. 

D. D. Burnes dying more than twenty years ago, the affections of 
the survivors were extended, in all their strength, to his children, and 
the six orphans—minors all of them—occupied the very same place as 
their father in the love of their uncles. They were tenderly cared for 
during the years of their minority, and are to-day co-sharers in the joint 
property of the three brothers, They dwell beneath the same roof and 
sit around a common board. 

Probably a more touching address has never been heard than those 
few and simple words, which were spoken by the last surviving 
brother—one of the three—to the Congressional committee, who ac- 
companied his remains to St. Joseph, He spoke of their business and 
of their domestic relations and of the undying attachment which bound 
each to the other, concluding with the statement that the strongest of 
the three had fallen—from whose decision touching any matter of what- 
ever kind no appeal was ever taken. 

Mr. Speaker, James N. Burnes did not live in vain. He was no 
idler in the great vineyard in which humanity has been called to labor. 
From the first to the last he was a worker. The productions of his 
hands are to be seen in many places, nor will they soon pass away and 
be forgotten, now that he is no longer with us. They will survive 
him to bless those for whom they were conceived and accomplished, 
and they will remain fitting and never-fading memorials of his great 
usefulness. Mr. Burnes had an abiding confidence in the sublime 
truths of the Christian religion, and it is indeed gratifying to know 
that, in the midst of the pressing engagements of a busy and an active 
career, he did not forget those higher and more important duties which 
pertain to the life which is eternal. 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. Speaker, while I can hardly hope to add to 
the eloquent tributes that have been paid to the memory of our dis- 
tinguished friend who has so recently gone from our midst, I feel that 
T can not let the occasion pass without offering my testimony to the 
valuable services, eminent ability, and high character of our lamented 
associate. 

For more than thirty years we have lived in adjoining districts, sep- 
arated only by the river that marks the boundaries of our respective 
States. For the greater part of that time we have been acquaintances 
and friends. The interests of our respective constituents were largely 
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identical. Our people are bound closely together by intimate business 
relations, and each felt that in working for his own district he was ad- 
vancing the interests of the other. Himself a large property-holder 
in one of the principal cities of my State, he was regarded as bei 
as closely identified with its interests, and was as well known to its 
people, as to those of his own city. 

It is an especial gratification to me to be able to say, after six years 
of association with him on this floor, we having together entered the 
Forty-eighth Congress, that I have always found him ready and active 
in the support of all measures which I haye introduced for the benefit 
of the people whom I represent. Though occupying seats on the op; 
posite sides of this Hall, our relations were always harmonious and cor- 
dial. During his term of service in this House I have always been able 
to rely upon his intelligent interest in and hearty support of all meas- 
ures intended to promote the welfare of the people of Kansas. That 
they appreciated his efforts in their behalf is shown by the unanimous 
adoption by the upper branch of our Legislature, composed almost en- 
tirely of those belonging to an opposite political party, of the following 
resolutions of sympathy and regret at his untimely death. They testify 
to the estimation in which he was held by the people wherever he was 
known: 

Whereas the people of Kansas learn with profound regret of the death of Con- 
gressman James N. Burnes, of Missouri: Therefore, 

Be it resolved by the senate of Kansas, That in the death of Colonel Burnes this 
State has lost a firm supporter, the West a loyal friend and just legislator, and 
the country at large an honest, wise, and prudent statesman. 

Resolved, That the sympathy and condolence of this body be extended to the 
8 of Colonel Burnes in their affliction. 


esolved, That the tee of the senate be instructed to send a copy of these 
resolutions to the family of the deceased statesman. 


All of Mr. Burnes’s active life was spent in Western Missouri, where 
he was taken in early childhood. At that time that section of the 
State was but sparsely settled. Railroads were unknown; the early 
settlers were poor; and amid the privations and hardships of pioneer 
life his early manhood was spent. Endowed with a hardy frame, a 
robust constitution, and a splendid intellect, he was ambitious not 
only to secure for himselfa competency, but to establish a name among 
those with whom his lot had been cast, To this end he strove to de- 
velop the resources of his great State, and his labors for what he be- 
lieved to be the best interests of her people were unceasing. 

While bold and self-reliant, he was never unnecessarily aggressive, nor 
unmindful of the feelings and rights of others. Marking out his course, 
he pursued it with all the energy of his nature. Fighting his battles 
with undaunted courage and yielding nothing to force or blandishment, 
he pressed forward with an indomitable will, surmounting all obstacles, 
He knew no such word as fail. Kind, generous, and considerate, al- 
ways affable and courteous, he never wantonly gave pain to others. 
To the poor he was a generous, thoughtful, and true friend, and was 
ever helpful to those who needed and deserved aid. 

As a member of this House he occupied from the first a foremost 
position, Able to grapple successfully with all questions which were 
presented, however comprehensive in their scope, he worked untiringly 
for the success of what he believed to be right and for the highest and 
best interests of his country. He was always at his post of duty. It 
was inborn in his very nature to do what he did with all his might. 

To his political party in his State he wasa tower of strength. A wise 
and judicious leader, and at the same time a brave and fearless cham- 
pion, his loss will be severely feltin the political contests of his section 
of the country. While intensely devoted to his party, and ready to 
labor unceasingly and with all his might for its success, he was in no 
sense a bitter partisan. On the contrary, he was always courteous to 
his opponents and tolerant of the views of those who differed from him. 

Mr. Burnes had many warm, true friends on this side of the House, a 
fact which he often spoke of with feelings of gratification, and which 
is well attested by the unanimous expressions of grief at his loss which 
have come from my political associates here. 

Eminently a man of affairs, deeply interested in business and poli- 
tics, our dead associate was at the same time a tender husband, an 
affectionate father, and a trustfal, confiding brother and friend. The 
partner of his life and home, for years a confirmed invalid, found in 
him not only a sturdy champion and protector, but also a tender con- 
fidant who valued her counsels and appreciated the genuine worth 
which affliction only served to bring out in brighter colors. Hence- 
forth her widowed heart will turn for consolation to gracious and lov- 
ing memories of him who has gone, cheered and sustained by the sweet 
faith of the Christian that when a few more years have passed the ties 
so rudely sundered will be reunited never again to be severed, and that 
beyond the river, in that better land, they will enjoy each other’s so- 
ciety forever. 

Our friend fell at the post of duty and in the midst of his labors. 
The end befitted the nature and qualities of the man. Pursuing the 
methods of a life crowded with activities, a mortal blow fell upon him, 
and before the light of another morning had come he had ‘‘ crossed the 
river and was at rest. 

Mr. Speaker, I can conceive of no more felicitous ending of a busy 
and burdened life than to have the golden cordsevered before age has 
dimmed the faculties or disease enfeebled the vital energies. Thus to 
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depart, in the midst of cheerful employments and in the enjoyment of 
the confidence and trust of our fellow-men, is indeed to enter into rest. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I was introduced to Colonel 
Burnes in 1874, at the capitol of our State. Our homes were in differ- 
ent sections of the State, about 200 miles apart. After our acquaint- 
ance began we met more or less frequently, but I knew him only in a 
general way. Our meetings were accidental or at some important con- 
ventions of the people, where both of us happened to be on public bus- 
iness, Our greetings were such only as are usually incident to such 
occasions. I speak now of a time preceding my election to Congress. 
He had served here the term before I came and had been re-elected. 
When I came to Washington I met with all those petty annoyances 
which spring from a lack of experience and knowledge and which are 
common to some extent, I presume, to all novitiates. 

Colonel Burnes had been here long enough to become familiar with 
the ways and methods of our national public life. Hecame to me vol- 
untarily and often and made suggestions which were useful, and ren- 
dered me many little services that were valuable. This was not done 
ina patronizing way, but with such a modest frankness and with such 
a glow of natural kindness as to remove every suggestion of imperti- 
nence, Whatever he did in this respect was done in a manner so easy, 
so graceful, so natural, that it seemed to be wholly without design, and 
created a pleasing sense of gratitude without any special weight of ob- 
ligation. 

“These little courtesies attracted me to him and afforded me a fortu- 
nate and gratifying opportunity to cultivate his friendship. I came to 
know him well, almost to the verge of familiarity. We were much 
together, and had between us many little confidences. We were close 
friends. I never made any special study of his history, his life, or his 
character; but I knew the man Burnes well. What I knew of him 
was not the result of psychological study. I never set him on a pedes- 
tal before me to mark out the perfect lines and the imperfect, the 
strong points and the weak points of his character. I could not, and I 
wcll not if I could, lay the cold steel of unfeeling criticism and 
analysis to the life and character of any man who was my friend, and 
whose memory is dear to me. I would not test the life-work of any 
man, warm-hearted, impulsive, aspiring, whose life has been passed in 
the midst of great activities, by the superfine standard of a dreamer or 
a moralist. 

This man was human, and had many of the frailties and weaknesses 
of our mortality. I could not have loved him else. But his faults 
were either the waste of an overflowing companionableness, which in 
him was genial and attractive to an extraordinary degree, or they were 
faults which came bristling up when the fierce lion in the man was 
aroused. When pursuing ‘‘the even tenor of his way,“ when at his 
natural level, he was as free from fault and as safely armored against 
criticism as any man. But he found pleasure in his friends. He loved 
their laughter, their songs, their humorous sayings, their familiar 
banterings, and all the sweet abandon of boon companionship. These 
traits may sometimes have led him beyond the straight line of a punc- 
tilious and over-morbid orthodoxy, but never into any species of de- 
bauchery or excess. He was well poised and guarded himself well 
enough. His faults in this respect, if faults they were, were simply 
the overflow of a generous, kindly, companionable man—one who 
could recognize the obligations of morality without a tinge of asceti- 
cism, and who could observe all the just proprieties without engaging 
in any Pecksniftian pretense. 

He had iron in his blood, too. He was a dangerous man to wrong. 
He knew how to remember, how to resent, how to revenge. A fallen foe 
orarepentantone, he was ready always to forgive. Accessible atall times 
to honorable reconciliation, an open foe did well to guard with caution 
and watch with apprehension. He was fruitful of resource, adroit in 
attack, masterful in defense, relentlessin pursuit. Hisenemies, whether 
those who had done him a positive wrong or those who stood as obsta- 
cles in the way of his great purposes, had never any reason to doubt 
that sooner ris tsi an opportunity would come to test his mettle. He 
fought as occasion required, but honorably: Some who stood against 
him, in their most promising periods of apparent safety, have suddenly 
felt their foundations sinking and seen the fabric of their strength fall- 
ing about them, without comprehending the cause of disaster. Others 
he has confronted and sprung upon the roar and crush of a lion, 
impatient of restraint, and swept them away at once. While his enemy 
stood upon his feet to strike and defy, he had in his blood the merciless 
instinct of battle and in his brain the inspiration of the warrior. But 
when the sun went down upon a battle finished there came back to 
his heart the gentleness of a woman and a longing to forgive and be 
forgiven. These things may have been faults, Ifso, he had them. 

He was a man of brains. He was a man of force and power at all 
times and under all circumstances. He has been associated with many 
pa and important enterprises, social, commercial, and political, and 

all of them was a potent if not a dominant factor. His public work 
here is well known to us and to the country. Patient in research, 
pono in industry, equipped with an enormous fund of valuable 
formation, scrupulously desiring and bravely determined to do what 
his deliberate judgment dictated was right, the unbounded 
confidence of his associates in the 


of his purposes and the in- 


tegrity of his manhood, strong in debate, aggressive when need be, 
yielding when he could, firm as a rock when principle was involved, 
but courteous always, it is no marvel that he won high place and great 
influence in this Hall and at this capital, and impressed his thought 
and individuality upon the legislation and policies of his country. 

He was strong, forceful, ambitions, To a great eminence he climbed, 
and ere he fell unfurled his standard high among the green waving ban- 
ners of fame. But fall he did, as fall we must. In the midst of his 
labor, usefulness, and rising power he sank from our sight and from 
the world. While his power was growing, his renown spreading, his 
fame aripening, he fell here at his post of duty. With loving hands 
we bore him away and laid him to rest among the great oaks, the sugar- 
maple, the weeping-willows, the flowers, and the cold, white monu- 
ments in that city of the dead on a hill-top above the city where he 
lived. Away from the scenes of hislaborsand triumphs. Away from 
his friends and his loved ones. Away from his home—that home as I 
saw it and heard of it, with all its deep pathos and wealth of love. Oh, 
the pitiful, clinging love of the invalid wife! Oh, the marvelous love 
of the brothers living and of the orphaned children of the brother dead! 
Oh, the unfeigned devotion of hisown manly sons! Oh, the sad faces 
and pathetic tears of tbeir little ones! All—wife, brothers, nieces, 
children, and grandchildren—lived, as they have lived for many years, 
under one expansive roof. 

The memory of it all—of all the sweet confidence, companionship, 
helpfulness, and love of the home-life of my departed friend—returns to 
me now, mellowed and sanctified by the soft radiance of something too 
beautiful and too sacred to tell in speech, and which, as I saw it and 
heard it, lifted me up, and still lifts me up, as if I had felt the electric 
touch of something divine and heavenly! Bore him away from this 
beautiful world and this wonderful life! We laid him down sleeping 
where the dead sleep, and lefthim. When the spring comes the oak 
and the maple will put on their green garniture again, the flowers will 
unfold their many-tinted beauties to the sun, and the willow will go 
on sighing to the end. But his heavy eyelids will never lift again 
that his eyes may brighten at the sight of beauty or grow moist at the 
sound of a sigh. 

Is this the end? Is this sleeping, nerveless, crumbling statue the 
end of this remarkable man, who lived, loved, wrought so much? Oh, 
how that question has been sent wailing down all the ages! How, 
through all the cycles since man was born, has he stood in the light of the 
present, and of the past also, as it comes shadowing up—stood upon 
the verge of the future, peering into the darkness wistfully, question- 
ing, ever questioning, ‘‘Is this the end?“ Stand here and cry into 
the future as you may, no answer will ever come back to you. None 
ever has come back from the darkness of the future. Our only answer 
is in the present—in what we see about us, in what we feel, and think 
and are—and in the testimonies of the past. Climb to any height you 
will, dig to any depth you can, stretch wide your wings and soar— 

From star to star, 

From world to luminous world, as far 

As the universe stretches its flaming wall— 
and pour your plaintive cry through all the spheres, and the same dumb 
silence will greet you. But we know and feel that if this is the end, 
then life is asorrything indeed. Is it hardly worth the living? I do 
not know. Iam not sure. This I do know, that there is in me, asin 
you, a feeling, which is independent of mere desire—a strange con- 
sciousness that is not connected with any sense of fear or hope—that 
there is something in us that is not of the earth earthy;’’ that is not 
of this mortality, mortal. I take hold of this. And use of this 
divine principle in our being we should recall with increased reverence 
the memories of our mothers, and thank them for the strange stories, 
the wonderful stories, of the past and of the hereafter which they taught 
us at their knees. 

I do not believe that the great life of our lamented friend ended for 
all time when we laid that casket away at St. Joseph amid the tears 
and lamentations of the people. He lived nobly, achieved greatly, 
died bravely. The awful mystery of death has been solved to him. 
In a little while we shall pass over also, and may be we shall clasp 
hands again. 

O holy hope! and high humility— 
High asthe arching heavens above! 

These are your walks, and you have shown them me, 
To kindle my cold love. 

Mr. RYAN. Mr. Speaker, the duties which crowd upon us here af- 
ford me but a moment to speak of my departed friend. Of his birth, 
of the incidents of his youth, of the struggles, privations, and vicissi- 
tudes of his young manhood, of his achievements in private Jife and 
the successes of his public career, of those qualities of heart and 
mind which brightened his home and signalized his relations to his 
neighbors and to his friends, others here to-day have spoken in terms 
of just appreciation. 

Were the time at my command, I also would gladly dwell upon 
these pleasing recollections, for it is a pleasure, even under the most 
afflicting circumstances, to recall what was good and great in the charac- 
ter and personal traits of those whom we loved and honored in life. 
It may fairly be said of him who is gone that from youth to death his 
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daily life was an illustration of qualities that extort admiration, and 
which would, if emulated, encourage the rising generation in the pur- 
suit of the most exalted objects of ambition, modulated by prudence 
and supported by dauntless courage and tireless industry. 

Memorial exercises would be but idle ceremonies if they were merely 
to afford opportunity for public expression of personal sorrow for the 
loss of some dear friend or the sudden quenching of some cherished 
spirit. They are held for another and a wiser purpose. Commem- 
orating thus publicly eminent qualities, whether of soul or of intellect, 
or of both united, they become an incentive to the emulation of the liv- 
ing, making them better men and women. They stimulate in youth 
and dawning manhood a worthy ambition to thrive, to achieve, to ex- 
cel. They are calculated to contribute to the fashioning of a higher 
order of society, and to a greater, stronger, nobler nationality. Guided 
by an unseen but potent influence, they become an inspiration, and the 
world is made the better for them. 

I might speak in tearful tones of the warm friendship that existed 
between the distinguished dead and myself. I might properly refer to 
the fact that for several years we were assigned to the same committee 
and followed the same paths of duty, and that our pleasant relations 
during these years were never for a moment interrupted, though we 
often disagreed touching public methods and policies. Then, too, I 
might recall the agreeable conversation, now so indelibly impressed 
upon my memory, that I had with him about 10 o’clock of the morn- 
ing of the day he was stricken—the vigor of his strictures upon certain 
abuses, the vivacity, humor, and sparkling satire that marked his utter- 
ances, 

I might remind my colleagues of the committee of the characteristic 
force and clearness with which he discussed pending matters up to 
nearly if not quite noon of that fatal day. Moreover, I might give ex- 

ression in words to the intensity of the emotions I experienced when, 
ing informed by my friend from Ohio [Mr. BUTTERWORTH] that he 
was lying ill in the committee-room, I immediately hastened to him and 
found him, as I then feared and as the sad event proved, fatally stricken. 
To dwell upon these and kindred incidents and reflections would be 
grateful to my own feelings, but it would hardly subserve those higher 
and better purposes to which I should gladly hope these brief observa- 
tions might contribute. 

The character of Mr. Burnes was rich in qualities which commend 
themselves to the approval and admiration of the worthiest of man- 
kind, and so become a pattern forimitation. Chief among these were 
ambition, industry, and courage. From early boyhood he was in- 
spired by a restless ambition. To advance to make secure the victory 
of to-day and strive for another to-morrow—to hold the eminence at- 
tained by patient endeavor or heroic struggle until there were none to 
dispute, and then to strike out for higher ground—this was the domi- 
nating feature of his character, as seen and known by those with whom 
he had been associated for the greater part of his active life. As usual 
with ambitious men, he felt himself equal to whatever he undertook, 
and thus he succeeded where other men of equal talents, but with less 
of the force and genius to impel and guide them, signally failed. 

This ruling trait of his mental and moral ization was success- 
fully and always ministered to by an ind that was as tireless as 
it was phenomenal. His was indeed a busy life. Whether struggling 
for the first successes which laid the foundation of wealth and honors, 
or holding in his strong and capable hands the reins which controlled 
his widely-expanded affairs, or striving for the honors and opportu- 
nities which political triumphs sometimes but not always bring, he 
was the soul of patient, persevering, unresting industry. He had no 
faith in a future to be evolved from the chapter of accidents,” or to 
be secured through the smiles of a blind nut propitious destiny; but 
he had confidence in his good right arm and active brain, and through 
their constant and skillful employment he nobly succeeded. 

Possibly, however—for who can assign to each ingredient in the 
grand alchemy of human achievement its precise share of credit ?—the 
ambition and the industry of our late associate might have failed to 
bring him victory had not these qualities heen supplemented and re- 
enforced by a courage that was equal to any and every emergency. 

In the erude and unripened civilization of what wasin the early days 
of Mr. Burnes the frontier, there was constant occasion for the useful 
exercise of this martial element of his nature; and no one who knew 
him can doubt the fullness of the measure in which it was developed 
in him, nor the calm determination with which it was applied to all 
the exigencies of his career. 

Not yet an old man, scarcely even beyond the prime of manhood, we 
may only conjecture as to the heights he might still have gained, the 
triumphs he might still havesecured had his life been extended to the 
Psalmist’s limit. Abandoning this field of speculation, we may take 
pride in what he accomplished, in that influence for good which a suc- 
cessful life impresses upon the community in which it is spent and the 
world with which it is brought in contact, as well as indulge in tender 
recollections of the generosity, kindliness, and good-fellowship that 
made association with him here delightfal. In the long hereafter these 
grateful recollections will remain to comfort us in some degree for his 
too early departure. 


Mr. MANSUR. Mr. Speaker, James Nelson Burnes is dead. The 
loved home and family shall know him on earth no more. The com- 
munity that honored him while living laments his loss as that of her 
foremost citizen. The great council of the nation is in session, and 
with touching words and appropriate ceremonies bears honorable testi- 
mony to the wisdom, the ability, the prudence, and political purity of 
the life of their late associate. Thrice fortunate was he—in the ac- 
cumulation of wealth, in the attainment of political honors, and in the 
manner of his death. 

Born in Indiana, he was taken when a child to the Platte purchase 
in Missouri. No educational facilities being in existence there, he was 
selected from a band of brothers by their sire to be their leader in 
learning as he was in intellect. The father, a ragged man of the fron- 
tier, was one of great intellect—if tradition be true, even moreso than 
the son—and of a will as firm, as unyielding, as tenacious as 
that of Andrew Jackson, with a superb courage that had no superior 
on the Western border, yet of little learning; his fame will forever 
live in the memory of the old pioneers of the Platte purchase as an un- 
fading glory. All these traits of character were inherited, and, coupled 
with the learning of Harvard College, belonged to James Nelson 
Burnes. From his start in life he was a leader. 

For twenty-five years he gave himself to the accumulation of a fort- 
une. He was a success. He died a millionaire. To win this on the 
border of civilization means the ability to win ten times that in Wall 
street or Boston. In the pursuit of wealth he suffered no obstacle to 
turn him aside, and in this period of life he made whatever of enemies 
his career knew; but in spite of enemies and obstacles he strode his 
pathway to fortune, a veritable giant among his fellows, building rail- 
roads, erecting iron bridges over the Great Muddy,“ founding towns, 
creating banks, and developing his region round about, whether in Kan- 
sas or in Missouri. Possessed of a magnificent physique, great good 
health, and the build and strength of an athlete, he strode his pathway 
only to conquer and win. ` 

When about forty-five years of age a great change came over him. 
His fortune was made. Financially he was a great leader in his whole 
region. He now became ambitious of political honers. It was at this 
period of his life I first became acquainted with him. In his new field 
of conquest he revolutionized his life from the stern, unyielding task- 
master, demanding the ounce of blood to the uttermost that the law gave 
to him, and from knowing no friend, except as self-interest dictated, he 
became the reverse of all this, and was the kind, considerate friend, the 
lover of humanity, the polite, affable gentleman and entertainer, and 
wise counselor that you, his associates here, knew him to be. I first 
met him at the capital of Missouri in the Fruggle for Senator in the win- 
ter of 1874. 

Possessed at that time of a reputation as broad as the State for a 
haughty temper, an almost cruel tenacity of purpose, an imperial will, 
and an uncertain friend, yet such was the charm of his manners, his 
unswerving courteousness, his unvarying politeness, and his tact and 
hospitality in the open rooms kept by him that he had become the 
most lovable among men. So that on his advent practically in State 
politics, after the late war, in three weeks’ time this (former) reputation 
was so overthrown and the new one so established in the minds of those 
at the capital, his popularity so developed and established, that on 
the night the Democratic eaueus was held in the chamber of the repre- 
sentatives, which resulted in the first nomination of Senator FRANCIS 
MARION COCKRELL, on a mock caucus for Senator being called and 
held in the senate chamber at the other end of the capitol, by the third 
house, popularly so called, composed of the lobby, with adherents present 
of all rivals for the then pending Democratie Senatorial nomination, 
as well as officers of the State government, of all grades andi honors, 
with distinguished men of all political parties from all seetions of the 
State present, all anxiously awaiting the result of the real caucus at the 
other end, whereupon all present resolved themselves into a caucus of 
the third house to elect a United States Senator; and upon the second 
ballot, if I remember correctly, Hon. James Nelson Burnes was de- 
clared the candidate of the third house for the United States Senator. 
Although little regarded at the time, yet, in the light of all his past 
life and prior existing prejudice, in my opinion Hon. James N. Burnes 
never achieved a greater victory than this, 

From that time forward his position in our State politics as one of our 
great leaders was assured. In all the State conventions of his party, 
as well as in his Congressional district, he became a leading factor, and 
since then he has undoubtedly been the true friend, tried leader, con- 
summate statesman, and accomplished gentleman we all know him to 
have been. Thenceforward he was a power in the State. In 1882 he 
was elected to the Forty-eighth Congress, and successively thereafter 
to the Forty-ninth, the Fiftieth, and the Fifty-first Congresses, and each 
time by an enlarged majority. I shall not speak of his life and services 
as a member of this House, except to declareour State, our people, and 
our party alike were proud of him, but shall leave his services in Con- 
gress to be a topic for those who knew him longer and more intimately 
in these associations than I have. 

A kind disposition and charitable heart may be instanced in two 
matters and directions: First, a brother dying with little wealth left 
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a large family of children; their Uncle James adopted them as his 
own; reared them; educated them; treated them in all respects as his 
own children, They know him to be the kind, considerate, thought- 
ful friend and father he was to them. 

Again, while af St. Joseph I saw among the floral offerings on his 
bier and in the room one sent with a card from a grateful widow and 
her children, whom our friend had in a time of great necessity aided 
and saved from much distress. But why further dilate on these phases 
of his character? All his associates at Washington know him to have 
been possessed of these graces that so highly adorn human character. 

In hare 22 8 roudly eminent, 
Stood Tike a tow: 5 x 

At times there was a quiet touch of humor in his composition, of 
which I think I was the last victim. On the Monday before his death 
there was a question pending on a roll-call of vital importance to the 
fate of the bill to organize Oklahoma Territory, a bill in which I have 
taken more interest than any other pending in this Congress. As the 
roll-call proceeded I watched it with great interest. When his name 
was called, although in his seat, he did not vote on the first call. 
Full of anxiety, I went to him and said, ‘‘Colonel, why did you not 
vote?” He looked up into my face, for he was seated and I was 
standing, and said, No one has told me yet how to vote.“ I said, 
„Pshaw! Colonel, you know how to vote. You do not need to be 
told how to vote.“ Observing my anxiety, he again and laughingly 
said, It is a fact; no one has told me yet how to vote.“ At this I 
thought he was chafing me and left him. An hour or two afterward, 
like the courteous gentleman he was, he purposely came across the 
Hall to my seat and said, Charlie, you thought I was joking you 
awhile ago. The truth is, I had just taken my seat, and did not 
know what bill was pending when you came to me, and hence at that 
time no one had told me how to vote.“ To the truth of which I laugh- 
ingly assented. 

I have said he was fortunate in his death. Like all vigorous-minded, 
stout athletes, rejoicing at all times in health and strength, the fear of 
along, lingering illness, to result indeath, was peculiarly distastefal, and 
he often expressed the desire that when his time to die came it might be 
quickly and without physical suffering. His wish was granted. Stricken 
in a moment, to become forever unconscious, in this building where 
his greatest fame was achieved, and to die in a few hours thereafter, 
His last words were: ‘‘I have much to do; I hate to quit the battle 
now.“ 

Of heroic mold and imperial will, there is to be found no trace of fear 
of death in this lament. It is a simple expression, drawn from his con- 
sciousness of ability yet to do And achieve much, if permitted by Provi- 
dence to live out the full span of life decreed toman. On the contrary, 
he had no fear of death. To his more intimate friends, during the last 
year of his life, he frequently spoke ot his being sure that he was even 
in the valley of the shadow of death.“ And this so frequently that 
his friends now know that premonitions, amounting in him to almost 
positive knowledge, of his early death were in his mind at all times 
during the latter months of his life; divers times he so expressed him- 
self tome. A marked instance of it is found in the note sent to Hon. 
SAMUEL J. RANDALL, on the Saturday prior to his death, when in the 
chair on the occasion of our obsequies to one of our late associates, 
wherein he said to his friend RANDALL that it would not be long before 
he would be called on to perform a like service for him. 

Yet these premonitions did not interfere with his sense of duty nor 
his work. Nor did this abate his cheerfulness or cloud his temper, and 
to the last he was the considerate statesman, the polite gentleman, and 
the courteous friend. 

In his death he is lamented by all men. He was buried in the open 
presence of nearly every inhabitant of the proud city in which he lived, 
on the coldest, bleakest day of the passing winter—a most touching 
testimonial of the universal esteem in which he was held. 


In memory— 
Thou art not in the grave confined; 
Death can not claim the immortal mind. 


Mr. CLARDY. Mr. Speaker, it was Lord Bacon’s aspiration that 
his name and memory might be left to men’s charitable speeches, to 
foreign nations, and to the next ages. 

More fortunate than he, James N. Burnes could have invoked the 
verdict of those who have lived where he has lived, and who know the 
record of his life as well as the judgment of the members of this House 
with whom he was most intimately associated. Theaction of the Leg- 
islature of his own State, when his death was announced, the beauti- 
ful tributes of affectionate regard for his memory paid by the people of 
all classes in the great Commonwealth he loved so well, the unbroken 
voice of grief that has found expression in every newspaper in the State 
show that there hisname and memory are forever safe, while the touch- 
ing eulogies pronounced to-day are an assurance that he gained for 
himself the place in the affections of his later associates that he so de- 
servedly held in the hearts of the people at home. 

As was said of Lord Palmerston, Colonel Burnes's great attraction in 
public was the blending of social ease, kindliness, and humor with the 
temper of a strong, hard man of the world. He was an able lawyer, 


a successful financier, and a masculine politician. 


It is seldom that a man appears on the world’s stage who possesses 
the elements of character which enable him to achieve success in mo 
than one pursuit. There is a passage in one of Lucian’s Dialogues 
where Jupiter complains to Cupid that he has never been beloved; and 
Cupid advises him to lay aside his ægis and his thunderbolts, and to 
place a garland on his head and to walk with a soft step and assume 
an obsequious deportment. Jupiter replies that he is unable to resign’ 
his dignity. Then Cupid tells him he must leave off desiring tobe’ 
loved; he can not be Jupiter and Adonis. But Colonel Burnes was 
singularly endowed. He won distinction as a lawyer, afterwards be- 
came one of the most successful financiers in the country, and later on 
an eminent statesman. t 

Whether as a lawyer, a banker, or a politician he was the same affa- 
ble, agreeable, courteous gentleman. And to the possession of these 
attributes may in large degree, I think, be ascribed his success. His 
courtesy and kindliness of manner manifested themselves at all times 
and everywhere. He was as regardful of the feelings of the newsboys 
on the street or the servants at the hotel as he was of those of the most 
distinguished member of this House. His friendships were strong and 
uncalculating, and he inspired their objects with a responsive feeling, 

In them were embraced persons in all stations and positions in life, 
the rich and the poor, the old and the young. Some of us noted the 
beautiful friendship between him and little Sammy Randall, the son 
of our distinguished friend from Pennsylvania. All of us who were 
present at Willard’s Hotel in this city, where he had lived for six years, 
will recall the scene of anguish among the servants when his death was 
made known. In his intercourse with equals and inferiors he was the 
most amiable gentleman I ever knew. 

But, Mr. Speaker, there is near the city of St. Joseph, in Missouri, 
a little spot our friend used to call home; and to him and his dear 
ones there it was all that word implies, Here it was that his amiabil- 
ity and his love shone forth in all their splendor and sublimity. 

In this happy home—it was a happy home until so recently invaded 
by the great destroyer—are to be found six children, the sons and daugh- 
ters of a deceased brother, who, upon the death of their father, were 
made members of Colonel Burnes’s household, and since he has gone, I 
am informed, it has been ascertained that these re. ones are to 
enjoy in equal parts with his own children Colonel Burnes's magnifi- 
cent estate. 

Colonel Burnes, like the younger Adams, as was said by the gentle- 
mee from Massachusetts [Mr. Lona], fell at his post of duty in this 

ouse. 

He passed away almost in our sight. 

Life! I know not what thon art, 
But this I know, that thou and I must part; 


And when or where or how we met, 
I own to me's a secret yet. 


. + s 2 . 8 o 
Life! we've been long together, 
Through pleasant and through cloudy weather, 
Tis hard to part when friends are dear, 
Perhaps ’twill cost a sigh, a tear— 
Then steal away—rrive little warning, 
Choose thine own time, say not Good night!" 
But in some brighter clime bid me Good morning!” 

Mr. WALKER. Mr. Speaker, ‘‘the silver cord is loosed and the 
pitcher is broken at the fountain.“ The clay of James Nelson Burnes 
is covered thick with other clay;’’ ’twas but 

The vase of earth, the trembling clod 

Constrained to hold the breath of God— 
but his immortal spark has been borne back to its divine origin, there, 
let us hope, to be relumed by the Living Light“ and, with all the 
ills of earth expunged, to shine in ineffable glory through eternity. 

The beautiful and commendable custom that de votes a day to the 
memory of a deceased member has been long established, and while it 
is true that it can no way add to the virtues of the dead, yet it softens 
the hearts of the living and fills their minds with earnest thoughts of 
the life after death. To-day the legislative business of this great body 
is suspended that we may bear faithful and willing witness to the mer- 
its of James Nelson Burnes and to his usefulness as a member, though 
nothing we may say can add to the high esteem in which he is held by 
the members of this House. 

Missouri mourns his loss. In life he served her faithfully, ably, and 
with honor, and in death, though missed, he will not be forgotten. 
His virtues were positive and aggressive, seeking to establish truth and 
to destroy error. Asapartisan he wasstrong, persistent, praiseworthy, 
and he admired the same traits in the opposition. 

In every conflict in Congress between parties he fought witha cour- 
age and skill rarely equaled and seldom His life and its 
achievements arean excellent example of the splendid possibilities of 
American citizenship. Born in Indiana, a State that has produced 
many distinguished sons, he in a large degree the firmness: 
and faithfulness of Hendricks, the unbending will and defiant daring 
of Morton, and much of the persuasive eloquence of VOORHEES, 

Taken to Missouri when a little boy, he early learned to love the 
State of his adoption and to labor for her advancement with an ever- 
increasing zeal and an energy that never flagged. His character was 
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cast in the broad mold of the boundless West—in the great State of 


Missouri, a State of empire. Within her limits grow the 
hardy grains of the North and the sun-kissed flowers of the South. 
Here the kings of American agriculture, corn, cotton, wheat, hold joint 
sway with the queens of American enterprise, commerce, manufactur- 
ing, and mining. Here, too, the constant touch and rub and com- 
mingling of cavalier with puritan has brightened the best of each and 
-produced characteristics more nearly American perhaps than can be 
found elsewhere. When to such characteristics we add the ennobling 
influence of education we can easily see why Mr. Burnes was so su- 
perbly fitted to represent in the Congress every interest of his con- 
stituency, his State, and his country. He was sympathetic, charitable, 
generous, and just. To his friends he was faithful and from his foes 
he did not shrink. 

Here in this House, where there is so much of wit and learning, so 
much of wisdom and of law, here where the fiercest political battlesare 
fought, here where the intellectual giants of the Republic struggle for 
political supremacy, Mr. Burnes, in his short service of six years, won 
a position, wielded a power, and attained a distinction accorded to but 
few. Judged by fair standards, his life was a well-rounded success. 
In the great battle for worldly competence he was a master. His firm 
grasp of economic principles and financial problems fully attested the 
high order of his abilities. 

politics he strove for place, not to gratify personal pride, but asa 
means whereby he could better serve his people and his country. He 
had ambition, but it was an ambition to improve the condition of man; 
an ambition to more firmly establish in the hearts and minds of the 
people the great principles by which he thought this country should be 
governed, and of which he was such an able champion. His faith in 
Jeffersonian theories was never shaken. He believed that the pros- 
perity of our country and the perpetuity of our institutions depended 
upon them, and so believing he supported earnestly, logically, and 
powerfully with purse, pen, and voice the great cause of Democracy. 

Mr. Burnes was tolerant, even considerate, of the opinions of those 
who were opposed to him politically, and many*of his warmest per- 
sonal friends are on the Republican side of this Chamber. When his 
eyes closed in death they rested on that filialand affectionate son, who 
had come but a few days before from his distant home so that he might 
be with and watch beside his father, that father having had premoni- 
tions of approaching dissolution. The message he had tosend was the 
saddest the son can send the mother, the death of the father, but her 
great grief must have been lessened by the thought that her husband 
was sustained and soothed ’’ in the hour of his departure by the 
presence of one of their children. 


On some fond breast the parting soul relies, 
Some pious drops the closing eye requires. 


Mr. Speaker, I saw him lying cold in death, and upon his lips— 


The spoiler had set the seal of silence. 
But there beamed a smile, 

So fixed, so holy, from that manly brow, 
Death gazed, and left it there. 

He dared not steal 

The signet ring of heaven. 


Of the many sad associations that cling about this historic Hall, none 
cast such sadness athwart my memory as the sudden stop, the abrupt 
ending of the earthly career of James Nelson Burnes. His chair is 
empty, his deep voice is hushed forever, his name is dropped from the 
roll, he is dead; but he will live in the hearts of those who knew him 
best, for they are they ” who loved him most. 

Heaven’s justice in the sudden shock that parts us from a friend is 
veiled from human ken, but when we remember So ’twas willed 
where will and power are one, we bow with unshaken faith in the 
goodness and wisdom of Him who doeth all things well.“ Knowing 
that however incomplete and imperfect our earthly career may be, that 
‘tif in the heart there is naught condemns us, we shall attain in the 
life to come a completeness and a perfection beyond the conception of 
earthly wisdom, for while ‘‘it doth not yet appear what we shall be, 
we know we shall be like Him.” 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. Mr. Speaker, all well-informed and intelligent 
men are admonished by a maxim older than our language that they 
should say nothing of the dead except that which is good. No man 
who knew James N. Burnes or who was accurately informed as to his 
worth and his walk in life could truthfully say anything that would be 
harsh of him, living or dead. Of huge physical mold, the qualities of 
his mind were in singular consonance with his physical power. Well 
known to every member of this body without exception, and by repu- 
tation not an unknown man in this great country, of which he was a 


distinguished citizen, when he is judged by the standard which hu- 


manity has set up for itself it will be admitted that in every respect 
he was a man and a gentleman. 

Often, seeing him rise in this Chamber and being recognized by the 
Speaker as the gentleman from Missouri,“ have I looked upon him 
and felt the full significance of the term as applied to him. Kind, 
true, modest, and brave, he stood in this Hall with perhaps few peers 
and certainly no superiors. Able, devoted to the interests of his con- 
stituents and to the traditions and institutions of his country, having 


high hopes for its future, while for months the shadow ot nis impend- 
ing doom hung over him like a pall, he never faltered in pursuing the 
line of what he conceived to be his duty. He had, as we all know, an 
admonition that his life of usefulness was soon to termir¢ie; bat he 
went unfalteringly forward and met the arch enemy of the human race 
with that same fortitude and fearlessness with which he had met and 
overcome the difficulties of an eventful, useful, and charitable life. 

I think that I was placed in a position where I could judge of the 
qualities of a man like Mr. Burnes. Coming to the Forty-ninth Con- 
gress as one of its younger members, I frequently sought his advice, 
which was always cheerfully given. And I can say now that so long 
as I kept in the line of the policy which he suggested I think I made 
few, if any, mistakes. 

Honest, upright, not fearing to look any man in the face, he did not 
fear to meet the hereafter. He has crossed over the river. Though 
taken from us suddenly, I believe that no man bas been taken from this 
House by the ruthless grasp of the hand of death who has been more 
sincerely regretted than James N. Burnes. When his great heart 
ceased to beat every honest man had lost a friend. When the intelli- 
gence of his death flashed along the wires of the great West, of the 
civilization and citizenship of which he was so fair a type, it carried 
sorrow to many hearts, because, by virtue of his great qualities, he 
was not an unknown man; and in time to come, when those who knew 
him and knew of him pass by the spot sacred as the resting place of 
the mortal remains of James N. Burnes, they will pause and memory 
will drop a tear among the flowers as affection strews them over his 

ve. 

Mr. McADOO. Mr. Speaker, in the presence of the great dead whom 
we have honored and loved in his lifetime words seem very weak. A 
profound and holy silence is more fitting to the occasion than any 


h. 

I became a member of this body in the Forty-eighth Congress with 
the deceased, James Nelson Burnes; and from that day until the mo- 
ment of his death I was honored in no small degree with his friend- 
ship, and to some extent with his confidence. He was really a great 
man. You would single him outin a multitude by his strong, attract- 
ive face. With a tremendous physical frame—a fit temple for the mag- 
nificent enginery of his mind—he was marked in his life, so far as I 
could observe and from what I have heard of him, by an unusual sin- 
gleuess of purpose, by an indomitable will, by a perseverance seldom 
equaled among men. He was a very frank and sincere man, and was 
characterized by a bluntness of speech when opinions were drawn from 
him. He was a hater of cant and insincerity in all its forms. Were 
hypocrisy enthroned as high as the Himalayas, with the whole of man- 
kind prostrate before it, the sturdy, honest limbs of James Nelson 
Burnes would not ‘‘crook the pregnant hinges of the knee.“ 

He would stand erect in his iron manhood, unbent and unbending. 
He had remarkable sagacity and took clear, practical views of all ques- 
tions. He had withal a subtle mind; but misty, metaphysical dis- 
quisition had little part in his stormy, rugged, manly life. His aim 
was to get, as it were, at the marrow of things, and measure his labor 
by results. He was in a proper way a very proud man. You could 
burn him over a slow fire at the stake before he would profess a friend- 
ship he did not feel or recant a conviction he held. Storms may rage, 
but only God can move mountains. Every idle wave may play with 
the vagabond sands, but the sea in a million years may lash itself with 
little impression against the granite rocks. He was like a good, strong, 
iron-ribbed ship, deep in whose hold pulsate the giant, relentless, un- 
tiring, undaunted, monster engines that drive her through gale and 
and calm toa destined port. His firm hand never wavered for hurricane 
or fierce lightning-bolt, but steadily kept her headed for whatever 
haven his deep purpose had chosen. Only God and his messenger, 
Death, could relax that grip in the wheel-spokes. 

When he became a member of this House he showed in his labors 
here the characteristics which had made up his fortune and his fame in 
his adopted State. He was an honest workman. He undertook the 
business of membership of this House and of his committee as the hard, 
practical task of an honest servant of the people. His work here speaks 
for itself. He was, as has been stated, placed upon the Committee on 
Appropriations, a committee which deals with all the vast details of 
this tremendous Government. 

From the first day he entered that committee until the day he died 
he undertook the mastery of those minute details. He labored hard 
and faithfully, and he gave to this House and the country, as the result 
of those labors, honest workmanship and a magnificent example. No 
superficial, sham workmanship for him. When he said he knew the 
facts of a case it meant that he had laboriously mastered thesame. He 
seemed to be constantly impressed with the divine injunction to work 
while it was day, as the night cometh, when no man can work.“? 

I am not surprised at these splendid tributes to his memory. Ina 
mad world of paste-board idols the very angels must look down with 
something akin to admiration at a great, true, soulful, earnest, honest 
man, with warm, red blood in his big heart, and a deep, unchangeable 

urpose in his firm, unyielding mind, doing his full duty to his God, 
his country, and his fellow-men. Next to a Pharisee he detested a snob, 
and was intensely American. His heart and sympathies were not con- 
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ties were those of frankness and honesty. His decision of character 
was linked with a tenderness of heart which none knew better than 
his colleagues on the Appropriations Committee and his other friends 
in this Chamber. We can do no less here and now than to bestow 
proper eulogy, and thus warm the hearts of his bereaved friends, and 
by a pause in our proceedings contemplate his goodness and thus 
honor his memory. f 

v. „ withholds his remarks for revision. [See Ap- 
pendix. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi, withholds his remarks for revision. 
[See Appendix. j 

Mr. WADE withholds his remarks for revision. 5 Appendix. 


fined to any narrow circle, but went out in deep, strong currents to the 
masses of his countrymen. He thought first of them and their welfare, 
and cared little for the opinions of self-assertive little penny-whistlers 
who claim to make public opinion. 

Mr. Burnes, although of rugged temperament and strong convictions, 
wasa man very tender and kindofheart. I have myself been frequently 
the recipient of kindnesses at his hands. As has been said so aptly and 
eloquently by the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Lona], under- 
neath the iron exterior and the strength of his will there was a simple 
sweetness and a depth of profound pathos that few except those who 
knew him intimately could fathom or understand. 

Mr. Burnes died, as it were, sword in hand on the field of battle. 
For months before his death he walked the path of duty accompanied 
knowingly by the dread messenger. He never flinched in the face of 
the summons which he knew awaited him. During those months we 
saw him here going in and out every day, his face a little more firmly 
set, those iron jawsclinched alittle more strongly; but the same court- 
esy, the same kindness, the same charity for those that differed with 
him, the same urbanity characterizedall his actions. This great giant 
man, with his massive frame, with his powerful, leonine head, with 
his sturdy intellect, with the iron in his blood, went day by day drudg- 
ing at the details of the business of this House, faithful to the last. 

I hate, he said, to leave the field.” Ay, big heart, so much work 
yet to do! So many evils yet confronting your great sword in your 
strong arm. The hosts of dishonesty, cant, and darkness still pouring 
in the field, taking the places of those you have felled with those giant 
arms. Your soul sighs regret to leave such a field. Oh, for one more 
blow at the father of lies; once more to pull down the banner of fraud 
and error, and pave the way for God’s truth, and make life moresweet 
and pure for honest, earnest men. Peace, warrior, fighting wrong and 
idleness, peace! Heaven's bugles call you off the field. The great 
Co er summons you quickly to His awful presence. You have 
earned release. Henceforth you shall have sweet repose. You have 
“fought the fight.’? Earth is better that you have lived, and your 
battle shall not cease, for God recruits His legions more rapidly than 
any earthly king. ; 

Our words are weak, O comrade, to tell how much we miss you. 
We saw you in the calm—sweet, modest, and tender as a woman; we 
saw you in the struggle, when your great depths were stirred— fierce 
as the lion, majestic and irresistible as the awful forces of nature; 
and best of all, we saw you in calm and storm a brave, trne man. 
shall grasp our own swords with stronger grasp that you have lived 
well, fought so hard, and died so bravely. Your life was a splendi 
lesson flaming in the very skies. ‘The verities still live. Justice and 
truth are yet in heaven and do finally obtain on earth. The powers 
of light are stronger than those of darkness, and the path of duty is 
nobler and grander than the path of pleasure. 

No man can stand here and tell me that this was solely the result of 
human ambition. I know nothing about the religious convictions of 
Mr. Burnes; I know not what form his faith took; but I do know that 
a brave, strong man like that, who can calmly pursue his duty day by 
day and night by night, though bearing in his hand the summons of the 
great Executioner, that man had evidently a strong, abiding, everlast- 
ing faith. I can believe that he was like the prophet who said that 

Although the fig tree shall not blossom, neither shall fruit be in the vines; 
the labor of the olive shall fail, and the fields shall yield nomeat; the flock shall 


be cut off from the fold, and there shall be no herd in the stalls: 
Yet I will rejoice in the Lord, I will joy in the God of my salvation. 


Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, Tennyson, in his In Memoriam,” in 
touching tribute to his friend, wrote: That he wept a loss forever 
new.’’ In my service here I have had to meet so many bereavements 
that although not unaccustomed to their recurrence and to the sadness 
of such occasions, I feel that in the loss of my personal friend, Mr. 
Burnes, we weep a loss forever new.“ 

I left him to go home to New York for a needed respite, and stopped 
off at Philadelphia io fill an appointment. That morning, when about 
to pursue my journey home, I found in the morning journals the ne 
of the sudden and irreparable loss of my friend. I retraced my route 
in order to lay my heart near that which so lately throbbed in the body 
p my beloved friend and in sympathy with his colleagues, family, and 

iends. 

It is no time now, sir, to speak of the sterling public and private 
virtues of the late member from Missouri. Other members will review 
his life in its beginnings and surroundings. IIe was of robust and manly 
mold. in character as well as frame. He was dutiful beyond most men. 
He fell at his post as the people's sentinel of the Treasury. He ſell where 
— meet men in his public relation should fall - whether in field or 

m. 

I could not, without misconception, fail to make some expression o 
private sorrow, for he was my dear friend, affectionate and gentle and 
was ever solicitous of my success and comfort in all that makes up life 
here, and I may say my little diplomatic life abroad. 

When I resolved to go away upon a different service, and along tour, 
he smoothed by his legislative as well as by his kindly care my de- 
parture; and in my absence, by his cheerful and radiant humor in his 
correspondence, he made exile tolerable and my return delightful. 

His views of public affairs were discriminating and large. His quali- 


Mr. FORAN withholds his remarks for revision. [See Appendix. 

Mr. HEARD withholds his remarks for revision. [See Appendix. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Speaker, I now ask a vote on the adoption of 
the resolutions already submitted. 

The resolutions were unanimously adopted; and in accordance there- 
with (at 5 o’clock and 25 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. 
Under the rule private bills of the following titles were introduced 
and referred asindicated below: 
By Mr. DE LANO: A bill (H. R. 12638) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Matthew C. Griswold—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
By Mr. STONE, of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 12639) for the relief of 
J. C. Peebles—to the Committee on War Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 
The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 
By Mr. ADAMS: Petition against raising the duty on degras—to the 
Committee ón Ways and Means. 

By Mr. G. A. ANDERSON: Petition of G. W. Champion and 71 
others, citizens of Greene County, Illinois, for the passage of the per 
diem rated pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BANKHEAD: Petition of heirs of John W. Prewett, of Tus- 
caloosa County, Alabama, for reference of their claim to the Court of 
ims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. C. E. BROWN: Memorial of George H. Thomas Post, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Cincinnati,jOhio, for completion of records of 
the war of the rebellion—to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. DUBOIS: Memorial of the Idaho Legislature, praying for the 
passage of the Outhwaite bill—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. FORNEY: Petition of the heirs of Alemuth Byers, of St. Clair 
County, Alabama, for reference of their claim to the Court of Claims— 
to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. HARE: Petition of sundry citizens of the Pan Handle of 
Texas, for the establishment of a Federal court at Henrietta, Tex.— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HERBERT: Petition of William E. McGehee, of Montgomery 
County, Alabama, for reference of his claim to the Court of Claims— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MCKENNA: Resolution of the Legislature of California for 
the improvement of the Eel River—to the Committee on Rivers and 


By Mr. McKINLEY: Petition of William H. Raff, for the early pnb- 
lication of the records of the late war—to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. MILLIKEN: Petition of Paul Wing and others, for laws 
providing for arbitration instead of war—to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 


By Mr. OSBORNE: Resolutions of the Tobacco Exchange of Rich- 
mond, Va., urging the removal of the tax on manufactured tobacco—to 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. OUTHWAITE: Resolution of W. H. Elliott Post, No. 420, 

Grand Army of the Republic, for an appropriation for printing war 
rds, etc.—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Also (by request), petition of 25 citizens of the Thirteenth district 

of Ohio, in fayor of prohibition in the District of Columbia—to the 

Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Trafiic. 

By Mr. RANDALL: Petition of the Board of Trade of Lancasfer, 
Pa., for the repeal of the internal-revenue tax on cigars—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ROBERTSON: Petition of Sarah A. Klempeter, of Baton 
Rouge, La., for reference of her claim to the Court of Claims—to the 
mmittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ROMEIS: Petition of G. L. Fowler Post, No. 153, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Ohio, for appropriation to complete the pub- 
ication of the records of the war—to the Committee on Printing. 


The following petitions for a national Sunday-rest law were received 
and severally referred to the Committee on Labor: 

By Mr. S. I. HOPKINS: Of Rev. William E. Hatcher and other citi- 
zens of the United States. 

By Mr. MONTGOMERY: Of citizens of the Fourth district of Ken- 
tucky. 
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SENATE. 
MONDAY, February 25, 1889. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
Kare Journal of the proceedings of Saturday last was read and ap- 
oved. 
PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had on 
the 23d instant approved and signed the following bills: 

An act (S. 3897) to establish a life-saving station on the Atlantic 
coast at or near the mouth of St. George River, Maine; 

An act (S. 2992) to accept and ratify the agreement submitted by 
the Shoshones, Bannocks, and Sheepeaters of the Fort Hall and Lemhi 
reservation in Idaho, May 14, 1880, and for other purposes; 

An act (S. 259) granting the title of the United States in certain 
lands to the county of Randolph and State of Illinois, on certain con- 
ditions; 

An act (S. 2315) granting the right of way to the Yankton and Mis- 
souri Valley Railway Company through the Yankton Indian reserva- 
tion in Dakota; : 

An act (S. 3800) directing a survey of a road from the Aqueduct 
Bridge to Mount Vernon, and making an appropriation therefor; 

An act (S. 3734) to authorize the construction of a bridge or bridges 
across the Mississippi River at La Crosse, Wis. ; 

An act (S. 3795) granting to the Big Horn Southern Railroad Com- 
pany a right of way across the Fort Custer military reservation, Mon- 


? 

An act (S. 3335) granting a pension to Thompson D. Hatfield; and 

An act (S. 3786) to change the date for the commencement of the 
March terms of the district court for the northern district of Georgia. 

The message also announced that the President had this day approved 
and signed the following bills: x 

An act (S. 2714) for the relief of Thomas Lannigan; 

An act (S. 1804) to authorize the Cheyenne Street Railroad Company 
to build its road on and across the Fort D. A. Russell military reserva- 
tion; ‘ i 

An act (S. 3663) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the 
Missouri River between the city of Leavenworth, in the State of Kansas, 
and Platte County, in the State of Missouri; and ; 

An act (S. 3865) to provide for writs of error or appeals to the Supreme 
Court of the United States in all cases involving the question of the 
jurisdiction of the courts below. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. BUTLER presented the petition of P. A. Williams, of Orange- 
burgh County, South Carolina, praying to be allowed a pension; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented the memorial of John L. Springston and 6 other 
citizens of the Cherokee Nation, remonstrating against the of 
whatis known as the Oklahoma bill; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. s s i 

Mr. VEST presented a memorial of citizens of Savannah, Andrew 
County, Missouri, remonstrating against the passage of the Sunday-rest 
bill or any similar legislation; which was referred to the Committee on 
Education and Labor. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by Ransom Post, No. 131, Grand 
Army of the Republic, Department of Missouri, in favor of legislation 
providing for the publication of the naval records of the last war; which 
were referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. QUAY presented a memorial of citizens of Philadelphia, Pa., and a 
memorial of the North America Turnerbund, remonstrating against the 
passage of the Sunday-rest bill; which were referred to the Committee 
on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Lancaster, Pa., 
praying for the repeal of the internal-revenue tax on cigars; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented petitions of the Slate Lick Presbyterian Congrega- 
tion, of Slate Lick, Pa.; of the Presbyterian congregation of Mercers- 
burgh, Pa.; of citizens of Mercer County, Pennsylvania; of citizens of 
Butler County, Pennsylvania; of citizens of Deer Creek, Allegheny 
County, Pennsylvania; of Division 50, Brotherhood of Locomotive En- 
gineers, of Connersville, Pa.; of the pastor of the Presbyterian Church, 
of Freeport, Pa.; of the citizens of Titusville, Pa.; of Council of Zion’s 
Lutheran Church, of York, Pa.; of citizens of Altoona, Pa.; of Mill- 
mont, Union County, Pennsylvania; of the United Presbyterian Church, 
of Freeport, Pa.; of St. John’s Lutheran Church, of Mercersburgh, Pa.; 
of the Presbyterian Church, of Murrysville, Pa., and of the United Pres- 
byterian Church, of New Alexandria, Pa., all praying for the passage 
of the Sunday-rest bill; which were referred to the Committee on Edu- 
cation and Labor. 

Mr. DAVIS presented a joint resolution of the Legislature of Min- 
nesota, favoring the passage of what is known as the prisoners-of-war 
pension bill; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Staples, Minn., praying for 


the passage of the Sunday-rest bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. SABIN presented a memorial of citizens of Olmstead County, 
Minn., remonstrating against the passage of the Sunday-rest bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. TURPIE presented the memorial of E. Van Buskirk and other 
citizens of Walton, Ind., and the memorial of George Hendee and other 
citizens of Royal Centre, Ind., remonstrating against the passage of the 
Sunday-rest bill; which were referred to the Committee on Education 
and Labor. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I present a petition of the State Farmers’ Alli- 
ance of Nebraska, which was addressed to the Legislature of the State 
of Nebraska, considered by the senate of the Legislature of that State, 
and referred by resolution of that body to Congress, representing that 
the present fiscal and economic systems of the Government affecting 
present business conditions of the State of Nebraska and the country as 
well are unsatisfactory, oppressive, and anomalous, inasmuch as, while 
the production of wealth is unprecedented, the condition of the producers 
of wealth is not improving, but is, on the contrary, retrograding, and 
praying for such legis!ation as may be calculated to relieve these hard 
conditions. I move the reference of the petition to the Committee on 
Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr, CULLOM presented a petition of 72 ex-Union soldiers, citizens 
of Greene County, Illinois, praying for the passage of the per diem rated 
service pension bill; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of 210 citizens of Illinois, praying for the 
passage of a bill prohibiting the running of interstate trains, mail 
trains, etc., on Sunday; which was referred to the Committee on Edu- 
cation and Labor. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a memorial of 286 adult citizens of the 
United States residing at Alliance, Ohio, remonstrating against the 
passage of the Sunday-rest bill; which was referred to the Committee 
on Education and Labor. 

Mr. DOLPH presented a memorial of citizens of Oregon, remonstrat- 
ing against the passage of the Sunday-rest bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. SPOONER. I present two memorials of citizens of Stockholm, 
Wis., remonstrating against the passage of any bill in regard to the ob- 
servance of Sunday; also remonstiating against the adoption of any 
resolution for the amendment of the Constitution that would by in- 
struction in public schools give preference to religious principles over 
the views of religion held by non-religious persons. I move that the 
memorials be referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MITCHELL presented the petition of Joseph Alter and 4 others 
(2 voters and 3 women), citizens of Whitman; the petition of John A. 
Tennant and 90 others (63 voters and 28 women), citizens of Lyndon; 
the petition of D. G. Le Sourd and 30 others (8 voters and 23 women), 
citizens of Whatcom; the petition of A. J. Harris and 31 others (16 
voters and 16 women), citizens of Buckeye Run; the petition cf W. B. 
Dumars and 18 others (11 voters and 8 women), citizens of Centerville; 
and the petition of S. M. Mathes and 37 others (21 voters aud 17 women), 
citizens of Garfield and Asotin, all in Washington Territory, praying 
for the proposal of a constitutional amendment prohibiting the manu- 
facture, importation, exportation, transportation, and sale of all alco- 
holic liquors as a beverage; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. DAWES presented the petition of John A. Hilton and 171 others 
(85 voters and 87 women), citizens of Milford, Mass., praying for the 
submission to the States of a constitutional prohibitory amendment; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. CAMERON presented a memorial of citizens of Bradford, Pa., 
remonstrating against the passage of any bill in regard to the observ- 
ance of Sunday or any other religious institution or rite; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Lancaster, Pa., 
praying for the repeal of the internal-revenue tax on cigars; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. SAWYER presented a memorial of 7 citizens of the State of 
Wisconsin, remonstrating against the passage of the Sunday-rest law; 
which was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. HOAR presented the petition of William Bliss and 18 others (6 
voters and 13 women), citizens of Randolph, Mass., and the petition of 
D. C. Miles and 90 others (37 voters and 54 women), citizens of West- 
minster, Mass., praying for the proposal of a constitutional amendment 
prohibiting the manufacture, importation, exportation, transportation, 
and sale of all alcoholic liquors as a beverage; which were ordered to 
lie on the table. f 

Mr. TELLER presented a petition of Sedgwick Post, No. 12, Grand 
Army of the Republic, Department of Colorado, of Durango, Colo., 
praying for the passage of a bill for the removal of the Southern Ute 
Indians from Colorado; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented two memorials of citizens of Colorado remonstrat- 
ing against the passage of any bill in regard to the observance of Sun- 
day, and praying for the complete separation of church and state; which 
were referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. : 
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MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House receded from its disagreement to the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6612) to grant right of 
way through the Indian Territory to the St. Louis and San Francisco 
Railway Company, and for other purposes, and to the same. 

The message also announced that the House receded from its dis- 
agreement to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7186) to 
authorize the Leavenworth and Rio Grande Railway Company to con- 
struct and operate a railway through the Indian Territory, and for other 
purposes, and agreed to the same. 

The message further announced that the Speaker had appointed Mr. 
Lona as one of the managers of the conference on the part of the 
House on the disagreeing votes on the amendment of the Senate to the 
bill (H. R. 11658) making appropriations for the payment of invalid 
and other pensions of the United States for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1890, and for other purposes, in the place of Mr. HENDERSON, ex- 
cused, 

The message also announced that the House non-concurred in the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 12485) making an appro- 
yriation for the Department of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1890, and for other purposes, asked a conference with the Sen- 
ate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had ap- 
pointed Mr. Harcu, Mr. DAVIDSON of Alabama, and Mr. ConGER the 
managers at the conference on the part of the House. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. PASCO, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. 328) for the allowance of certain awards made by a 
board of claims to certain citizens of Jefferson County, Kentucky, re- 
ported it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amendment: 

A bill (H. R. 11782) to approve and ratify the construction by the 
Vicksburg, Shreveport and Texas Railroad Company of the bridge over 
the Red River at Shreveport, La., and the bridge over the Ouachita 
River at Monroe, La., and to authorize said railroad company to main- 
tain said bridges over said water ways, subject to certain stipulations 
and conditions; and 

A bill (H. R. 12515) to amend an act entitled An act to authcrize 
the construction of a bridge over the Missouri River at the most access- 
ible point between the mouth of the Femme Creek and a point 
2 miles above the city of St. Charles, in the county of St. Charles, in 
the State of Missouri.“ 


CONSIDERATION OF BRIDGE BILLS. 


Mr. VEST. I desire to give notice, on behalf of the Committee on 
Commerce, that I shall ask to-morrow, after the morning business has 
been terminated, for the consideration of bridge bills upon the Cal- 
endar. 

LIGHT-HOUSES, ETC. 

Mr. FRYE. I have here quite a number of bills relating to light- 
houses, lights, life-saving stations, etc., many of which require further 
action on the part of the House on account of amendments to be made 
by the Senate, none of which will lead to any discussion whatever. I 
have been instructed by the Committee on Commerce to report back 
the bills and ask unanimous consent that they may receive immediate 
action. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine, from the 
Committee on Commerce, reports favorably certain bills for which he 
asks immediate action. 

Mr. FRYE. [report first from the Committee on Commerce, with- 
out amendment, the bill (H. R. 12310) providing for the establishment 
of certain lights on the coast of Mississippi. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to establish range-lights to 
guide into the mouth of the Pascagoula River, Mississippi, at a cost not 
to exceed $1,00C, and to establish a light on the east bank of Pearl 
River, Mississippi, opposite the draw in the railway bridge, at a cost 
not to exceed $250. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. i 

Mr. FRYE. [also report from the Committee on Commerce, without 
amendment, the bill (H. R. 11342) providing for the re-establishment 
of the light-house at Point Isabel, Texas. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to re-establish the light- 
os one at Point Isabel, in the State of Texas, at a cost not to exceed 

000. ‘ 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. ° 


Mr. FRYE. I also report from the Committee on Commerce, favor- 
ably, without amendment, the bill (H. R. 11527) to establish lights on 
the western end of Coney Island, New York. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to establish a light or lights 


and a fog-signal on the western end of Coney Island, New York, ata 
sum not to exceed $25,000. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. FRYE. I also report favorably from the Committee on Com- 
merce, without amendment, the bill (H. R. 12113) for the establish- 
ment of a light-house and steam fog-signal on the outer breakwater at 
the harbor of Chicago, III. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to establish a light-house 
and steam fog-signal on the easterly end of the outer breakwater at 
5 harbor of Chicago, Lake Michigan, Illinois, at a cost not to exceed 

36.000. 0 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. FRYE. Iam also instructed by the Committee on Commerce 
to report favorably, without amendment, the bill (H. R. 7066) provid- 
ing for the establishment of a light-house at Heceta Head, near the 
mouth of the Siuslaw River, in the State of Oregon, and not to exceed 
in cost the sum of $80,000. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. FRYE. Iam also instructed by the Committee on Commerce 
to report favorably, without amendment, the bill (H. R. 12431) pro- 
ete for the construction of a steam-tender for service on the Great 

es. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to appropriate not to ex- 
ceed $85,000 to construct a steam-tender for light house duty on the 
Northwestern Lakes. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. ; 

Mr. FRYE. The bills so far reported and passed have been placed 
on the sundry civil appropriation bill. I now report bills that have 
not appeared there. I report first the bill (H. R. 12324) for the estab- 
lishment of a light-house station on St. Catharine Island, State of 
Georgia, with amendments. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The amendments of the Committee on Commerce were, in line 3, 
after the word that, to strike out: 


The Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized and directed to establish, 


And insert: 

The sum of $20,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, be, and the same 
is hereby, appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise ap- 
propriated, or the establishment and erection of. 

And in line 6, after the word eligible,“ to strike out at a cost not 
to exceed $20,000;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

That the sum of $20,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, be, and the 
same is hereby, appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, for the establishment and e: on of a 1 station on 
St. Catharine Island, State of Georgia, at the point which the Light-House Board 
may select as the most eligible. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. FRYE. I move that the Senate ask for a conference with the 
House of Representatives on the bill and amendments, 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. PALMER, Mr, 
CULLOM, and Mr. RANsoM were appointed. 

Mr. FRYE. I am also instructed by the Committee on Commerce 
to report favorably, with an amendment, the bill (H. R. 12430) pro- 
viding for the establishment of the light and fog-signal at Humboldt, 
Cal., upon a more secure site, and for the establishment of a light-ship 
at or near the wreck of the steam-ship Oregon, in New York Harbor. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The amendment reported by the Committee on Commerce was to 
strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That the sum of $25,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, be, and the 
same is hereby, appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appro riated, for the estab! ent upon a more secure site of the light and fog- 

at Humboldt, Cal.; and that the sum of $60,000, or so much thereof as 
may be necessary, be, and the same is hereby, appropriated, out of any money 
in the Treasury not otherwise approp! „for the establishment of a light- 
ship, with a steam fog-signal, in the vicinity of the wreck of the steam-ship 

Oregon, entrance to New York Harbor. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 


1889. 


The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. FRYE. I move that the Senate ask for a conference with the 
House of Representatives on the bill and amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. PALMER, Mr. 
CuLLoM, and Mr. RANsoM were appointed. 

Mr. FRYE. I also report from the Committee on Commerce, with 
an amendment, the bill (H. R. 11678) providing for the erection of 
sundry light-houses and fog-signals in Lakes Erie, Huron, Michigan, 
and Superior. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The amendment of the Committee on Commerce was to strike out 
all after the enacting clause and insert: 


That the sum of $60,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby 
appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for 

erection of a light-house at or near Eleven-foot Shoal, off Point Peninsular, 
Lake Michi Michigan. and when said light shall be completed the ligh 
now maintained at Point Peninsular shall be discontinued. 

That the sum of $25,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is rara d 
appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise ap mat 80 * 
at Squaw 


for the establishment and erection of a light-house and fog-si, 
Island, Lake Michigan, Michigan. 

That the sum of $25,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby ap- 
propriated out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for 
the establishment and erection of a light-house at or near Old Mackinaw Point, 
and when the same shall be completed the light maintained at McGulpin’s 
Point shall be discontinued, — 

6! in the Treanary MAOIST WIIG eevsoprelsd, ter 
S son — ofa 5 range-lights — the endof the 
west pier at Ashtabula, Ohio, Lake Erie. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senaté as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. r 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. FRYE. I move that the Senate request a conference with the 
House of Representatives on the bill and amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President tempore was authorized 
to appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. PALMER, 
Mr. CULLom, and Mr, RANsoM were appointed. 

Mr. FRYE. I also report favorably, with!an amendment, from the 
Committee on Commerce the bill (H. R. 10832) for the establishment 
of a light-house with fog-bell on Oyster-Bed Shoal, in the Hudson 
River, New York. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The amendment of the Committee on Commerce was to strike out 
all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That the sum of $35,000 be, and is hereby, appropriated, out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for the establishment pos. if erection of a 
light-house with fog-bell at or near Oyster-Bed Shoal, in the Hudson River 
opposite Rockland e Dock, New York. 

The amendment was agreed to. . 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in, 

Tue amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. FRYE. I move that the Senate request a conference with the 
Hose of Representatives on the bill and amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unuuimous consent, tue President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. PALMER, Mr. 
CuLLom, and Mr. Ransom were appointed. 

Mr. FRYE. Iam also directed by the Committee on Commerce, to 
whom were referred the amendments of the House of Representatives 
to the bill (S. 3818) for the establishment of a light-house and fog-sig- 
nal at Old Orchard Shoal, in Princess Bay, New York, and for other 
purposes, to move that the Senate non-concur in the amendments of 
the House of Representatives and request a conference on the disagree- 
ing votes of the two Houses. 

The motion was agreed to. > 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. PALMER, Mr. 
CULLoM, and Mr. RANSOM were appointed. 

Mr. FRYE. I report from the Committee on Commerce favorably, 
with an amendment, the bill (H. R. 12414) to amend section 2579 of 
the Revised Statutes of the United States. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate; as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The amendment of the Committee on Commerce was, in line 3, after 


the word ‘‘that,’’ to insert the first clause or subdivision of; so as 
to make the bill read: 
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That the first clause or subdivision of section 2579 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States is hereby amended so as to read: 

“ Sec, 2579. There shall be in the collection districts in the State of Texas the 
following officers: In the district of Galveston,a collector, who shall reside at 
Galveston; a deputy collector, who shall reside at Sabine Pass, and said deputy 
collector shall have power to enter and clear all vessels coming tothat port and 
exercise such other powers as the Secretary of the Tréasury may prescribe in 
pursuance of law; a surveyor, who shall reside at Velasco, and a surveyor, 
who shall reside at Houston.” 

The amendment was agreed so. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. FRYE. I move that the Senate request a conference with the 
House of Representatives on the bill and amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. DoLPH, Mr. 
CULLoM, and Mr. COKE were appointed. 

Mr. FRYE. I report favorably, without amendment, from the Com- 
mittee on Commerce the bill (H. R. 5032) to extend the limits of the 
port of Memphis, Tenn. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to extend the limits of the 
present port of Memphis, Tenn., from Beale street southward to Jack- 
son street, and to extend the east line southward until it intersects 
Jackson street. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. FRYE. I report from the Committee on Commerce favorably, 
without amendment, the bill (H. R. 11216) to authorize the Union 
Gas Company to lay conduit pipes across the Ohio River. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to give the assent of Con- 
gress to the Union Gas Company to lay pipes for conducting natural 
gas, petroleum, or salt water across the Ohio River at such points as 
may be deemed necessary, between the mouth of Buck Creek, in Har- 
rison County, Indiana, and the city of Jeffersonville, Ind., and points 
opposite thereto in the State of Kentucky, from any point in that State 
to the upper boundary of the city of Louisville, Ky. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and N 

Mr. FRYE. I report from the Committee on Commerce favorably, 
without amendment, the bill (H. R. 11643) providing for the estab- 
lishment of a life-saving station at mouth of Coquille River, Oregon. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to appropriate $8,000 for 
the purpose of establishing a life-saving station and providing a life- 
8 crew at mouth of Coquille River, in Coos County, in the State 
of Oregon. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CRIB IN LAKE MICHIGAN. 


Mr. FRYE. I report favorably from the Committee on Commerce, 
without amendment, the bill (H. R. 11901) to authorize the city of Lake 
View, III., to erect a crib in Lake Michigan for water-works purposes. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to give the consent of Con- 
gress to the city of Lake View, county of Cook and State of Illinois, to 
extend a tunnel, or inlet pipes, into Lake Michigan as far as may be 
deemed necessary to insure a supply of pure water, and to erect a pier 
or piers and crib in the navigable waters of the lake, for the making, 
preserving, and working of the aqueducts or pipes or tunnel, the plan 
5 location thereof to be subject to the approval of the Secretary of 

ar. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


STEAMER GEORGE H. PARKER, 


Mr. FRYE. I report favorably, without amendment, from the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, the bill (H. R. 7028) to admit to registry the 
steamer George H. Parker. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, asin Committee of the Whole, pro- 
ceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and 5 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, the Committee on Commerce returns 
thanks to the Senate for its courtesy. 


DIAMOND SHOAL LIGHT-HOUSB, 


Mr. RANSOM. I am directed by the Committee on Commerce, to 
whom were referred the amendments of the House of Representatives 
to the bill (S. 1283) making an appropriation for the erection of a light- 
house on or near Diamond Shoal, off Cape Hatteras, North Carolina, to 
recommend that the Senate concur in the amendments. 


` 2282 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


FEBRUARY 25, 


The amendments of the House of Representatives were to strike out 

‘all after the enacting clause and insert: 
That a light-house be established on 3 off Cape Hatteras, 
‘orth Carolina, at a cost not to That the contractors 
for doing this work shall be the lowest C011 
reason of skill and experience to do the work: And provided further, That 
ments shall be made therefor as the work progresses, in the discretion 
Light-House Board, and subject to the approval of the of the 8 

And to amend the title so as to read: An act for the erection of a 
light-house on or near Diamond Shoal, off Cape Hatteras, North Caro- 
lina.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from North Carolina 
moves that the Senate concur in the amendments of the House of Rep- 
resentatives. 

The amendments were concurred in. 

EDWIN W. WARNER—VETO MESSAGE. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read: 
To the Senate: 


I herewith return ree 


arenes © Senate bill No. 3561, entitled “An act 
granting a 


A claim for pension on en behalf of the 9 named in this bill was filed in 
the Pension Bureau May 6, 187; it has been examined and re-examined and 
always rejected until onthe doth day of December, 1888, as the result of a personal 
and thorough invest ion by the Commissioner, a pension wasallowed anda 
certificate issued under which the claimant 2 be rot paia $18 a month hereafter, 
and arrearages amounting to something near $2 

As the special act for the benefit 3 th dae was passed by the Congress 
upon the supposition that nothing had been done for the ben: therein 
mirar I deem it best, in his interest and probably consistent with intent 

the Congress, that the bill herewith returned should not become a ae 


GROVER CLEVELAND. 

Executive Mansion, February 25, 1889. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Shall the bill pass, the objections of 
the President of the United States to the contrary notwithstanding ? 

Mr. DAVIS. I move that the bill and message be referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, 

The motion was agreed to. 

AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the action of 
the House of Representatives on the amendments of the Senate to the 
bill (H. R. 12485) making an appropriation for the De t of 
Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1890, and for other 


urposes. 
~ Mr. PLUMB. I move that the Senate insist on its amendments to 
the bill, and accede to the request of the House of Representatives for 
a conference. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President eee Was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the te, and Mr. PLUMB, Mr. 
FARWELL, and Mr. CALL were appointed. 

RAILWAYS THROUGH INDIAN TERRITORY. 

Mr. DAWES. I submit two conference reports, which do not re- 
quire any action on the part of the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The reports will be read. 

The reports were read, as follows: 

The committee of conference on the d 
the amendments of the Senate to the 
to the way 


through the Indian Territory to 
other purposes, having met, or Sil wid free conference 
to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as 


That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Sen- 
ate, and agree to the same. 


votes of the two Houses on 


l to nt ht of wa 
Louis om 1 4 


Managers on the part of the House, 
The committee of conference on the 5 votes of the two Houses on 


the amendments of the to the bill (H. R. 7186) to oo the Leaven- 
worth and Rio Grande a maag Company to construct and operate a railway 

through the Indian Territory, and for 8 8 havin ose Per after full se 
free conference have agreed to recommendand to their respective 


Houses as follows: 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Senate, 
and agree to the same. 
H. L. DAWES, 
TENERE JONES, 
RANCIS B. STOCKBRIDGE, 
.... of tho AD. 
S. W. 
B. W. P 
Managers on the part of the House, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reports do not require any ac- 
tion by the Senate. 


COMMITTEE ON IRRIGATION AND ARID LANDS, 


Mr. JONES, of Nevada, from the Committee to Audit and Control 
the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred the reso- 
lution submitted by Mr. STEWART February 21, 1889, reported it 
without amendment; and it was considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to, as foliows: 


Resolved, That the Select Committee on Irrigation and Reclamation of Arid 


889, is hereby or- 
dered, to hold its sessions ‘and tale 3 at ao place 2 the United States, 
and to employ a stenographe: the expenses of such in 
tion to be paid from the ptr hy fund und of the Senate. The committee is 
authori to cause its proceedings and the testimony taken before it to be 
printed from time to time as it may see fit, exclusively for its use. Any sub- 
Serna nn digit by said committee may exercise the same powers as the 

committee. 


sanok appointed under authority of a peg n of the ape of seegi 14, 
authorized, mating the investi said resolution or- 


COMMITTEE ON INDIAN AFFAIRS. 


Mr. JONES, of Nevada. I am directed by the Committee to Audit 
and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was re- 
ferred the resolution submitted by the Senator from Massachusetts 
[ Mr. Dawes] January 25, 1889, relating to an investigation by the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, to report it with an amendment, and I 
ask for its present consideration. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate proceeded to consider the resolu- 
tion; which was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committeé on Indian Affairs be instructed, either by full 
committee or such ee as may be eee by the chairman thereof, 
to continue d the recess of Congress the investigation authorized by the 
resolution of 1, 1887, with the eect ras and in the manner and to the ex- 
tent provided in said resolution, and also to visit va reservations, bands, or 
bodies of Indians under the 8 of the a States to which, in the 
opinion of said committee, it may be necessary to extend their investigations. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

RS amendment was to add to the resolution: 

d the expenses of said investigation shall be paid out of the contingent 
fund of the Senate. = 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 2 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. STOCKBRIDGE introduced a bill (S. 3993) to amend section 
1963 of the Mevised Statutes, and to provide for the better protection 
of the fur-seals and salmon fisheries of Alaska, and for other purposes; 
ee ee roe by its title and referred to the Committee on 

eries. 

Mr. BLAIR introduced a bill (S. 3994) for the relief of the estate of 
Salmon B. Colby; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 


AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 


Mr. PLUMB submitted an amendment intended to be propona by 
him tothe Indian appropriation bill; which was referred to Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CALL and Mr. COLQUITT submitted amendments intended to 
be proposed by them respectively to the deficiency appropriation bill; 
which were referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr, TURPIE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee to Examine the several Branches of the Civil Service, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

CHEROKEE LEASES. 


Mr. FARWELL. I submit the following resolution, and ask for its 


present consideration: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be directed to — the Senate, 
without delay, any information in his Department touching the bribery of the 
Cherokee Council, by the use of whisky and money, by cattlemen and their 
agents, for the purposes of obtaining leases and renewal of leases of lands of the 
Cherokee Nation, and especially to transmit to the Senate a copy of the report 
of Special Agent Owens touching such alleged bribery. 


Mr. HOAR. I suggest to the Senator from Illinois to strike out the 
words by the use of whisky and money.“ That phrase seems to be 
rather undignified, and it is unnecessary. 

Mr. FARWELL. I have no objection to that modification. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Illinois modifies 
the resolution by omitting the words indicated by the Senator from 
Massachusetts. If there be no objection to the present consideration 
of the resolution, the qnon d is on agreeing to the same as modified, 

The resolution was agreed to. 


£ LAND OFFICES, 
Mr. SABIN submitted the following resolutions, which were read: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and rebar directed to re- 
rt for the information of the Senate, what, if any, has been taken by 
m towards the discontinuance of Uni ted States land offices, the number and 
the names of public land offices, the number of acres of — land 
in each original, the number of acres heretofore actually sold by Govern- 
enis and in what — en on of, 9 by sale for a entries ae 
the homestead, on, mber-eultw: desert-land acts, and wi 
of the same hope been actually r thus segregated from the 


Sh a res ublic lands, 
That the Hee yore be, seep Fagor iw ery to 
withhold 22 order, if auy if made, for 


or 


the discontinuance of such offices, until the fa facts and Panes upon which such 
1 or contemplated action, is based shall have been fully communicated to 


1889. 
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Mr. SABIN. T ask for the present consideration of the resolutions. The next amendment was, in section 7, line 2, after the word 


The PRESIDENT pro Is there objection? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Piet the resolutions be printed and lie over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolutions will be printed and 
lie over under the rules, 


CONDITION OF MARINI’S BUILDING. 


Mr. PLATT. If this be the proper time I should like to move to 
refer to a committee a communication which lies on the table. On 
the 22d of February the commissioners of the District transmitted their 
reply to a resolution which I offered on the Ist of February relative to 
the condition of Marini’s building. I move that their communication 
be referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and I desire to call 
the attention of the Committee on Appropriations to this subject. 

The motion was agreed to. 

CHANGES IN DISTRICT EMPLOYÉS, 


Mr. CHANDLER. There has been referred to the Select Commit- 
tee to Examine into the Condition of the Civil Service a letter from the 
commissioners of the District of Columbia, dated February 20, in 
reference to changes in District employés, which was so referred with- 
out being printed. I move that the communication be printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 


IRENE RUCKER SHERIDAN. 


Mr. DAVIS. I move that the Senate reconsider the vote by which 
t declined to concur in the amendments of the House of Representa- 
ives to the bill (S. 3423) granting a pension to Irene Rucker 
widow of General P..H. Sheridan, and also to reconsider the vote by 
which a committee of conference was asked, with a view to concur in 
the amendments of the House of Representatives. 

The motion to reconsidér was a to. 

The amendments of the House of Representatives were, in line 7, 
before the word thousand,“ tostrike out three and insert two; 155 
and at the end of the bill to strike out the words“ during her natural 
life, from and after the 5th day of August, 1888, and insert ‘‘ subject 
to the limitations and provisions of the pension laws;’’ so as to make 
the bill read: 

That the Secreta: 
rected to p on 
of Philip H. Sheridan, late General of the Arm 
her at the rate of $2,500 per year, subject to the 
pension laws, 

The amendments were concurred in. 

SIOUX RESERVATION. 


Mr. DAWES. Task leave of the Senate to report, with amendments, 
for action at this time, from the Committee on Indian irs, the bill 
(H. R. 11970) to divide a portion of the reservation of theSioux Nation 
of Indians in Dakota into separate reservations and to secure the relin- 
quishment of the Indian title to the remainder, and for other purposes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts 
asks that the Senate now proceed to consider the bill, which can be 
done only by unanimous consent. Isthereobjection? The Chair hears 
none, and the bill is before the Senate as in Committee of the Whole 
and will be read at length. 

Mr. DAWES. I ask unanimous consent that the amendments of 
. on Indian Affairs, while the bill is being read, may be 
acted on. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts 
asks unanimous consent that the amendments reported by the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs may be acted on as they are reached in the 
reading of the text of the bill. The Chair hears no objection. 

The first amendment of the Committee on Indian Affairs was, in 
section 1, line 11, after the words ‘‘mouth of,” to strike out ‘Battle’? 
and insert “Rapid: and in line 12, after the word thence,” to strike 
out due east to White River; thence down White River to the mouth 
of Black Pipe Creek on White River” and insert in an easterly direc- 
tion along the northern edge of the bad lands to the mouth of Pass 
Creek on White River; thence up Pass Creek southerly to the source 
of its principal branch;’’ so as to read: 

wing tract of ga 
ees namin rot a ng Pack ame b te 
ene ee 
. and third meridian of longitude with the northern boundary 
of the State of Nebraska; thence north along said meridian to the South For 
of Cheyenne River, anddown said stream to the mouth of Rapid Creek; thence 
in an easterly direction ong the northern edge of the bad lands to the mouth 
of Pass Creek on White River; thence up Pass Creek southerly to the source of 
its principal branch. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Thenext amendment was, in section 3, line 8, after the wo: 
to strike out ‘‘five’’ and insert ten;“ so as to read: 

SEC, 3. That the following tract of land, being a part of the said great reser- 
vation of the Sioux Nation, = the Territory of ota, is hereby set apart for a 
Branding E reservation for the Indians n ions and annuities at the 

tanding Rock agency, in the kota, namely: Beginningat 
a point 15 the center of the main beer 01 the Missouri River 3 ber 

nne. 


mouth of Cannon Ball River; thence down said center of the main 
a point 10 miles north of the mouth of the River, 


The amendment was agreed to. 


of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
© pension-roll the name of Irene Rucker Sheridan, widow 
of the United States, and Dey 

itations and provisions 


“point,” 


braska,’’ to insert not having already taken allotments; 8 


Reps 7. Tot each member of the Santee Sioux tribe of Indians now occupy- 
a reservation in the State of Nebraska not having already taken allotments 
it be entitled toallotments upon said reserve in Nebraska as follows. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in section 12, beginning with line 1, to 
strike out: 
That the President of the United States is hereby authorized and directed to 
cause a patent to issue for each of the reservations established by this act tothe 
ve tribes to whom they are set apart. Each of said patents shall be 
recorded in the General Land Office and the Indian Bureau, and shall be de- 
livered to and placed in charge of some person designated therefor, on the res- 
ervation affected thereby, for inspection and use at all times to any one inter- 
ere aes) which patent shall not, however, operate as a grant to any indi- 
nd 


And in line 16,after the word “‘treaty,” tostrike out of eighteen hun- 
dred and sixty-three, which requires the consent of three-fourths of the 
adult males of the tribe, and insert or statute under which such 
reservation is held; so as to read: 


Sec. 12. That at any time after lands have been allotted to all the Indians of 
any tribe as herein provided, or sooner, if in the opinion of the President it shall 
be for the best interests of said tribe, it shall be lawful for the Secretary of the 
Interior to negotiate with such Indian tribe for the purchase and release by said 
tribe, in conformity with the treaty or statute under which such reservation is 
held, of such portions of its reservation not allotted as such tribe shall, from time 
to time, consent to sell, on such terms and conditions as shall be considered just 
and equitable between the United States and said tribe of Indians, which pur- 
chase shall not be complete until ratified by Congress. 


The next amendment was, in section 16, line 1, to strike out as fol- 
lows: 

That upon the passage and approval of this act all titles and interest on the 
part of the Indians receiving rations and annuities on each of the said separate 
reservations to the lands described in each of the other separate reservations 

so created shall be released and extinguished, and this act shall confirm a 
ratify in the Indians entitled to receive rations at each of said separate reserv: 
tions, respectively, to their separate and exclusive use and benefit, all the title 
and interest of every name and nature secured therein to the different bands of 
the Sioux Nation by said treaty of April 29, 1888. 

And in lieu thereof to insert: 

That the acceptance of this act by the Indians in manner and form as req 
by the said treaty concluded between the different bands of the Sioux Nation 
of Indians and the United States April 29, 1868, and proclaimed by the Presi- 
dent February 24, 1869, as hereinafter pro shall be taken and held to be a 
release of all title on en part of the iodine receiving rations and annuities on 
each of the said separate oud agony cd to the lands described in each of the other 

reservations so be held to confirm in the Indians en- 
to receive rations at each rea coe never respectively, to 
their separate and exclusive use and seft all the N and interest of every 
name and nature secured therein to the different bands of the Sioux Nation by 
said treaty of April 29, 1868. 


‘The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 16, line 39, after the word 
‘*agreements,’’ to strike out with so much land as may be necessary 
for station and depot purposes not to exceed 10 acres” and insert with 
not to exceed 20 acres of land in addition to the right of way, for sta- 
tions for every 10 miles of road; so as to read: 

This release shall not affect the title of any individual Indian to his separate 
allotment on land not included in any of said separate reservations provided 
for in this act, which title is hereby confirmed, nor any agreement heretofore 
made with the Chicago, Milwaukee and St. Paul Railroad Com 
kota Central Railroad Company for a right of way through said 
and for any lands acquired by any such ment to be used in connection 
therewith, except as hereinafter provided; but the Chicago, Milwaukee and St. 
Paul Railway Company and the Dakota Central Rail Company shall, re- 
IDOSO, have the right io take and use, prior toany white person, and toany 

rporation, the right of way provided for in said agreements, with not to ex- 
ceed 20 acres of land in addition to the right of way, for stations for every 10 
miles of road. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 16, line 52, after the word ‘‘de- 
cided,” to insert to have been agreed upon and paid for by said rail- 
7 and; so as to read: 


in said agreement as 
agreed upo: said tid railroad; an 
said 3 for, approaches 

structed across river. for right o 

leges, machine-shop, freight-house, round-house, an 
more, 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, in section 16, line 69, after the word in- 
cluding,’’ to insert ‘‘stock-yards, warehouses, elevators;” and in jine 
70, after the word ‘‘railways,’’ to insert: 

But nothing herein contained shall be construed to prevent any such railroad 
company from building upon such land houses for the accommodation or resi- 
dence of their employés, or leasing grounds contiguous to its tracks for ware- 
house or elevator purposes connected with said railways. 


So as to make the proviso read: 


Provided, That the said railway companies shall have made the payments ac- 

to the terms of said agreements for each mile of of way and each 

acre of land for railway purposes which said companies take and use under the 

prorauna of this act, — shall satisfy the Secretary of the bres ms to that ef- 

Provided further, That no part of the lands herein authorized to be taken 

shall be sold or conveyed except by 5 of sale of, or mortgage of, the railway 

itself. Nor shall any of said lands be used directly or indirectly for town-site 

purposes, it the intention hereof that said lands shall bo held for general 

railway uses purposes only, includin . yards, warehouses, ele 

terminal and other facilities of and fo: 5 but nothing 


d to be reasonably necessary upon each side of 
of each of said companies to be con- 
depot and station privi- 
yard facilities, and no 
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tained shall be construed to prevent any such railroad company from building 
upon such lands houses for the accommodation or residence for theiremployés, 
or leasing grounds contiguous to its tracks for warehouse or elevator purposes 
connected with said railways. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 17, line 23, before the word 
„dollars,“ tostrike out twenty!“ and insert ‘‘fifty;’? and in line 24, 
after the word cash,“ to insert to be expended under the direction 
of the Secretary of the Interior in aiding such Indian to erect a house 
and other buildings suitable for residence or the improvement of his 
allotment;’’ so as to read: . 

Provided, That each head of family or single person over the age of eighteen 
years, who shall have or may hercafter take his or her allotment of land in 
severalty, shall be provided with two milch cows, one pair of oxen, with yoke 
and chain, or two mares and one ses of harness in lieu of said oxen, yoke, and 
chain, as the Secretary of the Interior may deem advisable, and they shall also 
receive one plow, one wagon, one harrow, one hoe, one ax, and one pitchfork, 
all suitable to the work they may have to do, and also $50 in cash, to be ex- 
pended under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior in aiding such In- 


dian to erecta house and other buildings suitable for residence or the improve- 
ment of his allotment. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed and continued to line 41, sec- 
tion 17, page 22. i 

Mr. DAWES. In section 17, line 41, before the word millions,” I 
move to strike out two“ and insert ‘‘three;’’ so as to read: 

And in addition thereto there shall be set apart, out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise mg, ta sas the sum of $3,000,000, which said sum 


shall be deposited in the Treasury of the United States to the credit of the 
Sioux Nation of Indians as a permanent fund. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Indian Affairs was, in sec- 
tion 17, line 56, after ‘‘self-support,’’ to insert: 

And the Santee Sioux, the Flandreau Sioux, and the Ponca Indians shall be 


included in the benefits of said permanent fund, as provided in sections 7 and 13 
of this act. 


The amendment was to. z 
The next amendment was, in section 17, line 70, after word act,“ 
to strike out: 


One-third of the permanent fund of said Indians then on hand shall be re- 
tained for the support of free public schools for said Indians, and the other two- 
thirds to be distributed per capita between ssid Indians— 


And insert: 


Said fund shall be expended for the purpose of promoting education, civiliza- 
tion. and 22 rt among said Indians, or otherwise distributed among them 
as Congress from time to time thereafter determine— 


So as to read: 


And at the end of fifty years from the of this act, sald fund shall be 
expended for the purpose of promoting education, civilization, and self-support 
among said Indians, or otherwise distributed among them as Congress shall 
from time to time thereafter determine, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 18, line 20, after the word ex- 
ceeding,” to strike out ‘‘fifty’’ and insert one dollar and twenty- 
five;’’ so as to read: 


And for the purpose of such educational or missionary work any such society 
may purchase, upon any of the reservations herein created, any land not ex- 
ceeding in any one tract 160 acres, not interfering with the title in severalty of 
any Indian, and with the approval of and upon such terms, not exceeding 81.25 
an acre, as shall be prescribed by the Secretary of the Interior. 


The ameudment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in section 21, line 18, after the word 
tt sums,” to strike out: 


Provided, That all lands undis of under this act at the expiration of ten 
years from the taking effect of this act shall be paid for by the United States at 
50 cents per acre. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in section 21, line 45, after the word 
“survey,” to strike out, as follows: 


The Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized to reserve on any public 
land embraced in this act town sites for any existing or prospective town, city, 
or village, in area not exceeding 640 acres each, in compact form, or such addi- 
tional area in governmental subdivisions as may be wholly or in part Ganaa jaen 
as a town, city, or village site; and no application to enter any land shall be 
allowed until approved by the Secretary of the Interior of any tract of land, 
first, where any exterior line of the land is within one-half mile of the line of 
any railroad which is constructed or of the line of any railroad not constructed 
but where its map of location shall be filed with the Secretary of the Interior 
at the date of the application te enter; or, second, of any tract of land upon 
which at the date of the application to enter is a town or village settlement; 
and no settlement in advance of survey by 1 shall give any right 
as against the power to reserve town sites hereby given; it being the object of 
this provision to secure to the inhabitants of all towns, cities, and villages in 
said Territory the benefits and profits arising from the sale of lois therein; and 
to that end where town sites shall be located upon any public lands opened by 
this act, the provisions of Chapter 8, Title XXXII Revised Statutes, entitled 
Reservation and sale of town sites on the public lands,“ shall apply except 
as otherwise provided herein. The Secretary of the Interior shall cause the 
lots in any sites now existing or to be located to be offered, sold, and conveyed 
as provided in sections 2382 and 2383 of the Revised Statutes. The mone 
ceived from the sale of lots in each town site, less such amount as shall be re- 

uired to be paid to the Indians as provided in this act, shall be held by the 

cretary of the Interior as a se te school-fund for the benefit of the inhab- 
itants of such towns, and shall expended under his direction for the erec- 
tion of school buildings on any lot not sold and the su rt of public schools 
thereia, This control of sites and pro: s of sales shall continue only until 
the legal incorporation of the respective towns, cities, or villages,when the title 
to the unsold portion of such sites shall vest in the municipality and the pro- 
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ceeds thereof, as well as any balance in the hands of the Secretary of the In- 
terior, shall be paid over to the local authorities, all to be devoted to public pur- 
poses within the corporate limits. All needed regulations to carry out the de- 
tails hereof not provided to be provided by the Secretary ofthe Interior: Provided, 
That all surveys of town sites on the lands embraced in this act shall contain 
reservations for parks of substantially equal area, if more than one park, and 
other public purposes, embracing in the agg te not less than 10 nor more 
than 20 acres; but no deduction shall be allowed on this account in the amount 
to be paid for said town sites as provided in this section; and patents for such 
reservations, to be maintained for such public purposes, shall be issued to the 
towns respectively, when organized as municipalities. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 24, line 11, after the words 
sum of,“ to strike out fifty“ and insert one dollar and twenty- 
five; ’’ so as to make the proviso read: 

Provided, however, That the United States shall pay to said Indians, out of any 
moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $1.25 per acre 
for all lands reserved under the provisions of this section. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 26, line 2, after the word ‘‘act,’? 
to strike out to“ and insert shall;“ so as to make the section read: 

Sec, 26. That all expenses for the surveying, platting, and disposal of the 
lands opened to settlement under this act shall be borne by the United States, 
and not deducted from the proceeds of said lands, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 34, after section 26, to insert as 
section 27 the following: 

Sec. 27. That the sum of $23,200, or so much thereof as may be necessary, be, 
and hereby is, appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, to enable the Becretary of the Interior to pay to such individual 
Indians of the Red Cloud and Red Leaf bands of Sioux as he shall ascertain to 
have been deprived by the authority of the United States of ponies in the year 
1876, at the rate of $10 for each pony; and he is hereby authorized to employ 
such agent or agents as he may deem necessary in ascertaining such facts as 
will enable him to carry out this provision, and to pay them therefor such sums 
a-shall be deemed by him fair and just compensation: Provided, That the sum 

aid to each individual Indian under this provision shall be taken and accepted 
= such Indian in full compensation for all loss sustained by such Indian in con- 
sequence of the taking from him of ponies as aforesaid: And Surther, 
That if any Indian entitled to such compensation shall have deceased, the sum 
to which such Indian would be entitled shall be paid to his heirs at law, acoord - 
ing to the laws of the Territory of Dakota. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after section 28, to insert the following as 
section 29: 

Src, 29. That there is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the T 
not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $25,000, which sum shall be ee 
under the direction of the e of the Interior, for procuring the assent of ` 
the Sioux Indians to this act provided in section 27. 


Mr. DAWES. I move, in line 3, after the words ‘‘ twenty-five thou- 
sand dollars, to insert or so much thereof as may be necessary.“ 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. : 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, to insert as section 30 the following: 

Sec. 30. That all acts and parts of acts inconsistent with the provisions of 
this act are hereby repealed. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I should like to make an inquiry of the Senator 
from Massachusetts, 

Mr. DAWES. One moment. I inquire if all the amendments have 
been agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PLATT in the chair). All the 
committee amendments have been agreed to. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I should like to inquire of the chairman of the 
committee having the bill in charge if the description on page 2, sec- 
tion 1, of the bill, the area or tract in Northwestern Nebraska to be 
embraced within the limits of the reservation under this bill, is an en- 
largement of the area embraced within the limits of the reservation at 
the present time, or is it the same? Is the area here described the 
same as that already in the reservation? 

Mr. DAWES. Precisely the same, unless the committee made a 


mistake. 

Mr. PADDOCK. The intention was not to enlarge the reservation 
at a further expense to Nebraska? 

Mr. DAWES. The provision for its reversion to Nebraska is pre- 
cisely the same as in former laws. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. DAWES. I move that the Senate insist on its amendments to 
this bill and ask for a conference with the House of Representatives on 
the bill and amendments, 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized 
to appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. DAWEs, 
Mr. PLATT, and Mr. JONES of Arkansas were appointed. 

SOUTHERN UTE INDIANS IN COLORADO. 


Mr. BOWEN. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of the bill (S. 3894) to ratify and confirm an agreement with the South< 
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ern Ute Indians in Colorado, and to make the necessary appropriations 
for carrying the same into effect. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. BOWEN. I ask unanimous consent that the reading of the 
names of the Indians attached to the agreement may be di with. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PArr in the chair). Is there ob- 
jection? The Chair hears none. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I move that the doors be closed and that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

Mr. BOWEN. I hope the Senator will allow the reading to be con- 
cluded and the bill acted upon. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Iam willing to allow the bill to be dis- 
posed of if it will not take too long. Eulogies have to be pronounced; 
the Senate ought to understand that; and I wish to have a matter dis- 
posed of before they begin. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Chair understand the Sen- 
ator from Virginia to withhold his motion for the present ? 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The reading of the bill will proceed. 

The Chief Clerk resumed the reading of the bill. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Indian Affairs with an 
amendment, to insert as section 2 the following: 

Sec. 2. That all lands adapted to agriculture, with or without y ert sosold 
or released to the United States undersaid agreement shall be held by the United 
States for the sole pur of securing homes to actual settlers, and shall be dis- 
posed of by the United States to actual and bona-fide settlers only in tracts not 
exceeding 160 acres to noy ope person, on such terms as Congress shall prescribe. 
subject to grants which Con may make in aid of education: An id provided 
Suriher, That no patents shall issue therefor except to the person so taking th 
same as and for a homestead, or his heirs, and after the expiration of five years’ 
occu — — thereof as such homestead; and any conveyance of said lands so taken 
as a homestead, or any contract touching the same, or lien thereon, created prior 
to the date of such patent, shall be null and void. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move to insert as a separate section, on page 43, 
what I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 3. That Article X of the treaty and agreement herein proposed to be rati- 
fied shall be construed as validating the claims of all persons upon any of the 
lands the subject of the same—— 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I ask the pardon of the Chief Clerk. He 
is reading that very carelessly. I do not understand that thing, and 
I wish he would read it over again. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read from 
the beginning, and the Chair appeals to the Senate to be in order, so 
that the reading may be heard. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Ec, 3. That Article X of the treaty and ment herein - 
inca ahall be construed as validating the cei of all post — obete 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Right there I beg pardon. What does the 
Senator mean by *“‘ hereinbefore? ”’ 

Mr. PLUMB. ‘‘Hereinbefore”’ is the opposite of hereinafter.” 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I should like to know the difference be- 
tween ‘‘hereinbefore’’ and ‘‘ hereinafter,” 

Mr. PLUMB. The Senator can get a dictionary by applying to the 


Secretary. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I find that I can not get a dictionary by 
application to a United States Senator. 

e PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chief Clerk will proceed with 
the reading. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. No, sir; I beg pardon. I want to know 
what that means, and I think it becomes the Senator from Kansas to 
say whether he means hereinbefore the treaty of 1842. I think it 
proper that he should answer me respectfully. 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, I call for the reading of the amend- 
ment. : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading will proceed. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Sxc. 3. That Article X of the treaty and agreement herein proposed to be rati- 
fied shall be construed as validating the claims of all persons upon any Jands 
the subject of the same which may have been entered upon or ved with 
the view of their entry under the mining or other land laws of the United States, 
and all such claims may be prosecuted to final entry under the provisions of the 
proper existing statute as though said agreement had not been made, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on this amendment. 
Mr. DAWES. I dislike very much to throw any obstacle in the way 
of this agreement, but I wish to call the attention of the Senate to the 
urport of the amendment now offered. Here is an agreement which 
been entered into by commissioners appointed by the United States 
with certain Indians by which, upon certain conditions, they surren- 
dered their lands in Colorado for certain other lands in Utah. Without 
going into the merits of the agreement, it is before us, and now having 
been agreed upon by the Indians and the United States the amend- 
ment proposes to enact that it means so and so. I do not think that, 
whether that be correct or not, it would look very well upon the stat- 
ute-book, I say let the agreement stand for itself. But because per- 


adventure one party who made this agreement did not understand it 
so for us the moment we turn our backs upon the party with whom we 
made this agreement to enact our construction of it without consulting 
them, I for one do not like. 

I do not wish to discuss the question whether this bill puts a differ- 
ent meaning upon it from what I should put uponit; but the question 
is whether it puts a different meaning upon this agreement from that 
which one of the contracting parties puts upon it, and it is not for me 
to say what that contracting party understood by it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. To which amendment does the Senator reter, the 
one reported by the committee or the amendment of the Senator from 
Kansas ? 

Mr. DAWES. The tenth article attempts to provide for certain 
claims upon the land which is now proposed to be set apart for these 
Indians. There are certain claims upon this land. The commis- 
sion report that claims to the amount of $87,232.28 were made upon 
this land before they left it. Without doubt a great many of these are 
swollen claims; without doubt they are not legal claims; but whether 
these are good claims or bad claims, extravagant or reasonable, no man 
here can tell. 

There are certain cattle-men upon the land who have some sort of 
claim, whether good or bad, to the water upon it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The hour of 2 o'clock having arrived, 
the Senate resumes the consideration of the unfinished business, bein 
the resolution reported by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoan] 
authorizing the Committee on Privileges and Elections to investigate 
alleged election outrages in certain States, upon which the Senator from 
Virginia [Mr. DANIEL] is entitled to the floor. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. ALLISON. I move to lay aside the pending order in order that 
I may call up the Army appropriation bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator move that, or ask 
unanimous consent ? 

Mr. ALLISON. I will ask unanimous consent, to begin with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa asks unani- 
mous consent that the unfinished business may be informally laid aside 
to enable him to move the consideration of the Army appropriation bill. 

Mr. DANIEL. I had expected at this hour to-day to resume my 
remarks upon the resolution in regard to the investigation of elections 
in Louisiana, but I recognize the fact that the public business is of a 
more important character than that, and I am perfectly willing to en- 
ter my consent that it may be unanimous that the appropriation bill 
referred to by the Senator from Iowa may be taken up, with the under- 
standing, which I suppose it is hardly necessary to state, that if either 
the Louisiana or the Texas resolution should at any time at this session 
be called up I may be recognized as entitled to the floor. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will recognize the right 
of the Senator from Virginia to resume the floor when the considera- 
tion of the resolution is again proceeded with by the Senate. The title 
of the bill the consideration of which is moved by the Senator from 
Iowa will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (H. R. 12383) making appropriations for 
the support of the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1890, and 
for other pu 

Mr. BOWEN. I ask the Senator from Iowa to give way in order 
that the bill which has been under consideration may be completed. 

Mr. ALLISON. After the Army bill is before the Senate I will 
yield in order that the Ute bill may be disposed of. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Chair understand the Sena- 
tor from Iowa to yield for the consideration of the bill referred to by 
the Senator from Colorado? 

Mr. ALLISON. I will yield when the Army bill is taken up in 
order that the pending business may be disposed of, which is the Ute 
agreement bill, that I understand is nearly completed and will take but 
a few moments. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the bill (H. 
R. 12383) making appropriations for the support of the Army for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1890, and for other purposes, is before the 
Senate as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. ALLISON. Now I consent that the Army ap 
may be informally laid aside that the bill called up 
from Colorado may be proceeded with. 

SOUTHERN UTE INDIANS IN COLORADO. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
resumed consideration of the bill (S. 3894) to ratify and confirm an 
agreement with the Southern Ute Indians in Colorado, and to make the 
necessary appropriations for carrying the same intoeffect. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB]. 

Mr. DAWES. When interrupted at 2 o’clock I was going on to say 
that the article is not very clear, and the Senator from Kansas is de- 
siring to make it clear. In so making it he, in my opinion, trenches 
upon the first idea of justice and right between two contracting 


ties. He should not, behind the back of one of these parties, under- 
taketo make it clear as he understands it. 


priation bill 
y the Senator 
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Now I want to call attention to twoor three features of the bill which 
make it apparent to me that we should, if we adopt this agreement at 
all, take it just as itis. ~ 

I want to call the attention of the Senate to the fact that these In- 
dians are giving up a million acres of land, 300,000 acres of which the 
commission report is exceedingly excellent, exceedingly good farming 
land, and they are moving across the line into Utah and taking 3 acres 
for 1 in which there is nofarmingland. My opinionis that they ought 
to be removed, that the conditions in which they are in their present 
location render it necessary for them to be removed; but I do not think 
they ought to be removed upon this land unless one or two things are 

ectly certain. It can be put to no use by them except as grazing 

and the commission report that there is no water upon this Jand 

except in a certain quarter and that that water would be sufficient for 
their purpose provided they could command it. 

Mr. TELLER. If the Senator will allow me, I will state to him that 
there is a large strip of country upon the San Juan River that is betier 
farming land and where there is more water than on any portion of 
their present reservation. 

Mr. DAWES. Of course I do not know anything about it, but I 
take the commission’s report in relation to it, and they say they went 
all over it, and they say that unless these Indians can have the water 
they are in a helpless condition over there. 

There are cattle-men over there who have some sort of occupation of 
this land. There are very queer laws, as they seem to us Eastern men, 
about the appropriation of the water of the streams in that new coun- 
try. That man who first takes possession of the water can appropriate 
the whole of it without regard to any riparian proprietor below him. 
If these cattle-men have any such title as that to this land, the Indians 
would be put upon a desert, leaving good farming land. It was not the 
intention of the commission and it was not the intention of the com- 
mittee to put them in any such position. 

I should like in that connection for the Secretary to read the amend- 
ment which is proposed by the Senator from Kansas which declares 
that the agreement means so and so. If the Secretary will read it, I 
ask the Senate to listen to it. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read. 
The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to insert as a new section the fol- 
lowing: 


Sev. s That Article X of the treaty and agreement herein proposed to be rati- 
fied shall be construed as validating the claims of all persons upon any of the 
lands the subject of the same which may have been entered upon or improved 
with the view of their entry under the mining or other land laws of the United 
States, and all such claims may be prosecuted to final entry under the provisions 
of the proper existing statute as though said agreement had not been made. 

Mr. DAWES. Ifthe Senate fully understands that, if you enact that 
section, so far as the United States can enact what this agreement means, 
when cattle-men have got possession of that water, we put these Indians 
upon land that is wholly useless to them, because they can not have 
water upon it. 

Mr. PLUMB. Article X of this agreement I think was designed to 
accomplish exactly what my amendment accomplishes. On the first 
reading of it I thought myself it did exactly what the article would do 
as construed by my amendment. I have no doubt that both the 
commissioners and the Indians intended it should have exactly that 
construction. But when once this treaty has been ratified it will be 
committed to the construction of the Interior Department, and the 
doubt I havein regard to the construction on a more careful reading of 
the article has grown out of the fact that there was an apparent separa- 
tion of persons who were entitled to recognition on account of settle- 
ment on these lands. I feared there might be a junction of phrases 
whereby al! the designations that go to the indication of right would 
apply to all. 

This tenth article provides that all persons who have no legal right 
to remain thereon shall be removed. 

But if there are any person or persons who have obtained title or claim of title, 
by virtue of entries made under an act of Congress dated March 3, A. D. 1877, en- 
titled “ An act to provide for the sale of desert lands in certain States and Ter- 
ritories,”’ or under any other act of Congress. 

That relates to something that has been done which under the con- 
templation of the general land laws amounts to an entry of lands. 
That, according to the construction which has always been put upon 
the settlement laws of the United States, means not only the entering 
upon the land, but the filing of a paper in the Land Office describing 
the land and setting out the character of the entry which is contem- 
plated. This land, not having been surveyed, has not been the subject 
of entry according to the technical phrase, but the commissioners and 
the Indians themselves saw the land which is the subject. of this agree- 
ment and must have witnessed these persons upon the land and the 
character of the improvements, and so on, and had them in contempla 
tion. I have no doubt that the last clause of this article was intended 
to cover them, because it says: 


Or under any other act of Congress and now have rights or titles which are 
legal and binding on the United States, then and in that case such person or per- 
sons and all their rights, titles, and claims are hereby excepted, exempted, ard 
reserved the effects of this treaty. 

I simply want to make that clear. There are persons on that land 


who reside in my own State who have gone there for the purpose of 


making mining entries on the same, who have constructed mining 
ditches, and who have putup mining machinery, and they did it under 
the general invitation contained in the Revised Statutes which invites 
all citizens of the United States to enter upon the mineral lands of the 
Government for the purposes of exploration and entry. They are there- 
fore entitled to ion. 

Ifthat were I might concede that the objection the Senator from 
Massachusetts makes would be effectual and that they were notin contem- 
plation; and of course it would not be fair to put them into the ex- 
cepted classes in this bill; but I believe, by reason of the fact that they 
are there, that they must have been seen, and that they themselves 
must have been witnessed by both the Indians and the commissioners, 
that they were intended to be covered by this article; and I do not 
want them turned out by the possible construction which may be put 
upon it by some Secretary of the Interior who may have to administer 
it. All I want is that while the Indians are to go there by what I re- 
gard as an exceedingly good bargain forthem, they may have the lands 
which have not already become the subject of initiative proceedings by 
persons desiring or expecting to acquire title under the general land 
laws of the United States. I can not conceive that there can be any 
possible objection to the amendment, 

I admit, looking the treaty over, if it were not one of great impor- 
tance to the people of the State of Colorado I should oppose it. Itisa 
bungling piece of work, and the phraseology in it shows that the com- 
missioners entirely misconceived their functions. They speak of this 
as a ‘‘treaty,’’ when if they had read the Revised Statutes, as they 
should have done, they would have known that treaties, as such, with 
Indians are absolutely prohibited. It also provides in Article II: 

That the improvements now on the Southern Ute reservation in La Plata 
County, Colorado, and now occupied by said Southern Ute Indians, be ap- 
praised and sold to the highest and best bidder, under the direction of the Sec- 
retary of the Interior. It is also agreed that when said improvements are sold 
the 5 owning the same shall be paid the valuation price of said improve- 
men 

Not the selling price, and no arrangement is made for their appraisal. 
It leaves the question open as to whether they are to have the price at 
which some one may value them ex parte, or whether it shall be the 
price at which the improvements are sold. : 

That is the necessary penalty we pay for employing men of inferior 
intelligence to make agreements with Indians. The Indians no doubt 
were a great deal smarter than the commissioners were, because they 
have overreached them in every degree. Out of this general wreck I 
want to save the rights of the people whom the United States has in- 
vited to go upon these lands and who have made improvements upon 
them in contemplation of the acquisition of title to which they are in 
equity, if not in law, entitled. 

Mr. TELLER. The amendment of the Senator from Kansas, in my 
judgment, means no more and no less than the agreement made with the 
Indians. It certainly means no more than the Indians understood as 
to what the agreement was, and I do not myself see any objection to it. 
I do not think it is any infringement upon the agreement or any viola- 
tion of it in the slightest degree; and knowing something about the In- 
dians in this matter, I think they will be very glad to accept this 
agreement. They have been anxious to leave this strip of land and go 
over into that country and were only kept from going by the opposi- 
tion of the agent some two or three years ago. They are amply pro- 
tected in the bill, and it is largely to their interest, as it is to the in- 
terests of everybody in that section of country, that they should go. 

Mr. DAWES. The Senator from Kansas and the Senator from Colo- 
rado know that I do not desire to interfere with the removal, because 
I think the Indians must be removed, and if there was nothing in this 
amendment that reached beyond the mining interests that the Senator 
from Kansas speaks of, I would not care anything about it, becanse 
those mining interests there would not be of any great value. 

But, if there be some inchoate claim upon the water there which has 
not developed into record, but may hereafter be developed into a claim, 
I think that ought to give way to the Indians because it is a right, if 
any at all, which a man makes before land is open to settlement at his 
own risk. It is always regarded, I know, when the land is opened to 
settlement, not because we are obliged in law to do so, but because we 
think that is fair treatment of those people. But if we go on and sell 
this land to the Indians with no apparent claim upon the water, a claim 
which can be developed into a record, I want to see that the Indians 
can have water there because they will be in a destitute condition upon 
that land if the water is appropriated by others. 

If the Senator desires only to protect the mining and such kind of 
interests and will change the phraseology of his amendment so as to 
leave the water there beyond the reach of any lurking claim, I shall 
not say anything against it, although I do not like to make an agree- 
ment with anybody and then turn around and say, This is the mean- 
ing of my agreement;’’ but if the Senator will fix the amendment so 
that the water may be left for the Indians I shall acquiesce. 

Mr. TELLER. If the Senator will allow me, I will say that there 
is no trouble about the water. These people do not want the water. 
That is not what they are after. 

Mr. DOLPH. I should like to ask the Senator from Massachusetts 
a question. I understand him to say that he is indifferent as to the 
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mining claims, and that the people intended to be protected by this 
amendment are people who have gone on the lands while they were 
part of an Indian reservation. 

Mr. TELLER. Oh, no. 


R DAWED. They are unsurveyed publie lands in the Territory 
of Utah. : 
Mr. DOLPH. What is the object, then, of any present legislation? 
Mr. DAWES. To make a new reservation. 
Mr. PLUMB. Iwill modify the amendment. 
Mr. BOWEN. Let the amendment be read as the Senator from 


Kansas has modified it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment as modified will be 
read. 

; The Chief Clerk read the proposed new section as modified, as fol- 
Ows: 

Src. 3. That Article X of the treaty and agreement herein proposed to be rati- 
fied shall be construed as validating the claims of all persons upon any of the 
lands the subject of the same which may have been entered upon or improved 
with the view of their entry under the mining laws of the United States, and all 
such claims may be prosecuted to final entry under the provisions of the proper 
existing statute as though said agreement had not been made. 

Mr. DAWES. I make no objection to that. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and theamendments 
‘were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 
TERRITORY OF OKLAHOMA. 


Mr. CULLOM. I ask the Senator from Iowa if he is not willing to 
temporarily lay aside the appropriation bill for a minute or two that I 
may call up the House bill No. 10614, to organize the Territory of Okla- 
homa, and for other purposes. Ithinkit will not take very long. It is 
an important bill and ought to be, in my judgment, passed. 

Mr. ALLISON, I have been told that that bill will lead to consid- 
erable debate. It is important that the appropriation bills should be 
disposed of, and in the intervals between them we can be occupied with 
important bills, such as that suggested by the Senator from Illinois; 
but [ do not think I can yield at this moment. 

Mr.CULLOM. Iwill inquire of the Senator if he has any judgment 
how long it will take to pass the appropriation bill now before the Sen- 
ate? 

Mr. ALLISON. I hone we may pass it before 3 o’clock. 

Mr. CULLOM. I desire to give notice now that immediately after 
the of this bill, unless interfered with by an arrangement that 
I understand has been made for the afternoon, I shall move to take up 
the Oklahoma bill and press it to a vote. 


PROHIBITORY CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT. 


Mr. BLAIR. I ask the Senator from Iowa if he will not give way 
to a measure which will not take time any further than the reading of 
the measure and perhaps the reading of the report; and that is Order 
of Business 1768, being a joint resolution proposing an amendment of 
the Constitution of the United States in relation to the manufacture, 
importation, exportation, transportation, and sale of alcoholic liquors. 

As this resolution has been pending many years, and has been re- 
ported at least in two Congresses and no action has been had upon it, I 
desire to move its consideration and allow the report to be read and a 
vote taken. I do not care to enter upon discussion unless the Senate 
should desire to do so; but I am anxious to have action of some kind. 
The Senator will see that this will occupy a very brief period of time. 
I ask him to give way for that purpose. 

I will say further, that if discussion results from the taking up of the 
measure, I shall withdraw it if the Senator desires me to do so. 

Mr. ALLISON. I suggest to the Senator that the Army appropria- 
tion bill is the most pressing matter now before the Senate. The mat- 
ter which the Senator has in hand, and which ought to be taken upas 
soon as possible, can be taken up after the Army bill is disposed of. 
Therefore, with every disposition to accommodate the Senator from 
New Hampshire, I must decline to yield. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator bases his action, as I understand him, 
upon a question of fact, supposing the Army bill to be more important 
than this measure. I beg leave to differ with the Senator and join 
issue with him upon the question of fact. 


Mr. ALLISON. I will not discuss the question of fact. I did not |. 


say it was more important, but it is necessary that the appropriation 
bills shall pass in order that the Government may go on, and these 
other measures can have their day at any time after the appropriation 
bills have been disposed of. 

Mr. BLAIR. Knowing that the Senator is friendly to the measure, 
I will not press it any further now, but give notice that I shall move 
it at every convenient and proper opportunity until I secure action 
upon it. 

INDIAN DEPREDATION CLAIMS. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I desire to inquire of the Senator from Massachu- 
setts, the chairman of the Committee on Indian Affairs, when it is his 
intention to call up the bill (H. R. 8990) to provide for the adjudica- 


tion and payment of claims arising from Indian depredations? This 
is a most important bill. 

Mr. DAWES. Ihave made the request of the Senateon two or three 
occasions for permission to consider that bill. I agree with the Senator 
that it is a bill of great importance to a large section of this country. 
It has the House of Representatives and has been under con- 
sideration in the Committee on Indian Affairs and has been amended 
and upon the Calendar for some time. I haye been constantly urging 
its consideration. I can onlyassure the Senator that I shall take every 
possible opportunity to call the attention of the Senate to that bill for 
action, and I invoke the aid of the Senator and all those interested in 
the bill in reaching its early consideration by the Senate. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I wish the Senator would now give notice to the 
Senate that immediately after the Army appropriation bill is disposed 
of, if the state of the business of the Senate will permit, he will call 
up the bill for consideration, in order that it may be perfected and 
passed yet during the present session. 

Mr. DAWES. I shall most certainly ask the early action of the Sen- 
ate upon it. 

HOUR OF MEETING. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that when the Senate adjourn to-day it 
be to meet at 11 o’clock to-morrow. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa moves that 
when the Senate adjourns to-day it be to meet at 11 o’clock a. m. to- 
morrow. 

The motion was agreed to. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the House had signed the follow- 
ing enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by the President 
pro tempore: 

A bill (S. 1721) establishing a customs-collection district in Florida, 
to be known as the collection district of Tampa, and for other purposes; 

A bill (S. 3285) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the 
Tensas River, at or near Daniel’s Ferry, Louisiana; 

A bill (3560) for the relief of William 8. Rosecrans; and 

A bill (I. R. 1659) to provide for taking the eleventh and subse- 
quent censuses. 

ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill moved by the Senator from 
Iowa is before the Senate. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill (H. R. 12383) making appropriations for the support of the Army 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1890, and for other purposes. 

Mr. ALLISON. Lask unanimous consent that the formal reading 
of the bill may be dispensed with and the amendments of the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations be considered as they are reached in the reading 
of the text of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendments proposed by the 
Committee on Appropriations will be considered as they are reached in 
the reading of the text of the bill, if there be no objection. The Chair 
hears none. 

Mr. BUTLER. Do I understand that the reading of the bill has 
been dispensed with? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The request was that as the bill is 
read the amendments proposed by the Committee on Appropriations be 
acted on as they are reached, to which the Chair hears no objection. 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the bill. 

The first amendment reported by the Committee on Appropriations 
was, under the head of miscellaneous, on page 6, line 3, after the 
wam ** surgeons,” to insert for pay of; so as to make the clause 
read: 

For pay and traveling expenses of not exceeding fifty contract surgeons, for 
pay of not exceeding one hundred and sixty hospital matrons, and. not exceed» 
ing fourteen veterinary surgeons; in all, $85,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 6, line 16, before the word wit- 
nesses,’’ to strike out citizen clerks and; and in line 17, after the 
word courts- martial,“ to strike out military commissions; so as 
to make the clause read: 

For compensation of witnesses attending upon courts-martial and courts of 
inquiry, $7,595.73. 

The amendment was agreed to. : 

The next amendment was, on page 8, to strike out the clause from 
line 14 to line 16, inclusive, as follows: 

For a riding and training master for the more thorough instruction of officers 
and cadets, a sum not exceeding $1,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. . 

The next amendment was, on page 13, line 6, after the word “‘ That,” 
to strike out ‘‘ hereafter;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

For the purchase of horses for the cavalry and e ge! Create for the Indian 
scouts, and for such infantry as may be mounted, and expenses incident 
thereto, $152,000: Provided. That the number of horses purchased under this 


appropriation, added to the number on hand, shall not at any time exceed 
number of enlisted men and Indian scouts in the moun ; and 
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that no part of this appropriation shall be paid out for horses not purchased 
by contract, after competition duly invited by the Quartermaster’s Department, 
and an inspection by such department, all under the direction and authority 
of the Secretary of War. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
PRINTING OF AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. PLUMB. I ask consent to make a motion which will tend to 
facilitate the progress of another appropriation bill. I move that the 
bill (H. R, 12485) making an appropriation forthe Department of Ag- 
riculture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1890, and for other pur- 
poses, be printed with the Senate amendments numbered, so that it 
may be in convenient form for the use of the conference. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. DoLPH in the chair). The Sen- 
ator from Kansas moves that the agricultural appropriation bill be 
printed with the Senate amendments numbered. 

The motion was agreed to. 


MRS. MARY T. DUNCAN, 


Mr. SPOONER. Now that the reading of this Army bill has been 
interrup I ask the Senator from Iowa to yield to me for a moment 
to call up a bill which I am certain will take no time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Iowa yield to 
the Senator from Wisconsin? 

Mr. ALLISON. I will yield to the Senator reluctantly, if his bill 
leads to no debate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Wisconsin that the bill under consideration be tem- 
porarily laid aside? 

à Mr. ALLISON. If it takes any time I shall call for the regular or- 
er, 

the PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair hears no objection to the 
request of the Senator from Wisconsin. 

Mr. SPOONER. The bill is Calendar No. 2604. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
5 to consider the bill (H. R. 325) for the relief of Mrs. Mary 
Duncan. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Claims with amend- 
ments, in line 6, after the words sum of,“ to strike out eleven“ 
and insert eight; in line 7, before the word dollars,“ to strike out 
thirty“ and insert ‘‘seventy-six;’’ in the same line, before the word 
cents,“ to strike out ‘‘ thirty-five ’’ and insert ‘‘five;’’ in line 8, after 
the word property,“ to strike out and damage thereto;’’ and in 
line 9, after the word covered, to strike out ‘‘in”’ and insert ‘‘into;’’ 
so as to make the bill read: 

Be tt enacted, eic., That the Secretary of the 8 be, and he is hereby, di- 
rected, out of any money in the Treas not otherwise appropriated, to pay to 
Blanton Duncan, trustee of Mrs. Mary T. Duncan, of Louisville, Ky., the sum 
of $8,176.05, for the use and occupation of her property during the war, and for 
moneys covered into the Treasury of the United Rates from rents of property 
belonging to the said Mrs. Duncan which were seized and held by the United 
States Government. 

The amendments were to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. SPOONER. I move that the Senate insist upon its amendments, 
and ask a conference with the House of Representatives on the bill and 
amendments, 

The motion was agreed to. 5 

By unanimous consent, the Presiding Officer was authorized to ap- 

int the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. PAsco, Mr. 

POONER, and Mr. MITCHELL were appointed, 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 12383) making appropriations for the support of 
the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1890, and for other pur- 


Ses. 
Po 25 BUTLER. Will not my amiable friend from Iowa yield to me 
just one moment to get a bill through? 

Mr. ALLISON. I regret to say I can not. I promised the other day 
to yield to the Senator from Wisconsin and failed to keep my promise, 
and I am redeeming now my promise to him with reluctance. 

Mr. BUTLER. Will not the Senator make a promise of that kind 
to me? 

Mr. ALLISON. At some future time I shall be glad to yield to the 
Senator. 

The Chief Clerk resumed the reading of the bill. 

DEATH OF REPRESENTATIVE BURNES. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its Clerk, 
communicated to the Senate the resolutions of that body commemora- 
tive of the life and services of the Hon. James N. Burnes, late a Rep- 
resentative from the State of Missouri. 

Mr. COCKRELL, I ask that the resolution just received from the 
House of Representatives be laid before the Senate, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. DoLPH). The Chair lays before 
SET te resolutions from the House of Representatives, which will 

read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the business of the House be now suspended that 9 
may po piven for tributes to the memory of Hon. James N. Burnes, late a Rep- 
resen j 


ve from the State of Missouri. | 
Resolved, That as a further mark of re: $ to the memory of the deceased, 


and in recognition of his eminent abilities and distinguished oo services, 
ee at the conclusion of these memofial proceedings 1 stand ad- 
Resolved, That the Clerk communicate these resolutions to the Senate. 
Mr. COCKRELL, I offer the resolutions which I send to the desk. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolutions will be read. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Senate has received with profound sorrow the announces 
ment of the death of Hon. James Nelson Burnes, late a member of the House 
of Representatives from the State of Missouri, and tenders to the family of the 
d the assurance of sympathy in their sad bereavement. 

Resolved, That the business of the Senate be now suspended that opportunity 
may be given for fitting tributes to the memory of the deceased and to his em- 
inent public and private virtues, and that as a further mark of respect the Sen- 
ate, at the conclusion of such remarks, shall adjourn. 

Resolved, That the Secretary be directed to transmit to the family of the de- 
ceased a copy ofthese resolutions, 


Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, it becomes our painful duty to 
pay the last sad tribute of respect, friendship, and honor to the mem- 
ory of our late distinguished colleague in the House of Representa- 
tives, Hon. James Nelson Burnes, 

His father, James Burnes, was born on February 14, 1779, near 
Fredericksburgh, in Spottsylvania County, Virginia, and was married 
on December 29, 1805, in Culpeper County, Virginia, and afterward 
removed to the State of Indiana, where James Nelson Burnes was 
born on August 22, 1827. 

By the act of Congress approved June 7, 1836, it was provided— 

That, when the Indian title to all 828 between the State of Missouri 
and the Missouri River shall be extinguished, the jurisdiction over said lands 
shall be hereby ceded to the State of Missouri, and the western boundary of 
said State s be then extended to the Missouri River, reserving tothe United 
States the original right of soil in said lands, and of disposing of the same: 
Provided, That this act shall not take effect until the President shall, by proc- 
lamation, declare that the Indian title to said lands has been extinguished; nor 
shall it take effect until the State of Missouri shall have assen to the pro- 
visions of this act. 

By a convention between the authorities of the United States and 
of the Sac and Fox tribe of Indians, held September 27, 1836, and pro- 
claimed February 25, 1837, the Indian title was extinguished. 

By an act of the General Assembly of the State of Missouri of De- 
cember 16, 1836, Missouri assented to the provisions of said act, and 
on March 28, 1837, the President of the United States, by proclama- 
tion, duly declared the Indians’ title had been extinguished. And 
Missouri had assented to the provisions of said act, and thereby there 
was added to the State of Missouri a large tract of land u ed in 
the whole United States in agricultural resources, in the fertility of its 
soil, the variety of its products, the healthfulness of its climate, and 
its topographical beauty. It was called the Platte purchase, and 
was quickly settled, 

To this Platte purchase James Burnes removed with his family 
from Indiana in 1837 and located in Platte County, where James Nel- 
son Burnes was reared, and resided until 1872, when he removed to the 
city of St. Joseph, in the adjoining county of Buchanan, and resided 
there at the time of his death. He received the education then ob- 
tainable in the common or public schools of Missouri, and graduated 
from the Platte City high school, and then attended the Law School of 
Harvard College or University, and graduated therefrom in 1853, and 
then returned to Platte County and n the practice of his chosen 
life pursuit, the law. 

In 1856 he became the circuit attorney in his judicial district, and 
was elected Presidential elector for his district,and with his co-electors 
cast the vote of Missouri for Buchanan and Breckinridge for President 
and Vice-President. In 1878 he became judge of the court of common 
pleas for his county and served as such until 1882. 

In 1882 he was unanimously nominated for Representative in the 
Forty-eighth Congress by the Democratic Congressional convention, 
composed of delegates from the six counties of Andrew, Atchison, Bu- 
chanan, Holt, Nodaway, and Platte, into which the tract or district 
called the Platte purchase” has been divided, and was elected by a 
handsome majority. He was in like manner renominated and re- 
elected to the Forty-ninth, Fiftieth, and Fifty-first Congresses. He 
was appointed a member of the Committee on Appropriations in the 
Forty-eighth, Forty-ninth, and Fiftieth Congresses by Mr. Speaker 
CARLISLE, and served with great efficiency and distinguished ability. 

On the morning of January 23, 1889, in the absence of Hon. SAMUEL 
J. RANDALL, chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, Colonel 
Burnes presided at the meeting of the committee, and upon its adjourn- 
ment proceeded to the floor of the House, where about 3 o’clock p. m. 
he was stricken with paralysis whilst in the discharge of his official 
duties, and was accompanied by Hon. BENJAMIN BUTTERWORTH to the 
east front of the Capitol to get fresh air, and thence to the consultation 
room of the Appropriation Committee. He refused to have a physician 
called, and exerted all the wonderful powers of his giant-like physique 
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and indomitable will to check and prevent the 1 increasing and 
extending paralysis, of which he alone was sensible, and realizing all 
the while the hastening doom, said to General BUTTERWORTH: ‘‘ Ben, 
it is hard to quit the battle now; I hate to leave the field now.“ 
His last sentence was: ‘‘I have much to do, and I hate to quit the bat- 
tle now.“ 

He was soon taken to his rooms at Willard’s Hotel, and all that hu- 
man skill and experience and friendly, loving hands could do was done, 
but to no avail. He soon became unconscious, and at forty-six min- 
utes after 12 o'clock on the morning of January 24, 1889, quietly and 
peacefully passed to that bourne whence no traveler returns, and en- 
tered upon that sleep that knows no waking. The silver cord was 
loosed, the golden bowl broken, the pitcher broken at the fountain, the 
wheel broken at the cistern, and his dust returned to the earth as it 
was and his spirit ‘‘ unto the God who gave it.“ How truly the lan- 
guage of Revelation is verified: 

Ye know not what shall be on themorrow. Forwhatisyourlife? Itiseven 
n vapor, that appeareth for a little time, and then vanisheth away. 

As for man, his days are as grass; as a flower of the field. So he flourisheth. 
For the wind passeth over it, and it is gone, and the place thereof shall know it 
no more, 

Truthfully did the poets write: 

Why, what is pomp, rule, reign, but earth 
nerd live we Sin ws can, 720250 we 9 . 


The boast of heraldry, the pomp of power, 

And all that beauty, all that wealth e’er gave, 
Await alike the inevitable hour; 

The paths of glory lead but to the grave. 

Colonel Burnes inherited from a worthy father and good mother the 
richest legacy parents can transmit to children, a body and mind 
sound, healthful, and vigorous. He a most wonderful phy- 
sique, capable of very great activity, endurance, and constant labor. 
His mental powers were of the very highest order, quick, active, an- 
alytical, discriminating, and broad. His memory was retentive and 
his will imperiously strong. His voice was strong and pleasant; his 
manners and general bearing very agreeable and attractive. His per- 
sonal presence in any assembly would attract attention and command 
respect. 

Tai a lawyer he was well equipped and gained much reputation in 
his part of the State as an advocate, and in every capital case secured 
an acquittal for his client. In business and financial matters he was 
remarkably apt and displayed great executive and administrative abil- 
ities and was eminently successful, having accumulated a large fort- 
une. He was the organizer and first president of the Weston and 
Atchison Railroad Company, the second road built in that section of 
country. He was the moving spirit in the building of the Chicago 
and South Western Railroad from Leavenworth, Kans., to Fairfield, 
Iowa, now forming part of the Chicago, Rock Island, and Pacific Rail- 
way system. 

Largely by him and his efforts the construction of the bridges across 
the Missouri River at Leavenworth and Atchison, Kans., was secured. 
He was a member of the original town companies of Leavenworth and 
Atchison, Kans., and still interested in them when he died. He was 
president of the St. Joseph Water Works Company, and the principal 
stock-owner in the same, and also a large stock-holder in several im- 
portant banks. His business spares financial ability, and resources 
were severely tested in 1877. He was then principal security upon 
the official bond of Col. Elijah Gates, then treasurer of the State of 
Missouri. 

Prior to the term of Colonel Gates the State funds had been kept on 
deposit in the National Bank of the State of Missouri at St. Louis and the 
Mastin Bank at Kansas City, Mo., and were transferred to him by 
checks on these banks from his predecessor, the banks being con- 
sidered entirely solvent. 

Unexpectedly both these banks failed, having on deposit overa mill- 
ion of dollars of the State funds, and large sums of money were soon 
becoming payable by the State. Treasurer Gates, being of limited finan- 
cial resources of his own, had to rely upon Colonel Burnes to provide 
for the State liabilities and to aid in securing as much money as pos- 
sible from the banks, and to make good any deficit not so secured. 
Colonel Burnes was equal to the emergency. He met all liabilities of 
the State and maintained its credit untarnished, and paid back into 
the State treasury every dollar with interest, although neither bank 
ever paid depositors in full. While the banks did not pay depositors, 
and Colonel Burnes paid every dollar with interest to the State, it is 
believed that he so managed the affairs that he retrieved his losses to 
a very large extent. 3 

Colonel Burnes was laudably ambitious, He was a graceful, fluent, 
and effective speaker, and in the political campaigns of 1856 and 1860 
was the leading speaker in his of the State, and gained a reputa- 
tion for oratory scarcely equaled by any efforts in later years. After 
the commencement of the late war and up to 1870 Colonel Burnes affil- 
iated with the Republican party, and was a member of the State Re- 

ublican convention of 1870, which separated and placed two full tickets 

or governor and State officers before the one headed by Gov. 
xapa W. McCh and the other headed by Gov. B. Gratz Brown, 
and known as the Liberal Republican ticket. 
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Colonel Burnes supported the Liberal Republican movement, and in 
that convention, in advocating the liberal policy of enfranchising those 
disfranchised by reason of action or sympathy in behalf of the South, 
gave utterance to the expression that Love is stronger than hate,’ 
which became the tocsin of that canvass. 

From 1870 to his death he was an active supporter of and worker in 
the Democratic party. He was a member in good standing of all the 
Masonic orders, including that of the Mystic Shrine, and also of the 
Knights of Pythias, the Independent Order of Red Men, and of the 
Elks. He was a member of the Methodist Episcopal Church, South, 
and built for that church a house of worship in Weston, Mo., and gave 
to its Sunday-school a large library. 

He was married to Miss Mary Patton Skinner, of Kentucky, a noble, 
gentle, cultivated, Christian lady, who has been a confirmed invalid 
for many years, and survives him, and by whom he had six children, 
only two of whom are now living, D. D. Burnes, one of the leading 
attorneys of St. Joseph, Mo., and C. C. Burnes, vice-president of the 
National Bank of St. . oseph. As a husband, he was tender, loving, and 
devoted. As a father, he was kind, considerate, affectionate, and com- 
Roos As a citizen, neighbor, and friend, he was pleasant, kind, 

iberal, generous, and warm-hearted. Out of his abundance he dis- 
tributed liberally, yet unostentatiously, to charitable objects and to 
the poor. 

He and his two brothers, D. D. and Col. Calvin F. Burnes, were al- 
ways associated together in their lives and business, and their fondness 
and devotion to each other were most conspicuous and striking. The 
death of his brother, D. D. Burnes, in 1867, left his six minor children 
orphans, who were adopted by him and his brother, C. F., and have 
been reared in his family as his own children, and are to-day co-sharers 
of his estate with his own children. As a legislator and Representa- 
tive in Congress he was careful, painstaking, thorough in his investi- 
gations, constant and laborious in his work, sound in judgment, able, 
concise, forcible, and convincing in presentation, earnest and accurate 
in reasoning, and gi in speech and debate. In the House of Rep- 
resentatives he soon moved forward to the front rank, won and main- 
tained a high and enviable position among the ablest of the many dis- 
tinguished leaders in that honorable body. 

His constant and exhausting labors, devolving upon him in the strict 
performance of his necessary duties, weakened his splendid poyne 
and doubtless hastened his sudden demise in the prime and vigor of 
his manhood, and honorable and distinguished career, beautifully em- 
blemized in language of the poet— 

A flower that does with opening morn arise, 

And, flourishing the day, at evening dies; 

A wing’d eastern blast, just skimming o'er 

The ocean's brow, and sinking on the shore; 

A fire, whose flames through crackling stubble fly, 
A meteor shooting down 
A bowl adown the bending mountain roll'd; 

A bubble breaking, and a fable told; 

A noontide shadow, and a midnight dream, 

Are emblems which with semblance apt proclaim 
His earthly course. 

To show the high appreciation of the distinguished career and serv- 
ices of Colonel Burnes by the States of Missouri and Kansas and the 
affectionate regard, warm friendship, and love cherished for him by 
those in whose midst he had spent his life, and with whom he had been 
so closely associated in all the affairs and pursuits of an active and busy 
life, I present the resolutions adopted by the senate and house of the 
General Assembly of Missouri, by the senate of the State of Kansas, by 
the city council of St. Joseph, by the Independent Order of Red Men, 
by the St. Joseph Turnverein, by the Trades Assembly, by the bar of 
St. Joseph, by a largely-attended meeting of the colored citizens of St. 
Joseph, and by the Democratic Congressional convention in meeting 
to nominate a successor, and an editorial from the St. Joseph Daily 
Herald, the leading Republican paper of Northwest Missouri, and ask 
that they be printed. No higher tributes of respect, friendship, and 
affectionate could be bestowed. 

All who ever visited the house of Colonel Burnes in the suburbs of 
St. Joseph, as I have done, will join with me in unstinted praise of his 
modest, generous, warm-hearted hospitality and genial courtesy. It 
was the home of the kindliest greeting, the warmest and tenderest af- 
fection among all its inmates. 

While Colonel Burnes will be mourned and missed, and his loss 
keenly felt in nation and States, it is upon his family, his devoted wife, 
children, adopted children, and surviving brother, the heaviest blow 
has fallen. To them I can only commend the language of inspiration: 
Now he is dead. Wherefore should I fast? Can I bring him back 
again? I shall go to him, but he shall not return to me.“ And these 
beautiful lines: 

The dead are like the stars by day, 
Withdrawn from mortal eye, 

But not extinct, they hold their way 
In glory through the sky. 

Spirits from bondage thus set free 
anish amidst immensity, 


Where human thought, like human sight, 
Fails to pursue their trackless flight. 


e summer sky; 


APPENDIX. 


The senate and house of the General Assembly of the State of Mis- 
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souri each unanimously adopted the following resolutions, prepared by 


a joint committee 
‘That this house has heard with profound sorrow of the death of Hon. 
James N. Burnes, late a Con n from the Fourth Congressional district ox 


this State, and extend to his afflicted family sincere sympathy and condolence 
in this sad pony ong area 
Resolved, That by his death the country has sustained a severe loss. 
an able legislator, a pra 8 a tribune of the people, Whose rights he de- 
fended with unselfish devo Aman of ripe judgment and K azoni experience 
8 investi- 
8 he was en; upon, and always with a laudable 
best interests of all classes of our wh oa) cere To the dis- 
Sor of his 3 duties he he applied the resources of a d richly 1 
intellect gifts, Cautious, he seldom co; mis- 
sues tan $ honat he always looked to the advancement of the general welfare; 
is industry knew no limits but a complete mastery of every ry subject 
under consideration: patriotic, he exhausted the strength and on his 
great nature by overwork rk, and with heroic courage sacrificed hi 
altar of public duty. The ‘people of Missouri will, 
treasure the memory of his many virtues. 
Resolved, That the clerk of the house be directed to transmit to the family of 
the deceased an engrossed copy of these resolutions. 


life on the 
ever reverence his name and 


TOPEKA, KANS., January 21. 
In the senate to-day Mr. Carroll, oe e a introduced the following 
resolutions, which unanimous) 


Whereas the e of — — un rofound regret of the death of Con- 
gressman James N. Burnes, of Missouri: Therefore 
Be it resolved by the senate of the State of Kansas, "That in the death of Colonel 


Burnes this State has lost a warm supporter, „ friend and leading 
9 and the country at large an honest, wise, and consistent statesman. 
That peer oe reper owen condolence of this bod body be extended to the 


family of Colonel Burnesin 

Resolved, That the secretary of — 1 be 3 to send a copy of these 
3 to the A of the deceased 
M Kelly of McPherson, and Elliston made brief speeches eulo- 
fore the resolution was voted upon. 


RESOLUTIONS OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF sr. JOSEPH, MO, 


Whereas we have learned with profound sorrow and regret of the death of 
Hon. James N. Burnes, our Congressman and fellow townsman; and 
Whereas we deem it well and pona to give an expression of the loss which 
1 community has suffered by death: Therefore, 
it resolved, CCC 
the denik of Col James N. Burnes that the city Ma ne i ae: 
pro; ive, and honest citizens; the We watchful and faithful servant, 
the country a wise and patriotic statesman, for whose ear a nation mourns; 


ans, it further resolved, That we, in Paa o ee oreo gare extend to 
his family sincere condolence in this hour of its t afili 

Resolved, That the common — — and city officials attend an funeral of the 
deceased in a body; and that the buildings of the city be 


n the pu 
placed at half-mast until after the 8 . 
Be it further Sat, That these agree! be spread upon the records of the 
common l and that the clerk be instructed to furnish the family of the 
deceased with a copy. 


RESOLUTIONS OF RESPECT. 


At a special council of Pocahontas Tribe, No. 10, I. O. R. M., held on the 27th 
sun of cold moon, * 8S. D. 398, the fi resolutions were ado; in mem- 
ory of their deceased brother, James N. Burnes, whom the black oe of 
Death took from their midst 


on the 24th sleep of cold moon, G. S. D. 398 
“ Whereas it has pleased the Great Spirit of the untverse to call our beloved 
negro, 3 brother, James N. Burnes, to the happy hunting grounds of 


aap itr e 3 mourn the loss of our brother, we humbly 


cons gat 7 engl uon of the shes Spirit, believing that in leaving this 
—- le he was enjoy the reward of his labors in 
vy bunt 33 whence no rant returns, 

Abe the death of our esteemed brother the nation has lost an 
honored statesman, the State a beloved son, the district an able Representative, 
these hun wien arokadn a witetal friend, = this nang hgh impor brave chief, 

x we submit with hum of the Great 
Spirit, who has removed from the forest of life our . 

“ Resolved, That our charter be dra in m for two moons, and these 
8 be inserted in the gey papers, mas co ge his bereaved 
fam! be engrossed upon the records of the 

He Cc, B. CLAGGETT, 
“E, PADBURG, 
“WM. LEITCH, 

* Committee. n 


Sr. JOSEPH TURNVEREIN. 


Whereas the St. Joseph Turnverein and the Germans of the city of St. Jo- 
have lost in the deceased a warm friend and a man of honorable * loft: 


and * — cit 
inent, highly 
Representative of national reputation, and the cause of al 


liberty an energetic defender: Therefore, 

Beit resolved, That we assure to theafflicted family our profound sympathy in 
their aoe gery 

Resolved, That these resolutions be entered on the records of this association 
and a copy be transmitted to the family and to the press for publication, 


THE TRADES ASSEMBLY. 


We, the members of the Trades and Labor Assembly, 1 
reat calamity has befallen the renee in the 3 and of col 
ames N. Burnes, member of Congress from the Fourth district, and regard- 
ing him as alwa; 4 Peper friend of the laboring an able Representative, 
— an honorable we hereby axed. to the bereaved fami 
45 thy in het bereavement; and that this meeting donow adjourn 
attend the funeral ceremonies of the deceased. 


The following resolutions were reported by Judge O. M. Spencer, 
chairman of the committee on resolutions appointed ata previous meet- 
ing of the bar, and unanimously adopted at the meeting, over which 
Woodson presided, as the expression of the universal 


ex-Governor Silas 


sentiment of the St. Joseph attorneys-at-law over the untimely death of 
the late Colonel Burnes: ph oi Ez ara 


James N. Burnes, a ed citizen, for many years a loved and hi 

member of the bar 33 County ha having been — by. death re 

who are permitted still to remain desire to e — our etana ag Ris t 

character and ability, our piae reciation of his 

our sympathy with his 

ment 

8 
* 

he acquit yes E re of the ee irtee leon Aps 

was aral aree one 0 the nai e s 88 refl 0 418 


to us to say 
o heart of a nation, we Caner that God's angels, 
His promises, will bring their only real consolation. 
= oe that it may be held in perpetual remembrance: 
Thatacertified copy of the e of this vy nity 3 

transmitted by secretary to the family of the de- 
ceased; that another oop Mareo be delivered by the 
man of this meeting, to 
County, with a request that the same be spread upon the records of said court; 
and that a third copy erent be delivered t to a committee of one or more, to be 
appointed by the rman, to be ory committee presented to the supreme 
court of Missouri, with the request that the same be spread upon its records, 


— 


MEETING OF THE COLORED CITIZENS—APPROPRIATE RESOLUTIONS ADOPTED ON 
THE DEATH OF COLONEL BURNES. 

In r nse to a call a large number of eee colored citizens assembled 

at the Union Hall on Second street last evening to take action on the death of 

eee W. H. Jones was elected chairman of the meeting, and Thomas 


M secretary, 

The following committee on resolutions was appointed: Dr. J. M. Williams, 
Harry Robinson, W. M. Sheldon, E, M. Ewing, and Geo: Cunningan, 

e e e the following utions, which were unanimously 


lace, in this remo a 
otk crept ot dee much 


UAE: so 8 of kindly feeling toward the 8 this 2 — 


r we, the mong in 9 eitizens of the city of St. Joseph, while 
we humbly bow in submission to the will of the All-wise One, do hereby express 
our heartfelt regrets at the sudden demise, and that in his death we lose a friend 
for whom the warmest peers os shall ever live; and be it further 
Resolved, That to the of the wound our deepest 
= . thas {i has been sald of their beloved one 
e servant, enter now in the joys of thy Lord; 
an 


3 t a of these resolutions be suitably en; and 
2 „ y engrossed pre- 


Resolutions of the Democratic Congressional convention, assembled 
in St. Joseph, Mo., on February 11, 1889, to nominate a successor to 
Colonel Burnes, presented by Hon. Elijah H. Norton, late chief- -justice ' 
of the eee court of Missouri, and unanimously adopted: 


That we are un to enter upon .. STOR 
rat ant on the threshold of its to express our sorrow and 
regret for the cause which E our assembling — 
years ago the Democracy of this district, with a unan 

SN panded DA MAOR aul batten tenia ARS MEMA ot Hon TAMOS a Hace 
ow we urnes, 


tests, has 

which we can all poine with, 
know that he fell 
for the 


Editorial from the St. Joseph Daily Herald of January 25, 1889, the 
leading Republican paper of Northwest Missouri: 


JAMES N. ane 


ict Democracy, 
ership it had gone from victory to victory. His was the master han 
rected the party movements, and so universally successful 
came to be looked upon by many asalmost the | ay ee It is not too 
acompliment to say that his place can not be Another leader 
found, it is true, but he will pr aaa av in himself the elements that made James 
N. Burnes the unquestioned 0 of his party affairs. 

In point of polities the Herald had never agreed with Colonel Burnes, and 
each time he was a candidate for Congress did what it could do to defeat him. 
But while this was true, we had never questioned his ability, his loyalty, hia 
zeal, or said he wore his honors unworthily. He was in every nt a man 
among men, earnest, aggressive, fearless, possessing great strength and force 
of character, and commanding esteem wherever he went Asa his uniform fair- 
ness and kindliness of manner, as well as by his intellectual ts. 

It is useless to say he was a legislator of whom this psople Tia had reason to 
~ road Had he not been, even his superb gene ip could not have 


d party defeat, 

— Jone h was proud of him as a citizen, this district way proud of him as its 
Representative in Congress, and the State was proud of him as one of her most 
promising sons, Tt is not fair to presume that his life-work was mplished, 

e future seemed to haye in store for him much that was bright, and the meas- 
mae <= e already attained seemed only a stepping-stone to som g higher 
and grander, 
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ng sorrow that he is dead the Herald believes it is the sen- 
timent of every man of this great district. It is doing no more in a trib- 
ute to his memory. No community can afford to men of character. 
The world has too few of them, and away the loss seems 


Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, these are the culminating hours of 
a closing scene in the drama of national life. When this day re- 
turns one political party will relinquish and another assume the ex- 
ecutive functions of government. On every hand are visible the prep- 
arations to welcome the coming and speed the parting guest. At the 
eastern portico already stands the stage on which the great actors will 
play their parts, in the presence of a mighty audience, amid the mimic 
pomp and circumstance of war, with the splendor of banners, music’s 
martial strains, and the hoarse salutations of accentuating guns. 

Enterprises of great pith and moment wait upon the event of the 
brief interval. While pleasure wanders restlessly through the corri- 
dors of the Capitol, hope and fear, ambition, cupidity, and revenge sit 
in the galleries, or stand at the gates, eager, like dying Elizabeth, 

millions of money for the inch of time upon which success or 


mystery of human destiny—the mystery of death ! 

In the democracy of the dead all men at last are equal. There is 
neither rank nor station nor prerogative in the republic of the grave. 
At this fatal threshold the philosopher ceases to be wise, and the song 
of the poet is silent. Dives relinquishes his millions, and Lazarus his 
rags. The poor man is as rich as the richest, and the rich man is as 
poor as the pauper. The creditor loses his usury, and the debtor is 
acquitted of his obligation. There the proud man surrenders his dig- 
nities, the politician his honors, the worldling his pleasures; the inva- 
lid needs no physician, and the laborer rests from unrequited toil. 

Here at last is nature’s final decree in equity. The wrongs of time 
are redressed. Injustice is expiated; the irony of fate is refuted; the 
unequal distribution of wealth, honor, capacity, pleasure, and oppor- 
tunity, which make life such exuel and inexplicable tragedy, ceases in the 
realm of death. The strongest there has no supremacy, and the weakest 
needs no defense. The mightiest captain succumbs to that invincible 
adversary, who disarms alike the victor and the vanquished. 

James Nelson Burnes, whose death we deplore to-day, was a man 
whom Platarch might have described or Van Dyke delineated: mas- 
sive, rugged, and robust; in motion slow; in speech sonorous and de- 
liberate; grave in aspect; serious in demeanor; of antique and heroic 
mold; the incarnation of force, energy, and power. 

Not perplexed by moral abstractions nor mental subtleties, he pos- 
sessed that assemblage of qualities which makes success in practical 
affairs inevitable. Great enterprises were natural to him. Breadth, 
grasp, and comprehension characterized his projects. Early perceiving 
the enormous possibilities of the valley of the Missouri, longer than 
the Amazon and more fertile than the Nile, he immediately identified 
himself with the forces which have developed the empire of the North- 
west; made the American desert an oasis, and aboli the frontier. 
At the bar, on the bench, in business and politics, he was foremost for 
a quarter of a century. 

When we first met, St. Louis was an outpost of civilization, and Jef- 
ferson City the farthest point reached by railroad. In all that vast 
region, from the sparse settlements along the Missouri to the Sierra 

Nevada, from the Arkansas to the Yellowstone—now the abode of mill- 
ions, soon to be represented in this Chamber—there was neither hus- 
bandry nor harvest, habitation nor home, save the casual encampments 
of the Bedouins of the plains, more savage than the beasts they slew. 

We were neighbors—as that word goes in the West. Twenty miles 
to the northward, across the turbid stream, the level bars of tawny sand, 
and the vast of primeval forest, were visible from my door, in 
the morning and evening sun, the spires and the towers of the city where 
he dwelt, and with whose history his name will be indissolubly asso- 
ciated, Hereinastately home, with ample fortune, equipage, and ret- 
inue, surrounded by a family he adored, by friends devoted to him, 
and by enemies whom he had overcome, he confidently anticipated 
larger triumphs and loftier honors yet to be. 

As I looked for the last time upon that countenance from which for 
the first time in so many years no glance of kindly recognition nor 
word of welcome came, I reflected upon the impenetrable and insolu- 
ble mystery of death. But if death be the end, if the life of Burnes 
terminated upon this bank and shoal of time, if no morning is to dawn 
upon the night in which he sleeps, then sorrow has no consolation, and 
this impressive and solemn ceremony which we observe to-day has no 
more significance than the painted t of the If the ex- 
istence of Burnes was but a troubled dream, his death oblivion, what 
avails it that the Senate should pause to recount his virtues, and that 


to | Burnes is 


his associates should assemble in solemn sorrow around his voiceless 
sepulcher? Neither veneration nor reverence is due the dead if they 
are but dust; no cenotaph should be reared to preserve for posterity 
the memory of their achievements, if those who come after them are 
to be only their successors in annihilation and extinction. 

Unless we survive, the ties of birth, affection, and friendship are a 
delusive mockery; the structure of laws and customs upon which so- 
ciety is based, a detected imposture; the codes of morality and justice, 
the sentiments of gratitude and faith are empty formulas, without 
force orconsecration. If in this world only we have hope and conscious- 
ness why should their inculcations be heeded? Duty must be a chi- 
mera. Our passions and our pleasures should be the guides of con- 
duct, and virtue is indeed a superstition, if life ends at the grave. 

This is the conclusion which the philosophy of negation must ac- 


cept atlast. Such is the felicity of those degrading p ts which 
. If teachers are right, if the life of 


e an arrow that is spent, then we are atoms in a moral 
chaos; obedience to law is indefensible servitude; rulers and magis- 
trates are despots tolerated only by popular imbecility; justice isa 
denial of liberty; honor and truth are trivial rhapsodies; murder and 
perjury are derisive jests, and their harsh definitions are frivolous 
phrases invented by tyrants to impose on the timidity of cowards and 
the credulity of slaves. 

If the life of Burnes is as a taper that is burned ont, then we treasure 
his memory and his le in vain, and the latest prayer of his de- 
parting spirit has no more sanctity to us, who soon or late must follow 
him, than the whisper of winds that stir the leaves of the protesting 
forest, or the murmur of waves that break upon the complaining shore. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Mr. President, on a farm composed of the rich 
and beautiful bottom lands of White River, in Morgan County, Indiana, 
the strong man and able Representative from Missouri whose death we 
mourn was born, on the 22d day of August, 1827. There, amidst the 
great primeval forests, scarcely touched as yet by the picket lines of 
civilization, he first opened his eyes to the light and glory of this world. 
His father’s pioneer spirit, however, was not long content to remain 
even at this advanced outpost of emigration and enterprise. He be- 
longed to that bold and determined class of men who have in all ages 
blazed the pathways of progress and broken down obstacles to the march 
of empire. Ten years after the birth of his robust, stalwart son, this 
Indiana farmer, with all beneath his roof, removed still farther west 
and sought another frontier home on the Platte purchase in the gigantic 
State of Missouri. There, amidst the boundless resources of material 
wealth and the active transactions of a vigorous and aggressive race of 
men, James N. Burnes grew to manhood, and there entered upon his 
profession as a well-educated, cultivated, and self-reliant lawyer. 

I do not need at this time and place to dwell on the details of his 
brilliant and successful life. From the first hour he entered the lists 
of combat until he met the black knight with visor down who van- 
quishes all his career speaks for itself, and displays at every step a 
commanding intellect, a generous soul, and aniron will. He was born 
a leader among men. He was at once conceded a foremost place in af- 
fairs by those who came in contact with him. His massive head and 
powerful frame, with a face in which strength and tenderness were 
wonderfully combined, riveted the stranger’s attention and cansed 
people to look back at him after he had passed. 

i well remember the first, and, indeed, almost the only time, I heard 
Mr. Burnes speak to a public audience. He was on the floor of the 
House, and I have rarely been more impressed with the appearance, 
manner, ability, and eloquence of a speaker than I was on that occasion. 
With a voice ingly rich in its varied strains of music, rangin 
Stam Sie deep . Shin stirring call of the biglo; wi 
a manner self-contained and imposing, yet full of action, and with a 
familiar and unfaltering grasp of his subject and all its details, he ap- 
peared to me as a well-trained, giant gladiator in the arena of public 
discussion. Combining such eloquence with his well-known business 
ability necessarily rendered him a most potent factor in the conduct of 
affairs whether at home or in the halls of legislation, w. in man- 
great public improvements in Missouri or 
leader on the floor of the House of Repre- 


The social qualities of Mr. Burnes were most delightful to those who 
were closest to him. His heart was warm as summer sunshine, and 
there was the sweet charm of a loving, gracious spirit in the grasp of 
his hand, in the glance of his eye, and in the melody of his tone as he 
extended his greeting toa friend. He was especially kind to the young, 
and the youngest members of the House where he so recently fell are 
to-day his deepest mourners, 

Mr. President, much more I might say, but others have spoken my 
thoughts, and more aptly and eloquently far than Icould do. This brief 
tribute, however, I could not forbear paying toa son of Indiana, who rose 
tothe foremost rank amongst men in another State. The history of Mis- 
souri is illuminated with the renown of great, historic names, and into 
the pantheon ot her illustrious dead the name of James Nelson Burnes 
will now be admitted. He died like a hero; he fell at his post. 

What better ending of a human life could there be With all his 
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harness on, in the immediate discharge of his duties, his brilliant fac- 
ulties still in their full meridian, the summons came, and, without pain, 
he slept with his fathers, 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I had intended to speak at some length 
upon the resolutions, but the condition of my voice to-day forbids, and 
I must content myself with a very few formal words. 

I have known Mr. Burnes for several years, and his service and mine 
upon the Committees on Appropriations in the two Houses have brought 
us considerably together. In all the various matters embraced in the 
appropriation bills, some of the most important coming under his im- 
mediate charge and supervision and covering subjects of great public 
interest, Mr. Burnes always displayed ability of a very high order. 
He studied his facts thoroughly, and those of us who served with him 
found that in all the controversies which arose on the floor and in the 
conference committee-room, he was well able to maintain his own side. 
His manner was earnest; he was forcible in expression; and these, to- 

ther with his long legislative experience, made him a most effective 

ebater. He had already become a leader in the House of Representa- 
tives, and there he can not fail to be greatly missed. 

So far as his life outside of public service is to be considered, I can 
only join in the testimonials that have been rendered by other Sena- 
tors who knew him better than I. But his strength of will and native 
force of character always impressed me deeply. In many matters that 
came up where he and I were concerned upon opposite sides, and where 
sometimes sharp conflicts resulted, I never came away from those conflicts 
but with an increased for the power and grasp of the man to 
whom I had been op; 

When death, Mr. President, invades these Chambersand takes away 
such a strong spirit, such a manly presence, such an enforcing will the 

p that is made can never be easily filled. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, these sad occasions which so often 
cause the to lament the de re of some valued associate 
serve to remind us how fleeting are the honors we all prize and how 
much grander is the ambition that aspires beyond human concerns. 

The soldier who dies in the blaze of battle, environed by the pomp 
and pride and circumstance of war, is canonized asa hero. In the 
peaceful shades of private as in the open walks of public life there 
are countless moral heroes whose sublime courage and noble virtues 
pass unnoticed. In age, in physical form, and in outward character- 
istics our departed friend had the promise of a long and successful ca- 
reer. His fine faculties were in the prime of vigor, and gave assurance 
of higher distinction than he had yet attained. But he knew the 
sword of the Destroyer hung suspended by an invisible hair over his 
head and might fall—as it did fall—with the suddenness of a flash of 
lightning. 

This knowledge of an impending fate neither alarmed him nor in- 
terrupted the course of his accustomed life. He noted the signals of 
an unseen with as calm a nerve as he might have registered the 
weather signs of a barometer. Indeed, it may be said he counted the 
pulsations of ebbing life to the hour when sternly summoned from the 
post of duty. What battle-field has exhibited grander heroism ? 

It was my privilege to know Hon. James N. Burnes in two capacities. 

First, as a member of the Committee on Appropriations with whom 
T, as a member of the same committee of the Senate, was brought in 
frequent contact. 

Second, as a leading member of that great party to whose service the 
best years of his life were earnestly devoted. 

He did not aspire to be a statesman in the broad sense of originating 
public policies. But it was his honorable pride when he came to Con- 
gress to make his mark asa sound legislator. How well he earned and 
deserved this distinction, by ability, uprightness, fidelity to every trust, 
and with general acceptance to the people is familiar knowledge to all 
in and out of Congress who have followed the course of legislation since 
he became a Representative six years ago. 

Mr. Burnes was usually charged with the management of one of the 
great supply bills of the Government. While liberal for all the just 
needs of the public service, he wasa scrupulous guardian of the people’s 
interests; a decided opponent of extravagance in every shape and an 
advocate of retrenchment wherever reform could be properly applied. 
He could not be persuaded because there was a huge surplus in the 

to abate a jot of the principle that governed his legislative ac- 
tion. His success was remarkable in resisting the pressure for appro- 
priations. 

In maintaining his cherished poliey of a wise economy in national 
expenditures he was always able, patient, forbearing, and even gentle to 
opponents and admirably poised in discussion, He made even friends 
of defeated antagonists. 

In political life Mr. Burnes was a Democratof the Jeffersonian school 
who believed in the enduring principles which have carried that party 
through many trials, only to confirm their strength and their wis- 


dom. Above all he was an American who loved our institutions with 
a heartfelt devotion and who believed they were destined by precept 
and by practice to exercise a commanding influence on the civilization 
and destiny of mankind. 

Coming up himself from humble beginnings and having carved his 
own way to various distinctions, he was grateful for the opportunities 
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and proud of the methods by which these honors were reached. He 
had seen five Presidents taken from the ranks of the“ plain people, 
as Mr. Lincoln described that great body of citizens who are the bacit- 
bone of the Republic, all of whom in early life were subjected to the 
strain of poverty and privation without a seeming prospect of future 
advancement. 

_ He had seen this powerful nation duri ppal of profound anx- 
iety go on with its mighty operations as if adjusted by an automatic 
system. While the President lay for months prostrate and helpless 
sixty millionsof free people ruled themselves by a moral force of which 
the world has furnished no other example. 

Had God spared his life a few weeks longer he would have seen the 
last of these Presidents returning to the walks of private life and re- 
suming his former calling without this extreme change of conditions 
making a ripple on the surface of public affairs. 

These experiencesand these grand possibilities made him, and should 
make us all, firm in the faith that such institutions are destined for 
the benefit of mankind. Let us strive to cherish them in the gener- 
ous spirit and, large beneficence for which they were designed by the 
fathers who ized no narrow nor geographical lines in planting 
deep the foundation of the Republic. 

In his public career, asin private station, Mr. Burnes was exemplary, 
manly, loyal in his friendships, and unswerving in duty. The proc- 
esses of his strong mind were not alert, because he slowly and closely 
investigated every subject of national interest, and his judgment rarely 
failed to inspire confidence in his conclusion. He did not follow Lord 
Bacon’s example in leaving his name ‘‘to the next ages and to foreign 
nations.“ His reputation was made in the sunlight of active affaira 
and survives as an encouraging instruction to the young and a model 
worthy to be preserved. When our turn comes in the solemn proces- 
sion to the grave let us hope that we may be able like him to leave an 
er aoa fame and that Divine mercy will deal tenderly with our 

es. 

Mr. HAMPTON. Mr. President, when Pericles was appointed to 
pronounce the eulogy over the Athenians who had fallen in battle he 
began his memorable oration, which has come down to us through the 
long centuries, stirring now as then all hearers, in the following words: 

Most of my 5 in this place have commended him who made this 
speech part of the law, from the feeling that it is well that it should be deliv- 
ered at the burial of those who fallin battle. FormyselfI should havethought 
that the worth which had displayed itself in d would be sufficiently re- 
warded by honors also shown by deeds, such as you now see in this funeral pre- 
pared at the people’s cost. And I could have wished that the reputations of 
many brave men were not to be imperiled in the worth of a single individual 
to stand or fall according as he spoke, ill or well. For it is hard to speak prop- 
erly upon a subject when it is even difficult to convince your hearers that you 
are speaking the truth. On the one hand, the friend who is familiar with eve 
part of the story may think that some point has not been set forth with that full- 
ness which he wishes and knows it to deserve. Onthe other, he whois astranger 
to the matter may be led by envy to 7 pnr exaggeration if he hears 9 
above his on nature. For men can endure to hear others pressa only so long 
as they can severall uade themselves of their own ability to equal the ac- 
. When this point is passed envy comes in and with it incre- 

Among all peoples, savage as well as civilized, in all ages, it has 
been the custom to do honor to the memory of those who fall in battle 
while in the service of their country, and this universal feeling springs 
from the noblest and tenderest instincts of the human heart. Men 
feel that they honor themselves when they honor those whose voice 
or sword has served mankind.” We revere the memory of the brave 
soldier who while wielding his sword in defense of his country gives 
his life to that country; we bear him to his grave with every mark of 
honor, of respect, and of grief; and we dedicate monuments to his 
memory to show toall succeeding generations a people’s gratitude. It 
is natural and proper that we should do these things; but, Mr. Presi- 


dent, it seems to me that no less is due to the memory of those who . 


in civil life devote their talents, their time, their energy, to the serv- 
ice of their country, and who, like the distinguished subject of this 
impressive ceremonial, when the Senate of the United States, beige 
from its daily routine of business, laying aside all spirit of party, an 
recognizing that one touch of nature makes the whole world kin,“ 
devotes its time to pay fitting tribute to one who fell in life’s hard 
fight at his post of duty. It is true that he did not fall on the battle- 
field, when the joy of battle“ inspires heroic deeds and robs death 
of its sting; it was not his fate to hear, as the last sound that reached 
his ears on earth, the exulting shouts of victory and to feel that his 
blood was poured out in defense of his country’s rights; but he never- 
theless gave his life willingly, freely, and knowingly to the service of 
that country. 
No marshaling troops, no bivouac song, 
No banner to gleam and wave! 
But, O, these battles! they last so long— 
From babyhood to the grave. 

He knew that he was constantly standing in the shadow of death, 
for he had felt the approach of that fatal and insidious disease which 
struck him down, he had with steady hand and brave spirit re- 
corded every warning he had received, marking thus every mile-stone 
on the road which led only to death. A man of a spirit less brave and 
of devotion to duty less conscientious would have t a reprieve 
from his impending fate by deserting his post of duty, but he stood to 
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it with the faith of a martyr and the courage of a soldier; and when 
the dread summons came it found him at the post where duty called 
him. In the common estimate of the world his death was not a heroic 
one, for he did not fall amid the glorious clash of arms; but is not a 
man who died as he did entitled to be called a hero? 
Who in life's battle firm doth stand 
Shall bear hope’s tender blossoms 
Into the silent land. 

The lesson taught by a death like that of Mr. Burnes will prove, if 
taken to heart, invaluable to those who are soon to follow us and 
into whose hands the destiny of this great Republic will be committed. 
It will teach them that the duties of life are greater than life itself, and 
that the laurel wreath of the conqueror is not worthier than the crown 
of the martyr. It should teach them that devotion to duty, in what- 
ever field of action it may be demanded, is the noblest impulse which 
can inspire the heart, the highest consummation of laudable ambition. 
And it is well for the reputation of any man of whom it can be said 
that his life gave an example of earnest devotion to duty and his death 
a lesson which should incite every man who wishes to serve his coun- 
try to emulate that example. 

It was not my good fortune, Mr. President, to know Mr. Burnes in- 
timately, and it does not become me to speak of his personal character 
or of his private domestic virtues, I leave this grateful duty to be dis- 
charged by his close friends who knew him long and well. I speak of 
him only in his public, official character and with reference to his great 

ublic services. These are known of all the world, and are appreciated 
all who are familiar withthem. He discharged his duty honestly, 
fearlessly, and efficiently, and he fell a sacrifice to his high sense of 
duty. No higher praise can be given to a public servant than this, no 
nobler epitaph could beinscribed on the tomb of the dead. And, after 
all, sir, what is that which we call death? When this comes, as come 
it must to all of us, we who are left on earth grieve for the loss of those 
whom we have loved and lost for a brief time, but when we call to 
mind the blessed hopes and promises held out to us by revelation we 
can say: 


He died with the harness on, and to the last moment was the faith- 
ful and devoted public servant. He has not lived in vain. His life 
has erected a noble standard of excellence in the performance of pub- 
lic and private duty for the emulation of those who remain, and his 
death gives to all an earnest admonition of the uncertainty of life and 
of the hollowness of its most glittering prizes. While we mourn his 
loss we feel that the influence of his noble example will still live among 
us, an incentive to an honorable ambition to discharge well our duties 
to family, friends, neighbors, and country. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, in what is now St. Charles County, Mis- 
souri, immediately west of St. Louis, the Indians made a last desper- 
ate struggle for their homes and hunting grounds. 

Pontiac, the great Ottawa chieftain, who had commanded at Brad- 
dock’s defeat, and afterwards Black Hawk, the inveterate enemy of the 
whites, here vainly attempted to stem the resistless tide of that ag- 
gressive civilization which had driven their people from the region east 
of the Mississippi, and was still relentlessly pressing them westward. 
Here the pioneers of the dark and bloody ground, under the leadership 
of Daniel Boone, again met the savage in deadly conflict, and not until 
the last hostile Indian had been driven from the soil of Missouri did 
the old hunter close his simple and dauntless life upon the banks of the 
river across whose waters his solitary canoe had so often glided. 

Of all the region between the Mississippi and Missouri, and south of 
Iowa, the Indians held, after 1820, only a triangular territory between 
the western border of Missouri and the river of that name. In 1837 
this was bought by the United States and added to the State, being 
known as the Platte purchase, and comprising the counties of Atchi- 
son, Andrew, Buchanan, Holt, Nodaway,and Platte. A fairer or more 
fertile land is not kissed by the sun in all his journey, and when opened 
to settlement it was at once filled by an immigration coming mainly 
from that Scotch-Irish blood whose intellect and courage have im- 
pressed so indelibly the Middle and Western States. They are a virile 
race, strong in frame and prejudice, strict in their ideas of justice and 
summary at times in enforcing it, deeply religious, intensely patriotic, 
and absolutely fearless. To quick and vigorous intellect they add the 


There is no Death! what seems go is transition; instinct of resistance to tyranny in all its forms, and especially to out- 


‘This life of mortal breath side and unwarranted interference with what they consider their own 
Is but a suburb of the life el 7 tani 
Whose portal we call Dea usiness. 


It is not strange that men of this lineage should give direction and 
character to communities, and especially when great emergencies bring 
out the individuality and self-reliance which make leaders for a people. 
With other families of Scotch-Irish descent there came to the Platte 
purchase in 1838 that of James Burnes, the father of Col. James N. 
Burnes. Their home was in Platte County, upon the banks of the Mis- 
souri, and here, in a region overflowing with the opulence of nature and 
surrounded by the strong, adventurous pioneers of the frontier, James 
N. Burnes passed his boyhood. In his surroundings there was every- 
thing to develop intellect and energy. In this young and vigorous 
community there was no room for the idle or timid, and the fresh, pure 
air strung every nerve of mind and body toits best. The wide prairie, 
stretching to the boundless west, the silent, solemn forest, the great 
river rolling in resistless volume to the Gulf, all nature in vast and ma- 
jestic mould, quickened and elevated ambition. 

Never did young knight put on armor for the lists with higher aspi- 
ration or more dauntless courage than did James N. Burnes for the bat- 
tle of life. In every fiber he was a combatant. With him existence 
meant battle. Strong, self-contained, cool, and watchful, he fought for 
the prizes of life as fought the gladiators when all Rome looked down 
upon the arena. After men die we hear in stereotyped phrase much 
of their negative virtues and passive goodness, but to me the proudest 
epitaph that can be written is: 

7 Hre lies one much hated and much loved, but never despised by friend or 
oe. 


Mr. COKE. Mr. President, I knew Col. James N. Burnes very 
slightly, except as a distinguished member of the House of Representa- 
tiyes. His abilities and force of character as displayed in that body 
made him from his first entrance into it a conipicuous member. He 
was a man of great labor and great capabilities, Since I have been 
conversant with the membership of the House of Representatives I 
have known no man who has achieved a greater distinction or wielded 
a wider or stronger influence among his fellows. His services asa 
legislator entitle him to the gratitude of the country, and his memory 
to an honored and enduring recognition. 

No one who has ever met Colonel Burnes could fail to be impressed 
with the man. His well-knit frame, massive head, his face beaming 
with intelligence and marked in every lineament by courage, strength, 
and will-power proclaimed him a ruler among men. 

Gifted with uncommon sagacity in the management of affairs, both 
in private and public life, his career in life was eminently successful. 
As a man and a citizen among the people of his Western home he 
was without a rival in the affection and esteem with which he was re- 
garded. Asa public man in the national councils he stood abreast 
with the foremost in ability and force and efficiency, and in the confi- 
lence and esteem of his associates. 

In the death of Colonel Burnes the State of Missouri, grand as she is 
in the character of her noble people, has sustained the loss of one of her 
greatest sons; and the Congress of the United States one of its ablest and 
most trusted leaders. Whoshall estimate the loss to his family, his neigh- 
bors, and his friends? It fell to my lot to be one of those who accom- 
panied the mortal remains of Colonel Burnes to his home in St. Joe, Mo., 
and I shall never forget the impression received there where he had lived 
for many years of the map. The governor of the State with his staff, 
many members of the Legislature then in session at Jefferson City, per- 
sons of distinction from every portion of the State of Missouri, flocked 
to St. Joe to do honor to his memory, but better than all the people of 
that beautiful city, of all ages, sexes, colors, and conditions among whom 
he had lived, and to each one of whom he was known, turned out en 
masse and attested their devotion to him; facing for hours the biting 
rigor of a Western snow-storm which prevailed on the day of his burial. 

Mr. President, genius and eloquence have laid their choicest tributes 
on the bier of this great Missourian ‘‘in thoughts that breathe and 
words that burn,” but this grand ovation from the hearts of tens of 
thousands of noble and gallant people who knew him as friends and 
neighbors, though voiceless, is more eloquent in his praise than any 
sentiment that can be formulated in human language. To have lived 
and died in a way to command this great heart-offering was the rare 
fortune of Colonel Burnes. He has gone from among us. In the me- 
ridian of his life and powers, when he seemed to have many years of 
usefulness and honor before him, he has been stricken down. 


James N. Burnes had many enemies, for he fought with mailed hand 
and without asking quarter, but no man ever looked on him with con- 
tempt, or ever met him in conflict without remembering it to his last 
hour. He was a born leader, and could not have been placed where he 
would not have dominated those around him. In a mining camp or a 
salon, in a banking house or the halls of Congress, he was the same 
aggressive, untiring, ambitious, and successful. I knew Colonel Burnes 
during thirty-five years of active personal and public life. There were 
two marked and perilous passages in his career when events brought 
us together very closely. 

In 1877 the banks in which were deposited the funds belonging to the 
State treasury of Missouri suspended payment, and for this reason there 
was a deficit of $198,000 in the State treasurer’s accounts, of whom Colo- 
nel Burnes was the principal bondsman. The disaster was so sudden and 
unexpected that it found him totally unprepared, and his ruin seemed 
inevitable. Hisenemies, personaland political, seized with avidity upon 
opportunity for securing his downfall, and a partisan press exhausted 
epithet in denunciation of him and his party. The State treasurer— 
than whom a more honest and incorruptible officer never held a public 
trust—was indicted in the courts and proceedings begun in the General 
Assembly for his removal. In the litigation which ensued I was ot 
counsel for the treasurer and his bondsmen, and was authorized by 
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Colonel Burnes to propose to the State authorities that if the right of 
action against the defaulting banks should be assigned to him and his 
associates upon the treasurer's bond he would pay the deficit into the 
State treasury. The offer was accepted, and every cent paid without 


loss to the Commonwealth. Never did any man pass through a more 
terrible ordeal; but when the storm was fiercest, and others cowered 
before it, Colonel Burnes exhibited such co 
as won even from his enemies admiration t. 

In 1882 he was elected to the National House of 5 from 
the Fourth distriet of Missouri, which had been represented for the two 
preceding terms by a Republican. The canvass was bitter, and disfig- 
ured by personalities which invaded every of his career, and rec- 
oiea no limit to the license of vitupera The district was made 

clearing house for personal and political grievances that had ac- 
cumulated during thirty years of active and aggressive life, in which 
Colonel Burnes had avoided no adversary. It wasatthistime, when we 
canvassed together for many days, that I first came to know how ten- 
der and loving as husband and father was this strong and combative 
am en er wa polities him Te 1 r bee brutal sed even old 
and experi cians reco’ eir savagery, but no word 
of complaint came from his lips for himself. 

His only solicitude was for his family, and especially for her, the 
wife of his youth, for many years an invalid, from whose sick cham- 
ber 19 endeavored to shut out the hoarse and discordant cries of the 
combat. 

Coming from out the heat and filth of and calumny, I saw him 
one summer night kneel at her side, as if before a shrine, whilst the 
shadows of that anxious fight passed away, and the look of a bride- 

m rested upon her. 

It is not in the world’s daily strife, when armed and masked we meet 
as foes, that men are rightly judged. When the armor is put off, and 
the mask has fallen, the soft t of home brings out in many a rugged 


life the tints and hues of heaven, 

The shadow of death rested upon Colonel Burnes for months. The 
ere and 5 ‘Aang which finally 3 Kr notice 
ol its progress. e last campaign we in Platte County, 
where he had grown to manhood, and in his address he declared his can - 
didacy the last, and told his old friends and neighbors, many of whom had 
known him from childhood, that he proposed to devote his few remaining 
years to his private business, and in preparing for the inevita- 
ble hour which must soon close his career. 

When we reached my room I attempted to rally him upon his solemn 
words, but he repeated them so earnestly that I could not doubt his 
sincerity. He alluded to many alarming oes which warned him 
of a fatal result, and then reverently spoke of that great question which 
no human wisdom can solve. Like all intellectual men he avoided 
such discussion and shrank from that empiric d. tism which can 
not be mistaken as to the infinite hereafter, but he relied implicitly 
upon the Divine mercy, 

Here ends his journey. The weary feet and brain are at rest. An- 
other of our race, strong in mind and purpose, an intellectual athlete 
in the world’s arena, and crowned with its wealth and honors, blessed 
with the love of home and friends, and beckoned onward by all the 
possibilities of ambition, bas through the portal of the unknown. 

Helpless we stand at the dark gateway and vainly ask the dead to 
tell us of the shadowy realm to which we also hasten. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is, Shall the resolutions 
be agreed to? 

The resolutions were agreed to unanimously; and in accordance 
therewith the Senate (at 4 o’clock and 20 minutes p. m. ) adjourned until 
to-morrow, Tuesday, February 26, 1889, at 11 o’clock a. m. 


and fertility of resource 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MONDAY, February 25, 1889. 


The House met at 100’clocka.m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. 
H. MILBUEN, D. D. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The Journal ag h of Saturday was read. 

The SPEAKER, ithout objection, the Journal as read will stand 
ray mtn 

r. BLAND. I understand it reqhires a quorum to approve the 
Journal. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Will my colleague yield to me for a moment to 
ask consent 

The SPEAKER. The Journal has not been approved, and that of 
course is the first business in order. 

The Chair will state to the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] 
that the gentleman can not raise the point of no quorum until by a 
vote or count of the House the absence of a quorum is disclosed, There 
has been no count or vote yet. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Pending that, can not I submit a request for unan- 
imous consent? 


The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that under the rules of the 
House the first thing in order is the approval of the Journal before the 
House can proceed to the transaction of any business whatever. The 
question is on the approval of the Journal. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the ayes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. BLAND. No quorum. 

TheSPEAKER. But the Chair does not know that a quorum has 
not voted. 

Mr. BLAND. I demand a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 37, noes 6. 

Mr. BLAND. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER appointed Mr. BLAND and Mr. Brads as tellers. 

The House proceeded to divide. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, would it be in order to move to dis- 
pense with the ee. business? 

The SPEAKER. No motion can be entertained while the gentleman 
from Missouri is insisting that there is no quorum present; and the 
first matter ding before the House, which the rules require to be 
ogi of, is the approval of the Journal, which has not yet been 

one, 
Mr. BLAND. I understand that the gentleman from Texas desires 
roceed with the consideration of the appropriation bills, If that 

e understanding, I will withdraw the point of no quorum. 
TheSPEAKER. But the difficulty is that there is a special order 
which requires the Speaker, immediately after the reading of the Jour- 
nal, to cause the names of the members, in their alphabetical order, to 
be called until 11 o’clock for leave by unanimous consent to consider 
measures in the House, and unless that order of business is also dis- 
pensed with by unanimous consent the Chair can not proceed to recog- 
nize the gentleman from Texas to make the motion to consider the ap- 
propriation bill. 

r. SAYERS; It is my purpose to ask unanimous consent to dis- 
with the calling of the names of the members to ask considera- 
tion of bills, so as to proceed with the appropriation bill. 

TheSPEAKER, The gentleman asks unanimous consent to dispense 
with the calling of the names of members for the ea! bony of proceeding 
at once to the consideration of the general appropria bill. Is there 
objection? 8 

Mr. ABBOTT. I object. 

Mr. BLAND. For the present I withdraw the point of no quorum. 

So (no further count being demanded) the Journal was approved. 

SWEARING IN OF A MEMBER. 


Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, on the 19th of the present month 
Hon. C. F. Booher was duly elected to fill the vacancy in the Fourth 
Congressional district of the State of Missouri, in the Fiftieth Congress, 
occasioned by the death of Hon James N. Burnes. He is now pres- 
ent, and in the absence of his certificate of election, which has not yet 
been received, I ask unanimous consent that he be allowed to take the 
oath of office. 

I will state that his majority is unquestioned; there is no contest, 
and I make this request after a conference with several of our friends 
on the other side of the Chamber. 

Mr. PERKINS. Has the vote been canvassed ? 

Mr. DOCKERY. It has been in the counties, as I understand, and 
the mno in favor of Mr. Booher is about 1,100. 

Thare being no objertions Nr. Boe 

ere no o on, Mr. HER a 
House and was duly qualified, taking the * 


SEMINOLE INDIANS. 
The SPEAKER laid before the House the following communication 
from the President of the United States: 
To the Congress: 


I herewith submit for your consideration a communication from the Secre- 
position made on behalf of the Seminole 


to 
is 


at the bar of the 
i by law. 


tary of the Interior, transmit a pro; 
Nation of Indians for the relinquishment to the tof the United States 
of their right to certain lands in the Indian Terri 


7 GROVER OLEVELAND. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, February 19, 1889. 

Mr. PEEL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the message 
and accompanying documents be referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, with leave to report at any time. 

ThoSPEAKER. \‘Thecommanication and m 

comm m accom: pa wi 
e pap eaea ee ee n 
U 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. Under the special order the Chair will now cause 
the roll to be called for the consideration of measures by unanimous 
consent on request of members as their names are reached. 

Mr. BLAND. I move that the House take a recess for thirty minutes. 

Mr. HEMPHILL, Pending that motion I would like to ask unani- 
mous consent, inasmuch as this day is set apart for business from the 
Committee on the District of Columbia, that instead of wasting the 
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time we go on with some measures that are now ready by that commit- 
tee. Ifthere be no objection to the request, I will state that the meas- 
ures I propose to call up are those which will not create any disturb- 
ance in the House. > 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I would suggest that the gentleman had better 
get the consent of the gentleman from Missouri. 

Mr. DORSEY. Yes, for there is no necessity to appeal to the House. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from South Carolina? 

Mr. LYNCH. I object. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. As that interferes with a deliberate or- 
der of the House, I shall object. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair can do nothing until 11 o’clock under 
the rule except to cause the roll of members to be called and entertain 
such motions as are in order under the general rules of the House. 

The question was put, and the Speaker announced that the noes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. BLAND. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 7, noes 31. 

Mr. BLAND. No quorum, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will appoint as tellers the gentleman 
from yaaa [Mr. BLAND] and the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. AxN- 
DERSON]. 

AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


During the count, 

Mr. HATCH. I ask unanimous consent to take from the Speaker’s 
table the agricultural appropriation bill, to non-concur in the Senate 
amendments, and agree to the conference asked by the Senate. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. DocKERY). The Chair has grave 
doubt whether this request is in order during the hour, but will sub- 
mit it to the House. Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Missouri? 7 

Mr. LAWLER. I object. 

After a further count, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is advised that the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. LAWLER] who made the objection has with- 
drawn it. Is there further objection ? 
5 a BURROWS, Mr. O'NEALL, of Indiana, and Mr. BUCHANAN. 

object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is just advised that the 
Speaker a few moments since held that during the hour from 10 to 
11 requests for unanimous consent could only be entertained on a call 
of the roll, as the rule provides. 


MESSAGE FROM THE BENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that that body had agreed to the report of the committee of con- 
ference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendments 
of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 11658) making appropriations for the 

ment of invalid and other pensions of the United States for the 

il year ending June 30, 1889, and for other purposes. 

It also announced that the Senate had agreed to the amendments of 
the House to the following bills: 

A bill (S. 15800 granting a pension to James M. Frost; 

A bill (S. 1390) granting a pension to Anna Slater; and 

A bill (S. 3421) granting a pension to Mary B. McVean. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I ask by unanimous consent the re- 
main er t the hour be vacated, and it be now considered 11 o’clock. 

The »PEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. 
ANDERSON | asks unanimous consent to vacate the remainder of the 
hour. Is there objection? 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Is it nota fact that the gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. BLAND] called the attention of the House to the fact that 
quorum is present? i 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, That is true. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Can any business be done without a quorum ? 

Mr. BLAND. We had better go on in the regular order. 

Mr. BURROWS. I wish the gentleman would modify his request 
so as to vacate the rule. 

Mr. BLAND. Regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection is made. The hour of 11 
o’clock has arrived. 

Mr. BLAND. I withdraw the motion to take a recess. 

Mr. CRISP. I rise toa privileged matter. 


AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HATCH. I desire to call up the bill (H. R. 12485) making ap- 
priations for the Department of Agriculture for the fiscal year end- 

toe June 30, 1890, ask unanimous consent to non-concur in the Senate 

amendments, and agree to the conference requested by the Senate. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri asks to non-concur 
in the Senate amendments, and agree to the conference as requested. 
Is there objection? - 

Mr. SHERMAN, I object. 


The SPEAKER. The report, then, will go to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. 

The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Crisp] calls up a question of priv- 
ilege, and the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. PEEL] also presents a 
matter of privilege. e 

Mr. CRISP. i call up the California contested-election case of Sulli- 
van vs, Felton. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Speaker, what was done with the agricultural 
appropriation bill? 

The SPEAKER. It goes to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union unless the report is withheld. 

Mr. HATCH. I ask that it be withheld. 

There was no objection; and it was so ordered. 

Mr. SAYERS. I desire to know whether in this hour I can raise 
the question of consideration upon this contested-election case? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can raise the question of consider- 
ation on anything that is presented. 

Mr. SAYERS. Then I desire to raise the question of consideration, 
for the purpose of going into Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union to consider the general deficiency bill. 

TheSPEAKER. Thegentleman from Georgia calls up the contested- 
election case from the State of California, and the gentleman from Texas 
raises the question of consideration. The gentleman from Arkansas 
[Mr. PEEL] also calls up a conference report, which is of higher privi- 
lege than the contested-election case. 

. CRISP. On that I raise the question of consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title of the bill. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. I desire to 
inquire whether business reported from the Committee on the District 
of Columbia is not in order at this time? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state the situation. This being 
Monday, ex for the intervention of privileged matters, the first 
business in order is the call of States and Territories for the presenta- 
tion of bills and resolutions. The next thing in order is the consider- 
ation of business reported from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia; but these are privileged matters which have precedence over all 
other business. The gentleman from Georgia raises the question of 
consideration against the conference report. The Clerk will read the 
title of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 7186) to authorize the Leavenworth and Rio Grande Railroad 
Company to construct and operate a railway through the Indian Territory, and 
for other purposes. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia raises the question 
of consideration on the conference report. 

Mr. PEEL. I hope the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Crisp] will 
not insist on that. 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, I have thought that if this election case 
were urged forward it would come in contact with the pending appro- 
priation bill, and therefore I have waited four or five days, but it is 
now so late in the session that I feel I must press the case to a vote. 

Mr. REED. I wish the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Crisp] would 
= 5 sense of private duty give way to his sense of public duty a lit- 

e longer. 

Mr. BLAND. It is a public duty to do public justice to a member- 
elect of this House. 

Mr. CRISP. I hope I shall have the co-operation of the gentleman 
from Maine in this effort to do public justice. 

Mr. REED. My co-operation will be as sincere as the gentleman’s 
effort. [Langhter.] . 

The question was put on proceeding to the consideration of the con- 
8 report; and the Speaker declared that the noes seemed to have 
1 

Mr. PEEL. I ask for a division. 

The House divided; and there were —ayes 81, noes 27. 

Mr. CRISP. No quorum. Mr. Speaker, I will ask the gentleman 
from Arkansas how long it will probably take to dispose of this con- 


report. 

Mr. PEEL. The report has already been taken up and read, and it can 
be disposed of in afew minutes. Then there is an conference report 
upon a right-of-way bill in which the late Judge Burnes was interested. 
It is a bill granting the right of way from St. Joseph, Mo., down to and 
through the Indian Territory. In almost the last conversation I ever 
had with Judge Burnes I promised him to endeaver to get the bill 
throu; gh. The report upon it can also be disposed ofin a few 
minutes. 

The SPEAKER. The point being made that no quorum has voted, 
the Chair will appoint to act as tellers the gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. BLAND] and the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. CRISP]. 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, if there could be found any practical way 
of facilitating matters I should be glad to withdraw the point of no 
quorum. I will ask the gentleman from to withdraw his 
motion for the present. 

Mr. PEEL. I can not do that. I have been holding this matter 
back for a week. The consideration of it has been already commenced, 
the report has been read, and it can be disposed of in a very short time. 
Wecan dispose of both the reports in twenty minutes. 
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Mr. CRISP. If the gentleman can get unanimous consent to 
to the consideration of the conference report with the understanding 
that we are to take a vote in ten minutes, I shall withdraw the point 
of no quorum, 

Mr. MCKENNA. I object, Mr. Speaker. 

The tellers took their places and proceeded with the count. 

Mr. McKENNA (pending the count). I withdraw the objection. 

TheSPEAKER. The tellers will suspend. The gentleman from Geor- 
gia [Mr. Crisp] asks unanimous consent that the consideration of the 
conference report called up by the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. PEEL] 
be limited to ten minutes. The gentleman from California withdraws 
his objection. Is there further objection? 

Mr. CHEADLE. I object. 

Mr. DUNHAM. I object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made, and the tellers will proceed 
with the count. 
5 Mr. CHEADLE (pending the count). I withdraw my objection, Mr. 


speaker, 

Koon Gag yore Thegentleman from Ilinois [Mr. DUNHAM] also 
objected. 

The count was completed, and the tellers reported—ayes 127, noes 43. 
Mr, O’NEALL, of Indiana. I call for the yeas and nays. 

a and nays were refused, only 23 members voting in favor 


exeof. 

Mr. O’NEALL, of Indiana. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. BLAND. I move that when the House adjourn it adjourn to 
meet on Wednesday next. 

The question was taken on the motion of Mr. BLAND, and there 
were—ayes 6, noes 88, 

Mr. BLAND. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER. The point of no quorum being made, the Chair 
will appoint to actas tellers the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] 
and the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. PEEL]. 

The tellers took their places. 

AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The SPEAKER (pending the count). The Chairis advised that the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. SHERMAN], who objected to the re- 
quest of the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. HAtTcH] that the House 
non-concur in the amendments of the Senate to the agricultural appro- 
priation bill, withdraws his objection. If there be no further objection 
that order will be made, and the Chair will appoint as managers of the 
conference on the part of the House the gentleman from Missouri [ Mr. 
HATCH], the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. DAVIDSON], and the gen- 
tleman from Iowa [Mr. CONGER]. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. PEEL (pending the completion of the count), The gentleman 
fronf Missouri [Mr. BLAND] withdraws his point of no quorum on con- 
dition that unanimous consent is given to proceed with the considera- 
tion of these two conference reports and that they shall be disposed of 
within half an hour. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. O’NEALL] made 
the point. 

Nr. BLAND. I hope the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. O’NEALL] 
will withdraw the point on that condition. > 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] pro- 
poses to withdraw his motion and consent to the consideration of the 
report called up by the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. PEEL] without 
further dilatory p. ings upon condition that the consideration of 
the two reports indicated shall notoccupy more than thirty minutes, Is 
there objection? : 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


LEAVENWORTH AND RIO GRANDE RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Mr. PEEL. Mr. S er, the conference report in the first case has 
already been read, and I do not think it is necessary to read it again, 
as there is nothing material in it. 

The SPEAKER. The statement of the House conferees is brief and 
had better be read. J 

The Clerk read the statement, as follows: 


The managers on the part of the House, to whom was referred Senate amend- 
ments to H. R. 7188, granting right of wey to the Leavenworth and Rio Grande 
. Company through the Indian Territory, after a full and free confer- 
— th cor’ managers on the part of the Senate, beg leave to submit the fol- 

owing report: 

We find that the Senate amendments do not materially change the purposes 
of the bill, consisting, as they do, in corrections of language, ete, Therefore we 
recommend the adoption of the report, ATERT 


B. W. PERKINS, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


Mr. PEEL. I demand the previous question on agreeing to the re- 


port. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair will state that if the previous question 
be ordered there will be, under the rules, thirty minutes for debate on 
the report. 

Mr. PEEL. I did not intend to demand the previous question, I 
ask for a vote. 

The question being taken, the report was adopted, 
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Mr. PEEL moved to reconsider the vote by which the 28 was 
sr se and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ST, LOUIS AND SAN FRANCISCO RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Mr. PEEL. I now ask the consideration of the privileged report 
which I have sent to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the Met Grae Bs of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6612) to grant 5 of way 
through the Indian Territory to the St. Louis and San Francisco way Com- 
pany, having met, after full and due conference have agreed to recommend 
and do recommend to their re: ive Houses as follows: 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Sen- 

ate, and agree to the same, 

S. W. PEEL, 

B. W. P 


‘Managers on the part of the House. 
? H. L. DAWES, 
JAMES K. JONES 
FRANCIS B. STOCKBRIDGE, 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 
The following statement, submitted in accordance with the rule, was 
read: 


The managers upon the part of the House, having had a free and full confer- 
ence with the managers eoon the of the Senate on Senate amendments to 
House bill 6612, granting right of way to St. Louis and San Francisco Railway 
Company through Ind Territory, beg leave to report that all the Senate 
amendments submitted to us we find entirely correct; they do not in any ma- 
terial way change the object of the bill, but conform its provisions more closely 
to the main object; that, is 8 the rights of the Indians and restricting 
the rights of the road to its legitimate business. Therefore we respectfully ask 
that the report be adopted. 

S. W. PEEL. 


B. W. PERKINS, 
Managers on the part of the House, 

Mr. HOLMAN. I suppose the amendments are brief. I ask that 
they be read. 

The amendments were read. 

Mr. PEEL, I move the adoption of the report. 

The report was adopted. 

Mr. PEEL moved to reconsider the vote by which the report was 
apua; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. The question is now, Will the House to 
the consideration of the contested-election case called up by the gen- 
tleman from Georgia [Mr. Crisp]? Before that question is put the 
Chair desires to lay before the House several requests for unanimous 
consent. 

MEMORIAL ADDRESSES ON HON. JAMES N. BURNES, 


Mr. DOCKERY, by unanimous consent, introduced a joint resolu- 
tion (H. Res. 266) authorizing the printing of eulogies pronounced in 
memory of James N. Burnes; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Printing, and ordered to be printed. 


LEAVE TO PRINT. 


Mr. DIBBLE, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to print in the 
RECORD revised remarks on the French spoliation claims, withheld for 
revision during the last session. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
Phas HATCH, by unanimous consent, obtained leave of absence for this 

V. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. The question is now, Willthe House proceed to 
the consideration of the contested-election case called up by the gentle- 
man from Georgia [Mr. CRISP]? 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. The question is not debatable. 

Mr. SAYERS. I desire to raise the question of consideration. 

The SPEAKER. That question has already been raised; the Chair 
has just stated it to the House. 

Mr. CRISP. I hope my friend from Texas will not raise that ques- 
tion. With the object of making way, if possible, for the appropria- 
tion bills, we have waited since ednesday for an opportunity to 
proceed with the consideration of this case. [Cries of Regular or- 
der!?] I desire now that this case shall be brought to a decision by 
the House. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded. Debate is notin 
order. 

Mr. SAYERS. Iask the gentleman from California [Mr. MCKENNA] 
to withdraw the call for the regular order for a moment, so that I may, 
make a statement. [Cries of Regular order!’’] y 

The SPEAKER (having put the question on proceeding to the con- 
sideration of the contested-election case). The noes seem to have it. 

Mr. CRISP. I call for a division. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. I call for the yeas and nays. 
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The yeas and nays were ordered, there being—ayes 41, noes 62, 
more than one-fifth voting in the affirmative. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the amirmative—yeas 
115, nays 102, not voting 106; as follows: 


YEAS—115. 

Abbott, Crisp, Kerr, Rice, 
Allen, Miss, Cummings, Laffoon, Roberts 
Anderson, Iowa i Landes, Rowland, 
Anderson, Miss, Davidson, Ala. Lane, Scott, 
Anderson, vidson, Shaw, 
Bacon, Dibble Lawler, Shively, 
Baker, III. Elliott, 17a, Simmons, 
Bankhead, entrout, acdonald, aves, 
raion Finley, Malih, — 5 — 

EES, er, ansur, pringer, 
Bional, Foran, in, Stewart, Tex, 
Bloun Forney, Matson,! G 
Booher, nch, McAdoo, Stockdale, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Gay. McClammy, Stone, Ky. 
Breckinridge, Ky. Glass, ‘cCreary, Stone, Mo. 
Bryce, lover, McKenna, Tarsney, 
Campbell, F., N. X. Greenman, McKinney, Tillman, 
Campbell, TJ.,N.¥.Grimes, McMillin, v. 

8 ler, on 5 — weet Ga. 
ton, ayes. ontgomery, ance, 
Caruth, Hem hin, Moore, : Walker, 
Catchings, Henderson, N. O. Newton, 
Cheadle, erbert. tes, Weaver, 
Ohi Hermann, O Ferrall. Wheeler, 
Clardy, Holman, O'Neall, Ind. Whiting, Mich. 
Clemen: Hooker, Owen, Wilkinson. 
Cobb, Hopkins, Va. Penington, Wilson, Minn. 
Compton, oward, erry, Yoder. 
Cor à Hutton, Rayner, 
NAYS--102, 
Allen, Mich. Darlington, Kennedy, Romeis, 
Anderson, Kans, avis, Kilgore, Rowell, 
Arnold, De Lano, Laidlaw, Sayers. 
Baker, N. Y, Dorsey, nham, Sherman, 
iden, Dunham, Lehibach, Sowden, 
Farquhar, Lind, Spooner, 
Boutelle, Fuller, Steele, 
Bowden, Gaines, Long, Stephenson, 
Bowen, Gear, Mills, Stewart, Vt. 
Brewer, Grosvenor, Moffitt, Taylor, E. B., Ohio 
Brower, Grout, Morrill, Taylor, J. D., Ohio 
Browne, Ind. Guenther, Morrow, Thomas, Ky. 
Brown, Ohio Hare, Nichols, Thomas, I 
Brown, J. R., Va. Hayden, O'Donnell, Thomas, Wis, 
Buchanan, Henderson, Iowa Parker, Townshend, 
Burrows, Henderson, Patton, er, Kans, 
Butler, Hiestand, Payson, Wade, 
Bynum, Hires, Peel, Warner, 
ee Hitt, Perkins, Weber, 
5 Holmes, Peters, est. 
ala Hopkins N. y, Plume Wiekhkam 
wies, opkins, e umb, 
Crouse, Johnston, Ind. Posey, Wise, 
Culberson, Johnston, N. C. Randall, Yardley. 
Cutcheon, Kean, Reed. 
II, Kelley, Rockwell, 
NOT VOTING—106. 
Ad Dunn, Lyman, Russell, Conn, 

i Enloe, Maffett, 1 
Atkinson, Felton. Mahoney, Rusk. 

A Fitch, Mason, Ryan, 
Bayne, Flood, McComas, Sawyer, 
Bingham Ford, McCormick, Scull, 

an Funston, McCullogh, Seney, 
Bliss, Gallinger, McKinley, Seymour, 
Bound, est, ie, Smith, 
Brown, T. H. B., Va. Gibson, Merriman, ecker. 
Brumm, Goff, Milliken, Struble, 
Buckalew, Granger, Morgan, Symes, 
Bunnell, Harmer, Morse, Taulbee, 
Burnett, Hatch, eal, Thompson, Ohio 
Butterworth, Haugen, Nelson, ompson, 
Campbell, Ohio Heard, Norwood, Vandever, 
Caswell, ORR, Nutting, White, Ind. 
Clark, Houk, O'Neill, Pa, hiting, 
Cockran, Hudd, O'Neill, Mo. Whitthorne, 
Collins, Hunter, Osborne, Wilber, 
Cooper, Jackson, Outhwaite, Wilkins, 
Cox, Jones, Phelan, Wi 
Crain, Ketcham, Pidcock, Wilson, W. Va. 
5 La Follette, Post. 8 

ngley, n, ey, 
3 2 — 
Doughert: A Lee, Rogers, 


So the House agreed to consider the contested-election case. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a ques- 
tion of order, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. : 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Under the rule notonly have 
gentlemen who rise for the purpose of having their votes recorded after 
the roll-call has been gone through with to be in the Hall when their 
names were called, but they have also to state that they did not hear 
their names called. 

The SPEAKER. That is the rule. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. 
did not hear their names called? 

The SPEAKER. The rule of the House is very explicit in its terms, 
that the Speaker shall not entertain a request for unanimous consent 
after the second roll-call. But that rule has been frequently relaxed 


Do these gentlemen say they 


to members on the floor who in the midst of contusion failed to hear 
their names called, but for that reason only, The Chair thinks it can 
not be carried beyond that. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I desire to make a point of 
order on the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. PERKINS]. When he was 
asked whether he was in the House when his name was called he did 
not say that he did not hear his name called, and he was permitted to 
yote on that statement. 

Mr. CANNON rose. 

The SPEAKEK. The Chair can only eee gentlemen one ata 
time. The gentleman from Kentucky raises the question of order upon 
the vote of the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. PERKINS]. Was the gen- 
tleman from Kansas in the House when his name was called? 

Mr. PERKINS. I failed to hear my name called, although I was in 
the Hall at the time. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman failing to hear his name called, 
although he was in the Hall, has the right to vote. 

Mr. HOLMES. I ask to have my name recorded in the negative. 
I was in the Hall, but failed to hear my name called. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s vote will be recorded. 

Mr. BOWDEN and Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois, also stated that they 
were in the Hall, but did not hear their names called, and their names 
were recorded in the negative. 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. Mr. Speaker, my name was not called on the 
first roll-call, although I was in my seat. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the gentleman has the right to 
vote. 

Mr. STRUBLE. I was not in the Hall, and did not hear my name 
called. [Laughter.] If I had been here, I would have voted in the 
negative. = 
aie ARNOLD. I was in the Hall, but failed to hear my name 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman is entitled to vote. 

Mr. ARNOLD. I vote in the negative. 

Mr. GAINES, Mr. BOWEN, and Mr. COGSWELL also stated they 
were in the Hall, but failed to hear their names called, and they sev- 
erally voted in the negative. 

Mr. STEELE. I heard my name called on the first roll-call, but 
failed to respond. i 

The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman present on the second roll-call 
and did he hear his name called? 

Mr. STEELE. I was present on the second roll-call, but I did not 
hear my name called, and my vote was not recorded. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has the right to vote. 

Mr. STEELE voted in the negative. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I heard my name called on the first 
roll-call, but I did not hear my name called on the second roll-call. 

= SPEAKER. The gentleman is entitled to have his vote re- 
corded. š 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, voted in the negative. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Iheard my name called on the sec- 
ond roll-call. 

The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman within the Hall? s 
Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I was justabout to step out of the 
Hall on the first roll-call and did not hear my name called. I wasin 
8 Hall on the second roll-call and heard my name called but did not 

vote. 

The SPEAKER. On the 
to vote. He was in the H 
called and did not vote. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I decline to vote. [Laughter.] 

The SPEAKER. The Chair can not proceed unless members will 
resume their seats and preserve order on the floor. Gentlemen are 
stating reasons why they did not cast their votes, and it is important 
for the Chair to hear them. 

Mr. GUENTHER. Mr. Speaker, I was in my seat and did not hear 
my name called. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has the right to vote. 

Mr. GUENTHER voted ‘‘no.’’ 

Mr. TURNER, of Kansas. I did not hear my name called, although 
I was in the Hall. 

ane SPEAKER. The gentleman has the right to have his vote re- 
co: F 

Mr. TURNER, of Kansas, voted no.“ 

Mr. MCKENNA. I wish to change my vote from no“ to ay.“ 

Mr. SNYDER changed his vote from no“ to ay.“ 

Ph oi JOHNSTON, of North Carolina. I change my vote from ay 
no. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I change my vote from ‘‘no”’ to ay.“ 

The names of those who voted were read. 

The following pairs were announced on all political questions until 
further notice: 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, with Mr. COOPER. 

Mr. CocKRAN with Mr. NUTTING. 

Mr. BARRY with Mr. BUNNELL. 

Mr. WHEELER with Mr. O' NEILL, of Pennsylvania. 


ntleman’s statement he has not the right 
lon both occasions and heard his name 
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Mr. LEE with 
Mr. DA 
E arei ae 
. BURNETT with Mr. RUSSELL, An act 
with of Co R. 
Me. pr age oan WAMI ea mnecticut. An act ena Ea the relief of J. 
. MCSHANE wi An act (H. or the relief Harry Adams; 
Mr. PHELA} with Mr. Lamp. W. R. 3060) grantin of the h 
Mr. a with Mr. B ater Company across the bee re of Jacob Cramer; 
1 WHITTHOENE with UTLER. s zona, and for other the Fort Lowell way to the Pima Taud 
r. COLLINS with Mr. LYMAN.” An act (H. R. purposes; and military reserva and 
The following te ALLEN, of Massach and render ae yh to authorize Court tion, in Ari- 
Mr. STAHLNECKER were announced fi usetts, ern Cherokee udgment upon the of Claims to hea: 
ir pant yaa Wom sien lee 
r 
Mr. Ir Wte UAA Mr. ornia, with Mr. J. ee McKENNA. 3 OF BUSINESS, = 
Mr. apes with Mr. Waren 5 3 Ne — ee I move to reconsid 
Mr SET Gs oe Meenas Mr. CRIS. ee eee eee 
Mr. Haren with Mr. R Se Sigua É demand th P. I move to lay that ideration of the 
M CRAIN with Mr. M TAR The e yeas and nays. motion on the ta 
r. Mond Ax with Mr. cCORMICK. Th yeas and nays were ble, and on that I 
The following were MILLIKEN. me e question was taken ordered. 
3 anounced as paired on this vote: FFC 
Me Rees 9 Abbott, YEAS—134. nays none, not 
M . 1 E with Mr. GAL . 3 Miss. Dargan, 
3 nage cia Anderson, Towa Davidson, Ala. 22 : 
r. Procock with Mr. BAYNE. Anderson, Miss. Davidson. Wia, Taaa adel land, 
Mz. Hearn with Mr aes Bankhead, Dockery, Lanham, Soott,” 
` es, ugh 
is absent on acco! I wish to announce th $ Bland Eliot, Lawler, Shaw, 
presen unt of sickness, at my coll and, Enloe, Tyne Shivai 
. and I ask . e [Mr. R Bliss Ermen acdor Bimma 
The vote that he OGERS] | Blount Tanko Maish, nald, r 
was then announced as abo excused for the | Booker Foran, Mansur, Sowden 
eee ente FRO TEE PON es a oo —.— 
delivered tot in writing, from the PRESIDENT. — — Gay, McAdoo, Stewart, Tex, 
Th the House by Mr. President of th eet Gibson, McClammy, Stewart, Ga. 
eee F ; oon 982 Bone Ke, 
VVL ae ee 
An H. R. 2261) to increase of the fol- Candler N.Y. Hal, ” McRae, ' Tarsney, 
act (H. R. 8) to the pension Carlton. Hare, Mills, Thompson, Cal. 
a H. R. i fearon R. S. 8 ee Penny; Sia Heard, —— ve 8 
act (H. R. 7 increase the U H N s T Y, 
An at (He erating „ . E — Tumor, Gar 
An = Or — 3107) gran granting z ee to Mary Thon: ifer; Cobb, Holman, 7 Walker 
> on to El Sompto ook z 5 f g 
5 act (H. R. 7858 omer a pension to 238 L, Nott; 8 Hopkins, ea) ee Wheeler 
‘An act (H. R. 9110 a pension to J ea Ruoff; SONN 1 eee Whiting, Mich. 
re act (H. R. pied omer pension to ennie Harris; Crisp, Johnstan, N. d 3 97 aae 
re 55 H. R. 10922) gran granting a pension 3 J. Warren; Culberson, Kerr, N. Rayner, Wilson, Mina. 
3 ting a pension to y Romine; 8 Laffoon, Robertso: Yoder 
555 5 
. R. 10977 a pension to Willi on Olnhausen; NAYS-N 
RS s — R. 11316 ee a pension to T Wilson; 4 te fon Nor e dee 
An act 85 = 11737) 3 x 23 to Charlotte even: Allen; Mich. De Lano La Follette, 
An act (H. 12014) granting ion to Rebecca D. Vedi Anderson, Kans. Dingley, Laidlaw, Richardson, - 
A . R. 12381 ing a pension to Irving edder; Arnold Dorsey, Laird Rockwell, 
u act (H. R. 1 granting a pension W. Combs; 7 Atkinson, Dunham, Lee,’ Romeis, 
Waters, formerly 1714) to provide to Mary K. Allen; J Bacon, Dunn. Lehibach Rowell 
Militia, war of Captain W. an increase of ans Baker, N. X. Farquhar Lind, ’ Russell, Co: 
An act ( K 470 8 company of to James — III. 5 —— y Long, „ = "Maen, 
as ee = ee 
pension- roll; ) to place the orter; Bi den, F, ett, Sa r, 
An act name of Tames H. B ngham, meet — Seu 
eae (H. R. 7633) grantin Tolly on the pour eres Punto MeCons ——— 
regen 5 R. 3794 gun g a pension to Capt. Mick BADANE Gaines, McCormick, Smith 
whi H. R. 9963) to ting a pension to El Piggott; Boutelle, Gallinger, McCullogh,’ Spooner, 
pee oS e ee dames 8 —.— a) Moma’ Beco 
an oak (H. R. 11571) Fannie A. Boyd, N Glover, NMesbane — — 
* (H. R. 4591) W e a pension to T Brower, Gof, 2 Merriman, Stewart, Vt. 
An = E R. 11568) rod pension to Maris Boi Howze; Browne, I .va.Grosvens mnia; Struble, 
ee granting a pension to Elisha C. Pa Brown, Ohio svenon, Morgah, Ero 
na of Wyatte Li 4 — gran ting a pension to 2 c. Paschal; ` Hawn ee Greer, Morrill,” Taylor E. B. 
‘An 55 D 6 „ Brumm, TA RS, Morrow, Taylor, J. B., Obl 
Al -s 
An act (l. 3 3 of Lyman D. Bunnell, eel Neal, K Thomas Tit” 
ae R. 10420) grantin pension of M Green; Burnett, Hayden, Nelson, Thomas, Wis. 
D (H. R. 10260 g a pension to O Mrs. Mary L. Jewell; urrows, ‘enderson, Iowa Nichols, Thompson, Ohio 
or Mich., on re to place the name of tto G. Hendrix; Banon Henderson, TL 88 Turner, Kank 
An act (H E. 6393) pension-roll; Charles A. Stockman, of Oen obal Ot Hiestand, 8 Neill. Pa waa 
n act (H. R. 7827) granting a pension to Ellen veneers eS ay 7 Osborne, _ Warner, 
eo ee 5 Edwards; Cheadle, Retz Parker, Wese” 
A act (H. R. 9946) ting a pension to M Ek W. Dickinson; Clark, 05 Holmes, Patton, West, 
n act (H. R. granting a pensi Elvira Parish; Cockran, Hopkins, Ill. Payson, White, Ind. 
10523) granting a any an B. Vice; Cogswell, Hopkins, N. Y. Peel, White, N. Y 
Mrs. ba o - Be — 
2223 (H R. 11617) granting ria C. MePher- Conger, Hudd, Poters, N 
An act (H. B: iess granting Aeb asray to Mary Thompson; ; Cox, „ — 5 Prea? Wilber, Š 
An act (H. R. 32) to pension Th to Joseph Van Arsdel; Crouse, n Pidcock, Wilkins, 
nol 9462) resto! omas Dav Cutcheon. Jones, ` . Plumb, Will 
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Albemarle and Chesapeake 2 3 Reed, 
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Mr. McKENNA. I object. 

ue OFERRALL. “Mr. Speaker, Id ha colleague [Mr. 

Mr. O'F 5 esire to have my 
LEE] excused on account of sickness. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. ROGERS. On motion of my colleague [Mr. MCRAE] I was ex- 
eused on the last roll-call at my own request on account of sickness. 
Later in the day, feeling better, I have attended the House. I find that 
Iam paired with Mr. DINGLEY, but have asked that that pair be re- 
moved and reserve the right to vote to make a n hence I have 


voted. 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

Mr. Prpcock with Mr. DINGLEy, for the rest of the day. 

Mr. Rusk with Mr. Jackson, for the rest of the day. 

Mr. MorGan with Mr. MILLIKEN, on this vote. 

Mr. HERMANN with Mr. RvssELL, of Massachusetts, on this con- 
tested-election case. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The yeas are 134, the nays none. No 
quorum has voted. 

Mr. MCKENNA. I make the point of no quorum. 


Mr. CRISP. I move there be a call of the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The roll was called, and the following members failed to answer to 
their names: 
Allen, Mass. Felton, 
Bacon, — Lind, Presley, 
Blount, R Matfett, Rusk, 
Brewer, Funston, Mason, 
Brumm, Glover, M x Stahlnecker, 
Bunnell, Goff, McCormick, Symes, 
Burnett, Granger, McCullogh, ulbee, 
Butterworth, Hatch, McShane, ä 
Campbell, Ohio Hermann, Merriman, Turner, 
Cannon, Hogg, Morse, White, Ind. 
Cockran, Houk, Neal, Whiting, Mass. 
Collins, Hudd, Nutting, Whitthorne, 

xX, J n, O'Neill, Mo. Wilkins, 
Davenport, Jones, Owen, Williams. 
De Lano, Kilgore, Payson, 
Dingley, $ Phelan, 
Ermentrout, d. Pideock, 


The SPEAKER pro tempore, The names of the absentees will now 
be called for exeuses. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of New York. I ask that my colleague, Mr. NUT- 
TING, be excused on account of sickness. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. WADE. Lask that my colleague, Mr. Mason, be excused on 
account of sickness. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. SOWDEN. I ask that Mr. STAHLNECKER be excused. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. ROCKWELL. I ask that my colleague, Mr. ALLEN, of Massa- 
chusetts, be excused on account of sickness, 

was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. O'FERRALL. I do not know whethermy colleague, Mr. LEE, 
has leave of absence or not. If he has not, I ask that he be indefinitely 
excused on account of sickness. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

~~ HITT. Mr. Symes is sick at his room, and I ask that he be ex- 
cus 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. FELIX CAMPBELL. Task that my colleague [Mr. Cox] be 
excused on account of illness. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. My colleagues, Mr. WHITTHORNE and Mr. NEAL, 
are detained from the House on account of sickness, and I ask that they 
be excused. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. LODGE. I ask that my colleague, Mr. BURNETT, be excused 
on account of illness. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. T ask that Mr. DINGLEY be excused, 
on account of sickness. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


The following members were absent with leave of the House: 
Burnett, Hatch, Lyman, Payson. 
Granger, Laird, McComas, 


Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, may I ask how many gentlemen have 
answered to their names? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Two hundred and fifty-one. 

Mr. CRISP. I move that all further proceedings under the call of 
the House be dispensed with. 

Mr. McKENNA. Pending that, I move the House adjourn. 

Mr. SAYERS. It is very evident that nothing possibly can be done 
in reference to this election ease, and now I ask unanimous consent that 
it be laid aside in order to proceed with the consideration of the defi- 
ciency bill. 

Mr. FORAN. I will object to that. 


The question was put on the motion to adjourn; and the Speaker 

pro tempore announced that the noes seemed to have it. 
Mr. McKENNA. Division. 

Th House divided; and there were—ayes 3, noes 106. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question now is on the motion of 
the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. CRISP] to dispense with further pro- 
ceedings under the call of the House. 

The question was put; and the Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. McKENNA. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 95, noes 2. 

So further proceedings under the call of the House were dispensed 
with. 

Mr. CRISP. I now ask for another vote on the motion to lay the 
—- reconsider on the table, on which the yeas and nays have been 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 122, nays none, not 
voting 201; as follows: 


YEAS—122. 
Abbott, . 
Allen, Miss. Lane, Sayers, 
Iowa Davidson, Fla. ` 
Anderson, Miss. bble, Latham, Seney, 
Anderson, III. ery, Lawler, W. 
v ely * 
Barnes, Elliott, acdonald, Simmons, 
Bi; nloe, Mahoney, Snyder, 
Blanchard, Ermentrout, Maish, Sowden, 
Bland, Fisher, Mansur, Spinola, 
Bliss, Foran, Martin, Stewart, Tex. 
Booher, Forney, Matson, Stewart, Ga. 
Breckinridge, Ark. French, McClammy, Stockdale, 
Breckinridge, Ky. y. Stone, Ky. 
55 Gibson, McKinney, Tarsney, 
EET ee Mens e 
Campbell, reenman, Rae ompson, Cal. 
pbell T. J., N. V. Grimes, Mills, Tillman, 
Sandie Hall, Moore, Tracey, 
Carlton, Hayes, Newton, Turner, Ga. 
Caruth, Heard, Oates, Vance, 
Cai Henderson, N. G. O'Ferrall Walker, 
Chipman, Hooker, O’Neall, Ind. 
Clardy, Hopkins, Va. Outhwaite, er, 
Cobb, Howard, Penington, ting, Mich. 
Compton, Hutton, Perry. Wilkinson, 
Cothran, Johnston, N. O. Rayner, Wilson, W. Va. 
Grip, Kilgo Richardson, Yoder 
Culberson, Robertson, 
Cummings, Lagan. Rogers, 
NAYS—None. 
NOT VOTING—20L 
A Davis, Ketcham, Reed, 
Allen. Masa, De Lano, La Follette, Rockwell, 
re deveon, Kana. —— moe Rowell, 
n + r 
old, Dunham, Lee, Russell, Conn, 
Atkinson, Dunn, Lehlbach, Russell, Mass, 
Baker, N. X. Farquhar, 
Baker, III. Felton, Ryan, 
Bankhead, Finley, Long, pa al 
Bar Ty * 
Bayne, ‘ett, Seymour, 
Belden, m Sherman, 
Bingham, Fuller, McAdoo, Smith, 
Blount, rie — 
Boothman, Gaines, mick, x 
Bound + McCullogh, — 
Boutelle, Gear, McKenna, Steele, 
Bowden, Kinley. Stephenson. 
Bowen. Glover, Ste vt. 
Brewer, Goff, Merriman, Stone, Mo. 
Brower, Granger, Milliken, Struble, 
Browne, T. H. B., Va. Grosvenor, Moffitt, Symes; 
Browne, Ind. Grout, 8 Taylor, E. B., Ohio 
conden, ae + Guenther, — — Taylor, J. a Ohio 
wn, J. R., Va. o 8 
Harmer. Morrow, II. 
Hatch. Morse,“ Thomas, Wis. 
Buchanan, Haugen, Neal, Thompson, Ohio 
Bunnell, Hay: — 15 newman’ 
Burnett, Hem o Nicho! Turner, Kans, 
Burrows, H Iowa Norw Vandever, 
Butler, Henderson, M. Nutting, Wade, 
Butt H Warner 
Campbell, Ohio Hermann, O'Neill. Pa. Weaver, 
` Hiestand, ONeill. Mo. Weber. 
Caswell, West, 
Cheadle, Hitt, White, Ind. 
Clark, Hogg, Parker, . — N. X. 
Clements, H. ton, hiting, Mass. 
Cockran, Holmes, Payson, Whi 
Cogswell, Hopkins, In. Peel, W. 
Collins, Hopkins, N. V. Perkins. Wilber, 
Conger, Hou Peters, Wilkins, 
per, Hadd, Phelan, Wiliams, x 
Cowles, Hunter, Phelps, Wilson, 
Cox, Jackson, W. 
Crouse, Johnston, Ind. Plumb, Yardley, 
Cutcheon, Jones, Posey, Yost. 
Dalzell, Kean, Post, 
Kelley, Pugsley, 
Davenport, Kennedy, Randall, 


Mr. COWLES. Mr. Speaker, I desire to vote. I can not say that 
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I was in the Hall when my name was called, because, although I was 
in the Hall at the second call, I did not hear my name called. 

The SPEAKER pro tcmpore. The Chair thinks the gentleman is not 
entitled to vote under the circumstances. 

Mr. CRISP. Iask unanimous consent that the reading of the names 
of the members voting be dispensed with. 

Mr. MCKENNA., I object. 

The names of members voting were read by the Clerk. 

The following additional pair was announced: 

Mr. LAWLER with Mr, STEPHENSON, on this vote. 

The vote was announced as above recorded. 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, I move that there be a call of the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SAYERS (pending the call). Mr. Speaker, it is very evident 
the House will not consider this election case to-day, and it is exceed- 
ingly important that the deficiency bill should be passed. Therefore, 
I ask unanimous consent that the election case be set aside, and that 
the House now proceed to the consideration of the deficiency bill. 

Mr. CRISP. I will say to my friend that that can not be done until 
there has been a vote or a call showing the presence ofa quorum. The 
yote just taken shows that there is no quorum present. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. No quorum is present and nothing is 
in order except a call of the House or a motion to adjourn. The Clerk 

will proceed to call the roll. 

The roll was called, and the following members failed to answer to 
their names: 


Adams, Davenport, Laird, Oates, 
Allen, Mass, Dingley, Lee, O'Neill, Pa. 
Arnold, Fitch ge, Phelan, 
Barry, Flood, Den; Phelps, 
Bayne, Ford, acdonald, Pidcock, 
Brumm, Gibson, ett, Rayner, 
Bryce, Glover, Maish, Rusk, 
Bunnell, Goff, McAdoo, Stahlnecker, 
Burnett, Granger, McCormi A Stewart, Vt. 
Cam pbell, Ohio H: ý McComas, Symes, 
Cockran, Hermann, McShane, Weaver, 
Collins, Hogg, Merriman, Whiting, Mass, 
Cooper, Houck, Morse, Whitthorne, 
Cox, Jackson, Neale, Wilkins, 
Cutcheon, Jones, Nutting, Williams, 
The following members were absent on leave: 
Burnett, Hatch, 12 Payson, 
Granger, Laird, eComas, 


Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, my colleague, Mr. WILL- 
IAMS, is confined to his room, and I ask that he be excused. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. STOCKDALE). On this call 260 
members have answered to their names, 

Mr. CRISP. I offer the resolution whichI send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Sergeant-at-Arms take into custody and bring to the bar 


x the House such of its members as are now absent without leave of the 
ouse. 


Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, has the result of the call been an- 
nounced ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. MCCREARY). It has been an- 
_ nounced. The question is on the resolution offered by the gentleman 

from Georgia. 

Mr. SAYERS. As I said awhile ago, it is clearly evident thatnoth- 
ing can be done by the House to-day upon this election case. It is of 
extreme importance that the deficiency bill shall be disposed of, and I 
therefore ask unanimous consent that the election case be now laid 
aside and that the House proceed to the consideration of the deficiency 


bill. 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, I ask a vote on the resolution which has 

ust been read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. No quorum is present, and nothing is in 
order except a motion to dispense with further proceedings under the 
call or a motion to adjourn. The question is on the resolution offered 
by the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. CRISP]. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, is a quorum present? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The present occupant of the Chair was 
not in the Chair when the result was announced, and did not know 
whether the call showed the presence of a quorum. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, if there is a quorum present, I demand 
of the Chair that my request shall be put to the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The first thing in order is a motion to 
dispense with all further proceedings under the call. 

Mr. SAYERS. Then I make that motion. 

Mr. CRISP. I hope that will not be done. 

The question was taken on the motion of Mr. SAYERS, and the 
Speaker pro tempore declared that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. CRISP. I ask for a division. r 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 85, noes 84, 

Mr. CRISP demanded tellers. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore appointed as tellers Mr. Crisp and Mr, 
s» MoKENNA. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 85, noes 87. 


ion Da House refused to dispense with all further proceedings under 
he call. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question recurs on the adoption 
of the resolution offered by the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Crisp], 
which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Sergeant-at-Arms take into custody and bring to the barof 
the House such of its members as are absent without leave of the House. 

Mr. McKENNA. I move the House adjourn. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (having put the question on the motion 
to adjourn) said: ‘The noes seem to have it. 

Mr. McKENNA. Division. 

The question was taken; and there were—ayes 18, noes 73. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

Mr. DUNHAM. [Irise to a parliamentary inquiry. Is the motion 
to adjourn considered as business? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Not in this connection. The question 
dat on agreeing to the resolution offered by the gentleman from 

eorgia. 

The question having been put, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore said: The ayes seem to have it. 

Mr. McKENNA. Division. 

The question was again put; and there were—ayes 181, noes 2. 

Mr. MCKENNA. I demand the yeas and na; 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 36 voting in favor thereof—more 
than one-fifth of the Jast vote. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the affirmative—yeas 
143, nays 39, not voting 141; as follows: 


YEAS—143. 
Abbott, Dalzell, Hutton, 4 
Anderson, Iowa Dargan, ean, Romeis, 
Anderson, Darlington, Kerr, Rowland, 
Anderson, III. Davidson, Ala, Laffoon, Russell, 
Bacon, Davidson, Fla, Lagan, Ryan, 
Baker, III vis, Landes, Sayers, 
Bankhead, Dibble, Lane, tt, 
Bi Do wat Latham, Shaw’ 

ERS, ug * . W. 
Bland, Elliott, Lawler, Sherman, 
Bliss, Enloe, een Shively, 
Blount, Ermentrout, acdonald, Simmons, 

her, nley, Mahoney, Stewart, Tex. 

Bowen, Forney, Mansur, Stewart, Ga. 
Breckinridge, Ark, French, Martin, Stone, Ky. 
5 Ky. Gaines, MeClammy, Stone, Mo. 
Browne, T. B., a. Gallinger, McCreary, ‘Tarsney, 
Bryce, Gest, McKinney, Taulbee. 
Buckalew, Glass, ‘eMillin, Taylor, J. D., Ohio 
Butterworth, Grimes, Thomas, W. 
Bynum, Grout, Mills, Thompson, Cal. 
Campbell, F., N. V. Hall, Montgomery, Tillman, 
Campbell, T.J. N.Y. Hare, oore, y. 
Candler, Haugen, Morgan, Turner, Ga. 
Carlton, Hayes, Newton, ‘ance, 
Caruth, Heard. Norwood, Walker, 
Caswell, Hem bm, Oates, Washington, 
Cheadle, Henderson, Iowa O’Ferrall Wheeler, 
Chipman, Henderson, N. O. O'Neall, Ind. Whiting, Mich. 
Clardy, Henderson, III. O'Neill, Mo. Wickham, 
Clements, Holman, Outhwaite, Wilson, Minn, 

bb, Holmes, Peel, Wilson, W. Va. 
Cowles” Hopkin Va > Berge Yode 

wles, op a. ITY, er, 

a Howard, ice, Yost. 
Cummings, Hunter, Richardson, 

NAYS—39, 
Anderson, Kans. Fuller, MceKen: Sawyer, 
Atkinson, Funston, Milliken, Scull, 
Bingham, N Moff Steele, 
thman, Guenther, O'Donnell, Struble, 
Bound, Hopkins, N.Y, Osborne, Thomas, Ky, 
Browne, Ind. Johnston, Ind. Parker, Warner, 
Buchanan, Johnston, Patton, West, 
Cannon, Kennedy, Peters, White, Ind. 
Crouse, Ketcham, Plumb, White, N. v. 
De Lano, bach, Pugsley, 
NOT VOTING—1i1, 

Adams, Cogswell, Granger, Long, 
Allen, Mass. Collins, reenman, heer 
Allen, Mich, Compton, Grosvenor, affett, 
Allen, Miss. Conger, Harmer, 7 Maish, 

rnold. Cooper, Hatch, Mason, 

er, N.Y. Cox, Hayden, Matson, 

Barry, Crain, Herbert, McAdoo, 
Bayne, Culberson, Hermann, McComas, 
Belden, Cutcheon, Hiestand, McCormick, 
Blanchard, Davenport, res, McCullogh, 
Boutelle, Dingley, Hitt, McKinley, 
8 nhat Hopkins, II 3 

rewer, n op) erriman, 
Brower, Dunn, Houk, Morrill, 
Brown, Ohio arq 5 Hudd, Morrow, 
Brown, J. R., Va. Felton, Jackson. Morse, 

m, er, Jones, Neal, 
Bunnell, Fitch, Kelley, Nelson, 
8 hosted =i re, 9 

urrows, ‘oran, ollette, utting, 
Butler, Ford, Laidlaw, Neill, 
Campbell, Ohio Gay, Laird, wen, 
Catchings, Gibson, Lee, yso! 
Clark, Glover, Lind, Perkins, 
% off, helan, 
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el 2 Stockdale, iting, 
Eppes A ymour, 947 , ti eps 
Y, Smith, ylor, ian ber, 
ost Snyder, Thomas, II Wilkins, 
Randall, Sowden, Thompson Ohio W 
Rayner, Spinola; Townsh $ wi S 
H Spooner, Turner, burn, 
Robertson, Springer, Vandever, Yafdley, 
Rockwell, 8 er, Made. 
Rowell, Stephefison, Weaver, 
Russell, Conn. Stewart, Vt. Weber, 


So the resolution was adopted. 

Mr. CRISP. I ask, by unanimous consent, that the reading of the 
names be with. 

Mr. Mc A. I object. 

The Clerk read the names. 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

Mr. HATCH with Mr. KELLEY, for the rest of the day. 

Mr. CRAIN with Mr. Mason, for the rest of the day. 

Mr. RAYNER with Mr, WADE, for the rest of the day. 

Mr. SOWDEN with Mr. Dorsey, on this vote. 

The vote Was announced as above stated. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. ENLOE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found duly enrolled bills of the follöwing 
titles; when Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (S. 1722) establishing a customs collection district in Florida, 
to be known as the collection district of Tampa, and for other pur- 


poses; 
A bill i 3285) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the 
Tensas River, at or near Daniel’s Ferry, Louisiana; 

A bill (S. 3560) for the relief of William S. Rosecrans; and 

A bill (H. R. 1659) to provide for taking the eleventh and subse- 
quent censuses, 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask, by unanimous consent, 
that the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union for the purpose of resuming the consideration of 
the deficiency appropriation bill. : 

Mr. BLAND. I believe, unless further proceedings under the call 
are dispensed with, nothing is now in order except some matter per- 
taining to the call. 

Mr. SAYERS. Imove, then, to dispense with all further proceed- 
ings under the call. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The rule is explicit that pending a 
call of the House nothing is in order except a motion to adjourn or to 
dispense with further proceedings under the call. 

Mr. SAYERS. I ask, by unanimous consent, to di with the 
call and that we shall proceed with the deficiency appropriation bill. 

The question was put on Mr, SAYERS’s motion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The ayes seem to have it. 

Mr. CRISP demanded a division, 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 110, noes not counted. 

. CRISP. On this vote I demand the yeas and nays. 
e yeas and nays were ordered. A 


The question was taken; and it was decided in the affirmative—yeas 
ys 


124, na , not voting 94; as follows: 
YEAS—124. 
Allen, che = Laidlaw, Romeis, 
Tee uhar, Lan. < Rowell, 
tkinso’ ley, Lehlbach, Rowland 
N. v. er, Lind, Russell, Conn, 
den, loog, Lodge, Ryan, 
Bingham, Fuller, ng, Sayers, 
Bliss, Z n, Macdonald, Scull, 
Boothman, ines, McKenna, Sherman, 
Bound, Gallinger, McKinley, Sang: 
Bowden, gar, Milliken, ner, 
ed, est, Moffitt, cele, 
Brewer, Grosvenor, Morrill, 8 
Browne, Ind. Grout, Morrow, Stewart, 
rown, Ohio Guenther, Nelson, Stewart, Ga. 
Brown, J. R., Va. er, Nichols, Stewart, Vt. 
~ augen, O'Donnell, Taylor, J. D., Ohio 
Bu kalew, ves, 1 Parar Thomas, ae 
u S, endergon, Iowa uth wi Thomas, 
ynu, Henderion! III. rker, Thomas, Wis, 
Campbell, T. J., N. V. Hiestand, Patton, Thompson, Ohio 
Caswell, Hires, Payson, Vandever, 
Clark, Hit Peel, Warner, 
Cogswell, Hopkins, III. Perkins, Weber, 
Cowles, Hopkins, N. V. Peters, West, 
Crouse. Hunter, Phelps, White, Ind 
Cummings, Johnstgn, Ind. Plumb, White, 
Dalzell, Johnston, N. C. Posey, Wiek i 
Darlington, Kean, Post, Wilber, 
Davis, Kennedy, Randall. . Wise 
De Lano, Ket d Yardley, 
Du 5 La olletie, Rockwell, ‘ost. 
NAYS—165, 
Abbott, Blount, Campbell, F., N. v. 
n n, 
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y, Hare, McKinney, Stockdal 
on Hay McMillin, Stone, Ry. 
bb, H $ McRae, Stone, Mo, 
Compton, Henderson, N. C. Montgomery, Tarsney, 
9 Herbert, Moore, Taulbee, 
ý olmàn, Newton, Thompson, Cal, 
Culberson, ‘ooker, Norwood, Tillman, 
eed. ris 1 ‘opkins, Va. Oates, Tracey, 
Davidson, Ala. Ho $ ’Ferrall Turner, Ga. 
Davidson, Hutton, O’Neall, Ind. Vance, 
Dibblė, Kilgore, O'Neill, Mo. Walker, 
Dockery, Lagan, enington, Washington 
Dougherty, Landes, ice, Weaver, 
Elliott, Lane, eeler, 
Enloe, Latham, Robertson, Whiting, Mich, 
Ermentrout, Lawler, Rogers, Wilkinson, 
Foran, aaoh, t, yish, 
Forney, ahoney, Seney, Wi „ W. Va. 
French, Mansur, Seymour, Yoder. . 
G Martin, W, 
Grimes, McClammy, Simmons, 
Hall, McCreary, Springer. 
NOT VOTING—M. 
in, Kerr, Pidcock, 
Allen, Mass, Cutcheon, Laffoon, Rayner, 
Allen, Miss, Davenport, Laird, Reed, 
Arnold, Dingley, Lee, Russell, Mass, 
A Dorsey, 3 Rusk, 
Bayne, Felton, affett, Sawyer, 
Blanchard, Fitch, Maish, Shively, 
Boutelle, Ford, Mason, ith, 
Brower, Gay, Matson, Sowden, 
Browne,T.H.B., Va. Gibson, McAdoo, Spinola, 
Brumm, Glover, McComas, Stahlnecker, 
Bunnell, 8 McCormick. Struble, 
Burnett, Granger, eCullogh, Symes, 
Butler, Greenman, cShane, Taylor, E. B., Ohio 
Butterworth Hatch, Merriman, To en: 
cg scotia Ohio Hemphill, Mills, Turner, Kans, 
Candler, Hermann, Morgan, Wade, 
Cannon, Hogg, orse, Whiting, Mass, 
Caruth, Holmes, Neal Whitthorne, 
Cockran, Houk, Nutting, ns, 
Collins, Hudd, O'Neill, Pa Wiliams, 
Conger, Jackson, Owen, 
Cooper, Jones, Perry, 
Cox, Kelley, Phelan, 
So all further proceedings under the call were dispensed with. 
eee call, 
Mr. CRISP moved to dispense with the reading of the names. 


Mr. MCKENNA objected. 

The vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. SAYERS. I rise for the purpose of submitting a proposition to 
the Chair. 

Mr. CRISP. I demand the regular order of business. 

Mr. SAYERS. Iask by unanimous consent—— [Cries of Reg- 
ular order!” ] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is the motion that 
the motion to reconsider be laid upon the table. 

Mr. SAYERS. Iam upon the floor asking unanimous consent, 

Mr. DIBBLE. I demand the regular order. 

Mr. SAYERS. It is perfectly evident to the House, Mr. Speaker, 
that no business can be done to-day on this election case, and therefore 
Task yo shall proceed to the consideration of the deficiency appropria- 
tion bill. 

Mr. REED. That is right. It is a sensible proposition. > 
Mr. McKENNA. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. Does th 
221 entertain the request of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. SAY- 

ERS]? . 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If the gentleman will wait he will see 
the Chair does not, the regular order having been demanded. 

Mr. MCKENNA. I movethat the House take a recess until 4 o'clock 
this afternoon. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Make it a motion to adjourn instead of a motion 
for a recess, 

The question was put on the motion for a recess; and the Speaker 
pro tempore declared the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. MCKENNA. I demand a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 9, noes 24, 

Mr. MCKENNA. No quorum. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that that body had passed without amendments bills of the House of 
the following titles, namely: 

K A bill (H. R. 5032) to extend the limits of the port of Memphis, 
enn.; 

A bill (H. R. 7028) to admit to registry the steamer George H. Parker; 

A bill (H. R. 7066) providing for the establishment of a light-house 
at Heceta Head, near the mouth of Siuslaw River, in the State of Oregon, 
and not to exceed in cost the sum of $80,000; Í 

A bill (H. R. 11216) to authorize the Union Gas Company to lay con- 
duit pipes across the Ohio River; 

A hill (H. R. 11342) providing for the re-establishment of the light- 
house at Point Isabel Texas; 

A bill (H. R. 11527) to establish lights on the western end of Coney 
Island, New York; 
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ye R. 11643) providing for the establishment of a life-saving 
data the mouth of the Coquille River, Oregon; 

A bill (H. R. 11901) to authorize the city of Lake View, III., to erect 
a crib in Lake Michigan for water-works purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 12113) for the establishment of a light house and 
steam fog: signal on the outer breakwaterat the harbor of Chicago, II.; 

A bill 1 (H. R. 12310) aide for the establishment of certain lights 
on the coast of Mississippi; an 

A bill (H. R. 12431) providing for the construction of a steam-tender 
for service on the Great Lakes. 

It further announced that the Senate had agreed to the amendments 
of the House to Senate bills of the following tit titles, namely: 

A bill (S. 1283) making an 8 for the erection of a light- 
house gt the end of Diamond Shoal, off Cape Hatteras, North Carolina; 


and 

A bill (S. 3423) granting a pension to Irene Rucker Sheridan, widow 
of Gen Philip H. Sheridan. 

Also, that the Senate had with amendments in which con- 
currence was requested bills of the House of the ‘following titles, asked 
a conference, a had appointed confeeres in each case, as follows: 

On the bill (H. R. 10832) for the establishment of a light-house with 
fog-bell on Oyster-Beds Shoal, in the Hudson River, New York—Mr. 
presei Mr. CULLOM, and Mr. RANSOM. 

On the the bill (H. R. 11678) providing for the erection of sundry light- 
tense and ſog- signals in Lakes Erie, Huron, Michigan, and Superior 
Mr. P Mr. CuLLom, and Mr. RANSOM. 

On the bill (H. R. 12334) for the establishment of a light-house 
Station on St. Catharine Island, State of Georgia—Mr. PALMER, Mr. 
CL Lobt, and Mr. RANSOM. 

On the bill (H. R. 12430) providing for the establishment of a light 
and fog-signal at Humboldt, California, upon a more secure site, and 
for the establishment of a light-ship at or near the wreck of the steam- 
ship Oregon, in New York Harbor—Mr. PALMER, Mr. CuLLoM, and Mr. 
‘RANSOM. 

On the bill (H. R. 12414) to amend section 2579 of the Revised Stat- 
utes of the United States—Mr. Dolrn, Mr. CULLOM, and Mr. COKE. 

It further announced that the Senate insisted upon its amendments 
to the bill (H. R. 12485) making an appropriation for the Department 
of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1890, and for other 
purposes, disagreed to by the House, agreed to the conference asked 
thereon, and had appointed Mr. PLUMB, Mr, FARWELL, and Mr. CALL 
conferees on its part. 

It also announced that the Senate disagreed to the amendments of 
the House to the bill (S. 3818) for the establishment of a light-house 
and fog-signal at Old Orchard Shoal, in Princess Bay, New York, asked a 
conference thereon, and had appointed Mr. PALMER, Mr. CuLLom, and 
Mr. RANsoM as conferees on its part. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. MCCREARY). Thegentleman from 
California makes the point of order that no quorum has voted upon his 
motion, and the Chair will order tellers. 

Mr. MOKENNA and Mr. Crisp were appointed tellers. 

The House proceeded to divide. 

Mr. CRISP. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the negative—yeas 
3, nays 190, not voting 130; as follows: 


YEAS—3, 
Belden, Cowles, McKenna, 
NAYS—1. 
Abbott, tchings, Fuller, Kerr, 
Adams, e, Ketcham, 
Allen, Mich, Chipman, Gaines, 3 
Anderson, tome Clardy, Gear, La Follette, 
erson, Clark, Gest, Laidlaw, 
Anderson, III. Clements, Gibson, Landes, 
Anderson, Kans. Cobb, Glass, Lane, 
er, III. San G Lanham, 
es, ger, Grimes, 
Biggs, Cothran, Grout, Lawler, 
Bland, Crisp, Guenther, Lehl 
Bliss, Crouse, Hall, Lind, 
Blount, Culberson, Hare, Lodge, 
Bocher, Cummings, Harmer, Long, 
Boothman, Cutcheon, Haugen, Lynch, 
Boutell Darii ington, eae 0 
5 ayes, 01 
Brocka Ark. Davida Ala Fin, Heard, s Marin, v, 
ane 2 V. n, Fla. em * V. 
— e avis H n, N. C. A 
eee Henderson, III. McKinley, 
Browne, Di H. B., Va. Dockery, Hiestan McKinney, 
Brown: Hitt, ‘cMillin, 
Brown. 2 Va. oe Hogg, ” 
be. Elliott, Hopkins, Va. Milliken, 
UAW Enloe, Howard, ofitt, 
um, Ermentrout, Hunter, Montgomery, 
Campbell, F Y. Finley, Hutton, oore, 
Campbell 5 N.Y Fisher, Johnston, Ind, rgan, 
an r. Flood, š Morrow, 
Catltoñ, Forney, ean, e 
8 French, Kennedy, N. 


es, Richardson, Springer, Townshend, 
O'Donnell, Ro Steele, Turner, Ga. 
O’Ferrall, Stewart, Tex. Washington, 
O’Neall, Ind. Romeis, Stewart, Ga. Weaver, 
O'Neill, Pa. Rowland, Stockdale, Weber, 
O'Neill, Mo, Rusk, Stone, Ky. Wheeler, 

Tne, Ryan, Struble, White, Ind, 
Outhwaite, Sayers, Tarsney, ic $ 
Parker, fae Wilber, 
Patton, Scull, Taylor, J.D.,Ohio Wilson, Minn, 
Payson, Seney, omas, Ky, Wilson, W. Va. 
Penington, Seymour, Thomas, III ise, 

Perry, Sherman, Thomas, Wis. Yoder, 
Randall. — Till W 
mons, man, 
Rice, Snyder, Tracey, 
NOT VOTING—130, 
Allen, Mass, Dingley, L Russell, Conn, 
Allen, Miss. Dorsey, Maffett, Russell, Mass, 
Arnold, n, Maish, Sawyer, 
Atkinson, Farquhar, Mansur, W, 
con, Felton, Mason, Smith, 
Baker, N. Y. Fitch, Matson, Sowden, 
Bankhead, Foran, McAdoo, — 
Barry, Ford, Spooner, 
Bayne, Gallinger, McCormick, Stahlnecker, 
Bingham, Gay, 5 
Blanchard, Glover, McShane, Stewart, V. 
Bowden, ff, M. Stone, W. 
Brower, Å a Mil Symes 
Brown, Ohio Grosvenor, Mo: ylor, E. B., Ohio 
Brumm, Hatch, Morse, Thompson, hio 
A Henderson, Iowa Neal, Turner, 
Bunn Herbert, Nelson, Vance, 
Burnett, Hermann, Nichols, Vandever, 
Burrows, Hires, Nutting, Wade, 
Butler, Holman, Owen, Walker, 
Butterworth, Holmes, Peel, Warner, 
Campbell, Ohio Hooker, Perkins, est, 
Cannon, opkins, III. rs, White, N. Y. 
U. Hopkins, N. V. " ting, Mich. 
Cockran, ouk, Phelps, Whiting, Mass, 
well, Hudd, Pidcock, Whitthorne, 
Collins, Jackson, Piumb, Wilkins, 
Cooper, Jones, Posey, W 
Cox, Kelley, Post, W. 
Crai Laffoon, Rayner, Woodburn, 
Reed, Yardley, 
Davenport, Laird, Rockwell, 
De Lano, 5 Lee, Rowell, 


So the House refused to take a recess. 

Pending the announcement of the vote, 

Mr. CRISP said: I ask, by unanimous consent, to dispense with the 
reading of the names. 

Mr. MCKENNA. I object. 

The vote was Gare orate 

78 following additional pairs were announced: 

Mr. WALKER with Mr. Spooner, until 4 o’clock this aſtern 

Mr. Larroox with Mr. Brown, of Ohio, for the rest of the 

Mr. HOOKER with Mr. ROCKWELL, on this vote. 

Mr. Mansur with Mr. WARNER, on this vote. 

The vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. CRISP. Idemand the regular order. 

Mr. McKENNA. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The question was put, and the Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. Mc A. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 9, noes 63. 

So the House refused to adjourn. . 

Mr. MCKENNA. I move that the House take a recess until half 
past 4 o'clock. 

The question was put, and the Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. MCKENNA. Division. È 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 9, noes 59. 

Mr. MCKENNA. No quorum. 

Mr. CRISP. I demand the yeas and nays. 


The yeas and — 3 were ordered. 

The question taken, and it was decided in the negative —yens 
5, nays 174, not voting 144; as follows: 

YEAS—5. 
Bingham, Grosvenor, Grout, McKenna, 
Cannon, 
NAYS—174. 
Abbott, ee rr hie Ky. Cobb, Enloe, 
Adams, Brewer, Comp! Ermentrout, 
Allen, Mich. Browne, T.H.B.,Va.Conger, Farquhar, 
Anderson, lowa Browne, Ind. Cot Eorney, 
Anderson, III. Brown, J. R., Va. Crain, Fuller, 
Anderson, Kans. Bryce, — Crisp, Funston, 
Atkinson, Buckalew, Crouse, aines, 
Baker, Burrows, Culberson, rA 
Baker, III 55 Cummings, t 
Bankhead, Cutcheon, Gibson, 
5 Gamp bell T. J., N. V. Da ag ovs; 
5 —.— n, reen) 

Blan vidson, Al és, 
Blanchard, Kea vidson, Pia. racer, 
Bon — Cheadle, es a noi 

waen, 
Bowen, Clark, Du p Harmer, 
Breckinridge, Ark, Clements, Elliott, gen, 
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Hayden, Lynch, Outhwaite, Stockdale, 
Hayes, j cdonald, Parker, Stone, Ky. 
em spat, Mahoney, Patton, Struble, 
enderson, N. C. Payson, A 
—5 . M Ado Pent gt Taylor, E. B., Ohio 
erbert, cAdoo, enington, or, 
estand, McClammy, Perkins, Taylor, J. D., Ohio 
itt, McCreary, Perry, Thomas, 8 
olman, McKinney, Peters, Thomas, 
Holmes, ý Post, Thomas, Wis. 
Hopkins, Va. McRae, Randall, Thompson, Cal, 
ward, Milliken, Reed, 
Johnston, Ind, Mills, Rice, Tracey, 
Johnston, N. C. Moffitt, Richardson, Turner, Ga. 
ean, Montgomery, Rockwell, Vance, 
Kerr, Moore, West, 
Ketcham, Morgan, Rowland, Wheeler, 
Kilgore, Morrill, Sayers, Wickham, 
La Follette, Morrow, Scott, Wil 
Laidlaw, Newton, Sherman, W. 
Landes, Nichols, Snyder. Wilson. W. Va. 
Lanham, O'Donnell, Springer, Wise, 
Latham, O’Ferrall, Stahl * Yardley, 
_ Lehi a O’Neall, Ind. Stephenson, Yost, 
Lind, O'Neill, Pa. Stewart, Tex. 
Long, rne, Stewart, Ga. 
NOT VOTING—14, 
Allen, Mass. Dockery, Lane, 5 
Allen, Miss. Dorsey, Lawler, Sawyer, 
Anderson, Miss. Dunn, Lee, all, 
Arnold. Felton, Lodge, Seney, 
Bacon, Finley, Lyman, Seymour, 
Barry, er, Maffett, Shaw, 
Bayne, Fitch, Maish, Shively, 
Belden, Flood, Mansur, Simmons, 
Bliss, Foran, Mason, Smith, 
Blount, Ford, McCo: Sowden, 
Booher, French, McCormick, Spinola, 
Boothman, Gallinger, McCullogh, Spooner, 
Bontelle, Gay, McKinley, Steele, 
Brower, Glass, McShane, Stewart, Vt. 
Brown, Ohio Goff, Merriman, Stone, Mo. 
Brumm, Granger, Morse, Symes, 
Buchanan, Hatch, Neal, Thompson, Ohio 
Bunnell, Heard. Nelson, Townshend, 
Burnett Henderson, Iowa Norwood, Turner, Kans, 
Butler, Hermann, Nutting, Vandever, 
Campbell, F., N. Y. Hires, Oates, ade, 
Campbell, Ohio Hogg, O'Neill, Mo. Walker, 
Carlton, Hooker, Owen, Warner, 
Catchings, Hopkins, III. Phelan, Washington, 
Clardy, Hopkins, N. L. Phel Weaver, 
Coc! ouk, Pidcock, eber. 
Hudd, Plumb. White, Ind. 
Collins, unter, Posey, White, N. T. 
Cooper, Hutton. Pugsley, Whiting, Mich, 
Cowles, Jackson, Rayner, Whiting, Mass, 
Cox, Jones, Robertson, Whitthorne, 
Daizell, Kelley, Romeis, Wilber, 
Davenport, Kennedy, Rowell, Wilkins, 
De Lano, Laffoon, Russell, Conn, Williams, 
Dibble, 3 Russell, Woodburn, 
Dingley, Laird, Rusk, Yoder. 


So the House refused to take a recess. 

Pending the announcement of the vote, 

Mr. CRISP said: I ask, by unanimous consent, to dispense with the 
reading of the names. 

Mr. MoKENNA, I object. 

The vote was read over. . 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

Mr. WASHINGTON with Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, for the remainder 
of the day. 

Mr. CLarpy with Mr. LODGE. e 

Mr. YODER with Mr. BOOTHMAN. 

Mr. MANSUR with Mr. WARNER, on this vote. 

Mr. Hooker with Mr. ROCKWELL, on this vote. 

The vote was announced as above recorded. 

Mr. MCKENNA. I move that when the House adjourns to-day it 
be to meet on Wednesday next at 10 o’clock a. m. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I hope that motion will not prevail. There is 
but a short time remaining until the close of the session. 

Mr. SAYERS. I desire to ask the gentleman from California [Mr. 
MCKENNA] if he will give way temporarily for me to ask the House 
to consider the general deficiency bill? 

Mr. MCKENNA. I will; or any other appropriation bill. 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, it is my intention, if the House will stand 
by me, to continue this session until we can try this case, unless the 

fact is demonstrated that it is a physical impossibility to do it. [Ap- 
plause on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. FARQUHAR, You will have an opportunity to try the physi- 
cal possibility. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I would like to ask gentlemen on the other side 
what will be the chance to get a vote on a contested-election case in the 
Fifty-first Congress if they do not permit a vote in this case? 

Mr. MCKENNA. Weare not in the Fifty-first Congress at present. 
I will withdraw my motion temporarily to allow the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. SAYERS] to make a request to call up the deficiency bill. 

Mr. BLAND. Regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is the motion to lay 
the motion to reconsider on the table. 


Mr. McKENNA. I insist upon my motion to adjourn until Wednes- 
day if the gentleman from Texas [Mr. SAYERS] does not make his re- 
quest. 

Mr. SAYERS. As the gentleman from California seems to have un- 
derstood that I would follow the temporary withdrawal of his motion 
to adjourn till Wednesday by a request that the House lay aside this 
case I shall do so now, and I ask that this case be laid aside and the 
House proceed to the consideration of the general deficiency bill. 

Mr. GLOVER. I object. 

Mr. CRISP. I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is demanded by the 
gentleman from Georgia. ; 

Mr. McKENNA. Then I insist upon my motion that when the 
House adjourn to-day it be to meet on Wednesday next at 10 a. m. 

The question was put, and the Speaker announced that the noes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. McKENNA. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 8, noes 91. 

Mr. MCKENNA. No quorum. . 

. The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will appoint the gentleman 
from Geo: [Mr. Crisp] and the gentleman from California [Mr. 
MCKENNA ] as tellers. 

Mr. CRISP. On that question I demand the yeas and nays. [After 
a pause.] I will withdraw the motion, and take the vote by tellers, 
as it will relieve the clerks to that extent. 

Mr. COWLES. I ask by unanimous consent that my colleague, Mr. 
JOHNSTON, of North Carolina, be granted leave of absence until to- 
morrow morning, on account of sickness. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. ATKINSON, by unanimous consent, obtained leave of absence 
for the rest of this day. 

Mr. COMPTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask by unanimous consent that my 
colleague, Mr. RAYNER, be excused for the rest of the day. 

‘There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the 
gentleman from Louisiana, Mr. NEWTON, be granted leave of absence. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The tellers reported—ayes 10, noes 70. 

Mr. MCKENNA. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. No quorum has voted, and the tellers 
will resume their places. 

Mr. CRISP. I demand the yeas and nays. 

A MEMBER. What is the question, Mr. Speaker? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the motion of the 
gentleman from California [Mr. MCKENNA] that when the House ad- 
journs to-day it adjourn to meet on Wednesday next at 10 o’clock a. m. 

Mr, ALLEN, of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, it is now nearly 5 o’clock, 
and I move that the House adjourn. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The motion of the gentleman from 
California takes precedence of that. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Well, as soon as this motion is disposed 
of then I ask the Chair to take up mine. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken on the motion of Mr. McKENNA; and it 
ie decided in the negative—yeas 3, nays 160, not voting 160; as fol- 

lows: í 


YEAS—3. 
Hiestand, Hires, Hitt. 
NAYS—160. 
Abbott, z Hayden, McKinne: 
Allen, Mich. Cowles, Hayes, McMi' 5 ¥ 
Allen, Miss. Crain, ong te cRae, 
Anderson, Iowa ý Henderson, N. O. Merriman, 
Anderson, Kans. Crouse, enderson, III. Moffitt, 
Arnold, Culberson, Herbert, Montgomery, 
Baker, III. Cammings, Hermann, oore, 
Bankhead, Dargan, Hoiman, Morgan, 
Bi Davidson Pla. Hopi 5, Vi Newton, 
1888. Vvidson, opkins, Va. 
Bingham, Davis, Hutton, Oates, 
Bland, Dibble, Johnston, Ind. O’ Ferrall, 
Booher, Dockery, Kennedy, O'Neall, Ind. 
Bound, Dorsey, Kerr, Neill, Pa. 
Boutelle, ` Doughty; Kilgore, rn 
Bowden, Dunham, La Follette, Outhwaite, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Elliott, Laidlaw, Owen, 
Breckinri Ky Enloe, Landes, Patton, 
Browne,T. Va. Ermentrout, Penington, 
Browne, In Farquhar, Latham, Perkins, 
Brown, J. R., Va. Finley, Lawier, A 
Foran, Lehlbach, Peters, 

Buckalew, Forney, Lind, Post, 
Butler, Fuller, Long, Pugsley, 
Butterworth, Funston, Lynch, Rice, 
Bynum, Mad. Richardson, 
Campbell, T. J., N. T. Gear, Maish, 
Carutb, Gest, Mansur, Romeis, 
Caswell, Gibson, Martin, Rowland, 4 
Cheadle, Matson, 
Clark, Glover, M Y, Sayers, 
Clements, Grimes, Mi $ Scull, 
Cobb, Guenther, Seney, 

. Hall. „ Snyder, 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


FEBRUARY 25, 


Townshend, 


8 Thomas, Ky. 
Inecker, Thomas, III. er, White, N. v. 
Stewart, Tex. Thomas, Wis. Turner, Ga. Wickham, 
kdale, Thompson, Cal. Warner, Wilson, Minn. 
tone, Ky, Tillman, Weber, Wise, 
Struble. ‘Tracey, West, Yost. 
NOT VOTING—160. 
Adams, Davenport, Lane, Sawyer, 
Allen, Mass. De Lano, Lee, tt, 
Anderson, Miss, Dingley, Lodge, Seymour, 
Anderson, III. Dunn, 23 haw, 
Atkinson, Felton, affett, Sherman, 
con, er, Mahoney, Shively, 
Baker, N. x. Fitch, Mason, Simmons, 
ry, Fi N McAdoo, mith, 
Bayne, Ford, McCo! Sowden, 
Biancha Gallinger MeCullogh,” . 
an al z ogh, nger, 
Bliss, os Mes Steele 
Blount, d, Milliken, Stephenson, 
Boothman, Granger, — Stewart, Ga. 
Bowen, Greenman, Morrill, Stewart, Vt. 
Brewer, Grosvenor, Morrow, Stone, Mo. 
Brower, . Grout, Morse, mes, 
Brown, Ohio Hare, Neal, ney, 

mm, Harmer, Nichols, Ibee. 
Bryce, Hatch, Norwood, Taylor, E. B., Ohio 
Bunnell, Haugen, Nutting, Taylor, J. D., Ohio 
Burnett, eard, ’ Donnell, Thompson, Ohio 
Burrows, Henderson, Iowa O'Neill, Mo. ance, 
Campbell, F., N. Y. H cane ker, Vandever, 
Campbell, Ohio Hooker, Payson, ade. 
Candler, Hopkins, III. Peel, Walker, 
Cannon, op elan, Washington, 
Carlton, Houk, Phel Weaver, 
Catchings, Howard, Pid 3 White, Ind. 
Chipman, Hudd, Plumb, Whiting, Mich, 
Clardy, Hunter, Posey, Whiting, Mass, 
Cockran, Jackson, Rendall, Whitthorne, 
Cogswell, Johnston, N. C. Rayner, Wilber, 
Collins, Jones, Reed, Wilkins, 
Compton, Kean, Robertson, Wilkinson, 
Conger, Kelley, Rockwell, j 
Cox. Ketcham, Rowell, Wilson, W. Va. 
Cutcheon, Laffoon, Russell, Conn. Woodburn, 
Dalzell, N Russell, Mass. Yardley, 
Darlington, rd, Rusk, Yoder. 


So the House refused to adjourn over. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by McCook, its Secretary, informed the 
House that it had passed with amendments a bill (H. R. 325) for 
the relief of Mrs. Mary C. Duncan, requested a conference, and had ap- 
pointed as conferees on its part Mr. Pasco, Mr. SPOONER, and Mr. 
MITCHELL, ; 

It ulso announced that the Senate had passed, with amendments, a 
bill (H. R. 11970) to divide a portion of the reservation of the Sioux 
Nation of Indians in Dakota, as a separate reservation and tosecure the 
relinquishment of the Indian titles to the remainder, and for other pur- 
poses; requested a conference, and had appointed as conferees on its 
part Mr. DAWES, Mr. PLATT, and Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
During the vote, 


A MEMBER said: I ask, by unanimous consent, that the reading of | 80 


the numes of the members voting be dispensed with. 

Mr. MCKENNA. I object. 

Mr. SPINOLA (to Mr. McKenna). Do not object to that. Before 
we adjourn I want to take up another matter in relation to the soldiers’ 
home in your State. 

Mr. MCKENNA. I withdraw the objection. 

The following additional pairs were announced for the rest of this 
day: 

Mr. HOOKER with Mr. ROCKWELL. 
Mr. Jounston, of North Carolina, with Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsyl- 
vania. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia, with Mr. KETCHAM. 

Mr. Compton with Mr. GROUT. 

Mr. GREENMAN with Mr. SHERMAN. 

Mr. CANDLER with Mr. HARMER. 

Mr. Howarp with Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. 

Mr. WALKER with Mr. SPOONER. 

Mr. HARE with Mr. ATKINSON, 

The vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. MCKENNA, No quorum. 

Mr. DUNHAM. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. The House can not transact any business, as the 
vote shows that there is not a quorum present. The question is on 
the motion of the gentleman from Illinois that the House do now ad- 
journ. 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, before the vote is taken on the motion 
to adjourn I wish to ask by unanimous consent that instead of adjourn- 
ing the House take a recess from now until half past 7 o'clock this 
eveuing, for the purpose of giving an opportunity to those having in 
charge the presentation of thestatues of Lewis Cass, Fulton, and Muhlen- 
berg this evening, no other business to be transacted. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania? 


Mr. CRISP. I object. 

Mr. RANDALL, Why does the gentleman object? 

Mr. CRISP. Because I want to ask the House to stand by me and 
press this election to an issue. ' 

Mr. RANDALL. But the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. DUNHAM] 
has made a motion to adjourn. : 

Mr. CRISP. Iwas going to ask the yeas and nays on that, to see 
whether the House will adjourn or not. ` 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia objects to the re 
quest of the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. RANDALL. Oh, well, if the gentleman objects 

The question was taken on the motion to adjourn, and there were— 
ayes 74, noes 61. 

Mr. CRISP. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the affirmative—yeas 
95, nays 85, not voting 143; as follows: ' 


YEAS—%. 

Allen, Mich. Crouse Kerr, Randall, 
Anderson, Kans, Cummings, Laidiaw, Reed. 
Arnold Davis, Lehl ý Romeis, 
Baker, N. Yi Dorsey, Lind, Ryan, 
Baker, III. Dunham, Long, Sawyer, 
Belden, Dunn, McKenna, Seul = 
Bliss, Farquhar, McKinley, Smith, 
Bound, Finley, Milliken, Sowden, 
Boutelle, 1 5 Moffitt. Spinola, 
Bowden Fuller, o le, 
Bowen, Gaines, Morrill, Stephenson, 
Brower, Gear, orrow, Stewart, Tex. 
Browne, Ind. Glass, Nelson, Thomas, Ky. 
Brown, J. R., Va. Grosvenor, Nichols, Thomas, III. 
Buchanan, Guenther, O’Ferrall, Thomas, Wis. 
Buckalew, Hayden, Osborne, Vandever, 
Burrows, Henderson, III. Owen, Warner, 
Butler, ires, Parker, Weber, 
Butterworth, Hitt, Patton, i White, N. V. 
Cannon, Holmes, Perkins, Wickham, 
Caswell, Hopkins, III. Peters, Wood 

e, opkins, Va. Posey, Yardley, 
Conger, Hunter, Post, Yost. 
Cowles, Kennedy, Pugsley, 

NAYS—55. 
Abbott, Dockery, Maish, Sa. 
Allen, Miss. Dougherty, Martin, Seatt, " 
Anderson, Iowa i Matson, Seney, 
Bacon, Enloe, McAdoo, Snyder, 
Bankhead, Forney, McC 7. Springer, 
Barnes, French, McCreary, Stahlnecker, 
Biggs, ibson, McKinney, Stewart, Ga. 
Biand, Glover, MeMillin, Steckdale, 
Blount, rimes, McRae, Stone, Ky. 
Booher, Hall, Merri: Taulbee, 
Breckinridge, Ark, Hayes, Mills, Thompson, Cal. 
Breckinridge, Ky. Hem hill, Montgomery, Til 8 
Bryce, Henderson, N. C. re, Tracey, 
Bynum, Herbert, ewton, Turner, 
Caruth, Holman, tes, Vance, 
Clements, Hutton, O'Neall, Ind. Wheeler, 
Cobb. Landes, Penington, Wilkinson, 
thran, Lane, Perry, Wilson, Minn. 
Crisp, Lanham, z Wise. 
Dargan, Latham, Rogers, 
Davidson, Ala. Lawler, Rowland, 
Dibble, Lynch, Rusk, 
NOT VOTING—143. 

Adams, Davenport, @ Kean, Robertson, 
Allen, Mass. Davidson, Kelley, wi 
Anderson, Miss, De Lano, e 5 Rowell, 
Anderson, III. Dingley, Kilgore, Russell, Conn, 
Atkinson, Ermentrou Laffoon, Russell, 
Barry, Felton, La Follette, Seymour, 
Bayne, isher, 4 haw, 
Bingham, Fitch, 
Blanchard, Foran, Lee, Shively, 
Boothman, Ford, Lodge, Simmons, 
Brewer, Funston, Lyman, Spooner, 
Browne, T. H. B., Va.Gallinger, Macd: Stewart, Vt. 
Brown, Gay, Maffett, Stone, Mo. 
Brumm, Gest, Mahoney, Struble, 
Bunnell, Goff, Mansur, 
Bu Granger, Mason, reney, 
Campbell, F., N. Y. Gree cComas, Taylor, E. B., Ohio 
Campbell, Ohio Grout, McCormick, Taylor, J. D., Ohio 
ee e McCullogh, Thompson, Ohio 
Candler, Harmer, McShane, T nd, 
Carlton, Hatch, Morse, Turner, Kans. i 
Catchings, Haugen, Neal, Wade, 
Chipman, Heard, Norwood, Walker, 
Clardy, Henderson, Iowa Nutting, Washington, 
Clark, Hermann, O'Donnell, Weaver, 
Cockran, jestand, O'Neill, Pa. est, 
Cogswell, Hogg, O'Neill, Mo, White, Ind. 
Collins, Hooker, Outhwaite, Whiting, Mich, 
Compton, Hopkins, N. X. Payson, Whiting. Mass. À. 
Cooper, Houk, Peel, Whitthorne, 
Cox, Howard, Phelan, Wilber, 
Crain, Hudd, 3 Wilkins, 
Culberson, ackson, d A Will 
Cute’ “aod iene ea a 2 Wilson, W. Va. 

* ohnston, N. ner, à 
Darlington, Jones, chardson, 


So the House decided to adjourn. 
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Mr. HERBERT (before the result of the vote was announced). Task 
unanimous consent for the passage of the following resolution 

The SPEAKER. No request for unanimous consent can be enter- 
tained. The House has just voted (and the result has not been an- 
nounced) on a motion to adjourn, which, of course, if carried, will ter- 
minate all proceedings. 

Mr. DUNHAM and Mr. CRISP asked unanimous consent that the 
reading of the names be dispensed with. - 

There was no objection. 

The following additional pairs were announced, for the rest of the 
da; 

Mr. TOWNSHEND with Mr. STRUBLE. 

Mr. CRAIN with Mr. Funston, 

Mr. MACDONALD with Mr. TuRNER, of Kansas. 

Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida with Mr. HOPKINS, of New York. 
. Mr. RICHARDSON with-Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. 

The vote was announced as above stated, and . (at 5 o’clock 
and 10 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. 


Under the rule private bills of the following titles were introduced 
and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. HAYES: A bill (H. R. 12640) granting a pension to John 
Nagle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HEARD: A bill (H. R. 12641) for the relief of Frederick 
‘Smith—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HERBERT: A bill (H. R. 12642) to authorize the Montgom- 
ery and Sylacauga Railroad Company to construct a bridge across the 
Talla River—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. JOSEPH: A bill (H. R. 12643) for the relief of E. H. Berg- 
mann—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. STEPHENSON: A bill (H. R. 12644) granting a pension to 
Jorgan Peterson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


Change in the reference of a bill, ete., improperly referred, was made 
in the following case, namely: 

‘A bill (H. R. 9568) granting a pension to Edward F. Dewey—from the 
Committee on Military Affairs to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 
The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s d 
under the rule, and referred as follows: iua 
By Mr. BOOTHMAN: Petition and resolutions of Charles Bates Post, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Nettle Lake, and of Hiram Louden 
Fost, Grand Army of the Republic, of Montpelier, Ohio, in favor of 
the . of the records of the rebellion—to the Committee on 


ir M. Mr. BUTLER: Petition of Robert E. Goodwin and Lawson H. 
Goodwin, of Johnson County, Tennessee, for reference of their claim to 
the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, of Ten- 
nessee, in favor of prohibition in the District of Columbia—to the Select 
Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. DUNHAM: Petition of residents on White Lake, Michigan, 
urging necessary appropriations for said Jake—to the Committee on 

and Harbors. 

By Mr. McKINLEY: Petition of J. A. Garfield Post, No. 136, of 
Columbiana, Ohio, for the publication of the official records of the rebel- 
lion—to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. RICE: Joint resolution of. the Legislature of Minnesota, urg- 


ing the of ion bill for the relief of soldiers, etc., who were 
confined in Confederate prisons—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 


By Mr. CHARLES STEWART: Petition of D. L. Hamilton and 
others, of Tarkinton’s Prairie, Tex., for national aid to education tothe 
ttee on Education. 

By Mr. A. C. THOMPSON: Petition of James Smith Post, No. 337, 
Grand Army of the Republic, and of Cadot Post, No. 126, Grand Army 
of the Republic, of Ohio, for an appropriation to complete the publica- 
tion of records of the Union and Confederate armies—to the Committee 


ibe 
iso, petition of R. C. Schenck and others, for the passage of bill for 
a pak ong Rock Creek, District of Columbia to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 
By Mr. WALKER: Petition of George Seabaugh and others, heirs of 
3 Sea baugh, for reference of their claim to the Court of 
the Committee on War Claims. 
ir Ir “WARNER: Resolutions of Ransom Post, Grand Army of the 
Republic, of St. Louis, asking for early publication of war records— 
to the Committee on Printing. 
y Mr. WEAVER: Petition of numerous citizens of Nebraska, pray- 
or Tor an increased volume of money—to the Committee on Banking 
and Currency. 
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The following petitions for a national Sunday- rest law were received 
and severally referred to the Committee on Labor: 

By Mr. CONGER: Of 394 citizens of Iowa. 

By Mr. DORSEY: Of citizens of Nebraska. 

By Mr. HARMER: Of 1,829 citizens of Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. HEARD (by request): Of citizens of Cass County, Missouri. 

By Mr. T. J. HENDERSON: Of 3,769 citizens of IIIinois. 

By Mr. KEAN: Of 18 citizens of New Jersey. 

By Mr. LONG: Of citizens of Plymouth County, Massachusetts. 

By Mr. McKINLEY: Of citizens of Madison, Ohio. 

By Mr. J. R. WHITING: Of Mrs. James Farr and 149 other citizens 
of Michigan. 

The following petitions, praying for a constitutional amendment pro- 
hibiting the manufacture, importation, exportation, transportation, and 
sale of all alcoholic liquors as a beverage, were received and severally 
referred to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Trafic; 

By Mr. BOUTELLE: Of 70 citizens of Easton, Me. 

By Mr. COMPTON: Of 160 citizens of Savage, Md. 

By Mr. FRENCH: Of 365 citizens of Milford, Conn, 

By Mr. GIBSON: Of 168 citizens of Snow Hill, Md. 

By Mr. LONG: Of 25 citizens of Randolph, Mass. 


SENATE. 
TUESDAY, February 26, 1889. 


The Senate met at 11 o’clock a. m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Journal of yesterday’s proceed- 
ings will be read. 

Mr. HOAR. I ask unanimous consent that the reading of the Jour- 
nal urge Be omitted. 

MUNDS, Oh, no; we had better have the Journal read. It 

is too early to begin to dispense with it. 

Mr. HOAR. I suggest that there is no quorum present. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. That is right. 
The Secretary will call the roll of 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
the Senate. 

The Secretary called the roll, and after some little delay the follow- 
ing Senators answered to their names: 


Allison, Dawes, Harris, Reagan, 

Bate, Dolph, Hoar, Sawyer, 

Blair, Edmunds, Ingalls, Sherman, 
Butler, Farwell, ze onesof Nevada, Spooner, « 
Cameron, Faulkner, Morgan, Stewart, 
Chandler, Frye, Morrill, Stockbridge, 
Coke, George, Paddock, Teller, 

Cullom, Gorman, Pasco, Turpie, 

Daniel, Gray, Platt, Wilson of Iowa. 
Davis, Hale, Plunib, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Thirty-nine Senators having re- 
sponded, a quorum being present, the Secretary will read the Journal of 
the proceedings of yesterday. 

_ The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s proceed- 


ings. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask unanimous consent that the further reading 
of the Journal may be dispensed with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. TheSenator from Iowa asks unani- 
mous consent that the further reading of the Journal be dispensed with. 
Is there objection? The Chair hears none; and if there be no motion 
to correct or amend the Journal, it will stand approved. 


DEPUTY MARSHALS IN NORTHERN NEW YORK, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Attorney-General, transmitting, in response to a resolu- 
tion of the 15th instant, a list of the general deputy marshals appointed 
during the last six months by Walter H. Bunn, marshal of the United 
States for the northern district of New York; which, on motion of Mr. 
EDMUNDS, was, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Select 
Committee to Examine into the Condition of the Civil Service, and 
ordered to be printed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a petition of citizens of 
Michigan, praying for the submission to the States of a national prohib- 
itory constitutional amendment; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Michigan, praying for legis- 
lation concerning certain land grants in that State; which was referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I present the petition of Rev. George F. 
Magoun, of Iowa; Rev. James G. Dougherty, of Kansas; Rev. D. A. 
Morehouse, of Maine; Rev. William L. Bray, of Michigan, and Rev. 
Frank G. Clark, of Iowa, constituting a committee appointed by the 
national council of the Congregational churches of the United States, 
representing 4,277 churches and 436,379 members and other 
connected therewith, praying for legislation for the suppression of the 
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trafic in intoxicating liquors on Indian reservations and all places 
subject to the legislative jurisdiction of the United States, on military 
reservations, etc., and subjecting imported and transported liquors to 
the operation of State laws, and in favor of a constitutional amendment 
prohibiting the manufacture and sale of such liquors. 

The petition is brief, it comes from a religious body of great force 
gnd standing in the country, and I ask that it may be printed in the 
RECORD. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa asks unani- 
mous consent that the petition which he has just presented may be 
printed in the RECORD. Is there objection? 

Mr. HARRIS. I object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Iowa desire 
to have the petition printed as a document? 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I ask that the petition may be printed as 
a document. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The petition will be printed as a 
document, and lie on the table, the appropriate committee having re- 
ported on the subject. 

Mr. BLAIR presented resolutions of the Methodist Episcopal Church 
at Ringgold, Barton Chapel, and Frostburgh, Jefferson County, Penn- 
sylvania, in favor of the passage of the Sunday-rest bill; which were 
referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 


DISMAL SWAMP CANAL. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I ask leave to present to the Senate, to be printed 
and referred to the Committee on Commerce, a letter addressed to me 
by the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, covering a communication to 
him from the Register of the Treasury and from the Solicitor of the 
Treasury, inclosing a document that was printed January 21, 1878, on 
the subject of the Dismal Swamp Canal, in reference to which I had 
the honor to introduce a resolution the other day. The matter is, as I 
think, of so great public importance that I move that these papers be 
printed and referred to the Committee on Commerce, 

The motion was agreed to. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were referred 
the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, and 
submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 11627) granting a pension to Mary Horning; 

A bill (H. R. 11884) to grant a pension to William Hawkins; 

A bill (H. R. 12420 granting a pon to Lucy, widow of Muck- 
apeck-wak-ken-zah, or John,“ an Indian who served the United States 
and saved the lives of many white persons in the Indian outbreak or 
war of 1862, and died from effects of wounds received therein; and 

A bill (H. R. 3916) granting a pension to Jacob Wolf. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, 
and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 12440 granting a pension to M. Josie McClain; 

A bill (H. R. 12446) granting an increase of pension to Jacob S. Shu- 
man; 

A bill (H. R. 10167) increasing the pension of Nathaniel Crain; and 

A bill (H. R. 12608) to pension William J. Martin. 

Mr. FAULKNER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without amend- 
ment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 12619) granting a pension to Littleberry W. Baker; 

A bill (H. R. 8327) for the relief of Joseph Lawless; and 

A bill (H. R. 12404) granting a pension to Robert W. Andrews. 

Mr. FAULKNER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 3939) granting a = to Robert W. Andrews, 
reported adversely thereon, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. TURPIE, from the Committee on Mines and Mining, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 3871) to grant the Home Mining 3 
coal underlying the bed of the Missouri River opposite er's ad- 
dition, city of Leavenworth, submitted an adverse report thereon, 
which was agreed to, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were referred 
the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, and 
submitted reports thereon: 

A bill R. oan granting a pension to Sarah A. Harrison; 

A bill (H. R. 2157) granting a pension to Ann E. Mussman; 

A bill 85 R. 12275) to increase the pension of John W. Smith; and 

A bill (H. R. 11043) to restore to the pension-roll the name of Cath- 
arine Buchanan. 

Mr. PADDOCK, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without amend- 
ment, and submitted reports thereon: 
bill (H. R. 5758) granting pension to Lovina Wright; 
bill (H. R. 12607) to grant a pension to Ira Wells; 
bill (H. R. 12575) to increase the pension of James M. Barrett; 


bill (H. R. 8995) for the relief of Antonia Wiener. 
PLATT, from the Committee on Territories, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 9673) for the relief of the counties of the Terri- 


A 
A 
A 
and 
A 


tory of Arizona, and to legalize the indebtedness thereof, and provide 
for funding the same, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. STEWART, from the Committee on Claims, reported an amend-' 
ment intended to be proposed to the deficiency appropriation bill, 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. JONES, of Ark: from the Committee on Claims, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 8127) for the relief of Lucy M. Swinnea 
and Mary E. Hanserd, reported it without amendment, and submitted 
@ report thereon. 

Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally with amendments: 

A bill (H. R. 11735) to amend an act entitled An act to authorize 
the Fort Smith and Choctaw Bridge Company to construct a bridge 
adoa, the Potean River, in the Choctaw Nation, near Fort Smith, 

a . 

A bill (H. R. 12524) to authorize the construction of bridges over 
Green and Barren Rivers, in the State of Kentucky, by the Henderson 
State Line Railroad Company; 

A bill (H. R. 12389) authorizing the construction of a bridge across 
the Osage River, at some accessible point in the county of Benton, in 
the State of Missouri; 

A bill (H. R. 12489) to authorize the construction of a railroad, 
wagon, and foot-passenger bridge across the Mississippi River at or 
near Lyons, Iowa; and 

A bill (H. R. 10721) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Arkansas River at or near Cummings Landing, Lincoln County, 
Arkansas. 

Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 10319) to authorize the Natchitoches Railroad 
Company to construct and maintain a bridge across the Red River in 
Louisiana, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. QUAY, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. 2862) granting a pension to William Ford, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were referred 
the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, and 
submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 19725 to restore the pension of Ann G. Barker; and 

A bill (H. R. 10725) to increase the pension of Elizabeth M. Allen. 


SURETIES OF JAMES W. DEMBY. 


Mr. GEORGE. Iam instructed by the Committee on the Judiciary 
to report favorably without amendment the bill (S. 3737) for the re- 
lief of Sterling H. Tucker and others. A similar House bill was passed 
by both Houses at the last session of Congress and failed to become a 
law because it was not presented to the President in time for him to 
examine it. It will take but a minute to it. I therefore ask 
unanimous consent that the bill may be considered and puton its pas- 


sage. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read. 

Mr. HARRIS. For information. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, eto., That H. Tucker, William P. Grace, Elhanon J. 
Searl, Josiah H. Demby, Samuel and William G. Pennington, or their 
estates, be, and they and each of them are hereby, released from any and all 
Pension agen he maid eave to e pon fho payment ofthe legal 

on n e said rel e e: u nt 
costs herehofore accrued in the prosecution of said claim by the United States: 
Provided, That all the rights and remedies of the Government on said bond as 
against said James W. Demby shall in no manner be affected hereby, but re- 
main in full force and effect in law. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Mississippi asks 
unanimous consent that the bill may be now considered. Is there ob- 
jection? The Chair hears none; and the bill is before the Senate as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. HARRIS. Ishould like the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JONES] 
or the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE] to state briefly the ground 
on, which these sureties should be relieved. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. The reason given in asking for the dis- 

e of these securities is that this bond was made immediately after 
the close of the war; the principal went out of office, and for twenty 
years perhaps there was no claim made by the Government. I do not 
recollect the exact length of time, but it was along period. In the 
mean time all of the securities became insolvent except one. He has 
a small amount of money; and the neglect of the United States Gov- 
ernment to compel the principal to settle in a reasonable time or to col - 
lect from the sureties is the reason why it seems to me unjust thatthe 
Government of the United States should ask that the remaining secur- 
ity should be rendered bankrupt by the prosecution of the claim after 
such a long lapse of time. 

Pips HARRIS. That time was extended to twenty years or there- 
abouts? 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. To about twenty years. 

Mr. HARRIS. That statement is satisfactory. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
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W. R. WHEATON AND C. H. CH —VETO MESSAGE. 
Mr. DOLPH. By direction of the Committee on Public Lands I re- 
rt back the bill (S. 3646) for the relief of William R. Wheaton and 

les H. Chamberlain, of California, with the President’s veto mes- 
sage, and recommend that the bill be passed notwithstanding the veto. 

This bill has twice passed both branches of Congress at the present 
session. At the first session it failed because it was not by the 
President and was received by him within ten days of adjourn- 
ment. At the present session it was vetoed. It was vetoed upon the 
supposition or fact, whichever the case may be, that the testimony 
showed that certain clerks had been employed by the claimants, who 
were register and receiver of a land officein California during a period 
named, and that when the Government came to act upon the matterand 
clerks were authorized to be employed $100 a month was allowed by 
the Government, but that there was no showing that the register and 
receiver had, during the time for which the compensation was claimed 
for clerk-hire, paid out that sum. 

I have since received an affidavit from one of the clerks who was em- 
ployed, stating that he did receive during the period mentioned $100 
a month, and that another clerk named, who is now out of the country, 
and whose affidavit can not be obtained, received $100 a month paid 
by these parties, covering the precise point of objection made by the 
Executive, 

I may say that I report the bill back with this recommendation with 
the consent, at least, of all the members of the Committee on Public 
Lands who are in the city. I ask to have the affidavit read and that 
the yote be then taken upon the passage of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Oregon asks for 
the present consideration of the report? 

Mr. DOLPH. Ido. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? The question 
is, Shall the bill pass notwithstanding the objections of the President of 
the United States? The Secretary will call the roll. 

Mr. DOLPH. Iask for the reading of the affidavit to which I re- 
ferred. 

Mr. HALE and others. Let it go. 

Mr. DOLPH. Very well; let it go. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The roll will be called on the ques- 
tion, Shall the bill notwithstanding the objections of the Presi- 
dent of the United States? 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the junior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. QUAY]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Lam paired with the Senator from Maryland 
[Mr. Witson], and therefore withhold my vote. Otherwise I should 
vote ‘‘yea. 

Mr. GEORGE (after having voted in the negative). Is the name of 
the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. BLAIR] recorded? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is not recorded. 

Mr. GEORGE. I withdraw my vote. r 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Mississippi with- 
draws his vote. 

Mr. SAWYER (after having voted in the affirmative). Is the name 
of the Senator from Delaware [Mr. SAULSBURY] ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is not recorded. 

Mr. SAWYER, Then I withdraw my vote. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Wisconsin with- 
draws his vote. 

The result was announced —yeas 35, nays 8; as follows: 


YEAS—35. 
Allison. Dolph; Ingalls, Ransom 
Butler, i Evarts, Jones of Nevada, Sherman, 
Call. Farwell, Mitchell, Spooner, 
Cameron, Gibson, Morgan, Stanford, 
Chandler, Gorman, Morrill Ste 
Gullom, Hale, lock, 
icl, Hampton, Payne, Teller, 
Davis, Hiscock, Platt, Walthall. 
Dawes, Hoar, Plumb, 
NAYS—8. 
Bate, Reagan, 
Jones of Arkansas, Pugh, Turpie. 
ABSENT—33. 
Aldrich, Cockrell, Hearst, Sawyer, 
Beck, Colquitt, Kenna, Vance, 
— Edmunds, McPherson, 
burn, Eustis, V 
Blair, Faulkner, Palmer, Wilson of Iowa, 
Blodgett, Frye, Quay, Wilson of Md. 
en, Riddle! 2 
Brown, Gray, Sabin, 
Hawley, Saulsbury, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Two-thirds of the Senators present 
having voted therefor, the bill is passed notwithstanding the objec- 
tions of the Executive. 

ESTATE OF J. J. PULLIAM. 

Mr. HOAR submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the House to the bill (S. 781) for the relief of the estate of J. 


J. Pulliam, deceased, having met, after full and free conference have agreed to 
recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 
‘That the House recede from its amendment and agree to the same, 
GEORGE F. HOAR, 
WILLIAM M. STEWART, 
JOHN C. SPOONER, 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 


The report was concurred in. 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. MORGAN introduced a bill (S. 3995) to authorize the Mont- 
gomery and Sylacauga Railroad Company to construct a bridge across 
the Tallapoosa River; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

. Mr. SAWYER introduced a bill (S. 3996) granting a pension to Henry 
Sturtevant; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

AMENDMENTS TO BILLS, 


Mr. HOAR submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Privileges and Elections, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. DAVIS submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was ordered to be ptinted, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations. 

Mr. VOORHEES submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the Post-Office appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PLATT submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Sen- 
ate, and ordered to be printed. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


On motion of Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, it was 


Ordered, That J. Goldsborough Bruff have leave to withdraw his petition and 
ee ca from the 
es of the Committee on Printing. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a letter from 
the Secretary of War, transmitting a letter of the 28th ultimo from the 
major-general commanding the Army, recommending the purchase of 
the site of Fort Elliott, Texas, together with a copy of House Execu- 
tive Document No. 106, Fiftieth Congress, second session, embracing 
an estimate for the purchase of the site in question. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that that communication lie on the table. 
That matter is involved in the Army appropriation bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a letter from 
the Secretary of War, recommending the appointment of a clerk to 
make a thorough investigation into the records of the Interior Depart- 
ment and of the late corporation of Washington City, with a view to 


the ascertaining of the title of the United States to certain building 
lots in the eity of Washington; which was referred to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. TowLxs, 
its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following 
bills and joint resolution: 

A bill (S. 314) for the relief of Henry M. Rector; 

A bill (S. 3778) to establish the Lincoln land district in the Terri- 
tory of New Mexico; and 

Joint resolution (S. R. 137) providing for additional telegraphic 
facilities in the city of Washington during the inaugural ceremonies 
on the 4th day of March, 1889. 

The message also announced that the House had disagreed to the 
amendments of the Senate to the following bills: 

A bill (H. R. 11678) providing for the erection of sundry light-houses 
and fog-signals in Lakes Erie, Huron, Michigan, and Superior; 

A bill (H. R. 12324) for the establishment of a light-house station on 
St. Catharine Island, State of Georgia; and 

A bill (H. R. 12430) providing for the establishment of the light and 
fog-signal at Humboldt, Cal., upon a more secure site, and for the estab- 
lishment of a light-ship at or near the wreck of the steam-ship Oregon, 
in New York Harbor. 

The message further announced that the House had agreed to the 
conference asked by the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the foregoing bills, and had appointed Mr. CLARDY, Mr. 
LAGAN, and Mr. JOHN R. Brown managers at the conference on the 
part of the House. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to some and 
disagreed to other amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 12008) 
making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Government 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1890, and for other purposes, and 


e 
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had agreed to the one hundred and tenth amendment of the Senate to 
the bill with an amendment; that it asked a conference with the Sen- 
ate on tlie disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had ap- 
pointed Mr. RANDALL, Mr. FORNEY, and Mr. RYAN managers at the 
conference on the part of the House. 

The message further announced that the House had di to the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 11970) to divide a portion 
of the reservation of the Sioux Nation of Indians in Dakota into separ- 
ate reservations and to secure the relinquishment of the Indian title to 
the remainder, and for other purposes, agreed to the conference asked 
by the Senate on the bill and amendments, and had appointed Mr. 
PEEL, Mr. ALLEN of Mississippi, and Mr. NELSON managers of the 
conference on the part of the House. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the amend- 
ments of the Senate to the following bills: 

A bill (H. R. 325) for the relief of Mrs. Mary T. Duncan; . 

A bill (H. R. 3721) authorizing the President to appoint William 
English an officer in the regular Army of the United States; and 

A bill (H. R. 12414) to amend section 2579 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the 8 er of the House had 
signed the enrolled bill (H. R. 11527) to establish lights on the west- 
ern end of Coney Island, New York; and it was thereupon signed by 
the President pro tempore. 


COMMITTEE SERVICE. 


Mr. PLUMB. On the 20th day of this month there was appointed 
a committee of conference on the part of the Senate on the bill (S. 2511) 
to provide for the disposal of certain public lands of the United States 
uuder the provision of the homes laws only, consisting of Messrs. 
PLUMB, PADDOCK, and Berry. On account of the public business 
which I have charge of in connection with appropriations and other- 
wise I am constrained to decline to further serve upon that conference 
committee, and I ask for the substitution in my place of the Senator 


from O-egon [Mr. DOLPH]. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection, and 
that order is made. 

Mr. PLUMB. The Senator from Nebraska [Mr. PADDOCK] also 
stated to me that he desired to be excused. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I ask also to be excused from further service on 
the conference committee, and ask for the appointment of the Senator 
from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] in my place. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection, and 


appoints in the place of the Senator from Nebraska the Senator from 
Colorado [Mr. TELLER]. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


* 

Mr. PLUMB. I ask unanimous consent that at the completion of 
the consideration of the Army lai eA bill to-day the Senate 
shall devote three hours succeeding to the Calendar of unobjected cases, 
under Rule VIII. 

Mr. BUTLER. That is a good idea. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas asks unani- 
mons consent that at the conclusion of the consideration of the Army 
appropriation bill the Senate proceed with the cases upon the Cal- 
endar to which there is no objection, under Rule VIII. Is there ob- 
jection? 

, Mr. BUTLER. May I suggest to the Senator from Kansas that that 
time be devoted to House bills? 

Mr. PLUMB. I do not think it wise to limit it in that way. There 
are a few Senate bills and they can be disposed of by objection, if any 
one wishes to object. 

Mr. BUTLER. I do not know that I shall object, but my object was 

to facilitate business by passing bills from the House that might be- 
come Jaws on our action. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I desire to remind the Senator and the Chair that 
the chairman of the Committee on Indian Affairs, the Senator from 
Massachusetts [Mr. DAweEs], yesterday gave notice as soon as the Army 
appropriation bill was disposed of he would ask the Senate to proceed 
to the consideration of the Indian depredation claims bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Kansas? 

Mr. CULLOM. I ask what length of time the Senator desires to de- 
vote to the consideration of these unobjected cases? 

Mr. PLUMB, Three hours, at the conclusion of the Army appro- 
priation bill. 

Mr. CULLOM. I expected immediately after the disposition of the 
Army appropriation bill to call up the conference report on the inter- 
state-commerce bill. That has been lying here for some days waiting 
for a favorable opportunity to take it up, and the request of the Sena- 
tor from Kansas is going to interfere with the disposition of that bill 
to-day. I shall feel like objecting. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Kansas? 
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Mr. CULLOM. Task unanimous consent, then, that the bill I have 
named be taken up immediately afterwards. a 

Mr. BUTLER. That is right. ; ; 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Kansas? 

Mr. DAWES. I do not wish to interfere with the report of the 
committee of conference, of course, but I desire to get the consent of 
the Senate immediately after the consideration of that report for the 
paps depredation claims bill, I feel bound to present it at that time 
if I can. = \ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair can present but one re- 
quest at a time. Ñ ö 

Mr. DAWES. Whether I ought to object to the request now pend- 
ing depends upon whether the Senate will give me the opportunity to, 
bring up that bill immediately after these orders desired by the Senator 
from Kansas and the Senator from Illinois. What I desire is that the 
Senate will allow me to present for its consideration the depredation 
bill immediately after the Senator from Illinois disposes of his confer- 
ence report. 

Mr. HARRIS, The Senator from Massachusetts can not make a con- 
tract with the Senate for any such purpose, ! 

Mr. DAWES. I see. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Kansas that at the conclusion of the consideration or 
the Army appropriation bill the Senate will proceed for three hours 
thereafter to the consideration of cases on the Calendar to which there 
is no objection, under Rule VIII? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Suhjeet to a motion for executive business, I have 
no objection. 

Mr. REAGAN. If that is to postpone the bringing up of the con- 
ference report by the Senator from Illinois, I shall object. 

Mr. BUTLER. It does not postpone it. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Does the Senator from Texas object ? 

Mr. REAGAN. I do. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the resolution offered by the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. SABIN], com- 
ing over from yesterday. 

Mr. VEST. I gave notice yesterday, on behalf of the Committee 
on Commerce, that I would ask the Senate after the termination of the 
morning business to-day to consider bridge bills, several of which I re- 
ported this morning. There are a number of these bills which should 
be attended to at once for the reason that the railroads which desire 
to use these bridges are in process of construction, and that construc- 
tion is stopped as a matter of course until this legislation shall be had. 
I suppose that it will be useless now to ask the Senate to take up the 
bills at this time, but I give notice that I shall move for a recess at 
the usual hour of adjournment to-day in order to have a night session 
to consider the bridge bills upon the Calendar and dispose of them. 

Mr. CULLOM. I think that ought to be done. It is generally un- 
derstood by the Senate that these bridge bills are looked over by a 
subcommittee of the Committee on Commerce, specially appointed, 
and all the requirements that have been adjudged by the Senate as im- 
portant to be put in them are put there, so that there is no probability 
of any discussion about them. The only time required practically is 
the reading of the bills, and I shall be glad to see them passed as early 
as possible. 

Mr. VEST. That is so. 

Mr. SAWYER. As we meet at 11 o’clock it will be very difficult 
to get a quorum at an evening session. I suggest to the Senator that 
he ask unanimous consent to take the bridge bills up now. 

Mr. ALLISON. They will take too much time now. I regret ex- 
ceedingly that the Senator from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] has objected to 
the unanimous consent asked for after the conclusion of the Army bill. 
I think it would facilitate business if these bilis could be taken up 
during the three hours that will be devoted to the Calendar after the 
Army bill is disposed of. I desire very much to go on with the Army 
bill this morning in order that the amendments may be returned to 
the House of Representatives and the bill di of. ’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will be greatly obliged if 
the Senate will relieve him from difficulty and embarrassment by, 
agreeing upon an order of business. ‘The importunity for recognition 
is incessant; the Chair desires to be strictly impartial; but when many 
Senators rise simultaneously or are standing at the same time, it is ob- 
viously impossible that the Chair should observe the rule requiring 
the Senator first rising to be first recognized. There seems to be no 
other way except to keep a list of those who apply for recognition, and 
that practically places the disposition of business under the control of 
the Chair, which the Chair desires to avoid. It would greatly facilitate 
the public business and relieve the Chair if the Senate would agree 
upon an order of business to be observed for the remainder of the ses- 
sion concerning the Calendar. 

Mr. REAGAN. At the suggestion of the Senator from Illinois and 
some others I withdraw the objection I made to the request of the 
Senator from Kansas. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question then recurs upon tho 
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request of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] that at the conclu- | Committee on Appropriations was, on page 16, to strike out lines 9 and 


sion of the Army appropriation bill the Senate proceed for three hours 
to the consideration of cases upon the Calendar to which there is no 
objection, under Rule VIII. 

Mr. HARRIS. Beginning at what point? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. At the point reached when the Cal- 
endar was last under consideration. The Chair hears no objection, 
and it is so ordered. 

LAND OFFICES. 

ThePRESIDENT protempore. Theresolutionsoffered by theSenator 
from Minnesota [Mr. SABIN] coming over from yesterday as unfinished 
business of the morning hour will now be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 

8 the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, directed to re- 
port, for the information of the Senate, what, ifany, action has been taken by 

towards the discontinuance of United States land offices, the number and 
the names of public land offices, the e number of acres of public lands 
in each 3 the number of acres heretofore sosy sold by the Govern- 
ment, and in what manner disposed of, whether by sale for cash, or entries un- 
der the homestead, pre-emption, timber-culture, or desert-land acts, and what 
of the same have been actually patented, and thus segregated from the 

y ofthe public lands, 

And be it further resolved, That the President be, and hereby is, uested to 
withhold the order, if any is contemplated, or suspend its operation if made, for 
the discontinuance of such offices, until the facts and reasons upon which such 
action or contemplated action is based shall have been fully communicated to 
the Senate, 

The resolutions were agreed to. 

CONSIDERATION OF BRIDGE BILLS. 

Mr. VEST. I should like very much to supplement the agreement 
which has been made by adding to it that the bridge bills upon the 
Calendar shall be taken up first and disposed of; and if I could have 
unanimous consent to that, it might obviate the necessity for a night 
session. All we want is to dispose of these bills and ask for commit- 
tees of conference where amendments are made. I can not state ac- 
curately the number of them, but there must be from twenty to twenty- 
five such bills upon the Calendar, The necessity at this late stage of 
the session is for the appointment of conferees; otherwise the bills will 
fail. Other Senators in the Chamber are as much interested in the 
matter or more so than I am. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I rise to make a suggestion to the Sena- 
tor from Missouri, who asks for a modification of the agreement which 
has been made by unanimous consent. I wish to suggest that the bridge 
bills on the Calendar will probably not be objected to in a single in- 
stance by any Senator, and it will only require the time necessary to 
read those bills; they can be passed as easily at a night session as they 
could within the three hours which have just been set apart for the 
consideration of the Calendar. I suggest, therefore, that at 5 or half 
‘past 5 o’clock, by unanimous consent, the Senate take a recess until 8 
o’clock for the purpose of considering to-night the bridge bills. 

Several SENATORS. Only. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Bridge bills only. 

Mr. HOAR. I think that most of the Senate, when the hour of 
half past 5 comes, would rather wait here another hour than to take 
arecess. I think the Senator had better wait until that time comes. 

Mr. BUTLER, Iagree with the Senator from Massachusetts. I 
was about to suggest that at the conclusion of the three hours which 
have been to be devoted to unobjected cases on the Calendar 
we can take up the bridge bills and pass them perhaps in three-quar- 
ters of an hour, 2 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. It will take a longer time than that to 
read them. It is ouly a question of reading the bridge bills. There 
will be no difficulty about them except the time consumed in the read- 
ing, and my opinion is that it will be very much better to have them 
disposed of at an evening session. 

Mr. HOAR. Let us settle that at 5 o’clock, and not now. 

LOUISA v. DE KILPATRICK. 

Mr. DAVIS. The bill (S. 1488) granting an increase of pension to 
Louisa V. de Kilpatrick, widow of Maj. Gen. Judson Kilpatrick, 
United States Volunteers, was by the House of Representatives 
with an amendment, and a committee of conference was asked for by 
the Senate. I now move that the Senate concur in the House amend 
ment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Minnesota moves 
that the Senate concur in the amendment made to this bill by the 
House of Representatives. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there further morning business? 
If there be none that order is closed, and the Calendar under Rule 
VIII is in order. 

Mx. ALLISON. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the Army appropriation bill. 7 
The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 12383) making 
‘appropriations for the support of the Army for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1890, and for other purposes. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 


10, as follows: 

For officers’ quarters at the post at Columbus, Ohio, $20,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 16, to strike out lines 18 and 19, 
as follows: 

For the purchase of the site of Fort Elliott, Texas, $17,000, or so much thereof 
as may be necessary. 

And in lieu thereof to insert: 


Purchase of site for Fort Elliott, Texas: For payment for sections 47, 53, 55, 
and 67, in block A5 of surveys made for the Houston and Great Northern Rail- 
road Company, according to the sketch of the surveys in said block No. A 5, 
certified by the commissioner of the general land office of the State of Texas, 
January 5, 1877, to be correct, $17,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 17, line 9, after the word in- 
cluding,” to strike out heating apparatus and; so as to make the 
clause read: 


Construction and repairs of hospitals: For construction and repairs of hospi- 
tals, including the extra-duty pay of enlisted men Suposa on the same, 
and including hereafter the Army and Navy hospital at Hot Springs, Ark., 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 17, line 14, after the word con- 
struction,” to strike out and repairs; so as to read: 

For construction of quarters for hospital stewards, including the extra-duty 
pay of enlisted men employed on the same, $12,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 18, line 14, after the word“ de- 
pots,“ at the end of the clause making appropriations for clothing, 
camp, and garrison equipage, to strike out the following proviso: 

Provided, That the several sums appropriated for the Quartermaster's De- 
partment by this act, including their credits, shall be available for three months 
after the expiration of the fiscal year. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations for ‘‘ Engineer De- 
partment,” on page 19, line 17, after the word employed, to insert 
‘‘ for periods of not less than ten days;“ in line 19, before the word 
„not, to strike out the word ‘‘any’’ and insert the word ‘‘and;’’ 
and in line 22, after the word ‘‘ machinery,” to strike out the word 
‘*clerk-hire;’? so as to make the clause read: 


Engineer depot at Willets Point, New York: Incidental expenses of the de- 
t, including fuel, chemicals, stationery, extra-duty pay to soldiers employed 
or periods of not less than ten days as artificers on work in addition to and not 

strictly in line of their military duties, such as carpenters, blacksmiths, draughts- 
men, | ogay lithographers, photographers, engine-drivers, teamsters, re 
of and for materials to repair public buildings, machinery, and unforeseen ex- 
penses, $5,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 20, at the end of the appropria- 
tions for ‘‘ Engineer Department,“ to strike out line 11, as follows: 

In all, $20,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 21, to strike ont lines 11 and 12, 
as follows: 


‘enon the purchase of machine-guns, musket caliber, of American manufacture, 


Mr. PLATT. I should like to inquire of the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations if he will not allow this clause to stand in 
the bill instead of striking it out. I desire to say in regard to it that 
an appropriation of $20,000 for the purchase of machine guns was put 
on the fortification bill by an amendment in the Senate, which was the 
same as this item in the present bill. The House of Representatives 
have put the provision in the Army appropriation bill. ‘The fortifica- 
tion bill has gone into conference. From former experience I am afraid 
we may not have any fortification bill become a law this year, and that 
the appropriation which both the House and the Senate desire shall be 


| made may in some way fall. If the committee will allow this provis- 
ion to stand as it passed the House, that is an end of the matter and 


there will be no danger of losing it, and in the committee of confer- 
ence on the fortification bill they can strike it out or not insist upon 


| = amendment, and then the whole matter will be ended. I wish 
| 


e committee would allow this amendment to be di to. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Connecticut states truly that this 
provision was inserted by the Senate as an amendment to the fortifica- 
tion bill. The Senate believed that it more properly belonged to that 
bill; and as that bill is now in conference I prefer to allow this amend- 
ment proposed by the Committee on Appropriations to stand. 

Iwill say to the Senator from Connecticut that there will be no trouble 
about this matter. It will be found in one or the other of the bills 
when the appropriation bills are finally passed. 

Mr. PLATT. If that isto be the result, of course I can make no ob- 
jection. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I have no doubt that what I suppose I may call 
the pledge of the Senator from Iowa will be fulfilled in one or the 
other of the bills. Ido not understand his suggestion that the provis- 
ion is more properly in the fortification bill, because these guns are 
used more for the Army in general than they are for coast defense. I 
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do not see the propriety of the suggestion and can not comprehend the 

hilosophy of K. To simply leave this thing where the House put it 
Ts to settle the matter. If the Senator thinks he has good reason to 
think it will not be lost I shall give it up, but this is the natural place 
for it. 

Mr. ALLISON. There seems to be a deep interest in this question 
from many sources, indicating that the provision ought to be on this 
bill. I have not been able to comprehend thatsituation; but inasmuch 
as if it is here, it will not be put in the fortifications bill, I shall with- 
draw any scruples I have and allow the amendment to be disagreed to. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, on 
page 21, line 13, after the word manufacture,“ to insert repair and 
issue; and in line 19, before the word ‘‘ordnance stores, to insert 
*‘ordnance and;’’ so as to make the clause read: 


For manufacture, repair, and issue of arms at the national armories, $100,000: 
Provided, That not more than $60,000 of the money appropriated for the Ord- 
nan in all its branches shall be area tothe paymentof civilian 
clerks in said Department: Provided further, T hereafter the cost of the Ord- 
nance Department ofall ordmance and ordnance stores issued to the States, Terri- 
tories, and District of Columbia, under the act of February 12, 1887, shall be cred- 
ited to the appropriation for “‘ manufacture of arms at national armories,” and 
used Rect ono like ordnance stores, and that said appropriation shall be avail- 
able exhausted, not exceeding two years. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 22, to strike out the clause from 
line 11 to line 20, inclusive, as follows: 

That the sum of $15,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, be, and the 
same is hereby, a out of any money in the 2 not otherwise 
appropriated, to enable the Secretary of War to cause examinations and tests to 
be made in converting the existing ordnance of the War Department into steel- 
lined breech- load torpedo howitzers for throwing high explosives, according 
to the plans of en Emmons, as in his memorial of February 2, 1889, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 22, to strike out the clause from 
line 21 to line 23, inclusive, as follows: 

For the purchase, under the direction of the Secretary of War, of land con- 
pn ig e aul cas Ra ee ble for proof-firing of seacoast guns, 


And in lieu thereof to insert: 
The Board of Ordnance and Fortification is directed to examine and 
und to be used in the 


. and proving of heavy ordnance, having xy view in the selection of said 


ts means of transportation, and suitability 
for the purpose in and also the actual and reasonable cost 3 of 


the said board 
8 e Secretary ar is hereby authorized u n proposals 
for the esas of the tract co recommended, ‘until such petty Congr piera act 

For —— expenses under the foregoing provision, $1,000, so much 
thereof as may be necessary. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is onstriking out and 
inserting. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I suppose the question can be divided. I wish a 
division on striking out the first clause, and I call the attention of my 
colleague to it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. A motion to strike out and insert is 
not divisible. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I understand then that it is not possible to have a 
vote upon the question of restoring the item in lines 21, 22, and 23, on 
page 22, alone by itself. - 

‘The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That can be reached by disagreeing 
to the entire amendment. The motion being to strike out and insert 
is not divisible. Ifthe motion of the committee is not agreed to, the 
lines proposed to be stricken out remain in the bill. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I desire to call the attention of my colleague [Mr. 
EvAnrts] to the provision in lines 21, 22, and 23, on page 22. I under- 
stand he has some documents which bear very strongly on the subject. 

Mr. ALLISON. I find that the Senators from New York antago- 
nize this amendment because, I suppose, they wish to retain this lit- 
tle provision for the purchase of some ground at the Watervliet ar- 
senal. I do not understand them to antagonize the general provision 
which we have inserted here respecting the availability and propriety 
of purchasing a testing ground for the general use of the Board of Ord- 
nance that we now have. I should be glad, if there was any way of 
doing it, to separate these two provisions and test the sense of the 
Senate in striking out these three lines. So I am entirely willing, by 
unanimous consent, that that should be done, because if those three 
lines are retained in the bill it will be still necessary to insert the other 
provision which we propose to put in. So, I hope, by unanimous con- 
sent we may consider the question on striking out the lines. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It may be treated as two amend- 
ments, and not as an amendment to strike out and insert. 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Then the question recurs on the 
motion to strike out lines 21, 22, and 23, on page 22. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I probably missed something that has been said, 
having been called out fora moment; but I do not understand that 


these propositions have any necessary connection. Did the Senator re- 
fer to the amendment in italics? 

Mr. ALLISON. I just stated to the Senate that these two amend- 
ments are not necessarily connected; that if the vision found on 
lines 21, 22, and 23, of page 22, should be ee; t would still be 
necessary to insert the words in italics. 

Mr, EVARTS. Mr. President, as I understand it, the only question 
is now whether what we have already in previous examinations that 
have been made and reported upon and have been considered hereto- 
fore by the committee and have also gone so far as to produce this pro- 
vision from the House, shall also be merged in the provisional arrange- 
ment for inquiries before this is passed upon. 

The matter in italics, as I understand, is provisional for further in- 
quiries on certain topics, and would perhaps cover this if it is necessary 
that it should be postponed; butas I understand the recommendation 
of General Benét, the head of the Ordnance ent, is that this 
provision ought to be restored, I should hope that we might have a 
separate vote upon it and that we might agree that lines 21, 22, and 23, 
on page 22, should remain in the bill. The other parts that are so 
marked should be omitted, and the general provision, beginning at line 
24 on page 22, and continuing to line 16 of the next page, should be a 
part of the bill. : 


There has been heretofore in both Houses a hearing and examination 


in which this question of acquiring at a reasonable price a parcel ot 
land convenient to the Watervliet arsenal has been considered, and I 
should hope, therefore, there can be found no adequate reason for strik- 
ing that out of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
to strike out lines 21, 22, and 23, on page 22, of the bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. Before the question is put I ask that the letter of 
the Chief of Ordnance which I send to the desk may be read. I think 
after it is read the Senate will see that it is wise to submit this ques- 
tion also to the Board of Ordnance. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The letter will be read. 

The Secretarx read as follows: 


_ORDNANCE OFFICE, WAR DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, D. C., February 25, 1889. 

Sin: I beg to call your attention to an item of n in the Army bill 
as it the House of $15,000 for the purehase of land convenient to the Wa- 
tervliet arsenal, and suitable for proof-firing of seacoast 8 
22 and 23), which was stricken outas the bill was repo’ to the In 
connection with this matter I would state as follows: 

The procurement of limited proof-ground facilities convenient to the gun factory 
was deemed so essential as a matter of convenience and economy in connection 
with the manufacture of cannon at the Watervliet arsenal that a special esti- 
mate was submitted from this Department under date of December 14, 1888 (see 
Executive Document No. 39, House of Representatives, Fiftieth Congress, sec- 
ond session, pase 3, herewith). The amount specified in that estimate was 
$20,000, but it been ascertained since that the sum of $15,000 will probably be 
sufficient for the purchase of a suitable site. The object of firing facilities near 
the gun factory is very different from that had in view with a n estab- 
lished proving and testing ground such as that at Sandy Hook. In the manu- 
facture of guns it may be necessary to set out a ibe by means of firing 
before completing the gun, or firings may be required in adjusting the gas- 
checks and fitti of guns, or for the few proof rounds p bed prior to the 
issue of guns to the service. It would therefore be of manifest advantage and 
economy to have such firing near at hand to the gun factory, 
The proof ground at Sandy Hook is none the less necessary, for the work to be 
done there is on a’ very much larger scale. Firings must be made there for 
range and accu: 3 tests of endurance, and for all extended tests 


of ordnance ves. Such a provin und will always be re- 
quired for general p in addition to the facilities for proof-butts proposed 
in hed appropriation for Watervliet arsenal 


to the extent of land that is required for this ꝓ it should not be less 
than 100 acres, but as near 500 acres 5 will permit. Ifthe 
land can be obtained at a moderate price a large area will be an advantage with 
the proof-butts near the center of it. Thereis suitable land on the west side 
and adjacent to the arsenal, but it may be held at too high a price to admit of 
its purchase. About 8 miles directly west of the arsenal is a tract of land of 500 
acres which can be purchased at from $25 to $30 per acre. This land can be 
reached by the Delaware and Hudson and New York Central Railroads, In a 
distance of 12 miles there are no long bridges to cross, A proof-butt in the cen- 
ter of a tract of land approximating a square mile in area can be a nuisance to 
noone. Should this latter tract be selected a branch railroad track from one- 
Sa Se fot mae te eee wi be Seine eventually in order to reach the 
firing po 

I e eee request that if practicable this item of $15,000 may be restored 
in conference. 


5 bedient servan 
Respectfully, your o t, ENN Er 


Brigadier-General, Chief of Ordnance, 
Hon. WILLIAM B. ALLISON 


Chairman Committee on ser’ aoe y a 


Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President, it will be seen, I think, that the 
recommendation of General Benét is clear and decisive that this item 
should be included in the bill. It will be observed that the language 
here is not for land adjacent, but— 

For the purchase, under the direction of the Secretary of War, of land con- 
5 — to the Watervliet arsenal suitable for proof-firing of seacoast guns, 

So that either alternative that is considered and presented by Gen- 
eral Benét would be covered by this discretion vested in the Secretary 
of War; and really it seems hardly suitable that we should postpone a 
matter of this kind because there are other matters that may need to 
be inquired into. Primarily in the course that we are now pursuing 
in reference to our military and naval purposes we should lose as little 
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time after we have arrived at a conclusion as is possible if this $15,000 
to obtain convenient to this arsenal some land that will suit our pur- 


Mr. ALLISON. Last year in the appropriation act for fortifications 
‘Watervliet arsenal was provided for as a gun factory for the purpose 
of assembling heavy ordnance. It is stated in various ways that the 

resent proving-grounds at Sandy Hook are not large enough or exten- 
give enough to enable the ordnance officers to prove the heavy and 
‘a good deal of information has been given respecting the selection of 
‘some other grounds for this purpose. It would seem that these grounds 
ought to be, if a suitable area can be found, either in the neighborhood 
of Watervliet arsenal or in the neighborhood of Sandy Hook. 

The Committee on 8 have inserted here a provision 

uthorizing the board of officers having charge of the manufacture of 
ese guns to examine into this question and report at the next session 
of Congress, and the committee do not believe it wise to forestall this 
question by saying that $15,000 shall be appropriated for this purpose 


convenient to Watervliet arsenal. If suitable 5 are to 
ere 


be procured they will cost a much larger sum than that proposed, 
and require a much l area than 500 acres. 

Therefore the committee believe that the whole question ought to go 
over until this examination can be had. I will say to the Senator, 
what he already knows, that there will be ample time at the next ses- 
sion of Congress to purchase proving-grounds, because these heavy guns 
will not be ready for firing until some time after the next session of 


Co: 

Ar. HAWLEY. Mr. President, it is very seldom indeed that I find 
the Senator from Iowa lackingin precisely accurate information. Ido 
not know but that this may be the first instance. Theground they are 
speaking of here is not the ordinary trial ground for the full force of 
their guns. I suppose the Senator understands that. 

Mr. ALLISON. I havejust had a letter read at the Secretary’s desk 
from the Chief of Ordnance stating exactly what the Senator now states. 
I understand perfectly well that the Chief of Ordnance thinks he needs 
some little proof-firing to be made somewhere in the process of assem- 
bling these guns. That was just stated. That may be true, but it may 
be true that the larger area for the final test of these guns may be 
made in the same neighborhood or at the same place. That was the 
argument I intended to make, not thatI did not understand the views 
of the Chief of Ordnance upon this subject. 

Mr. HAWLEY. A big pit might answer the same purpose. It is 
nothing but the test of the strength of the gun and incidentally of the 
—* of the tubes, the chamber, and the plug that incloses the 

reech, Ido not myself see why he needs 500 acres so far as that is 
concerned. a 

Mr. ALLISON. I should like to ask the Senator from Connecticut, 

who, I know, has given great attention to this subject, if he believes 

t to be a wise thing in the process of manufacturing these guns to 

ire on carried out 12 miles from Watervliet arsenal in order to test 
em 

Mr. HAWLEY. If it can be done nearer the ground, I would say 
certainly do it there, even if you had to pay more money for it; but 

Sandy Hook testing is something that comes afterwards, when 
gun is entirely completed; when it is shown to have stood all the 
necessary tests as to bursting, and is fit for service, it then goes down 
and takes a long-range final trial. If the Senator will amend the 


amendment in italics here in line 24, and following to line 14 on the | ged 


next Pages so as to include a local testing ground at Watervliet arsenal, 
it would cover the subject. e only question I should have to ask 
then would be whether having, as we have, ordered the manufacture 
of great guns these rough parts will begin to be assembled at Water- 
vliet before we may need the final grounds ? 

Mr. HISCOCK. I think the examination has already been made, 
and that it is not the ground adapted for the long testing of guns at 
Watervliet arsenal; that is, they can not test them for long firing 
without this ground costing a great deal, and it is not adapted to that. 
This testing is simply for the purpose of testing the strength of the 
metal with a view of testing the capacity of the guns for distance, and 
it does not at all come within the second provision. 

The chairman of the Committee on Appropriations s with refer- 
ence to the guns being carried 12 miles for testing. t is a matter 
of no consequence. This arsenal is on a canal, and they are trans- 
ported there with practical ease for the purpose of testing them during 
2 Pron of manufacture. It is for that that this appropriation is 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Committee on Appropriations proposing to strike out 
lines 21, 22, and 23, on page 22. 

Mr. GORMAN. As one member of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions I was governed very much in my vote upon this proposition to 


strike out by the experience we have had elsewhere. The fact is that 
fe the manufacture of heavy ordnance for the Navy, nearly all of which 
i manufactured in Washington, they have selected a proving-ground 
for the purpose of testing those gunsat Annapolis. They are conveyed 
from Washington to Annapolis for the ordinary firing; but the experi- 
‘ence there has demonstrated that it would be great economy if there 


was a peering pound near at hand sufficient not only for the first test 
but for the long-range firing, because it is very expensive to convey 
these guns from Washington to Annapolis. Hence we have a board 
from the Navy that is now looking for a proving-ground; and so with 
the Army. 

As the chairman has stated, in the fortifications appropriation bill 
ample provision was made for the manufacture at Watervliet, but to 
test the guns properly it would become necessary, in view of economy 
and in every other to havea ground where they not only make 
the first test but for the e So I voted for, and I trust 
the Senate will adhere to it, to strike out this provision of the House 
bill and put the matter in the hands of the Board of nee and 
Fortification, so that they may select the ground where all this can be 
done with least expense. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on ing to the 
amendment of the Committee on Appropriations to strike out lines 21, 
22, and 23, on page 22. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Isit the desire of the Senator from 
Iowa that the amendment proposing to insert shall be treated separately 
as to the two paragraphs? 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, sir; separately. I ask for a vote now on the 
part proposed to be inserted. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Shall that be treated as two ques- 
tions? 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, sir. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, on 
page 22, after line 23, to insert: 

The Board of Ordnance and Fortification is h y directed to examine and 
report upon a site for an ordnance testing and prov: ground to be used in the 
testing and proving of heavy ordnance, having in view in the selection of said 
site its accessibility by land and water, means of transportation, and suitability 
for the purpose intended, and also the actual and reasonable cost and value of 
the land and the least sum for which the pne opo be procured. Said board shall 
report thereon to the Secretary of War, to be submitted to Congress at its next 
session; and in case the said board shall select a site and recommend its pur- 
chase, the Secretary of War is hereby authorized to secure written proposals for 
the sale of the tract so recommended, until such time as 8 may act upon 
the recommendation of said board and of the Secretary of War. 


Mr. ALLISON. To meet the suggestion of the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, I move, after the word ground,“ in line 
2, to insert including ial testing-ground convenient to Watervliet 
arsenal;’’ so that the board may also have this question before them. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment will be stated. 


The CHIEF CLERK. After the word ground,“ in line 2, on page 
23, in the matter proposed to be inserted by the committee, it is pro- 
posed to insert: 


Including partial testing-ground convenient to Watervliet arsenal. 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed to, 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, on 
page 23, after line 14, to insert: 

For the necessary expenses under the foregoing provision, $1,000, so much 
thereof as may be necessary. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. In line 16, after the word ‘‘dol- 
lars,” it should read or so much thereof.“ 

Mr. ALLISON. I move to insert or“ before “so.” 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be so modi- 


The amendment as modified was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, on 24, to strike out the clause 
from line 16 to line 13, inclusive, as follows: 

For necessary office expenses for completing the maps of the battle-field of 
Chickamauga, Georgia, £200. R ia 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The next amendment was, on page 24, to strike out the clause from 
line 19 to line 22, inclusive, as follows: 

To enable the Secretary of War to finish the surv: necessary to the comple- 
tion of the maps of the battle-field of Chickamauga, Georgia, $1,200, or such part 
thereof as may be necessary, 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The next amendment was, on page 24, after line 22, to insert: 

For finishing surveys and completing of battle-fields, 82 to be im- 
mediately avaliable, Stage ats Ps 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 24, at the end of page 24, to in- 
sert: 

Purchase of land adjoining military reservation at West Point: To enable the 
Secretary of War to purchase the 225 acres of land on the Hudson River, di- 
rectly south of the military reservation at West Point, belonging to the es! 

of Edward V. Kinsley, in accordance with the valuation of the same made by 
a board appointed under the provisions of the Army appropriation act of Sep- 
tember 22, 1888, and approved by the Secretary of War, as ap by his letter 
to Congress dated January 23, 1839, being House Executive mument No. 104, 
Fiftieth Congress, second session, $150,000: Provided, however, That such pur- 
chase shall not be completed nor any payment made for said land until 

title thereof shall be duly approved by the Attorney-General, and the Attorney- 
General on such purchase shall cause to be filed in the department of the State 


of New York proper evidence of the 8 of said lands to complete ceding 
of jurisdiction thereof to the United tes. 
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Mr. HISCOCK. I should like to inquire of the Senator from Iowa 
who has charge of the bill if under this provision $150,000 will be 
paid for this property ? 

Mr. ALLISON. I so understand it. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Do I understand that under the provision of this 
amendment $150,000 is to be paid for this property ? 

Mr. ALLISON. Iso understand. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I desire to say in respect to the amendment that 
the information I have, which is from a private individual, is to the 
effect that this property is not worth more than about $20,000. Fora 
long time it has been borne upon the assessment-rolls at $12,000, and 
now is assessed at $20,000. If it isassessed at a third of its value, then 
it would be only worth $50,000 or $60,000. It seems to me that it is 
quite improper that we should passa law providing that this sum shall 
be paid for it without further examination or investigation into the 
case. 

I understand further that the people who residein that neighborhood 
are very much opposed to this proposed purchase by the Government, 
as it is to encroach upon the town and practically prevent the growth 
and extension of the town. Unless there is some very strong reason 
indeed why the Government should purchase the property, it is in- 
finitely better to let the property remain in the hands of private par- 
ties. But the fact of which I have been advised is that up to within 
a year the property has been assessed at 512,000, and that it was in- 
creased only to $20,000, which makes it look, at least on the face of it, 
as if $150,000 wasa very large sum of money to be paid for the property. 

Mr. ALLISON. At the last session of Congress a provision was in- 
serted in one of the appropriation bills, I think in the Army appropria- 
tion bill, providing for a board to investigate the situation as respects 
this property and to make an appraisal of it. I think three successive 
committees or boards who had visited West Point recommended that 
this land be purchased, The Secretary of War also recommended it. 
We provided that the superintendent of the Military Academy at West 
Point, General Parke, should be one of the membersof this board. He 
is well known, I believe, to most Senators. The board assembled. Gen- 
eral Parke was the chief of the board, and William F. Russell and John 
D. Kernan were the other two appraisers. The Senator from New 
York will know something more of the character of these gentlemen 
than Ido. I understand that Mr. Kernan is a son of ex-Senator Ker- 
nan, who was formerly a member of this body. They find this prop- 
erty to be worth $150,000, 

The people who own the property suggested to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations as respects this amendment that they were quite willing, 
and I thought perhaps from their letter that they were somewhat de- 
sirous, that there should be a reappraisement of the property. At least 
they were willing that the whole matter should be referred to the Sec- 
retary of War again with power to reappraise the property if he chose 
to do so, and that at that appraisal the property should be purchased. 
The committee after a pretty full examination of the subject believed 
that it was wiser to take the appraised value as fixed by these three 
gentlemen than to run the risk of another appraisement. 

There is no doubt of the fact, I think, as clearly disclosed in all the 
reports, that it is a wise thing for the West Point Military Academy 
to have this additional property. It lies immediately adjacent to where 
most of the buildings of the academy are now situated, and it lies be- 
tween the property of the academy and the village of Highland Falls. 
It is only a question whether the property should be sold for town or 
village or city lots which shall abut the property of the academy, or 
whether the Government shall have this area for its own nses and pur- 

That is all there is in the case as far as I know. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Upon the statement made by the Senator from 

New York [Mr. H1scocx] I certainly would not like to vote an appro- 
riation of $150,000 when we are assured that this property, which 
ies in his own State, is worth only one-third of that sum. I know 

General Parke, and I was somewhat surprised at the statement. 

Mr. ALLISON. General Parke's report is here. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I think under the circumstances we ought not to 
adopt the amendment against the statement made by the Senator from 
New York. I certainly would not vote for it, although I have no ob- 
jection to the purchase. 

Mr. ALLISON. I did not understand the Senator from New York 
to make a statement except from private information. 

Mr. SHERMAN. He states his belief that the property has been 
assessed for taxation at from $12,000 to $20,000, and now the property 
leaps up to $150,000. I suppose I know the property. The valuation 
leaps up from $12,000 to $20,000, and it is proposed that it shall be 
sold to the Government for $150,000. I know the land there. It is a 
very hilly region. While it is a very important location and it may be 
valuable to the Government, $150,000 would seem to be out of all reason 
for 225 acres of land. I know nothing about it, and I should have voted 
for the amendment as a matter of course, buton the face of the state- 
ment of the Senator from New York I certainly will not vote for the 
amendment. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I believe this matter originated in the Military 
Committee; that is to say, the proposition to purchase this land ad- 
Joining the West Point reservation was recommended by the Commit- 


tee on Military Affairs. It immediately adjoins the grounds. The 
beginning of it is but a short distance below the im t buildi 

of the academy, and it lies on the road running south and parallel t: 
the Hudson River. It has been held intact as a family estate for a 
long time. 

One of the reasons why the managers of the academy desire to pur-, 
chase this tract is because if they do not it inevitably will be cut up 
into village lots. The village runs up to a very short distance below, 
the barracks and offices, etc., of West Point. It is better for the young 
men that they should be put in the middle of the reservation, some 
distance from a village. All the instructors and managers feel that that 
should be the case. So the various boards of impartial men of sense 
and experience who have visited that place from year to year under 
the law have thought it a very wise thing to get this land. 

Now, how does there come to be so wide a difference in the estimates 
of the value of it? In the first place, some of it has been held as past- 
ure land, some as meadow land, but largely for ornament as the seat 
of a country gentleman. What its value actually there would be I do 
not know; that is to say, I do not know what the annual revenue of 
the owner was from it. Much of it is not so very valuable as farming 
land, but it is a noble estate as it stands. 

If the owners of that estate choose to cut it up into village lots, I 
personally have not the slightest doubt that they would get a great 
deal more than $150,000 for it. 

Incidentally Parke mentions in one of his papers that not a great 
while ago a lot was sold just below the Kinsley estate on the village 
site and a saloon was put up. Wedo not want a row of cheap saloons 
and taverns and all that sort of thing lining that bank from the village 
up through the Kinsley estate to the borders of the academy. It is a 
noble situation, I should guess 175 feet above the Hudson River, and 
with the Hudson River in view every step of the road down to the 
Kinsley estate. There are some noble homes all along there. You can 
imagens that this land will become very valuable when put into the 
market, 

I understand that the heirs look atitin thatway. If the settlement 
is made now in accordance with this amendment they get $150,000, 
and they put that upon interest; but if the settlement is not made the 
might get $170,000 a year hence, which would not be worth so muc 
to them as $150,000 cash now, which they could invest and upon which 
they would be drawing interest. 

It seems to me, on looking this matter over—and I have watched it 
a little for the interest of the academy—that probably it would be best 
to take the estimate of this board. The board was composed, as the 
chairman of the committee bas said, of General Parke, whose high char- 
acter and sound sense everybody knows, one of the noblest men in the 
whole Army; Judge Russell, of Saugerties, a man of high standing, and 
John D. Kernan, of Utica, a man also of high standing and the son of 
ex-Senator Kernan. I think they have made a fair estimate. At the 
same time I admit that as a rule I would not vote for a purchase upon 
a fixed sum here. I would rather have it appraised over again even if 
we paid $25,000 more for it, by reason of the precedent. But I sayin 
support of the proposition of the committee that I think the committee 
acted upon sound reasons for the good of the Government. However, 
if the Senate thinks that this kind of a purchase is not wise, I suppose 
2 can wait, and the Government will probably pay more; I do not 

now. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, there is no question but that the 
acquisition of the ground referred to for the use of the Military Academy 
is very important. It comes up right dose to the principal buildings 
of the academy, as stated by the Senator from Connecticut. It is sug- 
gested by the officers in control there that it comes up so close as to 
permit the putting so near the barracks of establishments for the sale 
of liquor and other demoralizing establishments as to injure the mor- 
als of the cadets. It makes the limit, as suggested by them, so close 
that the cadets between roll-call may go out there and be subject to 
whatever injurious influence may be brought to bear. 

An examination of the ground showed that it was important that it 
should be acquired by the Government. As tothe poos proposed here, 
I, of course, am without information.. It should suggested, how- 
ever, that it is not merely the ground that is valuable. There are a 
number of buildings on this ground, and there are stone fences upon 
it. I do not know what the value of the improvements may be, but 
there are considerable improvements on this ground. It seems to mé 
that the price, however, is very high, but General Parke, with whom 
most of us are acquainted, is a man of very high character. I do not 
know Mr. Russell. Mr. Kernan also is a man of very high character. 
I see that these gentlemen took an oath of office preparatory to the val- 
uation of this property in which they said that they would faithfully 
discharge the duties of the office on which they were about to enter, 
which involved this valuation. I take it that these gentlemen must 
haveacted conscientiously. They recommend the purchase of this prop- 


erty at the price stated. The Secretary of War concurs in that recom- 
mendation, and he, too, has been on the ground and has examined it, 
and knows the importance of the acquisition of this particular piece of 


ground. 
I understand that the Committee on Appropriations, in passing upon 
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this, recognizing the necessity for the purchase of this ground, are ap- 
prehensive that the Government may save nothing and may lose some- 
thing by a subsequent valuation of the property. While it seems to 
me the price is very high, I am inclined to be governed by the judg- 
ment of those who have been charged under the law with fixing the 
valuation, and I shall therefore sustain the amendment. 

Mr. ALLISON. The parties owning this property are quite willing 
that we should insert a provision for a re-examination of the property 
and for its condemnation, but the committee on the whole believed it 
wiser not to provide for a further examination and condemnation of 
the property, because they believed it would cost the Government more 
than it would to purchase it at the appraised price. But if Senators 
think there should be a farther examination, especially in view of what 
the Senator from Ohio has stated upon this subject, I will offer an 
amendment to the amendment which will cover that point. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Iowa to the amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations, 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to add to the amendment of the 
committee the following proviso: 


Provided, That the Secretary of War, after a re-examination of the rtof said 
board and a further consideration of the question of the value of said land, may, 
if he deems it for the best interests of the Government, proceed and acquire titie 
to said 225 acres of land by condemnation thereof under judicial proceedings, to 


be commenced in the appropriate circuit court of the United States, which court 


shall, for the purpose of ascertaining the true value of said land, appoint three 
commissioners who shall be competent and disinterested appraisers; and all 
the proceedings for the condemnation aforesaid shall be in accordance, except 
as herein provided, with the act of Con of August 1, 1888, entitled “An act 
to authorize the condemnation of land for sites of public buildings, and for other 


purposes.“ 

Mr. GORMAN. Do I understand that the Senator from Iowa offers 
this as a substitute for or as an addition to the committee’s amend- 
ment? 

Mr. ALLISON. I offer it asa proviso to be added to the amendment 
of the committee. It will allow the Secretary of War, if upon further 
examination he deems this appraisal too high, to proceed to the con- 
demnation of this property. Of course that means that it will be ac- 
quired at whatever price the condemnation proceeding shall fix. 

I offer it in view of what the Senator from New York and the Sena- 
tor from Ohio have said, but my own belief is that we shall pay more 
for it under this proceeding than the amount proposed to be appropri- 
ated in the committee’s amendment. 

Mr. HISCOCK. That can be disposed of on this question. Iassume 
that the heirs or owners of this property are pra to take $150,000 
for it. Suppose a limitation be put in not to ex $150,000. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well; Ishall agree to that, if the Senator will 
propose it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proposed modification will be 


read. 

Mr. ALLISON. Insert not exceeding the amount herein appro- 
priated ” in the amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. HALE. How can you have an appraisement where the limit is 
fixed? 

Mr. GORMAN. As I understand this case, the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, three or four boards of visitors who have gone to West 
Point, the commander at West Point, and the Secretary of War all in- 
sist that this property is absolutely necessary to facilitate matters at 
West Point. e owners of the property came here a year ago and of- 
fered to sell the property at a fixed price, I understand, but the propo- 
sition came up to condemn it as is provided for in the amendment to 
the amendment. It was thought unwise by the Senate and by Con- 
gress that we should enter upon that proceeding, for the reason that it 
might cost a great deal more, and therefore it was suggested by the 
committee that a board of officers to be appointed by the Secretary of 
War should appraise the property and ascertain its value. They are 
the appointees of the United States, and after due consideration they 
say that $150,000 is a reasonable amount. 

Mr. ALLISON. I withdraw my modification of the amendment to 
the amendment. 

Mr.GORMAN. Then I have nothing further to say. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will let it stand upon the condemnation proceed- 
ings. I think the Government ought to take its chances with the 
heirs, if the qanan is resubmitted. : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment to the amendment. 

ae amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

he amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. STEWART. On page 21, after line 10, I move to insert: 

For the purehase by the Secre! of War of three pneumatic dynami 
of 15-in' Nee a A the 8 machinery to — and handle rae —.— 
ammunition and carriages for the same, to be placed and mounted ready for 
use, free of cost to the Government, at such point or yona in the harbor of San 
Francisco as may be designated by the Secretary of W ar, $187,500, or so much 
thereof as he may deem proper, 

The PRESIDENT pro lempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Nevada [Mr. STEWART]. 


This concludes the amendments of 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. 

Mr. GORMAN. I call the attention of the Senator from Iowa to 
the amendment on page 16, line 9, striking out the clause: ‘‘For 
officers’ quarters at the post at Columbus, Ohio, $20,000.” 

Mr. ALLISON. I will state that since that amendment was reported 
from the Committee on Appropriations the committee has made a 
further examination and find that this is quite a large military post, 
and that these quarters are necessary. So I hope that amendment will 
be non-concurred in by the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment was agreed to in 
Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. ALLISON. It was agreed to in Committee of the Whole. I 
ask that it may be non-concurred in in the Senate. è 

Mr. HALE. Let me ask the chairman of the committee how man 
soldiers are at Columbus? : 

Mr. ALLISON. The Adjutant-General of the Army was telegraphed 
to for information on this subject. He telegraphs me, and I have his 
telegram here, stating that there are 700 soldiers there at this time, 
and I believe 15 officers. 

Mr. HALE. At Columbus, Ohio? 

Mr. ALLISON. At Columbus, Ohio. It seems to be a large mili- 
tary post. : 

Mr. HALE. What are they doing there? 

Mr. ALLISON. They must be quietly — 

Mr. HALE. Engaged in the arts of peace? 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Isit not a recruiting station? 

Mr. ALLISON. I believe it is a recruiting station. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on concurring in the 
amendment made as in Committee of the Whole, on page 16, lines 9 
and 10, by which the Senate struck out the words: 

For officers’ quarters at the post at Columbus, Ohio, $20,000. 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further amendment 
reserved the question is on concurring in the remainder of the amend- 
ments made as in Committee of the Whole. 

The amendments were concurred in. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair calls the attention of the 
Senator from Iowa to an apparent omission at the foot of page 19. The 
clause reads: 

In their special duties of sappers miners. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The insertion of the word and“ after the word 
“sa „in line 25, on page 19, covers it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the word 
and“ will be inserted after ‘‘sappers.”’ 

Mr. HAMPTON, I ask permission to offera couple of amendments 
which were referred to the Committee on Appropriations from the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. On page 25, after line 20, at the end of 
the amendment proposed by the Committee on Appropriations, I move 
to add: 

That the sum of $35,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, be, and is 
hereby, appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
Eet LSIENI AAA SADC of fam une DALTE Suk tases Geil be s inch 
on the bank of the Potomac Rivyer below the city of Washington, and i pak 
point as the Secretary of War may direct. 

That Beverly Kennon, the inventor and patentee, shall superintend and di- 
rect the work, and shall complete the same for actual service within four 
months after the page of this act. The gun to be mounted upon it, with its 
fittings, may be loaned by the Ordnance Department of the Navy. All expenses 
attending its removal to the battery and from it, if required, to be borne by 
money embraced in this appropriation. 

Mr. ALLISON. I make the point of order on the amendment that 
it is not germane to the bill. I do not think it is estimated for, al- 
though I have not examined that question. Perhaps the Senator from 
South Carolinia can tell me whether it has been estimated for. 

Mr. HAMPTON. I can not hear the Senator from Iowa. 

Mr, ALLISON. The amendment belongs either to the naval appro- 
priation bill or the fortification appropriation bill. It is not germane 
to the bill for the support of the Army. That is the first point. The 
second one is, that it has not been estimated for by the Secretary of 
W. 


ar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It need not be estimated for, if it 
has been reported from a standing or select committee and referred, 
twenty-four hours before it is offered in the Senate for consideration, to 
the Committee on Appropriations. If the Senator from Iowa raises the 
question of relevancy that will be submitted to the Senate and decided 
without debate. 

Mr, ALLISON. I do not raise it. 

Mr. HAMPTON, The history of this provision is rather an extra- 
ordinary one. The battery was recommended by the Military Com- 
mittee and by some of the highest authorities in the Army, amongst 
them General Sherman and General Sheridan. The Military Commit- 
tee broughtina bill. It passed the Senate at the last session and went 
over and received the unanimous approval of the proper committee in 
another branch of Congress. The Secretary of War said that if the ap- 
propriation was increased there and placed at his disposal the battery 
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appointed the Secretary of War supposed e matter e 

1 the board did not know that the Secretary of War had 
had anything to do with it. 

I have therefore offered this amendment again by direction of the 
Committee on Military Affairs. I think it is germane to the bill, and 
Iam satisfied that the sum of money could not be expended in any 
better way in the world than by trying this experiment. The system 
has been tried in Egypt. At Alexandria, where one of these batteries 
was put up, it was the only one that escaped bombardment. 

I hope that the Senate will give to this gentleman who invented it 
the opportunity at this very small cost of testing its efficiency. 

I will say further that the Secretary of the Navy has placed one of 
the new 6-inch rifled breech-loading guns at his disposal for the pur- 
pose of trying it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
5 proposed by the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Hamp- 
TON]. 

The amendment was agreed to—ayes 20, noes not counted. 

Mr. HAMPTON. On page 24, after line 15, I move to insert: 

That the sum of $2,000 is hereby * — out of any funds in the Treas- 
ury not otherwise appropriated, for the purchase of the plates and other prop- 
erty embraced in the offer of Professor Gleason. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. HAMP- 


TON]. 

at. HAMPTON. I have not the papers which accompanied the 
amendment to the Committee on Appropriations, but I can in a very 
few words explain what the offer is. 

Professor Gleason proposed to sell 10,000 copies of his book on horse 
training and everything of that sort, and all his patents, to the Gov- 
ernment. The Military Committee thought it was not expedient to 
buy the books, but was willing to appropriate $2,000 for the purchase 

-of all his electrotype plates—there are over three hundred of those—and 
also the right to use his book, and the right to use all his patents for 
harness, bits, and everything of that sort. The Secretary of War and 
the General of the Army have approved his book so far as to buy for the 
officers 200 copies. The committee thinks it is well that his system 
should be tested, and by direction of the committee I offer this amend- 
ment to the appropriation bill. 

Mr. HARRIS. What are the plates that are to be bought? 

Mr. HAMPTON. They are in reference to the management, train- 
ing, and shoeing of horses. The proposition was sent to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations. I have not the paper here, but it embraces 
very many valuable recipes and processes. 

Mr. HALE. I should like to have the amendment read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to insert, after line 15, on page 24: 

4 ropriated, of any fun Treas- 
e eee 5 — rarega the manne the ac be * prop- 
erty embraced in the offer of Professor Gleason. 8 

Mr. HALE. What does that offer contain? Has the Senator from 
South Carolina the offer of Professor Gleason, so that we may know 
what it is that we are purchasing? 

Mr. HAMPTON. That paper is in the hands of the Committee on 
Appropriations. It was sent in with the amendment. I mentioned it 
as far as I could remember. It is to purchase about three hundred 
electrotype plates giving all his system. 

Mr. HALE. Plates covering what subject? 

Mr. HAMPTON. The training, managing, shoeing, and driving of 
horses, for the use of the cavalry and artillery service. 

Mr. HALE. it is a horse book? 

Mr. HAMPTON. Yes; and in addition to that the right is given to 
the Government to use this system, to publish the book whenever it 
pleases, and to use all the patents for bridles, harness, and everything 
of that kind. 

Mr. HALE. Is this Professor Gleason the man who is traveling 
about the country giving exhibitions? 

Mr. HAMPTON. He is the same one, 

Mr. HALE. Isuppose the Government can purchase one of his books 
at any time. A 

Mr. HAMPTON. The Secretary of War has purchased 200 copies 
of his book to give to the officers; but the idea of the committee was 
that, having these plates, the Government could at any time it pleased 
pry off any number of copies and put them into the hands of private 
soldiers, 

Mr. HALE. I should like to hear the offer of the professor read. 
The chairman of the committee has it. 

Mr. ALLISON. I have the offer of Professor Gleason. I send it to 
the desk to be read. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Secretary will read it. 


The Secretary read as follows: 
Wasuinctros, D. C., February 14, 1889. 
My Dran Sim: I will sell to the United States Government all the electro- 


bracing 116 plates of wings illustrating methods used 
ond educating The 9 wee embracing r 
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method of telling the age of the horse, and 14 additional engravings on the sci- 


ence of h 3 
The book, as printed, consists of the follo different d. mis; 
ant and concise history of the Wan struggles aod errien the author 


First, A 
in Oe See work, 

Second. breaking and taming wild and vicious horses by questions 
asked and answered. 

Third. How to detect an unsound horse. 

Fourth, Method of telling a horse's age from one to twenty-one years, 

Fifth. Horseback riding. 

Sixth. The breeding and care of the foal. 

Seventh, The government farm. 

Eighth. P. suggestions on horse-shoeing. 

Ninth, Veterinary department for horses. 

Now, I will sell to the United States Government all my right, title, and in- 
terest in the above book for the sum of $2,000, said United States Go ent to 
have and to use for the use of the Government all of my patents, — 2 — 
bits, bridles, and harness. 

All of w. is respectfully submitted. 


Hon. Wapr HAMPTON. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PLATT in the chair). The ques- 
tion is on the adoption of the amendment proposed by the Senator from 
South Carolina [Mr. Hampton]. 

Mr. HALE, I think we might get along without that for one year, 
Mr. President. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the action of the 
House of Representatives on the amendments of the Senate to the bill 
(H. R. 12008) making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the 
Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1890, and for other 
purposes, 

Mr. ALLISON. One amendment was agreed to by the House with 
an amendment. I move that the Senate disagree to the amendment 
of the House to that amendment, and insist upon the Senate amend- 
a and agree to the conference asked by the House of Representa- 

ves. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Iowa moves that the 
Senate insist upon the amendments of the Senate which have not been 
agreed to by the House, and disagree to the further amendment of the 
House to an amendment of the Senate, and agree to the conference asked 
by the House of Representatives, 

The motion was agreed to, 

By unanimous consent, the Presiding Officer was authorized to ap- 

int the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. ALLISON, Mr. 

ALE, and Mr. GORMAN were appointed. 5 


CONSIDERATION OF THE CALENDAR. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. According to the order of the Senate 
the Calendar of unohjected cases will be now taken up, commencing 
at the point where the consideration wasleft off. 

Mr. HARRIS. Under Rule VIII ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under Rule VIII. The first bill on 
the Calendar, commencing at the point where the Calendar was last 
under consideration by the Senate, will be stated. 


WESLEY MONTGOMERY. 


The bill (H. R. 3829) for the relief of Wesley Montgomery was an- 
nounced as first in order on the Calendar, and the Senate, as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Lands with 
amendments, in line 5, after the name Wesley Montgomery,“ to insert 
“or his heirs at law;’’ in line 6, after the words to enter,“ to insert 
in person;’’ in the same line, after the word ‘‘acres,’’ to insert in 
one body;’’ and in line 7, before the word ‘‘unappropriated,’’ to insert 
“surveyed;’’ so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Commissioner of the General Land Office be, ma 
he is hereby, authorized and required to it Wesley Montgomery, or 


OSCAR R. GLEASON, 


heirs at law, of Adams County, State of Ni to enter in person 1 
in one body, of any of the surveyed unappropriated public of the Uni 
States, not mineral nor in the actual settler, in lieu of the 


occu any 
northeast quarter of section 23, of township 28 no: of range 14 w. in Iro- 
quois County, Illinois; which Jand was entered de ald Wesl Ke 
on February 20. 1874, under the homestead laws, in accordance with instructions 
of the Commissioner of the General Land Office to the register and receiver of 
the date of August 9, 1873, the title to which land failed because of a prior dis- 
ponon of the same which did not then appear 7 — the records of 
fice: i That the said W. 


Provided, however, tgom 

made any other entry of land of the United under the homestead laws: 
Provided further, That said land shall not be located within the limits of any in- 
corporated town or city. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was 1 to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concu in. $ 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the biħ to be 
read a third time, 2 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move that the Senate insist on its amendments and 
ask for a conference with the House of Representatives thereon. 

The motion was agreed to. 


1889. 
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By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. Pappock, 
. COCKRELL, and Mr. BERRY were appointed. 


SETH WHEELER. 


The bill (S. 2221) for the relief of Seth Wheeler was announced as 
next in order. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let that be passed over. It will save time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection is made by the Senator from 
Missouri. The Chair supposes that objection being made the bill takes 
its place upon the Calendar under Rule IX. 

Mr. HARRIS. Under Rule IX. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The next bill on the Calendar will 
be stated. 

ROBERT ADGER AND OTHERS. 

The bill (S. 508) to empower Robert Adger and others to bring suits 
in the Court of Claims for rent alleged to be due them was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Claims with an amend- 
ment, in line 12, after the words subsequent to the,“ to strike out 
tt pardon of the claimants ” and insert: 

Twenty-ninth day of September, in the year 1865, when the President of the 
United States issued an order for the restoration of the aforesaid property to 
said claimants, and during its occupancy by the Government after that date. 

So as to make the bill read: ` 

Beit enacted, etc., That the Court of Claims shall anager go oR ag e, lapse of 
six years,take jurisdiction of and adjudge the m of Robert Adger, James 
Marsh, and the estate of Mitchell King, against the United States for rent, use. 
and occupation of certain buildings, wharves, warehouses, offices, ship- i and 
docks in the city of Charleston, S. C., since the war, and shall render ju ent in 
favor of said Adger, James Marsh, and the estate of Mitchell King, or their legal 
representatives, for such amount as shall be found to be the rental value of 
the property subsequent to the 29th day of September, in the year 1865, when the 
President of the United States issued an order for the restoration of the afore- 
said property to said claimants,and during its occupancy by the Government 
after that date, 

The amendment was to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
‘was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed fora third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. : 

ACTION ON AMENDMENTS. 

Mr. HARRIS. Task that hereafter the formal reading of each bill 
as reached be dispensed with, and that the amendments of the commit- 
tee reporting the bill be acted upon as they are reached in the reading. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, If there be no objection, that course 
will be taken. 

Mr. ALLISON. As to what bill? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is not certain that it un- 
derstands the suggestion of the Senator from Tennessee. 

Mr. HARRIS. In the two bills that have been acted upon the bills 
have been read and then the Clerks recur to the amendments proposed 
by the committee. I ask that the formal reading be dispensed with, 
and that the amendments shall be disposed of as they are reached in 
the ar reading of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator asks that the amend- 
ments shall be considered as the bill is read. 

Mr. HARRIS, That is exactly what I mean. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be so ordered, if there be no 
objection. 

VENEZUELA STEAM TRANSPORTATION COMPANY. 


The joint resolution (S. R. 83) for the relief of the Venezuela Steam 
Transportation Company was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The joint resolution was reported from the Committee on Foreign 
Relations with an amendment to strike out the preamble and all after 
the resolving clause, and in lieu thereof to insert; 


Whereas it from the correspondence transmitted to the Senate by the 
message of the President of the 2d day of February, 1872 (Executive Dootuens 
No. 28, second ighth ), and on the 12th of April, 1888 


session Forty-e r 
Executive Document No. 143, first session Fiftieth Congress), that since the year 
indemnity has been repeatedly demanded by the executive department 

of the United States from the Venezuelan Government, but without avail, for 


the wrongful seizure, detention, and employment in war and otherwise of the 
rican steam-ships Hero, Nutrias, and Fernando, the property of the 
Venezuela Steam T rtation Company, a corporation existing under the 


ranspo 
laws of the State of New York, and a citizen of the United States, and the im- 
prisonmentof its officers, citizens of the United States, under circumstances that 
render the Republic of Venezuela justly responsible therefor ; and 

Whereas all the diplomatic efforts of the Government of the United States re- 

satedly exerted for an amicable adjustment and payment of the just indemnity 

tie tosaid corporation and its officers, citizens of the United States, upon whose 
property and ns aforesaid wrongs were inflicted, have proved entirely 
unavailing: Therefore, 

That the President of the United States be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
empowered to take such measures as in his judgment may be necessary to 

romptly obtain indemnity from the Venezuelan Government for the injuries, 
Sone and osmaga suffered by the Venezuela Steam Transportation Company 
of New York, and its officers, by reason of the wrongful seizure, detention, and 
employment in war or otherwise of the said company’s steamers Hero, San 
Fernando, and Nutrias by Venezuelan bell 1871. and to se- 
cure this end he is authorized to employ s such power as 
may be necessary. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, and 
the amendment was concurred in. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 
read the third time, and passed, 

The preamble was agreed to. 


DR. JOHN B. READ. 


The bill (H. R. 10633) for the relief of Dr. John B. Read was an- 
nounced as next in order, 

Mr. ALLISON. Iwas requested by the Senator from Vermont [Mr. 
EDMUNDS], who feels an interest in this bill, to object to its present 
consideration. i 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Iowa objects to 
the present consideration of the bill, and it will be passed over. 


GULF AND CHICAGO AIR-LINE RAILWAY COMPANY, 


The bill (H. R. 5509) to grant to the Gulf and Chicago Air-Line 
Railway Company the right to construct bridges over navigable water 
courses was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with amend- 
mente. 

The first amendment was, in section 1, line 6, before the word over,“ 
to strike out bridges and insert ‘‘a bridge; in line 8, after the 
word establish, to strike out that crossing can be most advan- 
tageously made and insert ‘‘to be the best and most advantageous 
point for crossing said river;’’ and in line 10, after the word river, 
to strike out: 


The Warrior River, if crossing at or in vicinity of Tuscaloosa; the Tennessee 
River, at Milton’s Bluff, or such point in vicinity thereof as surveys, examina- 
tions, and United States engineers may determine that crossing cun best be 
made, 


And insert: 


Said corporation, its successor or legal representative, may also construct 
bridges over the Warrior River at or near Tuscaloosa, and the Tennessee River 
at or near Milton’s Bluff. 

So as to read: 


That the Gulf and Chicago Air-Line Railway Company, a corporation duly > 
organized and legally incorporated under the laws of the State of Alabama, its 
successor or 1 may erect a bridge over the Tombigbee River 
at such point in the vicinity of Coffeeville, in Clarke County, as surveys and ex- 
aminations may establish to be the best and most advantageous point for cross- 
ing said river; said corporation, its successor or legal representative, may also 
construct bridges over the Warrior River at or near Tuscaloosa,and the Ten- 
nessee River at or near Milton’s Bluff. 

The amendment was agreed to. - 

The next amendment was, in section 2, line 24, after the word said.“ 
to strike out bridge and insert “‘bridges;’’ and in line 25, after the 
word ‘‘prescribe,’’ to strike out,“ for Grant’s Pass and as the Secretary 
of War shall prescribe for the river bridge; so as to make the proviso 
read: : 


Provided also, That said draws shall be opened promptly upon reasonable sig- 
nal for the passage of boats, and in no case shall unnecessary delay oceur; and 
said company or corporation shall uray arg oe) its own expense, from sunset to 
sunrise such lights or other signals on said dges as the Light-House Board 
shall prescribe, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 2, line 27, after the word “said, 
to strike out bridge or;’’ and in line 28, after the word which,“ to 
strike out it“ and insert ‘‘they;’’ so as to make the proviso read: 

And provided also, That said bridges, at the option of the corporation or com- 
pany by which they may be built, may be used for the passage of ons or 
vehicles of all an 


kinds, for the transit of animals, and for 5 
e rate of toll as may be approved from time to time by the 
The amendment was agreed to, 
The next amendment was, in section 3, line 11, afterthe word said,“ 
to strike out bridge“ and insert bridges;’’ so as to read: 
And equal privileges in ‘the use of said bridges shall granted to all tele- 


be 
ph companies, and the United States shall have the right of way fora tal 
iaio 2 — said bridge or bridges. x iii 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 5, line 2, after the word 
“bridges,” to strike out ‘‘or constructions constructed“ and insert 
‘for other structures built; in line 5, after the words bridges or,“ 
to strike out construction? and insert structure; and in line 6, 
after the word expense“ to insert: 

And if any litigation shall arise in regard to said bridges, or eith 
reason of thelr obstructing navigation, the same shall — thee ber npc 
of the United States within whose territorial jurisdiction said bridges or any 
part thereof may be located. 

So as to read: 


That such alterations or changes as may be required by the of War 
or Congress in bridges or other structures built under the provisions of this act 
shall be made by the persons or corporations owning or controlling said brid 
or styucturesat their own expense; and if any litigation shall arise in regard to 
said brid or either of them, by reason of their obstructing navigation, the 
same shall be had in the circuit court of the United States within whose terri- 
torial jurisdiction said bridges or any part thereof may be located. 


The amendment was agreed to. > 
The next amendment was, in section 6, line 1, to strike out: 


No structure of any kind shall be built upon the military reservation on 
s Island until the location and nature of the same shall bava heen ap- 
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proved by the Secretary of War, and that such structure may be removed in his 
discretion, and may be used by the United States free of cost. 

And in lieu thereof to insert: : 

No tramway, track, road-bed, wharf, pier, or other structure shall be built 
upon the United States military reservation on Dauphin's Island, without the 
approval and consent of the Secretary of War first had, and the said structure 

be removed by the parties owning or controlling the same, at their own 
expense, when the Secretary of War so requires: Provided also, That the United 
States may use such structure when built without charge. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill to grant to the Gulf 
and Chicago Air-Line Railway Company the right to construct bridges 
over the Tombigbee, Warrior, and Tennessee Rivers, and across Grand 
Pass to Dauphin’s Island, in the Gulf of Mexico.“ 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator from Missouri who reported that bill 
[Mr. Vest] not being present at this moment, I move that the Senate 
insist upon its amendments and ask for a conference with the House 
of Representatives on the disagreeing votes. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. VEST, Mr. 
SAWYER, and Mr. FRYE were appointed. 

REPORT OF LIBRARIAN OF CONGRESS. 

Mr. EVARTS. I present from the Committee on the Library the 
report of the Librarian on the progress of the Library of Congress 
during the calendar year 1888, with an order, which I ask-may be read 
and passed upon at once, for the publication of the report. 

The order was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to, as 
follows: 

Ordered, That the report of the Librarian of Congress for the calendar year 
1888 be printed, and that 500 additional copies, with covers, be printed for dis- 
tribution by the Librarian, 

CONGRESSIONAL ELECTIONS, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PLATT in the chair). The hour 
of 2 o'clock having arrived, the Chair lays before the Senate the un- 
finished business, which is the resolution submitted by the Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] authorizing the Committee on Priv- 
ileges and Elections to investigate alleged election outrages in certain 
States. In the execution of the order of -the Senate, this resolution 
will be informally laid aside, and the consideration of the Calendar will 
be proceeded with. 

POLICE FORCE OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

‘The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill (H. R. 6677) to amend an act entitled An act to increase the po- 
lice force of the District of Columbia, and for other purposes, approved 
January 31, 1883, and for other purposes. a 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. This bill has been heretofore read at 
length and all the amendments proposed by the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia have been to. The bill is still before the Sen- 
ate as in Committee of the Whole and open to amendment. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

Mr. DAWES. I inquire of the Senator from Tennessee if this is not 
embodied substantially in the District appropriation bill ? 

Mr. HARRIS. I am informed by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. 
PLUME], who has in charge the appropriation bill, that it is substan- 
tially the same, 

Mr. DAWES. If that passes, will there be any need of passing this 
bill? 

Mr. HARRIS. Probably not, but it is very desirable to put it in a 
double form so that the object shall be accomplished. ` 

Mr. DAWES. I agree that the object should be attained. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Senate insist on its amendments and 
ask for a conference with the House of Representatives upon the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Iask the attentioa of the Senator from Tennessee 
for a moment. I should have spoken earlier while the bill was prop- 
erly under discussion. I do not know the precise scope of it, but I 
rise just to enter briefly upon the record my protest against certain 
conduct of the commissioners of the District of Columbia. 

The inaugural ceremonies are going to fill this city with a multitude. 
The people on foot are confined to the sidewalks, very properly. I 
make no objection to the proposed arrangement by which ropes shall 
be run along the curb and the people be confined strictly to the walks; 
but by some authority or without authority—I Sppe by the author- 
ity of the commissioners of the District of Columbia—yarious persons 


are not only filling up the reservations in some cases recklessly, with 
danger to the trees and other public property, not only filling up the 
reservations with the great stands for the accommodation of the public, 
to which I make no objection, but they are now authorizing private citi- 
zens to cover the sidewalks also with these unsightly structures. They 
have perhaps the technical right to do it 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Debate proceeds by unanimous con- 
sent. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I beg pardon. 
ment that this was the bill—— 

Mr. HARRIS. I can only say to the Senator, if he will allow me, 
that this bill simply provides for what everybody recognizes, I think, 
7 here, an increase of the police force of the Dis- 

c 

As to the matter that the Senator suggests, I have no information as 
to the authority upon which those things were done, and they are as 
ori stark to my eye as they are to the eye of the Senator from Con- 
necticu 

Mr. HAWLEY. Ishould have spoken earlier, because I think an 
amendment would have been in order onthat bill to prevent the doing 
of 5 the future. 

e ENT pro tempore appointed as the conferees on the 

of the Senate Mr. Harris, Mr. SPOONER, and Mr. FARWELL. EF 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the joint resolution (H. 
Res. 266) to print the eulogies on James N. Burnes, of Missouri; in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the House had non-concurred in 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 10832) for the estab- 
lishment of a light-house with fog-bell on Oyster-Beds Shoal, in the 
Hudson River, New York, 8 Syaieg the conference asked by the Senate 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed 
Mr. CLARDY, Mr. LAGAN, and Mr. BROWN of Virginia managers at the 
conference on the part of the House. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills ; and they were thereupon signed by 
the President pro tempore: 

A bill (S. 1311) granting an increase of pension to Samuel J. Murphy, 
of Marengo, Iowa; 

A bill (8. 1319) granting a pension to Ann Slater; 

A bill (S. 2008) granting a pension to Cyrus Tuttle; 

A bill (S. 2310) granting a pension to Rosalia Junk; 

A bill (S. 2334) granting a pension to Mary J. Byrd; 

A bill (S. 2344) granting a pension to Minnie A. Bailey; 

A bill (S. 2690) granting a pension to John Gallagher; 

A bill (S. 2758) granting a pension to Susan P. Murdock; 

A bill (8. 2216 granting a pension to James M. Frost; 

A bill (S. 2816) to authorize the construction of a bridge for railway 
purposes across the Mississippi River between the States of Wisconsin 
and oe to be located north of and in the vicinity of the city of 

, 

A bill (S. 3091) granting a pension to John Corr; 

A bill (S. 3198) granting a pension to Mary Murphy; 

A bill (S. 3269) granting a pension to Theresia Fichter; 

A bill (S. pated for the relief of Mrs, Elizabeth E. Groff; 

A bill (S. 3387) granting a pension to Charles S. Hamilton; 

A bill (S. 3421) granting a pension to Mary B. McVean; 

A bill (S. 3423) granting a pension to Irene Rucker Sheridan, widow 
of General P. H. Sheridan; 

A bill (8. 3588) granting a pension to Ellen B. Farr; 

A bill (S. 3762) granting a pension to Nancy Polock; 

A bill (H. R. 325) for the relief of Mrs. Mary T. Duncan; 

A bill (H. R. 3721) authorizing the President to appoint William 
English an officer in the regular Army of the United States; 

A bill (H. R. 5032) to extend the limits of the collection district ot 
Memphis; 

A bill (H. R. 7028) to admit to registry the steamer George H. Parker; 

A bill (H. R. 7066) providing for the establishment of a light-house 
at or near the mouth of the Siuslaw River, in the State of Oregon, and 
not to exceed in cost the sum of $80,000; 

A bill (H. R. 7186) to authorize the Leavenworth and Rio Grande 
Railway Company to construct and operate a railway through the In- 
dian Territory, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 11216) to authorize the Union Gas Company to lay 
conduit pipes across the Ohio River; 

A bill (H. R. 11342) providing for the re-establishment of the light- 
house at Point Isabel, Texas; 

A bill (H. R. 11643) providing for the establishment of a life-saving 
station and life-saving crew at mouth of Coquille River, Oregon; 

A bill (H. R. 11901) to authorize the city of Lake View, III., to erect 
a crib in Lake Michigan for water-works p $ 

A bill (H. R. 12113) for the establishment of a light-house and steam 
fog-signal on the outer breakwater at the harbor of Chicago, III.; 


It did not occur to me at the mo- 
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A bill (H. R. 12310) providing for the establishment of certain lights 
on the coast of Mississippi; 

A bill (H. R. 12414) to amend section 2579 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States; and 

A bill (H. R. 12431) providing for the construction ot a steam-tender 
for service on the Great Lakes. 


WASHINGTON AQUEDUCT TUNNEL. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I ask unanimous consent, a little out of time, to 
present a report from a committee. 

The P IDING OFFICER (Mr. PLATT in the chair). The Chair 
will receive the report, if there be no objection. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, I am instructed by the joint select committee 
raised by a concurrent resolution of the two Houses at the last session 
on the subject of the Washington Aqueduct tunnel and the water 
supply to submit a report in writing, together with the report of the 
board of expert engineers employed by the committee, the testimony 
of the engineers, and two amendments which we intend to propose to 
the deficiency appropriation bill, which I ask may be referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations. There is a large mass of other testi- 
mony and a large mass of drawings, papers, cross sections, etc., which I 
shall ask leave to file with the Secretary of the Senate as a part of this 
report, or an appendix to it rather, without bringing them into the 
Senate Chamber. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Vermont makes a 
report—— 

. EDMUNDS. I have described what it is, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be received and ordered to be 
printed, The amendments which accompany the report will be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed, and 
leave will be given to file the testimony with the Secretary of the Senate. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The testimony and other papers. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator desire that that tes- 
timony shall be printed ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Notat present until the papers are carefully looked 
over. There is a good deal of it, perhaps, that need not be printed at 
all. Ishall make a subsequent motion about that. 


COURT IN INDIAN TERRITORY, 


Mr. VEST. I desire to submit a conference report. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The report will he received. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Are the papers here? 

Mr. VEST. The 8 858 are here. 

The Chief Clerk read the report, as ſollows: 


The committee of conference on the disa ing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 1874) to change the eastern and 
northern judicial districts of Texas, and for other 1 having met, aſter 
full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their 

tive Houses as follows: 

‘That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter 
Brees to be inserted by said amendment, insert the following: 

“That a United States court is hereby established, whose jurisdiction shall 
extend over the Indian Territory, bounded as follows, to wit: North by the 
State of east by the States of Missouri and Arkansas, south by the State 
of Texas, west by the State of Texas and the Territory of New Mexico; and a 
j uoge sball be fe cheng. for said court by the President of the United States, by 
and with the advice and consent of the Senate, who shall hold his office for a 
term of four years, and until his successor is appointed and qualified, ang receive 
asalary of $3,500 per annum, to be paid from the Treasury of the United States 
in like manner as the salaries of judges of United States district courts. 

„Sud. 2. That there shall be appointed by the President, by and with the ad 
vice and consent of the Senate, an attorney and marshal of said court, who shall 
continue in office for four years, and until their successors be duly appointed 
and qualified, and they shall discharge the like duties and receive the same 
fees and salary as now received by the United States attorney and marshal for 
the western district of Arkansas, The said marshal may appoint one or more 
deputies, who shall have the same powers, perform the like duties, and be re- 
movable in like manner as other deputy United States marshals; and said mar- 
shal shall give bond, with two or more sureties, to be approved by the judge of 
said court, in the sum of $10,000, conditioned as by law required in regard to the 
bonds of other Unitea States marshals. 

“See, 3. Thata clerk of said court shall be meet pr by the judge thereof, who 
shall reside and keep his office at the place of holding said court. Said clerk 
shall perform the same duties, be subject to the same liabilities, and shall re- 
ceive the same fees and compensation as the clerk of the United States court of 
the western district of Arkansas; and before entering upon his duties he shall 
aire bond in the sum of $10,000, with two or more sureties, to be approved by 
B he judge of said court, conditioned that he will discharge his duties as required 


y law. 
“SEC, 4. That the judge by ays under the provisions of this act shall take 
the same oath required by law to be taken by the judges of the district courts 


of the United States; and the oath, when taken as in such cases provided, shall 
be duly certified by the officer before whom the same shall have been taken to 
the clerk of the court herein established, to be by him recorded in the records 
of said court, The clerk, marshal, and deputy marshals shall take before the 
judge of said court the oath uired by law of the clerk, marshal, and deputy 
marshals of United States district courts, the same to be entered of record in 
said court as provided by law in like cases. ~ 

“Sec, 5. That the court hereby established shall have exclusive original juris- 
diction over all offenses against the laws of the United States committed within 
the Indian Territory as in this act defined, not punishable by death or by im- 
prisonment at hard labor. 

“Sec, 6. That the court hereby established shall have jurisdiction in all civil 
cases between citizens of the United States who are residents of the Indian Ter- 
ritory, or between citizens of the United States, or of any State or Territory 
therein, and any citizen of or person or persons residing or found inthe Indian 
Territory, and when the value of the thing in controversy or damages or money 
claimed shall amount to $100or more: Provided, That nothing herein contained 
shall be so construed as to give the court jurisdiction over controversies be- 
tween persons of Indian blood only: And provided further, That all laws and 
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— of laws prohibiting the citizens or members of the tribes of the Cherokee, 
octaw, Creek, Chickasaw, and Seminole Nations, in their individual capacit¥, 
from entering into contracts with citizens of the United States, except as to co 
tracts for the conveyance of real estate in fee, and also prohibiting either of said 
nations from entering into leases or contracts for mining be. and the same 
are hereby, repealed; and said court shall have jurisdiction over all controver- 
sies arising out of said mining leases and of all questions of eer yaaa in- 
vasions thereof where the amount involved exteeds the sum of 8100. 

“That the provisions of chapter 18, Title XIII, of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States, shall govern such court so far as applicable: Provided, That the 
practice, pleadings, and forms of proceeding in civil causes shall conform, as near 
as may be, to the practice, pleadings, and forms of, 1 at the time 
in like causes in the courts of record of the State of Arkansas, any rule of court to 
the contrary notwithstanding; and the plaintiff shall be entitled to like reme- 
dies by attachment or other process against the property of the defendant, and 
for like causes, as now provided by the laws of said State. 

“The final judgment or decree of the court hereby established, in cases where 
the value of the matter in dispute, exclusive of costs, to be ascertained by the 
oath of either party or of other competent witnesses, exceeds $1,000 may be re- 
viewed and reversed or affirmed in the Supreme Court of the United States 
upon writ of error or appeal, in the same manner and under the same regula- 
tions as the final judgments and decrees of a circuit court. 

“Sec. 7, That two terms of said court shall be held each year at Muscogee, in 
said Territory, on the first Monday in April and September, and such special 
sessions as may be necessary for the dispatch of the business in said court at 
such times as the judge may deem expedient; and he may adjourn such 
sessions to any other time previous to a regular term; and 
procure suitable rooms for the use and occupation of court hereby created. 

“ Sec, 8. That all proceedings in said court shall be had in the English lan- 
guage; and bona fide male residents of the Indian Territory, over twenty-one 
2 of age, and understanding the English language sufficient! 

end the proceedings of the court, shall be competent to serve as ju 
court, but shall be subject to exemptions and challe as provided by law in 
regard to jurors in the district court for the western ct of Arkansas, 

Sc. 9. That the jurors shall be selected as follows: The court at its regular 
terms shall select three jury commissioners, possessing the qualifications pre- 
scribed for jurymen, and who have no suits in court requiring the intervention 
ofa jury; and the same persons shall not act as jury commissioners more than 
sno = the — eyear. The judge shall administer to each commissioner the 

‘ollowing oath: 

vou do swear to discharge faithfully the duties required of you as jury com- 
missioner; that you will not knowingly select any one as juryman whom you 
believe unfit and not qualified; that you will not make known toany one the 
name of any juryman selected bY you and reported on your list to the court 
until after the commencement of the next term of this court; that you willnot, 
directly or indirectly, converse with any one 3 you as a juryman ra 
cerning the merits 17 85 7 cause or procedure to be tried at the next term of th 
you God. 


court; so hel 

“Sec, 10. That the jury commissioners, after they have been appointed and 
sworn, shall retire to a jury-room, or some other apartment designated by the 
judge, and be kept free from the intrusion of any person, and shall not separate 
without leave ofthe court until they have completed the duties required of them; 
that they shall select from the bona fide male residents of the tory such 
number of qualified persons as the court shall designate, not less than sixty, free 
from all legal exception, of fair characterand approved integrity, of sound judg- 
ment and reasonable information, to serve as petit jurors at the next term of 
court; shall write names of such persons on separate pieces of peperot asnear the 
same size and appearance as may be, and fold the same so that the names thereon 
may not be seen. The names so written and folded shall be then deposited in 
a box, and after they shall be shaken and well mixed, the commissioners shall 
draw from said box the names of thirty-seven 3 by one, and record 
the same as drawn, which record shall be certified and signed by the commis- 
sioners, and indorsed ‘List of petit jurors.’ 

“Sec. 11. That the said commissioners shall then proceed to draw in like man- 
ner twelve other names, which shall be recorded in like manner on another 
paper, which shall be certified and signed by the commissioners, and indorsed 

List of alternate petit jurors.’ The two lists shall be inclosed and sealed 80 
that the contentscan not be seen, and indorsed ‘ List of petit jurors,’ designat- 
ing for what term of the court they are to serve, which indorsement shall be signed 
by the commissioners, and the same shall be delivered to the judge in open 
court; and the judge shall deliver the lists to the clerk in open court, and ad- 
minister to the clerk and his deputies the following oath: 

Mou do swear that you will not open the jury-lists now delivered to you; 
that you will not, directly or indirectly, converse with any one selected asa 
petit juror concerning any suit pending and for trial in this court at the next 
term, unless by leave of the court; so help you God.’ 

“Sec, 12. That within thirty days before the next term, and not before, the clerk 
shall open the envelopes and make a fair copy of the Jist of petit jurors and of 
alternate petit jurors, and go the same to the marshal, who I. at least fif- 
teen days prior to the first day of the next term, summon the persons named as 
petit Jaros and alternate petit jurors to attend on the first day of said term as 
petit jurors, by giving personal notice to each, or by leaving a written notice at 
ao place of residence with some person over ten years of age and there 
residing. . 

That the marshal shall return said lists with a statement in writing of the date 
and manner in which each juror was summoned; and if any aro or alternate 
legally summoned shall to attend he may be attached and fined or commit- 
ted as for contempt. 

That if there hall not be a sufficient number of competent petit jurors and 
alternates present, and not excused, to form a petit jury, the court may compel 
the attendance of such absentees or order other competent persons to be sum- 
moned to complete the juries. 

“BSEC, 13, Thatifforany cause the jury commissioners shall not int or shall 
fail to select a petit jury as proiden, or the panels selected be se! de, or the 
jury-list returned in court shall be lost or destroyed, the court shall order the 
marshal to summon & petit jury of the number hereinbefore designated, who 
shall be sworn to perform the duties of petit jurorsas if they had been regularly 
selected; and this provision shall also apply in the formation of petit juries for. 
the first term of the court. The want of qualification of any person selected 
juror under section 10 of this aet shall not necessarily operateas cause of challenge 
to the whole panel. 

~“ SEC. 14. t the fees of the jurors and witnesses before said court herein 
created shall be the same as are vided in the district court of the United 
States for the western district of Arkansas. 

“Seo. 15. That in all criminal trials had in said court in which a jury shall be 
demanded and in which the defendant or defendants shall be citizens of the 
United States none but citizens of the United States shall be competent jurors. 

“ Sec. 16, That the judge of the court herein established shall have the same 
authority to issue writs of habeas corpus, injunctions, mandamus, and other re- 
medial process as exists in the circuit courts of the United States. 

* SEC. 17. That the Chickasaw Nation and the portion of the Choctaw Nation 
within the following boundaries, to wit: Beginning on Red River at the south- 
east corner of the octaw Nation; thence north with the boundary-line be- 
tween the said Choctaw Nation and the State of Arkansas to a point where Bi; 

n tributary of the Black Fork of the Kimishi River, crosses the said 
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boundary-line; F 
Junction of the said Black Fo rk with Buffalo Creek; then 
int where the in is roamed b 


ilized shall, 
aia seat ct tac anaaen bation of the State of Texas for judicial 


2 Bro. 18. That the counties of Lamar, Fannin, Red River, and Delta of the State 
of Texas, and all that part of the Indian Terri attached to barge op peer 
judicial district of the o of Texas by the ons of this act, shall consti- 
tute a division of the eastern judicial district of Texas; and terms of the cireuit 
and district courts of the U States for the said eastern district of the State 
of Texas shall ee each year at the city of Paris on the third Mon- 
days in April and the second Mondays in October; and the United States courts 
herein provided to be held at Paris shall have exclusive original jurisdiction of 
all offenses committed against the laws of the United States within the limits of 
that portion of the Indian Territory attached to the eastern judicial district of 
the State of Texas by the provisions of this act, of which ja ictionis not 
by this act to the court herein established in the Indian Territory; and 
ns resident or found in the said counties of Lamar 
cognizable before the United States courte, shall 
be made returnable to the courts, respectively, to be held at the city of Paris 
Tex, and all utions for offenses committed in either of said last-mentioned 

be tried di of district of which said — U 
part: Provided, tno issued or prosecution commen or 
suit instituted or eee before the passage of this act shall be in any 


way affected by the provisions hereof. 
„xc. 19. That the. judge of the eastern judicial district of the State of Texas 
shall ap P ES AL ROA SOND, OED shall reside at the city of Paria, in the 
mar, 
“Suc. 20. That every n whoshall, in the Indian Territory, willfully and 
Bstracti — “4 the 


passage of 

cars thereon, or to throw them off the track, shall be deemed 

gate o ee malicious mi mischief, and, on conviction thereof, shall be 2 E 
R prisonment — ov ote notmore than twenty years: Provid 

—— vd, or other person shall either directly 

deena mapas ò of said obst — ia, saig Up: rA up, removing, burning, or de- 

eni ephe eas y of murder, and, 


and intentionally 


any of the perty Sanoat shall be deemed 
. e akelt bean 1 
$500 and for any time not more than one 


of 
using indecent gestures, threatening lan or 3 any violence of 
any kind to or upon any person so r uli, or tater or act- 
ingin — * panner that i calculated be ebe t, or — 


congre- 
gation, conviction thereof, be risonment for any 
o not excoeding sixty T or both such fine 


al 
imprisoned at hard lors, alders am not less than one nor more than fifteen 


“So, 24. That every person who shall, in the Indian Territory, knowingly 


mere alter the mark or brand of any animal the contrat) 
the ropan of another, or who shall — a4 y administer an 

ously expose any poisonous substance wi the intent that i Damna MAT 
be taken by any of the aforesaid animals, or shall willfully and he 
any means wha’ , kill, maim, or wound any of the 1 
be deemed guilty of malicious ef, and, on conviction thereof, be sen- 
tenced to imprisonment for a of not than six months, or a fine of 
not more than or both such fine andim and in case the animal 
shall have or red bysaid malicious jury the 


mischief, the trying 
which the owner of the animal shall 


case shall assess the 8 of be 
n addition to the sentence aforesaid, the 


have sustained b. — thereoſ, and. in 


court shall render judgment in nS of the injured for — the 
amount of the damages so. the jury, for w said amount execution 
may issue — the defendant and his property. 

“Sec. 25. if any pemos, in the Indian t another tag a 


country, assaul 
deadly weapon, instrument, or other thing, with an intent to inflict „ 
person of anoth another a bodily inj 


where no considerable 
or where the — —— ser assault — an aban and 8 
disposition, he shall be and, on convic- 
„ pyr e leenay Vana 
dollarsandimprisoned not exceeding one y 


sly and — ee Bre on fire any 

tent to destroy 
shall be fined in 
six months, or both, 


“Seo, 27. That sootions 28 24, and 25 of this act shall not be so construed as to 
apply to offenses committed by one Indian upon the person or property of an- 


“Sec. 28. That all laws and 8 of laws inconsistent with the provisions of 
this act be, and the same are h repeal: 
Amend the title so as to read: A bill ko establish a United States courtin the 
Indian Territory, and for other purposes.” 
Senate agree to the same. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The conference report was presented 
during the execution of a prior order of the Senate, and was received 
by the Chair upon the ground that it was a privileged report. The 
question now is, „ Will the Senate proceed to its consideration? 

Mr. HARRIS, If we can come to a vote without debate, I shall be 
glad to have the report disposed of. Otherwise I shall feel compelled 
to object. 

Mr. VEST. I think it will not lead to debate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is, Will the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the report? 

The question was decided in the affirmativé. 

ae PRESIDING OFFICER. Shall the report be adopted? 

The report was concurred in, 


CONSIDERATION OF HOUSE BILLS, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair would remark that twenty- 
three minutes have been consumed in the consideration of the conference 
report. 

Mr. HARRIS. Knowing as I do that every moment that we spend 
in the consideration of Senate bills at this late hour of the Fiftieth 
Congress is a moment wasted, I ask unanimous consent that the re- 
maining hours to be spent on the Calendar be devoted to the consider- 
ation of House bills favorably reported. 

Several SENATORS. That is right. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Tennessee asks 
unanimous consent that the remainder of the three hours which were 
ordered by the Senate to be spent in the consideration of the Calendar 
may be devoted to the consideration of House bills only. 

Mr. PASCO. If there can be an exception made in reference to the 
Florida Indian war claims bill, I shall not object. That bill does not 
come within the description of bills referred to by the Senator from 
‘Tennessee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Florida ob- 
ject? 

Mr, PASCO. If the Senator from Tennessee will make an exception 
in favor of that bill I shall not object. 

Mr. HARRIS. I should be very glad even to make that exception 
and get the rule so modified as we may devote our time to the 
consideration of House bills; but I hardly think the Senator from Flor- 
ida ought to ask me to make such an exception. 

Mr. CALL. I suggest to the Senator from Tennessee to allow us by 
unanimous consent to take that bill up at thismoment. I think prob- 
ably there will be no objection at all to it. 

Mr. HARRIS. I will modify my request so as to except from it the 
bill referred to by the Senator from Florida, though I do not think the 
Senators from Florida ought to ask it. 

Mr. PASCO. I appreciate very much the courtesy of the Senator 
from Tennessee, and I withdraw my objection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Tennessee now 
asks unanimous consent—— 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator from Florida withdraws his objection, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state the question. 
The Senator from Tennessee asks ufanimous consent that for the re- 
mainder of the time to be devoted to the consideration of the Calen- 
dar House bills shall be considered, with the exception of what is 
known as the Florida Indian hostilities bill. 

Mr. HARRIS. I understood that the request for that exception was 
withdrawn. 

Mr. CALL. Ob, no. 

Mr. HARRIS. I so understood. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? 

Mr. PASCO. The Senator from Tennessee made that exception, and 
I he will consent that it shall stand. 

‘The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair hears no objection, and 
the House bills on the Calendar will be considered in their ord 


er. 
COMMITTEE ON ENROLLED BILLS. 


Mr. BOWEN submitted the following resolution; which was referred 
to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the 
Senate: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Enrolled Bi eee authorized 
to employ aclerk during the remainder of the present session at a compensa- - 


tion of % per diem, to be paid out of the — fund of the Senate u 
— to bs approved by the chairman of said committee. x Se 


AMENDMENT TO DEFICIENCY BILL. 


Mr. PADDOCK, from the Committee on Improvement of the Missis- 
sippi River, reported an amendment intended to be proposed to the 
deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

SALE OF LAND IN HOUSTON, TEX. 

The bill (H. R. 5690) authorizing the Secretary of 3 
sell block of land 108 in the city of Houston, Tex., was considered 
in Committee of the Whole. It authorizes the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to sell, either at private or public sale, the interest held by the 
United States in and to block 108, situated in the city of Houston, Tex., 


1889. 
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on the south side of Buffalo Bayou, and to make a quitclaim deed to | The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. 


e purchaser thereof. 


Mr. SPOONER. I move to strike out the preamble. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to| The PRESIDING OFFICER. That will be in order after the pas- 


a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
PRIVATE LAND CLAIMS. 


The bill (H. R. 7643) to establish a United States Jand court and to 

vide for a judicial investigation and settlement of private land claims 

the Territory of New Mexico and in the State of Colorado was an- 
nounced as next in order. x 

Mr. HAW . If, as I understand, this House bill is Lg sis 
be amended by substituting the old Senate bill that we have d 
60 much, I think it can not be attended to in a five-minute debate. 

‘he PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Connecticut objects 
to the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I understand the amendment proposed to this bill 
fone eld Senate bill that was so much discussed concerning Mexican 

d ts. 

Mr. RANSOM. The substitute is substantially the Senate bill. 
There is a difference in one respect as to the character of the tribunal 
before whom cases are to be tried. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Iam obliged to object because I am sure it can 
not be discussed under the five-minute rule. 

Mr. RANSOM. I wish the Senator would allow the bill to be con- 
bidered. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Connecticut ob- 
jects, and the next House bill will be stated. 

PAYMENT FOR A CONDEMNED ALLEY. 

The bill (H. R. 7864) to reappropriate to pay for alley condemned 

[p square numbered 493 was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

t provides that of the surplus that has been covered into the Treasury 
bf the sum appropriated by the act approved June 30, 1880, entitled 
„An act making appropriations for the District of Columbia for the 
year ending June 30, 1881,“ for amount due property owners for 
ground condemned and used for alleys, there be reappropri so 
much as will be sufficient to pay, with interest at the rate of 6 per 
cent. per annum from August 6, 1870, todate the persons entitled to the 
amount awarded by the jury of condemnation for the land taken for an 
alley through square numbered 493, in the city of Washington, in the 
District of Columbia. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
n third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ANDREW J. NEWGENT. 

The bill (H. R. 5212) for the relief of Andrew J. Newgent was an- 
nounced as next in order. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is reported adversely and does not come 
under the rule. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands the bill, beig 
reported adversely, ought not to have been called under this order, an 
therefore it retains its place on the Calendar. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly. 

HEIRS OF WILLIAM R. M’KEE. 

The bill (H. R. 10082) to amend an act entitled An act for the re- 
lief of the widow and orphan children of Col. William R. McKee, late 
of Lexington, Ky., was considered asin Committee of the e It 

vides that the Commissioner of the General Land Office, to car: 

to effect the grant of one quarter-section each to the children of Col. 
William R. McKee, made in the second section of the act of which 
this is an amendment, shall issue to his surviving children and grand- 
children, or the owners or holders thereof, other certificates for those 
they now hold, which new certificates they may enter and locate for 
themselves upon any lands in satisfaction of the grant of the class de- 
scribed in the act to which this is an amendment. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. 

Mr. HAWLEY. It is fair to say that the Senator from Vermont [Mr. 
EDMUNDS] objected to this bill when it was under consideration before, 
but he has told me since that he would make no further objection to it. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and 


passed 
HEIRS OF JOHN H. NEWMAN. 


The bill (H. R. 834) for the relief of the heirs of John H. Newman, 
deceased, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It recites 
whereas it appears of record that at its December term, 1874, the 
art of Claims, in the case of John H. Newman ts, The United States, 
8 a judgment in favor of Newman for the proceeds of fifty bales 
cotton, valued at $177.55 per bale, when, under the proof, the court 
adjudged that the claimant was entitled to the proceeds of two hun- 
and thirty bales; and therefore the bill directs the Secretary of the 
to pay to the legal representatives of John H. Newman, de- 
ceased, late of the county of Warren, Mississippi, $32,679.20, balance due 
m account of captured cotton, as shown by the opinion of the court in 
dering the ju ent; and that the amount be paid out of the pro- 
ceeds of captured and abandoned property now in the Treasury; but a 
pae amount of money shall not be paidin satisfaction of this claim 
the amount received and paid into the Treasury as the net pro- 
ceeds of the sale of the cotton alleged to have been taken. 


sage of the bill. . 

Mr. GEORGE. If an amendment is made striking out the preamble 
the bill will have to go back to the House of Representatives. 

Mr. SPOONER. Very well; I withdraw the motion. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and 


passed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
preamble, 

Mr, SPOONER. I do not desire to endanger the passage of the bill 
by insisting on the motion to strike out the preamble, and I therefore 
withdraw the motion. 

The preamble was agreed to. 


LANDS IN LOUISIANA, 


The bill (H. R. 9423) to restore to the public domain and to regu- 
late the sale and disposition of certain lands east of the Mississi 
River, in the State of Louisiana, was considered as in Committee of 
the Whole. 

The Committee on Public Lands reported an amendment to add the 
following proviso to the bill: 

Provided, That the provisions of this act shall be limited to the lands claimed 
by actual settlers for purposes of ue corn whose titles are now incomplete, 
within the limits of the Donaldson and tt, Daniel Clark, and Conway grants, 
and that after setting apart to each of said settlers not to exceed 160 acres, the 
residue of the public lands within said shall continue to be, as they are 
now, a ee the public domain: Surther, That ing in this 
act shal preclude the State of Louisiana from enforcjngita claim to said residue 
of public lands under the acts of Congress granting Swamp lands to the several 
States of the Union. 


The amendment was agreed to. — 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move that the Senate insist on its amendment and 
ask for a conference with the House of Representatives thereon. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Presiding Officer was authorized to ap- 
point the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. PLUME, Mr. 
TELLER, and Mr, WALTHALL were appointed. 


HAYEM & TAYLOR. 


The bill (H. R. 6394) for the relief of Hayem & Taylor was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Private Land Claims 
with an amendment, in line 12, after the word their,“ to insert ‘‘ co- 
tenants; so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That all the right, title, claim, and interest of the United 

to certain tracts of land in the ish of in the State of Lou 

and described as a tract of land near the town of New Iberia, in said State, an 
further described in the official maps of the General Land Office of the United 
States as section 13, township 11 south, range 6 east, late southwest district of 

i conta 221.83 acres, be, and the same is hereby, granted and con- 
veyed to Hayem & Taylor, successors of Hayem, Taylor & De Blanc, their 
co-tenants, successors, transferees, vendees, and assignees: Provided, That this 
SC E cee a oa 
nor create any liability on the part of the United Slates. 8 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as 

Mr. GIBSON. The Senator from Nevada [Mr. STEWART] reported 
the amendment, which is found in line 12, to insert the word “‘co-ten- 
ants. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That has been agreed to. 

Mr. GIBSON. The Senator from Nevada stated to me that he was 
willing to withdraw that amendment. I have sent for him and sup- 

he will be in the Chamber ina moment. I ask that the bill be 
informally laid aside until he comes in. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. At the request of the Senator from 
Louisiana the bill will be informally laid aside until the Senator from 
Nevada comes in. 

Mr. GIBSON subsequently said: The bill (H. R. 6394) for the relief 
of Hayem & Taylor was before the Senate and under consideration 
and I asked that it might be laid aside until the Senator from Nevada 
[Mr. STEWART] entered the Chamber. He is now present. 

Mr. HARRIS. That bill has been reported to the Senate, and it is 
for the Senator from Nevada to say whether he wants the amendment’ 
concurred in or not. | 

Mr. STEWART. That amendmentIshouldlike to withdraw. We 
find on investigation that the amendment is not necessary, and I there - 
fore ask leave to withdraw it. i 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on concurring in the 
amendment made as in Committee of the ole. 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and 


passed. 
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GEORGE B. HANSELL. 


The bill (H. R. 5336) for the relief of George B. Hansell was considered 
asinCommitteeofthe Whole. Itdirects theSecretary of the Treasury to 
pay toGeorge B. Hansell, of Washington, D. C., $373, or somuch thereof 
as hemay find to be required to pay the necessary and actual traveling 
expenses incurred by him in traveling from Sitka, Alaska, to Washing- 
ton, after his discharge from the United States Revenue-Marine Service 
in 1870. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

W. H. BOYD. , 


The bill (H. R. 5888) for the relief of W. H. Boyd was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. It directs the Sécretary of the Treasury to 
pay to W. II. Boyd, late a commissioned captain of the Eleventh Regi- 
ment of United States Colored Troops, the full pay and allowances of a 
captain from March 4, 1864, to October 20, 1864, less any moneys that 
may have been paid him by the United States forservices rendered during 
that time. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

REVOCATION OF WITHDRAWAL OF RAILROAD LANDS. 


The next House bill on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. 11006) to 
rovide for the revocation of the withdrawal of lands made for the 
Benefit of certain railroads, and for other purposes. 
Mr. PLUMB. The provisions of that bill have already been em- 
bodied in another bill, and it may as well go over. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over with- 
out prejudice, 
UNION GAS COMPANY. 
Mr. FRYE. The next bill on theCalendar, being the bill (S. 3472) 
to authorize the Union Gas Company to lay conduit pipes across the 
Ohio River, should be indefinitely postponed, as a bill for the same 


has passed both Houses. 
* The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be so ordered. 


JOHN FARLEY. 


The bill (H. R. 341) for the relief of John Farley was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. It directs the Secretary of the Treasury to 
pay to John Farley, of Madison County, Kentucky, $118.28, in full of 
the amount due him for commissary supplies furnished the Army of 
the United States in 1862. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

OTTER CREEK LIGHT. 


The next House bill on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. 5716) for 
establishing a light at the mouth of Otter Creek, Lake Champlain. 

Mr. FRYE. Let that bill be over for the present without 
prejudice. Ishould like to look at the amendments reported. Some 
of them have been disposed of. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over with- 
out prejudice. 

INSTRUCTIONS TO JURIES. 

The bill (H. R. 6896) to require the United States circuit and district 
judges to instruct the jury in writing in certain cases was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was re from the Committee on the Judiciary with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and in lieu thereof 
to insert: 


ractice, 
and such written instructions shall be taken by the jury on theirretirement, re- 
turned with their verdict, and retained with the files, and be a part of the reo- 
ord in each case. 

The amendment was to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

‘The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I move that the Senate insist upon its 
amendment and ask a conference with the House of Representatives 
on the bill and amendment. 

The motion was to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the of the Senate, and Mr. WILSON of 
Iowa, Mr. EVARTS, and Mr. VEsT were appointed. 

S. DILLINGER & SONS. 


The bill (H. R. 6591) for the relief of S. Dillinger & Sons was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It directs the Secretary of the 
Treasury to pay to S. Dillinger & Sons, of Westmoreland County, Penn- 
sylvania, $396.90, for stamps paid for distilled spirits on the 17th of 
June, 1881, which spirits were destroyed by fire on the same day, be- 
fore the stamps were received at the distillery. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


NORTHERN PACIFIC RAILROAD LAND GRANT. 


The next House bill on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. 9151) to 
forfeit certain lands granted to the Northern Pacific Railroad Company, 
and for other pu z : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. This bill was read at length in Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the 1st of October, 1888. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think that bill had better be passed over in- 
formally. I think the subject-matter is in conference, and this bill 
had better be passed over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over with- 
out prejudice. 

SCHOOL FARMS IN BEAUFORT COUNTY, SOUTH CAROLINA. 

The bill (H. R. 8053) to extend the time for the redemption of school 
farms in Beaufort County, South Carolina, was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. It extends for one year the time prescribed for! 
the redemption of school farms in Beaufort County, South Carolina, by; 
the act entitled An act to provide for the redemption and sale of the 
school-farm lands now held in Beaufort County, South Carolina, by the 
United States, approved March 3, 1887. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN JONES. 


The bill (H. R. 483) for the relief of Elizabeth Jones, widow of John 
Jones, deceased, and to place the name of said John Jones on the mus- 
ter-rolls of Company B, Second Regiment North Carolina Mounted In- 
ſantry, was considered as in Committee of the ole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs with 
an amendment, in line 5, after the word Infantry,” to strike out 
and that he be mustered from“ and insert as a private mustered’ 
into the service on;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be il enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and is hereby, directed to 

lace the name of John Jones on the muster-rolls of Company B, nd North | 
rolina Mounted Infantry, as a private mustered into the service on the 12th 
day of October, 1863. | 

Mr. WALTHALL. The amendment only affects the phraseology of 
the bill and does not affect the substance. It may be withdrawn. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment is withdrawn. “is 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

REV. WILLIAM GREGSTON. 


The bill (H. R. 10481) for the relief of Rev. William Gregston was, 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to pay to Rev. 
William Gregston, of Caldwell County, Kentucky, $150 for a horse 
taken from him by the Army of the United States during the late war. 

The bill was reported to the Senate withont amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. é 


J. M. HIATT & Co. 


The bill (H. R. 7924) for the relief of A. J. McCreary, administrator. 
of the estate of J. M. Hiatt, deceased, and for other purposes, was con-| 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The preamble recites that in the year 1878 the Osage Indians were in 
astate of destitution and suffering for the actual necessaries of life! 
owing to the inadequacy of the appropriation for them by Congress 
out of their fund, and that the tribe, MY nearly if not quite all its chiet 
councilors and headmen, appealed to the then Indian traders, J. M. 
Hiatt & Co., at the Osage agency (Pahuskey), Indian Territory, to ex- 
tend to the Osages a credit of from eight to ten dollars per capita, prom- 
ising payment out of their next annuity, which it was supposed would 
be ample for that purpose, which appeal was supported and the credit 
approved by Cyrus Beede, the then United States agent for the Osage’ 
Indians, as a matter of actual necessity; and that J. M. Hiatt & Co., 
pursuant to this appeal and relying thereon, did extend to the Osage! 
Indians a credit aggregating $16,759.99, keeping a careful, just, and 
true itemized account of all sold to each head of a family aud in- 
dividual, the goods being sold under supervision and advice of Paul 
Akin, United States interpreter, Governor Joe, Sam Bevenue, chief of, 
the half-breeds, and other chiefs and headmen, who were fully and 
freely consulted as to who were proper persons to receive credit and the 
amount thereof; and every precaution was taken to have the credit; 
fairly distributed to all the members of the tribe. But the next annu- 
ity, instead of being $15 per capita, as had been expected, was reduced’ 
to a little over $3 per capita, so that the payment of the credit so ex- 
tended was rendered impossible, and before the subsequent annuities’ 
were made sufficient ſor its payment, the Indian agent, Cyrus Beede, was 
superseded by an agent who, for unknown reason, resisted and defeated, 
the payment of the credit out of the annuities; that afterward, in the 
summer of 1880, the account was settled and adjusted as to items and 
amount, after a long and careful examination thereof by the governor 
and head chiefs constituting the business committee of the tribe, and 
there was thereby found to be due the firm of J. M. Hiatt & Co. $16,- 
759.99, and the governor and head chief requested the Secretary of the 
Interior to pay the same; and that by an act of the Forty-ninth Con- 
gress, approved July 14, 1886, the Secretary of the Treasury was ot 
thorized and directed to pay to J. M. Hiatt, only survivin ae 
J. M. Hiatt & Co., late traders for the Osage tribe of Indian, tof 
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money in the Treasury accruing to the tribe under an act of Con- 
gress approved June 16, 1880, the sum of $16,759.99, or so much 
thereof as may be found actually due the claimant; and an in- 
vestigation of the facts the Secretary of the Interior, without having 
any valid evidence affecting or impairing the justness or correctness of 
the accounts and the amount due thereon, declined to certify any 
gteater sum than $8,380, leaving still justly due the sum of $8,380 
and J. M. Hiatt has since died and A. J. McCreary has been appoin 
his administrator. The bill therefore proposes to direct the Secretary 
of the Treasury to pay to A. J. McCreary, administrator of the estate 
of J. M. Hiatt, survivor of J. M. Hiatt & Co., late traders for the 
Osage tribe of Indians, the sum of $8,380, in fall satisfaction of this 
demand against the Osage tribe of Indians. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


The preamble was agreed to. 
ELLEN P. MALLOY. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I wish to inquire about Order of Business 2442, 
being the bill (H. R. 6348) for the relief of Ellen P. Malloy, which was 
reported adversely. It is next on the Calendar. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. IbegtheSenator’s pardon. It was reconsidered 
the next day, and reported favorably by the Senator from Arkansas 
[Mr. Jones], as I understand. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator from Arkansas reported that bill ad- 
versely and it was postponed indefinitely, and then it appears on the 
Calendar *‘ reconsidered,” but it does not say what the report was upon 
reconsideration. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. My impression is that there was a mo- 


tion made to reconsider it for the purpose of bringing it back upon the 
Calendar. I do not remember making any favorable rt in the mat- 
ter, and I shall have to look to see. I ask that the bill be passed over 


for the present. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The record shows that the vote by 
which the bill was postponed indefinitely was reconsidered, and the 
bill placed on the Calendar with the adverse report of the committee. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. That is my recollection. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Then the bill should not pass. I ask that it may 
be put back 17 — 15 the Calendar. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Lask that it shall not be prejudiced, that it 
shall be placed on the Calendar without prejudice. 
> The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be passed over without preju- 

ice. 
HUDSON G. LAMKIN, 


The bill (H. R. 9464) for the relief of Hudson G. Lamkin was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to pay to Hudson 
G. Lamkin, of Dearborn County, Indiana, late a private in Company 
D, Third Regiment of Indiana Volunteer Cavalry, $125 for a horse be- 
longing to him which was lost in the service of the United States in 
the late war. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


F. H. BATES. 


The bill (H. R. 8272) to provide for the payment of F. H. Bates as 
military instructor at Washington High School, District of Columbia, 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to pay to 
F. H. Bates $300 in full for his services as military instructor at the 
Washington High School, in the District of Columbia, for the school 
term ending in June, 1884, one-half of the sum to be paid from the 
funds of the District of Columbia, and the other from the Treasury of 
the United States. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JURISDICTION IN ALABAMA, 


The next House bill on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. 4470) to 
regulate the jurisdiction of the United States district judges and of the 
courts over which they preside in the State of Alabama. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I object to that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Shall the bill be passed over with- 
out prejudice? 

Mr. SHERMAN. It may be passed over without prejudice. 

3 PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be passed over without preju- 
ice. 
ALFRED BREUER. 

The bill (H. R. 2688) for the relief of Alfred Breuer was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It directs the Secretary of the Navy 
to remove from the records the charge of desertion against Alfred 
Breuer, late of the United States Marine Corps; and, thereupon he 
shall be restored to all rights and privileges as fully as if the charge 
of desertion had never existed. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
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WILLIAM F. C. NINDEMANN. 


The bill (H. R. 7801) ſor the relief of William F. C. Nindemann, 
formerly a seaman in the Navy, was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It requires the proper accounting officers of the Treasury to 
readjust the accounts of William F. C. Nindemann, formerly a seaman 
in the Navy, serving on board the Arctic exploring steamer Jeannette, 
and to pay to him the difference between the pay of a seaman and the 
pay of a carpenter in the Navy, from the 29th of June, 1879, to the 1st 
of June, 1883. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

THOMAS MATHEWS AND OTHERS, 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 4581) for the relief of Thomas Mathews and others. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill has been previously con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole and read at length. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


BOY APPRENTICES IN THE NAVY. 


The bill (H. R. 10652) to encourage the enlistment of boys as appren- 
tices in the United States Navy was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. To encourage the enlistment of boys as apprentices in the 
United States Navy it authorizes the Secretary of the Navy to furnish 
as a bounty to each apprentice after his enlistment, and when first re- 
ceived on board of a training-ship, an outfit of clothing not to exceed 
in value $45. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. HALE. I offer certain pa in explanation of the bill just 

and ask that they be printed in the RECORD. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The papers will be printed in the 
RECORD, if there be no objection. 


The papers are as follows: 
Navy DEPARTMENT, 


BUREAU OF EQUIPMENT AND RECRUITING, 
Washington, January 17, 1889. 

Sır: Referring to House bill No. 10652 to authorize the granting of an outfit of 
clothing to boys or apprentices enlisted in the United States Navy to serve until 
they shall become twenty-one res of age, I have the honor to submit, in ad- 
dition to a copy of the letter of the Secretary of the Navy to the chairman of 
the Committee on Naval Affairs of the House of Representatives, the following 
extract from the report of the operations of the Bureau of Equipment and Re- 
cruiting, namely: The question of allowing apprentices an outfit of clothi 
is again urgently recommended, These lads receive only small pay ($9, $10, 81 
per 5 their training and when serving on board the regular cruis- 
ers, but the same rigid rule of neatness in dress required of others is applied to 
them. It often results, then, during their minority, that aaay of them hardly 
earn money enough to keep themselyes properly clothed. But a greater 
trouble occurs when they begin their service and are compelled to draw an out- 
fit of uniform clothing, which costs on the average about $45. As the regula- 
tions prohibit the issue of wpe A to persons in debt,or any gratification of 
leave of absence on shore saris the period of indebtedness, it results thatthese 
lads are kept confined to the ship in which they may serve, or within the limits 
of a shore command, until the debt to the Government is liquidated. The dis- 
piriting effect of this upon young growing boys 22 be imagined, but to be de- 
prived of a small amount of spending money and all e Se this inter- 
val of indebtedness is so discouragin, pens with theft 
of outfit, which is generally dis; e means to get 
away. I would recommend, then, an allowance of $45 worth of clothing to 
pea each Appronta when regularly enlisted and installed on board the train- 

ng-ship New Hampshire.“ 
“Navy DEPARTMENT, Washington, March 12, 1888, 


“Sir: The Department has, in accordance with the request of the committee, 
considered the bill (H. R. 4350) by which it is pro that sy 855 or appren- 
tice on his enlistment for service in the Navy during minority shall be provided. 
— = expense of the Government, with an outfit of clothing not to exceed 45 

value. 

The Department is of the opinion that the bill referred to, if it becomes a law, 
will have a highly beneficial effect. 

First. It will tend to lessen temptations to desertion in this branch of the 


that desertion often 
of in order to secure 


service, 

“The law authorizes the enlistment, with the consent of parents or guardians, 
of minors between fourteen and eighteen years of age to serve during their mi- 
nority. An outfit of bedding and clothing for each is indispensable and can not 
be furnished for less than about $45. The majority of those entering the service 
neither have nor can obtain the means to procure such outfit, They therefore 
become at once indebted to the Government to the extent of about $45, sat to 
five months’ pay at the rate of $9 per month, which isthe rate allowed until they 
are transferred to a a vessel, when it is increased to the extent of one or 
two dollars per month additional. As no pay can be drawn by an enlisted bo: 
or apprentice until he shall have discharged the obligation thus incurred, he 
p ically deprived of pay for a period of about five months after he enters the 
service, and if during that period any addition to his original outfit is required, 
as is 1 case, such deprivation may continue for a period of seven or 
eight months after enlistment. 

“Second. Privates inthe Army and in the Marine Corpsareallowed a certain 
limited amount of clothing, appropriated yearly, during their five years’ serv- 
ice, and in view of the small pay of apprentices in the Navy it would seem 
that some similar allowance for clothing might sem ne granted to them, 

“Third. The number of apprentice hoys accepted during the last year was 385, 
An allowance of $45 for the outfit of each would have required a total ndis 
ture of $17,325. The law permits the acceptance of 750 boys and apprentices in 
each 3 which, if that number were accepted, would involve an annual ex- 
penditure of $33,750, a sum comparatively small in view of the advantageous re- 
sults which would probably be secured by an adoption of this measure. 


Very respectfully, 
W. C. WHITNEY, 
* tary of the Navy. 
“Hon. H. A. HERBERT, 
“ Chairman Committee on Naval Affairs, House of Representatives,” 
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Under present circumstances should a boy desert before liquidating his in- 
debtedness by salary earned, the Government loses the amount due for cloth- 
ing. Should the desertion occur almost immediately after the enlistment of the 
boy the whole value of the outfit is lost to the Government, so that the effect 
would be the same in either case. The main object 2 however, is to re- 
move the discouraging effect ot starting a yonga in seryice handicapped 
by debt, which causes desertion and occasions invention of some means of 


pieces kerri 
It is believed t 
the ion. 
raaa Ce pares S aT CH Se TIOE S POAT to the chairman 
of the House Naval Co: ttee, 
I have the honor to be, very respectfully, 


W. S. SCHLEY, Chief of Bureau. 
Hon. EveEne HALE, United States Senate. 


WASHINGTON AND WESTERN MARYLAND RAILROAD COMPANY. 
The bill (H. R. 9418) to incorporate the Washington and Western 
algae Railroad Company was considered as in Committee of the 
ole. 
The bill was reported from the Committee on the Distriet of Colum- 
bia with amendments. 


The first amendment was, in section 8, line 6, after the word pas- 


senger,” to strike out ‘‘or’’ and insert and twenty-five cents; so as 
to make the section read: 

Sec. 8. That for transportation on its railroad, or any thereof, the said 
corporation shall have a right to charge and collect as toll and transportation 

at rates not g 6 cents per ton of freight or 3 cents per passenger 
for each mile of transportation; but for any distance 10 may be charged 
for a passenger and 25 cents for any quantity of freight. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 9, line 3, after the word proper,“ 
to insert ‘‘and as may be approved by the commissioners of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia; so as to make the section read: 
22 abel Geum seoper SoA a euler be sbacoved bs 

as the co! eem proper and as may ved by 
the commissioners of the District of Columbia, and said 
struct and maintain along its line, or at the termini of its 
other structures and works which shall be necessary for the purpose of its in- 
corporation; but the land which it shall have a right to acquire for the con- 
struction of such road and works shall not exceed an amount to be hereafter 
between said corporation and 


cents 


on the commissioners of the District of 
Columbia, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 10, line 12, after the word 
until,“ to strike out all“ and insert “‘half;’’ in the same line, after 
~ the words paid up, to strike out in full“ and insert: 

In cash, and the stockholders shall be held sop heey? S liable for the full 
amount of stock subscribed by them, 5 until the same shall have 
been so paid up in full: Provided further, the whole amount of capital stock 
and bondsissued by said company shall not exceed the actual cost of construc- 
tion and equipment of said road more than 5 per cent. 

So as to make the proviso read: 


Provided, VVT 
company is paid up in cash, and the stockholders shall be held individually 
Table for the full amount of stock subscribed by them, respectively, until the 
hall have been so paid up in full: Provided further, That the whole 


same s 
amount of capital stock and by said company shall not exceed 


the actual cost of construction and equipment of said road more than 5 per cent. 

Mr. SPOONER. I hope that amendment will not beadopted. The 
terms of this bill were agreed upon by the stockholders and representa- 
tives of the two RREN and I think this provision, which provides 
a double liability, a liability of stockholders after having paid in full 
for their stock—— 

Mr. BUTLER. Will the Senator allow me? This amendment, I 
think, was offered by me, and if I caught the portion of the amendment 
read by the Secretary I shall withdraw that part of it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PALMER in the chair). Is the 
amendment withdrawn ? 

Mr. BUTLER. That portion of the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read as it is 
intended to stand. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In section 10, line 12, after the word until,“ 
the committee report to strike out all“ and insert half;“ in the 
same line, after the words paid up, to strike out in full” and in- 
sert: 


said 


In cash, and the stockholders shall be held individually liable for the full 


amount of stock subscribed by them, ively, until the same shall have 
been so paid up in full: Provided t the whole amount of capital stock 
and bonds issued by said company shall not exceed the actual cost construc- 
tion and equipment of said road more than 5 per cent. 


Mr. BUTLER. The committee do not insist on that provision of 
the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be withdrawn. 

Mr. BUTLER. On examination I see that I was under a misappre- 
hension aboat that matter. I thought that the Secretary was reading 
my amendment, but it seems he was reading the text of the bill as re- 
ported by the committee, and therefore I withdraw any observations 
upon the subject. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment as reported will be 
agreed to, if there be no objection. 

Mr. SPOONER. The amendments were reported by the committee, 
and of course can not be withdrawn by the Senator. from South Caro- 
lina. 

Mr. BUTLER. I was under a misapprehension. 


The PRESIDING .OFFICER. The amendment of the committee, 
the Chair understands, is agreed to, 

The Chief Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, And tlie amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed.. 

Mr. SPOONER. I move that the Senate insist on its amendments 
and ask for a conference with the House of Representatives thereon. | 

The motion was agreed to. : 

By unanimons consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. SPOONER, 
Mr. FARWELL, and Mr. FAULKNER were appointed. 


BILLS BECOME LAWS. 

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had yes- 
terday approved and signed the following acts: 

An act (S. 3949) to enable the President to protect the interests of 
the United States in Panama; 

An act (S. 3428) granting a pension to Mary C. Thompson; and 

An act (S. 3116) granting an increase of pension to Thomas Wynne. 

The message also announced that the bill (S. 3485) granting a pèn- 
sion to J. D. Haworth, having been presented to the President Febru- 
ary 13, 1889, and not having been returned by him to the House of 
Congress in which it originated within the ten days prescribed by the 
Constitution, had become a law without his signature. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. HOAR. I should like to inquire what became of Order of Busi- 
ness 2526, Senate joint resolution 129, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PALMER in the chair), The 
Chair is informed that the Senate is acting only on House bills. 

Mr. CULLOM. I hope the bridge bills as they are reached will be 
passed, whether they be Senate or House bills. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let us go on with the House bills. 

Mr. HARRIS. By unanimous consent we are considering House 
bls favorably reported on the Calendar. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. DAWES, from the Committee on Indian to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 10028) granting to the Wyoming Midland 
Railway Company the right of way through the Wind River or Sho- 
shone Indian reservation, reported it with amendments. 

Mr. SPOONER, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 12384) for the allowance of certain claims reported 
by the accounting officers of the United States Treasury Department, 
reported it with an amendment. - 

BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. SPOONER introduced a bill (S. 3997) to proyide for the more 
efficient enforcement of the laws of the United States relating to elec- 
tions at which Representatives or Delegates in Con are to be voted 
for, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3998) to punish offenses committed at 
elections at which Representatives or Delegates in Congress are to be 
voted for, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 

Mr. PLATT submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill (S. 3777) to authorize the board of county commis- 
sioners of the county of Whitman, Washington Territory, to issue 
bonds and to build a court-house and jail, and to sell and acquire real 
estate for such purposes; which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. DOLPH submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CALL submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. SHERMAN submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the conference report submitted by Mr. CULLoM on the 5th 
instant on the amendment to the bill (S. 2851) to amend an act en- 
titled ‘‘An act to regulate commerce, approved February 4, 1887; 
which was ordered to be printed. 

INDIAN DEPREDATION CLAIMS, 

The bill (H. R. 8990) to provide for the adjudication and payment 
of claims arising from Indian depredations was announced to be the! 
next House billon the Calendar, and the Senate, as in Committee of the! 
Whole, proceeded to its consideration. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Indian Affairs with 
amendments. | 


The first amendment was, in section 1, line 7, after the words ‘‘eight- 
een hundred and,” to strike out ‘‘ninety-one’’ and insert “‘ ninety- 
itwo;’’ and in line 17, before the word thousand,“ to strike out four 
and insert ve; so as to make the section read: 


l That the President is hereby authorized to nominate, and, by and with. the 


Advice and consent of the Senate, to appoint, three cor ers, one of whom 
shall be designated as chairman, and who shall hold their offices until the 31st 
day of December, 1852, when the same shall expire and all the functions and 
privileges thereof shall cease. If either of said commissioners shall not be so 
lappointed during the presons session of the Senate, the President may make 
such appointment during the recess thereof, but the appointee shall hold no 
longer than until the end of the next session thereafter ensuing, during which 
the President shall nominate to the Senate as aforesaid. In like manner any 
vacancy subsequently occurring shall be filled. Each commissioner so ap- 
pointed shall receive a salary at the rate of $5,000 her annum. Each of said com- 
missioners shall, before entering upon the duties of his office, take and subscribe 
the oath required by law. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 2, line 2, after the word In- 
dian,” to strike out ‘‘depredations’’ and insert ‘‘depredation claims;’’ 
so as to read: 

And such commissioners shall constitute a court to be known as the “court 
of Indian depredation claims,” and as such shall possess jurisdiction and au- 
thority to inquire into and adjudicate, in the manner provided in this act, all 
claims of the following classes, namely. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The next amendment was, in section 2, line 7, after the word Con- 
gress,” to strike out remaining“ and insert now or hereafter; so 
as to read: 

First. All claims for Indian ions authorized to be made or presented 
by any act of Congress, now or hereafter in force, to the Secretary of the In- 
terior or to any. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Task that the amendment of the committee in 
line 7, striking out ‘‘remaining’’ and inserting ‘‘now or hereafter,” 
be disagreed to. 

Mr. DAWES. Those words were considered by the committee as 
equivalent to remaining.“ 

Mr. PADDOCK. Ido not think they are sufficient, and I p; 
to further amend the clause. There is no law now in force upon whi 
the commission could act. They would have no jurisdiction whatever 
over many cases. 

Mr. DAWES. If it is claims authorized to be presented by any act 
of Congress remaining in force that means any existing law. 

Mr. PADDOCK. All the law that is of any value whatever has been 
repealed. Thematerial provisionsof theact of 1834 were repealed by the 
act of 1859, which would leave the proposed commission entirely with- 
out jurisdiction in the great body of the cases. 

Mr. DAWES. The Senator does not reach his idea by moving that 
the amendment be disagreed to, because he leaves in there 

Mr. PADDOCK. I propose when the amendment shall have been 
disagreed to to insert the word “‘ heretofore,” so as to cover whatever 
law may have been in force heretofore. 

Mr. DAWES. Will the Senator state what he intends to do? 

Mr. PADDOCK. My proposition will be to make the paragraph 
read: 

First, All claims for Indian depredations authorized to he made or presented 
5 any act of heretofore, now, or hereafter in force, to the — 
of the Interior or to any other officer of the Government. 

Mr. DAWES. Then I suppose the Senator’s amendment should be 
to strike out and insert. 

Mr.PADDOCK. The word is already stricken out. 

Mr. DAWES. It is not stricken out. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Insert ‘‘ heretofore’? before now.” 

Mr. DAWES. There is nothing stricken out. It is only recom- 
mended to be stricken out. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Then first let the amendment be disagreed to. 

Mr. STEWART. I move to amend the amendment by inserting 
“t heretofore” before the word now,“ in the seventh line. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I will that amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Nebraska accepts 
the amendment of the Senator from Nevada. The amendment will be 


stated. 
In section 2, line 7, it is proposed to strike out 


I 


The SECRETARY. 
the word ‘‘remaining’’ and insert ‘‘heretofore;’ so as to read: 

Al claims for Indian depredations authorized to be made or presented by any 
act of Congress heretofore, now, or hereafter in force, to the Secretary of the 
Interior or to any other officer of the Government. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I should like to suggest a further amendment to 
the Senator from Nebraska to insert, after the word Congress and 
before the word ‘‘heretofore,”’ the words or treaty;’’ so as to read: 

Any act of Congress or treaty heretofore, now, or hereafter in force. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I have no objection that that should be inserted 
ifit is deemed essential. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clause will be read as it is pro- 
posed to amend the amendment of the committee. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


First. All claims for Indian depredations authorized to be made or presented 
by any act of Congress or treaty heretofore, now, or hereafter in force, to the 
Secretary of the Interior or to any other officer of the Government, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
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amendment of the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. PADDOCK] to the 
amendment reported by the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. DAWES. Before the amendment to the amendment is voted on 
I should like to have the Senate understand the full force of that 
amendment. If it prevails the proposition is to pay out of the Treas- 
ury of the United States the amount that this commission may deter- 
mine has been suffered by anybody at any time anywhere since the 
foundation of the Government, now a hundred years, at the hands of 
avy Indian. If any Indian since the foundation of the Government 
has committed any depredation upon any white man, under that 
amendment the white man or his heirs, or whoever can remember any- 
thing about it, can bring that into the court, and if the court shall find 
that the man did actually suffer some wrong at the hands of that In- 
dian a judgment must be rendered against the United States for it. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I should like to ask the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs if it will be satisfactory to him to limit the 
provision so as not to run back further than the act of 1834? 

Mr. HARRIS. I do not want to object to the consideration of the 
bill, but I rise for the purpose of suggesting to the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts, and other Senators taking an interest in it, to let it be in- 
formally passed over in order to see if those gentlemen who are taking 
an interest in the bill can not agree upon the exact form of amend- 
ment to be proposed. 

Mr. MITCHELL, I think we are about to agree. 

Mr. DOLPH. I should like to say to the Senator from Massachu- 
setts that he is mistaken in regard to the scope of the bill. In the first 

Jace, commencing with the earliest legislation, no claims have ever 
n authorized to be presented to the Department or any officer of the 
Government except those for depredations committed by Indians in 
amity with the United States; that is, having treaty relations. So this 
proposed amendment to the amendment would not include all that 
large class of depredations committed by Indians who were not in treaty 
relations with the United States. 

Then, from the very first Congress, I think, after the Constitution 
was pra ie until 1859 all claims covered by this section were author- 
ized to presented. Further than that, the law provided that the 
Government of the United States guarantied eventual indemnity to the 
parties, and has always prevented them from attempting to obtain re- 
dress themselves by going on the reservations and seeking to obtain 
redress from the Indians.. So the amendment to the amendment would 
only include the claims which were allowed to be presented under the 
existing laws from 

Mr. HAZRIS. In order to get recognition I will interpose my ob- 
jection to the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Oregon yield 
to the Senator from Tennessee? 

Mr. DOLPH. I do not yield. 

Mr. HARRIS. Under the rule under which we are acting it does 
not require the Senator to yield. I have a right to object at any time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Tennessee ob- 


ject? 


Mr. HARRIS. I will say to the Senators interested in this measure 
that I would be glad to have it informally passed over so that at the in- 
stance of the Senator from Massachusetts it ean be called up at such 
time as may be convenient. 

Mr. DOLPH. I submit the question of order as to whether the Sen- 
ator from Tennessee has a right to take a Senator off the floor. 

Mr. HARRIS. Ihave aright under Rule VIII to object at any stage 
of the proceeding, and I now object unless the Senators accept the sug- 

ion that I have made. 

Mr. DOLPH. I have nothing to do with accepting suggestions. I 
have not charge of the bill. I simply raise the point of order for the 
decision of the Chair, if an objection is in order at this time. Whilea 
Senator is addressing the Chair can another Senator get the floor for 
the purpose of objecting? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, Under the agreement made by unan- 
imous consent this morning, as the Chair understands, the Senator 
from Tennessee has a right to object at any stage of the proceeding. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Not to take a Senator off his feet. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that debate 
was limited to five minutes on each particular bill. 

Mr. DOLPH. I have not spoken five minutes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That being the case, if more time is 
being taken, any Senator has a right to object. - 

Mr. DOLPH. Ido not understand that that can be done when a 
Senator is allowed to speak for five minutes and but once under that 
rule. I appeal from the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. DAWES. Lask that the bill may be informally passed over 
with the understanding that I may call it up ata favorable opportunity 
at an early day. 

Mr, HARRIS. I shall be glad to consent to that. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I hope the Senator will simply request that the 
bill may be informally laid aside with the understanding that at the 
earliest moment it will be called up. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Massachusetis that the bill be informally laid aside? 
The Chair hears no objection, and it is so ordered. 


IE 
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Mr. DOLPH. What does the Chair do with my appeal from the de- 
cision of the Chair? Z 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Oregon desire 
to appeal from the decision of the Chair? 

Mr. DOLPH. Ido appeal from the decision of the Chair. I had 
the floor in order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Senator from Oregon state 
the character of the appeal? 
` Mr. DOLPH. Weare proceeding now under Rule VIII. The bill 
was up for consideration. I came into the Senate and obtained the 
floor. I was ized by the Chair. I was proceeding to speak. I 
had spoken less than a minute. I was entitled to speak five minutes 
under the rule. The Senator from Tennessee objected to the consid- 
eration of the bill. I have no doubt of his right to object, but the 
point I raise is that he can not interrupt me by addressing the Chair 
while I have the floor and objecting to the consideration of the bill 
unless 1 yield to him for that purpose. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. As the Chair understood the agree- 
ment this morning, only five minutes was to be allowed for debate on 
any particular bill. The Chair acknowledges itself to have been in 
error if that was not the agreement. 

Mr. DOLPH. The rule is that each Senator is limited to five min- 
utes. The Chair admitting himself to have been in error, I withdraw 
the appeal. 

Mr. HARRIS. I desire to call the attention of the Chair to this lan- 
guage in Rule VIII: 

And the objection may be interposed at any stage of the proceedings. 

I think that is quite broad enough to authorize the objection to come 
in at any moment, or at any stage, or in any condition of business, 

Mr. MITCHELL. The regular order. 

Mr. HARRIS. The appeal is debatable. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Oregon wish 
to go further? The Chair would rule that under Rule VIII the Sena- 
tor from Tennessee had a right to object. 

Mr. DOLPH. I then appeal from the decision of the Chair. The 
Chair has changed his opinion on the question. 

Mr. BUTLER. TheSenatorfrom Oregon withdrew theappeal. The 
Senate is wasting a good deal of time upon this point, it seems to me. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Oregon insist 
upon an appeal from the decision of the Chair? 

Mr. BUTLER. I trust the Senator will withdraw the appeal and 
setile it some other time. 

' Mr. DOLPH. I will put it later, if. 

Mr. DAWES. If the Senator will indulge me a moment, I will state 
that his appeal rests upon the distinction between taking a Senator oft 
the floor and the meaning of ‘‘any stage of the proceedings.“ The 
phrase stage of the proceedings haz a technical meaning, and it is 
quite different from the authority to take a Senator off the floor. But 
I think as this case is disposed of for the present, that the Senator from 
Oregon will not insist upon an appeal. 

Mr. DOLPH. I do not agree with the ruling of the Chair, but I 
will withdraw the appeal now pending. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Oregon withdraws 
his appeal. The next House bill on the Calendar will be stated. 

THE ELEVENTH CENSUS. 

The bill (H. R. 1659) to provide for taking the eleventh and subse- 
quent censuses was announced as next in order. 

Mr. HARRIS. ‘The Senator from Maine [Mr. SALA] who reported 
the bill not being in his seat, I ask that it be informally passed over, 
subject to the call of that Senator. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, If there be no objection, the bill will 
be informally passed over. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That bill has been already, has it not? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair thinks the Senator from 
Tennessee has been misinformed in regard to the bill. 

Mr. HARRIS. Iam informed by the Clerks that the bill has been 
already passed, but still remains on the Calendar. So let it go over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The next House bill on the Calen- 
dar will be stated. 

J. M. HOGAN. 

The bill (H. R. 4489) for the relief of J. M. Hogan was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to pay the claim of J. M. 
Hogan, of Stockton, Cal., for loss of property in consequence of depre- 
dations committed by Snake or Shoshone Indians in the year 1861 while 
ex route through the Territory of Utah to the State of California, and 
appropriates $6,600 for the purpose. 

‘The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

FLORIDA STATE CLAIM. 

Mr. CALL. The next Order of Business is the bill (S. 746) to au- 
thorize the Secretary of the Treasury to settle and pay the claim of the 
State of Florida on account of expenditures made in suppressing Indian 
hostilities, and for other purposes. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. But we are only dealing with House bills. 

Mr. HARRIS. That bill was excepted from the unanimous-consent 
rule. 
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Mr. COCKRELL. I shall be compelled to object to that bill unless 
it is laid aside informally until the House bills can be considered. 
There was no unanimous consent given that that bill should be acted 
upon. The unanimous consent was that it should be called in its or- 
der. It is a long bill and we can get through with the House bills and 
also with that bill this evening. I have no objection to its being called 
up just as soon as the House bills on the Calendar are disposed of. 

N we PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Florida in- 
sis 

Mr. CALL. I shall be perfectly content to accept am arrangement 
of unanimous consent by which this bill may be called up at the con- 
clusion of the House bills on the Calendar. Ifthat can be understood, 
I shall be very glad. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The next House bill on the Calendar 
will be announced. 

H. L. NEWMAN. 


The bill (H. R. 766) for the relief of H. L. Newman was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to pay, out of any money 
that may hereafter be appropriated for the use and benefit of the Ar- 
apaho and Kiowa Indians, to H. L. Newman $3,450, in full satisfaction 
for claims against those Indians for property destroyed. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

LEGAL REPRESENTATIVES OF H. CORTHS, DECEASED. 

The bill (H. R. 285) for the relief of the legal representatives of H. 
Corths, deceased, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to refer the claim of the legal representatives of H. Corths, 
deceased, and late of Ballard County, Kentucky, for quartermaster’s 
stores and commissary supplies alleged to have been taken and used 
by the United States Army during the late war, from the farm of 
Corths, in Ballard County, Kentucky, to the Quartermaster-General, 
who shall investigate the justice and legality of the claim and report 
the value of the stores and supplies taken and used by the Army. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

OTTER CREEK AND OTHER LIGHTS. 

Mr. FRYE. I desire to go back to Order of Business 2339, being the 
bill (H. R. 5716) for establishing a light at the mouth of Otter Creek, 
Lake Champlain, - 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill; which had been reported from the Com- 
mittee on Commerce with amendments. 

Mr. FRYE. I desire to withdraw all the amendments to the bill, 
Let the original bill be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, eic., That a light be established at or near the mouth of Otter 
Creek, Lake Champlain, in the State of Vermont, at a cost not to exceed $1,000, 

Mr. FRYE. Instead of the amendments reported from the Commit- 
tee on Commerce, I desire to offer an amendment to the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The better way would be to disagree 
to all the amendments of the committee. The amendments reported 
by the committee will be disagreed to if there be no objection. 

Mr. FRYE. I now move to add to the bill: 


Also, that a first order light-house be constructed on Gray's Harbor, Wash- 
oe 3 and a site be purchased therefor at a cost not exceeding $60,000 
‘or both. 
Also, that a site be en and a light-house and fog-signal be constructed 
on Patos Island, Washington Territory, at a cost not to exceed $12,000, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. FRYE, the title was amended so as to read: A 
bill for establishing a light at the mouth of Otter Creek, Lake Cham- 
plain, and for other purposes. 

Mr. FRYE. I move that the Senate request a conference with the 
House on the bill and amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. PALMER, Mr. 
CULLoM, and Mr. RANsom were appointed. j 

WILLIAM H. TABARRAH. 

The bill (H. R. 948) for the relief of William H. Tabarrah was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro to correct the record 
of William H. Tabarrah, late a sergeant in Company F, Ninety-sixth 
Regiment New York Volunteers, so that the same shall show him to 
have been discharged for gunshot wound of right thigh received in 
action, instead of the record now made. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us hear the report in that case. 

The PRESIDENT pro ti mporr. The report will be read. 


The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. Davis 
February 1, 1889: 
The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
948) for the relief of William H. Tabbarrah, report: 
he report upon this bill made by the House Committee on Military Affairs 


1889. 
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| 
sets forth with sufficient fullness t ands upon which this application is 
a Your commities adopt ary A „and — — the passage of the 


— 


porat of Representatives, Report No. 2188. Fiftieth Congress, first session.] 


| The records of the War Department show that William H. erer late 
rgeant of Company E, Ninety-sixth Regiment New York Volun „ was 
ischarged February 27, eg at convalescent camp, Alexandria, Va., on sur 
n's certificate of disability by reason of tuberculosis contracted after enlist- 
ent. (See record hereto annexed.) 

The evidence before the committee shows that the discharge of the said Tab- 
barrah for the cause stated was erroneous; that he was not disabled reason 
of tuberculosis at the time of his discharge,but was disabled by reason of wounds 
received in the service, and that the cause assigned for his discharge should 
have been on account of gunshot wound. (See affidavits hereto annexed.) 
| The committee recommend that the bill pass with the following amendment: 
Strike out in line 4 of the bill, where the same occurs, the word private“ and 
insert in lieu thereof the word “sergeant.” 

War Department, Washington City, April 20, 1888. 

Sır: In reply to your 3 of the 15th ultimo for information upon House 
bill 948, Fiftieth Congress, session, to provide for correction of the record 
‘of William H. Tabbarrah, late of Company F. Ninety-sixth New York Volun- 
teers, so as to show him discharged for wound, I have the honor to inclose a re- 
port of the 18th instant from the Adjutant-General, which, it is believed, fur- 
nishes the information requ 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
WILLIAM C. ENDICOTT, 
Secretary of War. 
Hon, R. W. TOWNSHEND, 
Chairman Committee on Military Affairs, 
House of Representatives. 


War DEPARTMENT, ADJUTANT-GENERAL'S OFFI 
Washington, April 18, 1888. 

Sin: I have the honor to return House bill 948, Fiftieth Congress, first ses- 
sion, 9 the Secretary of War to correct the record of William H. Tab- 
barrah, late a private in yay sod F, Ninety-sixth Regiment New York Volun- 
teers, to show him to have n discharged by reason of gunshot wound of 
right thigh, received in action, instead of the record now made, transmitted by 
the chairman of the House Committee on Military Affairs, and in compliance 
with instructions to report as follows: 

The records of this office show that Sergeant William H, Tabbarrah, Company 
F, Ninety-sixth New York Volunteers, was enrolled October 25, 1861, mustered 
in November 15, 1861, and present for duty to April 30, 1862, On roll for June, 1 
he is reported absent, in hospital at Annapolis, Md.; wounded at the battle oi 
Fair s, May 31, 1862. On June 3, 1862, he was admitted to the general hos- 

ital at Annapolis, Md., with gunshot wound, location not stated, and was 
— until 88 18, 1862, when he was returned to duty and sent to his 
regiment. While en route to his ment he was examined by the medical 
board at Convalescent Camp, near Alexandria, Va., February 14, 1863, and dis- 
charged February 27, 1863, at said camp on surgeon’s certificate of disability by 
n of sign SRO er sines eens 

am, sir, very respectfully, your obedient servan 
R. OC. DRUM, Adjutant-General. 
The SECRETARY OF WAR. 


To the Adjutant-General United States Army, ete.: 
CLINTON County, New Fork, ss: 

William H. Tabbarrah, being duly sworn, says that he resides at Plattsburgh, 
N.Y., and wasasergeant in Company F, Ninety-sixth New York Volunteers, in 
the late war, and now draws a pension for gunshot wound of right thigh, b, 
pension certificate No. 13583, which wound was received at the battle of Fair 
Oaks, May 31, 1862. 

Deponent further states that he has made application for a bounty by reason 
of being discharged for wounds; and the same has been denied upon the ground 
that the record shows that deponent was discharged for difficulty of the lungs, 
when, in fact, deponent has never had difficulty of the lungs at all, and was 
discharged solely on account of said wound and for no other cause whatever, 
to defendant’s knowledge; and deponent respectfully asks that upon the evi- 
dence on file upon his application for pension, and in other records contained, 
and that herewith submitted, said records be corrected and made to show that 
he was discharged for gunshot wound, as he in fact was. 

WM. H. TABBARRAH. 


Sworn to and subscribed before me this 15th day of 3 1883. 
F. F. HATHAWAY, Notary Public. 


STATE or New YORK, Clinton County, ss: 

James M. Fulton, being duly sworn, says that his residence and post-office is 
Beekmantown, Clinton County, New York, and has resided there and been a 
practicing physician and surgeon in said county for forty-three years last z 
that his age is now sixty-nine years, Deponent further says that he is and has 
been for about twenty-seven years last past well acquainted with William H. 
‘Tabbarrah, and knew him well, both before his enlistment in the Ninety-sixth 
Regiment of New York Volunteers and after his discharge and return home 
‘from said service, and since said Tabbarrah’s discharge deponent has been his 
family physician until said Tabbarrah removed from Beekmantown aforesaid 
ito Plattsburgh, upon his appointment as keeper of the light-house upon Cum- 
berland Head, in said town, upon the west shore of e Champlain, which 
position said Tabbarrah still holds. Deponent further says that shortly after 
said William H. Tabbarrah’s discharge, in the spring of 1863, deponent saw him 
and knows that said Tabbarrah was Y wounded in his rigħtthigh, and de- 
ponent aidedin dressing said wound and in searching for the ball, and depo- 
nent knows that said wound has made said Tabbarrah a sey le ever since. 

Deponent further says that in all his attendance upon said Tabbarrah depon- 
lent has not known him to have any difficulty of the lungs nor disease of the 
lungs of any kind, more than 88 a cold or some little ailment of that sort, 
and deponent knows that when said Tabbarrah returned from the war he 
no lung trouble whatever. Deponent further says that he has no interest in 
-i Tabbarrah’s matters, either pension, bounty, or otherwise; and further 


th not, 
J. M. FULTON, M. D. 
Sworn to and subscribed before me this 16th day of January, 1883, and I cer- 
tify that said witness is a physician in good standing in his profession, and en- 


titled to full credit, 
JAMES J. BROWN, 
Justice of the Peace. 


‘STATE OF NEw YORK, Clinton County. ss: 
Romeo Hyde, of Beekmantown, in said county, being duly sworn, says that 


barra, who was e sergeant i Teompaay E of the Nipety-aixih’ Regt] 
who w: erly a se tin mpany F o! e y 

ment New York Vol üteers, of which deponent was also a member in the! i 
war, and deponent knew him well while in said regiment. Depohent furth | 
says that he saw said Tabbarrah within a very few days after the battle of Fair 
Oaks in May, 1862. Deponent 8 one of the first days in June at White- 
house Landing upon astretcher y wounded, and deponent knows that at 
that time and all bast = said service, so far as deponent knew at the time and 
since, said Tabbarrah has had no difficulty of the lings, but his trouble has al- 
ways been since the war his said wound. 

Deponent further says that he is himself now phir, houses practicing physician in 
said town of Beekmantown and has been for about fourteen years last past, and 
has often seen said Tabbarräh in those years, as said Tab married his 
wife from a family residing in the same illest with deponent, and deponent 
has never known or heard that said Tab had any lung difficulty, but 
no doubt whatever but what his discharge from the service was wholly on 
count of said gunshot wound, from which he ever since has been and still is 
badly crippled and disabled; and further deponent has no interest whatever in 


said matter, 
ROMEO HYDE. 


Sworn to and subscribed before me this 16th day of January, 1883, and I cer- 
tify that said witness is a physician in good and regular standing in his profes- 
sion and entitled to full credit, 

JAMES J. BROWN, 


Justice of the Peace, 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN GRAY, 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill (H. R. 11165) for the relief of John Gray. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs with 
an amendment in line 4, after the words pay to,” to strike out John 
Gray’’ and insert Mary Gray, the widow of John Gray;’’ so as to 
make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, cte., That the proper accounting officers of the Treasury be, and 
they are hereby, authorized and directed to pay to Mary Gray, the widow or 
John Gray, late major of the One hundred and seventy-fifth New York Volun- 
teers, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the pay 
and allowances of a major of infantry from the 19th of November, 1862, the date 
he received his commission as major from the governor of the State of New 
York, tothe 17th day of January, 1863, the date he is borne upon the record as 
having been mustered into the service as major of said regiment, 


The amendment was to. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to hear the report read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

The Secretary read the following report submitted by Mr. DAvis 
February 1, 1889: 

The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
11165) for the relief of John Gray, report: 

Committee on War Claims of the House of Representatives submitted 
the following report on this case: 

This is a claim for pay for services rendered prior to muster by John Gray, 
a, major of the One hundred and seventy-fifth Regiment New York 

olunteers. 

“The claimant applied to the War Department for relief, and was denied in 
1886 for the reason that ‘his muster into service as major January 17, 1863, 
re ized him from the earliest date by completion of his command.’ 

e proof shows that John Gray was commissioned major of the One hun- 
dred and seventy-fifth Regiment New York Volunteers on the 19th of Novem- 
ber, 1862, by the governor of New York, and served in that capacity without 
pay, until January 17, 1863. 

Having obtained the benefit of Gray’s services, the Government ought not 
to set up a technical plea in bar of its obligation to make compensation there- 


for, 5 your committee are of opinion that payment should be made to Maj, 
ohn Gray. 
“ Your committee report back the bill and recommend its Ru . 
Further inquiry into the facts discloses a somewhat peculiar ory of this regi- 


ment, As the companies were raised, and before regimental muster, they were 
evidently hastily sent from New York to the foaming eres Company A to 
Newport News, Va., where it was mustered November 20, 1862; Companies Band 
C to the eae where they were mustered December 27, 1862; while Com- 
panies D, E, H, I, and K were sent to Carrollton, La., where they were mustered 
anuary 17, 1863. None of the companies had the minimum number at date of, 
the above musters. On January 12, 1863, the One hundred and seventy-fifth New 
York was assigned at Carrollton to a brigade to be commanded by Brig. Gen. 
Michael Corcoran, but in the order the regiment was mentioned as being 
at Carrollton,” thereby indicating that Companies A, B, and C, which had been 
mustered in at Newport News, Va., had not at that date joined the five other 
companies. It would seem by the information 8 to your committee by, 
the War Department that the companies composing this regiment were finally 
brought together at Carrollton, January 17, 1863, when John Gray was mustered, 
into the service as major, with field and staff, at Camp Kearney, at that place. 
The scattering of the companies under the exigencies of that time prevented 
earlier muster as a regiment. Gray served in the 3 of major from No- 
vember 19. 1892, up to the time of actual muster, such service being in Virginia 
and afterwards in the so-called“ Banks expedition,“ and was very arduous in 
its character, 

Under the provisions of War Department General Order No. 61, of 1861, the 
major of a regiment of infantry volunteers was entitled to muster into the sery- 
ice of the United States only on completion of six companies of the organization 
for which commissioned, and each company was considered as completed either 
from the date it was recruited tothe minimum number, or if not so recruited, 
from the date of its actual muster into service. 

Major Gray has died during the pendency of this bill, and its passage is reo- 
ommended, with the following amendments: 

Amend the title so that it will read: An act for the relief of Mary Gray, widow 
of John Gray.” 

Insert after the word to,“ in line 4, the words Mary Gray, the widow of.“ 


Mr. EDMUNDS. When I asked for the reading of the report I was 
under the impression that possibly this was one of a very large class of 
eases where by the regulations of the Departmentof War authorized by 
law field officers could not be mustered until the regiment was up to 
a certain strength. I perceive, if I correctly understand the report, 
that it does not fall within that class, and that the failure to muster, 


2326 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


FEBRUARY 26, 


was not owing to the eireumstanee that enough recruits or volunteers 
altogether had not been obtained to make a mustering regiment, but 
that it was on account of the ion of the companies under orders 
ror won places. That being so, I have no criticism to make upon 

e bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

Tus bill was read the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: A bill for the relief of Mary 
Gray, the widow of John Gray.”’ 

Mr. DAVIS. I move that the Senate request a conference with the 
House on the bill and amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. Davis, Mr. 
STEWART, and Mr. BATE were appointed. 


SALE OF LANDS IN KANSAS. 


The bill (H. R. 8740) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to 
sell to The Methodist College Association of Southwestern Kansas 
certain lands in Kansas was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Lands with an 
amendment, in line 4, after the words ‘‘ convey to,“ to strike out: 


“The Methodist College Association of Southwestern Kansas,“ a corporation 
duly chartered by the laws of the State of Kansas, at the rate of $1.25 per acre, 
the following bed real estate, being Osage Indian land, situated in Ford 
County, Kansas, to wit: Lots Nos. 3, 5 Soo 7 of section 3, township 27 south, 
of range 24 west. And the Secretary of the Interior is hereby directed to cause 
the improvements on said land to be appraised and sold under such directions 


ashe may be: P. That said Methodist College Association shall 
within five after the of this act begin in good faith the construc- 
tion of buil upon land for the purposes herein set forth. 


And in lieu thereof to insert: 

The State of Kansas the following-deseribed lands, being the 
of the Fort Dodge military reservation in said State, to wit: Lots numbered 3, 5. 
6, and 7 of section 3, township 27 south, of range 24 west, on condition that said 
State shall, within twelve months from the pore of this act, pay or cause to 
be paid therefor the sum of $1.25 per acre,and within three years estabtish 
and provide for the tenance thereon a home in which provision shall be 
made for the care and maintenance of officers, soldiers, sailors, and marines, 
who have served inthe Army, Navy, or Marine Corps of the United States, their 
dependent parents, widows, or orphans, under such rules and regulations as 
said State may provide. 


So as to make the bill read: , 

Be it enacted, etc., That the of the Interior be, and he hereby is, au- 
thorized to sell 8 convey to finn tee of . F 
being the remaining portion oi ‘ort Dodge military reservation è, 
to wits Lots numbered 5, 6, and 7 of section 3, 27 south, of range 24 
d State shall, within twelve months from the passage of 
peracre, and shal! within 


ors, and marines, who have served in the Army, Navy, or Marine Corps of the 
United States, their ndent parents, widows, or orphans, under such rules 
and regulations as said State may provide. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. A 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: A bill to authorize the Seere- 
tary of the Interior to convey to the State of Kansas certain lands 
therein.“ 

Mir. HARRIS. The Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB], who re- 
ported the bill, not being present, I move that the Senate ask for a 
conference with the House of Representatives on the bill and amend- 
ment. 

The motion was agreed to. r 

Ey unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. PLUMB, Mr. 
TELLER, and Mr. COCKRELL were appointed. 5 


CORPORATIONS AS SURETIES. 


The bill (H. R. 3380) to authorize certain corporations to become 
surety in cases within the jurisdiction of Federal courts and Depart- 
ments was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on the Judiciary with 
amendments. 

The first amendment was, in line 3, after the word“ whenever,” to 
strike out by the laws of the United States“ and insert in any 
cause pending in any court of the United States;“ in line 6, after the 
word with,“ to strike out or without sureties’’ and insert “‘surety;”’ 
in line 7, aſter any,“ to strike out trust, office, ory? in line 8, after 
the word duty, to strike out or for the doing or not doing’’ and 
insert or the doing or refraining from doing; and in line 9, after the 
word anything,“ to strike out in said bond, stipulation, or under- 
taking specified ;’’ so as to read: A 

That whenever in any cause pending in any court of the United States any 


a a. 


e ve bo 
TTT 
ance of any duty, or the doing or refraining from doing of anything. 

The amendment was agreed to. : 

Mr. VEST. I did not choose to interrupt the reading of the bill, 
but I suppose this is about as appropriate a time as any for me to state 
that this bill comes from the Committee on the Judiciary, and it is not 
unanimously reported. There was a minority of that committee op- 
posed to the bill. Iam opposed to its passage, and I wish to give my 
reasons. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Missouri ob- 
ject to its consideration? 

Mr. VEST. I shall object. to its consideration? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over without 
prejudice. ° 
HOUSE BILES REFERRED. 


The joint resolution (H. Res. 266) to print the eulogies on James N. 
Burnes, of Missouri, was read twice by its title, and referređ to the 
Committee on Printing. 

CHAMBERS & BROWN. 

The bill (H. R. 329) for the relief of Chambers & Brown was consid- 
ered asin Committee of the Whole. It proposes to pay to Henry Cham- 
bers and George G. Brown, partners, trading and doing business under 
the name, firm, and style of Chambers & Brown on the 14th of August, 
1874, at 299 West Main street, Louisville, Ky., $270, being the amount 
overpaid by them for special licenses in the year 1874. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us hear the report. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. FAULK- 
NER February 9, 1889: ; 

The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 329) for the re- 
lief of Chambers & Brown, having had the same under consideration, respect- 


fully report: 
whieh the claim in this case is based are set forth in the fol- 


facts upon 
2 letter of claimants and the letter of the collector of the fifth Kentucky ` 
istrict: 


“LovIsvIıLLE, Ky., February 13, 1880. 

Dran Sin: We inclosea letter from Collector Buckner, showing that in May, 
1874, the firm of Brown, Chambers & Co. paid for United States licenses as whole- 
sale and retail liquor dealers and rectifiers the sum of $325 to cover the period 
from May 1, 1874, to April 30, 1875. 

“On July 1, 1874, the firm of Brown, Chambers & Co. was dissolved by the 
withdrawal of I. T. S. Brown, the remaining members continuing in business 
under the firm name of Chambers rown, 

“By the ruling of the then Commissioner of Internal Revenue we were com- 
pelled to take out new licenses covering the period from July 1, 1874, to April 
30, 1875, and pay therefor the sum of $270.83, thereby paying twice for licenses 


for a period of ten months, 

“An act of Congress was passed and approved March 1, 1879, to refund such 
duplicate collections, provided, as we understand the act, they had been made 
within a od of three years previous to the passage of this act; consequently 
our case does not come within the limit of time prescribed by this act, and the 
Commissioner bas no authority to pay it. 

It is clear that we were 8 to pay to the Government $270.83 by the 
ruling of the Commissioner which by subsequent act of Congress seems to Tavs 
been considered kein T no recourse is given us simply from the fact that the 
payment was made in 1874 instead of 1876 or later. 

The amount claimed is manifestly due us, and our only relief is through our 
Representative in Congress. Can you do anything for us? 


“Yours, very respectfully, 2 e 


Hon. A. S. WILLIS, M. C., 
“ Washington, D. C.“ 


“ UNITED STATES INTERNAL REVENUE, 
“ COLLECTOR'S OFFICE, Fivtm DISTRICT, KENTUCKY, 
February 12, 1880. 


t GENTLEMEN: In reply to your b of to-day, I have to say that on the 
27th day of May, 1874, Brown, Chambers & Co., 299 West Main street, Louisville, 
Y., paid special taxes as wholesale and retail liquor dealers and rectifiers for 
year ending April 30,1875, paying therefor the sum of $325. 

Also, that on the 14th day of August, 1874, Chambers & Brown, 299 West Main 
street, Louisville, Ky., paid taxes as wholesale and retail liquor dealers 
and rectifiers, paying, therefor $270.83. The change of firm from Brown, Cham- 
bers & Co. to of Chambers & Brown was caused by the retirement of one 
of the firm, namely, I. T. S. Brown. 

“Respectfully, 


“Messrs. CHAMBERS.” 


The committee addressed a letter to the Commissioner of Internal Revenue 
and received the following reply: 
“Treasury DEPARTMENT, OFFICE or INTERNAL REVENUE, 


“Washington, January 23, 1889. 
„Sn: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 16th 
instant, inclosing H. R. bill $29, for the relief of Chambers & Brown, and report 
of House on Claims, 
* Referring to the statement of Messrs. Chambers & Brown, printed in the 
report of the committee, thatan act of Congress was and approved March 
1, 1228. to refund such duplicate collections, and to your request that I inform you 
as to the amount of duplicate collections that were made and not refunded un- 
der the said act, I have to state that none of the provisions of the act of March 
1, 1879, refer to or authorize the refunding of special taxes collected from surviv- 
ing members of firms which dissolved before the expiration of the term for 
which special tax had been paia by said firms. 

Under date of June 12, 1873, the following ruling of this office was issued in 
Circular 109 and forwarded to collectors of internal revenue, namely: 


“JAMES F. BUCKNER, Collector, 


Every change of firm whereby a former partner retires from the same or a 
new partner is itted constitutes, in contemplation of law, a new firm, liable 
to new s tax for the unexpired portion of the year for which the same has 


been paid by the original firm, which should be collected from the first day of 
the month in which the change occurs.“ 


1889. 
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ted States vs. Adam Glab, decision No. 178. dated March 4, 1879, inclosed, 

modifying the ruling of this office to the extent stated therein, ued to 

ee and the collection of special taxes has since been made in conformity 
ere 

In the ease of Messrs, Chambers and Brown, the facts are that on July 14. 
1879, they presented a claim for the refunding of $270.83, special taxes paid on 
A I Lr. as successors of the firm of Brown, Chambers & Co., for the re- 
mainder of the period for which the firm had paid spe tax. The claim was 
rejected for the reason that it was barred by the provisions of section 17 of the 
act of March 1, 1879, not having been presented three years after the pur- 
chase of the stamps. 

In view of the decision of the Supreme Court before mentioned I have no 
objection to urge against the granting of the relief asked for by Messrs, Cham- 
bers and Brown. 

“ Respectfully, yours, = 
“E, HENDERSON, Acting Commissioner.” 
“Hon. CHARLES J. FAULKNER, 
“ Committee on Claims, United States Senate.“ 


Your committee are of opinion that the relief asked should be granted, and 
therefore recommend that the bill do pass. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARY A. HOWSE AND LULA H. HOWSE, 


The bill (H. R. 565) for the relief of Mary A. Howse and Lula H. 
Howse was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 

y to Mary Alice Howse and Lula H. Howse, heirs at Jaw of John C. 

‘owse, deceased, late of Rutherford County, Tennessee, $10,975, being 
the amount allowed by the Quartermaster-General for quartermaster’s 
stores taken and used by the Army, and provides that the payment of 
$10,975 shall be a full and complete settlement of all claims against the 
United States, of every kind and character, arising out of the appropri- 
ation and use by the Army of supplies or stores from the claimants. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us hear the report. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. FAULK- 
NER February 9, 1889: 


The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R.565) for relief 
of heirs of Jobn C. Howse, submit the following report: 

The committee has carefully examined the record as set forth in the Report 
No. 96 of the House, and finds that the conclusions reached in that report are 
fully sustained by the evidence, and the same is therefore adopted as the report 
of this committee, Itis as follows: 


„This case was considered by the Committee on War Claims of the Forty- 
ninth Congress, whose report is as follows: 


House Report No. 2510, Forty-ninth Congress, first session.] 


“The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4292) 
for the relief of the heirs of John C. Howse, deceased, submit the following re- 


197; for commissary supplies, $3,645; total, $23, 
arr , under the act of J ly 4, 1864, to the Quartermas- 

2 to the Commissary-General of Subsistence, 
United States Army. That portion of the claim embracing subsistence supplies 
was considered by the Commissary-General of Subsistence, July 23, 1888, and re- 
jected because, as was decided by the Commissary-General, ‘it was a case re- 
quiring special or further legislation for its settlement.’ 

“That part of the claim embracing quartermaster's stores was considered by 
„ April 16, 1867, and the following decision was ren- 


‘* QUARTERMASTER-GENERAL’S OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., April 16, 1867. 

„Sin: I have the honor to return, with report, s claim in favor of Martha L. 

Russell, Rutherford County, Tennessee, for value of 15 horses, $1,875; 10 mules. 
$1,300; 4,000 bushels of corn, $4,000; 38 stacks of fodder, $570; and 3,500 cords of 
wood, $10,500, referred to this office by the War Department, February 19, 1887 
($18,245). It is stated by the claimant in her application that these stores were 
taken and used by the United States forces of the Twenty-first Army Corps, 
under General Crittenden, which was encamped on her premises near Mur- 
borough, Tenn., during the battle of Stone River, on or about December 30, 


1862. 

The evidence of former officers of the corps, including the affidavit of L. Rus- 
sell, assistant surgeon Second Kentucky Volunteer Infantry (now the husband 
of claimant); George W. Griffith, brevet major Second Kentucky Cavalry; Capt. 
E. A. Otis, assistant adjutant-general, and Capt. I. R. Paul, commissary of sub- 
sistence. together with the testimony of other credible witnesses, is presented 
in support of the elaim. The officers referred to respectively state that they 
were present and witnessed ee of the plantation by the ſorees under 
General Crittenden; that the hospitals and corps headquarters were estab- 
lished there; that the Army was then in need of supplies, and that everything 
necessary found on the premises was taken and applied to the use of the com- 


mand, 

It is stated in evidence, in explanation of the reason why receipts were not 
issued, that the proper officers were not accessible to Semani ras was then 
a widow, and that the sudden movement of the troops precluded the possibility 
of their being obtained. 

“Affidavits of citizens of the vicinity, certified to be credible, are also pre- 
sented in proof of the loyalty of claimant and the justice of her claim. 

“The case was referred by this office, February 21, 1867, to Bvt. Brig. Gen. 
Thomas Swords, assistant quarterm: eral, for special investigation and 
report as to the merits of the charges for the quartermaster stores mentioned. 

“Capt, E. B. Kirk, assistant quartermaster-general, United States Army, as is 
shown by indorsement of General Swords, was detailed to proceed to Murfrees- 
borough and make a special and thorough investigation of all the facts in the 
case. His report has been forwarded and is as follows: 

“OFFICE ASSISTANT QUARTERMASTER, 
“ Nashville, Tenn., March 31, 1867. 

i „ returned to Brigadier - General Swords, assistant quartermaster- 
gene 

Upon a full personal investigation of the inclosed claim of Mrs. Russell, I 
have the honor to report that the commands * — 92 within did actually occupy 
her plantation as stated, and from all the ev: I have been able to obtain it 


is my opinion that all the property for which this claim is made was taken by 
the United States Arm r 


“I find that about 1,060 cords of wood mentioned within were fence-rails, be- 
ing some 80,000 in number; twenty-six log cabins torn down and burned would 
average 5 cords rage building; the balance of the wood was in the tree and was 
not worth over $l per cord. Corn was not worthover 75 cents per bushel at that 
a 3 are charged for the horses, mules, and fodder are considered rea- 
so e a f 

I would respectfully recommend that this claim be allowed on the basis of 
this indorsement. 


„E. B. KIRK, 
Assislant Quartermaster, United States Army. 


“I respectfully recommend the following allowance for such of the items as 
are properly chargeable to this department: 


For 15 horses s 
For 10 mules ...........--- 


For 4,000 bushels of corn.. 
For 38 stacks of fodder......... ee 
For 2,310 cords of wood in the tree. ... .. . . . .. . . . .. . . .. . . e, 27 SLO 
For 1,060 cords of wood, rails (shown by the affidavits to have been used 

to keep the wounded from freezing). . . . . . . . .. . . . . 2,120 

MOUSER Gn. snes ns ßß K 10h UAW 
+ 

The remainder of the charges for wood contained in the cabins is recom- 
mended for 3 destruction of these buildings being as 
depredations on part of the troops. . 

I have the honor to remain, sir, your obedient servant, 


D. H. RUCKER, 
“ Acling Quarlermaster-General, Bvt, Maj. Gen., U. S. A. 
„Hon. Epwix M. STANTON, 
“Seerelary of War, Washington, D. C. 


“The act of July 4, 1864, required that the findings of the Quartermaster-Gen- 
eral should be reported to the Third Auditor of the y, but by some un- 
accountable error deci in this case was reported to Edwin M. Stanton, 
then Secretary of War. The case was returned by the Secretary of War to the 
Quartermaster-General, and, pending further action, communications were re- 
ceived impeaching the loyalty of claimants. The case remained suspended 
until December 3, 1880, when it was again considered by the Quartermaster- 
General and rejected, because, as was decided by the then Quartermaster-Gen- 
eral, he was unable to certify that he was convinced of the loyalty of claimant. 

“Phe claimants in the case are the heirs of John C. Howse, deceased, who 
died in 1855. They are his widow and three children (girls), the oldest of whom 
was at the time this perty was taken eleven years of age. 
ve therefore examined carefully into the loyalty of the 


widow. 

“If the claim had been reported to the Third Auditor of the Treasury, as the 
act of July 4, 1864, directed, it would undoubtedly have been paid, as allowed 
by the r-General, at $10,975, in 1867; but the error of the Quarter- 
master-General caused the delay. Inasmuch as the claim was carefully exam- 
ined by the quartermaster's agent and allowed by the Quartermaster-General 
in 1867, and asthe e ce fully justifies the decision then made, your committee 
have earefully examined the question of loyalty, which was the ground upon 


which the re scp ear rejected the case in 
the claimants were minors (girls). 
tioned. in I during the month of January, to 
Leonidas Russell, who was an officer in the Union Army. 
“Upon the question of loyalty the papers disclose the following official orders: 
“HEADQUARTERS UNITED STATES FORCES, 
“Murfreesborough, Tenn., August 18, 1862, 
“Mrs. Howse having applied to these headquarters for the protection of a safe- 
guard, baving me of her loyalty to the United States, such protection 
is given her. All in the employ of the United States are warned 


persons 
at their peril not to take or molest the property or things or disturb the quiet 
of her household. 

W. B. HAZEN, 


“Colonel, Commanding at Murfreesborough. 


“ MEDICAL Drrector’s OFFICE, 
“DEPARTMENT OF THE CUMBERLAND, 
Headquarters, March 4, 1863. 
“Sm: The general commanding directs that rations are to be issued to Mrs. 
Howse and servants. She isto pay for them if practicable; if not, the rations 
are nevertheless to be issued. 
“By order of medical director, Department of the Cumberland. 
“JAMES F. WEIDS, A. S., U. S. A., 
“Assistant Medical Director, Department of the Cumberland. 


“It seems remarkable to your committee that, in view of the foregoing orders, 
issued about the time her property was taken, and in face of a large number of 
affidavits of Army officers, peg ong ete could be raised as to the loyalty of Mrs. 
Howse (now Mrs. Russell), Your committee are , after a careful ex- 
amination of the evidence, that the only testimony impeaching Mrs. Howse's 
loyalty emanated from personal enemies of the second husband, Dr. Leonidas 
Russell, who occupies a prominent part in the politics of Rutherford County, 
Tennessee, and apon this question an agent of the Quartermaster-General, spe- 
cially detailed to investigate the facts, reported, under date of July 2, 1830: 

**Against her loyalty are eertain charges made against the conduct of her 
second husband since the war by men who had very emphatically sworn to her 
loyalty as a matter of personal wledge. i 


s * + * s kd * 


But it is opposed by an overwhelming mass of contrary testimony, much 
of it from persons equally entitled to credence and having a longer acquaint- 
anee.and claimant would seem to be entitled to the benefit of the great pre- 
ponderance of the testimony in her favor. 

“She is entitled to the benefit of testimony in her favor, which greatly pre- 
ponderates, and I report her koya 

“Your committee are satisfied, after a careful examination of the evidence, 
that Mrs. Howse (now Mrs. Russell) was loyal to the Government of the United 
States, and this appears to be the only point questioned by the Quartermaster- 
General in his decision of 1880. 

The claims presented are for $23,842, The claimants now propose to accept 
210,975, the amount allowed by the Quartermaster-General in 1867, as a full set- 
tlement of all claims and demands against the United States, because, owing to 
the long lapse of time sinee the claim originated, as well as the unsettled con- 
dition of the country at that time, it will now be extremely difficult, if not im- 
possible, to secure competent testimony to establish the claim in the Court of 
Claims; and claimants contend that the report of Captain Kirk was made after 
a al examination by him very shortly after the property was taken, that 
the action of the Quartermaster-General in 1867 was in accordance with law, 
and the sum allowed should be paid, 


“Your committee 


Their loyalty will not be ques- 
The widow was remarried 
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We are clearly of opinion that payment should be made for the property 
taken, and think, under all the circumstances, that the amount allowed by the 
Quartermaster-General should be, as is proposed by claimants, accepted by all 
parties as final; and we therefore recommend that the bill do pass.“ 


Your committee, after due consideration, fully concur with the conclusions 
reached in the foregoing report. The property charged for consists of stores 
and supplies taken and used by the United States Army ata time when such 
necessary articles could not be furnished by the Government, and compensa- 
tion should be made therefor. The settlement of the claim by the Quarter- 
master-General in 1867 should be held as conclusive, and we therefore recom- 
mend that the bill do pass. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I am in great doubt about this 
bill. As is stated in the report of the committee, it appears that the 
War Department officers at one time, and not a great while after the 
war, rejected this claim on account of the want of loyalty of the claim- 
ant or of the person whose property originally is said to have been taken; 
but now, after a lapse of ten or fifteen years since that time, the present 
committee of the House of Representatives (and our committee adopt 
their report, which I think is a very bad practice, but that has nothing 
to do with this present point) think that after a lapse of time the doubt 


‘about the loyalty of the claimant ought to be solved in favor of the 


claimant. If that principle be a sound one, then, in five or ten years 
hence every claim for everything taken or destroyed during the four 
years of war can go through on the ground that loyalty must be pre- 
sumed because you can not at such a distance of time prove affirma- 
tively that loyalty or disloyalty did exist in the great mass of the cases. 

I do not wish at this moment to object to this bill, because it may 
be that on explanation by somebody it will appear to be right. Re- 
serving that, I ask the Senator from Tennessee, or somebody who may 
know about it, to give us a little more light on the subject. 

Mr. HARRIS. I simply wish to call the attention of the Senator 
from Vermont to the fact, as the report shows and as the face of the 
bill shows, that the beneficiaries are not the widow of Howse, now Mrs. 
Russell, in respect to whose loyalty these commentaries are made, but 
the eldest one of the beneficiaries was a girl of eleven yearsofage when 
these events occurred, But if it be dependent upon the loyalty of the 
mother, who was the widow of Howse and who had no rights in re- 
spect to this particular property, the preponderance of proof as to her 
loyalty is so overwhelming that I do not think the Senator from Ver- 
mont or any other Senator would express a doubt upon scrutinizing 
the testimony. 2 

Mr. FAULKNER. Mr. President, there was but one question involved 
in this case, and that was the question of loyalty. All others presented 
by the record were favorably passed upon by the officers of the Gov- 
ernment to whom the claim was ted for adjudication. Having 
that single question for decision by the committee, and knowing that it 
was a jurisdictional one, I as a subcommittee examined the evidence 
with the utmost care, and I can state to the Senator from Vermont and 
to the Senate, that the statement in the report that the evidence tended 
in any degree to establish the fact of disloyalty, even as to the mother 
of the claimants, was evidence that no court or jury would have con- 
sidered for one moment. 

‘Two-thirds of those who swore to the disloyalty of the mother of the 
claimants were persons who had testified prior to her marriage to a 
Union officer of her absolute loyalty to the Federal Government; but 
it seems that for some reason, subsequent to the marriage of this lady 
in 1865 to an officer of the Union Army, some of these parties changed 
their opinion as to her devotion to the Union who had previously tes- 
tified to that effect. Even accepting, for the sake of argument, all 
that proof as given by credible witnesses, the evidence in the record 
of the Government officials and others is overwhelming testimony in 
favor of her loyalty. 7 

I will further state to the Senator from Vermont that there has been 
three special agents appointed by the Department to examine into this 
case, every one of whom reported that she was a loyal woman. The 
only difficulty that I had in the consideration of the question was to 
learn if possible how the Quartermaster-General, upon the evidence of 
his own officer sent as late as 1880, just prior to his decision, to ascer- 
tain and repert upon this single question and who reported her loyalty 
as ascertained beyond peradventure—how he could have decided upon 
the evidence then in the case that she was not loyal or that he did 
not feel justified in certifying that the claimant was a loyal woman. 
From my examination of the testimony, the reports of the several spe- 
cial agents of the Department, I reached the conclusion that no hesita- 
tion upon the question of loyalty should have existed in the mind of 
the Quartermaster-General for one moment. It was only after ascer- 
taining that there could be no doubt upon that fact that the committee 
agreed to report the bill unanimously. I hope the conclusion of the 
committee will be sustained by the Senate and that the bill will be 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Assuming for the moment that this lady was a 
friend of her country and not an enemy of it, I should like to know 
whether this case is one of a very large class that the law referred to 
the Quartermaster’s Department of the Army for consideration, and 
whether this bill is to be an act of Con overruling a decision that 
applies to a great class of such cases, or how it does happen in the state 
of the law, which has existed since the war, that this claim, if a valid 
one, was not brought before the Court of Claims or the Southern Claims 


í 
Commission—which I rather think did exclude quartermaster’s claims, 
but Ido not remember distinctly about that—so that we can under-, 
stand whether this is a special and excepted instance from the great 
mass of quartermaster’s claims, or whether it is one of those in which! 
we are expected to review the decision of the tribunal, whatever it may 
be, that Congress has previously appointed in regard to determining: 
questions of this character. If it be an exceptional case that does not 
make a precedent for a mass of claims to be reviewed as time goes on! 
and witnesses disappear, and all that, it is one thing. If it is one of 
the mass of that class, then I think we ought to take further time to 
consider it; but I do not object at this moment, because I hope it may 
be all that is claimed. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President—— 

Mr. STEWART. I desire to call attention to the fact that I was 
called to order for s5 ing twice some time ago, under Rule VIII, and 
J hope that rule will be enforced hereafter. 

ThePRESIDENT pro tempore. TheSenator from Tennessee has once 
spoken on this bill. 

Mr. HARRIS, That is true, but I ask unanimous consent of the 
Senate to answer in a minute and a half the inquiry of the Senator 
from Vermont. A 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. HARRIS. The report of the committee shows the case to be 
decidedly exceptional. It was a caso that was referred to the Quarter- 
master-General, He sent his agent to Tennessee to investigate the 
matter, and after that investigation and the report of the agent, in- 
stead of the Quartermaster-General making his report to the Third 
Auditor, as the act of Congress required, he made it to the Secretary 
of War, and the claim lay there in the office of the Secretary of War, 
which Secretary had no power over the question, until a late day. 

Mr, FAULKNER. Eighteen hundred and eighty. 

Mr. HARRIS.. Eighteen hundred and eighty the Senator who re- 
ported the case informs me. Since that time a bill has been intro- 
duced from Congress to Congress, and has never met with anything 
else than a favorable report. It has. been reported favorably in one 
House or the other in every Congress since that time, and now it 
stands on the Calendar with not only the favorable report of the House 
committee, but the passage of the bill by the House and the favorable 
report of the Senate committee, 

Mr. BATE. Right on that point I wish to say a word. It appears 
by the report that— 

The case was returned by the Secretary of War to the Quartermaster-General, 
and, pending further action, communications were received impeaching the 
loyalty ofc ants, The case remained suspended until December 3, 1880, when 
it was again considered by the Quartermaster-General and rejected, because, us 
was decided by the then Quartermaster-General, he was unable to certify that 
he was convinced of the loyalty of claimant, 

Then he sent his agent, as is shown by the report, to investigate the 
case, and he came back and made a favorable report and said that the 
claim ought to be paid. 

Furthermore, upon the question of loyalty made by the Senator from 
Vermont, there are permissions granted at the time when war was 
flagrant, and the persons in command at that immediate spot—for this 
was right near the battle-field of Murfreesborough, and this property was 
taken by the Twenty-first Army Corps, under the command of General, 
Crittenden, and while he was in command there—gave to this lady, who 
was then a widow and whose property had been taken and destroyed, 
a permission that they did not give to those who did not take the oath 
of allegiance, as I understand. : 

Mr. EDMUNDS. May Lask the Senator a question if I do not violate 
the rule? 

Mr. BATE. Certainly. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. How long had this lady been a widow, and had 
her husband been an officer or soldier in the Confederate service? 

Mr. BATE. I will tell the Senator in a minute, and I am glad he 
asks the question. This report shows that her first husband, Mr. 
Howse, died in 1855, and that she had not remarried, but was a widow 
at the time the property was taken, and these orphan girls—there 
were three of them, but one died and the two remaining orphan girls 
are all that are left of that family. All their property was swept away, 
as the report of the quartermaster shows. 

Not only that, but there is a peculiarity in this report which you will 
observe by scrutinizing it, thatthey refused to pay for the cabins which 
are referred to in the report, showing that all the material that was 
taken and used was done under the order of General Crittenden, or those, 
in command there, but that that was not ordered and they took that 
as a mere devastation by the troops, and hence refused to pay for it. 
Here is the permission given by General Hazen to this lady: 

HEADQUARTERS UNITED STATES Forces, 
Murfreesborough, Tenn., August 18, 1862, 

Mrs. Howse having applied to these headquarters for the protection ofa safe- 
guard, having satisfied me of her loyalty to the United States, such protection is, 
hereby given her. All persons in the employ of the United States are warned 


at their peril not to take or molest the property or things or disturb the quiet of 
her household. 


W. B. HAZEN, 
Colonel, Commanding at Murfreesborough. . 
He gave her a card of protection, showing that he was satisfied of 
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her loyalty, and the assistant medical director of 
the Cumberland gave her a certificate that, being satisfied of her loy- 
alty, supplies should be furnished her. 8 ? 5 had beeg 
swept from her, and her family was left without a morsel to eat an 
without clothes to wear. 

Such is the report and I am very glad to have the opportunity to set 
the mind of the Senator from Vermont at rest on that question. 


The bill was reported to the Senate Without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


LANDS OF FLATHEAD BAND OF INDIANS. 


The bill (H. R. 7777) to provide for the sale of lands patented to cer- 
tain members of the Flathead band of Indians in Montana Territory, 
and for other purposes, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Indian Affairs with 
amendments. 


The first amendment was, in section 2, line 8, after the word bid - 
to read: 


der,” to strike out the words “ for cash; so as 


That after the appraisementherein authorized shall have been completed, and 
after due notice, the Secretary of the Interior shall offer said lands for sale 
through the proper land office in tracts not eXceeding 160 acres, which be 
the limit of the amount any one person shall be allowed to pu , except in 
cases, if any, where ao tract contains a fractional excess over 160 acres, to the 
highest bidder. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was to add at the end of section 2 the following 
proviso: 


Provided further, That before the second or any su uent payment shall be 
received, the purchaser shall prove to the satisfaction of the land office that he 
is actually residing upon the tract of land so purchased, and that he is entitled 
under the laws of the United States tothe benefit of the homestead laws. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
u third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. DAWES. The Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Jones] who re- 
ported the bill being absent, I venture to move that the Senate insist 
on its amendments, and ask for a conference with the House of Repre- 
sentatives thereon. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. JONES of Ar- 
kansas, Mr. PLATT, and Mr. DAWES were appointed. 


COUNTERFEIT MONEY DEALERS, 


The bill (H. R. 9268) to punish dealers and pretended dealers in 
counterfeit money and other fraudulent devices for using the United 
States mails was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads with an amendment, which was to strike out all after the enact- 
ing clause, and to insert: 


That section 510 of the Revised Statutes be, and the same is hereby, soamended 
as to read as follows: 2 

“Smo, 5480. If any person having devised or intending to devise any scheme 
or artifice to defraud, or to sell, d of, loan, exchange, alter, give away, or 
distribute, supply, or furnish, or procure for unlawful use any counterfeit or spu- 
rious coin, bank notes, paper money, or any obligation orsecurity of the United 
States or of any State,Territory,or F person, 
or anything represented to be or intimated or held out to be such counterfeit or 
spurious articles, or any scheme or artifice to obtain money by or through cor- 
respondence, by what is commonly called the sawdust swindle,’ or ‘counter- 
feit money fraud,’ or by dealing or pretending to deal in what is commonly 
called ‘green articles,’ green coin,’ ‘bills,’ paper goods,’ ‘spurious Treasury 
notes,’ United States is,’ ‘green cigars,’ or any other names or terms in- 
tended to be underst as relating to such counterfeit or spurious article, to be 
effected by either opening or intending to open correspondence or communica- 
tion with any other person, whether resident within or outside the United 
States, by means of the post-office establishment of the United States, or by in- 
citing such other person or any person to open communication with the person 
so devising or intending, shall, in and for executing such scheme or artifice or 
attempting so to co, pisos or cause to be placed any letter, packet, writing, cir- 
cular, pamphlet, or advertisement in any post-office, branch post-office, or street 
or hotel letter-box of the United States, to be sent or delivered by the said post- 
office establishment, or shall take or receive any such therefrom, such person so 
PAE the post-office establishment shall, upon conviction, be punishable by 
a fine of not more than $500 and by imprisonment for not more than eighteen 
months, or by both such punishments, at the discretion of the court. The in- 
dictment, information, or complaint may 8 charge offenses to the num- 
ber of three when committed within the same six calendar months; but the 
the court thereupon shall give a single sentence, and shall proportion the pun- 
ishment es: y to the degree in which the abuse of the post-office establish- 
ment enters as an instrument into such fraudulent scheme and device.“ 

Src, 2. That any person who, in and for conducting, promoting, or carryin 
on, in any manner by means of the post-office establishment of the Unit 
States, any scheme or device mentioned in the preceding section, or any other 
unlawful business whatsoever, shall use or assume or request to be addressed 
vy any fictitious, false, or assumed title, name, or address, or name other than 
his own proper name, or shall take or receive from any pcst-office of the United 
States any letter, „or packet addressed to any such fictitious, false, 
or assumed title, name, or address,or name other than his own lawful and 

roper name, shall, upon conviction, be punishable as provided in the first sec- 
ion of this act. 

Src. 3. That the Postmaster-General may, upon evidence satisfactory to him, 
that any person is using any fictitious, falsc, or assumed name, title, or address 
in conducting, promoting, or carrying on, or assisting therein, by means of the 
post-office establishment of the United States, any business scheme or device 


e Department of 


ig violation of the provisions of this act, instruct 5 at any par 

ice ab whioh such lettérs, cards, or packets, add to such fictitious, false, 
or ed name or address arrive to notify the y claiming or receivin; 
such létters, cards, 3 to appear at the post-office and be identifled; an 
if the party so notified fail to appear and be identified, or if it shall satisfactorily 
appear that such letters, cards, or packets are add to a fictitious, false, or 
assumed name or address, such letters, postal-cards, or packages shall be for- 
Warded to the dead-letter òffiċe as fictitious matter. 

SEC, 4. That all matter the deposit of which in the mails is by this act made 
punishable is hereby declared non-mailable; but nothing in this act shall be so 
8 as to authorize any person other than an employé of the dead. letter 
Office, duly authorized thereto, to open any letter not addressed to himself. 

Sec. 5. That whenever the Postmaster-General is 23 that letters or pack - 
ets sent in the mails are addressed to places not the residence or business ad- 
dress of the persons for whom they are intended, to enable such persons to 
— identification, he may direct postmasters to deliver such letters only 

m the post-office upon identification of persons addressed, 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. k 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill he pes the third time, and passed. 

Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Senate insist on its amendment to 
the bill just passed, and ask for a conference with the House of Repre- 
sentatives. 

The motion was agreed to. s 

By unanimous consent, the 27 pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. MITCHELL, 
Mr. SAWYER, and Mr. REAGAN were appointed. 


GUARDIAN OF SAMUEL HOWARD. 


The bill (H. R. 1029) for the relief of J. S. Flake, guardian of Sam- 
uel Howard, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to pay $100 to James S. Flake, guardian of Samuel Howard (a 
lunatic), of Henderson County, Tennessee, for quartermaster’s stores, 
consisting of one horse, taken from him and appropriated by the mili- 
tary forces of the United States. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us hear the report in that case. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is no written report accom- 

ying the bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let the bill go over, then. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, It will be passed over without preju- 
dice. The next House bill on the Calendar will be stated. 

Mr. HARRIS. What was done with House bill 1029? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It went over on the objection of the 
Senator from Vermont, without prejudice. 

Mr. HARRIS. It involves a very small matter, and was reported 
by the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Jones]. As he is not present, I 
will not insist on its consideration, because I have not examined the 
matter. 

ALLOTMENT OF LAND IN SEVERALTY. 


The bill (H. R. 11634) to provide for the allotment of land in sev- 
eralty to the United Peorias and Miamies in Indian Territory, and for 
other pur was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee-on Indian Affairs with 
amendments. 

The first amendment was, in section 2, line 18, after the words 
“ agricultural, or“ to strike out other“ and insert mining;’’ so as 
to read: 

And said United Peorias and Miamies shall have power, subject to the ap- 
roval of the Secretary of the Interior, to lease for ng, agricultural, or min- 
ng purposes from time to time and for any period not exceeding ten years at 
any one time, all of said residue, or any part thereof, the 8 or rental to 
de oe between said tribes in proportion to their respective interests in said 
residue, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 2, line 23, after the word res- 
idue, to strike out: 

And after said allotments are completed each allottee may lease or rent his or 
her individual allotment for any pated not 555 three years, the father 


acting for his minor children, and in case of no father, then the mother, the chief 
acting for orphans of the tribe to which said orpbans may bel 

And in lieu thereof to insert: 

And the agent for the time being having cha: of said Indians is hereby au- 
thorized, with the approval of the Secretary of the Interior, to lease or rent the 
allotment ofany orphan child for a period not exceeding three years at any one 
time, nor exceeding the minority of said orphan child, and to expend the rental 
received therefrom for the education and advancement in civilization of said 
orphan child, under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The reading of the bill was resumed and continued to section 4, 


ong. 


e 2. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. At some time I wish to move an amendment there 
to give an appeal from the Court of Claims, who have this jurisdiction, 
to the Supreme Court of the United States. If there be no objection, 
I should like to move it now lest it be forgotten. I move to inge 
‘subject to an appeal to the Supreme Court of the United States, as 
other cases, where that jurisdiction is conferred. 

Mr. HOAR. Where is that appeal from? 

Mr. EDMUNDS, From the judgment of the Court of Claims, 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senator from Vermont in- 
dicate the line in which the amendment is to be inserted? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. After the word claims,“ in section 4, line 2. 
an PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated from 

desk. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In section 4, line 2, after the word claims, 
it is proposed to insert ‘‘ subject to an appeal to the Supreme Court of 
the United States, as in other cases; so as to read: 


su! toan 
to hear and d 
Wes, Kaskask: 

heirs at law, or legal represen’ who 
under the provisions of artiele 28 of the treaty of February 22, 1887, made with 
the confederated tribes of Peorias, Kaskaskias, Weas, and Piankeshaws, in th 
invested funds and other common property of the said confederated tribes. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I desire to make a motion to proceed to the 
consideration of executive business, but the Senator from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Dawes] thinks that this bill will be concluded in a moment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The time allotted for the consider- 
ation of the Calendar under Rule VIII having expired, the Senate re- 
sumes the consideration of the unfinished business, which will be 
stated. 

Tue CHIEF CLERK. A resolution, by Mr. HOAR, authorizing the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections to investigate alleged election 
outrages in certain States. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. DAWES. Lask the Senator from Virginia to allow us to finish 
this bill by unanimons consent. 

Mr. RLIDDLEBERGER. Les, sir. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? 

Mr. CALL and Mr. HARRIS. What is the request? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The time allotted for the considera- 
tion of the Calendar under Rule VIII having expired, the Chair laid 
before the Senate the unfinished business. The Senator from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. DAwes] asks unanimous consent that the unfinished 
business may be informally laid aside to proceed with the eonsidera- 
tion of the bill which was being read by the Chief Clerk. 

Mr. GORMAN. I trust the Senate will extend the time for the eon- 
sideration of the Calendar one hour longer. 

Mr. HARRIS. Oh, no. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maryland asks 
unanimous consent that the agreement of the Senate may be extended 
to 10 minutes past 6 o’clock for the consideration of the Calendar. 

Mr. CULLOM. I hope the Senator will allow the Senate to go for- 
ward in the calling of the Calendar for the remainder of the evening. 

Mr. HOAR. Should not my colleague’s request for unanimous con- 
sent first be put? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will endeavor to ascer- 
tain the will of the Senate. 

Mr. DAWES. I ask that we may be allowed to finish the pending 


bill. 

Mr. GORMAN. If there is any objection to the request I made I 
withdraw it. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Massachusetts asks 
unanimous consent that the unfinished business may be informally 
laid aside for the consideration of the bill now being read by the Chief 
Clerk. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. The reading will 


proceed. 

The Chief Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of the bill (H. R. 
11634) to provide for allotment of land in severalty to United Peorias 
and Miamies in Indian Territory, and for other yas 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move to amend the bill by striking out all of 
the clause concerning the payment of counsel, which has no business, 
I think, in an act of Congress. 

‘The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The part proposed to be stricken 
out will be read. 

The Cuter CLERK. In section 4, beginning in line 43, it is proposed 
to strike out the following words: å 

Out of the funds so found due to said citizen Indians said Courtof Claims may 
allow a reasonable compensation to the counsel or attorneys of such Indians, to 
be ratably apportioned upon and paid out of the sums due them, respectively ; 

ascertain the reasonable value of the services of counsel em- 
ployed by said confederate tribes to represent the tribes on such examination, 
not to exceed 10 per the aggregate sum — in controversy, and the 
Secretary of the Interior shall cause to be paid to said counsel so much of the 
sum so ascertained as in equity and ce he may consider to be due them for 
such out of any money in of the United States now due 
to such tribes arising from the sale of the lands of said tribe in Kansas, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. : 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. DAWES. I move that the Senate insist on its amendments and 


ask for a conference with the House of Representatives on the bill and 
amendments, l 
The motion was agreed to. A 
By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to, 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. DAWES, Mr. 
MORGAN, and Mr, STOCKBRIDGE were appointed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed a bill (H. R. 12571) mak-. 
ing appropriations to supply deficiencies in the appropriations for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, and for prior years, and for other pur- 
poses; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. s 

The message also announced that the House had concurred in the 
report of the committee of conference on the di g votes of the 
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 11658) 
5 ſor the payment of invalid and other pensions 
of the United States ſor the fiscal year ending June 30, 1890, and for 
other purposes. 

s HOUSE BILL REFERRED, 
_ The bill (H. R. 12571) making appropriations te supply deficienci 
in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, and for! 
prior years, and for other purposes, was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate proceed to the further con- 
sideration of the conference report on the bill (S. 2851) to amend an 
ra entitled An aet to regulate commerce, approved February 4, 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Pending that motion, I move that the Sen- 
ate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Virginia moves 
that the Senate do now proceed to the consideration of executive busi- 
ness. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business, After forty-nine minutes spent in ex- 
ecutive session the doors were reopened, and (at 6o0’clozk and 5 min- 
utes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednesday, Feb- 
ruary 27, 1889, at 12 o’clock m. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate February 26, 1889. 
SPECIAL EXAMINER DRUGS, ETC., NEW ORLEANS. 

James F. Finney, of Louisiana, to be special examiner of dru 
medicines, and chemicals in the district of New Orleans, in the State 
of Louisiana, to succeed William G. Austin, resigned. 

MARINE-HOSPITAL SERVICE. 


James C. Perry, of North Carolina, to be assistant surgeon in the 
Marine-Hospital Service of the United States, rice Passed Assistant Sur- 
geon Francis M. Urquhart, deceased. 


SURVEYOR OF CUSTOMS. 


Frank E. Hayden, of Ohio, to bea surveyor of eustoms for the port 
of Columbus, in the State of Ohio. r 
This office was constituted by the act approved February 9, 1889. 


DEPUTY FIFTH AUDITOR OF THE TREASURY. 


J. Lee Tucker, of New York, to be Deputy Fifth Auditor of the Treas- 
ury, to succeed Alfred E. Lewis, removed. 


FOST MASTERS 


Samuel H. , to be at Clarion, in the county of Cla- 
rion and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of Myer M. Kaufman, re- 


signed. 

Dayton Hale, to be postmaster at Columbus, in the county of Lowndes 
and State of Mississippi, in the place of Dayton Hale, whose commis- 
sion expires February 26, 1889. 

W. H. Grim, to be postmaster at Beaver Falls, in the county of 
Beaver and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of Samuel S. McFar- 
ran, whose commission expired January 26, 1889. 

Charles E. Steele, to be at Minersville, in the county of 
Schuylkill and State of lvania, the appothtment of a post- 
master for the said office having, by law, become vested in the Presi- 
dent on and after January 1, 1887. 

Walter P. Horn, to be postmaster at Suspension Bridge, in the 
county of Niagara and State of New York, in the place of William 
Carr, whose commission expired February 14, 1889. 

Catharine J. Piatt, to be postmaster at Watsontown, in the county 
of Northumberland and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of Miss 
Mary V. Shay, whose commission expired February 9, 1889. 

Mrs. Mary White, to be postmaster at East Tawas, in the county of 
Tosco and State of Michigan, in the place of Robert White, 


` 
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PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 


Alfred Hedberg, late captain Fifteenth Infantry, to be captain, to 
rank from the date of his assignment under the act, vice Whittemore, 
promoted to the Tenth Infantry. 

First Lieut. John W. Summerhayes, regimental quartermaster, 
Eighth Infantry, to be assistant quartermaster with the rank of cap- 
tain, February 25, 1889, vice Hoyt, nominated for promotion. 

Maj. William B. Hughes, quartermaster, to be deputy quartermaster- 

eneral with the rank of lieutenaut-colonel, February 15, 1889, vice 
rd, retired from active service. 

Capt. Charles H. Hoyt, assistant quartermaster, to be quartermaster 
with the rank of major, February 15, 1889, vice Hughes, promoted. 

Tenth Regiment of Infantry. 

Capt. Edward W. Whittemore, of the Fifteenth Infantry, to be major, 

February 15, 1889, vice Hawkins, promoted to the Twenty-third In- 
fantry. 
Eighteenth Regiment of Infantry. 

Lieut. Col. Henry M. Lazelle, of the Twenty-third Infantry, to be 
colonel, February 17, 1889, vice Yard, deceased. 


Twenty-third Regiment of Infantry. 
Maj. Hamilton S. Hawkins, of the Tenth Infantry, to be lieutenant- 
colonel, February 17, 1889, vice Lazelle, promoted to Eighteenth In- 


PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 


Lieut. Frank F. Fletcher, junior grade, a resident of Iowa, to be a 
lieutenant in the Navy, from the 19th of February, 1889 [subject to 
the examinations required by law), vice Lieut. L. P. Jouett, dis- 
charged from the naval service, in co ity with the act of Congress 


approved 5th of August, 1882, not having been ſor pro- 
motion. 
Ensign Percival J. Werlich, a resident of Wisconsin, to be a lieuten- 


ant, junior grade, in the Navy, from the 19th of February, 1889, vice 
Lieut. F. F. Fletcher, junior grade, promoted. 

Passed Assistant Engineer David Jones, a resident of Pennsylvania, 
to be a chief engineer in the Navy, from the 9th of January, 1889, vice 
Chief Engineer Edwin Wells, deceased. [Subject to the examinations 
required by law.] 

Assistant Engineer Reynold T. Hall, a resident of Pennsylvania, to 
be a passed assistant engineer in the Navy, from the 9th of January, 
1889, vice Passed Assistant Engineers R. Ashton and David Jones, pro- 
moted. [Subject to the examinations required by law.] 

Passed Assistant Engineer James H. Chasmar, a resident of New 
Work, to be a chief engineer in the Navy, from the 27th of January, 
1889, vice Chief Engineer Francis C. Dade, retired. 

Assistant Engineer Tra N. Hollis, a resident of Kentucky, to be a 
passed assistant engineer in the Navy, from the 19th of February, 1889, 
vice Passed Assistant Engineers J. H. Chasmar and John W. Gardner, 
retired. [Subject to the examinations required by law.] 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate, February 26, 1889. 
` SURVEYOR OF CUSTOMS. 


Frank E. Hayden, of Ohio, to be surveyor of customs for the port of 
Columbus, Ohio. 


CAPTAIN OF INFANTRY. 


Alfred Hedberg, to be captain Fifteenth Infantry, to rank from the 
date of his assignment, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
TUESDAY, February 26, 1889. 


The House met at 100’clocka.m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. 
H. MILBURN, D. D. 


The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
JOHN J. LOCKREY. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following veto message of 
the President of the United States; which was read, and, with the ac- 
companying bill, referred, on motion of Mr. MATSON, to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed: 


To the House of Representatives : 


I herewith return without er „House bill No. 220, entitled “An act 
granting a pension to John J. Lockre: 

It is stated that this rece at enlisted: April 11, 1965, but it appears from the 
muster-roll of his company May and June, 1888, that he was a recruit as- 
signed, but who had not T for a There is aes eee on the record 

which positively shows that he ever reached h nt. 

It is conceded that his real and nominal ee with the Army extended 
only from April 11, 1865, when he was mustered in, until Forty aaa 1865, 8 — 
was discharged for disability, consisting of a disease of the eye, called in 


surgeon's certificate “iritis with conima 


bya in October, 1862. 
4 thigh while in the Tine of duty. 


It seems that this claimant enlisted just at the elose of the war, and was con- 
nected in a manner with the Army for four months. It is not probable that ho 
ever saw any actual service, for none is in the papers before me; and it, 
does appear that he spent a large part of his short term of enlistment in hos- 
pent and under treatment for a trouble with his =< Asearly as May 23, ope 

was admitted to hospital with gonorrheal ophthalmia. His claim w: 
jected by the Pension Bureau on the ground that this was the cause of hise 
= the inferences from the proof eee make this extremely prob- 
able. 


GROVER CLEVELAND, 
Exxcurtrvn MANSION, February-23, 1889. 


JOHN M’COOL. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following veto message 
of the President of the United States; which was read, and, with the 
accompanying bill, referred, on motion of Mr. Matson, to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed: 

To the House of Representatives: 


I return without approval House bill No. 5807, entitled An act granting a 
pension to John McCool.” | 
This W served in an Iowa regiment of volunteers from May 27, 1801, 


to Jul 1865. 
He ted a penon: for pension, alleging an accidental Nagy in the right 
thumb while ex! a cartridge from a pistol in August, 1861.. There is no, 


record of any such ch laßt. though it appears that he was on a Turlough about 
the date of his alleged injury. It W mend that he served neariy four years after 
the time he fixed as the date of his 

No evidence was filed in support the claim he filed, and he refused to ap- 
pear for examination, though twice notified to do so. 

His claim was re rejected i in May, 1888, no suggestion having been made of any 
other disability than the woun inthe thumb, upon which his claim before the 
bureau was based. 

8 report ot the committee in the House of 

e 
con 


Representatives recommending 
e of this bill contains no intimation that there exists any disability 
in the service, but distinctly declares the recom- 
— — is blind. 


Exxcurtvn Mansion, February 23, 1889. 
WILLIAM BARNES. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following veto message 
of the President of the United States; which was read, and, with the 
accompanying bill, referred, on motion of Mr. Matson, to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed: 


To the House of Representatives: 
E herewith return without i saat? House bill No, 11999, entitled An act 
granting a pension to William Barnes.’ 


The beneficiary named in this bill served in a Kentucky regiment from Au- 
gust 9, 1861¢to December 6, 1804. 


He made elnim for pension in the Pension Bureau, in tember, 1882, alleg- 
he was accidentally injured by a pistol shot in the 


It is conceded that he was wounded by the disch: of a pistol which he was! 
carrying saig he was absent from his command wi a on a visit to 
his e, and that the discharge of the pistol was acci 

The circumstances of the injury are a be a rhage in the report of the com - 
mittee, ee eee. the House of Representati mtg 
conan ica the case furnished to me from the Pe Pension —— but ent 

facts, the 


GROVER CLEVELAND, 
Exxcutive Mansion, February 23, 1889, 


HENRY Y. BASS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the neee message 
of the President of the United States; which was read, and, with the 
accompanying bill, referred, on motion of Mr. MATSON, to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed: 


To the House of Representatives: 

I return without roval House bill No. 11803, entitled “An act granting a 
pension to Henry V. 

This benefi aimed: September 9, 1862; and was mustered ont August 15, 
1865. The is ghow no during his service. 

It is no alleged that the soldier was mangon the ground near his tent while, 
two of ths pat were wrestling near him, an in the courge of the scyfile’ 
one of ities engaged in it was thrown of fell Upon the benéticiary, injur- 
ing his right knee and ankle. 

Upon —.— facts the claim was rejected by the Pension Bureau on the ground 
me the injury was not received in the line of duty. 

donot Rink that the Government should be held asan insurer against in- 
juries of this kind, which are in no manner related to the performance of mili- 


tary servico, 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, 2 23, 1889. 
SQUIRE WALTER. 


SPEAKER also laid before the House the following veto m 
of the President of the United States; which was read, and, With ` 
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accompanying bill, referred, on motion of Mr. Matson, to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed: 


To the House of Representatives: 

I herewith return without approval House bill numbered 10448, entitled An 
act pontine a pension to Squire Walter.“ 

The son of the beneficiary named in this bill enlisted in a West Virginia reg- 
iment on the 28th day of June, 1861. 

On the 15th day of September, 1862, while bathing in the Potomac River, near 
ay Chain Bridge, with the knowledge and consent of his commanding officer, 

iets perfe tly clear that he lost hisilife while in the fa privil 

is 'ectly clear e le while in enjoyment of a ege, 

and when, at his request, — me line was relaxed and its restraints re- 
moved for his comfort and pleasure. is death resulted from his voluntary 
a ome proper personalindulgence, and can not be in the least attributed 
o military seryice. 

The father = not appear to be so needy and dependent as is often exhibited 

ass. 


in cases of 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, February 25, 1889. 


PRODUCTION OF PRECIOUS METALS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, transmitting a report from the Director of the 
Mint upon the production of precious metals for the fiscal year 1888; 
which was referred to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Meas- 
ures, and ordered to be printed. 


EMPLOYES IN DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Attor- 
ney-General, transmitting a list of the employésin the Department of 
Justice, with the compensation of each, and stating that they have 
been usefully employed, and that their services are indispensable; 
which was referred to the Committee on Expenditures in the Depart- 
ment of Justice, and ordered to be printed. S 


JUDGMENTS AGAINST THE UNITED STATES. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Attor- 
ney-General, submitting a report of final judgmentsagainst the United 
States, not appealed from, in suits brought under the provisions of an 
act approved March 3, 1887; which was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


DIVISION OF SIOUX INDIAN RESERVATION. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (H. R. 10970) to di- 
vide a portion of the reservation of the Sioux Nation of Indians in Da- 
kota into separate reservations and to secure the relinquishment of 
the Indian title to the remainder, and for other purposes; said bill hav- 
ing been returned from the Senate with amendments and a request for 
a conference. 

Mr. PEEL. Task that the House non-concur in the amendments 
of the Senate to this bill and agree to the conference asked by the Sen- 
ate. 

There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. 

The SPEAKER subsequently announced the appointment of Mr. 
PEEL, Mr. ALLEN of Mississippi, and Mr. NELSON as conferees on the 
part of the House. 

MRS. MARY T. DUNCAN. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the amendments of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 325) for the relief of Mrs. Mary T. Duncan. 

Mr. CARUTH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the 
House concur in the Senate amendments, which reduce the amount al- 
lowed this claimant some $3,000. 

The SPEAKER. The Senate amendments had better be read, after 
which the Chair will ask for objection. 

The Senate amendments were read at length. 

There being no objection, the Senate amendments were concurred in. 


SECTION 2579 REVISED STATUTES. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the amendment of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 12414) to amend section 2579 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States. 

Mr. STEWART, of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I ask that unanimous con- 
sent be given to concur in the Senate amendment to this bill. 

Mr. JACKSON. What is the subject-matter? 

Mr. STEWART, of Texas. The original bill proposed to amend a 
certain section of the Revised Statutes of the United States, giving au- 
thority to g deputy collector to enter and clear vessels 

Mr. JACKSON. That is satisfactory. 

Mr. STEWART, of Texas. This amendment of the Senate relates 
only to a clause of the section. 

Mr. JACKSON. I have no objection. 

There being no objection, the Senate amendment was concurred in. 


WILLIAM ENGLISH. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the amendments of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 3721) authorizing the President to appoint 
William English an officer in the regular Army of the United States. 

Mr. HOOKER. I ask that the amendments be read with a view to 
asking concurrence. 


The Senate amendments were read at length. 

Mr. HOOKER. Iask unanimous consent to concur in the Senate 
amendments. 

There being no objection, the Senate amendments were concurred in. 


ESTABLISHMENT OF CERTAIN LIGHT-HOUSES, FOG-SIGNALS, ETC. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the amendments of the 
Sena te to bills of the following titles, in which concurrence wasreqr ested 
and a conference with the House asked thereon, namely: 

A bill (H. R. 11678) providing for the erection of sundry ligh’-house: 
and fog-signals in Lakes Erie, Huron, Michigan, and Superior; 

A bill (H. R. 12324) for the establishment of a light-house station on 
St. Cutharine's Island, State of Georgia; and 

A bill (H. R. 12430) providing for the establishment of a light and 
fog-signal at Humboldt, Cal., upon a more secure site, and for the estab- 
lishment of a light-ship at or near the wrecked steam-ship Oregon, in 
New York Harbor. 

The amendments, on motion of Mr. CLARDY, were severally non- 
concurred in, and the conference requested by the Senate agreed to. 


LINCOLN LAND DISTRICT, NEW MEXICO. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 3778) to estab- 
lish the Lincoln land district in the Territory of New Mexico; which 
was read a first and second time. 

Mr. JOSEPH. Mr. Speaker, I ask, by unanimous consent, to put 
that bill upon its passage. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, after which objection will 
be asked for. y 

The bill was read at length. 

Mr. CONGER. Ido not know that I want to object, but I wish to 
inquire first whether the boundaries of the proposed district conflict 
with the Folsom district? 

Mr. JOSEPH. No, sir. 

Mr. CONGER. I have no objection. 

There being no objection, the bill was ordered to a third reading; 
and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. SPRINGER moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 

e table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ADDITIONAL TELEGRAPH FACILITIES IN WASHINGTON, 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the joint resolution (S. 
R. 137) providing for additional telegraph facilities in the city of 
Washington during the inauguration ceremonies on the 4th day of 
March, 1889. 

The SPEAKER. This resolution is short and had better be read in 
fall. 

The joint resolution was read a first and second time, the second 
reading being in full. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Iask, by unanimous consent, to consider the joint 
resolution at this time. 

Mr. ABBOTT. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. ABBOTT. I desire to call the attention of the Chair to the 
order made by the House on the 22d instant, which is in the following 
words: 

Resolved, That on and after to-day the House sessions shall begin at 10 a, m., 
and, after the reading of the Journal, up to 11 a. m., the names of members 
shall be called in their alphabetical order for the consideration of matters by 
unanimous consent. 

I take it, sir, that under this order there is nothing in order at this 
time but to call the names of the members in their alphabetical order 
for unanimous consent. 

The SPEAKER. But the last clause of the order to which the gen- 
tleman refers shows clearly that the Speaker was to continue as here- 
tofore to lay the executive communications and Senate bills before the 
House, and that he might entertain requests for unanimous consent at 
this time to pass Senate bills, as has been the case heretofore when 
such bills were laid before the House. 

Mr. ABBOTT. But I would respectfully call the attention of the 
Chair to the latter clause, which provides: 

And it shall not be in order for the Speaker to entertain a request for unani» 
mous consent at any other time. 

TheSPEAKER. If the gentleman will read on he will see that the 
latter clause of the rule gives authority to do precisely what the Chair 
has been doing. 

Mr. ABBOTT. It provides: 


Except to concur or non-concur in Senate amendments to House bills or to 
consider Senate bills when presented to the House by the Speaker. 


The SPEAKER. That is exactly what the House is now doing. 
Mr. ABBOTT. Very well, if that is the construction of the order. 
The SPEAKER. 1s there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Missouri? ? 
There being no objection, the joint resolution was ordered to a third 


reading; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
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Mr. DOCKERY moved to reconsider the an py which the 2 
resolution was passed; and also moved that the motion to reco: T 
be Jaid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


HENRY M. RECTOR. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House Senate bill 314, for the relief 
of Henry M. Rector; which was read twice. 

Mr. ROGERS. That is a bill for a sum of $399 balance due Gov- 
ernor Rector on the books of the Treasury. It has been reported to the 
House, and I ask to have it considered. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, after which the Chair will 
ask for objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc,, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to pay to Henry M. Rector the sum of $399.91, 6ut of any 
moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the e being the amount 
pisces Tik to the credit of said Rector on the books of the Tieasury f the United 
States, as shown by page 162, Executive Document No, 363, first session Forty- 
ninth Congress, 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the consideration of this 
bill? 

Mr. CANNON, What is it for? 

Mr. ROGE It is a balance due Governor Rector, who was mar- 
shal for the district of Arkansas and could not get a settlement of his 
account. He could not ascertain what was due him or what was due 
to the Government. Finally the Senate by resolution asked for this 
balance, and the books of the Treasury disclose that this balance is due 
Governor Rector. 

Mr. CANNON. When was that; how many years ago is it? 

Mr. ROGERS, It was many years ago; in 1852 or 1853. The war 
came up, and of course he could not get any settlement. 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. ROGERS moved to reconsider the yote by which the bill was 
poset; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


LEAVE TO PRINT, 


Mr. GUENTHER, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to printin 
the RECORD some remarks on the bill (H. R. 12291) to regulate immi- 
gration. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS, 

Mr. BUNNELL, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to withdraw 
from the files of the House without leaving copies papers in the case of 
L. D. Forrest. 


CONFEREES ON BRIDGE AND LIGHT-HOUSE BILLS, 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will appoint as conferees on all the bills 
relating to light-houses, bridges, and other matters of the Committee 
on Commerce which have been disposed of this morning, the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. CLARpy], the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. 
LAGAN], and the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. T. H. B. BRowNE]. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


Mr. ENLOE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found duly enrolled a bill of the following 
title; when the Speaker signed * same: 

A bill (H. R. 11527) to establish lights on the western end of Coney 
Island, New York. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


The SPEAKER, Under the arder of the House the Clerk will pro- 
ceed to call the names of members alphabetically for requests for unani- 
mous consent. S 

Mr. O’NEALL, of Indiana. I ask unanimous consent to lay aside 
the order for unanimous consent for to-day, and that the House pro- 
ceed to the consideration of appropriation bills. 

Mr. BIGGS. I object. 

Mr. Annorr's name was called. 

Mr. ABBOTT. I ask, by unanimous consent, to discharge the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union from the further 
consideration of the bill (S. 1974) for the erection of a public building 
at Fort Worth, Tex. 

Mr. BLAND. As the House has refused to proceed with appropria- 
tion bills, I move that it take a recess for thirty minutes. 

Mr. RANDALL. Inviewof that motion, Lask by unanimous consent 
to make a privileged report from the Committee on Appropriations, 
being the sundry civil appropriation bill. 

Mr. BIGGS. Regular order. I object. 

Mr. RANDALL. I give notice that I will make this request at 11 
o’clock precisely. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Pending that motion I desire to call the atten- 
tion of the House to a bill on the Calendar 


The SPEAKER, Does the gentleman from Missouri object to the 
gentleman from New York making a statement concerning a bill? 

Mr. BLAND. Whatstatement? 

The SPEAKER. Of course the Chair does not know what statement 
the gentleman desires to make. 

Mr. LYNCH. R order. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I hope the gentleman will withdraw the demand 
for the regular order for one minute. I want to call attention to the 
bill (H. R. 8063) to amend an act entitled An act to aid vessels 
wrecked or disabled in the waters conterminous to the United States 
and the Dominion of Canada,’’ approved June 19, 1888. This is a 
very important bill, both to the United States and Canada. It is a 
matter for the saving of lifeas well as of property. It went to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary; has been reported unanimously; is now on the 
Calendar, and as the committee will not be reached during the re- 
mainder of this session and thus have an opportunity of calling up the 
bill, I desire to call it up. 

41% Speaker, the Canadian Parliament [Cries of Regular 
order! 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded. 

The question was taken on the motion of Mr. BLAND, and the Speaker 

announced that the noes seemed to have it. * 

Mr. BLAND. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 4, noes 46. 

Mr. BLAND. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will appoint as tellers the gentleman 
from e 55 [Mr. ABnorr] and the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
BLAND]. 

During the count, 

Mr. TAULBEE said: Pending the vote I ask leave to introduce a 
bill for reference. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. TURNER, of Georgia), The request 
is not in order at this time. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I ask the gentleman making the point of no quo- 
rum to withdraw it for the time being, so that I may introduce this 
bill. [Cries of Regular order !’’] 

The SPEAKRR pro tempore. The regular order is demanded. 

Mr. BREWER. I hope the gentleman from Kentucky will not in- 
terfere with business. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I would not by any means; but I would like to 
introduce this bill. 

The hour of 11 o’clock having arrived, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore said: The time for asking unanimous 
consent has expired. 

Mr. BLAND. I withdraw the motion to take a recess, 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. RANDALL, Iam directed by the Committee on Appropriations 
to submit a report on the sundry civil appropriation bill. 
The report was read, as follows: 

The Committee on 9 to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 12008) 
making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Government for the year 
ending June 30, 1890, and for other purposes, together with the amendments of 
the Senate thereto, beg leave to report as follows: 

They recommend concurrence in the amendments of the Senate numbered 
II. 12, 13, 15, 16, 17, 56, 57, 64, 65, 66, 67, 68, 70, 80, 83, 93, 104, 107, 110, 111, 113, 114, 
153, 157, 163. 166, 167, 168, 169, 170, 171, and 172. 

They recommend non-concurrence in the amendments numbered 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 
6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 14, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22; 23, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28, 29, 30, 31, 32, 33, 34, 35, 36, 37, 88, 
39, 40, 4l, „ 43, 44, 45, 46, 47, 48. 49, 50, 51, a 54, 55, 58, 59, 60, 61, 62, 63, 69, 71, 


hey recommend concurrence in the amendment of the Senate numbered 
101, with an amendment as follows: 

On page 31 of the bill, in line 23, after the word “ dollars,” insert the follow- 
ing: Which sum shall be expended under contract or contracts, to be made by 
the Secretary of the Treasury with the lowest and best bidder or bidders there- 
for, after advertising once a week for four consecutive weeks for proposals. 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon agreeing to the report, 

Mr. RANDALL. I ask the previous question upon the adoption of 
the report. 

The previous question was ordered. 

TheSPEAKER. There are thirty minutes for explanation or debate. 

Mr. RANDALL. The amount added by the Senate to the bill as it 
passed the House was $3,453,151. There are three or four main items 
of controversy. One relates to the question of the use of steam-presses in 
the Bureau of Engraving and Printing. Another relates to the Library 
building, the question being whether the law of last year shall be 
changed so that the structure shall have a limit of $6,000,000 instead of, 
$4,000,000. The third material point in controversy is in relation to 
the provision made in the Senate amendment for the purchase of a lot 
immediately west of the Post-Office Department building for the city 
post-office and other public offices, which is an indefinite appropriation 
and can be regulated in amount only by the judgment of a Washing- 
ton jury. 

Mr. MILLS. That is the block between D and E streets? 

Mr. RANDALL. It is. 
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Mr. MILLS. And it is all built up? 

Mr. RANDALL, It is all built up. 

Mr. MILLS. What is the estimated cost of that lot? 

Mr. RANDALL. The present rumor is that it may cost $1,250,000. 

Mr. MILLS. To condemn the property? 

Mr. RANDALL. To condemn the property, The Committee on 
Appropriations recommend non-concurrence in that Senate amend- 
ment. It may not be inappropriate for me to say here that prior to 
the distribution of the appropriation bills the Committee on Appropria- 
tions possessed the power to add legislation on general appropriation 
bills which would reduce expenditures. During that period such leg- 
islation proposed by the House was uniformly resisted by the Senate. 
They would not admit any such legislation to go upon an appropria- 
tion bill. After that the Committee on Appropriations and the other 
committees of this House having charge of appropriation bills were de- 

rived of the right to report any legislation upon appropriation bills. 
Notwithstanding the attitude of the Senate which I have already stated, 
a change seems to have come over that body of late, and we have fallen 
into a practice which enables the Senate to put almost anything it 
pleases in the way of legislation upon a gueal appropriation bill, while 
the House is not equal to the Senate in that particular. Of course the 
Committee am Appropriations have resisted this ice as far as they 
have been able, and will continue to do so until the House itself shall 
direct a relinquishment of the resistance. 

Mr. TAULBEE. What are we asked todo now with reference to 
this matter? 

Mr. RANDALL. We are asked not only to expend three millions 
and a half in addition to what the House thought sufficient, but also 
to involve the Government in large and indefinite additional expendi- 
tures. 

Mr. TAULBEE. But what is the pending motion? 

Mr. RANDALL. The motion is to adopt the report of the 
Committee on Appropriations on this bill. 

Mr. TAULBEE. And that report recommends non-concurrence in 
these amendments? 

Mr. RANDALL. It recommends non-concurrence in the amend- 
ments which I have stated. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I wish to ask the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania about the Library feature of the bill. 

Mr. RANDALL. We recommend non-concurrence in that amend- 
ment because it comes under the class of amendments I have men- 
tioned. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. The different estimates that 
you speak of, four millions and six millions respectively, do they in- 
clude the cost of the ground also? 

Mr. RANDALL. The ground has been paid for already, I believe. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. And those estimates relate 
only to the building? 

Mr. RANDALL. There is $500,000 provided in the bill in that con- 
nection, which is adequate for present purposes whether the limit of 
the structure be $6,000,000 or 84, 000, 000. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. So that whether the limit be 
fixed at either figure there will be money enough for the current year 
appropriated by the bill. 

Mr. RANDALL. There will be sufficient to cover the expenditures 
of the year with the money already unexpended. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of ge aes But my —— whether 
the estimates of $4,000,000 and $6,000,000 relate, res y, to the 
structure only, or whether they include also any part of the purchase 
of the ground. 

Mr. RANDALL. 1 55 relate only to the strueture. But, if I may 
venture an opinion, I say that I think the House will be required 
to take a position on the question of fixing the limit either at $4,000,000 
or $6,000,000, because I am quite satisfied that the conferees of the 
House, whoever they may be, will adhere to the law. 

Mr. HEARD. I understand the gentleman from Ivania [Mr. 
RANDALL] to say that there is $500,000 appropriated by the bill in 
any case. 

Mr. RANDALL. Les. 

Mr. HEARD. So that, whether we adopt the $4,000,000 or the 
$6,000,000 estimate, that $500,000, added to what is already unex- 
pended, will be sufficient for the expenditures contemplated for this 


year. 

Mr. RANDALL. I have so stated, and now repeat. 

Mr. HEARD. Then what is the basis of this insistence that the 
House and the Senate shall agree upon the one plan or the other now? 

Mr. RANDALL. Well, I can express only my own individual 
opinion on that point. I think that where the law fixes a limit of 
$4,000,000, that limit ought not to be changed on an appropriation bill. 

Mr. HEARD. The gentleman does not quite understand me. My 
point was that there seems to be no necessity for an abandonment of 
our position on that score. According to the statement of the gentle- 
man, as I understand, the provision which we make in our bill is am- 
ple for any contingency which may arise, whether we adopt ultimately 
the $4,000,000 limit or the $6,000,000 limit. 

Mr. RANDALL. I would not like to give a distinct answer to that 


question. It might “oe contract to be made for the outer stone 
of the building, which it 


be thought désirable to obtain from a 
particular q 


uarry. 

Mr. HOOKER. I wish to ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
whether there was a difference of opinion between the co farses of the 
two Houses upon the adoption of the amendment with reference to the 
international conference of American nations—the provision on page 
57 of the bill. 

Mr. RANDALL. As to that matter we recommend non-concurrence, 

Mr. HOOKER. That was a Senate amendment? 

Mr. RANDALL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HOOKER. Well, I wish to ask whether the “present attitude 
of the bill will admit of an amendment being offered for the considera- 
tion of the committee of conference, an amendment which I desigh to 
come in after the words ‘‘seventy-five thousand dollars“ in line 11. 
page 57. Iwill say to the gentleman from Pennsylvania and to the 
House that my object is to provide that during, or immediately before 
or after, this commercial conference of the Central and South American 
countries with our own, we shali have in the city of Washington a 
celebration of the one hundredth anniversary of the inauguration of the 
Constitution of the United States. 

Iam advised that in another part of the bill there is a very insignifi- 
cant appropriation of $3,000 for the purpose of celebrating on the 30th 
of April of the present year the inauguration of the first President of 
the United States, General Washington. The proposition which I now 
suggest and which I desire to get into this bill in some form or other, 
is that we shall in this centennial year of the establishment of the Con- 
stitution and Government of the United States have at the capital city 
of Washington some suitable commemoration of that event. In such 
a commemoration these very nations which are expected to unite with 
us in this commercial convention will no doubt be glad to participate; 
and I may add it has been to me a subject of regret that the President 
of the United States has not yet (unless he has done so within the last 
few days) appointed the ten commissioners authorized by the law pro- 
Tigi for that convention. 

Sir, I think that we ought to have in this centennial year, 1889, a 
en of the inauguration of our Constitution and the establish- 
ment of our present form of government; and this celebration would 
come with especial fitness at a period when we are having this confer- 
ence upon commercial subjects with these sister Republics of Central 
and South America who in their own organic forms of government have 
adopted as a model the Constitution of the United States almost in to- 
tidem verbis, and certainly in its essential spirit. 

I therefore hope that no objection will be offered by the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania to the consideration of the following amendment, 
which it will be observed carries with it no appropriation: 

On n page 57, _ — — ry he ng ng $75,000 for American conference), 7 
Frorided. T conference suitable ceremonies shall be 
had in 5 . anniversary of the inauguration of the 
Constitution of the United States, oo ee place, and manner thereof to be fixed 

by the delegates of the United Sta 

I hope the gentleman from n will offer no objection to 
this ae eI 

Mr. RANDALL, I certainly shall. 

TheSPEAKER. The previous question has been ordered upon the 
ad m of this report. 

r. RANDALL. I wish to make a statement in connection with 
this tater: 

In regard to the amendment of the Senate numbered 108, on page 
57 of the printed bill, we have recommended non-concurrence, for the 
reason that there has been already appropriated under the act there 
mentioned $75,000 for the object contemplated: and we do not know 
that a dollar of that sum has yet been expsnded. The Committee on 
Appropriations, in the absence of any information or report as to the ex- 
penditure of this $75,000, recommended non-concurrence. 

Now the proposition of the gentleman from Mississippi relates to an- 
other matter entirely. That proposition was submitted to the Senate 
and disagreed to. It will involve ultimately an expenditure of $300,- 
000. It is not possible to offer it here; nor if it was possible am I au- 
thorized to admit such an amendment. The provision further on, to 
which the gentleman has referred, relates, I believe, to the reading of 
the Constitution of the United States, an address in relation thereto by 
the Chief-Justice of the United States, and some further proceedings, I 
think—a military parade or something of that kind. The $2,000 pro- 
posed to be appropriated for that purpese is, I think, laneis in excess 
of any necessity. 

Mr. HOOKER. I beg leave to say to the gentleman from Pennsyl-| 
vania that I entirely npa with him in that respect, that for the object) 
proposed in the amendment of the Senate an appropriation of $3,000 
is entirely too much or entirely too little. The amendment I desire 
to offer does not carry with it the appropriation of one dollar. 

Mr. RANDALL. I know, but it involves great expense hereafter. | 

Mr. HOOKER. If the gentleman will it me a moment. The 
original proposition of the Committee on Foreign Affairs did did propose, | 
I believe, an appropriation of $300,000 for that purpose; and 
sideration of the magnitude and importanes of the celebration po 2 
posed, so far as the interests of this country are concerned, as Wel 
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the countries we propose to have as our guests, it will be a mere baga- 
telle in comparison with the expenditure involved in the celebration 
of the centennial at Philadelphia in 1876, For myself, I it as 
the most important event in the history of the country. It should be 
marked not only by a celebration of the day on which the first Presi- 
dent of the United States was inaugurated; but, Mr. Speaker, it should 
be marked more significantly as the centennial of the adoption of that 
instrument whose permeating influences have been felt throughout the 
civilized world, but more particularly in this country and in those coun- 
tries with which we are so closely identified by geographical i 

Mr. RANDALL, The gentleman should remember, however, that 
it is doubted by the best parliamentarians of the House, as well as of 
the other branch of Congress, whether it is within the power of either 
to insert new matter in bills of this character which have not been 
considered by either House. The gentleman will at once see the diffi- 
culty his proposition presents, even if it were in order under the rules 
of the House. 

Mr. HOOKER. It can be done by a vote of the House, I suggest. 

Mr. GUENTHER. Will the gentleman from Pennsylvania state 
what recommendation is made as to amendment numbered 103 ? 

Mr. RANDALL. The controversy there is just this: Both sides 
propose that the money shall be expended, and the only question is 
whether it shall come directly out of the moneys in the Treasury, or 
shall be taken from the fund known as the immigrant fund.“ We 
recommend non-concurrence in the Senate amendment. 

Mr. GUENTHER. I hope you will do so and adhere, because there 
is not money enough in that fund to enforce the provision. There 
was only about $6,000 surplus last year. 

Mr. RANDALL. We want to get at all the facts before determin- 
ingthequestion. I donot think there will be any difficulty in the way. 

Mr. DUNHAM. On this side of the House it was not possible to 
hear the explanation of the gentleman from Pennsylvania with regard 
to the Senate amendment in this bill providing for the purchase of a 
site for a post-office in this city. I wish to know from the gentleman 
what the committee recommended in that respect. 

Fr. RANDALL. We recommended non-concurrence, 

Mr. DUNHAM. That is right. 

Mr. RANDALL. It is a proposition involving an indefinite appro- 
priation which might reach $5,000,000. 

Mr. DUNHAM. It might be $50,000,000 as far as the provision ot 
the bill is concerned. 

The report of the committee was adopted. 

Mr. RANDALL moved to reconsider the vote by which the report 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. RANDALL. I move that the House request a conference with 
the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on this bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. RANDALL, Mr. 
Forney, and Mr. RYAN as conferees on the part of the House, 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I ask, by unanimous consent, to dis- 
pense with this hour for the call of committees, for the purpose of taking 
up the unfinished * bill. 

+ Mr. TAULBEE. Will the gentleman, pending that, couple with his 
request one that the usual permission be granted to file reports? 

Mr. SAYERS. I will do so, Mr. Speaker, and ask unanimous con- 
sent that members having reports from committees to make may pre- 
sent them at the Clerk’s desk. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Including minority views? 

Mr. SAYERS. Including also the views of minority members of the 
committees. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Texas as stated ? | 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


REPORTS FILED. 


4 ane following reports were filed by being handed in at the Clerk’s 
esk: 
RISING SUN LODGE, DECATUR, ALA. 

Mr. LAWLER, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 43) to refer the claim against the United 
States of the trustees of the RisingSun Masonic Lodge, No. 29, of De- 
catur, Ala., to the Court of Claims; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 


TARIFF STATISTICAL BUREAU, 


Mr. WHEELER, from the Committeeon Expenditures in the Treas- 
ury Department, reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 9827) to cre- 
ate and establish a tarif statistical bureau; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, MARTINSBURGH, W. VA. 


Mr. SOWDEN, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Groun 
reported back favorably the bill (S. 3432) for the erection of a public 
building at Martinsburgh, W. Va.; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 

a PETER CRENSHAW. 


Mr. HOOKER, from the Committee on Military A reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 5070) for the relief of prey oan 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the aecompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. ; 

BRIDGE ACROSS WHITE RIVER, ARKANSAS, 


Mr. PHELAN, from the Committee on Commerce, reported back 
with amendment the bill (H. R. 11960) to authorize the construction of 
a bridge across the White River at or near Aberdeen, Prairie County, 
Arkansas; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

FORFEITURE OF WAGON-ROAD GRANTS. 


Mr. HOLMAN, from the Committee on the Public Lands, submitted 
the views of the minority of that committee on the bill (S. 1939) providing 
in certain cases for the forfeiture of wagon-road grants in the State of 
Oregon; which were ordered to be printed, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Public Lands. 


GAMBLING IN AMERICAN FARM INDUSTRIES. 


Mr. GLASS, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported back 
adversely the bill (H. R. 7051) to prohibit fictitious and gambling 
transactions on the pa of articles produced by American farm indus- 
tries, and the bill (H. R. 5689) to punish dealing in futures in agri- 
cultural products; which were referred to the House Calendar, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


CHRISTOPHER C. ANDREWS, 


Mr. MACDONALD, from the Committee on the Public Lands, rted 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 12079) for the relief of Christopher C. 
Andrews; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I ask, by unanimous consent, that gentlemen . 
having bills to present may be permitted also to hand them in at the 
Clerk’s desk for proper reference under the direction of the Speaker, in 
Nati of the fact that we had no opportunity on yesterday to present 

em. 

Mr. BOWDEN. Let that also include resolutions, 

Mr. SPRINGER, I will ask to include everything that would ba 
in order under the rule of the House on Monday. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


FILING OF BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


The toreng bills and resolutions were filed by being handed inat 
the Clerk’s desk: 
OBSTRUCTION OF COMMERCE, 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas (by request), submitted a reso- 
lution asking the Secretary of War as to the obstruction to commerce 
of certain railroad and other bridges; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


BENJAMIN BRUNER. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas (by request), introduced a bill 
(H. R. 12645) for the relief of Benjamin Bruner; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

ADMISSION OF NEW MEXICO AS A STATE. 


Mr. JOSEPH introduced a bill (H. R. 12646) to provide for the ad- 
mission of New Mexico into the Union as a State on an equal footing 
with the original States; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Territories, and ordered to be printed. 


ADMISSION OF ARIZONA, IDAHO, AND WYOMING AS STATES. 


Mr. SPRINGER introduced a bill (H. R. 12647) to provide for the 
admission of Arizona, Idaho, and Wyoming into the Union as States on 
an equal footing with the original States; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Territories, and ordered 
to be printed. 


ELEVENTH CENSUS. 
of, 


Mr. PERKINS presented a joint resolution of the Legislature of 
Kansas, asking that in the law providing for the next national census 
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provision be made for an enumeration of all the ex-Union soldiers and 
sailors of the late war, showing their ages, the companies and regi- 
ment in which they served, and the length of their service; which was 
Wate. to the Committee on the Eleventh Census, and ordered to be 
t 
TO OPEN INDIAN TERRITORY TO SETTLEMENT. 


Mr. PERKINS also presented senate concurrent resolution No. 7, 
of the Kansas Legislature, asking for legislation that will open the In- 
dian Territory to settlement; which was referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


BOUNTY TO SUGAR MANUFACTURERS. 


Mr. PERKINS also presented a house concurrent resolution, No. 30, 
of the Kansas Legislature, asking that a bounty be paid to all manu- 
facturers of sugar equal to any reduction that may be made in the ex- 
isting tariff duty; which was referred to the Committee on Ways and 
Means, and ordered to be printed. 


HOUR OF MEETING OF THE HOUSE, ETC. 


Mr. SOWDEN submitted the following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Rules: 

Resolved, That the special order of February 22, 1859, which reads as follows: 

“ Resolved, That on and after y the House ons begin at 10 a. m., 
and, after the reading of the Journal, up to II a. m., the names of members shall 
be called in their alphabetical order for the consideration of matters by unan- 
imous consent; and it shall not be in order for the Speaker to entertain a re- 
quest for unanimous consent at any other time, except to concur or non-concur 
in Senate amendments to House bills or to consider Senate bills when presented 
to the House by the Speaker,” 
be, and the same is hereby, rescinded. 


PRINTING OF EULOGIES ON THE LATE JAMES N. BURBNES. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, with the consent of the gentle- 
man from Texas, I desire to report a resolution from the Committee 
on Printing authorizing the printing of the eulogies on the late Mr. 
Burnes, : 

There being no objection, the joint resolution (H. Res. 266) was read, 
as follows: 


Be it resolved, etc., That there be pona of the eulogies delivered in Con 
upon the Jate James N. Burnes, a resentative in the Fiftieth Congress from 
the State of Missouri, 25,000 copies, of which 6,000 copies shall be for the use of 
the Senate and 19,000 copies shall be for the use of the House of Representa- 
tives; and that the Secretary of the ee be, and he is hereby, directed to 
have printed a portrait of the said James N. Burnes to accompany said eulogies, 
and for the purpose of engraving and printing said portrait the sum of $500, or 
so much thereof as ere be necessary, is hereby appropriated out of any money 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 


Mr. DOCKERY. With the corsent of the gentleman from Tennes- 
see, I desire to offer an amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved further, That of the quota to the House of Representatives, the Pub- 
lic Printer shall set apart 50 copies, which he will have bound in full morocco, 
. — gilt edges, the same to be delivered when completed to the widow of the 

eceased. 
There being no objection, the amendment was adopted; and the joint 
resolution as amended was ordered to be 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


Mr. RICHARDSON moved to reconsider the vote by which thejoint 
resolution was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. SAYERS. I move to dispense with the call of committees for 
reports. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SAYERS. I move that the House resolve itself into Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union to consider general appropria- 
tion bills. 

The motion was agreed to. 


DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
Mr. Dockery in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
for the purpose of considering the unfinished business, which the Clerk 
will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 12571) making appropriations to supply deficiencies in the appro- 
priations for the fiscal year ending June 90, 1889. and for prior years, an: for 
other purposes, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


To reimburse the estate of J. K. Edwards, late an official reporter of the House 
of Representatives, the amount paid to E. D. Easton for services rendered and 
expenses incurred as a substitute reporter from June 11 to July 17, 1888, both in- 
clusive, such yment having been authorized by a resolution of the House 
adopted July 14, 1888, $733.90. 


Mr. LAWLER. Before passing from this item I wish to introduce 
an amendment. 


and read a third |. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
To pay Frank B. Gorman $75 for the month of November, 1888, for extra work 
mail page. 


as e 

Mr. SAYERS. I desire to reserve the 
amendment. 

Mr. LAWLER. I want to state thatthe two mounted pages besides 
doing the work they are called upon to do as pages also carry down 
books and public documents night after night. The associate of Mr. 
Gorman was paid his extra month, through Mr. ‘Burnes interceding 
= pe and this amendment is offered in order to equalize the pay of 

e two. 

Mr. SAYERS. In view of the statement made by the gentleman 
from Illinois I will withdraw the point of order. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. I offer the following amendment, which I send 
to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To pay Geo: W. Fisher for services as laborer at the Capitol from August 
1 to December 1, 1887, one hundred and twenty days at $2 a day, $240. 

Mr. SAYERS. I reserve the point of order upon that amendment 
until I can hear the statement of the gentleman from Virginia. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. Mr. Chairman, the facts in connection with these 
services are these: On the Ist day of Au 1887, George W. Fisher, 
a colored man of Virginia, was appointed by the then Doorkeeper of the 
House upon the laborers’ roll. 

Mr. SAYERS. Which Doorkeeper? 

Mr. O’FERRALL. Mr. Donelson, the Doorkeeper at that time. He 
performed four months’ services from the Ist day of August, when he 
was appointed, to the 1st day of December, 1887. For that service he 
never received a dollar. 

Mr. 3 Why not? Can the gentleman state that to the com- 
mittee 

Mr. O' FERRALL. I do not know why he did not receive pay. He 
was put upon the roll at my request, and I know that he performed the 
services, and the evidence taken when the question was submitted to 
the Committee on Claims shows that he was not paid a dollar, Of 
course I can not tell why he was not paid. 

Mr. SAYERS. I withdraw the point of order. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SHAW. I offer the following amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To hop See Sly W. Coughlin $150 for services rendered the Committee on Ac- 
counts during the first and second sessions of the Fiftieth Congress. 

Mr. SAYERS. I reserve the point of order on that amendment. 

Mr. SHAW. I offer that amendment on the unanimous recommen- 
dation of the Committee on Accounts. 

Mr. SAYERS. Did not you have some one else, or was not there 
some other person detailed to perform that duty ? 

Mr. SHAW. The Doorkeeper of the House detailed a messenger, 
who was sent there during the meeting of the committee. That com- 
mittee has constant communication with the Clerk of the House, as the 
Clerk will testify, papers passing backward and forward. 

Mr. SAYERS. I can not withdraw the point of order upon that. 

The CHAIRMAN. What is the point of order? 

Mr. SHAW. This is a just claim, and if I were financially able I 
would pay it out of my own pocket. I think the committee is entitled 
to that courtesy. 

Mr. SAYERS. I withdraw the point of order. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For horse and buggy for Department messenger, House of Representatives, 
for the fiscal year 1890, 8250. 

To pay Charles Carter for caring for subcommittee-room of Committee on Ap- 
propriations, $60. 

Topay erg ge: Holbrook for services as laborer for thirty-seven days, at $2 

r day, $74, 

To enable the Clerk of the House to rent, during the fiscal year 1890, rooms 
for the use of the clerks employed under the direction of the Committee on 
Rules in preparing the general index of the Journals of Congress, $1,200. 

Mr. WISE. I offer the following amendment: 

To pay J. W. Chickering $126, J. W. Fisher $130, and J. M. Fisher $121.99 for 
extra work in indexing House Journal and miscellaneous documents dur- 
ing the first session of the Fiftieth Congress; in all, $377.90. 


Mr. SAYERS. I reserve the point of order on the amendment until 
I can hear the statement of the gentleman from Virginia. 

Mr. WISE. Mr. Chairman, during the first session of the Fiftieth 
Congress the Clerk of the House of Representatives made the appoint- 
ment of an index clerk upon my recommendation. It turned out that 
that clerk did not perform his duties, and the Clerk of the House was 
not responsible for that. It is known to the gentlemen of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations that the index clerk usually performs his 
duties at home. Towards the close of last session he told the Clerk of 
the House of Representatives and myself that his work was up to date. 
When we found out that he had neglected his duties he wasrequested 
to resign, which he promptly did, and the Clerk of the House made a 
new appointment. This new appointee came here after the very Jon 
and arduous session, and by working night and day brought up the 
work of last year in a few weeks. 


point of order upon that 
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The work of this session is up to this very day. In consequence of 
the neglect of the gentleman who was first appointed index clerk, it 
became necessary to employ some assistanee for his successor. That 
work cost but the small sum of $377.90, and the object of this amend- 
ment is to pay these gentlemen who were employed to assist him. It 
is known to the members of this House that the last session was an un- 
usually long and laborious one, and therefore I hope that the gentleman 
who has charge of this bill will not object to paying this small sum of 
$377.90 for this pu y 

Mr. SAYERS. Iwill state, Mr. Chairman, the reason that I must 
decline to withdraw the point of order is that the Committee on Ap- 
propriations considered the very question involved in this amendment, 
and they rejected it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will please state his point of 
order. 

Mr. SAYERS. The point is that there is no rule of the House and 
no Jaw authorizing this expenditure. 

Mr. WISE. There is a law authorizing the indexing, and it seems 
to me that an additional appropriation for this purpose certainly ought 
to be in order. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will have to sustain the point of order 
unless the gentleman from Virginia can refer to the law. 

Mr. WISE. I hope the gentleman will withdraw the point of order. 

Mr. SAYERS. I can not withdraw it, Mr. Chairman. The Com- 
mittee on Appropriations passed upon this very item and rejected it. 

The CHAIRMAN. Unless the gentleman from Virginia can refer 
the Chair to the law the Chair must sustain the point of order, [After 
a pause.] The point of order is sustained. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To pay Thomas A. Coakley, a messenger employed under the resolution of 
the House: adopted January 19, 1888, at the rate of $100 1 — month March 
3. 1889, until the assembling of the first session of the y-first Congress, $900 
or so much thereof as may be necessary. 

Mr. ROMEIS. I make the point of order upon that paragraph. 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. I make the point of order that it changes ex- 
isting law and is new legislation, and I move to strike out the para- 
graph, 

Mr. RANDALL. I hope the gentleman will not make that point. 

Mr. SAYERS, I call the attention of the Chair and of the commit- 
tee to page 2377 of the RECORD, February 23, 1889, from which I read: 

Mr. Hayes, from the Committee on Accounts, reported back favorably Mis- 
collaneous Document No. 112, providing for the salary of Thomas A. v. 
asked that the Committee on Accounts be discharged from its further consider- 
ation; that it bo referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and that com- 
mittee be authorized to make provision for it in the general deficiency bill. 

Mr. Holux. The fact was not annouced as to what it was. 

Mr. RANDALL. It isa report from the Committee on Accounts asking to be 
di from the consideration of this matter and that it be referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

The SPEAKER pro lempore. Does the gentleman from Indiana object? 

Mr. Holux. I do not object. I simply wanted to know what it was. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. RANDALL, The committee in reporting this acted under the 
instruction of this House. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will consult the RECORD. [After ex- 
amining the RECORD.] The Chair thinks that the resolution adopted 
by the House is sufficient authority for the appearance of this pro- 
vision in the deficiency appropriation bill, 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. If the Chair will read the resolution carefully 
through he will see that it applies only until March 3, 1889, while the 
paragraph proposed to be stricken out puts this man upon the roll of 
this House after March 3, 1889, and also upon the roll of the next Con- 
gress. Now, whether that resolution be existing law or not, certainly 
this is a change of the terms of the resolution, and if the resolution be 
not existing law, then there is no law for placing him upon the roll, 
and therefore this paragraph proposes new legislation. 

Mr. RANDALL. The Chair will see by the RECORD that the House 
instructed the Committee on Appropriations in this connection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of opinion that this paragraph is 
in order under the resolution. 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. 1 think the Chair has fallen into a mistake. 
The RECORD that has been sent up contains a resolution passed at the 
first session of the Fiftieth Congress, to place this man upon the roll 
during the existence of the Fiftieth Congress; but the paragraph under 
consideration proposes to place him upon the roll of the House after the 
expiration of the life of the Fiftieth Congress, although there will be 
nothing on earth for him to do after the 3d day of March next but to 
draw his pay. He ison the roll now as a supernumerary. 

Mr. RANDALL. This resolution was sent to the Committee on 
8 r within a week. 

he CHAIRMAN. The Chair will invite the attention of the gentle- 
man from Ohio [Mr. Bo HAN] to the fact that the resolution pro- 
vides ſor a period from March 4, 1889, until the beginning of the first 
session of the Fifty-first Congress, and that is exactly the provision of 
the age oe under consideration. 

M THMAN. But my point of order is that this paragraph 
changes existing law. Now, I do not see how the resolution adopted 
by the Committee on Appropriations, as reported to the House, makes 
existing law. 3 
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Mr. RANDALL. The House has the authority. 

The CHAIRMAN. The effect of the resolution is to waive the point 
of order, and bring the question before the House for consideration. 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. But the Chair will remember that my point 
is, first, that this paragraph changes existing law, and second, that it 
proposes new legislation. 

The CHAIRMAN. Both of which pointsof order would be fully sus- 
tained but for the action of the House directing the Committee on Ap- 
propriations to insert this provision. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope that resolution of the House will be read. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I would like to submit another suggestion in 
this connection before the Chair makes a final ruling. This bill was 
reported February 12; that is the last report we have from the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations on this subject. This action by the House 
was taken February 22—ten days afterwards. So that the resolution 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations still remains on their 
docket, The words complained of were reported long before that ac- 
tion of the House was taken, and no further action has been had by 
the Committee on Appropriatious upon the resolution thus referred to 
them. 

There is another thing to which I want to call the attention of the 
Chair. When this action was taken on the 22d of February the gen- 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN], after the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. Hayes] had made his statement, made an inquiry as to what 
the matter was; and the reply of the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
does not disclose that the Committee on Appropriations was directed 
to make provision for it on this bill; it is simply stated that it is a 
report from the Committee on Accounts, that the committee asked to 
be discharged from the further consideration of the matter, and thatit 
be referred to the Committee on Appropriations. So that the House 
did not have knowledge of the subject-matter. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the resolution will be reported. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on cad tose gna be authorized to provide in 
the general deficiency ‘bill for the salary of Thomas A. Coakley, who was ap- 

inted a messenger of the House by resolution adopted January 19, 1888, from 

h 4, 1889, to the beginning of the first session of the Fifty-first Congress. 

Mr. SAYERS. Now I ask that the Clerk read in this connection the 
proceedings on this matter as published in the RECORD. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to inquire of my friend from Texas [Mr. 
SAYERS! what duties will be performed by this man after the 4th 
day of the coming month. 

Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman had better ask that question of 
the House which adopted the resolution. 

The CHAIRMAN. In reply to the suggestion of the gentleman from 
New Jersey [Mr. BUCHANAN], the Chair will state that the resolution 
does seem to be in the nature of an enabling act’’ intended to waive 
the point of order on the provision of the bill which has already been 
passed upon by the Committee on Appropriations. As the House has 

upon the identical question, the Chair feelsconstrained to over- 
rule the point of order and will submit the matter to the committee. 
The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BoorHMAN] moves to strike out this 
provision of the bill.- 

Mr. BUCHANAN. One single observation before the amendment is 
voted upon. This is an attempt to put upon the regular roll of the next 
House, in advance of its meeting. an official who is upon the present 
roll—not as a regular official, but by virtue of a special resolution. He 
is one of the doorkeepers; and I see no reason whatever for this gentle- 
man being from the 3d of March up tothe meeting of the next Congress 
an extra official drawing pay, when there is nothing whatever for him 
to do or that he can do. This is a direct attempt, so far as it goes, to 
officer the next House. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. BooTHMAN to strike 
out the paragraph, there were—ayes 66, noes 68. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. No quorum. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. GROSVENOR and Mr. SAYERS were 
appointed. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 73, 
noes 97. 

So the motion of Mr. BooTHMAN was not agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To pay the clerk to the Committee on Elections for preparing a digest of the 
contested-election cases of the Forty-eighth, Forty-ninth, and Fiftieth Con- 
gresses, as authorized by the resolution adopted by the House of Representa- 
tives December 20, 1888, $1,500. 

Mr. ROWELL. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To pay Robert Smalls balance of expenses incurred by him in his election 
contest in the Fiftieth Congress, $3,150.64. 

Mr. CRISP. I raise a question of order on that proposition. 

Mr. ROWELL, I hope the question of order will not be raised. 

Mr. RANDALL. How much is it proposed to pay Mr. Smalls? 

Mr, ROWELL. Three thousand one hundred and fifty-nine dollars 
and sixty-four cents, the exact amount of the expenses incurred by 
Din, I hope the gentleman from Georgia will not raise the point of 
order. 


PARSE ĩ T 


2338 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


FEBRUARY 26, 


The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Georgia will state his point 
of order. 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Chairman, the law provides, page 400, volume 20, 
Statutes at Large, that— 

Hereafter no contestee or contestant for a seat in the House of Representatives 
shall be paid exceeding $2,000 for expenses in the election contest. 

This contestant and all contestants and contestees at this Congress 
have been already paid $2,000 by law; and the Committee on Elections, 
in passing on these cases, determined under the law that was all that 
could be given, and until this law was repealed we were bound to con- 
fine ourselves to the $2,000, which has been done. 

Mr. ROWELL. Mr. Chairman, I hope the gentleman will withdraw 
his point of order. I know there is a statute which limits the amount 
which may be reported from the committee to pay the expenses of con- 
tested elections. I know, too, any other committee of this House to 
which a bill may be referred to pay these expenses would not for a 
moment hesitate to report back to Congress in favor of making the pay- 
ment. The idea of a man going into an election contest legitimately 
and properly and paying the expenses of that contest without extrava- 
gance, and then for Congress to refuse to make repayment to him, is 
ead to put a fence against legitimate and proper contests in the 

ouse. 

Mr. REED. The in a pretended contest is more than that. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question ? 

Mr. ROWELL. Certainly. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Is it a well-established fact that the amonnt 
claimed in this amendment was actually and necessarily expended by 
the contestant in addition to the $2,000? 

Mr. ROWELL: Unquestionably. 

Mr. TAULBEE. In view of the further fact that the delay in the 
consideration of this case was not the fault of the contestant, I hope 
the gentleman will withdraw his point of order. 

Mr. CRISP. I make no discussion on the amount in the case. It 
may be or it may not be correct. I would not pretend to say it was 
not correct, because I do not know. The law requires, Mr. Chairman, 
that the contestant and contestee shall file before the Committee on 
Elections a statement of the expenses incurred by them in the contest 
and that the Committee on Elections shall examine and determine what 
amount shall be allowed, but in no case shall the allowance exceed 
_ $2,000. That is the statute. And the reason of the statute doubtless 
was that where Congress paid the whole bill brought in, the contest- 
ants and contestees did not perhaps exercise that economy in contracting 
expenses they would have done if they felt they had to pay the bills 
themselves. That, I suggest, might have been the reason; but that is 
the statute, and it seems to me so long as the law is unrepealed it should 
be enforced. 

I will say to the House, Mr. Chairman, that this is only one of some 
forty cases where the parties have severally received only the $2,000 al- 
lowed by law. 

The CHAIRMAN. Gentlemen will please confine their remarks to 
the point of order. 

Mr. ROWELL. That is whatI propose to do. Notwithstanding 
this law, Mr. Chairman, Congress has allowed in some cases an extra 
amount; certainly in two cases on appropriation bills the payments for 
expenses have been over $2,000. There is now on the Calendar of the 
House, favorably reported fromthe Committee on Claims, a bill to pay 
an extra amount incurred in one of the contests before this House. 

Mr. LANHAM. It was not a unanimous report. 

Mr. ROWELL. It was notin this but in another of these contests. 
I have no doubt the Committee on Claims would have reported in this 
Congress the amount of expenses incurred in the contest. Ihave no 
doubt the Committee on “Elections would have reported the amount 
which was found due. I have examined the items, with the vouchers 
and receipts. . 

Mr. SPRINGER. Will my colleague allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. ROWELL. Certainly. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Has my colleague examined also the amount of 
the expenses of the contestant and contestee in the California contested- 
election case of Sullivan and Felton? 

Mr. ROWELL. Ihave examined them. 

Mr. SPRINGER. How much have the expenses been in that case? 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. Does your vote depend on that? 

Mr. SPRINGER. One at a time. [Laughter. 

Mr. ROWELL. There is not a single contest which amounts to any- 
thing where the legitimate and proper expenses have not exceeded 
82,000, nor in the Forty-ninth Congress was there a single one which 
did not exceed that amount. That limitation of $2,000 has the effect 
where a man has been wrongfully deprived of his seat to force him to 
pay a little fortune out of his own pocket to vindicate the people who 
elected him and assert his right to a seat. 

Mr.SPRINGER. My colleague has not answered the question I put 
to him as to what the expenses were in the election contest of Sullivan 
and Felton. S 

Mr. ROWELL. The expenses amounted to avery much larger sum 
than $5,000. 


Mr. SPRINGER. My colleague does not answer me yet, 

Mr. ROWELL. Iam perfectly willing to pay each one of them the 
expenses incurred by them in their contest. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Now, I will answer the question of my other col- 
league. Iam willing, I will state to him, to do equal and exact justice 
to all parties, but I am opposed to selecting one case out of all the elec- 
tion cases, the case of a man who happens to be a colored man, and do 
justice to him, and at the same time do an act of injustice to every other 
gentleman in every other contest who happens not to be so fortunate as 
Mr. Smalls. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. I would suggest to my colleague that 
he ought not to be willing to seek to do injustice to this man because 
some of his colleagues have not introduced a bill to allow the same 
amount orsome other, whatever it may be, that was paid out by Mr. 
Sullivan in his contest. 

Mr. SPRINGER. If the gentleman will prepare an amendment to 
cover all of these cases and to do justice to all of them, or if the Com- 
mittee on Elections will submit such a proposition, I should certainly 
r REED. The on 

r. 8 e only way you can get justice is by buying it, then 
from the Democratic party. * e é 
Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. Does the gentleman speak for all of his 
y? Does he suggest that all of his side would agree to that? 

Mr. SPRINGER. [understand that the contestant in the California 
case has probably expended more mouey than any other contestant or 
any other contestee in the House, and he should be entitled to preference, 
if there is to be a preference given, to reimbursement for his expenses 
rather than any other man occupying the same position. 

Mr. ROWELL. I will say to my colleague that he has spent a great 
deal of money, that is true, but further than that I will tell him that 
nine out of every ten witnesses whose testimony was being taken repre- 
sented a case of the taking of illegal and illegitimate testimony brought 
out by the contestant himself. * 

Mr. CRISP. On that point 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair requests the gentlemen to confine the 
discussion to the point of order. 

Mr. ADAMS. Before the Chair decides the point of order I respect- 
fully ask the Chair to examine the frequent decisions in this House to 
the effect that the statute referred to by the gentleman from Georgia 
has no binding force or effect upon this House whatever. If this House 
under the Constitution is the judge of the election and qualification of 
its own members, a former Congress can not pass a valid statute saying 
how this House shall determine that question in any particular case. 
I have not had the time to bring together the authorities to which I 
refer, but I will recall to the attention of the Chair the fact that in a 
former Congress an elaborate argument was made by Mr. CARLISLE on 
this very question. I think it was in the Butterworth case, so called. 
It was there stated by him, and it has been assented to from that time 
to this, that no statute of Congress limiting the mode by which any 
House of Representatives shall arrive at a conclusion of fact as to the 
election of one of its own members has the force of law. 

It is simply a recommendation which we can follow or not as we please. 
We do not allow theSenate to say how we shall reach a conclusion in 
an election case. Neither do we allow the Senate and the House of a 
former Congress, even by an act approved by the President, to place 
any limitation or restriction upon our action in cases aff the elec- 
tion of members of this House. If Congress can limit the amount which 
can be paid a contestant in an election case to the sum of $2,000, Con- 
gress can limit the amount to one thousand, to five hundred, to one 
hundred dollars. It can thus deprive this House of the only practica- 
ble way of bringing the evidence of the disputed facts before the House 
for its decision. 

If a former Congress can say to this House how much money shall 
be allowed to a contestant in this House it can say how much time 
shall be allowed him to prepare his case. It can say that the case shall 
be voted on on the first day of the session, although the House may not 
be ready to vote on it. It may say that it shall not be voted on for 
three months, although the House may be ready to decide it on the 
first day. It can say that the evidence shall be oral or shall not be 
oral but written, and that the depositions shall be taken and sworn to 
in a particular way. 

Yet the House has repeatedly and deliberately refused to be bound 
by the provisions of existing statutes regulating the mode of procedure 
in election cases. The reasonis that if any statute of this kind should 
be admitted by the House of Representatives to have the force of law 
the House would have lost the right to be the judge of the elections, re- 
turns, and qualifications of its own members, a right secured to each 
House by the express words of the Constitution. 

If each House has full control of the way in which it shall vote on 
election eases, if it has control of the time at which the vote shall be 
cast, it surely has the right under the Constitution to determine in 
each case how the evidence of fact and the statement of the law shall 
be laid before the House. Such a discretionary power in each House 
is absolutely necessary in order that full justice may be done in each 
case. Any expenditure which in the judgment of the House is reason- 
able and necessary to that end is an expenditure previously authorized 
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by law, and may be inserted in a general appropriation bill under the 
rules of the House. This House can not take any other position with 
self-respect. It can not take any other position without waiving a con- 
stitutional right which has been prized asa safeguard of popular liberty 
for the last three hundred years. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. With the consent of my friend from Illinois 
Iwill say that I made the same point in the Forty-ninth Congress 
when, I think, the honorable gentleman from Georgia [Mr. CRISP] 
was in the chair; that is, that it was not competent for Congress by an 
enactment, or the House by a rule, to restrict the means essential to 
enable a subsequent House to exercise the constitutional function of 
determining the election and qualification of its own members; but 
the gentleman from Georgia overruled the point of order. He was 
quite in error, but he did so. [Laughter.] I believe the point of or- 
der was well taken then and is now. 

a CRISP. The point of order I have made, you mean? [Laugh- 

ter. 
Mr. BUTTERWORTH. No. As the gentleman from Illinois sug- 
gests, to say that this Congress may enact that no more than $2,000 
may be appropriated ſor obtaining the inſormation upon which we are 
to determine whether a member is entitled to a seat upon this floor is to 
absolutely abrogate the power of the House to exercise one of its highest 
and most important prerogatives under the Constitution. If we may 
say that the House can provide that only $2,000 shall be paid in the 
discharge of this constitutional duty we may by the same token deter- 
mine that it shall only pay $1,000. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Minois. Or only 10 cents. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Or only 10 cents, as my friend suggests. 
What is to be the limit? For it is clear, if a limit short of what is act- 
ually necessary may be fixed, another which provides merely a nominal 
sum may be fixed; so that one House or Congress may deprive a sub- 
sequent House of the power to obtain information indispensable to 
qualify it to pass upon the question, of which it alone under the Con- 
stitution has jurisdiction to hear and determine. 

Mr. CRISP. My friend entirely misapprehends the point I have 
made. It is perfectly immaterial whether it is a law that is binding 
as to the control or consideration of election causes or not. That is not 
the question at all. But the burden, I respectfully submit to the Chair, 
of showing a law which authorizes this amendment is on the gentle- 
man who offers it. 

Mr. ADAMS. Oh, no. 

Mr. CRISP. That is the rule, I beg the gentleman’s pardon. 

Mr. ADAMS. Oh, no; the rule is a rule of restriction, 

Mr. CRESP. I beg the gentleman’s pardon again. The rule of law 
is that weshall not go beyond the limit, but the rule of the House pro- 
vides that you shall not put any amendment on an ene butt 
not provided for by existing law. 

Mr. ADAMS. Except in certain cases. 

Mr. CRISP. And the only reason I called the attention of the Chair- 
man to this statute was to show that not only was there no law author- 
izing this, but there has been an express legislative declaration that it 
was prohibited and improper. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. The Constitution provides for the deter- 
mination of the question and the statute provides the means for obtain- 
ing the facts necessary to its right determination, and to say we shall 
not pay more than 25 per cent. of the expense incident to obtaining 
those facts is to attempt by law to restrict the House in the exercise ot 
one of its highest prerogatives. 

Mr. CRISP. It is a question of order under the rules of the House 
as to an amendment on an appropriation bill, and that is the point my 
friend entirely overlooks or fails to call attention to. I agree fully with 
him that under the Constitution of the United States each House is the 
judge of the qualifications, election, and returns of its own members, 
and each House has the power by a law to pay out any amount that it 
may deem d 

Mr. ADAMS. By rule or appropriation. 

Mr, CRISP. Any amount they please to a contestant for his ex- 

But the point is, under the rules of the House the appropria- 
tion bill is not’amendable by adding this sum to it without there is 
some law to authorize it. 

Mr. ADAMS. Right on that point 

Mr. CRISP. And instead of there being any law authorizing it 
there is an express statute unrepealed, though the gen’ may say 
that we can disregard it as a legislative body, but the Chairman can 
not disregard it in passing upon a question of order upon an appropri- 
ation bill; and that law prohibits a greater amount than $2,000 being 
given in these cases. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Right there. The Constitution provides 
for determining these questions (i. e., the election and qualifications of 
its members) and has devolved that duty on the House. Congress has 
provided rules for carrying out and into effect that provision of, the 
Constitution. It shall be by contest. The manner of conducting the 
contest is prescribed by law. That is, the manner of preparing the 
case for decision is prescribed by law. In the exercise of the rights 
conferred by that law evidence essential to the hearing is taken by the 
contestant and contestee. The point is, that any legislation which 


Umits the power or opportunity of the House to prosecute this inquiry, 


either by withholding the necessary appropriation or otherwise, isnull 
and void in that it restricts or abrogates one of the constitutional pre- 
rogatives of this body. The rule of the House is to give expression to 
law. But the enactment which nullifies the prerogative of this body 
is no law, being in contravention of the Constitution, and hence it fol- 
lows that the gentleman from Georgia in citing the statute which lim- 
its the amount which a subsequent Congress may appropriate to $2,000 
in a contested-election case appeals to a void statute. The law to which 
he appeals has no force, and we disregard it, we do not override it, 
because it does that which we may not do by statute—that is, to limit 
the power of this House to make inquiries essential to the proper dis- 
charge of its constitutional functions. 

Mr. CRISP. Will my friend allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Les, if it is an easy one. 

Mr. CRISP. It is an easy one; and I just want to get your judg- 
are Do you think this amendment is in order on this appropriation 

„ 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I have just said it is, and I have endeay- 
ored to tell my friend from Georgia why. He has said this amendment 
is in contravention of law, and I have endeavored to show him that it 
is not. 

Mr. CRISP. Then I ask the gentleman from Ohio to show the law 
that authorizes this amendment. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I did. The Constitution of our country, 
which authorizes this House to determine certain questions, supple- 
mented by a statute which provides the means by which the informa- 
tion necessary to enable the House to determine those questions wisely 
d justly shall be obtained, and that law or any law which limits the 
power of the House in that behalf is unconstitutiona!, and has in fact 
no force. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to ask the gentleman from 
Ohio whether, under the views he has presented, he thinks it is the 
province of the Chair to pass upon the constitutionality or unconstitu- 
tionality of the law as it appears on the statute-book. i 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Undoubtedly. The Constitution is the 
highest law that the Chair knowsor ought to know, and if he hesitates 
to pass upon the point he can refer it to the House. 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Chairman, let me read, not only for the benefit of 
the Chair, but for my friend from Ohio, because he seems to have gone 
away from the point of what the rule of the House is: 

No appropriation shall be reported in any general appropriation bill, or be in 
order as an amendment thereto, for any expenditure not previously authorized 
Aa a SO EREI ix PAORO, nor deliany oroviaiardbeintia TAIA 
be in order in any general appropriation bill or in any amendment thereto. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. To objects authorized. 

Mr. CRISP. This may be a claim against the Government, or may 
be paid by the two Houses in the shape of a law whenever they de- 
termine to do so, I raise no question, and have no doubt about that; 
but that this statement, if put upon this bill, will be put on it withont 
any law to authorize it, and in violation of the rules of the House, I 
have no doubt. 

Mr. REED. The objection in regard to the rule could have been got- 
ten over if the gentleman had not made an objection. 

Mr. CRISP. That is another question; but I was so much shocked 
by my friend from Ohio saying that he thought it was in order that I 
was almost 8 

Mr. REED. If he had quite done that we would have gotten through 
with this. I make the suggestion to the gentleman from Georgia that 
he withdraw the point of order, and let the House vote upon the 
matter. 

Mr. CRISP. I will say frankly -—— n 

Mr. REED. Let the majority of the House determine whether it is 
just, and give this man a tribunal. 

Mr. CRISP. Let me say to the gentleman from Maine that the Com- 
mittee on Elections were charged with the determination of all these 
questions under the rules of the House and under the law. 

Mr. REED. Now, give this man a tribunal. 

Mr. CRISP. The Committee on Elections unanimously decided that 
in no case would they allow exceeding the $2,000 which the law said 
should be allowed, and as to all the excesses, they could be presented 
to the Committee on Claims or any other committee that had control 
of this matter; but we, as a committee of the House, were bound by 
the rules of the House. 

Mr. REED. Now, I want to appeal to the gentleman from Georgia 
as an individual. I do not appeal to him to vote for this amendment, 
but I appeal to him to withdraw his objection and let this man have 
the judgment of the House upon the justice of the claim. The objec- 
tioa is purely a technical one and ought not to stand in the way of 
doing what is just and right. There is no man in this House who has 
had an election contest, or anything that pretended to be one, that does 
not know that the expenditures a man is forced to make exceed the 
$2,000 allowed. ° 7 

Now, why not let justice be done and avoid this technicality? It is 
entirely within the power of the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. CRISP] 
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to permit the House to pass upon this question. Why should he not 
do it? I appeal to him individually. 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Chairman, I think I have heard my friend from 
Maine [Mr. REED] say more than once, and I know that I have read 
in books, that the best way to remove an objectionable law is to enforce 
it, and in that way exhibit and emphasize the objections to it. 

Mr. REED (interposing). Then you are opposed to the law? 

Mr. CRISP (continuing). In order that there may be a repeal of the 
law, which will put all men on an equality. 

Mr. REED. Then you aze doing this in order to secure the repeal 
of the law, are you? 

Mr. CRISP. I am not. Iam doing it from a sense of duty, but in 
doing it I am following a path which is commended by the gentleman 
from Maine and commended also by many others when they come to 
deal with a law which they think is objectionable or obnoxious. 

Mr. REED. Then will the gentleman permit an amendment to be 
presented on this bill repealing that law, and let us try what we can 
do about it here? 

Mr. CRISP. I think notat this stage of the session. 

Mr. REED. Then the gentleman’s object does not seem to be to re- 
peal a bad Jaw. 

Mr. CRISP. All around me are gentlemen who are in the same 
position as this claimant. The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. O’FER- 
RALL] had a contest in the Forty-eighth Congress 

Mr. REED, And he ought to be paid. 


Mr. CRISP. I do not know how many thousand dollars are due 
him. 

Mr. REED. That does not matter. A 

Mr. CRISP. The rule has been so for a great many years. 

Mr. REED. It has, and it has been a wrong every time, 

Mr. CRISP. Now, the proposition is to select out one case and deal 


with that, ignoring all the others. The others are not here. Their 
claims are not here. Their claims have not been passed upon by any- 
body. Only one case has been passed upon by the Committee on 
Claims, that of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Post]. I understand 
that the committee have reported favorably in his case; not a unani- 
mous report, but the report of the majority of the committee. But this 
claim, I will state to the gentleman from Maine, has not been exam- 
ined cr reported upon by any committee of this House. 

Mr. REED. The amendment is offered by the gentleman from Illi- 
nois [Mr. ROWELL], who has examined the matter. 

Mr. MCADOO. Willthegentleman from Georgia yield fora question? 

Mr. CRISP. Les, sir. 

Mr. McADOO. I wish to ask the gentleman whether the expenses 
incurred in the case of Mr. Sullivan were not as great as in the case or 
Smalls? - 

Mr. CRISP. Oh, I think very much greater, though I do not recollect 
just what the claim in that case was. I want to say to the House also 
that when the Committee on Elections took up these claims for expenses 
there was a very considerable amount more than $2,000 claimed in some 
of the cases, but we did not make a critical examination of each item 
as we would have done if we had determined to consider the claims in 
detail on their merits. 

We simply looked at this bill and came to the conclusion that cer- 
tainly it was a reasonable claim to the amount of $2,000, and there- 
fore we reported in favor of the payment of the $2,000. Speaking for 
myself and other members of the committee, except perhaps the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. ROWELL], who may have looked into the 
matter since that time, although he had not done it up to that time, 
we dealt with them upon that general idea without going into details. 
I can not say that this claim is right or that it is wrong. I only say 
that no committee of the House has ever determined that it is right. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. But after the statement of my col- 
league [Mr. RowELL] that he has examined it, you have no doubt that 
itis right, have you? 

Mr. CRISP. Personally I do not know anything about it; but of 
course I have the utmost confidence in the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. Rowett]. I merely say that no committee of the House re- 
ported in favor of the claim. 

Mr. ROWELL. The chairman of the committee is correct in stat- 
ing that the Committee on Elections went over each one of these claims 
and having found an amount sufficient to make $2,000 allowed that 
sum. In some of the cases the claims amounted to barely $2,000, and 
the parties got their total expenses. So that the committee, as a com- 
mittee, did not pass upon every one of these items. I have here, how- 
ever, an itemized bill, and there is no question that the committee, 
had they not been limited by the law, would have reported in favor of 
this claim. 

Mr ADAMS. One suggestion more as to the duty of the Chair and 
as to the burdenſof proof in deciding this question. Thegentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. CRISP] asked me whether the burden of proof was not on 
us to show that this amendment could be made. I say no. The burden 
of proof is on any man who says that the Committegof the Whole House 
can not put au amendniert on a bill. 

Mr. CRISP. I simply say that there is no law authorizing it, and 


then I suppose that you will show affirmatively that there is. You 
certainly would not ask us to prove a negative, would you? 

Mr.ADAMS. Youcan not transfer the burden of proof in that easy 
way. 

Mr. CRISP. Would you ask us to prove a negative? 

Mr. ADAMS. The House of Representatives in Committee of the 
Whole has a right to amend any appropriation bill or any other bill 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. In other words, the House has a right to over- 
ride its own rules by asimple vote in Committee of the Whole. Is 
that the gentleman’s proposition ? 

Mr. ADAMS. The gentleman from Ohio is in too great haste. I 
can not utter two sentences at once, but if the gentleman will be patient 
I will make my position clear. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Iam only asking whether your proposition is 
not simply that the House can override one of its own existing rules 
by a simple vote in Committee of the Whole? 

Mr. ADAMS. I am about to state what my proposition is. Mr. 
Chairman, the burden of proof is not upon those who hold that this is 
permit:ed hy the rules. The burden of proof is upon those who insist 
that by reason of a rule the legislative discretion of this House is lim- 
ited and restricted. Up to 1874 any House of Representatives could 
put upon any bill, even an appropriation bill, any amendment which 
was permitted by the general parliamentary Jaw. Then a rule was 
adopted restricting the liberty of this House in that respect; but that 
rule must be strictly construed. Any amendment can go on an appro- 
priation bill which the rules of the House do not forbid to be there. 
Now, the rules of the House forbid an appropriation for any expendi- 
ture not previously authorized by law unless in continuation of ap- 
propriations for public works and objects already in pr The 
question is whether the gentleman can show that this is an expenditure 
not previously authorized by law. If the law, whether constitutional 
or statutory, authorizes this House to decide the election contests of 
its members, it certainly authorizes this House to take necessary means 
for that end; and itis within the discretion of this House to determine 
what those means shall be. 

Mr. HEARD. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. ADAMS. Certainly. 

Mr. HEARD. Does the gentleman hold that it is competent for Con- 
gress to put any limit on the extent to which these expenditures may 

? 


go 

Mr. ADAMS. I hold that it is not competent by law to limit in 
any manner the mode in which the House shall determine whether in 
a certain contest A or B was elected a member of the House, and there 
is no limit on the power of this House to appropriate money for that 
purpose; and my authority for that position is Mr. CARLISLE in the 
Forty-seventh Congress. ; 

Mr. HEARD. The gentleman from Ohio quoted a higher authority 
even than Mr. CARLISLE—the Constitution of the United States. 

Mr. ADAMS. Well, the Constitution stands behind Mr. CARLISLE 
in support of that position. 

Mr. HEARD. Now, I understand my friend from Illinois [Mr. AD- 
Ams] to affirm the position that because the Constitution of the United 
States gives to each House of Congress the right to pass upon the elec- 
tion and qualifications of its members, therefore it is not competent 
even for Congress by law to provide rules or regulations to restrict the 
expenditure of money or to provide other restrictions as to how such 
questions shall be considered; for I apprehend the gentleman could 
just as correctly argue that Congress can not limit the time within 
which testimony may be taken in such cases to forty days. 

Mr. ADAMS. That was Mr. CARLISLE’S precise position. 

Mr. HEARD. Then I would say to the gentlemen on the other side 
of the House, and especially to the gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] 
that they may understand their rights, but they certainly mistake their 
remedy. Ifthislawiswrong—and the gentleman from Maine says that 
there is scarcely any case in which there is even the pretense of a con- 
test where this limit is not necessarily exceeded—if that is the case, 
then there is no excuse for this law being on the statute-book; and the 
remedy is by a proposition to repeal it in order that the law may operate 
upon this case as upon every other and shall notin any instance operate 
exceptionally. ; 

My friend from Illinois [Mr. Rowe] says that to draw the re- 
striction so closely has the effect of putting up the bars perhaps against 
men who might make honest contests here. Ah, I tell the gentleman 
that this law has a different purpose. Its object is rather to fix a rea- 
sonable limit inside of which these contests may be conducted without 
oppression to the people in the matter of improper and illegitimate ex- 
pense, and to prevent the inviting and nursing of contests simply for 
the sake of the fees which they may bring to those interested. This 
committee had before it a bill for $7,000 or $8,000 in one case where 
there was, as I think, in the judgment of the country as well as the 
House, the merest ‘‘pretense of a contest,“ to adopt the language of 
my friend from Maine. What did we do? That case was operated 
upon by this statute, as is this case and every other. We believed that 
as much as $2,000 had been legitimately expended, and we reported in 
favor of allowing the amount to which we are limited by law—that is, 


1889. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


2341 


$2,000. And to-day we have no right, and gentlemen can not contend 
that we have the right, under the law, to report in favor of allowing 
more than $2,000 in any case; nor can this House make such an allow- 
ance by an amendment to this bill without violation of the rulesso long 
as that statute stands unrepealed. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. A single word in reply to what has been 
said on the other side. 

I want my friend from Georgia [Mr. Crisp] and my friend from 
Missouri [Mr. HEARD], as well as the Chair, to understand precisely 
the point I make. I fear I have not made myself understood. First, 
the Constitution, in section 5 of Article I, provides that— 

Each House shall be the judge of the elections, returns, and qualifications of 
its own members. 

That we all agree about. Now, that is the highest authority for 
taking action here to determine the right of any claimant to a seat on 
this floor. In pursuance of that provision of the Constitution a con- 
test is provided for, either by one claiming the seat as against a party 
holding the certificate or on a petition of citizens. Then it is provided 
by statute that witnesses may be called; the power of the judiciary 
may be invoked to compel witnesses to testify, to punish them for con- 
tumacy or for refusing to testify, or to do that which is necessary to 
enable the House to be put in ion of the facts which will enable 
it wisely and justly to determine the question. 

Mr. HEARD. I would like to ask the gentleman one question. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. In one moment Iwill yield. 

That right with reference to contested elections devolves upon each 
House. In other words, it is the right of the House which forms a part 
of the Congress in which the contestant and contestee claim a seat as 
contradistinguished from any other House or Congress. Now, the 
Fiftieth Congress may not determine for the Fifty-first Congress what 
shall be expended in the matter of reaching this result. 

Mr. HEARD. Is not the House bound by the law as it finds it on 
the statute-book? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Iam coming to that. 

If this Congress may not bind the Fifty-first Congress in the matter 
of expenditure, why not? Because it is not constitutional to make 
such a restriction. Hence a law undertaking to make that restriction, 
undertaking to deprive the Fifty-first Congress of the power to utilize 
the ordinary agencies to reach a wise and just determination, is uncon- 
stitutional, and such a law, if unconstitutional, can certainly have no 
binding force. 

Now, the rule which my honorable friend cites can hardly be con- 
sidered as expressive of or responsive to a provision of law which is 
unconstitutional, My friend says, shall we notobserve the law on the 
statute-book? The point I make is that the law is a nullity, because 
it undertakes to restrict the power of the House to exercise its highest 
constitutional prerogative. 

Mr. HEARD, Will the gentleman allow me one question? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Certainly. 

Mr. HEARD. Does not the gentleman’s theory authorize either 
branch of Congress to travel entirely outside of the regulations fixed by 
the act of Congress for the government of these election cases? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH, Oh, no; when the regulations are reason- 
able. 

Mr. HEARD. One further question. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. ‘That would reduce the amount of ex- 
penditure toa mere nominalsum, My friend may as well wipe it out 
altogether, He takes my life who takes away the means whereby I 

ive. 

Mr. HEARD. Does it not place the matter in this position, that it 
is a matter entirely in the discretion of either House of Congress, ac- 
cording to its construction of its rights, to determine as to these elec- 
tion contests? Under the same Constitution both Houses of 
have passed a law providing a limit to the allowance to be made in 
these contested-election cases for expenses. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Unquestionably; and as it has done so, I 
appeal to the House to vote this appropriation. 

Mr. HEARD. According to your construction any Jaw which in- 
terferes with the discretion of the House is to be disregarded. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Oh, no. 

Mr. HEARD. That is your argument. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Not at all; very far from it. A law to 
carry into effect a provision of the Constitution is one thing, and a law 
to restrict and prohibit is quite another. 

Mr. BLAND. Does the gentleman from Ohio claim because the 
House has a right to decide therefore the House may appropriate any 
amount for expenses? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Certainly not. 

Mr. BLAND. Because you have the power under the Constitution 
to decide a contested-election case for a seat in this House, does that 
also compel it to provide for the payment of expenses, and does the 
gentleman contend it gives us the power to pay any amount, although 
the law has declared in terms that an allowance shall not exceed $2,000? 
[Cries of Vote!“ 

Mr. SAYERS. I think, Mr. Chairman, that a sufficient time has 


been taken up in debate on the point of order. Inow ask for the ruling 
of the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has no doubt whatever in respect to 
this question, and sustains the point of order. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I wish to offer the following amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized and directed to issue 
to William Gray, late a private in Company D, First Regiment of New York 
(Lincoln) Cavalry, a warrant for the sum of 5172.48 in full for his claim hereto- 
fore allowed by the Treasury Department, and for which claim the said Depart- 
ment issued to said William Gray Treasury pay warrantnumbered 8960, dated 
September 20, 1865, which warrant was paid on a forged indorsement of the 
name of said claimant, without his authority or knowledge, and for which he 
has never received any benefit whatever, and to pay said reissued warrant out 
of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 


Mr. SAYERS. ask the gentleman from IIIiuois to state whether 
he has in his possession the facts to prove the allegations set forth in 
his amendment? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I have the letters of the Treasury Department, 
showing that his signature was forged and that the money was paid to 
the wrong man. I will ask that these letters be incorporated in the 
RECORD. 

Mr. CANNON. Why did not the Treasury Department call on the 
indorser? 

Mr. SPRINGER. It was twenty years before the fact was discov- 
ered, and the parties who drew the money are unknown to the Treas- 
ury Department. I ask the papers be printed in the RECORD. 

Mr. SAYERS. Let the papers be printed in the RECORD, and I ask 
the amendment be laid over for the present until we come to that por- 
tion of the bill where it will more properly belong. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I do not object to that. 

The report made by Mr. SHAW, from the Committee on Claims, is 
as follows: 


This bill was favorably reported by the Committee on Claims for the Forty- 
ninth Congress. It provides for the issue to the said William Gray, late a pri- 
vate of Company D, First Regiment of New York (Lincoln) Cavalry, a warrant 
for the sum of $174.43 in full for claim heretofore allowed by the Treasury De- 

ment and for which claim the Department issued to the said William Gray 
ry pay warrant No. 3960, dated September 20, 1865, which warrant your 
committee are of the opinion was paid on a forged indorsement of the name of 
said claimant, without his authority and knowledge, and for which he never 
received any benefit whatever. The committee refer to the inclosed corre- 
spondence and report from the Treasury Department herewith submitted and 
made a part of this report. In view of the facts stated in said communication, 
the committee respectfully recommend the passage of the bill. 


Treasury DEPARTMENT, THIRD AUDITOR's OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., March 24, 1886. 
Sm: I have the honor to transmit to you herewith a report of Oscar J. Har- 
rey —_— of the horse claims division of this office, relative to the case of Will- 


ray. 
Very respectfully, yours, 


Hon, W. M. SPRINGER, 
House of Representatives, 


W. H. WELSH, Acting Auditor, 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, THIRD Auprron's OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., March 22, 1886, 
Sin: I have the honor to transmit to you herewith a report relative to the 
horse claim No, 7392, of William Gray, lately a private in Company D, First 
iment of New York (Lincoln) Cavalry. 
This claim was allowed by the accounting officers of the Treasury in Sep- 
tember, 1865; and from the records of the Treasury Department it would ap- 
pear that claimant was paid on November 8, 1866, $174.53, in full for said allow- 


ance. 
A bill (No. 6411) has lately been introduced, and is now pending in the House 
of Representatives, directing the Secretary of the Treasury to issue to William 
Gray, lately a private in Company D, First ment New York (Lincoln) Cav- 
alry, a warrant for the sum of $174.43, in full for his claim, heretofore allowed 
by the Treasury Depastment, and for which claim the said Department issued 
to said William Gray Treasury pay warrant numbered 3960; which warrant 
was paa on pipes ndorsement of the name of said claimant without his au- 
thor ty or knowledge, and for which he has never received any benefit what- 
ever. 
Respectfully, yours, 
G Siete Mi ready ica ' 
a forse ims Division, 
To Hon. W. H. WELSH, 
Acting Third Auditor of the Treasury. 


Horse claim 7392. 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, THIRD AUDITOR'S OFFICE, 
Horse Claims Division. 


In re William Grey, lately a private in Company Dot the First Regiment of New 
Fork (Lincoln) Cavalry. s 


On the 27th day of May, 1865, William Grey executed at Camp Averill, Virginia, 
before William H. Beach, acting adjutant of the First New York Cavairy, an 
affidavit in which he set forth the loss of a private horse which he had been 
using in the United States service; said horse having been shot and killed in 
action by the enemy near New Market, Va., on the 13th day of May, 1864, Said 
Grey also alleged that at the same time he lost one set of horse equipments, 

For the loss of the horse and equipments aforesaid, claimant demanded the 
sum of $176.50. In his affidavit Grey declared that his post-office address was 
box 3368, St. Louis, Mo. 

momo ee pn | this affidavit was a statement, under oath, made by Robert 
Runyon and John Williams, that they were personally present at the time and 
pon named in Grey’s affidavit, and knew that he lost, inthe manner described 

is private horse and equipments. 

affidavits aforesaid were filed in the office of the Third Auditor of the 
Treasury on the 9th of June, 1864, by a person who claimed to be William 
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Grey, the claimant. With these affidavits was filed a request, written at the 
time — the office of the Third Auditor, in the following words: 
“Juxe 9, 1808. 

„Sin: As IL am not able to give a home address which will be at all definite 
please send any communication relativeto ee ace value of a horse and 
uipments lost in the United States service to M. R. Pierce, 486 Eleventh street, 
£g ington, D. C., who will forward it to my 
“WM. A.GREY.” 


the handwriting of 


The foll appears on 
of division tn tho Tied 


lowing indorsement a these 
Mr, W. S. Stetson, at that time a clerk, and now a 
PORE 


by Auditor, as claimant states that M. R. Pierce receives no com- 
1 
W. S. STETSON.” 


The above-descri pers were duly filed in this office, and the case was 

ing officers of ered 7 a m September 12,195 an allow vance of $174.55 
o! th and on * an jowance 

en made in Pema of the claimant. of Septem! 1865, Treasury 

draft No. 2692 was issued on Treasury warrant 3960 for $174.43, ‘payable to the 

ig of “William Grey, private Company D, First New York (Lincoln) Cav- 


draft, as the records of the Treasury Department show, was sent to M. 
R. aforementioned. The draft was subsequently paid by the Treasurer 
of the United States, aud is now on file in this Department. It 4 the follow- 
ing indorsements: 
“ William Grey, late private Company D, First New York (Lincoln) Cay- 

Aad 


2. “William Wells.” 

3. “Pay order National Park Bank. O. N. Mineum.“ 

4. “Cash check.” 

5. For collection for account of National Park Bank of New York. 


“ Pay to the order of Messrs. Lewis Johnson & Co., 9 D. — 5 


“Per J. L. WORK,’ 
6. Lewis Johnson & Co.” 


Upon the face of the draft is stamped, “ Paid by Treasurer U.S., 8th Novem- 
zé 


866. 
On the 28th of August, 1866, there was filed in this office a power of attorney 
which p: rted to have been executed by William A. Grey, of St. Louis, Mo., 
who tuted and appointed Weston Flint, of St. Louis, 
te a claim for an amount due said Grey “for the loss of a horse w 

serving in Company D, First New York (Lincoln) Cavalry Volunteers, said Some 
being killed on or about the 15th May, 1864, at New Market, Va.“ 

This power of attorney was duly ‘executed and 5 on the 30th 
July, 1866, before W. B. Thompson, a notary public of St. Louis, M 

Before tra iransmittiog sal power of attorney to this office Weston Flint, the 
grantee, made the following indorsement upon it: 


“Sr. Lovis, Mo., August 24, 1866. 
"The within-named man informs me that he has written in regard to his claim, 
and that an application bas already been made by him. 
““WESTON FLINT.” 


The acknowledgment of the receipt of this power of attorney was made as 


follows: 
“TREASURY DEPARTMENT, THIRD AUDITOR'S OFFICE, 
0 eee C., September 1, 1806. 
of attorney in 
orse lost, and num- 


Pierce, m nt, 486 Eleventh street, Washington, D. C 
woth shadow bis 


d . “JOHN WILSON, Auditor. 
“ WESTON a Esq., 
Št. Louis, Mo.” 


On the 26th of December, 1855, Hon, H. W. Slocum, of Brooklyn, N. 
dressed a letter of inquiry to this office relative to the status of the 5 
He was informed by this office on the llth of January, 1886, 
hoon alienation gold 
On March 9th instant William Gra; 2 — affidavit before Amos A, oo 
clerk of County, I forth that he wasa 


Company D of the First ent New — neoln) Cavalry in war ot 
the 3 on the 13th day of June, 1865, he with the Third Auditor 
of the for the loss of a private 


William Gray ae. ything on the draft men- 
tioned; that he did not sign his name to it himself nor authorize any other per- 

the same, an he never saw the draft nor h that it had penal 
allowed until he — the letter above mentioned, 

On the 18th instant the above-mentioned atlidavit was referred to this office 
by the Committee on Claims of the House baw Re with the hpi pupas 
that the same be examined in connection with paper on file in horse claim 
7392, of William Grey, and that a report be made from this office to the Com- 
mittee on Claims relative to said case. 

In pursuance of such uest I have carefully examined all of the 
hereinbefore referred to, and have compared the various signatures of William 
Grey, or Gray. ‘The signature of Wm. A. Gray altached to the letter of re- 
quest, filed in this office with the original application for compensation, bears 
no resemblance to the signature attached to the „and in my opinion 
the two signatures were not written by the same hand. 

The signature attached to the power of attorney of Weston Flint bears no re- 
semblance whate to the original affidavit and ap- 

re px “ William Grey,” e on 
the . the 5 at- 

The 


Sve te e office on the of June, 1865. 
princi 
a Willen Gy Grey, st while in the other signature the initial “A” 


apers 


wo signatures were written by 
Sitterence in the spelling of the surname. In the Scere is to the application 
the name is spelled “Grey,” while in the signature of March 9, instant, it is 
written Gray.“ Iam satisfied, howev er, that both siguntures were written 
the same person. 
conclusion is that M. R. Pierce, whoever he was, procured the draft is- 


sued in settlement of the claim of We Grey, and obtained the — A wae 
3 rar indorsing, or causing to be indorsed upon it, the 
OSCAR J. HARVEY, 
Chief of the Horse Claims Division, 


The CHAIRMAN. The amendment will be passed over for the pres- 
ent. 

Mr. CANNON. I ask, by unanimous consent, that the Clerk omit 
reading the judgments of the Court of Claims. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

Mr. SAYERS. Now, Mr. Chairman, inasmuch as that order has been 
made, I will ask on page 52, in Jine 6, to correct the spelling of the 
word, Rodgers by striking out the letter d. 

The amendment was adopted. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


CLAIMS ALLOWED BY THE FIRST COMPTROLLER, 
eee, ae 3 
For or relief and prote protection of American seamen, Se $ 
u 

For 3 expenses of collectors of internal revenue, $21.36, 

For contingent expenses, independent treasury, $6. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I offer the 
amendment I send to the desk, to come in at the bottom of this page 


56. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Also 0 8 of $4,440, the balance due the Mississippi Central Railroad Com- 
peasy. upon books of the Treasury Department, for which fifteen drafts were 

and not 3 upon presentation. 

Mr. SAYERS. I reserve the point of order upon the amendment. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Where does the gentleman desire this tocome in? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Inasmuch as a deficiency bill 
is something like a dictionary, I suppose it does not make a great deal 
o |r difference where it comes in; I suggested, however, the bottom of 
this page. 

Mr. SAYERS. Let me ask the gentleman from Kentucky a ques- 
tion; are these audited claims? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I think so. 

Mr. MORGAN. It is the same case that was before the House a day 


or two ago. 

Mr. SAYERS. Is it the amendment you withdrew? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SAYERS. ‘Then I will simply ask that a vote of the committee 
be taken upon it. It is not germane to this part of the bill. 

Mr. BURROWS. Is the point of order reserved? 

Mr. SAYERS. I reserve the point of order that it is not germane 
e re E bill, but am willing that the committee shall pass 
upon it. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, I wish to put in, in view of 
what has been said in regard to this amendment, certain papers, and I 
think this is due all around after what occurred the other day. I ask 
the Clerk to read first a letter I addressed to the Auditor and also his 
respense, and then I will send a statement of the account, without ask- 

10E re een ees to be printed in the RECORD. 

Clerk read as follows: 


House or 3 . B. B. UNITED pio ge A 
Tue SIXTH AUDITOR: à 


Will you do me the favor to look atthe CONGRESSIONAL RECORD e e 
and read the proceedings in the House as to the claim of the diesen pi Rail- 
road Company, and then send me a statement concerning it? And if the drafts ` 
were returned, may I ask that I be 5 a exhibit them to the House, a 
we will resume the consideration of this bill at 11 this morning? I would b® 
lad to hear from you as near to 11 as you can. 
Very truly, 
WM. C. P. BRECKINRIDGE, 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. The committee will notice 
that that is a letter from me asking the Anditor to simply lookat what 
occurred and give me the evidence in the case. I ask now that the 
Auditor's letter be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
OFFICE OF THE AUDITOR OF THE TREASURY 0 
For Tue aoa , DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, D. C., February 25, 1889. 
Sin: In compliance with 4 request of this date, 1 the honor to trans- 
t drafts issued 


mit herewith ies of the following Post-Office Au- 
Fust 17, 1851, in favor of William president of the Mississippi Central 
Railroad Company, and 7 reed 5 this o unpaid and canceled: Nos. 2391, 


2392, 2393, 2324, 2346, 2397, 2398, 2399, 2400, 2408, 2404, „2407, 2408, 2409. 
ae are respectfully requested to have these copies returned to the files in 
office. 


Very respectfully, 


Hon. W. C. P. BRECKINRIDGE, 
House of Representatives, 

Mr. SAYERS. Will the gentleman allow a statement? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I would like to have this 
statement of account printed in this connection. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I ask the gentleman to allow me to 
inake a statement first. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Certainly. 


H. A. HARALSON, Acling Auditor. 
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Mr. SAYERS. The Chair will remember that one of the points of 
order I raised on this amendment before was that it was not germane 
to this portion of the bill. I desire to call the attention of the Chair 
and of the gentleman from Kentucky to the language of section 2 of 
the bill, and I have no doubt he will recognize the fact that this is not 
the proper place for the amendment to come in. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Let me put this statement 
in, and then if the point of order is decided against me all of the facts 


be inserted in this connection, so that the context will not be broken 


up. 

The CHAIRMAN. It can be put in as a separate proviso in another 
part of the bill. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky.. I am speaking now of the 
statement of the account, as I do not desire to break the continuity of 
the subject. 

The statement referred to by Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, is 


in the case will have been before the committee. I would like that it | as follows: 
Dr. The Mississippi: Central Railroad Company, contractor, in account with the. United States. Cr. 


To the following-described auditor's drafts, namely: 
Cone 6, 1860, on E. J. Bracken, late postmaster, Holly 
ngs, Miss. 
8 2 1 G. M. Dugan, late postmaster Grand June- 
tion, Tenn. 5 
May 17, 1861, on E. J. Bracken, late postmaster, Holly 


Springs, 
August 17, 1861, on William Delay, Oxford 


August 17. 1881, on E. J. Bracken, late postmaster, Holly 
Springs, Miss. 

g 17, 1861, on J. L. Kendal, late. postmaster, Oxford, 

LON ed 17. 1881, on D. L. Mosely, late postmaster, Oxford, 

August 17, 1861, on L. Lawshe, postmaster, Spring Dale, 
iss. 

N 17. 1861, on S. C. Baines, late postmaster, Varden, 
ss, 


August 17,1861, on A. Roy, postmaster, Middleton, Miss ...f 
August 17, 1861, on P. late postmaster, Lockhart's 


Store, Miss. 
August 17, 1861, on J. M. Kelly, postmaster Torrance, Miss.. 
‘August 17) 1861; on Peter Sealaa postisaater, Senles, Miss... 
Sogan 17, 1861, on R. R. Campbell, postmaster, Richland, 
August I7, 1 1861, on Willinm Priestly, Iate postmaster, Can- 


+ 
August 17, 1861, on J. A. Cason, postmaster, Durant, Miss- 
August 17, 1861, on Thomas Allen, postmaster, Duck Hill, | 


Angust 17, 1861, on T. J. Dobyns, postmaster, Goodman, F 
a 17, 1881, on W. H. Hawkins, n. Grenada, 
3 1801, on A. D. Moore, postmaster, Hays Creek, 
3 17, 1861, on L. Falkenberg, postmaster, Waterford, 
8 17, 1861, on T. J. West, postmaster, Water Valley, 
To Reporte DR August 16, 1861, on assistant treasurer 


at New 
To balance . 


bee. 


No. Amount. 

Route 7412, Mississippi, by transportation, from April 1 to $7,700.00 
31. 1861, in accordance with order of Postmaster-Gen- 
eral, dated July 25, 1861. 
By the following Auditor's drafts returned and can- 
ce! namely, on— 

2391 | William Delay, r. Oxford, Miss 2,955. 55 
2392 FE. J. Bracken, late postmaster, Holly Spr! 539. 00 
2393 J. L. Kendal, late postmaster, Oxford, Miss... 280.00 
2394.) D. L. Mosely, late , Oxford, Miss... 132. 02 
2896 | S. C. Baines, late r, Varden, ks 120. C0 
2397 Roy, ter, Middleton, Miss 80. 00 
2398 | B. Gerell, late postmaster, Lockhart’s Store, 49. 86 
239 J. M. Kelly, postmaster, Torrance, Miss 23.00 
2400 | Peter Seales, postmaster, Seales, Miss. 14.00 
2402 | William Priestly, late postmaster, Can 200. 00 
2403 J. A. Cason, postmaster, Durant, Miss............ 145. 00 
2404 | Thomas Allen, postmaster, Duck Hill, Miss. 47.50 
24056 | T.J. Dobyns, postmaster, Goodman, Mies. 580 
2406 W. H. Hawkins, postmaster, Grenada, Miss (8 3. 18 
2407 | A. D. Moore, postmaster, Hays Creek, Miss. Ju, oa 
2408 | L. Falkenberg, postmaster, Waterford, Miss... 15. (0 
2409 T. J. West, postmaster, Water Valley, Miss. . 30. 00 
12, 235. 01 
C ²˙ͤuòæſ tooo ca acecas snags unbenas foedosucasaees ia 4, 636.04 


OFFICE OF THE AUDITOR or THE TREASURY ron THE Post-Orricr Der. 


‘ABRTMENT, 
Washington, D. C., February 25, 1889. 


Hon. W. C. P. BRECKINRIDGE, House of Representatives. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I hold in my hand a copy of 
the drafts named, showing that the originals are on the files of the 
office of the Sixth Auditor canceled and unpaid, thus showing that 
the record bears out the statement I made the other day, and that the 
drafts were in payment of a balance due, which has not been liquidated; 
that these dratts were returned unpaid and were canceled by the De- 
partment, and that the claim is one standing on the books of the De- 
partment, which state of facts is indubitably demonstrated by the 

+ papers I have presented. It is not, therefore, a question that has any- 
thing to do with the war or ante-bellum disputes, or anything originating 
in the Confederate government. 

Mr. SAYERS, I desire a decision of the Chair on the question of 
order. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the gentleman that he 
offered his amendment to come in at the bottom of page 56, but the 
Clerk had not yet reached that portion of the bill. 

Mr. CANNON, Let it be disposed of now, and it cam be placed 
where it properly belongs if adopted. 

Mr. SAYERS. I have no objection to that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman can ask unanimous consent that 
in the event of the adoption of the amendment it take its proper place 
in the bill. Does the gentleman make that request? 

Mr. SAYERS. I do. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection that order will be made. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, a word in reference to the amend- 
ment. Some ten or twelve years ago an appropriation of nearly 8400, 
000 was made to pay these ante-bellum mail claims. A large number 


H. A. HARALSON, Acting Auditor. 


of them were audited and duly certified to Congress for payment. I 
recollect very well that when they were being considered the gentle- 
man from Texas [Mr. REAGAN], then a member of the House, and 
formerly of the Confederacy, spoke to the proposi- 
tion. The gentleman from Michigan, then a member of this body Mr. 
Willitts, as I recollect, moved to strike the item out of the bill. 

The gentleman from Texas was then quite confident that these 
claims had never been paid by the Confederacy, although their pay- 
ment had been authorized. And in proof of that fact he showed that 
our own auditing officer, after full investigation, had audited these 
claims just as these are audited and certified up to Congress. But I 
recollect the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Curcrron] brought from 
the Confederate records after examination proof beyond all question 
that the bulk of these claims had been paid, as shown {from the Con- 
federate records; and so conclusive was his proposition that the gentle- 
man from Texas [Mr. REAGAN], then a member of this House, with- 
drew avy further opposition to the striking out of this clause, or a 
similar clause to this, covering a large number of claims. And I say 
to the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] now that the 
return of these drafts drawn by our own Department and given to this 
railroad company for services in 1861—the summer and fall of 1861, 
as I recolleet it—being uncanceled is no proof of its not having been 
paid by the Confederacy. : 

In my opinion Congress never should appropriate one cent to pay 
any of these claims until the Confederate records, under the direction 
of Congress, have been fully examined touching this and all other 
claims; because I believe, from my recollection of the former discus- 
sion, that if we pay these claims we are liable to pay claims that have 
been paid under assumption by the Confederacy. Therefore I shall 
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oppose the adoption of the amendment, with the further statement 
that if this amendment, which is to provide $4,000, should be made, 
then we ought to go on and appropriate for the four or five hundred 
thousand dollars of other claims which stand upon all fours with it. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Ido not see, sir, why this claim should be brought 
forward by itself. It is but a representative of a class of claims run- 
ning through the various Southern States that has been passed hereto- 
fore; and I think if we are to take up thesubject at all that they should 
all be provided for. In the Forty-fifth Con there was placed in the 
sundry civil appropriation bill a sum of $350,000, as I remember, to 
pay for contracts for carrying mail up to the period of the breaking out 
of the war. Immediately after the adjournment of Congress Mr. 
Sherman became Secretary of the Treasury and referred that legisla- 
tion back to Congress with the suggestion that the Department was un- 
able to say when the war commenced, whetherat the secession of South 
Carolina, Alabama, or any one of the States, and submitted the matter 
to Congress for additional legislation. In the succeeding Congress the 
Committee on Claims reported a bilJ. It did not appear in the appro- 
priation bill, as suggested by the gentleman from Illinois, but it came 
on a bill from the Committee on Claims providing for the payment of 
this class of claims. 

It came up ona Friday. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. REAGAN], 
as has already been stated, insisted that the Confederate government 
had never paid any of these claims, That Friday passed without any- 
thing being done. On the succeeding Friday the gentleman from 
Michigan [Mr. CurcHEoNn], a member of the House at that time, read 
a report of Judge Reagan, postmaster-general of the Confederate States, 
recommending an appropriation and an act of Congress of the Confed- 
erate government appropriating money for the payment of these claims. 
It was a surprise to the gentleman from Texas and toallofus. There 
the matter dropped, and it has not been before any Congress from that 
day until this so far as I know. The claims were all audited, as my 
friend from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] says this was. They 
were audited and presented to the Forty-fourth Congress, and that is 
peor one, I think, so far as I know, when any of them were pre- 
sented, 

Now, so far as the validity of this claim is concerned, I have noth- 
ing to say, but as it represents a class of claims running through the 
Southern States, it seems to me that the whole subject Lad better be 
disposed of at one time, rather than allowing some particular claim and 
leaving the great mass of them untouched, 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


The committee informally rose; anda message from the Senate, by Mr. 
McCook, its Secretary, announced that the President of the United 
States having returned to the Senate, in which it originated, the bill (S. 
3646) for the relief of William R. Wheaton and Charles H. Cham- 
berlain, of California, with his objections thereto, the Senate had pro- 
ceeded, in pursuance of the Constitution, to reconsider the same, and 
had resolved that the said bill be two-thirds of the Senate 
agreeing to pass the same, and that they had referred the bill and the 
objections of the President thereto to the House of Representatives for 
action. 

The message also announced that Mr. PLUMB and Mr. PADDOCK had 
been excused as conferees on the part of the Senate on the bill (8. 2511) 
to provide for the disposal of certain public lands of the United States 
under the provisions of the homes laws only, and that Mr. DOLPH 
and Mr. TELLER had been appointed in their places. 

It also announced that the Renate had passed bills of the following 
titles; in which concurrence was asked: 

A bill (S. 3894) to ratify and confirm an agreement with the South- 
ern Ute Indians in California, and to make the necessary appropriation 
for carrying the same into effect; and 

A bill (S. 3737) for the relief of Sterling H. Tucker and others. 


DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL, 


The committee resumed its session. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. As I understand the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT], his position is, that all these claims ought to 
go to a committee instead of being tacked on an appropriation bill, 

Mr. BLOUNT. I think if one is tacked on that all ought to be put 
on; but it seems to me, in justice to every member of this House, that 
as there has been a question raised whether or not these claims have 
been once paid, we should all feel better to provide for their payment 
afteran examination of the records and report to this House; for Isub- 
mit that I do not believe there is any gentleman on this floor who, if he 
believed these claims had once been paid, would ask or consent to their 
payment again. Iam very sure, sir, so far as I am concerned, that if 
any constituent of mine has been paid by the Confederate government 
for this service, I would not consent to a second payment, because it 
would have no merit whatever. 

Mr. RANDALL. Idonot understand the gentleman from Kentucky 
[Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] to be pressing for a vote upon the proposition at 
this time. I understand that his object is simply, in view of what oc- 
curred the other day, to make up a record so far as he has presented 
the papers. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I do not know what the purpose of the gentleman 


from Kentucky was. I only took occasion to say what I have said be- 


cause this matter is being continually pressed upon gentlemen from the 


Southern States, and I think it is well for every body to understand the 
real situation. 

i RANDALL, Many Houses have passed upon this question ad- 
versely. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I take the floor now for the pu 
of affording the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] an 
opportunity to withdraw the amendment. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, all I desired 
to do, unless the papers which I presented should be satisfactory to 
the committee, was to make up the record. This is a question that 
is going to come up until it is settled. It is no excuse for a refusal to 
pay an honest claim to say that a dishonest claim has been paid. It 
is no excuse for refusing to pay an honest creditor that some one else 
has received payment who was not entitled to it. I simply desire to 
make up the record at this time, and I now withdraw the amendment. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. Chairman, if the record is to be made up it 
ought to be made up correctly. This is a claim in favor of the Mis- 
sissippi Central Railroad Company. There is no such company. The 
road has been sold out under a mortgage, and it is now known as the 
Chicago and New Orleans Railroad Company. There are two claim- 
ants for this money, and here is a request to have the amount paid over 
to one of the parties. The question ought to go to a committee to be 
adjudicated; to ascertain, first, whether the payment ought to be made 
at all, and second, to ascertain the right party to whom to make the 
payment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For fees of commissioners, United States courts, $26,10, 


Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out 
the last word. I find in the RECORD that Senator GORMAN, referring 
to the convict-labor bill which passed the House, called the attention 
of the Senate to the fact that the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. 
BLAIR], in e of that bill, had not reported it to the Senate, al- 
though the bill had been reported to the House nearly one year ago. 
The Senator from New Hampshire in his remarks said: 


Who has spent much time, perhaps, in talking with the Senator from Mary- 
land in reference to this same matter as well as other Senators—I have thought 
that he might dis; of legislation which we sent to the House of Representa- 
tives early. For instance, we passed a bill here at the last session which had 
reference to the payment of the arrears that are due to Government employés 
and which they have been endeavoring to secure year after ean and that bill 
has been incontinently spurned and delayed by intent, as I think, and as those 
who are interested in the bill think. 

We sent them the education bill. 


Now, Mr. Chairman, the Senator certainly knew or should have 
known that the educational bill was not referred to the Committee on 
Labor of the House of Representatives. This House has created a Com- 
mittee on Labor as distinct from the Committee on Education. In the 
previous Congress the House educational bill was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Labor, and was promptly repurted back to the House. The 
bill providing for the adjustment of the accounts of laborers passed the 
Senate July 17 and was reported back from the House committee August 
2, and was considered in the House October 10, December 5, and also 
during the month of January. We gave nearly all the time at the dis- 
posal of our committee to the consideration of that bill. 

I am aware of the motive that ponpa these criticisms. Iam aware 
that the claim agents who have hounded our committee and worried 
and annoyed members of this House have not been content with the 
efforts we have made to secure recognition for that measure. Now, the 
Senator certainly knew in the first place that that bill had been consid- 
ered fully in this House and that the failure to pass it was not due to any 
negligence on the part of the committee. He knew that the educa- 
tional bill had not been referred to our committee. While Ido not pro- 
pose to criticise the Senatorial courtesy the absence of which permitted 
him to refer to the chairman ofthe House Committee on Labor, I will 
state that the Senator from New Hampshire can not escape the responsi- 
bility; thatlast year when the Government was compelled to purchase, 
under the law awarding contracts to the lowest bidder, from a Tennessee 
penitentiary twelve hundred wagons, which cut such an important fig- 
ure in the last canvass, that was due singly and solely to the neglect of 
the Committee on Labor of the Senate and of that Senator, Mr. BLAIR, 
to bring that bill up for consideration. And every purchase hereafter 
made of articles from prisons during the present year is due to the fact 
that the Senator from New Hampshire has neglected his duty and has 
not given the Senate a chance to pass upon this bill. 

I propose for one to rivet the responsibility upon him, and let him 
shoulder it, of the pocketing for nearly one year of the ‘‘ convict-labor 
bill.“ I have personally appealed to the Senator to have it considered, 
and the representatives of organized labor have also appealed to him to 
call his committee together for the consideration of this bill. He has 
five days still remaining, and I earnestly hope that the Senator from 
New Hampshire, Mr. BLAIR, who has always been considered a friend 
of labor, and whom I have always been willing to believe was an honest, 
earnest friend of the cause, will call his committee together and take, 
action upon this bill. If he tails to do so, then his partisanship is 
stronger than his friendship for the people, 
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Mr. CANNON. The Senator from New Hampshire having made a | ury Department under appropriations, the balances of which have been 


statement out of order, as the gentleman from Missouri claims, and the 
gentleman having replied in the House, I suppose that one may be set 
off against the other and the matter declared even. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. That is all right. I propose to with- 
draw the pro forma amendment. The Senator from New Hampshire 
has hal his inning over there. [Laughter.] a 

The Clerk read as follows: 

CLAIMS ALLOWED BY THE SIXTH AUDITOR, 

For deficieney in the postal revenue 1866 and prior years, except the claims of 
the Central Branch Union Pacific Railroad, $14,151.46, 

Mr. MCRAE. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That the Secretary of the be, and he is hereby, authorized and em- 
powered to compromise, adjust, and settle all or any of the bonded debtof 
the State of Arkansas due to the United States or held in trust, upon suchterms 
and conditions as to him may seem best for the United States and just to the 
said State after having examined and taken into consideration all the claims of 
the said State against the United States. 

Mr. SAYERS, I raise the point of order that this is new legislation 
and has no place on this bill. < 

Mr. MCRAE. I hope my friend will not insist on that point of order. 

Mr. SAYERS. I do. ` 

Mr. MCRAE. This legislation has been suggested by the Treasurer 
of the United States, and it has been embodied in a bill from 
a committee of this House. It is desirable both on the part of the 
United States and the State of Arkansas that a proposition of this kind 
should be adopted. It involves no appropriation, but simply vests in 
the executive officers of the Government the right to enter into nego- 
tiations and settle this matter. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add to the bill the following: 

“To pay the heirs of M. C. Mordecai, mail contractor, as per order of the Post- 
master-General, dated January 2, 1861, for allowance of one month's extra pay 
for discontinuance of service allowed by the Sixth Auditor of the Treasury in 
Executive Document No. 28 (item 138), of the Forty-seventh Congress, $3,333.33.” 

Mr. SAYERS. I make the point of order that this claim against 
the Government, if it has any validity whatever, should go to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. f 

The CHAIRMAN. What point of order does the gentleman raise? 

Mr. SAYERS. It is nota deficiency and does not belong in a de- 
ficiency appropriation bill. On the contrary, it is new legislation. 

Mr. DIBBLE. Mr. Chairman, I really do not understand what is 
the gentleman’s point of order. This is an expenditure authorized by 
existing law under a contract made at the time. 

Mr. RANDALL. What is the date? 

Mr. DIBBLE. I will ask the Clerk to read the order of the Post- 
master-General discontinuing the service. 

Mr. RANDALL. What is the date? 

Mr. DIBBLE. Eighteen hundred and sixty-one. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

- Post-Orrice DEPARTMENT, Washington, January 2, 1861. 


Sin: The Postmaster-General orders that the service on route from Charles- 
ton. S. C., via Savannah, Ga.,to Key West, FJa., and back, twice a month, by 
steam-ship “ Isabel or other steamers, if n under contract with you of 
8d October, 1860, at the sum of $40,000 per year, for and during the term com- 
mencing the 15th day of October, 1800, and ending the 30th day of June, 1864, be 
3 nued, and one month's extra pay allowed on the amount dispensed 


Thie order to take effect immediately. 
Iam, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
HORATIO KING, 
First Assistant Postmaster-General, 

M. O. MORDECAI, Esq., Charleston, S. C. 

Mr. DIBBLE. This is the extra month's pay there allowed. Now, 
Mr. Chairman, I eite section 817 of the Postal Laws and Regulations 
which authorizes the Postmaster- General to discontinue service, allow- 
ing, as full indemnity to the contractor, one month’s extra pay on the 
amount of service dispensed with. Thatisthelawof the contract. That 
law has been recognized and affirmed by the Supreme Court of the United 
States. First, in the case of Reeside against the United States, in 8 
Wallace, in which it held“ the Postmaster-General had the power to dis- 
continue or curtail service on any route on allowing one month’s extra 
pay.“ In that case an unfavorable decision of the Court of Claims was 
reversed and the case remanded with directions to allow one month’s 
pay under the contracts. 

The same doctrine, Mr. Chairman, appears in 93 United States, 3 
Otto, in the case of Garfielde against The United States: 

There was reserved to the Postmaster-General the power to annul the con- 
tract when his judgment advised that it should be done and the compensation 
to the contractor was specified. An indemnity agreed upon as the amount to 
be paid for canceling a contract must afford the measure of damages for illegally 
refusing to award it. 

In that case they decided judgment should be rendered to the appel- 
lant for one month’s extra pay under the proposal made by him and 
accepted by the Postmaster-General. 

Farther, Mr. Chairman, by the act of June 20, 1874, twentieth vol- 
ume Statutesat Large, page 130, it was provided that the claim should 
be examined and allowed by the several accounting officers of the Treas- 


exhausted or carried to the surplus fund. 

Now, there was an appropriation out of which this could have been 
paid; but the balance of that appropriation was carried to the surplus 
fund. Accordingly, in compliance with that law, which provided: 
these amounts should be reported to Congress for its consideration, 
Secretary Folger, on the 14th day of January, 1882, reported the 
* schedule of claims allowed by the several accounting officers of the 
Treasury Department, under appropriations, the balance of which have 
been exhausted or carried to the surplus fund under a provision of 
section 4 of an act of June 20, 1874,’’ which I have cited. In that 
report, as stated in the amendment I have offered, the amount was 
certified as follows by the Sixth Auditor, under section 4 of that act, 
which I ask the Clerk to read. : 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Claim. 


1 8 | Asnounk: 


in postal reve- $3, 333. 33 


M. C. Mordecai, mail contractor: Deficien 
For allowance of one month's ex- nues, and prior 
years, 


tra pay, per order of Postmaster- 
General, dated January 2, 1851, 
for discontinuance of service. 
Contract pay, $10,000 per annum. 
Service ee January 4, 
1861. Route from Charleston, S. 
Gemis Savannah, to Key West, 


Mr. DIBBLE. Now, Mr. Chairman, that claim has been adjusted 
and allowed. Under direction of an act of Congress an appropriation 
was made which provided for its payment, but the appropriation has 
been covered back into the Treasury, and therefore that amendmentis 
not obnoxious to the objection that it is not authorized by existing 
law. That is what I understand to be the point made by the gentle- 
man as far as I can appreciate it from the manner in which it hus been 
stated. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. Will the gentleman yield to me fora 
question ? 

Mr. DIBBLE. Certainly. . 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois, Was not this claim brought up by the 
gentleman at the last session of Congress and ruled out on the point 
of order? 

Mr. DIBBLE. I am perfectly willing to answer the gentleman in 
full on that point. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. CRISP] was oc- 
cupying the chair as presiding officer in the Committee of the Whole. 
The claim was presented by my friend from Maryland [Mr. RAYNER], 
and the point of order was raised against it. We were called upon at 
the moment to produce the law authorizingit. The Chairman said that 
because the law was not produced he would rule it out on the point of 
order. Now, at this time we have produced the law authorizing it. 
We have traced it as a contract authorized by law at that time, and a 
contract which the Supreme Court of the United States has twice said 
the Postmaster-General had the right to make. I have shown that it 
was a matter adjusted and allowed in the Department, standing on 
the books, and only failed of payment because of the lack of an ap- 
propriation to pay it, the appropriation having been covered into the 
Treasury. So that we have now met the only objection urged in the 
point of order that was made hefore or which can be made now. At 
that time, not expecting this point, we did not have the law at hand, 
and for that reason, as I have said, the Chairman ruled it out of order, 
the law not having been produced. 

Mr. SAYERS. Lask a ruling upon the point of order. 

Mr. SPRINGER, One moment. I understand there was an act 

in 1874 which authorized the tary of the Treasury to adjust 
certain ante-wa: mail contracts. and that an appropriation was made 
to pay such claims wnen adjus' Further, that the Secretary pro- 
ceeded to adjust them and found thata larger amount was due than 
had been appropriated, and hence declined to make any distribution 
of the amount under the appropriation. ; 

Mr. BLOUNT. If my friend from Illinois will permit me, I think 
he is mistaken in that. The question was not as to the amountappropri- 
ated, but the appropriation act itself provided that they should be paid 
up to the commencement of the war where they had not been paid by - 
the Confederate government, and the Secretary of the Treasury was 
dountful as to the exact meaning of the term ‘‘commencement of the 
war;“ that is to say, whether it related to the passage of the ordinance 
of secession by South Carolina, or the ordinance of Georgia, or some 
other State, and he communicated these facts to Congress with a view 
of getting a construction of the words ‘‘commencement of the war.““ 

Mr. SPRINGER. There was payment, then, of the amount under 
that act. 

Mr. BLOUNT. No, sir. 

Mr. SPRINGER. And the appropriation lapsed ? 

Mr. BLOUNT. There was no payment under the act, and it 


ap- 
peared the next time in the shape of a claim, for this class of 


claims, 
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as I have already stated, came up on Friday; and the second bill, that 
from the Committee on Claims, likewise provides where they had been 
paid by the Confederate government that they should not be paid. 

Mr. CANNON. Just therea moment, permifme—— 

Mr. SPRINGER. Let us finish this matter first. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Then came up the debate, as I have stated, between 
the gentleman from Texas, Mr. REAGAN, and the gentleman from 
Michigan, Mr. Willitts, which I need not repeat, because gentlemen, 
many of them present, heard that discussion and know what took 

ce. 
ir CANNON. This amendment, as I understand it, has nothing 
to do with the so-called war claims for mail pay. In other words, this 
service was discontinued in January, 1861, and that then the month’s 
pay was due some time before the secession ordinance was adopted by 
South Carolina. 

Mr. BLOUNT. That is true. 

Mr. SPRINGER. This was discontinued, I understand, on account 
of the occurrence of war; that is, this contract was discontinued, and 
the claims have been regarded as matters unadjusted and pending, 
which have not been audited claims reported upon by the accounting 
officers of the Government, but have been always regarded as unad- 


usted. 
3 Mr. DIBBLE. That is a mistake as to this case. 

Mr. SPRINGER. These claims have not been adjusted and can not 
come before Con in the shape of adjusted claims passed upon by 
the accounting officers of the Department. They have not been so re- 

rded, 

127 DIBBLE. Mr. Chairman, the best answer to that proposition 
is that they have been, under direction of Congress, adjusted and al- 
lowed by the Department, and reported by Secretary Folger; and 
furthermore, the decision of the Court of Claims has separated these 
claims from the one month’s extra pay on a discontinuance of the con- 
tract from all other classes of claims of the mail service; and they have 
been decided by the Court of Claims as not coming under the provis- 
ions of the act to which the gentleman from Georgia has referred, and 
stand on a footing of their own, because byno kind of possibility could 
they have been assumed and paid by the Confederate States. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Does my friend from South Carolina say that Con- 
gress passed legislation directing the Treasury Department to report 
upon this class of claims? 

Mr. DIBBLE. Les, sir. I read it just now. 

Mr. BURROWS. What act was that? 

Mr. DIBBLE. The act of 1878, section 4. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would like to hear that read again. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Minois. The law under which they claim the 

t— 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from South Carolina state 
the date of the act? 

Mr. DIBBLE. June 20, 1874. These claims were audited by the 
accounting officers under the act. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

And it shall be the duty of pened gitaer amar igor, Peau wher 


the 5 
continue to receive, examine, and consider the j ce and validity of all 
tions the balances of which have been exha or carried to 
rovisions of said sectio: 


sion, to the Speaker of the House of Represent who shall lay the same 
before Congress for : Provided, That n in this act shall be 
construed to authorize the re-examination and payment of any claim or account 
which has been once examined and rejected, unless reopened in accordance 
with existing law. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I have only to add that, in accordance with that act, 
the claim was allowed by the Sixth Auditor, and being so allowed in 
accordance with that act, was reported by Secretary Felger in Execu- 
tive Document 26, in the first session of the Forty-seventh Congress, as is 
stated in the amendment which I have offered. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Now, Mr. Chairman, if the Chair will simply refer 
to the langnage of the statute that my friend has read, it appears that 
it does not refer to this class of claims at all; but provides generally 
for the adjustment of claims where appropriations have been made. It 
is of a general character, and it does not relate to this. And to show 
that this amendment belongs not in here, but that it belongs to a dis- 
tinct class of claims long before that act was passed, in the Forty-fourth 
Congress there was sent to this House the ante-bellum mail contracts, 
audited by the Sixth Auditor of the Treasury, and by him alone; and 
that class of claims are not audited under the law by the Comptroller. 
They stand on a different footing from postal claims; and therefore this 
claim does not relate to that law. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. As I observed a little while ago, this 
very claim was presented to the Committee of the Whole at the last 
session of this Congress, and the very arguments made by the gentle- 
man from South Carolina to-day were made by him then, and were 
also supported by the gentleman from Maryland. They claimed then 
the provisions of the law precisely as they do to-day. I do not remem- 
ber that the statute was presented and read from the Clerk’s desk; but 
they insisted that under this provision of the law the claim could be 
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put upon an appropriation bill, and after full argument it was de- 
termined by the Chair that the claim was obnoxious to the objection.’ 

Now, it seems to me that the position taken by the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT] is correct, that this statute which has been 
read has no application to this class of claims. In legislating upon the 
subject set forth in the statute Congress did not have in contemplation 
this class of claimsatall. This claim relates to something that occurred 
before the war. The statute referred to was to take charge of and 
relates to current claims since the war, and has no contemplation of 
claims that existed before the war or that grew out ofthe war. Now, 
it seems to me that any one who would stop to read that section of the 
statute would see that that is correct. Now, let us look at this claim’ 
itself, These gentlemen say it is a just claim. I contend that all of 
these claims should go to a committee of this House to consider them. 
We have had an experience here this morning in a claim presented by 
the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] that should warn 
this House from permitting any one of them ever being put upon an 
appropriation bill. 

‘The gentleman from Kentucky, whose high position in this House 
will not be questioned, whose integrity and honor are above question, 
presented a claim which he said, as I remember, was a just claim; yet 
the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Morgan], who had investigated 
it, stated what was new to the House, that there were two claimants 
to that claim, and that there were grave doubts as to whether it should 
be allowed to either of them. 

I simply say this as an illustration to guard this Committee of the 
Whole and this House against permitting any of these claims to be 
tacked upon an appropriation bill. If it is a justclaim, one that should 
be allowed, it should go to a committee of this House where it can be 
investigated and all the facts relating to it be reported to the House in 
a report of a p committee. I contend, sir, when a claim of this 
kind is presented we should not only test the merits of the claim, but 
we should also look into the question of the loyalty of the claimant. 

We are denied that here. I simply use this argument te show the 
Chair that upon all questionsof thiskind the doubtshould be resolved 
against the claimant. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, it oceurs to me that there has been 
sufficient debate upon this point of order, and I now ask for the ruling 
of the Chair, 

Mr. SPRINGER. Before that ruling is made I desire to make a 
statement. I find that I was in error in reference to this claim. It 
was allowed by the Treasury Department in pursuance of the act of 
June 14, 1878, as stated by the gentleman from South Carolina, as is 
found on page 78 of the Exeentive Document No. 20, first session 
Forty-seventh Congress. But while I see that it is allowed as one of 
the claims coming under that section of the act, I fail to see the con- 
nection between the act itself and the report of the Secretary. 

Mr. SAYERS. I ask for the ruling of the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is not without doubt upon this ques- 
tion, but in view of the hasty examination he has been permitted to 
make, and in the light of the discussion, he sustains the point of order. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I offer the amendment which I send to the 
Clerk’s desk. 4 

The amendment was read, as follows: 


To enable the Public Printer to pay for extra hours performed in mailing Cow- 
GRESSIONAL RECORD during the and second sessions of the Fiftieth Con- 
gress, 


Mr. SAYERS. I reserve the point of order upon that amendment 
until I hear an explanation of it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Chairman, I do not think the amendment 
is open to the point of order. It seems that about four of the employ(s 
of the Government Printing Office have been occupied, unavoidably, 
for some time in working extra hours in mailing the CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD, both during the first session and during the present session 
of this Congress. I have here the names, with the amount due to 
each: One of them worked 416 hours at 50 cents an hour, making $208; 
another worked 412 hours, another 429 hours, another190 hours. The 
last three worked at 31} cents an hour, as that was the rate of pay due 
to them as employés. Now, I submit that this amendment is not open 
to the point of order. 

Mr. CANNON. Why have they not been paid if the money was due 
them ? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The Government Printer had no appropria- 
tion to pay for this work. He had an appropriation for the regular 
eight-hour service, but not for these extra hours. The matter was not 
of sufficient importance for him to employ additional hands, so he en- 

ed these ri employés to work extra hours. 

Mr. CANNON. Butthe gentleman speaks of the money being due. 
Now, on his present statement, it is not due. It may be that Congress 
will give these parties the money, but it is not due them. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Well, they bave earned it. It may not be 
„due“ in the sense in which the gentleman uses the word, but they 
have earned the money and it has not been paid. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the Chair will submit 
the question te the committee, 
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1889. 
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Mr. SAYERS. I will state to the Committee of the Whole that the | Printer has not violated the law in any respect; he has complied with 


Committee on Appropriations have no information whatever as to the 
propriety or legality of this claim. 

Mr. BIGGS. You have the information here. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. In reply to the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
Sayers] I want to say that I have here the certificate of the superin- 
tendent of the RECORD, showing that these employés have done the 
work, and I think it is manifestly fair and proper that this small 
amount of $530.18 should be appropriated to pay them. They have 
done the work, and they ought to be paid for it. 

Mr. TRACEY. Mr. Chairman, it appears to me that the gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. SAYERS] can find no reason to object to the insertion 
of this amendment, for if the work has not been done the money cer- 
tainly can not be paid. Now it happens that I have had acquaintance 
with one of the gentlemen to whom a portion of this money will be 
paid, the superintendent, and I have no doubt whatever that the rep- 
resentations he has made to me are entirely correct. On general prin- 
ciples I would not favor the adoption of an amendment giving money 
for work performed beyond the regular eight hours a day, because it is 
understood that the employés of the Government shall not be com- 

led to work more than eight hours; but we know that during the 

rst session of this Congress there was a great deal of extra work, and 
it may be that the Public Printer was compelled to call upon these 
employés to do this work at night; at all events they worked extra 
hours, and inasmuch as the work was performed it seems only right 
and fair that an appropriation should be made to enable him to pay the 
amount that is justly due for such service. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the Chair will submit 
the question to the committee. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, under all the eireumstances, the 
gentlemen who favor the payment of this claim having fiiled to show 
any law authorizing the indebtedness to be incurred by the Public 
Printer 

Mr. BIGGS. But they have shown the justice of the claim. I there- 
fore ask the ruling of the Chair upon the point that there is no law upon 
which this claim is based. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state, in response to the gentle- 
man from Texas, that while it is true that this amendment is subject 
to the point of order, there appear in this very bill provisions reported 
by the committee which are subject to the same point of order. 

Mr. SAYERS. In justice to the Committee on Appropriations I will 
say that the provision now in the bill, to which the Chair has alluded, 
is a general provision. The committee have not undertaken to allow 
particular claims to special individuals. We have reported a general 
provision authorizing the Public Printer to allow certain additional 
percentage to parties who work during the night. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I hope the gentleman from Texas will not 
insist on the point of order, the sum is so small and there is such man- 
fest justice in this allowance to poor people. 

Mr. CANNON. I will for a moment insist on the point of order, in 
order that I may make an inquiry. Does this amendment include per- 
sons who work over hours ? 

Mr. RICHARDSON, It includes those who were engaged in mail- 
ing the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. I do not know any other persons 
who work over hours, I will say to the gentleman from Illinois that 
if there are others who have worked over hours they have been paid; 
but there was no appropriation to pay these persons for extra work in 
mailing the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, which has frequently been very 
large, and has therefore been required to be mailed ata late hour. In 
this way the force engaged in this employment has been required to 
work extra hours. 

Mr. CANNON. Does the gentleman mean to say that the Pubiic 
Printer has violated the law by making an expenditure for which there 
Was no appropriation ? ; 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Iam not prepared to say anything of that kind, 
and do not say it; but I say that sometimes it has been absolutely nec- 
i „in mailing the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, to run this force a lit- 
tle over the time allowed, and in that way work for extra hours has 
been performed, for which we now simply desire that Congress author- 
ize compensation. 

Mr. LONG. Are not these employés paid higher wages because they 
work at night? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. This is not for night work expressiy; some of 
the work may have been done during the day. 

Mr. LONG. Are they not, in fact, receiving a higher rate of pay 
than others? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. No, sir. 

1 SPRINGER. I understand that these employés have performed 
is duty. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. They have. 

Mr. SPRINGER. And there is no appropriation to pay them ſor 
this extra duty. But the Public Printer has been required to have this 
service performed to have the Rcon mailed; and this force has gone 
on and done the work. Now, it simply rests with the discretion of 
Congress to determine whether we will pay for it or not. The Public 


the law. 
Mr. CANNON. Then I make the point of order 
Mr. RICHARDSON. It is too late now. 


Mr. CANNON. If the Publie Printer has not violated the law the 
money is there to pay for this work. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Lou insist that he shall violate the law; our of- 
ficers do not do that. 

Mr. BIGGS. I hope the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] 
does not insist that these people shall do work and then not receive 
pay for it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Too late! 

The CHAIRMAN. It is not too late. The point of order was re- 
served by the gentleman from Texas. 

Mr. SAYERS. Lask unanimous consent to return to page 35 of 
the bill for the purpose of correcting a name. I ask that in line 21, 
on that page, the name ‘‘Berans’’ be corrected so as to read Be- 
vans.“ z 

There being no objection, the amendment was made. 

Mr. SAYERS. Task, by unanimous consent, that the Committee of 
the Whole reiurn to page 11, in order to reconsider the vote upon the 
amendment allowing the present private secretary of the President 
$6,000. That gentleman on the 23d of this month addressed a letter 
to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Scorr] in reference to this 
amendment. I will read an extract from the letter: 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, Washinglon, February 23, 1889. 
My Dear Mr. Scorr: It has just come to my notice that on your motion the 


House, in Committee of the Whole, has adopted an amendment to the defi- 
ciency bill, making an appropriation of $6,000 to pay me the difference between 
t 


my as private secretary to the President and the increased amount fixed 
as the of my successor. While I soupy. appreciate your personal inter- 
est and ki and the consideration of the committee, having accepted the 


office with full knowledge of its pay and served four years without promise or 
5 of more, I prefer not to be the beneficiary of a retroactive appro- 
p on of this character, and have to request that the vote referred to be ro- 
9 and Ler proposed amendment stricken from the bill. + 
F DANIEL S. LAMONT. 
Hon. WILLTAx L. SCOTT, 
House of Representatives, 

I ask unanimous consent that the amendment inserting $6,000 be 
reconsidered. 

Mr. CANNON. I want to ask the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
SAYERS] two questions: first, whether the President of the United 
States has paid out of his own private pocket enough to make up that 
salary. 

Mn SAYERS. I know nothing at all about that. 

Mr. CANNON. Then I will next ask the question, whether or not 
it was arranged that the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Scott] 
should insist upon this appropriation in order to give the chance for 
the writing of the letter which has just been read. 

Mr. SAYERS. No, sir; I do not know that. 

Mr. CANNON. Then I withdraw my objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to returning to the amend- 
ment which has been indicated, for the purpose of reconsidering it and 
striking it out? 

Mr. BRUMM. I object. 

Mr. BLOUNT. We can reach the result by having a vote on the 
amendment in the House, and voting it down. : 

The CHAIRMAN. A motion to reconsider is not in order at any 
time in the Committee of the Whole; but the Chair thought for the 
moment that by unanimous consent this amendment might be elimi- 
nated from the bill. The Chair, however, upon reflection is of opinion 
that the request to reconsider can not be entertained in Committee of 
the Whole, even by unanimous consent. : 

Mr. BLOUNT. Ihave already suggested to my friend from Texas 
that the object can be reached by having a separate vote on this amend- 
ment in the House, and voting it down. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair was about to suggest that course to 
the gentleman from Texas. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The committee informally rose; and 

Mr. ENLOE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found duly enrolled bills of the House of the 
following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 325) for the relief of Mrs. Mary T. Duncan; 

A bill (H. R. 3721) authorizing the President to appoint William 
English an officer in the regular Army of the United States; 

A bill (H. R. 5032) to extend the limits of the collection district of 
Memphis; 

A bill a R. 7028) to admit to registry the steamer George H. Parker; 

A bill (H. R. 7066) providing for the establishment of a light-house 
at or near the mouth of the Siuslaw River, in the State of Oregon, and 
not to exceed in cost the sum of $80,000; 

A bill (H. R. 7186) to authorize the Leavenworth and Rio Grande 
Railway Company to construct and operate a railway through the | 
dian Territory, and for other purposes; 
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A bill (H. R. 11216) to authorize the Union Gas Company to lay con- 
duit pipes across the Ohio River; 

A bill (H. R. 11342) providing for the re-establishment of the light- 
house at Point Isabel, Texas; 

A bill (H. R. 11643) providing for the establishment of a life-saving 
station and life-saving crew at mouth of Coquille River, Oregon; 

A bill (H. R. 11901) to authorize the city of Lake View, III., to erect 
a crib in Lake Michigan for water-works purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 12113) for the establishment of alight-house and steam 
fog-signal on the outer breakwater at the harbor of Chicago, III.; 

A bill (H. E. 12310) providing for the establishment of certain lights 
on the coast of Mississippi; 

A bill (H. R. 12414) to amend section 2579 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States; and 

A bill (H. R. 12431) providing for the construction of a steam-tender 
for service on the Great Lakes. 

Mr. FISHER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found duly enrolled bills of the Senate of the 
following titles: 

A bill (S. 1319) granting a pension to Anna Slater; 

A bill (S. 1311) granting an increase of pension to Samuel J. Murphy, 
of Marengo, Iowa; 

A bill (S. 2008) granting a pension to Cyrus Tuttle; 

A bill (S. 2310) granting a pension to Rozalia Junk; 

A bill (S. me granting a pension to Mary J. Byrd; 

A bill (S. 2344) granting a pension to Minnie A. Bailey; 

A bill (S. 2690) granting a pension to John Gallagher; 

A bill (S. 2758) granting a pension to Susan P. Murdock; 

A bill (S. 2759) granting a pension to James M. Frost; 

A bill 8 2816) to authorize the construction of a bridge ſor railway 
purposes across the Mississippi River between the States of Wisconsin 
and Soo to be located north of and in the vicinity of the city of 
Alma, 

A A bi 8. 3091) granting a pension to John Corr; 
A bill (S. 3198) granting a pension to Mary Murphy; 
A bill (S. 3269) granting a pension to Theresia Fichter; 

A bill (S. 3309) for the relief of Mrs. Elizabeth E. Groff; 

A bill (S. cart granting a pension to Charles S. Hamilton; 

A bill (8. 3421) granting a pension to Mary B. McVean; 

A bill (S. 3423) granting a pension to Irene Rucker Sheridan, widow 
of General P. H. Sheridan; 

A bill (S. 3588) granting a pension to Ellen B. Farr; and 

A bill (S. 3762) granting a pension to Nancy Polock. 


MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


Several messages in writing were received from the President, by 
Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries. 

It was also announced that the President had approved and signed, 
on the dates indicated, House bills of the following titles: 

On February 25, 1889: 

An act (H. R. 10216) granting a pension to William Fowler; 

An act (H. R. 10337) granting a pension to John Ebert; 

An act (H. R. 10474) granting a pension to Dorus Alford; 

An act (H. R. 11993) granting a pension to Mary A. Long; 

An act (H. R. 917) for the relief of Julianna Muller; 

An act (H. R. 75 for the relief of William Pfaender; 

An act (H. R. 3112) for the relief of Phineas T. Richardson; 

An act (H. R. 11871) for the relief of Hardin County, Kentucky; 

An act (l. R. 4789) for the relief of the heirs of George W. Sampson 
and Benjamin Henricks, of Austin, Tex.; 

An act (H. R. 11604) to amend an act approved March 3, 1885, to 
authorize the construction of bridges across the Cumberland and Caney 
Fork Rivers, in Tennessee; 

An act (H. R. 12443) granting to the St. Paul, Minneapolis and 
Manitoba Railway Company the right of way through the White Earth 
Indian reservation, in the State of Minnesota; 

An act (H. R. 424) granting a pension to Elizabeth Myers; 

An act (H. R. 3888) granting a pension to Mary H. Stacy; 

An act (H. R. 5790) granting a pension to Mary Whitney: 

An act (H. R. 6535) granting a pension to Mary Gray; 

An act (H. R. 6598) granting a pension to Maria Brasted; 

An act (H. R. 7566) granting a pension to George W. Lloyd; 

An act (H. R. 1 granting a pension to John Y. Hopper; 

An act (H. R. 10975) granting a pension to John H. Starr; 

An act HE R. 5 — granting a pension to James Metcalf; 

An act (H. R. 11736) granting a pension to Margaret M. Nugent; 

An act (H. R. 11924) granting a pension to Annie Balser; 

An act (H. R. 12303) granting a pension to Ester Gaven; 

An act (H. R. 7123) for the relief of Catharine Mutz; 

An act (H. R. 10780) for the relief of Benjamine E. Snyder; 

An act (H. R. 9408) granting an increase of pension to Stephen L. 
Kearney; 

An act (H. R. 12006) granting an increase of pension to Leonard 
Schaefer; 

An act (H. R. 12506) granting an increase of pension to Patrick 
Geraghty; and 


An act (H. R. 8406) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to place’ 
the name of Cara Curtis on the pension-roll. 

On February 26, 1889: 

An act (H. R. 10301) for the relief of Emily Cross; 

An act (H. R. 11430) to increase the pension of Harlan E. King; an 

An act (H. R. 11741) granting a pension to Alexander M. Boatight| 

The message also announced that bills of the following titles, havin, 
been presented to the President on the 13th instant, and not havi 
been returned by him to the House in which they o ted within 
Hot ten days prescribed by the Constitution, had become laws without 

signature: 

Aaa act (H. R. 8549) granting a pension to Louisa Rogers; 

An act (H. R. 11177) granting a ion to Christian Sanders; and 

An act (H. R. 10025) for the relief of James T. Teeple. 

DEFICIENCY BILL. 


The committee resumed its session. 
Mr. SAYERS. I offer the following amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Ee a ae etary of arian, 
or m 
For —— of Assistant ae 7 — $1,187.50.” 
The amendment was 
Mr. SAYERS offered the slowing amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Line 18, 44, insert: To compensate Robert F. Arnold for legal services in 
the prosecution of parties with robbing the United States mails, as 
TAA by estimate transmitted by the Secretary of the Treasury, January 12. 


The amendment was 
Mr. SAYERS offered the piloting amendment, 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 39, after line 14, insert: To enable the Postmaster-General to pay the 
employee and and late ato apio maps An in the office of the Coe Superintendent of the 
ditional compensation for extra hours of labor from 
April 11 Tto r 18, 1885, inclusive, $258.75.” 
Mr. SAYERS. In explanation I ask a statement be printed in the 
RECORD. 
It is as follows: 
Statement of extra hours of service ‘ormed by clerks in the office of the 
eneral i ent of the Railway Mail Service from April 11 to 
November 18, 1885, inclusive, and amount of compensation at 60 cenis 


per hour. 


9 Time 
Names. employed. Amount. 
h. m. 
Thomas P. Graham. eee e 124 50 $74.90 
George W. Jackson... 74 50 44. 90 
nirera J. 5 73 15 43. 85 
8 62 50 37.70 
— Hoilyday. 22 10 13.30 
onan 17 45 10.65 
7 Gray 16 15 9.75 
George B. Clark........ 14 35 8.75 
James L. Richardso: 15 00 9.00 
John D. O'Connor. 445 2.85 
S. A. Dougherty. 5 00 3.00 
a AS I d A T A I 15 288. 75 


Mr. SPRINGER rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. Ifthe gentleman from Texas has gotten through 
with his amendments, those which have been reserved will be taken up 
in their order, and the first in order is that of the gentleman from Illi- 
nois [Mr. ANDERSON]. 

Mr. CANNON. I wish to be just to everybody. What has become 
of the amendment to which I raised the point of order? 

A MEMBER. It is out. 

Mr. CANNON. Lask my colleague to see, if I understand it, whether, 
there is any money to pay for that service, any authority to the Public 
Printer to pay out any money to employés not authorized by law? 

Mr. SPRINGER. The Government Printer was authorized by the 
rules of the House and by the law to forward to each member of Con- 
gressa copy of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 

Mr. CANNON. Did he do so? 

Mr. SPRINGER. He did so, and in doing that the appropriation 
was not sufficient to complete the work which we required to be done. 

Mr. CANNON. Why did he not stop? 

Mr. SPRINGER. He was required to do the work, and no appro- 
priation was made to pay it. j 

Mr. CANNON. I insist upon the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order was made against the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Illinois, which the Clerk will now report. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois. I withdraw that amendment, Mr. 
Chairman, and offer the following, to which I understand there is n 
objection. 

r. SAYERS. I stated to the gentleman that I would not raise the 


— 
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point of order against this amendment, as it provides no legislation, but 
is simply a resolution asking for information. 

The amendment proposed by Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois, was read, as 
follows: 

On page 15,at the end of line 24, insert: “ That the Attorney-General be au- 
thorized and requested to report to the Fifty-first Co the l status of 
what is known as the ‘2 per cent. claim of the State of Illinois,’ under the act of 
April 18, 1818, the act of March 2, 1855, and March 3, 1857; and also in connection 
tba what legal claims or offsets, if any, the United States has against said 

tate.“ 

The CHAIRMAN. 
amendment? 

There was no objection. X 

Mr. BYNUM. Idesire to include in that an inquiry as to the claim of 
the State of Indiana, and move to insert as an amendment what I send 
to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend the amendment by inserting the word“ Indiana” after the word II- 
linois,” and the word acts“ instead of the word “act,” and the words April 
19, 1816,” immediately following the words April 18, 1818.“ 


The amendment to the amendment was adopted. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. CAREY. I now desire to offer an amendment. 

Mr. SPRINGER. There is a pending amendment which I call up. 

The CHAIRMAN. The next amendment is that offered by the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE], which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Line 14, on page 43, insert: 

That the sum of $2,345.44 be, and the same is hereby, reappropriated, being the 
unexpended ce of the amount appropriated by the act of March 3, 1885, for 
pay of the disbursing agent of the Coast and Geodetic Survey for the fiscal year 

886; and that the same be paid to William B. Morgan, late disbursing agent of 
the Coast and Geodetic Survey, for allowance of pay from July 24, „to June 
30, 1886, inclusive.” 


Mr. SAYERS, The point of order has been raised against that 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. ROGERS 
was presiding when the point of order was raised, and the Chair wi 
request him to resume the chair temporarily until this matter is dis- 

of. 

Mr. RoGERs here took the chair. 

Mr. BAYNE. It will be borne in mind, Mr. Chairman, that when 
this amendment was submitted by me the point of orderwas raised by 
the gentleman from Texas that there was no law authorizing this re- 
appropriation. The allegation was made by myself that this officer 
had been suspended. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. SAYERS] stated 
that the officer had been dismissed. 

Mr. SAYERS. I said that was my information. 


Is there objection to the consideration of the 


Mr. BAYNE. I so understood, that that was the gentleman's in- 


formation. It turns ont upon an investigation of the facts that the 
gentleman from Texas was right and that I also am right. This action 
illustrates the peculiar ‘‘transmogrification’’ to which our civil sys- 
tem seems to be susceptible. This officer was summarily dismissed 
from his position, and for two years defended himself against accusa- 
tions that were shown to be entirely groundless and which were allowed 
to be the cause of his dismissal. At the end of two years, or perhaps a 
little longer time, the letter of dismissal was withdrawn and he was 
e with one month's pay, and thereupon allowed to tender his 
resignation. 

Now, this letter of dismissal having been delivered to him early in 
the year 1885, and that matter of dismissal having continued for two 
years or two and a half years, and then, by the same competent au- 
thority which issued the letter of dismissal, it having been withdrawn, 
he having been restored, one month's pay and allowance allowed, 
doubtless, out of this very identical appropriation which we now pro- 
pose to reappropriate, I ask the Chair whether or not that restoration 
and the withdrawal of that letter of dismissal do not restore him to 
his former status, and if under the cireumstances this proposition be 
not admissible under the rules of the House? That is the whole of it 
in nse to the point of order. 

Mr. SAYERS. I will simply ask a ruling of the Chair upon the 
point of order suggested by myself when the bill was last under dis- 
cussion and when this amendment was 5 This proposition 
was presented a few days since when the bill was up for consideration, 
and the point of order, as the Chair will remember, was then made 
upon it. f 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. Rocrrs). The temporary occupant of the 
chair is not advised of any precedent upon this subject, and being in 
doubt as to the ruling, is inclined to submit the question as to the 
amendment being in order for the commiitee to determine. : 

Mr. BAYNE. Before that proposition is submitted it would be but 
fair to discuss the merits of the proposition. 

The CHAIRMAN. The thinks not, but he will submit the 
point of order to the committee. 

Mr. BAYNE. Thecommittee would be scarcely able to determine the 
question unless it understood the merits. 
bet or question was put, and the proposition was decided to be out of 

er. 


s Mr. SPRINGER. I now call up an amendment on page 21, after 
ine 11. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized and 
directed to issue to William Gray, late a private in Company D, Fi 


rst Regiment 
of New York (Lincoln) Cavalry, a warrant for the sum of $174.43, in full for his 
claim heretofore allowed by the Treasury Department, and for which claim the 


said Department issued to said William Gray Treasury pay warrant No 3960, 
dated September 20, 1865, which warrant was paid on a forged indorsement of 
the name of said claimant, without his authority or knowledge, and for which 
he has never received any benefit whatever, and to pay said reissued warrant 
out of any moneys in the Tfeasury not otherwise appropriated. 

The amendment was agreed to. x 

Mr. CAREY. Idesireto offer an amendment to come in between lines 
18 and 19, on page 9. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


That the next Legislative Assembly of Wyoming Territory may provide by law 
that the subsequent Legislature shall convene on a day in the month of Janu- 
ary of each year following the yearin which is held a general election for a Del- 
egate in Congress, members ofthe Legislature, and other officers, 


Mr. SAYERS. I want to reserve the point of order until I shall have 
heard the statement of the gentleman from Wyoming. 

Mr. CAREY. I can state it in one sentence. It is to avoid having 
annual elections in my Territory, to avoid electing the Legislature 
fifteen months before it is needed. And, as you are aware, in a new 
country the population is floating about more or less. We have to 
hold special elections in that Territory to fill vacancies in the Legislat- 
ure before the time for it to meet. If we had organized a year before 
or a year afterward this trouble would not have arisen. The law of 
Congress provides that the Delegate shall be elected at the same time 
as representatives or members of the Legislature and the county offi- 
cers. The Delegate can only be elected once in each two years, and if 
the Legislature was elected at the same time that the Delegate is 
elected, the Legislature can meet on the following January. : 

Mr. SAYERS. I withdraw the point of order. 

The amendment was to. : 

Mr. PERKINS. I yield for a moment to the gentleman from Illi- 
nois [Mr. CANNON]. 

Mr, CANNON. I only want a word, Mr. Chairman, on the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. RICHARDSON] to 
pay the amount of $500 to employés of the Government Printing 
Office. So far as I am concerned, I will withdraw the point of order 
thatI made. I do not think that these men, who were required with- 
out appropriation to work over hours, ought to be held responsible for 
a violation of the law upon the part of the Public Printer, or for the 
1 upon the part of my colleague that he did not violate the 


W. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Tennessee will be again submitted to the com- 
mittee. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and the question 
is on the amendment offered by the gentleman from Tennessee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PERKINS rose. 

Mr. SAYERS. Ihave been trying to get recognition for the past 
five minutes in order to move that the committee rise. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kansas has offered an 
amendment, which amendment must first be disposed of. 

Mr. PERKINS. I yielded two or three minutes before my amend- 
ment was read. 

Mr. SAYERS. I will reserve the point of order on the amendment, 
and permit the gentleman from Kansas to offer his amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 49, after line 11, insert the following: 

That from and after the approval of this act each Senator, Representative, 
and Delegate in Congress, who is not the chairman of a committee which is al- 
lowed a clerk, shall, during the sessions of Con only, be entitled toa clerk 
to be appointed and paid as follows, to wit: Such Senator may, at any time 
after the beginning of each session, nominate to the Secretary of the Senate 
such person as he desires to be his clerk, and thereupon said Secretary shall 
enroll the name of such nominee in a record-book, to be kept for that pu 
showing the full name of such person and the State or place from w ich ap- 
pointed, with the date of the same. Such Representative or Delegate may, at 
any time after the 3 of each session of Con , nominate to the Clerk 
of the House of Representatives such person as he desires to be his clerk, and 
thereupon the Clerk of the said House shall enroll the name of such nominee 
in a record-book, to be xy for that purpose, showing the full name of such 
person and State or place from whence ap inted, with date of same. 

“Sno, 2. That the aforesaid clerks shal be paid out of the contingent funds of 
the ve Houses as other employés of the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives, but only for the time they are actually present and in the service of 
the Senator or Representative by whom cay se respectively nominated, each 
at the rate of $100 per month; and such clerks shall be removable at the pleas- 
ure Pag „the Senator or Represenative at whose instance the appointment is 
made. 


Mr. SAYERS. I make the point of order that this legislation has 
no place on this bill. 

Mr. PERKINS. I hope the gentleman will not make the point of 
order against this amendment, but will let the committee decide 
whether it is proper legislation or not. I desire to say to the gentle- 
man from Texas that the Committee on Accounts has reported in favor- 
of this proposition, and I hope the point of order will not be insisted, 


upon; or if the Chair has any doubts upon the point of order, that the 
amendment be submitted to the committee, 
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The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the 
Mr. WASHINGTON. I offer the . which I send to the 


point of order. 


The amendment was read, as follows: 


‘What the Clerk of the House be authorized 
VT 
compensation then 


Mr. SAYERS. I reserve the point of order upon that amendment. 

‘The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state his point of order. 

Mr. SAYERS. My point is that there is no authority for the pay- 
ment of that money—no law and no rule of the House for it. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Mr. Chairman, a similar amendment to this 
was offered and ruled upon on last Saturday, applying to the employés 
of this House at the present time, and the House sustained the ruling 
of the Chair that the amendment was in order. An amendment like 
this has also been ted by the House on previous occasions. The 
object of this amendment is to do justice to the employés of the Forty- 
ninth who came hereat the beginning of the Fiftieth Congress 
under the old Doorkeeper. When he went out they went out, and I 
know that many of them had to borrow money to pay their way home; 
and this amendment is intended to do tardy justice to those employés 


of the Forty-ninth Congress. 

Mr. BIGGS. Mr. i I am decidedly in favor of this amend- 
ment. I think it ought to be adopted, and I trust the gentleman will 
withdraw his point of order. 

Mr. SAYERS. I ask for the ruling of the Chair. 

Mr. BIGGS. ‘These employés came here and rendered faithful serv- 
ice, and many of them had not the means to get home, and it is un- 

and illiberal to require those poor boys to come here and do 
the work and then allow them no compensation. I hope the genile- 
man from Texas, in justice, equality, humanity, and for the love of 
his country and the “offspring of his country, will not insist on the 
point of order. [Laughter.] 

The C . The Chair will state that the question of order 
upon which the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. ROGERS] passed a few 
days since was a proposition relating to the compensation of the present 
employés of the House. This is a proposition which relates to the com- 
pensation of the employés of a former Congress, and the Chair thinks 
that is obnoxious to the rule, and therefore sustains the point of order. 

Mr. SAYERS. I now move that the committee rise and report the 
bill to the House. 

Mr. PEEL. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. PEEL. If the committeeshould decline to rise, will it not be in 
order to lay this bill aside to be reported to the House with a favorable 
recommendation, and then to proceed with other appropriation bills? 

The CHAIRMAN. It will. 


Mr. PEEL. I am extremely anxious to get on with the Indian ap- 


propriation bill. 

The motion that the committee rise was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the S. er having resumed 
the chair, Mr. Dockknx re that the Committee of the Whole 
Honse on the state of the Union had had under consideration the bill 


mitted to the Committee on Appropriations, with instructions to insert 
the amendment which I send to the desk. 
The amendment was read as previously offered by Mr. PERKINS and 


| printed above. 


Mr.SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that it is not 


competent for the House toinstract the committee to insert in the bill as 
an amendment a matter which is subject toa point of order in the 


House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has frequently decided that the House 
can not do indirectly in the way of amendment what it can not do di- 
rectly; and it is out of order to move to recommit a bill with instruc- 
tions to report back an amendment which would not be in order in the 
House under the rules. The Chair sustains the point of order. The 
question is, Shall the bill pass ? 

Mr. OATES, On that question I call for the yeas and nays, 

Many MEMBERS. Oh, no. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered, only 5 members voting in 
favor thereof. 

The bill was then passed. 

Mr. SAYERS moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
Dred; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PENSION APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. FORAN. I rise to present a privileged report, the report of a 
committee of conference, which I ask the Clerk to read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagresing votes of the two Honses on 
the — of the Senate numbered 1 to the bill (H. R. 8 ap- 
nt of invalid and other pensions 
. June 30, 1890, having met, after fall and free confer- 
ee) agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses 
as follows: 
That the House recede from its ment tothe amendment of the Senate 
numbered 1, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
said ao none insert: 


In lieu of the matter pro to be ii 
“And provided gh expe a pension agent in 


payment of pension due, and mailed by him to the address of the es 
shall constitute ent within the — of section 4765, Revised Statu! 

in the event of the death of a su nent to the mailing and 5 
the ee of snid ne eared and the tito the, Ba ch may have accrued on the 
pension of any pensioner subsequent to quarter’ peony! on account 
thereof, and prior to the death of such pensioner, shall in the case of a husband 


be paid’ to or if there be no widow to his surviving minor children 
or the thereof, and in the case of a widow to SS rea Pro- 
vided hereafter whenever a on certificate shall have been 


issu and ti the pensioner mentioned therein dies before payment shall have 
been made, leavin 8 arai eee 1 
pension due on said certifieate to the date of the death of such pensioner may in 
the discretion of the Secretary of the Interior be paid to the legal — em 
of said pensioner.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 


Managera on the part af the Howe 
W. B. ALLISON, 
HL L. DAWES, 


Singing tas the pnts as Wowie. 
The following statement, submitted in accordance with the rule, was 


(H. R. 12571) making appropriations to supply deficiencies in the ap- read: 


propriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, and for prior years, 
and for other purposes, and had directed him to report the same back 
to the House with sundry amendments. 


Mr. SAYERS. Now, Mr. Speaker, I asf unanimous consent that | action 


upon all the amendments adopted in the Committee of the Whole, ex- 
cept the one relating to the salary of the private secretary of the Presi- 
dent, a vate be taken in gross. 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
The amendments, with the exception of the one indicated above, 
were then agreed to. 
TheSPEAKER. The question now is upon agreeing to the amend- 
ment which the Clerk will read. 
‘The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 11,after line 16, insert: 
“To pay the private secretary te the President of the United States the dif 
ference between the salary recived by him and $5,000 per annum, $6,009.” 
The question was taken on ing to the amendment, and the 
Speaker declared that the noes seemed to have it. 
Mr. BIGGS. Lask for a division. 
Mr. SAYERS. Do not do that. He does not want it. 
Mr. BIGGS. Ido not care what he wants. He has done the work, 
and he ought to have the pay. [Laughter.] 
The amendment was rejected—ayes 16, noes 67. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time. 
Mr. PERKINS. I rise to 2 parliamentary inquiry. 
‘The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. PERKINS. Is it now in order to move to recommit the bill with 
instructions? 
‘The SPEAKER. It is. 
Mr. PERKINS. I ask unanimous consent that the bill be recom- 


The managers on the part of the House of the conference on the 
votes of the two Houses on the amendment of the Senate numbered 1 to the bi 
H. R. 11658, making appropriations for the payment of invalid and other 
the following writien —— t in of the Acard a 


utod, and 223 two Houses 


ad provided further, ‘That a check or checks drawn by a pension agent in 
payment of pension due, and mailed by him to the address of the pensioner, 
shall constitute ——— within the meaning 4765, Revised Stat Statutes, 
on the pen- 


of section 

in the event of death of a pensioner su nent to — 
the receipt „ 5 ‘high may have : 

oner subsequent to the last a y on account 

EE to the death of such —— a husband,’ 


sion er. 
thereof 
ar if there be no widow to his surviving minor children 
and inthe case of a widow to her minor children: Pro- 
ever a sion certificate shall have been 
i — . — — og shall have 
the accrued 


pension dne on said certificate CCTV may, 
În the discretion of the Secretary of the Interior, be paid to the represent- 
atives of said pensioner. 
M. A. FORAN, 
EDWARD J. GAY, 
JOHN D. LON 


Managers on the part of the House. 


Mr. FORAN. I call the previous question on the adoption of the 
report. 

The previous question was ordered; and under the operation thereof 
the report was adopted. 

Mr. FORAN moved to reconsider the vote by which the report was 
adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PEEL. I move that the House resolve itself into Committee of 
the Whole for the purpose of considering general appropriation bills. 


— 
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INVESTIGATION OF AQUEDUCT TUNNEL, WASHINGTON, D. C. 


Mr. CLEMENTS. I ask the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. PEEL] 
to yield to me for a moment that I may submit a privileged report. I 
do not ask its consideration atthe present time. 

Mr. PEEL. I yield for that purpose. 

Mr. CLEMENTS presented the report of the joint select committee 
on the increase of water supply of the District of Columbia, and to in- 
vestigate the works, contracts, and other matters relating to the Wash- 
ton Aqueduct tunnel, 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair thinks this is a privileged report, be- 
cause the resolution under which the committee was appointed directed 
the committee to report on or before a certain time, which time was 
afterward extended by order of the House; so that it was made incum- 
bent upon the committee by the resolution itself to If there be 
no objection, the report will be laid on the table for the present and 
will be ordered to be printed. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly, 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. PEEL. I now renew my motion that the House resolve itselt 
into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the consid- 
eration of general appropriation bills. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union (Mr. Dockery in the chair), and 
to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 12578) making appropriations 
for the current and contingent expenses of the Indian ent and 
for fulfilling treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes for the year 
ending June 30, 1890, and-for other purposes. 

Mr. PEEL. I ask by unanimous consent to dispense with the first 
reading of this bill. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Chairman, I do not myself desire to make any 
remarks upon this bill, but some time ago some gentlemen on this side 
of the House came to me and said they would like a little time for dis- 
cussion when this bill was brought up for consideration, and I promised 
that I would ask thirty minutes for that purpose. Lam 23 
whether they have that time now, before the first reading of the bill, 
or afterward. 

Mr. PEEL. I hope my colleague on the committee, Mr. PERKINS, of 

will not insist on that, but that he will allow the debate to 
take place under the usual five-minute rule upon amendments, 

Mr. PERKINS. I only ask that the debate shall go on for thirty 
minutes, and I have, in reply to several requests made to me, agreed 
to yield to some gentlemen on this side of the House. 

Several MEMBERS. Print your remarks. 

Mr. PEEL. Time is so essential to us at this moment I must insist 
upon limiting the debate to the narrowest limits 

Mr. PERKINS. Gentlemen have spoken to me on the subject and 
I have said time would be allowed. 

Mr. PEEL. What time does the gentleman desire? 

Mr. PERKINS. Not to exceed thirty minutes. 

Mr. PEEL. Very well, then. 

The CHAIRMAN. There being no objection, all general debate on 
the pending bill will be limited to thirty minutes, to be under the con- 
trol of the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. PERKINS]. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. PERKINS. I now yield fifteen minutes to the gentleman from 
Michigan [Mr. CUTCHEON]. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I do not desire to speak at the present time, but 
will yield to the . from Ohio [Mr. KENNEDY]. 

Mr. KENNEDY.* Mr. Chairman, on the 12th day of July last I de- 
livered in this House a speech on Southern elections and election frauds 
in the South, and during the course of my remarks I had occasion to 
refer to the States of Mississippi, Alabama, and Georgia, and other 
portions of the South. I was notified almost immediately afterward 
that the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. TURNER] would answer those 
remarks, and I was also informed that Mr. Crisp would make a reply. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia, rose. 
ae 5 I will yield to the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 

URNER]. g 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. I affirm the statement of the gentle - 
man from Ohio [Mr. KENNEDY] of having served him with the notice 
to which he has referred, but as the brunt of his attack was aimed at 
my colleague [Mr. Crisp], who had just returned about that time, I 
left the matter with him. 

Mr. KENNEDY. The gentleman from Georgia will understand I 
am making no reflection upon him. From that time to this, Mr. 
Chairman, with the exception of the remarks made by the gentleman 
from Georgia [ Mr. Caine} the other day, no attempt has been made 
to answer that speech. 

The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Crisp] the other day informed 
this House that during his absence a gentleman from Ohio [Mr. KEN- 


ched the statement I made there in which I said 
the Speaker of this House had appointed the Committee of Elections, 


Ir. Kennedy’s remarks in a more extended form will be found in the Ap- 
pendix, 


and that one of the grossest infamies ever perpetrated upon this House 
or the nation was in the selection of a man to the chairmanship of that 
committee who had been elected by 1,704 votes, the fewest number of 
votes that had ever presented a man to this floor. The gentleman does 


not deny the assertion. The records of this House show that he was 

chosen to the chairmanship of that committee, and the records of the 

3 show that he Was chosen by 1, 704 votes as a representative on 
is floor. 

What I objected to, Mr. Chairman, was the selection of the gentle- 
man from Georgia as chairman of that committee, whether selected by 
the Speaker of the House or by the House itself. 

Lask now why was it necessary to defend the Speaker of this House? 
If the selection of the gentleman from Georgia was what I denounced 
as an insult to this House and the intelligence of the great ple of 
this country, was it not as much an outrage to have selected him by a 
Democratic caucus as to have him selected through the Chair of this 
assembly ? 

But I might content myself by referring to the Journal of this House, 
where on page 246 I find the Speaker of this House announces his com- 
mittees, but I am not ready, nor am I willing or content to let it abide 
there. I fird by the record of the Forty-eighth and Forty-ninth Con- 
gresses Mr. TURNER, of Georgia, was appointed the chairman of this 
committee, a gentleman elected by the samesorts of fraud and thesame 
sorts of infamy which returned the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. CRISP] 
to this floor. If it were an infamy to this assembly to appoint the gen- 
tleman from Georgia [Mr. Crisp] Lask gentlemen on this floor whether 
it was not an infamy to appoint Mr. TURNER in the Forty-eighth and 
Forty-ninth Congresses ? 

I want to give what I believe to be a portion of the unwritten his- 
tory. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. TURNER] desired no longer 
to continue at the head of that committee, and, as I am informed, 
asked the Speaker to relieve him from the chairmanship. I.do not be- 
lieve that the Speaker was willing to offer an insult to the gentleman 
from Georgia, but at his own request transferred him to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means; and Mr. Crisp, of ia, who was the 
second member of the Committee on the Pacific Railroads, Mr. Throck- 
morton having gone out, by the unwritten law of this House became 
chairman of that committee and should have been appointed. But 
instead of that, Mr. Crisp was chosen chairman of the Committee on 
Elections, and the Democratic caucus ratified and sanctioned it, and 
he became its head. And thus not only was he made chairman of it, 
but in the cold blood of a Democratic caucus the people of the United 
States were insulted and outraged by the selection of a man whose own 
election was challenged by every sense of decency and honor. 

Now, sir, I desire to say further that this committee was appointed 
for a purpose. I find by the records of this House on the 13th day of 
December, by a resolution presented by Mr. CANNON, of Illinois, this 
committee was chosen, and on the 5th day of January it was formally 
announced by the S I find further that there was a contest in 
this House, and that the seat of JOHN G. CARLISLE, of Kentucky, was 
contested. I find, too, that this committee, headed by Mr. Crisp, and 
selected for a p with undue haste, on the 20th day of January, 
reported that case back to the House. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Will the gentleman allow me a moment? 

Mr. KENNEDY. I have no time to yield. : 
Mr. TAULBEE, I simply desire to state [criesof “‘ order!“ 
on the Republican side] that the gentleman from Ken [Mr. CAR- 

LISLE] is not present. [Renewed cries of Regular order!“ 

Mr. KENNEDY. I decline to yield. I say that on the 20th of 
Jan 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio is entitled to the floor 
and declines to yield. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I beg pardon of the Chair; but I simply desired 
to state that Mr. CARLISLE was not present, 

Mr. KENNEDY. On the 20th of January the committee reported 
back to the House the case of JoHN G. CARLISLE—— 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. i I rise to a question of order. When 
thirty minutes were allowed for debate it was understood that there 
should be debate on this bill, and not on a political question; and I 
call the gentleman to order. [Cries of Regular order!“ on the Re- 
publican side.] The regular order is a question of order. I claim 
that the gentleman is not in order; he is proceeding by the consent of 
this committee [Lond cries of Regular order !*’] 

Mr. KENNEDY. I hope this does not come out of my time. I 
propose to take my own method of debating this bill. : 

Mr. LAND. I claim the gentleman has no right to be personal 
when the gentleman from Georgia has ne time to y, and by a trick 
this committee [ Cries of Regular order!’’] Jam in order. This 
4 a trick to secure time on that side without a chance to reply on 


is. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri has stated his point 
of order, and the Chair will determine the question. : 

Mr. KENNEDY. So far as I am concerned, the gentleman from 
Georgia can take all the time he desires. 

Mr. CRISP. I will say to the gentleman from Missouri that Iam 
satisfied the House will allow me the courtesy of replying. 
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A MEMBER (on the Republican side). Let him take the first morn- 
ing hour in the morning. 

Mr. BLAND. Lask that he be allowed thirty minutes. 

Mr. PERKINS. Can the gentleman from Ohio be interrupted for 
such a purpose ? 

The CHAIRMAN. Only by unanimous consent. 

Mr. PERKINS. Then I objecttoitnow. I shall not atthe proper 
time. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The Chair will state the request of the gentleman 
from 5 that the gentleman from Georgia be allowed thirty minutes 
to reply. 

Mr REED. A member can not ba interrupted in this manner? 

The CHAIRMAN. He can not except by his own consent. 

Mr. REED. The House will undoubtedly give consent if there is 
occasion for the gentleman to reply. I do not see any necessity for 
interrupting a gentleman in the middle of his speech to ask such con- 


sent. 

Mr. BLAND. There area great many things that gentlemen on that 
side can not see the necessity for. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will cause the rule to be read which 
directs the conduct of debate. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Rule XIV, clause 1: Whenany member desires to 52 or deliver any matter 
to the House he shall rise and y address himself to Mr. Speaker,“ 
and, on being recognized, ert ress the House from any place on the floor 
or from the Clerk's desk, and 1 confine himself to the question under debate, 
avoidin, rsonality. 

Rule Kill. clause 8: The rules of proceeding in the House shall be observed 
in Committees of the Whole House so far as they may be applicable. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is inclined to the opinion, although 
not quite positive, that the gentleman should confine himself to the sub- 
ject under consideration. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. Has it not 
been the rule, and always, that in Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union anything concerning the state of the Union is in order 
during debate, and certainly an election case is a matter of that char- 
acter? 

The CHAIRMAN. The practice of the committee has alwaye per- 
mitted a great deal of latitude in discussion, 

Mr. ROGERS. I rise toa point of order that this latitude is al- 
lowed when in Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union gen- 
erally, but not where the House is in Committee of the Whole for the 

arpose of considering a specific measure. 

Mr. BLAND. It is very evident—— [Cries of Regular order!” 
on Republican side.] Oh, you will not get me down by that [Re- 
newed cries of Regular order!’’]—that when the House gave its con- 
sent to this committee for thirty minutes’ debate it was understood that 
it should be upon the bill and not on a political question, with no time 
reserved for response on this side; and if gentlemen suppose that that 
sort of trick and unfairness can prevail—— [Loud cries of ‘‘ Regular 
order!??] ey will find their mistake. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio will proceed in order. 

Mr. KENNEDY. I trust this five minutes will not be taken out of 
my time. 

The CHAIRMAN. It will not. 

Mr. KENNEDY. Now, sir, I desire to say that on the 23d day of 
January that case was brought into the House of Representatives 

Mr. BLAND. I insist upon the point of order. I make the point 
of order that the gentleman from Ohio is proceeding now in opposition 
to the decision made by the Chairman. 

Mr. KENNEDY. I desire now, Mr. Chairman, to say that the gen- 
tleman from Georgia who was at the head of that committee did not 
treat this case in the same manner and with the same kindliness that 
he did that of Robert Smalls. For I find that on the 7th day of De- 
cember—— 

Mr. ROGERS, I raise the point of order that the gentleman is out 
of order. ‘ 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair indulges the hope that the gentleman 
will confine himself to a discussion of the bill under consideration. 

Mr. KENNEDY. I will come to the consideration of the bill at the 
proper time; but I desire to take my own way of getting to it. 

Mr. CANNON. Asingle word. The order of the Chair is that the 
gentleman shall proceed in order; but it never has been held in either 
House or committee when a man was speaking in his own time that the 
Chair could substitute his judgment for that of the member who was 

ing as to what he should say. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of the opinion that a very wide lati- 
tude has hitherto been allowed in debate in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. The practice of the committee has 
permitted a wide range of discussion. 

Mr. KENNEDY. Now, Irepeat, on the 7th day of December, eleven 
months afterwards, the case of Robert Smalls was brought into this 
House—— 

Mr. BLAND. I repeat my point of order, Mr. Chairman. 
` Mr. BOUTELLE. I rise to a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN, ‘The Chair is endeavoring to secure order. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I submit it is out of order for any member con- 
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stantly » interrupt another member who has been recognized in his 
own right. 

Mr. BLAND, I call for order if he is goipg on in the same manner. 

r BOUTELLE. If the gentleman from Missouri will keep 
order 

Mr. BLAND. The gentleman had better keep his own order. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I will endeavor to do so, and take a hand in keep- 
ing the gentleman from Missouri in order. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will again state in relation to the point 
of order made by the gentleman that the universal practice of the com- 
mittee has hitherto allowed a very wide latitude in debate. The 1 
hopes, however, that the gentleman will confine himself to the subject 
under discussion. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. A parliamentary inquiry, 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. . 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. The parliamentary inquiry I desire to 
make is whether the custom of the House has not been settled all 
through this Congress, when a member addressed the House or com- 
mittee in his own time, whether he speaks upon the subject-matter 
before the committee or not, he is entitled to the time uninterruptedly ? 
I know that the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. NELSON] took occa- 
sion when another bill was before us to make aspeech upon the tariff, 
and no point of order was made then. The question I desire to ask is 
simply whether the Chair will now assume what the gentleman from 
Ohio in his own time shall or shall not say? A gentleman must make 
his speech in his own way. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair was about to reply to the parliament- 
ary inquiry made by the gentleman from Michigan. The Chair under- 
stands that no point of order was made upon the gentleman from Min- 
nesota [Mr. NELSON JI. [Laughter.] 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. No man on this floor would have done 
such a thing. Nobody thought it was wrong. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I want to know of the Chairman of this com- 
mittee, now as the Chair has ruled upon the question of order that a 
member must address himself to the question, will the Chair under- 
take to say, judicially, whether the gentleman is addressing himself to 
it or not? Ifthatisso—— [Cries of ‘‘Regularorder!’’] If that is 
„ then I think the Chair has got a big contract on his 

Mr. SOWDEN. Regular order. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Chairman, I appeal to the gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. BLAND] to let the gentleman from Ohio proceed. I think 
that my colleague would be allowed to reply 


Mr. BLAND. That is what I asked for, and I will insist upon the 


point of order until that shall be given. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I would suggest to the gentleman from Missouri 
that he is wielding a two-edged sword that will cut two ways. 

Mr. BLAND. I will cut your way first. [Laughter and applause 
on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. He laughs best who laughs last.” 

Mr. KENNEDY. I repeat, that I simply call attention to the fact 
that on the 7th day of December this same committee reported, eleven 
months afterwards, the case of Robert Smalls to this House, and in 
thirteen months afterwards permitted this vote upon that case. 

Mr. BLAND. I insist upon the point of order. 

Mr. KENNEDY. I call attention to this to show that the Demo- 
cratic side of this House has never done and never can do justice to 
the black man upon this floor. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. BLAND. I insist upon the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not think that the gentleman 
is violating the usual practice that has obtained in the Committee of 
the Whole. 

Mr. BLAND. Is it in order to debate a contested-election case in 
this way? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that that has been done 
heretofore in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. BLAND. Then I appeal from the decision of the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Missouri appeals from the 
decision ofthe Chair. The question is, shall the decision of the Chair 
stand as the judgment of the committee ? 

The question was taken, and the affirmative vote was announced as 

13 


Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Chairman, if I can be indulged for a 
moment 

Mr. BLAND. Regular order. [Lauyhter.] : 

The count was completed; and there were—ayes 113, noes 10. 

Mr. BLAND. No quorum, Mr. Chairman, 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] 
makes the point that no quorum has voted. The Chair will appoint 
as tellers the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] and the gentle- 
man from Maine [Mr. REED]. 

Mr. BLAND. I move that the committee do now rise, 


1889. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


2353 


Mr. REED. I rise to a point of order. 

Mr. KENNEDY. I have the floor, Mr. Chairman. I do not yield 
to the gentleman from Missouri. 4 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Chairman, would it be in order to ask unanimous 
consent that the gentleman from Ohio be allowed to proceed? 

The CHAIRMAN. It would. 

Mr. REED. There is no occasion for unanimous consent. He has 
the right now. 

Mr. CRISP. Lask unanimous consent that the gentleman be allowed 
to proceed, and that I be given as much time to reply as he occupies. 

Mr. PERKINS. There will be no difficulty in giving the gentleman 
on the other side a like amount of time. 

Mr. BLAND. Regular order, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. CRISP. I wish to ask unanimous consent that the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. KENNEDY] be allowed to proceed, and that I may have 
as much time as he uses. g 

Mr. PERKINS. There will be no difficulty about that. 

Mr. REED and others. Regular order. 

Tho committee rose informally to receive a message from the Senate. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, informed 
the House that the Senate agreed to the conference asked by the House 
on the bill (H. R. 12008) making appropriations for sundry civil ex- 
penses of the Government for the year ending June 30, 1890, and for 
other purposes, and had appointed as the conferees on the part of the 
Senate Mr. ALLISON, Mr. HALE, and Mr. GORMAN. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the amend- 
ments of the House to the bill (S. 1s) ganting an increase of pension 
to Louisa N. de Kilpatrick, widow of Maj. Gen. Judson Kilpatrick, 
United States Volunteers. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The committee resumed its session. 
Mr. BLAND. Mr. Chairman, I insist upon my motion that the 
committee do now rise. 

Mr. KENNEDY. I have the floor. 


gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] is on his feet sim- 

ply for a point of order which has been overruled by the Chair. The 

decision of the Chair has been sustained by the commi and the 

point of no quorum has been withdrawn by the gentleman from Mis- 

souri himself. That leaves the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. KENNEDY] 

5 the floor, and he does not yield to the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
LAND |. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] is in 
error in this: the point of no quorum has not been withdrawn by the 
gentleman from Missouri. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. How could the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
BLAND] get the floor to make the motion that the committee rise if 
the point was not withdrawn? 

Mr. BLAND. When the Committee of the Whole is without a quo- 


rum that motion isin order. 
The CHAIRMAN The Chair is of opinion that the motion of the 


mittee rise; and there were—ayes 28, noes 101. 

Mr. BLAND. _I insist that there is no quorum and I demand tellers, 

Mr. REED. It is too late for that. 

The CHAIRMAN. No grono is required on this motion. Tho 
point of no qorun is pending and the Chair will appoint tellers. 

Mr. REED. How can the point of no quorum be pending when an- 
other motion is being acted upon by the committee? It can not be 
possible that we can do business in that way. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair is of opinion that the motion that the 
committee rise was in order, but no quorum is required. 

Mr. REED, Then the point of no quorum would drop? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] 
sa tie gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] will take their places 
as tellers. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

[Cries of! Regular order !”] 

Mr. TAULBEE. Irisè to make a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. REED. There is one point of order already pending. 

Mr. TAULBEE. My point is that the point of order raised by the 
gentleman from Missouri 

Mr. BLAND. I raise the point that two points of order can not be 
enteriained at the same time. 


11 


The CHAIRMAN. 
correct. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair sustains the point of order made by 
the gentleman from Missouri. 5 

Mr. TAULBEE. L rise to a parliamentary inquiry. I wish to know 
whether it is in order for the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] 
to make the point of no quorum on a motion that the committee rise. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri does not make the 
point of no quorum on the motion that the committee rise; he could 
not do so, because that motion does not require a quorum. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Then I misunderstood the gentleman from Mis- 


souri. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Missouri makes the point 
of no quorum on the question of sustaining the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I beg the pardon of the Chair. I misunderstood 
the gentleman from Missouri. [Cries of Regular order.’’] 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I risetoa parliamentary inquiry. I wish to ask 
the Chair how the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. KENNEDY] lost the floor. 

The CHAIRMAN. By a point of order raised by the gentleman 
from Missouri. : 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Has that point of order been sustained? 

The CHAIRMAN. It has been overruled; but the gentleman from 
Missouri appealed from the decision of the Chair. On that question no 
quorum voted; and the regular order is a vote by tellers upon the ap- 
peal of the gentleman from Missouri. 3 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I did not so understand. 

The CHAIRMAN. As many as are in favor of sustaining the decis- 
ion of the Chair will first pass between the tellers. 

Mr. KENNEDY. I desire to ask now that, so soon as I shall have 
finished, or at any time thereafter [cries of ‘‘ Regular order ! "k if gen- 
tlemen on the other side desire ten minutes, it be granted. [Cries of 
Regular order!“ 

The CHAIRMAN. Those who are in favor of sustaining the decis- 
ion of the Chair will now pass between the tellers, after which the 
negative vote will be counted. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 125, 
noes 20. k 

Mr. BLAND. Noquorum has voted, and I move that the committee 
rise. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. RoGERs in the chair). 
quorum appearing, the roll will be called. 

The roll was called, and the following-named members failed to 


The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] is 


Under the rules, no 


answer to their names : 


Allen, Mass. Collins, Jackson, Smith, 
Allen, Miss. Compton, Jones, Snyder, 
Anderson, Miss. Cooper, Kelley, Spinola, 
Arnold, Cox, 5 Spooner, 
n, Davenport, Lee, Stahlnecker, 

= Dingley, ayman; Steele, 
Bayne, Dougherty, 5 Stewart, Vt. 
Blanchard, Ermentrout, Mason, Stockdale, 
Boothman, Finley, McComas, Struble, 
Bound, Fitch, M Ys Symes, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Ford, McShane, Taylor, E. B., Ohio 
Browne, T. II. B., Va. French, Morrow, Thomas, Wis 
Brown, Ohio Glover, Morse, Thompson, Cal. 
Bunnell, À Neal, White, Ind. 
Burnett Granger, Newton, White, N. Y. 
Campbell, F., N. Y. Hayes, Nutting Whiting, Mass. 
Campbell, Ohio Heard, O'Neill, Mo. Whitthorne, 
Campbell, T. J., N. V. Henderson, Iowa Owen, Wilkins, 
Carlton, Hermann, Phelan, Wilkinson, 
Catchings Hogg, j Phelps, illiams, 
Clardy, Houk, Pidcock, Yoder, 
Clements, Hudd, Robertson, 
Cockran, Hunter, Scott, 


The committee rose, and the Speaker having resumed‘the chair Mr. 
Rod ERS reported that the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union having under consideration the deficiency appropriation 
bill, finding itself without a quorum, under the rule the roll was 
called, and he was directed to report the names of the absentees to the 
House to be spread upon the Journal. 

The SPEAKER. Two hundred and thirty-three members have an- 
swered to their names, which is more than a quorum, and under the 
rules of the House the committee will resume its session. 

Mr. BLAND. I move the House adjourn. 

Mr. BURROWS. That is not in order. 

The SPEAKER. In the Forty-seventh Congress it was held that a 
motion to adjourn was in order. 

The question was put, and the Chair said the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. BLAND demanded a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 10, noes 80. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

The committee, under the rule, resumed its session, Mr. Dock ER 
in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to say that he has made some 
investigation of the question under consideration, and finds that the 
universal practice of the House has hitherto allowed the largest oppor- 
tunity for debate in the Committee of the Whole; but in order that 
the committee may determine for itself whether the gentleman from 
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‘Ohio shall be allowed to proceed with his remarks, the Chair with- 
draws his decision, having full faith, however, in its correctness. The 
Chair will submit the question to the committee. 

Mr.SPRINGER. What is the question? 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair sabmits the question to the commit- 
tee, whether or not the gentleman from Ohio shall proceed in the line 
of remarks hitherto submitted? - 

Mr. DUNHAM. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. Has it not been 
submitted to the committee y? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair withdraws his decision, as he has the 
right to, and submits the question to the decision of the committee. 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 131, 
noes 20, 

Mr. BLAND. No quorum. — 

Mr. BLOUNT. I dain to make a parliamentary inquiry. I wish 
to know if it is not in order for the Chair to resubmit the question to 
the committee whether or not the gentleman from Ohio may be allowed 
to proceed in the line of the remarks his speech indicated ? 

3 RANDALL. I supposed that was the question we had just 
on. 

Mr. BLAND. That question has been submitted and no quorum 
voted. I demand the order. 

Mr. BLOUNT. If that was the question I hope the Chair will again 
submit it, as I think there was a misunderstanding, and it will prob- 
ably save time. 

1 0 CHAIRMAN. The Chair will again submit it, if there be no 
objection. 

7 question is, whether the gentleman from Ohio shall be permitted 

proceed in the line of the remarks he was pursuin 

i BLAND. Irise to a parliamentary inquiry. 8 
tion 58 and no quorum voted. 

The CHAIRMAN. Butthe Chair has to take the question 
anew unless there was objection, and none was made. 

Mr. BLAND. Idid not hear the Chair make the request. 

The CHAIRMAN. Ifthe gentleman insists that he did not hear 
the Chair, of course his statement will be taken. 

Mr. BLAND. I stated that I could not hear what the Chair said, 
but as soon as I understood the question the Chair proposed to submit 
Linsisted upon my right. 

Mr. BLOUNT. The pan I wish to submit to the Chair is this, 
thatit is competent for the Chair to withdraw the question and resub- 
mit it. 

Mr. SPRINGER, The Chair has so indicated. 

Mr. RANDALL. Moreover, we did not quite understand the ques- 
tion submitted, and we certainly have a right to do so before being re- 
quired to vote. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The Chair will again submit the question. Shall 
the gentleman from Ohio be allowed to continue his remarks in the 
line 1 55 has hitherto pursued? 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 174, 
noes 5, 

Mr. RANDALL. I now rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. BLAND. And I demand the regular order. 

Mr. RANDALL. Will the gentleman from Ohio yield to me for a 
moment? 

Mr. BLAND. I demand the regular order. 

Mr. RANDALL. This is the regular order. 
from Ohio to yield to me. 

Mr. KENNEDY. I yield to the gentleman for a moment. 

Mr. RANDALL. I would like to ask that the committee now rise 
for the purpose of extending the debate thirty minutes by unanimous 
consent. The House restricted the general debate to thirty minutes 
and gave it entirely to that side. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that that action was taken 
in committee. 

Mr. RANDALL. Well, there has always been doubt as to whether 


I ask the gentleman 


it could be done in that way. 

Mr. BLAND. I demand the regular order. 

Mr. RANDALL. The order is to move that the committee 
rise for the purpose of extending the debate. 


Mr. KENNEDY. I do not yield for that purpose. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio declines to yield for 
that motion and is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. KENNEDY. Mr. Chairman, I say now that I myself will be 
very glad to ask that the time be extended to the gentleman from 
Georgia to reply for such length of time as he may choose, 

Now, I was of the contested-election case 
get I rise to a point of order, that that is not in order on 

is 

Mr. KERR. I desire to makethisstatement. The gentleman from 
Missouri [Loud cries of Regular order e] 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. KENNEDY. Now, Mr. Chairman, I was speaking of the elec- 


tion case. 
Mr. BLAND. I rise to a point of order. 


Mr. KERR. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Missouri will state it. 

Mr. BLAND. The gentleman is not proceeding in the line author- 
ized by the rules of the committee or of the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair overrules the point of order, and for 
the reason that the House has just passed upon that question. 

Mr. BLAND, I appeal from the decision of the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is, Shall the decision of the Chair 
stand as the judgment of the committee? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order that 
that question has just been decided, no appeal was taken, and it is too 
late now. ‘The appeal should have been taken at the time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order made by 
the gentleman from Illinois, and the gentleman from Ohio will proceed. 

Mr. BLAND. I understand the gentleman from Ohio is proceeding 
with his speech. Now, I raise the question of order on what he is say- 
ing, and pending that, until it is settled, he ean not proceed. 

Mr. KENNEDY. I believe I have the floor. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri raises the point 
of order, and will state it. 

Mr. BLAND. That the gentleman from Ohio was not proceeding in 
the line authorized by the vote of the House or the rules of the com- 
mittee. 

The CHAIRMAN. And the Chair e that polnt of order. 

Mr. BLAND. Exactly; and I appealed from the decision of the 
Chair, and insist upon my right. 

Mr. TAULBEE, I make the point of order 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the gentleman from Mis- 
souri that it sustained the counter point of order made by the gentle- 
man from Illinois, 

Mr. BLAND. What has been decided? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 3 
made the counter point of order that the House has just pameni u 
the point of order raised by the gentleman from Missouri, an d 
given the gentleman from Ohio consent to proceed in the line y was 
pursuing. 

Mr. BLAND. But Iam presenting another point of order. We are 

proceeding to debate this bill in Committee of the Whole under the 
ab of the House, 

Mr. REED. Weare trying to. 

Mr. BLAND. We are proceeding to debate it under the rules of the 
Committee of the Whole, and the gentleman is not debating the sub- 
ject-matter contained in the bill. 

Mr. BRUMM. That point has been already ruled upon. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair willstate that the point of order raised 
by the gentleman from Missouri has just been passed upon by the com- 
mittee, and a decision was made in response to the counter point of 
order raised by the gentleman from Illinois, 

Mr. BLAND. Very well; I will wait and see how this thing pro- 


ceeds. 

Mr. KENNEDY. Now, Mr. Chairman, I desire to refer to that 
committee in its treatment of the case known as the Carlisle case in 
this House. JOHN G. CARLISLE occupied a seat upon this floor as re- 
ported from the committee—— 

Mr. BLAND. I raise the point of order. 

Mr. KENNEDY. But that. committee 

Mr. BLAND. I raise the point of order that the gentlemen 3 is not 
proceeding with the consideration of the bill before the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will request the gentleman from 
Missouri to withdraw the point temporarily, as the Chair did not hear 
the statement made by the gentleman from Ohio. The gentleman from 
Ohio will proceed. 

Mr. KENNEDY. I was referring to the contested-election case of 
JOHN G. CARLISLE, of Kentucky, that was referred to that committee. 
Mr. Thoebe, of Kentucky, was the contestant. 

Mr. BLAND. Now I raise the point of order. [Laughter.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair overrules the point of order in view 
of the fact that the House has twice decided that it is in order. 

Mr. BLAND. The House has not passed upon that language. [Cries 
of Regular order !” ] 

Mr. KEER rose. [Laughter and cries of Sit down!“ on the Demo- 
cratic side. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee will bein order. 

Mr. KENNEDY. Mr. Chairman, I did not yield to the gentleman 
from Iowa. 

The CHAIRMAN. No business will be transacted until there is 
order. 

Mr. BLAND. Istate that I appeal from the decision of the Chair 
upon the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN, ‘The gentleman from Missouri appeals from the 
decision of the Chair. 

Mr. REED. I make the zon of order that he has no right to ap- 
peal, because it has already decided by the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will submit this a to the House. 

Mr. REED. It must be perfectly evident to the Chair that this is 
frivolous and not made in good faith. 
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Mr. BLAND. The gentleman from Maine is frivolous and is trying 
to prevent a decision upon the appeal. I insist upon my point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is, Shall the decision of the Chair 
stand as the judgment of the committee? 

The question was put; and the Chairman announced that the ayes 
seemed to have it, 

Mr. BLAND. Division. 

The committee divided. 

The CHAIRMAN (pending the announcement). The committee will 
rise informally to receive a message from the Senate. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. SPRINGER took the chair 
as Speaker pro tempore, 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


Am from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that body had agreed to the report of the committee of conference on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the bill (H. R. 1874) to 
change the eastern and northern judicial districts of Texas, and for 
other puree 

It also announced that the Senate had passed the bill (H. R. 12383) 
making appropriations for the support of the Army for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1890, and for other purposes, with amendments, in 


which concurrence was requested. 
It also announced that the Senate had passed House bills of the fol- 
lowing titles: 


A bill (H. R. 10652) to encourage the enlistment of boys as apprentices 
in the United States Navy; 

A bill (H. R. 10481) for the relief of Rev. William Gregston; 

A bill (H. R. 10082) to amend an act entitled An act for for the relief 
of the widow and orphan children of Col. William R. McKee, late of 
Lexington, Ky.;“ 

A bill (H. R. Sa 

A bill (H. R. 8272 


(H. R. 8053) to extend the time for the redemption of school 
farms in nfort County, South Carolina; 

A bill (H. R. 7924) for the relief of A. J. McCreary, administrator 
of the estate of J, M. Hiatt, deceased, and for other purposes; 
pease R. 7864) to reappropriate to pay for alley in square num- 

33 

A bill (H. R. 7801) for the relief of William F. C. Nindemann, for- 
merly a seaman in the Navy; 

A bill (H. R. sont for the relief of T. Dillinger & Sons; 

A bill (H. R. 6394) for the relief of Hayem & Taylor; 

A bill (H. R. 5888) for the relief of W. H. Boyd; 

A bill (H. R. 5690) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to sell 
block of land 108 in the city of Houston, Tex. ; 

A bill (H. R. 5336) for the relief of George B. Hansell; 

A bill (H. R. 4581) for the relief of Thomas Mathews and others; 

á A bill (H. R. 834) for the relief of the heirs of John H. Newman, 
eceased ; 

A bill G. R. 2688) for the relief of Alfred Breuer; and 

A bill (H. R. 341) for the relief of John Farley. : 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The committee resumed its session. 

The CHAIRMAN, On the appeal of the gentleman from Missouri 
Mr. BLAND], the ayes are 181, the noes none; so the decision of the 
hair stands as the judgment of the committee. 

Mr, BLAND, I demand tellers on this vote. 

Tellers were refused, only 2 voting in favor thereof. 

Mr. KENNEDY. Iwas speaking of the Carlisle ease. [Laughter.] 
Now, I desire, Mr. Chairman, to refer to an occurrence which took 
place on this floor in 1879. On the 20th day of March, 1879, a me- 
morial of 23 citizens of Cincinnati impeached the seats of BENJAMIN 
BUTTERWORTH and General Thomas L. Young. No contest had been 
made, and yet these gentlemen, instead of remaining silent, arose in 
their places in this Chamber and demanded an investigation at the 
hands of this House. 

Mr. BLAND. Now I make the point of order that the gentleman 

is not proceeding in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair has twice held that the point of order 
is not well taken, as the committee has by its own action permitted the 
gentleman from Ohio to 

Mr. BLAND. L appeal from the decision. 
uae REED. The gentleman from Missouri has nothing to appeal 

m. 

Mr. KENNEDY. Now, when forty-five hundred Kentuckians stood 
at the door of this House on a contested-election case what, did the 
Speaker of this House, who was the contestee, do? He remainedassilent 
as the Sphinx, and the committee of this House, headed by CHARLES 
F. Cas, of Georgia, reported back and denied the contestant the right 
to a hearing on this floor. ‘ 

Mr. BLAND. Irise to a point of order. 

Mr. KENNEDY. Never but once before in the history of this Gov- 
ernment was such a proceeding witnessed. 


— 


Ares BLAND. I rise to a . ee is, that the House 
ee pyre n any portion of what the gen eman is now saying. 
The C AIRMAN. The Chair will remind the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. KENNEDY] that it is not in order to make such a reference to a 
member by name. The gentleman is familiar with the usual practice 
in that respect and will proceed in order. 

Mr. KENNEDY. Then I will not refer to the gentleman by name, 
I withdraw that. I did not intend it in any offensive sense. 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman withdraws it. 

Mr. BLAND. Withdraws what? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chairsustained the point of order of the gen- 
tleman from Missouri, and the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. KENNEDY] 
withdrew the reference to the gentleman from Georgia. 

Mr. KENNEDY. Mr. Chairman, I say that only once before in the 
history of our Government has there been such a case asthat. I will 
not mention any names, but I will say that the press of my State, Ohio, 
secular and religious, Independent, Democratic, and Republican, de- 
manded that that case should be heard. Not only Republicans, but 
Democrats, State officials and others, demanded that that case should 
be heard 

Mr. BLAND. I rise to a point of order. 

Mr. KENNEDY (continuing). But that hearing was denied. 

Mr. BLAND. I rise to a point of order, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the gentleman from 
Missouri that the House has twice, by an overwhelming vote, decided 
to allow the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. KENNEDY] to proceed in the 
line of the remarks heretofore made by him. The Chair thinks, there- 
fore, that there is nothing whatever for the Chair to pass upon. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. Mr. Chairman, may I shy a word? As 
one of those whom the tleman from Ohio [Mr. KENNEDY] has 
assailed, I appeal to my colleague from Missouri | Mr. BLAND] toallow 
the gentleman from Ohio to proceed and finish his remarks. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Oh, we do not want him to allow it. [Laughter.] 
I insist that the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. KENNEDY] shall be per- 
mitted to proceed under the rules of the House. 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Chairman, inasmuch as the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. TURNER], who has been assailed, appeals to me 

Cries of ‘Regular order!’’] 
r. REED. Regular order,“ Mr. Chairman. We do not want to 
hear any more of this than is necessary. Let us go on with the busi- 
n 


ess. 

The CHAIRMAN. The regular order is demanded, and the gentle- 
man from Ohio will proceed. 

Mr. KENNEDY. I trust the Chair will keep the time. [ Laughter.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will endeavor to do so. 

Mr. KENNEDY. I refer again, Mr. Chairman, to the case which I 
havejastmentioned. That gentleman will go into private life condemned 
by his political associates and despised by his political enemies, with- 
out ety save that only which his ill-gotten wealth can purchase, 
too low for pity and beneath contempt. [Hisses on the Democratic 
side.] I refer now to a case in this House, and I ask, is it any wonder 
that the contestee in that case, which was reported upon this floor on 
the 20th of January last, should, after that report was made, be covered 
with humiliation and shame? Was it any wonder that it required the 
exhilarating and stimulating influences of Washington and the balmier 
breezes of Old Point Comfort to restore him to his mental and moral 
equilibrium? ' 

Mr. Chairman, I leave the question to him, to the country, and to 
the people of Kentucky. [Hisses on the Democratie side. 

The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Crisp] asks whether I have ever 
been in Georgia. I desire to say to him that in 1863 and 1864, if he 
had not been moving so swiftly to the South, he might have made my 
acquaintance in Georgia. [Hisses and jeers on the Democratic side. | 
I presume, sir, that my standing in Georgia will not be as high as that 
of the gentleman from Georgi 

Mr. McMILLIN. Or anywhere else. 

Mr. KENNEDY (continuing). Because he wore the Confederate 
gray and I wore the Union blue in that great contest. Ihave no desire 
to com records with the gentleman from Georgia, but I believe 
that in the estimation of every loyal man in this land my record is as 
high above his in that great contest as the angels of light are above the 
A of darkness, [Derisive laughter and jeers on the Democratic 
side. 

Mr. Chairman, the gentleman’s distinction at home comes from this. 
His distinction ab comes from the fact that in this House he is 
elected by a smaller number of votes than any other man was ever 
elected by to a seat on this floor, and I trust, sir, that the national dis- 
tinction which he has thus achieved will never again be achieved by 
any man within the limits of this great Government of ours. The gen- 
tleman tells us that the elections are fair and honest in Georgia. I de- 
sire to call his attention to the fact that in 1884 42,286 Republicans 
voted, while in 1886 no Republicans voted in his district. Isay that he 
is impeached by the record of the election in 1886 which comes to us 
from the State of Georgia. 

The gentleman from Georgia does not attempt to answer the state- 
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ments of facts and figures in my speech of July 12 last, and I challenge 
him or any gentleman upon that side of the Chamber to controvert or 
deny them. I have in my hand a list of twenty-five districts which 
voted in 1886 to return members of this House. That list includes the 
first and second districts in Alabama, the first and fifth in Arkansas, 
the ten districts of Georgia, the fourth of Lowisiana, the fourth, fifth, 
and sixth of Mississippi, the first, second, fourth, fifth, and sixth, of 
South Carolina. In those twenty-five districts, casting ninety-three 
thousand and odd ballots, the entire Republican vote was 720, an average 
of twenty-nine votes to a district. And yet gentlemen over there tell us 
that their elections are free and honest and fair. AndinthislistI find the 
district of the gentleman from South Carolina, and the district of the 
gentleman from Georgia. What shall we say to gentlemen who, with 
the assurance of the thimble-rigger, continue to say that these elections 
are free and fair? 

The other day, at the New York banquet, Governor Lee, of Virginia, 
made this expression: 

It remained with the North to decide whether the national improvement and 
p rity can best be promoted by a union of American whit verned States 
or white American through African sections in the great whole. The whole 
thing depended upon the South being recognized as a white-governed portion 
and that there shall exist no African sovereignty. We do not care to take the 
tomahawk from the red man and give itto the negro. We have provided for 
the negro, built homes and schools for him, and given him all his condition re- 
quires, but when it becomes a question whether those States are to be governed 
by — or whites, Isay,” the governor exclaimed, we wanta white govern- 
men * 


I refer this matter to the gentleman from . and I say to him 
that the governor of Louisiana, the governor of Virginia, and the gov- 
ernor of South Carolina have made the record on this question; and all 
of them refute his statement. E 

Governor Lee wants a white man’s government;’’ I want an honest 
man’s government, I say to-day that I would rather have an honest 
black man’s government in this country than a dishonest white man’s 
government. [Applause on the Republican side.] Iam not here to 
speak for the colored man; at another time I shall be glad to do so. 
But I say now that while the begloved and bejeweled fingers of a 

- Southern aristocracy were trying to tear down this Government, were 
attempting to pull down its flag and clutching like bloodhounds at the 
throat of the nation, nota single instance can be cited where the colored 
people of this country, when opportunity offered, were not loyal to the 
Constitution and devoted to the flag. Gentlemen on the other side may 
sneer at it as they will, but history will forever record the fact that a 
black man ran the boats past the batteries at Moultrie; that black hands 
uplifted and black arms sustained the flag of the Union on the top ot 
Fort Pillow. [Applause on the Republican side. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
KENNEDY] has expired. 

Mr. PERKINS. I yield fifteen minutes to the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. KENNEDY. Now desire to call another witness. 
Hon. W. H. Skaggs, a Democrat, of Talladega, Ala., prints in the Mont- 
gomery Daily Advertiser the following: 

We can not go on forever stealing the negro’s ballot. There must be a wiser 
and more honorable solution of the question. We have gone too far in our elec- 
tion frauds, and soon we shall learn that success founded on fraud can not be 
permanent. In the Black belt, where the negroes are in the greater majority, 
the tactics by which the negro has been deprived of his vote have also served 
the 8 of depriving the white men of fair representation. The negro vote 
eee to count the South Alabama Democrat in and the North Alabama 


I commend this to the gentleman from Georgia, and I commend to 
gentlemen of the other side the fact that in Arkansas only last week 
four members of the State Legislature resigned their places because they 
were there by fraud and intimidation and violence; and I call atten- 
tion to the that the same election which returned them to the 
Legislature returned a member to this House who has not yet tendered 
his resignation so far as I know. 

The gentleman from South Carolina the other day referred to Massa- 
chusetts. I am not here to defend Massachusetts. Her honored Rep- 
resentatives on this floor and her sons everywhere are abundantly com- 
petent for her defense. But I want to say here for old Massachusetts 
that while she stood at the cradle of liberty and rocked it until it grew 
into a vigorous manhood, from that hour until the present it can not 
be said, and history does not record the fact, that a single one of her 
sons, true as they are to old Massachusetts, has ever lifted his hand 
against the Constitution or attempted to tear down the flag. They were: 
found on every battle-field from Lexington to Yorktown, and in that 
later struggle they were found on every field where blood was shed, 
from Baltimore to Bull Run and from Bull Ran to Appomattox. The 
history of the past will be written, and the history of old Massachusetts 
will be a part of this nation’s great record. 

And I want to say to gentlemen on the other side that the Meccas of 
the future will not be in the Southern clime or under a Southern sun, 
but will be the sacred resting places of the illustrious and patriotic 
dead, where Lincoln sleeps, where the silent warrior of the century is 
resting, and that place on the hillside at Arlington where gallant Phil 
Sheridan is sleeping. I say to you that in the future there will be 
lifted above old Bunker Hill and Lookout Mountain and Missionary 


Ridge and Round Top the record of a nation’s glory, and with it the 
history of old usetts. f 

The other day over in the city of Baltimore General Rosser made a 
speech; and he said: 

That it was his purpose to show that the reason the South was able to main- 
tain an unequal combat nst the North for years and why the South was vic- 
torious in every battle in Virginia from first to last, and finally yielded only to 


starvation, was the fact, and is still the fact, that a Southern gentleman can 
whip a puritanical Yankee every time. 


Mr. Chairman, at the point of the bayonet and the end of the saber 
on three hundred battle-fields of this Union we punched that idea out 
of them. [Laughter and applause on the Republican side.] 

I want to tell who this General Rosser is, who was never whipped, 
according to his own statement. He is the man whom Torbert with 
his Union cavalry drove 26 miles up the Shenandoah, and in that case, 
with rebels ahead and Union soldiers behind, Thomas L, Rosser, like 
a good general, led his Confederate cavalry up the valley! 

I want to call attention to another thing that General Rosser said; 
and I wish to say that three United States Senators and a member of 
pk Hons from Mississippi were present on thatoceasion. Thisis what 

e said: N 

I feel that I am, and I believe that every brave Confederate soldier living to- 
day is more loyal to the constitutional Government of the new United States 
than are the rank and file of the Grand Army of the Republic (so called), and I 
believe that we are more loyal to the flag of the new Union than they. 

This banner [waving a Confederate battle- flag], under which we so gloriously 
fought, is now the badge of our loyalty to ourselves. This is the cross which we 


bore with a courage, patience, and fortitude which entitles every brave, true, 
and tried Confederate soldier to wear a patriot’s immortal crown. 


Mr. Chairman, England, in her great contest with the rebels in In- 
dia, blew them from her guns. Germany, after her war with France 
was over, compelled the French nation, as an indemnity, to pay the 
entire expenses of the contest. But after six thousand millions had 
been expended, after blood and treasure beyond measure had been 
poured out, this Government extended amnesty without price and with- 
out any conditions to the Southern people. 

I want to say I believe in that, and if Lee, and Davis, and Beaure- 
gard, and Rosser, men educated at the public expense, had been hung 
to the gibbet, as they ought to have been after that contest was over, 
they would not now be teaching disloyalty and treason and rebellion 
to the young men of the South. 

General Johnson said up to a short time ago in Baltimore that thi 
Government was controlled by the Confederates. 

Several MEMBERS. You mean General Bradley Johnson. 

Mr. KENNEDY. Yes; General Bradley Johnson, 

But thank God, Mr. Chairman, the hour is passing away when they 
can control this Government. They will be compelled to take back 
seats. There isa brighter day coming for the South, freed from the 
hands of Confederate despotism, rebellion, and disloyalty. 

I not only congratulate the country, but I congratulate that side of 
the Chamber, that they will be freed from the dictation to which they 
have been subjected for the last two years, a dictation humiliating, not 
only to this House, but to the entire country. I trust, sir, it will 
catch the inspiration of freedom. 

I desire to point further to the fact, Mr. Chairman, that it comes 
with bad grace from gentlemen half shot away on rebel battle-fields 
to come here and attempt to teach us loyalty, and to tell us what our 
duties are under the Constitution and under the old flag. 

The South has been throwing away her opportunities, Let them 
quit sneering at New England. Let them cease snarling at her heels. 
Let them be inspired with some of New England’s energy and enter- 
prise. With a warmer sun, beneath whose rays the earth gives forth 
her richest fruits, with a softer clime that New England can not know, 
with a wealth of mines waiting for the pick and drill, with streams 
and rivers flowing unvexed to the sea, waiting forthe spindle and loom, 
the South has been casting away her opportunities as a reckless spend- 
thrift would throw priceless jewels into the sea. [Applause.] 

Let her catch some of New England’s pluck and courage. Let her 
quit whining at New England’s wealth and power. Let her quit re- 
gretting the lost cause. Let her cease crying forever over her pride, 
poverty, and despair. Let her imitate Massachusetts enterprise and 
grit and there will be a Lowell on every river, a Lawrence on every- 
stream. [Applause.] Let her open the doorway and bid wealth and labor 
come and share with her herrichest blessings. Let her accord toallan 
equal chance in this race of life. Let her cease flaunting her disloy- 
alty in the faces of the people, and learn once for all that the rebellion 
is ended and that but one flag is recognized as the emblem of our 
unity and power. 

Let her come to know that slavery is dead and forever buried by the 
irrevocable enactments of the Constitution. Let her do equal and ex- 
act justice to all her people, black and white, rich and poor. Let her 
assure all within her borders that the laws shall be supreme, that all 
shall be protected in their rights, that person and property shall be 
secure, that the privilege of the citizen shall be accorded him in its 
fullest sense. 

Then, Mr. Chairman, this new South will have solved the problem 
of her future. Then this new South, new not only in name, but in 
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spirit, in fortune, in promise, in progress, in wealth and power, will 
start on the highway to the greatest and grandest march of all the cen- 
turies. And thus 


Full roused, each giant limb awake, 
Each sinew strung, the great heart pulsing fast, 
She shall start up and stand on her own earth. 
Then shall her long triumphant march begin; 
Thence shall her being date—thus wholly roused, 
What she achieves shall be set down to her, 


(Great applause. ] 

Mr. PEEL. Mr. Chairman, in view of the course this debate has 
assumed I ask unanimous consent that thirty minutes be allowed on 
this side for further general debate. 

Mr. OWEN. Lobject. [Cries of Oh, no!” on the Republican side, 
and derisive laughter on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. SOWDEN. Withdraw that objection. 

Mr. OWEN. I wish to make a statement. [Cries of Regular or- 
der!” on the Democratic side.] Just one moment, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I object to any statement. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Then withdraw your objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The regular order has been demanded, and the 
gentleman from Arkansas is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. OWEN. I desire to make a statement in withdrawing the point 
of order, [Loud cries of Regular order!” and Withdraw it!’?] 

Mr. RANDALL. I move that the committee rise. 

Mr. OWEN. I withdraw the objection without the statement. 

Mr. RANDALL. And I withdraw my motion. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there further objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Arkansas? 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. 
of "Regular order!’’] 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands the gentleman from In- 
diana as objecting, and the gentleman from Arkansas is entitled tothe 


I simply want to say this— [Cries 


oor. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. Iam not going to object, but I want 
to say that while the gentleman objected to me the other day, I will 
not object to him. [Cries of That is right!” ] 

Mr. Fahy I yield the time to the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
Crisp]. 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Chairman, I will ask the Chairto be kind enough 
to notify me when I have consumed twenty minutes of the time, asmy 
colleague [Mr. TURNER] desires to occupy ten minutes. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. I rise to a question of order; I hope the 
Chair will direct members to take their seats so that we may hear the 
discussion. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. Hatcu in the chair). 
is well taken. 

The gentleman from Georgia is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Chairman, on the 13th day of February present 
I called the attention of the House to several deliberate and willful in- 
accuracies in a statement previously made by the gentleman from Ohio. 
Some day or two ago I received a message from that gentleman by a 
page presenting his compliments and saying that at the first opportu- 
nity he would reply to the statements made by me on that occasion. 
You have just heard his reply. Before I shall characterize that reply 
as I think it deserves, I will proceed again to expose to this House and 
to the country the deliberate and willful inaccuracy of the gentleman 
from Obio. 

The charge made against the gentleman was that he had, through 
ignorance or design, misrepresented the Speaker of this House, the 
people of Georgia, and myself. The gentleman can not evade this 
charge by a parade of his loyalty before the House and the country; no 
assault has been made upon that; no intimation has been made that he 
was not a good, loyal, and true soldier, and therefore it is entirely out 
of place for the gentleman from Ohio to personally stress his service so 
much when charged by me with having made inaccurate statements. 
It is no reply to say that during the war he was a soldierin the armies 
of the Union and that I was a soldier in the armies of the Confederacy, 
and yet that is about all the gentleman has said in denial or attempted 
denial of the statement I made. As I understand him, he now reiter- 
ates the statement which I have alleged to be—inaccurate. 

r will read that statement. This is what the gentleman from Ohio 
said: 

One thousand seven hundred and four votes elect Mr. Crisp, Democrat, to this 
floor from Geo „while 43,890 votes elect Mr, Bynum, Democrat, from Indiana; 
in other words, it would seem as if one Democrat in Georgia is as powerful at 
the ballot-box as twenty-five Democrats in Indiana, 

And, as if to ee the inſamy of this glaring and almost un kable 
outrage upon the ballot-boxes of the land, Mr. Crisp, of Georgia, who comes 
here after ep ong Bas howe almost the entire voting population of his own dis- 
trict, is. by the ocratic Speaker of the House, p at the head of the 
Committee on Elections, to sit upon the election and qualification ofevery other 
9 of this House. Could the irony of infamy and outrage go further than 

That, Mr. Chairman, is from e speech made by the gentleman from 
Ohio last summer when the House was considering the tariff bill. My 
attention was called to it when I came back from home—I think 
haps by my colleague, Captain TuRNER—and I then thought of rising 
in some way to reply to it; but it occurred to me that before the Con- 


The point of order 


gress adjourned an opportunity would present itself to do so, and I 
deferred reply until that moment came. 

The other day when the Smalls and Elliott contest was up I called 
the attention of the House to the statement complained of, and the 
gentleman from Ohio reiterated that statement then, and, as I under- 
stand him, reiterates it now. 

The accuracy or inaccuraey of much of the statement of the gentle- 
man from Ohio is a question of fact, which can be determined by the 
records of this House. On the 12th day of December, 1887, shortly 
after the House first met, the following proceedings occurred: 

Mr, CARLISLE (the Speaker). Mr. Speaker, it is well known that there is a 
contest pending which makes it improper for me, as presiding officer of the 
House, to appoint, in the usual manner, the Committee on Elections, I have 
left the chair, therefore, for the purpose of asking the House to excuse me from 
the performance of that duty, and to take such proceedings in reference to the 
matter as its judgment may dictate. 

I haye no suggestion whatever to make except to say that the formation of 
the other committees of the House will be facilitated by having this subject 
dis: of at the earliest date that will suit the convenience of the mem- 


TS. 

Mr. HoL™mAx, Mr. Speaker, I submit for immediate consideration by the House 
the resolution I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

“* Resolved, That at 1 o'clock p. m. to-morrow the House will proceed to elect, 
by resolution or otherwise, fifteen members, who shall constitute the Commit- 
tee on Elections for the present Congress.” 


Other proceedings took place at that time which I will not further 
read. My colleague from Georgia [Mr. TURNER] su ted, I think, a 
substitute for the resolution of the gentleman from Indiana that thera 
bea special committee raised by election to take charge of the case of 
Mr. CARLISLE, and thatthe Speaker should appoint the standing com- 
mittee as usual, but that such standing committeeshould have no juris- 
diction over the case in which the esat of the Speaker was contested. 

The result of the matter was, however, that Judge HoLMAN’s reso- 
lution was agreed to. The Republican caucus selected such gentlemen 
as they chose to put upon the Committee on Elections, the Democratic 
caucus selected such gentlemen as they chose to put upon the Commit- 
tee on Elections; and the next day, in the House of Representatives, 
the following proceedings took place: 2 

177 SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. MILs] will please take the 
$ Mr. Mitts having taken the chair, 

Mr. CANNON said: I offer the resolution which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

“Resolved, That the following-named members shall constitute the Commit- 
tee on Elections for the present Congress, namely: Charles F. Crisp, of Georgia, 
chairman; Charles T. O'Ferrall, of Virginia; Joseph H. Outhwaite, of Ohio; 
F. G. of Mississippi; Levi Maish, of Pennsylvania; John T. Heard, of 
Missouri; Thomas D. Johnston, of North Carolina; John H. O'Neall, of In- 
diana; L. W. Moore, of Texas; Jonathan H. Rowell, of Illinois; L. C. Houk, 
of Tennessee; William C. Cooper, of Ohio; Joseph Lyman, of Iowa; James T. 
Johnston, of Indiana, and Henry C. Lodge, of husetts.”” 

Mr. Cannon. Before moving the adoption of this resolution, I will state that 
the first nine of the members named have been agreed upon by the majority or 
Democratic side of the House, and the last six were selected by the minority or 
Republican side. Thus the proportion, politically, is nine to six, which has 
been the proportion in the committee as organized heretofore, Inow ask a 
vote on the adoption of the resolution. 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. SOWDEN. Unanimously. 

Mr. CRISP. The Journal of the House sustains that statement, but 
the gentleman from Ohio to-day in his remarks said, or intimated, 
that he might have relied for the statement he made to this Honse 
upon the Journal. That gentleman knew, or ought to have known 
as every other member upon this floor knows, that the proceedings 1 
have just read took place; that these proceedings are in the Journal as 
they did take place, and the only thing in the Journal that is incon- 
sistent with that statement is this: The Journal says, The Speaker 
announced the following standing committees.” Then follows first! 
the Committee on Elections. But long prior to that, in the Journal, 
you will find the proceedings I have just read in the RECORD. So that 
the including the Committee on Elections with those announced by 
the Speaker was simply an error of the Journal Clerk. He ought not 
to have placed the Committee on Elections with the other committees 
announced by the Speaker, because that committee had already been 
elected. The so placing it was a mere error, as is well known to all. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the charge I made against the gentleman 
from Ohio the other day was the charge of gross ignorance; and I leave 
it to you if he honestly believed true the statement he made whether 
I have not submitted proof enough to convict him before any jury on 
God’s earth. 

A MEMBER. Beyond a reasonable doubt. [Loud applause on the 
Democratic side.] 

Mr. CRISP. Now, the gentleman from Ohio, in hisremarks to-day, 
seems to be willing to fly from the position of ignorance and assume 
that of malicious defamation; I say that in the full meaning of, 
the words. Malicious defamation;’’ defamation of the Speaker of 
this House; a gentleman who has had no controversy with him, anda 
gentleman who stands before this House and the country as an honor- 
able, high-toned man, The gentleman from Ohio has been able to get 
his own consent to make a statement in direct contradiction of the 
records of the House, with no other purpose that I can see save to ma- 
licionsly defame a man who occupies a high and distinguished position 
in the Democratic party. 
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Now, Mr. Chairman, I have no time to go over the long reply of 
the gentleman from Ohio. I have no desire to go through it. The 
gentleman has sought to change the character of the controversy be- 
tween him and me. I madenocharge, except that of his being ignorant. 
I said if he was thus ignorant of what took place before his eyes, it 
was but reasonable to believe that he was ignorant of what took place 
in Georgia, where, perhaps, he had never. been. Mr. Chairman, the 
gentleman has referred to the case of Thoebe vs. Carlisle. In justice 
to the Committee on Elections, in justice to Mr. CARLISLE, and in jus- 
tice to my associates on the floor, I want to say a word about that. 

The Committee on Elections made a docket of the order in which 
they would try the cases pending before them. This docket or order 
was made with the approval of every ican member of the Com- 
mittee on Elections. By the terms of that order the first case was that 
of Thoebe against Carlisle; Thoebe, the contestant, was a Republican. 
The next was Lowry against White, in which the contestant was a 
Democrat. The next was McDuffie against Davidson, of Alabama, 
where the Republican was the contestant. The next was Worthington 
against Post, where the Democrat was the contestant; and so on through 
the list, alternating between Democrats and Republicans who were 
contestants. Under that order of business the ease of the Speaker of 
the House was tried. d 

Thoebe filed a notice of contest and took testimony in the State of 
Kentucky. The case came up here and the b members of 
the Committee on Elections themselves that on that case as 
then made there was absolutely nothing that could be said in favor of 
'Thoehe’s election. y 7 

After that time his counsel applied for permission to submit certain 
affidavits from the State of Kentucky, and the Committee on Elections 
unanimously, I think—eertainly by a sig Uriel ite him time to 
file those affidavits before the committee. y were brought in and 


f The 
par ma ea E ves mame at ee is 
was wanted. 


Mr. BRUMM (interposing). I beg the gentleman’s pardon. 

Mr. CRISP. When the oa came up in the House, then for the first 
time the contestant, when he made his speech here, said that he had a 
paper signed by forty-five hundred men asking that his case be re- 
opened. That paper was never before the Committee on Elections. I 
hold in my hand a fac simile of that paper, and instead of forty-five 


thousand names. 
Mr. CRISP. This paper shows, and any gentleman who will look 


of the signers 
and not in the district in Ken- 


strange use the other 
day that in Georgia the governor and the members of the Legislature 
are elected in October, the members of Congress in November, and the 
county officers. in January, so that at the time when the election of 
members of Congress takes place there is no other officer to be elected. 


North that will justify you in some outrageous legislation which you 
hope to secure in the future. That is my opinion of the object for 
which such statements are made. 

Now, I shall not follow the gentleman from Ohio into any discussion 
of his war record, or into. any criticism of mine. I do not feel at all, 
hurt at any statement he may make about mine. There is nothing in 
mine of which Iam ashamed. There is nothing in mine for which I 
have any regret to express. So far as his war record is concerned I 
have nothing to say about it, nothing. The gentleman from Ohio poses 
here as a strictly honest man. Honesty is what he demands in elec-| 
tions, non-partisanship, truth, justice, fairness! Mr. Chairman, when 
you hear a man make elaims of that sort and arraign other people for 
their failure to exercise those high qualities, you are naturally dis- 
posed toinquire what there isin the character of such person, what there 
is in his past life, that will induce the public to accept his own esti- 
mate of himself and his statements about others. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the gentleman from 
Georgia that he has occupied twenty minutes of his time. [Cries of 
Go on !” “Go on! on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. CRISP. I do not wish to use the time which belongs to my 
N from Georgia [Mr. TURNER}, but I want to add just one re- 
mar 


Mr. BRUMM. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that the 
gentleman from Georgia be allowed to for five minutes more, 
and that then the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. TURNER] have five 
minutes additional. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. CRISP. I thank the gentleman for his courtesy and I shall not 
trespass further upon the time of the committee. Isay that when a 
gentleman assumes to possess an extraordinarily high degree of honesty 
you are naturally prompted to inquire what there is in his reeord, 
or character, or life, that justifiesthe claim. Now, I will tell youwhat 
I have heard about the gentleman from Ohio in this regard. I am in- 
formed that the State senate of Ohio consists of thirty-six members. 
Is that right? 

Mr. GROSVENOR rose. 

Mr. CRISP. I have but five minutes 

Mr. GROSVENOR. [I only wish to say that the numbers constitut- 
ing the Ohio senate vary; sometimes there are thirty-eight members, 
sometimes thirty- five 

Mr. CRISP. At the time to which I refer there were, I believe, 
thirty-six members. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. KENNEDY} was 
the lientenant-governor of the State of Ohio and the presiding officer of 
that senate. In May, 1886, there was a contest before that senate as 
to the seats of four senators. The Democratic members of the senate 
withdrew in a body from the senate, and when they had so withdrawn 
they left seventeen senators only present in the senate. 

The gentleman ftom Ohio, being then the presiding officer of the sen- 
ate, entertained a motion made by one of the seventeen members present 
to adopt the report of the poole freee on elections, which was in favor 
of unseating the four Democrats who were in and seating four Repub- 
licans who were out. The gentleman from Ohio held that it was com- 
petent for that minority, those seventeen men, to turn out four Demo- 
crats who held seats in that senate and to seat four Republicans; and 
further, when the Democratic senators afterwards a protest 
against the injustice and the iniquity of such a ruling as that he re- 
fused to allow them to put the protest on the journals of the senate. 

Now, this is a circumstance by which gentlemen will be enabled 
to determine as to what value shall be placed upon the opinion of the 
gentleman from Ohio on a question of politics or honesty. 

EDY. I presume the gentleman would not intentionally 


Mr. KENN. 
make a mistatement. 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Crisp] 
? 


Therefore when there is no opposition, as there was none in the ease re- | yield 


ferred to by the gentleman from Ohio, it is not singular that the vote 
should be small. Mpa 

My attention has been called to the vote of — EON BA 
tleman from Rhode Island [Mr. SPOONER] at the same election. 
cording to the statement in the onal Directory, pre- 
sumed to be furnished by the member himself—though about tE 
know nothing—it appears that that gentleman was elected to the 
Fiftieth Congress as a R i and that he received ‘‘3,517 votes 
against 2,372 votes for Lapham, Democrat, and 746 votes for Howard, 
Prohibitionist. There is a case T cee — srg before Ln 

le, yet the te vote polled is only about 6,000. Now, gen 

ae pote inthe DONI whers you say the voters are intimidated and are 
not allowed to express their will at elections, in the last election when 
Thad opposition, which was brought out only three days before the elec- 
tion, the vote polled in my district was more than 12,000, as against 
6,000 in this district in Rhode Island. [Applause on the Democratie 


e. 

W hy is it that it does not occur to some of you gentlemen to intimate 
that there is suppression of the vote in Rhode Island? Ido not inti- 
mate it. I do not make any such charge. You ought not to make any 
such charge; and when you undertake to tramp up such charges as you 
do against the South I think you do it to create a publie sentiment in the 


Mr. CRISP. Yes, sir. 

Mr. KENNEDY. Iwishtosay that there werethirty-seven members 
of that senate, and that the Democrats who retired to Kentucky and 
Tennessee never returned to put themselves on record. [Laughter 
and applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr CRISP. I will ask the gentleman while he is up, whether at the 
time when he put the vote on that resolution there were not present 
less than half of the members who had been elected to that senate. 

Mr. KENNEDY. Iwill simply say that the case to which the gen- 
tleman refers was carried 

Mr. CRISP. Yes or no. 

Mr, KENNEDY. That ease was earried to the supreme court of 
the State of Obio, and the action which the gentleman now criticises 
was unanimously sustained. 

Mr. CRISP. Ah!.the gentleman’s mathematics, when it comes to 
a question of politics, honest.as he is, enable him to hold that 17 isa 
maiority of 37. [Laughter and applause on the Democratic side.] 

Now, that is the character of gentleman who puts himselfon a high pin 
naele of honesty, says that heis the friend of the South, and that he wants 
to see honesty and fair dealingdown there. Mr. Chairman, the South has 
suffered many ills since the war; she basstruggled heroically through 
poverty and hard times and oppression at home; all sorts of evils have 
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befallen us; but I thank God that we have not yet fallen so low as to 
seek, desire, or look for the aid, support, or indorsement of such 


ene as the gentleman from Ohio. 
side. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. TURNER] is 
now recognized for ten minutes. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. I yield half a minute to the gentleman 
from Arkansas [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE]. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. The gentleman from Ohio 
pa. KENNEDY] alluded to four members of the Legislature of the 

tate of Arkansas who resigned their positions because of fraud in an 
election. He alluded also to some member on this floor holding aseat 
by virtue of the same election, and who has not resigned his commis- 
sion. If the gentleman did not mean myself, knowing that some con- 
test has arisen in regard to my title, he can so state. [Apause.] His 
silence gives consent. Now, in order that the House may judge how 
thoroughly the gentleman prepares himself before he makes charges—in 
order that the House may judge how recklessly charges are made against 
Southern constituencies—I will say to the gentleman in the first place 
that the election by which those gentlemen were sent to the Legisla- 
ture was held on the Ist day of September and the Congressional elec- 
tion was on the 6th day of November. [A on the Democratic 
side.] Asa further evidence of his thoroughness and impartiality I 
will say to him that not one of them lives in the district which I have 
the honor to represent. [Renewed applause. ] 

Sir, it would be neither fit nor proper for me to discuss the question 
of my own election or to take up an inquiry that must be judicially 
determined by the proper tribunal established by law. But I can say 
to the gentleman that when he looks for questions of that character he 
wil! find that in the annals of my district there has never yet been even 
a rumor of a fraud in a legislative election. [Great applause. } 

I do not wish to go farther than the gentleman went in his statement. 
Tyield the floor back to the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. TURNER]. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. Mr. Chairman, during the debate on the 
tariff bill during the past summer my attention was called by one of 
i i ted in the RD 


[Applause on the Democratic 


and unjust as to shock the sensibilities even of the boy who gave me 
the information. [Laughter and applause.] I sent a notification to 
the gentleman from Ohio I would endeavor, if the o were 
afforded me, to reply to some of his strictures on Southern elections; 
but before I could do so my co league from Georgia [Mr. CRISP], who 
has just addressed the committee, returned to his seat, and as he was 
the victim of the chief denunciations in that speech I transferred the 
fight to him. 

Iwas willing to fly and skulk from this redoubtable gentleman from 
Ohio [laughter and applause] and hide myself underneath the arm of 
my able colleague from Georgia. And I supposed I had nothing more 
to do with an issue which to me is only the subject of scorn and con- 
tempt, but to-day the gentleman has again dragged me into the con- 
troversy without excuse and without provocation, and it is a duty to 
myself and my constituents to offer a brief reply. 

In the career which has been afforded me in this Congress, which is 
somewhat longer than usually afforded to those who have seats on this 
floor, I have never intentionally said one word which was calculated 
to stir or inflame sectional resentment. If that statement is untrue 
Iask any gentleman to stand up here and confute it now. And, sir, 
I believe the very worst enemies of the public peace, of the welfare 
and of the prosperity of this country, the very worst foe to all its 
highest interests, is a man who avails himself of every slight pretext 
to reopen old wounds which have longsince healed, and fight over battles 
which honorable gentlemen have met and adjusted on the field long ago. 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Talk about Grant—peace to his ashes—and of Sheridan and others and 
KENNEDY in the same breath. [Laughter and applause on the Dem- 
ocratic side.] Mr. Chairman, I would go on any field; I would take 
my chance on any arena, and submit any public question involving the 
interests of my section to any fair tribunal consisting of old soldiers who 
confronted me in the late war [great applause]; but a man who invokes 
these bitter memories in order to shield himself from the imputation of 
enr and injustice is not a man entitled to my respect. [Ap- 
plause. 

Mr. Chairman, that gentleman here to-day, has on this floor a col - 
league who isa living monument to the fairness of the Democratic House 
of Representatives, and who if he had stood in his seat while he was 
delivering the slanders om myself could have placed his hand on the 
head of thatcolleague—i refer to the gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. Romets]; 
I ask that gentleman, if he will, to stand up here now in the ce 
of his colleague, Governor KENNEDY, and say whether or not my ad- 
tls ta of the affairs of the Committee on Elections was in- 

mous. 

Mr. ROMEIS. Will the gentleman yield to me? 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. With pleasure. 

Mr. ROMEIS. I did not know what my colleague was going to say, 


but Iam a living witness to the fairness of the gentleman from Georgia, 
and am prepared to say so. [Great 5 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. I am glad here and now to recognize the 
fact that in the old State of Ohio there still survives the spirit of fair- 
ness and justice which will rebuke detraction even in its on ranks. 
[ continued applanse. } 

If the slander which the gentleman has brought against me and my 
associates on this floor should chance to circulate in districts where 
perhaps I am unknown or where my reputation is far more limited 
than his own, 1 wish to call attention to a few other circumstances in 
the statement which that gentleman has made which ought to go along 
with this day’s proceedings. 

He has not only arraigned me and arraigned my successor as chair- 
man of the Committee on Elections, but I know and here state that he 
has recklessly and mercilessly traduced and assailed two of the most 
honorable gentlemen who sit on the otherside of the House, among them 
one of his own coll the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. COOPER]. 
[Applause.] He talksabout the reckless haste with which the Com- 
mittee on Elections of the House determined the election contest be- 
tween Thoebe and Carlisle, and yet that gentleman frem Ohio, his 
colleague, and that other gentleman on the committee, [Mr. ROWELL], 
with whom I have had so many honorable contests in cases of this kind 
[applause], reported to he House that Thoebe had no case, and asked 
that Mr. Carlisle be awarded hisseat. [Applause on the Democratic 
side.] They signed the majority report and agreed to the conclusions 
of the committee. 

Will the gentleman from Ohio say that these gentlemen who sit on 
his 0 . of the House ure also infamous? [Applause on the Demo- 
eratie side. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time allotted to the debate by order of the 
House is exhausted. 

Several MEMBERS. Do you want more time? 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. I have been asked by gentlemen around 
me to proceed, and while I do not wish to trespass upon the patience of 
the House I would be glad to have a few moments longer. 

i Mr. MILLIKEN. I move thab the gentleman bave five minutes 
onger. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. I ask unanimous consent that the gen- 
tleman be allowed to proceed for five minutes, 

Mr. RANDALL. Move to strike out the last word. 

The CHAIRMAN, Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Iowa? 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. I will move to strike out [Cries 
of No objection!” G0 on!”] 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hears no objection to the request of 
the gentleman from Iowa. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. I thank the committee. 

I have no desire, sir, on this sudden emergency to do injustice to any 
one, much less my assailant from the State of Ohio. I have v- 
ored on two or three occasions heretofore to show that he has a reck- 
less disregard of the facts which ought to cause gentlemen to suspect 
his statements and not attach to them all the weight to which they 
would seem to be entitled. I wish now to call attention to another 
variance with recorded history which the gentleman has perpetrated, 
if the Congressional Directory can be called a matter of history, and 
3 of the history to which some of us may aspire. [Laugh 
ter. 

Now, the gentleman from Ohio the other day, in grouping and sched- 
uling and cataloguing the brigadiers of a certain section who had in- 
curred his wrath and resentment, included in the list, of which I was 
the humblest, the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. BUTLER] as a rebel 
brigadier. [Laughter.] I understand, Mr. that that gen- 
tleman was a lientenant-colonel on the other side. [Laughter and 
applause.] Will the in order to make the case against m 
section do injustice to the truth, and also to his own friends who live 
in that region? 

Dut, Mr. Chairman, I have proceeded with this matter farther than 
was necessary, and farther perhaps than was consistent with propri- 
ety. I thank the committee. [Loud applause. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will proceed to read the bill by sections 
for amendment and debate under the five-minute rule. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the bill until line 11, page3, was reached. 

Mr. PEEL. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. $ 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumeđ 
the chair, Mr. DOCKERY reported that the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union had had under consideration the bill 
H. R. 12578, the Indian appropriation bill, and had come to no resolu- 
tion thereon. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. ENLOE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and feund truly enrolled bills of the following 
titles; when the Speaker si the same, namely: 

A bill (H. R. 834) for the relief of the heirs 1 and 

A bill (H. R. 6612) to grant rigat of way through the Indian Terri- 
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tory to the St. Louis and San Francisco Railway Company, and for 
other purposes, 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. PEEL. Mr. Speaker, in view of the great importance of closing 
out this appropriation bill—for it is important it should be completed 
as early as possible and sent to the Senate—I move that the House 
take a recess until 8 o’clock. 

Mr. MILLS. To continue the consideration of this bill, with the 
understanding that no other business is to be transacted. 

Mr. PEEL. Iwill make that motion, to continue the consideration 
of the bill and for no other business whatever. 

Mr. McCREARY. And to terminate not later than 10.30. 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. Iask unanimous consent, pending that motion, 
that the Senate amendments to the Army appropriation bill be non- 
concurred in, and that a committee of conference be appointed on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses on said bill. 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. TowNSHEND, 
Mr. MAISH, and Mr, STEELE as managers at the conference on the part 
of the House. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Arkansas moves that the 
House take a recess until 8 o’clock for the purpose of further consider- 
ing the Indian appropriation bill. 

Mr. MILLS. And no other business whatever to be transacted. 

Mr. PEEL. That is the motion. f 

Mr. BLAND. Why can we not take this up to-morrow? 

The SPEAKER. The motion is not debatable. 

Mr. McCREARY. Task the gentleman to limit the session to not 
later than half 10 o’clock. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, 10 o’clock is late enough. 

The SPEAKER. Debate is notin order. The question is on the 
motion of the gentleman from Arkansas, 

The motion was to. 

And accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 30 minutes p. m.) the House took 
a recess until 8 o’clock p. m. 


EVENING SESSION. -> 


The recess having expired, the House reassembled at 8 o'clock p. m., 
and was called to order by Mr. MCMILLIN as Speaker pro tempore. 
The Clerk read the following: 
SPEAKER'S Room, Houss or REPRESENTATIVES, February 26, 1889. 


I hereby designate Hon. BENTON MCMILLIN to preside as Speaker pro tem- 
pore at the on of the House this evening. 
JOHN G. CARLISLE, Speaker. 
Hon. Jonx B. CLARK, Clerk. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. PEEL. I move that the House resolve itself into Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union for the purpose of consider- 
ing general appropriation bills. 

The motion was to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, Mr. Dockery in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole for the 
purpose of considering general appropriation bills, The Clerk will re- 
port the first bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Adenas OF ths Talea DOPREME endl tor MOAIE b 
various Indian tribes, for the year ending June 30, 1890, and for other purposes. 

The Clerk resumed the reading of the bill at line 10 on page 3. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Pay of one superintendent of Indian schools, $4,000. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I desire to offer an amendment to come in at line 
23, page 6. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, That the said superintendent of Indian schools shall spend at least 
one-half of each year, to be directed by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, in the 
field in the actual inspection of Indian schools; and he shall make full reports 
ofthe condition ofall such schools, and especially of the schools on Indian reserva- 


tions, to the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, together with suggestions for the 
improvement of such schools, 


Mr. ROGERS. I reserve the point of order upon that amendment. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I desire to be heard briefly, and then the ques- 
tion of the point of order can be made. 

Mr. Chairman, the history of this ofice of superintendent of Indian 
schools is very peculiar. Its duties have never been defined except as 
defined by a paragraph in the Indian appropriation bill in the Forty- 
seventh Congress. ‘There will be found upon page 70 of volume 22 of 
the Statutes at Large this paragraph, which first created this office, and 
which is the only definition of the duties of this office that has ever 
been made in any law or statute. It is this: 


The President is authorized to appoint a person to inspect all Indian schools, 
who is hereby required to report a plan for carrying into effect, in the most eco- 


nomical and efficient manner, all existing treaty stipulations for the education of 
Indians, with careful estimates of the cost thereof; also a plan and estimates 
for educating all Indian youths for whom no such provision now exists, and es- 
timates of what sums can be saved from existing expenditures for Indian sup- 
port by the adoption of such plan, whose compensation shall not exceed $3,000, 
which sum is hereby appropriated for that purpose, and also a further sum of 
$1,500 for his necessary traveling expenses. 

That was in the first session of the Forty-seventh Csngress. 

Mr. PEEL. If the gentleman from Michigan will excuse me, a 
point of order has been made, and I think perhaps that had better be 
disposed of before he proceeds. 

Mr. CUTCHEON, I think if the gentleman will listen to me the 
point of order will not be insisted on. The point is reserved. 

Mr. PEEL. I know the duties of superintendent of Indian schools 
are not defined as well as they might be, but there is an effort here to 
determine what shall be the duties. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Chairman, some of the most valuable legis- 
lation we have has been put upon appropriation bills in this way, even 
when subject to a point of order. In the second session of the Forty- 
seventh Co , Mr. Chairman, there is no other definition of those 
duties. I find an appropriation fer a superintendent of Indian schools, 
$3,000, and following that I find in each successive session since the 
Forty-seventh Congress a simple appropriation in a single line, $3,000 
for a superintendent of Indian schools. 

I do not find that the title of superintendent of Indian schools has 
ever been created or defined by any other statute than that which I 
have just read. It says: 

Provided, That the President shall appoint a person to inspect all Indian 
schools. i 

Upon that slender basis the present Indian school system bas been 
built. We have a so-called Indian superintendent of Indian schools, 
whose duty has never been defined, N I did again in the Forty- 
eighth Congress attempt to have it defined, but it was ruled out on a 
point of order. Instead of doing the work he should do- go into the 
field and inspect the schools, and see that the education of the Indians 
is built up—the so-called superintendent, instead of traveling through 
the reservations and inspecting these schools, sits-in his office here at 
Washington and runs a bureau. 

Now, the purpose of my amendment to the bill is simply this: To 
restore the office of superintendent of Indian schools to its original pur- 
pose, and make him what the law originally made him—an inspector 
of Indian schools—and to require that at least one-half of each year, 
under the direction of R of Indian Affairs, he shall 
actually go into the field and inspect the schools and report upon their 
condition, and especially upon the condition of the schools upon the 
Indian reservations. 

Now, I find by looking over this bill that there is a good deal sub- 
ject to a point of order. This item may be subject to a point of order, 
but I think not. I do not really think it is subject to a point of order, 
but that it is in order. At any rate, under that law, which is the only 
statute defining the duties of that office, he should not be confined to 
his office in the city of Washington, but he should do what the law 
originally intended that he should do—go out into the field, go on to 
the Indian reservations and make reports on these schools, in order 
19 85 we may have inſormation upon which we may intelligently legis- 

ate. 

I do not desire to consume time, but I think this is a sensible and 
reasonable amendment, against which the point of order ought not to 
be made. 

Mr. PEEL. I would suggest to the gentleman from Michigan that 
it would be better to withdraw this amendment and withhold it until 
we get to the last section of the bill, which provides for the superin- 
tendent, This merely provides the salary. is amendment could go 
in better at the last section of the bill, where it is endeavored to define 
the duties of the superintendent. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I did not know that there was a section defining 
the duties of the superintendent. 

Mr. PEEL. There is in the last section of the bill. 

Mr, CUTCHEON. Then I will withdraw the amendment for the 

eee cap not observe that the duties of the superintendent had 
defined. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee rose informally to receive a message from the Senate, 
and Mr. MCMILLIN took the chair as Speaker pro tempore, 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that body had passed bills of the House of the following 
titles: 

A bill (H. R. 285) for the relief of the legal repres:ntatives of H. 
Corths, deceased; i 

A bill (H. R. 329) for the relief of Chambers & Brown; 

A bill (H. R. 565) for the relief of Mary A. Howse and Lula H. 
Howse; 

A bill (H. R. 766) for the relief of H. L. Newman; 

A bill (H. R. 948) for the relief of William H. Tabbarrah; and 

A bill (. R. 4489) for the relief of J. M. Hogan. 

It also announced the Senate had passed a bill and joint resolution 
of the following titles; in which concurrence was requested: 
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A bill (S. 508) to empower Robert Adger and others to bring suit in 
the Court of Claims for rent alleged to be due them; and 

Joint resolution (S. R. 83) for the relief of the Venezuela Steam 
Transportation Company. 

It also announced that the Senate had passed the bill of the House 
(H. R, 3829) for the relief of Wesley Montgomery, with amendments; 
requested a conference on the di ing votes of the two Houses 
thereon, and had appointed as conferees on its part Mr. PADDOCK, 
Mr. CocKRELL, and Mr. BERRY. 

It further announced that the Senate had passed a bill of the House 
(H. R. 6898) to require the United States circuit and district judges to 
instruct the jury in writing in certain cases, with amendments; re- 
quested a conference on the bill and amendments, and had appointed 
as conferees on its part Mr. WILSON of Iowa, Mr. EVARTS, and Mr. 
VEST. 

It further announced that the Senate had passed a bill of the House 
(H. R. 9423) to restore to the public domain and to te the sale 
and disposition of certain lands east of the Mississippi River in the State 
of Louisiana, with amendments; requested a conference on the billand 
amendments, and had appointed as conferees on its part Mr. PLUMB, 
Mr. TELLER, and Mr. WALTHALL. 

It also announced that the Senate had passed the bill (H. R. 11165) 
for the relief of John Gray with amendments, requested a conference 
on the bill and amendments, and had appointed as conferees on its part 
- Mr. Davis, Mr. STEWART, and Mr. BATE. 

It further announced that the Senate had passed the bill (H. R. 6677) 
to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to increase the police force of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, and for other purposes, approved January 31, 1883, 
with amendments, requested a conference on the bill and amendments, 
and had appointed as conferees on its part Mr. HARRIS, Mr. SPOONER, 
and Mr. FARWELL. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The committee resumed its session, Mr. DOCKERY in the chair. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

To pay the expenses of transportation of two hundred and seventy-four Creek 
Indians at $30 each, and subsistence for twelve months at $25 each for onehun- 
dred and sixty Creek Indians, said Indians being named and described in alist 
appended to the letter of A. ALY a wg Acting Commissioner of Indian Affairs, 
dated 19th of June, 1888, set forth in Executive Document No. 198, Fiftieth Con- 

first session, and being entitled to the sums p — due them under 

e treaty of 1826, and the treaty of * with the Creek In 
the sum of $12,220, to be paid to the person authorized to receive and pa; 
the same to 1 entitled thereto by the legislature of the Creek 
Indians; and said sum shall be distributed only to the Indians named in 
— or their legal representatives, and the payment under this act shall be a full 
and final discharge of the United States from all further liability to any meee 
under 


of said tribe on account of any claim for transportation or su ce 


treaties or under any act of Congress relating to said treaties. 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. Chairman, I call the attention of the gentleman 
having charge of this bill to the fact that there are certain blanks in 
this paragraph, 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Before that question is discussed I want to reserve 
a point of order upon the paragraph. 

Mr. PEE The paragraph does not state the month. That is the 
only omission. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I would like to ask the gentleman from Arkansas 
from what fund this appropriation comes, whether it is from a fund now 
due to this tribe of Indians. * 

Mr. PEEL. No; it grows out of treaty obligations, and it would 
not be subject to the point of order. 

Mr. McMILLIN. That is what I wanted to know, whether we would 
be under any obligation to pay it under existing treaties? 

Mr. PEEL, Oh, yes. 

Mr. HOLMAN. T hope there will be an explanation of this item, 
Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. PEEL. Iwill explain it. Under the treaties with these Indians, 
and also with the Cherokees, the Government bound itself to remove 
them tothe West. It agreed not only to remove them, but also to 
subsist them for twelve months after they got there. 

Mr. HOLMAN. What treaty was that? 

Mr. PERKINS. The treaty of 1826, and also the treaty of 1832. 

Mr. PEEL, Yes. The Government further agreed that if any of 
these Indians should choose to remove and subsist themselves a cer- 
tain amount of money should be allowed to them in lieu of the ex 
which the Government would have incurred in removing and su 
ingthem. This appropriation is to pay those who did remove them- 
selves and subsist themselves for twelve months, as ascertained by the 
Commissioner. 

Mr. HOLMAN. How did it happen that so long a time elapsed be- 
fore this item was presented? 

Mr: PEEL. I do not know that I am able to answer that. This 
matter has been pending quite a while. The Cherokees had a similar 
appropriation years ago, and under that a number of them were removed 
and the balance was covered back into the Treasury, and we have had 
to reappropriate for that. I can not say exactly why the Creeks have 
been so long about getting the amount due them, but any man who is 
familiar with the history of our legislation here will not think it very 
strange thata claim, no matter how meritorious, has been a good while 
in securing attention, 


Mr. MILLS. How long are these treaties to continue by which we 
are bound to pay these Indians annuities? 

Mr. PEEL. There is no limitation in this case at all. The gentle- 
man will notice that generally the treaties run for twenty or thirty 
years; that is, there are twenty or thirty installments, and the bill 
making the appropriation generally specifies that this is the twentieth 
or the twenty-first or the twenty-second installment, or whatever the 
number may be, but in this treaty there is no such limitation. The 
Government obligated itself to remove these people and subsist them 
for twelve months, as I have stated, with a further proviso that if any 
individual Indians saw fit to remove themselves and subsist themselves 
for twelve months, there should be a commutation allowed them in 
money instead of the expense which the Government would have in- 
curred in removing and subsisting them. 

Mr. PERKINS. If the gentleman from Arkansas will permit a 
suggestion, in June last the Senate of the United States called upon the 
Interior Department for information concerning these Indians, and in 
response to that resolution a statement giving the full history of this 
case was transmitted to the Senate, and we have it here now as an ex- 
ecutive document. The letter of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs 
is quite brief, and as it gives clearly the history of the transaction, if 
any gentleman desires I think it would be well to have it read. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope that letter will be read. 

The letter was read, as follows: ` 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, OFFICE OF INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
Washington, D. C., June 19, 1 


Sin: I have the honor to be in receipt, by your reference of the 7th instant for 
3 of the following Senate resolution, dated June 6, 1888: 

< ved, That the Secretary of the Interior send to the Senate a copy of a 
— made by R. L. Owen, United States Indian agent for the Union agency, 
relating to the claims of Indians of the Creek tribe for reimbursement of ex- 
penses of travel and fora 7 support when said Indians were emigrated to 
the Indian country west of the Mississippi River, and any other facts shown on 
the records or files of the Indian Bureau bearing upon the justice of such 


of AgentOwen’s rt, ee with copies of emigra and twenty- 
veth aMdavits taken by him in support of the claims examined by Fim. 1 
inclose a list of the showing that two hundred 


migrating families, 

and seventy-four individ claim reimbursement for transportation ex 
and one hundred and sixty for subsistence for twelve months after val in 
the Indian Territory. 8 

‘These claims arise under the seventh article of the treaty with the Creeks of 
1826 (7 Stats., 3 provides that 

g party shall remove within twenty-four months and the ex- 

pense of their removal shall be defrayed by the United States.” 
By article 12 of the treaty of 1832 (7 Stats., 367), under the provisions of which 
nearly all of the Creek emigrants were transported to the West, it is provided 


that— 

As fast as the Creeks are prepared to emigrate they shall be removed at the 
expense of the United States, and shall receive subsistence while on their journey 
= — one year 1 at their ye homes.” 4 

greater part o dians emigrated in 1836, 1837, and 1838, and parties 
ofthem continued to remove from year to year until 1852, at the expense of the 
Government or their own resources. 


Those providing their own rtation and subsistence were subsequently 
paid the sum of $55 each by the Un States as commutation therefor. 

The last payment to self-em g was ein from the appro- 
priation for Rg oe of remo’ and subsisting Creeks, act of March 3, 1839,” 
and a balance of $4,586.51 was ed to the surplus fund in September of that 
year. 

The list now forwarded comprises, as before stated, 274, who claim transporta- 
tion expenses at $30 per head, BS 220, and 160 subsistence for twelve mon! at 
$25 per head, $1,000; total, $12,220, 


Ve peetſully, 
. s A. B. UPSHAW, Acting Commissioner, 

Hon, SECRET: RY OF THE INTERIOR. 

Mr. HOLMAN, I suggest to my friend from Arkansas the propriety 
of inserting, after the word list,“ inline 3, on page 16, the words 
„and shall be paid to them personally;“ so as to read and shall be 
paid to them personally or to their legal representatives.“ 

Mr. PEEL. I believe it is already specifically provided that this 
money shall be distributed among the Indians named in the list, or 
their descendants; but I see no objection to the amendment which the 

tleman suggests. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the amendment pro- 
posed by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] will be agreed 
to. « 


There was no objection. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I wish to ask whether all the items from line 9, 
on page 16, down to line 23, on page 17, are for the payment of obliga- 
tions arising under treaty stipulations. 

Mr. PEEL. All of them. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Not including the last? 

Mr. PEEL. All of them are under treaty stipulations. 
ces PERKINS. They are a duplication of the appropriations made 

it year. 

Mr. MILLS. How long are these payments to continue? 

Mr. PEEL. They run for different terms, and some of them are to 
be perpetual. 
Mr. McMILLIN. I will state my reason for making the inquiry. 
We go on year after year making appropriations to support and educate 
Indians, to buy farming implements for them, etc. Iam in favor of 
keeping every treaty stipulation; that I do not complainof. If the 
bargain we have made is a hard one for us, that is a reason we ought 
to stand by it the more closely. Butit has seemed to me sometimes 
that we were overstepping what was required by the treaties, and were 
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ing out to engage in agreat charitable work which, however landable 
Ae might be for the churches or for humanitarians in general, is not par- 
the duty of the Government. It eee can aha te 
FVVFVVCCCCCCCCCCCC OA a their 
own exertions the more readily in bability they become 
i jg taora d piranha a aoga 


whether they were embraced in our treaties with these Indians. The | the 


gentleman has informed me that they are. 
The Clerk read as follows, under the head of Northern Cheyennes 
and Arapahoes:’’ 


Sd and 5 per paa t of ee mi Ay $2,000; in all, 
15 NELSON. I offer the following amendment, to come in after 
the paragraph last read: 


For subsistence and civilization of the Northern Cheyennes and 33 
as per agreement with the Sioux Indians, approved February 28, 1877, 

Mr. Chairman, I desire to explain that this item has been omitted 
from the bill by oversight. It is found at the foot of page 135 of the 
Book of Estimates; it is conformable to treaty obligations, and it is 
urgently required. I offer this amendment at the instance of mem- 
bers of the committee. 

Mr. PEEL. The gentleman’s statement is correct. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For this 8 to be expended under the direction of the Secretary of the 
ee ee 5 8 and subsistence of the E ae Sees — . ried | 
the members of said tribe in S — Dakota Territory. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Reserving a point of order on this paragraph, I 
wish to inquire of the gentleman from as I did a few mo- 
ments ago in reference to some other i whether there are treaty 


DARRAS this appropriation or whether it is merely a mat- 


e eee in this Ter te kill. 8 
provisions of another class that will manifest by the terms of the 
items. 


Mr. McMILLIN. Down to what point does this group of appropria- 
tions continne? 


items I will give the gentleman notice. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
treaty Nation: 
For this amount, to fi the of the second clause of article 10 of 
of August 7, 1868, with of Indians and 
award made the sum of $178,953.43, with 5 per cent. per annum in- 


recognized powers and 

be ada of the Treasury or Interior, shall be distributed per 
Fourteen hundred t lye Poe hundred and eightieths to Xo the Citizens’ band 
and seven hundred and hundred 
rie hand of 

Mr. BUCHANAN, I move pro forma to strike out the last word, 
for the p of putting a question to the gentleman from Arkansas, 
I see it is provided in lines 6 to 10 of this 


who has charge of this bill. 
paragraph that 

. . be and equitably 
due the delegates 3 


and n naneeceane of eee en, Interior, shall be 
distributed, etc. 

I wonld like to ask the meaning of this provision and the reason 
for it. 

Mr. PEEL. I think I can explain this matter to the gentleman’s 
satisfaction. Some of these Pottawatomie Indians are in the Indian 
Territory and some are in Kansas. They have not an gov- 
ernment of theirown. ‘They have executed a power of attorney to 
one of their own number to come to Washington and look after their 
matters; that power of attorney is placed on file and in the 
Department; without that these Indians could not pay their delegates 
anything for the trouble and expense they incur. The object of this 
provision is to authorize the Secretary of the Interior, whe will make 
these disbursements, to ascertain what is legally and equitably due to 
these oo at who are acting under powers of attorney from their 
own people. 

Mr. PERKINS. And who are members of the tribe. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, May Lask the name of the attorney and the 
amount that the contract gives him ? 

Mr. PEEL. He is not an attorney. He is one of the tribe. His 
name is Navarre. He is the only one of the delegates now here, though 
there are three. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. And what is the amount which the contract 
gives him? 

Mr. PEEL. I have never examined into that matter at all. The 
contract is on file in the Interior Department with the power of attor- 


ney. 
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Mr. BUCHANAN. There seems to be a new provision as to these 
Indians, which does not apply to any of the others named. 

Mr. PEEL. Because nothing has become due like that yet. 

Mr. PERKINS. I will say to the gentleman from New Jersey that 
Mr. Ellis is the attorney for the Indians, and he has acontract, but we 
refused to put any provision oe ee oe ee pers GE cone 

This is to pay the representatives of the people, 
their own delegates, whatever the Department finds to be due to them. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, In order to make the matter entirely safe, I will 
offer this amendment to come in on page 24, after the word ‘‘Interior,’’ 
in line 10: 

And approved by the Secretary of the Treasury and Interior, respectively. 

Mr. ROGERS. I reserve the point of order upon that for the present 
until I know its p 

Mr. PEEL. I think the language says already upon powers of 
attorney recognized by the Interior Department.“ 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Yes, but it does not say ‘‘ approved by the De- 
partment. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. The Department would simply under the langua, 
J ñU‚1'i( ts Sia ee tee INTOS nator 
by these Indians; whereas the amendment of the gentleman from New 
Jersey would give the Department power to su: ise contracts, and 
affirm er reject them, and thus prevent injustice to be done the Indians. 

Mr. PEEL. But these are the delegates of the Indians themselves. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. And they are the attorneys for these people. 

Mr. PEEL. Better let the Department arrange that with them. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. That is precisely what I want to provide for, 
and this amendment gives the power to do exactly that. 

Mr. PERKINS. There is a bill reported from the committee cover- 
ing the same item before the House. This bill was submitted to the 
Interior Department and approved by it, and I have the letter here 
from the Indian Office recommending it. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. But what objection is there to the amendment? 

Mr. PERKINS. Because we do not know whether the contract has 
been formally approved or not. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. If the contract is right it can be approved; if 


„ß 
If the 


PERKINS. is ‘‘such contract as has been or 
eke approved ™ I think there is no objection; but we submitted 
it to the Interior t, and it was indorsed by the ent, 


Mr. BUCHANAN. But it applies to the contracts on file whether 
approved at this moment or not. It only requires that before the pay- 
ment is made and the money is disbursed the Secretary of the Interior 
must be satisfied that the eontract is right. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I would suggest to the gentleman from New Jer- 
sey that he should make it read “the Secretary of the Treasury or the 
Secretary of the Interior.“ 

Mr. PEEL. The of the Interior controls this. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. And yet your bill provides for contracts on file 
in the ents of or Interior. But I have no objection 
to 3 the gentleman’s suggestion and making it read con- 

Tege ed or hereafter approved.” 

Mr. ERSON, of Kansas. I would fog erg colleague how 
‘much the fee of Mr. Ellis is supposed to be 

Mr. PERKINS. We have not 8 It is only the com- 
pensation coming to the 3 who have been sent here by the In- 
dians. This provision of the bill does not cover attorneys’ fees or 
anything of that kind ated coy 

Mr. PEEL. Let the amendment be read as proposed to be modified. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 24, line 10, after the word “Interior,” insert “and which have been or 
may be approved by the Secretary in whose Department the same is filed.” 
Mr. BUCHANAN. That will make it read: 
By virtue of recognized . contracts on file in the Depart- 
hich ha 
6 RD en et 
Mr. PEEL. The Interior Department approve all of these things 
with the Indians, not the 
Mr. BUCHANAN. Very well; I have stricken that out. I tried to 
follow the reading of the bill as nearly as possible, and thereby it seems 


approved by the Secretary of the Treasury or of the Interior in whose 

office the said contract is filed.” For if the contract should be filed 
with the Secretary of the Treasury it should not be approved by the 
Secretary of the Interior. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will submit his amendment in 
writing, and if there be no objection this portion of the bill will be 
passed over for the present, to be-reeurred to hereafter if the gentleman 

wishes to offer an amendment. 

aein aa OE T is wees edad. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I will be glad to have the second article of this 
read. 


ped Fe eee meg claims of the Pottawatomies heretofore ex- 
amined and reported on by the Secretary of the Interior, under the act of Con- 
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retary o ä the same shall be communicated to Congress 
next session: Provided, That no part of the money reported due by the said 
commissioners shall be paid until the same shail be appropriated by Congress. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to inquire of my friend from Arkansas 
whether when the award was made this question was considered, and 
this provision is in conformity with it? 

Mr. PEEL. Mr. Chairman, I will state I examined the award very 
carefully, and I will say that it is in strict conformity with the award 
asi foundit. Iwill furthermore state to my friend it is exactly in keep- 
ing with the awards of 1862, as they are shown in the aet of Congress. 
We referred the matter for more safety to the Department of the In- 
terior before we placed it on the appropriation bill; and we havea rec- 
ommendation of the Department having charge of the matter in its 
favor. It was on that we have incorporated the proposition. So that 
it isstrietly in conformity with the article of the treaty. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I now have my amendment shaped in accord- 
ance with the suggestions of the gentlemen on the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, and offer it in lieu of that which I had previously offered. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On 24, line 10, after the word “ Interior,” insert “and 
FFC eee ee 

Mr. PEEL. I would suggest or may be approved by the Depart- 
ment where flled. I think you had better have it is or may be. 

Mr. PERKINS. I would suggest to the gentleman from New Jer- 
sey that it read this way: Has been or may be approved by the See- 
retary in whose Department the same is filed. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Laccepét that. 

The Clerk reported the amendment as modified: 

And which has been or may be approved by the Secretary in whose Depart- 
ment the same may be filed. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


1868, and the awards made thereunder, the sum of Mees peer be 

in names and amounts to those members of the Citizens’ of Pottawatomie 
Indians in the com ion of J. H. 
Morris, U of Indians, to the r of Indian Affairs, of date 
November 9, 1871, and transmitted to Congress by the Secretary of the Interior 
on December 20, 1871, there ing ninety of said names and amounts, the said 
TTT Indians 
by virtue of of the 


eontracts or powers of 
‘Treasury or Interior; ana hat the clase in the act ap 


—— March 3. 1885, 23 
. 


, be, and the same 


Mr. BUCHANAN. I offer the following amendment to that clause, 
in precisely the same words as the amendment which was adopted. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

On 25, line 5, after the word “Interior,” insert: 
8 or may be by the Secretary in whose Department it may 


Mr. PERKINS. That is all nent: 
i HOLMAN. 3 “Mr. . Lask that the 
r. € following 
read—the 2 of article 10. n 
The GHAI CHAIR ere is nothing before the committee. 
The 9 as follows: 


It is further that u the of the 
Interior of the claims of said tribe for depredations committed others upon 
their stoek, timber, or other property, accompanied by evidence thereof, exam- 
ination and report shall be made to Congress of the amount found to be mit- 
ably due, in order that such action may be taken as may be justin the 

Mr. HOLMAN. Now, this claim, if it has any legal 


existence, rests 
upon that paragraph, and I should be very glad to have the gentleman 
from Arkansas 


when the award was made and the cause of the | large 


e e payment of it. 
Mr. PEEL. I will state to the gentleman from Indiana that as he for- 
merly served on the Committee on A 


F 

I know of noreason why it has not been appropriated for. It has been 
estimated for by the Department of the Interior to the Committee 
on A and I know of no reason why it was not paid, 
except one—that is, that at one time, in the Forty-sixth or Forty- 
seventh Congress, an effort was made to refer this and other claims to 
the Court of Claims, but through an error in the engrossment it was 
left out. FFF but why the Com- 
mittee on Appropriation, having charge of the bill, did not it in 
the bill I do not know. But year after year the usual 8 re- 
ferred to the committee by the Interior Department, and they recom- 
is soccer e — eneren 

no in we it 

‘The Clerk read as follows: a * 

Sioux, Medawakanton andb: 
For the support of the full-bloed Indians in Minnesota heretofore belonging 


to the Medawakanton band of Sioux Indians, 
since the 20th day of May, A. D.1886,or who were then en 


said State, and have since the in, and have 


resided 
tions, Steen © te ——— by the 3 of the Interior as follows: Ten 


thousand the purchase, as in his judgment he maythink best, of such 
lands, ara implements oaii aay Y orclothingasmay bed: 

best in the case of each a $1,000, or so much 
I the expenses of expe the money 


7 ped woes 

appropriated; and $1,000 for the completion and 
the school-house for said Indians authorized b; 
vided, That 


act of June 29, 1888: 
if the amount in 


y th 
appropriated, or an rtion ot the 
the benefit of these same Indians. pied sping een 


So eae either sum = 
was 

Sor vs shall be covered into the „but shall. n 

oses for which the same amount was 


used and ee eS for pr paren 
and for the 


Indians: 4 
d and for the benefit of the above-named table person to 
make the above-mentioned ture under 5 and all of said 
money which is to be expen lands, cattle, — implements, —— or 
clothing shall be so expended that each of the Indians in 
tioned shall receive an egual e value of this appropriation and that 
made by said act of June 29, 1888: And provided further, 
lands for said Indians shall "ve purchased in sueh locality as each I 
sires, and none of said Indians ae ee ae a ae 
resides.and to any locality or land against his 
Mr. NELSON. I offer the following amendment to that paragraph: 
The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 34, line 8, insert the word seed.“ after the word “implement.” 


Mr. BUCHANAN. I reserve the point of order on the paragraph 

with the sixteenth line. I may not desire to make it. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. MILLS. This seems to be a vision that is not covered or 
authorized by treaty stipulation. © are making expenditures for 
these Indians to build houses, ta pay for cattle, horses, farm imple- 
ments, and everything of that sort, and also for seed, which has just 
been put on my amendment. Now, we have been going on with this 
kind of legislation for a number of years, and I would like to know 
what progress has been made in the way of teaching them to support 
themselves by agriculture oragriculturallabor? Will some gentleman 
inform me what progress has been made in that direetion? 

Mr. PEEL. I desire to say to the gentleman from Texas that the 
Committee on Indian Affairs has pursued one uniform course since they 
have had charge of the Indian appropriation bill, to this effect: We have 
gradually decreased the appropriation for the support of the Indians; 
that is, where we were not tied up hy treaty stipulations on the part 
of the Government. dere e eee 


selves. That has been the rule of the 
notice that in the paragraph eee 
to the treaty with the i 

that the Government obligated itself to su 
they should be able to support themselves. was no limit at all. 
Therefore after twenty years and an expenditure of $30,000,000 try- 
ing to teach them to support themselves we find them still drawing 
rations at the public crib, and we have inserted a provision here re- 
quiring the Secretary to cause a census to be taken to ascertain which 
ef these Indians, taking into account their critical condition and all 
their circumstances, are able to support themselves, so that hereafter 
those may be left out and we may provide simply for the others, 

Mr. MILLS. Can the gentleman from Arkansas give us any state- 
ment as to whether these Indians are making progress in agriculture— 
whether they are learning to make corn and wheat and other things 
that are necessary for their subsistence ? 

Mr. PEEL. It depends entirely upon the locality and upon the 
policy that is being pursued. As I have said upon this floor on other 
occasions, so long as the Government allows the Indians to keep their 
reservations, to go together in large bands, to have their chiefs on 
the old Indian system, and to cultivate and exercise their old savage 
instinets, you may pay out a hundred million dollars and keep it up 
for a hundred thousand years and they never will be civilized. There 
. Indian, and that is to break up their 
= tribal relations, individualize them, and teach them to support them- 

ves. 

Mr. PERKINS. Teach them to worl and let them understand that 
they have got to work. 

ee Yes. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Iwill sayto my friend from Texas [Mr. 
MILLS] that some of the Sioux are the wa; civilization, 
as they have been lately resisting the collection of taxes. [Laughter.] 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I can give another instance of the progress they 
beaches Sete eT When our committee was ont some 

ago examining into the condition of the Indians one of the agents, 
with a great deal of just fride in the progress they had made, suggested 
to the committee that he wished them to go out some distance and see 
an Indian for whom he had built a house and whom he was teaching 
the ways of civilization. 

The committee went out some miles to see this evidence of civiliza- 
tion springing up in the wilderness, and when they got in sight of the 
house they noticed that the roof of it was gone and that a tent was spread 
at some little distance from the house, and, on getting nearer, it was 
discovered that the Indian had moved his family into the tent, ard 
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probably burned the boards of the roof or otherwise disposed of them, 
and had his horses stabled in the house! [Laughter.] 

Mr. WEAVER. The Sacs and Foxes do that in Iowa now. 

Mr. McoMILLIN, The gentleman from Iowa says that the Sacs and 
Foxes do that in Iowa now. I know, Mr. Chairman, that this is a troub- 
lesome problem to deal with, especially in view of the way we have 
started. I think we have started wrong to a very great extent. I 

however, with the gentleman from Texas [Mr. MILLs] that it 
is time to begin to cut loose from the existing system and let the In- 
dians swim a little for themselves, and we shall never make any prog- 
ress in civilizing them until we do that. ; 

If I had my way I would stand by every treaty stipulation; I would 
even stand by the treaty by which we have agreed to support these 
Indians until they learn to support themselves. I would stand by every 
treaty stipulation, but I do think we ought to stop with that; I think 
we ought not to go beyond the treaty stipulations, There is no more 
reason why the Government of the United States should become a pa- 
ternal institution for the Indians than why it should become one for 
the white man, aud there is absolutely no reason why it should ever 
become such an institution for the white man. 

Mr. PEEL. Mr. Chairman, my experience has shown that when- 
ever a small band of Indians commence struggling for independence 
and desire to become self-supporting there is always somebody here to 
object lest they should starve and the Government should have to come 
to their relief later. I have known several instances of that kind, and 
there is never a case where everybody is satisfied that any of these In- 
dians are ready to become self-supporting. Now, so long as that course 
is pursued we shall never get them ready. My doctrine has been all 
along, wherever you find a lot of Indians who want to become self- 
sustaining, in God's name give them a chance. But, as I have said, 
there are always men in Congress who get scared at such a proposi- 
tion and come to the conclusion that if you turn the Indians loose 
they will all be starving directly. 

There are no two bands of these Indians exactly alike. Some are 
very low down in civilization, and others are quite advanced. The 
trouble, however, is that when you speak of the Indian in Congress 
some gentlemen always look at him through one pair of spectacles; he 
has always gota blanket on, and carriesa tomahawk, and has paint all 
over his face. Now there are a great many Indians in this country to 
whom that description does not apply. I can point to many who are 
well advanced in civilization and doing well, and who are ing the 
Government to give them their lands in severalty and make them citi- 
zens. But it is very hard to get anything of that kind done here. 

Mr. McMILLIN, I«I it not the observation of my friend from Arkan- 
sas that the less we meddle or interfere with the affairs of the Indians 
the better they get song? 

Mr. PEEL. That is the case, provided we put them in a position to 
take care of themselves. They can not live independently if they are 
huddled together in a gang with no governmentoverthem. It would 
be impossible for white people to live in that way. 

Mr. MILLS. Iwillstate my reason for asking this question. During 
the sixteen years I have been here we have been steadily pursuing the 
policy of teaching the Indians to become self-sustaining, teaching them 
agriculture, teaching them how to plow, how to drive wagons and do 
everything of that sort. In all our Indian appropriation bills will be 
found appropriations for blacksmiths, carpenters, millers, etc., for the 
education of the Indians: appropriations for school-houses and school 
teachers; for agents, and preachers, and police, and judges. 

We have been making every sortof expenditure for the advancement 
of the Indians; we have been trying to teach them everything that 
could promote their civilization and make them self-supporting. Now, 
after we have pursued that policy for a long period of time, I would 
like to know what are the fruits of this persistent teaching? I want to 
know how many of these Indians can now plow a straight furrow? I 
want to know how many bushels of corn they raise for their support ? 
I want to know how many of them drive wagons; how many go over 
to the depots to get supplies and bring them back; how many of them 
build cabins; how many of them can put a roof or a floor on their cabins ? 
I want to know what p is shown as the result of the policy 
which we have been pursuing for the civilization ofthe Indians? 

Iremember that a few years ago there was an Indian agent, and 
from what I heard, I think one of the best, though I did not know 
him, who was killed because he was trying to teach the Indians how 
to plow. When he told the Indians that he had been sent to them by 
the Great Father—that the Government that was supporting them, 
building their school-houses, sending teachers to them to Christianize 
them, and doing everything of that kind, had sent him to them to teach 
them how to plow they killed him. I have nqt heard anything further 
in relation to this matter since; I would like to know what progress 
has been made in the way of civilizing the Indian? 

Mr. PEEL, I can only say to the gentleman from Texas that in the 
limited time which we have to-night it is impossible to answer fully 
the question which he propounds. If he will examine the reports of the 
different Indian agents located at the various agencies—of which there 
are fifty-eight or sixty—he will find the details as to which he inquires. 
I will say to him, however, that I could mention a number of Indians 


who are almost self-sustaining, some absolutely so. The Navajoes up 
in Arizona are, as my friend from Indiana Br. HOLMAN] knows, 
almost self-supporting; they are a pastoral people. The Flatheads on 
the Montana reservation are almost or quite self-supporting. The same 
may be said of the Miamies and Peorias in the Indian Territory, the 
Quapaws, the Osages, and many others. 

A MEMBER. And the Pottawatomies. 

Mr. PEEL. Yes; and the Pottawatomies. I wason the reservation 
of the Miamies and Peorias some time ago; and were itnot for the waste 
country which could be seen around I would not have known that I 
was not in Missouri or Kansas or Arkansas. Those Indians had large 
farms, good barns, plenty of cattle, wagons, and buggies. There has 
been a great deal of progress made, but the work of civilization is a 
slow process and we must be patient. 

Mr. HOLMAN. In answer to the inquiry made by the gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. MILLSs] I would say that as a general rule, so far as 
the Indians have been permitted to remain in the same country for any 
long period of time, and have been under good agencies, they have made 
fairly good progress, everything considered. For instance, takethe Yak- 
amas, on the eastern slope of the Cascade range of mountains, in Wash- 
ington Territory. They have remained for a long period of time in one 
location, under the charge of a very benevolent Methodist clergyman. 
They have made good progress. They have built good churches; their, 
lands are well cultivated; their children are at school. On the other 
side of the Cascade range, on the Puyallup River, the Puyallup Indians 
have made still greater progress, under the charge of different denom- 
inations. Their lands are well cultivated. Enormoas forests have 
been cut down and good fields have been opened up. 

I repeat that wherever the Indians have been permitted to remain 
in a given locality undisturbed for any considerable period of time, 
with a good, benevolent agent looking after their interests, they have 
made fair progress. My friend from Arkansas [Mr. PEEL] speaks of 
the Navajoes. ‘Those Indians area very striking instance. me years 
ago we had some trouble with them and they were removed down to 
Texas, I believe. But they pined for the rocks and the apparently 
barren wastes of Arizona and New Mexico. The Government per- 
mitted them to go back, and they have not only increased in numbers, 
but they are extremely prosperous. They have flocks and herds, 
Great flocks of sheep and goats and large droves of ponies can be seen 
on all sides. Their condition exhibitsa state of great prosperity. They 
ask nothing from the United States except to be permitted to develo 
their capacities for civilization and self-government by the p 
natural to the Indian tribes. 

Mr. MILLS. Do they own those sheep 
erty in common or as individuals? J 

Mr. HOLMAN. As individuals exclusively; and perhaps they are 
the only Indians of their class who have a perfect idea of the ownership 
of property. They not only own their own herds separately but oc- 
cupy their lands in severalty. They have made steady and marked 
progress. Their general condition is admirable, and gives promise of a 
prosperous future. They will no doubt in the progressof time by nat- 
ural development become an intelligent people, perfectly competent 
and able to take care of themselves and their own interests. Indeed 
they do that now. 

The Apaches, of which so much has been said, of the White Mount- 
ain region, are prosperous Indians, as well as those upon the San Car- 
los and Gila Rivers. They have constructed irrigating ditches, and it-! 
rigated every acre of the valuable farming lands upon the southern, 
boundary of the reservation along the San Carlos River and Gila River, 
raising in large quantities barley, enough indeed to supply the Gov- 
ernment forces in that country. : 

So, Mr. Chairman, it may be said that, upon the whole, where the: 
Indian has been protected and permitted to remain at home, not moved 
around from reservation to reservation, but where he has had a fair 
chance to make a home for himself, he has got along better than could 
be expected, considering that he is still a savage and that it requires’ 
ages for man to progress from that condition to the condition of civili-. 
zation. The Government has moved the Indian around from place to 
place. It has driven him everlastingly westward, and has rendered his 
progress by reason of that absolutely impossible. But we have now! 
reached a period when all of this will change, when it must change, for 
there is no farther west that the Indian can go. They must remain 
upon their presentreservations as a rule, and with kind 1 such 
as they are entitled to 3 2 7 hands, air we nate arapo! À 75 75 
of their grand possessions, they will progress to me not only self- 
supporting, but will reach a very high order of intelligence and civili- 
zation. l 

The Flathead Indians, I might mention also, on a reservation not 
very large, but they have made it quite valuable. They have d { 
great drains miles and miles in length, and have raised fine fields 
grain. They are generally prosperous Indians, with facilities estab- 
lished for education amongst themselves; they have o courts) 
of justice; in fact, it is a well-organized community. ey have 
mained there for a great many years. In 1850 or 1851, perhaps, av 
humane gentleman by the name of Stevens, Col. Isaac Stevens, after - 
wards a Delegate to Congress from one of the Territories, was sent 0 


and goats and other prop- 
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governor to the Territory of Washington, and was made commissioner 
of Indian affairs of that Territory. 

His duties extended beyond the limits of the Territory in assigning 
territorial possessions to the Indians. He secured for them good and 
valuable lands. They settled down upon them and had a promise of 
the lands to be assigned to them in severalty in the progress of time or 
as soon as they were able to cultivate them and take care of themselves. 
Three years ago, when the House committee went through there, they 
found these Indians settled upon good lands and eager to obtain titles 
to them in severalty. On one side the Catholics had control for many 
years, and on the other side the Presbyterians, but yet they had made 
equal progress. We found the women to be well clad, the men thrifty 
and industrious, driving wagons and engaged in the work of the field— 
a self-sustaining people. 

So I think the people of the United States can feel assured that 
within a reasonable time the progress of the Indians will besuch as to 
make them self-sustaining, They have made good progress up to this 
time. The great trouble is that too small a percentage of the millions 
appropriated goes to their benefit. The Indian agent should be not 
andy a man of good character and standing, but he should be a benevo- 
lent man, having the care and interests of the Indians under his charge 
closely at heart. We do not place a large number of such gentlemen 
in our positions unfortunately. It is not always possible to get them. 
We do the best we can, and the progress has been encouraging, 

ere the hammer fell. ] 

. SHIVELY. Mr. Chairman, I have thus far been quite con- 
tent to defer discussion of the Indian question to those of longer pub- 
lic service and larger experience, but I am tempted on the present oc- 
casion to detain the House briefly with an expression of individual 
judgment on certain phases of the subject suggested by this bill. 

Should the House of Representatives be engaged two generations 
hence, as to-day, in the consideration of an annual Indian appropria- 
tion bill, will it not be because our Indian policy in the mean time had 
been a dismal failure? Are the two centuries of checkered expedients 
which mark the history of the relations between the Indian and Cau- 
casian races on this continent to suggest no termination of the struggle 
against forces which government may in a measure direct, but which 
it can never control? What is the ultimate purpose of all legislation 
on the Indian question? Are we to contemplate fora moment the per- 
manency of the relations out of which proceed these annual expendi- 
tures of public money? Can these appropriations from year to year be 
justified on any ground other than that this is the most economical and 
humane process of solving a vexed problem and eliminating the Indian 
question from our national legislation? 

This, sir, in my judgment, is the only justification consistent with 
the best interests of the Indian, the rights of other races in this coun- 
try, and the honor of the Government. The system destroys a people 
that induces them to idleness or tempts them to mendicancy. There 
exists no fundamental principle peculiar to the history of any race which 
relieves it from the operation of the doctrine that— 

In the sweat of thy face shalt thou eat bread. 

The right of the Indian to the benefits of this sacred curse should be 
neither neglected norrestrained. Self-reliance and self-sustenance are 
the quality and habit of a strong people. While these have never been 
created by paternalism in government, they have often been destroyed 
by it. The relation of guardian and ward, as between the nation and 
the Indians, is anomalous and inconsistent. This relation, associated, 
as it has been, with a treaty-making power, has led to countless con- 
troversies, and settled none beyond dispute. 

Again, sir, the tribal relation is a barbarous relation. In it is seru- 
pulously preserved a more or lesscomplicated scheme of laws, customs, 
and usages peculiar alone to barbarous life. There is no kindness, nor 
wisdom, nor justice in appropriating public moneys to preserve that 
relation. The habits, customs, and usages peculiar to such relation 
should be discouraged at every step. There should be an early allot- 
ment of lands in severalty, with a limited restriction on the power of 
alienation. The relation of guardian and ward should be dissolved. 
The Indian should be treated as having come of age, given his patri- 
mony, and then leſt to his on resources. Property and responsibility 
are civilizing forces. Besides this, government is not an insurer of per- 
petual and unqualiſied success and happiness to any class of people. 
The acquirement of personal success and happiness is an individual, 
not a publie function. Congress can and should choose between civili- 
zation and barbarism, and appropriate money only to advance the for- 
mer, never to preserve and foster the latter. 

Speaking for myself, Mr. Chairman, I believe these general principles 
have been observed in the preparation of this bill, so far as the discre- 
tion of the committee over the subject-matter involved extended. Lib- 
eral appropriations are made for educational purposes. Liberality is 
observed in the appropriation for agricultural implements and the tools 
and utensils employed in the trades and arts of civilized life. The al- 
lowanee for subsistence, which more than any other tends to breed idle- 
ness and mendicancy, is reduced. Preference is given to the Indians 
who have abandoned their nomadic habits, while the roving bands re- 
ceive less consideration. 

Thus, Mr. Chairman, are habits of industry, thrift, and economy en- 


couraged and rewarded, and self-reliance and self-respect inspired, so 
far as the discretion of the committee in maturing this bill could accom- 
plish such result. This, I take it, is in pursuance of apolicy that con- 
templates the earliest possible dissolution of all dependent and tribal 
relations, and the reception of the last Indian into the body of Ameri- 
can citizenship, his assimilation with our institutions, and the total 
abolition of the annual Indian appropriation bill, the Indian Office, and 
all branches of the so-called Indian service. 

The mistaken philanthropist may hesitate on the one hand, and the 
complacent sinecarist may object on the other, but that policy is the 
best policy which will in a just way at the earliest moment relieve us 
of the need of any policy at all. Many thousand Indians have ceased 
to be wards of the nation, and are law-abiding, self- ting and self- 
sustaining citizens. It is the state-fed Indian who is most helpless. 
Give the Indian fair educational facilities, inculcate habits of industry, 
give him his land, and leave him to take his chances of success or fail- 
ure in life in common with other races. Did I not believe this to be 
the early and final solution of the Indian problem I should not vote 
for the appropriation of a single dollar of public funds beyond the sums 
ee by treaty. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, I know that the chair- 
man of the committee is very anxious to finish the consideration of 
this bill, and so am I as a member of the committee. I shall there- 
fore occupy but little time, as I want simply to say that I appreciate 
the suggestion of the gentleman from Texas as to the want of informa- 
tion in Congress, and by the people generally, of the progress the In- 
dians have been making. The fact is that we have not information 
enough as to their treatment and progress, expending as we do mill- 
ions of dollars annually in this service. But progress has been and is 
being made amongst them; and while it is costing some money, yet 
for every dollar we have given we have taken unjustly at least one 
hundred. So that we are yet largely their debtors and have little 
cause to complain. 

Andit will be many years before we fully pay that debt which we 
honestly owe him. ‘The only way we can do it with advantage to our- 
selves and to himis to make him more and more like an American 
citizen. The time will speedily come when the blanketed Indian 
must go; when Indians, negroes, white men, and all others in this 
country must look to themselves for support, and look to the Govern- 
ment only for protection while they are making an honest livelihood. 
That is the point towards which we must all to-day strive. In doing 
it we must not be niggardly in our treatment of the Indian, but honest 
in our treatment. I must say to my friend from Indiana, whose hon- 
esty is unquestioned and whose judgment I highly respect, that at 
his door may be laid somewhat of the failure of the Indian policy in 
many respects. 

I have been familiar with his position on this and other questions for 
many years, and to the cheese-paring that he has always stood up for 
relative to pay of Indian agents and others engaged in this work is due 
the failure of our efforts more than any other of the thousand reasons 
which have been given. Why, the gentleman from Indiana knocked 
me out of $300 when I was Indian agent. [Laughter.] He did it hon- 
estly, but the laborer was worthy of his hire.“ As soon as the Demo- 
cratic Administration came into power it proceeded on the theory that 
one of two things was true, either that I did not get pay enough or 
else that I had not capacity to earn what I did get, and they let me 


out. 

Mr. HOLMAN. If my friend from Michigan [Mr. ALLEN] will 

pons me to interrupt him a moment I will say that when I found 

ow so excellent and valuable an officer could be retained in the serv- 
ice as my friend of the northern peninsula of Michigan, and saw the 
admirable manner in which he looked after the Indians under his 
charge, as well after as before the salary was reduced, I felt that the 
removal of a mercenary motive from office secured the public good, 
for my friend, with great efficiency, still performed the duties of the 
officer. So public interests did not suffer. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. I am entirely satisfied with the expla- 
nation. [Laughter.] I want to say to my friend from Indiana if he 
knew as well as I did at the time what an Indian agent was worth, 
he would have been willing for him to have more. This bill contem- 
plates making acensus, and putting the Indian more in a condition to 
depend on himself; and it isa thing that ought to have been done 
years and yearsago. When we do this we shall not have a car-load of 
Indians coming down to Washington as representatives of an independ- 
ent nation telling this great country what it must do in order to pla- 
cate them; but they will have to do as you and I have to do, and as 
our children must do, and what everybody who is a citizen of the 
United States in the near future must do—take care of themselves and 
not depend upon the Government. They must look to the Govern- 
ment to see that their rights are preserved, and that is as far as they 
can go, and the quicker that time comes the better for us and them. 

Mr. MACDONALD. I do not wish to occupy the time of the com- 
mittee very long, but I would suggest that it would have been better 
to have selected another paragraph in this bill on which to make gen- 
eral observations on the measure, for this is one of the most meritorious 
appropriations on the bill. It is not an appropriation given as a char- 
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ity at all, but an appropriation given for the benefit of full-blooded 
Indians belonging to this tribe who separated themselves from their 
tribal relations, have gone to reside among the whites, who are teach- 
ing them to support themselves by agricultural pursuits. There are 
about two hundred of them, and they are nearly all in my district. 

By the Indian war of 1862 the tribe to which they belonged violated 
the treaty under which they were receiving annuities. Very soon after- 
wards Con declared that treaty abrogated, making no discrimina- 
tion in the act of forfeiture, and thereby excluded from the benefit of 
the treaty these Indians as well as the others. These particular In- 
dians belong to a class that remained friendly to the whites and fought 
for the whites. This I know myself, as I was there and through 
allof that crisis. We are compelled to come in here and ask 
for the beggarly appropriation which has been made in the last two or 
three years for the purpose of securing to them agricultural implements 
and seeds. If we succeed in the app tion made we do 
not expect to get more than one fourth of what these Indians would 
bo entitled to. The treaty gave the band for fifty years $58,000 a year. 
They do not get any of it to-day. It has been confiscated, and we have 
not complied with their treaty rights. 

Mr. NELSON. I offer the following amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 2, 85, s0 as to conform with the prior amendment, insert the word 
“seeds” after the word implements.“ 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. PEEL. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer the amendment which 
I send to the desk. It comes in on page 37, between lines 11 and 12. 
It was inadvertently omitted from the bill. 

The Clerk read the amendment, as follows: 


Second of ten installments of $150,000 each, to be expended under the direo- 
tion of the of the Interior, for the support and civilization of the In- 
dians attached to Blackfeet agency, Montana, as per act approved May 1, 


$150,000. 
Second of ten installments of $115,000 each, to be expended under the direc- 
of the Secretary of the Interior, for the support and civilization of the In- 
15 1 to the Fort Belknap agency, Montana, as per act approved May 
Interest on $69,120, at 5 por cent. per annum, being value of 54 sections of land 
set apart by treaty of June 2, 1825, for educational purposes, per Senate resolu- 
tion of January 9, 1838, $3,456. 


Mr. McMILLIN. I reserve the point of order on that amendment 

in order to hear an explanation from the gentleman in regard to it. 
it will be remembered that at the last 
to ratify an agreement between the 


So 


D 
Assinaboine Indians in Montana, by which they ceded to the Govern- 
ment some 17,000,000 acresofland. The Government agreed to pay 
for that land in ten annual payments. At the time the Indian appro- 
riation bill passed the House the usual appropriation asa gratuity was 
in the bill, but knowing that the other bill had passed the House to ratify 
the agreement by which the regularly stipulated amount would be 
paid to them, and not knowing whether or not it had passed the Senate 
and become a law, we incorporated the usual amount in the regular 
Indian appropriation bill, with a proviso that in case the other bill be- 
came a law that appropriation should not be used. The bill ratifying 
the agreement did me a law, and this amendment provides for the 
s cond installment in payment for those lands. By some means or other 
unknown to the committee it was omitted from the printed bill. The 
amendment is taken from the regular estimates and is strictly in ac- 
cordance with the ment, 
Mr. MORGAN. It is a part of the purchase-money for the land. 
Mr. PEEL, Certainly; it is a part of the purchase-money for the 


land. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Mo- 
MILLIN] desire to submit a point of order? 

Mr. McMILLIN. No, sir. I simply wanted to elicit the statement 
which the chairman of the Committee on Indian Affairs has just made. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I to my friend from Arkansas [Mr. PEEL] 
orn this should come in among the treaty provisions where it properly 

ongs. 

Mr. PEEL. I suggest it come in between lines 11 and 12. 

The amendment was to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The Secre! of the Interior is hereby authorized and directed to enter into 


contracts with such tribes, a igne or individual Indians as in his judg- 
ment have pe rue advanced in civilization to be competent to transact their 
o 


own business affairs for the ee o making final settlement and payment of 
such sums as may be due them the United States either as permanent or 
limited annuities, or otherwise, and that said contracts be by him reported to 
Congress for its consideration and action. 


Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Chairman, I raise the point of order on 
the words ‘‘and directed,’’ in the second line. The whole paragraph 
is subject to the point of order, but I make it only upon these words. 

Mr. PEEL. I have no objection to striking out those words. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For subsistence and civilization of the A: 008, A 
Kiowas, Comanches, Wichitas, and affiliated —— — Phy a ton —.— 
upon the set apart for their use and $250,000, 


Mr. MILLS. I will ask the gentleman in charge of the bill whether 
this is in conformity to treaty stipulations? 

Mr. PEEL. No. 

Mr. MILLS. These are very troublesome neighbors of ours and I 
would like to know what progress they are making. I would like to 
hear a good report from my friend from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] in re- 
eaaa pae eenen aing 5 at ; 

3 ‘ e oes are pretty w Laughter, 

Mr. MILLS. Butwhat about the Kiowas and Comanches? 

Mr. HOLMAN. My friend knows that those Indians were removed 
there at a comparatively late period of time. 

Mr. MILLS, Sine | years ago. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Well, the old ones were born and raised elsewhere. 
The young ones of course are natives of the Territory. The Indians, 
however, who have made progress are those who have been permitted 
to remain stationary. These Indians have been moved from one place 
to another, driven back before our advancing civilization, and they have 
made no popes. The Indians in the western portion of the Terri- 
tory can not be said to have made much progress. 

Mr. MILLS. I think the reservation on which the Kiowas and 


progress. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But at the same time those Indians have been shift- 
ing about a great deal. A portion of the Kiowas went back into Da- 
kota. There has been an unsettled condition of th all around 
end and they have made no such progress as you will find among other 


ians. 

Mr. PERKINS. Let me remind the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
MILLS] that in the last annual appropriation bill there was an appro- 
panes of $275,000 for this pur, while this year we have cut it 

own to $250,000. The policy of the committee has been, as stated 
by the chairman awhile ago, to cut down the appropriations for the 
subsistence of the Indians. We have in some instances increased the 
educational fund, but we have in every instance decreased the subsist- 
ence fund, upon the idea of teaching Indians that they had got to 
take care of themselves, and, like any other American citizen, have to 
work to earn their bread. ` 

Mr. MILLS. I am not at all criticising the course of the committee, 
I think they have done very well. My remarks are directed to the 
general policy we have been pursuing. 

Mr. P. S. Well, we are getting away from that as fast as we 


can. 

Mr. MoMILLIN. Mr. Chairman, I raise the point of order upon this 
paragraph. I know of no o tion that we are under to appropriate 
this quarter of a million of dollars, and I think we can get away from 
the policy that is objected to a little faster than we are doing here with- 
out any injustice to the Indians. 

Mr. PEEL. Mr. Chairman, the paragraph is not subject to the point 
of order, because the committee have the power to report an appropria- 
tion for the subsistence of these Indians. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That has been the law for many years. 

Mr. PEEL. It has been the law in agent to appropriations for 
years and years. Certainly this provision is not subject to a point of 
order, The only question is a matter of judgment as to how much we 
should 8 year. We are gradually reducing the amount. 

Mr. P. We have made a cut of 000 this year. 

Mr. McMILLIN. And how many of these Indians have made any 
progress in civilization? Not any, I presume. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, yes. The Arapahoes have made some progress. 
There is some land being cultivated in the western portion of the Indian 
Territory. The Arapahoes are doing very well; and some of the Co- 
maaches, 

Mr. PERKINS. Yes; and the Kiowas and A es. 

Mr. HOLMAN, And the Sacs and Foxes, further east. 

Mr. PERKINS. Tes; they are well advanced in civilization. 

Mr. HOLMAN. They are as well advanced as any Indians you will 


find d : 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Chairman, I do not know whether a point of 
order will lie against this provision. Therefore I move to strike it out. 
There is no doubt about my right to do that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman can make that motion. 

Mr. McMILLIN. In support of that proposition, I wish to say that 
here are a number of tribes of Indians who, so far as we are able to 
find, have not made van” eee certainly nothing definite can be 
stated in regard to it. e are called upon to appropriate a quarter 
of a million dollars of the money of the people of the United States 
for the support of these Indians. Now, I am willing enough to do 
charity in the proper way; but the Government of the United States is 
not intended under the Constitution to be a great eleemosynary insti- 
„ laudable charitable effort may be on the part of indi- 
vidua 

I think it will be agreed by all in fact, the committee ooncede that 
this policy must ultimately be abandoned. If itis a failure the sooner, 
we abandon it the better. I believe in teaching self-reliance to every 


1889. 


human being who has the demand made upon him for his support. The 
sooner we teach this to the Indians the better it will be for them and 
for us. 

Mr. PERKINS. In answer to my friend from Tennessee [Mr. Mc- 
MiLLxx] I wish to say that but a few years ago these were blanketed 

ians upon the Western plains. Being whipped by our soldiery. 
they were taken to the Indian Territory and this reservation set ae 

r them by Executive order. During the time they have been there 
they have made considerable progress. Last year we appropriated 
$275,000 for them. This year the ent asked $260,000; but 
we have cut down the appropriation to „000. 

The policy of the Government, the ey which the committee has 
endeavored to follow, has been to these Indians to work, to ad- 
vance them just as rapidly ascircumstances would permit. Ifweshould 
now withhold this entire appropriation, we would not only take from 

em their means of support, but would expose the citizensof the States 
adjacent to the Indian Territory to the danger of incursions from these 
Indians, who, the assistance of the Government being withdrawn, would 
be unable to maintain themselves. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. And we are to keep them on their reservation by 
contributing to their support. Is that it? 

Mr. PERKINS. They have very little ground under cultivation, 
~~ can not without the assistance of the Government maintain them- 

ves, 

Mr. McMILLIN. Are we annually to make this ap tion of a 
quarter of a million for their support, as we have been doing for the 
last twenty-two years, without any effort on their part? 

Mr. PERKINS. As L have suggested, they aremakingsome progress. 
They are ing a little more ground under cultivation each year. As 
I have stated, they were a few ago blanketed Indians, who were 
taken from the ‘‘war-path’’ and placed on this reservation. They were 
the Apaches, the Comanches, the Cheyennes, the Arapahoes, who were 
engaged in murdering the settlers upon the frontier. Being reduced to 
subjection by the Army of the United States they were taken to the 
Indian Territory. It has been necessary for the Government to clothe 
and feed them at least in part; to guard them t warlike excur* 
sions, and to advance them as rapidlyas possible. With this object in 
view we have made these appropriations from year to year. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Chairman, I do not wish to be misunder- 
stood as to my sentiments concerning the Indians. I think that there 
are many tribes that have been robbed, robbed outright, under the 
semblance of treaty stipulations, under pretense of e ts that 
we have entered into with them. I think that our policy in regard 
to a number of these tribes has not been creditable to us. Hence I 
stated in the beginning that where we had made treaties with the 
Indians I thought we ought to keep them. But I have doubted the 
propriety of continuing the policy which we have been pursuing; and 
that is the reason I have offered my amendment. 

Mr. NELSON. I move to amend the amendment of the gentleman 
from Tennessee by striking ont the last word. It has been suggested 
here this evening by several gentlemen that the Indians are not mak- 
ing suitable and proper progress. It is my pleasure to state that among 
my numerous constituents there are between seven thousand and eight 
thousand Chippewa Indians, and they have made remarkable and won- 
derful progress, 

Mr. Chairman, as an illustration I can refer among my constituents 
to young Hole-in-the-day. His grandfather was one of the most sav- 
age Chippewa Indians, He got his right of chieftain among the Chip- 
ponas because he had crept upon and taken a sleeping chieftain of the 

ioux and scalpel him while he was yet only a boy. His son, Hole-in- 
the-day, the famous Chippewa chief, the son of that sa boy, be- 
came civilized and came to this city to attend to the business of his 
tribe. And here he had the good taste to woo and win one of our 
white sisters in the city of Washington and took her back to the Chip- 
pera reservation. It is his son whois to-day the head of the Chippewa 
dians and who is one of my constituents. On one side his father 
was the celebrated chieftain, Hole-in-the-day, and on the other his 
mother one of the finest young damsels in the city of Washington, who 
was induced to go upon the reservation and make her home there. 

This, of course, Mr. Chairman, is an isolated instance, but ifyou go 
on the White Earth reservation in my district you will find two or 
three thousand of these Chippewa Indians engaged in agriculture. Not 
only have they become successful farmers, but they have also become 
Christians. There are no Universalists and no Unitarians among them. 
They are none of your milk-and-water Christians, [Laughter.] My 
Chippewa constituents, Mr. Chairman, if I may be allowed to say so, 
belong to two of the best churches; they are either Catholics or Epis- 
copalians. If any of you were to visit that reservation in the fall you 
would find one body, and perhaps the largest, wending their way to the 
Catholic chapel, while another body, equally di ed, but a little sto- 
ical, you would find wending their way to the Episcopal chapel. 

More than that, not only are they Christians, but they are making 
rapid progress in civilization. They have established a newspaper 
which is equal to any country newspaper in Minnesota, for I was hon- 
ored last week with halt a column of good abuse. [Laughter.] Iwish 
to say further, Mr. Chairman, they have to fight for the right to use 
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that paper. The Commissioner of Indian Affairs issued an order to 
vent the publication of that paper. It is a creditable production. 
brought suit in the United States court and recovered a verdict against 
the Indian agent. 

Mr. HOLMAN. What did they do that for? a 

Mr. NELSON. Because the agent thought he would lose his 2 
unless the paper was stopped. He thought the Indian knew already 
too much. e thought they would meddle with his wayward tricks, 
Be it known, sir, while the Indians up in that country are all saints the 
Indian agent is very far from being a saint. [Laughter.] 

I am loath to take up the time of this committee, but I assure the 
gentleman from Tennessee and other gentlemen my 8 Indians 
are making rapid progress in civilization and in the ability to take care 
of themselves. 

Mr. MCMILLIN’s amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For support and civilization ofthe Navajo Indians, including pay of employés, 


‘or continu the work of constructing ditches and reservoirs for the Nav- 
ae Indians, $7 to be taken from the finds now in the Treasury belonging 


Mr. HOLMAN. I would like to suggest to my friend from Arkan- 
sas that inasmuch as none of this money covered by these two items 
is to be used for the schools of the Navajo Indians perhaps it would 
be better to allow it all to be used for the work of constructing ditches 
embodied in the second paragraph of the appropriation. What they 
have most need of there at the present time is water, and as the effort 
is being made to procure it for them I think it would be better toallow 
the whole appropriation to go that way. 

Mr, PEEL. I have no objection to this. What amendment would 
the gentleman suggest? 

Mr. PERKINS. Perhaps the gentleman has not observed that some 
portion of this appropriation is for the pay of employés. The appro- 
priation is made not only for the civilization of the Indians, but for 
the pay of the eae . as well. 

Mr. HOLMAN. ell, not for the schools or agent, as I understand 
it. There is nobody there but the school teacher and the agent. 

Mr. PERKINS. I think there are several employés. 

Mr. WEAVER, Yes, and there are some police. I think 


this had better remain as it is. 

Mr. HOLMAN. When the gentleman from IIlinois [Mr. CANNON], 
the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Ryan], and myself and others were 
there I think we found but one Indian family living near the agency. 
They are very much separated. But they need water. I wish to 
mention, however, one very interesting fact which I had from the agent 
there. Hesaid that these Indians, under the great disadvantages which 
they labored from an arid country, had raised corn that year, and on 
an average 5 bushels to each man, woman, and child of the nation, 
comprising some twenty-two thousand people of this tribe. It seems 
to be an exaggerated statement, but it was vouched for by this gentle- 


man. 

Mr. CANNON. I think my friend from Illinois will find that some 
enplore are necessary for conducting this very work that the latter 

of this appropriation is for; that is, the ditches, etc. 

Mr. PEEL. I suggest to my friend to let the reading proceed, and 
he can examine this, and if he desires to offer an amendment T will 
not object to recurring to it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Very well. 

The Clerk resumed the reading of the bill to line 11, R paee 42. 

Mr. PEEL. That ends the miscellaneous matter, and here I wish 
to offer, by the instruction of the committee, the following amend- 
ment, which, when read, I desire to ask to have printed in the RECORD, 
and then the committee can proceed with the other portions of the bill 
if they desire, letting this remain until morning. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Before that I would like to ask the chairman 
whether it is his purpose to attempt to finish the bill to-night? 

Mr. PEEL. Oh, no; I wish to pass from these miscellaneous items, 
however, and then the committee can rise. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Then that amendment can be printed in the 
RECORD and go over for consideration to-morrow. 

Mr. PEEL. Let it be read and then I will make a brief explanation 
in regard to it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That the sum of $1,912,942.02 be, and the same hereby is, appropriated out of 
any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to yn 8 full the Sem- 
mole Nation of Indians for all the right, title, interest, and im which said 
nation of Indians may have in and to certain lands ceded by article 3 be- 
tween the United States and said nation of Indians, which was concluded June 
14, 1866, and proclaimed August 16, 1866, and which land was then estimated to 
contain 2,169,080 acres, but which is now, after survey, ascertained to contain 


2,087,414.62 acres, said sum of money to be d as follows: $1,500,000 to re- 
main in the Treasury of the United States to the credit of said nation of Indians 


yl 
interest to be paid semi-annually to the treasurer of said nation, and the sum 


u the execution duly appoi of said nation, wered 
88 of a release and conveyance to the United States of all the right, title, 


2368 


ii id nati f Indians in and to said lands, in manner 
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a 


‘and form satisfactory to the ident of the United States, and said 
conveyance, when Hee executed and delivered, shall operate to extin- 
all claims of every kind and character of said Seminole Nation of Indians 
and to the tract of country to which said release and conveyance shall apply. 
That the lands acquired by the United States under said ent shall bea 
part of the public domain, and sections 16 and 36 of each township, whether 
surveyed or unsurveyed, are hereby reserved for the use and benefit of the 
public schools, as provided in the act organizing the Territory of Dakota; and 
whether surveyed or unsurveyed, said sections shall not be subject to settle- 
ment or entry under the provisions of this act or any of the land laws of the 
United States; that the lands acquired under said ent, except the 16th 
and 36th sections, shall be disposed of by the United States to actual settlers 
only under the provisions of the homestead law (except section 2301 thereof), 
and’ under the law relating to town sites: Provided the rights of honorably dis- 
charged Union soldiers and sailors in the late civil war, as defined and de- 
scribed in sections 2304 and 2305 of the Revised Statutes, shall not be abridged. 
It is hereby made the duty of the Commissioner of the General Land Office to 
carefully examine each claim taken under the provisions of this act before issu- 
ing a patent to the claimant, and the entryman shall be required to make full 
roofs; and unless it shall appear that the claim was taken in good faith and 
That there has been full performance of all the terms and ents under 
this act, he shall refuse a patent and declare the prior proceeding before had in 
such case to be null and void; and all persons senting on land under the pro- 
visions of this act shall be required to select the same in square form as near as 
may be, and to maintain continuous personal residence as required by law on 
the land and to improve and cultivate the same for that period in the manner 
required by the homestead laws, and to break up and plow not less than 40 
acres of the land filed upon before obtaining title thereto: „That any per- 
son who having exhausted his right under existing law, but whois not the owner 
ofa home elsewhere,shall be qualified to make one additional homestead entry 
upon said laute; and all of the provisions of this section shall apply and be in 
full force as to the lands included in the recent cession of the Muscogee (or Creek) 
Nation of Indians heretofore ratified by the present Congress, Any person who 
may enter upon any part of said lands, in said a, ments contained, prior to 
the time that they are opened to settlement by the proclamation of the Presi- 
dent, shall not be permitted to oceupy or to make entry of such lands or lay any 

claim thereto. 

Mr. PEEL. I desire to say for the information of the committee that 
it is a well-known fact from all the discussion of the Oklahoma bill that 
for many years the great problem and question has been how we were 
going to acquire title to the Indian Territory—I mean the land ceded 
to the Government by the Creeks and Seminoles and Cherokees for the 

urpose of locating other friendly Indians and freedmen upon. The 

klahoma bill when under discussion met with serious opposition from 
some members upon the sole ground that we were creating a Territo- 
rial government over a country to which we had not perfect title. In 
the appropriation bill of 1885 there is a clause incorporated authoriz- 
ing the President to appoint a commission to negotiate with the Creeks 
and Seminoles for a full and complete cession of their lands free from 
the trust, and also with the Cherokees. That has never been executed 
until recently in part. ; 5 5 

During this discussion or before the five large tribes met in council and 
unanimously, I believe, by their international council, declared that they 
would not with the title. That has been a source of great ob- 
struction. Since this Congress has been in session, or during this ses- 
sion, the Creek Indians, through their proper delegates—and I want to 
emphasize that by saying the noble Creeks, under the leadership of 
General Pleasant Porter, a gentleman of unquestioned integrity and 
ability—came to the President and agreed upon terms under which they 
would relinquish all their rights to lands amounting to two million six 
hundred and some odd thousand acres at $1.25 per acre, less what has 
already been paid. That is exactly what we have been offering for 
years. That agreement of cession the President sent to Congress with 
amessage. The Senate promptly acted and the House promptly acted. 
A bill passed the Senate and passed the House ratifying the agreement 
with the Creeks. It is now before the President for approval. That is 
disposed of. 5 = z 

Immediately upon that the Seminoles, by their proper authorized 
delegates, are here. They came for that express purpose. There has 
been this understanding between the delegatesof the Creek Nation that 
if they ceded their interest to this country in the Oklahoma part at 
$1.25 per acre, less what has been paid, the Seminoles were to be treated 
in the same manner. As soon as the ratification of the Creek cession 
was made the Seminoles came, and their matter had been presented to 
Congress in a message from the President, and is now before the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. It is also before the Committee on Indian 
Affairs of the Senate. The Senate committee have acted promptly and 
have reported a bill which is simply in accordance with this amend- 
ment. They have a bill on the Calendar to appropriate this amount of 
money to be paid to these Indians upon the relinquishment of their title 
to the satisfaction of the President. ire 

The Committee on Indian Affairs have not formally met since the 
House has been meeting at 10 o’clock, but by personal conference with 
members of the Committee on Indian Affairs I find they are unani- 
mously of the opinion that this appropriation ought to be made giving 
to the Seminoles exactly the same amount of money that has beengiven 
to the Creeks, less what has been paid heretofore, and that is the ex- 
act amount as estimated by the Department. A bill of that kind is 
now on the Calendar of the Senate, and this amendment has been of- 
fered at this late hour in the House on this bill because if it is not put 
upon this bill it will be impossible to complete the cession during this 


term of Congress. A 
It will be observed that the appropriation there incorporated is not 
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1 
to be available and not to be paid until the Seminoles execute a full 
and complete release and convey to the United States all their right | 
title, and interest to this land, which release is to be satisfactory to thé: 
President. Then the provision is operative. The further ra pores | 
in regard to the disposition of the land is a matter for the judgment of 
the committee. If I understand the theory of this House in relation to. 
protecion of homesteads, it complies with the rules and answers to the 

eclarations of the House upon questions of that character. This, I 
believe, is all I desire to say. } 

Mr. MACDONALD. I would ask the gentleman from Arkansas if, 
this amendment does not provide for giving parties who have exhausted 
their homestead right the right to make another entry? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I would suggest to my friend from Arkansas, in 
view of the importance of this provision, that it be printed in the 
peer that it be passed over now, and go on with the bill and fin- 
ish i 

Mr. PEEL, That is all right. 

Mr. CANNON. As to these lands that we obtained under the treaty 
of 1866 from the Seminoles, has any part of them been assigned to 
any other tribe, or are they held under Executive order by the Chey- 
ennes and Arapahoes? ! 

Mr. PEEL. They are not in that part. They areon a part of the 
Creek reservation. 

Mr. HOLMAN. We paid the Seminoles 15 cents an acre for some- 
thing like 300,000 acres that they ceded under the cession of 1862. 

Mr. PEEL. The gentleman from Indiana is mistaken about that. 
We got from the Creeks 1,300,000 acres. 

Mr. HOLMAN. We got from the Creeks 1,300,000 acres. 

Mr. PEEL. We got from the Creeks three million four hundred and 
odd thousand acres, and from the Seminoles over 2,000,000 acres. 

Mr. CANNON. What portion of the land that we got from the 
Creeks under the treaty—being obtained for the purpose of settling 
friendly Indians and freedmen upon—were assigned or sold to certain 
Indians? We did not pay $1.25 for these lands, but we do pay $1.25 
for all these lands that we get which form a portion of the Oklahoma 
country and that portion of the Creek lands which formed a portion 
of what is known as the Cheyenne and Arapahoe reservation that is 
held under Executive order. 

Now, I do not recollect what the fact may be; but I ask whether any 
of these lands for which we pro to pay the Seminoles by this ap- 
propriation have been sold to other tribes? 

Mr. WEAVER. Not at all. 

Mr. CANNON. And the proposition is to pay $1.25 an acre. 

Mr. PEEL. Less what we have paid. 

Mr. ROGERS. In order that this matter may go into the RECORD 
correctly as to the amount derived from the Seminoles, I will state that 
artice 3 of the treaty shows that the amount was estimated at $2,169,088. 

Mr. PEEL. I believe, Mr. Chairman, that I do not desire to say 
anything further. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I have no doubt that the statement as to thenum- 
ber of acres is correct, and yet I do not understand how it can be, be- 
cause the comparatively small body of land known as Oklahoma con- 
tains about 1,800,000 acres, part of which belongs to the Creeks and 
part to the Seminoles. 

. PERKINS. Thegentleman is clearly mistaken as to the amount. 
Notwithstanding the lands sold the Sacs and Foxes, the Poncas and 
others, we got by the recent cession about 2,800,000 acres. 

. HOLMAN. Is it understood that these lands extend beyond the 
northern branch of the Canadian River? 

Mr. PEEL. It is all the west half of their lands. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Does it extend as far west as the northern branch 
of the Canadian River? 

Mr: PEEL. Yes, and further. 

Mr. WEAVER. It runs clear to the western line. 

Mr. PEEL. Mr. Chairman, I feel not inclined to press this matter, 
but I want to say to my friend from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] that the 
bill ratifying the Creek agreement passed both Houses, I believe, with- 
out a dissenting voice, and if the committee are satisfied I do not see 
why we should not vote upon it te-night. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I would not ask to have it go over if that course 
were going to result in any delay. 

Mr. PEEL. Well, it may. 

Mr. McMILLIN. It will not result in any delay to let this go over 
until mene, 

Mr. WEAVER. It may. The filibustering spirit is very strong 
just now. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. MeMILLIN. It would not interfere with this. 

Mr. WEAVER, It might. ; 

Mr. McMILLIN. Ifanybody wanted to filibuster could not they 
do it as well to-night as to-morrow ? 

Mr. PEEL. The filibusters are not here. 

Mr. CAN NON. We are the good ones here to-night. 

Mr. McMILLIN. We not only gc as the money for these 
lands, but we also go outside of that and determine how they shall be 


disposed of. 
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1 WEAVER. We make the usual provision about the homestead 
W. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I hope the gentleman [Mr. PEEL] will permit it 
to go over until to-morrow. 

Mr. PEEL. I hope gentlemen will let us vote upon it to-night. 

Mr. SPRINGER. This is in accordance with the recommendations 
of the President, of the Interior Department, and of the Indian Com- 
mittees of both Houses. 
ee WEAVER. And in exact conformity with the homestead law 
The question was taken on agreeing to the amendment; and there 
were—ayes 10, noes 3. 

Mr. BYNUM. Mr. Chairman, I think there ought to be more mem- 
bers present to vote upon so important a provision, and I shall have to 
make the point of no quorum, s 

Mr. PEEL. Imove that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. A 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. MCMILLIN having tak 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. DOCKERY reported that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union had had und 
consideration the bill (H. R. 12578) making appropriations for the cu. 
rent and contingent expenses of the Indian Department, and for 
filling treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes, for the year en 
ing June 30, 1890, and for other purposes, and had come to no resolution 
thereon. 

Mr. PEEL. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 10 o’clock and 30 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. 


Underthe rule private bills and joint resolution of the following titles 
were introduced and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. HEARD: A bill (H. R. 12648) for the relief of Frederick 
Smith—to the Committee on War Claims. i 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12649) for the relief of Mary Jane Pritchett, widow 
of William R. Pritchett, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MAISH: A bill (H. R. 12650) for the extension and widen- 
ing of Sheridan street, in the District of Columbia—to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. CHARLES O'NEILL (by request): A bill (H. R. 12651) for 
a system of water supply in the city of Washington, D, C.—to the - 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 
By Mr. WHEELER: A bill (H. R. 12652) granting a pension to Mrs. 
Frederika B. Jones—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. TAULBEE: Joint resolution (H. Res. 267) providing fora 
survey of the Ohio River, and for other purposes—to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. 


The following bills have been handed in at the Clerk’s desk without 
indorsement: 

A bill to amend ‘‘An act to incorporate the Georgetown and Ten- 
nallytown Railway Company of the District of Columbia,“ which was 
received by the President August 10, A. D. 1888, and became a law 
without his approval. 

Also, a bill to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to convey to 
Anson Rudd, of the State of Colorado, certain real estate in the county 
of Fremont, in said State. 

Also, a bill for the relief of T. F. Riley. 

Also, a bill granting a pension to the widow of Michael C. West. 

Also, a bill to remove the charge of desertion from the record of John 
Ryan. 

Also, a bill granting a pension to Terrel Hamlin. 

Also, a bill for the relief of Sarah Eichelberger. 

Also, a bill for the relief of William Craft. 

Also, a bill for the relief of Stephen Butler. 

Also, a bill for the relief of Samuel F. Eugs. 

Also, a bill for the relief of Frederick Ford. 

Also, a bill for the relief of Willis N. Arnold. 

Also, a bill for the relief of Napoleon B. Giddings. 

Also, a bill for the relief of James C. Harrison. 

Also, a bill for the relief of the estate of Nathaniel H. Sawyer. 

Also, a bill for the relief of the heirs of Myra Clark Gaines. 

Also, a bill granting a pension to Doreus Alford. 

Also, a bill granting a pension to George W. Fosdick. 

Also, a bill granting a pension to John Lamb. 

Also, a bill granting a pension to Mrs. Mary C. McPherson. 

Also, a bill granting a pension to Nancy Hamilton. 

Also, a bill granting a pension to Rose Goodwill. 

Also, a bill granting a pension to Christian Kemback. 

Also, a bill granting a pension to William B. Bisho 

Also, a bill granting a pension to Thomas B. Arnol 

Also, a bill granting a pension to James M. Page. 

Also, a bill granting a pension to Martin Haas, 

Also, a bill granting a pension to Augustus G. Wyeth. 
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Also, a bill granting a pension to Frederick P. Hardy. 

Also, a bill granting a pension to Crolina Thompson. 

Also, a bill granting an increase of pension to Charles N. Lapham. 
Also, a bill granting an increase of pension to-Andrew Casey. 

Also, a bill granting an increase of pension to Charles Harding. 
Also, a bill to place the name of Edwin L. Drake on the pension-roll. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BOOTHMAN: Petition of William H. Durline and 72 others, 
ex-Union soldiers of Williams County, Ohio, in favor of the per diem 
service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Bishop Post, Grand Army of the Republic, of Defi- 
ance, Ohio, for the publication of the Records of the Rebellion—to fhe 
Committee on Printing. 

y Mr. J. E. CAMPBELL: Resolutions of Milliken Post, No. 228, 
rand Army of the Republic, of Oxford, and of Granville Thurston 
Post, No. 213, Grand Army of the Republic, of Lebanon, Ohio, for 
publication of the official records of the war—to the Committee on 
Printing. 
lso, petition of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of Wash- 
ington Territory, for prohibition in the District of Columbia—to the 
Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. CLARDY: Petition of the heirs of Mary A. McGehee, for 
eas of claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War 

ms. 

By Mr. MACDONALD: Memorial of the Legislature of Minnesota, 
in favor of granting pensions to all Union soldiers and sailors who were 
in rebel prisons—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MCKENNA: Petition of farmers of Danville, and of Florin, 
Cal., for protection to agriculture—to the Committee on Agriculture, 

By Mr. MORROW: Resolution of the Legislature of fornia, for 
an appropriation for Eel River—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

By Mr. O’FERRALL: Joint resolution declaring the retirement of 
Capt. Charles B. Stivers, of Dayton, Ohio, to be legal—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. OSBORNE: Petition of Anna Moore, for a pension—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROGERS: Petition of L. D. Cain, for a bath-house privilege at 
Hot Springs, Ark.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

By Mr. STEPHENSON: Petition of the Turn-Verein of Milwaukee, 
Wis., against the Blair Sunday-rest bill—to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, resolutions of the Chicago Live Stock Ex protesting 
against the enactment of certain laws—to the Committee on Agricult- 
ure. 

Also, resolutions of the Farmers’ and Labor Unions of Wisconsin, 
for a just representation of the agricultural interests—to the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. WHEELER: Petition of Riley Sparks, of Franklin County, 
Alabama, for reference of his claim to the Court of Claims—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of Jesse Isbell, of Lauderdale County, Alabama, for 
reference of his claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. THOMAS WILSON: Petition for the opening of the Sioux 
reservation—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


The following petitions fora national Sunday-rest law were received 
and severally referred to the Committee on Labor: 
By Mr. A. R. ANDERSON: Of Mrs. Lizzie A. Boyd and many other 
citizens of Grand River, Iowa. 
By Mr. A. R. ANDERSON: Of 696 citizens of Iowa. 
By Mr. ARNOLD: Of citizens of Providence, R. I. ‘ 
By Mr. BAYNE: Of citizens of Allegheny County, Pennsylvania. 
By Mr. KERR: Of citizens of Clinton, Iowa. 
1 Mr. PERKINS: Of James J. Hartwell and others, citizens of 
ansas. 
By Mr. WEAVER: Of 633 citizens of Iowa. 


The following petitions, praying for a constitutional amendment pro- 
hibiting the manufacture, importation, exportation, transportation, and 
sale of all alcoholic liquors as a beverage, were received and severally 
referred to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic: 

By Mr. MACDONALD: Of 16 citizens of Willmar, Minn. 

By Mr. MCKENNA: Of 59 citizens of Alameda, of 53 citizens of 
Grafton, of 87 citizens of Woodland, of 26 citizens of Yolo, and of 20 
citizens of Yolo, Cal. : 

By Mr. C. A. RUSSELL: Of 84 citizens of Griswold, and of 25 citi-| 
zens of Killingsly, Conn. 

By Mr. SHAW (by request); Of citizens of North East, of Rising 
Sun, and of Port Deposit, Md. i 
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WEDNESDAY, February 27, 1889. 


eee Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s proceed - 

ir, PLUMB. Lask that the further reading of the Journal be dis- 
pensed with. 
The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Kansas asks unan- 
imons consent that the further reading of the Journal be suspended. 
Is there objection? The Chair hears none. If there be no motion to 
correct or amend the Journal it will stand approved. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had the following bills: 

A bill (S. 3737) for the relief of Sterling H. Tucker and others; and 

A bill 8 3751) for the relief of certain settlers in Hettinger County, 
Dakota. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the re- 
ports of the committees of conference on the di ing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendments of the House of Representatives to the 
following bills: 

A bill 48. 751) ſor the relief of the estate of J. J. Pulliam, deceased; 


and 

A bill (S. 3864) ting a pension to Sue B. Johnson. 

The on farther denen that the House had agreed to the 
amendments of the Senate to the ſollowing bills: 

A bill (H. R. 3829) for the relief of Wesley Montgomery; 

A bill (H. R. 6677) to amend an act entitled An act to increase the 
police force of the District of Columbia, and for other purposes,’’ ap- 
proved January 31, 1883, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 6896) to require the United States circuit and district 
judges to instruct the jury in writing in certain cases; and 

A bill (H. R. 11165) for the relief of John Gray. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the bill (S. 
1974) for the erection of a public building at Fort Worth, Tex., with 
amendments in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message further announced that the House had disagreed to the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 12383) making appropria- 
tions for the support of the Army for the fiseal year ending June 30, 
1890, and for other purposes, asked a conference with the Senate on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed 
Mr. TOWNSHEND, Mr. ap Sprite STEELE managers at the con- 
8 on the part of the House. 

message also announced that the House had disagreed to the re- 
port of the committee of conference on the ing votes of the two 
on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 1874) to 
change the eastern and northern judicial districts of Texas, and for other 
purposes, asked a further conference with the Senate on the 
votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. CuLBERSON, 
Mr. Rocers, and Mr. Ezra B. TAYLOR managers at the further con- 
ference on the part of the House. 

The message further announced that the House had passed a bill (H. 
R. 2070) for the relief of Arno Voss; in which it requested the concur- 
rence of the Senate. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


‘The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had signed 
the following enrolled bills and joint resolution; and they were there- 
upon signed by the President pro tempore: 

A bill (S. 314) for the relief of Henry M. Rector; 

A bill (S. 751) for the relief of the estate of J. a: Pulliam, deceased; 

A bill (S. 1283) for the erection of a light-house on or near Diamond 
Shoal, off Cape Hatteras, North Carolina; 

A bill (S. 1488) granting an increase of pension to Louisa V. de Kil- 
patrick, widow of Maj. Gen. Judson Kilpatrick, United States Volun- 
teers; 


A bill (S. 3778) to establish the Lincoln land district, in the Terri- 
tory of New Mexico; 

A bill (H. R. 285) for the relief of the legal representatives of H. 
Corths; 


A bill (H. R. 329) for the relief of Chambers & Brown; 
A bill (H. R. 341) for the relief of John Farley; 
a bill (H. R. 565) for the relief of Mary A. Howse and Lulu H. 
Se; 
A bill i R om for the relief of H. L. Newman; 
A bill (H. R. 948) for the relief of William H. Tabarrah; 
A pill 55 R. 2688) for the relief of Alfred Breuer; 
A bill (H. R. 4489) for the relief of J. M. Hagan; 
A bill (H. R. 4581) for the relief of Thomas Matthews and others; 
A bil (ir R. 5336) for the relief of George B. Hansell; 
A bill (H. R. 5690) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury tosell 
block of land 108, in the city of ‘Houston, Tex.; 
A bill (H. R. 5888) for the relief of William H. Boyd; 
A bill (H. R. 6394) for the reliet of Hayem & ell 
A bill (H. R. 6591) for the relief of S. Dillinger 


A bill (H. R. 7801) for the relief of William F. C. Nindemann, for- 
merly a seaman in the Navy; 

A bill (H. R. 7864) to reappropriate to pay for alley condemned in 
square numbered 493; 

A bill (H. R. 7924) for the relief of A. J. McCreary, administrator of 
the estate of J. M. Hiatt, deceased, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 8053) to extend the time for the redemption of school 
farms in Beaufort County, South Carolina; 

A bill (H. R. 8272) to provide for the payment of F. H. Bates as mili- 
tary instructor at Washington High School, District of Columbia; 

A bill (H. R. 9464) for the relief of Hudson G. Lamkin; 

A bill (H. R. 10082) to amend an act entitled An act for the relief 
2 the widow and orphan children of Col. William R. McKee, late of 

xington, 

A bill (H. R. 10481) for the relief of Rev. William Gregston; 

A bill (H. R. 10652) to encourage the enlistment of boys as appren- 
tices in the United States Navy; 

A bill (H. R. 11658) making appropriations for the payment of in- 
valid and other pensions of 5 of te United States for the fiscal year end- 

June 30, 1890, and for other pur ; and 
oint resolution (S. R. 137) provi for 8 telegraphic fa- 
cilities in the city of Washington gary the inaugural ceremony on 
the 4th day of March, 1889. 
ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the action of the 
House of Representatives on the amendments of the Senate to the bill 
(H. R. 12383) making appropriations for the support of the Army for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1890, and for other purposes, and ask- 
ing for a conference on the disagreeing votes ot the two Houses. 

Mr, PLUMB. I move that the Senate insist on its amendments to 
the bill and assent to the proposition of the House of Representatives 
for a conference. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. ALLISON, Mr. 
PLUMB, and Mr. GoRMAN were appointed. 

POST-OFF1CE APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. PLUMB. I from the Committee on Appropriations with 
amendments the bill (H. R. 12490) making appropriations for the service 
of the Post-Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1890, 
FEET if the bill be returned 
from the Printing Office, I shall ask the Senate to consider it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Meanwhile the bill will be placed 
on the Calendar. 

AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. PLUMB submitted the following report: 

The committee of conference on the d eing votes of the two Houses on 


the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 12485) making an appro roprishion 
for the Departmentof Agriculture forthe Socal yearending June 30, and for 
other pu: having met, after free conference have to rev- 


ommend and recommend to their respective Houses as follows 
That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 5, 9, 12, 13,18, 18, —— 
That i. recede from its ent tothe amen 


1,18, 10, 17, 195 20, 21, 22, 28, 2y 29,30, 27, 20, G0, 81, 82, 83, 


41, and the same. 
A! the House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 6, and agree to the same with an amend- 
ment as follows: In lieu of the sum named in said amendment insert “ $1,400; 75 
and the Senate agree to the sam. 
Amendment numbered 7: ‘That the House recede from its ne to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 7, and agree to the same wi an amend- 
peer sa owen! In lieu of the sum named insert * $83,060 ;”” and the Senate agree 
the same, 
Amendment numbered 8: That the House recede from its 
=e of the Senate numbered 8, and agree to the same 
as follows: 
An, ee 17, page 2 of the bill, strike out “$2,000” and insert in lieu thereof 


da li “iine 18, page 2 of the bill, strike out “$3,000” and insert in lieu thereof 

wd ine 20, page 2 of the bill, strike out “$2,000” and insert in lieu thereof 

Pa reri and 22, page 2 of the bill, strike out $3,200 ” and insert in lieu there- 
of 

In lines 1 and 2, 4 of the bili, strike out “two ee of class four, $3,600 ” 
and insert in lieu thereot one assistant ; one clerk of class 
four ;" and in lieu of the sum named in line 7, page 4 ofthe bill, insert 834,500.“ 

And the Senate agree tothe same. 

Amendment numbered 11: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 11, and to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed rt 810,800; and the 
Senate a; to the same, 
ent numbered 28: That the House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendmentof the Senate numbered 28, and prako the same with an amend- 


ment as follows: In lieu of the sum insert $7,000; ” and the 
agree to the same. 


ment to the 
amendments 


Amendment numbered 39: That the — recede from its disagreementtothe 
amendment of the Senate numbered 39, and agree to the same with amend- 
„ named in said amendment insert $25,- 

in said amendment, the following: 
„ agree to the same, 


Q. B. FARW. 
WILKINSO. 


ments as follows: In lieu of * $50, 
000,” and insert after the word “ 
On or before the Ist day of February, 1890; :* an 


1889. 


CONGRESSIONAL a 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senate proceed tothe con- 
Bideration of the report of the committee of conference? The Chair 
hears no objection. Will the Senate agree to the report? 

‘The report was concurred in. 


COURT IN INDIAN TERRITORY. 


Mr. VEST. I notice that the House of Representatives has sent a 
message refusing to concur in the conference report on House bill 1874. 
I ask that the ection of the House be laid before the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the action of the 
House of Representatives disagreeing to the report of the committee of 

on the disagreeing votes ef the two Houses on the bill (H. 
R. 1874) to . the eastern and northern judicial districts of Texas, 
and for other purposes, and asking for a further conference on the 
amendments of the Senate thereon. 

Mr. VEST. 
ments and agree to the further conference asked by the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
sporini e on the part of the Senate, and Mr. VEST, Mr. 

ILSON of Iowa, and Mr. EDMUNDS were appointed. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the of the Treasury, transmitting, in compliance 
with the provisions of section 194 of the Revised Statutes, a list em- 
bracing the names of the clerks and other persons yed in the sev- 
eral bureaus of his Department during the calendar yearended Decem- 
ber 31, 1888, and showing the time each was actually employed and 
the sums paid to each; which, with the accompanying papers, was or- 
dered to lie on the table and be printed. 


information asked for touching the bribery of the Cherokee Council by 
cattle-men and their agents for the purpose of obtaining leases and a 
renewal of leases of the lands of the Cherokee Nation; which, with the 
accompanying papers, was, on motion of Mr. STEWART, ordered to lie 
on the table and be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Attorney- 
General, transmitting an additional estimate of deficiencies for services 
rendered in connection with the United States courts for the present and 
prior fiscal years; which, with the accompanying papers, was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the 8 
of War, transmitting, in compliance with law, the reports of heads of 
bureaus of the War Department the condition and character 
of such Sar anf etc., as are not needed or useful in the transaction eyed 

and which have no permanent value or 
— which, with the accompanying papers, — — 
table and be printed. 


He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary of 


the Treasury, transmitting sn estimates of appropriations re- 
quir d by the various Departments of the Government to complete the 
service of the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, and for prior year; which, 
with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the 


ee 


Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I present the petition of William Syphax, 
William H. Bruce, and others, b a committee for lot-owners in 
Columbian Harmony District of Columbia, praying 
for the protection of their rights —— extent as is assured to lot- 
owners in other cemeteries in the District of Columbia. I move that 
the petition be referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia 
and printed as a document, as it is à very clear and concise statement 
of the case. 

ee 

e petition of J. W. Dolph and 158 others, 
citizens of Essex nty, praying for the proposal of a constitutional 
amendment prohibifitie, the manufacture, importation, exportation, 
transportation, and sale of all alcoholic liquors as a beverage; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE presented the petition of P. J. Maverty and 
220 others, citizens of Ovid, Mich, and the petition ef J. W. Sloan 
and 28 others, citizens of Tekonsha, Mich., pra for the submission 
ame the States of a constitutional amendment übiting the manu- 

facture, importation, exportation, transportation, and sale of all alco- 
holic liquors as a beverage; which were ordered te lie on the table. 
Mr. VEST presented a memorial of citizens of Missouri, remonstrat- 


I move that the Senate still further insist on its amend- | yy, 


ing against the passage of the S 
tion; which was referred to the 
VOORHEES 


passage 
was referred to the Committee on 


Mr. BERRY presented resolutions of the Southwestern Lumber Man- 
ufacturers’ eee in session at Texarkana, Tex., in favor of the 
passage of u bill providing for the opening of the Indian Territory for 
settlement; which were referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. PLUMB presented a petition of the mayor and city council of 
Beaver, Ind. T. za petition of citizens of Beaver, Ind. T., and a tion 
of citizens of Council Grove, Kans., praying for tho passage of whatis 
known as the Oklahoma bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. DOLPH presented a petition of citizens of Whitman County, 

Territory, praying for the passage of the bill authorizing 
pogrom apy eee ee, of Whitman County to issue bonds for the 
construction of a court-house in that county; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

Mr. MORRILL presented the petition of A. A. Wyman and 26 others 
(10 voters and 17 women), citizens of Cambridgeport, Vt., and the pe- 
tition of Joseph Bartlett and 162 others (71 voters and 91 women), cit- 
izens of Barton, Vt., praying for the submission to the States of a con- 
3 prohibitory amendment; which were ordered to lie on the 
table. 

Mr. WILSON, of Maryland, presented the petition of O. B. Grant 
and 848 others (391 voters and 457 women), citizens of Frederick, 
M ery, Talbot, and Washington Counties, in the State of Mary- 
jand, praying for the submission to the States of a constitutional pro- 

hibitory amendment; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

IN presented a joint resolution of the Legislature of Minne- 
sota, favoring the passage of a law placing prisoners of war confined in 
rebel prisons on the pension-roll, etc. ; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. DAWES presented two memorials of citizens of Massachusetts, 
remonstrating against the passage of the Sunday-rest bill or any similar 
2 which was referred to the Committee on Education and 


Mr. Ar. EVARTS presented a petition of members of the New York bar 
and of practitioners in the Federal courts, praying for the passage of 
the bill authorizing corporations to become sureties in certain cases; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. PALMER presented two petitions of citizens of Fremont and 
Harbor Springs, in the State of Michigan, praying for the submission 
to the States of a constitutional prohibitory amendment; which were 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of citizens of Dowagiac and Ortonville, 
in the State of Michig 
zens of Michigan, 


were referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Finance, an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed tothe deficiency appropriation bill; which 


was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 


printed. 

Mr. PADDOCK, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 3960) granting a pension to Mary B. Hunt, reported 
it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 


3708) to provide for the formation and admission 

| ee shes Raton Af Gs Desi oF TAUA. RAA Box eter DALDA reporter 
ith an amendment. 

„ from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 

(S. 2445) to provide for the formation and admission into the Union 

of the State of Wyoming, and for other purposes, reported it with an 

amendment. 


Mr. PLATT. I desire to say that I shall endeavor during the day 
to submit a report detailing the facts upon which the claims for the 
admission of t Territories are based, and that as soon as the 
amendments are printed I shall ask the Senate to consider the bills. 
ee oe The bills will be placed on the Cal- 

Mr. TELLER, from the Committee on Public Lands, reported two 
amendments intended to be proposed to the deficiency appropriation 
bill; which were referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
dered to be printed. 

Mr. SPOONER. On the 20th of February the Senator from New 
York [Mr. Evaxts] introduced an amendment to be offered 
by him to the a 


American line of Sweden a sufficient sum to pay said lines interest at 
the rate of 6 per cent. per annum on such moneys as were exacted 
from such in contravention of treaty and hereto- 
fore refunded under the act of June 19, 1878, which was referred to 
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the Committee on Claims. I am instructed by the committee to re- 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore: The question is on agreeing to the 


port the amendment back favorably with an amendment, and with a | amendment reported by the Committee on Fisheries. 


recommendation that it be referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. I simply want in doing this to commend the consideration of 
the amendment to that committee. It is not fairly to be considered a 
private claim. It is being pressed by the German Government and 
the Swedish Government. e President in his last annual message 
recommended the payment of this claim, and the Secretary of State, 
in a communication to the Committee on Claims, has also stated that 
he regards it as important to the future diplomatic interests of this 
Government that the claim should be paid. 

Mr. HALE. Let me ask the Senator who reports the amendment 
what papers there are accompanying it to go to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations? 

Mr. SPYUUNER. The Committee on Claims will send to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations a report which has been adopted once by the 
Senate, a very elaborate report, giving the history of these claims, and 
the communication of the Secretary of State. 

Mr. HALE. I think it important that all those papers should go to 
the committee, because it is now considering the bill. 

Mr. SPOONER. All of those papers will go to the committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. e amendment will be referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, with the accompanying papers, and 


ted. 

. SPOONER, from the Committee on Claims, reported an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to the deficiency appropriation bill, pro- 
viding for an appropriation to pay PHILIP S. Post for reimbursement 
for expenses incurred in defending his title to a seat as a member of 
the Fiflieth Congress; which was referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. WILSON, of Maryland, from the Committee on Claims, to whom 
was relerred the bill (H. R. 2598) for the relief of William Whitehouse, 
re it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

r. HOAR. I am directed by the Committee on Privil and 
Elections to report an amendment to the deficiency appropriation bill, 
and I am directed to say that it is the report of a majority only of the 
committee. A minority of the committee dissented from the report. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and printed. 

Mr. PUGH. I desire to state that the Democratic members of the 
committee totally dissent from the amendment reported by the Sena- 
tor no Massachusetts to be made a part of the deficiency appropria- 
tion bill. 

Mr. SPOONER. Iask that the amendment reported from the Com- 
mittee on Privileges and Elections proposed to be offered to the defici- 
eney appropriation bill be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment reported by the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections will be read. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

To enable the President of the United States to offer suitable reward for the 
detection and conviction of the persons, or either of them, who unlawfully 
carried away and destroyed the poll-books and ballot-box of Plummerville, 
Howard Township, Conway County, in the State of Arkansas, on the day of 
the last election in that State for Representatives in Congress and electors for 


ee and Vice-President, the sum of $25,000, and said reward is hereby au- 
tho . 


SALMON FISHERIES OF ALASKA. 


Mr. STOCKBRIDGE, I am directed by the Committee on Fisheries, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 3993) to amend section 1963 of the 
Revised Statutes, and to provide for the better protection of the fur 
seals and salmon fisheries of Alaska, and for other p to report 
it with an amendment in the nature of a substitute. It is a short bill 
and a very important one to the fisheriesof Alaska. It is very strongly 
urged by the Fish Commissioner. I ask for the present consideration 
of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Michigan asks 
unanimous consent that the bill reported by him may be now consid- 
ered. It will be read at length for information. 

The bill was read. 

The amendment reported by the Committee on Fisheries was to strike 
out all after the enacting clause and insert: 


rotect the 
ofa vio- 
for each 


islation as may be n 
valuable fisheries, and p. g 
of production, 


By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 


em under regular and permanent conditions 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and 

Mr. DAWES. The title should be amended. I call the attention 
of the Senator from Michigan to the fact that the bill does not relate 
to the fur seals, as amended. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. No, sir; it relates to the salmon fisheries of 
Alaska. The title should be amended, 

The title was amended so as to read: A bill to provide for the pro- 
tection of the salmon fisheries of Alaska. 

Mr. PLATT. Does the section of the Revised Statutes which is re- 
ferred to relate to salmon fisheries? 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. Ves, sir. 

Mr. STEWART. I should like to have the bill lie over so that I 
may look at it. I do not know that I shall want to object to it after I 
examine it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nevada moves to 
reconsider the vote by which the Senate passed the bill. 

Mr. DAWES. I wish to say to the Senator from Nevada that un- 
less the bill goes to the other branch immediately it will be entirely 
useless. It is the result of an investigation of a committee in the other 
branch with reference to the salmon fisheries only. It has nothing to 
do with the fur-seal fisheries, 

Mr. STEWART. I will enter a motion to reconsider and look at it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nevada enters à 
motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed. 

Mr. STEWART subsequently said: I should like to withdraw my 
motion to reconsider the bill in regard to thesalmon fisheries of Alaska. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
ro the motion to reconsider is withdrawn. The bill stands 


FISHERIES OF ALASKA. 


Mr. HAWLEY. From the Committee on Printing I have several re- 
ports to make, mostly concerning current printing, and I should be glad 
to have immediate action upon them. I submit first a House concur- 
rent resolution relating to the investigation of the fur-seal and other 
fisheries of Alaska. 
ae PRESIDENT pro tempore. The concurrent resolution will be 
The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That extra 
copies of 2 eee a foes and epee rt maa: by the Benzler on è 
Merchant Marine and Fisheries upon the investigation of the fur-seal and t 
other fisheries of Alaska be printed, to be distributed as follows: To the Senate, 
2,000 copies; to the House of Representatives, 4,000 copies; to the Fish Coma 
mission, 1,500 copies, and to the Secretary of State and the Secretary of the 

ry, each, 1,250 copies. 
Mr. HAWLEY. Lask the Senate to proceed to the immediate con- 
sideration of the resolution. 
The concurrent resolution was considered by unanimous consent and 
to. 


EULOGIES ON REPRESENTATIVE BURNES. 


Mr. HAWLEY. I also report favorably, from the Committee on 
Printing, the- joint resolution (H. Res. 266) to print the eulogies on 
James N. Burnes, of Missouri, and I ask for its present consideration. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


FISHERIES REPORT FOR 1887. 


Mr. HAWLEY. also report, from the Committee on Printing, a 
concurrent resolution to print extra copies of the report of the Commis- 
sioner of Fish and Fisheries for 1887. 

The concurrent resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House g resentatives concurring), That the report 
of the Comuaniesioner of Fish and Fie ries for the year 1 be printed, and 
that there be printed 11,000 extra copies, of which 3,000 shall be for the use of 
the Senate, 6,000 fur the use of the House of Representatives, 1,500 for the use 
of the Commissioner of Fish and Fisheries, and 500 for sale by the Public 
Printer, the illustrations to be obtained by the Public Printer under the diréc- 
tion of the Joint Committee on Printing. 


INDIAN EDUCATION AND CIVILIZATION. 


Mr. HAWLEY, from the Committee on Printing, to whom was re- 
ferred the concurrent resolution submitted by Mr. MANDERSON Feb- 
ruary 13, 1889, reported it without amendment, and it was considered 
by unanimous consent, and agreed to,as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate of the United States (the House of Representatives 
That 5,000 copies of the report on Indian education and civilization, 
Fle be printed; 1,000 for the use of the Senate, 2,000 for the use of the House 
of Representatives, and 2,000 for distribution by the Commissioner of Education, 


Pr Tie 
fih 


1889. 


INAUGURAL ADDRESSES OF PRESIDENTS, ETC, 


Mr. HAWLEY. From the Committee on Printing, to whom was 
recommitted the joint resolution (S. R. 132) to print 10,000 copies of a 
compilation of the inaugural addresses of the Presidents of the United 
States, from George Washington to Benjamin Harrison, for the first 
century of Presidential inaugurations, with authenticated incidents 
connected therewith, biographical sketches of the Presidents from offi- 
cial sources, together with steel-plate portraits of the Presidents and 
steel-plate illustrations of the Capitol and White House, I report asub- 
stitute which may be consid as an original bill, the committee 
makes so many changes in it to meet the objections and include the 
matter that Senators desired to add. I ask for the present considera- 
tion of the joint resolution. 

The joint resolution (S. R. 141) to print 10,000 copies of a compila- 
tion of the inaugural addresses of the Presidents of the United States, 
from George Washington to Benjamin Harrison, inclusive, for the first 
century of Presidential inaugurations, and for other purposes, was 
read the first time by title and the second time at length, as follows: 

Resolved, etc., That there be printed, under the direction of the Joint Com- 
mittee on Printing, 10,000 copies of the inaugural addresses, in chronolog- 
ical order, from George Washington to Benjamin Harrison, inclusive, coveriag 
the first century of the inaugurations of the Presidents of the United States, 
together with certain historical data connected with the inauguration ceremo- 
nies, brief biographical sketches of the Presidents; the Declaration of Independ- 
ence; the Constitution of the United States; the farewell addresses of Presi- 
dents Washington and Jackson; a steel engraving of the Capitol; steel por- 
traits of the Presidents; and a suitable index by subjects. 

Sec. 2. Three thousand of said copies shall be for the use of the Senate, 6,000 
copies for the use of the House of Representatives, and 1,000 4 55 for the use 
of the compilers and editors of the work; and the sum of $5,180, or so much 
thereof as may be necessary, is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for the purpose of printing the illustra- 
soe at el Bureau of . und Printing, which is 8 directed to do 

at work, 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and 


The ‘PRESIDENT protempore. Senate joint resolution 138, having 


_ been disposed of by the resolution reported from the Committee on 


Printing, and passed, will be indefinitely postponed, if there be no ob- 
jection. 
STATISTICS OF MARRIAGE AND DIVORCE. 


Mr. HAWLEY. The Commissioner of Labor transmits a special 
reportrelating to marriage and divorce. I report from the Committee 
on Printing a joint resolution to print it, and I ask for its immediate 
consideration. 

The joint resolution (S. R. 142) to print 20,000 copies of the special 
report of the Commissioner of Labor on the statistics ofand relating to 
marriage and divorce, was read the first time by its title and the sec- 
ond time at length, as follows: 


Resolved, etc., That there be printed 20,000 copies in brown cloth binding of the 
special report ot the Commissioner of Labor on the statistics of and relating to 
marriage and divorce in the several States and Territories and in the District of 
Columbia; 10,000 copies for the use of members of the House of Representatives, 
5,000 copies for the use of members of the Senate, and 5,000 copies for the use of 
the Department of Labor, 

Sec, 2. That the sum of $9,249, or so much thereof as may be necessary to de- 
fray the cost of the publication of said report, is hereby appropriated out ot any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the joint resolution. A 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and 


ALIEN MINING CORPORATIONS IN THE TERRITORIES, 


Mr. STEWART. I am directed by the Committee on Mines and 
Mining, who were instructed by a resolution of the Senate adopted Oc- 
tober 9, 1888— 


To ascertain and report to the Senate at the beginning of the next session of 
Congress the number of aliens, foreign companies, and corporations owning or 
working mines in the Territories of the United together with the length 
of time they have been so engaged, the amount of capital invested by them in 
mining operations, as near as practicable, the amount of dividends paid, and 
the amount of money expended by them in such mining operations, and what 
effect the owning and operating of mines by aliens, foreign companies, and cor- 
porations has had upon the growth and prosperity of the Territories— 
to submit a report. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be received and 
printed. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 143) 
to equalize the distribution of hot water at Hot Springs, Ark.; which 
was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. VOORHEES submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the Post-Office appropriation bill; which was ordered to be 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


2373 


printed, and, with the accompanying communication from the Post- 
master-General, referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 


tended to be proposed by them, 8 to the deficiency appropria- 
tion bill; which were referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 


CALIFORNIA, OREGON, AND NEVADA CLAIMS. 


Mr. STEWART. Ihave here a resolution which I offer, and I de- 
sire its present consideration. It is the substance of a bill that was re- 
pie to the Committee on Military Affairs and passed here and which 

as been reported favorably in the other House. It requires the in- 
vestigation of certain matters by the board of war commissioners now 
in session; I am informed at the War Department that a resolution of 
the Senate will answer the whole purpose. It is not probable that the 
bill will get through, and I should like to have the resolution passed, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War, through the Board of War Claims Exam- 
iners, appointed under section 2 of the act of Con: entitled “An act for the 
benefit of the States of Texas, Colorado, Oregon, Nebraska, California, Kansas, 
and Nevada, and the Territories of Washington and Idaho, and Nevada when a 
Territory,“ approved August 4, 1886, be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed 
to examine all accounts, papers, and evidence which heretofore have been 
or which hereafter may be, submitted to him in support of the war claims of 
the States of California, Oregon, and Ne and Nevada when a Territory, 
growing out of the war of the rebellion, and in suppressing Indian hostilities 
and disturbances during the war of the rebellion, and in guarding the over- 
land mail and emigrant routes during and subsequent to the war of the rebell- 
ion, and to ascertain and state what amount of money each of said States and 
Nevada when a Territory actually expended, and what obligations they in- 
curred for the pu oresaid, whether such expenditures were eor ob- 
N tions 5 — ser ws = recruiting, a r on n- 

ng, arming, equipping, supplying, clothing, su ng, ng, turn ng, 
transporting, Fash paying tbeir volunteers, militis, and home gorda and for 
bounty, extra pay, and relief paid to their volunteers, militia, and home guards, 
and in preparing their volunteers, militia, and home guards in camp and fiel: 
to perform mili service for the United States. 
he Secretary of War is also directed to ascertain what amount of interest 
has been paid by each of said States and Nevada when a Territory on obliga- 
tions incurred for the purposes above enumerated. The Secretary of War shall 
report to Congress the amount of money which may be thus ascertained to have 
been actually paid by each of said States and Nevada when a Territory on ac- 
count of the matters above enumerated, and also the amount of interest actually 
d or assumed by each of said States and Nevada when a Territory on moneys 
rrowed for the purposes above enumerated, And the Secretary of War shall 
also report the circumstances and exigencies under which, and the authority by 
5 were made, and what payments have been made on 


which, such e: 
account thereof by the United States. 


The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the reso- 
lution. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I move to strike out the clause report to Con- 
gress.’? The Senate has no power to ask that a report be made to 
Congress, 

Mr. STEWART. It should be a direction to report to the Senate. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let it read report to the Senate.“ It is a res- 
olution, I understand, for information. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out the words to Con- 
gress” and insert to the Senate;”’ so as to read: 

The Secretary of War shall report to the Senate the amount of money, ete, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be so modified, 
The question is on agreeing to the resolution. 
The resolution was agreed to. 


OFFICE OF SUPERVISING ARCHITECT, 


Mr. SPOONER submitted the following resolution, which was read: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds is hereby au- 
thorized in pursuing the investigation ordered by the resolution of the Senate 
of December 21, 1888, to employ a stenographer and a ee to send ſor 
persons and papers, and have leave to sit during any recess of the Senate prior 
to December next, and to take testimony at any place in the United States, 

That all the necessary expenses of said committee or of any subcommittee 
thereof be paid out, upon vouchers to be approved by the chairman of said com- 
mittee or subcommittee, of the contingent fund of the Senate. 

The committee is also authorized to cause its p ings and the testimony 
taken before it to be printed from time to time as it may see fit, 


Mr. COCKRELL. Let the resolution go over. : 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be referred to the 
Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Sen- 

ate. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS, 

Mr. GORMAN. I ask unanimous consent to call up the bill (H. R. 
11197) for the removal of the political disabilities of Henry A. Ramsay. 
There are special reasons why I want to get the bill through to-day. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there further morning business? 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Illinois rise 
to morning business? 

Mr. CULLOM. No, sir; I do not. 
of a conference report. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, If there is no further morning busi- 


But I ask for the consideration 
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ness, the Chair will recognize the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Gon- 


MANI. 

Mr. GORMAN. I ask unanimous consent to call up House bill 
K which is merely for the purpose of removing political disabili- 
There is reason why it should be 


to-day. 
Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate to the consideration 
of the conference report on Senate bill 2851. If that motion is in order 


I should like to have the question put. 

Mr. GORMAN. Task the Senator from IIlinois to yield until this 
bill may be disposed of. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands that the con- 
ference in that case has been to. The Chair recognizes 
the Senator from Maryland, if there be no further morning business. 

Mr. CULLOM. If the Senator from Maryland will allow me, I will 
state that there are two provisions reported as disagreed to by the con- 
ferees of the two Houses. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The conference report was agreed to. 
The question is upon the disagreeing votes between the two Houses, 
which is not a matter of privilege. 

Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of those provisions about which the conferees di If there is 


any way of ge the matter before the Senate I should like to do it. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair had recognized the Sena- 
tor from M first to make a motion. 


Mr. GORMAN. Task the Senator from Illinois to give way. 

Mr. CULLOM. I have no objection to the Senator having the bill 
passed if it will take no time. 

Mr. HARRIS. Do I understand the Senator from Illinois and the 
Chair to say that the conference report heretofore made on the inter- 
state-commerce bill has been agreed to by the Senate? 

Mr. CULLOM. Those i of the conference report about 
which the conferees agreed were agreed to by the Senate. 

Mr. HARRIS. Has either House asked for a further conference? 

Mr. CULLOM. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HARRIS. Which House? 

Mr. CULLOM. The House of tatives asked for it. 

Mr. HARRIS. Then I think the only thing for us to do is to grant 
the conference asked for by the House of R and let the 
Chair appoint the conferees. I do not think it is a proper subject for 
discussion before the Senate in the present stage. 

Mr. PLATT. May I ask permission of the Senator from Maryland 
to state my recollection of the matter? 

Mr. GORMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. PLATT. The Senate conferees disagreed with the House con- 
ferees as to two e agreed with them as to the other prop- 
ositions, and reported according] 6 the House the report of the 
House conferees was agreed to. messagecame to the Senate 
the conference arope was presented by the chairman of the conference 
committee, the Senator from Illinois. Pending the discussion as to 
whether the report should be agreed to the Senator from Ohio moved 
to instruct. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I moved that the Senate recede from its disagree- 
ment to one amendment. 

The PRESIDENT protempore, And agree to the same with an amend- 
ment. 

Mr. PLATT. And pending that, as I understood, other business in- 
tervened and the whole matter went over. I do not know what the 
record will show. 

Mr. HARRIS, Let the Journal be read and let us see exactly what 
the status of the conference report is. 

Mr. REAGAN. The Senato ad adjourned upon the motion of the Sen- 
ator from Ohio that the Senate recede from its disagreement to the third 
amendment of the House. 

Mr. CULLOM. The Senate was considering the question of receding 
from its opposition to the House amendment when the Senate ad- 
journed. 

7 Mr. HARRIS. The Journal must fix the status of the report. Let 
us see what the Journal shows. 

Mr. CULLOM. That is very proper to be done. My impression was 
that the conference report was regularly before the Senate. 


upon amendments numbered 3 and 7 to the bill. Those are open ques- 
tions between the two Houses. The Senator from Ohio has moved that 
the Senate recede from its disagreement to amendment numbered 3, 
and agree to the same with an amendment. That matter was pend- 

ing before the Senate, and was superseded by the resumption of the con- 
sideration of the unfinished business when the Senate adjourned. 

Mr. CULLOM. Does the Chair hold that if the conference report was 
er Se A ie ted before the Senate and could be 
consi ered? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It was regularly before fhe Senate, 
but was 8 Yefore the adjournment by the resumption of the 
consideration of the unfinished business, being the resolution offered by 


52 Senate from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar], which comes up at 2 
elo 
Mr. CULLOM. I I knew what motion to make to get this bill be- 


fore the Senate 
tempore. The Chair has recognized the Sen- 

ator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN] to move the consideration of a bill. 

Mr. REAGAN. ‘The motion of the Senator from Ohio, that the Sen- 
ate recede from its disagreement to the House amendment numbered 3, 
with an amendment, is the pending motion, and to that I propose to 
add another motion, that the Senate recede from its disagreement to 
the House amendment numbered 7. 

Mr. CULLOM. The im thing is to get a motion before the 
corea that will enable us to consider the subject at all. That is what 

am ior. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair has recognized the Sen- 
ator from Maryland. 

Mr. CULLOM. He yielded to the Senator from Dlinois. 


HENRY A. RAMSAY. 


Mr. GORMAN. I ask the Senate to proceed to the consideration of 
Order of Business 2764, being House bill 11197. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there further morning business? 
If there be sian the Calendar under Rule VIII being in order, the 
Senator from Maryland moves that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill named by him. 

Mr. REAGAN. Before passing from the interstate-commerce bill, 
if the Senator from Maryland will allow me—— 

Mr. GORMAN. It will take but a second to pass the bill I wish 
considered if the Senator will allow it to go on. 

The PRESIDENT pro tem Is there objection to the considera- 
tion of the bill po ay to by the Senator from Maryland? The Chair 
hears none. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider tho 
bill (H. R. 11197) for the removal of the political disabilities of Henry 
A. Ramsay. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed, two-thirds of the 
Senators present voting in the affirmative. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. CULLOM. I move to take up the bill (S. 2851) to amend an 
act entitled An act to regulate commerce, approved February 4, 
1887, for the purpose of getting before the Senate thè question of the 
consideration ofthe disagreement between the House of Representatives 
and the Senate on that bill. 

Mr. REAGAN. If the Senator will make his motion to to 
the consideration of the conference report, it seems to me it would be 
the motion in order. 
oa CULLOM. ‘The Chair holds that that report is not before the 

nate. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think I have the floor on the pending question 
whenever it is taken up. 

Mr. CULLOM. So the Senator has. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Illinois moves to 
to the tion of the bill (S. 2851) to amend an act en- 
titled An act to commerce, approved February 4, 1887. 


Mr. CALL. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pre tempore. The Senator from Ohio is entitled 
to the floor on the pending bill. 

Mr. CALL. I object to that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question then recurs on the 
motion. 

Mr. REAGAN. On what motion? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. On the motion to proceed to the con- 


sideration of the bill. 
Mr. SHERMAN. That is not debatable, Let the bill be taken up. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore, It is nota debatable question. 


Mr. REAGAN. Is not a conference report a privileged question? 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion made by the Senator 
from Illinois is that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill, 
Rule VIII being in order. 
Mr. CULLOM. ‘That brings up the whole subject. 
Mr. REAGAN. ‘The question I asked is whether the consideration of, 
a conference report is not a privileged question that supersedes other 
uestions. 
i The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands that the com- 
mittee of conference have reported and the report has been acted on. 
Mr. CULLOM. The Senator will allow me to say that if the bill 
is taken up, that brings the whole question before the Senate as to the 
disagreement between the two Houses. 
Mr. REAGAN. Is that question debatable? 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is debatable when taken up. The 
question is on the motion of the Senator from Illinois. 
‘The motion was agreed to. 
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ROBERT M’NUTT. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I ask the Senator from Ohio and the Sen- 
ator from Illinois to yield to me, that I may call up a bill that will 
take but a moment. 

Mr. CULLOM. If there is any debate I shall object. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. There will be no debate. 

Mr. CULLOM. I will yield if it takes no time in discussion. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I ask unanimous consent to call up Order 
of Business 2784, being House bill 157. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa asks unani- 
mous consent that the Senate may now proceed to the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 157) correcting the military record of Robert Me- 
Nutt. Is there objection to the present consideration of the bill? 

Mr. REAGAN. That is merely temporarily laying aside the inter- 
state-commerce bill. 

Mr. CALL. I ask consent to say that there was unanimous consent 
given yesterday that at the conclusion of the three hours devoted to 
the Calendar the bill known as the bill to reimburse the State of 
Florida for expenses incurred in suppressing Indian hostilities should 
be taken up for consideration. I do not desire to losethe advantage of 
that unanimous consent, and I will ask the Senator from Ohio, who has 

iyen way to the Senator from Iowa, if he will not allow this bill to 
considered now. ¿ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the considera- 
tion of the bill proposed by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. Witson]? 

Mr. CULLOM. I do not object if it takes no time. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 157) correcting the military history 
of Robert McNutt. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


INTERSTATE COMMERCE, 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the third and seventh amend- 
ments of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 2851) to amend 
rer entitled An act to regulate commerce, approved February 

5 2 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, the third amendment of the House 
disagreed to by the Senate seems to me so manifestly just that if I can 
get the attention of the Senate directed to the point in controversy I 
believe it will approve of the amendment and in that way secure the 
immediate passage of this important bill. 

There are two amendments to this bill not disposed of by the confer- 
ence committee, one of which I shall comment upon in a moment, and 
the other gives to the State courts jurisdiction in certain cases of mat- 
ters arising under the interstate-commerce law. I am not prepared to 
give any opinion upon the second amendment except to express the 
general belief that in all questions of internal commerce local in char- 
acter the State courts may properly be-intrusted with the enforcement 
of national law. 

There never has been any difficulty growing out of the jurisdiction 
given to the State courts in suits in which national banks are inter- 
‘ested, and I do not believe there will be any serious difficulty in con- 
ferring upon the State courts jurisdiction in to the matters of 
interstate commerce, reserving, however, the right to appeal to orjrans- 
fer those cases to the courts of the United States. 

But the amendment I have to deal with seems to me manifestly 
just. This amendment put on by the House of Representatives de- 
Thal it shall be unlawful for any common carrier, subject to the provisions of 
this act, to carry refined oiJs and other cotton-seed oil, 


and turpentine for any shipper, in tank or cylinder Shaheed own, lease, 
‘or control the same in any manner, except upon the condition that said carrier 
Spastngn ex eareets tx ETIO tote as ie auth tau Or Er DCA meses the oat 
or 
Yank and cylinder and said wooden packages and barrels h 
case. 

| So simple a tion as that, one would suppose, would be ac- 
ceded to without question, because it only prescribes a rule of equality, 
a rule of equity that whether oil is carried in cars called tank- cars or 
is carried in barrels in box-ears on the same railroad train, the cost of 
carrying it whether in the one kind of vehicle or the other should be 
the same, and the shippers should have equal rights and facilities in 
the transshipment of oil. 
| But it has so happened—perhaps my State is more deeply interested 
than any other—that a powerful corporation has grown up, which I 
bave nothing to say against, that desires and seeks to obtain a monop- 
oly of the oil- carrying and oil-producing trade. One of the methods 
by which it seeks to accomplish that purpose is by building tank-cars 
of an expensive character in which oil is transported. 

Those tank-cars are furnished by the oil company, owned by it, and or- 
pue as an equipment company to furnish different railroads, but to 

used only by the oil company. In this way the oil company get 

such an advantage over all other producers and shippers of oil as to de- 
feat the general purpose of the interstate-commerce law, which declares 
that all shippers shall be treated alike. 

Thiscompany, under thename of the Standard Oil Company, has such 


means that it is able to provide not only cars but if necessary to buy 
railroads outright, to absorb and monopolize all kinds ofindustries con- 
nected with oil producing and oil refining. It associates itself with 
other corporations and other monopolists in various forms, combining 
in one great management or trust probably fifty or one hundred differ- 
ent corporations. Some of these become equipment companies to fur- 
nish cars for railroads, andas they alone can build these cars they are 
furnished to a common carrier upon the condition that no other ship- 
pers shall use them. 

They have the complete and absolute monopoly of this business as 
perfectly as any monopoly that can exist. I do not complain of this 
company. I have no desire to arraign them simply because they seek 
to get by their superior management and capital anadvantage in trade 
and in this way e ee to crush out and break down all forms of 
opposition. 

Mr. President, in the first place I say that no railroad company is 
authorized by the general principle of the law of common carriers to 
hire any car or mode of transportation that is not free and open to all 
alike. This is opposed to the very basis and foundation of our inter- 
state-commerce law. 

If that can be violated in one case it may break down therule of equity 
in all cases, I am in favor of the general principle asserted in this law, 
that every railroad company shall be required to furnish the same 
facilities and the same cars and the same mode of transportation to all 
alike, whether it be to a poor shipper or a rich shipper, that it shall 
treat them alike, and that it shall not give to a corporation having un- 
bounded and unlimited capital the right to furnish it with cars, and in 
this way from the universal law applicable to all common car- 
riers; that they must treat all alike, and carry for the rich and for tho 
poor upon precisely the same terms and conditions. 

But by this device of organizing companies outside of the common 
carrier, calling themselves equipment companies or shipping compa- 
nies or shippers, they are enabled by their patents or superior wealth 
to farnish to the railroads cars upon condition that those cars shall only 
be used for them. There is no rule of equity in this; there is no rule of 
justice in it. It breaks down the whole law of common carrier from 
turret to foundation-stone. If this principle can be adopted as the law, 
then every shipper will seek to gain an advantage by furnishing his 
own car, a duty which the law imposes upon the common carrier. 

Now, with regard to express companies and the like, this amendment 
does not affect them in the least, because the express companies when 
they put their car upon a line of transportation are bound by the law 
of common carriers to carry for all alike, and neither the Adams Ex- 
press Company nor the United States Express Company nor the Amer- 
ican Express Company can violate that law any more than a railroad 
company can, : 

But, sir, if the principle I am contending for is not correct, then the 
Adams Express Company can put on their special cars and can discrim- 
inate in favor of shippers, although that is now denied tothem. If 
the great and powerful corporation to which I allude is able to furnish 
to the railroad companies cars specially adapted for its use and upon 
condition that they shall be exclusively eek: for the work of this one 
shipper, then there is established a monopoly which crushes out every- 
body that is engaged in the same trade. 

Mr. President, just that state of things is existing in the State of 
Ohio. It exists also in several other States. The Standard Oil Com- 
pany, by its various machinery and its organized associated companies, 
does furnish what are called tank or cylinder cars for the transporta- 
tion of its own oil and nobody else’s. The railroad companies do not 
furnish to other shippers the same facilities, and why? They say, 
We can better afford to give this business to the Standard Oil Com- 
pany because that company is strong enough and powerful enough to 
hire its cars, and it saves us the expense of building cars, and there- 
fore it gives a great advantage to one shipper—it practically gives a mo- 

y to one shipper. 

t is not for the railroad to say, We can not afford to buy these 
cars. It is the business of the railroad not only to furnish the track 
but to furnish the car. Nobody denies or doubts that. The railroad 
companies acknowledge that duty. They do farmish cars and they far- 
nish cars to various persons. This amendment as it now stands de- 
clares that where any company ships oil on tank or cylinder cars owned 
by themselves on which nobody else can carry oil, if a railroad company 
transports oil in that kind of cars, it shall furnish the same facilities in 
other cars furnished by the same railroad to carry the oil of other ship- 


pers. ` 
The railroad company may say, ‘‘ We can not afford to buy tank-cars 
or cylinder-cars.’’ Then all that this amendment says is, If you can 


not do it and furnish to the small shippers the same cars the large ones 
furnish to themselves, you shall transport the same number of gallons 
in barrels over your road for the same price and upon the same terms 
and conditions that you charge a shipper who furnishes his own exclu- 
sive car’’—the same price for the same quality of oil, the same kind 


of property. 
Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator from Ohio allow me to ask him a 
question ? 


U 
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Mr. SHERMAN, Iwill, sir; certainly. 

Mr. HARRIS. Suppose the carrier does carry the same number of 
gallons of oil for the one company and the other at precisely the same 
rate, but in one case it uses rolling-stock that does not belong to the 
carrier but does belong to the shipper; does the Senator think that 
it is not just and proper that a reasonable allowance should be made 
to the owner of the rolling-stock for the uses that the railroad com- 
pany is making of it? : 2 

Mr. SHERMAN. I can answer that question. I do not deny it, 
and the courts, in a case to which I will refer after awhile, say that a 
reasonable allotment should be made to the shipper who furnishes cars 
for the use of those cars, but it must be a reasonable allotment, and 
not a discrimination. 

Mr. PLATT. The amendment does not permit that. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It does. Here is the fact. Do you desire fair 


play between all shippers alike? The principle of the interstate-com- 


merce law and the reason why I voted for it and have thus far sup- 
ported it in all its meanderings is that it does provide one uniform rule 
for all alike; but if it can be evaded or avoided by one favored shipper 
furnishing his own peculiar car, giving him the advantage of that pe- 
culiar mode of transportation, as a matter of course it makes an abso- 
lute, conclusive, and a perfect monopoly. If you allow a powerful 
company like the Standard Oil Company—governed by some of the 
ablest men in the country; I know them and respect them, and have 
not a word to say against them; they are doing business to advance 
their own interest, as all other people do 

Mr. BLAIR. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I should rather not be interrupted in the middle 
of a sentence. 

Mr. BLAIR. I will wait until the Senator concludes his sentence. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have forgotten it now; go on. 

Mr. BLAIR. I would ask the Senator if he believes the Standard 
Oil Company or the corporations it deals with have any right to permit 
them to place rolling-stock upon the railroads atall? Are they trans- 
portation companies? Have they any right to transport property upon 
the transportation lines of the United States and thus to transfer them- 
selves and the business of the Standard Oil Company, which is to man- 
ufacture oil, into a transportation corporation of the United States, and 
thus become really a railroad corporation of the United States? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let me answer that. 

Mr. BLAIR. If the Senator will permit me, there is the radical dif- 
ficulty about all this business, and I should be very glad to see the 
Senator’s great powers of mind directed towards it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If the Senator had been here he would have heard 
me in the outset of my remarks stave distinctly that I did not believe 
that any company ought to be allowed to furnish rolling-stock for a 
railroad company, that it defeats the object of the law. I do not wish 
to be interrupted in my argument. I have already prepared, and it is 
lying on the table of the Senate, a proposition that cuts this thing up 
by the roots, and I tender it to the chairman of the Committee on In- 
terstate Commerce. If he will take this general, broad rule contained 
in my amendment and put it on as a substitute for the House amend- 
ment it will correct all these evils. I will read it: 

That it shall be unlawful for any common carrier subject to the provisions of 
this act to transport cars for any shipper who shall own, lease, or control the 
same, except upon the condition that said carrier shall carry upon said cars the 


roperty of all shippers without discrimination or favor, or l furnish sim- 
lar cars to all shippers upon the same termsand conditions, 


Now, let us take a case. In this particular case there is a company 
organized as one of the subordinate agents of the Standard Oil Com- 
pany. It is really what is called an equipment company. It furnishes 
a peculiar kind of car to the railroad company, which isa common car- 
rier bound by law to treat all shippers alike, and yet this caris leased 
to this common carrier upon the express condition that nobody shall 
use that car running over the highway of the nation except one particu- 
lar person or corporation. 

I say that practice ought to be pulled up by the roots, and that no 
company, whether it is called a construction company, an equipment 
company, or by any other name, ought to be allowed to furnish any 
vessels or cars to a railroad company unless they are dedicated to the 
common use of the whole people. 

Mr. MITCHELL. May I ask the Senator from Ohio a question in 
reference to this proposed amendment? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. MITCHELL. If this were adopted and should become part of 
the interstate-commerce law, I ask if it would not place it in the power, 
by the permission of law, of any railroad company to refuse to carry 
cars not owned or controlled by that company. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Not at all. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Why not under the conditions specified in this 
amendment? 

Mr. SHERMAN. It does not read so at all. There are equipment 
companies formed all over this country. There are hundreds of them 
now. It isa favorite way by which railroad companies seek to evade 
and avoid their duty of furnishing cars, sometimes, it is said, because 
they are not able to do it. Sometimes some of the strongest companies 


in the United States that command millions and hundreds of millions 
of dollars of capital hire their cars from equipment companies. If they 
hire their cars and run according to the common law of carriers to treat 
all people alike, nobody would object. 

It does not make any difference to the shipper whether his load is 
carried upon a hired car or a car owned by the railroad company, but 
when the car is placed upon the railroad tracks it is then placed upon 
a government institution, eitherof the State or the nation, and the rail- 
road is an agency of government, built by permission of the govern- 
ment, and ought to be controlled by the government; and then when 
a private company or any corporation puts a car on that track it is sub- 
pa to the law of the road. Suppose under the old stage-coach sys- 

D- 

Mr. STEWART. I should like to inquire of the Senator from 
Ohio—— : 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HAWLEY in the chair). Does the 

Senator from Ohio yield ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I prefer not to do so. I merely read the amend- 
ment for information. I have not offered it yet, but I think it is the 
right thing to do. 

All I want now is to secure to my own constituents, men who are 
engaged in an humble way in trying to develop the oil industry of the 
country, a chance to refine their oil; men who are comparatively small 
shippers and who want the use of the common roads of the country 
on the same terms and privileges that their rivals and competitors 
have. All they ask is not injustice, not inequality, but they demand 
that they shall have the same facilities. 

If this oil must be carried in tank-cars let them have the same use 
of these cars put upon the common highway as the Standard Oil Com- 
pany. Do not give to the Standard Oil Company because it can buy 
e and buy railroads sometimes it is said they can buy every- 

ing 

Mr. GEORGE. And buy railroad decisions, too. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I say it is not fair, it is not just, it is not right to 
give to these men on account of their power to become construction 
companies or equipment companies, or anything else that you may call 
them, to control the ordinary law of the road and to give an advan- 
tage and a privilege to oil carried in their tank-cars or in their cylinder 
cars as against the common transportation furnished by men engaged 
in the same business in a more humble way in barrels made by the 
coopers of the country. 

Why, Mr. President, it seems so plain and clear a proposition that 
when it was adopted by the House I supposed it would be at once 
adopted here. The principle of justice underlying this proposition has 
been maintained by the Interstate Commerce Commission in a very 
valuable decision made by them in the first volume of their reports, a 
eee of marked ability by the chief of that commission, Judge 

ey. 

I do not intend now to quote it, except to state the syllabus of it. 
I find it better stated in their report recently sent to us than I could 
state it, and I will give the syllabus of the decision, the substance of 
which I should like to see carried out and applied in this amendment. 
The English law is much more perfect and much more broad and com- 
prehensive than our law, but I have no doubt we are progressing in 
the same direction. ý 

In the case of George Rice against the Illinois Central Railroad Com- 
pany and others the commission says: 

When fora traffic, e. g., the tran tion 3,0 
provides rolling’stock for 5 pen Gece mak . 
which it publishes rates, but the shippers are expected to provide the same, the 
terms on which such rolling stock is to be provided should be uniform and be 
serine with the rate-sheets, and can not lawfully be left to be the subject of 

rgain and of different terms in the case of different shippers. 

It is properly the business of a carrier by railroad to supply the rolling-stock 
for the freights he offers or pro to carry; and if the diversities and pecu- 
liarities of traffic are such that this is not always practicable, and consignors are 
allowed to supply it for themselves, the carrier must not allow its own deficien- 


cies in this particular to be made the means of putting at unreasonable disad- 
vantage those who make use in the same traffic of the facilities it supplies. 


There is the nut and gam of the whole thing. Here these railroad 
companies furnish to the Standard Oil Company certain rates and 
charges if they carry oil in their own cars furnished by them, upon an 
agreement that no other company and no other shipper shall have the 
use of these cars, and the rate furnished by shippers who have to ship 
in barrels is higher. 

But it is sometimes said, Why do not these other shippers furnish 
their tank-cars?’? “We might as well say, if complaint is made against 
a railroad, ‘‘Well, then, why do you not build a railroad?” $ 

It is just as bad for a man worth $20,000, carrying on a reasonable 
business, to say to him, ‘‘ Well, why do you not furnish tank and 
cylinder cars?“ He will answer you that he can not do it, and the 
actual evidence shows that when some of these men undertook to get 
tank cars of their own construction to carry oil in competition with 
these great rivals, they found that their rivals were protected by pat- 
ents in some cases, and in some cases that manufacturing companies 
could not afford to get the ill-will of this great and powerful corpora- 
tion by building cars for anybody but the company who furnished the 
demand for the greater number, 


t 
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These commissioners have touched the very kernel of this proposition. 
It is the duty of the railroad companies to furnish cars. If they do not 
\do it it is because they want to have cars furnished to them for noth- 
ing, and thus enable a particular shipper to have an advantage over all 
other shi 

The other men, the smaller dealers, manufacturing oils, ete., have 
to buy barrels; they have to go to the cooper and buy them. Each 
barrel would probably have 50 gallons in it. They have to use them, 
and they roll them on the car. 

It is sometimes said that yhen more business is done for one shipper 
the railroad company should be allowed to charge more favorable rates. 
I admit that as a general rule, unless this discrimination is caused by 
the neglect of a common carrier to furnish cars alike to all, they can 
not take advantage of their own wrong because they neglect to perform 
this primary duty of a common carrier. They should, therefore, im- 
pore such terms and conditions as will make the shipment in any other 

ind of car impossible. 

Mr. President, this amendment of the House of Representatives sim- 
ply says that if they carry oil in tank-cars, well and good, they may 
allow to the shipper a reasonable rate for the use of the car, or if the 
tank-cars are furnished by the railroad company they must furnish them 
to all persons alike, and on the other hand if in competition with the 
Standard Oil Company the other shippers are compelled from the neces- 
sities of the case and their inability to buy tank and cylinder cars, so 
that they may stand as equal rivals with this great corporation, then the 
common carriers must carry the oil in barrels as cheaply as they carry 
oil in tanks, The tank on the car or above the car or part of the car 
weighs more than all the barrels containing the same number of gal- 
lons of oil. That is shown by the testimony in this icular case, 

Sometimes it is said that it is more costly to handle the oilin barrels 
than the oil in tanks, but that is avoided by the railroad company re- 
quiring all shippers who hire a car and transport by car-loads to load 
and unload, and if the transportation is carried in the form of barrels, 
the shipper must load and unload if he charters a whole car. That is 
the law of all the railroads, and the same law applies to the tank- cars. 

Mr. President, there is that justice at the bottom of this p ition, 
placed here by the House of Representatives. that, if disregarded, will 
practically give to a single corporation in this country the absolute con- 
trol not only of the exploring and obtaining and refining in all its vari- 
ous parts of the petroleum of our country, but give them the absolute 
monopoly in transporting it to every part of our country. 

It is sometimes said still the price goes down. So it does. I believe 
that this great corporation is managed with as much ability and as 
much care for the public interests as any such corporation could be; 
but, after all, the only safety in this country isto have plenty of com- 
petition, to invite and encourage this competition by the humbler and 
feebler persons engaged in this traffic, and this amendment will tend 
to do that. 

If this amendment is not adopted and the principle that is now car- 
ried out and must be carried out without the aid of some legislation 
shall be continued, then it must be expected that the entire traffic in 
this great product of nature, one of the most remarkable discoveries of 
modern times, will be absolutely controlled by five orsix men. Then 
when the control is absolute, they are better than human nature has 
ever furnished if they do not then begin to advance the price and add 
tothe enormous profits that have been confessedly made by this great 
corporation. 

I have no purpose to interfere with them if they will only treat other 
shippers fairly and put them on a footing of perfect equality. If they 
want to become an equipment company and will put their tank-cars 
on and allow everybody else to use them on the same terms and con- 
ditions which they themselves do on the payment of a fair and reason- 
able charge, I have no objection; but when their overgrown and over- 
powering wealth is the means to drive out of this humble competition 
such men as those represented in these lawsuits, then I say it is un- 
just, and my sense of equity rebels against it. 

I do think, therefore, that the adoption of this amendment would be 
wise in every sense of the word. If they choose to furnish cars let them 
furnish to all alike. 

Sometimes it is said, ‘‘ Why, it is unreasonable to ask these shippers 
to furnish these cars for somebody else to compete with them.“ When 
this shipper becomes a manufacturer of machinery for railroads, a man- 
ufacturer of cars, it then is no longer an oil refiner or an oil transporter, 
but it becomes then a manager of railroads, an owner of railroad cars, 
and stands on a different footing; and when the shipper puts his cars 
on a road they ought to be subject to the law of the road. There is no 
other rule which can be adopted. 

Now, Mr. President, give to these shippers the enormous advantages 
of wealth, the great power that has gradually stricken down one after 
another of all those engaged in the competition, and what will be the 
result? Without these special privileges furnished by the construc- 
tion of the law they have advantages enough, God knows, in the struggle 
for trade in this great product of nature. Let them have it. I see no 
9 1 to avoid it. Capital and skill and power and organization will 
in any business, and in that way no doubt many of these great 


business firms are built up, but the law should see that the impartial 
scale should be held up in the eye of the world, and if the advan 
come by capital and skill that the law at least is blind to wealth an 
power. 

Give all an equal chance. If they want to furnish their cars 
become an equipment company, let their cars obey the law of the 
and be hired out by a common carrier to any man who wants them. 

Besides that, here is another great advantage they have. They cross 
railroads and county roads and township roads; they cross farms, in- 
vade the whole community for 300 miles to build a pipe-line running 
from one point to a great city 300 miles away. They use the land of 
thousands of farms, the highway of every passenger, to build these 
pipe-lines, and then they use these tank-lines for their sole and only 
use, excluding their competitors from the use of the same privileges, 
although these privileges are the grant of a corporation under State law. 

That ought to be corrected among the various things that are coming 
from time to time in this country that ought to be attended to. When 
any man or any set of men build a pipe-line to transport their products 
from one point to another they should be required to transport any- 
body else’s products over that same sine at a reasonable rate and price. 
That is not any part of their business. Their business is producing 
and refining oil, not transporting it; and when they engage in the bus- 
iness of transportation, although they call themselves an oil company, 
they must be subject to the laws of transportation, which always are 
just and equal and fair and will give to the cart of the poor laborer 
going by the roadside on Pennsylvania avenue or on any of the great 
streets of our cities the same right of way that is given to the most 
gorgeous equipages found in our streets, and so it must be given in all 
these great commercial transactions, especially in transportation where 
it is from State to State over roads that owe their life and existence 
and all their privileges to corporative power and to legislative will. 

There must be justice, there must be equity in these transactions 
between the rich and the poor, between the great corporation and the 
humblest dealer in oil, the poor refiner who disposes of eight or ten 
barrels a day it his humble occupation and hauls it in home-made 
cooper barrels to the railroad to be transshipped to some distant place, 
must be treated on the same plane of equality as this giant corporation 
now dealing with some thirty millions of barrels a year. 

Mr. STEWART. The problem of civilization depends upon organ- 
ized effort. Individuals can do but little. Government is an organized 
effort, and all partnerships and corporations must necessarily be organ- 
ized efforts. Co-operation is the foundation of all efforts for developi 
the resources of the country and contributing to the happiness anı 
comfort of man. 

We are very liable to confound legitimate associations, which do so 
much to bless mankind, with the inconveniences that grow out of them 
in the way of monopolies. 

This amendment affords a very good illustration of the dangers of 
interfering with enterprise. It is proposed to require railroad com- 
panies to carry oil freights as cheaply in barrels, where they have to 
load and unload, as they carry them in tank-cars prepared especially 
for the purpose. These tank-cars are a t improvement. They 
grany cheapen the product to the people. There is no doubt about 

t. 


It is complained that in using tank-cars the price of oil is reduced so 
low to the consumer that competition is destroyed. It seems to me 
that if this is so others should combine and have organized effort and 
still farther bring down the price; but to destroy this organization 
(the Standard Oil Company) and prevent it from enjoying the advan- 
tages of its enterprise without building up any others, will greatly in- 
crease the price to the consumer. This must be looked after. 

The amendment proposed by the Senator from Ohio which he thinks 
will cure all the difficulties seems to me subject to many objections. 
The amendment provides: 

That it shall be unlawful for any common carrier subject to the provisions of 
this act to transport cars for any shipper who shall own, lease, or control the 
same, except upon the condition that said carrier shall carry upon said cars the 

roperty of all shippers without discrimination or favor, or shall furnish simi- 

cars to all shippers upon the same terms and conditions. 

If this were passed into a law and enforced it might and probably 
would be construed to require the railroad companies to convey oil or 
any other product as cheaply on its own cars as it would carry it on 
cars furnished to it, which would be a great injustice and allow noth- 
ing for the making and furnishing of the cars. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The shippers can use the cars, but when they go 
on the road they must be subject to the law of the road. 

Mr. STEWART. There is no difficulty about others going on the 
roads and combining to furnish their own cars. It may have made a 
few men rich, but in becoming rich they have undoubtedly reduced 
the price of oil to the consumer beyond what anybody ever anticipated. 

Then there is another suggestion made by the Senator from Ohio, 
that the pipe-lines should be used in common. Thatis a practical im- 
possibility. It would undoubtedly mix the oil passing through the 
same pipe-lines. It does not appear to me that they could belong to 
different companies and avoid confusion. 

Mr. SHERMAN. My friend will allow me to suggest that they 
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F neighborhood and convey it in the pipe: line 
8 eee 

pe- lines certainly go very far and are very 
ew: in reducing the price pips of oil to the consumer, and have been a 
great boon and have accomplished a great purpose. There is no diffi- 
‘culty in others doing the same. Whenever a combination is formed 
which is exclusive and prevents others from doing the same thing, then 
it ought to be looked into. In the case of a railroad company that 
‘occupies the entire space, and where there is no chance for another 
railroad company, if it discriminates it is necessarily a monopoly; but 
I do not see any ty in any number of having oil com- 
bining together and furnishing cars, and thus further reducing the 
price. 


It seems to me that would be enterprise, and it is improper and un- 
necessary to legislate for the purpose of destroying enterprise. It 
ought rather to be encouraged, and I should favor legislation that 
would encourage it. If there is any difficulty in others combining 
and having these cars, and the railroads refuse to treat them all pre- 

‘alike, then that ought to be met s y by legislation; but to 
Fase d down the enterprises that exist without providing for others is 
a step in che wrong direction. 

I know nothing about the Standard Oil Company except the general 
fact that they have accomplished a great for the country in re- 
ducing the price of oil, and by their enterprise it is reported that they 

` have gotten very rich. If they have done so, it seems to me the other 
oil ucers would do well to do likewise. 

e more restrictions you put upon enterprise the more difficult you 
Sieg it, the more you enhance the price of commodities to the con- 
sumer. It seems to me thisis going too far, and that if this matter is 
to be dealt with, if the railroad companies are not acting fairly, if they 
do not treat allshippers alike, give them the same privilege to put their 
cars upon the line and carry if there is any m of 
that kind it ought to be speedily met; but to say that these privileges 
shall not be granted to enterprise because others are not willing to com- 
bine and be enterprising likewise it seems to me is going too far. 

I do not sympathize with legislation that trammels business, makes 
it criminal, and punishes it with finesand imprisonment. Ithink there 
is too much of a Patan hich that way, and there is not sufficienttendency 

new enterprises may be organized and the 


ening the 
be ted, 
to do it, and if there is anything in the law which hampers enterprise 
and prevents others from com let it be amended and let the at- 
tention of Congress be to that purpose. 
on of the amendment under consideration, if passed 
work great injustice and is a step in the wrong direc- 
which wilt give all groduce af 
ve, e eee 
terprise to them the same as it is to the Standard Oil Company if there 
ape discrimination in our laws in their favor—I vote for such 
very gladly; but to tear down this without providing to build up 
caren and force the oil acers to carry their oil in barrels and 
the pipelines and double tale the pris oo and imk ap 
pe-lines e or treble it seems to me 
provinee of Tt is 


not just, it is not called | 81y 4, 


not the 
for, and it is not legislation for t * benefit of the people. 

are many lies in this country which ought to be abol- 
ished, but they must be abolished by the people and not by Congreas. 
No combination can be formed in this country the power of which can 
not be limited by the power of the peopleif they will co-operate, For 
example, the - * which makes that necessary arti- 


cle of food so n many cities, and particularly in Chicago, is en- 
tirely within the the people to abolish or limit so that this 
combination may 8 ol oppressive. Suppose one thou- 


sand consumers of beef in ee form a co-operative associa- 
tion and each contribute $10. a capital of $10,000 to start with, 
and one or more of their number would buy and supply them with 
beef, what power would the monopoly have to injure these contrib- 
utors? This can be done in every business or trade, and the attention 
of sega sont, matin eee e eee, restraining monop- 
olies. Co-operation and competition are the remedies. I prepared and 
fee a co-operation bill at the last session of Congress which is 

pending before the 8 Education and Labor. I believe 
irit Sla be enacted into law it would do more to mitigate the evils 
of monopoly than all the criminal statutes against enterprise which can 
be invented by the genius of man. 


COMMITTEE ON ENROLLED, BILIS, 


Mr. JONES, of Nevada. T ask leave to make a I am in- 
structed by the Committee to Audit and Control the tingent Ex- 
penses of the Senate to report favorably and with an amendment a 


- 


resolution yesterday e the Senator from Colorado [Mr. 
Bowen], which I send to the d 
The oe was read, as follows: 

That the Comm: Enrolled Bills hereby, authorized 
to emp! qty es durin; ä of the rete repens — inmi 
Mon oF n of $8 Pag — a rim A nrag out of the songas fund of the Senate upon 

the chairman of committee. 


1 PRESIDING ¢ OFFICER (Mr. HAWLEY in the chair). Does 
the Senator desire immediate action on the resolution ? 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada. I ask for present action. 

The Senate proceeded to consider the resolution. 

The amendment of the Committee to Audit and Control the Contin- 
gent Expenses of the Senate was, before the word “‘ clerk,’’ to strike out 
the article “a” and insert an additional;’’ so as to read: An addi- 
tional clerk.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. its 
Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the House had signed the fo ! 
ing enrolled billsand joint resolution; and they were thereupon signed 
by the President pro tempore: 

A bill (H. R. 483) for the relief of Elizabeth Jones, widow of John 
Jones, deceased; 

A bill (H. R. 834) for the relief of the heirs of John H. Newman; 

A bill . R. rors for the relief of Wesley Montgomery; 

A bill (H. R. 6612) to graut right of way through the Indian Terri - 
tory to the St. Louis and San Francisco way Company, and for 
other purposes; 

A bul (H. R. 6677) to amend an act entitled “An act to increase 
the police force of the District of Columbia, and for other purposes, 
approved January 31, 1883, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 6896) to require the United States cirenit and district 
judges to instruct the jury in writing in certain cases 
ren bill (H. E. 11165) for the relief of Mary Gray, widow of John Gray; 


Joint resolution (H. Res. 266) to ss beste eulogies on James N. 
Burnes, of Missouri. 
HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 
The bill (H. R. 2070) for the relief of Arno Voss was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT FORT WORTH, TEX. 


Mr. COKE. I ask the Chair to lay before the Senate the 
from the House of Representatives in regard to the bill for a public 
building at Fort Worth, Tex. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amendments 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 1974) for the erection of 
a public building at Fort Worth, Tex., which were, in line 9, to strike 
5 “one hundred and thirty” and insert “ seventy-five,” and in line ù 
12, to strike out twenty and insert ‘‘ forty.” 

Mr. COKE. I move that the Senate concur in the amendments of 
the House of Representatives, 

The motion was agreed to. 

INTERSTATE COMMERCE. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the amendments of the 
House of Representatives numbered 3 and 7 to the bill (S. 2851) to 
amend 3 act entitled An act to regulate commerce, approved Febru- 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, Idesire tosubmit some observations 
in support of the motion of the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] that 
the Senate recede from its disagreement to the Houseamendment num- 


bered 3. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HAwLEY). The Chair does not 
know that two motions of that character can be at the same 


time. The Senator from Ohio has moved that the Senate recede from 
its disagreement to the amendment of the House numbered 3. If no 
Senator makes ohjection—— 

Mr. CULLOM. I suppose the Senator can make the motion after 
this is disposed of. 

Mr. HARRIS. ‘The pending motion is to recede from the disagree- 
ment to House amendment numbered 3 and agree to the same with 

an amendment. Now, it is perfectly competent for the Senator fiom 
ER dictate e thas aaae but not more than 
one motion can be at the same time. 

Mr. CULLOM. ‘The Senator is ing to debate the in 
relation to the jurisdiction of the State courts as well as the one sty 


Mr. HARRIS. Z3 $s Seah treaty Sie Rlsnay $o obati, bat thetmoton 
is not pending at this time. ; 
Mr. REAGAN. I will submit the motion at the proper time. 

The amendment under consideration is to add to section 6 of this bil: 


Provided, however, That it shall be unlawful for any common carrier, schjcct 
to the provisions of this act, to carry refined — troleum producte, 
cotton-seed oil, tank or 


for any ears, w! 
shall own, — hago or control the same in any manner, except upon the conditien| 


ooien ss of barreia, in eat dond lots ana en tar 


TEN 
555 


The proposition „ Senator from Ohio I ask permis- 
on to read now. It is as follows: 
er subject to the provisions of 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The hour of 20’clock having arrived, 
it is the duty of the Chair to lay before the Senate the regular order, 
owe the resolution submitted by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 

OAR] authorizing the Committee on eee and Elections to in- 
Vestigate alleged election outrages in certain States. 

_ Mr. CULLOM. I ask that that be informally laid aside until the 
nding matter is disposed of. 
P The PRESIDING OFFICER. @s there objection? 

Mr. GORMAN. I hope the Senator will move to postpone the con- 
sideration of that resolution. 

Mr. CULLOM. Let it be laid aside until this bill is disposed of. 

Mr. GORMAN. I think it interrupts the business of the Senate, and 
it is due to the Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL] that the resolu- 
tion should not be taken up in this way. ‘The Senator from Virginia 
has the floor upon it, and I move that it be postponed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair does not hear the Senator, 
wg he supposes that the Reporters can not hear him. 

Mr. GORMAN. I move that the resolution be postponed. 

Mr. CULLOM. I hope the Senator will not insist upon that motion 
now. The mover of the resolution is not in the Senate, and I think it 
will lead to discussion, and perhaps to delay, in the consideration of 
this bill. 

Mr. GORMAN. I have no objection if there can be an understand- 
ing that the resolution shall not come up in the absence of the Senator 
from Virginia. It is due to him that it should go over to-day. Let 
us have that understanding and not keep him waiting here, He has 
the floor on the resolution. If it can be understood that it shall not 
come up to-day I will not object. 

Mr. FRYE. I do not think there is the slightest danger of it com- 
ing up or of any further discussion on it very soon. 7 

Mr. GORMAN. With that understanding I shall not object. 

Mr. SPOONER. What is the resolution? 

‘The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The resolution, which is the 
pe is the one submitted by the Senator from Massachusetts 

AR] authorizing the Committee on Privileges and Elections nts in- 
vestigate alleged election outrages in certain States. 

Mr. SPOONER. In the absence of the Senator from Massachusetts 
that resolution ought to be informally laid aside. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is the suggestion of the Senator 
from Illinois. There is no motion pending. 

Mr. GORMAN. I have no objection, with the understanding that 
the resolution shall not come up in the absence of the Senator from 
Virginia during the remainder of the day, as he is entitled to the 


Mr. CULLOM. [I have no ebjection to that. I have no idea it will 
hence I beg their attention to the statement of the commission on that 


come 

‘The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘There being no objection, the regu- 

12 informally laid aside during the pendency of Senate bill 

Mr. REAGAN I also read a from page 93 of the ruling 

of the Interstate-Commerce Commission in the case of Rice against the 
railroads bearing on the principle in question, as follows: 

In the case against the Louisville and Nashville Lagoa ge Company order bad 

that the defendant do forthwith 2 eni er 


be entered 
from the unjust discrimination found to exist in its changes for the transport 
tion of petroleum oils — 55 between shipments in barrels — in tanks, 
the hundred pounds transportation of the 


— — rr... ͤ depo emer Shall make, contempo- 
CTTTTTTCTCCTTTTTT 
I When aes ec IEA a GU le wake ace for its correctness? 
The product of petroleum in this country is about 27,000,000 bar- 
rels, 4,000,000 tons weight, per annum—equal to 1,350, , 000,000 gallons. 
An average barrel of oil is 50 gallons, and weighs 400 pounds, the oil 
325 and the barrel 75 pounds. 
The Standard Oil trust, by reason of its great wealth, makes and 
owns the tank- cars in which it transports its oil, and it provides at great 
cost its terminal facilities. 


Without stating exact amounts the Standard Oil trust refines, it is 


more than three-fourths of all the petroleum of this country. 
8 anequal proportion at least of all the tank - cars in the coun’ 


try. 
refiners are not able to build and supply themselves with 
tank-carsand costly terminal facilities. An equal rate per 100 ponndsfor | 


oil in tanks, exclnding the weight —-— —— 


for the transportation of 325 pounds ef oll as the shipper in 
for 400 Feno thus making a discrimination of about 20 per cent. in | 
favor of the one who ships in tanks. The justice of the proposed | 


amendment and the necessity for the modification of the rule on this . 
subject, as given by the Interstate Commerce Commission in the case of 
George Rice against the railroads, will appear more fully as I proceed. 

The necessity for legislation to prevent discriminations of this kind 
was shown by the Interstate Commission on page 15 of its first annual 
report, in which it is said: 

It is well known also that the transportation of mineral oil is already 
very large extent in tank-cars owned by parties who are not carriers pos org 4 

lation under the act to regulate commerce. A willingness to disregard the 
es of ogay and Jone as between shippers when it can be made for the 
interest carriers to do so is as likely to make its appearance in the ac- 
tion of the managers of any one of these outside pant aain aa as in that of the 
managers of the railroads, for the temptations will be the same and the same 
class of persons will be bidding for special leges and phase which 
before the act was passed prospered so unfairly upon railroad favors. The act 
has not changed the nature or the Shieh fis Feasona of individuals; it — 
only certain restraints, reasonable to assume ‘will be 
— Be if the opportunity shall be presented 

These facts are noted for the orate N oe the whole subject distinctly be 
Ross Sie eae eee: fit ie the willof ngress that all transportation 
of persons and prope y rail should come — same rules of pann raip aw 
and equity, some A designation of the agencies in tran: 
shall be controlled by such rules would seem to be indispensable. 

To attain the ends of justice and fairness the legislation of the coun- 
try ought to require the railroad companies to adopt one of two lines of 
policy. First, that they should furnish the means of transporting over 
their roads all the merchandise presented on equal terms; or, second, 
that they should cease to be common carriers, and should allow all who 
would do so to run cars and carry freight and passengers on their roads. 

I may observe here that it was the policy adopted in the very early 
stage of the construction of railroads, to lease to carriers the privilege 
es their own cars over the lines, but that policy has been dis- 


The companies should not be permitted to carry for some and allow 
others to carry their own products over their roads. 

That is simply a restatement in another form of the position stated 
by the Senator from Ohio which is fully warranted by the best opinion 
on this subject and by the 1 tion of different Btates and countries. 
The first is the plan adopted in this country. ‘Thesecond has been dis- 
carded, and our American railroads are, by law and in common prac- 
tice, common carriers for hire, and charged with all the duties of com- 
mon carriers. 

The railroads provide only one method for the shipment of oil, that 
is, in bex-cars, for the smaller refiner of oil, thus forcing him to accept 


barrel rates, with which he is unable to com with the Standard Oil 
trust, using tanks. On this subject I read the opinion of the In- 
terstate Commerce Commission in the case of Rice against the rail- 


roads, page 43. It is said, and I beg the attention of the Senators to it, 
because it bears directly upon this question, that— 


The most important question that arises upon the assum made — . 
. whether are in fact two 3 
—— — ge choose betwe 5 
sons . silks ends = no offer 


these are presented to class of persons usually engaged in the 
traffic, the 5 are 
them equally impartially is baseless. 


It is to this point that the minds of a number of Senators turn, and 


subject: 

No one of these defendants offers two modes of in ‘the came 
sense in w it offers its facitities for transportation to shi of other com- 
modities. of them supplies for one , and that 
one is shown to be the method on which, by their rate-sheets, the heaviest bur- 
dens are i k gr tegen ty doe ade ong narria wea 
be implied from the used in stating the on the contrary, 


cars, costing 
; and thet he shail also have stationary tanks ot the points to 


made, 
terminal facilities which he must supply for himself 


we have no means evidence in these cases of with the cost 
of g the storage who method. 
It was testified that the terminal facilities of the Standard OH of Ken- 
tucky at Selma, Ala., cost $2,000, and at New Orleans thou- 


about about 
t of the Waters-Pierce Oil Company estimates the aver- 
age cost of putting up 8 tanks to accommodate tank shipments, includ- 
— 


ete., to Appar base $50,009, ments 
of the station, except at St. Louis, where he estimates it at 
It is obvious, we think, from the facts stated, that instead of the defendants 


methods of transportation 
— — — one wih is so open. 


who . . barrels 8 of 
a n cannot so 
wher aipa tee vee ok Gee eran supply for the other the eustomary 
means of transportation eompels him to do so. 


On this point I will read further from the opinion of the commission 


in the case of Rice ust the railroads, pages 50, 51, and 55. The ex- 
re TSV yr 3 
tanks pays 


tracts are somewhat lengthy, but they state the matter with perha 
more conciseness and fullness than I should be able todo, and ce 
more clearly than I could do in a running and the views are 


ji k argument, 
so important upon the point involved as to whether this amendment, 
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or one having the like object in view, should be adopted that I feel it 
is worth while to trespass upon the patience of the Senate to call their 
attention to what the commission say upon the subject. 


The fact that the owner supplies the rolling-stock when his oil is shipped in 
tanks in our opinion is entitled to little weight when rates are under consider- 
ation. Itis properly. the business of rai companies to supply to their cus- 
tomers suitable vehicles of transportation— 


They refer here to the case of Railroad Company vs. Pratt, in 22 Wal- 
lace, pages 123, 133, supporting this view— 
and then to offer their use to everybody impartially. If the varieties of traf- 
fic are such and their requirements of rolling-stock so numerous and diver- 
sified that this becomes impracticable or burdensome, so that the aid of their 
customers becomes essential or convenient, the supply obtained by their assist- 
ace can not with any justice be utilized by the carrier in such manner as to es- 
tablish discriminations which would otherwise be inadmissible. The carrier 
has no right to hire rolling-stock and then allow it to be used exclusively by 
one class of persons on such terms as will drive out of business those who are 
compelled to use its own rolling-stock in a competitive traffic. This, however, 
is precisely what takes place in this traffic if the rates for the transportation in 
ae . in exceşġ of those which are charged for the transpor- 

n 


I have-already shown that when the railroads charge for a barrel of 
oil of 400 pounds carried in a tank the same that is charged fora barrel 
of oil containing 325 pounds of oil and 75 pounds of barrel they discrim- 
inate 20 per cent. in favor of the tank transportation. 


The tank cars which are furnished to the carrier by Ler. | py whether the use 
is paid for or not, ought properly to be held forthe use of all; but if this is found 
impracticable, it is very certain and very obvious that proprietorship of the car 
for the use of which the carrier pays, as it generally does, can fairly entitle the 
owner to no special consideration in the making of rates. 


And as I proceed I shall show after a little that not only this dis- 
crimination is practiced but that the owners of the tank cars are paid 


mil what the commission call trackage, at three-fourths of a cent 
per mile for their cars, besides getting 400 pounds of oil for 
the same price that a man transporting in barrels can transport 325 


pounds of oil. 


He has an advantage, arising from his ownership, in being able to control the 
use, but that circumstance can be no reason for extending to him exceptionable 
consideration which will make the advantage specially oppressive to compet- 
itors. It is, on the other hand, a very forcible reason why the carrier should 
see to it that its = who are forced to make use of such facilities as it pro- 
vides for them 1 not find its own want of proper rolling-stock made a und 
of discrimination against them. On this point the N eee of the sit- 
uation is very apparent in some of the arguments which have been made for 
the defense. The cdmplainant, it is said, asks the railroad companies to relieve 
him from the consequences of his own lack of capital to carry on his business 
to the best advan He can not choose the best method, because that method 

uires a large outlayin capital. His competitor in business can choose it, and 
it is for that reason that complainant is driven out of the market. He must 
blame his want of capital, it is said, and not the railroad companies, for his fail- 
ure. 


The commission proceed: k 


Astatementof the situation differing a little from this will more nearly present 
the actual e rail company not having . itself with the 
necessary rolling: stock to enable one branch of its traffic to be carried on in the 
way most advan us to those who en in it, suffers parties who have the 
capital which will enable them to supply the defect to put cars of their own 
upon the , for the use of which it pays, aud at the same time gives to such 
parties the exclusive use of what they supply, and also such preferential rates 
on the merchandise carried for them as wil 0 successful competition quite 
out of the question. It is not the lack of capital to carry on the business that 
then proves fatal, but it is the lack of capital, in addition to what is needed in 
the business, to supply tae lage to the railroad company for his use. It 
would be the height of injustice for the carrier to make such a lack a ground 
for discrimination in rates, and then to say that the party suffering from it has 
no reason for complaint since the rates which are named are offered to all. The 
offer is exclusive in fact, whatever it may be in terms or in theory. 

If a carrier of passengers were to make a uniform rate of 3 cents a mile to all 
who rode in the cars it provided, but, being deficient in rolling stock, were to 
allow owners of private cars to fill them with passengers at 2 cents a mile and 
be paid for the use of the cars in addition, we should not expect any one to at- 
tempt a defense of the discrimination based upon the ground that the rates 
wereequally open to all, and that if one, bee Sacre of lack of capital to supply 
himself with a private car, was unable totake the benefit of the most favorable 
rate, he should blame his fortune for it, not the common carrier. 

The wrong in such a case would be as plain as it would be gros$; but such a 
discrimination in the carriage of persons would be far less injurious than a sim- 
ilar discrimination in the transportation of property; the one would involve a 
small sum of money only; the other might be destructive to a business. We 
hold, therefore, that the fact that one consignor furnishes a car for hire to the 
rail company for the transportation of his oil is no ground whatever for a 
discrimination in rates in lis favor as against another consignor who must ship 
in the cars the carrier supplies. It may be a reason for limiting to himself the 
use rd rch ear he furnishes, but the discrimination can not justly or lawfully go 
any further. 


Mr. President, I call attention to the very marked manner in which 
these opinions of the Interstate Commerce Commission sustain the posi- 
tion laid down a few moments ago by the distinguished Senator trom 
Ohio, and I call attention further to the fact that what I have just read 
from the opinion of the commission entirely answers and overthrows 
the idea that because all men are not able to build tank-cars, the smaller 
refiners, who are unable to build them, should be placed at a disadvan- 
tage by discrimination which results in driving them out of business 
and leaving a monopoly of the transportation as well as the refining to 
the Standard Oil trust. R 

If we accept the correctness of the statements I have read from the 
first annual report of the commission as to the necessity of legislation, 
and what I have just read from their opinion in the case of Rice against 
the railroads, describing what they term the real situation, it will be 
found difficult to resist the conclusion that the proposed amendment 


numbered 3 or some other provision should be adopted to prevent the 
Standard Oil trust, in combination with the railroads, from crushing 
out of existence all the small : -finers and securing to themselves a 
complete monopoly of this immense business of refining, transporting, 
and selling mineral oils. i 

It may be as well here as elsewhere to discuss the question of the 
relative danger of transporting oil in tank- ears and in barrels. One of; 
the arguments used against this amendment is that the danger of trans- 
porting oil in barrels is much greater than the danger of its transpor- 
tation in tanks, and there is some evidence to that point, but evidence, 
I submit, that when the circumstances are fairly taken into considera- 
tion may subject it to the suspicion of coming from interested wit- 


nesses, 
On that subject I read from a pamphlet entitled Railway Discrim-, 


inations as given to the Standard Oil Trust,“ pages 7 and 8 and on 
page 19: 

John S. Wilson, general freight agent®@f the Pennsylvania Railroad Com- 
pany (the highest authority we have), es before the commission on Jan- 
uary 23, 1888, that he would rather 3 than oil in tank-cars, and that 
the shipment in barrels is preferable, Hear him: 

think, altogether, it is the most undesirable business we do, the carriage of 
oil in tank-cars. There is no stopping it when it once starts. We had a smash 
up at New Brunswick. We came in collision there with a line of tank-cars, the 
oil got on fire, and I think it ran two squares, got into a sewer, ran burning a 
square or two more, ran on the canal, which was then frozen over, followed the 
ice a square or two beyond, and besides our own losses we have already paid 
nearly $500,000 for the destruction there. I re; itas worse than powder to 
carry. The bridge at New Brunswick was burned down, which us two or 
three hundred thousand dollars, besides nearly half a million paid out for out- 
side destruction. t . 

“We might run for ten 59852 and by good luck have no serious accident, 
whereas on the other hand we might strike another case like that at New 
Brunswick and lose more money than we would make on carrying oil for ten 
years. I would rather carry anything else than oil in tanks. 


“The movement in barrels I have always considered preferable for two rea- 
sons. First, we load barrels in s car that will carry a return cargo. There are 
no back loads fora tankecar, For stock and box cars we can load back and get 
an increased tw} forthe roundtrip. Secondly, if there comes a collision or 
fire, the packages being separate. we are enabl to save some of the tonnage. 
There is no hope of saving the contents of a tank-car if it once gets on fire. 
Barrels you can sometimes scatter and roll off and break them up.“ 

These casualties and —— picked up from the press, have occurred since Wil- 
son’s testimony, January 23, 1888: 


““FREIGHT-CARS BURNED. 
“ PHILADELPHIA, May 4. 
“An east-bound freight train on the Pennsylvania Railroad, consisting of 
three oil-tanks and fourteen loaded freight-cars, was almost totally destroyed 
by fire at Wayne Station at noon to-day. The accident was caused by the de- 
railing of one of the oil-tank cars, which immediately caught fire and spread to 
the others, Some of the freight was saved, but, on account of the flereeness of 
the dames, a large portion was destroyed, and total loss to the railroad com- 
peny is estimated at between $75,000 and $100,000. Brakeman H. M. Chromister, 
of arrisburg, was terribly burned about the face, hands, and body, and w. 
probably die,” 
“A CAR LOADED WITH NAPHTHA EXPLODES. 4 
“ Denver, Cor o., May 14. 
“Train No.7, known as the ‘Thunderbolt,’ arrived at Fountain at nineteen 
minutes tos a. m., and had only been standing afew minutes, when a caboose and 
some cars, the brakes of which had got loose in some way, ran down from a side- 
track and struck the train with force. One car was loaded with naphtha, 
which exploded, throwing the oil over every! and setting the train on fire, 
The trainmen shoved the uninjured cars back from the wreck and were try- 
ing to save the depot, when it was discovered that two cars were standing on 
the main track that were not wrecked. The nearest one was 9 was, 
tagged ‘powder,’ Shortly afterward the car exploded, completely demolish- 
ing the depot, several 8 and a number of cars. Three ns, one 
woman and two men, were kil ed by the explosion, and some twelve or fifteen 
persons were wounded, but none 84 ously. There isa hole in the ground 
where the car stood about 30 feet in diameter and 15 feet deep. Two cars wert 
burned, and sixteen mere, together with the locomotive, were more or less 
wrecked. It is supposed that tramps let off the brakes from the cars. 


“FIRED BY FRICTION—TEN OIL CARS SET IN A BLAZE BY A RUBBING TRUCK. 
n 


“ PHILADELPHIA, PA., August 27. 

At an early hour this morning a serious accident occurred on the east-bound 
track of the Pennsylvania Railroad's main line, by which ten cars loaded with 
crude oil were totally destroyed by fire. 

“Two 3 were stealing a ride were so seriously burned that one at 
least will probably die, while the other will be disfigured for life. 

“The accident occurred a short distance east of Wayne Station, and was 
caused by a truck under one of the oil-cars becoming loose and chafing inst 
the body of the car until it created a blaze, which at once enveloped the oil-tank 
cars of the train. Travel with east-bound tracks was delayed several hours, but 
west-bound trains were not seriously interfered with.” 

Seventeen tank-cars of oil were totally destroyed and a bridge burned up on 
the Cincinnati, Washington and Baltimore , and the road paid the Stand- 
ard the loss of same, although one of its officers swore, in answer to a complaint 
in quo warranto (after the fite had occurred), that one of the reasons of giving 
the Standard low rates was because they stood all such losses, 


When we hear arguments, as we shall in this case, in favor of the 
tank-cars because of their safety and security, I beg that this testimony 
from the highest authority be remembered as showing that there is more 
danger in the transportation of oil in tanks than in barrels. 

Mr. President, as showing the great disadvantage at which thesmaller 
refiners of mineral oils are placed by the combination of interests of 
the Standard Oil trust and the railroads, I propose to read an extract 
from a letter of Murray, Dougal & Co., addressed to Mr. George Rice, 
at Marietta, Ohio, and dated Milton, Pa., December 6, 1887, in which 
it is said: 

Our financial friends state— 
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This seems to be in el st ay myers 1o a oompany EC in 
building tank-cars to build cars for Rice of a similar kin 

Our financial friends state that they have declined to do this mainly on ac- 
count of some supposed controversy which they claim yon have had with the 
Standard Oil Company and various railroads in the West. They feared you 
soaa not use these cars to adyantage if the railroads should be hostile to your 

I present this to show that the makers of these cars understood it 
was the purpose of the Standard Oil trust and of the railroad com- 
panies to refuse to allow them to be made for the benefit of Rice and 
other small refiners, so as to give them the opportunity of transport- 
ing their oil on equal terms with the Standard Oil trust. It is very 
striking testimony that should not be forgotten in this connection. 

I had intended—but I find I am occupying more time than I ex- 
pected—to call attention to the ownership of the tank-cars as it appear 
in the evidence of several witnesses in their testimony before the Inter- 
state Commerce Commission. It is sufficient perhaps for me to state 
generally that I understand from this testimony and from such informa- 
tion as I can get that the Standard Oil trust owned about four thousand 
tank- cars, and perhaps owns more now. The next owner of any consid- 
erable number of tank-cars is the Pennsylvania Rai Company, 
which owns about twelve hundred of these cars. Then there are a few 
cars owned by some other associations, but in comparison to the whole 
the number is very limited and unimportant. So I shall pass from that, 
but I have the evidence before me showing the numbers. 

This question can not be rightly understood without considering, to 
someextent at least, the history, the business combinations, the wealth, 
the power, and the practices of the Standard Oil trust. A mere taking 
up of isolated facts and speaking on them gives no adequate conception 
of the real question which is intended to be met by this amendment. 
It takes a more comprehensive view, and that view, to some extentas 
best I can, I propose to state. 

Reasoning which applies to ordinary regular business methods is not 
applicable to this stupendous association whose briarean arms embrace 
a large ot the commerce and transportation of a continent, 

On the 18th of January, 1872, John D. Rockafeller, William Rock- 
afeller, H. M. Flagler, and others, holding a majority of the stock of 
The South Improvement Company,“ made a secret contract with the 
Pennsylvania Railroad Company, the Erie Railroad Company, the At- 
lanticand Great Western Railway Companies, the New York and Hud- 
son River, and the Lake Shore and Michigan Southern Railroad Com- 
panies, which contained the following extraordinary provisions. One 
of them is: They agree— 


To pay and allow to the party hereto of the first part, on all petroleum and its 
products, transportation for it over the railroads of the party of the second part 
and its connections, the following rebates, and on all transported for other par- 
ties, drawbacks of like amounts, as the rebates from the gross rates, the same 
to be deducted and retained by the party hereto of the first part, for its own use, 
from the amounts of freights, payable to the party of the second part, 


That is, it would not only make rebates on the transportation of oil 
to the South Improvement Company while charging others full rates, 
but would pay over to that company the difference between the amount 
of their reduced rates and the tariff rates in general. 

They agree further: 

To charge to all other Specs (exceptin 
for the transportation of petroleum and its products rates which shall not 

gross rates above fied, and should at any time any less rate 
be charged, directly or indirectly, either by way of rebate, commission, allow- 
ances, or upon any pretext whatsoever, the same reduction per barrel shall be 
made to the party hereto of the first part, from the net rates provided for them, 
on all transportation for them during the period for which such reduction shall 
be made to others, 

And it is hereby further covenanted and agreed by and between the parties 
hereto that the party hereto of the second part shall at all times co-operate, as 
far as it legally may, with the party hereto of the first part against loss or in- 
jury by competition, to the end that the party hereto of the first part may kee 
upa remunerative and so a full and regular business, and to that end shall 
lower or raise the gross rates of transportation over its railroads and connec- 
tions, as far as it legally may, for such times and to such extent as may be 
necessary to overcome such competition; the rebates and drawbacks to the 
party of the first part to be varied pari 25 55 with the gross rates. 

It is further mutually agreed by and between the parties hereto that this 
agreement shall continue and remain in force for the period of not less than five 
pas and shall not then nor thereafter terminate until one of the parties shall 
ve given twelve months’ written notice to terminate it. 


While this arrangement has now ceased to exist, I read it as evidence 
of the character of arrangements entered into by that corporation by 
which it absolutely controlled the transportation of petroleum by the 
five great trunk railroads and has given itself a monopoly of the trans- 
portation of mineral oil. 

The freight rates and rebates allowed this South Improvement Com- 
pany per 45 gallons crude were as follows: 


such as are referred to in article 3) 


Route. Freight. | Rebate. 


From Oil City, Union, Corry, or Irvineton to 


Cleveland. 80. 80 £0.40 
Pittsburgh . 8⁰ 40 
New York 2.56 1.06 
Philadelphia 2.41 1.06 
Baltimore. 2.41 1.05 
Boston 2.71 1.06 


And probably it was not only a rebate of $1.06 on the freight butan 


equivalent to that paid over and extorted from shippers to this Stand- 
ard Oil Company. 
Refined, per 47 gallons. 
Route. Freight. Rebate. 
From Pittsburgh to— 
New York. $2.00 $0.50 
Philadel phi 1.85 50 
Baltimore... 1.85 50 
From Cleveland to 
Boston. . ... ———— 2.15 50 
New York.. 2.00 -50 
Philadelphia.. 1.85 50 
Baltimore 1.85 50 
From Oil puy: Union, Corry, or 
New York.. 2.92 1.32 
Philadelph: 2.77 1.32 
Baltimore... 2.77 1.32 
Boston...... Pea 3.07 1.32 


On all the western shipments from the points named and on all shipments 
either east or west from any points intermediate to those named the ring was 
to receive a rebate equal to one-third of the gross rate. 

By order of the executive committee Petroleum Producers’ Union. 


The charter of this company was repealed at the instigation of the 
rated oil producers and refiners of the country, and in its place 
wassubstituted the Standard Oil Company of Ohio, which got increased 
rebates and drawbacks, but which were kept better concealed or were 
more adroitly covered up. 
I am advised that these same gentlemen were among the original di- 
rectors of the Standard Oil Company of Ohio. 
The following statement was published by Mr. F. B. Thurber, a prom- 
inent merchantof New York, in Scribner’s Magazine for December, 1880: 


The testimony in the Pennsylvania Legislature showed that the trunk-lines 
of railroads paid in rebates to the Standard Oil Company,” within Se penoa k 
of eighteen months, $10,151,218, which was contributed by the roads in fol- 
lowing proportions, namely: 
Total shipments, from October 17, 1877, to March 31, 1879, 18,556,277 barrels, 
‘Total rebates during that time, at 55 cents (average) per barrel, $10,151,218, 
id to Standard Oil Company by Baltimore 
and Ohio Railroad Il per cent., as per contract, October 17, 1877... $1, 116, 633. 48 
Paid by New York Central and Hudson River Railroad 21 per cent., 
as per contraet, October 17, 1877... . . ... sees, 2, 131, 755. 78 
Paid by Erie 3 per cent., as per contract, October 17, 1877. 2, 131, 788. 78 
Paid by Pennsylvania Rai 47 per cent., as per contract, Octo- 
4,771, 072. 46 
, 10,151, 218. 00 


ber 17, 1877 (17; months) ....».... . „ Reina 
Total rebates, October 17, 1877, to March 31, 1876. 

On the subject of the power and evil effects of this monster corpora- 
tion I desire to read a from an address delivered by Judge 
Cooley, the president of the Interstate Commerce Commission, at a 
meeting of Boston merchants, published in the Buffalo Express Jan- 
uary 14, 1889. He says: 


A few things can, nevertheless, be said of trusts without Senger of mistake. 
They are things to be feared. They antagonize a leading and most valuable 
principle of industrial life in their attempt not to curb competition merely, but 
to put an end to it. The course of the leading trust of the country has been such 
as to emphasize the fear of them— 


He undoubtedly refers to this Standard Oil Company— 

and the benefits that have come from its chea of an article of commerce 
are insignificant when contrasted with the that have followed the ex- 
hibitions in many forms of the merciless power of concentrated capital. And 
when we witness the utterly heartless manner in which trusts sometimes have 
closed manufactories and turned men, willing to be industrious, into the streets 
in order that ay. may increase profits already reasonably we can not 
help asking ourselves the question whether the trust, as we see i not a pub- 
lic enemy; whether it is not teaching the laborer dangerous lessons; whether 
it is not helping to breed anarchy. One thing would seem manifest: There are 
some trusts whose members are estop from complaining of organized labor- 
ers when, by strikes, or boycotts, or any kindred means, they seek to force 
compliance with their demands. 

They are estopped because their own methods have been of a like nature, and 
having been employed with greater skill and power have been generally more 
effective and mischievous. Anything in the nature of a trust that should bring 
the railroads of the country or of any considerable portion of the country under 
a single head, with irresistible power to divide business and make rates, would 
be more to be dreaded than any other trustever formed or proposed. The rea- 
son is obvious—it would control more poy have more power of control- 
ling and coercing the action of individuals and of the public authorities. It 
would, besides, if formed now, in all probability fall to the control of that class 
of managers whoin handling railroad property do not hesitate to subordinate 
law to corporate interests and rivalries. o prudent man would give assent to 
a ey roa gets until he was first shown that effective legal restraints had been 
put in 


I read the following from a pamphlet published by Mr. George Rice, 
over his own signature, entitled Railway Discriminations as given 
to the Standard Oil Trust:’’ 

In a report to the New York Chamber of Commerce, the committee on rail- 
road transportation of that body alludes to this subject as follows: 

“How oblivious of their obligations as common carriers, and how regard - 
less of public rights are the great trunk lines is illustrated by their making an 
agreement with the ‘Standard Oil Company’ (article 4), to protect them 
loss or injury by competition. Whathas ap ened in the case of the ‘Standard 
Oil Company’ may happen in other lines of business. With the favor of the 
managers of the trunk lines, what is to prevent commerce in the rest of the 
great staples from being monopolized in a similar manner? Already, indeed, 
it is taking this course. One or two firms in Baltimore, Philadelphia, New York, 
and Boston, with their branch houses in the West, are, by the Eros of the rail- 
roads, fast monopolizing the export trade in wheat, cattle, and provisions, driv- 
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their com to the wall with absolute certain down and 
ert h —— ——————— — — 
w 
It further says 
“If a true . of the Standard Oil Company could be written, it would 
— more like a romance of the — ages than a statement of commercial 
age the nineteenth cen 


This system of unjust discriminations in the e of oll ranar 
was stop) temporarily in 1880 in consequence of gs instituted 
by those injured, and yin to the oon on of society in Penn- 


cine page tre yr roamed it was agreed that for the future 
win en ho nto ae 

on e- 

ee alaa tress the railroads b; 


order to avoid oir the —o as S others i 
he rebate-money y 
oh barre had — dopo unjustly given to 


water with t 

means of this capital which the» 

them, and were enabled to transport their oil in ae a cost of about 5 cents 
barrel, while their competitors were com: to pay railroad freights of 
times that amount. 

After the Standard had laid their: pipe · lines to tidewater, they then negotiated 
with the roads, and entered into a contract by which they gave them 26 per cent. 
of their transportation to the seaboard in order to have rates against 
their competitors, this 26 per cent. to include the shipments of all 8 and 
now being carried out. 

In January, these same six Ty arise othe we gles re hea ht cad 
which organized the Standard 0 


te no more, or to abrogate the system 
rates ee aap sa phar eh and inaugurate a system that dis- 
times notorious South improvement scheme and all pre- 
vious efforts, as I will show. 
The highest percentage of discrimination to the South Improvement Com- 


ny, as rates above, is 127 while in one of my own cases, which 
Se NN there was u 


25 


George R 


out of that 35 cents pay to us 25 cents in for every barrel posh ps, 
we will give you our ess; but if vou do not we will lay the pipe-line.’ 
Such was the con made. What would have been the result if Mr. 


? 
they oe would have been refunded 
bonus besides.” 
Dan. O'Day. anton pg gt Som de omega oe hey 


, compels Phineas Pease, 
receiver of this road, to discriminate 


per cent, in their favor, per 


8 —̃ H— „say, 
on Mr. George Rice's oil alone. á ony. S 
is same year, July, 1885, the roads doubled their rates of 

to New Orleans and Memphis, where I had agencies, and not one 


Oil Company. 
Sa ene ae Bs een eee oe State of Ohio vs. The 
Cincinnati, W. e — ee and 


Railway makes tariii om Park 
12 miles 8 isthe headquarters of the . a Consolidat Oil 
Com dard Oil trust). It is also developed that R. M. Fraser, the gen- 
eral igh agent of the road, gave notice to said company on July 11. a full and 
complete list of all of my advanced rates, which were to go into effect the next 
15th, but —... arenes list until A 23. 
oradvances madeon me thereafter this company was promptly 
a plang changes although they were not using or shipping at my rates, but this informa- 
tion was most important to them in order to shut me out of the markets, This 
company alsoasked Fraser to advance barrel rates. 
The Southern pare Steam-ship Association as late as November 2. 
sent me their general tariff of rates, now in effect, in which this occurs 
“Special rates on various articles issued from this office are not affected vy 
this publication.” 


In reference to these discriminations I read farther from pages 77, 
78, and 79 of the opinion of the commission in thecase of Rice vs. The 
Railroads. reading from this opinion because it is testimony 
direct and strong and such as ought not to be overlooked in the con- 
sideration of this amendment. 


Referring to recent correspon 3 uoting rates to the points named in 
your letter of the Lith instant, T beg to inform you that the f wing rates on 
coal-oil are obtainable from . 


828. 00 80. 18 
50. 00 33 
61, 80 4 
60,00 47 
60.00 -45 
60.00 3⁴ 
50. 00 33 

2.871 1—— 

118. 00 . 

112. 00 . 


* Per 100 pounds. 


As pean Sra ian —— of shipments was given, some of the ſigures in 
which require n The rate—barrel rate—to Lexington was soon reduced 
to 10 cents per 1557 pounds, the tank rate remaining the same, Theaverageshi 
ment in tank-cars to that point seemsto have been of 31,223 peono weight, — —5 
would make the rate on ſank- car shipments about 8.32 per } 8 und 


barrel rate about 20 per cent. higher. The only shipper to this in alther 
mode was the Standard Oil Company of Kentucky. In con e 1 —— tho 
88 from Cincinnati to Chattanooga were in tank-cars v. from 25,- 
000 to 43,815 pounds, The barrel rate was 33 cents per 100 The tank 
rate was $50 per car. At 33 cents per 100 the rate on the oil carried in the 
smallest car would have been $82.50; on that carriedin the it would have 
been $144.50. On an average of the ton. it would have been $113.54. The aver- 


age makes the rate on barrel shipments 125 per cent, in excess of the rate on tank 
shipments, instead of 20 per cent. excess, as at Lexington. 

A similar vast d was shown in the Cincinnati to 
ian. The tank rate was $00, which, if the tanks averaged 24,000, would make 
. pounds 25 cents; or, if th averaged 30,000, 20 cents; but 


while this charge remained, the rate on barrel ts was raised to 56 cents 
Ee Net DAMS e not less than 175 per cent, excess over the tank-car 
ee do complainant sent the following letters: 
Coe nn ie ae OR, Meme and barrels, car lots, to Mobile and New 
rleans. 
Also: ° 
“Yours 28th, inclosing rates, finally to hand, after several applications, 
These rates are prohibitory on my shipments, as u know full and the 
device or method of the tank-car shipment in is purposely 


me (who shi Nr 


tirely in barrels) in 

the | Standard Oil Company in the sale of my products 
I give this for the double purpose of showing, first, the enormous 

discriminations against shipments, and second, the combination be- 

tween the Standard Oil trust aod the railroads. 


By these rates thus given me to nine prominent points in the South you dis- 
criminate against my shipments not less than 67 cent, and as high as 213 per 


cent., whileto ‘untsville, Ala.—you make the rate the same per 100 pounds 
for both barreled oll and that in ank care I will here show you how I arrive 
s com 


“All the bulk oil carried in tank-cars from the Pennsylvania oll regions to the 
seaboard pays the same amount for 50 gallons in bulk as for 50 gallons (includ- 
Sauk ths berth. ae the HAPU, carried extra to compensate for the return 


Sa gah eon A O S SA EUO ny Soba bo pe panne ne 
that the tank-carsof the Standard Oil Com . — 
at least 100 barrels 9 on an average, W 


of the 


$26.00 

50.00 

61.80 

60.00 

60. 00 

oxville, erevsecesccanccmnsscesswenssazcarers] 80.00 

Shreveport, La. — — 48 
Montgomery, Ala. — — . 

K. —————— 
Huntsville, A 


*37 cents per 100 pounds for both. 


This table shows discriminations running, as alleged, from 67 per 
cent. to 213 percent. against the smaller refiners transporting in barrels 
and in favor of the Standard Oil trust with its monopoly of tank- cars and 
railroad assistance. 

One of the methods by which railroads discriminate in favor of the 
Standard Oil trust and against the smaller refiners and shippers is, 
after fixing the rates of transportation, to repay to the owners of the 
tank-cars (the Standard Oil trust) mileage at the rate of three-fourths 
of a cent a mile each way. 

I read from pages 32 and 33 of the opinion of the commission in the 
case of Rice vs. The Railroads, and I beg to call the attention of Sen- 
aters to this statement by the commission: 

If, however, the owner of oil at Louisville should desire to send a consign- 
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ment of oil in tanks to Memphis, and should apply to have cars furnished him 
for the purpose, he would be told at once thatthe company did not supply tank- 
. . . of that method of 

Savane aed Nee 


expense, the actual cos to him of the rest sd will yery much 
ished rate. This, however, does not seem to be generally 
though not a universal, 
among railroad companies in the Southwest, 2 . 
custom- 


5 ri era. penne rr ol loading the 
urn V. 
car with return freig Maro is offered or is — AF aiis 

This carries out the statement I made some time ago about the 
Standard Oil trust supplying cars for the use of the railroads and re- 
ceiving pay for them while the railroads gave it other advantages for 


discriminating against shippers by other modes. 

One difficulty with this understanding is that it does not in the rate 
sheets. The sixth Seon g ar: the act to regulate commerce p that “every 
common carrier the provisions of fhis act a 


of passengers proj 
OA AT a OS ip haapana ar ponar iaar g Dearne 
the first section of this act. The sch les printed as aforesaid by an 
common carrier shall plainly state thet Sarain n its railroad between en 
2 passengers will be carried, and contain the classification of 
n force upon such railrond, and shall also state separately the terminal 
any rules or regulations which in any wise change, Tras owes de- 
„ che aggregate of such aforesaid rates and fares and charges.” 
I am reading here from the sixth section of the act which is now a 


law. Then they proceed: 


The purpose of this provision is very manifest and is well understood. It in- 
tends every person to avail himself of the facilities afforded by the 


ty 
what charges he must pay for the 
and also have in the published rate-sheets au accurate 


him with cars for one of the 
they offer to him. 


I beg that Senators will note throughout this decision everywhere 
the combination is presented between the Standard Oil trust and the 
railroads for the crushing out of the smaller refineries. The commis- 
sion proceeds: 


The rate-sheets, therefore, require to be —— other information, 
went eat one prin ce ene sa ne cha he — — partion 


barrels holding the which was 
— i da it was matter of course that the shipper should . 
imsellf. 


after 

chandise, and is bought and sold with it. Theshipper in barrels, itis 3 

is expected to deliver his merchandise in that form of package, ome 

bill informs him what he must pay upon it. 
tanks does not receive from the rate-sheets 


But when hesceks this information he he learns immediately that the matter is 
or may be the of private negotiation, and different terms in 
different cases. ae ae on the statute was aimed 

mediately. He is not informed by the rate-sheets 


make their appearance im 
¡what he will be charged for the pre fg bea rendered him, ond when he seeks 
the information he finds the terms are to be the subject of ; but a bargain 
implies a difference in terms in different cases. 

In the testimony of Mr. Thomas L. Kimball, general traffic man- 
eee ee 


PA. have hero a memorandums of tho car as ae 

This is paid by that railroad company to the Standard Oil Company 
for the use of its tank-cars in transporting its own oil. 

Mr. John C. Gault, of the Cincinnati, New Orleans and Texas Pacific 
Railroad, in answer to Mr. Rice’s inquiry as to the terms on which he 
C 
. Be Carnia by shippers and to be returned empty at 5 cents a 

He did not propose to pay Mr. Rice three-fourths of a cent per mile for 
the useof his carin going and , but he must the tank- 
car and ship his oil and y 5 cents a mile for the return of it. Such 
conduct is monstrous needs the correction of law. 

In some cases the tank-cars of the Standard Oil trust are returned 
free; in others that company is paid trackage by the road on retarn of 
cars at three-fourths of a cent a mile, . 
cents a mile for return of tank- cars. 

I will not read the whole of the testimony of Mr. Dow, engaged in 
the oil business at Memphis, but I will read a question and an answer: 
Feet akon ke on ee eet 
pinces: Den mich by wagons. In tact Thal tt Se now. 
a cae eet ao Ea order to com- 


„ 


A. Forty miles south of Manito. All the oil I sell there is in the town of 
Manito, on the Illinois Railroad. 


Here a person engaged in the business of selling oil isso discriminated 

against by railroads and the Standard Oil trust that he can only com- 

Pets wich Chan ey boning his oll ta along the line in the same 

direction with the railroad for 40 miles in order that he may be able 
to carry on his business. 

One of the reasons assigned for charging more for carrying oil in bar- 
rels than in tanks is that the tanks get return freight in cotton-seed oil 
and in turpentine, while the box-cars, in which barrels are carried, 
come back empty. This may besoinafew instances of shipments from 
the South. But the cotton-seed oil made there is not all, perhaps not 
generally, shipped in tanks. A large cotton- seed- oil factory atthe town 
near which I live sends its oil off in barrels. [am not able to state 
what the practice generally is, and I only state as to that within my 
own knowledge. 

The greater part of the petroleum product of this country is sent from 
the oil regions (Pennsylvania, New York, West Virginia, and Ohio) to 
the Eastern Enp of it for consumption and part for export. Box- 
cars carrying of oil there will generally find return freights of 
merchandise, while tank-cars can carry back, but must be re- 
turned empty. Box-cars carrying barrels of oil to the Southern States 
get return cargoes of cotton, much more of which is shipped North on 
cars than of cotton-seed oil, besides tobacco, rice, sugar, and other mer- 
chandise, which farnish return cargoes for box-cars, and can not becar- 
ried on tank-cars. 

In reading the opinion of the commission in the case of Rice against 
the railroads it would seem it was to some extent influenced by this 
notion that tank-cars could get return freight while box-cars could not. 
The commission ought not to have been misled by such representa- 
tions. An examination of the statistics of the railroads in the Southern 
States, as shown by Poor’s Manual, will show that generally the freight 
on — going north is considerably greater in bulk than that going 
sou 


It seems here as in other points in consi this matter, that the 
view was a limited, narrow view, not taking in the whole case. The 
value of cotton shipped in cars from the South and the bulk that it oc- 
cupies is infinitely greater than that of oil. Besides, the oil shipped 
from the South in barrels is brought in box-cars. But why dwell on 
this? Any one familiar with the commerce of that country knows that 
this argument is unsubstantial and sophistical. 

In reference to the wealth and power of the Standard Oil trust and the 
manner in which it exercises that power over the commerce of this coun- 
try, Isubmit that in addition to the millions ofdollars’ worth of property 
EEO INOA eee e in oil refineries, in buildings, in tank - cars, 
in terminal facilities ſor the storage and sale of oil, ete. its eight trustees 
and their subordinate officers are interested as directors, 
etc., in about one-seventh of the railways of this country. Poor's 
Manual mainly, and other sources of information, disclose the fact that 
the trustees of the Standard Oil trust are presidents and directors in 
9,498 miles of railroad, with assets amounting to $418,773,833.75, 
while the subordinate officers of the various corporations merged into 
and belonging to said trast are shown to be presidents and directors of 
9,646 miles of railway, with assets amounting to $394,076,333.49, 
making a total of 19,144 miles of railway, with assets aggregating 
$812,850, 167.24. 

It is also shown that H. M. Flagler and Benjamin Brewster (trustees) 
are directors in the Minnesota Iron Company, with a capital of $20,000,- 
ee ne EO DO ae ee 

H. M. Flagler, secretary of the Standard Oil trust, is a director in 
the Western Union Telegraph Company, capital $80,000,000. 

The Standard Oil trust has issued $90,000,000 of stock, probably 
more, worth about $173, 8155, 700, 000, showing $1, 068, 550,167.24 M 
which these trustees and their subordinates have part or entire control. 

I present this to show the wonderful combination of capital con- 
centrated in the Standard Oil trust and the railroads co-operating with 
it and using their power to crush out the smaller refiners and 
pers, and to give the Standard Oil trust and the officers of these rail 
the entire and exclusive control of this vast business of refining, ship- 
ping, and selling 27,000,000 barrels of refined oil a year. 

The manner in which the interests of the Standard Oil trust are 
mixed up with the railroads of the country, and the enormous amount 
of that interest, if my information is correct, shows that when the 
ple of this country deal with the Standard Oil trast they are d 
also with the railroad companies; and that unless a separation of these 
interests can be compelled there can be no hope of healthy competition 
in the refining, transportation, and sale of mineral oil. Under sach 
circumstances, unless we can compel the railroads to furnish their own 
transportation aud to furnish tank-cars to other refiners on the same 
terms on which they are ‘furnished to the Standard Oil trust, the other 
refineries must go out of existence and that trust be allowed an absolute 
monopoly of this vast product. 

We are told that trust, by its capital and improved facilities, has 
cheapened oil to the people. Improvements in the process of refining, 
in the means of transportation, and in the facilities for handling oil, 
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has, of course, very much reduced its price. Competition has also had 
‘its influence in reducing its price to the people. 

To show how competition has caused the lowering of the price of oil 
I submit the following table, showing the prices at which oil was sold 
by the Standard Oil trust at the places named before the oilsof George 
Rice came in competition with them, and the prices at whick they sold 
oii after Rice commenced to compete with them: 


Prices, 


Names of towns. Kinds and how delivered. 
Before | After 


entry. entry 
oe ae ee eer 


Paris, Tex. . . . 1 110° fire test, in barrels............. per gallon.../ $0.15 . 10 
P 175° fire test, in barrels....... .. . .. ... do. 20 13 
Corpus Christi, Tex. 110° fire test (two 5-gallon cans in boxes), | 2.30 1. 40 
per case. 
Laredo, Tex. . — 5 
San Antonio, Tex. 1.7 
San Marcos, Tex. 8 2.60 | 1.50 
Calvert, Tex d 2.50 | 1. 50 
Weatherford, Tex. ...| 110° fire test, in barrels. = 18 10 
S WR ee 110° fire test, two 5-galion. per case...) 2.20 | 1.80 
Victoria, Tex.. „dO. —— 2.30 11.50 
Athens, Tex. do. do 2.20 | 1.50 
Fiatonia, Tex Y 2.20 |1.50 
Jacksonville, do. d 2.40 | 1.70 
Whitesborough, Tex (No competition.) 
„ 110° fire test, two 5-gallon............ ma (te T SS 
Clarksville, Tex. . . 110° fire test, in barrels............. per gall fa T ES 
no 
Cleburne, Te: 2.20 | 1.70 
Austin, Tex 3.20 | 1.50 
Do.... 22 10 
1314 10 
1.60 1. 40 
771... AN — 2.30 | 1.70 
175° fire test, two 5-gallon 3.30 | 2.20 
Honey Grove, Tex. 110° fire test, two 5-gallon: 2.20 | 1.80 
Jacksonville, Tex. . 110° fire test, barrels... 20 15 
Ennis, Tex.. 110° fire test, two 5-ga: 2.20 | 1.50 
ler, Eee . 2 = a = 
avasota, Te: Š 
Hubbard City, Tex 2.20 | 1.60 
Gilmer, Tex 2.30 1. 75 
Little Rock, Ark. 16 05 
Morrillton, Ark. 18 0 


. 
— 
a 

2 * 
— 
— 

* 


ES SSS 28888 


is, 
Union City, Ten 
ville, 


Chattan Tenn fosses. 38 
Jackson, Miss. | 110° — 5 test, in barrels, 
u — T ces 


The table is a long one and a very interesting one, showing that as 
soon as competition was introduced it reduced their rates at the fifty- 
one places named in the table. It will be seen that at all these places 
the price of oil was reduced by the competition thus produced. 

115 we allow the Standard Oil trust to crush out all rivals in this bus- 
iness it will then be in the power of that association to compel the peo- 
ple to accept poorer oil and to pay whatever price it chooses to demand 
for these oils, and it will be sure to put the price so as to cause oppres- 


sion. 

The idea of presenting an argument to anybody, much less to the 
American Senate, to prove that to make a monopoly is to cheapen rates 
is so absurd that I should feel ashamed to argue the question here. 

The ruling of the commission is a recognition of the binding force of 
an artful device for combining the Standard Oil trust and the railroads, 
which, if continued, can not fail to crush out rival refineries of oil and 
establish a dangerous monopoly. 

And if its reasoning in the extracts I have read from its first annual 
report and its opinion in the case of Rice against the railroads is cor- 
rect, its final ruling can only be justified by the fact that Congress has 
not conferred on it power to enable it to require the railroads to furnish 
their own tank-cars to meet the requirements for transportation. How- 
ever this may be, certainly its reasoning calls for and would justify the 
adoption of the proposed amendment. 

Many petitions have come to the Senate from the people of different 
parts of the country, asking for such legislation as is proposed by 
thisamendment. They are entitled to respectful consideration. The 


+ 


friends of the Standard Oil trust say this is the work of George Rice. 
He may well have had some agency in getting them sent here. This 
should stand to his credit rather than to the discredit of these petitions. 
The courage and persevering constancy he has shown, and the great 
sacrifices he has made in the courts, before the Interstate Commerce 
Commission, and in Congress to protect the oil refineries which com- 
pete with the Standard, and to give the country the benefit of that 
competition, and to bring a giant monopoly under the restraints of 
law, and to eompel it to observe the rules of right, make his course 
worthy of all commendation and honor, and mark him as of the best 
type and representatives of American manhood and independence. 

If the union of this Standard Oil trust and the railroads shall be 
permitted to continue it will outrage public sentiment, it will discour- 
age enterprise, it will demoralize the people and cause them to lose 
faith in the wisdom and justice of Congress, and it will give renewed 
and increased strength to a monopoly which may even now be too strong 
to be subordinated to law or controlled by the Government. 

This much I have said, Mr. President, upon the third amendment, and 
while I am on the floor I desire to say a few wor is upon the seventh 
amendment made by the House of Represeutatives, which I will read. 
It is as follows: 


That in all civil actions and proceedings of whatever nature arising under an 
act entitled “An act to ee commerce,” approved Febru 1887, and 
under all acts amendatory thereof, concurrent jurisdiction with United States 
courts is hereby conferred upon State courts of competent jurisdiction, 

In matters of litigation which now arise between shippers and rail- 
road companies in the transaction of their ordinary business under 
the influence of the common law, the State courts have jurisdiction of 
such cases. In the ‘‘act to regulate commerce,’’ to which this is an 
amendment, jurisdiction in civil as well as in criminal cases is retained 
in the Federal courts. So far as the criminal jurisdiction is concerned, 
we can not by law take that from the Federal courts, but we have 
many statutes, many acts of Congress to which I must call some atten- 
tion, which confer jurisdiction upon the State courts. On the subject 
of the power of Congress to confer jurisdiction on the State courts over 
controversies of this kind, I prefer, as the shortest method in which I 
can present that subject, to read an extract from some remarks deliv- 
ered on the 4th of January in the House of Representatives by Mr. 
ANDERSON, of Iowa, which contain a sufficient statement on that 
subject: 

I have given this matter some attention, and I find that in the matter of rem- 
edy for the deprivation of Federal office that the State courts are granted the 
same jurisdiction as the Federal courts, in section 2010, page 353, of the Revised 
Statutes. Again, in section 2177, page 381, United States marshals may qualify 
before the State as well as Federal judges. Again, I find that in suits and pros- 
ecutions in State courts under the postal laws where the trial of claims and de- 
mands of as value and of prosecutions where punishments are as t in 
extent as under the State laws in like cases, ju ion is iven to the State 
courts, as will be found in section 3833, page 750, of the Revised tes. Again, 
in section 4522 of the Revised Statutes, penalties for omitting to na voyage 
by seamen, the jurisdiction is conf on State courts; and in section 
4599, for the arrest of seamen for desertion without warrant, an under section 


4063 jurisdiction is conferred as to process against foreign ministers and their 
domestic servants upon State courts, 


That suits, actions, and . any association ariy Bakte act 

istrict, or torial courtof the United States held 

within the districtin which such association may be established, or in any State, 

county, or municipal court in the county or city in which said association is lo- 
cated having jurisdiction in similar cases.” 

And, Mr. Speaker, under that provision there have been decisions by the United 
States Supreme Court sustaining the power of Con to thus confer jurisdic» 
tion on State courts, one of which I shall refer to. It is the case of National Pah- 
3 Bank vs. The First National Bank of Bethel, Conn., reported at page 383, 
14 Wall. 

I read from that case the statement of facts: 

“The First National Bank of Bethel, in Connecticut, on the 2lst of February, 
1868, failed to redeem some of its circulating notes. They were protested, and on 
the 26th of February a receiver was appointed under the above-quoted fiftieth 
section of the currency act, who immediately entered on the duties of his office, 

“The National Pahquioque Bank of Danbury, d County, in the same 
State, asserted that it was a creditor of the Bethel bank and presented its claim 
to the receiver. The receiver, however, disallowed it. 

“The Pahquioque bank oe on the 30th day of May, 1868, brought as- 
sumpsit in the superior court of Fairfield County, a court of Connecticut having 
jurisdiction in similar cases, against the Bethel bank. The bank of Bethel de- 
fended itself against the claim on these, in substance, among other grounds: 

“L. That the courts of the United States alone jurisdiction after the ap- 
pointment and 3 of the receiver.” 

Mr. Justice Clifford, in delivering the opinion of the court upon this point, says: 

“Support to the first proposition is supposed to be derived from the ö f 
fact that such associations are created by an act of Con and that they are 
instruments of the National Government intrusted with the power of carrying 
on the business of yanking and of 8 and circulating Treasury notes 
as a national currency, subject to the supe ion and direction of the Comp- 
troller of the Currency and of the Secretary of the Treasury. Banking associ- 
ations, it is said, were established as instruments by which the Government 
ma faeces the trust of furnishing and regulating the national paper currency ; 
an argument is that inasmuch as they are instruments of the Government! 
to carry into effect a national purpose they can not be impleaded in a State court. 
Confirmation of that view is alsoattempted to be drawn from the faet thatsuch 
associations are controlled by the Treasury Department; that all the notes 
which they circulate as money are received from the Comptroller of the Cur- 
rency,and that they can not issue any instrument for circulation or use as money 
except the notes intrusted to them by the Comptroller of the Currency, as au- 


thorized by the act of Congress. 
“ Beyond all doubt such associations are created By an act of Congress and for 
the pur assumed by the defendants, but the conclusion attempted to be 


to 
drawn from those facts can not be su ned, as express provision is made by 
the fifty-seventh section of the act that suits, actions, and proceedings against 
any such association may: be had ‘in any State, county, or municipal court in 
the county or city in which said association is located having jurisdiction ia 
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similar cases.“ Commenced, as the action was, in the proper court of the State 
where the association is located, and in a court having jurisdiction in similar 
cases, which is not denied, it is quite clear that the objection to the jurisdiction 
of the court founded upon the character of the association as an instrument of 
the National Government must be overruled. 

“Jurisdiction in such suits is unquestionably vested in any circuit, district, or 
Territorial court of the United States held within the district in which such as- 
sociation may be established; but the decisive answer to the objection of the 
defendants is that the same section of the act of Congress gives authority to 
creditors to prosecute such controversies in ‘any State, county, or muni npm 
court in which said association is located’ in all cases where it appears t 
such courts have jurisdiction under the State laws in similar controversies, 
Proceedings to enjoin the Comptroller of the Currency under that act must, it 
is true, be instituted and prosecuted in a circuit, district, or Territorial court of 
the United States, but the act allows creditors to sue in the proper State courts 
in all suits, actions, and eee e- against the association, as specifically pro- 
vided in the fifty-seventh section of the act. Authorities to support the prop- 
osition are not necessary, as it rests upon an express provision in the act of 
Congress.“ > 

I suppose I need not have read this, as I judge that no question as 
to the right of Congress to confer jurisdiction on the State courts to 
hear and determine civil suits under this law will be raised. 

Now, Mr. President, a word upon the expediency of extending this 
jurisdiction. In many States, and especially in the larger States, liti- 
gants must of necessity in a great many cases have to goa great way 
to reach a Federal courts, involving large expense in travel and hotel 
bills, and large expense in procuring and carrying witnesses. So in 
truth by limiting the remedy to the Federal courts we exclude the 
poorer class of litigants from the benefit of this law. 

If we extend this jurisdiction to State courts of ee 
tion, it brings the forum for adjudication nearer to the litigants, places 
it more convenient tothem. It willcheapen litigation. It will make 
it possible for men of moderate means, men injured in smaller amounts, 
to prosecute their rights and have them protected by the courts of the 
country when they could not for want of pecuniary means go to a 
great distance and take their witnesses and bear the expense of prose- 
cuting their claims. 

If the law is right in providing for civil suits for wrongs done by 
transportation companies, then it follows as a logical consequence that 
justice requires that the trial of those causes should be in the courts 
most convenient to the parties injured. It is illogical and unjust to 
say that parties shall have a legal remedy and then to place the remedy 
so far from them as to make it unavailable to them. 

I have occupied the attention of the Senate so long, Mr. President, 
that I do not feel warranted in pursuing thisargument. What I have 
said suggests the argument which it seems to me is conclusive in favor 
of the Senate receding from its disagreement to the third and seventh 
amendments of the House, and when we reach the proper time for that 
if no other Senator does it I shall make that motion. 

Mr. CULLOM obtained the floor. 


COURT IN INDIAN TERRITORY. 
During Mr. REAGAN’s speech as given above, 
Mr. VEST. Will the Senator from Texas yield to me that I may 
make a conference report? 
Mr. REAGAN. Yes, sir. 
Mr. VEST. Iam instructed to make a conference report on the bill 
(H. R. 1874) to change the eastern and northern judicial districts of 


Texas, and for other p 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Texas yield ? 
The report will be read. 


Mr. REAGAN. Yes, sir. 

The 5 tempore. 

Mr. VEST. I wish to state that it is hardly necessary to read this 
report, It was read yesterday in full, and the House refused to con- 
eur in the report. The present conference report simply changes a 
single provision. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I know it, but it ought to be read. 

Mr. VEST. Very good. I was merely speaking in favor of the 
economy of time. 

3 I signed that report myself, but I think it ought 
to B 

Mr. ALLISON. I quite agree with that. 

Mr. VEST. I will not ask the Senator from Texas to give way. I 
will submit the rt and ask that it be read when the tor from 
Texas concludes his remarks. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Senator from Missouri, from a 
e of conference, submits a report and asks that it now be 
read, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Les, he submits it for action. 

Mr. VEST. I submit it for the action of the Senate. I will hardly 
ask the Senator from Texas to give way for so long a report, for it vir- 
tually destroys his speech. I would like to submit the report. 

Mr. CULLOM. Isit a long report? 

Mr. VEST. It is a long report. 

Mr. CULLOM. I hope theSenator from Texas will not be interfered 
with in his speech, if he desires to go on. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If the Senator from Texas yields for 
the presentation of the report, the question of its consideration can be 
raised on its presentation, and if raised must be decided without debate. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think if the Senator from Texas wishes to go on, 
the report had better be withheld. 
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Mr. VEST. I will withhold it. 
MISSOURI RIVER BRIDGE AT SIOUX CITY. 
Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Iask leave at this time to submit a con- 
ference report. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore, 
ceived and read. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 
The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the House to the bill (S. 1701) anthorizing the construction 
of a high bys rae br toe across the Missouri River at Sioux City, Iowa, having 
met, 3 full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do recom- 
mend to their respective Houses as follows: 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
to the amendment of the House, and agree to the oe 7 
PHILETUS SAWYER, 
JAMES F. WILSON 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
CHAS. F. CRISP, 
A. R. ANDERSON, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


The conference report will be re- 


The report was concurred in. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. RANSOM. I ask the Senator from Illinois to give way to me 
for a minute while I ask unanimous consent to call up a bill that it 
will not take more than a minute to pass. 

Mr. CULLOM. Isit a short bill? 

Mr. RANSOM. It is a very short bill, and if it gives rise to one mo- 
ment’s debate I will withdraw it. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President—— 

Mr. RANSOM. I hope the Senator from Missouri will give way. 

Mr. VEST. I would of course give up the floor with pleasure if I 
had any right to it, except for the fact that there is a conference report 
here of very great importance, and unless it be acted upon to-day the 
result may be the defeat of a measure in which a large number of per- 
sons are interested. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri has the 
right to submit the report of the committee of conference as a matter 
of privilege. 

Mr. VEST. I now submit the conference report, and ask for action 


upon it. 

Mr. CULLOM. I ask the Senator from Missouri if there is any dan- 
ger of the report not being concurred in, or if he will not wait till 
morning? 

Mr. VEST. There is not the slightest danger. The report has been 
acted upon substantially. 


Mr. CULLOM. Of course I have no right to interfere, but Iam very 
anxious that the pending matter shall be di of to-night. 

Mr. VEST. I assure my friend from Illinois that this report will 
simply take up the time that is consumed in reading it. It has been 
once read and acted upon. 

Mr. CULLOM. Very well. 


COURT IN INDIAN TERRITORY, 
Mr, VEST submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the d ing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 1874) to change the eastern and 
northern judicial districts of Texas, and for other pu „ having met, after 
full and free conference have to recommend and do recommend to their 

ive Houses as follows: 


of United States district courts. 
“Sego. 2. That there shall be appointed by the President, by and with the ad- 
vice and consent of the Senate, an attorney and marshal of said court, who shall 
continue in office for four years, and un ir successors be duly appointed 
and qualified, and they shall discharge the like duties and receive the 

fees and as now received by the United States attorney and marshal for 
the western of Arkansas. The said marshal may appoint one or mo! 
deputies, who shall have the same po form the 


wers, and 
morani in like manner as other deputy Untend 


ke d 
$ 5 : 


s 
shall give bond, with two or more partia to be approved by the Judge 
n rega 


of 
to the 


said court, in the sum of $10,000, conditioned as by law req 


ve bond in the sum of $10, o 
e judge of said court, conditioned that he will discharge his 


2 nited States t courts, 
court as provided by law in like cases, 
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„So. 5. That the court hereby established shall have exclusive original juris- 
diction over all offenses against the laws of the United States committed within 
e Indian 5 as in this act defined, not punishable by death or by im- 


“BSEC. hat the the court hereby established shall have jurisdiction in all civil 
between 9 the ute States who are residents of the Indian Ter- 
‘Story. ween citizens of the United States, or of any State or Territory 
Therein, a Say res any citizen ＋ * person or 5 . or — in the Indian 
rritory, and when the value of the thing in controversy or damages or money 
aimed shall amount to $100 or more: That nothing herein contained 


ea piewdings and and yen of Snort civil causes shali ion tte asnear 
may be, tothe 


in like causes in — a pee record of the State of Arkansas, any rule of court 
to the contrary notwithstanding; and the plaintiff shall be entitled to like reme- 
dies by attachment or other process against the poparty s of the defendant, and, 
for like causes, as now 5 by the laws of said State. 
The final judgment or decree of the court hereby established, in cases where 
the value of the matter in dispute, exclusive of costs, to be ascertained by the 
oath of either party or of other competent witn esses, exceeds $1,600, re- 
viewed and reversed or affirmed in tha Senet Court of the Unites States 
upon writ of error or “appeal: in the same manner and under the same regula- 
tions as the final judgments and decrees of a circuit court. 

“Src.7, That two terms of said court aball be held 


procure suitable rooms for pation of the $ 

“Sxc.8. That all 3 in said court shall be had in the English lan- 
guage; and bona fide malo resid 228 the Indian Territory, over twenty-one 
y the English 

— 
co! shall be subject to exemptions an 
—— ff.. ee Arkansas. 
urors shall be selected as follows: The court at its regular 
55 possessing the qualifications pre- 

scribed meg ae pape hve 2 re Soa oe court requiring the intervention 


the same 3 act as jury commissioners more than 
‘fuer and same year o judge shail. administer to each — — , tho 


believe 
name of any juryman 
until after 


intrusion of any person, and not 
N court until they have the duties ol them; 
that they shall select from the bona fide residents of the tory such 


th draw in like man- 
ner twelve other names, which shall b. be recorded in like manner on another 
shall be and and indorsed 


* by 
of petit jurors.’ The two lists shall be sealed so 
that the contents can not be seen, and indorsed ‘ List of petit j designat- 
ing for what term e eee be signed 
tho and the same delivered to the judge in open 
court; — deliver er 
minister to the clerk and his . 


eee 
will not, directly or 

— uror concerning any suit 
term, Des 
“Sec, 12. . 


the jury-lists now delivered to you ; 
„converse with any one selected as a 
zand for trial in this court at the next 


first 
cforms or by leaving a written notice 
VVV 


Tha the marshalshell return sald lists witha statement in writing of the date 
summoned; and if any juror or alternate 
d fined or committed 


order other competen: 
. 
“Sno, 18. That if for any cause the 


2 lect i th els selected be set asid 
se a saver e o, or 
8 mare al ball — the shall order 


be lost or court 
the — to summon a petit jury of the number hereinbefore designated, 
— — it Jay or th 2 as if they had been 
the formation of petit 


said court herein 

same as are provided in the district court of the United 
States for the western district of Arkansas. 

“Sze, 15. That in all criminal trials had in said court in which a jury shall be 


d. and in which the defendant or defendants shall be citizens of the 


of habeas corpus, F. 
medial Process as exists in the . United States. 
Chickasaw Nation and on of the Choctaw Nation 


jo Creek to a point where the same 

from Fort Smith, Ark., to Boggy Depot, in the Choctaw 
westerly with the said road to where the same crosses Perovin, 
northwesterly up said en gr to ——— the same is crossed by the 
sas and Texas Railway track; thence northerly up the SE of themain track 
of the said road to the South Oanadian River; thence up the center of the main 
channel of the said river to the western boundary line of the Chickasaw Nation, 
the same 8 the northwest corner of the said nation; thence south on the 
3 line between the said nation and the reservation of the Wichita In- 
ence continuing south with the boundary line between the said 
and the reservations of Kiowa, Comanche, and 


the 
Indians to Red River; thence down said river to the place of beginning; a Rad 
all that portion of the Indian Territory not annexed to the district of K 


stitute a part of the eastern judicial of the State of Texas for judicial 
purposes. 

“Seo 18. That the counties of Lamar, Fannin, Red River, and Delta of the State 
of Texas, and all that part of the Indian T said 
judicial district of the State of Texas by the 
tute a division of the eastern judi: 

nd district courts of the 


portion of the Indian Territory attached to the eastern judicial district of 
the State of Texas by the provides of this act, of which jurisdiction is not given 


Slee eee established in the Indian ; and all civil 
pas 5 st persons resident in the said counties of Lamar, Fannin, 
ed River, and Delta, cognizable before the United States shall be made 
returnable to the gto respectively, to be held at the Sel of . Tex., and 
all for offenses committed in either of said last-mentioned counties 
be tried in the division of spulech ET OO ond ene ee 

a : Provided, That suit in- 


— — prosecution commenced or 
stituted or offenses — before AS e bein any way 
‘ected by the hereof. 


any such railroad, or the works 9 with in intens to a obstruct the 0 
engine, car, or cars or to throw off the track, shall be deemed 

polig of icious mischief,and,on com „Shall 
mprisonmentat hard labor for any time not more than twenty years : Provided, 
ither directly 


That if any passenger, employé, or other na tear shall 8 eye 
ony Pee burn or de- 


stroying, the pon ng the same eemed guilty of murder, and, 
upon conviction theveora shall be punished a according! 
shall, in the indian Territory, willfully 


“Sec. 21. That an person aforesaid who 

and intentionally destroy, injure,or obstruct an 8 or telephone line, or 
any of the property or materials thereof, shalt) be deemed guilty of malicious 
mischief, aud, on conviction thereof, shall be fined in any sum not more than 
$500 and imprisoned for any time SoS mote a than one 


year, 
who shall, in the Indian Territory, ma- 


T: every person aforesaid 
liciously or contemptuously disturb or — — —— congregation or vato 
family assembled in any church or other place fi ny Prounely swearing oF 
— DIAA. for the transaction of church ue . p by p! y swearing or 
using indecent gestures, SOA on any violence of 
any kind to or upon any — vin. rs neh 


y person 
ing in any manner that is calculated to di to aoe — aad, 
gation, shall, u conviction thereof, be sentenced 2 — 
time not ahbg apa ox tt planus anneating Sto oe mae ood tee 
and imprisonment. 


“Src. 23. That person aforesaid who shall, in the Indian country, felo- 
niousiy, willfully, malice sforethought assault any person with intent 
to rob, and his counselors, siders, and abettors, shall, on conviction 

— at hard labor for a time not less than one nor more than fifteen 


850. 24. That every person who shall, in the Indian Territory, 3 

2 brand, or alter the mark or ae or any 83 the subject of larcen 
3 "of another, or who paper To win, administer any poiso: 

be tak: a f tho resaid 1 . ; 

taken by any of the afo panting or 8 and m 

any means whatsoever, kill, eee —— r 


563 of us kaplan as Shenent aT — 
tenced to or a not more than six months, or a fine of 
not orboth fen the fons the animal 


more than fine and imprisonment ; 
shall have been killed or injured by said malicious mischief, the trying the 
case shall assess the amount of s which the owner of wp bn shall 
3 in p r rigena eee eee 
court in favor of threefold the 


ary, or whlch injured for 
amount of the damages so assessed by e hich said amount execution 


may issue against the defendant and 
Sc. 25. That if F assault another with a 
A “ Jery whero conside to inflict upon the 


— 8 


maliciously and willfully sct on fire any 
woods, or theo par rings AB eee 
the A or tor be itaprisoned n — . fined in 
any sum exceeding $500, imprisoned more than six months, or 
pop eee peo ge 

San 37, ‘That Duuo 6 25, 34, and 25 of this act shall not be so constrasd as 
to apply to offenses committed by one Indian upon the person or property of 


“SEC. 28. That all laws and s of laws inconsistent with the provisions of 
this act be, and the same are hereby, re} 
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be tho — — pg read: ‘A bill to establish a United States court in the 
6 f 
JAMES F. N, 
GEO. F. Aunia 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 
N, 
JNO. H. ROG: 
Managers on the part of the House, 
The PRESIDENT protempore. If there be no objection to the present 
consideration of the report, the question is on concurring in the same. 
The report was concurred in, 
PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had on 
the 26th instant approved and signed the following acts: 

An act (S. 781) granting a pension to John Fagan; 

An act (S. 1811 granting a pension to Ann E. Cooney; 

An act (S. 1831) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary Heap Nicholson; 

An act (S. 2091) granting a pension to Frances H. Plummer; 

An act (S. 2275) granting a pension to Mary Calvert Truxton; 

An act (S. 2314) granting a pension to John B. Covert; 

An act (S. 2439) granting a pension to Charlotte T. Alderman; 

An act (S. 2993) granting a pension to Margaret A. Hillard; 

An act (S. 3540) granting a pension to Mary P. Myers; 

-An act (S. 3634) granting a pension to Mrs. Nancy Smith; and 

An act (S. 169) granting an increase of pension to Abby J. Slocum. 

The message also announced that the President had this day approved 
and signed the following acts: 

An act (S. 3560) for the relief of William S. Rosecrans; and 

An act (S. 3423) granting a pension to Irene Rucker Sheridan, widow 
of General P. H. Sheridan. 

SUE B. JOHNSON. 

Mr. DAVIS submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the House to the bill (S. 3364) granting a pension to Sue B. 


Jonnan; having met, after full and free conference have agreed to recommend 


and to their ive Houses as follows: 
That the House recede from its amendment to said bill, and agree to the 
same, 


g. K. DAVIS 
JAMES L. PUGH, 
‘A. S. PAD 


DOCK, 
Managers on the part of ths Senate, 


The PRESIDENT pro temporr. The report requires no action by the 
te. 
į EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, in response to a 
resolution of the Senate, information in regard to the disposition of 
certain moneys devoted to the allotment of Indian lands; which, with 
the accompanying papers, was reterred to the Committee on Appropri- 
ations, 

INTERSTATE COMMERCE, 

‘The Senate resumes the consideration of the third andseventh amend- 
ments of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 2851) to amend an 
3 “An act to regulate commerce, approved February 4, 
1887, the pending question being on the motion of Mr. SHERMAN that 
the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the House 
numbered 3. 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, it is with some reluctance that I con- 
sent to say anything and thereby detain the Senate from the considera- 
tion of other business. Iam, however, pressed into the service to oc- 
cupy the attention of the Senate for a few minutes. 

The bill, referring to the whole bill which has been under consideration, 
passed the Senate many months ago, during the last session. The bill 
went to the other House and passed that body with numerous amend- 
ments. It came back and the Senate disagreed to the amendments as a 
whole and asked for a conference, which was agreed to. Conferees 
were appointed on the part of both Houses, and certain of the amend- 
ments pending between the two Houses were settled by the conferees 
on the part of both Houses. The two amendments which are now under 
consideration were di toand are therefore pending to-day. Those 
two amendments I believe, as I have always believed ever since I have 
had anything to do with this subject, are not amendments that it is 
desirable to eve made to the general act. 

The act which was passed two years ago regulating commerce among 
the States was general in its provisions, It was substantially an enact- 
ment into statute law of the common law of the country, so far as it 
was applicable to the subject under consideration. 

There has never before, that I know of, been any effort on the part 
of any Senator to introduce into legislation amending the general act 
any provision that might be termed special legislation. It seems to 
me that the amendment the Senator from Ohio has so ably advocated 


does e “ae introduce into the general act to regulate commerce 

the States special legislation, and the result of its enactment 

would be that whenever any individual thought he was aggrieved in 

any way and did not at once secure justice from the courts or the com- 

mission, he would be encouraged to come before the Senate or before 
and ask such tion as would exactly fit his case. 

It seems to me that it is akin to such legislation as we see once in a 

while attempted in State Legislatures. When a lawyer has a case and 
he fears he is going to be beaten, he goes to the Legislature and under- 
takes to get an act passed to e him to win his case. While I am 
not by any means intimating that any Senator is doing or attempting 
to do that sort of thing, yet it does seems to me that the provision the 
honorable Senator from Ohio is insisting upon is that kind of legisla- 
tion. 
Not only so, but the Senator from Ohio, in his general declamation 
here, has stated that he is in favor of the poor man; that he is in favor 
of exact justice; that he is against standard oil companies; that he is 
against monopolies, and that generally he wants exact and even justice 
to all the people; all of which I agree to. Yet, if I understand the 
amendment, the result of the enforcement of it would be that it would 
enforce unjust discrimination instead of carrying out even and exact 
justice to all the people of the country. 

I submit to the Senator from Ohio, who is so earnest in behalf of this 
amendment, whether he does not believe, whether he does not know, 
that cases might arise where unjust discrimination would be the result 
of the enforcement of that provision if it was placed upon the statute- 
book. Therefore I am against it. While it looks very easy, and very 
nice, and very fair, and very just in its terms, yet, as the Interstate 
Commerce Commission have already decided more than once, I believe, 
it would be an unjust discrimination to do exactly what the amend- 
ment proposes todo, In other words, the commission have decided 
that every case must stand the facts connected with the case, and 
that there may be astate of facts under which in earrying oil in barrels, 
ifyou please, and in tanks, the chargeshould beexactly thesame. There 
may be a state of facts, I say, uhder which if that was the law and en- 
forced, the result would be an unjust-discrimination. So it seems to 
me that no such provision of law ought to be incorgporated in the bill. 

Ever since I have had anything to do with this gubject I have tried 
in legislation to go just as far as we could afford t go consistent with 
the interests of the commerce of the country and the protection of the 
people carrying iton, but in my judgment if we were to enact that pro- 
vision the result of the enactment would be that either the men who 
are furnishing oil to-day at the price the people are buying it for would 
be compelled to put up their price, if the provision the Senator from 
Ohio insists upon as to the tanks should be enforced. If the cars fur- 
nished by any outside company are to be subject to use by everybody, 
the result would certainly be that such companies or shippers would 
not furnish cars for themselves or anybody else, and we would go back 
to the old-fashioned and more expensive methods of ation that 
formerly prevailed, the increased cost of shipment being ultimately paid 
by the consumer. 

So it seems to me that thisis an impracticable proposition. I do not 
believe in the declaration the Senator announced as the law, that if one 
shipper comes to a railroad company and says that he wants a given 
number of cars, and the railroad company says, I am not able to fur- 
nish them,“ and then the shipper says, If you can not do it, I will,” 
that when the shipper does it those cars are under the Jaw to be taken 
and used by everybody else. It does not seem to me that that is the 
law on common law principles or that it ought to be in the statutory 
law. 

I agree that in so far as a railroad tion can it should furnish 
to all the people doing business exactly the same facilities; yet ifa 
railroad company can not furnish tank-cars, if you please, and che man 
or company carrying on the business determines to furnish them, he 
has to allow everybody else to use his cars and break up his business, 
and put him where perhaps he would not have cars enough in order 
to carry on the business that he is undertaking to carry on and that 
he has provided facilities for. Such an arrangement would certainly 
be very unjust, A 

So it seems to me that the proposition of the Senator from Ohio is 
that if any business man or company makes an application for cars 
and the railroad company is unable financially to furnish them, you 
have either got to say to the railroad company that it shall not farnish 
any cars or allow anybody to build their own cars, or else you have 
got to require that the company which does build the cars shall put 
them subject to the use of the railroad for anybody else. Is that 
right? I submit in all candor, is that right, or is there any common- 
law 3 involved in it? 

I do not believe there is; but taking it asa matter of practice in busi- 
ness in this country, as the Senator knows, there are coal-cars fur- 
nished by companies mining and transporting coal, there are lumber- 
cars furnished by lumbermen for the purpose of getting out their lum- 
ber, there are fruit-cars furnished by individuals for the shipment of 
fruit when the business perhaps would not justify a railroad company 
in furnishing such cars or when perhaps the railroad company was not 
able to furnish them. Does the Senator pretend to say that because 
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the railroad allows the lumber company or the fruit company or the 
coal company to farnish its own cars, therefore the cars furnished by 
any of these companies shall be subject to the use of everybody else? 

Mr. HARRIS. And refrigerator cars. 

Mr. CULLOM. Yes, sir; refrigerator cars. 

. GRAY. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question? 
. CULLOM. Certainly. 

Mr. GRAY. Ihave been much interested in the argument made by 
the Senator from Ohio in favor of hisamendment and in the subject as 
it has been presented to the Senate. I know that the Senator from 
Illinois has given great attention to this general subject, and I have 
been listening to him and intend to listen to him with attention. In- 
asmuch as it appears from the argument made by theSenator from Ohio 
that there is a contest between two sets of producers of oil, one who 
seem to be able to own tank-cars, and another who seem to be unable 
to own them, I should like to know what, in the opinion of the Senator 
from Illinois, the interest of the great body of consumers of oil in this 
country is in this contest between these capitalistic corporations and 
the producers? 

Mr. CULLOM. Of course it is the interest of the people generally 
that no one corporation should own the country or its business. That 
J agree to. But, after all, the great purpose of regulating interstate 
commerce, or having anything to do by legislation with the subject, is 
to protect the great body of the people against extortion or unjust dis- 
crimination or preference, as is expressed in the general act of Con- 


Mr. BUTLER. May I ask the Senator a question for information, 
for I have not had time to examine the amendment? Does not the 
amendment practically undertake to regulate freight traffic by Con- 
gressional action or interference? I have not had time to examine it, 
and I ask for information. 

Mr. CULLOM. Iwill read the amendment so that the Senator may 
know exactly what it is: 

Provided, however, That it shall be unlawful for any common carrier, subject 
to the provisions of this act, to carry refined oils and other petroleum products, 
cotton-seed oil, and tine for any shipper, in tank or cylinder cars, who 
shall own, lease, or control the same in any manner, except upon the condition 
that said carrier shall charge the same rate for the transportation of said prod- 
ucts in wooden 2 or barrels, in car - load lots, as in said tank or cylinder 
cars, the said tank and cylinder and said wooden packages and barrels being 
carried free in each case. 

That is the provision. 

Mr. GRAY. The Senator of course will tell me if I am interrupt- 
ing him. 

r. CULLOM. Not at all. I should have gone further in answer 
to the Senator from Delaware if the Senator from South Carolina had 
not asked me the purport of the amendment. 

Mr. GRAY. I wanted to pursue my inquiry tothis point, whether 
the result of the amendment of the Senator from Ohio will not be to 
raise the price of oil to the consumers of the country ? 

Mr. CULLOM. I have not the slightest question but that it will. 
While I am upon that branch of the subject I desire to make one allu- 
sion to another remark of the Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. HARRIS. If the Senator from Illinois will allow me, I beg to 
suggest that it will produce the very inequality the committee has 
struggled to prevent. 

Mr. CULLOM. Of course, exactly. Now, I want to say a few 
words to the Senator from Ohio in answer to the suggestion he made 
in regard to pipe-lines. The Senator complains that certain persons, 
I do not know who they are, have gone through people’s farms and 
over the highways and byways from some oil region, I suppose, in his 
State, until finally they have got the pipe-line from that region into 
the city of Chicago, and he complains about that. Mr. President, if 
there is anything that the people of Chicago and the West ought to be 
grateful for it is that whatever company has put down that pipe-line 
is giving to the people of Chicago on that account cheap oil for manu- 
facturing, for fuel, or for whatever purpose the oil may be used. 

While the Senator may have an idea of some principle of law that 
wouls prevent that sort of thing, or that would require a regulation 
of it, I do not know of any provision of the common law or any other, 
if any individuals or corporations shall put down apipe-line from Ohio 
to the city of Chicago for their own use, by which we are going to be 
able bila with it under any general common law principle or 
any other, 

far as I am concerned I have no particular affection for the Stan- 
dard Oil Company, because we all know that that company has ex- 
torted from the people in years gone by to the amount of millions of 
dollars. Yet because of that fact and because of the possible unpopu- 
larity of that institution in the country, while I have any responsibility 
whatever for the control of legislation on the subject of lating com- 
merce, I shall not allow any amendment, if I can help it, to get into 
the general act which will result in producing an unjust discrimina- 
tion, and in the end break down the whole effort that we are making 
in protecting the people against extortion and unjust discrimination. 

Mr. DAWES. I wish to ask the Senator a question, because I have 
not been able to be here during the discussion. Somewhere in the ele- 
mentary books it is said that you must understand the mischief before 
you undertake to apply a remedy. Therefore, I should like to know 
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whether the complaint is that the railroads makea distinction between 
producers who offer the same facility ? That is to say, do they make 
distinctions in favor of one company furnishing tank-cars, for instance, 
as against another company offering the same kind of cars? 

Mr. CULLOM. Not at all. 

Mr. DAWES. Now, another point. Do they make a distinction 
between those furnishing tank-cars and those offering to farnish another 
kind of car equally safe? 

Mr. CULLOM. There have been two ways of carrying oil, one by 
tank-cars, which the Senator has referred to, and the other in what 
are called stock-cars. There have been cases brought before the Inter- 
state Commerce Commission, in one instance against the Lake Sho 
road, the allegation being, in the first place, that the railroads we 
making too great a discrimination hetween the price charged for car- 
rying aby of a car- load and a whole car-load. Then again complaint is 
made that the railroad charges a different rate, and it is alleged that there 
ought to be no difference between the carrying of oil in stock-cars by 
the car-load and a car with a tank as a part of the car, the tank being 
full of oil. Those cases have been before the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission and they have given those subjects their attention, and in two 
cases or more have decided as to what they thought was substantially 
right as between the two modes of carrying a car-load in a stock-car 
and a car-load ina tank-car. 

Right here, before I refer to that decision, I will state what the point 
is. While the Interstate Commerce Commission had decided just what 
they thought was right as between the two modes of transportation, 
which was based upon matters of fact, the people representing the 
stock-car mode of transportation insist still that the railroads give the 
advantage to the tank-car mode of transportation. 

Mr. DAWES. I should like to make one other inquiry. 

Mr. CULLOM. Go on. > 

Mr. DAWES. That is, whether the tank-car is a car that nobod 
can use except this 9 

Mr. CULLOM. Not at Any body can build a tank- car, as I un- 
derstand, who has got the money to build it. 

Mr. PLATT. It is furnished by other companies. 

Mr. CULLOM. It is furnished by a good many other companies than 
the Standard Oil Company. 

Mr. DAWES. Is it the answer of the railroad company that the 
other method is not as safe? 

Mr. CULLOM. Ofcourse there is a difference of ion on that 
question, The fact is, as I gather from all the information that I have 
been able to get, that the tank-car system is safer, and I have no doubt 
myself that it will be but a very brief period of time before there will 
be no other ‘mode of carrying oil from one portion of the country to 
another than in tank-cars, because itis the cheaper mode and it is cer- 
tainly the best mode of transporting it from one section of country to 
another. 

Let me read for a moment what the decision of the commission has 
been. The last decision by the Interstate Commerce Commission w 
in the case of William C. Scofield and others against the Lake Shore an 
Michigan Southern Railway Company, decided July 19, 1888. In that 
case just what I have stated was the complaint. The parties to it, and 
there is a large number of them, alleged thatthe railroads were extort- 
ing from them or unjustly discriminating against some of them because 
they charged too much for a part of a load in comparison with the 
charge they made for a full car-load of barrels in a atock-car. The 
other complaint was that there was too much discrimination or differ- 
ence in the charge between the transportation of a stock car-load of oil 
in barrels and that in a tank-car. 

The commission delivered a long opinion, reciting all the facts and 
summing up with a statement of the facts in the case, which is entirely 
too long for me to read, but I will read a paragraph or two simply to 
show that everything the Senator from Ohio is anxious to secure is be- 
ing secured by the decisions of the Interstate Commerce Commission 
as the cases come before them, and that the rights of the parties are 
being secured, not by an attempt to make s l legislation here and 
to put into the act a statement of what the rate shall be by comparison 
in every instance, but they do it upon the examination of all the facts 
before them, and then render a decision just as any court would do, or 
as a jury would do if the case was submitted toa jury. They use this 
language. They say: 

There is no just and substantial ground for this difference— 


That is to say, the difference that existed in that particular case as 
between the charges by the car-load in barrels and the tank-cars. 

There is no just and substantial ground for this difference, so far as we can see, 
By this arrangement the carrier hauls in one tank-car 90 barrels of oil, ete. 

I am reading this to show the view of the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission, which we must trust if we do not abolish it and let the peo- 
ple take their opportunities in the courts, as they have the right to do 
under the law to-day. If a railroad company that fails to farnish tank- 
cars to the honorable Senator's friend or anybody in his State or any- 
where else refuses to furnish those cars he has a right under the com- 
mon law, as well as under the act of Congress, in my opinion, to bring 
asuit, Iam sure he has under the common law a right to bring a 
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suit and punish the railroad for its failure to do its duty as a common 
carrier under the common law. 

Mr. PLATT. If it has failed. 

Mr. CULLOM. I say if it has failed to do its duty. I am not say- 
‘ing that it has. So there is the remedy the Senator seeks when he un- 
dertakes to make an appeal for one class of men as another. If 
‘a railroad has been derelict in its duty and violated the common law 
of the land in furnishing or allowing, if you please, tank-cars to be built 
and used by one company, or if the railroad has furnished tank-cars 
to one company and has not furnished them to another, he can test the 
question as to whether under the common Jaw the company was liable 
because of failing to do its duty by one customer as well as another. 

Now I come back to theoriginal proposition. The only pointin this, 
it seems to me, is whether we are going to say by legislation that we 
will not allow a commission or a court to settle the questions of differ- 
ence that may exist between a railroad and a shipper, or whether we 
shall allow the question of fact to be settled by a lawsuit or by ahearing 
before the Interstate Commerce Commission. I say that the Interstate 
Commerce Commission are trying—whether they have reached the point 
of exact justice between the parties or not I am not prepared to say, 
but they appear to be trying to reach the exact point that the Senator 
from Ohio alleges he desires, and that is exact justice between the par- 
ties. That is all I want. 

Now, let us see what the commissioners say in this same opinion: 

Tue preference thus given to oil shipped in tank-carsas oll shipped in 
stock -cars in car- load lots is, we think, unlawfal, and must regarded as for- 
bidden by the act to regulate commerce. 

If they were committing an unlawful act, if the railroad was charg- 
ing too much to the man or the company shipping in stock-cars, or un- 
justly discriminating in favor of the tank-car, the commission have the 
absolute power to ascertain the facts existing in the case and render 
their decision, going to any length that they see proper to go to secure 
exact justice to the party shipping oil in barrels. ; 

Mr. President, I might stand here and read by the hour arguments 
that have been furnished to me by parties interested in this subject on 
both sides, but I do not think I ought to take up the time in talking 


about this feature of the case any longer. While I am up I desire to | POS 


say a word as against the other amendment that is insisted upon on the 
part of the House and the House conferees, although technically it is 
not before the Senate at this moment. s 
Mr. FRYE. Will the Senator kindly read that other amendment? 
Mr. CULLOM. Iwill. The other amendment which is pending as 
. difference between the two Houses is as follows: 

That in all civil actions and proceedings of whatever nature arising under an 
act entitled An act to commerce,” approved February 4. 1887. and 
under all acts amendatory thereof, concurrent jurisdiction with United States 
courts is hereby confe: upon State courts of competent jurisdiction, 

In the first place, the Congress of the United States, as I understand 
it, can not confer jurisdiction upon the State courts and require the 
State courts to take jurisdiction. 

Mr. REAGAN. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. CULLOM. Yes, sir. 

Mr. REAGAN. I, ashort timeago, calledattention to a number of 
acts of Congress conferring jurisdiction upon State courts for various 


ùrposes. 

si Mr. CULLOM. So I understand. But if we could confer jurisdic- 
tion on State courts, the State courts can not take the jurisdiction un- 
Tess the tures or some other authority in the State gives them 
the right to do so. That is the point I make. 

But aside from any technical question in criticism of the language 
used in the amendment, I say that it is not in the interest of the com- 
merce of this country that there should be given to the State courts jur- 
isdiction in the administration of a national law if we had the power 
to give it. What would be the result of it? Suppose we confer, if 
you please, jurisdiction upon the State courts of the country. The re- 
sult of it would be that in every State there would be different decis- 
ions. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I ask the Senator if he concedes that we can confer 
jurisdiction upon the State courts? 

Mr. CULLOM. I do not, but I say, waiving the question of the 
technical language of the amendment or of the constitutional power to 
grant it, if we were to conclude that we have the power to do it, it 
would be unwise legislation on the part of the Congress of the United 
States to enact such a provision as that. We already see a disposition 
on the part of local commissions and judges, even of the United States, 
to differ one with another in different localities. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Do J understand that there has been any authority 
whatever cited tending to prove that we can give this jurisdiction to 
the State courts? 

Mr. REAGAN. If the Senator will allow me, I have cited a num- 
ber of acts of Congress. I call the Senator’s attention especially to the 
national-bank act, which expressly conferred jurisdiction.on the courts 
of any county, city, or parish to try cases arising. 

Mr. HISCOCK. To try what case? Idid not understand the Senator. 

Mr. REAGAN. Cases arising under the national-bank act. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Does not the Senator know tbat those cases may 
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rest upon an entirely different principle? There is there the creation 
of e artificial person, a corporation. 
r. REAGAN. Mr. President 

Mr. HISCOCK. If the Senator will allow me, I desire to get this 
7 in right here. There is the creation of an artificial person by 

ngressional statute, and jurisdiction is given to the State courts in 
reference to an action by or against that person. Here, on the other 
hand, and I call the Senator’s attention to it, is a provision of the Con- 
stitution that ‘‘the judicial power shall extend to all cases in law and 
equity arising under this Constitution, the laws of the United States, 
etc. Every action under the interstate- commerce law arises under a 
statute of the United States, whereas erat sea or nearly every action 
brought against or by a bank in a State is either an action on contract 
or an action at common law. 

Mr. REAGAN. But arising under the act of Congress which created 
the corporation. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Oh, no; it does not arise under the act of Congress. 
The act of Congress merely creates the person that brings the action. 
I desire to call the attention of the Senator from Illinois, who has 

of this measure, to that manifest distinction. 

Mr. REAGAN. I desire to say that I can find acts of Congress con- 
ferring jurisdiction on the State courts. 

Mr. DAWES. I should like to inquire of the Senator from Texas if 
he means to say that a contract made with a national bank can not be 
enforced in a State court. g 

Mr. REAGAN. I have said that the express authority was to en- 
force it. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Mr. President, pending that inquiry 

Mr. CULLOM. I have the floor, I think. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Illinois has the 
floor. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I beg the Senator’s pardon for interrupting him. 

Mr. CULLOM. That is all right. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Pending that inquiry, I move that the 
Senate now proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

Mr. CULLOM. The Senator has no right to the floor for that pur- 
or any other. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair can not recognize the 
Senator from Virginia, the Senator from Illinois being on the floor in 
his own pk 

Mr. CU M. I shall detain the Senate but a very few minutes 
longer, because I am very anxious that this subject shall be disposed 
of to-night. 

I was about to say that upon the question in issue I entirely agree 
with the honorable Senator from New York [Mr. Hiscock]. The fact 
is that this question of the State court authority has been before the 
committee from the very beginning of our attempt to get together and 
pass some act upon this question. I have never believed that we had 
such authority, and I have never believed that if we had it it would 
be a wise thing for the Congress of the United States to allow State 
jurisdiction to be taken of a national law of this kind. 

As I was about to say when I was interrupted, there is no interfer- 
ence at this moment with the jurisdiction under the common law in 
the administration of justice in reference to the rights of the people 
under the common law by State courts, and there will not be by this 
act, even after these amendments are acted on; but I think it would 
be unwise that the Congress of the United States should undertake to 
give State courts jurisdiction if we had the power to do it, to admin- 
ister the national law upon the question which touches the very life 
of the great commerce of this country. 

Mr. President, it is very easy for Congress to pass acts, and let me 
say that it is very easy for us to break down commerce if we are not 
exceedingly careful in our attempt to legislate upon this great subject. 
The millions and millions of commerce that is being carried on every, 
day, the internal commerce of this country, can be thwarted, can be 
hindered,can be injured, ean be broken down by a mistake in our legis- 
lation here in dealing with this delicate subject. 

So far as I am concerned, as I have said before, I am very anxious to 
go just as far as I can in my judgment go consistently with law and 
the Constitution and duty in protecting the great body of the people 
of this country by legislation; but Iam not willing to go so far as to 
take a step that is even of doubtful propriety, because already the rail- 
roads of the country are staggering under difficulties that have come 
upon them, not from State legislation, as I understand, not by any 
action of Congress, but by the conditions that prevailed before the act 
of Congress was 3 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I ask the Senator from Illinois if he will 
not now allow me to make a motion to go into executive session ? 

Mr. CULLOM. I hope the Senator will not attempt to make that, 
motion until we dispose of this subject. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I ask this because it was agreed yesterday, 
that at 3 o’clock to-day we would go into executive session. 

Mr. CULLOM. I can not yield, however much I should like to ac- 
commodate the Senator. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER,. Then I will not yield any more either. 


Mr. CULLOM. All right. p 
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Mr. President, I say that my judgment is that every Senator should 
be careful in determining what legislation should be had this 
delicate and important subject lest we injure the commerce of the coun- 
try instead of benefiting it by any acts tanh wre sing puns aura ba Ose 
Senate of the United States. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. President 

Mr, CULLOM. I yield the floor to the Senator from New York. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. President, as a member of the Interstate Com- 
merce Committee I am opposed to these House amendments, and I de- 
sire briefly to state the ground of my opposition. 

First, I assume that it can not be successfully controverted that oil 
can be carried in tank-cars cheaper than it can in barrels. That decla- 
ration I make, and I challenge successful contradiction of it. 

Mr. REAGAN. Ido not think there is any human being on earth 
who will contradict or take issue with the Senator on that point. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Very well. Then, if this provision means anything, 
it means that the railroad companies shall charge the oil producers 
more for carrying their product which ought to be carried cheaper. 

In other words, the amendment, instead of being in the e 
utting down freights, is positive and affirmative legislation in the 
of putting them up. The usual cry against corporations has 

been that they were extortionate; that they imposed burdens upon the 
people, and that their powers should be limited because they were rob- 


Here we have a case in which they can and{do reduce the price for 
their service, because of the peculiar facility they have for carrying 
this product; and the proposition is to make the product pay more. 
That is the spirit of the amendment and that is what it contemplates, 

Mr. President, it means that if superior energy and skill can provide 
a method by which to give the products of a certain industry to the 
country cheaper than can be done in other modes, the carriers shall 
not have the privilege of doing it. It means that if a combination of 

ital can give goods to the consumer cheaper than individual pro- 
ee it shall not have the opportunity of doing it. In other words, 
this measure is aimed chiefly against cheapening the products of our 
mines and our factories to the consumer. Iam not in favor, as be- 
tween domestic producers, of carrying the doctrine of protection quite 
as far as that. 

The Senator from Texas concedes that this product can be carried 
cheaper in tank-cars than it can in the other method indicated in the 
bill, but he claims that the same price shall be charged for each method 
of t tion. If we enact a law which provides for that, the re- 
sult is to put up the price, to increase the price of transportation, and 
the one who has ch the facilities for transportation must in- 
crease the price of the product to the consumer. 

Now let us take the amendment which has been offered by the Sen- 
ator from Ohio. It provides— 


. ears for any ship who shall own, leaso, or control the 
pon the conditi . carry u said ears the 
probate all . without discrimination or favor, or similar 


cars to all shippers upon the same terms and co nditions. 


It is a notorious fact that a large proportion of the cars that are used 
by railroads to-day are leased by them, belonging to individual propri- 
etors; and they belong to the shippers in many cases, for the reason that 
they are adapted to a particular service; and it will not pay the railroad 
companies to own the cars; they can not afford todoit. Take refrig- 
erator-cars which leave a State loaded with butter in a warm season ot 
the year. It may be a very close question whether a railroad company 
feels that it would pay to build those cars and put them on the road; 
a the home shipper has his own car in his business; he can afford to 

ve it, 

This measure proposes that the very moment he has constructed a 
ear to be used in bis business he shall share it with some one else; that 
others shall have the same right he has to have freightage on that car 
to an Eastern city, or else that the railroad company shall duplicate 
that car and put it on the road. That is the amendment. That is pre- 
cisely what is proposed by the provision of the Senator from Ohio. 

I say that I believe all shippers who are engaged in the transporta- 
tion of perishable goods all over this wide country of ours to an Eastern 
market should have the right to build their cars, and upon fair and 
just terms put them upon the railroads. It is in the interest of the 
producers West and consumers East. The effect of this provision 
would be to destroy that privilege which is now enjoyed by West- 
ern ucer and Eastern consumer, and of which they have the benefit, 

I had not intended to discuss these provisions at any great length, 
but, as I stated at the outset, to give in as brief a way as possible the 
reason which induced me to oppose the amendments which have come 
from the other House, Now, a word with reference to the provision 
as to the jurisdiction of courts. I announce in commencing that dis- 
cussion that I am not prepared to lay down the law authoritatively 
as to whether we can confer this jurisdiction upon State courts or not, 
for I have not examined the decisions; but there is a wide distinction 
between a provision conferring the jurisdiction which is conferred upon 
State courts with reference to actions by or against national banks and 
what is contemplated here, and the cases cited by the Senator from 


Texas do not bear at all upon the question which is presented by this 
amendment. The provision of the ‘Federal Constitution is red 


‘The judicial power shall —— to all cases, in law and equity, arising und 
this Co Ganstitation ti the laws Ste ge and — eee * 


Every action that can 3 er this interstate- commerce law 
3000 tis for the violation of a 
statute ofthe United States. It is for a cause of action given by a stat- 


ute of the United States. Now, how is it in reference to banks? 
A national bank is simply a creature of Federal law, an artificial person 
that the courts say Congress has the power to create. Congress says 
that artificial person may be sued or sue in the State courts, but it Sea 
not say that it may be sued or sue in the State courts for causes of ac- 
tion arising out of or under Federal statutes, The actions that are 
brought there are actions upon contracts or promissory notes or bonds 
for the enforcement of rights either at common law or under contract. 
Isay to the Senator from Texas that he has not presented any case 
which holds that where the cause of action arises out ofa Federal stat- 
ute, 3 — Federal statute, Congress can abdicate to the State 
of that action. 
pdt ga gem no created and arising under the Constitution ot 
the United States be tried in a State court? As I said in the outset, I 
am not expressing an unqualified opinion on that subject. Iam simply 
calling the attention of the lawyers of this body to the question which 
Ihave propounded. There is no distinction between actions arising 
upon the terms of or given by the Constitution for a violation of the 
Constitution and those given by statute or arising for a violation of a 
statute. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Suppose a State judge should decline to execute 
the law, how would you proceed? Could you impeach him? Could 
you proceed him at all? 

Mr. HIS Well, I do not know. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I should think you could not myself, 

Mr. HISCOCK. The whole question is up whether for violation of 
Federal statutes, which violations are made criminal, eee am 
be given to State courts to try the offenders. Thatis the question 
presented. If we can surrender to the State courts the power to try 
civil causes of action given for a violation of Federal statutes, we can 
give to the State courts also the power to try and punish crimes which 
are created under the Federal statutes. I see no distinction between 
the two cases in that respect; but I do not care to discuss the ques- 
tion further. 

Mr. HOAR. Ishould like to ask the Senator a question before he 
sits down; I do not want to enter into the debate. It may be the Senator 
has answered it. I suppose the Senator has adverted to the point. If 
not, I should like to ask him if it is the right of Congress to give juris- 
diction to a State court, even with the consent of that 3 * 
there is State legislation? Can Congress and a State court put 
enforce any jurisdiction the State court would not otherwise have with- 

t to crimes under Federal statutes there 


out the tive authority of the State itself? 
COCK. In 
would have to be afirmative legislation on the of the States, for 
the reason that the State courts do not ly possess jurisdiction 
of crimes under Federal statutes. As to civil actions, I am not so cer- 
tain that action on the part of the State is required; but I will not as- 
sume to express a decided opinion now upon that point. T am inclined 
to think that the decisions under the national banking law cover that 
e question, but I am not to express an opinion here that 
might not want to change on reflection and further consideration. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will allow me—— 

Mr. HISCOCK. Iam rather up for the purpose of directing the in- 
quiring mind on this question. t was the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts about to say ? 

Mr. HOAR. I was about to call the attention of the Senator from 
New York to the distinction. In the case of the national law 
the State courts had jurisdiction unless a system were created by na- 
tional legislation which excluded them. That is, a corporation, whether 
foreign, domestic, or national, or a corporation of another State, was 
liable under bankru ptey process to suspend unless Congress in its con- 
trol over the subject fixed an exclusive jurisdictionin the United States 
courts. But here is a jurisdiction thesubject-matter of whichis wholly 
within the jurisdiction of the court, and if it is to meet an obligation 
which the State courts put in force ordinarily Congress can not take 
jurisdiction. Take the case of Prigg vs, The State of Pennsylvania, in 
16 Peters, where it was expressly declared that Congress could not give 
to a State court jurisdiction without affirmative action by the State 
Legislature. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I will not express an opinion on the question that 
is s , but for the purpose of answering the view which has been 

in favor of the amendment providing that the State courts should 
have jurisdiction of these actions, my angument is complete that if it 
is true that in those causes of action which arise under a Federal stat- 
ute the jurisdiction by the Constitution is reserved to the courts of the 
United States, it follows that it can not be conferred by Congress upon 
the State tribunals and that it can not be abdicated to them. I have 
said enough, if I am right in this position, to answer the argument 
which has been made in favor of the House amendment, A 
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But I now call attention to the provision of the Constitution, sub- 
section of section 8: 
S aa a pl 


eee e vision the of interstate commerce is reserved 
bill and the law w 


isay om pe interstate commerce Ne 3 


er that subject neither the legislatures „ 

ive States have any jurisdiction, or can take any, and Congress can not 
confer jurisdiction upon them, 

eee eee possibly arise under the law in ques- 

tion, or theamendmenis proposed thereto, will involve the regulation of 

interstate commerce trafic between the iveStates. The actions 

and the decisions of the courts thereon will involve only questions of in- 

commerce, the regulation of commerce among other States. 

is jurisdiction, I suggest, can not be conferred upon State courts. 

TTT 

ively for the consideration of the Senators. Its 
De trained legal minds, and it is 
8 uote: while now that I should do more than state it. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Ishall not renew the motion for an execu- 
tive session this evening, because it has been suggested to me that to- 
morrow at 2 o'clock we shall endeavor to have the motion to go into 
executive session prevail. 

Mr. COLLOM. I thinkin a little while we shall be able to get a 
vote on the question under consideration if Senators will remain. 

Mr. VEST. There are a number of bridge bills on the Calendar, as 
I had occasion to say yesterday and the day before, which ought to be 
disposed of, in which conferences are absolutely necessary, where im- 
portant railroads are being stopped for the want of the legislation pro- 

I move that the Senate take a recess from 6 o’clock, if that is 
a convenient hour, until 8 this evening. 

Mr. CULLOM. Lask the Senator from Missouri to withhold that 

nona It may be a few minutes after 6 before this subject is dis- 


Mr. HARRIS. I do not think the Senator from Illinois understood 
the suggestion of the Senator from Missouri. He moved to take a re- 
8 6 o’clock, and it is now three-quarters of an hour until 6 
o’ 

Mr. CULLOM. I did understand it; but if we should not have dis- 
posed of the pending business by that time it is doubtful whether there 
will be a quoram here to-night. 

Mr. KENNA. Is it contemplated that the session this evening shall 
be for bridge bills only ? 

Mr. VEST. That is all of my interest in it. 

Mr. KENNA. Then let it be so understood. 

Mr. VEST. I am instructed by the Committee on Commerce to 
make this motion. 

Mr. CULLOM. If the Senator will withhold his motion for half an 
hour I think we shall then know whether the pending matter will be 
out of the way, and he can then make it. I am very anxious to do 
just what the Senator wishes. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Missouri moves 
that the Senate takea recess from 6 o’clock until 8 o’clock this evening. 

Mr. VEST. Iam willing to fix it at such time as will be convenient 
to the Senator from Illinois. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That will not do any good. There will not be a 
voting quorum here on any division. We had better adjourn until 11 
o’clock to-morrow. 

Mr. HARRIS. The object the Senator from Missouri has, as ex- 
pressed by him, is to consider some bridge bills, which it is important 
to have passed at an early hour. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But there will be no quorum here to-night. 

Mr. VEST, My experience has been, if the Senator from Vermont 
will permit me, that in the morning we come here fresh and everybody 
will be anxious to pass some special bill, and I shall be just as far off 
from these bridge bills to-morrow morning as I have been for the last 
week. That has been my experience. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not think that that is correct. I think that 
now in this last stage of the session, if we vote to meet to-morrow at 
11 o'clock there will be a quorum here within ten or fifteen minutes 
afterwards, and the matters to which the Senator refers can be at- 
tended to. But on any difference of o omnim this evening, it is evident 
to me from my experience that it will be found that there is nota 
working Senate present. 

Mr. VEST. I think we can get a quorum. At any rate I will do 
my duty; I will make the motion. My committee instructs me, and 
Iwill submit the motion. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Pending that, I will try the sense of the Senate 
on moving that the Senate adjourn to meet at 11 o’clock to-morrow. 

Mr. CULLOM. I hope the Senator from Missouri will put the re- 
cess at 6 or half past 6, so that we may get the pending measure out 
of the way. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I propose to meet at 11 o’clock to-morrow. 

Mr. CULLOM. But Jet us postpone the hour of adjournment until 
after 6 o'clock. 


HOUR OF MEETING. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Then I move that when the Senate adjourn to- 
day it be to meet at 11 o’clock to-morrow. 

Mr. STEWART. I hope that that motion will not prevail and that 
we shall have an evening session. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. These motions are not debatable, 
but the Chair will hear i if there be no objection. 

Mr. STEWART. I will state that we got pretty nearly through 
yesterday with the Calendar of House bills, leaving a few unobjected 
House bills on the Calendar, and we ought to finish them. Wemight 
finish them this evening. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It will be quite impossible for the Senate on any 
division to get on with business without a quorum, as it never ought 
to go on with business without a quorum, If I happen to be here, as 
I think I shall, I shall feel it to be a duty to insist that a quorum shall 
act, and if a majority of the Senate will not be here to act then we 
ought not to act at all. We shall get on much better if we meet early 
to-morrow than we shall by trying to sit to-night. 

Mr. STEWART. I seldom createa break-up of a quorum; Iam here 
myself, and I think after we have worked in committee during the 
whole session and there are a few undisputed bills, if we can not have 
a few minutes to consider them it is very wrong. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion of the Senator from Ver- 
mont has precedence as a question of privilege. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Wehad better meet at 11 o’clock to-morrow, what- 
ever we may do to-night. So I insist on my motion now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont moves 
that the Senate adjourn until 11 o’clock to-morrow. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I have modified that, and moved that when the 
Senate adjourn to-day it be to meet at 11 o'clock to-morrow. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont moves 
that when the Senate adjourn to-day it be to meet at 11 o’clock to- 


morrow. 
The motion was agreed to. 
INTERSTATE COMMERCE. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the third and seventh 
amendments of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 2851) to 
amend an act entitled An act to regulate commerce,“ approved Feb- 
ruary 4, 1887, the pen question being on the motion of Mr. SHER- 
MAN that the Senate from. its t to the amendment 
of the House numbered 3. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, I intend to detain the Senate but 
a few minutes to answer some points made by the Senator from Ili- 
nois [Mr. CULLOM]. 

Mr. HARRIS. Does the Senator from Ohio propose to debate his 
amendment to the bill? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes, sir, briefly. f 

Mr. HARRIS. I thought probably it would be more convenient to 
the Senator after the debate had closed on the other side to proceed; 
but if he prefers to now, of course he will do so. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have no choice as to the time that I wish 
to: reply 1855 briefly to the argument of the Senator from Illinois [Mr. 

LLOM]. 

The PRESIDENT pro lempore. Does the Senator from Ohio yield to 

ennessee? 


the Senator from T 
Does the Senator from Tennessee wish to submit 


Mr. SHERMAN. 
a motion to adjourn ? 

Mr. HARRIS. I desire simply to make a suggestion in respect to 
the Senator’s amendment and in opposition to it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If the Senator desires to do that, as I have the 
affirmative measure I would rather hear what the Senator has to say. 

Mr. HARRIS. I supposed it would be more agreeable to the Sena- 
tor from Ohio to make the concluding argument for the amendment. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I yield. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Tennessee will 
proceed. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, I desire to say to the Senator from 
Ohio and the Senate that neither he nor any other Senator will go far- 
ther than I to suppress monopolies in their improper practices. Ihave 
been a member of the Interstate Commerce Committee from the day it 
was originally organized, and have had some little to do with the for- 
mation of the bills heretofore and the one now pending. I want 
to say with emphasis that the object and purpose and rule of that com- 
mittee has been to so shape its legislation as to secure absolute equal- 
ity as between 2 and I think, so far as the provisions contained 
io on pening DI are concerned, they do accomplish that precise ob- 


Lader the construction of the Interstate Commerce Commission that 
object has already been accomplished by the legislation had; but if the 
amendment of the Senator from Ohio is agreed to, or if the amendment 
that the Houseof Representatives put upon the Senate bill shall be 
agreed to, so far from securing absolute equality as between shippers, 
it produces and enforces by law absolute inequality as between shippers. 
Here is one producer of petroleum products who demands the use of 
the rolling-stock of 5 company and another producer of the 
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same character of products furnishes his own tanks and his own rolling- 
stock. 

Now, to illustrate, let the carrier charge exactly the same price for 
transporting a gallon of petroleum from one point to another, then if 
the common carrier is allowed a rebate, if it shall come in that form, 
or if not in that form, if the common carrier pays to the owner of the 
rolling-stock that he leases and uses for the purpose of the transporta- 
tion of oil a fair and reasonable rate, he has put the two shippers of 
oil upon precisely the same platform of equality; but if the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Ohio or the House amendment is agreed to 
by the Senate there is the common carrier using his own rolling-stock 
to carry the product of one petroleum producer and using the rolling- 
stock of another producer of petroleum, for which he pays nothing, 
and the one producer has invested no capital in rolling-stock, while 
the other has invested from one to three or five hundred thousand dol- 
lars in the construction and production of rolling-stock necessary to 
his purposes. 

Now, if the common carrier is compelled to charge no more gallon 
for gallon of petroleum that is transported in its own cars and with its 
own rolling-stock than is charged to that producer who furnishes his 
ears and his rolling-stock, there is no allowance for the interest and the 
wear and tear upon a half million dollars’ worth of cars that the one 
producer has furnished, and yet you compel the common carrier to 
transport the same amount of oil for precisely the same price, taking 
no account of the disparity between these two producers. It works 
out an inequality and an injustice. ; 

Mr. KENNA. Will the Senator allow me to make a suggestion? 

Mr. HARRIS. Certainly. 

Mr. KENNA. Would not the effect of this amendment be the en- 
tire abolition of the tank-car system? 

Mr. HARRIS. There area large number of tank-cars owned by peo- 
ple who have constructed them that are convenient for their methods 
of business, and the tank-car company must not only construct their 
own car, but must construct the reservoirs at the place of destination, 
the only method by which they can unload the tank-car, and large 
amounts of capital have been invested in tank-cars and in reservoirs, 
which cheapen the transportation and cheapen to the consumer the pe- 
troleum so rted. 

Mr. KENNA. I understand that; but, in the line of the Senator’s 
argument, if you compel the charging of prices for the transportation of 
oil in tank-cars at rates which are charged for its transportation in 
barrels, thus divesting the tank-car system of the economy there is in 
it to the consumer, would you not in effect deny to the people the ben- 
efit of every advantage they now derive from the cheaper transporta- 
tion? 

Mr, HARRIS. The inevitable effect will be that no more capital 
will be invested in the construction of tank-cars and the tank-car sys- 
tem must be abandoned, and the consumers of petroleum and of petro- 
leum products must pay a higher rate of transportation than they have 
to pay under existing conditions. 

Mr. REAGAN. Will the Senator allow me a moment? 

Mr. HARRIS. Ofcourse I will. 

Mr. REAGAN. It seems to me the Senator from Tennessee and oth- 
ers have taken a wrong view of this question. Nobody questions the 
superior cheapness of transportation in tank-cars. Nobody wants the 
owners of tank-cars to be compelled to be more because they carry 
oil in tank-cars. The point which we are endeavoring to meet is the 
combination between the Standard Oil Company and the railroads per- 
forming the same office and with the same capital making a monopoly 


that is driving the smaller refiners out of existence. What we want to | T 


do is to compel the railroads to be common carriers, and not permit the 
refiners of oil to be common carriers and to be paid by the railroads for 
the use of their cars, and at the same time have their transportation 
otherwise as cheap or cheaper than others. 

Mr. HARRIS. The suggestion of the Senator from Texas amounts 
to no more and no less than this: That the railroad common carrier 
shall not be permitted to hire or lease or rent rolling-stock. 

Mr. REAGAN. Oh, no. 

Mr. HARRIS. It practically amounts to that, and it amounts to no 
more and no less. 

Mr. REAGAN. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. HARRIS. Certainly. 

Mr. REAGAN. The Senator from Tennessee knows as well as I do 
that in the early use of railroads the right to run cars on them was 
leased out, but that idea was repudiated, and the railroads themselves 
are common carriers, and are by the common law and by our American 
customs required to furnish cars and furnish the means of rta- 
tion for all alike. The point now is to compel them to furnish the 
means of transportation to all shippers alike. The Senator will notsee 
it that way. 

Mr. HARRIS, In answer to the suggestion of the Senator from 
Texas, without accurate knowledge upon the subject I venture to say 
that there is not a railroad company in the United States to-day that 
has not been in the habit of renting more or lessof rolling-stock. But 
there is one platform upon which, I think, the Senator from Texas and 
I can agree. I agree with him that it shall be the duty of the common 
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carrier to carry from any given point to any other given point pętroleu 
products by the car-load at the same cost to the shipper. e and 
will not disagree about that. But I say that if one producer has in 

vested a half million dollars in tank- cars and rolling-stock, and anothell 
producer has not invested a dollar in any such thing, and the carrier 
is compelled to charge exactly the same price per gallon for — 
ing oil between these points, you have by law worked out a in- 
equality and diserimination in favor of one and against the other. Ì 

The thing that the committee has demanded and which the law as 
it stands, as construed by the Interstate Commerce Commission, re- 
quires, is simply that the charge for rtation shall be the same, 
with a reasonable allowance for the use ef the rolling-stock which the 
carrier has used if it belongs to another person, and, in effect, it matters 
not a copper whether that allowance for the use of the rolling-stock is 
made in the form of a rebate or the whole freight is required to be paid 
in money and then the railroad company simply pays back to the shipper 
a reasonable compensation for the use of his 9 ribien 

If the amendment of the Senator from Ohio or the amendment in- 
corporated by the House of Representatives upon the Senate bill shall 
be agreed to it enforces by law an inequality and a discrimination in 
favor of the one class of producers as against the other, while if the 
Senate bill is passed as it went from the Senate it produces the effect 
of absolute equality between the two classes of shippers. 

That is all, Mr. President, that I care to say. 

Mr.SHERMAN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. CULLOM. If the Senator from Ohio desires the floor to ad- 
dress the Senate 
P Mr. SHERMAN. Iam perfectly willing to do whatever the Senate 

esires. 

Mr. CULLOM. I am inclined to think that there is not a quorum 
present, and that we shall probably fail in disposing of the bill now, 
and therefore I will not press it farther this evening. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I shall have the floor, then, when the matter is 
resumed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will ize the Sen- 
ator from Ohio as entitled to the floor when the ideration of the 
bill is next resumed. 

Mr. PLATT. I think there was, perhaps, some misunderstanding 
growing out of what the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS] said, 
that the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] was going to conclude the 
debate, Ifthat is so, I should wish to be heard. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will give way to the Senator from Connecticut. 
8 me EDMUNDS. There was no understanding about concluding the 

ebate. 

Mr. CULLOM. Imay wish to say something after the Senator from 
Ohio concludes his remarks. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its Clerk, 
announced that the House had passed a bill (H. R. 12578) making ap- 
propriations for the current and contingent expenses of the Indian 
partment, and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with various Indign 
tribes, for the year ending June 30, 1890, and for other purposes; in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the Honse had, 
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed 
by the President pro tempore: 

A bill (S. 1974) for the erection of a public building at Fort Worth, 


ex.; 
A bill (S. 3737) for the relief of Sterling H. Tucker and others; 
A bill (S. 3751) for the relief of certain settlers in Hettinger County, 
Dakota; and 
A bill (S. 3864) to increase the pension of Mrs. Sue B. Johnson. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a letter from 
the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, in compliance with a reso- 
lution of the Senate of the 22d instant, an additional list of judgments 
rendered by the Court of Claims; which was referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

AMENDMENTS TO DEFICIENCY BILL, 


Mr. KENNA submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by. 
him to the deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PALMER, from the Committee on Commerce, reported amend- 
ments intended to be proposed to the deficiency appropriation bill; 
which were referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered! 
to be printed. 

Mr. HARRIS submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by| 
him to the deficiency appropriation bill; which, with the accompanying 
papers, was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 

HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 3 

The bill (H. R. 12578) making appropriations for the 

tingent expenses of the Indian Department, and for 


t and con- 
treaty| 


1889. 
i 


the Committee on Appropriations. 
CONSIDERATION OF BRIDGE BILLS. 


Mr. VEST. I now move that the Senate take a recess until 8 o’clock 
for the purpose of considering this evening bridge bills and bills giving 
the right of way to railroad companies through reservations. There 
are one or two of those. 

Mx. EDMUNDS, That motion, Mr. President, is obviously not in 
order, stated as itis; but Ido not mind about that. It will be im- 
possible to get on to-night without a quorum. 

Mr. VEST. I will submit the language to the Senator from Ver- 
mont, and will adopt anything which he says is better. What I mean 
is that the Senate shall now take a recess until 8 o’clock this evening 
for the purpose of considering bridge bills. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is your motive for making the motion. 

Mr. VEST. That is the understanding. I want the Senate to un- 
derstand what I mean. I move to take a recess until 8 o’clock. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Pending that, I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont moves 
that the Senate do now adjourn. [Putting the question.] By the 
sound the noes have it, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us have a division. 

The question being put, there were on a division—ayes 13, noes 25; 
not a quorum voting. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let us have the yeas and nays on the motion and 
see if we can not raise a quorum in that way. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Tennessee asks 
for the yeas and nays on the motion to adjourn. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I ask unanimous consent to say a single word. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and the Senator will proceed. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I am perfectly willing to help get on with the 
business of the Senate, but Ido not propose, for one, as a matter of 
duty, to have the Senate do business at night or in the morning or at 
any other time without a quorum present for doing it. I shall insist 
on that. It is perfectly obvious to me, and I appeal to my friend from 
Missouri, that if we take a recess until 8 o’clock there will not be 
thirty Senators in this Chamber to-night, saying nothing at all about 


Ts, 
Pe have agreed to meet at 11 o’clock to-morrow morning, and I will 
unite with the Senator from Missouri to take up these important small 
matters about which there is nofcontroversy—such as bridge bills, and 
so on—if the security of repeal, and so forth, is saved, as it should be 
and is, undoubtedly, and get on with them; but it will only put thirty 
or thirty-three Senators to the trouble of sitting here and finding it 
impossible to do anything, for I do not intend that anything shall be 
done, as I am constitutionally bound it shall not, unless a quorum is 
present to do it, . 

I do not say that in opposition to what my friend wishes, because I 
am entirely willing to pass all these bills that are right in form and 
substance, as I have no doubt these are. 

Therefore I appeal to Senators to consider whether it is not better to 
begin at 11 o’clock to-morrow morning than to undertake to go on 
without any avail, as it will turn out this evening. 

Mr. VEST. May I be permitted to make a remark? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. VEST. Ihave not the slightest personal interest in this mat- 
ter, and do not know of any of these bills that I have any special in- 
terest in except as a Senator and a citizens of this country. I assume 
that Senators will do their duty, as I propose to do mine, and if the 
Senate takes a recess until 8 o’clock I suppose a quorum will be pres- 
ent. There is no reason why that should not be the case. 

As I have said before, these bills, about which I receive telegrams 
and letters every day, and personal solicitations of Senators and Repre- 
sentatives, are in such a condition that there must be a conference to- 
morrow, or else they will fail of their passage. The railroadsare being 
constructed up to these navigable streams and they can not go any 
farther unless these bridge bills are passed. That is the whole case. 
I think there are about twenty of them, possibly not so many. The 
principal labor in regard to them is in reading them. They have been 
carefully considered; they have passed through the Engineer Bureau; 
anda mE majority of them have come from the House of Representa- 
tives. They have been scrutinized by the Committee on Commerce, 
and, without arrogating to that committee any especial knowledge, I 
think that they are safely constructed. 

Mr. CULLOM. Will the Senate allow me to make a suggestion? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. CULLOM, I think that if the Senate were to give unanimous 
consent that nothing else should be considered but the bridge bills re- 
ferred to we might possibly come to an understanding and have a ses- 
sion to-night to dispose of them. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I can not consent to that. We have never done 
anything of that sort in the Senate. 

Mr. VEST. I want to get these bills into conference. I will 
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1890, and for other purposes, was read twice by its title, and referred to | sentatives that unless the bills go there for conference to-morrow they 


can not pass them, 
Mr. CULLOM. Let us see if we can not have a quorum here to- 
night. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I will withdraw, if I may, the call for the yeas 
and nays and try the experiment of seeing how many Senators will 
be here at 8 o’clock, if the Senate wishes to try it; but I give notice 
that nothing shall be done to-night without a quorum, if I can help it. 

Mr. VEST. Ido not want to proceed without a quorum. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection to the 
withdrawal of the call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I would suggest, by way of a settlement of the 
differences of opinion, if it is possible to do so, to have an understand- 
ing that the bridge bills be taken up to-morrow morning at 11 o’clock. 
I donot believe in an attempt at holding a night session unless there 
is a great emergency, and if there is not it is always a failure. At the 
same time I do believe in the propriety and necessity of passing the 
bridge bills that the Senator from Missouri presents to the Senate. 
They ought to be passed in the interest of the public. 

I ask unanimous consent that when we meet at 11 o’clock to-morrow 
the bills indicated by the Senator from Missouri shall be taken up. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.- After the morning business? 

Mr. VOORHEES. After the morning business. 

Mr. CULLOM. I shall make an effort to keep the interstate-com- 
merce bill before the Senate until itis disposed of, and shall press its 
consideration at the very earliest moment after we meet to-morrow. 

Mr. KENNA. The Senator from Illinois will pardon me for suggest- 
ing that the very purpose of fixing 11 o’clock for the meeting to-mor- 
row is to afford an opportunity to have these bridge bills considered. 
They will not take very much time, not more than will be made up by 
meeting at the earlier hour. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Failing to get unanimoas consent, I make the 
motion that when we meet to-morrow we consider bridge bills. 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. VOORHEES. Yes. 

Mr. HARRIS. I suggest to the Senator from Illinois that he do not 
object—and I do not think any other Senator will—to the considera- 
tion of bridge bills immediately after the routine morning business to- 
morrow, with the additional understanding, if that can be obtained, 
that we proceed with the interstate-commerce bill immediately after 

i g of the bridge bills. 

Mr. BUTLER. That is right. We will all agree to that. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is a little too broad. 

Mr, VOORHEES. The bridge bills will not involve debate. 

Mr. CULLOM. We can dispose of the bridge bills to-night if Sen- 
ators are disposed to put themselves out a little in the way of conven- 
ience to come here and make a quorum. Let us take up those bills 
and pass them, and then we can go on with the regular business to- 
morrow morning immediately after we meet. 

Bessy STEWART. Suppose westay here an hour longer now and pass 
em. : 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. There was an agreement made that to- 
morrowat 20’clock we shall go into executive session. I want to know 
whether the Senate understands that that agreement was reached ? 

Mr.EDMUNDS. There was no agreement. That was only a notice 
of a motion, : 

Mr. STEWART. I ask unanimous consent 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Senator from Virginia [Mr. RID- 
DLEBERGER ] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER, I want to understand whether the Senate 
itself understands that an agreement was reached that we shall go into 
executive session to-morrow at 2o0’clock. Outside of that I care noth- 
ing about any understanding in relation to other matters, bridge bills 
or anything else. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair does not think that any 
unanimous consent was given for an executive session at 2 o’clock to- 
morrow. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Yes, sir; there was no objection toit. If 
that is not understood by the Senate, I ask that an understanding be had 
now that we go into executive session to-morrow at 2 o'clock. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I can not assent to any unanimous understanding 
for an executive session at 2 o’clock to-morrow, but at that time, or 
about that time, unless I am further informed, I shall certainly vote 
with the Senator from Virginia, if he makes a motion of that kind, to 
go into executive session; but it might happen that at that very mo- 
ment something else was about to be concluded and that we ought to 
wait a little time longer. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. It may happen that the Senator from Ii- 
nois will be making a speech and will tell me that I can not take him 
off the floor. Will the Senator from Illinois agree that to-morrow at 
2 o'clock we shall go into executive session? 

Mr. VOORHEES. In order to get a definite point before the Senate, 
I move that to-morrow after the disposal of the routine morning bus- 
iness the bridge bills be taken up, to the exclusion of other business, 
and continued until they are disposed of—I make that motion to the 
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Senate—and that then the interstate-commerce bill shall come up in 


its regular place. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks that motion would 


to the Senator to take an hour for 
them, and then it will not cut off the interstate-commerce bill. Let 
us try it for an hour. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Iask unanimous consent that the first hour after 
the disposal of the morning business to-morrow, or so much of that 
5 necessary, be devoted to the consideration of bridge 

Mr. CULLOM, I will consent to that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Indiana asks unani- 
mous consent that to-morrow morning at the close of the formal morn- 
ing business one hour be devoted by the Senate to the consideration of 
what are commonly known as bridge bills, favorably reported from the 
Committee on Commerce and on the Calendar. Is there objection? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Or so much of it as may be necessary until we 
get through with them. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there.objection? 

Mr. SABIN. Lask the Senator from Indiana to include in his re- 
quest for unanimous consent the Senate right-of-way bills. The others 
pie erat ener eee ee gi ly as importantas the bridge 
bills, and there are but three or four 

Mr. VOORHEES. I ee eee they 
can be of within the hour. I would not feel at liberty toask 


beyond the hour. 
tempore. Then is it the understanding that 
first to be considered and afterwards, 


up immediately afterwards. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That will be the understanding, ir 
there be no objection. Itis so ordered. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. us understand this. I ask that the Chair 
state whether the agreement has been made. 

eee eens The Chair has announced that it was 
50 $ 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Very well, then, I am satisfied. Now I move 
that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5:0°clock and 51 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, Febrttary 28, 1889, 
at 11 o’clock a. m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, February 27, 1889. 


The House met at 10 o’clocka.m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. 
H. MILBURN, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 
PAPERS IN THE WAR DEPARTMENT. 


ted. 
. p NORTH LANDING RIVER, CURRITUCK SOUND. 

‘The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, transmitting, with a letter from the Chief of Engineers, 
papers relating to the obstruction of navigation on the inland water 
route through North Landing River, Currituck Sound; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be 

rinted. 

: EMOLUMENTS OF CUSTOMS OFFICERS, 1888. 


‘The SPEAKER also laid before the House a communication from the 
Secretary of the a statement of the official emol- 
uments of officers of customs for the eee eee 


as required by section 2839 of the Revised Statutes; which was 
to the Committee on Expenditures in the Treasury Department, and 
ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC LANDS IN LOUISIANA, 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 9423) to 
restore to the public domain and to regulate the sale and disposition 
of certain lands east of the Mississippi River, in the State of Louisiana, 
with Senate amendments. 

Mr. GAY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the amend- 
ments of the Senate be concurred in. 

‘The SPEAKER. The amendments will be read. 

‘The amendments were read, as follows: 

Page 2, F word 

“Provided, That the provisions of this act shall be limited . — 


by actual settlers for purposes of cultivation whose titles are now incomplete 


dsciaimed . 


within the limits of the Donaldson, 

setting apart to each of said settlers not to 

the Is within said. mantai yuan ervare Bani S * 
of the public Soraia: And . — further, . nothing in À 
clude the State of from enforcing its ts claim to Said — . of vot publio 
r= Sar eg aed — granting swamp lands to the several States of 

Mr. HOLMAN. Is the last clause which was read a Senate amend- 
ment? 

ue 1 bs is, 

MAN. ask that it be read again. My first impression 
was that it was u proristen of the House bill. j 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will again read the second proviso. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
„TTT 

ol Congress granting swamp lands to the several States of the Union. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope my friend will consent to let this bill lie on 
the table until to-morrow morning. I Was not aware that the amend- 
ment embraced the provision just read. A contrary provision was in 
the House bill. 

TheSPEAKER. Ifthere be no objection, ‘the Chair will withhold 
this bill for the present. 

‘There was no objection. 

WESLEY MONTGOMERY. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 3829) forthe 
relief of Wesley Montgomery, the said bill having been returned from 
the Senate with amendments. 

The SPEAKER. .These amendments apparently are merely formal. 
The Clerk will read them. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 2, after the word Meron, — . 

In line 3, aſter — — word A n person.” 

In lined, after * insert a — 

In line 4. after “the,” where it ocours the first time, insert “survey.” 

Mr. DORSEY. Task that these amendments be concurred in. 

Mr. WEAVER. What is this bill? 

Mr. BLAND, I think we ought to have some explanation. 

Mr. DORSEY. FFF 
of land in one body, in lieu of ch was taken from him by a 
railroad company. 

There being no objection, the amendments were concurred in. 

WRITTEN INSTRUCTIONS TO JURIES. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 6896) to 
require ‘the United States circuitand district judges to instruct the jury 
in writing in certain cases, said bill having been returned from the Sen- 
ate with amendments. 

Mr. CULBERSON. This is averyshortbill. I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the amendment of the Senate be concurred in. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 


Scott, and nsari — — i 


‘There being no objection, the amendment was concurred in. 
JOHN GRAY. 

ee ee ne ee eee 8 
the relief of John Gray, said bill having been returned from the Sena 
with amendments. 

The SPEAKER. These amendments simply change the name of the 
beneficiary in the body of the bill and in the title by striking out John 
Gray and . Gray, his widow. Is there ob- 
jection to concurring in the amendments? The Chair hears none, and 

the amendments are concurred in. 
POLICE FORCE OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, ETC. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 8677) to 
amend an act entitled An act to increase the police force of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, and for other purposes, approved January 31, 1883, 
and for other purposes, said bill ving been returned from the Senate 
with amendments. 

The amendments were read, as follows: 


In line 7 strike out e re Me insert “fifteen.” 
Strike out lines 14 to 17, 


In line 18 change section 3 to section 2. 
The SPEAKER. If the House will indulge the Chair, this is a bill 
yga perhaps ought 3 of before the 4th ef March. 
BLANCHARD. CHARD. Task that the amendments of the Senate be 

acces ae 

Mr. TAULBEE. What are the amendments? 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read them again. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I would like to hear how che bill will read df 


amended. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
arks out 45 and insert 15“ in the seventh line of the bill; sothatitwill ` 


That the act entitled ‘An act to increase the police force of the District of 
Columbia,and for other purposes,’ approved January 13, 1883, is hereby amended 


` 
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so as to authorize the commissi: 

pee sergeants, H5 privates, 19 station clerks, 9 laborers, and the num- 
of mounted men to 55, as they may deem necessary; provided 15 

the increase in the number of privates hereby authorized shall be appointed to 

class | and 45 to class 2 of said force; and a sum sufficient,” ete. 


Mr. TAULBEE. Is that increase to be permanent? 
The SPEAKER. Only for the purposes of the inauguration, as the 


oners of said District to increase said force to 11 


Chair understands—to preserve the peace in the city during that time. 
Mr. TAULBEE. I make no objection. 
There being no objection, the amendments were considered and con- 
curred in. 
PUBLIC BUILDING AT KALAMAZOO, MICH. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (S. 3431) for the eree- 
tion of a public building at the city of Kalamazoo, Mich. 

Mr. BURROWS. I ask unanimous consent for the consideration of 
this bill at the present time. A bill like it has been reported favorably 
by the House committee. 

A MEMBER. Is the amount of the appropriation the same? 

Mr. BURROWS. This is the same amount as that reported by the 
House committee. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Burrows] 
asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of this bill. It 
will be read. 

The bill was read. 

„ Is there objection to the present consideration of 
is 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Virginia. I object. 

Mr. DIBBLE. This bill has been favorably reported upon by the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and I hope the objection 
will be withdrawn. 

Mr. BURROWS. Will the gentleman from Virginia withdraw the 
objection on the statement of the chairman of the committee? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Virginia declines to withdraw 
— 5 objection, and if there be no objection the Chair will withhold the 


There was no objection. 

HETTINGER COUNTY, DAKOTA. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 3751) for the 
relief of certain settlers in Hettinger County, Dakota; which was read 
a first and second time. 

Mr. GIFFORD. I ask unanimous consent to put this bill upon its 


passage. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Payson], who has charge 


of it, is ree 
The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, subject to objection. 
The bill was read at length. It is as follows: 


o; 
the Government survey, by an exchange of lands with the 
Northern Pacific Railroad, section for section, or fraction thereof, as the inter- 
ests of the parties may appear, so as to admit of the compan other 
lands within the indemnity limits, in lieu of the tracts covered by real settle- 
— Provided, That the said railroad company will become a party to said 


exc Ke. 

Sud. 2. That the h di hi id 
ao ETE E peor nne fo rape ae 

Mr. PAYSON. I ask unanimous consent to consider the bill. 

There being no objection the bill was considered, ordered to a third 
reading, and being read the third time, was passed. 

Mr. PAYSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ROBERT ADJER AND OTHERS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 508) to em- 
power Robert Adjer and others to bring suit in the Court of Claims for 
rents alleged to be due them; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 


STERLING H. TUCKER AND OTHERS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 3787) for the re- 
pons of Stirling H. Tucker and others; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. That bill, Mr. Speaker, was 

by both Houses of Congress at the last session but failed to get 
within the limitfor becoming a law, as it did not have the examination 
and approval of the President; and I ask unanimous consent that it be 
putupon its passagenow. Itisfavorably reported from the House com- 
mittee. 

Mr. KEAN. What is the bill? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, It is to relieve certain parties 
from disability as sureties upon an official bond of a former pension 

t. It takes no money from the whatever. 

Mr. KEAN. Let the bill be read subject to objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be i enacted, etc., That Ster! H. Tucker, William P. Grace, Elhanon J. 
Searle, Josiah H. Demby, Samuel Bard, and William G. Pennington, or their 
estaies, be, and they and each of them are hereby, released from any and all 
liability as the sureties upon the official bond of. James W. Demby, formerly 
pa agent, the said release to take effectupon the payment of the legal costs 

retofore accrued in the prosecution of said claim by the United States: Pro- 


vided, That all the rights and remedies of the Government on ag ees 
against said James W. Demby shall in no manner be affected hereby, but remei. 


of | in full force and effect in law. 


There was no objection, and the bill was ordered to a third reading; 
and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to re- 
consider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

SOUTHERN UTES. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 3894) to ratify 
and afirm an agreement with the Southern Ute Indians in Colorado 
and to make the necessary appropriations for carrying the same into 
effect; which was read a first and second time, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. ENLOE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found duly enrolled bills and a joint resolu- 
tion of the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (S. 314) for the relief of Henry M. Rector; 

A bill (S. 1283) for the erection of a light-house on or near Diamond 
Shoal, off Cape Hatteras, North Carolina; and 

Joint resolution (S. R. 137) providing additional telegraph facili- 
ties in the city of Washington during the inaugural ceremonies on the 
4th day of March, 1889. 3 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT FORT WORTH, TEX. 


The SPEAKER. Under the order of the House the Chair will now 
proceed to call the names of members in alphabetical order for requests 
for unanimous consent. On ay when the roll was called the 
gentleman from Texas [Mr. ABBOTT] called up a bill the title of which 
the Clerk will now report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (S. 1974) for the erection of a public building at Fort Worth, Tex. 

The bill is as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to purchase a site for, and cause to be erected thereon, a 
suitable building with fire-proof vaults therein, for the accommodation of the 
post-office and other Government offices, at the city of Fort Worth, in the State 
of Texas. The plans, specifications, and full estimates of said building shall be 
previously made and approved according to law, and shall not exceed, for the 
site and building complete, the sum of $130,000: , That the site shall 
leave the building unexposed to d from fire in acent buildings by an 
open space of nibs fone than 20 fee’ iniiba streets and alleys; and no money 

for this purpose be available until a valid title to the site for 

building ghall be vested in the United States, nor until the State of Texas 
shall have ceded tothe United States exclusive jurisdiction over the same during 
the time the United States shall be or remain the owners thereof, for all pur- 
pos — the roe aa of the criminal laws of said State and the serv- 

The SPEAKER. The first question is, Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill? 

Mr. BURROWS. I have no objection, Mr. Speaker, of course, to the 
gentleman’s bill, but there is a sort of comity, or should be, between 
the two sides on these questions; and if it could be understood that the 
bill which lies upon the Speaker’s table and which was laid before the 
House this morning, objection made to its consideration by the 
gentleman from Virginia [Mr. HOPKINS], could be taken up and put 
upon its passage, I do not think there would be any objection to the 
request of the gentleman from Texas. I ask, therefore, that it be un- 
derstood after this bill is disposed of that is to be taken up. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has some doubt as to whether that can 
= done except by unanimous consent of all the gentlemen upon the 

oor. 

Mr. BURROWS. I ask unanimous consent. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will submit the request of the gentle- 
man to the House. 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, if we are to have all of the public-build- 
ing bills up again in this House, then let us have them in their regu- 
lar order and no other way. I object to the request. 

Mr. LANHAM. I hope the gentleman will not object. The bill 
called up by my colleague is a Senate billand ought to be passed. It 
has been favorably considered and re; by the House Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds, and itis desirable as well as im- 
portant that it should pass. I hope there will be no objection. 

Mr. BLAND. I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the submission of the request 
of the gentleman from Texas for unanimous consent to consider the bill, 
the title of which has been read. Is there objection? 

There being no objection, the bill was considered. 

The SPEAKER. The first question is on the amendment recom- 
mended by the committee, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 11, strike out 130 and insert “75; ” so it will read, $75,000.” 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. HOLMAN. This, I believe, is a Senate bill? 

Mr. ABBOTT. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HOLMAN. And it is understood that the amount now fixed is 
to be the ultimate cost? 
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Mr. ABBOTT. The ultimate cost. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I mean that no conference committee shall be ex- 

ted to increase the amount? 
Mr. ABBOTT. Not at all. 
The gunkan recurred upon the third reading of the bill. 
Mr. BLAND. I call for the reading of the report. If we are going 
into this public-building business again we had better understand ex- 
actly what we are doing. 

e report (by Mr. BANKHEAD) was read, as follows: 

Mr, BANKHEAD, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, made 
the eee report: i 

The Committee on Public Buildingsand Grounds has had under consideration 
the bill (S. 1974) providing for the construction of a public building at Fort Worth, 
Tex., and recommends its passage with the accompanying amendment. 

Mr. BLAND. Is that the only report accompanying the bill? 

The SPEAKER, It is the only report made to the House. 

Mr. BLAND. I think we ought to have an explanation of the merits 
of this bill. 

Mr. ABBOTT. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman will allow me, I will 
make an explanation, which I think will be sufficient to satisfy the 
gentleman. Fort Worthisacity of 30, 000 inhabitants, It has at pres- 
ent eleven railroad outlets. Mails are coming in at all hours, day and 
night. There are at present no accommodations for caring for the mails 
and for taking care of the registered matter that through that 
office, I will further state that since the introduction of this bill Fort 
Worth has been made the headquarters of a railway mail division which 
embraces the territory of Texas, the Indian Territory, Arkansas, and 
Louisiana, There are a large number of employés at present engaged 
in the railway mail service. I do not know the a amount that 

the Government is now paying in the way of rent, but knowit is paying 
a large amount. I will also state that the report of the Postmaster- 
General shows that the gross receipts of that office for tlie past twelve 
months amount to $29,000, and the net receipts are something over 
$14,000 per annum. Now, I think thatsufficiently explains the neces- 
sity for this public building. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. You want double the amount you 
have, and you can not complete the building without it. 

Mr. BLAND. I fear that this isa bill which ought not to pass. 
There are no United States courts there. 

Mr. MILLS. Fort Worth is a large growing city, one of the largest 
growing cities in the Southwest. 

The Clerk read the next amendment: 

Strike out, in line 14, the word “twenty,” and insert ‘forty ;” so that it will 


“A space not less than 40 feet, including streets and alleys.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading; and it was ac- 
cordingly read the third time. 

The question recurred on the passage of the bill, and the Speaker an- 
nounced that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. BLAND. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 68, noes 2, 

So the bill was passed. 

Mr. ABBOTT moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
pases ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ARNO VOSS. 


Mr. ADAMS (when his name was called), 
(H. R. 2070) for the relief of Arno Voss. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to audit the account of Col. Arno Voss for $607, and pay 
the same out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, 
fe The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request for considera- 

jon? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I suppose there isa report accompanying this bill. 

Mr. ADAMS. The report covers two pages, and I can explain it in 
a minute. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 
of this bill. 

Mr. ADAMS. This a claim for the widow of a colonel of cavalry 
who lost property at Harper’s Ferry. He has died since the bill was 
introduced. The widow is seventy-five years of age, and has no means 
ofsupport. The Committee on War Claims report that Colonel Voss 
was in command of cavalry, and was ordered to take that cavalry and 
save it when Longstreet and Stonewall Jackson were investing that fort. 
He saved the cavalry, leaving behind all his property. He did so, 
crossed the Potomac, seized an ammunition train of about ninety wagons, 
and turned them over to the Quartermaster-General at een e 
burgh, thus saving a large amount to the Government, and him- 
self on the right wing of McClellan’s army; but he lost about $607 
worth of property; and this bill is to repay his widow that amount. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of this bill? 

Mr. BLAND. Ireserve the right to have the report read, but will 
not insist upon its being read at this time. 


T ask to call up the bill 


I hope a statement will be made as to the purposes 


Mr. LAWLER. This bill has been unanimously reported by the 
Committee on War Claims. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. BLAND. Now Lask that the report be read, and I hope we will 
have order so that we may hear what it is. 

The report (by Mr. LAWLER) was read, as follows: 

Your committee have had under consideration this bill, and the papers relat- 
ing to the same, and on investigation find that Arno Voss was mustered intothe 
service with field and staff as colonel Twelfth Illinois Cavalry, to date Febru- 
ary 1, 1862,and was 1 from the service Rapua 11,1863. That 
he was at r’s Ferry with his ent under order of Colonel Miles in Sep- 
tember, 1862, when Harper’s Ferry was besieged by the Confederate forces under 
Generals Longstreet and Stonewall Jackson, ofthe Confederatearmy, That on 
the 13th of September, 1862, said Voss received an order from Colonel Miles, com- 
manding, to take command of all the cavalry then present at Harper’s F fs 
and after nightfallof said day cross the Potomac River over the ponton bridge 
into ete ore cut [his way through tho Confederate lines, and join General 
Geo McClellan, That said Voss followed the instructions of Colonel Miles, 
and did cut his way through the Confederate lines, ing Greencastle, Pa., 
having captured on his way a rebel train of eighty-five wagons, each drawn by 
six mules, Srolghtes with arms, ammunition, and provisions, which he turned 
over to the U States depot quartermaster at Chambersburgh, Pa., who 
receipted therefor. 

That under the order of Colonel Miles referred to he was instructed to leave 
Hapori Ferry without wagons, or horses, 

that Voss was the owner of a large leather trunk, filled with a full 
outfit of woning apparel purchased by him with his own fundsata cost of $607, 
which under said order he oe to leave behind, and which he never 
recovered, and finally lost from no fault of his own. That heafterwards bought 
an outfit of clothing to take the place of the lost one, which cost him the sum of 


The evidence of Brig. Gen. Julius White, who was premas at Harper’s Ferry 
at the date referred to, shows that the order of Colonel Miles was given as 
above stated, and that the leaving behind ba wagons, and led horses 
made it possible for Colonel Voss to inflict serious loss upon the enemy oy capt- 
ure of a transportation train, as above related. The committee is informed 
that since the introduction of this bill Colonel Voss has ogy aoe leaving a 
widow, Mrs. Voss. Your committee would recommend the i on of the 
words ‘‘ widow of” in the caption of the bill, and that the bill as amended do 
pass, 

STATE or ILLINOIS, County of Cook, ss: 


Arno Voss, of Chicago, in the oon of Cook and State of Illinois, bein 


duly 
sworn, de ng to the best of his knowledge and belief 


and sage that accord 
the following is a list of this affant’s property, being his outfit for war as colonel, 
of the Twelfth Illinois Cavalry, lost by him in the mili service of the United 
States at s Ferry in September, 1862, by reason of the order of Colonel 


er United States Army, referred to in this afflant's petition to Congress for 
relief: 


One large trunk, of the value of. . r “abcunke shad puabepsccainsess Gin E S 
Two regulation uniform coats and shoulder-straps, at $76 each. — 
Three pairs oy rama pants, at 820 

Two vests, at $10. 

One regulation overcoat .. 
Three cavalry office 
One blue cloth saddle-cloth, with gold eagles and trimmings........ 
One dozen linen shirts, at 88 . 

One-half dozen flannel undershirts, at 

One-half dozen flannel drawers, at 
One dozen pairs at 50 cents. 
One gentleman’s dressing-case........... 

One cavalry officer's saber and sword-knot . 


8 
8 


SERoRESSSSESE! 
8832323388888 


§ 
8 


And further this deponent says not. 
ARNO VOSS. 


Pacers gar and sworn to before me, at Chicago, III., this 5th day of December, 


Lena. PHILLIP A. HAYNE, ` 
United States Commissioner, Northern District of Illinois. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time. 

The question was taken on the passage of the bill, and the Speaker 
announced that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. BLAND. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 65, noes 4. 

Mr. BLAND. I will not make the point of no quorum, but it seems 
that every bill which comes up in this hour must pass, good, bad, and 
indifferent. 

So the bill was J 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection the title of the bill will 
5 amended so as to read: A bill for the relief of the widow of Arno 

088. ’ 

There was no objection. 

Mr. ADAMS moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
peed, and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. ENLOE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the following titles; 
when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 834) for the relief of the heira of John H. Newman; 


and 
A bill (H. R. 6612) to grant the right of way through the Indian 
Territory to the St. Louis and San Francisco Railway Company, and 
for other purposes, 
PUBLIC BUILDING AT WINONA, MINN. 
Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan (when his name was called). I desire to 
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call up the bill (S. 2475) to increase the appropriation for the erection 
of a public building at Winona, Minn. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, after which the Chair will 
ask for objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (8. 2478) to increase the appropriation for the erection of a public build- 
ing at Winona, Minn. 


Be it enacted, elc., That the amount heretofore fixed as the limit of cost for the 
PONDAN of a site and the erection of a building for the accommodation of the 

nited States courts, poroms and internal-revenue and other Government 
offices at the city of Winona, Minn., be, and the same is hereby, increased to 
$150,000; and that sum is hereby fixed as the limit of cost for the erection of said 
building. 


Mr. RANDALL. I reserve the right to object until we hear the re- 

rt read. 

Phe SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania desire that 
the report shall be read? 

Mr. RANDALL. If the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. WILSON] 
will state the facts briefly, I will be content. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker, as the report in this case 
shows, Winona is a city of 22,000 people. It is the principal city of 
the State south of St. Paul, increasing both in business and population 
very rapidly. If its population increases for the next ten years as it 
has for the last it will, at the expiration of that time, be little if any 
less than 50,000. TheSupervising Architect of the Treasury, at the re- 
quest of the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds of this House, 
made an estimate of the number of square feet required in a building 
fit for the accommodation of the United States court, post-office, in- 
ternal-revenue, and other Government offices at Winona, and of the 
cost of such a building. His estimate is that while a building could 
be erected of sufficient size for thesum of money appropriated ($85,000) 
if the building is made of brick without ornamentation, ‘‘if it is de- 
sired to construct the same of stone and make it fire-proof it will re- 
quire from $60,000 to $70,000 additional.“ This bill fixes the limit ot 
the increase at $50,000. 

I need hardly say, Mr. Speaker, that no business man would erect 
such a building of the brick of the locality without window-caps or 
sills or other ornamentation. The Government has not been accus- 
tomed to do so. It would not be creditable for it to do so; nor would 
it be wise or prudent to erect it without making it wholly or ee 
fire-proof. Such a building is used as the depository of very valuable 
property, and of records on whose preservation the title to valuable prop- 
erty depends. It will be seen that the committee of this House cut 
down the estimate of the architect $10,000 to $20,000. The commit- 
tees of both the Senate and the House have approved of this bill, and 
the Senate has passed it; and I think this House will consider this sum 
reasonable and necessary. 

Mr. RANDALL. What is the present limit? 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. ‘The present limit is the $85,000 that 
is left after the purchase of the ground. The committee report $10,000 
less than the architect’s estimate. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Michigan that this bill be now considered ? 

Mr. BLAND. Let us have the report read. 

The report (by Mr. NEWTON) was read, as follows: 

Winona is much the Jangen city in Minnesota south of St. Paul, and is rapidly 


increasing in population, business, and w: 
ris e population was 10,240, in 1885 it was 15,697, and at this time it is about 


inona is situated on the ng see g River, and on the lines of road of the fol- 

lowing companies: The Chicago and Northwestern, the Chicago, Mil- 

waukee and St. Paul, the Chicago, Burlington and Northern; and it is the western 

terminus of a line of railroad from Green Bay to the Mississippi River, and the 

eastern terminus of the Winonaand St. Peter Railroad,a line running westerly 

— — the Mississippi River, through Minnesota and Dakota, to the Missouri 
iver. 

From the data furnished to your committee it appears that the value of the 
manufacturing plants in the city is $3,268,000; the number of men employed 
during the last year in the business of manufacturing is 2,972; the monthly 
wages (on an average) to the employés of that businessare $133,960, and the value 
of the manufactured product of the year, $6.876,265. 

A term of the United States district court has been held there formany years, 
and by an act passed in the House at this session a term of the Uni States 
circuit court is to be held there annually. 

There is no Government building in Winona, There was appropriated by 
Congress, at the first session of the Forty-ninth Congress, $100,000 to purchase a 
site and erect a building. Of that sum $15,000 has been used to purchase the 
site, and the Supervising Architect estimates that not less than $8,000 will be re- 

uired for heating and $5,000 for constructing approaches, leaving $72,000 for 
the erection of the building. This sum, in the opinion of your committee, is 
insufficient. Jf Winona increases for the next decade as it has for the last the 
population will be about 50,000, and it seems to us neither wise nor economical 
to erect a building that would not be sufficient for the wants of the place a few 
years hence, or even at the present time. 

Your committee therefore recommend that the limit of cost heretofore fixed 
for the purchase of a site and the erection of a building for the accommodation 
of the United States courts paroni internal-revenue, and other Govern- 
ment offices at the city of Ww nona, Minn., be increased to $150,000. The com- 
mittee therefore recommend that the bill (H. R. 3400) be amended by striking 
out the words “ two hundred thousand dollars,“ in line 8, and inserting in lieu 
thereof 8150, 000.“ 

Subject to said amendment, the committee recommend the passage of the bill. 


Mr. BLAND (during the reading of the report). Mr. Speaker, I 
tise to a parliamentary inquiry. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 


Mr. BLAND, If this bill fails to pass in this hour, will it not be 
the first thing in order in the next hour like this? 

The SPEAKER. The bill is now up forconsideration and when the 
House resumes this order of business, to-morrow morning or whatever 
other morning it may do so, this bill will be before the House. 

Mr, DIBBLE. I rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. DIBBLE. My point is that the limit of 11 o’clock in the order 
limits only the calling of the names of members and the entertaining 
of requests by the Speaker, and that there is nothing in the order which 
limits the actual consideration of a bill to the hour before 11 o'clock. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the construction of the order 
should be that after 11 o’clock the House resumes the other order of 
business, having set apart this hour for this class of business. 

Mr. BLAND. I wish to have the whole report read, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understood the gentleman to interrupt 
the reading of the report, not desiring to hear it read further. 

Mr. BLAND. I interrupted the reading simply for a parliamentary 
inquiry. 

The reading of the report was completed as above. 

The SPEAKER (at 11 o’clock a. m.). The hour set apart under the 
special order has expired. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. s 


Mr. BLAND. Imove that when the House adjourn to-day it ad- 
journ to meet on Thursday next. 

Mr. DIBBLE. Irise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The hour has expired. There is nothing before 
the House. 

Mr. SCOTT. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. SCOTT. I desire to ask whether it will not be in order for the 
Speaker in calling the names in the hour between 10 and 11 hereafter 
to begin at the lower end? Otherwise gentlemen whose names are 
at or near that end will never have an opportunity to presenta bill to 
this House for consideration. 

The SPEAKER. That is a practical difficulty which arises under 
any plan that can be adopted. 

Mr. SCOTT. No, sir. Suppose the Speaker should call one name 
from the A’s and one from the Z’s, and so on? 

The SPEAKER. What would become of those in the middle? 
[Laughter, and cries of Regular order!’’] 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a privileged motion. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has heard the gentleman’s motion, but 
the Chair will putno motion tothe House until gentlemen resume their 
seats. In these last days of the session order must be preserved or the 
public business can not be transacted. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. What has become of my bill? 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman’s bill is before the House, and the 
consideration of it will be resumed when that order of businessis again 
resumed by the House. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I rise to a privileged matter. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I desire to present a conference report. 

The SPEAKER. That is in order. 

Mr. DIBBLE. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 3 

Mr. DIBBLE. My point of order is, that under the resolution set- 
ting apart the hour between 10 and 11, there is no exclusion of any- 
thing, except that it provides that it shall not be in order for the 
Speaker to entertain a request for unanimous consent at any other time. 
There is nothingin the order which prohibits, in any way, shape, or 
form, the continuance of the consideration after 11 o’clock of a bill 
which has been taken up beforethat hour. There isnothing in the first 
part of the order which says anything about consideration, or says that 
consideration shall not be entertained at any other time. The order 
says that requests for unanimous consent shall not be entertained at 
any other time, but the consent having been obtained within the hour 
the consideration can extend beyond 11 o’clock. The prohibitory part 
of the special order is as follows: 

And it shall not be in order for the ‘Speaker to entertain a request for unani- 
mous consent at any other time, except, etc, 

Now, the order, I contend, has nothing in it which prohibits the con- 
sideration after 11 o’clock of a measure which under the order has 
been brought before the House. The matter, I submit, must proceed 
so oat parliamentary law, which knows no such interval as 11 
o’clock. 


The SPEAKER. But this special rule or order of the House does 


fix a limit at 11 o’clock for the calling of names and the recognition of 
members for requests for unanimous consent. The Chair thinks it was 
the evident purpose of the order to devote that time, and that time 
only, to this class of business : 
Mr. DIBBLE. The order does not say so. 
The SPEAKER. For otherwise a matter coming up by unanimous 
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consent at that time might consume the entire day to the absolute ex- 
clusion of all other business. Besides, nothing is lost by the construe- 
tion to which the gentleman objects, because the Chair holds that the 
measure is before the House and must come up as soon as this order of 
business is resumed. 

Mr. DIBBLE. But it excludes other gentlemen who might present 
this request for unanimous consent to-morrow. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri (Mr. BLAND] will 
please state his motion again. 

Mr. BLAND. It is that when the House adjourns to-day it adjourn 
to meet on Friday next. 


ESTATE OF J. J. PULLIAM. 


TheSPEAKER. Pending the motion of the gentleman from Mis- 
Bouri, the gentleman from e LMr. Sro rn] submits a confer- 
ence porn which the Clerk will read 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the House to siho bill (8.751) for the relief of the estate of J. 
J. Palliam, deceased, having met, after full and free conference have 
recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its amendment, 

W. J. STONE, 
O. B. THOMAS, 
THEO. S. WILKINSON, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
GEORGE E. HOAR. 
W. M. STEWART, 
JOHN C. SPOONE 
Managers on the part of Senate. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, this bill as passed by the 
Benate provided for referring this claim to the Quartermaster-General 
for investigation. The House passed the bill with an amendment 
striking out! the Quartermaster General and inserting ' the account- 
ing officers of the Treasury.“ The conferees have 3 that the House 
should recede from its amendment, so that the claim will simply go to 
the Quartermaster-General. 

Mr. BLAND. Iwouldlike to 3 what is the purport of the 
claim what does it propose to pay 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. the gentleman will understand that 
better if the bill be read. 

Mr. BLAND. Certainly; let the bill be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Whereas under the provisions of the act of June 16, 1864, certain claims were 


allowed and reported to Congress by t ara ik ni agnor 3 ri the ‘Pees 
claim Pulliam's 


try Department, in 1882, for payment, — ge 
sin dor — — to the Q s Department of the United 


tes’ Army; and 

Whereas there was a mistake in the amount that should have been A 
in favor of said Pulliam's estate, as ap) by the report of the committee to 
whom said bill was referred, made before the passage thereof: Therefore, 

Be it „ eto., That the proper accounting officers of the Treasury Depart- 
ment be, and they are hereby, authorized and directed to re-examine and settle 
the claim of the estate of J. J. Pulliam, deceased, late of Fayette County, State 
of Tennessee, for wast taken by the United States forces d the late war, 
fro: of La Grange, in said State; and 
Gy — 5 orized and directed to o pay, out As 
any m Treasury u ise appropriated sum t ma: 
Pound due naid estate, first 2 any sum heretofore paid: Provided, t 
the amount shall not exceed $4,167. 


The SPEAKER. The question is upon agreeing to the report of the 
committee of conference. 

The question having been taken, 

The SPEAKER said: The ayes seem to have it, 

Mr. BLAND. Let us have a division. 

The question being again taken, there were—ayes 53, noes 2. 

Mr. BLAND. I insist on my motion. 

Mr. PEEL. I hope the gentleman from Missouri will allow the In- 
dian 5 bill to be with. 

SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Missouri make the point 

eg 5 quorum has voted ? 

Mr. BLAND. Ido not. 

The SPEAKER, Then the ayan have it; and the report is agreed to. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

SUE B. JOHNSON. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. I rise to present a privileged report—the report of 
a committee of conference. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


‘The committee of 1 the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendment of the House to the bill (S. 3854) granting a pension to Sue B. John- 
Bon, having met, after full and free conference have agreed to recommend and 
do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its am: F 


e wae HUNTER. 
Managers on . 


was agreed to; and eee that the motion to reconsider. 


nae following statement, submitted in pursuance of the rule, was 


The effect of the conferees’ action is to fix the pension of Mrs, General John- 
son at $50 per month. This was the amount Sinais reported to the Houso 
when it Sad on the House bill, and this is the 8 provided ſor in the bill 
passed by the Senate. 

Mr. BLAND. Let us have the report read. 

The SPEAKER. The report of the conference committee and also 
the accompanying statement have been read. The question is upon 
agreeing to the report. 

The re was agreed to. 

Mr. CHIPMAN moved to reconsider the vote by which the report 
was agreed to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BLAND. I yield for the consideration of the appropriation bill. 


HENRY B. KEFFER. 


Mr. BOOTHMAN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit a privileged re- 
port irom the Committee on Accounts. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Whereas, Henry B. Keffer, a messenger on the roll of the House at $720 per an- 
num, is a disabled veteran soldier, having served in 8 A, One hundred 
and twenty-second Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers; and 

Whereas he has been stationed at the main entrance of the House during the 
Forty-ninth and Fiftieth Congresses, and has given eminent satisfaction by 
his 6 bearing and 8 and 

Whereas his widowed mother, who is oned by reason of the death of his 
father from disability contracted in the United States service, is dependent upon 
her son, the said Henry B. Keffer, for support: 

Be it resolved, That the — of Henry B. Keffer be transferred to the soldiers 
roll of the House ata salary of $1,200 per annum. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair understands this to be an adverse ro- 


port. 
Mr. BOOTHMAN. It is. 
The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the resolution will be laid 
on the table without reading the accompanying report, ; 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered, . 
J. W. HIATT. 


Mr. BOOTHMAN. I also submit another privileged report from the 
Committeé on Accounts. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Accounts be, and they are hereby, instructed 
to report a bill appointing J. W. Hiatt, at $2,000 per annum, to arrange and pre- 
serve the files in Clerk’s document-room, House of Representatives. 


Mr. BOOTHMAN. This is also an adverse report. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection the same course will be pursued 
with regard to this resolution, and it will be laid upon the table. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


COURT IN INDIAN TERRITORY. 


Mr. CULBERSON. I desire to submit a conference report on the 
bill (H. R. 1874) to change the eastern and northern judicial districts 


of Texas, and for other purposes. 

Mr. Speaker, this conference report has been to by the Senate, 
but upon investigation of the report as published this morning, it will 
be seen that by an inadvertence there is anerror in the report, whereby 
it fails to express the object of the conferees. I ask unanimous con- 
sent, therefore, that the House disagree to the conference report, and re- 
quest another conference with the Senate. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I also ask that the conferees be instructed as 
follows: 

The Clerk read as follows: 
of the House on the bill (H. R. 1874) to 
. seles Texas, and for other pur- 
poses, roviso of section 6 of said bill 
8 by the conference committee by 9 out of said proviso the words 
ing: in in Hou of said pcre aye tg yr ine » escent as tocontracts 
estate,“ when so amended to agree to said report. 

Mr. BLAND. I would like to have the bill read. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman has a right to have it read. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The conference report has already been disagreed 
to, and another conference ordered, and this is simply a question of in- 
structions, It seems to me that the gentleman is too late now to de- 


mand the reading of the bill, 

The SPEA But the tleman has the right to have the bill 
read. The subject is de e, and the gentleman has the right to 
ascertain whether the eee asked ought to be given or not. 

Mr. PEEL. I hope the gentleman will withdraw that, so that we 
may go on with the appropriation bills. 

Mr. BLAND. I am perfectly willing that appropriations may be 
taken up, also conference reports and the contested-election case; but 
if that business is not before the House I shall insist upon my motion, 

Mr. BREWER. What necessity is there for the instruction of the 
committee? 

Mr. ROGERS. There is no necessity for it; simply to gratify gen- 
tlemen who find fault with this part of the bill. 
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uest for instructions? 
Mr. CULBERSON. Very well; I will withdraw the resolution ask- 
ing instructions. 
The SPEAKER appointed Mr. CULBERSON, Mr. ROGERS, and Mr. 
3 TAYLOR as managers at the conference on the part of the 


Mr. BREWER, Why not withdraw the 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. PEEL. Mr. Speaker, I move now to dispense with the morn- 
ing hour for the purpose of considering the Indian appropriation bill. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I ask unanimous consent to adopt a resolution 
giving Thursday night for the Cass and Muhlenberg statues, and also 

‘or business from the District of Columbia. 

Mr. PEEL. I must insist upon my motion. 

Mr. OATES. Before the gentleman’s motion is put I ask unani- 
mous consent that members having reports from committees may file 
them with the Clerk. 

Mr. PEEL. I intended to make that request. ; 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, members having reports from 
committees will be allowed to hand them in at the Clerk’s desk, and 
also the minority views of committees will be in order for presentation. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


FILING OF REPORTS. 
The following reports were filed by being handed in at the Clerk’s 
desk: 


ESTATE OF A. L. BURWELL. 

Mr. BOWDEN, from the Committee on Claims, reported as a sub- 
stitute for bill H. R. 9774, a bill (H. R. 12653) for the relief of the es- 
tate of A. L. Burwell; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

„NATURALIZATION LAWS OF THE UNITED STATES. 


Mr. OATES, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported back 
with amendments the bill (H. R. 12577) to amend the naturalization 
laws of tle United States; which was referred to the House Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


RICHARD W. MEADE, DECEASED. 


Mr. TAULBEE, from the Committee on Claims, ed back favor- 
ably the bill (H. R. 11345) for the relief of the heirs of the legal rep- 
resentatives of Richard W, Meade, deceased; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

Mr. KERR, from the Commitiee on Claims, presented the views of 
the minority on the foregoing bill; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and ordered to be 
printed with the report of the majority. 


STRIKES AND LOCKOUTS. 


Mr. TILLMAN, from the Select Committee on Existing Labor 
Troubles in Pennsylvania, reported a bill (H. R. 12654) to prevent the 
combination of carrying interstate commerce with other business, and 
to prevent strikes and lockouts on railroads, and also to prohibit the 
consolidation of parallel or competing lines of interstate carriers; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the House Calendar, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


ROMAN CATHOLIC CHURCH, JACKSON, MISS. 


Mr. STOCKD. from the Committee on War Claims, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 11601) for the relief of the Roman Cath- 
olic Church of St. Peter, at Jackson, Miss.; which was referred to the 

mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


SALE OF LAND IN MILITARY RESERVATION, FORT LEAVENWORTH. 

Mr. MAISH, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported as a 
substitute for bill H. R. 11639, a bill (H. R. 12655) to authorize the lease 
of a tract of land in the military reservation at Fort Leavenworth, Kans. ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 

EIGHT-HOUR LAW. 


Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri, from the Committee on Labor, reported ip ae 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 12128) providing for the enforcement of | the lands 


the Hous Calend law on Government premises; which was referred to the 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

ane 5 e ee ee TOWNSHEND to with- 

w from es e House, without leaving copies, rs in the 
case of W. H. McCabe and W. P. Fowler. ji 

Also, to Mr. CRAIN, to withdraw papers in the case of William M. 
Douglass. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

* cS ner) I move to dispense with the morning hour for the cali 

of committees. 


Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Did the gentleman include the 
presentation of bills in his request a few moments since? 

The SPEAKER. That request was not made. 

The motion to dispense with the morning hour was agreed to. 

Mr. PEEL. I move that the House resolve itself into Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union for the purpose of considering 
general appropriation bills. 

SPECIAL ORDER THURSDAY EVENING. 


Mr. HEMPHILL. Pending that I ask unanimous consent to offer 
this resolution for consideration. 

Mr. PEEL. I yield to have the resolution read. 

‘The Clerk read as follows: 


That on Thursday, 9 — 28th instant, the House shall take a recess until 7.30 
o'clock p. m.. the evening session to be given to the consideration of the follow- 


L Not exceeding one hour to the ceremonies relating to the acceptance of the 
Cass and Muhlenberg statues. 

2. To the business reported from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
together with conference reports on bills heretofore reported by said commit- 
tee, not including the national park bill or the trust bills. 

The session not to continue beyond 10.30 o'clock p. m. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 


Mr. WEAVER. I shall make no objection if one-third of the time 


is accorded to the Committee on Patents to consider Senate bills to 
which there is no objection. 

Mr. RANDALL. I object to that. [Cries of Regular order! ““] 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded, which is equiva- 
lent to an objection. 

Mr. KERR. I rise to a question of privilege. Iam represented on 

2550 of the Recorp of yesterday’s proceedings as moving an appeal 
rom the decision of the Chair. I wish to state that I did not do that. 
It must have been some one else. 

Mr. WEAVER. Gentlemen haye made such appeals to me that I 
withdraw my objection. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa withdraws his objection 
to the request made by the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. 
HEMPHILL]. Is there further objection? The Chair hears none, and 
the order will be made. 

Mr. PEEL’s motion was agreed to. 

The House ingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, Mr. Dockery in the chair. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union and resumes consideration of the bill (H. R. 12578) 
a appropriations for the current and contingent expenses of the 

dian Department, and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with various 
Indian tribes, for the year ending June 30, 1890, and for other pur- 


poses. 

Mr. PEEL. I ask the Clerk to read the amendment which was 
pending when the House adjourned last night. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


It is pro on 42, after line 11, to insert: 
“That sum of $1,912,942.02 be, and the same appropriated, out of 
any money in the Treasury not 8 Taris full the Sem- 
inole Nation of Indians for all the Tight, title; itle, interest, — tg ists Bosra said 
nation of Indians may have in and certain be- 
tween the Unit .. an whieh oe coal Inden June 
14, 1866, and August 16, 1866,and which was then estimated to 
contain 2,169,089 acres, but which is now, after surve id as Fon ascertained to contain 
2,07, 414.02 acres, said sum of a a to be bop apnea as — $1,500,000 to re- 
main in the Treasury of the United d nation of Indians 
and to bear interest at the rate of 5 8 9 — July 1, 1889, said 
interest to — age semi-annually to the treastrer of said nation, and the sum 
of $412,942. be paid to . 8 


onveyanco, when fully executed and delivered, shalt Den of Indians 


2 —— ... se, 
“That the lands * the United States under said agreement 
part of the public domain sections 16 and 36 ofeach townshi gus dor randy 
veyed or unsurveyed, are — for tho use and ot the public 


relating to town sites: The rights of 8 nion sol- 
diers and sailors in the late civil war, as defined and described in sections 
2305 of the Revised Statu , shall abridged. It is hereby made the 


performance 
patent and Scare the prior proceedings before had in such case to be null 2 
void; and all persons Patle on land under the provisions of this act shall be 
required to select the samo in in square form as near as may be, and to maintain 
personal residence as required by law on the land and to improve 
Set cntaves the the same for sipi in the manner required by the home- 
stead la eae ee ow not less than 40 acres ot the land filed 
upon before obtaining title Provided, That any person who haying ex- 


make full j 8 
good faith and that there aes full 
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hausted his right under existing law, but who is not the owner of a home else- 
where, shall be qualified to make one additional homestead entry upon said 
lands; and all of the provisions of this section shall apply and be in full force 
as to the lands included in the recent cession of the Mus-ogee (or Creek) Nation of 
Indians heretofore ed by the present Congress, Any person who may en- 
ter N ee any part of said lands, in said agreements contained, prior to the time 
that they are opened to settlement by the proclamation of the President, shall 
. to occupy or to make entry of such lands or lay any claim 

Mr. PEEL. That amendment was read and discussed yesterday 
evening, and it was ordered to be printed in the RECORD. I suppose 
we might vote on it. 

Mr. BLAND. Inasmuch as that amendment is just called up, I 
would like to have the gentleman from Arkansas explain it somewhat. 

Mr. PEEL. Mr. Chairman, it is well known to the committee that 
while the Oklahoma bill was pending one of the great objections to 
creating a Territorial government over the territory embraced in that 
bill was the fact that the Government had not secured title to the lands 
from the Indians; that is, a general extinguishment of their equity. 
Under the treaty of 1866 the Creek, Seminole, and Cherokee Indians 
ceded to the Federal Government that large domain, amounting to ten, 
twelve, or fourteen million acres of land for the purpose of locating other 
friendly Indians or freedmen thereon. The Government aſter locating 
some there declined to continue that policy. ‘Therefore the country 
has been lying waste and barren. In 1885, on an appropriation bill, 
there was an amendment incorporated authorizing the President to 
negotiate with these various tribes of Indians fora complete relinquish- 
ment of their title in order that it might become part of the public 
domain. 

The international council of these five civilized tribes, deeming that 
it would invade their territory, passed a resolution declaring that they 
would not relinquish their title, but would hold the Government to 
carry out the specific object as stipulated in the treaty of 1866. But 
recently the Creek Nation of Indians—and I must compliment them for 
their intelligence and their patriotism—came to Washington, led by Gen- 
eral Porter, one of the most intelligent gentlemen I ever met, and read- 
ily negotiated with the Government to accept the offer. The amend- 
ment to the appropriation bill of 1885 offered to allow $1.25 an acre 
for these lands less what the Government had paid. These Creek In- 
dians came forward, and through the Secretary of the Interior, without 
any expense on the part of the Government, negotiated for this ces- 
sion. 

A message from the President came to the House recommending its 
ratification. The House reported unanimously in favor of it. The 
Senate recommended it, and both Houses, without any objection, 
passed a bill therefor; and the whole title of the Creeks to this coun- 
try has been extinguished. The Seminole Indians have followed in 
their wake. It was understood when the Creeks made this initiative 
step ihat their brethren—the Seminoles—were to come in on the same 
footing. The Creek cession has been accepted. The Seminole dele- 
gation are here negotiating, and the President sent in his message a 
few days ago. It went to our committee and also to the Senate com- 
mittee. The Senate committee has instructed its chairman to insert 
an amendment in the Indian appropriation bill when it goes to the 
Senate to provide for its ratification. 

The Committee on Indian Affairs of the House have unanimously 
instructed me to offer this amendment for the purpose of extinguishing 
the title of the Seminoles. It simply appropriates the amount ot 
money that is required to extinguish the titles to their part of the 
lands upon the same basis as the title of the Creeks was adjusted. The 
amendment appropriates the money to be paidfonly when they execute 
a conveyance rendering the title satisfactory to the President. 

Mr. HOOKER. Does this affect the Seminoles as well as the Creeks? 

Mr. PEEL. Exactly the same. When the object of this amendment 
is accomplished, the Government will then have achieved what it has 
been a long time attempting to reach, the extinguishment of these 
8 in order that we may be able to dispose of the lands as a part 
of the public domain and settle this long-vexed question with the con- 
sent both of the tribes and of the United States. 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Chairman, I have always been heartily in sym- 
pathy with the policy which seeks by just measures, in pursuance of 
our treaty obligations, to extinguish the Indian titles to these various 
aig lands and to open them up for homestead settlement. Hence, 

was very anxious to see the bill known as the Oklahoma bill become 
a law, and I hope that it may become a law at this session. For the 
same reason, in order to carry out the treaty stipulations and for the 
purpose of purchasing these Indian lands, Iam in favor of the pending 
amendment; and I am only sorry that it is not possible at this time that 
all of the country known as the Indian Territory should, upon some just 
terms, become a part of the public domain of this Government and part 
and parcel of our family of States and Territories. As this amend- 
ment seems, from the explanation of the gentleman from Arkansas, to 
be in the line of the policy I have suggested, I hope it will be adopted. 
I certainly see no objection to it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. In the amendment as printed in the RECORD will 
be found the words except section 2301 thereof, referring to the 
homestead law. My friend, the chairman of the committee, will see 
that that is not exactly accurate, because the section referred to is not 


section 2301 of the homestead law but of the Revised Statutes. I 
therefore offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Strike out the word “thereof” and insert of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States, which is hereby repealed.” 

Mr. PEEL. That is in pursuance of the object of the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment to the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. HOOKER, Mr. Chairman, I would like to hear the original 
amendment read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment has been read at length and is 
printed in the RECORD, but if there be no objection, the amendment 
will be again read. 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk again read the amendment as printed in the RECORD. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, is there an amendment 
pending? 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment just read by the Clerk is pend- 
ing, and an amendment to that amendment is offered by the gentlemun 
from Indiana. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. I desire to give notice that I intend to 
offer an amendment to the last proviso. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman can do thatafter the amendment 
offered to the amendment by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Hor- 
MAN] is disposed of. The question now is on the amendment to the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Chairman, I wish to call the attention of the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] to the fact that the effect of 
his amendment is to repeal absolutely what is known as the commuta- 
tion feature of the homestead law, and to the fact thatthere is nothing 
in the amendment to protect the rights of those who have already se- 
cured rights under that law. Ithink, therefore, the amendment should 
te modified in that particular. With such modification there will be 
no objection to it, 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, inasmuch as every effort has been 
made by the House for years past to repeal that section, I think it is 
desirable to retain the repeal here, but I will modifi the amendment 
in the manner indicated by what I now send to the desk. 

: The Clerk read the amendment as proposed to be modified, as fol- 
ows: 

Strike out the word “thereof” in the second section of the amendment of 
the gentleman from Arkansas and insert the following: Of the Revised Stat- 
utes of the United States, which is hereby repealed; butall rights initiated under 
the same shall remain unimpaired.” 

The amendment of Mr. HOLMAN as modified was to. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Now, Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an 
amendment to the last proviso, to come in after the word having.“ 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

After the word “having,” in the last proviso of the amendment, insert the 
words “attempted to, but, for any cause, failed to secure a title in full to a home- 
stead elsewhere.” 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. I reserved the right in committee to 
offer this amendment. ‘The bill as it now stands gives ms who 
have already exhausted their right to ahomestead the privilege of tak- 
ing another. Under the existing laws a man when he secures a home- 
stead exhausts his right in that and has no right to take a sec- 
ond homestead. The object of this amendment is simply to prevent 
one who has already secured a homestead under the homestead laws 
from taking another. It provides that those who have attempted to 
secure a homestead, but for any reason have failed to secure their title, 
may have the privilege of taking land again, but that under no cir- 
cumstances shall a man who has had a homestead be allo to tak: 
another, for the object of the homestead law is to give as many people 
as possible a chance to get homes; and if one man can take two home- 
steads another man must go without one. 

I know that many men have made mistakes in entering homesteads, 
have secured poor lands; their homestead entries may not have turned 
out as favorably as those of others. But such things ocour under the 
law which is common to us all; and to say that a man who has secured 
a homestead may, because he is not satisfied with it, or because it is 
not so good as another, step in ahead of a man who has never had the 
opportunity to get a homestead, is to do injustice and to change a 
feature of the homestead law which has existed from the time we have 
had such alaw. 

My proviso will simply do this: It will allow any man to take a 
homestead who has heretofore attempted to take one, but failed to secure 
it. That is the object of the amendment; and then having stricken 
out the words exhausted his right, I propose that the words one 
who is not the owner of a home elsewhere“ be stricken out. Let me 
illustrate the object of this portion of the amendment. I never took 
up a homestead, or taking failed to complete my title. I have a home 
in Michigan. I have the right under the existing laws to go to Kansas 
or Oklahoma, if I see fit, and take up a homestead, retaining at the 
same time my property in Michigan. It is not right to say that no one 
shall be permitted to go there and take up a homestead if he has a 
home anywhere else. That never has been done under the homestead 
laws, and we should not now adopt that principle. 4 
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Mr. RYAN. I would like to have the 5 reported again. 
I concur in the views expressed by my friend from Michigan, but I am 
not quite sure that his amendment carries out his idea 

The Clerk again read the amendment. 

Mr. PERKINS. I wish to suggest to the gentleman from Michigan 
[Mr. ALLEN] an amendment to his amendment, and I think when he 
listens to what I have to say in this connection he will recognize the 
propriety of my amendment. There are many gene particularly in 
the western portion of Kansas and in Eastern Colorado, as well as in 
many of our Western Territories, who have taken homes under what 
is known as the commutation feature of the homestead law. They have 
borrowed the money to enable them to make their entry. Now, in con- 
sequence of three or four unfavorable seasons many of these persons have 
been unable to pay their mortgages, and many have thus lost theirhomes. 
The amendment of the gentleman would cut out those people abso- 
lutely. If he will modify his amendment so as not to cut out these 
people who have taken homesteads under what is known as the com- 
mutation feature of the homestead law—because those men paid for 
their land just as settlers paid for land which they took under the pre- 
emption law—there will 
Most certainly we ought not to cut out those people who haye paid for 
their lands under the commutation feature of the homes law, who 
borrowed money to do that, but who, in consequence of unfavorable 
seasons, have lost everything that they had in the world and are now 
homeless. 

Mr. RYAN. I think my friend from Michigan should accept the 
modification ed by my colleague [Mr. PERKINS]. 

Mr. PERKINS. And with the consent of the gentleman from 
Michigan we can pass this matter over for the present, so that he can 
modify his amendment in this particular. We can return to this para- 
graph hereafter. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. I will ask the gentleman from Kansas 
whether he can tell us about how many persons there are in the condi- 
tion he describes. 

Mr. PERKINS. Oh, thousands—nearly all those in my State who 
took land under the commutation feature of the homestead law. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Have those men perfected their titles? 

Mr. PERKINS. They have perfected them under the commutation 
provision; they have paid the Government for the land, borrowing the 
money in almost every instance to do so. 

Mr. RYAN. They have pertected their titles because they have 

id for their lands—have not taken them under the ordinary provis- 
ions of the homestead law. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. I do not wish to consent to anything 
which appears to me contrary to the fundamental principle on which 
the whole homestead law rests. We can not provide for the misfort- 
unes of all persons, but we certainly ought to do justice to all. The 
homestead law is a peculiar enactment in this, that it offers to every 
man in the United States, so long as the public domain shall remain 
unexhausted, one opportunity to secure a home; and since that law 
has been upon the statute-book, thousands and hundreds of thousands 
have availed themselves of the opportunity thus offered. Boys and 

oung men are now growing up who desire to avail themselves of the 
efits of this law, as others have done; and to say that a man shall 
have two chances under the homestead law toget a homestead, thereby 
depriving some one else of his right to exercise his privilege once, is 
contrary to the fundamental idea of the homestead law. 

I do not wish to be too strenuous in regard to persons who have taken 
up lands under the commutation feature of the homestead law. I can 
readily see how a man might buy a homestead, pay cash for it, and in 
consequence of having borrowed the money lose it. 

Mr. PERKINS. These men who took up Jand under the commuta- 
tion feature of the homestead law did substantially the same as those 
who acquired homes under the pre-emption law, and who are to receive 
the benefits of thisact. For that reason those who took up homesteads 
under this commutation feature of the homestead lawshould enjoy the 
benefits of this legislation. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, if this can be passed over 
informally, the gentleman from Kansas can prepare an amendment as 
to commuters and submit it hereafter for the action of the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment will be passed over informally 
to be returned to hereafter. 

Mr. PERKINS. I ask we may adopt the amendment now and re- 
turn to it hereafter to make whatever modifications may be found to 
be necessary. 

The CHAIRMAN, If the proposition is adopted it can not be 
amended hereafter except by unanimous consent. 

Mr. PERKINS. But, Mr. Chairman, the proposition is that it shall 
be adopted with the consent that hereafter we shall return to it to 
make whatever modifications may be found to be necessary. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection that will be done. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

Mr. JACKSON. Mr. i , I think it a bad policy to extend 
the provisions of the homestead law or the provisions of the pre-emption 
law in any way that will permit any one to obtain a larger number of 
acres than they can at present. Instead of allowing persons who have 
already had 160 acres as a homestead to take 160 more, I think there 


ER 


perhaps be no objection to his amendment. - 


is now good reason why the number of acres that may be taken in the 
first instance should be restricted and limited to 80 acres. Itis well 
known that the quantity of public land now remaining in possession 
of the Government suitable for agricultural purposes is small, compared 
to our population, to what it was a half or a quarter of a century since. 
The number of landless men in the United States has become so great 
and the quantity of land available is so small, I think the policy of the 
Government in the future should be to reduce the size of the homestead 
entry. Weallagree, I believe, that the agricultural lands should here- 
after be dispcesed of to actual settlers alone. 

I can see how there may be a few worthy and deserving cases of men 
who lost their homesteads through misfortune, and if it were reasonably 
practicable to single out this small number, the Government might again 
give them the benefit of making another homestead entry; but the 
Government is not responsible for their losing their homes, and the 
trouble is there is no place to draw the line. You have to adopt a rule 
and live up to it. If men have obtained homesteads by commutation 
and then parted with them by sale the first year after they obtained 
the title to them I have no doubt they would all now like to have 
another opportunity toenteranotherhomestead. I cansee very well how 
such men may be appealing to their Representatives to amend the law and 
give them the privilege. But, Mr. Chairman, in this matter we had 
better go slowly. Let us save whatever arable lands we have now and 
parcel them out in small quantities to actual settlers who have no land 
at all; to men who have never been given any land. That is my 
proposition, and I hope no amendment will be adopted which will add 
to the number of men who, under the law, can obtain homesteads by in- 
cluding those who have already had the opportunity and entered home- 
steads and since then disposed of them. 

I understand very well, Mr. Chairman, how men with constituents 
living on the border land of our settlements are anxious to have pro- 
vision made which will give those constituentsadditional opportunities 
to enter public lands. But there are thousands of men in the older set- 
tled States with equal rights to the public lands belonging tothe United 
States who never yet had any opportunity to make homestead entries, 
Every year the desire of these people to obtain a piece of land fora 
home becomes greater. Therefore I ask that the public lands be saved 
for those who have no lands now and who have never yet had an op- 
portunity to make homestead entries. 

Mr. WARNER. How many acres would the gentleman suggest as 
the limit of homestead entries hereafter? 

Mr. JACKSON. Eighty acres is, perhaps, enough. That is more 
than we will beable to give twenty-five years hence. I am informed 
that in many of the old States from 80 to 100 acres to a settler was the 
policy at the beginning. It is said that in Indiana large portions of it 
were settled where the number of acres of land taken up by the settlers 
did not exceed 40 acres. 

Mr. WARNER. Do those in the East waive any part of their heri- 
tage by giving to the settlers upon whatis known as the great Ameri- 
can desert the opportunity to make homestead entries of 160 acres? 

Mr. JACKSON. That is the old story. When men want large 
grants of land from the Government it is represented as poor and 
worthless. But as soon as they obtain the patent it at once improves, 
no matter what may be the character of the land. 

We have to take now what we can get, and therefore I am in favor 
of saving for actual settlement the public lands which are left. If 
the people West have already taken up the garden spots, the Jand- 
less people who are secking homes will have to be content with what 
remains, When almost the whole continent was open to settlement 
men settled upon and improved only moderate-sized tracts, and cer- 
tainly it is not too much to ask now, when our agricultural lands 
are really almost gone, that we should limit the amount of lands that 
may be taken for homestead. In answer to the remark of my friend 
on the left I wish to say that the men in thé East will take their 
chances with the men in the West in obtaining a home on the public 
lands if you will not cut them off by legislation. Make all men equal 
before the law. Do not give the Western man two chances to an East- 
ern man's one. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 3 

Mr. RYAN. Mr. Chairman, it is an easy matter for a gentleman 
who is living on the rich and productive lands in the valleys of Penn- 
sylvania to stand up here and say a homestead in the West is sufficient 
if it shall consist of only 80 acres, He little knows of the hardships 
and of the privations pioneers have to undergo or he would not say 
160 acres way out upon the border, subject to the vicissitudes of a 
frontier life, are more than should be given in a homestead entry. If 
he were familiar with this matter I do not think he would stand up 
here and say that 160 acres is enough. Those who do know the diffi- 
culties encountered by the actual settlers know they can scarcely make 
for themselves a respectable living upon 160 acres in the far West. 

I wish to add another thing, and that is the objectof the homestead 
law was to give every man who wanted it a homestead of 160 acres of 
land, a most wise provision. If there are those who attempted to ob- 
tain the benefit of its provisions, but for any reason have lost the privi- 
lege, I hope we will not deny him the poor privilege given by this bill 
which extends the right of homestead entry to that class. 

I wish to say another thing. That many who entered their lands 
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under the homesiead law commuted those homesteads and practically 
paid for them under the pre-emption law. Now, those men ought not 
to be put in any worse condition than those who took their lands 
the pre-emption law and paid for them. They onght to be allowed the 
right of homestead entry also. 

The Creek lands which we obtained a few days ago and the Seminole 
lands acquired in this bill aggregate nearly 5,000,000 acres, 
under the provision of the act ef 1885, which I had the honor to move 
as an amendment to the Indian appropriation bill. We shall doubt- 
less soon procure the Cherokee Outlet by the same or similar methods. 
Let all the homeless have an equal right in obtaining homes on these 
lands. I think, Mr. Chairman, the criticisms that have been made by 
my friend from Pennsylvania are hardly just and fair to that class who 
go from his own State and from other Eastern States to the frontier to 
carve out homes for themselves. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Let me ask the gentleman from Kan- 
sas this question, if it is not true that the homestead lawis much abused 
in the West? , 

Mr. RYAN. How? 


purpose. 

Mr. RYAN. Iwant to say to my friend from Ohio that if there has 
been any abuse of the homestead Jaw at all it has been because of the 
commutation clause, which is expressly repealed by the provisions of 
this bill. No other abuse is possible under the homestead law; and it 
is only under that provision of it which this resolution repeals that 
there has been abuse of which complaint is properly made. 

Mr. WARNER. And let me suggest that I take it for granted, and 
it may be properly assumed, that the men who go upon our Western 
prairies to make their homes have the common honesty of the East not 
to allow themselves to be used by any one for such purposes. 

Mr. RYAN. They are not only honest, but they are the great body- 
guard of the nation itself. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. PEEL. I hope the gentleman from Michigan, if he has his 
amendment ready, will now present it and let us have a vote. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. I ask the adoption of the amendment in 
a modified form as I now send it to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out of the proviso, the words “that any person who having exhausted 
his right under existing law, but who is not the owner of a home elsewhere,” 
and insert: That any person who having attempted to, but for any cause failed 


to secure a title in fee to a homestead under existing law, or who made entry un- 
der what is known as the commutation provision of the homestead law, shall be 


The question was taken on the adoption of the amendment to the 
amendment, and the Chairman announced that the ayes seemed to 
prevail. 

Mr. JACKSON. I demand a division for the purpose of asking unani- 
mous consent to make a brief statement of my views on this question. 

Mr. PERKINS. I hope there will be no objection. 

Mr. JACKSON. If the committee please, I wish to reply to the reason 
given in regard to those who have commuted and obtained lands in that 
way. Ithink that those who obtained their lands under the commutation 
features of the homestead law, if there be any difference, have certainly 
less claim now for relief than any other class of men. Let us see what 
provision was made. The leading feature of the homestead law as origi- 
nally passed was to give 160 acres of public land to every man or head of 
a family who would permanently settle upon it and improve it. Asa 
guaranty that he would improve it for his own use as a home, the law 
provided that he should live upon it at least five years, and could not 
obtain title until that time hadelapsed. But an amendment was after- 
wards made to the law which permitted a homesteader alter one year, by 
paying the minimum 3 of $1.25 per acre, to obtain title without 
remaining upon it the five years. This was a very improper change, 
Its tendency was to give lands to those who had money, and not to 
the settler without means. 

I did not propose, Mr. Chairman, to enter into a discussion of the 
irregularities and frauds which it is alleged have been committed under 
the homestead law, ially under this commutation provision; Iam 
not making charges; but I repeat if there have been abuses under that 
law it was under that very feature of it. But without violating law 
it permitted men to make entries, commute and pay out and obtain 
title, and sell to speculators, who could thereby acquire large bodies of 
land. Certainly these parties have less right to have a second home- 
stead given them than any other class. So far as there is evidence be- 
fore Congress in regard to irregularities and frands under the home- 
stead law, it is, I believe, wholly where men took their homesteads and 
commuted them, obtained patents and then sold their lands. It was 
contrary to the general and true principles of the homestead law that 
men should be allowed to commute and pay for their homes, because 
that was only done and could of course be only done where men had 
money and were able to pay forthe lands. In many cases itis alleged 
and I undertake, as I have stated, to make no charges whatever, but 
simply refer to it for the purpose of illustration—that this provision has 
frequently been used for the purpose of allowing men to take up public 
lands, and, in accordance with a previous understanding, transfer them 


te speculators, and by this plan, it is said, the most valuable of our 
timber lands on the Pacific Slope have passed in large bodies to indi- 
viduals, who hold them for speculation. s 

Mr. RYAN. Let me correct the gentleman there to say that two- 
thirds of the settlers upon the public domain who have finally per- 
fected their homes, who live upon them and cultivate them, took them 
under the homestead law and commuted them. It is certainly unfair 
to assail them. i 

Mr. JACKSON. Ihave been very careful to make no charges, but I 
ask, what does the gentleman’s statement indicate? It means that 
the men who have obtained the lands were not men for whom the 
lands were intended by the homestead Jaw. It shows that they went to 
men who were able to pay for them, and had money for that purpose, 
and could buy their lands like anybody else. I have no doubt the gen- 
tleman’s statement is correct; and that a great many men who have 
obtained homesteads were men with money, and by this provision the 
public lands have passed to a great extent into hands of people with 
money of their own, or it may be money which others had and allowed 
to be used for that purpose, using this to absorb large tracts of valua- 
ble Government lands. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I do not want this garden spot to be given away 
in great bodies. I want small, compact homes preserved for the people 
of this great country for the people who need them. There is no use 
calling these lands that are expected shortly to be opened poor lands, 
or, as the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. WARNER] suggested, desert 
lands. No, Oklahomais the last great body of good land not yet opened 
to settlement. I have no doubt it is good and valuable. It is sur- 
rounded by populous States and settlements. I do not think there is 
any good reason for hurrying the titles into private hands. It would 
be a grand thing if we could keep some of these lands for settlers ten, 
twenty, or thirty years hence. The settlers now living near it have 
to a great extent had 160 acres given them as ahomestead. I have no 
doubt vast numbers of them would like the law changed so they could 
assign their homesteads in Kansas and elsewhere, and hurry into this 
Territory and get 160 acres more just as soon as it is opened. This 
would enable those living near it to practically ee this land. 
I am opposed to this; but I do not think it should apply to any part of 
the public lands. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Pennsylvania demands a 
division upon the question just taken. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 106, noes 4. 

So the amendment to the amendment was adopted. 

Mr. HOOKER. I offer a proviso to the amendment of the gentleman 
from Arkansas [Mr. PEEL]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, That all rights of any friendly Indians who have been settled 
upon any part of said sade propusa to be conveyed anil ace be affected by 
said sale and transfer to the United States: And provided further, That said sale 
and transfer of said lands shall in no way affect the rights and interests of any 
other of the five semi-civilized Indian tribes. 

Mr. HOOKER, _I desire to say a word in regard to this amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, it is a subject of congratulation to me to find that 
the Indian Committee, so ably represented by my friend from Arkan- 
sas, and the House, too, seem to have reached the conclusion that there 
are some Indians at least who have some title to lands which the Gov- 
ernment ought to ; for if it be true that the t of the Gov- 
ernment of the United States to the Creeks, who by the same 
tenure that the Cherokees hold, is not good, then the title you acquire 
by transfer from the Creeks may be of doubtful character. 

i therefore think it is a subject of congratulation that the gentle- 
men who are in favor of this ition of allowing the Creeks to sell 
theirclaims have at last found out that there is some title to be 
in the Indians in consequence of the patents which the Government 
have given‘them. As to the policy, Mr. Chairman, of this sale, I do 
not pretend to challenge it, for I have held to the doctrine, and hold to 
it yet, that the five semi-civilized nations of Indians with whom we 
have been treating and stipulating, and with whom you propose now 
to make another agreement, have to-day got capacity and intelligence 
enough to attend to their own matters; and I suppose the United States, 

its committees in its have got capacity, intelligence, 
and honesty enough not to accept a doubtful title from the Indians. 
And I congratulate them that they think the right given by the Indian 
title is a good one. 

I want to guard the interests of the other civilized tribes who, under 
the provisions of the sixteenth section of the treaty of 1866, may have 
settled upon these lands. I believe, sir, that the Creek Nation has the 
right to sell the land they live upon if they choose, but I believe that 
the policy is bad for the Indians, because it settles in the very midst of 
their country a white population, before whose advancing civilization 
not many years will have expired before you will say you want the 
balance of the land; and if they are willing to convey it, that may be 
all right and proper, because I think they have intelligence to know 
what their own rights are. But on the policy of settling white popula- 
tion among the Indians, I want to raise this note of warning in behalf 
of the remaining five semi-civilized tribes as to the impolicy of having 
a white settlement in the midst of their own country, if they ever ex- 
pect that they will be admitted to the rights of Territorial organization, 
or rather I should say to State organization and a representation in 
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this body and at the other end of the Capitol. They will thus dispose 
of the righta which thé country has conveyed to Shera, and which they 
seem to be, so far as the Creeks are now ready to reconvey 
to the Government of the United States for an adequate consideration. 
As I understand the amendment of the gentleman from Arkansas, it 

poses now to extend to another of the semi-civilized tribes—the 
eee eee ee of conveyance and to accept their convey- 
ance, as the Creek conveyance has already been accepted, by legisla- 
tion. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The question then recurred on the amendment of Mr. PEEL as 
amended; and the amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For compensation of judges of Indian courts, at such rates as may be fixed 
from time to time by the Secretary of the Interior, $5,000, or so much thereof as 


may be necessary. 

Mr. BLAND. I inquire of the gentleman from Arkansas in charge 
of this bill where these courts are situated for which provision is made 
for the compensation of the judges. 

Mr. HOLMAN. On the reservations. 

Mr. PEEL. Iam not able to give the gentleman from Missouri all 
the places, but they are on several reservations. Oneof the most prom- 
inent, as I remember, is that of the Flathead Indians on the Jocko res- 
ervation,in Montana, I think the gentleman from Indiana will agree 
with the statement that I am about to make, that when we made our 
investigation we found in the report of the agent where all of these 
courts are located that a great deal of good resulted. The Indians 
were disciplined by them and to accept the decisions of these 
tribunals, The decisions of the courts were reported as having been 
satisfactory to the complainants and defendants, and the judges seemed 
to be very much respected. The appropriation has done a greal deal of 


good. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It gives them some idea of government among them- 
selves. 

Mr. BLAND. What laws do they operate under? 

Mr. HOLMAN. They operate under the Indian laws. 

Mr. PERKINS. Under the Indian laws and orders from the Secre- 
tary of the Interior. 

Mr. eee Is it to adjudicate matters arising between white men 
and Indians 

Mr. HOLMAN, No; it is only for matters arising between the In- 
dians. 


Mr. BLAND. And not at all for matters between them and white 
men? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Indians entirely. The object is to teach these In- 
dians self-government. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

bat th f $9,371. uch th f y be necessary, is here 
appropriated to palv — terng rac of the Interior to to ag h the ae whoin 

aith made settlement in the” Wind River Jaded in tbe Wyoming Territo 
previous tothe t tothetime when the said valley was includ in the Wind aaa miae I. 
„the value of their 8 — f = 

praisement by the proper Indian agent under DD 


Provided, p That no payments shall be made to any one of said sotiers 
until he shall first have finally removed from said reservation. 


Mr. BLAND. I would like to have some explanation of that para- 


ph from of he a yenmte wane as to what is the sub- 
ect-matter of these claims. 


Mr. BLAND. Are they settled on the reservation? 

Mr. PERKINS. I understand that they have left the reservation; 
but as a precaution we provided that they should not be fave gone 
they had removed. The Delegate from Wyoming says they 
but as a matter of caution we put this on—that they should n 
paid until they had removed themselves from the reservation. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


This amount, or so much thereof as ma necessary, to be expended under 

the direction of the Commissioner of tar Bony Affairs in the purchase of 

matting, office furniture, casing for en and files, repairs to casings 

niture, and other necessar nses incident to the removal of the office — — In- 

dian Affairs, to be imm lately available, $2,000; for one female laborer to be 

employed in Indian Office, at 000 per annum; In all, $2,660. 
Mr. HOLMAN. I raise the point of order on that 
Mr. PERKINS. Thereisa 


do not intend to pay the female 
he $600. 


h. 
raphicalerrorthere. We certainly 
ers $6,060. The amount should 


a RANDALL. That ought to be provided for in the legislative 


Mr. PEEL. I know it ought, but it was not done. 
Mr. RANDALL. It was not estimated for. That is the reason it 


was not done. 
Mr. HOLMAN. I think this employé ought to be Saye for in 
the legislative bill, and I regard this asa very bad p: Still, I 


make the point of order only as to the $2,000 item eee that. 


The CHAIRMAN. If the point of order is made against one item in 
the paragraph it affects the entire 
Mr. HOLMAN, There are two distinct propositions, one applying 
to the $2,000 in line 10. As to that proposition I make the point of 
order; as to the other I do not make it. 

Mr. RANDALL. Iunderstand that the gentleman from Arkansas 
LMr. PEEL] is entirely willing to have that $2,000 item stricken ont. 

Mr. PEEL. Yes, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the Chair understand that the proposition 
of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] is tostrike out the par- 
agraph from line 4 down to and ‘including the word dollars 
line 10? 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is the proposition. 

The amendment was to. 

— 5 CHAIRMAN. The question is now on the amendment offered 

yy the gentleman from Kansas a PERKINS] striking out the letters 
N in the word sixty in line 11. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
e Clerk read as follows: 


pay Beeson and Baker, of Paola, Kans., for servioes rendered the Indian 
ones la in furnishing abstract titles, according to statement of August31, 1888, $60, 


Mr. BLAND. I raise the point of order upon that item. I would 
like to hear it explained. 

Mr. PERKINS, This is to pay for some abstracting that was done 
by these gentlemen at the request of the Commissioner of Indian Af- 
fairs. e Commissioner thought he had authority to order the work 
and he had it done; the Auditor approved the bill, but the Comptroller 
questioned the right of the ieia ion of Indian Affairs to order the 
work done. There is no question that the work was done, and these 
gentlemen now ask that this amount be appropriated to pay for that 
service. 

Mr. BLAND. On thestatement of the gentleman from Kansas [ Mr. 
PERKINS] this is evidently a mere claim and is subject to the point of 
order, and I make the point that it is not authorized by existing law. 

Mr. PERKINS. I trust the gentleman will not do that. These 
gentlemen can not get their pay in any other way. The amount is 
only $60, and it is recommended by the officers of the Department, 
The Commissioner authorized the work. 

Mr, BLAND. If we are going to put claims inte these appropria- 
tion bills let us put them all in. I make the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. On the statementof the gentleman from Kansas 
[Mr. PERKINS] the Chair must sustain the poin — of order. 

Mr. PERKINS. I do not contend tend agate the point of erder, but I 

to the gentleman from Missouri that in my aprile ought 
not to interpose it. This service was rendered at the request of the 
Indian Office; the Government had the benefit of the service and the 
Auditor approved the bill, but the Comptroller of the Currency ques- 
tioned the authority of the Commissioner to have the work done, and 
now CCCCCFCCCCCCCCCC a SENE SA AOE ta 
for it. 


The CHAIRMAN. But the Chair understands the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. BLAND] to insist on the point or order. 

ee deere oode greets. tee bjection is to erage eee 
appropriation and passing them thro w. a great many 
others have no such favor shown them. However, in this case I with- 
draw the point of order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For support of Indian day and industrial schools, and for other educational 
ops one por not hereinafter provided $685,000; for the construction and repair 


$55,000; and for of horses, cattle, 
a forachools, $1,087 In e a hereby, im board- 
eee shall not exceed $10,000, and — entire 
to be so built shall not exceed $600. 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. Chairman, I find 
vision for the su of Indian f industrial schools, and ſor 
other educatio: purposes not hereinafter provided for, $685,000,” 
and ‘‘for the construction and repair of school buildings, $55,000; a 
but the point I wish to have some information about is this: “And for 
5 cattle, sheep, and swine for schools, $10,000.” I 
would like to have some explanation ef why horses and cattle, sheep 
and swine have to be for schools to the amount of $10,000. 

Mr. PERKINS. I will say that at most of the industrial schools they 
have farms in connection with theschools. They cultivate those farms 
and it is to have horses to do the work, and it is necessary to 
a err and sheep in order to make the farms productive and valuable 

and serviceable. This is enly a continuation of the appropriations 
heretofore made in this direction. The appropriation this year is less 
than it was last year, and leas than has ena dakol Sor toy ihe Desert 
ment. 

Mr. BLAND. While the gentleman is up, I would like to ask him 
a question. I notice a provision here for the cost of putting up board- 
ing-school buildings. Can the gentleman give us any information as 
to where those buildings are to be located? 

Mr. HOLMAN. They are to be on the reservations, of course. 

Mr. PERKINS. This is the usual appropriation in that res 
matter is left with the Interior Department and the Indian 
heretofore. 

Mr. BLAND. Then I understand from the gentleman from Kansas 


that this ph makes pro- 
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that the committee is leaving the whole thing to the discretion of the 
Department, without any information as to the necessity for this appro- 
riation. 

p Mr, PERKINS. The necessity for it arises from the fact that the 
Department is extending this system of education each year, is gradu- 
ally civilizing the Indians, is every year inducing more of the Indian 
children toattend school; and as the number ofschool children enlarges, 
the necessity for school buildings necessarily increases. 

Mr. BLAND. I would suppose that any recommendation with ref- 
erence to this matter would be accompanied with a statement as to the 
location of the school buildings, the different schools to be accommo- 
dated, etc. 

Mr. PERKINS. The Department does not furnish thatinformation. 
The matter has heretofore been left and is now leit discrefionary with 
the Department. 

Mr. BLAND. That strikes me asarather loose way of appropriating 
money. 

Mr HOLMAN. I hope the gentleman from Arkansas will consent 
to amend this paragraph by inserting after the word construction,“ 
in the twenty-first line, the words ‘‘on Indian reservations,“ so as to 
provide for the construction on Indian reservations and repair of 
school buildings.“ Of course the repairs must be made wherever the 
school buildings are located. 

Mr. PEEL, There is no objection to that amendment. It simply 
carries out the intention of the committee. 

Mr. PERKINS. I am not sure that the amendment suggested should 
be assented to. We have school buildings which are not on reserva- 
tions, and it may be that some of this appropriation may be required 
to be used upon those buildings. 

Mr. HOLMAN. This amendment does not affect that matter. The 
money can still be spent for repairs of school buildings wherever they 
may be located. 

Mr. PERKINS. If the amendment is offered in that shape, all 
right. 

“The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment submit- 
ted by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


After the word “ construction,” in line 21, insert on Indian reservations;” 
so as to read: For the construction on Indian reservations and repair of school 
buildings, $55,000.” 


Mr. PERKINS. There is no objection to that amendment, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I move to amend by striking out in 
line 20 of this paragraph the words six hundred and eighty-five 
thousand dollars’’ and inserting 54, 000, 000.“ On this amendment I 
desire to say a word. 

The Secretary of the Interior, on page 26 of his last annual report, 
recommends an appropriation of $4,000,000 for the purpose of educat- 
ing Indian youth. The statistics show clearly that the large majority 
of the Indian youth in this country of school age are not provided with 
any educational facilities whatever. There are in the United States, 
omitting Alaska, according to the best attainable statistics, about 250,- 
000 Indians, and about 50,000, or nearly that number, are Indian youth 
of school age. And yet we have educational facilities for only about 
16,000 children, and there are only 15,000 enrolled, while the average 
attendance is only 11,000. ` 

Weare now expendingin educating these 11,000 Indian youth $1,200,- 
000, and if there are 50,000 Indian youth of school age and only 11,000 
attending school, there are nearly 40,000 Indian youth of school age 
running wild for whom no educational provisions whatever have been 
nade. 

For more than a hundred years we have been dealing with this In- 
dian problem; and for more than a hundred years our policy has been 
a complete failure. In all the years of the past as in the present we 
have been educating a very few and allowing the great mass of the In- 
dians to grow up in ignorance and barbarism. We have recently passed 
a national statute allotting land to the Indians in severalty. This, too, 
has been a failure, and it will continue to be a failure until the Indian 
youth of the entire land are educated. 

If we would take the advice of the Secretary of the Interior and ap- 
propriate four or five million dollars to provide schools for all the Indian 
youth of the country, they might in one generation be educated in the 
English language, in agriculture, and other industrial pursuits, so that 
they would be qualified to accept lands in severalty and would become 
peaceable citizens. But so long as we go on as we are now doing from 
year to year, educating a few at Hampton and a few at Carlisle and a 
few on the reservations and a few in this or that favorite Indian school, 
while nearly forty thousand Indian youth are running wild, the In- 
dian question will present precisely the same difficulties in the future 
as in the past. 

We talk of increasing these educational facilities, but we do not do 
it. Last year the enrollment of scholars was only nine hundred more 
than the year before, which is as nothing compared with the great 
mass for which no provision whatever is made. 

My only object in offering this amendment now is to call attention 
to this question. Early in the last session I introduced a bill provid- 


ing for the compulsory education of all the Indian children in the 
United States; but that bill has not been considered, as thousands of 
other bills have not been considered, and I am well aware that we have 
not now time to consider and pass such an important measure as this, | 
but I desire to call attention to it as the only remedy for the evils of 
our degraded and disgraceful Indian civilization. And as much as I 
am in favor of an increased appropriation for this purpose I would not 
vote for it unless it were accompanied with a compulsory provision 
which would secure the attendance of all the Indian children whose 
education was contemplated. Without this provision the money would 
avail very little. a 

I was in the Indian Territory about two years ago, and was at one 
of the Indian agencies. While there I saw that the Government had 
made provision for the education of two or three hundred children, and 
yet only about thirty were in att zndance. Seventeen or eighteen 
teachers were there employed at the expense of the Government, but 
only a few scholars. It was not the fault of the teachers, but the ſnult of 
the law. It is useless, or almost useless, to build school-houses for the 
Indians and employ teachers and furnish books unless we can in some 
way secure the attendance of the scholars. We must have a compulsory | 
law, the wisdom of which would soon be appreciated by the Indians 
themselves, | 

We have been trifling with barbarism and paying tribute to igno- 
rance, wickedness, and degradation too long, and it is now time that 
the civilization of this generation vindicate itself by a new departure. | 
If all the Indian children of this generation were educated and taught 
trades and business and especially fitted for agricultural pursuits there 
would be no savagesto curse the next generation. When the older In- 
dians would pass away, the blanket and the tribal relation and the 
tomahawk and the wigwam would pass away. The lands allotted to 
them would become productive farms, and their dwelling-places would 
become peaceful and happy homes. At present there is no place for 
the educated Indian children to go when they leave school, and no 
employment or vocation at their command. 

When they return to the tent and the wigwam and the tribe, they 
are so few in number as compared with the uneducated that they are 
hated and despised by their uneducated playmates and associates, and 
in order to escape the hatred and contempt and scorn of their tribe, 
they go back to the habit and degradation of barbarism and are often 


worse than they would have been had they never seen school or books. | . 


Let all be educated at once, and they will support each other in the 
pathway of progress, and havea common aim and a common sympathy, | 
Let this be done and let attendance be required if the Army be neces- 
sary to secure it. Let the appropriation be large enough and we will 
save hundreds of million of dollars, untold sacrifice of human life, and 
bring forth a new civilization. 

Mr. Chairman, I now withdraw my amendment. I only wanted to 
take time enough to call the attention of the House to this question. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For support and education of Indian pupils at Albuquerque, N. Mex., at $175 
per annum for each pupil, and for the erection and repair of buildings, $35,000, 


Mr. BLAND. This seems to be an appropriation per capita, but I 
would like to inquire of the gentleman having charge of this bill the 
exact number of pupils that are educated in this school. 

Mr. PEEL. I am not able to say now just exactly how many pupil 
are educated in that school. 

Mr. PERKINS. One hundred and seventy-five dollars per annum 
is paid for each pupil, and as the appropriation is $35,000 it is not dif- 
ficult to tell just exactly how many are to be provided for. 

Mr. BLAND. But it also provides for the erection and repair of 
buildings. 

Mr. PERKINS. Buildings should be made sufficient to accommo- 
date the pupils, and the appropriation is for that purpose. 

Mr. BLAND. What was the first cost of these buildings? 

Mr. PERKINS. There is quite a large building there which was 
erected originally by a church organization. The Government secured 
it from that religious society. i 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. If the appropriation of $35,000 is devoted 
to this purpose it will support two hundred pupils, 

Mr. BLAND. I would like to know what is the character of this 
building for which an appropriation is made. i 

Mr. PERKINS. No part of this appropriation is for the erection of 
any building. 

Mr. BLAND. Why, the paragraph provides for the erection and re. 
pairs of buildings. I would like to know what is the character of the 
building. { 

Mr. PERKINS, As I have already stated, the structure in the first, 
instance was put up by the Presbyterians for a mission school and was 
subsequently secured by the Government of the United States to ac- 
commodate the number of Indians provided for in this appropriation. 
It is ample to accommodate the pupils who are educated there. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman move an amendment? 

Mr. BLAND. No, I do not. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For pay of the Board of Home Missions of the Presbyterian Church for build- 
ings and other improvements made by said board on land at Albuquerque, N. 
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Mex., donated to the Government for Indian school purposes, $6,803.13, being 
the appraised value of said improvements as 7 upon by a representative 
of said board and a special agent of the Indian Bureau, 


Mr. RANDALL, I do not like to interfere with a church, but I 
should like to direct the attention of the gentleman from Arkansas to 
this matter? This alleged donation was the reason given why a school 
should be established at Albuquerque, 

Mr. HOLMAN. Did the gentleman from Pennsylvania reserve the 
point of order? 

Mr. RANDALL. I did not. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I will reserve it, then. 

Mr. RANDALL. As I have stated, the original inducement for the 
establishment of this school at Albuquerque was the donation of this 

roperty by the Board of Home Missions of the Presbyterian Church. 

t would seem to be what the lawyers call damnosa hwreditas, an in- 
jury toownit. We established a school there, and we are now asked 
to pay for that donation. [Laughter.] Gentlemen will see there has 
been a conference between the Presbyterian board and a special agent 
of the Indian Bureau in this connection. 

I want to say further that this matter was investigated last year by 
the Committee on Appropriations and decided to be a claim in the 
opinion of that committee and not proper to be embraced in the defi- 
ciency bill. I do not make the point of order, because it relates to a 
church, 

Mr. BLAND. I have not made the point of order, as I do not wish 
to defeat any necessary appropriation for the education of Indian pupils. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman move an amendment? 

Mr. BLAND. I move to strike out the last word. Now, Mr. Chair- 
man, so far as I am individually concerned Tam in favor of liberal ap- 
propriations for educational purposes, I have not made the point of 
order, and have merely moved the amendment for the purpose of ob- 
taining information on the subject. 

Mr. HOLMAN, Mr. Chairman, I have made the point of order be- 
cause it is at least doubtful whether this appropriation ought to be 
made, ‘The location of the school in question is not a good one, to be- 
gin with. The Indians gathered there are from the Mescalero Apaches 
and from the San Carlos reservation, and are necessarily removed sev- 
eral hundred miles from their homes. My observation has led me to 
conclude that the schools away from the reservations are not as a rule 
beneficial. When the Indian children go back they go back into a con- 
dition of barbarism worse than that of the children raised on the res- 
ervations and not removed from it. I think that money expended on 
the reservation for this purpose has a better effect in regard to the ed- 
wcation of the Indian children than the money applied away from the 
reservation, for that money properly expended on the reservation edu- 
cates the whole family, father and mother, as well as the pupils, and 
has a beneficial effect upon all. But when you remove the children 
from the reservation, which must be done by a kind of force and to the 
universal grief of the parents, you do not accomplish so much good as 
can be obtained by educating them on the reservation. So that from 
my standpoint the establishment of the school in question at Albu- 
queque was not on the whole a wise measure. It was established by 
the Presbyterians, and was a very kind and generous act on their part; 
but my belief is thatthe school should not have been established at all. 
I I am not inclined, however, Mr. Chairman, to press the point of 
order, inasmuch as the chairman of the committee has approved the 
appropriation and placed the amount in the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order being withdrawn, the Chair 
will also rd the pro forma amendment of the gentleman from Mis- 
souri as withdrawn; and the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For support of one hundred and fifty pupils at the St. Ignatius mission school, 
on the Jocko reservation, in Montana Territory, at $150 per annum each, $22,500, 


Mr. TOOLE. I move to strike out, on page 51, lines 24 and 25, and 
lines 1 and 2, on page 52, and insert what I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


For the support of three hundred pupils at the St. Ignatius mission school on 
the Jocko reservation, in Montana, at $150 per annum each, $45,000. 

Mr. PERKINS. I would like to ask the gentleman from Montana 
whether the school accommodations there -are sufficient to accommo- 
date the number of pupils he proposes to locate there ? 

Mr. TOOLE. The school is capable of accommodating quite four 
hundred pupils. . 

Mr. PEEL. I would ask the gentleman to allow the recommenda- 
tion of the Department to be read. 

Mr. TOOLE. Let me state that I have the recommendation of the 
Indian Office and the Interior Department asking for this appropria- 
tion. These recommendations were made, however, after the bill had 
been reported from the Committee on Indian Affairs, but the indorse- 
ment is in strong terms, and I can appeal to the gentleman from Indi- 
ana [Mr. HOLMAN], the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON], and 
the honorable chairman of this committee for the confirmation of the 
statements made in the report of the special inspector of the Indian 
service when he says that this school is one of the most excellent in 
‘the service. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to confirm that statement from my own ob- 
servation, that it is oue of the very best in the Indian service, much 


more efficient than some far more pretentious schools outside of the 
reservations. 

Mr. PEEL. I also take great pleasure in saying the same thing, 
We visited the school in person. It is the best disciplined and located 
school that I have seen, and the amendment meets my thorough ap- 
proval. From my knowledge of the surroundings I have no objection 
to the adoption of the amendment. : 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, last evening when this bill was 
under consideration the committee, by unanimous consent, passed over 
two paragraphs on page 41 of the bill at my request with a view to re- 
curring to them and offering an amendment. I refer to the paragraphs 
beginning with line 3 and ending with line 8, in the following words: 
A 055 support and civilization of the Navajo Indians, including pay of employés, 

For continuing the work of constructing ditches and reservoirs for the Navajo 


Indians, $7,500, to be taken from the funds now in the Treasury belonging to 
said Indians. 


I now submit the amendment which I wished to prepare: To strike’ 


out lines 3 and 4 and amend the next paragraph by striking out, in 
line 6, the words “ seventy-five hundred and inserting ‘‘ including 
pay of employés, $15,000.” 

Mr. PEEL. Let it be read as it will stand if amended. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For continuing the work of constructing ditches and reservoirs for the Navajo 
Indians, including pay of 9 $15,000, to be taken from the funds now 
the Treasury belonging to said Indians. 

Mr. HOLMAN. LInow move a further amendment, to strike out to” 
after the sum named, and insert the words seven thousand flve hun- 
dred dollars of which shall ” so that it will read, $7,500 of which shall 
be taken from the ſunds now in the Treasury belonging to said Indians.“ 

The committee inſormally rose to receive a message from the Senate, 
Mr. ExLok in the chair. 3 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message was received from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secre-. 
tary, announcing that that body insisted on its amendments disagreed 
to by the House, agreed to the conference asked for, and had appointed 
Mr. ALLISON, Mr. PLUMB, and Mr. GORMAN conferees on its part. 

It also announced that the Senate had agreed to the report of the 
committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 12485) making an 
appropriation for the Department of Agriculture for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1890, and for other purposes. 

It also announced concurrence in House resolution for the printing 
and distribution of extra copies of the testimony taken and report made 
by the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries for the investiga- 
tion of the fur-seal and other fisheries in Alaska. 

It further announced the passage without amendmentof H. Res. 266, 
to print the eulogies on James N. Burnes, of Missouri. 

It further announced that the Senate insisted upon its amendments 
to the bill (H. R. 1874) to change the eastern and northern judicial dis- 
tricts of Texas, and for other purposes; agreed to the conference asked, 
and had appointed Mr. Vest, Mr. WILSON of Iowa, and Mr. EDMUNDS 
as conferees on its part. ; 

Jt also announced that the Senate had passed with an amendment 
the bill (H. R. 5716) for establishing a light-house at the mouth of 
Otter Creek, Lake Champlaip; asked a conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses, and had appointed Mr. PALMER, Mr. CULLOM, 
and Mr. RANSOM as conferees on its part. — 

It also announced that the Senate had passed with amendments the 
bill (H. R. 7777) to provide for the sale of lands patented to certain 
members of the Flathead band of Indians in Montana Territory, and 
for other purposes; asked a conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses, and had appointed Mr. JONES of Arkansas, Mr. PLATT, 
and Mr, DAWEs as conferees on its part. 

It further announced that the Senate had with amendments 
the bill (H. R. 8740) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to sell 
to the Methodist College Association of Southwestern Kansas“ cer- 
tain lands in Kansas; asked a conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses, and had appointed Mr, PLUMB, Mr. TELLER, and Mr. 
COCKRELL as conferees on its 

It also announced that the Senate had passed with amendment the 
bill (H. R. 9268) to punish dealers and pretended dealers in counter- 
feit money and other fraudulent devices for using the United States 
mails; asked a conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses, 
and had appointed Mr. MITCHELL, Mr. SAWYER, and Mr. REAGAN as 
conferees on its part. 

It also announced that the Senate had passed with amendments the 
bill (H. R. 9418) to incorporate the Washington and Western Mary- 
land Railroad Company; asked a conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses, and had appointed Mr. SPOONER, Mr. FARWELL, and 
Mr. FAULKNER as conferees on its part. 

It further announced that the Senate had passed with amendments 
the bill (H. R. 11634) to provide for the allotment of land in severalty 
to United Peorias and Miamies, in Indian Territory and for other pur- 
poses; asked a conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses, 
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and had appointed Mr. DAWES, Mr. MORGAN, and Mr. STOCKBRIDGE 
as conferees on its part. 

| It also announced that the Senate had passed with amendments the 
bill (H. R. 5509) to grant to the Gulf and Chicago Air Line Railway 
Company the right to construct bridges over navigable water courses; 
asked a conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses, and had 
appointed Mr. Vest, Mr. SAWYER, and Mr. FRYE as conferees on its 


It also announced that the Senate had passed the bill (H. R. 483) for 
the relief of Elizabeth Jones, widow of John Jones, deceased, and to 
the name of said John Jones on the muster-rolis of Company B, 

d Regiment, North Carolina Mounted Infantry. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The committee resumed its session. 

The amendment of Mr. Holux was reported again. 

Mr. MoMILLIN. What is the object of this being 
funds of the Indians? 

Mr. HOLMAN, I would like to have it all taken, but the custom 
has been to appropriate $7,500 from the funds of the Government and 
$7,500 from the funds of the Indians. 

Mr. McMILLIN. So itis to be taken from the Indian funds and 
the general funds of the United States. I see no reason why it should 
not be taken entirely from the Indian fund. 

Mr. PERKINS. The pay of employés ought not to be taken from 
their funds. 

Mr. McMILLIN. If they are for their good, why not? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think that is all right. They are better than any 
other Indians we have. - 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Mr. Chairman, what is the question before the 
House? I want the section read as proposed to be amended. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Itis p d to strike out to be taken from the funds“ and insert . 500 
of which shall be taken from the funds of said Indians,” and the paragraph if 
amended as proposed will read: “For continuing the work of constructing 
ditches and reservoirs for the Navajo Indians, including the pay of employés, 
$15,000, 87 of which shail be taken from the funds of said tribe now in the 
Treasury belonging to said Indians,” 

Mr. McMILLIN. My reason for opposing the amendment is that I 
think these appropriations ought to come from the Indian fund. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope there will be no objection made against this. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows. - 

For trust-fund interest due Delaware eral fund, $8,930. This amount to be 
paid per capita to the Delaware tribe 5 r the direction of the Sec- 

of the Interior, being the sum invested by the United States in Florida 
and North Carolina bonds and held in trust for their benefit by the said Secre- 
tary, $140,000; and the of the Interior is also hereby authorized and di- 
rected to sell the Union Pacific Railroad bonds held in trust for the Delawares, 
and to to said Indians per capita the proceeds thereof, together with all 
uniny moneys to their credit and on deposit in the United States Treasury: 
Provided, That the Florida and North Carolina bonds, amounting to $140,000, 
shall become the property of the United States. 

Mr. RANDALL. Imake the point of order against that paragraph, 
that it makes new legislation. This is a proposition to distribute $140,- 
000 among the Delaware Indians, and also to sell certain Union Pacific 
Railroad bonds which have been invested by the Government as part 
of the money due to the Indians named. Now, I do not believe alto- 
gether in giving the money directly to these Indians. I believe the 
effect will be that they will spend the money and then they will be- 
come dependent upon the United States Treasury. 

Mr. PEEL. I think I can satisfy the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. RANDALL. The point of order I make is that there is no law 


taken from the 


authorizing this di ition of the fund. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman from Arkan- 
sas on the point of order. j 


Mr. PEEL. I do not think the point of order is well taken, because 
this is a trust fund that belongs to these Indians, It is now deposited 
in the Treasury of the United States. They have petitioned for this 
money, and I think under the rules of the House . 
tion upon the Committee on Indian Affairs in relation to matters 
between the Indians and the making of appropriations therefor, the 
right is given to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to distribute 
this money among them. That is all it does. I therefore make 

Mr. RANDALL. If the gentleman will allow me, will he tell me 
what is the amount of Florida and North Carolina bonds? 

Mr. PEEL. I was just getting the documents for that purpose. I 
do not know that I shall be able, without going over them pretty care- 
fully, to find the amount exactly, but there is $140,000-—— 

Mr. RANDALL. I do not know of any law that compels the United 
States to take those bonds at $140,000. 

Mr. PEEL. I think you will find on an examination of the state- 
ment made by the Department that the money was invested in these 
bonds for the benefit of the Indians, and if you pay them the money 
the bond would come back to the Government. Under Rule XI all 
matters affecting the relations between the United States and the In- 
dians and the Indian tribes, including appropriations therefor. are re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and Tinsist that under that 
rule the committee had the right and power to report this appropri- 
ation in this bill. 
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Mr. RANDALL. Not under that rule. That does not give you any 
power to legislate. You are changing the law here. 

Mr. PEEL. It is only disbursing the money. The Jaw auth 
the investment is an old one. 

Mr. RANDALL, eee si Nin wen e eee 3 
would not be here if it was not a change of existing law. they 
the power to do this they would do it without putting this provision. 
on the 3 4 bill. 

Mr. PEEL. The Secretary of the Interior would not have the power 
to disburse the money without a law autho it. : 

Mr. RANDALL. And you propose to make a law to let him do it, 
and not to let him do it as the trust provides, for the trust provides 
that it shall be held, not distributed. 

Mr. PEEL. I ask to have clause 16 of Rule XI read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The relations of the United States with the Indians and the Indian tribes, 
cluding appropriations therefor: to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Chairman, not upon the point of order —re- 
serving that, I would like to have read for the benefit of the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] and of the committee the 
communication received from the Interior Department upon this sub-! 
ject. 

The communication was read, as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, Washington, December 22, 1836, 
The PRESIDENT: 


I haye the honor to submit herewith copy of a communication of 14th instant 
from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, inclosing copy of a petition addressed 
to the Congress of the United States by certain Delaware Indians resident in 
the Cherokee Nation, praying that the Government cause to be paid to each 
Delaware Indian the amount due of the principal and interest of the “ trust! 
fund“ held by virtue of the several treaties with them. Í 

The petitioners state that they are citizens of the Cherokee Nation; have a 
— — ican form of government; an elective judiciary and other officers; a 
school system, and all other appliances of a civilized government; that they 
are an agricultural and astock-raising people, subsisting mainly as such, and 
are on the same equality in these respects as the Delaware Indians who elected 
to become citizens of the United States under the treaty of July 4, 1866, who’ 
have long since received their share of said trust fund. Í 

The Commissioner of Indian Affairs reports that it would be a great benefit 
to the said people and a large saving to the United States Government if the re- 
E ae of the petitioners is complied with; that the whole number of these In- 

ians, as per last pay-roll, tes eight hundred and sixteen individuals, 
and the percapita payment was $59; that their trust funds amount to $874,178.54 gi 
that the annual interest thereon amounts to $46,131.75, and that there isin ad- 
dition to the above principal sum a further sum of $12,633.59 accumulated inter- 
est on their school fund now on the books, which results from the fact that the 
Delaware children are educated at the Cherokee schools under the agreement 
with the Cherokees in 1867 

With a view to obtaining the necessary legislation by Congress for effecting 
the purpose sought by the Indians, the Commissioner of Indian Affairs has 
caused to be prepared a draught of an amendment (copy herewith) which he de- 
sirea may be incorporated in some one of the appropriation bills, and he rec- 
ommends that the same may be forwarded to Congress for favorable action. 

Concurring in the views of the Commissioner, I respectfully recommend that 
the matter may be laid before Congress for the consideration and action of that 


body. 
I have the honor to be, very respectfully, your sg servant, 


j 
in- 
| 


MULDROW, 
Acting Secretary. 
Mr. PERKINS. In addition to that, without asking to have the en- 
tire document read, I desire to that this amendment was pre- 


pared in the Indian Office, that it has the approval of the Interior De- 
partment, and that these Indians are entirely competent to care for; 
themselves. As suggested by the letter of the Secretary, they have a 
eommon-school system; they have a local government of their own; 
theyare as civilized asany members of the tribes who have become citizens 
of the United States. This statement shows that they have $53,000 in 
Florida bonds, $87,000 in North Carolina bonds, $49,000 in Union Pa- 
cific bonds, and $672,000 in United States Government bonds. 

Mr. RANDALL. But you do not propose to distribute the United 
States bonds? 

Mr. PERKINS. No. I am showing now what their funds are in 
the te. We do not propose to distribute the entire bond. 

Mr. PEEL. Mr. Chairman, for the information of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania and of the committee generally, I will state that 
these Delaware Indians, so called, are not Delawares in the proper 
sense of the word. They are Cherokees now. They are Gas, e 
into the Cherokee Nation, one of the five civilized tribes, which has a 
regular form of government, and they are entitled to all the interests 
and privileges of the Cherokees. ‘Therefore, the distribution of this 
fund will not affect their future in the least. Gentlemen say that they 
will become a charge upon the Government hereafter. They can not 
become a charge upon the Government unless the Cherokees become 
such a charge, because these Indians are a part of the Cherokee Nation. 
The Government is now paying $46,000 a year interest on this money; 
the Indians want it turned over to them, and the Government does not 
want it, and I do not see why it should not be disposed of in this way. 

Mr. RANDALL. All that goes t the merits of the question as an 
independent proposition, but the provision, in my judgment, does not 
belong here under the rules of the House. 

Mr. PEEL. Ifthe gentleman insists upon the point of order, as 
matter of course it must be disposed of, but I was in hopes that when 
he learned the merits of the proposition and also understood the econ- 


7 ͤ VVT 


1889. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


2407 


my that would be accomplished on the part of the Government by 
0 


this provision, he would not object to it. 

Mr. RANDALL. I do not think there is any economy accomplished 
by it. 

' Mr. PEEL. Certainly there is. It will save $46,000 a year which 
the Government is now paying out as interest on this money. 

Mr. RANDALL. How will it save any money to the Government? 

Mr. PEEL. It will save $46,000 interest that we are paying every 
year. 

Mr. RANDALL. At all events, it does not belong on an appropria- 
tion bill. That is clear. 

Mr, PEEL. I mustsay, Mr. Chairman, that I think the Committee 
on Indian Affairs have the power to report this provision in this bill. 
J hope, however, that the gentleman from Pennsylvania will withdraw 
his point. More than a majority of these Indian families have peti- 
tioned on this subject. I havea petition in my pocket now in addition 
to the one which has been set cut here. If the Indians want this money 
and are competent to take care of it, and if the Government does not 
need it, let us distribute it, and save the $46,000 a year interest that 
we are now paying. I hope the gentleman will withdraw his point of 
order. 

Mr. RANDALL. I decline to withdraw it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

San 1 interest due Kaskaskias, Peorias, Weas, and Piankeshaws, 
. Mr. WEAVER. I desire to reserve the point of order against the 
last raph until I hear further in regard to it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to offer the amendment which I send to 
the desk, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 58, after line 20, insert the following: 

“ Pro That said commission is authorized to pro to the Cherokee Na- 
tion or tribe of Indians an agreement providing for the complete cession and 
relinquishment to the United States of all their right, title, and interest in and 
to the lands known as the Cherokee Outlet,’ and thé purchase of the same by 
the United States on the same terms as were contained in the agreement which 
was entered into with the Creek Nation and ratified by act of Congress at this 
session; and if such agreement is made and entered into by the parties respect- 
ively and ratified by the national council of said Cherokee Nation, the lands 
embraced in said cession shall become a part of the public domain and be opened 
to settlement under the homestead laws of the United States in the same man- 
ner and under the same conditions as provided in this act with reference to the 
lands recently ceded to the United States by the Creek and Seminole Nations or 


tribes of Indians; and the President of the United States is authorized to issue’ 


a proclamation, after the ratification of said agreement, fixing the time when 
settlers may enter upon the lands embraced in said outlet.” 


Mr. BUCHANAN. Has a point of order been reserved against the 


aragraph ? 

The CHAIRMAN, A point of order was reserved against the para- 
graph by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. WEAVER]. 

r. BUCHANAN. I suppose a point of order would also lie against 
the amendment. I make the point of order distinctly against the 
amendment until I know more about it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I will explain the proposition to my friend from 
New Jersey. This proviso simply authorizes the commission that may 
be appointed under and by virtue of this act to enter intoand conclude 
an agreement with the Cherokee Nation for the complete relinquish- 
ment of all their right, title, and interest in the Cherokee Outlet to the 
United States upon such terms and conditions as are provided in the 
treaty recently ratified by and between the United States and the Creek 
Nation for the cession of their lands; and if such agreement is made by 
the parties, respectively, then this outlet is to become part of the public 
domain in the same manner as has been provided in regard to the Creek 
lands; that is, the land shall be opened upon the same conditions pre- 
cisely. Ofcourse, unless the agreement is entered into, this provision 
amounts to nothing at all. It simply ofters to the Cherokees the same 
terms that we have offered to and obtained from the Creeks in regard 
to their lands which lie side by side with those now under considera- 
tion, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to know whether 

Mr. McADOO. I wish to offer an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair desires to pass upon the question of 


er. 

Mr. RYAN. I do not think anybody has made a point of order; 
the point was simply reserved. 

Mr. WEAVER. I made no point of order; I simply reserved it. I 
now withdraw it. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I renew the point of order as to these words in 
the seventh and eighth lines, on page 55: 
Not more than two of whom shall belong to the same political party. 

I think that if the President of the United States can not be trusted 
to an proper commissioners the whole provision had better go 


ou 

Mr. WARNER. I suggest to my friend from New Jersey that he 
reserve the right to make the point of order, and pending that, move 
to strike out those words. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I do not care which way it is done. In accord- 

ce with the suggestion of the gentleman I will reserve the point of 
art and will move to strike out those words. 


The CHAIRMAN, If there be no objection, the words referred to by 
the gentleman from New Jersey will be stricken from the paragraph 

Mr. PEEL. I do not understand what is the proposition. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I desire to strike out the words not more than 
two of whom shall belong to the same political party.“ I think that 
either the outgoing President or the incoming President should be 
trusted in a matter of this kind. 

Mr. REEL. I can not consent to the amendment striking out that 
clause. That has been the rule in regard to nearly all these commis- 


sions. 
Mr. BUCHANAN. Then I make a point of order against those 
words. , : 

Mr. PERKINS. I trust my friend from New Jersey will permit me 
to suggest that in several bills in which we have provided for commis- 
sions we have inserted a clause of this kind providing that no more than 
a given number should be from the same political party. The object 
is to distribute these matters fairly between the two great political or- 
ganizations. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands the gentleman from New 
Jersey to withdraw the point of order against the paragraph and to 
move to strike out these words, 

Mr. BUCHANAN. No, sir; I said that I would renew the point of 
order made by the gentleman from Iowa [ Mr. WEAVER], but only as 
to these words. The whole paragraph is subject to a point of order, 
but I only raise the point in regard to these words, 

Mr. PEEL. Well, if the gentleman insists on it, let those words go 
out. 

TheCHAIRMAN, If there benoobjection, the words indicated will 
be stricken out. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I object to those words going out by consent. 
I would like the Chair to rule upon the point. If the Chair holds that 
they must go out on a point of order, all right. 

The CHAIRMAN. Very well; then the Chair will be compelled to 
sustain the point of order upon these words; but there is a question 
whether it would not affect the balance of the paragraph. 

Mr. RYAN. It would, if the point were made against the rest of 
the raph; but it is not. 

The CHAIRMAN. Very well; the Chairsustains the point of order 
made by the gentleman from New Jersey. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Now, I ask for a vote on my amendment. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I suggest to the gentleman in charge of this bill 
that the words ‘‘to the United States,’’ in line 13, page 55, ought to 
be transposed soas to come in after the word ‘‘relinquishment,’’ in line 
11. The clause will then read ‘‘full and complete cession and relin- 
quishment to the United States.“ In this way we shall avoid ambigu- 
ity. 

Mr. SPRINGER. That is right. x 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the verbal amendment 
suggested by the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. CurcHron] will be 
agreed to. The Chair hears no objection, and itis ordered accordingly. 

The question recurred on Mr. SPRINGER’S amendment; which was 


to. 
Mr. McADOO.- I move to amend by the following proviso, to come 
in after the amendment just adopted: — 

Provided, That no part of said sum shall be expended in buying refreshments 
for Indians attending meetings with commissioners or in anywise attending 
or presenting gifts to such Indians or their representatives. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. KENNEDY. I move to strike out the last word, to reply briefly 
to the gentleman from Georgia, and the reference made to my connec- 
tion with the Ohio senate as its presiding officer on yesterday. 

I desire to call attention, Mr. Chairman, to that contest in Ohio, and 
to say that contest arose because of frauds perpetrated in the county of 
Hamilton. The frauds consisted in stealing the ballot-boxes in one 
precinct and carrying them intoa saloon, where they were opened and 
stuffed with Democratic votes. 8 

In another precinct three or four hundred names were added to the 
poll-list, and these names were of persons who had no residence or place 
in that district, and who could not be found by the Democratic officers 
from the senate of the State of Ohio. à 

Not only that, but in another precinct one of the Democratic judges 
of election, having placed the ballot-box nearly 30 feet away from the 
door, deliberately took the votes passed to him from the window, put- 
ting the ballot placed in his hands to be deposited in the box into his 

ket and from another pocket taking out and putting a Democratic 

otinto the box. So openly was this done and so clearly was this 
seen that a leading Democrat of Cincinnati said to him, You infernal 
scoundrel, you have even stolen my ballot.’ ; 

There was suspicion that there was likely to be Democratic scratch- 
ing at the ballot-box, and therefore these men were not willing to trust 
even the Democrats themselves, = 

That question came up for contest in the senate of the State of Ohio 
as to the four seats from Cincinnati, and those claiming these four seats 
having been elected at the same time and by the same tickets, ar bal- 
lots, and standing together, the presiding officer of that assembly (and 
Ihad the honor to be the presiding officer) declared in that contest 
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these gentlemen could not vote in theirown case. And in that decision 
I was sustained by every precedent of this House, by every parliamen- 
tarian in the country, by the distinguished Judge Wilson, author of 
Wilson’s Parliamentary Law, and by every other parliamentarian of 
any note. I, as the presiding officer, decided these men could not vote. 
Then the Democrats left the chamber of the senate in the State of Ohio 
and set up a rump senate of theirown. After that, by agreement, the 
cases were heard, testimony taken, and then they came back to the 
senate, but rather than to submit to a final hearing twenty Democratic 
members left that body and fied to Kentucky and Tennessee. The 
seventeen remaining members, no question having been made as to a 
quorum being present, seated the four contestants, and proceeded with 
the business of the house. 

The record was made by Hon. Charles L. Vallandigham, clerk of 
the house, a Democrat himself, a gentleman of honor and reputa- 
tion, the son of Clement L. Vallandigham, formerly a member of this 
House, and on that record the matter was carried to the supreme court 
in my State and the supreme court sustained that body and the action 
of its presiding officer. 

Not only was it sustained by the . court but sustained by every 
honest Democrat in the State of Ohio, ineluding such tlemen as 
Hon. George L. Converse, of Columbus, and the honorable gentleman 
who afterwards became the candidate for the Vice-Presidency on the 
national Democratic ticket, Hon. Allen G. Thurman. 

And not only that, Mr. Chairman, but in the trial of the cases, the 
wing, as it were, of this great conspiracy, the tally-sheet fraud, at Co- 
lumbus, Hon. Allen G. Thurman, who was chosen to represent the pros- 
ecution, in his speech to the jury on that occasion declared that the firm- 
ness of the presiding officer of the senate at that time had saved the 
State from disgrace, and he commended my course in that body. [Ap- 
plause. } ‘ 

The forgers, ballot-box stuffers, and ballot-box plunderers of Hamil- 
ton County were afterward tried for their crimes and convicted and 
sent to the penitentiary, where they belonged, and since that time we 
have had fair and honest elections in that city of Cincinnati, and I com- 
mend this course of proceedings to my Southern Democratic friends. 

That is all I desire to say. 

Mr. O’NEALL, of Indiana. Mr. (h:irman, I rise to oppose the pro 
forma amendment. 

I beg the indulgence of the committee for a few moments, and will 
take the privilege of presenting my views upon a pending question, in 
order that the House may know how very fair and impartial ’’ our 
political opponents can make themselves when it is our ox that is being 
gored. I desire to be brief. I send first to the Clerk’s desk and ask 
to have read an article from the San Francisco Chronicle of date March 
25, 1837, a Republican newspaper, which has reference to the methods 
by which one of the sitting members upon this floor and upon the other 
side of the House obtained his seat, and has been allowed and is now 
allowed to keep it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

CONGRESSIONAL ELECTION. 

Whatever may be the result of the contest between Sullivan and Felton, 
enough has already appeared to make it perfectly manifest that Felton's elec- 
tion was assured by the use of the most improper and vicious methods. It is 

roved beyond a doubt that the sugar ring worked norco rs S and diligently for 
fim and spent their money in ways which they would doubtless call practical 
politics, but which are more properly vlassified by the simple name of bribery. 

It is conceded that a certain amount of money may be at or about elec- 
tion time in a perfectly legitimate manner. There are certain recognized cam- 
paign expenses common to every electionandevery party. These are perfectly 
all understood and accepted by everybody. But the poopie have yet to learn 
that paying men money to vote in one way or not to vote in another, dragoon- 
ing exports into voting for a particular candidate by threats of losing their 
places, or discharging men because they have voted the wrong ticket are, all or 
any 5 them, allowable, or that they come within the definition of clean or decent 

1 b 
Pirie dosian of a fair and honest expression of public opinion is of vastly 
greater importance than that any one man, no matter what his 8 should 
go to Congress. On the purity and fairness of elections rests the whole fabric 
of popular government. Take that away, and the structure of government by 
the people crumbles to ruins, If, on the other hand, a particular man is de- 
feated for Congress, the world moves on just the same, the affairs of the nation 
eons suffer any violent shock, nor is the welfare of the country seriously im- 
KPA an election as is now being investigated isa shame and a disgrace to 
this city and this State. The shamelessness of Felton’s political supporters 
would overpass belief were it not that it is so well known that they never stick 
at anything to gain their aed green If they make up their minds to a certain 
thing it is going to be done, if it can be accomplished by human means and if 
the weakness of human nature can be successfully assailed by promises or 
threats. Bribery and corruption are their usual weapons, threats and intimi- 
dation the reserve stock of their armory. In this last case they employed all 
their force and used all their ammunition, and they made every shot tell. At 
any rate, Felton received his certificate of election, and this was all his parti- 
sans and henchmen could accomplish. Whether he will retain itis another 
thing. 7 

3 there is an election secured by such means as were employed to 
elect Felton it is to be hoped that it will be contested, In no other way cav this 
infamous system be broken up except by showing its utter uselessness to defeat 
the will of the*people, and every man, no matter what may be his politics, who 
secures his election by’such means as the sugar ring used to elect Felton should 
be unseated and new elections held until they can be honestly conducted. 


[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will regard the pro forma amendment 
as withdrawn, if there be no objection; and if the gentleman desires 
to proceed he can renew it. 
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Mr. O’NEALL, of Indiana. I renew the pro forma amendment. 

The article, Mr, Chairman, which has just been read appeared in 
the leading Republican newspaper of San Francisco on the 25th day of 
March, 1887. The contestant had at that time been taking evidence 
for about thirty days in this contest. That paper, the Chronicle, is 
the leading Republican newspaper of the State of California, and is 
published in a city wherein two-thirds of the population of the Fifth 
Congressional district of that State reside. A few days later, and in 
the same paper, this article appeared, which I now send to the desk to 
have read. It bears date April 5, 1887. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


TOO SOLID FOR FELTON. 

An examination of the ballots cast at the Almaden mine shows that over 150 
of the tickets were scratched for Felton for Congress, and that all the changes 
had been made by three persons, This unanimity of sentiment must be very 
gratifying to the candidate who received his certificate of election on the 
strength of it, butit is very questionable whether the House of Representatives 
will smile as much over it as did Mr. Felton and his friends, 

There is but one name for the method by which this election was carried, and 
that is corruption. No sane man believes that 150 votes would be polled at one 
precinct, all scratched for one man and the scratching all done by three persons, 
unless some improper influence had been used to bring about such a result, 
Voters who are entirely free and untrammeled do not, as a rule, employ three 

ersons to scratch 150 ballots for them at one precinct. Either the voters were 
oo ignorant to know what was done to their tickets, or they were compelled 
to vote them as they were prepared for them; and it is easy to imagine that 
either will be enough to induce a Democratic House of Representatives to 
throw out the whole precinct. 4 

Felton’s supporters claim to be able to prove that corruption and bribery were 
used for his opponent. That may be, but of his oo A second bribery 
does not make the first one right, nor can any proof do away with the evidence 
afforded by the inspection of the Almaden ballots. It in no way palliates or ex- 
cuses the guilt. Such disclosures are simply shameful. 

They go to show that nothing is allowed to stand in the way of partisan suc- 
cess, and that in practical politics there is only one thing to be considered, the 
election of the candidate. That men are bought, threatened, or driven into vot- 
ing as they otherwise would not is considered a mere nothing, provided there 
are enough of such votes to elect, That the ple are defrauded of their real 
choice is deemed rather a good joke than otherwise, and the swindled candi- 
date is wished better luck next time. 

If the Government of this country is to be carried on by popular suffrage such 
a course of conduct as been developed in this Congressional election can 
not be in any way condoned or excused, The unpardonable sin against the 
people—that of e of their political ts—has been committed 
and nothing can mitigate the guilt of the offenders. Such an election as this is 
more dangerous to the liberties ofthe nation than armed rebellion would be, for 
it saps the very foundation of popular government and threatens the destruc- 
tion of the whole fabric. 

Whenever the day shall come that a state of things such as has been brought 
to light in this contest can go unchallenged and unpunished government by 
the people is at an end. We shall have substituted money for majorities, and 
coercion and corruption for a free and fair ballot, 


During the reading of the foregoing, 

Mr, ALLEN, of Michigan, said: I rise to a question of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. I make the point of order against this 
article and the preceding one. I protest against this Indian appropri- 
ation bill being made further a mud-scow, and I move that the hon- 
orable gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] be requested to come to 
the rescue. 

The CHAIRMAN. In view of the decision of the Chair on yester- 
day when a similar question was presented 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. I withdraw the point of order. 

is CHAIRMAN. The Chair was about to overrule the point of 
order, 

The time of the gentleman from Indiana has expired. 

Mr. ROWELL. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. MCKENNA. Will the gentleman from Illinois yield to me? 

Mr. ROWELL. In a moment. 

I shall not depart from my usual practice and take up an election 
case for discussion on an appropriation bill; and I only rise now, sir, 
to call the attention of this committee to the fact that this election 
contest has been based from beginning to end upon just such testi- 
mony as has been presented by the gentleman from Indiana—hearsay, 
rumor, newspaper talk, and such testimony—and that the newspaper 
which has been brought into this contest here to-day and called a 

ublican newspaper is a newspaper that has from the beginning been 
fostile to the Republican member from that district in California; that 
the whole report in this case trom turret to foundation-stone is based 
on testimony having no more weight in any court than newspaper ar- 
ticles of that character; and I say, sir, as far as Almaden is concerned, 
that every voter of the Almaden mine except eight, they dead or moved 
away, came into the case—the testimony is in the record—and im- 
peached that statement, impeaching the statement of your witnesses, 
So that you were compelled to abandon Almaden in committee and 
substantially in your report. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

I yield to the gentleman from California. 

Mr. BLAND. Then why do you not take up the case? 

Mr. ROWELL. I always seek a continuance, when I know the jury 
is packed against me, if I can. [Renewed applause. ] 

Mr. MCKENNA. Mr. Chairman, it is well known to the House that 
I have taken a decided and prominent interest in the contest between 
Mr. Sullivan and Mr. Felton, but I took that interest when the case 
was presented. I have never yet intruded myself on the House when 
my remarks would be irrelevant, and I do not now know whether I 
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shall be justified in following the bad example of the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. O’NEALL] who, in his eagerness and impartiality, took 
the floor to have read newspaper articles reflecting on the sitting mem- 
ber, who is in every respect the gentleman’s peer. 

Sir, it has been from considerations other than those of fear of the re- 
sult of the contest as far as the result ought to be dependent on the evi- 
dence which caused me to take the stand I have taken, Why, sir, look at 
the record in the case [holding up two large volumes I —nineteen hun- 
dred pages of testimony pushed to our consideration in the last days of 
a weary Congress, testimony which must necessarily be referred to in 
order thata calm, judicious, and fairjudgmentshould be formed. And, 
sir, knowing full well such reference can not be made, the gentleman 
from Indiana has considered it safe to have newspaper articles read from 
the desk, Knowingsuch reference could not be made, he has considered 
it safe and sufficient to make the report which he has made in the case. 

The record, sir, deters, yes, repels not only what the gentleman in 
his report is pleased to term the average member of Congress from 
its perusal, but repels the most resolute and conscientious and pains- 
taking member from even looking at it. It has so efficiently this effect 
that I am almost forced to believe that it was purposely intended to have 
this effect. And yet there is no testimony in it which in a fair tri- 
bunal would raise a suspicion against the sitting member. 

There is direct testimony in it against the contestant, and for the en- 
tertainment of the gentleman from Indiana, and by way of illustra- 
tion of the case, I send to the Clerk’s desk to be read from the Record, 
page 1121, the testimony of John F. Reed, called on behalf of the 
ee His testimony applies to one of the precincts in the city of 

José: 

The Cleck read as follows: 

Q. Do you know anything in relation to the voting ofa number of men in the 
Fourth ward in this chy? 

A. In what way? 

Q. D eyon rticipating in the voting of a number of men yourself? 

A. Yes, sir; I was. 

Q. On whose behalf? 

A. The Democratic parr 

That is a straight Democratic ticket? 
Yes, sir; from top to bottom. 

Q. Including the name of Mr. Sullivan? 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. I Will ask you how many you participated in voting? 

A. I could not state. 

re About how many? Ido not ask the names. About what number of voters 
you succeed in assisting in voting? 

A. Seventy or eighty. 
Q. At least seventy, and probably not more than eighty? 


A. Yes, sir. 
Q ane voua the Democratic ticket, did they? 


Q.I will ask you if any one else assisted you in voting these various parties? 

A. Yes, sir. 

I believe Mr. Fisher? 
. Mr. Fisher and Mr. Hommerich. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. MCKENNA. I move tostrike out the last word. 

Mr. PEEL. I desire to appeal to both sides of the House. I think it 
is very necessary that we should pass this bill, and in order to do so I 
make this request: That general debate on all amendments that may be 
offered shall be closed in twenty minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time to be equally divided? 

Mr. BLAND. I want to extend the time to one hour. The other 
side have heretofore refused to take up this case; and this is the only 
opportunity we may have to get it before the House. [Cries of Regu- 
lar order!“ 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the pendeman from Missouri object? 


Mr. PAND. I ask that one hour be given. [Cries of Regular 
order!” 
The CHAIRMAN. If the gentleman from California will submit 


another pro forma amendment the Chair will recognize him. 

Mr. BLAND. I object to proceeding—— 

Mr. McKENNA. I move to strike out the last word, and ask the 
Clerk to proceed with the reading. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


2 oar are both residents of the Fourth ward? 
. Yes, sir. ‘ 

Q. And these men voted in the Fourth ward at the last election, and voted 
the straight Democratic ticket? 

A. Xes. sir. 

Q. How do yo know they voted the straight Democratic ticket? 

Because I would give them the tickets and go with them to the polls. 

And see that they put them in? 
. Yes, sir. ` 

Do you know whether or not they received any consideration for it? 
I believe they did. 
1 what do A dras base your belief? 

r. Hommerich and Mr. Fisher would settle with them. 


oror 


Peper 


Ves, sir. 


A. Xes, sir. 
to them that they had voted? 


Q. And they would pay them for it? 

4. hemes hat was th rice that th t? 
what was the average price ey go 

A. Different prices; $3 the ulmost, 

Q. What was the lowest? 

A. A dollar. 


That, I suppose, ranged according to the time of day or according to the 
inclination of the parties? 
A. In the forenoon they were cheaper than in the afternoon, 


[Laughter. ] 

Mr. MCKENNA. Now, sir, thatis not hearsay testimony; itis direct 
testimony, and direct to the effect that in behalf of the contestant in this 
case, 80 votes were purchased at a rate from 81 to $3. The report in 
this case is illustrated by this testimony. In connection with it I will 
read from the report made by the gentleman from Indiana, On page 1 
of the report and on page 2 this language is employed: 


No charges of fraud or other wrong or violation of law or of the rights of the’ 
elector being made by contestee nst contestant, the committee might w 
have passed over the evidence without looking for anything upon which av 
ments might have been based. But, in view of the m itude of the cause an 
of the importance of dealing out equal and exact justice, the committee have 
industriously and in a painstaking manner examined to ascertain whetherany 
evidence existed upon which such allegations— 


That is, against the contestant for bribery— 
could have been made, and none is found. 

[Laughter. ] 

He proceeds: 

In fact, nothing is found to warrant a icion of inst Sulliv: 
the vote by hina basal ved: meinen St fone cee a 

Oh, how industrious the gentleman from Indiana was; how painstak- 
ing! [Laughter.] Such is some of the record, Mr. Chairman; and in 
the whole of it, in the whole accumulation which has been piled up 
by the contestant, there is nothing which justifies accusation against 
Mr. Felton. But, as I have said, fione will resort to the record to find 
out whetber the report of the gentleman is true or untrue, founded or 
unfounded; hence my action. 

Mr. Chairman, the whole thing, certainly the present proceeding, is 
distasteful to me. I am in no pleasant position from my standpoint, 
because, as I have said, it is not my practice or my disposition to in- 
trude myself where my remarks or myself will be irrelevant. Besides, 
Mr. Chairman, I can not approach the consideration of any election 
case but with distaste amounting almost to nausea. In pretension, 
election cases are non-partisan; in fact, they are oftener the most par- 
tisan of questions, 

With solemnest bombast we assert the coldest neutrality, and while 
our words are yet echoing in the air we execute the hottest partiality, 
and we are not ashamed. Indeed, we swell and glow with a sensation 
as new, as delightful of having subdued the eagerness of our legislative 
function to the sedateness of justice. There may be some merit, sir, 
in acquiescing without comment in the hypocrisy which declares jus- 
tice in our words while we execute injustice in our deeds; but there are 
some cases so that they should not be allowed to hide undera 
miserable mockery of fairness, and the case of Sullivan against Felton 
is one of them; and if I can rejoice at all at this opportunity to address 
the House, it is because it is an opportunity to show this, because it is 
an opportunity to show in a few words what the record in the case is 
and what the case is. Thanking the House for its attention and apolo- 
gizing even for having been forced to demand and use its attention, I 
take my seat. [Applause. ] 

Mr. O’NEALL, of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, we are told by the 
honorable gentleman from Illinois that this is hearsay testimony and 
that the Chronicle opposed Mr. Felton. It may be and is hearsay tes- 
timony. I want to tell him that the proprietor of that paper is Hon. 
Michael DeYoung, who was a delegate to the Chicago convention that, 
nominated Benjamin Harrison for the Presidency, and I believe is or, 
in the late campaign was a member of the Republican national com- 
mittee. 

Mr. SPRINGER. And he is a candidate now fora Cabinet position, 

Mr. O’NEALL, of Indiana. And, as my friend, Mr. SPRINGER, says, 
is now urged by the Republican press of this country for a place in the 
Cabinet of the incoming President. The paper may have opposed Mr. 
Felton. I am not advised as to that, but the editor was so disgusted 
at the methods by which Mr. Felton obtained the certificate of election 
as to boil over with indignation. When the gentleman says that the 
only evidence in this case is hearsay, except the evidence of one James 
Reed, whose testimony is against Sullivan, I want to tell him that he 
has not read the evidence. 

If he will read the evidence he will find that all the testimony of 
Mr. Reed, to the extent that it is entitled to any credit, is in relation 
to his work for one Singletary, who was running for clerk in the 
county of Santa Clara and who was elected by two or three hundred 
majority, while Mr. Sullivan and the balance of the Democratic ticket, 
were beaten by that many. Mr. Reed expressly exculpates Mr. Sulli- 
van from all participation in or knowledge of the matters about which 
he testifies, 

Let me say further, if that side of the House wants to hear some- 
thing about an election case where every species of fraud was 
trated to secure the sitting member his election certificate, and wh 
fraud is proven by an abundance of direct and uncontradicted testi- 


— 
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mony, let them take up this election case and let the light of that 
evidence shine in upon it. Do not, gentlemen, do not talk about the 
want of evidence. Let the case be discussed and go to the country, 
and let the country have an opportunity to judge. Gentlemen upon 
that side work themselves up into a white heat and go into cat-nip 
pass-overs when a colored man’s rights are at stake or imagined to be 
at stake. 

Is not an Irishman about as good as a nigger? I know that a 
good many of our Republican brethren do and always have held, the 
colored gentleman to be entitled to much higher consideration than 
an Irishman, but certainly upon that side of the House there ought to 
be a few—a very few at least—who will not deny even to an Irishman 
the right to be heard and to have his case passed upon. 

The gentleman from Ohio, who entertained us yesterday evening 
and who has again this morning given us a further exhibition, will 
surely come to the front and give us the benefit of his mighty influ- 
ence, After his demonstration there is no mistaking the fact that in 
his own estimation at least he is the very embodiment of honest im- 
pulses and of fair dealing. 

In the State of California the law provides that in the city of San 
Francisco the mayor, the auditor, the city and county attorney, the 
tax-collector, and the city and county surveyor shall constitute a board 
of election commissioners for the county and city of San Francisco; 
that this board shall appoint the precinct election boards. These lat- 
ter boards shall be composed of persons of different politics. In 1886 
the mayor and auditor were Democrats, the others, then members of 
that election board, were Republicans. 

Mr. Strother, who was the auditor, testified that the three gentlemen 
referred to brought in a complete set of names to constitute the in- 
spectors and judges of the eighty-odd precinctsin that partof said county 
and city inthe Fifth Congressional district, and without giving himself 
or the mayor any say about the matter whatever moved the appoint- 
ment of the persons by them selected, and that when the mayor refused 
to put the motion the mover, John Love, city and county attorney 
and one of the commissioners, put the motion, and the other two Re- 
publicans voted with him. And these persons thus selected were 
declared the persons who should hold the elections. Mr. Strother testi- 
fies further that a number of the parties selected were of a disreputable 
character. 

The testimony of Mr. Strother is uncontradicted; on the contrary, it 
is tacitly admitted by Mr. Love, who afterward became one of Mr. 
Felton’s attorneys in the case. To be sure, this scheme did not avail 
anything, because the Democrats appealed to the courts for a writ of 
mandate, to which these men afterward submitted. I refer to this 
simply to show the spirit of unfairness rife among the party friends of 
Mr. Felton. While this scheme did not work, when foiled in that ef- 
fort, the Republican managers of that election began to hunt up the 
Democratic committeemen for the different precincts, to whom had 
been confided the selection of the Democratic minority on these pre- 
cinct boards, and whenever a committeeman could be influen to 
selecta man wanting in integrity, it was done. In the second precinct, 
the forty-sixth assembly district, where one James Hughes was the 
Democratic committeeman, he was induced to import and board at his 
home a couple of pretended Democrats to be placed on the election 
board. In counting out the ballots in this precinct when Sullivan’s 
name was reached on a Democratic ticket the name of Charles N. Fel- 
ton was read instead. 

Mr. ROWELL. I challenge the statement and assert that there is 
not any such testimony except hearsay from the first to the last page. 

Mr. O’NEALL, of Indiana. Let us take up this case. 

Mr. ROWELL. I challenge the record. 

Mr. O’NEALL, of Indiana. I will be more than glad to show you 
the evidence. ` 

Mr. ROWELL. You can not do it. 

Mr. O’NEALL, of Indiana. In this precinct the fraud is proven by 
overwhelming evidence, and in different ways, and by the most direct 
testimony. O’Shea, whowas a Republican watcher, testified that when 
Sullivan’s name was on a ticket it was deliberately read off Charles 
N. Felton.“ His (O’Shea’s) testimony is corroborated by the evidence 
of one Garrigan and by a recount of the tickets and by numerous cir- 
cumstances that I would be glad to point out from the record had I 
the time to do so. 

When the recount took place Sullivan had 94 instead of 2 majority. 
This, be it remembered, was a precinct that usually gave about two 
Democratic to one Republican vote. In 1884, between the same can- 
didates, Sullivan and Felton, Sullivan had about two votes to Felton’s 
one. In 1886 Sullivan’s returned vote was 130 while Felton’s was 128. 
The recount gave Sullivan 167 and Felton 73. To satisfy myself about 
this precinct I sent and procured a certified copy of the returns at the 
late election, which I now have at my boarding place. From this cer- 
tified return at the late election the Harrison electors had 79 votes 
while the Cleveland electors had 201, a majority of 122. 

No unbiased mind can read all the evidence in relation to this pre- 
cinct, not hearsay evidence, but direct and uncontradicted testimony, 
and come to any other conclusion than that James Hughes was hired 
to get on that election board men who would and did deliberately 


count to Sullivan a much less number of votes than he received, and 
to Felton a much larger number than he received. 

In the second precinct of the forty-eighth assembly district the evi- 
dence showed that at least two members of this board were bribed and 
that the returns were crooked. Just what effect the bribery had on 
the returns and the vote of the precinct is not disclosed, but that the 
evidence was and is such as to show such uncertainties and such a 
want of integrity in the precinct vote as to demand its being thrown 
out there is but little room to doubt. Had I the time I would be glad 
to point out the various items of evidence, direct evidence, showing want 
of integrity in this precinct, * The precinct gave Felton 55 majority. 

But, sir, it is hardly necessary now to enumerate, Let this case be 
taken up and we will give that side of this House an opportunity to 
3 the picture. In the language of the San Franeisco Chron- 
1cle— 

The shamelessness of Felton's political supporters would over belief 
were it not that it is so well known that they never stick at anything to gain 
their | me If they make up their minds to a certain thing it is going to be 
done if it can be aceomplished by human means, and if the weaknéss of human 
nature can be successfully assailed by promises or threats, 

The political supporters referred to are the sugar kings, Spreckles 
Bros. These men had headquarters at the Baldwin Hotel, where 
they had a secretary, one John W. Burdett, employed.~ Mr. Burdett 
testified that he had the extreme honor of being secretary to Felton’s 
committee. From these headquarters a circular was sent out inviting 
voters to these headquarters. Democrats and Republicans were alike 
invited. So says Burdett. Invited for what? To confer with the 
executive committee at their rooms, Nos. 26 and 28, Baldwin Hotel.“ 
So says this circular. 

The effect of this circular, so Burdett says, was to bring a great many 
individuals to these headquarters. Among the persons thus attracted 
were between 500 and 1,000 strikers. ‘‘ Where the carcass is there 
will the buzzards go.’’ It is not necessary to follow this further. Let 
me refer gentlemen to the evidence of such men as William MeLaugh- 
lin, Frank Cunningham, and others who visited those headquarters. 
Sirs, the testimony shows that from these headquarters there was, on 
the day of election, sent $50 cash to each of the eighty-odd precincts 
in that part of the city—the south half in the Fifth Congressional dis- 
trict. Besides this, the evidence abundantly shows that other large 
sums of money were used in these same precincts. In short, it is not 
extravagant to assert that in the city of San Francisco there was a per- 
fect carnival of corruption and corrupt methods. 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN. For what purpose does the gentleman from Mis- 
souri rise? 

Mr. BLAND. I desire to offer an amendment to this bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. If the gentleman will wait until the Clerk can 
read the pending paragraph, then if the amendment is in order the 
Chair will recognize it. 

Mr. BLAND. I supposed that the paragraph had been read. 

The CHAIRMAN. It had not; and all amendments to the previous 
R had been exhausted and all pro forma amendments with- 

wn. 

The Clerk resumed the reading of the paragraph. 

Mr. MORRILL. I desire to offer an eee ee 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman wish to offer an amendment 
to the ph now being read, or to the paragraph last read? 

Mr. MORRILL. To the paragraph last read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will send it up. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After line 20, page 56, add: 

“The President of the United States is hereby authorized and directed to ap- 
point three commissioners for the purpose of entering into negotiations and 
agreements with the Prairie band of Pottawatomies and the Kickapoo Indians 
in Kansas for the sale of a portion of their reservation and the allotment of the 
remainder, such agreement, when made, to be by them submitted to the first 
session of the Fifty-first Congress; and to carry out the provisions of this act 
the sum of $5,000, or so much as may be n „to be expended under the 


direction of the Secretary of the Interior, is hereby appropriated, to be imme- 
diately available.” 


Mr. MORRILL. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say in support of this 
amendment that these reservations are situated in the most thickly 
settled portion of Eastern Kansas. They lie but a few miles apart. 
The Pottawatomie reserve is about 10 miles square, containing some 
70,000 acres, and the Kickapoo reserve is 5 miles by 6, containing 
nearly 20,000 acres. The Indians have improved but a small portion 
of these lands. The surrounding lands are nearly all improved and 
in a high state of cultivation, occupied and owned by as intelligent, 
enterprising, industrious, and moral a people as ever plowed a fur- 
row or harvested a crop. These reservations are at present a stand- 
ing annoyance and embarrassment to the people of the counties in 
which they are located. * 

Being entirely beyond the control or jurisdiction of thé local authori- 
ties, there is no power vested in them to locate and maintain roads or, 
build bridges to afford the residents of the surrounding country safe 
and convenient means of communicating with each other. Their prop- 
erty being exempt from taxation, they stand as a barrier to the im- 

rovement of the counties and make the burden of taxation much 
eavier on the people. Prairie fires are frequently started on the reser- 
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tions, sweeping over a large extent of country and destroying the 
e and grain-stacks of the neighboring farmers, who are powerless 
to detect and punish the guilty parties. Thousands of dollars have 
been paid ont within the past few years as costs in criminal cases arising 
upon these lands. . 

There are comparatively a small number of either tribe now residing 
upon these reservations, the larger part having years ago moved to the 
Indian Territory. The few whostill remain would doubtless have gone 
at the same time had it not been for the influence of a few half-breeds, 
who, exempt from taxation and all the burdens of civil government, 
grow wealthy by systematically bleeding the blanket Indians of their 
annuities. I believe if this matter was honestly and fairly presented 
to the Indians that a large majority would prefer to sell their lands and 
join the other members of the tribe farther south. Some doubtless 
would choose to take allotments and remain where they are, but this 
could be easily arranged. The present condition of affairs is simply 
unendurable to those who have made homes on the surrounding lands, 
and it is the duty of the Government to afford ample and immediate 
relief. Itrust there will be no opposition to this amendment. 

Mr. O’NEALL, of Indiana, obtained the floor. 

Mr. PERKINS, I would like to ask—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has already recognized the gentle- 
man from Indiana [Mr. O'NEALL], who, the Chair presumes, rises to 
op the amendment. 

Mr. PERKINS. I wish merely to ascertain where my colleague pro- 
poses that this amendment be inserted. 

Mr. O’NEALL, of Indiana, I believe I have the floor. 0 

Mr. PERKINS. My colleague, as I understand, has offered this 
amendment to come in at the end of line 20. An amendment has 
already been inserted there. For that reason he should offer his amend- 
ment to follow the amendment already ineorporated in the bill. 

Mr. SPRINGER. This amendment follows the two provisos already 
put upon the bill, one by the amendment offered by myself and the 
other by the amendment of the gentleman from New Jersey. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk understands that the amendment of- 
fered by the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. MORRILL] is to come in after 
the amendments already agreed to. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I suggest to the gentleman from Kansas that in- 
stead of providing in the amendment for the appointment of a new com- 
mission he use the words said commission, so as to allow the com- 
mission already provided for to take jurisdiction of this matter. 

Mr. MORRILL. I think the suggestion is a good one. I modify 
my amendment in accordance with it. 

Mr. O’NEALL, of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I propose now tosimply 
notify the other side that we shall insist upon calling up this case and 
give gentlemen who challenge the record an opportunity to do so. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The committee informally rose, and Mr. ENLOE, from the Commit- 
tee on Enrolled Bills, reported that they had examined and found duly 
enrolled bills of the House of the following titles; when the Speaker 
signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 565) for the relief of Mary A. Howse and Lulu H. 
Howse; 

A bill (H. R. 766) for the relief of H. L. Newman; 

A bill (H. R. 285) for the relief of the legal representatives of H. 


3; 
A bill (H. R. 4581) for the relief of Thomas Matthews and others; 
A bill (H. R. 10652) to encourage the enlistment of boys as appren- 
tices in the United States Navy; - 
A bill (H. R. 10481) for the relief of Rev. William Gregston; 

A bill (H. R. 10082) to amend an act entitled An act for the relief 
of the widow and orphan children of Col. William R. MeKee, late of 
Lexington, Ky.;““ 

A bill (H. R. 9464) for the relief of Hudson G. Lamkin; 

A bill (H. R. 341) for the relief of John Farley; 

A bill (H. R. 5888) for the relief of William H. Boyd; 
bill (H. R. 7801) for the relief of William F. C. Nindemann, for- 

a seaman in the Navy; 
bill (H. R. 5336) for the relief of George B. Hansell; 
bill (H. R. 7924) for the relief of A. J. McCreary, administrator 
of the estate of J. M. Hiatt, deceased, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 6591) for the relief of S. Dillinger & Sons; 

A bill (H. R. 11658) making appropriations for the payment of in- 
valid and other pensions of the United States for the fiscal year ending 
e 30, 1890, and for other purposes; 

bill (H. R. 948) for the relief of William H. Tabbarrah; 

bill (H. R. 4489) for the relief of J. M. Hogan; 

ll (H. R. 329} for the relief of Chambers & Brown; 

bill (H. R. 6394) for the relief of Hayem & Taylor; 

bill (H. R. 8053) to extend the time for the redemption of school 
farms in Beaufort County, South Carolina; 

A bill (H. R. 8272) to provide for the payment of F. H. Bates as 
military instructor at Washington High School, District of Columbia; 

A bill (H. R. 7864) to reappropriate to pay for alley condemned in 
square numbered 493; 


A bill (H. R. 2688) for the relief of Alfred Breuer; and 

A bill (H. R. 5690) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to sell 
block of land 108 in the city of Houston, Tex, 

Also the following Senate bills: 

A bill (S. 751) for the relief of the estate of J. J. Pulliam, deceased; 

A bill (S. 3778) to establish the Lincoln land district in the Terri- 
tory of New Mexico; and 

A bill (S. 1488) granting an increase of pension to Louisa V. de Kil- 
patrick, widow of Maj. Gen. Judson Kilpatrick, United States Volun- 
teers, 

INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The committee resumed its session. 

Mr. PEEL, I ask a vote on the pending amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment submitted 
by the gentleman from Kansas. : 

The amendment was adopted. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The President of the United States is hereby authorized and empowered to 
appoint three commissioners for the purpose of entering into n tions and 
agreements with the Sioux Indians ocerpying the Great Sioux Indian reserva- 
tion in Dakota for a full and complete cession and re uishment tothe United 
States of a portion of their reservation, and to divide the remainder into sepa- 
rate reservations, and for such other purpose as they may find necessary touch- 
ing said Indians and said reservation; and such agreements, when „to be 
by them submitted to the first session Fifty-first Con; for ratification; and 
to carry out the provisions of this actand duties of said commission the sum 
of $25, or so much thereof as py pe found necessary, to be expended under 
the direction of the Secretary of the rior, is hereby appropriated, this amount 
to be immediately available. 


Mr. RYAN. I offer the amendment I send to the desk. 

Mr. RANDALL. Before that I would like to have some salary fixed 
for these commissioners. 

Mr. PERKINS. I will offer an amendment for that purpose later. 

Mr. RYAN. I desire to add an amendment as an additional sec- 
tion, to come in at the end of section 2, on page 57. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That the President may at such time ashe may deem it necessary direct land 
offices to be located upon the lands opened to settlement by this act, not to exeeced 
two in number, and may nominate and by and with the advice and consent of 
the Senate appoint the usual officers to conduct the business of said land offices, 

Mr. RYAN. In support of the amendment I wish to stato that 
under the provisions of this bill certain lands are to be opened to set- 
tlement by proclamation of the President, but there is no provision 
made as to bow a settler can make his entry on the land. I therefore 
offer the amendment providing that the President may establish these 
land offices not exceeding two in number. 

Mr. SPRINGER. That is right. 

Mr. PERKINS. There ought not to be any objection to that. 

Mr. HOOKER. I understand, Mr. Chairman, that the provisions 
of the bill—and if I am correct in my understanding the amendment 
proposed comes in after line 11, on page 57 

Mr. RYAN, Yes, sir. 

Mr. HOOKER. It will be observed by the provisions of the bill 
that the President is authorized to appoint three commissioners for a 
specifie purpose, and whatever these commissioners may do has to he 
submitted to Congress before itis operative. Inother words, the Fifty- 
first Congress must ratify theiraction. Itprovides: ‘‘And to carry out 
the provisions of this act and the duties of said commission the sum of 
$25,000, or so much thereof as may be found necessary,“ is appro- 
priated. I do not think, therefore, that there ought to be an amend- 
ment put on the bill establishing land offices here until there has been 
action on the report of that commission. 

Mr. PERKINS. But that provision relates to the Seminole and 
Creek lands. 

Mr. RYAN. The gentleman from Mississippi will perceive that un- 
der the provisions of the bill the Creek lands that we purchased the 
other day by act of Congress and through negotiations, and the Semi- 
nole lands which are here provided for, are to be taken for settlement 
under the proclamation of the President issued for that Now 
it would be entirely idle for the President to issue a ion to 
open the lands to settlement if there was no land office where a settler 
could go and make his entry, and my amendment simply provides that 
the President may establish not exceeding two land offices for that pur- 


pose. ; 

Mr. HOOKER. And does not apply to the Sioux lands? 

Mr. RYAN. No. 

Mr. PERKINS. They are not open yet, and of course the report of 
the commission would have to come before Congress before they can be 
opened. 

Mr. PETERS. That is an entirely different provision. 

The amendment of Mr. RYAN was adopted. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

Mr. PERKINS. Before proceeding with the bill I desire to offer 
an amendment to section 2, fixing the compensation of the commissioners 
or limiting it to $10 a day, exclusive of traveling expenses, and I will 
prepare that amendment and ask consent to return to this section after- 
wards, 


The CHAIRMAN. Without objection the paragraph will be passed 
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over for the present to allow the gentleman from Kansas to prepare the 
amendment. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. STEELE. I ask consent of the chairman of the committee to re- 


eur to 51, line 16. 

The CHAIRMAN. For what purpose? 

Mr. STEELE. I desire to insert the word“ not“ before the word 
‘included.’ I was absent on a conference committee when that sec- 
tion was under consideration. 

Mr. PEEL. Mr. Chairman, I am inclined to object. That matter 
was discussed befofe the committee, 

Mr. STEELE. I hope the gentleman will not object to it. 

Mr. PEEL. I will have to object. 

The Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of the bill, 

Mr, CUTCHEON. I offer the following amendment to the last sec- 
tion: 

On page 60, after line 24, after the words from time to time,” strike out to 
the end of the section and insert: Visit and inspect the schools in which Indians 
are taught in whole or in from appropriations from the United States 
Treasury, and report to the Commissioner of Indian Affairs what in his ju 
ment are the defects, if any, in any of them in system, in administration, and in 
means for the most effective advancement of the pupils therein towards civili- 
zation and self-support, and what changes are needed to remedy such defects 
as may exist. The superintendent shall nominate to the Commissioner of In- 
dian Affairs for 5 and recommend to him for dismissal superintend- 
ents, teachers, and such other persons as are permanently employed in ng 
on Indian schools under the management of the Government; and the Com- 
missioner shall, subject to the . of the Secretary of the Interior, employ 
or reject such nominees and dismiss or reappoint such superintendents, teachers, 
and other school employés. The superintendent shall also have authority to 
make, with the approval of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, such rules and 

ons for the conduct of the schools as in his judgment their may re- 

u Such superintendent shall spend at least six months of year in the 

eld in the inspection of Indian schools. The Secretary of the Interior shall 

cause to be detailed from the employés of his Department such assistants and 

shall furnish such facilities as shall be necessary to carry out the foregoing pro- 
visions respecting said Indian schools.“ 


Mr. PERKINS. Before debate proceeds I reserve the point of order 
upon that amendment. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Just a few words in explanation. The last sec- 
tion of the bill changes existing law in several particulars, but par- 
ticularly in this. Under the law, as it now exists, it is provided that 
the superintendent shall visit these schools where Indians are taught 
in whole or in part from appropriations from the United States Treasury. 
The bill before us provides that he shall visit such Indian schools as 
are being managed by the Government. In other words, he can not 
visit or i t schools except those. My amendment restores the ex- 
isting law in that respect, and for the reason that we may have more 
information in regard to the management and government of the 
schools to which we contribute from the public ry, as well as 
of those schools which we manage. Take the Hampton school; it is 
a Government school. The pupils are taken there by contract, and 
we ought to have the privilege of sending an ins there in order 
to decide whether it is advisable to continue the appropriation for that 
school; and the same may be said in to the other schools of a 
like nature—the Lincoln and the Albuquerque schools. 

The next material change in the law will be found in the last 
of the section, commencing after the words Indian schools, as fol- 
lows: 

One of which said assistants shall be designated by the superintendent of 
Indian schools as a chief clerk, and such n so designated shall be acting 
superintendent of Indian schools during the absence of the superintendent or 
when a vacancy exists in such office. 

Now, whenever the superintendent goes into the field and is absent, 
then this mere clerk becomes the acting superintendent of the Indian 
schools, and as such it is provided in this section he may di sub- 
ject to the 5 . of the Secretary of the Interior, teachers and other 
employés. It seems to me that is too great a power to give to a mere 
clerk. My amendment omits the final clause of the section. 

Mr. RANDALL. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Certainly. 

Mr. RANDALL. Does the amendment propose to continue the pres- 
ent Jaw in giving to the Indian school superintendent the supervision 
and control over the schools that are in part supported by the Federal 
Government? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. That is what it does. 

Mr. RANDALL. I think the gentleman is clearly right in that di- 
rection. There is no doubt that it changes existing law. There is no 
difference whether we pay $1 or $50. It is a change of the present law 
as to the superintendent of Indian schools. 

Mr. NELSON. I want to suggest to the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania and the gentleman from Michigan, if they will allow me, that 
the trouble with the old law was this: It was too comprehensive. The 
law as it is mow on the statute-book was put on by a law of last year. 
It is too comprehensive. It would give to the superintendent of Indian 
schools as mu zh control in the removal of the teachers in your school 
at Philadelphia as it does in the schools on the reservations. 

Mr. RANDALL. I do not think the Lincoln Institute would object 
to fair su ion or control. 

Mr. C HEON. My amendment does not change that. That is 
left subject to the approval of the Secretary of the Interior. 
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Mr. NELSON. If the gentleman from Michigan will make his 
amendment provide merely for visiting these schools, then it will be 
all right, but if it provides for anything more than that in regard to 
these contract schools it interferes with the business of private parties, 
and that would be a mistake. . 

Mr. CUTCHEON. My amendment does not require that. It re- 
quires the superintendent to visit and inspect, but not to employ or 
discharge teachers. 

Mr. PERKINS (to Mr. CUTCHEON). Ifyou will confine your amend- 
ment to that there will be no objection to it. But you have incorpo- 
rated into it many provisions which we have not examined and have 
not time to examine, and as to those I make the point of order. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. They are very simple. 

Mr. PERKINS. Well, if you will confine the amendment to the 
features you have stated, there will be no objection to it. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. There is one other matter that I want to mention. 
My amendment provides that the report shall be made directly to the 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs instead of to the Secretary of the In- 
terior. It seems to me that this is a part of the Indian Bureau, and that 
the zopet ought to go primarily to the Commissioner. Do you object 
to that F 

Mr. PERKINS. Not if you confine your amendment to that. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. The next difference is, that the superintendent 
is authorized to nominate teachers to the Commissioner of Indian Af- 
fairs, and the Commissioner of Indian Affairs is authorized to appoint 
them with the approval of the Secretary of the Interior. Is there any 
objection to that? The superintendent, instead of appointing teachers 
and other employés, nominates them to the Commissioner, and the 
Commissioner, as head of the bureau, makes the appointments with the 
approval of the Secretary of the Interior. If the objection of the gen- 
tleman from Kansas [Mr. PERKINS] to my amendment applies only 
to the matter of keeping the superintendents six months in the field, I 
am willing to withdraw that part. 

Mr. PERKINS. Prepare your amendment with the modifications 
you have suggested and I think there will be no objection to it. And 
while that is being done, Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 
return to a paragraph that has been passed over. f 

There was no objection. 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. Chairman, I make a point of order against the 
amendment of the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. CUTCHEON] in so 
far as it gives the power to appoint teachers to the Commissioner of 
Indian Affairs 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will suggest to the gentleman that 
permission has been given to return toa paragraph that has been 
over. In the mean time the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. CurcHron] 
will prepare his amendment in a modified form, and the gentleman from 
Minnesota [Mr. NELSON] can present his objection to it when it is 
again offered. 

Mr. PERKINS. On page 57, at the end of line 11, after the word 
available,“ I desire to offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

After the word available,“ at the end of line 11, page 57, insert: Provided, 
That the pay of such commissioners shall not exceed $10 per day, exclusive of 
traveling expenses. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Now, Mr. Chairman, I have modified my amend- 
ment, and I desire to cail attention to the points of difference in order 
to see whether there is any objection to what remains. The existing 
law provides that the superintendent may employ and discharge super- 
intendents, teachers, or any other persons connected with schools wholly 
supported by the Government, and, with like approval, make such rules 
and regulations for the conduct of such schools as in his judgment their 
good may require. I now withdraw my former amendment and sub- 
mit it in the modified form which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read the amendment, as follows: 

Page 60, line 24, after the words time to time,” strike out to the end of the 
section and insert: 

T E a O 
eee Indian Affairs what, in his judgment, nie the defects, if any, 
in any of them, in system, in administration, or in means for the most effect- 
ive advancement of the pupils therein toward civilization and self-support, and 
what changes are needed to remedy such defects as may exist. The superin- 
tendent shall nominate to the Commissioner of Indian Affairs for employment, 
and recommend for d , Superintendents and such other persons as are 
permanently employed in carrying on Indian schools under the man: ment 
of the Government, and the Commissioner shall. subject to the approval of the 
Secretary of the Interior, employ or such nominees and dismiss or retain 
such superintendents, teachers, or other school employés. The superintend- 
ent shall also have authority to make, with the Apprqóal of the Commissioner 
of Indian Affairs, such rules and regulations for the conduct of the schools 
in his judgment their good may require. The Secretary of the Interior shalt 
cause to be detailed from the acre of his Department such assistants and 
shall furnish such facilities as shall be necessary to carry out the foregoing pro- 
visions respecting said Indian schools.” 

Mr. NELSON. I desire to make a point of order against so much ol 
that amendment as authorizes the Commissioner of Indian Affairs di- 
rectly or indirectly to appoint or remove the teachers of Indian schools. | 
I can not quote the exact words of the amendment, but the Chair will 
understand the provision to which I allude. I make the point of order 
that it is a change of existing law. The main feature of the new law, 
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adopted last year was to vest the power of appointing and removing 
teachers of Indian schools in the superintendent of Indian schools, 
This amendment proposes to set aside that provision and permit these 
appointments and removals to be made by the Commissioner. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I would be glad if the gentleman from Minne- 
sota [Mr. NELSON] would withhold his point of order for a momentin 
order that I may make an explanation. 

Mr. NELSON. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I wish to state the difference between this pro- 
vision and that of the existing law. The present law passes over the 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs entirely with reference to the appoint- 
ment and dismissal of teachers; the superintendent of Indian schools 
appoints and dismisses, with the approval of the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior, while the Commissioner of Indian Affairs has nothing to say about 
the matter pro or con. My amendment simply brings the Commis- 
sioner of Indian Affairs into the operation; the superintendent will 
either nominate for appointment or recommend for dismissal, and then 
the Commissioner may appoint or dismiss, with the approval of the Sec- 
retary of the Interior. In either case the ultimate power rests with the 
Secretary of the Interior, In the one case—that is, under the existing 
law—the Commissioner is wholly passed over, while by my amendment 
he is brought in asthe primary power to appoint or remove, acting upon 
the nomination or recommendation of the su 
to me this is right. That is all the change t 


rintendent. It seems 
t my amendment pro- 


8. 
Mr. NELSON. I insist on my poini of order to that part of the 
amendment. I desire, if I may be permitted, to make a brief refer- 
ence—— 

nee CUTCHEON. I hope the gentleman will withdraw the point 
of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to hear the gentleman on the 
point of order. 

Mr. NELSON. I have nothing further to say on that point. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will sustain the point of order as to 
that part of the amendment. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. Before the point of order is insisted upon 
or decided I wish to say a few words. If I understand the amend- 
ment now proposed by the gentleman from Michigan—and I wish the 
particular attention of my friend from Minnesota, for I propose to state 
some facts which may possibly have some influence with him—I un- 
derstand that the amendment proposed by the gentleman from Michi- 
gan is intended to restore to the Commissioner of Indian Affairs the 
right to approve at least, if not to make appointments and removals of 
teachers. Now, I wish to say that up to the time of the passage of the 
Indian appropriation bill of last year the Commissioner of Indian Af- 
fairs did have the power to make these appointments and removals; 
but at that time this office of superintendent of Indian schools was 
created and the power to make these appointments and removals was 
conferred upon that officer. The effect of that legislation has been to 
create a conflict of authority. It makes two heads where there should 
be but one. Iam in ion of some facts showing the conse- 
quences of this conflict; I do not care to state them in detail; but it 
is a fact that by reason of the conflict brought about in the administra- 
tion of the law between the Commissioner of Indian Affairs and the 
superintendent of Indian schools at least two and possibly more of 
these schools have been totally destroyed. 

The school at the Kiowa agency and that at the Nez Percé agency 
no longer exist. The trouble has arisen from this condition of things: 
The superintendent of Indian schools resents any effort on the part of 
the Commissioner to control the schools or any persons cpnnected with 
their management. Now, the Indian agent is required go enforce the 
rules and regulations prescribed by the Department for the government 
of the Indians. Among these regulations is one strictly forbidding the 
bringing of any intoxicating liquors upon the agency. Now, I know 
as a matter of fact that two or three months ago the superintendent of 
the school at the Kiowa agency was found in a state of intoxication on 
more than one occasion. He was suspended by the agent in charge, 
and the action of that agent was sustained by the Commissioner of In- 
dian Affairs; but owing to jealousy or something else the superin- 
tendent of Indian schools here at Washington reinstated that man in 
the control of the school at the Kiowa agency. As a result of this 
conflict of authority, the Kiowa and Comanche Indians have met in 
council and have taken their children away, so that the school is dis- 
continued entirely. A similar condition of things exists at the Nez 
Percé agency. It will thus be seen that this division of authority in 
the administration of the law brings disastrous results to the schools. 
It seems to me there ought to be a controlling power somewhere. 

Mr. CANNON. IL agree with the view expressed by the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. STONE]. Now, if this amendment be made broad 
enough to take the appointing power entirely away from the superin- 
tendent, both in regard to nominations and otherwise, and to lodge 
that power with the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, subject to the 
Secretary of the Interior, then I will make a point of order. 

Mr. COTCHEON, My amendment simply leaves the superintend- 
ent the power to nominate or recommend. As he is the officer in im- 
mediate contact with the schools, this provision seems reasonable. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. Will the Chair permit me one word ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair wishes to have this question of order 
settled before further discussion is had upon the merits. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. I trust that the point of order will not be 
insisted upon. There ought to be some remedy for such evils as I have 
stated. 

Mr. NELSON. I wish only to say that I regard this matter as vital. 
If the Chair will allow me to reply to the observations which have been 
made (though perhaps this discussion is outside the point of order) I 
wish to say that one of the chief reasons last year for changing the law 
so as to create this office of Indian school commissioner and give him 
these powers, was the fact that under the old practice the Commissioner 
of Indian Affairs in too many instances made the appointment and re- 
moval of teachers of Indian schools a matter of mere patronage. I very 
well remember a discussion that I heard between the late Commis- 
sioner, Mr. Atkins, and another prominent official of the Government 
on this question; and the complaint was made that to adopt the law 
which was enacted last year was to cut off the Indian Office from a por- 
tion of the patronage or perquisites belonging to it. 

My idea is this: the office of Indian school superintendent and the 
management of Indian schools should be divorced as much as possible 
from the management of the Indian Office in other respects. Itshould 
stand on its own footing, and the superintendent of the schools should 
have the right to discharge his subordinates for cause. 

Here the hammer fell. ] 

The Clerk read the words which were ruled out on the point of order 
and the question was taken on the remaining portion of Mr. CurcH- 
EON’s amendment, and it was agreed to. 

Mr. PERKINS. Does the amendment of the gentleman from Mich- 
igan, just adopted, strike out the concluding portion of the section 
which provides for a chief clerk? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. It does strike that out and leaves the matter to 
existing law. 

Mr. PERKINS. I did not understand that it struck that out, and 
do not believe it should be stricken out. As the law is to-day there is 
no one to act for the superintendent when he is absent in the field, and 
there should be some one to act in his place. That is the judgment of 
the committee, and therefore we have provided for the chief clerk, who 
should act as superintendent while he was absent from the office. 
i TheCHAIRMAN. By unanimous consent, the section may be modi- 

ed. 

Mr.CUTCHEON. Theobjection was, during the absence of the super- 
intendent, of allowing a mere clerk to assume the duties of the super- 
intendent. Under the law the superintendent has the right of removal, 
and the point of order made by the gentleman from Minnesota was that 
sand werd of removal lodged with the superintendent was in his absence 
conferred upon a mere clerk. 

Mr. PEEL. I hope we will have a vote. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I offer the amendment which I send to the 
Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the amendment. 7 

Mr. NELSON. That is a new section, and I desire to recur to the 
section just passed. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE, My amendment can be acted on and then we 
will go back if necessary. I ask for the reading of my amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by adding after section 8 the following: J 

“Sec, 9. That hereafter the costs of the trial of the cases in the courts of the 
several Territories tried pursuant to and for the offenses named in section 9 of 
the act entitled ‘An act making appropriations for the current and contingent 
expenses of the Indian Department, and fulfilling t stipulations with vari- 
ous Indian tribes, for the year ending June 30, 1886, and for other purposes,’ shall 
be audited by the accounting officers of the and paid out of money for 
similar expenses in the trial of criminal cases in the courts of the United States.” 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. The amendment I offer is, as I perfectly well 
understand, subject to a point of order; but I do not believe the point 
of order will be made against it when the House understands the rea- 
sons for offering it. 

Until the last session of the Forty-eighth Congress there was no law 
whatever in this country for punishing one Indian for any crime against 
the person or property of any other Indian upon an Indian reservation. 
In the closing hours of the Forty-eighth Congress, when the appropria- 
tion bill was under consideration, an amendment was offered to that 
bill giving jurisdiction to Territorial courts where reservations were 
located to try criminal cases, such as murder, rape, assault with intent 
to commit murder, and other designated offenses. 

It gave rise to considerable discussion at the time. A point of order 
was made against it and the gentleman from Indiana and several others 
participated in the debate. After full discussion the point of order was 
withdrawn and the amendment was adopted. The law has, however, 
been inoperative, scarcely a single case having been prosecuted under 
it. When any of the offenses named in the law are committed by one 
Indian on the person or property of another upon a reservation in any 
of the Territories the officers there refuse to take cognizance of the 
offense, and we havenot far to seek for the reason of their indifference. 

The entire expense of prosecution would fall, of course, upon the 
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county where the offense is committed; and as the reservations and the 
Indians u them contribute n towards the payment of the 
taxes or ee OY IOA PEPON EO ONET E orem anes ea 10 
enter the charges aud 1 

The Secretary of the Interior and Commissioner of Indian Affairs in 
the two last reports from those officers have recommended the enact- 
ment ofsome law to give force and effect to the law passed at the last 
session of the Forty-eighth 

I send to the desk and ask to have read certain extracts from the re- 
port of the Commissioner. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

eee eee ea Sa ee eee me 


In my last report atten! — — ener in the ninth 
section of the act of March 3, 1885 ‘Stats. 380), providing for nt 
of crimes committed by Indians, Subsequently ill was tapag il aier and 
submitted to the Territories of henago. e incident to the 


Congress relieving 

enforcement of the law, and vr tegen 7 ce erg jo that partion of the In- 
dian Terr! not covered by the lnwe of five Civilized tribes. I deem the 
or a similar A, to be necessary to the proper execution of the 
y the county authorities refuse to prosecute Indians 
guilty of the most serious offenses on the ground of the expense incident to 
such prosecution. As the counties derive no revenne the reservations 
within their limits, the injustice of compelling them to assume the of 

these prosecutions is apparent. 

[Report of Commissioner of Indian Affairs for 1887, page 33.] 


eee ee ee call attention to the defects in the ninth 
section of the act of March 3, ae Stats., Aien providing for Ary Pagan 
of certain crimes committed by Indians, Congress having failed enact the 


same. 
The should be relieved of the expenses incident to the enforce- 
mentof the law. > 


Mr. LA FOLLETTE. It is of importance to the General Govern- 
ment thatthelaw beenforced. It would operate as a powerful support 
in preserving peace and order on the reservations. Besides it 
would be of the highest value to the Indians in bringing them to a due 
regard for the lives and persons and of others under the lawsof 
civilization. It would be worth much to them asa means of education 
and development. 

Mr. HATCH. Let us have a vote. I think there will be no objec- 
tion to the amendment, 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I trust the amendment will be adopted. 

The amendment was adopted. 

` The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota is recognized to 
offer an amendment to a preceding EPs 

1 The correction I desire to make I find has already 
been e. 

. Mr. PEEL. I desire in connection with my remarks, Mr. Chair- 

man, in regard to the disbursement of the Delaware fund, to have 
printed in the RECORD a communication by the chief and representa- 
tive of the Delaware Indians bearing upon the subject. 

There was no objection. 

The paper referred to by Mr. PEELis as follows: 


A 
To the Senateand House of Representatives of the United States: 

I write this to you because I am not able to N vou all. Iam here in 
the interests of my people, the Delaware. ee are now with 
the Cherokee Nation, with which they d 

My people have a large sum of money in 94 ury of the United States, 
together with some bonds of the States of North Carolinaant Florida, and some 
omens nion gnagna aa The money and the amount of 

the bonds belong to my people. The Uni WP ae a gn arg» 
per annum upon the —— and the face value of the bonds, {home a homey tm 
made semi-annually. It amounts to about 1 00 to 2 ee 
or $90 every sy monne Paid in Dies 


much harm. — —v— ä 

go in debt to the merchan 5 hey 

ment. The merchant has to wait six months his money,and he therefore 
and greater rates of interest. The result is the peo- 

ple get very good from the money. 

This ous in two ways: 

First. The people get very little for their are always in debt. 


payments the credit system, W ways in the power 
of the merchant. 

Eleven years the — — and councilors became convinced that 
all the moneys of the should to them, and ata council they ap- 
pointed me — ADT E em in * ort to have it * 7 2 — 

us to y =F paymen' came 
Pam advanced years fie distance fa lo „Six times, and asked you to 
ae President and interior Department asked also 


SE 
money 
has passed. 
are subdivided intosometwo 
2 


ſather 
cares wife and children. We have es, gardens, orchards, We 
have horses and cattle and other stock. Our gh wei excellent schools, 
Saia have their 1 as * EAk the whites. Some are Baptists, i 
us freedom is 
are a Christian 


8 they did 
— of They sena — bet be gape’ with 2 
aso they were ek — 9 and 
They number nearly eight 8 
J penan 8 The family r — 


are good 


peo 
and money. Weare no 
— We need our moneys 
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First. It will remove the last sense of dence. When our peo- 
ple know they will no more money from United States they will 
grow strong and self-reliant. m will to them only for cash, or 

on short credit at rates with less interest. Only industrious will 
be enabled to credit. F Nele 
and our peo will have eave My oda at cheaper prices. ‘The present per» 
nieious system, Whose interest payments, will 


be destroyed. 
Second. The payment of all our moneys at once will give —— — family — 
an average nearly $4,000. With this sum can r homes, 


better furniture, improve their modes of X better * Darne acquire 

more improved utensils, better stock of horses and cattle, and free themselves 

from debt. Then, witha start, with only themselves 
strong in —— and 


to depend upon. ea 
under the smile and of out their own destiny for 
eitez and higher life 


themselves toward s 
The President and the 5 ofthe I — have shown already that the 
geyi w. the United States from the payment 


payment to us of our mone 
of 5 per cent. interest each 
Hence I ask in the name of my peo lo that you enact the necessary law 
over to my people, the Delaware I all of the moneys now to their pren 
in the ni jerapah ofthe United States. 
ery 


me CHARLES e 
Representative and Delegate of the Delaware 


Mr, PEEL. I now move that the committee rise and report the bill 
as amended to the House, 

The motion was agreed to, 

The committee accordingly rose, and the Speaker having resumed the 
chair, Mr. Dockery reported that the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, having had under consideration the Indian 
3 bill, had directed him to report the same back to the 

ouse with sundry amendments. 

Mr. PEEL. I demand the previous question upon the amendments, 
and upon ordering the bill to be engrossad and read a third time. 

The previous question was ordered, and under the operation thereof 
the amendments reeommended by the committee were concurred in; and 
the billas amended, was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being it was accordingly read the third time. 

Mr. PEEL. I demand the previous question upon the passage of the 


bill. 
S eee thereor 
the bill was passed. 

Mr. PEEL moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

. aps een Secretary, announced 
agreement to the conference re the amendments of the House to 
the bill (S. 1701) authorizing e- er 
across the Missouri River at or near Sioux City, Iowa. 

Tt also announced the passage of the following bill and joint resolu- 
tions, in which concurrence was req 

3 3993) to provide ſor the protection of the salmon fisheries 
of Al 

Joint resolution (S. R. 142) to print 20, 000 copies of the special report 
of the Commissioner of Labor on the statisties of and relating to mar- 
riage and divorce; 

Joint resolution (S. R. 141) to print 10,000 copies of a compilation 
of the inaugural addresses of the Presidents of the United States from 
George Washington to Benjamin Harrison, inclusive, for the first cent- 
ury of Presidential inaugurations, and for other purposes. 

It also announced concurrence in the amendments of the House to 
onc bill (S. 1974) for the erection of a publie building at Fort Worth, 


It further announced the passage of resolutions for the prin ~ 
the report on Indian education and civilization, by Alice C. Flete 
and of the report of the Chasecleslenar of Fish isd Fisheries Sot the yoat 
1887, and for the distribution thereof; in which concurrence was re- 


q $ 
It also announced that the Senate had passed the following House 

bills without amendment: 

WRR (H. R. 157) correcting the military history of Robert McNutt; 


A bill (H. R. 11197) for the removal of the political disabilities of 
Henry A. Ramsey. 
ENROLLED BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION SIGNED. 
Mr. FISHER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found truly enrolled bills and joint resolution 
of the House of the following titles; when the Speaker signed the 


same: 
A bill (H. R. 483) for the relief of Elizabeth Jones, widow of John 
deceased; 


J 
A bill (H. 
A bill (H. 

- | the police fo res of the District of Columbia, and for other purposes,” 
a ved January 31, 1883, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. R. 6896) to require the United States cireuit and district 
judges to instruct the jury in wri in certain cases 

A bill (H. E. 11165) for the relief of Mary Gray, widow of John 
Gray; and 


R. 2820) for the relief of Wesley Montgomery; 
R. 6677) to amend an act entitled An act to increase 
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Joint resolution (H. Res. 266) to print the enlogies on James N. 
Burnes, of Missouri. 

Also the following Senate bills: 

A bill (S. 3864) to increase the pension of Mrs. Sue B. Johnson; 
Nad A bill (S. 1974) for the erection of a public building at Fort Worth, 

ex. 

A bm (S. 3751) for the relief of certain settlers in Hettinger County, 
Dakota; and 

A bill (S. 3737) for the relief of Sterling H. Tucker and others. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, an- 
nounced agreement to the report of the conference committee on the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 1874) to change the east- 
ern and northern judicial districts of Texas, and for other purposes. 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. CLEMENTS. Mr. Speaker, I submit the following conference 
report, and ask that it be printed in the RECORD, aud the statement of 
the conferees be read. 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
The conference report is as follows: 


The committee of conference on 0 8e if d. Ine the two Houses on 
certain amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 11651 appropriations 
to provide for the expenses of the Government of the 1 of. Columbia for 
pathy ic yea 8 . 30, 1890, and for other purposes, having met, aſter full 

agreed to recommend and do recommend to their re- 

. Houses as e 

That the Senate recede from its amendments’ e 3,6, II, 12, 13, 18, 31, 45, 
53, 56, 09, — — 97, 99. eee 108, 109, and 

That the House recede from disag: asamp bien amendments of the Sen- 
ate numbered 5, 41,50, 55, 59, 66, 65 70, 81, 85, 86, 90, 91, 92, 93, 110, 111, 112, 114. 115, 116, 

117, 119, and 123, and agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its or to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 2, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the matter proposed to be inserted by said eee insert the following: 
“One laborer, $1 per day, $313; "" and the Senate o the same. 

Thatthe House recede from its disagreement to the 9 
numbered 4, and — te the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the sum pro . T... 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 7, and to the same ——ů as follows: In lieu of 
the sum proposed “ $18,300; “ and the Senate agree to the same. 

‘That the House recede from its d ment eee eee Senate 
numbered 8, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 

and the Senate agree to the same. . 
to the amendment of the Senate 
ee to thesame with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
“$18,450; '* and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the ouse recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 10, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the sum pro insert e “tg Di” AnA tis Bonnie agren to tha secon. 

That the House recede from its disagreement tothe amendment of the Senate 
numbered 14, and agree to tke cane with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
— proposed to be inserted insert I. 000; and the Senate agree to the 


That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 16, and 2 to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the sum proposed i 150; '’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its PB academe doer, tothe amendment of the Senate 
numbered 17, and agree to the same with an amendmentas follows: In lien of 


the sum pro insert , 000; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 19, sen to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the matter proposed to Do stricken out ont by said amendment insert and on Fif- 
a A O and New York avenues; ™ and the Senate 

to same. 


the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
eee, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu ot 
the matter posed to be inserted by said amendment insert the following: 
“For resurfacing and repaving Pennsylvania avenue, from First to Seventeenth 
streets northwest, $125,000; in all, —.— 000; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from ita d t to the amendment of the Senate 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
8128. 000; ““ er eee ia DAMA 
reement to the amendment of the Senate 
num bered 36, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the sum insert “ $40,000;"" and the Senate agree to the same. 

‘That the House recede from its T 
numbered 38, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the sum proposed insert 880.000; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the House 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 49; and agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its ts disagreement tothe amendment of the Senate 
numbered 60, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the sum pro insert 3 and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 62, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the sum pro insert 5 aud the Senate agree to the same. 

That the recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 68, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In line 3 
of said amendment strike out the word ‘‘contract” and insert in lieu thereof 


the Senate same. 
its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 71, pee agree to ua same with an amendment as 3 te lieu of 


ntof the Senate 

numbered 72, ment as follows: In line 3 
of said amendment strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word ‘‘forty;" and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the recede from ited ge ergy ro eR 
the Senate num 79, and agree to the 

That the Senate recede from its di ent to the eee House 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 80, and agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its d tothe amendmentof the Senate 
numbered 87, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike out 


in said amendment the words and for circles to become public reservations; 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement tothe amendment of the Senate 
ee 95, and agree ae eee, as 5 ows: In leu of 

sum proposed inser ** * agree to same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 98, and agree to, the same with an amendment as follows: In 
lieu of the sum proposed “ $36,250; " and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 105, and to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the sum proposed insert 818.540; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from 3 to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 113, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In line 
3 of said amendment, strike out the word six” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “‘five;" and strike out of said amendment the words “fi 0 
where they occur in lines 8 and 10; and the Senate agree to the sam 

That the House recede from its di ent to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 120, agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Add to 
the words pro to be inserted by said amendment the following: and suc- 
8 aud the Senate agree to the same. 

On amendments numbered 15, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 12 27 28, 29, 30. 37, 39, 42, 43, 44, 
47, noe tag 52, 54, 61, 63, 64, 63, 100, and 124 the committee of conference have been 
to agree, 


The statement accompanying the report is as follows: 
The managers on the part of the House of the conference on the 
votes of the two Houses on certain amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. 
ong en sens Bo ok reir ict to provide for the expenses of the government of 
the lumbia for the fiscal year — submit the following written 
eee in . of the action which is recommended by the conference 
committee on each of the amendments in the 8 conference report, 
ern ola md cio with the bill as it passed the House, except when other- 
sta’ 
‘mon amendments numbered 2, 3,and 4: Provides 5 laborer at 
88 ·˙ ete ce proposed inerease of $500 in the salary of the in- 
—— in the executive office. 
bered 5, 6, and 7: Provides for an additional clerk — 
‘increase of $300 for the contingent expenses in 


be age amendments num 


On 2 8. 9. and 10: Increases the amount for contingent expenses 
$250 in er office, and $500 for necessary expenses in the collection of 


overdue 
On amendments 1 and 12: Strikes out proposed increase of $1,000in the salary 


of the t attorney. 
On amendments 18. 14, 18, and 16: Strikes out increase in the salary 
increases the salary of the 


of superintendent of roads from $1,400 to $1 
superintendent of lamps from $900 to $1,000; and Biken out provision for super- 
intendent and in: r of sewers at $2,000. 


3 amendment 17: Increases amount for contingent expenses in the engineer's 


On amendment 19: Provides for paving Fifteenth street between Penusylvania 
and New York avenues, 

On amendments 3t and 32: Strikes out proposed increase 
ments from $90,000 to $100,000, and ap; 


8125. 

On amendment 36: Increases the amount for repairs to streets, avenues, and 
alleys from $30,000 to $40,000. 

On amendment 38: Increases the amount for repairs to county roads from 
$45,000 to $50,000. 

On amendment 41: Provides yt ad Eighteenth street, middle section, 
90 Columbia road, at a cost of $5,000, 

n amendment 15: Strikes out provision that limits the improvement of Rock 
Pein Church road, except where it is widened. 

On amendment 49; Howard avenue, which is to be improved, as lo- 
cated in Mount Pleasant, 
3 Reduces the amount for improving Bunker Hill road from 
to . 
ere — — 53: Restores the provision for improving River road from Ten- 
nown 
amendment 55: Reduces the amount for condemnation of streets, roads, 
ak alleys from = to $5,000. 

On amendment 56: Strikes out the provision inserted by the Senate authoriz- 
ing t the commissioners to proceed to condemn land for streets, alleys,iand roads 
and highways to the ascertainment of the costs thereof. 

On amendment 59: Increases the amount for cleaning and repairing sewers and 
basins from $33,000 to $35,000. 
BC eg tyr gia Increases the amount for replacing obstructed sewers from 
2, 000. 
M Increases the amount for suburban sewers from $40,000 to 


o $18,000 to $25,000. 

On amendments 70,71, 72 and 75: Provides for electric lighting on the south 
side of Pennsylvania avenue; increases the amount for electric lighting from 
$35,000 to $40,000; limits the payment for electric lighting to 60 cents ar aigas 
on wires underground, and eee eee. wholly or in 
part overhead; and restores the pro authorizing the commissioners to in- 
vite proposals for supplying alerts light at reduced rates by any system. 

On amendments 79and 80: Providesforinereased pay to principalsof drawing 


On amendment 81: Requiresthe commissioners to report to Congress an esti- 
mpa Se for each number of teachers required in the public schools and the amount 
for each 
amendment 84: Strikes o proposed increase for repairs and improvements 
to ye been buildings from $20, — to 825,000. 
On eee 85: Increases the amount for contingent expenses of public 
from $22,500 to $25,000. 


On amendment ss: Appropriates $3,985.30 for the purchase ofadditional ground 
for the Arthur School building. 


On amendment 87: Confers upon the commissioners all the powers conferred 

on the Secretary of the Treasury and other officers of the United States by the 

act of August 1, 1888, for the condemnation of land for sites for school buildings, 
ngine houses, and police stations. 

n amendment 8$: Strikes out yyy increase in the salary of the major 
and superintendent of police from $2,700 to $3,300. 

On amendments 89, 90, 91, 92, 93, and 95: Strikes out proposed increase in the 
number of lieutenants of police from 9 to 10, increases number of sergeants of 

lice from 22 to 28, increases the number of poes privates of class 1 from 145 
185, increases number of 5 privates of class 2 from 140 to 150, and in- 
creases number of drivers of police patrol wagons from 5 to 7. 

On amendments 97 and 98: Strikes out proposed increase in contingent ex- 
penses of the fire department from $7,500 to $8,000, 

On amendment 99: Strikes out proposed appropriation of $5,000 for purchase 
of new fire-alarm boxes, 

On amendments 101, 102, and 105: Strikes out proposed provision that a clerk 
in the health office shall in the absence or inability of the health officer perform 
— duties; and strikes out proposed increase of one clerk at 81, O00 in the health 

e ment, 

n amendments 106, 107, 108, and 109; Strikes out proposed increase in the gen- 
eral miscellaneous fund of the District from $7,000 to $8,000; and provides for 
one hostler and ambulance driver at $240, as proposed by the House for the 
Washington Asylum. A 

On oxy oe a Raa Reduces the amount for improving the grounds of the 
Reform School from $600 to $300. 

On amendment III: Appropriates $6,700 for steam-heating and lighting by 
gas the several buildings of the Industrial Home School. 

Onamendment 112: Increases the amount for the relief of the poor from $15,000 


On amendment 113: Appropriates $5,000 for temporary support of indigent per- 
sons, to be expended in the discretion of the commissioners of the District, 

On amendment 114: Increases the amount for the maintenance of the Colum- 
bia Hospital and Lying-in Asylum from $15,000 to $20,000. 

On amendments li5and 116: Appropriates $700 for drainage and sewerage and 
for coal vault for the buildings of the National Association for Destitute Colored 
Women and Children. 

On amendment 117: Appropriates $10,000 for the erection of a brick building 
for the German Orphan Asylum Association. 

On amendment 119: Appropriates $15,000 to aid the House of the Good Shep- 
herd in erecting a building. 

On amendment 120: Requires report to be made from the asylums reforma- 
tories, industrial schools, and charities named in this act and in former and 
succeeding appropriation acts on or before the Ist day of October of each year. 

On amendment 121: Strikes out proposed appropriation of $2,000 to enable 
the commissioners to obtain information touching the charities of the District. 

On amendment 123: Inserts the following provision as section 3 of the bill: 
That hereafter all moneys received from sales of animals or material of 
any sort, purchased under r e made for the District of Columbia 
since July 1, 1878, other than for the water department, shall be paid into the 
Treasury of the United States, to the credit of the United States and the District 
in equal parts; and all balances of appropriations that have been heretofore or 
that shall be hereafter made for the District of Columbia under section 3 of the 
act of June 11, 1878, entitled ‘An act providing a permanent form of government 
for the District of Columbia,’ heretofore or hereafter remaining unexpended at 
the end of two years from the close of the fiscal year for which such appropria- 
tions have been or shall be made, shall be covered into the Treasury, one-half 
to the credit of the surplus fund and one-half to the credit of the general fund 
of the District of Columbia.” 

On amendments 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28, 29, 30, 37, 39, 42, 43, 44, 47, 48, 51. 52, 
54, 61, 63, 64, 65, 100, and 124 the committee of conference have been unable to 
agree, These amendments relate to work on streets and avenues; proposed 
legislation touching the character of rails to be used by street railroads in the 
District; constructing county roads and surburban streets; appropriations for 
main and pipa sewers; authority to uso appropriations for repairs of sewers 
and replacing of obstructed sewers by contract or otherwise; making appro- 
priations available at once for improvement of streets and county roads, con- 
struction of sewers and erection of school buildings; appointment of three san- 
itary engineers to report upon asystem of sewerage in the District of Columbia; 
the placing of telegraph, telephone, and electric-light wires under-ground; and 
to appropriation of $200,000 for the establishment of a zoological park. 

J. C. CLEME: E 

FELIX CAMPBELL, 

D. B. HENDERSON, 
Managers on the partof the House. 


Mr. CLEMENTS. Mr. Speaker, just a few words more in explana- 
tion of this report. - This bill as it passed the House appropriated $4,- 
943,193.61. It was increased by the Senate to $6,296,139.91; being an 
increase of $1,352,946.30, of which sum the House agreed to $32,905 
by concurring in certain Senate amendments, leaving $1,320,041.30 to 
be disposed of by the conference committee. Of this sum the conferees 
have been unable to agree upon $873,137, The Senate yields $155,596, 
and the House yields $291,308.30. Now, I wish to call attention to 
the items involving the appropriations which are still in controversy 
between the conferees of the two Houses. Upon streets the amount in 
Peo ing is $498,137, on county roads $110,000; making a total of 

08, 137. 

It will be seen by these figures that the Senate amendments, concern- 
ing which we are unable to agree, appropriate for streets and county 
roads an expenditure of about $1,100,000, being an increase over the 
bill of last session of about $608,000 in round numbers. 

The managers on the part of the House have not thought that they 
were authorized to concede this large increase in expenditure in the 
matter of streets, in view of the present condition of the streets, 
comparing favorably, as we think, with the streets of other cities. In 
this connection I would call attention to the fact that in 1881 the 
amount appropriated for streets was $300,000. 

It has been gradually increasing, until last year it was $617,000. 
Now, itis proposed by this Senate amendment to carry this item up 
to $1,100,000. Furthermore, in this connection I will call attention to 
the increase in thig bill during the same period of time for all pur- 


poses. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Will my colleague allow me a question at this 

point? ; 
Mr. CLEMENTS, Certainly, 
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Mr. BLOUNT. I wish to know whether that increase is to be ap- 
propriated to any specific streets, or is it a gross sum? 

Mr. CLEMENTS, It is intended to be applied to specific streets 
named, and to be apportioned by schedule to the different parts of the 


city. < 

In 1881 the total amount appropriated was $3,425,257.38. The 
amount appropriated last year was 85,070, 210.32. I read these figures 
in order to show the rapid and continuous growth of publiç expendi- 
tures for the District of Columbia for various pu , and it must be 
borne in mind that the people of the United States outside of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia under the provisions of the law organizing this Gov- 
ernment pay 50 per cent. of these expenditures. The people of the 
District pay the other 50 per cent, On the main and pipe sewers the 
amount of difference again is $50,000. Another amendment is for $15,- 
000 to pay for a sanitary commission—a commission. of sanitary engi- 
neers—to examine the present sewerage system of this city and to make 
report. 

The conferees on the part of the House object to this provision for the 
reason that under the appropriation bill of last year $5,000 was given to 
enable the commissioners of the District to make an examination of the 
present system of sewerage, and their report, we are informed, is now 
almost ready to be submitted. It has not been received, however. We 
do not know theresult of their investigation, and therefore did not think 
15 wise to enter upon another inquiry until the result of that one was 

own. 

The next and last item involving any expenditure of money is an 
ee ee of $200,000 for a zoological park, proposed to be pur- 
ch through the instrumentality of a commission provided for in the 
Senate amendment. The conferees ou the part of the House have not 
thought proper to yield on that question. 

Mr. HATCH. And I hope they will not. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope not. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. This makes $873,137 that is in controversy in 
accordance with this report. 

There are five other items of legislation in this bill to which I will 
briefly call attention, and upon which the conferees have failed to 
agree. One is a provision requiring the existing street railway com- 
panies to replace their present track with flat rails, and, while the con- 
ferees on the part of the House believe that something ought to be 
done, I think I am authorized to say that they believe some steps 
ought to be taken to correct the nuisance now existing at the-railroad 
crossings, and while they believe that perhaps, by degrees, this plan 
of substituting flat rails for those now used may be carried out, at the 
same time they think that the provisions of this amendment 
by the Senate are oppressive, and would perhaps result in bankrupting 
some of the weaker roads if they were required to replace their rails 
within a very short period, as they would be under the provision in 
the bill. The House conferees have therefore been unable to agree to 
the Senate amendment. 

The next is a provision as to the repairs of streets and alleys, that 
they may be made under contract orotherwise. Under existing law 
they must be made under contract with the lowest bidder. The pro- 
vision in the bill authorizes the commissioners, at their discretion, to 
have the work done otherwise than under contract wherever they see 
proper. We have not thought this a wise provision. The general policy 
of the Government has been to require these things to be done under 
contract with the lowest bidder, and if a eee of this sort were to 
be adopted at all, we think it ought to relate only to the smaller items 
of expenditure. 

The third legislative provision proposed about which there is disa- 
greement is one to make the amount of money appropriated for streets, 
road ways, and avenues immediately available. We do not believe that 
that is a necessary or wise provision. We think that the expenditures 
for each fiscal year should be kept within the fiscal year as far as prac- 
1 and therefore we have not thought proper to agree to this pro- 
vision. 

Another provision is in regard to authorizing the commissioners to 
permit in some cases the laying of electric, telegraph, and other wires 
underground, and to prohibit them from permitting companies here- 
after to place additional wires overhead. The House provision is to 
prohibit in the future additional wires being put overhead, and to give 
authority to the commissioners to permit the existing wires or others, 
to be put underground. The Senate provision in effect simply gives a 
permissive power to the commissioners to allow existing wires to be 
placed underground. : 

Another matter of disagreement is the Senate amendment changing) 
the bill in relation to contracts for asphalt pavements. The existing: 
law, which has been approved by Congress after Congress, limits the 
amount to be paid to $2 per square yard. The provision of the Senate! 
now in controversy proposes to give to the commissioners the discretion; 
to increase that amount, wherever in their judgment the travel or the 
eee of a particular street or the character of the ground re- 
qu a larger expenditure in order to make a good pavement. The, 
conferees on the part of the House thought that to grant such discre- 
tion as that would be in effect to repeal the statute and leave the 
matter entirely to the commissioners. If we give the commissioners 
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power to make exceptional contracts in their discretion, that, in effect, 
sweeps away its limitation entirely. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I have said all that I care to say upon these 
provisions, and I reserve the balance of my time: 

Mr. BLOUNT. I wish to ask my colleague in relation to one point. 
I ee him to say that there is an item there for the purchase of 
a par 

Ar. CLEMENTS. Yes, a zoological park; an amendment put in by 
the Senate. The appropriation is $200,000. 

Mr. BLOUNT. At what point? 

Mr. RANDALL. At no point. Wherever they may select. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. I think there is some intimation as to the local- 
ity, but it is very loose. 

Mr. RANDALL. It is very loose indeed. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, this question of a na- 
tional park or a zoological garden is a matter to which I would like to 
have the House give its attention. It will be observed that we have 
penay agreed upon all matters in controversy between the two 

ouses except the amount to be given for street improvements and the 
question of this national park. Nearly all the remaining matters in 
issue between the two Houses have been agreed upon. In regard to 
this park I would be glad if the House would give some expression of 
its views. In the House bill there was no provision fora park. The 
Senate amended the bill by providing for the purchase of 200 acres of 
pona for a zoological park or garden. Since that time a sentiment 

developed in this city, and it has been pressed upon us by a citi- 
zens’ committee, that we should inaugurate here a national park em- 
bracing some 2,000 acres of land. Now, if itis the sentiment of the 
House that we should have a park at all, I would be glad to havesome 
expression of that kind at this time, so that we may act intelligently 
in the conference. For myself I say that I incline very strongly in 
favor of a park in this city. We have not one now. 

Mr. ANDERSON, ofKansas. How much will it cost? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. It is estimated that it will cost, all 
told, to get the land about a million and a half of dollars. I am satis- 
fied that a provision can be draughted in the conference that will bring 
the amount much below that sum, by compelling the property-owners 
whose land will abut on this park to contribute largely to the expense. 
If some general instructions were given to us, declaring that the senti- 
ment of the House favors a park at all, I believe we can provide for 
carrying out that judgment in a wise manner. But if the House is 
against any park, the sooner we know that the better, that we may 
terminate this issue in conference. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. How much is it estimated will be the 
cost of maintaining the park after it is established ? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. No estimate has been made in that 
respect as to the national park. As to the zoological park, the esti- 
mate was about $25,000 a year—probably $40,000 for the first year or 
two, when the Government would be putting in accommodations for 
the animals. Our experience would probably be about the same as 
that of other cities in regard to their parks. 

I will say for the information of those who desire to know, that ac- 
cording to the figures furnished to us the parks in London embrace 
2,200 acres; in Paris, 58,000 acres; Vienna, 8,000 acres; Tokio, 6,000 
acres; Berlin, 5,000 acres; Dublin, 1,900 acres; Versailles, 3,000 acres; 
Central Park, New York City, 840 acres. Chicago has just authorized 
a park of 2,000 acres. Ido not-know what number of acres may be 
embraced in the present parking system of that city. San Francisco 
has 1,200 acres of park. The city of Washington has no park. It is a 
question for grave thought and earnest consideration whether the time 
has not arrived when our national capital should have a park in keep- 
ing with the capitals of other nations. I think that we should have 
the judgment of our associates in this House on that subject. I be- 
lieve in this park; I am for it; but I will yield my judgment to that 
of the House and will devote my efforts to carrying outits wish. I 
repeat that I would be glad to have an expression of the sentiment of 
the House before we again go into conference. i 

Mr. HATCH. Does the gentleman wish to be understood as saying 
that there is in the Senate amendment provision for two parks—one a 
general pts and one a zoological garden? 

Mr. DERSON, of Iowa. No, sir. The original amendment 
which was put on the bill by the Senate7provides for the purchase of 
200 acres for a zoological garden. The proposition now urged upon us 
is to havea national park embracing some 2,000 acres, running clear out 
to the boun , and which shall include a zoological garden—the 
greater to include the less. 

Mr. HATCH, How much of this proposed appropriation is to be 
devoted to the establishment ot the zoological garden ? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. It was estimated that for the first 
year about $40,000 would be required to equip and run the zoological 


park. i 

Mr. HATCH. That is, aside from the purchase of the land? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I think the amount embraced in the 
amendment of the Senate for the purchase of the ground for the zoo- 
logical garden is about $200,000, 
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I desire to say in this connection, as suggested to me by the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. O'NEILL], that Philadelphia has 2,900 
acres of park. 

Mr, HATCH. Ifthe gentleman would include in this bill an amend- 
ment providing for inclosing the Capitol as a ‘‘ zoological park, I think 
the country would indorse the proposition, for we have now as big a 
‘bear garden“ here as anybody could want. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. No doubt there are in the Capitol 
some animals that ought to be taken in. But let us not turn this mat- 
ter to mirth. It is a serious question, and I think it should be seriously 
considered by the House. 

Mr. RANDALL. Does the gentleman from Iowa maintain that the 
conferees representing the House and the Senate upon a controversy 
involving $200,000 for a zoological garden can entertain a proposition 
for purchasing, not 200 acres, but 2,000 acres, at an expense of a million 
of dollars ? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I think it is within the power of the 
two Houses to do that. 

Mr. RANDALL. Well, then, I hope this House will take that fact 
into consideration in the vote which it will give. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. That is why I have said in perfect 
candor that I do not want to do anything on this question until we 
have an expression of the sense of the House; I have frankly presented 
the question with that view. I certainly would not venture on such a 
proposition without some expression from the House in favor of it. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Will the gentleman from Iowa permit me to ask 
him a question? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. With great pleasure. 

Mr. BLOUNT. The proposition is fora zoological park? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BLOUNT. The gentleman says there is being pressed on them 
a plan for a national park, an entirely distinct one from this zoological 
park? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. It is to bean enlargement of this, and 
embraces animals as well as a general park. 

Mr. BLOUNT. It is to be a national park. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. It is a national park, embracing a 
zoological collection. That is what they are pressing upon us. A 
number of bills have been introduced into the Senate and House em- 
bracing that idea. I am not certain but favorable reports have been 
made on them. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. ROWELL], on the 
District Committee, says favorable report has been made on that prop- - 
osition. z 

Mr. BLOUNT. What is the extent to which they propose to en- 


large? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. They propose to take in about 2,000 
acres, The park proposed by the amendment is to be located on Rock 
Creek. The larger park would take in the smaller. 

A Mr. BLOUNT. I understand that is being discussed by the con- 
erees. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. We have only discussed the zoological 
feature so far. 

Mr. BLOUNT. But it is being pressed. : 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. It is being pressed by the citizens’ 
committee. A committee came and asked us to consider it. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Do the conferees consider it is competent for them 
to entertain the proposition? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. We can enlarge or decrease it, but I 
think some expression should come from the House before we enter on 


any such popon; 
Mr BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Will the gentleman yield to 
me? 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Yes, sir. 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. 
stands it is limited to a zoological park. 
Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Yes, sir. 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. What the gentleman wants 
is AN to go further and make an amendment for a national 
par 
Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. We want an expression from the 
House whether they want a park or not. 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. There is the difficulty with 
those of us who are in ſavor of a zoological park and against a national 
park. For one I am in favor of a zoological park. I think if we can 
appropriate money for the purpose of making archæological and eth- 
nological researches and to send out the Albatross to find fossils at 
the bottom of the sea we can certainly spenda few thousand dollars 
to keep the animals now nearly extinct from becoming entirely so by 
the establishment of a zoological park in this city. I thiuk that is a 
wise thing, but I am not willing to go into a real-estate speculation to 
the extent of 2,000 acres for a national park. - 
Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I wish to impress upon the House if 
we are going to have a park here it must be provided soon, for when 
houses are built and the city extends into the region where the park is 
proposed to be built, the only available ground for it will be taken up. 


As the amendment now 


2418 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


It is now within our reach, and citizens are eager to contribute from 
their own pockets to aid in building it. If the larger scheme can be 
made the property-holders will contribute largely towards it. . 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I do not wish to be under- 
stood as wishing to prevent any liberal citizens from buying 1,800 acres 
of land and presenting it to the Government or city for that purpose if 
they choose. I wish to be understood only as favoring the zoological 
park instead of the other; and, if possible, I should like to have some 
expression of sentiment on the part of the House which would enable 
the conferees to act on that proposition. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. But forthe fact that a few men planted 
in the midst of the proposed park, having the power of refusing to sell 
their lands or fix any price upon them, are able to block the way of 
their fellow-citizens in this respect, there would probably be not so 
much necessity for this action. But the power to condemn must be 
given to reach that class of people. That is why the citizens of the 
District of Columbia insist upon some legislation toreach them. Efforts 
were made by subscription; a large amount has already been obtained 
by subscription, and, as I understand, a considerable amount has been 
promised; but because of the fact that here and there some person will 
refuse to give way or allow his property to be used for the purpose at 
any compensation, hoping to be able at some time or other to demand 
from his fellow-citizens blackmail of 200 or 300 per cent. over the value 
of the property, it is necessary that some such steps should be taken 
to allow the exercise of the right of eminent domain, if this work is 
ever to be prosecuted. Because, as I have said, when this landis built 
up, it will be very difficult and very expensive to get possession of it. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Will the gentleman permit me a moment? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Certainly. 

Mr. BLOUNT. For many years we have been told when making 
the appropriations pertaining to the Potomac Flats that the Govern- 
ment would gain thereby about 700 acres of land. I wish to ask my 
friend if in the investigation of this matter that subject has been con- 
sidered. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. We did not have that matter before 
us, I will state to my friend from Georgia. 

Mr. BLOUNT. If my friend had heard my question I think he 
would not have answered me in that way. He has just stated, when 
he was referring to the need of securing the land which it was desir- 
able to secure possession of for the purposes of a national park, that it 
would be difficult after awhile, or in a few years, to get suitable lands; 
and in that connection I asked the gentleman whether heorhisfellow- 
conferees in discussing the feasibility of getting lands for this purpose 
had turned their attention to the large amount of land which would 
probably be reclaimed from the Potomac Flats. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. No, sir; it has not been urged upon 
us as either desirable or available for that p On the contrary, 
the region of Rock Creek, it is represented, is a beautiful region of 
country for the purposes of the park, equally adapted for that pur- 

as the Philadelphia park, and better perhaps than Central Park 
in New York. I do not know as to the accuracy of that, for I have not 
inspected them. I simply lay the matter before the House and ask 
an expression of its judgment. 

Now I would like to answer my friend from Ohio who is on his feet. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I wish to ask if it is 2 75 ee to pake 
substantial progress in this matter by ascertaining first what lands can 
be sauteed e e e the outlines, and then get the next Congress to 
act upon it, if we are not now ready to do so? I understand that 
neither the price of the ground is known, nor in fact the exact limits 
the park is proposed to occupy. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. They have made and submitted very 
careful estimates of the cost. } 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. But I only wish to suggest whether it is 
not possible to insert a provision here looking in the direction the gen- 
tleman contemplates. è 

Mr. HEND. N, of Iowa. The citizens’ committee have that 
matter well in hand. The region is well mapped out, and the only 
difficulty is in the want of power to condemn for the purpose of ac- 
quiring title for the Government. 

I will yield to the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. HEMPHILL] 
unless some other gentleman desires to be heard. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I would like to offer the following instruction 
to the committee of conference. 

The SPEAKER. Itis not now in order to instruct the conferees. 
It can be read for information, if the gentleman desires. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Then I ask that it be read for information. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the House managers on the District of Columbia appropriation 
bill are hereby instructed by the House to endeavor to secure such action by 
the managers on the part of the two Houses on the Senate amendment num- 
bered 124 as will secure to the Distriet of Columbia a national park. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Loffer that resolution with a view of ing the 
sense of the House on this question. As those of us who have 
here for a year or two remember, an effort has been constantly made 
on the part of the Senate to so provide in the appropriation bill for the 


District of Columbia that some legislation may be had for the estab- 
lishment of a zoological park. At the same time there have been bills 
pending before this and the other branch of Congress for a national 
park, and if the national park project is adopted then the provision for 
the zoological park as a separate institution will be entirely unneces- 
sary. The bill for the national park has been reported favorably and 
unanimously by the Committee on the District of Columbia, who have 
taken a great deal of pains in this respect to investigate the subject 
and ascertain all of the details. i 

Inasmuch as no opportunity will be afforded us in this session of 
Congress to present this matter to the House, and as in the view of the 
committee it is important that it should at the present time be acted 
upon, I would like to submit the views which influenced the commit- 
tee in reporting this bill favorably. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, there has been a great deal said heretofore about 
how much has been spent upon the District of Columbia in the way of 
public improvements; but if gentlemen will look out upon this city 
they will see that there has been less done for the people of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, as citizens of this District of Columbia, than for the 
people of many other eities in the United States. Now, I do not say that 
the people here do not get more benefit from the public buildings and 
parks than we get in South Carolina or any other city; but they have 
no general park here that belongs to the public. 

They have no public buildings where the city authorities have a per- 
manent abiding place. They have no post-office fit for any city of this 
country or any country that is civilized. In fact, there has been noth- 
ing done for the people of this city that has not been done for people 
of other cities of this Union not as large. Therefore, I trust that gen- 
tlemen will not view this question unfavorably upon the theory that 
there has already been as much done for the people of this District as 
the Government is under obligation to do. Now, there is scarcely a 
city of any size in the United States that has nota public park. While 
there are a number of small parks in this city, there is not a single one 
of any size where the people can go out into the country, as it were, 
and get the fresh air and have all the invigorating influences that come 
from the country that does not belong to some private party. There 
are, it is true, a number of small reservations, but they do not accom- 
modate the portion of the city growing out towards the west, and 
if the same spirit governs us in the future that has in the past, the 
whole of the park in which the Smithsonian Institution is situated will 
be occupied by public buildings. 

Mr. BLAND. Does not the gentleman from South Carolina think 
that if the obstructions were taken away that have been created by the 
Pennsylvania Railroad and the ground cleared that that would be a 
very desirable park? 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. “ 


A message in writing from the President, by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his 
secretaries, was received, and the following approvals were also an- 
nounced: 

On February 26: 

An act (H. R. 11795) making appropriations for the legislative, ex- 
ecutive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1890, and for other purposes; 

An act (H. R. 11879) making appropriations for the diplomatic and 
oer service of the United States for the fiscal year ending June 30, 

U 
An act es R. 7718) for the relief of Milo McCrillis; 

An act (H. R. 11777) granting the right of way to the Fort Smith, 
Paris and Dardanelle Railway Company to construct and operate a rail- 
road, telegraph, and telephone line from Fort Smith, Ark., through 
the Indian Territory to or near Baxter Springs, in the State of Kansas; 

An act (H. R. 10240) for the relief ot J. Edwin Pilcher; 

An act (H. R. 11515) granting a pension to Charles G. Sanders; 

An act (H. R. 11923) granting a pension to Charles Schuler; 
An act R. 10882) granting a pension to Nancy Hamilton; 

An act (H. R. 10879) increasing the pension of Permelia Smith; and 
Tanvi H. R. 2428) granting an increase of pension to William H. 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. HEMPHILL, I will state, Mr. Speaker, that if there is any 
portion of this District in which we could well have a park itis this 
portion through which Rock Creek passes, and if the people of this 
District are to have a park for such portion as would bean honor to this 
city, being the capital of this nation, they can not get it unless they 
get it under action of this Congress. There is no power in any govern- 
mental officer here to condemn land or to put his finger for a public 
purpose upon a single piece of property in this District; and therefore 
whatever is done must be done by action of Congress, 

Now, I know, Mr. Speaker, that 2,000 acres of land is a very large 

rk for a city of the size of the city of Washington; and if we were to 
eee for to-day or for the near future it would be too large; but we 
all know that this city is growing rapidly; that property is going upin 
price, and thatif we are to have a national park in this city this is the 
most opportune time the Congress of the United States will ever see. 
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We can get a park here in this District now ata cost whieh will not 
he any more e e ee one-sixth of what has already been ex- 
ed for the p ase of land by the city of Philadelphia or New 
ork or any of the large cities in this country. In Brooklyn, where 
they have a large park, they spent $3,919,000 in the purchase of the 
land alone. In St. Louis, where they have a new park of about 788 
acres, they paid $819,000. In addition to that they have a number of 
other parks in the city of St. Louis; and I do not understand, Mr. 
peaker, why the people of this District and the people of the United 
tates should not be willing to expend as much money for the benefit 
f the people residing in this capital city as is ordinarily spent by peo- 
ple who control their own expenses. 

Mr. HERBERT. Will the gentleman state how much is theannual 
expense of keeping any of these parks in order that he has mentioned? 
Can the — give us any idea of the annual expense of keeping 
up one of these immense parks? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. No, sir; I have no information upon that 
subject. I willsay, however, fo my friend from Alabama that I pre- 
sume the people of thase cities are well satisfied with the that 
is found to be necessary to keep up uae peia because there is not a 
single instance where such a public park has ever been dedicated and 
the people have taken it back and put it to any other use, as they 
might do if they were dissatisfied; and not only have those cities which 
have parks kept them up and improved them, but nearly every other 
city of any importancein the country is now seeking to acquire such a 

k 


"E TAULBEE. I will ask the gentleman from South Carolina 
whether it is not a fact, so far as he has observed with regard to this 
matter of public parks, that a large properen of the expense which is 
necessary in order to maintain them is derived from the leasing of 


roper pri to citizens within the parks? 
x Mr, HET HI. I think that mi ibe made available to quitea 


| 


large extent in maintaining a park. 
Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. I desire to ask the gentleman a ques- 
tion as to the propriety of this legislation on an appropriation bill. Is 


there anything in the proposed amendment that would limit or control 
the purchase of this property, or protect the interests of the people at 
bas Py ee ri few who would be benefited ? 

Mr. PHILL. My resolution was presented simply to test the 
sense of the House upon this question, so that if the resolution is adopted 
and the rt eomes back from the conferees, the House, if it be satis- 
fied that the amendment is a properly drawn one, can adopt it; if not, 
can give the conferees further instructions, or can reject the amendment. 
This leaves it to the conferees upon the part of the House, if this reso- 
lution is adopted, to prepare a suitable amendment by which the in- 
terests of the public. will be 2 guarded, 

Mr. McMILLIN. Will the gentleman from South Carolina permit 
me to ask him a question? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The gentleman has referred to parks that have 
been purchased or made by other cities, and to the expenditures in- 
c therefor. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Does the gentleman propose that the city of Wash- 
ington shall do what those other cities have done, pay for the that 
it gets, or does he propose that they in conjunction with the ce of 
the people of the United States shall pay for it, and that hisconstituents 
and mine shall pay for of it? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I will say to the gentleman that so far as I am 
concerned I would propose that the citizens of the United Statesshould 
do with reference to this public park as they do with reference to all 
other publie improvements in this, District, that is, that they should 
pay their fair share of the cost of the park. We own one-half of the 
property in the District. It belongs to the United States, and the con- 
currence of opinion has been up to this time that the Government of 
the United States ought not to own half the property here unless it is 


willing to pay half the col eran 

Mr. McMILLIN. the gentleman permit another question? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Yes, sir. : 

Mr. McMILLIN. The gentleman says that the people of the United 
States own one-half of the property here. - 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Inorder to arrive at that estimate is it not a fact 
that the parks themselves which are now established here have been 
charged to the people of the United States as a part of their prop- 


erty? 

HEMPHILL. Well, sir, if they are a part of the pro of 
the United States, and if the United States is not satisfied 10 Bald them 
or to pay taxes upon them, let the Government sell them or erect public 
buildings on them, 

Mr. McMILLIN, Furthermore, is it not the fact that the streets 
have been charged against the United States in order to make up that 


estimate? 

Mr. HILL. Oh, that is neither here nor there. 
| Mr. Mo YLIN. I will say to my friend that that is here. That 
is a fact, and it is going to remain here. 
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Mr. HEMPHILL. Well, that may be a fact; butif so, it is a fact 
by the action of Congress, and it is not fair to blame the people of the 
District for something which Congress has done of its own free will. 

Mr. McMILLIN. But you are endeavoring now to get Congress to 
do something more in the same direction. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Well, if we have done an erroneous thing in the 
past, the proper remedy is not to deny to the people of this District a 
public park such as the people of othereitieshave. The proper remedy 
is to go to work now to regulate properly the ion of the ex- 
penses of the District which the people here ought to pay, and the pro- 
portion which the people of the United States ought to pay. But let 
us not visit the punishment upon the people of the District when they 
have had no voice in the action that has been taken in the past, and 
when it has been done by Congressitself, which has had sole authority 
to act in the premises. 

Mr. HERBERT. I wish to ask the gentleman from South Carolina 
whether it is not also a fact that in order to make the showing of the 
Government owning one-half of the property here, all the Government 
buildings have been charged to the people of the United States? And 
is it not also a fact that the Government itself, without any help from 
the people of the District, takes care of every public building here? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I presume that is all true, butI do not see that 
it has anything to do with the question at issue here. 

Mr. HERBERT. It is an answer to your argument about the Gov- 
ernment owning one-half of the property. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. It is not an answer to my argument; and if the 
gentleman thinks it is I am quite satisfied that he has a monopoly ot 
that opinion. We did this ourselves. Congress fixed the matter to 
suit itself, and not the poopie of the District, and if mything is wrong 
Congress is responsible and Con alone has the power to change it. 
Mr. HERBERT. The facts I have stated, though, go to your argu- 
ment, based upon the estimate of the Government owning one-half the 


bo ant here. 

. HEMPHILL. That does not make any difference. I simply 
say that that is the estimate which has been recognized heretofore, and 
that Congress, which has had the Fe has not changed it. The 
gentleman from Alabama is entitled to his opinion, and I may agree 
with him, but at the same time it is not fair to make the people of the 
District responsible for the existing state of affairs. 

Now, there is 3 I would like to say in regard to this 
park. It is well known that Rock Creek flows right through the Dis- 
trict from one end to the other until it empties into the Potomac River. 
Along a considerable portion of Rock Creek the banks have been built 
up with dwelling-houses, and as a natural consequence the creek has 
become in some parts the natural sewer for everything in the shape of 
refuse coming from those dwellings. Rock Creek has thus become a 
stench in the nostrils of the people in that portion of the city. There 
has been pressed most urgently upon the Distriet Committee a propa- 
sition to arch over Rock Creek in part and to tunnel another part so 
as to get rid of these noxious odors coming from the ereek. If we 
should undertake to do that work, although it would apply to only a 
very small of Rock Creek, it would cost, according to the estimate, 
$600,000, and in all bility by the time we had finished it the cost 
would be a great deal more. 

Now, as a pure matter of dollars and cents, I submit whether it is 
not better to keep the banks of this creek free from dwelling-houses 
and dedicate the land to some publie purpose. I do not hesitate tosay 
that something must be done for the protection of the people living in 
the neighborhood of Roek Creek, where buildings have been con- 
structed on its border. Unless something be done that whole stream 
will become the deposit of the sewerage and refuse of people living 
upon its banks, and that portion of the city will soon have to be aban- 
doned or given over to people who can live in the midst of those 
stenches. 

Besides, Mr. Speaker, there will never be a time when this property 
can be purchased as cheaply as it can be purchased to-day. The 
ple who own the Jand that is expected to be purchased along Hock 
Creek, if any be purchased at all, are the original owners of the prop- 
erty; and as a member of the District Committee I can say that not a 
single one of them nor the representative of one of them has come to 
me, or, so far as I know, to any member of the committee, urging this 
park project upon our consideration. Although I have heard the 
names of a number of these owners, I know but a single one; and al- 
though he bought a piece of there four or five years ago, he 
says, If you want for a public park, I will sell ata price 
that any gentleman in whom I have confidence will put upon it. I 
think that is a fair Lali ema He has not asked Congress to a 
propriate one cent; but he says that, on the contrary, he would 
to hold the land that he t realize the advance in price. 

It is true that a part of the property along this ereek has become very 
valuable. I know a gentleman in this eity who, according to repute— 
I have no personal knowledge of the fact—purchased seven or eight years 
ago a piece of property in this city for a small sum, which he could now 
sell for $250,000 or $300,000. If we are ever going to get a park, now 
is the time; it is in my opinion the only time when the peoples repre- 
sentatives will be willing to vote the súm necessary to secufe it. 
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In addition to that, Mr. Speaker, if this park is purchased the Dis- 
trict under the usage and the existing law will have to pay one-half of 
the expenses. It is proper that the people owning property along the 
line of this park should pay their just proportion in view of any in- 
creased value which may arise from the dedication of this land to pub- 
lic use. The District is in a better condition to pay its share of this 
money now than it will probably ever be for years to come. There is 
a considerable surplus in the treasury of the District, amounting to sev- 
eral hundred thousand dollars—between six hundred thousand and 
seven hundred thousand. 

Mr. BLOUNT. How about the debt? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Of course there isa debt due by the District; 
but it is not payable. 

Mr. RANDALL. The District is in debt to the Federal Government 
to the extent of a million dollars, on account of the expense of the work 
en the aqueduct, and I suggest, if there is any surplus in the treasury, 
the District should devote it to paying that indebtedness. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Iwant to remind the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania that, as I understand, this aqueduct was controlled entirely by 
officials of the United States. 

Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman was stating that the District has 
$600,000 in its treasury undisposed of. I wanted to say that I thought 
the best appropriation of that amount would be for the District to pay 
something toward the million of dollars advanced by the Government 

-on the aqueduct, which has proved an utter failure, 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I think before the District pays any money on 
thataccount there ought to be instituted an investigation to see whether 
the Government of the United States has not swindled the people of 
this District outof a greatdeal of that money. AsI understand, there 
is an investigation now going on at our expense—— 

A MEMBER. The committee has reported. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Yes, the investigation is finished, I believe; and 
I understand there is a very black report, so far as the Government of 
the United States is concerned. If we have taken the money of the 
people of this District, or at least run them into debt to the extent of 
a million of dollars, and if, according to the report made by members 
of this body, we have misappropriated the money designed for the con- 
struction of that tunnel 5 

Mr. RANDALL. That was done against the remonstrance of the 
Committee on Appropriations. s 

Mr. HEMPHILL. That may be true. Yet the District is not re- 
sponsible, as the gentleman will admit. Itis by the fault of officials 
of the United States Government that this misappropriation has hap- 
pened, and it is not right to visit our sins upon the people of this Dis- 
trict. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, they talk a great deal about having a monkey 
show ” here, and all that sort of thing, just the same kind of language 
we heard when this question was before the House on a former occa- 
sion. We spend a great deal of money in keeping in order the hor- 
ticultural garden down here. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
BRECKINRIDGE] says that we ought to provide for the preservation of 
the animals on this continent before they become extinct; but I think 
it much more important that we should furnish some outlet, some 
breathing place, for the poor people of this city, who can not get away 
in the hot weather, and to give them fresh air, sunlight, and a chance 
for health and life. Those who live here and can not get away, and 
those of us who were kept here last summer during the Jong discussion 
upon the tariff, have seen the poor people sitting out and lying out on 
the streets by day and night, under the baking sun of the day or the 
reflected heat of the streets at night, unable to get relief from the in- 
tense heat; and I do not know that we can do a better thing than to 
furnish to the children of the poor people some shaded places where 
they can go and get rid of the hot glow of the summer sun. 

If, then, it is important to preserve the animals of the country, how 
much more important is it to do something towards preserving the 
health of the people, and especially those of our people who can not 
get away in the summer time. I trust we will not be niggardly and 
unjust to these people, and while we are willing to establish a park 
here for animals, forget them and their wants, but that we will rise to 
a proper consideration of the question; and I believe when we have done 
so we will give to the people of this city what is given to the people of 
other cities, who have the privilege of electing their own city officials, 
their own city council and mayor, a proper and suitable public park. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. Mr. Speaker, I will occupy not exceeding five 
minutes in this discussion. The gentleman from South Carolina has 
spoken of the injustice to the people of this District in refusing this ap- 
propriation, and intimates illiberality on the part of the Government. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Well, I do not mean to say that the Govern- 
ment is illiberal; but I tried to show that the le of the District did 
not receive as much benefit as some of our friends seem to think the 
have already received, and as I myself thought they received before 
got here and served upon the committee. , 

Mr. CLEMENTS. I wish to show, Mr. Speaker, something of the 
obligations of the District to the United States in connection with the 
District government, 


The bonded debt of the District of Columbia which the Government) 
of the United States has assamed—that is to say, one half of it, princi- 
pal and interest—on the Ist day of July was $20,581,000, as shown by 
the following statement from the last report of the Treasurer of the 
United States, to wit: 


The following table shows the date of maturity, rate of interest, and print! 
rok of the loans of the District of Columbia outstanding on the 30th day o — 


i 
Date of maturity. Raroia Amount, | 
Per cent. | 
„| Three-year 3 

Permanent 8,031, 
Permanent improvement. 515, 600 
Twenty-year funding... 956, 150 

et 

400 


The annual interest on this sum at that time was $906,000, of which 
the Government of the United States is paying one-half. In addition 
to the funded debt—and by the way I will state that the principal part 
of this has been for improvements in the District of Columbia—in ad-, 
dition to the funded debt there is one-half of the amount recently ex- 
pended on the aqueduct tunnel for the increase of the water supply of 
the city; so that the amount due on the Ist day of July by the Dis- 
trict to the United States for money already advanced for the tunnel 
was $1,038,000. The debt of the District, funded and otherwise, of 
which the United States has assumed and is paying to the sinking fund 
one-half of the principal as it is discharged and annually one-half of 
the interest as it accrues, amounts in the aggregate to the immense 
sum of over $21,000,000. | 
__ Now that we have a surplus of about a million in the Treasury (which, 
if the Senate amendment prevails, would leave it only about a half mill- 
ion or a little less) the gentleman says is an opportune time to expend 
money for a zoological park, and at the same time adopt the larger pro- 
vision for a national park, the one which he is advocating, which is to 
swallow up the zoological garden and make it a part of it. The pro- 
vision inserted in the billto which he refers, reported by his committee, 
as I understand, provides not for the immediate payment, but for the 
creation of a debt running along for future years, adding up and piling 
up against the people of the United States outside as well as those in- 
aea of the District a further accumulation of debt for the luxury of a 


park. 

Why not in the interest of the tax-payer apply it to the water debt 
or to the three and a half millions of bonds that will be due July 1, 
1891, within a year after the expiration of the year for which the ap- 
propriations of this bill aremade? In my judgment there is no neces- 
sity in this city for a national park such as is proposed, as there is in 
other cities. The Government of the United States has reserved plats 
of ground all over the city, in addition to the larger reservations which 
we find everywhere, breathing places where the people can go; and we 
have broad streets and the Government has . money in their 
improvement; and in the sundry civil bill each year is carried a large 
sum of money for paving the walkways through the reservations, and 
pa fur entirely out of the revenues of the Government; no of it 

paid by the District, nor is anything paid by the District for the 
lighting of the reservations, for the convenience of the ple of the 
District much more than for the people outside. And the gentleman 
himself has referred to the Soldiers’ Home, aplace near by, which, 
while it does not belong to the city or the National Governmentstrictly, 
yet it is a great place of resort and will remain there. 

Now, [believe the time has come when the Government of the United 
States is paying largely more than its proper share for the expenses of 
the District and that it ought to be reduced, and if the people of this 
city and District desire a park it is their business to provide it at their 
own ex in a larger measure than is provided in the amendment 
which it is proposed to incorporate on this bill. 

I yield to the gentleman from Texas [Mr. MILLS] for five minutes. 

Mr. MILLS. I wasa member of the Forty-third Congress when this 
strange copartnership was entered into between the Federal Govern- 
ment and the government of the District of Columbia. When the local 
government of this District was abolished by the Forty-third Congress 
I then very seriously questioned the wisdom of that action; and every 
year since that time has satisfied me more fully that the government 
now held over the people of this Districtis wrong. It is un-American. 
It is not in accordance with the principles upon which we have bse ce 
ized local governments in this country. e people of this District 
ought to have a local government of their own, and the Federal Goy-, 
ernment ought to have such jurisdiction and control over the pub} 1 
property of the Federal Government as is necessary to take care of it, 
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In the arrangement of the compromise the interests of the Federal 
Government, which would apply in that government, were abolished, 
and it was then determined that the Federal Government should pay 
one-half of all the expenses annually incurred in the administration of 
the government of the people. 

At that time, perhaps, it was a fair apportionment, The city was 
small; perhaps not exceeding 100,000 inhabitants. It has passed be- 
yond that, and the property owned by the Federal Government then 
Was around this Capitol and in the streets and parks belonging to the 
Federal Government, which were retained by the Government for its 
use at that time, Now the city has extended and is continuing to ex- 
tend. The interest of the Federal Government is constantly ecreas- 
ing in proportion as the interest of the people is constantly increasing. 
As my friend from Pennsylvania said a few moments ago, the appor- 
tionment is now excessive upon the Federal Government, and the le 
under the local government are not contributing what they ought to 
contribute toward the Government. I believe, sir, that je ought to 
stop this unnatural partnership, and the Federal Government ought 
to appropriate each year out of its own funds whatever is n 
and its equitable proportion for the protection of its public property 
and the interests of the city. s 

But, sir, what interest has the Government in buying a park for the 
people of the District of Columbia? The park belongs to the 1 ey 
not to the Federal Government. It is not for the interest of the - 
éral Government that there should be a park on Rock Creek or in the 
midst of the city, It is for the comfort and convenience of the people, 
and not for the Government, and the people ought to pay forit. We 
will continue this condition of things until we dissolve this unnatural 
government and give the people of the District of Columbia the same 
rights t we give the people of Goodie glisters upon their 
population, charging them with their own! self-government, . [Ap- 

lause. 


Mr. CLEMENTS. Mr. Speaker, I now yield ten minutes to the 
gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT]. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Itis singular whata prejudice against the Treasury 
of the United States is manifested in connection with all the ments 
made touchingexpenditures for this District. The distinguished gentle- 
man who is now the chairman of the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia alleges that the Federal Government ought to be liberal in the 
matter of appropriations here, because it owns one-half of the property. 
The gentleman from Tennessee rightly suggested that in ascertaining 


the one-half of the property of the United States it consisted mostly in_ 


streets, alleys, and par 
Now, sir, I wish to knowif any gentleman will gainsay the question 
that the streets and parks are for the people of this city, and if they 
are, will you undertake to close your eyes to it and charge it as a mat- 
ter inuring to the benefitof other people outside of this District? Why, 
sir, it is strange that such argumentation should obtain in so intelli- 
gent a body as this. In reference to the water supply here, the Gov- 
ernment originally paid for it out of the Federal Treasury, and this 
people got it as a gratuity. Then these same people came in a few 
years ago and insisted that the Government of the United States should 
give them an additional water supply; and because, forsooth, there may 
ve been some mismanagement in some given place, unwilling to take 
their own misfortune, they turn upon the Federal Government and 
charge t as a crime and insist that we shall make it good. It is said, 
sir, that the city of Washington has not been and is not fairly treated, 
is not liberally treated, and has not the same opportunities that other 
cities have. What city, sir, in this country—is it New York, Phila- 
delphia, or any city in this country—that has the Federal Government 
come to it and taken one-half of its burdens in the shape of taxation? 
Yet, sir, that was their singular argument. 
Again, sir, only a few years ago the people of this District com- 
lained that the public health was affected by the Potomac flats, and 
if we would appropriate, as we have done, millions of dollars for the 
reclamation of it—and it is Jong on to-day—we would reclaim 700 
acres of beautiful land lying along the Potomac. A large part of it has 
been reclaimed, a large part is being reclaimed; and yet none of the 
tlemen who have come before the House conferees, none of the gen- 
emen who appeared before the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
offer to use any portion of the 700 acres or any other area owned by the 
Government of the United States. It is always private property that 
we are to buy. No matter what we have we can not utilize it. There 
is always some special reason why the necessary improvement should 
not be put on Government land, where it would take nothing out of 
the Treasury. 
My friend from Iowa says he has not heard of this matter at all in 
his interviews with the Senate conferees. It does not appear that that 
committee or the Committee on the District of Columbia ever hear of 
anything in connection with this question of the purchase of land ex- 
cept Rock Creek park. My friend, the chairman of the Committee on 
the District of Columbia, says that no gentleman interested in that 
Popri aas everapproached him. I take his statement as true. Itake 
t as true subject to this qualification: I do not suppose that my friend 
ever inquired into that matter at all. But, sir, there does come to us 


throùgh other sources, there does come from citizens of this District 
who are in communication with members of this House the statement 
that there are 5 77 55 engaged in a large real- estate speculation about 
this proposed ock Creek park. They have their attorneys who do 
approach other members of this House and who do press that project. 
It is doubtless being urged by them, and all of this word painting as 
to the beauty and importance and value to the city of this park is the 
work of those artists, 

Now, sir, so far as I am concerned, Iam not willing to do anything 
that will put into the hands of the House conferees at such a time as 
this, with little opportunity for deliberation, with little opportunity 
to ascertain whether it is true, as stated by honorable citizens of this 
District, that real-estate speculations are involyed—I am not willing, 
I say, to put into the hands of the House conferees authority at such 
a time to take action upon this important question. If it is true that 
speculators are organized to urge the sale of this park, let us beware, 
for the best of us may be misled. Let us postpone this matter until 
we have time to investigate through a committee of this House the 
questions that are raising doubts in our own minds, and when we shall 
have done that and the matter shall have come up before us for delib- 
erate action, then let us give it due consideration. 

Sir, let us bear in mind the situation. Up to this hour the House 
of ate seared has refused to take up this question. It has been 
apprehensive about the parties in interest who were behind this project. 
It has been apprehensive lest it should be misled in this matter. It 
has been interested to preserve its ewn good name free from any possible 
imputation of scandal. While this is trae of the House, the Senate has 
tacked on to this bill an appropriation of $200,000 for a zoological garden, 
and when the conferees get together certain interested persons will be 
there pressing not for the $200,000 but to sell 2,000 acres of land. They 
tell you of what is done in Paris, of what is done in London, of whatis 
done in Philadelphia; they appeal to your national pride to take up this 
matter now and not to postpone it. In the closing hours of the session, 
in that hurried conference, shall we make haste to dispose of the pub- 
lictreasure? My colleague has just stated that the Senate amendments 
to this bill involve an increase of expenditures in one year of 25 per 
cent. What city in this country would not make a halt at such a sug- 
gestion? Itis 8 f. of itself to cause us to stop short, and now, in 
the closing hours of this Congress, to put an ae to this question, for 
the present at least, by instructing the House conferees that we will 
a Sresti this project further at this time. [Cries of “Vote!” 

ote! 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. ° 

Mr. CLEMENTS was recognized, and yielded five minutes to Mr. 
HorkINs, of Illinois. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, the ents already 
made in favor and against the amendment offered by the gentleman’ 
from South Carolina [Mr. HEMPHILL] by members who have preceded 
me are as strong proof as any man can desire Sgain the policy of adopt- 
ing it. Gentlemen of intelligence and experiénce in such matters con- 
tend that there is no necessity for the creation of a public park in the 
city of Washington of the character contemplated in the proposed amend- 
ment, while others of equal intelligence and experience insist that such 
a park is not only a necessity, but that members of the House who op- 
pose it do not appreciate the importance of this great project. 

This, then, presents the issue as to whether the members of this 
House should favor a bill authorizing the laying outof a great national, 
park in this the capital city of our country. wee, until this question 
is settled it seems to me, sir, that it is not wise legislation to attempt, 
to appropriate a million and a half of dollars that may be used for such 
purpose. The gravity of the measure demands that it should be pre- 
sented in a separate and distinct bill and brought before the House by 
= oo win in the manner provided by the rules which we have 

opted. 

In no other way can there be a full and a fair discussion of this 
proposition. If this vast sum of money is to be expended, as the gen- 
tleman from South Carolina [Mr. HEMPHILL] contends, for the good 
of the public, let the representatives of the public have a voice in de- 
termining the manner of its expenditure. The way in which the ques- 
tion is presented in the amendment takes from the members of the 
House all opportunity to be heard upon perfecting a bill for the pur- 
chase of the land for the creation of the proposed park and providing 

inst illegi te speculations by syndicates or real-estate dealers. 

e know that unless legislation for this object is properly guarded 
scandals are liable to arise. 

Now, before Iam called to vote upon a proposition which takes from 
the public Treasury nearly a million and a half of money, I would like 
to listen to the arguments of those who believe that a public park of 
. character proposed in the amendment should be established in 

ashington. 

When I have satisfied my mind as to the necessity of the park I will 


then be ready to assist in perfecting the legislation by which this is to 
be accomplished. But I protest against the summary manner in which 
proposed park are forcing this ques- 


the friends and advocates of this 
tion, 
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The gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. HEMPHILL] talks in a way 
that indicates that he has given much thought and study to the sub- 
ject, But I take it, sir, that the great majority of the members of the 
House feel as I do, that they would like more light upon the subject. 
I am opposed to this amendment for other reasons, but my time is too 
limited, I fear, to permit me to present them now. 

The SPEAKER. Tho time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. CLEMENTS was recognized, and yielded four minutes to Mr. 
MoMLLIx. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I rise for the p of entering my 
protest against the proposition that is involved in the amendment now 
under discussion. The people of the United States have given to the 
city of Washington a greater area of parks and more park adornment 
than is by any other city in the country in proportion to pop- 
ulation. This statement will not be denied by any one of the Repre- 
sentatives of sixty millions of people sitting around me. 

We have here Judiciary Square, Lafayette Square, Franklin Square, 
and Lincoln Park. Then we have the immense park and gro ex- 
tending from the Capitol to the Potomac nearly two miles, to which 
we are adding hundreds of acres by the lands we are reclaiming from 
the Potomac River at a cost of millions of dollars. The Capitol grounds 
and White House grounds also contribute their beauty. All this has 
been given by the United States to this city. But not content with 
this, we are asked to go still further ahd sell the homes of the people 
in or ler to make them the habitations of monkeys. [Laughter. ] 

The gentleman from Iowa complains that some of the citizens living 
on the land which it is contemplated to purchase for this purpose are 
holding it back and attempting to ‘‘blackmail’’ the Government by 

- fixing a high price upon it. It seems to be a crime in the eyes of some 
that the spot associated with school-boy days should have any pleasant 
memories to cause the grown-up man to linger there and be reluctant 
to turn it over as a residence for the bison and den for the snake. 

This is not designed simply as a park for the people; that is not the 
object; the purpose is to establish zoological grounds to be inhabited 
by rabbits, snakes, and all kinds of animals that will be delightful to 
the eye as objects for the inspection of those who visit here. What- 
ever the debate may claim to the contrary, the amendment itselfshows 
thatit is designed for a zoological garden. If the people of Washing- 
ton want that kind of a display, let them have it; but Jet them pay 
for it themselves. 

Mr. HEARD. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I would like to do so, but I have only four min- 
utes; the gentleman, therefore, will pardon me for declining. 

The amendment provides for the establishment of a zoological park 
in the District of Columbia for the advancement of science! A 
bear garden is to be established for the advancement of science!“ 
You are already paying, gentlemen, as the representatives of a hard- 
worked, tax-paying people one-half of the expenses connected with the 

vernment of this city. This itself is unjust and should not have been 

n. You are required by the proposed amendment not only topay 
for this land, but to buy the monkeys and then pay for their keeping. 

Barnum is to have a new rival in his animal industry,“ and the 
people of the United States who can not get to Washingten are to pay 
the fiddler” for others’ dancing. Gibbon tells us love of the circus and 
fights of wild beasts characterized the degeneracy of the Romans. To 
gratify this morbid fondness for display of wild beasts one of Rome’s 
distinguished statesmen urged Cicero to hurry and send to the ‘‘Eter- 
nal City ” the tigers, lions, ete., necessary for his approaching show. 

Are we following in their footsteps, and anxious to imitate their de- 
cline? Imust enter my most solemn peen against saddling still fur- 
ther indebtedness upon the people of the United States for the purchase 
of land at $2,000 an acre, to be followed by the expense of keeping 
a zoological en here in this city. Let us perform the duties legiti- 
mately devolving upon us, and-not attempt to rival circus and menag- 

erie owners in the show business, 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. CLEMENTS. I would like to inquire whether the gentleman 
from South Carolina [Mr. HEMPHILL] proposes to 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Iwill state that I am quite anxious to reach a 
vote, for the hour is now late; but I promised five minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Missouri [Mr. HEARD] and five minutes to the gentle- 
man from Maryland; and after that I want to say a word or two my- 
self. I will then call the previous question. 

Mr. RAND. Oh, no; you have not the control of this bill. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I mean the previous question on the resolution. 

Mr. ALL. That has only been read for information. 

Mr. HEMPHILL, I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. HEARD]. 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Speaker, Iam not unmindful of the fact that the 
House is impatient fora vote. I can not afford to ignore that fact any 
more than my audience can afford to listen to me when it is already 
tired. But 1 rise to protest mildly against the course of argumenta- 
tion which has been pursued in opposition to the position of my friend 
from South Carolina [Mr. HEMPHILL]. It may be all right for the 
distinguished gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] to inveigh 
in general against the policy of establishing zoological gardens although 
many eminent and patriotic statesmen favor it. It may be that it is 


all wrong, as the gentleman from Texas [Mr. MILLS] argues, that the 
form of government which we find in this District exists. 

But, in the language of the gentleman from South Carolina, pa Esr j 
to remind these gentlemen respectfully that weare not tha! 
existing law, but that there can be no ground purchased for the pur- 
pores zoological park or park of any kind, and no money expended 
‘or the maintenance and care of such park unless by the consent of 
Congress. I would remind the gentleman from Texas that it is not the 
fault of the people of this District that this ‘‘un-American system of 
government exists here. This, as has been said by the gentleman 
from South Carolina, is due to the act of the American Congress and 
without the agency or consent of these people. Let Congress assume 
the responsibility for its own misdeeds; if it did wrong, let it correct 
that wrong, and not lay the responsibility for it at the door of the Dis- 
trict. 

Now, a word in reply to my friend from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT]. A 
few days ago, when a certain measure was under discussion in this House, 
that gentleman remarked in my presence that he would not give much 
for a man who always saw a job“ in everything, and therefore op- 

it. Iresponded that I agreed with him cordially in that feeling. 

Now, I want to call the attention of the House, and especially of my 
friend from Georgia, to the fact that, losing sight, I think, of the spirit 
of that sentiment, he has made a s against this proposition based 
primarily upon the assumption by him that there is a job“ init; that 
there is some great real-estate organization behind itand pushing it; and 
he intimates that although the gentleman from South Carolina disclaims 
having been approached upon the subject by interested parties, perhaps 
others have been approached, Now, I have heard no man on the floor 
of the House or elsewhere, except the gentleman from Georgia, inti- 
mate that anybody had been approached. I do not believe he was ever 
approached —— 

Mr. BLOUNT. If the gentleman wants to press that matter, I have 
no objection to answering very fully. 

Mr. HEARD. Ido not fear to press it. More than that, I invite 
the gentleman to make any disclosures in his knowledge. I challenge 
him to do so; forif he knows anything behind this scheme which 
makes it disreputable or liable to bring scandal upon the American 
people, I say it is his duty to disclose it for the benefit of his associates 


on this floor, that they, being warned by such knowledge, may be pre- 


pared to act as intelligently as he. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Will the gentleman allow me 

Mr. HEARD. Not now; I want to finish my sentence. I want to 

say to the gentleman, however, in the presence of this House, every 

member of which who hears me knows that I speak truly, that the 
gentleman, while claiming a desire now to have this proposition dis- 
cussed on its merits and fully, has always, to the extent of his power, 
obstructed the consideration of the same when the effort was made to 
bring it before the House in a separate bill; that when the chairman of 
the District Committee asked for the fixing of a day for District business 
the gentleman from Georgia resisted the granting of any time to that 
committee unless the consideration of this bill should be excluded. 

I say that the Committee on the District of Columbia, which reported 
this measure or a measure of this character, has been always anxious 
to have the matter discussed upon its merits and to havethe House act 
intelligently upon it. But I am not willing to let the gentleman from 
Georgia intimate, without showing the reason for the intimation, that 
the schemes of which he talks may influence some gentlemen other 
than himself to the conclusions at which they may arrive. If the gen- 
tleman knows of any improper scheme connected with this whole mat- 
ter, I repeat, let him now give the information to the House and the 
country in order that we may be duly warned. This House will then 
act as intelligently and I believe as patriotically as will the gentle- 
man from Georgia. 

I insist, Mr. Speaker; that the position taken by my friend from 
ponen Carolina 5 right. If o 5 — of the United e pay more 

e expenses of conducting the District government ough’ 
it rests with to that a: And let not this pst 
forget that it is the duty or Congress to so change that rule as to secure 
justice alike to the whole country outside the ict and to the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. This House should not forget, and Iask thatin our 
instructions to the committee we should consider it, that it is competent 
for Congress to fix and determine the proportion of such expense as the 
District should bear. These conferees have come like honest men ask- 
ing us for an expression of our opinion as to the merits of the proposi- 
tion for a nafional park which they have been discussing in conference, 
and for our instructions as to what they shall do, 

Now, Mr. Speaker, let us discuss this matter like honest men 
dealing fairly with each other. If the sense of the House is against 
the measure on its merits, let us so instruct these gentlemen on the 
conference committee. But bear in mind, as the gentleman from 
South Carolina [Mr. HEMPHILL] has truly stated the proposition, if 
the people of this city are to have the park privileges which they de- 
sire, they have got to be obtained through authority of this Congress. 
Nothing can be done by them without our permission. Even if they 
are willing to pay the entire expense of carrying out the plan they can 
not do so on their own motion. 

It must be done, ifdone at all, under the authority of the Government 


‘ 
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ofthe United States. Congress can expend millionsof dollars of the money 

nging to the people of this District and waste it in an aqueduct 
tunnel or otherwise, because it has the authority to do so; but the people 
of this District before they can do anything of the kind proposed, and 
before even they can expend their own money for any public purpose, 
must first get the authority of Congress to do it. Ifyou are in favor of 
it, then it becomes all right; but otherwise they can do nothing. 
Mr. HATCH. Will my colleague permit me to ask him a ques- 
tion ? 

Mr. HEARD. Certainly. 

Mr. HATCH. Does the gentleman say that a million of dollars was 
wasted on the aqueduct tunnel? 

Mr. HEARD. I understand two million of dollars were wasted upon 
that tunnel; and one million comes out of the treasury of the District 
of Columbia, though the waste occurred through no fault of hers, but 
by the negligence or misconduct of those acting for the Government. 
Nr. HATCH. Was not that bill reported by the Committee on the 
District of Columbia? 

Mr. HEARD. - No, eir, it was not. That committee had nothing 
whatever to do with it. 

Mr. HATCH. Who made the appropriation? 

Mr. HEARD. Iam not prepared to answer who made the appro- 
yaara but the District Committee could not do it, and I suppose of 

urse the Committee on Appropriations. 

r. BLOUNT. I can answer that question if I am allowed to do so. 

abo GE PEAKER. The gentleman’s time has 
ANDALL, I want to put the saddle on the right horse. If 
Si remember correctly, that proposition originated in the Forty-seventh 


oa ff. HEARD. That is beyond my memory of things here. I mean 
it did not come from the present Committee on the District of Columbia. 
! Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman said that it did not come from the 
District Committee. 

Mr. HEARD. Not since I have been a member of that committee 

during the last four years. 
Mr. RANDALL, Ido not want any misunderstanding in this mat- 
ter. My impression is, and I make the statement subject to review 
hereafter when I have made examination, that this aqueduct-tunnel 
meet came from the Senate in the Forty-seventh Congress. 

Mr. HEARD. But not from the District Committee. 

Mr. RANDALL. It came originally from that committee, if I rec- 
ollect aright, and my friend from West Virginia [Mr. WILSON] cor- 
roborates that statement. 

As the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. HEARD] has alluded to the 
Committee on Appropriations I will merely remark that committee 
has resisted all along under the leadership of the gentleman from West 
y the whole of this procedure. 

Ir. HEARD. Allow me? 

Mr RANDALL. 

Mr. HEARD. I am advised by my friend from Georgia [Mr. 
Biount]—— 

Mr. BLOUNT. Do not put it too strong. 

Mr. HEARD. The gentleman from Georgia said it came from the 
Senate in the nature of an amendment to your bill. 

Mr. RANDALL. I think not. 

Mr. HEARD. That is what the gentleman from Georgia says. 

Mr. RANDALL. Let us get this matter right. 

Mr. HEARD. Iwantnocontroversy with the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania on this subject, because I do not assume to be prepared to 
contradict him or to correct him if he is wrong. My statement was 
arg 12 7 that received by me from the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 

LOUNT 

Mr. HEMPHILL. There is no need of controversy about it. Inow 
yield the floor to the 3 from Maryland [Mr. Suaw]. 

Mr. SHAW. jpeaker, I know the House is impatient to vote 
on this N and I will only detain it for a moment or two. 
Gentlemen seem to be oblivious of the fact that this is our capital city 
when they assert that in proportion to its population and extent it has 
larger park privileges than any other city of the United States and 
offer that as an argument against the pending measure. Not one of 
‘the constituents of any member of this House has come to this city 
but that member has felt a pride in showing him its beauties, its pub- 
lie buildings, broad avenues, and reservations. 

I understand the proposition has been made in the Senate to expend 

a certain amount of money for the purpose of still further beautifying 
nt adorning this city. I feel a pride in this city, and am willing to 
vote to place a reasonable amount of money in the hands of trustworthy 
agents for the purpose of still further improving it. Improvements 
should here keep pace with the growth of our country. This capital 
should be so adorned as to be an incentive to patriotism, and thus be 
‘made to contribute towards perpetuating our republican form of gov- 
ernment. Money expended in this way is assuredly wisely invested. 
As this is the capital of the greatest nation upon the earth, so it should 
be made the most beautiful city in the world. 

Mr. HEMPHILL, I desire merely to say a word or two more. 
oe CLEMENTS. How much time does the gentleman propose to 
{ e 


Mr. HEMPHILL. How much time have I eee 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understood the gentleman was s 
ing in the time of the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON], and 
that being the case there are seventeen minutes remaining. 

. HEMPHILL. Does the gentleman from Georgia ppt to 80 on 
this evening? 

Mr. HATCH. Oh, let us finish this up. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I only want to say that there seem to be some of 
our friends here who always manage to work themselves up intoastate 
of undue excitement when anything of this kind is proposed because 
of apprehended real-estate speculations. It is not a question of whether 
somebody i is going to make a little money but whetherthe District of 
Columbia the United States are to get full value received for the 
proposed expenditure, because if thescheme is undertaken itis the duty 
of Congress tosee that the money is properly expended. 

It should be remembered, Mr. Speaker, that the people of the Dis- 
trictof Columbia, having no representation here on the floor, ought not 
be denied the aren of having that which every other city is allowed to 

enjoy; and I say if they object to this that there has not been a 
single man who came before the District Committee and made that ob 
jection known. In addition to that, all this talk about the people of 
the United States paying for monkeys, and the homes of the people 
being taken away from them in order to establish places here to keep 
monkeys, has nething whatever to do with the question. The 


of the United States are not paying the money” in any sense in Which 


these words are used in the speeches of gentlemen who are opposed to 
this measure. The property of the United States Government is pay- 
ing its appropriate share of the taxes here. The amount that hasbeen 
fixed by Congress is the amount that was believed to represent the 
proper proportion of the General Government towards the payment of 
taxes here, and if Congress thinks it is too large it can change it if it 
is not satisfactory. Hence it has nothing whatever to do with the 
question; and it is not coming out of my pocket, nor your pocket, but 
is a tax levied upon the Governmentof the United States upon property 
which it holds in this city, and which pays only its share of the taxa- 
tion. 

Now, there is nothing whatever in the idea that this thing is being 
pushed upon the House at the closing hoursof the session of Congress. 
This measure has been pending in various forms since 1866, and was 
reported to Congress and thoroughly and fully investigated, and Mr. 
B. Gratz Brown, a gentleman who afterwards ran upon the national 
Democratic ticket, and ought therefore to receive the respectful con- 
sideration of this side of the House at least, reported in favor of it. 

Mr. HATCH. I beg the gentleman’s pardon; he did not run upon 
the Democratic ticket; he ran on the Greeley ticket. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Oh, he ran on the ticket which the Democrats 
set up and voted for. It is too late now to deny it. The Democrats 
nominated him. 

Mr. HATCH. I beg the gentleman's pardon again; they did not 
nominate him. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Well, whether they did or not, he ran on the 
Democratic ticket, and the Democrats voted for him as a representative 
of Democracy, and he is an honorable man so far as I know his record. 
He reported in favor of this measure, and spoke in behalf of it in the 
Senate of the United States in 1866, and the question has been before 
Congress ever since that time. It was before the last Congress, and has 
been before every Congress for a long time, and will be before all Con- 
gresses to come, I suppose, until some definite action is taken in regard 
to it. I hope, therefore, the members of the House will vote upon this 
as a pure business transaction without reference to the other irrelevant 
questions which have been sought to be lugged into the debate. 

I yield the balance of the time back to the gentleman from Iowa. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, this debate has been 
running about in the way I wanted it to run, because I desired an ex- 
pression of sentiment on the part of the House in regard to this propo- 
sition. 

There are one or two things in connection with the matter which 
either are not understood or which seem to be obscure to the minds of 
some gentlemen, and to which I desire to call the attention of the 
House briefly. The first parties that agitated the question of a zoo- 
logical park or garden in this city were gentlemen connected with the 
Smithsonian Institution, and the central figure amongst them was Mr. 
Hornaday, a very intelligent gentleman, a man of large pride 
who spent much time in the jungles of Africa and in other places, and 
felt a patriotic interest in preserving the animals of this 
country. 

He came before the Committee on 5535 with the proposi- 
tion, but the committee rejected it, and influenced somewhat by 
the idea suggested by my friend from Georgia at the time that prob- 
ably there was a real-estate scheme back of the proposition. I think 
this House knows pretty well the fact that I have been quite an ag- 
gressive party in making dttacks on such things as that when I thought 
they had as an inspiring motive such underlying influences. I have 
fought them vi , and have had some experience and hard fi bad 


in conferences with my friend from West Virginia [Mr. WILSON 
that same question. But after looking into this matter my investi- 
gation satisfied me that the Tonl-eatate speculators were against the park. 
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Now, the Senate has put on an amendment here providing fora 200- 
acre proposition. The citizens finding it at that stage, took it up and 
wanted to enlarge the appropriation into a national park, keeping the 
zoological garden as a feature of it. Ihad no part in getting up the bill 
or in reporting it, not being a member at that time of the District Com- 
mittee, favoring the national park. So fur. as I have investigated it, and 
so far as the question of every great city having breathing places for its 
population is concerned, that feature comes to me with force in favor ot 
the proposition. If it embraces a real- estate s lation, if it is ſor that 
purpose, I am for hitting that with an iron hand; but I am not pre- 
pared to sacrifice it because it might be an incident. I know nothing 
of the kind. No one approached me on the subject excepting the citi- 
zens’ committee, ably represented and ably spoken for, who came before 
the conferees on the part of the House to represent their views. I 
thought it my duty before entering upon so important a question to lay 
it before the House and invite instructions. I care not whether it be 
voted up or voted down upon this bill. I will endeaver to carry out 
the instructions of the House. Iam for the park, I am for a zoolog- 
ical garden, but I am frank in telling you that whatever is thejudgment 
of this House in its action on this matter will be law for me. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. Does the gentleman not think it would 
be better to have that project in a separate bill? 

Mr, HENDERSON, of Iowa. I am not prepared to answer that for 
this time. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. Mr. Speaker, how much time is there remaining? 

The SPEAKER. There are only six minutes remaining. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from New 
Jersey [Mr. McApoo]. 

Mr. McADOO. The combination between the United States Gov- 
ernment and the District of Columbia is, in my opinion, an infamous 
outrage upon the tax-payers of the United States; and so long as it ex- 
ists this capital city of the nation will be disgraced as the Mecca of 

ulators and professional boomers. This is the best parked city in 
the world. It has no districts of congested population; it has no com- 
merce; it has no manufactures; it has uniform, broad, open, healthful, 
well-paved avenues; it has no towering tenements and blind alleys; its 
numerous well-kept parks are brought to the homes and the very 
door-steps of the rich and poor people alike. It does not need this 
park. The city might as well buy an iceberg from Alaska as this 
park. 

The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] spoke a moment 
ago about a monkey-garden. The monkey is the central figure in the 
theory of evolution; and this project has evoluted as from the jelly-fish 
to the elephant. it was originally suggested that there should be a 
zoological garden attached to the Smithsonian Institution for all the 
animals of the United States. There would be plenty of room there 
for that. Then came the demand for an independent zoological park, 
with monkeys from Africa to gambol with the native buffalo, and the 
great American rattlesnake to play with the foreign boa-constrictor, 
while the native raccoon slept peacefully with the Numidian lion. 

Then, from the zoological garden, pure and simple, came the grandly 
organized boom for Rock Creek Park. The monkey-garden, true to its 
nature, has eyoluted into this gigantic demand on the national tax- 
payer. The greatest show on earth” can crowd under canvas, but 
the proposed zoo wants halfa township. Thereis nothing mean about 
local enterprise when it can draw drafts on the United States Treasury. 
Where is park to belocated? The gentleman from South Carolina 
[Mr. HEMPHILL] grew eloquent and pathetic asking breathing places 
for the poor; but heasks us to put this park not on the redeemed lands 
near the river, but away off in the region of the suffering and oppressed 
rich people, of whom you can not find enough to redeem Sodom remain- 
ing in the city during the hot, sultry days of which he speaks. 

, Where are the petitions from the great mass of the citizens for 

this park? If Dives demands, why does not Lazarus even petition? 
There is and can be no blackmail in raising the price of this land, be- 
cause we donot want this park now nor will we ever-need it in the fut- 
ure. If the backers of the movement want this land let them buy 
it themselves. The people of the United States do not want it. Iam 
a true friend of this beautiful city and its people. The trouble is a 
few here undertake to speak for the majority. It is hard here to get 
genuine public opinion on local questions. In my opinion what is 
needed is good old-fashioned American local self-government. 

Let the people rule. Divorce this unnatural partnership between 
the Distrietand United States Government. Let the people choose their 
rulers, and through them say what they want, and then put their hands 
in their own pockets and pay for it like the manly, independent Ameri- 
cans they claim to be. In the mean time down brakes, hard and strong, 
on speculative adventures at the expense, to a large extent, of the 
Federal tax-payers. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. Mr. Speaker, I yield two minutes to the gentle- 
man from West Virginia [Mr. WILSON]. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I do not want to par- 
ticipate in this discussion, but I have a great interest in questions af- 
fecting the District of Columbia, and in questions which are of great 


interest to my friend from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON]. I have still a 
recollection of the strong comradeship that grew up between us in the 
last Congress when we had very battles over the District appro- 
priations in the closing hours of the session, I have been called upon 
to confirm the statement made by the gentleman from Pennsylvania re- 
cently as to the origin of the appropriation for the water-works of the 
District of Columbia. That appropriation, Mr. Speaker, was not made 
upon the regular appropriation bill for the Districtof Columbia. It 
will be found in the statutes of the Forty-seventh Con in an inde- 
pendent act, which was approved on the 15th day of July, 1882, enti- 
tled “ An act to increase the water supply of the city of Washington, 
and for other purposes. 

My recollection of the origin of that act is that it came to the House 
from the Senate; that it first passed at the other end of the Capitol 
and came to this House. I venture to make the statement that it was 
considered and reported to this House by the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia in the Forty-seventh Congress. 

Mr. HEMPHILL, Will the gentleman state who was the chairman 
of the Committee on the District of Columbia in that Congress? 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. In the Forty-seventh Congress? 
I was not a member of that Congress. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. Mr. Neal, of Ohio. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. Mr. Neal, of Ohio, was chairman 
of that committee. My recollection is that this bill was passed at a 
night session devoted to the business of the District of Columbia. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I understand that the fault is not in the 
law, but in the execution of the law. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. I was going to make that state- 
ueg that the trouble is not in the law so much as it is in its execu- 

on. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. The water supply has not been increased, but 
“the other p ' have been faithfully carried on. [Laughter.] 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. The whole trouble has come from 
the plans adopted for a subterranean tunnel. If the plans proposed 
by General Meigs or those proposed by Colonel Casey had been adopted it 
would have been completed years ago and at an expense of not one-fourth 
of what has already been expended, which seems now to have been 
wasted, and an adequate water supply obtained for the elevated por- 
tions of the city of Washington. 

TheSPEAKER. ‘The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. BLAND]. 

Mr. BLAND. I only want a few minutes in which to enter my pro- 
test, inasmuch as these parks and Government reservations are under 
consideration, against the manner in which they are used and abused 
on public occasions; and I do not allude to the occasion of the present 
inauguration, but to ſour years past and since, and to every opportunity 
since I have been a member of this House. 

We talk of the people of the United States, and of the benefit that 
they derive from these reservations and parks. It is said that the 
streets belong to the people of the United States; that the parks are 
the property of the people of the United States; that the public build- 
ings belong to the people of the United States; and yet we see all thesd 
reservations partitioned off to-day with scantling for seats, where no 
citizen of the United States who comes to Washington can get a sight 
of the inauguration ceremonies without paying a high fee to the mo- 
nopolists, whoever they are, who belong in this District. Now, if we 
are to have public parks for the benefit of the people, and public 
streets and public reservations for the citizens of the United States, 
let us tear down the seats of these monopolists and let the free citi- 
zens of the United States have an opportunity of seeing the celebra- 
tions on public occasions without having to contribute their money to 
these monopolists of this District, who undertake to crowd everybody 
out by their great structures upon our public reservations. Let ur 
have free parks and free streets. [Laughter and applause. ] 

The SPEAKER, The time allowed for debate has expired. Tha 
question is on agreeing to the report. i 

Mr. DIBBLE. I desire to move that the House recede from its dis- 

ment. 

The SPEAKER. This is not the time to make that motion. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. I ask the previous question on the adoption ot 
the report. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. That, I understand, relates only to those things 
that have been agreed upon. 

The SPEAKER. The report states that the conferees have agreed 
as to certain matters and have disagreed as to certain other matters, 
If the report is adopted the matters upon which the conferees agree 
will be disposed of, and the other matters upon which they disagree 
will be open for the action of the House or for future conference. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The conference report was adopted. 

Mr. CLEMENTS moved to reconsider the vote by which the confer- 
ence report was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 
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Mr. HERBERT, Mr. Hatou, Mr. RANDALL, and Mr. CLEMENTS rose. 
Mr. CLEMENTS. Mr. Speaker, I wish to inquire whether or not 
the instructions proposed to be given by the resolution of the gentle- 
man from South Carolina [Mr. HEMPHILL] are pending. 
The SPEAKER. They are not. They have been read for informa- 


tion. 
Mr. CLEMENTS. Then I offer the resolution which I send to the 


deg. 
he resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That, in the opinion of this House, the conferees on the part of the 
House on the District of Columbia approp tion bill should adhere to their ac- 
tion in conference of a disagreement as to this amendment, 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Does that relate to the park? 

The SPEAKER. The resolution does not mention any particular 
amendment. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. That is offered as a substitute for the 
resolution offered by the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. HEMP- 
HILL], I understand. 

The SPEAKER. That resolution was not formally offered. It was 
read for information, but it is not pending. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Now, Mr. Speaker, in order that the 
effect of the vote may be fully understood, I wish to say that, as I un- 
derstand, an affirmative voteon the resolution offered by the gentleman 
from Georgia [Mr. CLEMENTS] will be a declaration against the zoolog- 
ical garden and against the park. 

The SPEAKER. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. I move to insert in the resolution, after the word 
amendment, the words numbered 124.“ 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. I demand the previous question on the adoption 
of the resolution. 

Mr. DIBBLE. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. DIBBLE. I rise to move that the House recede from its disa- 
greement to the amendment numbered 124. 

Mr. RANDALL. That is not in order. 

The SPEAKER. The motion to recede takes precedence, but in ef- 
fect it is simply the converse of the other proposition, and a vote on 
either one settles the other. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I believe I have the floor. 

Mr. RANDALL, The previous question has been demanded. 

The SPEAKER. The previous question was demanded on the reso- 
lution; but pending that the gentleman from South Carolina makes a 
motion which under the practice of parliamentary bodies has priority, 
a motion that the House recede from its disagreement. As this motion 
tends to bring the two Houses to an agreement it has precedence. 

Mr. MILLS. But has the gentleman the floor to debate the question 
when the previous quesfion has been demanded? 

The SPEAKER. It was not demanded on this proposition, but on 
the resolution offered by the gentleman from Georgia. This isa motion 
of superior dignity. : 

Mr. DIBBLE. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Kentucky 
[Mr. BRECKINRIDGE]. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I would like to submit a motion, to be read in 
connection with that already pending—a motion that the House recede 
with instructions—— 

The SPEAKER. The House can not recede with instructions. The 
House can recede from its disagreement to an amendment, and can 
concur in the amendment with an amendment; but the House can not 
recede and at the same time instruct the conferees, 

Mr. SCOTT. I move that the House adjourn. 

Mr. HERBERT. Thope that motion will not carry. I desire to ask 
that there be a session to-night for the consideration of the naval ap- 
propriation bill. 

e question being taken on the motion to adjourn, there were 
ayes 87, noes 46. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered, there being—ayes 11, noes 85; 
less than one-fifth voting in the affirmative. 

So the motion to adjourn was agreed to; and accordingly (at 50’clock 
and 30 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. 


Under the rule private bills of the following titles were introduced 
and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. PETERS: A bill (H. R. 12656) granting a pensions to Eliza- 
beth W. Davis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROGERS: A bill (H. R. 12657) to grant a lease for a bath- 
hones a Hot Springs, Ark.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 

rounds. 

By Mr. TOWNSHEND: A bill (H. R. 12658) for the extension and 
improvement of Fifth street northwest—to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12659) for the extension of Whitney avenue, in the 
District of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. A. R. ANDERSON: Affidavit to accompany House bill No. 
4662— to the Committee on Military Affairs. $ 

By Mr. BOOHER: Petition of John M. Holt, of Atchison County, 
Missouri, for reference of his claim to the Court of Claims—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BRUMM: Petition of citizens of the Sixth district of Ken- 
tucky, asking for the reopening of the election case of Thobe vs. Car- 
lisle—to the Committee on Elections. 

By Mr. CARUTH: Petition of Geo. A. Rougee, administrator of John 
Rougee, of Eliza H. White, widow of Bartlett B. White, and of Perry 
Crosthwait, for reference of their claims to the Court of Claims—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DORSEY: Memorial of farmers of Nebraska, for an increase 
of the currency of the country—to the Committee on Banking and Cur- 


rency. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: Petition of Hughes Post, No. 285, and of 
Philip H. Sheridan Post, No, 328, Grand Army of the Republic, for an 
appropriation for publishing war records—to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. j 

By Mr. HERMANN: Resolutionsof Multnomah Typographical Union, 
in favor of the Breckinridge international copyright bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Patents. . 

By Mr. O’FERRALL: Petition of Henry Huyett, of Clarke County, 
Virginia, for reference of his claim to the Court of Claims—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CHARLES O'NEILL: Memorial of the Philadelphia Mari- 
time Exchange, asking the House of Representatives to recede from its 
amendments to Senate bill No. 2851, amending theinterstate-commerce 
law—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. OUTHWAITE: Resolutions of W. H. Fowler Post, No. 366, 
Grand Army of the Republic, in favor of appropriations of money for 
publishing war records—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. RICE: Memorial of the Secular Society of Minneapolis, Miun., 
against the Sunday-rest bill, ete.—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. ROBERTSON: Petition of heirs of Hermina Porche, of East 
Baton Rouge Parish, Louisiana, for reference of her claim to the Court 
of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. T. L. THOMPSON: Concurrent resolutions of the Legisla- 
ture of California, for the improvement of Eel River, California—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

The following petitions for a national Sunday-rest law were received 
and severally referred to the Committee on Labor: 

By Mr. T. J. CAMPBELL: Of 395 citizens of New York. 

By Mr. HUDD: Of 336 citizens of Wisconsin. 

By Mr. H. G. TURNER: Of H. H. Tucker and others, of Georgia. 

By Mr. VOORHEES: Of 187 citizens of Washington Territory. 


The following petitions, praying fora constitutional amendment pro- 
hibiting the manufacture, importation, exportation, transportation, and 
sale of all alcoholic liquors as a beverage, were received and severally 
referred to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic: 

By Mr. BREWER: Of 215 citizens of Ovid, Mich. 

By Mr. BUCHANAN: Of 179 citizens of Mount Holly, N. J. 

By Mr. KEAN: Of 214 citizens of Ocean Grove, N. J. 

By Mr. McCOMAS: Ofcitizens of Rockville, of Lay Hill, of Potomac, 
of Buckeystown, of Williamsport, of Hagerstown, of Smithsburgh, of 
Sharpsburgh, of Keedysville, of Smithsburgh, Md., and of the Grand 
Lodge of Good ‘Templars of Maryland. 


SENATE. 
THURSDAY, February 28, 1889, 


The Senate met at 11 o’clock a.m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. > 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House requested the return of the bill (H. 
R. 6677) to amend an act entitled An act to increase the police force 
of the District of Columbia, and for other purposes,” approved January 
31, 1883, and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the bill (S. 
3993) to provide for the protection of the salmon fisheries of Alaska 
pis an amendment in which it requested the concurrence of the 

nate, 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message further announced ihat the Speaker of the House had 
signed the enrolled bill (H. R. 157) correcting the military history of 
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Robert McNutt; and it was thereupon signed by the President pro 
tempore. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 

Mr. REAGAN presented resolutions adopted by the Southwestern 
‘Lumber Manufacturers’ Association, the States of Mis- 
souri, Arkansas, Louisiana, and Texas, passage of the bill 
for the organization of Oklahoma Territory; ags ri were ordered to lie 
on the table. 

.CALL. I present joint resolutions of the Legislature of Florida, 
which I ask may be read. 

The joint resolutions were read, as follows: 

Whereas the State of Florida a just and valid claim against the Govern- 


. 8 — paid out to 
ps used in ey stony ated of Indian hostilities w be paid over 
to the State —— 


and 
Whereas the ä of Florida, recognizing the justice of the aforesaid 
gaa and the im: of a settlement thereof without further delay to meet 
demands „ health of her people 
and the people of the whole 9 Wee 
Be it resolved by e 


Passed the house of representatives n 20, Sa 
Seals of Oo tine 3 
WILLIAM H. i 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. What disposition does the Senator 
desire made of the joint. resolution? 

Mr. CALL. Inasmuch as the bill to which they refer has been fa- 
vorabl from the Committee on Claims and is now on the 
Calendar, move that 5 resolutions lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. GORMAN presented the petition of W. H. Baldwin, jr., and 509 
others (218 voters and 292 women), citizens of Cecil and Howard Coun- 
ties, i in the State of Maryland, and a petition of the Independent Order 
of Good Templars of Md., praying for the submission to the 
States of a constitutional amendment Fate ting the manufacture, 
importation, transportation, sale, ete., of alcoholic liquors; which were 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. VEST presented a memorial of citizens of St. Louis, Mo., re- 
monstrating against the passage of the Sunday-rest bill or any similar 
ew ch was referred to the Committee on Education and 

bo: 


He also presented resolutions adopted by the Southwestern Lamber 
Manufacturers’ Association, representing the States of Missouri, Ar- 
kansas, Louisiana, and Texas, favoring the passage of the bill for the 
the of Oklahoma Territory; which were ordered to lie on the 
table. 

ted the petition of Henry Brown and the 

9 8 of William 5 masters United States Light-Honse Establish. 
ment, praying ‘hat thet their names may be placed upon the active-list of 
‘the United States Navy with the rank of lieutenant not in the line of 
promoo: which were referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

. tally wich wen tated 
stra against the passage y- w. was 
to st oare on Education and Labor. 

He also presented the petition of H. B. Geringer and 96 others (48 
voters and 49 women), citizensof Delta and Yost Top, Fulton County, 
Ohio, and the petition of John C. White and 38 others (25 voters and 
14 women), citizens of Piqua, Ohio, praying for the proposal of a con- 
stitutional amendment prohibiting the manufacture, importation, ex- 
portation, transportation, and sale of alcoholic liquors asa beverage; 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. HAWLEY presented the petition of O. G. MeIntireand 22 others, 
citizens of South Windsor, Conn., and the petition of R. F. Cooper and 
32 others, citizens of Westport, Conn., praying for a constitutional 
prohibitory amendment; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. PADDOCK presented the petition of J. H. Estey and 65 other 
citizens of Salem, Keb the petition of James Griere and 122 other 
citizens of Wessington 8 Dak. ; the petition of J. T. Barnett and 
81 other citizens of Buffalo, Dak., and the petition of William Me- 
Cready and 135 other citizens of Aberdeen, Dak., praying for a consti- 

amendment; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

present the petition of Patrick Doran, formerly 

messenger of one of the committees of this body, which has hereto- 

fore been referred to the Committee on Claims and reported upon fa- 

vorably. I present it with a view of having it referred to the Com- 

mittee on Appropriations, thinking that it is a proper item to be pro- 
vided for in the deficiency iation bill. 


appropria 
The petition was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 
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Mr. TURPIE ted a petition of citizens of Ind., praying 
for the submission to the States of a constitutional prohibitory amend- 
ment; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. McPHERSON ted petitions of citizens of Elmer and Ocean 
Grove, in the State of New Jersey, pra; for the submission to the 
States of a constitutional prohibitory amendment; which were ordered 
to lie on the table. 

He also presented three memorials of citizens of Atlantic 
and other places in New Jersey, remonstratin; ing agains the passage of 
the Sunday-rest bill; which were referred to the Committee on Educa · 
tion and Labor. 

Mr. HOAR presented the petition of Elmer Parker and 37 others (21 
voters and 17 women), citizens of Worcester, Mass., and the tion 
of J. M. Balland 23 others (12 votersand 12 women), citizens of olden, 
Mass., praying for the proposal of a constitutional amendment pro- 
hibiting the manufacture, importation, exportation, transportation, and 
me fak at alcoholic liquors as a beverage; which were ordered to lie on 

e e 

Mr. EVARTS presented the petition of the American Export and 
Trading Company of New York, praying such legislation as will pro- 
mote the more intimate commercial relations of the United States 
with the several countries of Mexico, Central and South America, the 
West Indies, and other foreign countries, to the end that American 
shipping may be revived and American commercial interests and inter- 
course with foreign countries may be stimulated and encouraged; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. MORRILL presented the petition of E. T. Smith and 52 others, 
citizens of Corinth, Vt., and the petition of A. M. Allbe and 30 others, 
citizens of Springfield, Vt., praying for the passage of a constitutional’ 
prohibitory amendment; which were ordered to lie on the table, | 

POLICE FORCE OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. ' 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the request of 
the House of Representatives to return the bill (H. R. 6677) to amend 
an act entitled An act to increase the police force of the District o 
Columbia, and for other purposes, approved January 31, 1883, and for 
other purposes. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill has been enrolled, and signed 
by the President of the Senate. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Has it been signed by the Speaker of the House ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. And by the Speaker of the House. 
r EDMUNDS. I that it be returned, let the Hi 

Mr. move that it be re and let ouse 
out of it as best they can. ge 

The motion was agreed to. 


SALMON FISHERIES OF ALASKA. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amendment} 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 3993) to provide for the 
protection of the salmon fisheries of Alaska. 

The amendment of the House of Representatives was, to add to che 
bill as a new section: 

Sec. 3. That section 1956 of the Revised Statutes of the United States was in- 


entering said 
violating said provisions of sai 
vessels of the United States to d to De or to ba Louise in said waters 9 as arrest all 
sons and seize all vessels found t or to have been engaged in any violation 
of the laws of the United States 


Mr. EDMUNDS. That seats’ raises a very important and in 
some respects a difficult question, if it means what those who advance 
it intend itto mean. If it does not mean that, and only applies to 
fishing for seals by citizens of the United States in Behring Sea while 
the subjects of Her Majesty are to be permitted to fish there, then it 
makes a very curious discrimination. The question is so delicate and 
important in those respects that I think I ought to move that the 
amendment be referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. HOAR, The amendment presents the great question whether 
the United States propose to assert the doctrine of mare clausum in re- 
gard to asea larger than the Mediterranean and the gate-way to which. 
is 450 miles wide. I think it should be very carefully considered by 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. While I suppose every member 
on this side of the Chamber means to affirm to their fullest extent the 
rights of the United States in those waters, itis very important that we 
have the advice of an experienced committee before affirming a partic- 
ular principle, and, indeed, as to the phraseology and form of the affirm- 
ation which need be made as well as the substance. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. I hope the bill and amendment will be re- 


ferred. 

Mr. MORGAN. Before the billis referred I desire to say a word 
about the amendment. I do not understand that section 3 proposed to 
the bill does present the question of mare clausum, It presents simply 
the question ee the United States having on the Aleutian Islands 
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very valuable fur-seal fisheries have the right to protect those ani 

in seas that do not belong strictly to the mare clausum principle, and 
which are very valuable to commerce, agai that kind of g and 
aes that is utterly destructive of the whole of the generation of 

The principle upon which I understand the amendment to be based 
is entirely independent of any treaty stipulation between the United 
States and any foreign country, although in view of our treaty relations 
with Russia upon the subject of the Alaskan purchase and Russia's 
former assertion of the right to control the waters of the Behring Sea, 
I could not permit myself to admit on the floor of the Senate that that 
pretension of Russia was entirely unjust and that in purchasing Alaska 
we did not succeed to her rights in that particular, 

But I desired only to say that I do not consider that the qera of 
mare clausum isinvolved in the third section proposed to the bill by the 
House of Representatives. 

Mr. STEWART. The original bill for the protection of the salmon 
fisheries isquite important to be acted upon, and I merely express the 
hope that the Committee on Foreign Relations will find time to bring 
it back at an early day, because at another season they might destroy 
the salmon fisheries practically by the dams and other contrivances that 
are going on there for the purpose, and that matter becomes important, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the bill 
with the amendment proposed by the House of Representatives will be 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. HOAR, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. 6050) referring the claim of the owners of the steamer 
I. N. Bunton to the Court of Claims, reported it with an amendment. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, 
to whom was referred the amendment submitted by Mr. VOORHEES on 
the 27th instant, intended to be proposed to the deficiency appropria- 
tion bill, reported it ‘favorably, and it was referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations. . 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 3192) granting increase of pension to Daniel H. Kent, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. . 

Mr. STEWART, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. 4624) for the relief of the estate of John W. Whitfield, 
reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. BATE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without amend- 
ment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 1067) to amend the war record of Alfred H. Thomas, 
deceased; and 

A bill (H. R. 9949) for the relief of Patrick C. McQueeny. 

Mr. BATE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was re- 
ferred the petition of John H. Edwards, praying for compensation for 
military services rendered, submitted an adverse report thereon, which 
was a to; and the committee were discharged from the further 
consideration of the petition? 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
3405) for the reliefof Albert Grant, submitted an adverse report thereon, 
which was agreed to; and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was 3 petition 
of James B. Blackstone, praying for the payment of a balance of bounty 
claimed by him, submitted an adverse report which was 
agreed to; and the committee were discharged from the further consid- 
eration of the petition. 

Mr. SPOONER, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 9271) for the relief of James A. Stewart, reported 
it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PLATT, from the Committee on Territories, submitted a report 
to accompany the bill (S. 2445) to provide for the formation and admis- 
sion into the Union of the State of Wyoming, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to be printed. 


WASHINGTON AQUEDUCT TUNNEL. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Referring to the report I made two or three days 
ago from the joint select committee relating to the Washington water 
supply and which the Senate at that time only ordered to be printed 
as to the text of the report and one or two papers that were then re- 
turned, I stated at the time that there was a great mass of testimony 
and also a large number of maps and profile drawings, etc., that I 
would file in the Secretary’s office to save bringing them in here. I 
now move that the testimony taken by the committee, and such parts 
of the maps and drawings as the chairman of that committee may think 
it advisable to pma do not want to print them allif I can help it— 
be printed for the use of the Senate. 

e motion was agreed to. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 
Am from the House of Representatives, by Mr. TOWLES, its 
ief k, announced that the House had passed the bill (S. 3431) 

r the erection of a public building at the city of Kalamazoo, Mich. 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had a 
pointed Mr. ERMENTROUT, Mr. CRAIN, and Mr. BAKER of New Yo: 


members on the part of the House to co-operate with the committee av- 
pointed by the Senate to take charge of the arrangements for the in- 
augural ceremonies at the Capitol on the 4th of March. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. BOWEN submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


WHITE RIVER BRIDGE. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there further morning business? 
If not that order is closed, and under the agreement of the Senate the 
will report the first bridge bill on the Calendar reported fa- 

vorably from the Committee on Commerce. 

The SECRETARY. Order of Business 2659, the bill (S. 3728) author- 
izing the Midland Railroad Company to build a bridge over White 
River at Aberdeen, Ark, 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded toconsider the 
bill. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with amend- 
ments. 

The first amendment was, in section 2, before the word feet, in 
line 4, to strike out ‘‘fifty’’ and insert “‘sixty-five;’’ so as to read: 

That if said bridge shall be made with unbroken and continuous spans, there 
shall be at least one span of a height of not less than 80 feet above low water, 
or 65 feet above high water, measured to the lowest part of the superstructure 
of said bridge, and said n shall have a clear opening of at least 300 feet be- 
tween the piers measu: at right angles tothe current at every stage, and shall 
be over that portion of the river used by boats during vient! frye ye of water, 
and the bridge shall be at right angles to, and the piers parallel with, the cur- 
rent of the river. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 4, after the word Arkansas.“ 
at the end of line 14, to strike out in which and insert within 
whose jurisdiction;’’ so as to read: 

And in case of any litigation arising from any obstruction or alleged obstruc- 
tion to tho free navigation of said river, ca or alleged to be caused by said 
bridge, the case may be brought in the district court of the United States of the 
ee s — within whose jurisdiction any portion of said obstruction or 

ge OCA 5 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in section 6, line 17, before the word built,“ 
to insert ‘‘ commenced or;’’ so as to read: 


And until the said plan and location of the bri are approved by the Secre- 
tary of War the bridge shall not be commenced or built; and should any change 
be made in the plan of said bridge during the progress of construction such 
change shall be subject to the approval óf the Secretary of Wi 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to insert as a new section: 

Src. 8. That this act shall be null and void if actual construction of the 
herein authorized be not commenced within one year and completed with: 
three years from the date thereof. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 
MILL CREEK BRIDGE, IN VIRGINIA. 


The bill (S. 2299) for the construction of an iron bridge from the 
military reservation at Fortress Monroe to Elizabeth City County, Vir- 
ginia, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with an 
amendment, in line 7, after the words sum of,” to strike out twenty 
and insert ‘‘ twenty-five;”’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be tt enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized 
to construct and maintain an iron bridge over Mill Creek, in the State of Vir- 

from the military reservation at Fortress Monroe to . City 
unty, in the said State of Virginia; and the sum of $25,000, or so much thereof 
as ven be needed, is hereby appropriated out of any moneys in the 
not otherwise appropriated, f 

The amendment was agreed to. ; 

The bill was reported to the Senateas amended, and the amendmen 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

BRIDGE OVER EASTERN BRANCH OF POTOMAC. 


The bill (S. 3900) to authorize the Secretary of War to make a sur- 
vey, plan, and estimate of the cost of constructing a bridge across the 
Eastern Branch of the Potomac River, in the District of Columbia, was 
eonsidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


BRIDGE OVER ST. JOHN'S RIVER, FLORIDA. 

The bill (H. R. 10588) to authorize the construction of a bridge over 
the St. John’s River, in the State of Florida, was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
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EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Lask the Senate to proceed to the consideration 
of executive business, stating that it will take but a few minutes and 
will not delay the order heretofore made. I believe it important. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ohio moves that 
the Senate do now proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consider- 
ation of executive business. After thirteen minutes spent in executive 
session the doors were reopened. 


KENTUCKY RIVER BRIDGES. 

The bill (H. R. 11573) to authorize the construction of bridges across 
the Kentucky River was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with amend- 
ments. 

The first amendment was, in section 1, line 8, after the words ‘‘over 
the,” to strike out contributaries and insert *‘ tributaries; ” so as to 
read: 


That the Kentucky Midland Railway Company, a corporation organized un- 


der the act of the General Assembly of the Commonwealth of Kentucky, be, and 
it is hereby, authorized to construct and maintain a bridge, and approaches 
thereto, over the Kentucky River, in the State of Kentu ; and also a bridge 
or bridges over the tributaries or forks of said river at such point or points as 
said company may deem suitable for the passage of its said road over said river 
or its tributaries or forks. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 10, after “‘ foot-passen- 
gers,“ to insert: 

But the rates of toll charged for the passage over said bridge of wagons, ve- 
hicles, r 33 rs shall be submitted to the Secretary of War 
and approved by him before said company shall collect such tolls. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 2, line 6, after the word ‘‘ tel- 
egraph, to insert and telephone; so as to read: 

Sec. 2. That any bridge built under this act and subject to its limitations shall 
be a lawful —— — and shall be recognized and known as a 8 and 
it shall enjoy the rights and privileges of other t· roads in the United States, 
and equal privileges in the use of said bridge be granted to all telegraph 
and A an i companies. 

The amendment was agreed to. r 

The next amendment was, in section 3, line 9, after the word be,“ 
to insert ‘‘ commenced or; and in line 12, after the words Secretary 
of War,” to insert and the expense of such change or of any change 
required by the Secretary of War in such bridge after its completion 
shall be paid by the corporation or persons owning or operating said 
bridge; so as to make the section read: 


Sec. 3. That any bridge authorized to be constructed under this act shall be 
built and located under and subject to such regulations for the security of nayi- 
gation ef said river as the Secretary of War 3 and to secure that 
object the said company or corporation shall submit to the Secretary of War, for 
his examination and approval, a design and drawing of the bridge, and a map of 
the location thereof; and until the said plan and location of the bri: are ap- 
proved by the Secretary of War the bridge shall not be commen or built; 


and should any change be made in the plan of said bridge during the progress 
of . — —— such change shall be 2 to the approval ot the Secretary of 
War, and the expense of such 


change or of any change required by the Secre- 
f War in such bridge after its completion shall be aid by the 
8 owning or . — said bridge. pasig 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to beread 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. VEST. This is a House bill amended. I move that the Senate 
insist on its amendments and ask for a conference. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. VEST, Mr. 
SAWYER, and Mr. FRYE were appointed. 

MISSOURI RIVER BRIDGE. 

bis ho (H. R. 11649) to authorize the e e ol a b across 
the Missouri River, between the city of venworth, in the State of 
Kansas, and Platte County, in the State of Missouri, was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ILLINOIS RIVER BRIDGE, 


The bill (S. 3951) to establish a railway bridge across the Illinois 
River extending from a point within 5 miles of Columbiana, in Greene 
County, to a point within 5 miles of Kampsyille, in Calhoun County, 
in the State of Illinois, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with amend- 
ments. The first amendment was, in section 1, line 4, after the word 
Company,“ to insert a corporation organized under the laws of the 
State of Illinois;” in line 7, after the words Illinois River,“ to strike 
out extending from” and insert between; in line 9, after the 
words Greene County,“ to strike out to“ and insert and; inline 
12, after the word river,“ to strike out beyond what is necessary in 


corporation 


order to carry into effect the rights and privileges hereby granted,” 
and in line 15, before the words 3 ts, tostrike out cause 
may be tried before and insert same sh instituted and deter- 
mined in;“ so as to make the section read: 

That the Litchfield, Carrollton and Western Railroad Com 2 
organized under the laws of the State of Illinois, its eee Oy Spe 
hereby authorized and empowered to erect, establish, and maintain a railwa 
bridge across the Illinois River between a point to be by them selec 
miles of Columbiapa, in Greene County, and a point to be sel by them 
within 5 miles of Kampsville, in Calhoun County, in the State of Illinois; a: 
that said bridge shall not interfer@with the free navigation of said river. and 
case of any litigation arising from any obstruction or alleged obstruction to tps 
free navigation of said river, the same shall be instituted and 8 in the 
— court of the United States for the southern district of the of Mi- 
no 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 2, line 6, aſter the word 
“shall,” to strike out: 

Not be of less elevation in any case than 50 feet above extreme high-water 
mark as understood at the ga of location to the bottom chord of the bridge, 
nor shall the spans of said bridge be less than 250 feet in length. 

And in lien thereof to insert: 


Have one or more channel comp? heen having not less than 350 feet clear chan- 
nel- way, and not less than 55 feet clear head-room above high-water mark, and 
the clear head-room under the other channel spans may be less than 55 feet: 
That no part of the superstructure of such spans shall givea less head- 
room than 10 feet above high-water mark: And provided further, That the in- 
terests of navigation be not injured by such reduction in height. 
So as to read: 2 
Src. 2. That say bridge built under the 88 of this act may, atthe option 
of the Ee the same, be built as a draw-bridge, with a pivot or 
other form.of W,. or with unbroken or continuous spans: Provided, That if 
the said bridge shall be built with unbroken or continuous spans it shall have 
one or more channel spans, each haying not less than 350 feet clear channel-way 
and not less than 55 feet clear head-room above high-water mark, and the clear 
head-room under the other channel spans may be less than 58 feet: Provided, 
That no part of the superstructure of such spans thall give a less head-room than 
10 feet above high-water mark: Ana pe farther; That the interests of nayi- 
gation be not injured by such reduction in height. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 2, line 20, before the word 
feet, to insert and fifty; so as to -~ 

And the piers of said bridge shall be parallel with the current of said river, 
and the N shall be over the main channel of the river, and not less than 
850 feet in length. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 2, line 25, beſore the word feet, 
to strike out fifty? and insert sixty; in line 28, before the word 
hundred,“ to strike out one! and insert three; and in line 28, 
after the word length,“ to strike out: 

And such additional spans as may be required shall not be less than 100 feet 
in length, and said spans shall not be less than 30 feet above low-water mark. 
and not less than 10 feet above high-water mark, measuring to bottom chord 
of the bridge. 

And in lieu thereof to insert: 

And f th et — 

3 ee = — 4 are shall give a clear head-room of not less 

So as to make the proviso read: 

And i also, That ifany bridge bulls under this act shall beeonatrocted, 


d wi 
pros pier of the draw; and the next aang paos to oe daw shall not 
ess shall 
a clear head-room of not less than 10 feck eve high- Dee giro 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in section 2, line 35, after the words high 
water,” to insert: 
e eee ee and low bridges shall be so located as 


to afford the greatest possible mmodation to the river traffic, and a draw- 


acco: 
opening of low bridges shall, if practicable, be located next or near shore. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, in section 5, line 16, before the word! built,“ 
to insert commenced or;“ in line 25, after the words ‘‘ prescribed by,” 
to strike out ‘‘Secretary of War and insert ‘‘ Light-House Board; in 
line 27, after the word“ as,” to strike out Co and insert the 
Secretary of War; and in line 29, after the word river,“ to strike 
out: 


And the authority to erect and continue said bridge shall acer ah to modifi- 
cation by law whenever the public good shall, in the judgment of Congress, so- 
require, without any expense or charge to the Uni States. 


So as to make the section read: 
Sec. 5. That the structure herein authorized shall be built and located under 
and subject to such ions for the security of na on of said river asthe 
of War shall prescribe; and to secure thato t the said company or 


to the 1 
roval a design and drawings of said b dge and a map of the location, giving, 


raphy of the banks of the river, the shore-lines at 
tion and strength ofthe currentat all and the soundings, accurately show- 


ess of construction s 5 bject 
tary of War; and the said structure shall be at all times so managed and kept 
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as to offer reasonable and proper means for the passage of vessels through o 
under said structure; andie — the safe passage of vessels at night —— 

shall be displayed on said bridge, from the hour of sunset to that of sunrise, such 
lights as may be prescribed byti the Light-House Board, and the said structure 
shall be changed, at the cost and expense of the owners thereof, from time to 
pms, as the Secre! of War may direct, so as to preserve the free and conven- 

ient navigation of said river. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was to insert as a new section: 


Src. 6. That this act shall be null and void if actual construction of the bridge 
herein authorized be not commenced within one year and completed within 
three years from the date thereof. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and 

The title was amended, so as to read: ‘‘A bill to establish a railway 
bridge across the Illinois River, between a point within 5 miles of Co- 
Inmbiana, in Greene County, and a point within 5 miles of Kampsville, 
in Calhoun County, in the State of Ilinois,” 

Mr. VEST. I see by a mistake in the bill the clause reserving the 
right to alter, amend, or repeal this act has beenomitted. Thatclause 
should be inserted. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. By unanimous consent that clause 
will be inserted. The Chair hears no objection. 


BRIDGE ACROSS POTEAU RIVER. 


The bill (H. R. 11735) to amend an act entitled An act to authorize 
the Fort Smith and Choctaw Bridge Company to coastruct a bridge 
across the Poteau River, in the Choctaw Nation, near Fort Smith, 
Ark., was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with amend- 
ments, which were, in section 1, line 15, before the word amount,“ to 
insert ‘‘ the;” in line 16, after the word the,“ tostrike out ““inhab- 
itants” and insert“ individual members;“ in line 19, before the word 
“ company,” to strike out the word “and” and insert of said; in 
the same line, after the word ‘‘and,’’ to strike out the words “among 
each other” and to insert the company between the stockholders;“ 
in line 20, after the word ‘‘jurisdiction,’’ to insert of said courts; in 
line 22, after the word distinction,“ to strike out of“ and insert 
reU to; in the same line, to strike out ‘‘ citezenship’’ and insert ‘‘ cit- 

izenship; and in line 23, before the word parties, 5 to strike out the 
words as to- and insert of the; so that the section will read: 

That an act entitled An act to authorize the Fort Smith and Choctaw Bridge 
Company to construct a bridge across the Poteau River, in the Choctaw Nation, 
near Fort Smith, Ark.,“ approved June 18, 1888, be amended as follows: 

“ That the district court of the United States for the western district of Arkan- 
sas, or such other court of the United States as may have jurisdiction over the 
Indian Territory in which said bridge is located, shall have 33 over all 
controversies arising between the said Fort Smith and Choctaw Bri pany 
and the Choctaw tribe of Indians: and said court shall have like e 
without reference to the amount in controversy, over all controversies ng 
between the individual members of said nation or tribe of Indians and said ee 
company, and also over all controversies which may arise between the - 
holders of said company, and the company between the stockholders; and the 
civil jurisdiction of sai courts is hereby eee within the limits of said In- 
dian Nation without distinction as to citizenship ofthe parties so far as the same 
may be necessary to carry out the provisions of this act. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. VEST. I move that the Senate insist on its amendments, and 
ask for a conference with the House of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. VEST, Mr. 
SAWYER, and Mr. FRYE were appointed. 


BRIDGE OVER RED RIVER AT SHREVEPORT. 


The bill (H. R. 11782) to approve and ratify the construction by the 
Vicksburg, Shreveport and Texas Railroad Company of the bridge over 
the Red River at Shreveport, La., and the bridge over the Ouachita 
River at Monroe, La., and to authorize said railroad company to main- 
tain said bridges over said water ways, subject to certain stipulations 
and conditions, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. VEST. I move to strike out the word Texas“ in the title 
and wherever it is found in the bill and insert Pacific” instead; so 
as to read, the Vicksburg, Shreveport and Pacific Railroad.“ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the word 
„Texas will be stricken out of the bill where it occurs, and the word 
‘t Pacific ” will be inserted, and the same amendment made in the title. 
The title as proposed to be amended will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (H. R. 3 o approve and ratify the 
construction by the 9 Shreveport acific Railroad Com- 

pany of the bridge over the R e La., and the bridge 


over the Ouachita River, at Monroe, La., and to authorize said railroad 
company to maintain said bridges over said water ways, subject to cer- 
tain stipulations and conditions. 

Mr. VEST. I move that the Senate insist on its amendments and 
ask for a conference with the House of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. Vest, Mr. 
SAWYER, and Mr, FRYE were appointed. 


BRIDGES OVER MISSOURI RIVER. 


The bill (H. R. 12515) to amend an act entitled An act to author- 
ize the construction of a bridge over the Missouri River at the most 
accessible point between the mouth of the Femme Osage Creek and a 
point 2 miles above the city of St. Charles, in the county of St. Charles, 
in the State of Missouri, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


BRIDGES OVER GREEN AND BARREN RIVERS. 


The bill (H. R. 12524) to authorize the construction of bridges over 
Green and Barren Rivers, in the State of Kentucky, by the Henderson 
State Line Railroad Company, was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with amend- 
ments. 

The first amendment was, in section 1, line 11, after the word 
which,“ to strike out it“ and insert they; so that the section 
will read: 

That the Henderson State Line Railroad Company, organized under an act of 
the General Assembly of the Commonwealth of Kentucky, be, and is hereby, au- 
thorized toconstruct and maintain one or more bridges, and approaches thereto, 
over Green River and Barren River, in the State of entucky, at such points as 
said com: pa, my, may deem suitable for the passage of its said road over said riv- 
ers. Said bridges shall be constructed to provide for the pore as railway 
trains, and, at the option of the corporation by which the s 10 built, may 


be used for the passage of wagons and vehicles of all kin for. the transit of 


animals, and for foot-passengers. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 2, line 4, after the word ‘‘priv- 
ileges,’’ to strike out the word ‘‘of’’ and insert as; and in line 6, 
after the word ‘‘telegraph,’’ to insert the words “and telephone;”’ so 
as to make the section read: 

Sec, 2. That any bridges built under this act and subject to its limitations 
shall be lawful structures and shall be ized and known as post-routes, 
and they shall enjoy the same rights and privileges as other t-roads in the 
United States. Equal privileges in the use of said bridge shall be granted to all 
telegraph and telephone companies, and the United States shall have the right 
of way across said bridge and its approaches for postal-telegraph purposes. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 4, line 3, after the words se- 
curity of,“ to insert the word “ the;?“ in line 10, before the wont 
“built,” to insert ‘‘commenced or, and at the end of the section to 
insert: 

And all changes in said bridges e by the Secretary of War at any timo 
or their entire removal yee Reh expense of the corporations or persons 
owning or operating said b 

= as to make the N read: 

EC. 4, That any bridges authorized to be constructed under this act shall be 
patie, and located under and subject to such regulations for the security of the 
navigation of said river as the Secretary of War shall prescribe, and to secure 
that object the said company or corporation shall submit to the Secretary of 
War, for his examination and approval, a design and drawing of the brid, —— 
a map of the location thereof, Suau until the d plan and location of the 
are approved by the 5 of War the bridges shall not be 3 or 
built; and should say ran be made in the plan of said bridges during the 
progress of construction suc 1 shall be 8 to the approval of the Sec- 
retary of War, and all changes in said bridges required by the tary of War 
at any time or their entire removal shall be at the expense of the corporations 
or persons owning or operating said bridges. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. VEST. I move that the Senate insist upon its amendments and 
ask for a conference with House. 

The motion was 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. Vest, Mr. 
SAWYER, and Mr. FRYE were appointed. 

BRIDGE ACROSS OSAGE RIVER. 

The bill (H. R. 12389) authorizing the construction of a bridge across 
the Osage River at some accessible point in the county of Benton, in 
the State of Missouri. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with amend- 
ments. 

The first amendment was, in section 2, line 3, after the word river,“ 
to strike out ‘‘ beyond what is necessary to carry into effect the rights 
and privileges hereby granted; in line 15, after the word be, to 
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insert or commenced;’’ and in line 16, after the word be, to strike 
out made and insert built; n so that the section will read: 


tion of the bri are appro 

commenced or built: approved by u 

bro and continuous spans, the: 2 5 5 shall conform in length and date toth 
of the Secretary of 


requirements 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to insert at the end of section 3: 

ATI changes in said brid, fired at tim . shall 
maren of the IE OF — ions owning or N 


Sa 5 3 Aly and at such localty 
will conform to the prescribed co: ions of this To notify company that 
he approves the same; and u aaar such notification the said 8 


to be caused by said — to t the case may 
United States of the district of the State of 
Missouri in whose jurisdiction any portion of said obstruction or bridge may be 
located, All changes in said bri required at any time by the Secretary of 
War shall be made at the expense of the persons or corporation owning or con- 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was to insert, at the end of section 5, the words: 


And all telegraph and telephone companies shall have equal privileges as to 
said bridge. 


So that the section will read: 


Sec. 5. That the United States shall have the right of way for such postal and 
tel h across said 1 as the Government may construct and con- 
trol, and all telegraph and telephone companies shall — equal privileges as 
to said. bridge. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in section 6, line 3, after the word all.“ 


to strike out the words material and su go that the section 
will read: 

Sud. 6. That Congress shall have at an anal aap ů ů E ů w 
this act, so as to prevent or remove ail obstructions to the navigation of 

ri by the of said bridge and its accessory works; and aif alter 
ations of said b shall be made and all such shall be removed 


at the expense of the owners of or persons controlling said bridge, ete. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Sehate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrosséd and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and 

Mr. VEST. I Doman the Senate insist on its amendments and ask 
for a conference with the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. Vest, Mr. 
SAWYER, and Mr. FRYE were appointed. 


MISSISSIPPI RIVER BRIDGE AT LYONS, IOWA. 


The bill (H. R. 12489) to authorize the construction of a railroad, 
wagon, and foot-passenger bridge across the i River at or near 
Lyons, Iowa, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with amend- 
ments. The first amendment was, in section 1, line 6, after the word 
„maintain,“ to strike out if in the opinion of the Secretary of War 
the same be a public necessity; in line 9, after the word “‘River,’’ to 
strike out at a place suitab’ e to the interests of navigation; in line 
16, eee 1 es 2 T sostar g 
in order to carry into effect the ts privileges hereby gran 
in line 22, after the word obstruetion,“ to strike out touches“ and 
insert is located; and at the end of the section to strike out the pro- 
viso: ‘Provided, That this proviso shall not influence the location of 
said bridge in its relation to the interests of navigation;’? so as to make 
the section read: 

That the Lyons and Fulton Bridge 
existing eee by virtue of the — of ber yy 8 — ——— — 
FFC orized to construct and m arail- 

wagon, and foot- ger bridge across the i River at a point 
at or near the city of Lyons, pena lowe: cone the lin limitations eonditions herein- 
after provided, and to lay on or over said 3 1 


een ns, and vehicles of all kinds, ani- 
and foot-passengers, for aueh Ie shton OF toll os tees be fixed from 
—— subject to approval and change by the Secretary of War. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 3, line 9, after the word 
granted, to strike ont “to all, including; and in line 10, after the 
word ‘‘railroad,’’ to insert ‘t telephone;”” and 3 after the word 
or,“ to strike out said; so as to make the section read 

constructed under this act eee eee to its lim- 
structure, and shall be known as a post- route, and the 
same is hereby declared to be a post-route, upon which 8 her 
shall be made for the transmission over the same of the mails, the ps, and 
the munitions of war of the United States then tI than the rate rate per mile paid for | — 


transportation over said brid; 
and equal privileges in the use of pad pero mall be bcm Be? all railroad. 
ephone, and tele companies, and the o fted States shell have the sain 


way across said ge and its approaches for postal-telegraph purposes. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 4, line 1, after the word ‘‘rail- 
road, to strike out and telegraph; so as to read: 

Src. 4. That all railroad and other companies des 
have and be entitled to equal ee and privileges i 
and in the use of the m: and fixtures thereof, and of all the approaches 
thereto, under and upon such terms erms and conditions us shall be by the 
Secre! of War, upon hearing the allegations and proofs of parties, in case 
they L not agree. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 5, line 38, after the word Con- 
gress, „to insert or the Secretary of War, ’ andin line 42, after the word 

Congress, to insert or the Secretary of War;’’ so as to make the 
section read: 

Sec. 5. That the structure herein author ere 
and subject to such for the security of the na of said river 
as the Secretary of War shall prescribe ; A ect the said com- 

tion shall submit to the Secretary of War, for his examination 
5 and drawing of the b and a map of the location, 
giving, for the ee ee w the proposed location, the 
topography of the banks of the river, the shore-line at kgh and low water, the 
direction and strength ofthe current at all 5 soundings, accurate 
8 „ n ‘and shaif 
such other information as shall ete peer for a full and satisfactory 
55 the Secretary and until the said plan and location of the bridge 
are decided by th of War to be such as will not eee or ae 
the shall not be commenced o 


affect the interests of navigation 
built; cope heme tale such change shall be mu aux Oi wal DAANG Gurine the 


progress of Karre proa soe caio nea provalof the Sec- 
— Wore end a ‘and the said such aids to the 
asses gee of said bridge, in the form “orm of booma, dikes, piers, oF or other suitabie and 

per structures for confining the flow of water to ® per Soa bery easily navy- 
3 channel, for a distance of not less than 1 mile — 4 2 a 
and other water craft 


War shall from time to trough the 
and order to be constructed and tained atthe of the com y own- 
ing said bridge; and the said structure shall be at all 


be be the Light-H — a the wath puree 1 alt bs 
ma by ouse z an ure 
— ok —— of the owners thereof from time to 


said bridge shall — KUVONTO AaS 
pobo aood santa 8 8 he Secretary of War so re- 


The satel was one to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. VEST. I move that the Senate insist on its amendments and ask 
a conference with the House of Representatives thereon. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. VEST, Mr 
SAWYER, and Mr. FRYE were appointed. 


BRIDGE ACROSS THE ARKANSAS RIVER. 


The bill (H. R. 10721) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Arkansas River at or near Cummings Landing, Lineoln County, 
Arkansas, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with amend- 
ments. 

The first amendment was, in section 2, line 11, after the word “ tele- 
graph, to insert and telephone; so as to read: 

Equal privileges in use of said bridge shall be . to all telegraph and 


telephone com ; and the United States shall the right of way across 
said bridge and its ap for postal-telegraph purposes. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, in section 4, after the word conditions, 
at the end of line 8, to strike ont ‘‘ which each shall perform in’’ and 
insert ‘‘for;’’ and in line 11, after the word hearing, to strike out 
the word “of? so as to make the section read: 


Sec. 4. That all railroad companies desiring the use of said bridge shall have, 
and be entitled to, equal rights and privileges relative to the passageof railway 
trains over — and over the approaches to the same, upon payment of a 

reasonable n for such use; and in case the owner or owners of said 
bridge, and the the several railroad companies, or any of them, desiring such use, 
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shall fail to agree upon the sum or sums to be paid, and upon rules and condi- 
tions for using said bridge, all matters at issue between them shall be decided 
by the Secretary of War upon hearing the allegations and proofs of the parties. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in section 5, line 3, before the word ‘‘reg- 
ulations,” to strike out the“ and insert ‘‘such;’’ so as to read: 

That any bridge authorized to be constructed under this act shall be built and 
located under and subject tosuch regulations for the security of said river as the 
Secretary of War shail prescribe.} 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 6, line 4, after the word Con- 
gress,” to insert or Secretary of War;’’ so as to make thesection read: 

Sec, 6. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby expressly 
reserved, andthe Tight to requireany changes in said structure or its entire re- 
moval at the expense of the owners „Whenever the Congress or Secre- 
tary eee shall decide that the public interest requires it, is also expressly re- 
Served, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended and the amend- 
ments were concurred in, 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. ‘ 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. VEST. I move that the Senate insist on its amendments and 
ask for a conference with the House of Representatives thereon. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. Vest, Mr. 
SAWYER, and Mr. FRYE were appointed. y 


BRIDGE ACROSS RED RIVER, LOUISIANA, 


The bill (H. R. 10319) to authorize the Natchitoches Railroad Com- 
pany to construct and maintain a bridgeacross the Red River, in Lonisi- 
ana, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. $ 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


RIGHT OF WAY THROUGH SIOUX RESERVATION, 


The bill (S. 2029) granting right of way to the Forest City and Water- 
town Railroad Company through the Sioux Indian reservation was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Indian Affairs with 
amendments. 

The first amendment was, after the word course, in section 1, line 
13, to insert between the Cheyenne and Moreau Rivers;’’ so as to 
make the section read: 

That the right of way is hereby granted, as hereinafter set forth, to the Forest 
City and Watertown Railroad pany, a corporation duly organized under 
the general incorporation laws of the Territory of Dakota, its successors and 
arios forthe construction, operation, and maintenance ofits railroad through 
the lands set apart for the use of the Sioux Indians and commonly known as 
the Sioux Indian reservation, beginning at a point on the west bank of the 
Missouri River in Dewey County, Dakota, opposite Forest City, Potter County, 
Dakota Territory, running thence by the most practicable route in a southwest- 
Soy oana between the Cheyenne and Moreau Rivers to the city of Deadwood, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in section 3, line 9, after the word un- 
til,“ to insert: 

The consent of such Indians as are entitled to such compensation shall be ob- 
tained thereto in such manner as the President of the United States may direct, 
and until. 

So as to make the section read: 


Src. 3. That it shall be the duty of the Secretary of the Interior to fix the 
amount of compensation to be paid the Indians for such right of way, and pro- 
vide the time and manner for the payment thereof, and also to ascertain and 
fix the amount of com on to be made individual members of the tribe 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was to insert as a new section: 


‘Src. 5. That Congress shall have at all times power to alter, amend, or repeal 
this act and reyoke all rights hereunder. et ee 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the ‘Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. : 
BRIDGE ACROSS TALLAPOOSA RIVER. 


Mr. VEST. I ought to have reported yesterday from the Commit- 
tee on Commerce the bill (S. 3995) to authorize the Montgomery and 


Sylacauga Railroad Company to construct a bridge across the Tallapoosa 
River. I now report that bill with amendments, and ask that it be 
taken up and considered at this time. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The first amendment of the Committee on Commerce was, in section 
2, line 6, after the word ‘‘telegraph,’’ to insert and telephone;”’ so 
as to make the section read: 


Src. 2. That any bridge built under this act and subject to its limitations shall 
be a lawful structure, and shall be recognized and known as a post-route, and 
it shall enjoy the rights and privileges of other post-roads in the United States, 
and equal privileges in the use of said bridge shall be granted to all te! ph 
and telephone companies; and the United States shall have the right of way 
over said bridge for postal-telegraph purposes. 


The amendment was agreed to. k 
Thenextamendment was, insection 4, line 17, before the word built,“ 
to insert commeneed or;’’ so as to read: 


And until the said plan and location of the bridge are approved by the Secre- 
tary of War the bridge shall not be commenced or built, and should any an 
be made in the plan of said bridge during the progress of construction s 
changes shall be subject to the approval of the Secretary of War. 


The amendment was agreed to. ; 
The next amendment was, at the end of section 4, to add: 


And the expense of such change and of any other changes at any time re- 
quired by the of War in said bridge, or its entire removal after being 
completed if the Secretary of War deems the same necessary, shall be paid by 
the persons or corporation owning or controlling said bridge. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. y ; 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

HAMPTON AND OLD POINT RAILWAY. 

The bill (S. 2828) granting right of way and other privileges to the 
Hampton and Old Point Railway Company was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. X 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs with 
amendments. R 3 

The first amendment was, in section 1, line 16, after the word ‘‘ cor- 
poration,’’ to strike out: E 

Provided, That the privilege erent e shall at all times be subject to be 
rescinded by order of the Secretary of War, and that the said corporation shall 
at any time when so ordered by the Secretary of War remove its rails and all 
other fixtures and appurtenances: Provided also, That the location of said road 
shall follow the water line of Hampton Roads from the bridge across Mill 
Creek along the western side of the land ceded to the United States by Virginia, 
terminating at the pier on Hampton Roads, unless a different location be made 
by order of the Secretary of War: And provided further, That the said road shall 
ae: e APN 3 to the or ico sa ty oa ec u 7 3 eee 

ans, and dimensions as ma; ro Secretary ar: pro- 
Sadek further, at the D for pe hn e ofany inmate ofeitherthe said 
Soldiers’ Home or Hampton Institute over the entire line of said street railway, 
one way, shall not exceed 10 cents, and the charge for like transportation of any 
package not exceeding 20 pounds in weight and belonging to any inmate of 
either said home or said institute shall not exceed 10 cents: And provided fur- 
ther, That the pri herein granted shall be determined and me void 
unless the said road shall be completed and put in operation between the points 
aforesaid within two years from the passage of this act. 


And to insert in lien thereof: 


subject to the following provisions: 

Said railroad shall cross Mill Creek upon a bridge distinct from the ex- 
isting owned by the United States or upon such bridge additional toand 
united to the existing bridge as may be approved by the Secretary of War. it 
shall follow the water line of Hampton Roads along the western side of the 
land ceded to the United States by Virginia, term: at some point north of 
the quartermaster’s pier, or near to and on the west of the highway nearly op- 
posite the main entrance to Fortress Monroe. 

Second. So much of said road as may be upon said lands ceded as aforesaid 
shall be constructed upon such plans and ensions as may be approved by 
the Secretary of War. 

Third, The manner and times of running cars of said road shall be subject to 
such special orders or general r ons as the Secretary of War may deem 
Sete ape to the good order and the military uses of the military post and ceded 

jan 

Fourth, Charges for the transportation of any inmate, officer, or employé of 
the Soldiers’ Home or Hampton Institute, or any enlisted man or civilian em- 
ployé of the military force at Fortress Monroe over the entire line of said road 
shall not exceed 10 cents. 

Fifth. The privil hereby granted may at any time be rescinded or sus - 
pended by order of the Secretary of War, and said corporation shall at any time, 
when so ordered by the Secretary of War, remove its rails and all other fix- 
tures and appurtenances at its own expense and cost and without any claim of 


5 — — for any loss, damage, or compensation of any kind from the 
n al 
Sixth. The grants and pri mentioned in this act shall be determined 


and become void unless the said road shall be completed and be put in o 
tion within said ceded lands within two years from the passage of this 


The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, in section 2, line 1, after the word act,“ 
to strike out shall be in force from its passage, and;’’ so as to make 
the section read: 

Sec, 2. That this act shall be subject to alteration, amendment, or repeal at 
any time at the pleasure of Congress, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. ; 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 


| third time, and 
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ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. PLUMB. I ask unanimous consent that the pending business 
be laid aside and that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the 
Post-Office appropriation bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The order of the Senate will not ex- 
pire until 12 o’clock and 38 minutes, s 

Mr. PLUMB. I move, then, that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of the Post-Office appropriation bill. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. TheSenator from Kansas moves that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of a bill the title of which will 


be stated. 

Mr. HOAR. Are the bridge bills disposed of? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bridge bills have been disposed 
of, but the agreement was that if any time remained of the hour as- 
signed for their consideration the remaining time should be devoted to 
what are known as right-of-way bills favorably reported and on the 
Calendar; and the hour assigned for that purpose, with the time which 
has been consumed in other objects, will not expire until 12 o’clock 
and 38 minutes. The Senator from Kansas moves that theSenate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the Post-Office appropriation bill. 

Mr. HOAR. I hope the Senator will not do that after the unani- 
mous-consent agreement made last night. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator from Kansas certainly will not insist 
upon violating the unanimous agreement. 

Mr. PLUMB. I could have this bill passed in a few minutes if the 
Senate would allow me to get it up. 

Mr. DAWES. I ask leave to make a report. z 

The PRESIDENT. pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas [Mr. 
PLUMB] is entitled to the floor. Does the Senator insist upon his mo- 
tion? 

Mr. PLUMB. Ido. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Kansas. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. PLUMB. If Senators decide not to go on with the considera- 
tion of an appropriation bill, then they may have that responsibility 
upon them, 

Mr. HOAR. There was unanimous consent given last night for the 
consideration of bridge bills to the exclusion of everything else for one 
hour this morning, and I consider myself bound in honor to so vote. 

Mr. PLUMB. Senators can take the responsibility. 

Mr. HOAR. It only postpones the consideration of the appropria- 
tion bill which the Senator from Kansas has in charge for a few mo- 
ments. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Kansas de- 
sire to have the unanimous consent s ded? 

Mr. DAWES. I ask unanimous consent to be allowed to make a re- 
port at this time. 

-~ Mr. PLUMB. I object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The next bill on the Calendar under 
the order of the Senate will be proceeded with. 

Mr. HARRIS. If the Senator from Kansas will ask unanimous con- 
sent to vacate the former order I shall have no objection, but having 
agreed, as I did, to the order made yesterday, I will not by vote violate 
that order. 

Mr. PLUMB. I didask unanimous consent, but the Chair held that 
that was not in order. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Kansas misunder- 
stood the Chair. The Chair merely announced the order of the Sen- 
ate. The reading of the next bill in order will proceed. 


DULUTH AND WINNIPEG RAILWAY. 


The bill (S. 3918) granting to the Duluth and Winnipeg Railway 
Company the right of way throngh the Leech Lake and White Earth 
Indian reservations in the State of Minnesota was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Indian Affairs with an 
amendment, in section 2, line 24, after the word ' reservations,“ to 
strike out as to the amount of said compensation’’ and to insert 
“to the provisions of this act;’’ so as to read: 

But no right of =y kind shall vest in said railway company in or to any 
of the right of way herein provided for ae thereof, made upon actual 
survey, for the definite location of such railroad, and including the junds for 
station buildings, depots, machine-shops, side-tracks, turn-outs, and water-sta- 
tions, shall have been approved by the Secretary of the Interior, and until the 
compensation aforesaid shall have been fixed and paid, and the consent of the 
Indians on said reservations to the provisions of this act shall have been first 
obtained in a manner satisfactory to the President of the United States, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

CHEROKEE CENTRAL RAILWAY. 


The bill (S. 3721) to grant a right of way to the Cherokee Central 
Railway Company es the Indian Territory, and for other pur- 
poses, was considered as in Committee of the Whole, 


—— A e 1! 11! 1111 


The bill was reported ſrom the Committee on Indian Affairs with 
amendments. 

The first amendment was, in section 2, line 3, after the words one 
hundred,“ to strike out and fifty,“ and in line 5, after the words 
two hundred,“ to strike out and fifty; so as to read: 

That said corporation is authorized to take and use for all purposes of a 
railway and for no other purpose, a right of way 100 feet in width through said 
Indian Territory, and to take and use a strip of land 200 feet in width with a 
length of 3,000 feet, in addition to right of way for stations for every 10 miles of 
the road, with the right to use additional und where there are heavy cuts or 
fills as may be necessary for the construction and maintenance of the road-bed, 
not aioe thet 100 feet in width on each side of said right of way, or as much 
thereof as may be included in said cut or fill. 

The amendment was agreed to. 4 

The next amendment was, in section 6, line 11, after the word 
within,“ tostrike ont the words“ one year“ and insert six months; 
so as to read: 

That when a map showing any portion of said railway company's located line 
is filed as herein provided for, said company shall commence grading said lo- 
cated line within six months thereafter, or said location shall be void; and said 
location shall be approved by the Secretary of the Interior, in sections of 25 . 
miles, before construction of any such section shall be begun. 

The amendment was 

The bill was reported to the 
were concu in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

JAMESTOWN AND NORTHERN RAILROAD COMPANY. 


The bill (S. 1228) granting a right of way to the Jamestown and 
Northern Railroad Company through the Devil’s Lake Indian reser- 
vation, in the Territory of Dakota, was considered as in Committee of 
the Whole. S 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


RIGHT OF WAY THROUGH INDIAN RESERVATIONS. 


The bill (S. 2806) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to fix the 
amountof compensation to be paid for right of way for railroads through 
Indian reservations, in certain contingencies, was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WYOMING MIDLAND RAILWAY COMPANY. 

The bill (H. R. 10028) granting to the Wyoming Midland Railway 
Company the right of way through the Wind River or Shoshone Indian 
reservation was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Indian Affairs with 
amendments, in section 3, line 21, after the word“ that,“ to strike out 
the President of the United States may, in his discretion, require 
that;’’ in line 22, after the word “ to,“ to strike out said right of 
way and insert this act;’’ and in line 24, before the words may 
prescribe,” tostrike out Che“ and insert the President of the United 
States;’’ so as to make the proviso read: 
Provided, That the consent of the Indians to thisact shail be obtained by said 
railway 8 in such manner as the President of the United States may 
prescribe before any right under this act shall accrue to said company. 
The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 
The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 
The bill was read the third time, and passed. 
Mr. DAWES. I move that the Senate insist on its amendments and 
request a conference with the House of Representatives on the bill and 
amendments, 
The motion was agreed to. 
By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the of the te, and Mr. JONES of Ar- 
kansas, Mr. SABIN, and Mr. DOLPH were appointed. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The order of the Senate for the con- 
sideration of bridge bills and bills granting rights of way has been exe- 
cuted. If there be no further morning business 
POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. PLUMB. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 12490) maki xs ge ear es for the service of the 
Post-Office Department for the year ending June 30, 1890, 

Mr. CULLOM. The understanding yesterday, as I remember it, 
was that immediately after the consideration of the bridge bills, which 
have now been of, the interstate-commerce matter should come 
up again for consideration, and I move that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of that measure, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair has no power to enforce a 
unanimous agreement. It rests wholly upon the consent of the Senate, 

Mr. CULLOM. I move then—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair recognized the Senator 
from Kansas, who hasmoved toproceed to the consideration of the Post- 
Office appropriation bill. 


to. 
Senate asamended, and the amendments 
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Mr. CULLOM. I hope 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The motion is not debatable. Is | ments were concurred in. 


there objection to the Senator from Illinois proceeding? 
Mr. PLUMB. Wecan passthe appropriation bill in fifteen minutes, 


Mr. CULLOM. Very well. 
The question is on agreeing to the 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
motion of the Senator from 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 12490) making appropria- 
tions for the service of the Post-Office Department for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1890. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Appropriations with 
amendments. 

Mr. PLUMB. Task that the bill be read for action on the amend- 
ments of the committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the amend- 
ments proposed by the Committee on Appropriations will be acted upon 
as they are reached in reading the text of the bill. 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the bill, and read to line 9, on 

e 6. $ 
Por, PLUMB. In line 10, on page 6, after the word stations, I 
move, by instruction of the committee, to insert: 
Including superintendents of weighers of second-class matter. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 6, line 10, after the word stations, 

Including superintendents of weighers of second-class matter. 

So as toread: 

Superintendents of stations, including superintendents of weighers of second- 
class matter, ten classes, salary, graded in even hundreds of dollars, from $1,000 
to not exceeding $2,000 per annum, except at New York, N. V., where the salaries 
of the superintendents of Stations A and D shall be fixed at $2,500 each per 
annum, and superintendents of Stations E and F shall be fixed at $2,200 each 
per annum. 

The amendment was to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 

The first amendment reported by the Committee on Appropriations 
was, under the head of ‘‘ Office of the First Assistant Postmaster-Gen- 
eral,” on page 9, after line 9, to insert: 

That all acts and parts of acts that conflict with the provisions hereinbefore 
stated are hereby repealed. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the same head, on page 9, line 13, 
after the word offices, to insert including rent of city post-office 
at Washington, D. C., and in line 14, before the word thousand, 
to insert and ten;“ so as to make the clause read: 

For rent, light, and fuel for first and second class post-offices, including rent 
of city post-office at Washington, D. C., $610,000. 

Mr. PLUMB. After the word dollars,“ in line 14, I move to in- 
sert: 

And of this sum not exceeding $900 may be paid for the rent of a branch post- 
office on Capitol Hill, in the city of Washington. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, under the same head, on page 9, 
line 16, after the word dollars,“ to insert the following proviso: 


Provided, That there shall not be allowed for the use of any third-class post- 
office for rent a sum in excess of $400, nor more than $60 for fuel and lights in any 
one year. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was continued to line 24, on page 9. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move to add after the word million, in line 24, 
the words ‘‘and ninety-five thousand;’’ so as to read: 

For free-delivery service, $8,095,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PLUMB. I also move to add at the end of line 24, on that page, 
after the word dollars: > 


Provided, That the Postmaster-General may, if in his judgment the good of 
the service so requi make contracts for necessary supplies for the free-deliv- 
— service for a period not exceeding four years, payable out of this appropri- 
atio 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, under 
the head of “Office of the Second Assistant Postmaster-General,’’ on 
page 11, line 19, after the word fund,“ to insert or any portion 
thereof;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

For necessary and 88: Provided, That 
the eee eat gore ne ey N fund, or any por- 
tion thereof, from any railroad company when, in his judgment, the public in- 
terests require it. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Secretary resumed and concluded the reading of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Are there further amendments to 
the bill as in Committee of the Whole? 


XX—153 


The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move thatthe Senate insist on its amendments, and 
request a conference with the House of Representatives on the bill and 
amendments. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. PLUMB, Mr. 
ALLISON, and Mr. GORMAN were appointed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had agreed to the reports of the com- 
mittees of conference on the disagreeing votes of the House on the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 1874) to change the east- 
ern and northern judicial districts of Texas, and for other purposes. 

The messagealsoannounced that the House had agreed to the reportof 
the committee of conference on the roy Saye) votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 11651) to provide for 
the expenses of the District of Columbia for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1890, and for other purposes; that the House er insisted upon 
its disagreement to the amendments of the Senate numbered 18, 20, 
21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28, 29, 30, 37, 39, 42, 43, 44, 47, 48, 51, 52, 
54, 61, 63, and 65, asked a further conference with the Senate on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. 
CLEMENTS, Mr. FELIX CAMPBELL, and Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa 
managers at the further conference on the part of the House. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had signed 
the enrolled bill (H. R. 11197) for the removal of the political disabil- 
ities of Henry A. Ramsay; and it was thereupon signed by the Presi- 
dent pro tempore. 


MISSISSIPPI RIVER BRIDGE AT RED WING. 


Mr. VEST. Iam instructed by the Committee on Commerce to re- 
port favorably with amendments the bill (S. 3923) to authorize the 
Duluth, Red Wing and Southern Railroad Company to construct a 
bridge across the Mississippi River at or near the city of Red Wing, in 
the State of Minnesota, and to establish it as a post-road. 

Mr. SABIN. As the bill just reported is a bridge bill, I ask that it 
may be put on its passage at this time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tem The Senator from Minnesota asks 
unanimous consent that the bill just reported from the Committee on 
Commerce may be now considered. 

i a CULLOM. Do Tunderstand the Senator to say that it is a bridge 

1112 

Mr. SABIN. It is a bridge bill. 

Mr. CULLOM. I will yield for that. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendments of the Committee 
on Commerce will be stated in their order. 

The first amendment of the Committee on Commerce was, in section 
1, line 4, after the word ‘‘ company,“ to insert a corporation created 
and organized under the laws of the State of Minnesota; in the same 
line, after the word ‘‘assigns,’’ to strike out the words, ‘‘being first 
thereto authorized by the Legislatures of the States of Minnesota and 
Wisconsin, respectively; and in line 12, after the word for,“ to strike 
out the words a railway and wagon bridge combined“ and insert: 

The passage over the same of railroad cars and locomotives, and at the option 
of the company for the passage of vehicles, animals, and foot-passengers. 

So as to read: 

That it shall be lawful for the Duluth, Red Wing and Southern Railroad 
Company, a corporation created and ized under the laws of the State of 
Minnesota, its successors and assigns, to build and maintain a brii across the 
Mississippi River at or near the city of Red Wing, in the State of Minnesota, 
and to lay on and over said bridge railway tracks, for the more perfect connec- 
tion or use of any railroad or railroads are or shall be constructed to the 
said river at or op) te said Red Wing, and said bridge may be so constructed 
as to be used for over the same of railroad cars and locomotives, 
and at the option of the company for the passage of vehicles, animals, and foot- 
passengers, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 13, before the word 
bridge, to strike out the word railway;” after the word bridge, 
to strike out or combined railway and wagon bridge;’’ and in line 
14, Dolore the word constructed, to strike out the word so; so 
as to read: 


Any such bridge shall be constructed and maintained under the limitations 
and conditions herein provided. 


The amendment was agreed to. h 

The next amendment was, in section 2, line 2, after the word river,“ 
to strike out the words beyond what is necessary in order to carry 
into effect the rights and privileges hereby granted” and insert but 
the rate of tolls charged for the transit of vehicles, animals, and foot- 
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passengers shall be approved by the Secretary of War before the same 
shall be collected; in line 8, before the word ‘‘any,”’ to strike out 
„which?“ and insert whose jurisdiction;’’ and in the same line, after 
the word obstriſetion,“ to strike out the word touches and insert 
ttis located; so as to make the section read: 

That the said bridge shall be constructed ot to interfere with 
6 said 5 — but thet rate of tolls — for the transit of 
vehicles, animals, and foot- ngers shall be approved by the Secretary of 
War before the same shall collected; and in case of any liti ion arisi 
from any obstruction, or alleged obstruction, to the free na on of the sai 
river the cause may be before the district or circuit court of the United 
States forany district of any State in whose jurisdiction any portion of the 

or obstruction is located. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 3, line 6, to strike out the word 
tt eord ” and insert chord; and in line 8, after the word mark, 
to strike out as such mark is understood; so as to make the proviso 
read: 


H than 250 feet in length ; 
of eaid bridge shall be parallel with the current of said river, and 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was to add to section 6 the words “or persons 
or corporation controlling the same;’’ so as to make the section read: 


That the plan and ney eat ora with the necessary drawings of said bridge, 
shall be submitted to the Secretary of War for his np and until he approve 
the plan and location of said bridge it shall not be built or comme ; and 
should any change be made in the plan of said * the progress of the 
work thereon, such changes shall be subject to the a of the Secretary of 
‘War; and all changes in the construction of said that may be directed 
by Congress shall be made at the cost and expense of the owners thereof or per- 
Sons or corporation controlling the same. 


The amendment was agreed to. ; 
The next amendment was, in section 7, line 2, after the word said, 
to insert the words town of; so as to make the section read: 


Said bridge shall be so constructed as not in manner to interfere with the water- 
works of said town of Red Wing, or with any pi well, or other appurte- 
nance, or mac i therewith. 


hinery, fixture, or property conn 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. In section 7, line 2, if there be no 
Objection, before the word manner“ the word any will be in- 
berted. That amendment will be made. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Commerce was, in section 
8, line 1, before the word ‘‘amend,”’ to strike out or; after the word 
amend, to insert or repeal;“ and after the word act.“ in the 
game line, to strike out the words so as to prevent or remove all ma- 
terial obstructions to the navigation of said river by the construction 
of bridges;’’ so as to read: 

‘That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby expressly reserved. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was to add to section 8: 

Andif the construction of said bridge is not commenced in one year from 
the approval of this act and finished in two years from the same date, this act 
shall be null and void. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 


time, and passed. 
AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 


Mr. CAMERON, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, reported an 
amendment intended to be proposed to the deficiency a priation 
bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

Mr. HAMPTON and Mr. JONES of Arkansas submitted amend- 
ments intended to be proposed by them respectively to the deficiency 
appropriation bill; which were referred to the Committee on Appropri- 
ations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, submitted an amendment intended to be 

posed by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was referred 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. TowLEs, 
its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had concurred in the report 
of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 12485) mak- 
ing an appropriation for the Department of Agriculture for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1890, and for other purposes. 


FLORIDA STATE CLAIM. 


Mr. CULLOM. If there is no further morning business I move that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on Senate bill 2851, being the interstate-commerce bill. 

Mr. CALL. Day before yesterday, when the Calendar was taken 

there was unanimous consent given for the consideration of Senate 
746. I do not think that to pass the bill will take any more than 


the time of reading it. The Legislature of the State of Florida have 
by a joint resolution petitioned Congress to pass this bill, particularly 
in view of the condition of the treasury of that State and the necessity 
for large expenditures to prevent the recurrence of the epidemic which 
existed there last year. Under these cireumstances I ask the Senator 
from Illinois and the Senate to respect the unanimous consent that was 
given day before yesterday, which was that that bill should be consid- 
ered at the conclusion of the three hours which the Senate then granted 
for the consideration of House bills on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read the agree- 
ment of yesterday. i 

The Chief Clerk read as follows from to-day’s RECORD: 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Then is it the understanding that the — 2 
bills are in that hour first to be considered and afterwards, if time remains, 
right-of-way bills? 

S r CuULLON. And that the interstate-commerce bill shall come up imme- 
iately 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That will be the understanding, if there be no 
objection. It is so ordered. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us understand this. Iask that the Chair state whether 
the agreement has been made, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair has announced that it was so ordered, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate, 
pursuant to the agreement of the Senate, the message from the House 
of Representatives concerning the bill (S. 2851) to amend an act en- 
titled An act to regulate commerce, approved February 4, 1887. 
The message of the House of Representatives will be read. 

Mr. STEWART. L ask the Senate to pass a little bill. If it takes 
more than a minute I shall let it go for the present. 

Mr. CALL. I rise to a question of order. 

Mr. CULLOM. The Senate has been considering this interstate- 
commerce matter two or three times, and we are approaching, I trust, 
the end of the conference report, so as to get it away that other busi- 
ness may be transacted. I hope there will be no interruption until it 
is out of the way, which will be but a little while. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The message of the House of Rep- 
resentatives will be read. 

Mr. CALL. rise to a question of order. The Senate gave its unan- 
imous consent day before yesterday for the consideration of Senate bill 
746 at a parficular time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That was vacated by the order of 
yesterday. 

Mr. CALL. Then, if that was vacated without any consent of mine, 
I ask unanimous consent that at the conclusion of the present order of 
business Senate bill 746 shall be taken up under the previous agree- 


ment. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Florida asks unan- 
imous consent that at the conclusion of the consideration of the pend- 
ing amendments to the interstate-commerce bill the Senate will pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the bill (S. 746) to authorize the Secretary 
of the Treasury to settle and pay the claim of the State of Florida on 
account of expenditures made in suppressing Indian hostilities, and for 
other purposes. Is there objection? 

Mr. BLAIR. I reserve the right to object if it leads to debate. I 
have been a long time pressing for an opportunity to ask the Senate 
simply to vote upon a constitutional amendment that has been reported 
favorably in at least two Congresses, and I desire that it may be laid 
before the Senate simply for a vote upon it, the Senate listening no 
further than just to the reading of the report. I do not like to be in 
the way of the public health, and I suppose the bill of the Senator 
from Florida tends in that direction; but I desire to reserve the right 
to object if it leads to debate. : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Florida? The Chair hears none. 


CONSIDERATION OF PENSION BILLS. 


Mr. SAWYER. I give notice that after the bills for the considera- 
tion of which consent has already been given are out of the way, I shall 
ask the Senate to take up and pass the House pension bills. It will 
not take exceeding twenty minutes to dispose of them. 


INTERSTATE COMMERCE, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The message of the House of Repre- 
sentatives relating to Senate bill 2851 will be read. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, February 4, 1889. 
bili (4 2851) to amend un act entitled “As mette temal e e 
an en “An a = 
February 4, 1887, and asks a further conference witht the Senate ont a — 
ing votes of the two Houses thereon. 
That Mr. Crisp, Mr. ANDERSON of Iowa, and Mr. NEILL of Penn- 
sylvania be the managers of the further conference on the part of the House. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The pending question is on the mo- 
tion of the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] that the Senate re- 
cede from its disagreement to the amendment of the House numbered 3. 
Mr. PLAT . Mr. President, as one member of the Committee on 
Interstate Commerce, and as one of the conferees on the part of the 
Senate upon the disagreeing votes of the two Houses upon the amend- 
ment which is now under consideration and a motion to recede from 
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which has been made, I desire to say a very few words. I shall not 
take the time of the Senate at any length. 

I believe that has acted wisely in passing the interstate-com- 
merce bill. I believe that under its administration many of the com- 
plaints which were prevalent in the country before its passage have been 
composed, and that many of the inequalities and discriminations which 
had existed prior to that time have been remedied. 

I believe, and believe thoroughly, that the law as itis being admin- 
istered by the Interstate Commerce Commission isof great value to the 
country. Idesire that it shall not be im It seems that all legis- 
lation of this kind can have no other effect but to imperil that Jaw and 
its successful administration in the future. 

That law is based upon one fandamental proposition, a 
unjust discriminations and undue shall not be 
the part of railroads among their patrons. eee 
sition of the law. 

While it was under consideration all kinds of itions were made, 
that there should be incorporated into the law special features of legisla- 
tion which should determine what should be a proper rate of freight 
charge in any case, and whether a certain rate permileshould be 
upon freight, whether certain things should go in one classification or 
in another classification, whether certain methods of 
should be treated as other methods of 


was to declare the general principle and leave it to the commission to 
carry that into effect. 

“The law having been passed, the commission „3 
tion nearly two years, it having taken hold of all complaints made that 
the general provisions of the law and the common law were not being 
complied with and dealt with them, and I must say in a satisfactory 
way; now, when some amendments are proposed to the law which seem 
to be necessary, and especially one relating toallowing the commission 
to require the publications of joint tariffs by connecting roads, there 


comes back the old proposition to depart from the theory of the bill and 


to say that in one certain case freight rates shall be according 
to a certain principle. It is special ion. The theory of the bill 
is general legislation, and if we are to adopt special legislation in this 
case, then there is no reason why we should not go the country all over 
and adopt special legislation when anybody comes here and appears to 
make out a good case. 

It is better for the bill, it is better for the interests of the country, 
for the interests of the railroads, for the interests of the patrons of rail- 
roads, to leave the matter as it is, in my judgment; and therefore Iam 
opposed to any such amendment to the law or to any amendment that 
seeks to determine by Congres; how freight rates or passenger rates 
shall be arranged. 

I confess that I have been looking with a great deal of curiosity to 
see the object of this amendment. I can not understand it. I do not 
know what is behind it. I know there are denunciations of the Stand- 
ard Oil Company here, but the question of com ive on oil 
carried in tauk-cars or in barrels is settled. It is settled, and settled 
satisfactorily, by the Interstate Commerce Commission, and acquiesced 
in by the railroads and by the Standard Oil Companies; and yet here 
it comes to be tried again in this tribunal. Now, what is the reason 
for it? 

I repeat, the principle of this very amendment, with one exception 
which I shall point out, is already the decision of the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission in a case which involved nine railroads, has been 
acquiesced in by those roads, and is being acquiesced in hy the other 
common carriers of the country. Why bring it here again? That case 
was heard upon a book of testimony as large as one of the volumes of 
the Statutes at Large. It was carefully considered; it was heard at 
great length; very carefully considered by the commission; a very elab- 


orate and able opinion rendered, and it was settled. Yet here it comes 


again 

If this is all for the purpose of denouncing the Standard Oil Com- 

pany, all right; there is no necessity for this legislation unless it be to 

trate an injustice which the Interstate Commerce Commission 
did not allow by its decision. I suppose the Standard Oil Company is 
a great monopoly. I am willing to assume for the purpose of the dis- 
cussion of this case that it is avery wicked monopoly; that it does very 
wicked things; but I do not on account of that propose to indulge in 
what seems to me most vicious legislation, in legislation which can 
only have far-reaching and lasting deleterious results. 

Let us sce just what this amendment is and see if we can get at what 
the real animus of itis. This case, which has once been settled by the 
Interstate Commerce Commission, is t here on appeal by the 
plaintiff, and we who have not read the testimony—I venture to say 
there are not three Senators in this body who have read the testimony 
on which that case was decided—that we who have not read the case 
and who are not familiar with it, and who can not understand whatis 
right and what is wrong iu it, are asked to decide the case over again. 
There must be a rcason for it, and I think I can point it out. 

But first I want to refer to the decision of the Interstate Coramerce 
Commission in this case, to show what it was. Iam not going to read 


. but I am going to read from the syllabus of the case 
which I the second annual report of the Interstate Commerce 
Commission—the case of George Rice vs, The Louisville and Nashville 
and eight other railroad companies. It is this: 


When for a special traffic, e. g., the transportation of petroleum oils, a carrier 
provides „ for one method, but dees not provide it for another for 
which it rates, but the shippers are to pro same, 
FFC ed should be uniform and be 

with the Oe a Noe SY Tet aie fo ee San gako 
in and of different terms in the case of different shi 

It is p! ies pk y the business of a carrier by railroad to supply the 8 
for the freights he offers or proposes to carry; 
liarities of o are that this is not always practicab] — arpea 
allowed to supply it ſor 3 the carrier must not allow its own deficien- 
cies in this to be made the means of putting at un e disad- 
8 who make use in the same traffic of the facilities —— 

en two mi 


I ask attention to this. If any Senator has the amendment before 
him I ask him to compare the amendment with this portion of the 
decision of the Interstate Commerce Commission: 


— pyar rege gg wage mage pa age Pang eto 
nominally offered the carrier, for only one of which it offers Tolling-atook, 
and for the other of which the > ahi g-stock 


portation in the other mode. The man of small means being com 

this choice by reason of the carrier's failure to supply rolling-s' for the other 

mode, has h to insist that — 178 charges by transportation in the two modes 

shall be relatively just and equal 
When oil is transported in tanks permanently affixed to car bodies, the tank 

is to be considered as part of the car; and for oil transported therein the cha: 

for should be the same by the hundred pounds that the ca 


charges 3 between the same points of barrels filled with like oil 
and taken in car-load lots. The carrier is y of unjust discrimination if the 
a in barrels is charged a higher rate. 


Neither the fact that the shipper in the one case supplies the rolling-stock, 
nor the —— 4 is not found a e was 1 a 
greater probabi ity oi ee E e furt eged fact that rre 
shipments there are greater risks to the carrier’s property and that which it 
carries, can justify imposing upon the barrel shipments the greater burden. 


Having read so far in the decision, I propose to read the amendment 


which is insisted upon here. 
Mr. REAGAN. Will the Senator from Connecticut allow me to in- 
terrupt him? 


Mr. PLATT. If the Senator will wait cne moment, I want to put 
the amendment right along with this decision. 

Mr. REAGAN. What I wanted to do 

Mr. PLATT. I wish to put this amendment right along in connec- 
tion with what I have read. 

Mr. REAGAN. What I wanted to say was that the report of the In- 
terstate Commerce Commission 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Connecticut de- 
clines to yield. 

Mr. PLATT. I will yield in a moment, but I do not want to yield 
just now. This is the amendment: 


Provided, however, That it shall be unlawful for any common carrier, subject 
to the provisions of this act, to carry refined oils and other petroleum products, 
cotton-seed oil,and-turpentine for any shipper, in tank or cylinder cars, who 
shall own, lease, or control the same in any manner, except upon the condition 
that said carrier shall K the transportation of said prod- 
ucts in wooden packages or barrels, in car-load lots, as in said tank = cylin- 
der cars, the said tank and cylinder and said wooden packages and 
being carried free in each case. 

‘There is nothing said in the decision about the tanks or the barrels 
being carried free in each case, but I think it may be implied from what 
I have read. At any rate, with that exception the amendment is pre- 
cisely the decision of the Interstate Commerce Commission so far as I 
have read it. I now propose to read another clause from the decision 
of the Interstate Commerce Commission which is not in this amend- 
ment, and which shows why the amendment is insisted upon as it is, 

Mr. REAGAN. If the Senator will now allow me, what I want to 
do is to read the ruling of the commission following what he has read. 

Mr. PLATT. Let me get through with the decision. 

Mr. REAGAN. But the Senator will pass to another decision now. 

Mr. PLATT. No, not at all. There was in that decision this: 

Under this rule the carrier will be at liberty and will be expected to make to 
the owner of tank-cars a reasonable allowance for their use. 

That is not in this amendment. The amendment is for the purpose 
and no other purpose, as I think, of adding to the decision of the In- 
terstate Commerce Commissioners the provision that the persons who 
supply tank-cars shall not be allowed anything for their use. That is 
all there is to it. The commission decided that they should be entitled 
to a reasonable compensation forthe use of their cars. Pass this amend- 
pt and they are not to have any compensation for the use of their 


That brings the whole matter down to a single point. George Rice, 
the plaintiff in that case, not having obtained from the commission a 
decision that the shippers were not entitled to a reasonable sum for the 
use of their cars, comes to Congress and asks Congress to so declareand 
to reverse that portion of the decision. He would make Congress an 
appellate court. 

I submit that it is not well for us to try this case over again. There 
is no reason for trying it overagain. The fact that the Standard Oil 
Company is a monopoly, the fact that it has done bad things, that it 
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is a wicked monopoly, if you please, is no excuse for taking the case 
out of the hands of the Interstate Commerce Commissioners and en- 
acting a Jaw on the subject. If it were not for the sppe which is 
made to prejudice against the Standard Oil Company, the amendment, 
in my judgment, would not have 3 votes in the te. 

I am not a friend of monopólies. If the Standard Oil Company is a 
monopoly that has been doing wrong I am not its friend, I am its 
enemy; but Jam not going by any appeal to whatever feeling I may have 
against the Standard Oil Company to be led into what I think is im- 

per and unwise and even vicious legislation. 

Why should not the parties who furnish tank-cars have a reasonable 
sum fortheir use? If one railroad furnishes to another railroad a tank- 
car the railroad so furnishing it will havea reasonable sum allowed for 
the use of the car while in the —— of the latter carrier. Why 
should not the same rule apply 

These tank-cars were the result of a necessity. They were the re- 
sult of a condition of things which made their invention, their con- 
struction, and their use a necessity. The railroad companies could not 
furnish them, or did not furnish them. The people engaged in the 
business were obliged to furnishthem. Now, whyshould not the peo- 
ple who furnish their own cars have what is allowed to everybody who 
furnishes cars to a railroad company—a just compensation for the use 
of them? Why should we here in Congress enact a law that, if the 
peculiarities of a business are such that the railroad company can not 
furnish a peculiar car, and the people engaged in the business do fur- 
nish the car, they should not be allowed a reasonable compensation for 
the use of it? If it were not that this were the Standard Oil Company 
no such proposition would obtain a foothold for a moment in the Sen- 
ate. 

Mr. President, there are other people who own tank-cars besides the 
Standard Oil Company. While the amendment is aimed at the Stand- 
ard Oil Company it hits some other people. The total number of tank- 
cars in the United States is about7,000. Fifty-eight per cent. of them 
are owned by the Standard Oil Company; 24 per cent. are owned by 
other firms and individuals engaged in producing and transporting oil, 
and 18 per cent. are owned by railroads. 

But this principle goes further.. It goes to every business for the 
proper development of which it becomes necessary to have cars of a 
Aiderent construction from the ordinary freight-car which is furnished 
by railroads. It goes to the dressed-beef business, which I think is as 
great a monopoly as the Standard Oil business, with this exception, 
that the Standard Oil monopoly, however wicked it may have been, 
has succeeded in reducing the price of oil very materially to the con- 
sumer, while the dressed-beef monopoly has succeeded in raising the 
price of beef to the consumer, 

But I saw in a paper since this discussion has been going on that a 
new dressed beef company was about to be incorporated, and it was to 
put on a new line of refrigerator cars, and there was to be competition 
in the business. Pass this measure and say that the new company 
which proposes to enter into competition in this business shall not have 
any compensation for the use of the cars which it may furnish and you 
break down that competition. Oh, competition is all right until it 
reaches a pink where people can compete favorably, and then it is ap- 
parently all wrong in the estimation of some Senators. 

It goes still further. Take the lumber cars of the great Northwest, 
cars that have to be furnished especially for the business. You may 
say that the railroad companies ought to furnish them. They can not, 
or will not, and if the business is to be carried on satisfactorily the cars 
are to be furnished by the people engaged in the business. Why should 
they not have a fair compensation for the use of them? Will you so 
extend the amendment that wherever a business differs from the or- 
dinary transportation of merchandise in a way that it requires special 
ears, and the railroad company is not ready or willing or can not fur- 
nish them, and the persons engaged in the business can furnish them 
and do furnish them, nothing shall be allowed by railroads for the use 
of such cars? I maintain that such compensation is right, and fair, and 
just, and honorable, and nobody ought to complain of it. 

That is what this decision says. That is the only limitation upon 
the rule that there must be charged for oil carried in barrels in car-load 
lots no more than is charged for oil carried in tank-cars, by the hun- 
dred pounds. That limitation is right, and it is to break down that 
limitation that this amendment is brought here and insisted upon in 
the Senate. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, the debate thus far, and especially 
by the Senator from Illinois [Mr. CuLtoM] and the Senator from Con- 
necticut [Mr. PLATT], shows that either they do not understand this 
amendment or I donot. The Senator from Connecticut has discovered 
a mare’s nest. He has puta construction upon this amendment that 
no mortal man has ever claimed for it. The author of the amendment, 
one of my colleagues in the House of Representatives, who spoke tome 
about it and understood the construction that was put upon it, looked 
over it with me to see if it could bear such a construction. say to 
the Senator that it is absolutely insensible to such a construction. 
There is not a word or a line in thisamendment that prevents the rail- 
road company from allowing any shipper for the use of a car. The 
whole is a mere fancied tronble. 
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Mr. President, I need not speak even so long as my friend from Con- 
necticut upon this subject, who said he would confine himself to a very 
short time. I think I can make this matter plain so as to show that 
the amendment is not special legislation. It is general legislation. It 
asserts a principle and applies it to a particular industry or business, 
not to a special case or to a special man. It applies the rule which lies 
at the foundation of the interstate-commerce act to the transportation 
of petroleum and all its products in this country and to everything that 
can be carried in barrels or in tanks. It therefore applies a broad gen- 
eral principio that where oil or turpentine or cotton-seed oil is carried 
in tanksofiron it shall not be 8 a less rate of transportation than 
the same amount of oil carried in barrels, which is the common mode 
of confining liquids by the ordinary people of the country. That is all 
there is of it. It does not go a single inch beyond it. 

Senators say itis special legislation. The Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission recommended this identical legislation in their first report as 
to petroleum. I have here a quotation from their report. Instead of 
being special legislation it was among the very first provisions de- 
manded by the Interstate Commerce Commission after they entered 
upon the discharge of their duties, Here it is, taken from their first 
report: 

Itis well known also that the transportation of mineral oil is already toa 
very large extent in tank-cars owned by parties who are not carriers subject to 
ca Sagar pes under the act to regulate commerce. A willingness to disregard the 
rules of Sa (paid and justice as between shippers when it can be made for the 
interest of the carriers to do so is as likely to make its appearance in the ac- 
tion of the managers of any one of these outside organizations as in that of the 


managers of the railroads, for the temptations will be the same and the same 
class of persons will be bidding for special 88 and advantages which be- 


fore the act was pi sounfairly upon railroad favors. ‘The act has 
not changed the nature or the ing disposition of individuals; it has onl 
inte certain restraints, which it — reasonable to assume will be evaded 


the opportunity shall be presented. 

Now, mark this passage: 

These facts are noted for the purpose of placing the whole subject distinctly be- 
fore the National Legislature. If it is the will of Congress that all transportation 
of personsand property by rail should come under the same rules of general right 
and equity, some further designation of the agencies in transportation which 
shall be controlled by such rules would seem to be indispensable. 

Here the commission, after pointing out the abuses that grew out of 
the use of tank-cars and the discrimination in favor of that mode of 
carrying this product, called the attention of Congress to it with a view 
to have it corrected, and this amendment is only a feeble effort to carry 
out this recommendation of the commission. Let us go a little fur- 
ther. 

It is sometimes said that this amendment will raise the price to the 
consumer, What foundation is there for that claim? None whatever. 
The men who are anxious to have the amendment adopted wish to pro- 
mote competition. They do not wish to be trammeled and driven out 
of trade by superior advantages given to those who control larger 
means. That is all there is about it. 

Senators seem to think that we have dragged the Standard Oil Com- 
pany here to be arraigned. I have not arraigned the Standard Oil 
Company. Among its managers are some of my dearest friends. But 
at the same time we must know that the effect of combining great in- 
terests and great wealth and great power in the hands of a single cor- 
poration or a single set of trustees does tempt them to seize and hold 
and press every advantage. It is in human nature to doit. Wewould 
do it ourselves. 

No man can be trusted to try his own case. All I have said and all 
I want is that these men who have not these facilities and advantages 
shall have equal competition so far as the law can give it to them, 
yielding, however, tothesuperior force and superior wealth and the nat- 
ural advantage which is given against them. All I ask and all that is 
provided for in this amendment is that precisely the same rate shall be 
applied to transporting oil in barrels as to oil in tanks, That is all I 
have asked and all I have endeavored to ask. 

Mr. GRAY. Will the Senator from Ohio allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I promised not to be long, and I know it would 
lead me away from the line of my remarks. 


Mr. GRAY. It is only a single question and on a matter of much 
interest. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If the Senator will only ask a single question I 
will yield. 


Mr. GRAY. Iask the Senator whether the carrying of oil in tanks 
and also the conveyance of it by the wonderful pipe-lines from the oil 
wells is not a great economy in the distribution of that product and a 

t advancement in the mode of conveyance? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will answer in the first instance yes, and in the 
second instance no. I intended to come to that very point, and I shall 
read what the commissioners say. 

Mr. GRAY. If the Senator answers yes that it is, I ask him azain 
whether the effect of the amendment is not to neutralize this great ad- 
vancement in the economy of distribution. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I answer no. I say the effect of this amendment 
will tend to reduce the price, and I say it will have the opposite result 
of driving out this competition, now almost ruined, because men can 
not stand up against the competition they have with these great com- 
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panies. If you drive them out of competition you raise the price of 
this important article everywhere, because there will be no one to dis- 
pute the price. $ 

Mr. President, let us go a little further, confining myself to the line 
of argument I intended to pursue. It is said by my friend from Illi- 
nois, whose opinions I always respect, that if this amendment is adopted 
the Standard Oil Company will furnish no more cars of this kind. My 
friend need not fear that at all. 

That leads me to reply to the leading remark made by my friend 
from Connecticut. There are two motives and two reasons why the 
Standard Oil Company will always furnish cars. As long as they can 
use them for their own purposes in this way they have 33 a 
monopoly of transportation. There are two reasons: first, use they 

t paid for the use of cars, not as the producers of oil, not as the re- 
aie of oil, but as a company organized with a view to furnish rolling- 
stock, oran equipmentcompany. Nobody denies their right to do that. 
The Senator from Connecticut seemed to imply that we denied their 
right to a reasonable compensation and to pay for the use of these cars. 
Not only have we not denied it, but I am perfectly willing to put a 
clause in the amendment stating that the owners of these cars may be 
allowed a reasonable rate for the use of the cars. That is the law now. 
The railroad company may hire cars, they may fix the arrangement, 
but that is one kind of a contract. That is a contract with an equip- 
ment company, because the Standard Oil Company has many faces and 
many visages and has all kinds of companies under its control and or- 
ganization, but all governed by trustees. i 
However, the amendment does not in the slightest degree prohibit a 
railroad company from paying to this equipment company for the use 
of the car, and the usual rate isso mucha mile. It is allowed to all 
cars. It is absolutely necessary in the conduct of the great business of 
the United States that thisarrangement should exist, because the Penn- 
sylvania Railroad Company, for instance, sends its cars not only over 
its lines, but to the remotest part of this great country. Its railroad 
cars, and the cars of other long lines of railroad, may be seen in the 
farthest extremity of the country, and everywhere, wherever they go, 
they are allowed in their accounts with each other a certain rate that is 
agreed upon. The same rate applies for this equipment company, alias 
the Standard Oil Company. When it puts its cars on the road, and 
they go off to a particular line, however far away, they are all the time 
earning money, and it is the money that these cars earn, received from 
the railroad company, that will always induce them to put their cars 
on. Therefore my friend from Illinois need not fear at all but that this 
equipment company, or some other equipment company, will always 
supply all the cars that are necessary. 
` Mr. President, this kind of attachment to railroad companies is, in my 
judgment, one of the most dangerous sapping and mining operations 
of railroads. Nearly every company has more or less equipment com- 
panies and side-shows, as they are called, who receive from the com- 
‘pany under a contract made between the equipment company and the 

railroad company certain rates, certain charges for the supply of cars. 
Those agreements exist now between these companies that furnish the 
oil-cars, and they get their money for transporting the car, and the 
poor dealers can not use these cars. They do not complain of that, 
because they see no way to avoid it. It would not be prohibited in 
this bill, nor is it prohibited by this amendment in the slightest degree. 
Therefore, for all time to come, as long as railroads cease to perform 
their full duty of supplying cars necessary to the tra tion of all 
kinds of products, equipment companies, and the Stan Oil Com- 
pany is one great equipment company, will supply cars. So with the 
jexpress-cars sometimes, so with the refrigerator-cars, so with the lum- 
ber-cars, and so with all these various cars. They are paid for by the 
railroad, and that is the reason why they are furnished. If they were 
not paid for, if their use was not paid for by the railroad, they would 
be discontinued and the railroad companies would be compelled to buy 
jor build these cars. Therefore this question does not enter into that 
matter at all. 
But there is one advantage which these people have against the smaller 
dealers that ought not to exist and ought not to be favored by the 
law, and that is every company owning its own cars and having its ad- 
vantages of wealth and power is constantly, from the nature of man- 
kind, engaged in an effort to obtain a monopoly of the trade. I said 
-yesterday that the English law in respect to interstate commerce, or 
rather in respect to commerce in Great Britain, is better than ours, be- 
cause it declares in so many words that if any arrangement is made 
which tends towards monopoly the courts there may intervene under 
the common law of England to prevent that dangerous form of op- 
pression, for there can be no more dangerous form of oppression than a 
monopoly, a power which is not possessed by others. The English law 
j against it. All that this amendment is designed to do is to 
guard against the monopoly which, under the ordinary course of busi- 
ness, the oil-transporting companies with their tank- cars will have over 
ithe others. All that is asked by these people, most of whom arestrug- 
gling now for an existence, is that their oil furnished by mother earth 
in bounteous flow, and only in modern times, shall be carried at the 
same rate per gallon in the barrels that they can furnish as the Stand- 
ard Oil aud other companies. 


f 


Mr. President, I will say to the gentlemen who are opposed to this 
amendment that it does not in the slightest degree affect the right of a 
railroad rag? sre to hire cars and to pay a reasonable amount for their 
use. If in that hiring of cars an unreasonable amount is paid for cars 
hired with the view to give a particular company an advantage or 
monopoly it is under the 8 of the law as it stands now, an 
the Interstate Commerce Commission, in the admirable decision they 
made in the case of George Rice against these various railroad com- 
panies, expressly recognized that fact and recognized the equity and 
justice of this claim. Indeed, I could not state this matter more 
strongly than by reading a few paragraphs from the decision made by 
the commissioners in that case. In considering the question of the 
different rates paid for oil in tanks and oil in barrels they say: 

I. The fact that the owner supplies the rolling-stock when his oil is shipped 
in tanks in our opinion is entitled to little weight when rates are under consid- 
eration. 

The commission having already stated that as a matter of course in 
the ordinary transaction of business a fair and reasonable allowance 
should be made for the use of cars when furnished. Then the commis- 
sioners proceed: 

It is rly the b railroad ir custo! 
suitable vehicles of transportation (Railroad ss Pratt, 22 Wall, 123,133) and then 


cars which are furnished to the carrier by shippers, whether the use is paid for 
75 ne 75 ht properly to be held for the use of all; but if this is found imprac- 
cable, 


Here the commissioners again recognize, and recognize properly that 
in all cases the carrier has to pay to the shipper for the use of the car 
when the shipper furnishes the car. The commission say further: 


But if this is found impracticable, it is very certain and very obvious that pro- 
prietorship of the car, for the use of which the carrier pays, as it generally 
doss can fairly entitle the owner to no special consideration in the making of 
rates. 


The commission carefully discriminates between the making of rates 
on carrying oil and the question of payinga reasonable charge for the use 
of the car, which we do not in any case deny. It goes on and says: 

He— 
The shipper— 


has an advantage, arising from his ownership, in being able to control the 
use, but that circumstance can be no reason for extending to him exceptionable 
consideration which will make the advantage specially oppressive to compet- 
itors. It is. on the other hand, a very forcible reason why the carrier should, 
see to it that its patrons who are forced to make use of such facilities as it pro- 
vides for them shall not find itsown want of propor rolling-stock made a ground 
of discrimination against them, On this point the misapprehension of the sit- 
uation is very apparent in some.of the arguments which have been made for 
the defense. The complainant, it is said, asks therailroad companies to relieve 
him from the consequences of his own lack of capital to carry on his business 
to the best advantage. He can not choose the best method, because that method 
requires a large outlay in capital. His competitorin business can choose it,and 
it is for that reason that complainant is driven out of the market. He must 
blame his want of capital, it is said,and not the railroad companies, for his fail- 
ure, 

A statementof the situation differing a little from this will more nearly present 
the actual facts. The rai company not having supplied itself with the 
necessary rolling-stock to enable one branch of its traffic to be carried on in the 
way most adyantageous to those who engage in it, suffers parties who have the 
capital which will enable them to supply the defect to put cars of their own 
upon the road, for the use of which it pays, and at the same time gives to such 
parties the exclusive use of what they supply, and also such preferential rates 
on the merchandise carried for them as will put successful competition quite 
out of the question. It is not the lack of capital to carry on the business that 
then proves fatal, but it is the lack of capital, in addition to what is needed in 
the business, to supply rolling-stock to the railroad company for his use. It 
would be the height of injustice for the carrier to make such a lack a ground 
for discrimination in rates, and then to nf that the party suffering from it has 
no reason for complaint since the rates which are named are offered toall. The 
offer is exclusive in fact, whatever it may be in terms or in theory: 

If a carrier of passengers were to make a uniform rate of 3 cents a mile to all 
who rode in the cars it provided, but, being deficient in rolling: stock, were to 
allow owners of private cars to fill them with passengers at 2 cents a mile and 
be paid for the use of the cars in addition, we should not expect any one to at- 
tempt a defense of the discrimination based upon the ground that the rates 
were equally open to all, and that if one, by reason of lack of capital to supply 
himself with a private car, was unable to take the benefit of the most favorable 
rate, he should blame his fortune for it, not the common carrier. 

The wrong in such a case would be as plain as it would be gross; but such a 
discrimination in the carriage of persons would be far less injurious than a sim- 
ilar discrimination in the transportation of property; the one would involve a 
small sum of money only; the other might be destructive to a business. We 
hold, therefore, that the fact that one consignor furnishes a car for hire to the 
railroad company for the transportation of his oil is no ground whatever fora 
discrimination in rates in his favor as against another consignor who must ship 
in the cars the carrier supplies. It may be a reason for limiting to himself the 
use x 1 car he furnishes, but the discrimination can not justly or lawfully go 
any further. 


I might go on and show the reasoning of the commission; and all we 
ask now is a legislative declaration applicable to all corporations of this 
kind, and I would extend it to all articles alike, but as the House 
amendment confines it only to articles like oil and turpentine, which 
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are carried in bulk, all that is asked is a rule which will make the sgme 
rate for oil carried in barrels as for oil carried in tanks. That is 


Mr. President, there is another thing which my friend 
Mr. SPOO The Senator will allow me to ask him a 
Has not the Interstate Commerce i decided that same 


rate must be charged per hundred pounds or per pound for the trans- 
portation of petroleum in casks or barrels as in tanks? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do not care to go further into that ang: 
the commission did so decide, this is only what is contained in the de- 
cision, and why then object to it? What harm can it do? 

Mr. SPOONER. If the commission has so decided, what is the neces- 
sity or the good of our enacting the decision into a statutory law? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I say they did not do it, but the Senator seems to 
claim they did. But if they did, even if it should be reiterated in the 
law, what harm could it do? It would only show how foolish and vain 
is this opposition to the amendment, which the Senator seems to think 
only enacts what is already decided by the commission. 

But my friend from Illinois talked about the pipe-line to Chicago. 
When I spoke of pipe-lines I had not in my mind the proposed pipe- 
line from Ohio to Chicago. I thought at the time of the portom in 
Pennsylvania, going from the oil regions there to New York, but it 
makes no difference; it is all the same. Itis rightand just that pipe- 
lines should be established, and I should be very indeed to see the 
surplus oil of the oil region of Ohio rted to Chicago and St. Louis, 
or wherever else it may be used; but when it is in a pipe- 
line, owned by a single company, and they claim the right to exclude 
from it all oils not belonging to them or controlled by them, then Isay 
such a pipe-line is against public policy, and my honorable friend here 
within a year from this time will be clamoring for the extension of this 
law over it. 

Mr. CULLOM. If it becomes a common carrier under the law. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It must become a common carrier, because it can 
only getthe right to go from Lima, Ohio, to „ by passing through 
three States, and it must get the consentof three States to laying down 
the line, disturbing the soil and the roads. It becomes a common car- 
rier for that very reason, because it must depend to some extent upon 
agrant from the governmentsof the States through which the line passes, 
When a pipe-line of this kind is established it ought to be open to all. 

It is sometimes said that it will not do to mix the oils from different 
wells. Senators who make such an assertion are mistaken, for the oils 
from different wells are mixed all the time. Why should not all oils 
go over the same pipe-lines? Why should not that be the rule? It 
ought to be the law made here now. It is said, however, that it will 
not do to mix the oils. All oils from the same field, of the same kind, 
are of the same value. From the vast oil region of Pennsylvania they 
send all the oils in pipe-lines and mixit. The same argument might 
be made against the transportation of wheat, that each man’s wheat 
from the farm should be kept separate until it is finally consumed; and 
yet we know that in commerce all the wheat goes into the bins in the 
great warehouses and is drawn out by shutes and is carried in cars and 
mixed all the way, so that the wheat which finally enters intoa barrel 
of flour may come from half a dozen different States. So with these 
pipe-lines. 

No, Mr. President, the principle must be extended, and I shall have 
to wait until next session, when the Senator himself willbe demanding 
that there shall be no discrimination in oil on pipe-lines, 
and that where a pipe-line undertakes to transport oil it becomes a com- 
mon carrier and is subject to the law of common carriers and must take 
the oil from every oil-well without discrimination or favor; and any 
attempt whatever by any company to set up an exclusive use of one of 
these pipe-lines will e ee as eagerly and as earnestly 
as I am doing now in justice for my constituents. 

Mr. President, I asked a moment ago, and I repeat the question, why 
should oil carried in barrels pay more than oil in tanks? Why should 
it not have the same rate? What reason is given? Sometimes it is 
said as to oil that is carried in tanks that the tank is attached to and 
forms of the car. eee But the iron tank ee contains the 
oil weighs more than the barrels necessary to same quantity 
of oil. E it ought to be in favor of the 
barrels. They are lighter. ‘ 

But it is said some times that it is easier to load oil on to a tank than 
oil in a barrel. So it is. But who loads the oil? Not the not 
the common carrier; but every shipper, where the charter is by the ear- 
load, is bound to load and unload his car. That is the universal law 
of the road. Every person who hires a car loads it, whatever may be 
the load to be put upon it. 

The Senator from Delaware GRAY] seems to be surprised at 
that, but if he will hire cars he will find that he gets an empty car and 
may fill it as he pleases, and when it arrives at its place of destination 
he must unload it. If there is any difference in the case of and 

it falls upon the poor shipper, who ships in barrels and not 
upon the owner of the car. 
Mr. President, all these discriminationsnow are the small 
. Ought not the large shipper to be satisfied the natural 
inations in his favor without seeking to get another advantage 
in the rate charged? 


FF 


But it 18 that the commission had decided that the 
must be ed backwards and forwards from place to place withou 
cost, and even money is paid for their use all the time, and yet the 
commission decided that these other ship in barrels must pay re- 
turn freight on their barrels, that they must pay in addition to the 
freight on the oil the freight on the barrels going and returning, pare: 
CCC i tion in favor 
great shipper as against the poorer shipper. | 

~That is one thing that should be corrected so that the barrel and the 
tank-car will be carried free back and forth on precisely the same foot-| 
ing; but now, under the decision of the commissioners, the tanks are 
carried free while the barrels are charged return freight, and that re- 
turn freight in some cases amounts to a reasonable profit on the whole! 
transaction, the business being a close one with sharp competition. 

Senators, Iam notin the habit of making any appeals grounded upon 
a mere prejudice against wealth or strength or power. ey have their 
advantages I say in this case I feel that I am advocating a principle ' 
which is right and just, from which this Senate can not flee, and I in-| 
tend if I can to make it so plain that it will not attempt to flee. I say: 
that all the shippers of oil should have the same rate of that is 
charged against the man who owns the car, and owns the per- 
haps; the great producers of our country and the great oil-shippers of 
our country should be put upon the same footing of equality, and you 
can notescape it. 

I am not here to demagogue. Iam not here to appeal for these men, 
citizens of my own State, because they are not so strong and wealthy 
as those with whom they compete. Ido not ask a single thing for 
them that I would not be willing to give to the greatest and strongest 
corporation in the world; but I do say that while I have a seat here 
they shall not be discriminated against unless against my most earnest 
and solemn tors 

Now, Mr. ident, I have said all that I care to say. I believe the 
proposition contained in the House amendment is right. Ibelieve the 
Senate will do itself justice in adopting this simple proposition. If it 
works wrong there can be no danger from it, for we shall be here in a 
short time again to correct it. It simply declares a general ciple, in 
some measure already announced by the commission, and I believe its 
declaration by Congress will fortify and strengthen them in their con- 
test to do what is right and just between the shippers. : 

Mr.CULLOM. Mr. President, I shall only take the time of the Sen- 
ator for a few moments. 

The Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] makes a very earnest ap- 
peal to the Senate to do justice by the people, and that is very proper; 
I make the same appeal. I say to this American Senate that I desire 
in the legislating upon this question that the Congress of the United 
States shall do exact justice by all the people of this country, rich men 
and poor men, whoever they may be. That is all very nice talk, but 
the question before the Senate is whether the amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Ohio, if it were enacted into law, would not legislate 
discrimination as between one set of people and another. I undertake 
to say that the effect of that amendment if adopted would be, not to 
do exact justice between all the people, but to produce absolute dis- 
crimination by statutory ion. 

Iam not standing here in defense of the Standard Oil Company; I 
am not here in defense of any monopoly; but Iam standing here to pro- 
tect this law, the purpose of which was to prevent unjust discrimina- 
tions, to prevent preferences, to prevent extortions, and to protest 
against havifig an amendment incorporated into the law the result of 
which would be to produce exactly that state of case. I assert with- 
out the fear of contradiction that if the amendment which was incor- 
porated into this bill by the House of Representatives were to become 
a statute the result would be inevitably that the price of oil to the 
eg this country, the consumers, would be increased instead of 

u 
Let us see what is the language of the provision. The last elause of 


it says: 
As in said tank or cylinder cars, the said tank and cylinder and said wooden 
packages and barrels carried free in each case. 


Mr. SHERMAN. That is the very thing. Now they do carry the 
tank-cars free. 

Mr. CULLOM. Suppose they do nowcarry free in each case. Suppose 
you adopt the amendment proposed, the result of it would be that they 
would not carry free in either case; that would be the consequence of, 
it, and the effeet would be an increase to the consumer in the price of oil 
just as inevitably as that the sun rises and sets every day. I am not 
going to detain the Senate, because I know there is an eager desire to 
get this subject out of the way so that other matters may be considered. 

Mr. GEORGE. If it will not disturb the Senator, I should like to 
ask him a question. 

Mr. CULLOM. Not at all. 

Mr. GEORGE. I desire to ask the Senator from Illinois if the fact 
is not that under the law as it now exists, with all the restraints we 
have been able to put upon the traffic about which we are discussing, 
the Standard Oil Company almost entirely monopolizes this ; 
tation; and does it not in fact have such advantages that it is crush- 
ing out all smaller dealers and all smaller refiners ? 
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Mr. CULLOM. Iwill answer the Senator. There have been many 
smaller refiners, as they are called, before me on this subject, some of 
them protesting against the amendment that is now under consider- 
ation, opposing it because they say in the end it will operate against 
their interests. Others have been before me and have said that while 
the law is right now they want this thing legislated in; that is to say, 
they want their lawsuits settled by statute instead of going before the 
commission with a presentation of the facts and trying the case as any- 
body else does as between litigants. That is the situation of the case. 

The Interstate Commerce Commission, as I said yesterday, have ren- 
dered two decisions, and in the last one, in the Lake Shore case, they 
have decided practically, and almost in terms, that it is the duty of the 
railroad company, and they ordered that that railroad should do so, to 
carry oil in tanks and in stock-cars per car-load at the same rate; and 
because every railroad is not perhaps immediately consenting to that 
arrangement and so giving other people trouble, other men have come 
to me and said that they wanted to avoid a lawsuit, to avoid the ex- 
pense of going before the commission, and therefore wanted us to put 
this special legislation into the law so that they might get rid of the 
necessity of presenting their facts and trying their case before the com- 
mission. s 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BERRY in the chair). The Sen- 
ator will please suspend. The hour of 2 o'clock having arrived, the 
Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business, being the reso- 
lution offered by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HoAR], author- 
izing the Committee on Privileges and Elections to investigate al- 
Sos election outrages in certain States, etc. 

. HARRIS. I ask the unanimous consent of the Senate that the 
: 8 business may be laid aside and that the pending question be 

Mr. SPOONER. I hope the Senator will modify that so that the 
unfinished business may be informally laid aside. 

Mr. HARRIS. Informally laid aside is exactly what I meant if I 
did not say it. Let it be informally laid aside until the Senator from 
Illinois concludes his remarks and we come to a vote. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Tennessee asks 
unanimous consent that the unfinished business may be informally laid 
aside until the matter now pending be concluded. Is there objection ? 
The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. s 

Mr. CULLOM. I believe I have the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Illinois is now en- 
titled to the floor. Does he yield to the Senator from Virginia? 

Mr. CULLOM. I donot. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I beg pardon. I did not know that the 
Senator from Illinois had the right and title to the floor after 2 0’clock. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The Senator from Illinois has the 
floor. 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President 

Mr. GEORGE. I desire to ask the Senator from Illinois a ques- 


tion. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Illinois yield 


sion have substantially decided, as I understood the Senator to say they 
have, that the law is now as is proposed by this amendment, what is 
the objection to in ing that decision into the statute ? 

Mr. CULLOM. The objection to incorporating this amendment into 
the general law is thatthe result of it would be a change of base by the 
common carriers of the country, and the consequence of that would be 
that the people would suffer in the increase of the price of oils to the 
consumer. As inevitably as the world stands that would be the result. 
And I want to say another thing, that the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission has decided that every case stands and must necessarily stand 
upon its own facts. For instance, oil is shipped from the oil fields to 
the honorable Senator’s State or further beyond in tanks. There 
comes back car-loads of turpentine and cotton-seed oil and materials of 
that sort. In that case the tank shipment would perhaps be cheaper 
to the railroad than if the oil were sent to Mississippi in box-cars 
filled with barrels, while in other sections of the country North a dif- 
ferent state of facts would be found to exist, 

The consequence is, as I intimated before, thatevery case coming be- 
fore the commission must stand upon its own merits and facts just as 
any lawsuit litigated between individuals stands the fact pertaining 
to that particular case. But when you come to make the law say that 
so and so must be so and so everywhere, you thereby legislate into this 
act unjust discrimination in some cases, where it would be right and 
proper in others. So I say that kind of legislation ought not to be tol- 
erated in a general act the purpose of which is to prevent extortion and 
unjust discrimination and preference in all parts of the country, leav- 
ing the facts to be ascertained by testimony before the commission or 
the courts so as to ascertain what the right of the case is in each instance. 

Now, the honorable Senator from Ohio has referred to the English 


law on this subject, and he says that there the common law allows a 
party to go into court wherever there is preference, and the court sees 
to it that no undue preference is granted to one individual, whether he 
be rich or poor. That is the common law here, and it is not only com- 
mon law, but it is the general act which now is the statute law of the 
United States in relation to the regulation of interstate commerce. 

I want to say to the honorable Senator that I claim nothing so far as 
I am concerned in connection with this general legislation; but I tell 
him that the general act regulating interstate commerce in the United 
States to-day is completely abreast of the present legislation of the 
EnglishGovernment. While they have passed some three or four thou- 
sand acts of Parliament to reach the point where they are to-day, we 
cover them by a single statute. That is the truth about the matter. 

The Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS] asked me to make my 
remarks short so that we may have a vote, and I propose to quit right 
here by asking the privilege of inserting in the RECORD some very im- 
portant testimony or arguments by gentlemen who have furnished 
them to me, representing various interests in this country, which I 


think will be of value to the country if the people can see them in the 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. So by the leave of the Senate without tak- 
ing up the time of the Senate I will have two or three extracts relating 
to these particular amendments inserted in the RECORD if there is 
leave given. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Dawes in the chair). Is there 
objection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. CULLOM. I shall not take up the time of the Senate longer. 

The papers referred to are as follows: 


[Extracts from paper presented to Interstate Commerce Commission by Gen- 
eral Basil W. Duke.] 


If House amendment 7, giving the State courts concurrent jurisdiction in all 
civil actions and proceedings” arising under the interstate-commerce act, be 
made a part of that law it may be confidently predicted that it will result in a 
condition very detrimental to the interests the act was meant to serve, and cal- 
culated to render the act itself within a brief period inoperative. I shall not 
stop to consider the power of Congress to confer jurisdiction of any kind or de- 
gree upon the State courts. It is a novel and indeed startling construction of 
the constitutional provision which vests in Con the “ perar to late 
commerce between the several States,” that that shall be permi in its 
discharge of such duty, to invoke the sid of the State governments exercised 
through any of their neg eee It is in conflict with the opinion expressed 
in so many cases by the highest judicial authority of this country, and seemsin 
ae ee harmony with the idea on which the original interstate-commerce 
was form 

In s more general sense, it certainly is at variance with all previously ac- 
cepted canons of constitutional construction that Congress can grant juris- 
diction to a State court or power to a State Legislature, for it is as competent to 
do the one thing as the other. Nevertheless, if it has happened that the House of 
Representatives was not sufficiently advised of the extent of Congressional au- 
thority in this direction, when it thus amended the bill as it came from the 
Senate, due consideration will doubtless be given that question by the com- 
mittee of conference, There is little necessity, however, of discussing the 


The confusion and incertitude so produced in the action of the railroad com- 
panies and the eral conduct of all commercial businesstand the disaster 
wrought before confusion could be remedied would be incalculable. The 
labor of the commission-and the difficulties with which it contends would be 
enormously increased and its utility and infi 

of all the instrum: 


That uniform 2 ich 
tween the States is conducted, to accomplish which chiefly induced the con- 
stitutional grant of power to Congress to regulate such commerce, would be- 
Tn cased te amet nat 8 I sein isg pee ly suggest that th: mis- 
n ment 3, T wo ully e com 

sion has already considered, 

shippers of oils in wood, and have made orders affording substantial relief. 
There has been, it is conceded, a general compliance on the part of the railroad 
carriers with the directions of the commission. The verbi of this amend- 
ment is somewhat involved and its meaning obscure, but its intention seems to 
be to prohibit the carriers from allowing any reduction in charges, as rental of 
cars or otherwise, to 3 who furnish tank - cars for the transportation of 
their oils. It will not be denied that it is far preferable, as cheaper, more con- 
venient, and safer, both for carrier and shipper, that shipments of oil should be 
made in tank-cars than in barrels or packages loaded in ordinary cars. When 
tank-cars are furnished by the shipper a proportionate amount of the carrier’s 


and handling. The tank 
and furnishes them to the carrier, and thus de eee and facilitates transporta- 
n, should receive atleast indemnity. The action of charges which covers 
these items is certainly equitable, and in no sense an “undue or unreasonable 
88 ” or discrimination the shipper of oils in barrels or packages. 
prohibit it is virtually a ative inhibition of the business enterprise and 
liberal effort at improvement in all business methods which have so stimulated 
commercial activity and growth. It certainly is not the way to still further,en- 
hance competition and cheapen transportation rates. 
In prohibiting any charge for the barrel or package in which oil is shipped, 
pelling the carrier to haul it free, the amendment creates rather 
removes a discrimination. When oil is carried in tanks the shipper pays 
c on thefull weight of his oil. Itis said thatthe tank is ae and 
that if the weight of the wood in barrels or packages be estima as a part of 
the cargo that of the tank should be so estimated likewise and included in the 
de dealt the tank is part of and inseparable from the car. Where the ship- 
per ishes the tank he at the same time furnishes the carin which his oil is 
to be transported, and it is this fact which should be especially considered in 
the determination of this matter. If special cars were or could be furnished by 
shippers of whisky, beer, flour, and many other articles now carried in 
or and by the use of such cars these commodities could be carried 
of the wood, the same concession made the tank-car ape would be 
all of these. As it now is they all pay for the weight of barrels or 


~ 


in two well-known cases, the complaints f 
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of 
ap- 


. 
imposed; and to adopt any other rule would lead to endless complications and 
fact. furnish their 


in which their 


according 
as justly 3 the wooden package, and no charge is made for 

t of the car or any part thereof. 

There is really, fairly considering all of the factors which enter into the tariffs, 
no difference in the rates charged on shipments of oils, whether in tank-cars or 
in wood, save the reduction in the shape of mileage equitably due the shi pe 
in tanks for the car—the means of transporting his oil—which he hi 


es. 

In the complaint of Scofield vs. The Lake Shore and Michigan Southern Rail- 
way Company, the Interstate Commerce Commission held that on all ship- 
ments óf oils the carriers should carry the same weight for the one price in the 
one car as in the other, and that the rate should be made by the 100 pounds in- 
stead of by the barrel.” z 

It appeared from the evidence in that case that ninety barrels of oil are hauled 
in the tank-car as the lowest minimum, as against sixty barrels in a stock-car as 
the lowest minimum, and their ruling was intended to meet and correct this 
inequality. But the commission, after acareful examination of all the data en- 
tering into the determination of the rates, and in its expression of opinion asto 
what should be considered in a fair adjustment of the rate, said: “The carrier, 
or pores has the right to charge for the weight of the barrel as part of the 

reight. 

The House amendment under consideration, in providing that wooden pack- 
ages and barrels should be carried free, seemsintended to meet and annul this 
finding of the commission, although such finding is based upon a most thorough 
— 9 of the matter, and certainly infiuenced by no predilection in favor 
of the er. 

It would seem that the amendment was also intended to indirectly prevent 
the railroad companies from tting or availing themselyes of the use of 
cars furnished by shippers for the carriage of oils. There is no more reason or 
justice for such prohibition (whether couched in express terms or reached by 
other statutory requirements e matter of oil tank-cars than if made of the 


eral service. Upon this point I may be permitted to quote again from the com- 
mission: "Another phase of the statute” (the act to regulate commerce) is pre- 
sented by t of the shipper furnishing in part his 


prevailed 
sionally furnished by the shi 


ulk 
would have ey, been broken and cars unloaded by every railroad at 
the end of its line, an 
sulting in greatly increased delays and expense in the transportation of freight; 
and we can well understand why the statute contains no provision requiring 
the carrier to rt freight only in its own cars. 

“The rule upon this subject, to which we have uniformily and steadily ad- 
hered, has been that the rate charged by the carrier must not be affected by 
either one of these customs and 155 but must be the same on all cars oper- 
ated over its line, whether furnished by the carrier or others, just as though no 
custom or usage existed whereby the carrier obtained any of its cars from ship- 
pers or from car companies. The rate of three-fourths of onecent per mile paid 
for the exchange of cars has seemed to us, upon evidence repeatedly taken upon 
this subject, a reasonable allowance for the car's service, and has been the same 
very generally in all parts of the country.” 

Itis aha that the Interstate Commerce Commission has closely and ex- 
haustively considered this subject in all its relations. It has decided that “the 
carrier at its peril must see to it, in every transaction in which the shipper fur- 
nished the car for the transportation of the freight, that such shipper shall not 
thereby receive a lower rate than other shippers who use and have to use the 


ears furnished by the carrier in the shipment of their freights;“ and that the 
carrier should haul “the same weight in the one car as in the other,“ ing 
by the hundred pounds instead of by the barrel ;” but it has also reached the 


conclusion that it is just and right that the carrier should charge for the weight 
of the barrel as of the freight; and that it is no detriment to the public for 
shippers to furnish cars for the transportation of their freight, nor for the car- 
riers to pay rental therefor. 

If the reasoning by which they have reached this conclusion, with all the facts 
before them, be entitled to regard, it will be neither just norexpedient to amend 
the “act to regulate commerce” in this respect. it be desired only to pre- 
vent unjust discrimination and the making of rates which will give certain shi 
pers undue or “ unreasonable preference,” there is no n for this amend- 
ment, The act in its existing terms sufficiently does that; and the commission, 
in the case cited, has ruled that the carriers must give the same rates on oil 
9 in barrels in car. load lots that it charges upon oil in tanks.“ 


ully submitted. 
BASIL W. DUKE, Attorney, etc, 


[Extracts from letter of Charles H. Tweed.] 
New York, October 1, 1888. 


Dear Sm: I trust that the proposed amendments of the House of Represent- 
atives to the interstate-commerce act as the Senate will have very 
careful consideration before they shall be adopted by the Senate or the Inter- 
state Commerce Committee of that body. 

The first amendment of importance, printed at the top of 7, seems to.in- 
dicate a purpose to make legislation a medium of very 5 and particular 
provisions applicable to the particular case of any party who considers himself 

eved or who desires to secure an advantage overothers. It would hardly 
seem to be wise or proper for Congress to attempt to enter into the considera- 
tion and determination of particular circumstances appa te particular prod- 
ucts. It is su ed that the purpose of this amendment at the top of 7 
is to ibe t precisely the same rates shall be charged for the fe cane 


~ oil whether the railroad company provides the car or the shipper provides it; 


that is to say, that the railroad company shall have no compensation for being 


compelled to provide a car for the transportation of the barrels, though, as you 
are very well aware, the expense of providing rollin is a very serious 
— and burden upan all the railroads of the country, and the cars are in- 
ju and greater risk is incurred by the carriage of oil in barrels than when 
transported in tank-cars. The whole subject, as you are aware, has had consid- 
eration from the commission in the Rice cases, and I am quite at a loss to see 
why the subject should be made, or sought to be made, a matter of special leg- 
on, 
s * s * * s è 

In regard to the amendment on page 22, section 11, Iean hardly think that the 
Senate will seriously consider turning over to the State courts the jurisdiction 
of causes under the act to commerce. The subject of the regu- 
lation of interstate commerce is ly reserved by the Constitution to the 
Federal authorities, and without discussing the question of the constitution- 
ality of turning over this subject to State courts it would certainly seem one which 
ought eapecialiy. to be dealt with by the Federal tribunals on account of the 
Derek Feder nature of the questions involved therein. 


ours, very respectfully, 
9 CHARLES H. TWEED. 


Hon. SHELBY M. CULLOM, 
Chairman Senate Interstate Commerce Committee, Washington, D. G. 


[Extracts from letter of John C. Gault.] 
AMENDMENTS TO INTERSTATE-COMMERCE LAW. : 
SEPTEMBER 20, 1888. 
* * 7 * An * * 
Mr. Gnosvx- 


box: car 
. GROSVE- 


is transported. If this amendment should be adopted, reasoning from analogy; 
it is evident that every shipper of whisky, molasses, or an else 

in a barrel should be entitled to the same privilege, and if the law intended 
that discrimination shall not be allowed on „then every shi of 
goods pped in boxes or other kinds of packages should beallowed 
to have their goods carried without any for the packages in which the 
goods are 23 In other words, if other ship are to be puton an equal- 
ity with the oi appas; then every railroad in the United States is asked to al- 
low tare on every kind of a package in which — 7 ie is shipped. I do not think 
it will require any argument to satisfy you that the amendments of Mr. 
ANDERSON, of Iowa, and of Mr, Grosvenor, of Ohio, are impracticable and 
ought not to be adopted, 

Yours, truly, 
JNO. C. GAULT, General Manager. 
9 M. CuLLom 
n 


ited States Senate, Washington, D. C. 


[Letter of John S. Blair.] 
Wasuincotoy, D. C., January 29, 1889. 


DEAR Sir: On behalf of the Missouri Pacificand St. Louis, Iron Mountain and 
Southern Railway Companies, I beg leave tosubmit a few observations concern- 
ing two of the House amendments to Senate bill 2851. 

that when oil is carried in barrels the 
considered in fixing the rate, but the barrels 
shall be carried free. This amendment seems to me inharmonious with the 
theory underlying the interstate commerce act of February 4, 1887. The cardi- 
nal idea of that statute is found in the words unjust discriminations,” in section 
2, and the intention of Congress was that after its it should no longer 
be in the power of the quasi-public institutions engaged in carrying traffic 
tween the States to discriminate by means of its rates between two shippers. 
The proposed amendment on its face flies in the teeth of that statute by requir- 
ing the carriers to transport barrels containing oil free while permitting pack- 
ages containing all other commodities to be for. 

I do not mean, however, to address myself to the real merits of the question 
as to whether oil carried in barrels in competition with oil carried in tank-cars 
is entitled to this legislative discrimination, for I feel safe in saying that no 
member of Con in the press of his varied and numerous du can have 
considered all the elements which bear upon the question. Naturally it is one 
within the legitimate province of the courts and by statute it is within the juris- 
diction of the Interstate Commerce Commission. It is not to be overlooked in 
this connection that by reason of difference of climate, opportunity for return 
loads, and amount of this traffic, the principle might vary for different roads. 
This was ized by the co: jon on page 128, in its annual report tothe 
Secretary of the Interior of December 1, 1888, In the matter of relative tank and 
barrel rates on oil.” On 111 of the same report is found its ruling that 
on nine of the railroads of the United States barrels should be charged for, and 
yet on page 128 it holds this not applicable to the Pennsylvania Railroad. 

The amendment proposes that the one thousand four hundred and eighteen 
railroads of this country, enumerated on pages 264 to 309 of said report, shall in 
this matter be laid upon a Procrustean bed. 

Theim bility of Congress making proper investigation of the relative rates 
on oil in barrels and in tanks may be shown by referring to the proceedings be- 
fore the Interstate Commerce Commission, in which those rates upon nine rail- 
roads of the country were involyed. The evidence adduced before the Commis- 
sion fills a royal octavo volume of 529 pages, the conclusions of the Commission 
occupying pages 503 to 593 of the first Interstate Commerce Commission reports. 

I need not allude to the impolicy of the precedent sought to be established of 
Congress adjusting a single controversy between shippers as to relative rates, 
but permit me to urge the discredit to be thrown upon the Interstate Commerce 
Commission by the proposed! tive reversal of its conclusions. Such a re- 
versal is manifestly unfair and unjust to the St, Louis, Iron Mountain and 
Southern Railway Company and the eight other companies who were sum- 
moned before the commission, presented their evidence and a ents, were 
directed to reduce their rates, and who have uiesced on the decision of the 
commission. Neither complainant nor respondents achieved a complete vic- 
tory before the commission, and if any of the questions then disposed, of are to 
be reconsidered it would only be fair to take them all up and afford all parties 
an opportunity to be heard. 

Another amendment popowe to give to the State courts concurrent juris- 
diction with the United States courts in all civil actions and proceedings under 
the act of February 4, 1887. There is somewhat of an incongruity in giving to 
the State courts jurisdiction to enforce a statute governing intercourse between 
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the States, but as similar jurisdiction has from time to time been conferred in 
matters purely Federal, such as naturalization, bankruptcy, and national banks, 
no very serious objection can be on that score. a 
But a harmonious system of control over railroads can not be expected from 
such a course. Under section 709, Revised Statutes United Sta the Supreme 
Jourt may only re-examine the decisions of the highest court of a State, and 
what cases con thus reach the Supreme Court will in every State be determined 
by the 1 lation of that State regarding the re-examination by its highest 
court of the decisions of its inferior tribunals. 
And the law ting commerce between the States may not only be differ- 
ently interpreted in the several States, but by different judges in the same State, 
Yours, very respectfully, 
JNO. S. BLAIR, 
Hon. S. M. Cuttom, 
United States Senate, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Ohio that the Senate recede from its disagreement to the 
third amendment of the House of Representatives with an amend- 


ment. 

Mr. CULLOM. There is no amendment pending to the House 
amendment. The question is simply on agreeing to the House amend- 
ment, and I hope the Senate will not to it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair has been misinformed, 
The question is on the motion of the Senator from Ohio that the Sen- 
ate recede from its disagreement to the third amendment of the House 
of Representatives. 

Mr. CULLOM. I hope the Senate will not recede. 

Mr. CALL. I propose to vote for insisting upon the disagreement 
to the amendment of the House of Representatives to the Senate bill, 
but I think that this important subject ought not to be considered at 
this time and in this hasty manner when there is but little opportu- 
nity for each Senator to explain his vote upon this amendment. I 
shall vote against it upon this ground: The amendment proposes to 
compel one man to furnish cars for the business of another, and it 
proposes to require the same rate to be paid for shipment in wooden 
vessels as in iron vessels, There can be no considerations which are 
proper in passing a law affecting public transportation except those 
which relate to the public safety, the public convenience, the economy 
of cost, and that there shall be equal facilities furnished to all persons. 

“This amene TADA propos to disregard the public safety, which is 
promoted by the shipment of oil in iron vessels. It proposes to dis- 
regard the public convenience and the public economy, both of which 
are promoted by this means, and to substitute a rule requiring the 
same rate to be imposed whether the cars are furnished by the shipper 
or farnished by the railroad company. That would be entirely proper 
if its application could be fairly and justly made at this time, but it is 
unjust because the condition of the railroads in this country differs so 
broadly that the immediate application of this rule would be very un- 
equal and unjust, and might be very op ve to the people. In the 
State which I in part represent the entire transportation of lumber is 
done upon cars furnished by the different mills and producers of lum- 
ber; and to apply this principle to that transportation would require 
that practice to be discontinued as proposed by the amendment of the 
Senator from Ohio, by requiring one person to furnish cars for the use 
of another. 

The amendment of the House provides: 

Provided, however, That it shall be unlawful for any common carrier, subject 
to the provisions of this act, to carry refined oils and other petroleum products, 
cotton-seed oil, and turpentine for any shipper, in tank or cylinder cars, who 
shall own, lease, or control the same in any manner, except upon the condition 
that said carrier shall charge the same rate for the transportation of said prod- 
ucts in wooden pepe or barrels, in car-load lots, as in said tank or cylinder 

n 


cars, the said tank and cylinder and said wooden packages and barrels being 
carried free in each case, 


That provision affects materially the entire business done in the State 
which I in part represent, which is done by cars furnished by the dif- 
ferent mills, and in which the proceeds are returned in the shape of 
cotton-seed oil or turpentine to some general place of manufacture, 

While the principles affirmed by the Senator from Ohio are entirely 
correct, their application at this time to those roads which are unpro- 
vided with means of transportation of their own, and which are rely- 
ing entirely upon the means furnished by the individuals who do the 
business, would cause an entire suspension of business. 

It is true that the contract that every railroad company makes is to 
do all the transportation that is offered, and to do itin the safest, most 
economical, and best manner, and to provide the means by which it 
shall be done; and this provision would add in that respect nothing to 
the obligation; but the means by which it proposes to effect it is not 
to enforce that duty, that obligation, that contract on the of the 
railroad company, butit isin requiring that the same rate of shall 
be imposed in the one case as in the other where the man furnishes the 
car and where he does not. Unquestionably that is not the intention 
of the provision, but that is its effect; that is its declaration and that 
is the power of this legislation passed in this manner on this hasty con- 
sideration after a few speeches made upon one side and a few upon the 
other and the matter enacted into law. While I accept all the prin- 
ciples affirmed by the Senator from Ohio, yet I insist that the applica- 
tion of them to this case and the remedy proposed, that one man or 
one company shall furnish these conveniences for the use of other per- 
sons—if that be the remedy I insist it will not work properly. 


The strictures on the Standard Oil Company have nothing to do with 
this motion. The measures which may be advisable to restrain great 
business operations in such manner that they shall not increase the 

rice of the necessaries of life to the people have no place here. The 

tandard Oil Company has certainly reduced the price of oil to the 
people of this country, and in the consideration of this subject specially 
directed towards oil and its transportation this fact should have weight 
and influence. While I am desirous of making such laws as will re- 
quire transportation to be given by railroad companies to all persons 
on equal terms and at the least cost to the people, I am opposed to 
discriminating against great business enterprises and men of great 
business capacity who conduct enterprises which diminish the cost of 
the comforts and necessaries of life to the people. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I move that the Senate now proceed to the 
consideration of executive business. 

Mr. CULLOM. I hope the Senator will withhold that motion for 
a few moments so that we may get a vote on this measure, 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I withheld the motion yesterday all day 
to enable the Senator from Illinois to get a vote. 

Mr. CULLOM. I think the debate is exhausted. 

Mr. HARRIS. I want to suggest to the Senator from Virginia that 
if he will yield to me I will move to lay the motion of the Senator 
from Ohio on the table, which motion cuts off further debate, and we 
can thus test the sense of the Senate upon the pending question. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER, I will yield for that purpose. 

Mr. HARRIS. I move then to lay the motion of the Senator from 
Ohio on the table, 

Mr. REAGAN. On that motion I ask for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. HARRIS. So do I. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. CULLOM. I understand that a vote to lay on the table disposes 
of the motion of the Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. HARRIS. It does; it ends it. 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BROWN (when Mr. COLQUITT’S name was called). I desire to 
state that my colleague [Mr. COLQUITT] is paired with the Senator 
from Rhode Island [Mr. CHACE]. 

Mr. VANCE (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Michigan [Mr. PALMER]. If he were present, I should 
vote nay.” 

Mr. VEST (when his name was called), I am paired with the jun- 
ior Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB]. I do not know how he would 
vote. 

The roll-call was concluded, A 

Mr. TELLER. I am paired with the senior Senator from Louisiana 
[Mr. Geson]. Ido not know how he would vote if present, and I 
withhold my vote. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I understood yesterday that the Senate 
had agreed to go into executive session at2o0’clock. So understanding, 
I think it becomes me to withhold my vote on this question. i 

Mr. GRAY. Iam requested by the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. 
BLACKBURN ] to announce that he is paired with the Senator from Ne- 
braska [Mr. MANDERSON]. 

Mr. SAWYER. Iam pairedon this question with the Senator from 
Delaware [Mr. SAULSBURY]. If he were here, I should vote ‘‘ yea.“ 

Mr. VANCE. The Senator from Michigan [Mr. PALMER] is in the 
Chamber. I therefore desire to vote. I vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. QUAY (after having voted in the affirmative). I wish to in- 
quire whether the vote of the junior Senator from West Virginia [Mr. 
FAULKNER] is recorded? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. He is not recorded. 

Mr, QUAY. Then I withdraw my vote. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Pennsylvania with- 
draws his vote. 

Mr. BROWN. My colleague [Mr. Cotquirr], who is paired with 
the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. CHACE], is absent from the Senate 
Chamber on account of ill health, 

Mr. FRYE. My colleague [Mr. HALE], who is detained in the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, is paired with the Senator from Kentucky 
2 I am paired with the Senator from Maryland [ Mr. Gor- 
MAN]. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Chair be kind enough to state the pending 
question? > 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. To lay the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Ohio on the table. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I offered no amendment. : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair should have said that the 
question is on the motion to lay on the table the motion of the Scnator 
from Ohio that the Senate recede from its disagreement to the third 
amendment of the House of Representatives. 

Mr. HOAR. I vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. SHERMAN. I raise the point of order now that no motion can 
be made to lay upon the table a motion to recede from a disagreement 
to a House amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks it is too late to 
raise the question of order. 
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Mr. SHERMAN. I simply wish to say that by parliamentary law 
such a motion, if it — 45 carries the Whole matter to the table. 
The P pro tempore. The Secretary will report the state 
of the vote. 
The result was announced—yeas 34, nays 11; as follows: 
YEAS—H. 
Edmunds, J of Nevada, Sabin, 
a Evarts, McPherson, Spooner, 
Brown, Farwell, Morgan, ford, 
Butler, Gray, Morrill, ee 
0 H Š Payn Wa 
Sandler; Hawley, — fison ol Ma. 
Cullom, Hiscoc Pugh, 
Dolph, Jones of Arkansas, Ransom, 
NAYS—11L. 
Bate, Davis, * Vance, 
George, Sherman, Wilson of Iowa. 
Coke, Hoar, ie, 
ABSENT—31. 
Allison, Daniel, Hearst, Beare 
Beck, Dawes, Ingalls, Riddleberger, 
Blackburn, Eustis, Kenna, Saulsbury, 
Blodgett, Faulkner, Manderson, Sawyer, 
Ngee E —— a eh 
Cockrell, Gorman, Palmer, Voorhees. 
Colquitt, Hale, Plumb, 


So the motion to lay on the table was agreed to. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Before any other business is done I raise the point 
of order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will hear the Senator from 
Ohio on the point of order. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Isimply wish to state the point. According to 
my construction of the caine a motion to lay on the table a motion to 
recede from a vote disagreeing to a House amendment to a Senate bill 
is not in order; or rather I should say that the effect of it is to carry 
the bill and all the amendments to the table. The general principle 
is that a motion to lay on the table, if it prevails, carries everything 
connected with the bill, the whole subject-matier, to the table, unless 
an exception be made by an express rule, and only by an rule, 
A motion to lay on the table an amendment does not have that effect 
by a recent ial rule of the 3 but saner the parliamentary law 
the effect of laying any motion pending n the table is to carry to 
the table the whole bill, and all the am ents connected with it. 

Mr. HARRIS. The statement of the Senator from Ohio was quite 
right until two or three years ago the rules were modified and amended, 
and Rule XVII now provides that— 

When an amendment proposed to any pending measure is laid on the table 
it shall not carry with it, or prejudice, such measure. 

The intent and spirit and purpose of that rule was to allow a motion 
to lay on the table anything pertaining to a pending bill or measure, 
and it can not,in my opinion, have the effect that the Senator from 
Ohio asserts that it must have. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I only wish to say that the rule mentioned by the 
Senator from Tennessee forms an exception to the parliamentary law, 
and that exception must be fairly construed. It applies only to amend- 
ments and not to motions to recede or to concur or to insist or to ad- 
here, It does not extend to anything else but an amendment strictly. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I ask for recognition by the Chair now. 

Te PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair was waiting to hear fur- 

upon e point of order. 

Mr HOAR. I 80 that Rule XVII may be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The rule will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


RULE XVII.—AMENDMENT MAY BE LAID ON THE TABLE WITHOUT PREJUDICE TO 
THE BILL. 


When an amendment proposed to an: measure is laid on table i 
shall not carry with ie, or pretation, enh patie Sy an - 
Mr. PLATT. Is it claimed that prior to the adoption of that rule 
a motion to lay on the table any motion which might be pending about 
V I do not so understand the 

e. 

Mr, SHERMAN, That is the parliamentary law as clear as any 
proposition can be, that a motion to lay on the table a pending amend- 
ment carries the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, This was not a motion to lay an 
amendment on the table. 

Mr. PLATT. Not at all. It was a subsidiary motion made in the 
progress of debate, and, as it seems to me, without a great familiarity 
with the rules, it is very doubtful whether before the amendment of the 
rules the laying of such a motion, which had been made with reference 
to a pending measure, upon the table would carry the whole matter to 


the table. 
SHERMAN. ee > iat upon it now, but I will 


Mr. 
look into the parliamentary 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will hold that the point 
of order so far as this question does not lie, and the laying on 
the table of the motion to recede does not affect the amendment or the 


bill. 


Mr, CULLOM. I move that the Senate further insist on its disagree- 
ment to House amendments numbered 3 and 7, and agree to the fur- 


ther conference asked by the House of tatives thereon. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. tor from Illinois moves 
that the Senate insist on its disagreement and agree to the conference 
asked for by the House of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Messrs. CULLOM, 
PLATT, and HARRIS were appointed. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. 5 
Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the House had signed the fo 
ing enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by the President 


pro tempore: 

A bill (H. R. 1874) to establish a United States court in the Indian 
Territory, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 11649) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Missouri River between the city of Leavenworth, in the State of 

and Platte County, in the State of Missouri; 

A bill (H. R. 10588) to authorize the construction of a bridge over 
the St. John’s River, in the State of Florida; 

A bill (H. R. 12515) to amend an act entitled An act to authorize 
the construction of a bridge over the Missouri River at the most access- 
ible point between the mouth of the Femme Osage Creek and a point 
2 miles above the city of St. Charles, in the county of St. Charles, in 
the State of Missouri;“ and 

A bill (S. 3421) for the erection of a public building at the city of 
Kalamazoo, Mich. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. RIDDLEBERGER, I move that the Senate now proceed to the 
consideration of executive ess. 

The motion was agreed.to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After three hours and thirty minutes 
spent in executive session, the doors were reopened. 


; THE YELLOWSTONE NATIONAL PARK. ~ 
On motion * Mr. VEST, it was 


Orne Taa t the Secretary request the House of Representatives 
to the Senate the bill (S. 283) to amend sections 2474 pe 2475 of the 1 
Statutes of the United States, setting apart a certain tract of land lying near the 
headwaters of the Yellowstone River as a public park. 


DISTRICT MILITIA. 
On motion by Mr. HAWLEY, it was 


Ordered, That the Secretary. the House of Re; tatives to return 
to the 5 the fbill ag R. Wal) Pakeer y for the —— of the militia 
ot the District of Columbia. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had concurred in certain amendments 
of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 12329) making appropriations for the 
naval service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1850, and for other pur- 
poses; non-concurred in certain other amendments of the Senate, and 
non-concurred in the amendment of the Senate numbered 9 with an 
amendment; asked a conference with the Senate on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. HERBERT, 
Mr. MCADOO, and Mr. THOMAS of Illinois managers at the conference 
on the part of the House. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The m. e also announced that the Speaker of the House had signed 
the enrolled bill (H. R. 12485) making an appropriation for the De- 
partment of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1890, and 
for other purposes; and it was thereupon signed by the President pro 
tempore. : 

HOUR OF RECESS, 

Mr. GORMAN. I ask unanimous consent that the Senate take a re- 
cess from half past 6 until half past 8 o'clock to-night. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maryland asks 
unanimous consent for an order that the Senate take a recess from 6.30 
until 8.30 this evening. Is there objection? [‘‘None.’’] 

Mr. EDMUNDS. is the question? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That the Senate take a recess from 
6.30 to 8.30 this 3 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is so ordered, if there be no ob- 
jection. 

DISTRICT APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. PLUMB submitted the following ene 


The committee of conference on the disa; votes of the two Houses on 

—- amendments of the Senate to the n R. 1 Approp! — 

fe 2 bag wet — year ending 5 J my euch dow —— . having met, after 
or une 

full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their 


e eee 
Senate recede from its amendments numbered 3, 6, 11, 12, 13, 15, 31, 

4 yh B, B0, 97, 0, 101, 108, 100, 107, 109, and 121. 

recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Sen- 

ate numbered prci 50, 55, 59, 66, 67, 70, 81, 85, 86, 90, 91, 92, 98, 110, 111, 112, 114, 115, 

116, 117, 119, an 123, and agree to same. 
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ent to the amendment of the Senate 
with an t as follows: In liea or 
the matter y said amendment insert the following: 
“One laborer at 81 aig ng fA + $313;”? * the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disa, ment to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 4, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the sum pro insert ‘$15,577; "’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its ‘disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 7, and to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the sum proposed Insert 818,300; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 8, and to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the sum proposed insert ‘‘$1,250;"’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That ouse recede from its disagreement to the amendmentof the Senate 
rec to the same with an Sena follows: In lieu of 
nsert ‘‘$i8,450;" and the agree to the same. 
disagreement to the 8 Senate 


That the House recede from its d 
numbered 2, „ 
be inserted b 


That th cow ouse recede from iibdisagreament tothe amendment o the Benate 
numbered 14, 


the sum Propo 
That the H 


5 19, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the matter posal to bestricken out by said amendment insert the following: 
ifteenth street, between Pennsylvania and New York avenues; 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 32, and ee to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the matter pro to be inserted by said amendment insert the following: 
For resurfacing and repaving Pennsylvania avenue, from First to Seventeenth 
streets northwest, $125,000; in all, $215,000;"’ and the ‘Senate agree to the same, 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 83, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the sum proposed insert ** $125, res aud the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its isagreement tothe amendment of the Senate 
numbered 36, and agree to the = with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the sum pro insert *‘$10,000;" and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its ts ‘disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 88, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
tar Sarg Se rar insert 850,000; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the House 
to the amendment of the aate numbered 49, and agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to theamendment of the Senate 
numbered 60, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
insert 815, 11 — aud the Senate agree to the same. 


a the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
62, and agree to the Same with an amendment as follows: they lieu of 
the s sum pro insert “$50, 22 and the 


agree to the sam: 
disagreement to the amendment of ‘the Senate 
numbered 68, and agree to thes same with amendments as follows: In line 3 of 
said amendment strike out the word“ contract“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word con and atthe end of said amendment insert the following: To 
be immediately availab) Pag the Senate — to the same. 

That the House recede oan disagreement tothe amendment of the Senate 
numbered 71, and agree to ay same with an amendment as 3 In lieu of 
rt 7840000 ” ;” and the Senate agree to 
ouse recede from its bongo eee 8 the Senate 
numbered 72, aaa agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In line 3 
of said amendment strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ — SA and the Senate agree to the same, 


m its 

f the Benate wambexed 80, and agree to the same. 
That the House recede from its argon eee eee eae 
numbered 87, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike ou 
from said pry A ES Up! 1 


the sun posed insert =, "6,250; 535 ²˙· AA 
e Loe 93 ro 2 z an 
be its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
sacra 105, and agree to as same with an amendment as follows: In lieu ot 
the sum isar insert D and the Senate agree to the same. 
BS rete the ouse 


word “‘five;’ 
Where they occur in lines $ and 10; and the Senate agree to the same. 
its disagreement tothe 83 the 


That the House recede fro: EA 
umbered „6 amendment as follows: Add to 
the words pro des W and suc- 
35355 Bi, 2,28 24 25 20, 27, 28, 29, 3O, B7, 80, 42, 43, A 
amendments num! 
7,53, 5, hy 3 0, 0,10, ad che committee of conference ha 


Managers on the part of the Hi Ouse. 

The report was concurred in. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move that the Senate further insist on its amend- 
ments disagreed to by the House which are not disposed of by the con- 
ference report, and ask for a further conference thereon, 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the managers of the further conference on the part of the Sen- 
ate, and Mr. PLUMB, Mr. DAWES, and Mr. COCKRELL were appointed. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the action of 
House of Representatives on the amendments of the Senate to the bill’ 
(H. R. 12329) making appropriations for the naval service for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1890, and for other 8 

The action of the House of Representatives was read, as follows: 

In THE HOUSE or REPRESENTATIVES, February 28, 1889, 

Resolved, That the House concur in the amendments of the Senate to the bill 


(H. R. 12329) making appropriations for the naval service 1. 78 
8 75 for other purposes, numbered as fo fra 1,7,8, 15. H. 
„23. an 


And non-concur in the amendments of the Senate to said bill numbered as 
fellows: 2,3, 4,5,6,11, 12.13.15 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 21, 22, 28, 28, 29, 81, 32, 33, 84, 85, 36, 37, 88, 


And concur in the amendment of the Senate numbered 9 with an amendment 
as follows: After the word “available,” in lines of said amendment, add “said 
— 55 R be in full for all expenses of designing, erecting, and furnishing said 

u ng.” 

And ask a conference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses thereon, 

Ordered, That Mr. HERBERT, Mr. McApoo, and Mr. Tuomas of Illinois be 
the managers of the said conference on the part of the House. 

Mr. HALE. I move that the Senate insist on its amendments dis- 
agreed to by the House, disagree to the House amendment to the ninth 
amendment of the Senate, and agree to the request of the House for a 
conference on the disagreeing votes. 

The motion was agreed to. - 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. HALE, Mr. 
FARWELL, and Mr. GORMAN were appointed. 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. ALLISON submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the d 


the amendments of the Senate to the bill ‘appropriations 
5 the rt of the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, and for other 
ving met, after full and freeconference have to recommend 
oad daar recommend to their re tive Houses as follows: 
‘That the Senate recede from its amendment numbered 5. 


That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Sen- 

ate numbered 1, 2, 3, 4, 6, 7, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 21, 23, 24, 25, and 
26, and agree to the sam 

Wat the House roodo i from its 8 to the amendment ot the Senate 
numbered 8, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike out, 
in ine Hi page 13 of the bill, the words and twenty-flve;“ and the Senate 
agree to the same, 

That the — recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 20, and agree to the same with an amendment as paras: In lieu of 


necessa: 
And the. Senste agree to the same. 

‘That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 22, and to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the matter 5 be ä — Toler insert the following: 
“The Board of Ordnance and Fo ed to 

report upon a site or sites for o 
in the testing and proving of hea a ordnance, EER ia view in the Seem 
of = site or sites their accessibilit 


„ 1 report thereon to the 
Secretary of War, to be submitted to Cop at its next session ; and in case 
the said rd shall select a site or sites and recommend their p! „the Sec- 
retary of War is hereby authorized to secure written proposals for the sale of 
the land so recommended until such time as Con may act upon the recom- 
mendation of said board and of the Secretary of 

“For the necessary expenses under the foregoing 5 $1,000, or so much 
thereof as may be necessary.“ 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

‘That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 27, and to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the matter pro by said amendment insert the following: 

“For the co on of a counterpoise battery to mount a seacoast rifled 
gun, $40,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary. Said battery to be located 
at such pointas the Board of Ordnance and Fortifications may direct; the erec- 
tion of such of Ord shall be by the inventor thereof under the genera! rai direction 
ofthe 9 — of 0 — ena Fortifications and shall be completed within twelve 

months from e this act shall ke eee, eee eee ae be mounted 
thereon, with ita ddl. „shall be furnished by the Ordnance Department of the 
avy.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

we B. ALLISON, 
5 — 8 ‘PLUMB, 
Managers on 855 part of ae ie Senate, 


R. W. TOWNSHEND, 
LEVI MAISH, 


GEO. W. STE 
Managers on the part of the House. 


The report was concurred in. 
FORTIFICATION APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. DAWES submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the d ing votes of the two Houses on 
certain amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. abl making appropria- 
tions for fortifications and other works of defense, for the armament thereof, 
for the Le ee of heavy ordnance for trial and service, and for other pur- 
poses, having after full and free conference have to recommend 
and do recommend to their respective Houses a5 follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the ame: 
numbered 4, 5, 6, 11, and 12, and agree to the same. 


9, and 10, 
3 the Senate 
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| the House recede from its ment to the amendment of the Senate 
nee 1, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike out 
from said amendment t the he words, “to be available until expended and; and 


wees 


aegen ies 
Pees yl urchase of e — erw a torpedoes, in the d 
‘on Ouinance and Fortifications, $50,000 ; ” 2 the Senate agree to the same. 
II. L. DAWES, 
P. B. PLUMB, 
A. P. GORMAN, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


JOSEPH D. SAYERS, 
SAM. J. RA 


N. 
BENS. BUMERWORTH, 
Managers on the part of House, 


@ House reed recede fro from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
recor, pbs boaters to the ro with an amendment as 5 In pea of 


The report was concurred in. 


DISPOSAL OF THE PUBLIC LANDS, 


Mr. DOLPH submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the House to the bill (S. 2511 provide for the disposal of 
ublic lands of the United States under provisions of the homestead 
ie ok „ having met, afterfull and free conference have agreed to recommend 
do recommend to their ve Houses as follows: 
acer the House recede from its amendments numbered 1, 2, and 3 with an 
amendment as follows: Strike out all of section 1 of the bill after the word 
“act,” in line 3, and insert in uea thereof: No public lands of the United 
— except those in in the State of Missouri, shall be subject to private entry; 
d agree to 
“That the Senate receds from its ent to the amendment of the House 
uumbered 4, and agree to the same with an amendment, as follows: 
* d to section 2 as follows: 
That all iphon settlers upon the public lands whose claims 


benefit — such law, but such settlers whe 


homestead law shall not thereafter be entitled t T 
yera on or eee preon of the United States.” 
1 igs word " ction,” in Cins 5, section 3, of the bill, insert the words 
vor failure,” 
Add to section 5 as follows: 
“And provided, 


That if the original entry should fail for any reason prior to 
patent or should aope to be illegal or fraudulent, the additional entry shall 
not be permitted, or, if having ayy been initiated, shall be canceled,” 

And the Senate agree to the 

After the word enter,“ in Ine . 7, i, page 4, of the bill, insert the following: “As 
a personal right and not ‘assignable. 

After the word “so,” in line 15, page 4, of the bill, insert the word addition- 


2 
d the House agree to the same. 

Add to section 6: 

“ Provided also, That this section shall not be construed as affecting any rights 
as to the location of soldiers’ certificates heretofore issued under section of 


to the same. 

Add an additional section as follows: 

“Src. 7. That the ‘act Led rovide additional regulations for homestead and 
pre-emption entries of c lands,’ approved March 3, 1879, shall not be con- 
strued to forbid the tak: hg roe 52 for final proof within ten days follow- 
fe the day advertised as open w ich such final proof shall be made, in cases 

re accident or neers ble roel have prevented the applicant or wit- 
—— from making such proof on the date specified.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Add as an additional, section : 

“Seco. 8. That nothing i ran this act shali be construed as suspendin , repealing, 
or in any way rendering ey prong te the provisions of the act en tled ‘An act 
to provide me the disposal of abandoned and useless military reservations,’ ap- 


proved July 
Amend the title so as to read: An act to withdraw certain public lands from 


rivate en and for other p 
3 And the Senate agree te the the same, 


L. E. ig Maman 
Managers on the part of the House. 
The report was concurred in. 


LIEUTENANT-COLONEL EYRE. 


Mr. STEWART. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 8106) for the relief of Lieutenant-Colonel Eyre. 

Mr. COCKRELL. There are not 12 Senators in their seats. I have 
three very important bills, exceeding important to my constituents. If 
this 1 is to be passed in the condition of the Senate, my three bills 
must 

Mr. ART. All right. 

Mr. COCKRELL. There is no reason why this partiality should be 
shown. 

Mr. ALLISON. I have a few bills also that must be passed if we are 
to arrange about passing bills. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HARRIS in the chair). 
ss aE to the Pgs peo consideration of the bill? 

. ALLISON. I ask that the bill be read at length. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It is not worth while to waste time over this 
matter. It is nearly half past 6 o’clock now, and if we are going to 
ee one bill we have got to pass half adozen. That is all there is 
about it. 

Mr. STEWART. Let the bill be read, 


Is there 


Mr. COCKRELL. Iam not going to allow the bill to be with- 
out calling the yeas and nays, unless my bills are also to be passed. 

Mr. STEWART. Iam willing that they should be passed. 

Mr. SAWYER. Let us pass them all. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask that the bill be read for information, if we 
are to go on. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be read for information, 
subject to objection. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That Lieut. Col. Edward E. late lieutenant-colonel of 
the First California Cavalry, be released from all r liability on account of 
his receipts and disbursements of funds as acting quartermaster,and the pro 
officers of the United States are autho: and directed to cancel said 
liability, whether the same Spe agin court or has become a judgment, and 
to close the accounts of said Edward E. Eyre. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? 

Mr, ALLISON. i should like to hear the report read before I de- 
cide upon that poin 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read the report. 

The Secretary read the report submitted by Mr. STEWART February 
K 1889, as follows: 


e Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the — Bag R. 3106) 
fort the relief of Lieutenant-Colonel Eyre, submit the 5 
3 committee find the facts in the case set forth fully in the 9 
rt of the House Committee on Military Affairs, which is adopted as part of 
th report, as follows: 


“ [House Report No. 1792, first session Fiftieth Congress.] 

“The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill - R. 
3106) for the relief of E. E. Eyre, formerly lieutenant-colon: npl of the First 
ment of California cavalry, have had the same under careful consideration, and 
submit the following report: 

“From an examination of the en of the War Department and from other 
reliable information we find the facts to be: 

That Lieutenant-Colonel Eyre, while performing pear duz with his regiment t 
Las Cruces, N. Mex., on Au 14, 1862, was o his commanding o! 
cer, General James H. Carleton, to relieve Capt. 2 T. Bere assistant quarter- 
master, United States Army, from duty, and to assume and perform the duties 
of said office, — though under protest, he immediately di did (with the un- 
derstanding that on, arrivalat Santa Fé, N. Mex., he should be e relieved from 
duty as qu: Srtermaster), and received from said Capt. T, Witte oak 14, 1862 
the sum of W an on August 16, 1872, the sum of $721. a total of 

o 
ac on the march of General Carlton’s command, ia of the ter 
ens of the First and Second California ca va from Las Cruces, N. Mex., 
to and into Texas, thence returning to Santa Fi . Mex., ae forty- 
seven days’ time from August or 1862, to September 30, 1863, hi e had disbursed 
and expended in payment of employés and in purchase of . and quarter- 
masters’ stores the sum of $3,668.91. 

“That on September 1, 1862, he turned over to Lieut. A. H. French, of the 
First California Volunteers, the sum of $200; on the 5th of 335 1862, 30 
Col. J. R. West, ofthe First California Volunteers. the sum of $3,000; and in San 
Fé, on the 30th of September, 1862, to Lieut. B. G. Cutler, of the First í California 


Volunteers, assistant ee o further sum of $10,557. fot to with 
his accounts and vouchers for the 38 of the sum of 91, to the 
said quartermaster’s clerk, one J. S. Barbey, which amount, his 


return of moneys, equaled the amount he had received while spe as pee aston 
master, or $17,426.37, and was then and there relieved from duty as quarter- 
master and 8 duty as lieutenant-colonel First California Cavalry; 
that from that day, the” 30th of pore ne gen was until December, 1875, thirteen 

years afterwards, when he was notified by 8 he was unaware 
that his accounts and vouchers had not been for ed to the Department, and 
hence his account as br pene stood debited with the exact sum of his ex- 
penditures, to wit, $3,663. 

That had he been — within any reasonable time he could have availed 
of the law of June 23, 1870, made and provided for the settlement of such cases 
as his (whose existence was limited to two years), and have settled the said bal- 
ance now standing to his debit. 

We find that the character of Colonel Eyre for truth and veracity is not nor 
never has been questioned; that he has been and is a man of means and h: a 
social standing, = known and universally ; and believing that t 
. as represented in his accounts, was expended for the uses and bens. 
er oj rao United States,we therefore recommend the passage of the bill as an 

o ice, 
your committee report back the bill fayorably and recommend its passage. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER, The question is, Will the Senate now 
consider the bill? 

Mr. COCKRELL. There are just twelve Senators in the Chamber. 
I should like to know if they can pass a bill? 

Mr. STEWART. Let the bill be taken be shee and be the unfinished 
business when the Senate reassembles after the 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It would not Pocoma the unfinished 
business in its present status unless a motion was made and carried to 
proceed to consider it, so as to displace the unfinished business. Will 
the Senate consider at this time the bill ? 

Mr. COCKRELL, I propounded a question to the Presiding Officer. 
If he will just look around the Senate Chamber he will not see twelve 
Senators, and business can not be conducted in such a condition of the 
Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair can not determine the ques- 
tion as to whether there is or is not a quorum unless the point is raised. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I raise the point that there is no quorum present, 
and that no business can be transacted unless there is a quorum here. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSenator from Missouri suggesting 
— aa that there is no quorum, the Chair orders the Secretary to call 

e roll. 

Mr. PASCO, I suggest that the hour of half past 6 has arrived. 


1889. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. It has not quite arrived. The Chair] Mr. SAWYER. I have no objection to that arrangement. 


will take care of that. The roll will be called. 


Mr. BUTLER. I was about to suggest to the Senator from Wiscon- 


The Secretary called the roll; and the following Senators answered | sin that the proposition of the Senator from Nevada would include the 


to their names: unobjected pension bills. 

Allison, Cullom, McPherson, Stewart. Mr. SAWYER. Itwould if we should reach them on the Calendar, 
Bate, iel, Pasco, Mr. COCKRELL. Les, they come next on the Calendar. 

Suola, rman, — Mr. SAWYER. Very well; I have no objection to that. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The hour of 6}0’clock ha arrived, 
at which time the Senate to take a recess from 6} to S o’clock, 


the Senate is in recess until the hour of 8} o’clock to-night. 


EVENING SESSION. 
The Senate reassembled at 8 o’clock and 30 minutes p. m. 
BARCELONA EXPOSITION OF 1888. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, and ordered to be printed: 


To the Senate of the United States: 


I have the honor to transmit herewith a report of the „ re- 
8 the representation of the United States at the Barcelona on of 


GROVER CLEVELAND. 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, February 28, 1889. 

BRUSSELS EXHIBITION OF 1888. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
m from the President of the United States; which was read, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate of the United States: 


I have the honor to transmit herewith a report of the Secretary of State con- 
cerning the expenses of the representation of the United States at the Brussels 


Exhibition of 1888. 
2 GROVER CLEVELAND, 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, 
Washington, February. 28, 1889. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate resumes the considera- 
tion of the unfinished business, which is the resolution of the Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] instructing the Committee on Privi- 
Sen and Elections to investigate alleged election outrages in certain 

tates. 

Mr. SAWYER. Lask unanimous consent to take up the unobjected 
pension bills on the Calendar under Rule VIII. 

Mr. STEWART. I ask the Senate to proceed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair does not think the Senate 
is in a condition to do business at this moment. 

Mr. STEWART. I ask unanimous consent that an hour be devoted 
to the unobjected House bills on the Calendar. 

Mr. RANSOM. Oh, no; I can not agree to that. I am very sorry 
to object, but I can not agree to the proposition. There is a Senate 
bill or two on the Calendar which I wish to have considered. 

Mr. SAWYER. I have been trying for several days to have the 
House pension bills considered. There are not many of them. Ido 
not think anybody will object to them, and if we are to pass them at 
all during this Congress it is absolutely necessary that we should pass 
them at once so that they can go to the President in time. I ask the 
Senate to take them up and pass them the first business we do this 


oramg 
TEWART. I renew the request that we may have half an 


Mr. 
hour for the consideration of unobjected House bills on the Calendar. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Commencing on the Calendar where we left oft 
its consideration the other day. 

Mr. STEWART. Les, commencing where we left off. 

Mr. RANSOM. Ido not object to that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nevada asks 
unanimous consent that the unfinished business may be informally 
laid aside for the consideration of House bills on the Calendar favor- 
ably reported, under Rule VIII. 

Mr. HARRIS. What is the unfinished business that is to be laid 


aside? 
The resolution of the Senator from 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 

Massachusetts [Mr. HOAR]. 

$ — HARRIS. I have no objection to the cansideration of unobjected 
1 
Mr. RANSOM. I withdraw my objection to the first proposition of 

the Senator from Nevada. 

Mr. SAWYER. Let us take up the pension bills. 
Mr. STEWART. Task that we may have half an hour for unobjected 

House bills, and then we can take up the pension bills. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That will include pension bills. 

Powe SAWYER. It will not take twenty minutes to pass the pension 
Mr. BUTLER. Let me suggest to the Senator from Wisconsin 
Mr. STEWART. Let unanimous consent be given to devote half an 

hour to pension bills, > 


Mr. STEWART. And then we shall have half an hour for other un- 
objected cases. 

Mr. HARRIS. In order that the record may be kept correctly, hav- 
ing been in the chair when the Senate took a recess, I will state that 
just before it took a recess the Senator from Nevada [Mr. STEWART] 
moved the consideration of a bill. The question of the presence of a 
quorum was raised by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL] and 
the Chair ordered a roll-call. The roll-call was made, but the report 
of its result was not made to the Senate before the hour of half past 6 
arrived, when the Chair announced that tlie Senate took a recess from 
that hour to half past 8. Perhaps it would be proper to announce the 
result of that roll-calland then to ascertain whether we have a quorum 
now for business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Tennessee 
suggest the absence of a quorum? 

Mr. HARRIS. I doubt very much whether there is a quorum pres- 
ent; but what is to become of the record of the former roll-call unless 
it is now reported? 2 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Thirteen Senators were reported 
present by the roll-call. The roll will be called. 

The Secretary ealled the roll. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let the report be made of the Senators present. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Twenty-fourSenators have responded 
to their names. The Secretary will read the names of the Senators 


present. 

The Secretary read as follows: 
Bate, Geo: Paddock, Ste 
Butler, Gry, 5 Stockbridge, 
Call, Harris, Plumb, Teller, 

Hoar, uay, A 

Coke, In; ` m, Wal 1, 
Frye, M rson, Sawyer, Wilson of Iowa. 


Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Sergeant-at-Arms be directed to re- 
quest the presence of absent Senators. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Tennessee moves 
that the t-at-Arms be directed to request the attendance of ab- 
sent Senators. The question is on agreeing to the motion of the Sen- 
ator from Tennessee. 

The motion was agreed to, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Sergeant-at-Arms will execute 
the order of the Senate. 

Mr. PADDOCK. My colleague [Mr. MANDERSON] is seriously ill, 
confined to his house. I ask therefore that he be excused from at- 
tendance in the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection, and 
the Senator’s colleague is excused. 

At 8 o’clock and 40 minutes p. m. Mr. CHANDLER entered the Cham- 
ber and was recorded as present. 

At 8 o'clock and 45 minutes p. m. Mr. ALLISON and Mr. GORMAN 
entered the Chamber and were recorded as present. 

At 8 o’clock and 47 minutes p. m. Mr. HALE entered the Chamber 
and was recorded as present. 

At 8 o’clock and 49 minutes p. m. Mr. CULLOM entered the Chamber 
and was recorded as present. 

At 8 o’clock and 50 minutes p. m. Mr. SABIN entered the Chamber 
and was recorded as present. 

At 9 o’clock and 2 minutes p. m. Mr. DAWES and Mr. PALMER en- 
tered the Chamber and their presence was recorded. 

At 9 o’clock and 7 minutes p. m. Mr. DOLPH entered the Chamber 
and was recorded as present, 

At 9 o’clock and 10 minutes p. m. Mr. PLATT entered the Chamber 
and was recorded as present. 

At 9 o’clock and 18 minutes p. m. Mr. BLAIR appeared and was 
recorded as present. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, at some hour this evening the Senate, 
by unanimous consent, agreed to take a recess from half past 6 to 
half past 8 o’clock to-night. The Senate met at half past 8 o’clock.’ 
I ask the parliamentary question if the record can be made to show, 
the hour at which Senators who answer to the roll-call appear, because 
if there be any rule of the Senate or any 5 rule that ad- 
thorizes it I want the record to show. e have got but three days, 
remaining of this session; there is a large amount of public business 


undisposed of, and it is the duty of every Senator to be here upon the| 
adjournment or recess of the Senate. I want the record to show who 
are here and who are away from here. 
At 9 o’clock and 20 minutes p. m. Mr. TURPIE appeared and his 
presence was recorded. | 
Mr. VEST (at 9 o’clock and 21 minutes p. m.). 
ate do now adjourn. 


I move that the Sen- 
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that the Senate do now adjourn. 
Mr. HARRIS. On that motion I ask for the yeas and na; 
The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary p ed to call 
the roll. 
Mx. DAWES. I am paired with the Senator from West Virginia 
[Mr. FAULKNER] and therefore withhold my vote. 
Mr. ee (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
tor from Illinois [Mr. FARWELL], reserving, however, the 
vote in case it should be necessary to make a quorum. I vote 


Junior 
| s ” 

. TURPIE (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Davis]. If he were present, I should 
vote “nay,?? 

Mr, WALTHALL (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Wisconsin . SPOONER]. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. WILSON]. If he were present, 
I should vote nay.“ 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. BUTLER. I have a general pair with the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. CAMERON]. Can his colleague tell me how he would 
vote? 

Mr. QUAY. I am not to state authoritatively, but I pre- 
sume my coll would vote nay,“ if present. 

Mr. BUT. Then I vote nay.” 

Mr. DOLPH. Iam with the senior Senator from Georgia 
[Mr. Brown], and while I think he would have no objection to my 
voting on this question, I withhold my vote. 

Mr. BATE. I do not know that there is anything political in this 

estion, I am on tical questions with the Senator from 
. [Mr. HAwLEY]. As I do not know how he would vote 
if present, I withhold my vote. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. As I have announced, I am with the 


Senator from Maryland [Mr. WILSON], on the other side, but I feel 


that I can take the responsibility of voting, and I vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. COCKRELL. I am paired with the senior Senator from Iowa 
Mr. ALLISON], who is now in the A tions Committee 
n conference on the sundry ci ill and is likely to be detained there 

forsometime. I ume, however, Iam at liberty to vote on this ques- 
tion, and I vote nay.“ 

Mr. BERRY. Iam paired with the Senator from Oregon [Mr. Mrron- 
ELL]. Not knowing how he would vote if present, I withhold my 
vote. 

Mr. HARRIS. When the vote is announced I want to give a notice 
to the Senate of a motion that I intend to follow the present order of 
the Senate with. 


The result was announced—yeas 10, nays 19; as follows: 
YEAS—10. 
dler, Frye Pasco, Vest. 
Coke, Ingalls, Piatt, 
NAYS—19. 
Blair, Gray Plumb, Stewart, 
Butler, Harris, „ 
Call, Hoar, Na, Teller, otic 
* Pa ddock, Saulsbury * Wilson wa. 
George, Palmer, Sawyer, 
ABSENT—. 
Ald Daniel, aca mg Pugh, 
Allison, Davis, Hawley, 22 
Beck Delph Hiscock : 
Beck, Dolph, H ~ Sherman, 
1 Edmunds, Jones of Arkansas, Spooner, 
od Eustis, Jones of Nevada, Stanfi 
Blodgett, p Kenna, Turpie, 
Bowen, Manderson, Vance, 
Brown, Faulkner, Mitchell, Voorhees. 
zR —.— Moret” Wilson of Md 
0 
Colquitt, * Hale, Payne, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate declines to adjourn. 

Mr. HARRIS. Assoon as the Sergeant-at-Arms makes his report as 
to the absent Senators whom he has requested to attend the Senate, I 
shall move that the t- at Arms be directed to compel absent Sen- 
ators to attend. When we have but three days remaining of the Fif- 
tieth it is hardly excusable for Senators to be absent from the 
sessions of the Senate when we have a large amount of public business 
that demands the attention of the Senate; and if it requires me to sit 
here all night, if a majority of those who are here will stay with me, 
we will have the absent Senators h 

Mr. STEWART. I ask for the of the roll. I think there is 

irs have been announced. 


a quorum now. A many 

Str. HARRIS. I have no objection to a roll-call to see if there be a 
quorum here, x 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will remind Senators that 
during the ency of these ings debate is not in order and 
that no motion is in order except to adjourn. 
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2 PRESIDENT pro tempore. He can not in the present condition 
0 gs. 

Mr. HARRIS. I do not so understand the rule. ` 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That is unfortunate for the Senator 
from Tennessee. 

Mr. HARRIS. No, it is unfortunate for the Chair. 

Mr. BUTLER (at 9 o’clock and 35 minutes p. m.). 
adjourn in order? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is. 

Mr. BUTLER. I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

Mr. HARRIS. And I demand the yeas and nays upon the motion. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

— 7 1 Has any business transpired since the last motion to 
ourn 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks the motion to ad- 
journ can be made when less than a quorum is present without the 
intervention of business. : 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BERRY (when his name was called). 
ator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL]. 

yea. 

Mr. BUTLER (when his name was called). Iam paired generally 
with the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON], but I believe if 
he were present he would vote yea, and therefore Ishall vote yea.“ 

Mr. COKE (when Mr. REAGAN’s name was called). My colleague 
[Mr. REAGAN] is paired with the Senator from Nevada [Mr. JONES]. 

Mr. WALTHALL (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the junior Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER], but, 
after consultation with his colleague, I feel at liberty to vote. I vote 
£ ea. 7 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. BATE (after having voted in the negative), Iwithdraw my vote. 
I am paired with the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY]. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Senator from Tennessee with- 
draws his vote. 

voted in the negative). 


Isa motion to 


Iam paired with the Sen- 
If he were present, I should vote 


Mr. DOLPH (after ha As the Senator 
from erpa [Mr. Brown], with whom I am paired, is not in the 
withdra 


Chamber, w my vote, 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Oregon withdraws 
with the senior Senator from Iowa 


his vote. 
Mr. COCKRELL, I am paired 

[Mr. ALLISON], who is detained in the room of the Committee on Ap- 

propriations, Ido not know how he would vote if in the Chamber, 


and therefore I withhold y vote. 
The result was announced—yeas 14, nays 16; as follows: 
YEAS—14. i 
Butler, Cullom, Pasco, y 
Shundler, I Js Ransom, 8 
Coke, MePher Sawyer, 
NAYS—16. 
Biair, Hoar, * Stockbridge, 
George, Paddock, 8555 3 
Harris, Plumb,’ . 3 Wilson of Iowa, 
ABSENT—46, 
Aldri Colquiti Hale, P 
oa q t, e, aye, 
Bate, Davis, Hawley, Reagan, 
Beck, Dawes, H Riddleberger, 
Blackburn rape Jones of Arkansas, —.— x 
Blodgett, ' Eustis, Zones of Nevada, Stanford, 
Bowen, Evarts, Kenna, Vance, 
Brown, Farwell, Manderson, Voorhees. 
——— Mitchell, Wilson of Md. 
Cockrell, Gorman, Morrill, 
So the Senate refused to adjourn. 
Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, is it in order to move a call of the Sen- 


ate? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is not in order. A call of the 
Senate is being executed. 

Mr. BLAIR (at 9 o’clock and 40 minutes p. m.). I move that the 
Senate do now adjourn. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hampshire 
moves that the Senate do now adjourn. 

Mr. HARRIS. Upon which I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The PRESID. pro tempore. The question is on the motion to 
adjourn. 

5°35 HARRIS. I ask for a division. 

The question being put, there were on a division—ayes 18, noes 16. 

So the motion was agreed to; and (at 9 o’clock and 42 minutes p. m.) 
eee adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, March 1, 1889, at 12 
0 m. . 


. 
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CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations eonſirmed by the Senate February 26, 1889. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
Inspector-General s Department. 


Lieut. Col. Edward M. Heyl, inspector-general, to be inspector-gen- 
eral with the rank of colonel. 

Maj. Henry W. Lawton, inspector-general, to be inspector-general 
with the rank of lientenant-colonel. y 

Capt. Joseph P. Sanger, First Artillery, to be inspector-general with 


the rank of major. 
Ninth Regiment of Cavalry. 
Second Lient. Alfred B. Jackson, to be first lieutenant. 
Fourth Regiment of Cavalry. 


Richmond McAlister Schofield, of New York, to be second lieutenant. 
Third Regiment of Cavalry. 

First Lieut. Bainbridge Reynolds, to be captain. 

Second Lieut. Tyree R. Rivers, to be first lientenant. 
First Regiment of Infantry. 

First Lieut. Frank H. Edmunds, regimental adjutant, to be captain. 
Sixth Regiment of Infantry. 

First Lieut. John Carland, to be captain. 

Second Lieut. Reuben B. Turner, to be first lieutenant. è 


Twenty-third Regiment of Infantry. 

Second Lieut. Edwin P. Pendleton, to be first lieutenant. 
Twenty-fifth Regiment of Infantry. 

Second Lieut. Harry A. Leonhaeuser, to be first lientenant. 


Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate February 28, 1889. 
COMMISSIONER FOR ALASKA. 


T. Carlos Jewett, of Litchfield, Minn., to be a commissioner in and 
for the district of Alaska, to reside at Sitka. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 

Surg. Thomas N. Penrose, a resident of Pennsylvania, to be a medi- 
cal inspector in the Navy. 

Passed Asst. Surg. Walter A. McClurg, a resident of Pennsylvania, 
to be a surgeon in the Navy. 

Commodore George E. Belknap, a resident of New Hampshire, to be 
a rear-admiral in the Navy. 
eo John G. Walker, a resident of Iowa, to be a commodore in the 

avy. 
Fg cece Silas Casey, a resident of New York, to be a captain in 

e Navy. 

Lieut. Commander James M. Forsyth, a resident of Pennsylvania, 
to be a commander in the Navy. 

Lieut. Charles Belknap, a resident of New York, to be a lieutenant- 
commander in the Navy. 

Lieut. Fidelio S. Carter, junior grade, a resident of Illinois, to be a 
lieutenant in the Navy. 

Ensign Alfred L. Hall, a resident of Ohio, to be a lieutenant, junior 
grade, in the Navy. 

Lieut. Walter S. Hughes, junior grade, a resident of Iowa, to be a 
— in DAREI h, ee 

Ensign Harry Dombaugh, a resident of Ohio, to be a lieutenant, 
Junior grade, in the Navy. 

Ensign William R. Rush, a resident of Louisiana, to be a lieutenant, 
junior grade, in the Navy. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 


First Regiment of Cavalry. 
Second Lieut. Edward Anderson, of the Fifteenth Infantry, to be 


* 


second lieutenant. 
Fourth Regiment of Cavalry. 
Second Lieut. William H. Hart, of the Twentieth Infantry, to be 
second lieutenant. 
Fifth Regiment of Cavalry. 


Second Lieut. Matthew C. Butler, jr., of the Ninth Infantry, to be 


second lientenant. 
Ninth Regiment of Cavalry. 
Second Lieut. Alexander W. Perry, of the Tenth Infantry, to be 
second lieutenant. 
Tenth Regiment of Cavalry. 
Second Lieut. George E. Stockle, of the Twenty-fifth Infantry, to be 
second lieutenant. 
Second Lieut. William T. Littlebrant, of the Tenth Infantry, to be 


second lieutenant. 
First Regiment of Caratry. 


Ma mer A. Barber, Troop E, Seventh Cavalry, to be second 


Third Regiment of Cavatry. . 
First Sergt. Michael M. McNamee, Troop G, Seventh Cavalry, to be 
second lieutenant. 


Second Regiment of Artillery. 
Sergt. Moses Gray Zalinski, Battery H, First Artillery, to be second 
lieutenant. 
Fifth Regiment of Infantry. 


Sergt. Robert W. Rose, Company C, Sixteenth Infantry, to be sec- 
ond lieutenant. 
Sixth Regiment of Infantry. 
Sergt. William C. Bennett, Company H, Seventeenth Infantry, to be 
second lieutenant. j 
Seventh Regiment of Infantry. 


Corporal Frederie H. Sargent, Company G, Seventh Infantry, to be 


second lieutenant. 
Ninth Regiment of Infantry. 
Sergt. William A. Campbell, Company K, Twelfth Infantry, to be 
second lieutenant. 
Tenih Regiment of Infantry. 
Corporal John M. Sigworth, Battery L, First Artillery, to be second 


lieutenant. 
Fificenth Regiment of Infaniry. 
Harold L. Jackson, Company F, Fifteenth Infantry, to be 
second lieutenant. 
Eighteenth Regiment of Infantry. 

Sergt. Percival G. Lowe, Company B, Eighteenth Infantry, to be sec- 
ond lieutenant. 

Twentieth Regiment of Infantry. 

First Sergt. Wilson Chase, Troop B, Seventh Cavalry, to be second 
lieutenant. i 

Quartermaster’s Department. 

First Lieut. John W. Summerhayes, regimental quartermaster, 
Eighth Infantry, to be assistant quartermaster with the rank of cap- 
tain, February 25, 1889. 

Maj. William B. Hughes, quartermaster, to be deputy quartermas- 
ter-general with the rank of Iieutenant-colonel, February 15, 1889. 

Capt. Charles H. Hoyt, assistant quartermaster, to be quartermaster 
with the rank of major, February 15, 1889. 

Tenth Regiment of Infantry. 

Capt. Edward W. Whittemore, of the Fifteenth Infantry, to be 

major, February 17, 1889, vice Hawkins, promoted to the Twenty- 


Infantry. 
Eighteenth Regiment of Infantry. 
Lieut. Col. Henry M. Lazelle, of the Twenty-third Infantry, to be 
colonel, February 17, 1889, vice Yard, deceased. 
Twenty-third Regiment of Infantry. 
Maj. Hamilton S. Hawkins, of the Tenth Infantry, to be lieutenant- 
colonel, February 17, 1889, vice Lazelle, promoted to the Eighteenth 


ON RETIRED-LIST. 


William S. Rosecrans, late brigadier-general United States Army, 
to be brigadier-general, to date from February 27, 1889, with a view to 
his name being placed on the retired-list of the Army. 

William F. Smith, late major in the Corps of Engineers, to be major 
of engineers, to date from February 27, 1889, with a view to his name 
being placed on the retired-list of the Army. 


POSTMASTERS. 


Mrs. Mary White, to be postmaster at East Tawas, Mich. 
W. H. Grim, to be postmaster at Beaver, Pa. 

Dayton Hale, to be postmaster at Columbus, Miss. 

Theo. B. Patton, to be postmaster at Altoona, Pa. 

Miss Mary S. Thompson, to be postmaster at Williamston, Mich. 

Samuel B. Thompson, to be postmaster at Lake City, in the county 
of ee vang an of Florida. . 

Leroy L. Brinkley, to be postmaster at Eden in the county of 
Chowan and State of North Carolina. ti 4 

John C. Hunter, to be postmaster at Union, in the county of Union 
and State of South Carolina. 

Adelia M. Barrows, to be postmaster at Hinsdale, in the county of 
Cheshire and State of New Hampshire. 

Edgar H. Davis, to be postmaster at Keyser, in the county of Min- 
eral and State of West Virginia. 

William F. Weaver, to be postmaster at Will’s Point, in the county 
of Van Zandt and State of Texas. 

John S. Yearwood, to be postmaster at Sweet Water, in the county 
sE Monos 77 e of Tennessee. 

ephen C. Weaver, to be postmaster at Dayt in the county of 

Volusia and State of Florida are iz 

Mary E. Farish, to be postmaster at Farmersville, in the county of 
Collin and State of Texas. 


r 
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Francis M. Setzer, to be postmaster at Albany, in the county of 
Gentry and State of Missouri. 

Margaret G. Davis, to be postmaster at Biloxi, in the county of Har- 
rison and State of Mississippi. 

Horace C. Ashton, to be postmaster at Flemingsburgh, in the county 

of Fleming and State of Kentucky. 
* John H. Davis, to be postmaster at Tallapoosa, in the county of Har- 
alson and State of Georgia. 3 

C. G. Goodman, to be postmaster at Orange, in the county of Orange 
and State of Texas. 

Andrew J. Sturgis, to be postmaster at Crystal Springs, in the county 
of Copiah and State of Mississippi. 

Alvin J. Kitt, to be postmaster at Goodland, in the county of New- 
ton and State of Indiana. 

John B. Chesebrough, to postmaster at Kentland, in the county of 
Newton and State of Indiana. 

George G. Moore, to be postmaster at Flatonia, in the county of Fay- 
ette and State of Texas. 

Richard T. Hanson, tobe postmaster at Donaldsonville, in the parish 
of Ascension and State of Louisiana. 

John B. Roberts, to be postmaster at Sandersville, in the county of 
Washington and State of Georgia. 

Jeremiah G. Fowler, to be postmasterat Milledgeville, in the county 
of Baldwin and State of Georgia. 

C. J. Bartlett, to be postmaster at Marlin, in the county of Falls and 
State of Texas. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


THURSDAY, February 28, 1889. 


The House met at 10 o clock a. m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. 
H. MILBURN, D. D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 

POLICE FORCE, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 5 

Mr. TAULBEE. On yesterday morning the Chair laid beſore the 
House certain Senate bills, and also Senate amendments to House bills, 
and called attention to House bill No. 6677, which was a bill the sub- 
stance of which is to increase the police force of the District of Columbia, 
in which amendments the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCH- 
ARD] asked unanimous consent to concur. Inquiry was made of the 
Chair by myself as to the nature of the bill, that is to say, whether or 
not the increase provided in the bill of the police force of this District, 
which is 1 lieutenant, 17 sergeants, and 95 privates, as well as 19 sta- 
tion clerks and 9 laborers, was a permanent increase or only for tem- 

rary pu Whereupon the Chair stated it was his understand- 

ng that the increase was temporary, and merely for the purposes of 
the inauguration ceremonies on the 4th of March. Thereupon I with- 
drew my objection to the request of the gentleman from Louisiana, and 
his request was concurred in by the House. On reading that bill I 
find that the increase provided by the bill is a permanent one; and I 
now desire to ask unanimous consent that we may reconsider the vote 
by which the House concurred in the amendments of the Senate. Of 
course I presume I would have the right to enter the motion to re- 
consider, but I do not think any member upon the floor desires the 

of the bill under a misapprehension or would claim the privi- 
ee derived by reason of such misapprehension. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair is glad the gentleman has called atten- 
tion to this case, because the Chair on looking at the title of the bill 
sees that in responding to the inquiry of the gentleman from Kentucky 
on yesterday the Chair was in error. The Chair thought this was 
simply a bill to authorize an increase of the police force of the District 
of Columbia for temporary purposes during the inauguration ceremonies. 

Mr. TAULBEE. That was my understanding. 

The SPEAKER. And that the increase was merely temporary, and 
for that purpose alone. But the Chair sees on an examination of the 
bill that this is a bill to amend an act entitled An act to increase the 

police force of the District of Columbia, and for other 8 ap- 
proved July 31, 1883, and is a very different bill from that which the 
Chair supposed it was. 

Mr. BREWER. There is no question, I think, Mr. Speaker, but that 
it was intended to be considered as a temporary measure. It came 
pors the House from our committee and that was the design of the 

ill, 
iy SPEAKER. The Chair has not examined the provisions of the 
Mr. TAULBEE. Here is the original act which this bill seeks to 
amend, and I send it to the desk and ask to have it read, if there is no 


9 
. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Do not take up the time in that way. 
It is not necessary. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Mr. Speaker, my recollection of the statement 
of the gentleman from Kentucky is substantially as he now suggests, 
and that it was his intention to object to the bill if this increase was a 
permanentone. His objection was withdrawn on the assurance that it 


was only a temporary measure, and I do not think under the circum- 
stances that I ought to object to the request that the vote by which the 
bill was passed be reconsidered. 

Mr. ROGERS, That is right. 

Mr. ROMEIS. As a member of the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, I wish also, in addition to what my colleague said, to state 
that my understanding of this bill is that it was to be temporary in 
its character. . 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky asks unanimous 
consent that the vote by which the amendments were concurred in be 
reconsidered, and if there be no objection the Chair will withhold the 
bill for the present until gentlemen can have an opportunity to exam- 
ine its provisions. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered, 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, an order will be also 
Taas A the Clerk of the House to request the Senate to return 

e 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


SALMON FISHERIES OF ALASKA, 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (S. 3993) to pro- 
vide for the protection of the salmon fisheries of Alaska. 

Mr. DUNN. Mr. Speaker, the provisions of that bill are contained 
in a bill reported unanimously from the Committee on Merchant Ma- 
rine and Fisheries, It is an em cy bill, necessary for the preser- 
vation of the salmon fisheries of Alaska, and I ask unanimous consent 
that it be now considered. It contains nothing else but the necessary 
measures for the protection of these important fisheries. 

The SPEAKE The bill which the gentleman from Arkansas sa; 
has been reported from the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fish- 
eries has been read already in the House, and unless there be a demand 
for the reading of the Senate bill, the reading will be dispensed with. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Is this the bill that makes the lease 
to the fisheries company ? ; 

Mr. DUNN. No; this is a different bill. I shall that from 
the committee and give the House ample opportunity to consider it 
hereafter. This is a Senate bill which relates simply to the salmon 
fisheries. It is identical with sections 4 and 5 of the House bill pro- 
hibiting the erection of dams or other obstructions in the rivers of 
Amka which prevent the salmon from ascending to their spawning- 
grounds. 

4 5 Is there objection to the present consideration of 

e 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DUNN. I offer an amendment which relates also to the preser- 
vation of the herd of seals, and I ask the previous question upon the 
bill and amendment. 

Mr. BIGGS. I reserve the right to object. 

The SPEAKER. The amendment will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 3. That section 1956 of the Revised Statutes of the United States was in- 
tended to include and apply, and is hereby declared to include and apply, to all 
the waters of Behring Sea in Alaska embraced within the boundary lines men- 
tioned and described in the treaty with Russia, dated March 30, A. D. 1867, by 
which the Territory of Alaska was ceded to the United States; and it shall be 
the duty of the President, at a timely season in each year, to issue his proclama- 
tion and cause the same to be published for one month in at least one news- 
paper published at each United States port of entry on the Pacific coast warn- 
ing all persons against entering said territory and .waters for the purpose of 
violating the provisions of said section; and he shall also cause one or more ves- 
sels of the United States to diligently cruise said waters and arrest all persons 
and seize all vessels found to be, or to have been, engaged in any violation of the 
laws of the United States therein. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I would like to ask the gentleman, in the light of 
his explanation, the necessity for this resolution at this time. 

Mr. DUNN. The necessity is that the general bill, reported by the 
committee to the House, has been recommitted for the purpose of con- 
sidering certain amendments relating to the reletting of the lease and 
the length of its term in future, and in the present condition of the 
House it is not at all probable that it will receive final consideration 
in time to pass the Senate. This amendment simply provides for the 

rotection to the herd of seals and the salmon until there can be further 

egislation of a permanent character. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Does it have the effect of sending up the vessels 
named in this amendment as patrols to protect the company which 
already has the contro] of that business? 

Mr. DUNN. Not at all. It is to protect the herd of seals and en- 
force the laws of the United States which were enacted in 1870. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Why can not the President do that by existing 
law? 

Mr. DUNN. There has been a relaxation of the enforcement of the 
law heretofore so that unauthorized persons have concluded that the 
Government does not intend to enforce the law, and not less than one 
hundred and fifty vessels are to-day fitting out to go to Behring Sea, 
They will literally cover that sea with unlawful seal-hunters armed 
with guns, and the destruction of seal-life that will take place and the 
fusilade of fire-arms that willoccur in that sea during four months of 
next summer will drive every seal from it that is not killed in the gen- 
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eral and indiscriminate slaughter. It does not change the law, but 
commands the President of the United States to enforce it. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, And is not this method of getting seals—by 
shooting them in the open sea—the most wasteful method that could 
be devised, only about one in five being recovered ? 

Mr. DUNN. About one out of seven is recovered. The time has 
come when the Government must enforce the laws for the preserva- 
tion of our herd of seals with firmness and decision, or suffer an abso- 
lute destructioneof the herd. The danger is imminent, and I hope no 
gentleman will objecttoit. Itdoesnot involve adollar of expenditure. 

It useless to protect the seals on therookeries—the islands of St. Paul 
and St. George—and leave them to their fate in the waters of Behring 
Sea. If they are left without protection in the sea there will soon be 
none left to go to the rookeries. [Cries of Vote! ‘‘ Vote!’’] 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading; and it was ac- 
cordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. DUNN moyed to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT KALAMAZOO, MICH. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 3431) for the 
erection of a public building in the city of Kalamazoo, Mich. 

Mr. BURROWS. That is a bill I asked to have considered yester- 
day morning before the bill was passed which was called up by the 

ntleman from Texas [Mr. ABBOTT]. I ask unanimous consent that 
ft be considered now. [Cries of All right!’’] 

The SPEAKER. The bill was read yesterday. Is there objection 
to the consideration of the bill? 

Mr. BLAND. Some time ago, when the House was proceeding to 
the consideration of a conference report, the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
WEAVER], anxious to get up consideration of the Oklahoma bill, kept 
the House in suspense for several days by objecting to the conference 
report, upon the ground that the House ought to proceed with the con- 
sideration of the Oklahoma bill. He began a line of argument based 
upon that position. It was objected to on the part of some gentleman 
on the ground that the gentleman was out of order in discussing a con- 
ference report which did not relate to the Oklahoma bill; but the Speaker 
ruled that, inasmuch as the gentleman stated he wanted to argue that 
the Oklahoma bill was such an important bill that no other bill ought 
to pass until that had been considered, therefore the gentleman from 
Iowa was in order. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, for a much greater reason, sir, is it in order now 
for me to say, and especially to gentlemen on that side of the House, 
that until the Sullivan contested-election case is considered in this 
House it is not only an unseemly proceeding, but anomalous for this 
House to proceed to the consideration of private bills for the erection 
of public buildings throughout this country when we absolutely refuse 
to consider a public measure; a case, Mr Speaker, in which a majority 
of a committee of this House have reported that a gentleman is entitled 
to a seat upon this floor. When we proceed to take that case up we 
are met with dilatory motions and filibustering. I say it isan un- 
seemly proceeding, and until that Sullivan contested-election case is 
taken up we ought not to proceed to the passage of bills which are 
simply a raid on the public Treasury. I do not know what objection 
they ere to taking up the election case. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. It is not in order until 11 o'clock. 

Mr. BLAND. I understand Mr, Sullivan is a man of very limited 
means, and the amountallotted to him by law, Mr. Speaker, for a con- 
tested election will not pay his board bills. If he is entitled to a seat 
in this House, as your committee has stated, he is entitled to the salary 
and mileage; and that will not pay his expenses. It is an outrage upon 
justice to deny him. The gentlemen on theother side were very anxious 
to take up the Smalls-Elliott contest! As I understood, they were 
willing for this other case to follow directly afterwards; but when that 
was decided and this other contested-election case was called up, they 
refused; and I do not know but the gentleman from Michigan was one 
of those who failed to vote in order to prevent the taking up this case. 

It is very true that Mr. Felton is supposed to be a millionaire and 
is able to stand this situation, but if he were in the position that Mr. 
Sullivan is, how would it be? Mr. Felton can wine and dine mem- 
bers of this House, and his position seems to have gathered around him 
support that my poor friend Sullivan is unable to procure, I will not 
say that that is the reason why our friends on the other side refuse to 
take up the case. My friend Sullivan is an Irish-American. I will 
not say that even that is the reason for the Republicans of this House 
refusing to give him a seat upon this floor. 

He is a Democrat, I sup that covers all and is the great crime 
of which he is guilty, and that must be urged here as a reason why gen- 
tlemen will refuse to do justice to this contestant. Do you suppose, 
Mr. Speaker, that a Democratic House will permita single public build- 
ing bill to go through here for gentlemen who sit quietly in their seats 
and refuse to take up that contested-election case until that case is 
disposed of ? I send to the Clerk’s desk and ask to have read a por- 
tion of the report of the committee upon the Sullivan-Felton contested- 
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election case, and, so far as I am concerned, I propose to stand here to 
the close of this Congress, unless this case is di of, to see that no 
public-building bill shall pass for gentlemen who refuse to take up this 
contested-election case. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


LINCOLN’S CROOKEDNESS. 


In addition to the evidence adduced before the board of election N 
ers, showing irregularities and crookedness in the second precinct of the Fortyr 
eighth, we refer to the testimony of the following witnesses, namely, James 
armies Rec., pp. 110, 111; Morrison, Rec., p. ; J. J. McAuliffe, Rec., pp. 
245, 21 N e Rec., p. 123; John Lycett, Rec., pp. 901, 805; O' Day. Rec., 
PP. 27 e 

vanaugh testifies that some days before the election this man Lincoln was 
hunting for an opportunity to make merchandise of himself, In a conversa- 
tion with Kavanaugh he said that he would like to get on the precinct election 
board. Kavanaugh told him the way the Democratic party was doing, and that 
he understood the Republicans were doing the same way, namely, that the 
committeemen 3 the members of the precinct bourds. Well, by George,” 
says Lincoln, “ I have got no one from my precinct on the county committee. 
I must get on, because there is going to be peaty of money this year.” Kava- 
naugh asked him “who was going to use the money this year?”’ Lincoln an- 
swered, Felton is poing to throw out a big ‘ sack,’ and, I guess, Sullivan, too.” 
Kavanaugh then told him that the only way to get on that he knew of would be 
through Mr. ries Tilton, city and county surveyor, and ex oficio a member 
of the board of election commissioners. ‘You know him,“ says Kavanaugh; 
PE is your friend.” es; he is my friend,” says Lincoln, and I will see 

m 


Lincoln afterward told Kavanaugh that he had seen Tilton, and that he (Til- 
ton) had promised to put him on. Lincoln was a 4 in politics, and 
he was put on as inspector. What part of the sack Lincoln was given, if 
any, does not appear from the evidence, That he received his reward a person 
not extremely incredulous would readily presume upon a close analysis of all 
the evidence, After the election was over, and when there wassome talk about 
the “crookedness,” and it had come out in the papers,” Kavanaugh said to 
him,“ What the deuce were you doing with the ballots home all night?“ Lin- 
coln laughed and said, Oh, that is all right; Ihave‘ fixed’ them all right.” 
In another conversation with Kavanaugh, he told him (Kavanaugh) that the 
Republican “' bosses” were after him—watching him—afraid that he would go 
to nk Sullivan and give the business away.” He says, I don’t a pd 
to starve, and wait for them to come up with the money, They prom me 
money, and they did not do as they , and I don't care a damn for them 
anyhow. poise} promised to ‘fix’ meall right, and they have fooled me and kept 
me fooled too long. I am out of money, and am not going to starve to death 
waiting for them.“ This statement was made in reference to Spreckels and 
William Center, a member of the firm of Spreckels Brothers. (See Rec., p. 111.) 

Strozinski testified that Lincoln said to him, I have a notion to sue Felton.“ 
(See Rec., pp. 66, 67). Other evidence shows that for three hours after the polls 
opened at this precinct the clerks had no poll-books, but were keeping the 
names of voters ona piece of brown paperi that the ballot-box was not locked ; 
that Lincoln, when he received a ticket of an elector, would raise the lid of the 
ballot-box and throw the ticket in, and that at 1 o'clock he was drunk. The 
evidence clearly shows these facts, and is wholly uncontradicted. 

orrison, a Democratic judge on this election board, was paid money the 
night before the election by Lycett and Spreckels, who knew that he (Morrison) 
was one of the judges. (See Rec., Pp. 247-240; again, p. 381; again, p. 1535 ; 
again, pp. 272, 273, and again, 901.) In fact, the conduct of the officers and others 
connected with this precinct was so steeped in fraud, and surrounded with so 
much eee as to honest and fair methods, as to make it impossible to tell 
anything about the vote there cast. Hence we feel called upon to throw it out. 


FORTY-SIXTH ASSEMBLY DISTRICT. 


and ready to give a “piece” be Fra man willing to sell. Schumacher was 
‘elton, and, according to his own evidence. 
induced thirty-six Democrats to vote for Felton. That he used mone; and used 


„p. 381; John T. Crummey, p, 354.) Dan Dough- 
erty was a “first lieutenant” under Schumacher, and rendered most “val- 
nable aid.” The whole gang,“ however, was under Mitchell Phillips, who 
seems to have been middle-man between Spreckels, Felton, and Center. 
—— Brothers and Center were See u large part of the sack.“ 
tera thorough examination of the evidence it 
two or three hundred yoters were corruptlyi nfluenced to vote for Felton in 
this assembly district alone. Without attempting to go further into details we 
may say that the evidence, as a whole, presents an amount of fraud all over 
the whole 8 district, and especially in the cities of San Francisco 
and San José, that could not have existed without a well-organized scheme to 
perpetrate the same, 
SPRECKELS BROTHERS. 


Why the Spreckels Brothers should feel such concern about the result of the 
election as to contribute so largely to the campaign fund it var be some satis- 
faction to state. The Spreckels family are largely interested in the sugar in- 
dustry on the Hawaiian Islands and in the importation of sugar to the United 
States, free of duty, under what is known as the Hawaiian treaty. Out of the 
money made therefrom their colossal fortune is being greatly augmented from 
year to year. After a couple of vain attempts to have a clandestine interview 
with Mr, Sullivan on the subject of that interest, it is easy to see that they had 
no further doubts as to his feelings and intentions on that matter. Hence John 
D. Spreckels became chairman of the Congressional committee, and, besides 
exercising a general supervision of the district, he assigned to himself the 
kx charge of two of the assembly districts of San neisco, containing 
some six or eight precincts each, And one William Center, a member of the 
Spreckels firm, spread himself around in a very active sort of way. A num- 
ber of witnesses testify to the fact of having received money from these men 
Spreckels and Center. 

INTIMIDATION, 


Before concluding this report we feel that we should be derelict in duty if we 
failed to refer to the question of intimidation and bulldozing in a number of 
the precincts where these methods were most potent in results—at several pie 
cincts, but more particularly at the Almaden precinct. Atthis precinct Felton 
received some 209 votes, and Sullivan 45; majority for Felton, 1! See sections 
5506, 5507, 5508, and 5520 of the United States Revised Statutes, and sections 1192, 
—— . 1197, of the political code of California, which latter read as 

ws, to w. 


Mr, OATES (interrupting the reading). Mr. Speaker, I rise to a 
parliamentary inquiry. 
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. - 

Mr. OATES. Is it in order during this hour, under the rule recently 
adopted, to discuss in this desultory way a contested-election case which 
is not before the House for consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The House is not proceeding in any time set apart 
by rule or resolution. The Chair is laying before the House commu- 
nications from the Executive Departments and Senate bills, in accord- 
ance with the permanent rule of the House which requires that to be 
done immediately after the reading of the Journal. Of course, if the 

int of order is made that the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] 

not discussing the question before the House, that is a different 

t. 

Ptr BLAND. Upon that, Mr. Speaker, I desire to say that the Chair 
has already ruled on the point of order. I stated in the beginning that 
I opposed this public-building bill upon the ground that we ought not 
to proceed to consider or pass it pending this contested-election case, 
which ought to have precedence in this House of all other proceedings. 
The er ruled directly on that point in the case of the gentleman 
from Iowa [Mr. . f when he was discussing the Oklahoma bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not remember the exact language 
employed by himself on that occasion, but the recollection of the Chair 
is that the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. WEAVER] was proceeding to 
make an argument to show the importance of the of the Okla- 
homa bill, or, at least, of its consideration, and did not enter into the 
merits of the bill. 

Mr. BLAND. And I have been s g of the importance and ne- 
cessity for taking up the contested ion case, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it is entirely competent for the 

ntleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] to make an argument to show 

t there are other important matters pending before the House, a 
con election case or any other matter, and that, for that reason, 
certain other measures ought not now be considered or passed; but the 
Chair does not think that under the rule of the House it is competent 
for a gentleman to take up for discussion some particular measure 
other than the one immediately before the House and discuss it on its 
merits, and the Chair thinks that no decision to the contrary has ever 
been made, because such a decision would bein direct opposition to the 
express rule of the House. 

. BLAND. I have not the decision of the Chair that I referred to 
before me, but my recollection is very distinct that the gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. WEAVER] went on to state as a reason why no other meas- 
ure should be taken up that in the Territory of Oklahoma murders 
were being committed, and that the Territory was without law, and 
he made an argument in favor of the of that bill, and did it 
to show the necessity of consi: t before 3 measure, 
especially before the bill then up for consideration. Now, I make the 
same point in regard to this contested-election case, and I have had a 
portion of the report read to show the importance and the merits of 
that case, and that it onght to be considered before any other measure 
in this House. 

The SPEAKER. The recollection of the gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. BLAND] accords with that of the Chair as to the character of the 
argument made by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. WEAVER]. Itwas 
designed to show that unless the Oklahoma bill was taken up and dis- 

of great inconvenience and disorder would result in that part of 
the country, and that therefore it was important to consider it first; 
but the gentleman did not and could not take up the Oklahoma bill 
and have the 1 and the bill read and discuss the merits of that 
particular bill. He could discuss only the general subject of the im- 
portance of acting upon that measure. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BLAND. I propose, then, to proceed 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will proceed in order. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

„ The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND} has 

the 8 

Mr. OATES. Mr. Speaker, I desire to know 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] has 
the floor, and unless he yields the gentleman from Alabama can not be 


Mr. OATES. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. But the gentleman can not take the gentleman 
from Missouri off the floor by a parliamentary inquiry. Only a ques- 
tion of order will do that, 

Mr. OATES. Then I rise to a question of order, 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. OATES. Is not the object of the rule recently adopted, setting 
apart the hour between 10 and 11 o’clock, to allow the roll of members 
to be called in order, that gentlemen may ask unanimous consent to 
have their bills considered? Does not that ruleset apart that hour ex- 
clusively to allow requests for unanimous consent? Now, if the time 
is consumed in the consideration of other matters, will the hour pro- 
vided for by the order be allowed after 11 o'clock? 

The SPEAKER. Of course not. When the hour of 11 o’clock ar- 
rives, if this or any other matter laid before the House by the Chair is 
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still under consideration, there will be no call of members to-day for 
requests for unanimous consent. 

Mr. OATES. Then if this hour is eonsumed by the matter beſo 
the House it will cut off all opportunity for u ous consent und 
the order? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair so understands, 

Mr. OATES. Then if every member of this House were to rise and 
request the consideration of some measure not then in order the S er 
could not entertain the request after 11 0 clock? Sucha rule is > 
lous and ought to be repealed. 

á The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri is entitled to the 
oor. 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, I had commenced to urge what I con- 
sider to be amatter of great importance to this contestant; and I hope 
I may have order. 

Poin WILSON, of Minnesota. Now, Mr. Speaker, I rise to a point 
of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Under the order of the H 
tested-election case can not be considered during this hour. 
is set apart for another purpose. 

Mr. BLAND. Tam aware of that, Mr. Speaker; and I am urging 
why this election case should be considered 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. I wish to state my point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will proceed. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. I raise the question whether it is com- 
petent for a member to rise during this hour to discuss g question that 
can not be considered during this hour—which would be out of order 
if called Ly 

The SPEAKER. The time now being occupied is not set apart by 
any special order or resolution of the House. It is only after the Jour- 
nal has been read and after the Chair has complied with the standing 
rule which requires him to lay before the House executive communica- 
tions, bills, etc., that the special order to which the gentleman refers 
poe to operate. Now the House gave unanimous consent when this 
bill was laid before it for its consideration. Of course, it must be con- 
sidered as any other bill. The gentleman from Missouri takes the floor 
and proceeds to make an argument to show that this bill ought not to 
be passed until some other matter of ter importance, as he insists, 
shall be acted on. In the opinion of the Chair that is a legitimate ar- 

ment. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I will ask the gentleman from Missouri 
whether he would not be satisfied with unanimous consent to print, so 
that we may go on with the business of the House. 

Mr. BLAND. Iamafraid that my good friend from Kentucky would 
not read what I might publish, and I desire him to understand my 
position. 

The importance, Mr. Speaker, of taking up this contested-electi 
case must pong Osprey to every member on this floor. In the first 
place, the very high merit of the contestant’s case demands it; but 
above that, it is a privileged question in this House above all other 
questions, whether on public buildings or B retin b Not only that, 
but we are now in the closing hours of Congress. There can be 
but few more days devoted tothe public business, We have a number 
of appropriation bills to be considered, and unless we proceed imme- 
diately to take up this case and dispose of it, we shall accomplish the 

t injustice of which I have complained—the adjournment of this 
ngress without having this case considered at all. 

If it is to be considered at all—and it certainly Leg, in to p 
ered—we must take it up immediately; we must go to work an 
sider and determine it; for we can not further delay this matter wi 
defeating its consideration entirely and preventing thé contestant from 
California from obtaining his seat. In view of the fact that the caso 
has been called up repeatedly and gentlemen on the other side of the 
Chamber have sat in their seats and refused to vote, in order to do the 
injustice of denying to this contestant a seat on this floor—knowing as 
they do that the 55 of Con 1 be so p with other 
business that this case if taken u have to be laid aside fon time 
to time to allow appropriation bills to become laws—it is absolutely 
necessary that the case should be considered at once. 

In the hope that this morning hour may be given to the considera- 
tion of the business contemplated by the order, I should certainly cease 
my opposition to proceeding to the consideration of bills in this morn- 
ing hour if we can take up this contested-election case right now and 
dispose of it during this morning hour or the morning hour to-morrow. 
We ought to dispose of it within an hour. Gentlemen have heard it 
discussed on this floor. We heard it discussed yesterday. Weall have 
the reports in the case, which we can read, so as to determine the ques- 
tion for ourselves. The views of the minority of the committee are 
printed with the report of the majority. The case has been fully con- 
sidered by the committee and reported upon, so that every gentleman 
in the House, if not already informed upon it, can inform himself apop 
it in time to vote on the question to-morrow in the morning hour, whi 
will begin at 10 o'clock, so that we can practically dispose of this busi- 
ness by 11 o’clock. It must be apparent to every gentleman on this 
floor that unless this case is taken up, and that very soon, the contest- 
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ant from California will, as I have already stated, not only be deprived 
of his right to a seat as a member of this House—a right which his con- 
stituents have given him by their votes—but the very means that 
would enable him to pay the expenses of his contest would be denied him. 

Mr. Speaker, this case came up incidentally yesterday; and we had 
read from the Clerk’s desk 

Mr. TRACEY. I rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it; and the House will 
please come to order so that the Chair may hear what is said. 

Mr. TRACEY. The gentleman from Missouri has just stated that 
this bill came up yesterday morning 

Mr. BLAND. Oh, no—not the bill. 
Ee rinse Now, it appears to me that the bill having been con- 

Mr. BLAND. The gentleman is mistaken. I made no such state- 
ment. I said that the contested-election case had incidentally been 
considered yesterday while we were engaged on the Indian appropri- 
ation bill; and I proceeded to discuss it from es pone 

Mr. TRACEY. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that this bill 
which is before the House was before the House qaray monne, 
and that under the rule it is notin order to take up the e of the 
House now in considering it. This special rule provides— 

That it shall not be in order for the Speaker to entertain a request for unan- 
imous consent at any other time, except to concur or non-concur in Senate 


amendments to House bills, or to Senate bills when presented to the 
House by the Speaker. 


Now, I claim that under this order this bill is not in order. 

The SPEAKER. This bill was—— 

Mr. CHIPMAN. I wish to say a word upon the point of order raised 
by the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. BLAND. I do not understand the gentleman to raise a point of 
order, and I claim my right to the floor. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. Then I raise a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has the right to take the gentle- 
man from Missouri off the floor for the p of making a point of 
order against what he is saying, but he has not the right to take him 
off the floor for the purpose of making any other point of order in re- 
gard to the business of the House. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. The point of order I raise is that the gentleman is 
out of order in addressing the Chair at all at this time. 

The SPEAKER. But the billis before the House by the unanimous 
consent of the House. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. Then there has been unanimous consent? 

The SPEAKER. Unanimous consent has been given for its consid- 
eration. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. No gentleman objected? 

The SPEAKER. Nobody. 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, I would hardly accuse my friends on 
the other side of the Chamber of refusing to take up this contested- 
election case because the contestee is a millionaire and can dine and 
wine gentlemen here and get into their good graces, or because the 
contentant is an Irish-American citizen, and they may have prejudice 
against him on that account. I supposed their opposition was because 
he was a Democrat and his politics probably did not suit them. That 
is the most charitable view to take of this matter. But here one of 
the gentlemen who, sitting in his seat, absolutely refused to vote at all 
when this election contest was called up, comes here now and asks the 
Democrats on this side to take up what is a private raid upon the pub- 
lic Treasury and put it in ahead of this contested-election case. It is 
against that I am inveighing; and I propose to do so as long as that bill 
is in the morning hour. \ 

We can take up the contested-election case, considerand passit dur- 
ing this morning hour, and it ought to be done, and I have stated the 
reason why it should be done. The reports in this case have been 
printed for a long time and every member has had an opportunity to 
get possession of the facts by reading the report of the committee as 

ell as the views of the minority. They have had ample opportunity 

o become acquainted with the merits of the case so as to vote intelli- 
gently upon it, with limited discussion, and if they have not done so, 
then I commend to any gentleman who has neglected this duty to get 
a report, read it, famil iarize himself with it, and be prepared to vote 
upon the question intelligently, because if this case is not considered 
to-day, inthe morning hour of to-morrow I will again seek an oppor- 
tunity to bring it to the attention of the House, and I shall insist that 
it be taken up and disposed of before any of these private measures— 
these raids upon the public —are permitted tobe perpetrated 
in the morning hour, because the delay in this case is an injustice. 

Now as I stated before, we are in the closing hours of the Fiftieth 

We have but a short time remaining. Consideration has 
been given to a case in which our Republican friends supposed they 
were able to make some political capital under the folds of the bloody 
shirt.“ They were anxious to that case to a consideration, and 


when that was about being laid before the House I asked the gentle- 
man from Georgia [Mr. Crisp] when he called it up, if he intended to 
Press the other case of Sullivan vs. Felton, and hesaid he did intend to 
‘press it, and he has been endeavoring to call it up for consideration ever 
since. But the Punic faith of gentlemen on the other side was shown 


when that case was called up and acted upon by refasing to allow the 
other case, the remaining election case, to be taken up for considera- 
tion, and one of the colleagues of the contestee cast his vote in the af- 
firmative on the question of consideration for the purpose of moving a 
reconsideration, and delaying action upon thecase by presentingall sorts 
of dilatory motions to reconsider the vote by which the House deter- 
mined to consider the election case, and by moving to adjourn, and to 
adjourn over, and thus prevent action. 

That is the situation of this contested-election case. The House has 
already voted that it will consider it, but in order to delay and prevent 
its consideration mottons were made of a dilatory character, and have 
been constantly interposed to prevent it, and when no other means were 
available gentlemen on the other side refused to vote atall, leaving the 
House without a quorum. When that system of tactics has been in- 
augurated certainly gentlemen who have been engaged in it can not 
complain of me just at this time that I am insisting here in this morn- 
ing hour, the only opportunity I may have to get the floor, upon the 
consideration of that case before private bills making raids upon the 
Treasury now called up for consideration shall be disposed of. Now, 
in the hope that in the morning hour of to-morrow this case may be 
taken up and disposed of, I move to take a recess until 11 o’clock to- 
morrow. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. I desire to rise to a parliamentary in- 
quiry. Is this motion debatable? 

Mr. MILLS. What is the motion of the gentleman from Missouri? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman moves that the House take a re- 
cess until 11 o’clock. ; 

Mr. SOWDEN. Will the gentleman from Missouri withdraw that 
motion to yield to me? 

Mr, BLAND. Iwill do so if the gentleman desires it. 

Mr. MILLS. I wish to ask, Mr. Speaker, as a matter of parliament- 
ary information if when the hour of II o’clock comes this bill will not 
still continue before the House for consideration ? 

The SPEAKER. It will. The Chair will state again that this bill 
comes before the House asa matter laid before the House under the 
rules. 

Mr. MILLS. That is what I supposed. 

The SPEAKER. The bill did not come before the House under the 
special order requiring the Chair to call the names of members, which 
order exhausts itself on the arrival of 11 o’clock, but has been laid be- 
fore the House in the regular order under the permanent rules of the 
House; and may remain here indefinitely unless the House disposes of 
it in some shape. 

Mr. BLAND. I withdraw the motion for a recess, 

Mr. BURROWS. I demand the previous question upon ordering the 
bill to be engrossed and read a third time. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The question recurred upon the engrossment and third reading of 
the bill; and on a division there were—ayes 102, noes 3. 

Mr. BLAND. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER appointed Mr. BLAND and Mr. Burrows as tellers, 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported —ayes 164, no 1. 

So the bill was ordered to be engrossed and read athird time; and it 
was accordingly read the third time. 

5 I demand the previous question on the passage of 

e bill. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The question recurred upon the passage of the bill; and on a divis- 
ion there were—ayes 108, noes 4. 

Mr. BLAND. We had a quorum on the other vote, and we had bet- 
ter have a quorum on this. 

The SPEAKER appointed Mr. BLAND and Mr. Burrows as tellers. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 158, noes 6. 

So the bill was À 

Mr. BURROWS moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
— and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


LAND DISTRICTS, NEBRASKA. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 3810) to es- 
tablish additional land districts in the State of Nebraska. 
Mr. HOLMAN, I ask unanimous consent that that remain on the 
table for the present. 
There was no objection. 


FRAUDULENT USE OF THE MAILS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the amendment of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 9268) to punish dealers and pretended dealers 
in counterfeit money and other fraudulent devices for using the United 
States mails. 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to concur in 
the Senate amendment to this bill. The House passed a bill providing 
for the punishment of dealersin counterfeit money for using the United 
States mails, which bill has been amended by the Senate and returned 
to the House, and I ask concurrence in the amendment. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The amendment had better be read. 
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The SPEAKER. The amendment will be read, after which the 
Chair will ask for objection. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the amendment. 

During the reading, 

Mr. RANDALL. I object to the further reading, and under the cir- 
cumstances I object to the present consideration of any of the bills that 
are now on the 8 er’s table. They can remain there. 

The SPEAKER. They will remain on the table, if there be no ob- 


ection. 
j Mr. ENLOE. It would not take a moment to consider and dispose 
of this matter. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, an extension of leave of absence was granted 

to Mr. Symes, on account of sickness, 
FILING OF REPORTS, 

Mr. MANSUR. I ask leave that gentlemen having reports to make 
from oon Sa either of minority or majority, may file them with 
the Clerk. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Missouri? The Chair hears none, and that order will be made. 
s The following reports were filed by being handed in at the Clerk’s 

esk: 
SPOLIATION CLAIMS. 

Mr. MANSUR, from the Committee on Claims, submitted a report 
recommending appropriation to pay the amounts of the several find- 
ings of the Court of Claims reported to Congress ; which was referred 
to the House Calendar, and ordered to be printed. 


UNOFFICIAL MATTER IN REBELLION RECORDS. 


Mr. MAISH, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported their 
views as to whether unofficial matter was introduced into volume 20, Part 
II, of the Official Records of the Rebellion; which were referred to the 
House Calendar, and ordered to be printed. 


HENRY AYRES. 


Mr. BYNUM, from the Committee on Ways and Means, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 8170) for the relief of Henry Ayres; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

JOHN J. S. HASSLER. 


Mr. YODER, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 11632) to place John J. S. Hassler on the re- 
tired-list of the United States Army; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. MILLS. I call up the conference report that was under con- 
sideration last night. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. ERMENTROUT], from the Select Committee on In- 
augural Proceedings, has a resolution which he desires to have read, 
that it may be well to dispose of. 

Mr. RANDALL. Will it provoke debate? If it does I shall ob- 
ject. [To Mr. ERMENTROUT.] Ask unanimous consent to bring it up, 
and cut off debate on consideration. 

Mr. HOLMES. I rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HOLMES. I desire to inquire whether or not a veto message 
is not a matter of higher privilege than the conference report? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not, under the rules. Except 
for the positive rules of the House it would be; but the House has 
ndopted a rule which makes a conference report a higher privilege than 
any other matter before the House. 

Mr. RANDALL. Regular order. 

INAUGURAL CEREMONIES. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT. I ask consideration of the resolution which 
Isend to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Speaker appoint a committee of three members of the 
House to co-operate with a committee appointed by the Senate to take charge 
gae arrangements for the inaugural ceremonies at the Capitol on the 4th of 

reh. 


The resolution was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER subsequently appointed Mr. ERMENTROUT, Mr. 
CRAIN, and Mr. BAKER of New York as the committee on the part 
of the House. 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The SPEAKER. The matter before the House is the motion made 
by the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. DIBBLE] that the House 
recede from its disagreement to the Senate amendment numbered 124. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Kentucky 
[Mr. BRECKINRIDGE]. 

Mr. RANDALL. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. RANDALL. On yesterday evening, during the confusion inci- 
dent to the close of the session, the Chair ee Sanding a demand 
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made by the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. CLEMENTS] for the pre- 
vious question, the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. DAT to 
make a motion to recede, which is equivalent to concurring. That, no 
doubt, was correctly made, and was a prior motion, because it tended 
to bring the two Houses together on legislation. But the gentleman 
from South Carolina [Mr. DIBBLE] took the floor and claimed the 
right to one hour for debate. I want to direct the attention of the 
Chair to the fact that the effect of that was to take the gentleman 
from Georgia [Mr. CLEMENTS], in charge of the conference report, 
which he presented, off the floor and dispossess him of control of that 
report when there had been no adverse vote by the House in so far as 
the control of that bill was concerned. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that it was undoubtedly correct 
to recognize the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. DIBBLE] for 
the purpose of making the motion to recede from the disagreement, 
notwithstanding the fact that the gentleman from Georgia had at the 
time pending a proposition insisting on the disagreement, and had de- 
manded the previous question. But the Chair, upon reflection, feels 
disposed to say that the gentleman from Georgia, under the practice 
heretofore prevailing in the House, was still entitled to the floor for 
the purpose of controlling the matter, having charge of the general sub- 
ject, there having been no adverse action, and therefore the Chair thinks 
that the gentleman from South Carolina was not then entitled, under 
this usage, to recognition for the purpose of debate, but the Chair act- 
ually recognized the gentleman from South Carolina, and he yielded 
to the gentleman from Kentucky five minutes, 

While the Chair thinks now this action was not strictly in accord- 
ance with the practice, the gentleman states that he will not occupy 
more time than would be allowed if the previous question was ordered, 
and the Chair will not undertake to reverse the action taken, but the 
Chair desires that the action taken yesterday shall not be a precedent. 

Mr. RANDALL. Iam quite content that the proceedings shall go 
that way; but I wanted it just as the Chair has stated, not to go as a 
precedent for I want to illustrate for a moment what the effect would 

e. There are two hundred amendments to the sundry civil appropri- 
ation bill; and if any gentleman on this floor would have the right to 
make that motion of concurrence to each one of these amendments, in 
case they were reported back as disagreements, there would be many 
hours occupied, andit might take thirty days to reach a conclusion. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair sees the difficulty which might result 
from that practice. The gentleman from South Carolina yields five 
minutes to the gentleman from Kentucky. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I simply wanted to state in 
answer to certain statements made by certain gentlemen, and more 
particularly by my friend trom Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT], for whom I 
have t respect and whose statement ought not to go unchallenged, 
that there has been no haste in the presentation of this matter. It 
was introduced by my senatorial colleague from Kentucky, Mr. BECK, 
at the last session, and was put on the bill by the Senate at that ses- 
sion and discussed in this House. It was also introduced by me on 
December 17, and reported by the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. It has been considered, therefore, at both sessions of this 
Congress, and favorably reported by the proper committee of the House. 

There is, therefore, no ground for the statement that it has been sud- 
denly and unexpectedly precipitated into this House at the tail-end of 
the session. I want to make one morestatement. This being the Dis- 
trict of Columbia and under the power of Congress, the constitutional 
power is absolutely clear. The question is a pure question of expe- 
diency. There can be no lack of precedents when we walk down to 
the museums and the other public institutions here, and it is a clear 
question whether such expenditure of $200,000 is a wise expenditure 
when we are giving millions upon millions for public buildings in Wash- 
ington. I am not in favor of the national park nor of the purchase of 
a large tract of land under the pretense of a zoological park. Iappend 
the report of the Committee on Public Grounds that the record may 
show the exact object in view. 

There is absolute protection from job in the fact that this is fo 
be under the supervision of the Smithsonian Institution. At this period 
of the session I content myself with this statement. 

The Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, to which was referred the 


bill (H. R. 11810) “for the establishment of a zoological park in the District of 
Columbia,“ having had the same under consideration, respectfully submit the 


3 ay fo 
my ed hereto is a letter of Prof. S. P. Langley, Secretary of the Smithso- 
nian Institution, pen Kn the necessity of such a park and the advantages to 
be derived from its establishment; and, for the reasons therein set forth, your 
committee respectfully recommend the passage of the bill. 
SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION, Washington, D. C., January 18, 1889. 
My Dear Sm: I write what follows in accordance with the if p emp of your 
yesterday’s letter, intending it for your consideration and that of the committee. 
From all parts of the country, for many years, presents of live animals have 
been made to the Government through the Smit nian Institution or the Mu- 
seum, but the absence of any appropriation for their care has led to their bein 
sent away (though most reluctantly) to increase the collections of the zoologica 
rks in Philadelphia, New York, London, and other cities. It should be bette 
nown than it is that everywhere through the country there is a disposition o. 
the part of private individuals to give tothe Government in this way, and with- 
out any on of return,remarkable specimens, which the donor (ve 
commonly a r man) sometimes refuses . pecuniary offers for 
ores it seems to aa gifts made in such a spirit, or, accepting them, 
give them away again. 
But little over a year ago I gave instructions that these live specimens should 
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be retained temporarily, as an 
ased, the collection, whi 
been thus formed, substantial] 


9 and although a very few have been 
ich is 1 boars ea of somuch local popular interest, 
y bY 
this though many proffers have been d 
Iam persuaded that ifit were generally known that the Government would re- 


within perhaps fifteen months, and 


ined for want of means to care for them, 


ceive and care for such gifts, within a very few years the finest collection of 

American animals in the world might be made here in this way with compara- 

tively no expenditure for purchase. 

Among the many interested in the incipient collection was Senator BECK, 
whose bill for the formation of a zoological park was brought before the Senate 
on April 23, 1888. The writer directed the Senator's attention to the fact that a 

iece of ground singularly suitable, by the variety of its features, to the provis- 

on for the wants of all the different kinds of animals, existed in the pi ue 
valley of Rock Creek, in the part nearest to the city. Here not only the wild 
goat, the mountain sheep, and their congeners would find the rocky cliffs which 
are their natural home, but the beavers brooks in which to build their dams; 
the buffalo places of seclusion in which to breed and replenish their dying race; 
. aquatic birds and beasts their natural home, and in general all s would 
be provided for on a site almost incomparably better than any now used for this 
purnose in any other capital in the world, 

With this is the pre-eminently important consideration that the immediate 
neighborhood to the city would make it accessible not only to the rich but to 
the poor, and therefore a place of recreation to the great mass of the residents, 
as well as to the hundreds of thousands of citizens from all parts of the country 
who now annually visit the capital. 

It may be added that, so far as is known to the writer, all those interested in 
the desirable but larger plan for a public park along the whole Rock Creek 
region—that is to say, all those acquainted with the beauties and advantages of 
the site—regard the establishment of the proposed zoological park there with 
favor. Itis very difficult for any one who has not visited the region to under- 
stand its singularly attractive c! r, due to the good fortune which has 

reserved its picturesque features intact until now, although the growing city 
is sweeping around and enveloping it. 

The ithsonian Institution has not customarily received with favor the 
propositions continually made it to place different local or national interests 
under its ; but the very reasons which seem in this case to ena- 
ble it to at once secure a home and city of refuge for the vanishing races of the 
continent, and a place for the health and recreation of the inhabitants of the 
city and citizens of the United States, together with an opportunity for the car- 
rying out an enterprise of national scientific value, and the formation of what, 
as its site at least, is the finest zoological garden in existence—all these 

considerations have moved it to see in this an opportunity to carry out its legit- 
imate work, the increase and diffusion of knowledge among men.” 

When, therefore, Senator Beck made the understanding that the Smithsonian 
Institution would accept the charge of such a park, the primary condition on 
which he would undertake to recommend it to Congress, the Secretary felt au- 
thorized to say that he believed it probable that the proposition would be fa- 
vorably viewed by the Regents, and the matter once brought before Congress, 
he has not disguised his own interest in the success of the measure. 

The bill, brought in by Mr. BRECRIX NID in the House (and by Senator Mon- 
RILL in the Senate), appropriates $200,000 for the purchase of not less than 100 
acres of land. The land actually most desired for the zoological park covers 
about 120 acres, being precisely that portion of the Rock Creek valley which 
will be soonest destroyed, as regards its picturesque and attractive features, by 
the lazing out of streets and lots. Nevertheless, and largely owing to the ser. 
factthatthe pictu ueness of the locality implies the existence of rocks, preci- 
pices, and valleys, which it would cost much to level and fill in, this land can 
still be obtained at rates which, considering its neighborhood to the uy are 
remarkably cheap. The most thorough examination that I have been able to 
make, the testimony of various real-estate experts and others, have satisfied 
me that the purchase may and will be completed for somewhat less than the 
sum named in the appropriation, even leaving a small margin for the erection 
of a preliminary shelter for the animals. 

I beg most respectfully to urge upon the attention of the committee the fact 
that it is at once the stren, and weakness of this measure that, so far as is 
known, it is an entirely disinterested one, the real-estate holders in the vicinit 
being generally indifferent or oppas to it, for reasons which can be explain 
if desired, and that it is being thus pressed 1 75 Congress by those who have 
the measure at heart because anything that is done must be done soon. It is 
probable that within a year or two more the good fortune which has kept this 
singularly interesting spot intact, while the growing city is encircling it, will 
It is not the mere space on the map which is to be secured, 

mt natural advan which have no relation to the number of acres, and 
which can not be red if once destroyed, since it is not in the power of Con- 
gress itself by any expenditure of money to recreate a rock or a tree. 


am, v. ull, 
VVV S. P. LANGLEY, Secretary. 
Hon. SAMUEL DIBBLE, 
House of Representatives. 

Mr. DIBBLE. Mr. Speaker, the bill providing for the establishment 
of a zoological park in the Districtof Columbia was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and, after due consideration, 
that committee determined to reportit favorably tothe House, I will 
print with my remarks the report of the committee, but in the mean 
time will state briefly, forthe purpose of saving time, the reasons which 
induced the committee to recommend the of the bill. 

In the first place, Mr. Speaker, the project as set forth in the bill is 
for the purchase of not less than 100 acres of land. As members will 
see from the design and plan in front of the Reporters’ desx 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. DIBBLE. I must decline to be interrupted now, because my 
time is so limited. Otherwise I should be glad to hear thegentleman’s 
question. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. I merely wanted to ask the gentleman 
whether his remarks were directed to the amendment of hiscolleague, 
or rather to that part ofit embraced in the billintroduced in the House 
by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE], relating to 
the zoological garden? 

Mr. DIBBLE. Iam speaking to the zoological park bill, a bill reported 
by the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, in accordance 
with the design and plan now in front of the Reporters’ desk. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. But does the amendment——_ - 

Mr. DIBBLE. Mr. Speaker, I have answered the gentleman’s ques- 
tion, and I must decline to yield further, although I would gladly do 
soif I had the time. This piece of land embraces about 120 acres, 
The bill provides for the purchase of not less than 100 acres. It is es- 
timated, as the committee are informed, that the sum of 5200, 000 will 


e it no longer. 


purchase the land and will provide ſor the structures that will be im- 
mediately necessary. But, Mr. Speaker, even if the entire $200,000 
were expended for the land alone, gentlemen will find that that would 
be a very reasonable price, because it can be ascertained by calculation 
that the cost per foot would be only about 4} cents, which is much less 
than property commands in that vicinity. Therefore I say that even 
if we purchase with this amount of money 100 acres of land it will cost 
us only 43 cents per foot, and if we purchase 120 acres of course the cost 
per foot will be less; and I am informed, in fact, that a large portion 
of the land can be purchased at less than that price, so that the com- 
mittee will be enabled by this appropriation not only to purchase 20 
acres in excess of the limit of the bill, but also to erect the necessary 
structures. 

The reason of this is that the ground is very undulating and there- 
fore is not so suitable for the erection of dwellings, as has been suggested 
by gentlemen who oppose this measure. It is just because of the nat- 
ural beauty of the ground that it is not suitable for buildings, and the 
establishment of some such park is necessary for the purpose of preserv- 
ing certain species of animals whichare rapidly becoming extinct. Mr. 
pe er I shall not go into platitudes about the benefit of scientific 

ucation or the advantages of fostering scientific institutions. We 
have the Smithsonian Institution. We are proud of the Smithsonian, 
and the Smithsonian has already, by gift, not by purchase, the nucleus 
of a collection. It has the buffalo; it has the white bear; it has other 
animals which are passing away in this country, and Iam informed 
by the Secretary of the Smithsonian, Professor Langley, that this place 
furnishes the right kind of location and the proper temperature for the 
propagation and perpetuation of these rapidly disappearing species of 
American animals, while at the same time it will serve the purposes 
of a public park. This is an enterprise to be connected with a Govern- 
ment institution, fora Government purpose, and I do not think that 
the Government should stand upon expending this small amount of 
money, in view of the important objects to be attained, especially when 
the property to be acquired will never depreciate in value, so that if 
the Government should hereafter choose to abandon the experiment it 
will be able to get back its money two, three, or four fold. 

Mr. HATCH. As this subject has been before the gentleman’s com- 
mittee, will he state, for the information of the House, whether he 
wishes to be understood as saying that this $200,000 is all that is neces- 
sary to establish this zoological garden, or is this merely the first in- 
stallment? 7 

Mr. DIBBLE. I am informed that the inquiries, estimates, and of- 
fers indicate that the120 acres which areincluded inthe design now in 
front of the Reporter’s desk can be purchased for something less than 
$200,000; that is, fora sum which will leave enough to erect the struct- 
ures necessary in the mean time for the accommodation of the animals, 
Of course there will have to be further appropriations in the future; 
and as to that gentlemen are informed from the estimates of others. 
have not examined the subject; but the statement was made here yes- 
terday that this will add about $25,000 a year for a couple of years or 
so to the annual appropriations for the Smithsonian Institution. 

na as a portion of my remarks the report to which I have re- 
ferred: 

The Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, to which was referred the 


bill (H. R. 11810) “for the establishment of a zoological park in the District of 
Columbia,” haying had the same under consideration, respectfully submit the 


ee So evi 
Appended hereto is a letter of Prof. S. P. Langley, Secretary of the Smithsonian 
Institution, portraying the necessity of such a park and the advantages to be 
derived from its establishment, and for the reasons therein set forth your com- 
mittee respectfully recommend the passage of the bill. 

SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION, Washington D. C., January 18, 1889, 


My Dran Sin: I write what follows in accordance with the ion of your 
yesterday's letter, intending it for your consideration and that of the committee, 
From all parts of the country, for many years, presents of live animals have 
been made to the Government through the Smithsonian Institution or the Mu- 
seum, but the absence of any appropriation for their care has led to their bein 
sentaway (though most reluctantly) to increase the collections of the zoologi- 
cal parks in Philadelphia, New York, London, and other cities. It should 
better known than it is that bd te Pade through the country there is a dispo- 
sition on the part of private individuals to give to the Government in this way, 
and without any expectation of return, remarkable specimens, which the donor 
very commonly a poor man) sometimes refuses advan us pecuniary offers 
or, and it seems hard to decline gifts made in such a spirit, or, accepting them, 
to give them away again. 

But alittle over a year ago I gave instructions that these livespetimens should 
be retained temporarily, as an 8 and 3 a very few have been 
urchased, the collection, which is a subject of so much local popular interest. 
has been thus formed, substantially by „within perhaps fifteen months, an 
this though many proffers have been declined for want of means to care for 
them. Iam persuaded that if it were generally known that the Government 
would receive and care for such gifts, within a very few years the finest collec- 
tion of American animals in the world might be made here in this way, with 
comparatively no expenditure for purchase. 

Seong the many in in the incipient collection was Senator BECK, 
whose bill for the formation of a zoological park was brought before the Senate 
on April 23, 1888. The writer directed the Senator's attention to the fact that a 

iece of ground singularly suitable, by the variety of its features, to the provision 

or the wants of all the different kinds of animals existed in the pictu ue 
valley of Creek, in the 5788 nearest to the city. Here not only the wild 
goat, the mountain sheep, and their congeners would find the rocky cliffs which 
are their natural home, but the beavers brooks in which to build their dams; 
the buffalo places of seclusion in which to breed and replenish their dying race ; 
aquatic bi and beasts their natural home, and in general all an Is wow 
be provided for on a site almost incomparably better than any now used for 
this purpose in any other capital in the world. 

With this is the 5 Saparan consideration that the immediate 
neighborhood to the city woul e it accessible not only to the rich but to 
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the poor, and therefore a place of recreation to the great mass of the residents, 
as well as to the hundreds of thousands of citizens from all parts of the country 
who now ann visit the capital. 

It may be added that, so far as is known to the writer, all those interested in 
the desirable but larger plan for a public k along the whole Rock Creek re- 
r to say, all those acquain with the uties and advantages of 

site regard the ent of the zool park there with 
favor. Itis very difficult for any one who sta not visited the region to under- 


stand its singularly attractive character, due to the fortune which has pre- 
served its picturesque features intact until now, ough the growing city is 
Sweeping around and enveloping it. 

The Smithsonian Institution has not customarily received with favor the prop- 


ositions continually made it to place different local or national interests under 
its charge; but the very al reasons which seem in this case to enable it to 


at once secure a home and city of refuge for the vanishing races of the conti- 
nent, and a place for the health and recreation of the inhabitants of the city and 
citizens rtunity for the carrying out 


ofthe United States, me geared with an op 
an enterprise of national scientific value, and the formation of what, as 
its site at least, is the finest zoological garden in existence—all these considera- 
tions have moved it to see in an opportunity to carry out its legitimate 
work, the increase and — — of knowledge among men.” 


thorized to say that he believed it probable that the proposition would be favor- 
ably viewed e Regents, and matter once brought before Congress, he 
bas not d his own interest in the success of the measure. 

The bill, brought in by Mr. BRECKINRIDGE in the House (and by Senator Mon- 
RILL in the Senate), appropriates $200,000 for the purchase of not less 100 
acres of land. The land actually most desired for the zoological J xo covers 
about 120 acres, bein; alley which 


precisely that 3 of the Rock Creek 

will be soonest destroyed, as regards its picturesque and attractive features, by 
the laying out of streets and lots. Nevertheless, and largely owing to the vey 
fact that the pict meness of the locality implies the existence of rocks, p - 
pices, and valle, which it would cost much to level and fill in, this land can 
still be obtained at rates which, considering its neighborhood to the city, are 
remarkably cheap. The most thorough examination that I have been able to 
make, the testimony of various real-estate experts and others, have satisfied me 
that the purchase may and will be comple! for somewhat less than the sum 
named in the a ape even leaving a small margin for the erection of a 
preliminary shelter for the animals. 

I beg most respectfully to urge upon the attention of the committee the fact 
that it is at once the strength and weakness of this measure that, so far as is 
known, itisan entirely disinterested one, the real-estate holders in the vicinit 
being generally indifferent or opposed toit, for reasons which can be explain 
ifdesired, and that it is being thus pressed upon Congress by those who have 
the measure at heart because an: that is done must be done soon. It is 
probable that within a year or two more the good fortune which has kept this 
singularly interesting spot intact, while the growing city is encireling it, will 

tect it no longer. It is not the mere space on the map which is to be secured 

t natural advantages which have no relation to the number of acres, and 
which can not be restored if once destroyed, since it is not in the power of Con- 
gress itself by any expenditure of money to recreate a rock or a tree. 

I am, very respectfuly, yours, 
S. P. LANGLEY, Secretary. 

Hon, SAMUEL DIBBLE, 

House of Representatives. 

Mr. HERBERT rose. 

Mr. DIBBLE. Ido not yield for further questions, and I do not 
wish to detain the House longer. I yield five minutes to my colleague 
[Mr. HEMPHILL]. [Cries of Vote!” Vote!“ 

Mr. HEMP I desire simply to submit an amendment to the 
amendment of my colleague [Mr. DIBBLE], which I will ask to have 
read. 


The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by adding: 

“And agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 

“That the sum of $1,000,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, be, and 
the same is hereby, approp any money in the Treasury not other- 
wise appropriated, to procure a national park in the District of Columbia of 
not less than 1,000 acres: Provided, That one-half of said sum shall be paid from 
the revenues of the District of Columbia and the balance from any money in 
the Treasury not otherwise a: priated: Provided further, That the abuttin 

rty that may be benefited by the laying out of said park shall be charged 
‘with the amount of the increased value arising from the same, and the sum so 
assessed and recovered shall be returned to the United States Treasury and the 
Secs) of Columbia in the proportion in which their funds are herein appro- 
p: ” 

Mr. RANDALL. I do not think that proposition is in order as an 
amendment to the proposition of the gentleman from South Carolina 
[Mr, DIBBLE]. à 

The SP The gentleman from Pennsylvania makes a point 
of order against this amendment. The Chair thinks that while no point 
of order can be made in the House against any provision inserted in a 
conference report, except upon the ground that it changes or strikes 
out some provision previously agreed to by both Houses, yet when the 
House itself comes to adopt amendments to Senate amendments, the 
amendments offered here must be germane and are governed by the 
rules which govern the ordinary proceedings of the House in the con- 
sideration of 2 eae bills. 

Mr. RAND. The point I make, however, is that this amend- 
ment is not admissible as an amendment to the amendment of the gen- 
Ueman from South Carolina, for it would not have been in order orig- 
inally in the House. 

The SPEAKER. This is a proposition to agree to a Senate amend- 
ment with an amendment which the Chair thinks is not germane to 
the Senate amendment. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. If I change my proposition so as to provide for a 
zoological park of 1,000 acres, will not that be in order? 

The SPEAKER. Anything relating to the zoological park, which 
is the subject of the Senate amendment, would be in order if germane 
to the provisions of that amendment, which the Chair has not yet read. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I modify my amendment by striking out na- 
tional park and inserting ‘‘ zoological park.“ 


Mr. RANDALL. I submit that the gentleman can not do indirectly 
what he can not do directly. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. HEMP- 
HILL] proposes now to withdraw his previous proposition and offer one 
for the purchase of a zoological park, which is the subject of the Sen- 
ate amendment, as the Chair understands, though he has not read the 
amendment of the Senate, 

Mr, BUCHANAN. It seems to me that the proposition even as mod- 
ified by the gentleman from South Carolina is subject to another point 
oforder. I submit that it involves new legislation becauseit provides 
that a certain proportion of this expense shall be borne by the owners 
of the adjacent property. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has not yet read the Senate amendment 
himself; he will examine it. 

Mr. RANDALL. I desire to call attention to this point—that the 
proposition now presented would not in my judgment have been inor- 
der if it had originated in the House asan amendment to this bill be- 
fore it went to the Senate. 

The SPEAKER. That is the very point which the Chair is examin- 
ing; for the Chair thinks, as he has already stated, that if the commit- 
tee of conference should embrace in its report to the House an agree- 
ment upon some proposition which would not have been in order in the 
House originally, a point of order could not be made against it; but 
when it is proposed that the House shall concur ina Senate amendment 
with an amendment, the latter must be of such a character that it 
would have been in order if the original proposition were before the 
House. Upon this ground the Chair thinks that the amendment of- 
fered by the gentleman from South Carolina is not in order. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. On what grounds? 

The SPEAKER. On the ground that it would not have been in 
order in the House in the consideration of this bill originally; and it 
is not in order simply as an amendment to the Senate amendment, be- 
cause it proposes to change existing law in regard to the payment for 
this property. The law now provides that the expenditures in con- 
nection with the District shall be borne one-half by the United States 
and one-half by the District of Columbia. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I then withdraw that part of my proposition 
which proposes to assess owners of adjo roperty. 
uae 5 If the Seen a the shape now offered re- 

simply to the purchase of a park for ogical purposes the Chair 
thinks it is in order; beyond that it is not. 5 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Iwithdraw all except that part of the proposition. 

Mr. RANDALL. I call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I desire to inquire of the Chair whether the 
amendment of the tleman from South Carolina as now modified 
goen oyning to enlarge the Senate amendment except in the matter 
of price 

The SPEAKER. That is all; but that is a matter for the House; it 
does not 55 wi any question of order. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I did not raise a question of order; I submitted 
a parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. RANDALL, Iam unwilling to permit this amendment to be 
disposed of without a statement on my part that I deny the right of a 
conference committee to originate, either directly or indirectly, a prop- 
osition on a subject which was never considered by either House when 
the bill was by the respective Houses. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not say that a conference commit- 
tee has the right to originate legislation on a subject not previously 
considered in either House. 

Mr. HATCH. I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HATCH. Task whether the Chair has decided the point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has decided it. 

Mr. HATCH. The point of order is that the motion of the geutle- 
man from South Carolina, that the House recede from its disagreement, 
is not amendable, 

The SPEAKER. The effect of 8 to concur in the amend- 
ment, but the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. HEMPHILL] moves 
to amend it by agreeing with an amendment. 

Mr. RANDALL. The effect will be to involve the Government of 
the United States in the expenditure of many hundreds of thousands 
of dollars. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the amendment moved by the 
gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. HEMPHILL]. 

Mr. RANDALL. Let us have the yeas and nays on that. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I believe my time has not expired. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman has five minutes of his time re- 
maining. 

Mr. DIBBLE. Irise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I desire the amendment to be read for the informa- 
tion of the House. 

The SPEAKER. It will be read if gentlemen will resume their 
seats and preserve order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

— —.— the esar A with an 33 mont : That Ne ig 
m as necessary, © same is hereb: „ U * 
from any onay AAAS Treasury not app) 2 — a 
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-zoological en in the District of Columbia of not less than 1,000 acres; Pro- 
vided, One-half of said sum shall be paid from the revenues of the District of 
Columbia, and the balance from any money in the not otherwise ap- 
propriated, 

Mr. HEMPHILL rose. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Certainly. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. . Is it not a fact the proposition, as the gentleman 
now offers it, is an increase in the amount the Senate put on the bill 
from $200,000 to a million of dollars; and is it not the fact further that 
instead of purchasing 200 acres, as the Senate recommends, it provides 
for the purchase of over a thousand acres? 

A MEMBER. Eighteen hundred acres. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Mr. Speaker, the object of the proposition sub- 
mitted to the House, and upon which it is called to vote, is to procure 
a suitable park for this city. I do not say the city needs it especially 
now, but it will need it if it continues to grow, and this is the proper 
time to get it. It is not only a properexpenditure but it is economy to 
do it, for if this Rock Creek is allowed to flow through the city and be 
an open sewer to the people along its banks it will cost us not only 
gos in the loss of health but in money than the expenditure here pro- 


51 r. RANDALL. There is no healthier city on the Atlantic coast 
than the city of Washington. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. There is a difference of opinion about that. Ir 
it be true that it is the healthiest city on the Atlantic coast, then it is 
the duty of Congress to keep it so. In one part of the city this stream 
is so polluted that it has become a stench to everybody living along 
its banks, 

Mr. ENLOE. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Certainly. 

Mr. ENLOE. Would the gentleman have any objection to agree- 
ing to an amendment to his amendment providing for the distribution 
among members of Congress of the increase of animals in this zoolog- 
ical garden, to be franked through the mails by members of Congress 
to their constituents? [Great laughter. ] 

Mr. HEMPHILL. That has nothing at all to do with it, any more 
than the flowers that bloom in the spring have. The question is, 
whether this city shall have a park like every other city or whether 
it shall not. 

Mr. DIBBLE. Let me call attention to the fact that if the proposi- 
tion prevails in its present shape you will not only appropriate $200,- 
000 for a zoological park, but you will appropriate in addition $1,000,- 
000 for another zoological park. What I want to say is, so far as the 
zoological part is concerned, $200,000 is all that is asked and all that 
is needed to purchase the ground desired for that purpose. That ap- 
propriation is accomplished by voting for the motion I made to recede 
from disagreement to amendment 124, as published in the RECORD. 
That will accomplish the plan in front of the Official Reporters’ desk. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. I demand the previous question. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I promised to yield to thegentleman from Maryland 
[Mr. COMPTON]. 

The SPEAKER. There are two minutes remaining. 

Mr. RANDALL. I do not know that the gentleman has any time 
under the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I ask how long a time I have occupied. 

The SPEAKER. There have been over thirty minutes consumed; 
but a part of the time, it is true, was in the discussion of the point of 
order. The Chair understands the gentleman from Maryland to desire 
only two or three minutes. 

Mt. CLEMENTS. As the gentleman is a member of the District 
Committee and wants but a short time I shall not make any objection. 

Mr. COMPTON. Mr. Speaker, I regret very much that my coll 
on the committee has seen proper to press this proposition at this time. 
For one, sir, as a member of the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
I have never been in favor of this scheme for a national park. I have 
never, I will confess, expressed my views fully in the committee or 
stated the opposition that I had to it, as perhaps I should have done 
in view of my position, because I never expected to be called upon to 
debate the proposition before the House. I supposed from the action 
taken by the committee that the proposition would never come before 
the House for consideration at all, and hence that it was unnecessary 
to interpose objection at that time. But as it is here now, I feel im- 
pelled to say what my views are on the subject. 

In the first place, I maintain that no city can be found on this con- 
tinent or elsewhere where the demand for a park of this nature has so 
little weight or is entitled to so little consideration as in this city. 
Why, look around your great capital and what do you see? Here are 
the Arlington Heights within easy reach, the Soldiers’ Home in our 
immediate vicinity; here are four railroads running in every direction 
leading from the capital city of the nation; here are our street railroads 
running on almost every street that points to your center; here are the 
various city parks, the broad streets, beautified with shade trees, and 
broad, ample walks, perhaps to a greater extent than any city in this 
country. 

Mr. DUNN. Or any other. 

Mr. COMPTON. And while I donot charge, because I do not know, 
that there is a real-estate scheme behind this, and I do know, sir, that 


my honored colleague and those associated with him in the Committee 
on the District of Columbia have no knowledge of it or any apprehen- 
sion of such a state of things, still, sir, there is one thing which can 
not be denied, and that is that this will add immensely to the real-es- 
tate boom in the immediate vicinity of where this park is to be located. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. And add to the taxes in every other part. 

Mr. COMPTON. In conclusion, buta single word. My friend, Mr. 
DIBBLE, of South Carolina, has, in my judgment, struck the keynote . 
of this whole controversy; that is to say, that the national park isa 
park for the city of Washington, while the zoological park is a park for 
the nation at large, and as between the two I am for the zoological park 
as against the other. 

The SPEAKER. The question ison ordering the previous question 
on the report of the committee and the amendment of the gentleman 
from South Carolina. ° 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The first question is on the proposition submitted 
by the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. HEMPHILL], which will 
be again read, if there be no objection. 

Mr. RANDALL. I object to its being again read. : 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania to demand the yeas and nays. 

Mr. RANDALL. I will take the vote first by sound and division. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker stated that the noes seemed 
seemed to prevail. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Let us have a division. 

The House proceeded to divide; and the Speaker announced—ayes 
57—_ 

Before the negative vote was counted, 

Mr. CLEMENTS said: I demand the yeas and nays. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. That is not necessary, let this vote decide. 

Mr. CLEMENTS and others. Yes, it is necessary. 

‘The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. NELSON. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. Are we voting 
upon 35 the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. HEMP- 
HILL]? 

The SPEAKER. That is the pending amendment. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. We are to vote for the $200,000 proposition 
now, or the $1,000,000 proposition, Which? 

The SPEAKER. The $1,000,000 proposition. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that in accordance with the request of the House the Senate returned 
the bill (H. R. 6677) to amend an act entitled An act to increase the 
police force of the District of Columbia, and for other purposes, ap- 
proved January 31, 1883. 

It also announced that the Senate had passed without amendment 
House bills of the following titles, namely: 

A bill (H. R. 12515) to amend an act entitled An act to authorize 
the construction of a bridge over the Missouri River at the most access- 
ible point between the mouth of the Femme Osage Creek and a point 
2 miles above the city of St. Charles, in the county of St, Charles, in 
the State of Missouri;’’ 

A bill (H. R. 10588) to authorize the construction of a bridge over 
the St. John’s River in the State of Florida; and 

A bill (H. R. 11649) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Missouri River between the city of Leavenworth, in the State of 
Kansas, and Platte County, in the State of Missouri. 

It also announced that the Senate had passed bills of the following 
titles, in which concurrence was requested, namely: 

A bill (S. 2299) for the construction of an iron bridge from the mil- 


eague | itary reservation at Fortress Monroe to Elizabeth City County, Vir- 


ginia; an 

A bill (S. 3900) to authorize the Secretary of War to make a survey, 
plan, and estimate of the cost of constructing a bridge across the East- 
ern Branch of the Potomac River in the District of Columbia. 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The SPEAKER. The yeas and nays have been ordered, and the 
Clerk will call the roll. 

The question is on the amendment of the gentleman from South 
Carolina [Mr. HEMPHILL], 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the negative—yeas 94, 
nays 131, not voting 98; as follows: 


YEAS—94. 

Adams, Campbell, T. J., N. V. Harmer, Lodge, 
Allen, Mass. Cannon, Hayden, Long, 
Atkinson. Cheadle, Hayes, McComas, 
Bayne. Clark, Hemphill, McCormick, 
Beldea, Cogswell, Henderson,Iowa McKinney, 
Bingham, Conger, Hiestand, Milliken, 

liss, Dalzell, Hopkins, N. Y. Moffitt, 
Bowden, Dargan, Tunter, orse, 
Bowen, Davenport. ackson, Newton, 
Brewer, Davidson, Fla. Johnston, Ind. Nichols, 
Browne,T.H.B.,Va.De Lano, ean, O'Neill, Pa. 
Brown, Ohio Dorsey, Kennedy, Osborne, 
Brown, J. R., Va. Gaines, e R Parker, 
Burrows, Grosvenor, Laidlaw, Patton 
Butler, Grou Lawler, Perkins, 
Campbell, Ohio — Phelps, 
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Plumb, Rowell, Stewart, Vt. Whiting, Mass. 

ost. Conn Taulbee, Wilber, 
Pugsley, Sawyer, Thomas, Ky, Wise. 
Red. Scott, Thomas, III. Woodburn, 
Rice, Scull, Thomas, Wis. Yardley, 
Robertson, * Shaw. Thompson, Cal. Yoder, 
Rockwell, Spooner, Walker, 
Romeis, Stephenson, Weber, 

NAYS—131. 

Abbott. Crisp, e Hopkins, Va. Penington, 
Allen, Miss, Crouse, Hudd, Perry, 
Anderson, Iowa Culberson, Hutton, Pidcock, 
Anderson, Miss, Cummings, Johnston, N. C. Posey, 
Anderson, III. Darlington, Kelley, Randall, 
Anderson, Kans, Davidson, Ala, Kerr, ge 

con, ibble, Kilgore, Rowland, 
Baker, III. Dockery, n, yers, 
Bankhead, Dougherty, La Follette, Sherman, 
Barnes, Dunham, Landes, Shively, 
Biggs,, Dunn, Lane, Simmons, 
Bland, Elliott, Lanham, Smith, 
Blount, Enloe, Lind, Snyder, 
Booher, Finley, Macdonald, Sowden, 
Bound, Fisher, artin, Stewart, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Forney, Matson, Stockdale, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Fuller, McAdoo, Stone, Ky. 
. Brower, Funston, McClammy, Stone, Mo. 
ce, Gay, ry, Taylor, J. D., Ohio 
Buchanan, Gear, McKenna, Thompson, Ohio 
Butterworth, Gest, McKinley, Tillman, 
Bynum, Gibson, MeMillin, Tracey, 
88 F., N. Y. Glass. cRae, Turner, Ga, 
Candler, reenman, Mills, Vandever, 
Caruth, Hall, Moore, ade, 
Catchings, Hare, Morgan, Warner, 
Chipman, Hatch, Morrill, Washington, 
rdy, Haugen, * Nelson, Wheeler, 
Clements, Henderson, III. O'Ferrall Whiting, Mich. 
b, Her! O’Neall, Ind. Wickham, 
Compton, Hitt, Outhwaite, Wilkinson, 
Cothran, Holman, Payson, ilson, W. Va. 
Cowles, Hopkins, III. Peel, 
NOT VOTING—98. 
Allen, Mich, Fitch Lynch. Seney, 
Arnold, Flood, Matfett, Seymour, 
er, N. Y. tps 3 SP erer 
‘ord, aish, pringer, 
Blanchard, French, Mansur, Stahlnecker, 
Boothman, Gallinger, Mason, Steele, 
Boutelle, Glover, McCullogh, Stewart, Ga. 
Browne, Ind. A McShane, Struble, 
Brumm, Granger, M 0 Symes, 
Buckalew, Grimes, Montgomery, y, 
Bunnell, Heard, Morrow, Taylor, E. B., Ohio 
Burnett, Henderson, N. ©, Neal, Townshen ‘ 
Carlton, „ H Norwood, Turner, Kans, 
Caswell, Hires, Nutting, Vance, 
Cockran, Hogg, ® Weaver, 
Collins, Ho. O'Donnell, est, 
Cooper, Hooker, O'Neill, Mo. White, Ind. 
Grail Howard, Peters, niedere. 
Crain, 0 
Cutcheon, Jones, Phelan, Wilkins, 
vis, n, Rayner, Williams, 
Dingley, k Ri Wilson, Minn, 
Ermentrou! Latham, Russell, Mass, 
Farquhar, Lee, usk, 
Felton, Lyman, Ryan, 
So the amendment was rejected. 


Pending the announcement of the vote, y 

Mr. DIBBLE said: I ask unanimous consent to dispense with the 
reading of the names. 

There was no objection, 

The following pairs were announced until farther notice: 

Mr. PHELAN with Mr. MASON. 

Mr. GRANGER with Mr. DINGLEY. 

Mr. JoNxs with Mr. COOPER. 

Mr. COCKRAN with Mr. NUTTING. 

Mr. BARRY with Mr. BUNNELL. 

Mr. Hoge with Mr. Symes. 

Mr. BURNETT with Mr. GOFF. 

Mr. NEAL with Mr. HOUK. 

Mr. McSHANE with Mr. LAIRD. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE with Mr. LYMAN. 

Mr. Cotuuxs with Mr. ALLEN, of Massachusetts; also on election 
contest of Sullivan vs. Felton. Mr. CoLirns would vote for Mr. Sulli- 
van; Mr. ALLEN would vote for Mr. Felton. 

For this day: 

Mr. Cox with Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. 

On this vote: 

Mr. RICHARDSON with Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. 
ae HENDERSON, of North Carolina, with Mr. HOPKINS, of New 

ork. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY with Mr. FARQUHAR, g 

Mr. SENEY with Mr. STRUBLE. 

Mr. WILKINSON with Mr. PETERS. 

Mr. WILKINS with Mr. STEELE. 

The vote was then announced as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. HATCH). The question recurs on 
the motion of the gentleman from South Carolina that the House re- 
cede from its disagreement to the Senate amendment numbered 124. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. On that I demand the yeas and nays, ~ 


Mr. SOWDEN. I request that the amendment be reported so that 
we may know how to vote. 

Mr. DIBBLE. A parliamentary inguiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. DIBBLE. ‘The question Idesire to ask is whether a vote ay“ 
now is an agreement to an expenditure of $200,000 for a zoological gar- 
den reported by the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is the pending question. The 
gentleman from South Carolina submitted a motion to the House that 
the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 124, appropriating $200,000 for a zoological en, and 
upon that question the gentleman from Georgiademands the yeas and 
nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the affirmative—yeas 
131, nays 98, not voting 94; as follows: ‘ 


YEAS—131. 
Adams, Dibble, Lehlba Seymour, 
Allen, Mass, rsey, sm a ; 
Arnold, Dougherty, Long, Shively. 
Atkinson, a ý perre E —— 
rne, entrout, mer, 
Belden, Farquhar, McKenna, Steele, 
Bingham, Gaines, McKinley, Stephenson, 
liss, Gay, McKinney, Stewart, Vt. 
Bound, Gear, Milliken, Taulbee. 
Bowden, Gibson, Moffitt, Taylor, J. D., Ohio 
Bowen, Greenman, Morrow, Thomas, Ky. 
Breckinridge, Ky. Grosvenor, Morse, Thomas, III. 
Brewer, Grout, Nelson, Thomas, Wis. 
Brower, Guenther, Nichols, Thompson, Ohio 
Browne, T. H. B., Va. Harmer, O'Donnell, Thompson, 
Brown, Ohio augen, O'Neill, Pa. Tillman 
Brown, J. R., Va. Hayden Osborne, cey, 
Burrows, Hemphill, Outhwaite, ade, 
Butler, Henderson, Iowa Parker, Walker. 
Butterworth, ermann, Patton, ober. 
Caswell, Hiestand, Perry, Wheeler, 
Cheadle, ires, Plumb, White, Ind. 
Chipman Hitt, ‘ost, hite, N. 
Clark, Hopkins, N. Y. Pugsley, Whiting, Mich, 
Compton, Hudd, ice. Thiting, Mass. 
ran, Hunter, Robertson, Wilber, 
Cutcheon, Jackson, Rockwell, Williams, 
Dalzell, ean, Romeis, Wise, 

n, Kelley, Rowell, Woodburn, 
Darlington, Kennedy, Russell, Conn. Yardley, 
Davidson, e! m, Sawyer, oder, 

vis, La Follette, Scott, ost. 
De Lano, Lawler, Scull, 
NAYS—98. 
Abbott, Cobb, Hopkins, Va. O'Neall, Ind. 
Allen, Miss. Cowles, Johnston, N. C. Payson, 
Anderson, lowa Crisp, Kerr, ee) 
Anderson, Culberson, Kil Penington, 
Anderson, III. Cummings, Laffoon. Pid cock, 
Anderson, Kans. Davidson, Ala. Landes. Posey, 
con, Dockery, ne, Randall, 
Baker, III. Dunn Lanham, Rogers, 
Bankhead, Elliott, Lind, Rowland, 
Niers Finley Macdonald, 2 
ges, £ ey, a Sherman, 
Bland, Fisher, Mahoney, . 
Blount, Flood, Mansur, Snyder, 
Booher, Forney, Martin, Stewart, Tex, 
Booth Fuller, Matson, Stockdale, 
Le Ark. Funston, McAdoo, Stone, Ky. 
Bryce, Gest, McClammy, Stone, Mo. 
ynum, McCreary, Turner, Ga, 
Campbell, F., N. Y. Hall, MeMillin, Vandever, 
Campbell, Ohio McRae, Warner, 
Campbell, T. J., N. V. Hatch, Mills, Washington, | 
Candler, Henderson, III. Montgomery, Wilson, Minn. 
Cannon, Herbert, Moore, lson; W. Va. 
Caruth, Holman, Morgan, 
Clements, Holmes, O’Ferrall, 
NOT VOTING—M, 
Allen, Mich. Felton, Latham, Ruesell, Mass, 
er, N. X. Fitch, Lee. Rusk. 
rry, ‘oran, Lyman, Ryan, 
Blanchard, Ford, ‘ett, Seney, 
Boutelle, ch, Mason, Simmons, 
Browne, Ind, Gallinger, McCormick, Spinola, 
Brumm, lover, McCullogh, 2 
Buch, Goff, cShane, Stahlnecker, 
Buckalew, Merriman, Stewart, Ga. 
Bunnell, Grimes, Morrill, Struble, 
Burnett, Hayes, Neal, 5 — 
Carlton, eard, Newton, rsney, 
Catchings, Henderson, N. O. Norwood, Taylor. E. B., Ohio 
Clardy, H. a Nutting, Townshend, 
Cockran Hooker, Oates, Turner, Kans, 
Cogswell, Hopkins, I. O'Neill, Mo. Vance 
Collins, Houk, wen, Weaver, 
Conger, oward, Perkins, Vest, 
Cooper, Hutton, Peters, Whitthorne, 
Cox. © Johnston, Ind, Phelan, Wickham, 
Crain, Jones, Phelps, Wilkins, 
Crouse, Rayner, Wilkinson. 
Davenport, Laidlaw, Reed, 
Dingley, Laird, Richardson, 


So the House receded from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate numbered 124. 

Pending the announcement of the vote, 

On motion of Mr. HERBERT, by unanimous consent, the reading of 
the names was dispensed with, 


< 
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The following additional pairs were announced: 

On this vote: 

Mr. SENEY with Mr. STRUBLE. 

Mr. OATES with Mr. MORRILL. 

Mr. RICHARDSON with Mr, ALLEN, of Michigan. 

Mr. RAYNER with Mr. PERKINS, 

The vote was then announced as above record 

Mr. DIBBLE moved to reconsider the vote hy which the House 
to recede from its disagreement to the Senate aniendméht; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr, CLEMENTS. Inow move that the House insist upon a further 
disagreement to the remaining amendments and ask a further confer- 
ence, 

The motion was agreed to. 

j The SPEAKER. The Chair will appoint the same gentlemen as con- 
ſerees. 
AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HATCH. I rise to a question of privilege, and present the fol- 
lowing conference report on the agricultural appropriation bill. 

The SPEAKER, The Clerk will read the report. 

Mr. HATCH. Iask to have the statement of the House conferees 
read. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri asks unanimous con- 
sent to dispense with the reading of the formal report, and that thestate- 
ment of the House conferees be read. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Let us have the report read first. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Kentucky demand the 
reading of the report? 

Mr. TAULBEE. I do not, until Jean hear the statement read; but 
I reserve the right to do so. 

The report of the conferees is as follows: 

The committee of conference on the e eL votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 12485) en appre riation 
for the Department of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 30, , and 
for other purposes, having met, after full and free conference have to 
recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 5, 9, 12, 13, 18, and 35. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Sen- 
ate numbered 1, 2, 3, 4, 10, 14, 15, 16, 17, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 27, 29, 30, 31, 32, 
83, 34, 36, 37, 38, 40, and 41, and agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 6: That the House recede from its menttothe 
amendment of the Senate numbered 6, and agree to the same with an amend- 
ment as follows: In lieu of the sum named in said amendment insert ‘*$1,400;” 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 7: That the House recede from its d ent fo 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 7, and agree to the same with an amend- 


nens as follows: In lieu of the sum named insert 883,060; and the Se agree 
the same, 
Amendment numbered 8: That the House recede from its d ment tothe 


amendment of the Senate numbered 8, and agree to the same with amendments 


as follows: 
s 8 17, page 2 of the bill, strike out $2,000" and insert in lieu thereof 


s 15 sine 18, page 2 of the bill, strike out “$3,000” and insert in lieu thereof 
a in line 20, page 2 of the bill, strike out 52,000“ and insert in lieu thereof 


In lines 21 and 22, page 2 of the bill, strike out $3,200” and insert in lieu 
thereof 83, 700.“ 

In lines 1 and 2. page 4 of the bill, strike out two clerks of class 4, $3,600" 
and insert in lieu thereof one assistant statistician, $2,000; one clerk of class 
4;” and in lieu of the sum named in line 7, page 4 of the bill, insert $34,500.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 11: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered II, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 810,500; and the 
Senate a to the same. 

Amendment numbered 28: That the House recede from its d ment tothe 
amendment of the Senate numbered 28, and agree to the same with an amend- 
ment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 7.000; and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 39: That the House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 39, and agree to the same with amend- 
ments as follows: In lieu of 850,000“ named in said amendment insert $25,- 
000,” and insert the word“ Congress.“ in said amendment, the following: 
On or before the Ist day of February, 1890; ma ora agree to the same, 


A. C. DAVIDSON, 
E. H. CON GER, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


Managers on the part of the Senate. 


STATEMENT OF HOUSE CONFEREES. 

Senate amendments 1, 2, 15, 16, 17, 20, 21, 23, 27, 30, 31, 33, 34, 36, 37, 38, 40, and 41 are 
merely verbal amendments changing the word Commissioner“ to that of “ Sec- 
retary,” and rendered en by the passage of the act making the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture an Executive Department and the chief officer Secretary of 


Agriculture. 

Amendments 3 and4 provide for the additional salary of $8,000 for the Secre- 
tary of Agriculture, and $4,500 fur the Assistant Secretary, 

Amendment numbered 6, providing an assistant librarian ata salary of $1,600, 
was agreed to with an amendment reducing the amount to $1,400. 

Amendment numbered 7 is simply one of addition, made necessary by the 
foregoing changes. 

Amendment numbered 8 provides for an increase in the salary of the botanist, 
who is the chief of that division, from $2,000 to $2,500. This was agreed to with 
an amendment increasing the salaries of the pomologist and the microscopist 
in like manner from $2,000 to $2,500, thus eq ng the salaries of all the chief 
officers of the scientific divisions in the Department. 

The Senate receded from amendment numbered 9,and the managers on the 
part of the House agreed to amendment numbered 10. 


` 


— 1 Sear numbered 11 is simply one of addition. 
e — from its amendments numbered 12 and 13. 

Amendment numbered 22 was to correct a clerical error in the billas it passed 
the Ho the reports called for having been made. 

Amendment numbered 28, increasing the amount appropriated to the division 
of economic ornitho! and mammalogy to the sum of $10,000, was agreed to 
with an amendment re out ten, and inserting seven.“ 

Amendment numbered 35 was agreed to with an amendment striking out 
“ superintendent” and the words “to be immediately available,” and inserting 
assistant statistician,” and also striking out two clerks of class 4,” and insert- 
ing “one;” this increases the expenditure in this division $200. 

mendment numbered 39 is the largest in amount and the most important 
of any aaea on the bill as it passed the House. It provides for the aia a 
tion of $50,000 to continue the experiments in the manufacture of sugar from 
sorghum and beets, and 8 the unexpended balance of the present 
fiscal year for this pu „Which is stated by the disbursing clerk of the De- 
partment to be $60,256.12. 

In view of the decisive action of the Senate upon this amendment, and the ac- 
tion of the House at the last session, the managers on the part of the House, 
while earnestly protesting that the amount appropriated is excessive and un- 
necessary, felt compelled to agree to the amendment with such reduction as it 


was le to secure, and therefore ed to the same with an amendment 
reducing the amount sppre riated to $25,000, and fixing a date, February 1, 1890, 
at which the Secretary shall report to Con the results of his continued ex- 


perimentation, with an itemized account of his nad sevens re 

The Senate amendments increased the A tions in the bill as it passed 
the House $70,460. The report submitted by the managers on the part of the 
House reduces this sum to $41,809, of which sum $9,400 was made necessary by 
the change of the Department of Agriculture from a bureau to a Cabinet posi- 


tion. 
All of which is respectfully submitted, 


Mr. HATCH. Mr. Speaker, a single word of explanation to accom- 
pany the written statement. The most important amendment placed 
upon the bill by the Senate was that providing for further experiments 
in sugar production, and, taking the vote of the House at the last ses- 
sion as indicating its will in the matter, the managers on the part of the 
House did not feel authorized to stand ont against the Senate amend- 
ment except to see that it was reduced within the limit that was nec- 
essary for that purpose. At the last session the Senate put an amend- 
ment upon the agricultural appropriation bill of $100,000 for this pur- 
pose, and according to the report of the disbursing clerk $60,215 of 
that sum is now unexpended. The Senate, by an amendment placed 
upon this bill, proposed a further appropriation of $50,000, which in 
conference was reduced to $25,000, and the appropriation for this pur- 
pose standscredited now with the unexpended balance of $60,215 andan 
additional appropriation of $25,000, or so much thereof as may be nec- 
essary. The only other amendment of the Senate increasing appro- 
priations more than a few hundred dollars is that increasing the salary 
of the botanist, who is chief of one of the scientific divisions. All of 
the chiefs of division there will now receive salaries of 52,5, 0 per 
annum. There were three chiefs in this Department, the botanist, 
the microscopist, and the pomologist, at the heads of their several di- 
visions, who were receiving salaries of only $2,000 each. ; 

Mr. TAULBEE. Will the gentleman answer a question? 

Mr. HATCH. With pleasure. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I want to ask the gentleman if that is not in ex- 
cess of the salaries received by the chiefs of division in other Depart- 
ments? 

Mr. HATCH. I have no doubt that it isin excess of the salaries 
received by the chiefs of division in some Departments 

Mr. TAULBEE. Is it not in excess of all? 

Mr. HATCH. Not by any means, There are chiefs in the Treasury 
and in the Interior Department and in other Departments also receiv- 
ing salaries of $2,500, and some who are receiving more. But the 
House should remember that these divisions in the Agricultural Depart- 
ment are scientific divisions, and that these positions can be filled only 
by men of eminence in their particular lines. I state as a fact, which 
is well known by gentlemen familiar with the subject, that the estab- 
lishment of the experimental stations in connection with the agricult- 
ural colleges in the different States has caused a large demand for bot- 
anists, entomologists, pomologists, and experts in these different sci- 
ences, and the Department has lost within the last year severa! of its 
brightest men, who have been offered largely increased salarics else- 
where. For these reasons the managers of the conference on the part 
of the House agreed to the amendment increasing the salaries of these 
three officers, so that now the salaries of the heads of divisions in the 
Bureau of Agriculture are uniform and are all $2,500. 

Mr. OWEN. I wish to ask the gentleman whether the amendment 
numbered 9 as printed in the bill which I hold in my hand is not an 
error? 

Mr. HATCH. That was an amendment which the Senate receded 
from. The Senate receded from the amendment numbered 9, and the 
House agreed to amendment numbered 10. 

Mr. OWEN. That was my understanding with the gentleman, but 
I thought this bill was printed as the conference committee had agreed 
upon it. 

Wir. HATCH. Oh, no. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. I want to ask the gentleman from Misseuri 
[Mr. HATCH] a question with regard to this Department which I have 
heard asked about several others. Has the gentleman heard of any of 
these employés whoare going to resign if their salaries are not increased ? 
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Mr. HATCH. I have not only heard that some of those gentlemen | Mr. WASHINGTON. Does this bill increase the salary ef the =| 


` 


will resign, but it is a fact that several of them have resigned, and II tistician ? 


think it is creditable to the Department that 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Let me ask the gentleman another question. 

Mr. HATCH. Let me get through with my answer to your first 
question and then I will answer another with great posers It is 
creditable to the Department, I think, that several of t entlemen 
have resigned, and that they are now employed by the agricultural col- 
leges in different sections of the country at a very considerable advance 
over the salaries paid by the Government, and if I am not mistaken— 
I do not know about this, but I think—the agricultural college in the 
State of Tennessee has taken out of the Department here one of its 
brightest young men. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Do you not think it would be very much to 
the advantage of the Agricultural Department if two or three others 
who are there should resign? 

Mr. HATCH. I do not think that is a fair question. I do not think 
I ought to be called upon to make that criticism; but if I were going 
to be Secretary of Agriculture after the 4th of March, or if I had been 
during the past four years, I think there are a good many gentlemen 
there now whose places would have been vacant a long while ago, 

Mr. WASHINGTON. That is what I wanted to kuow. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Are any of these provided for in the increased ap- 
propriations in this bill? 

Mr. HATCH. There is not a single increase of salary in the bill ex- 
cept as distinctly set forth in the statement which has been read. The 
increases amount to only a few hundred dollars. Three chiefs of di- 
vision get, each, $500 more per annum than they have been getting. 

. There is an increase of $200 in one other office, that of assistant libra- 
rian. There is an assistant already assigned to that duty who has been 
drawing a salary of $1,200 a year, and the Senate proposed an amend- 
ment putting the salary at $1,600, but the House conferees declined to 
assent to that, and finally, as a matter of compromise, it was fixed at 

400. 
a TAULBEE. Will the gentleman pleasestate whether there was 
any controversy between the House and the Senate in regard to the 
salaries of any of these chiefs of division except the one named in the 
amendment—amendment No. 10, I believe? 

Mr. HATCH. There was a controversy over every one of them, and 
the managers on the part of the House endeavored in conference to in- 
duce the Senate conferees to recede from every single increase that had 
been put on the bill in regard to salaries, because the House and the 
Senate a year ago had gone over this question, and so far as they could 
had tried to equalize these salaries. But we had left this matter un- 
provided for; the Senate insisted on its amendment, and we were com- 
pelled to accede in order to get a report. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Is it not a fact that the chiefs provided for in this 
conference report are allin the employ of the agricultural bureau now 
and will continue in its employ, performing the same services, if the 
increase of pay now recommended be made? 

Mr. HATCH. When the gentleman speaks of the agricultural 
bureau“ he means the Department of Agriculture; it is not a bureau. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Well, it used to be a bureau. s 

Mr. HATCH. That was a good while ago. The Congress of the 
United States, with the aid of the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
TAULBEE], elevated it to a Department. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Certainly; but I am not in favor of everything 
that has followed. 

Mr. HATCH. Of course this bill does not take effect until the 1st 
of July 

Mr. TAULBEE. But do not the same officers go on? 

Mr. HATCH. Unquestionably; and some of them have been there 
for a great many years. 

Mr. TAULBEE. And now you provide this increase of their pay. 

Mr. HATCH. I want to say right here, if gentlemen are particular 
about this matter, that there isone geutleman whose salary isincreased 
from $2,000 to $2,500, who, in my judgment, has rendered more serv- 
ice to the farmers of the United States during the ten years that Ihave 
been on the Committee of Agriculture than any other one scientific 
man in the Department of Agriculture. 

Mr. TAULBEE. What does he do? 

Mr. HATCH. I referto the microscopist, the gentleman whoisat the 
head of the microscopical division of the Department of Agriculture, 
whose investigations and reports upon questions of adulteration of food 
and other scientific subjects have not only been published throughont 
the length and breadth of the land, but are being copied and repub- 
lished in every foreign language, being regarded to-day as authority in 
every country on the globe. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Does that gentleman propose to resign if his salary 
is not increased ? 

Mr. HATCH. Well, I have not said a word to him about this. If 
the gentleman from Kentucky wants to know whether he will resign 
or not I respectfully refer him to that gentleman. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I do not know him. 

Mr. HATCH. I have had no conversation with him on this subject. 


Mr. HATCH. It does not. 

Mr. TAULBEE. But it gives him an assistant. 

Mr. HATCH. If the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. WasHTxd- 
TON] had listened to the reading of the statement 
i Mr. WASHINGTON. I could not hear it, there was so much con- 

usion. 

Mr. HATCH. The statistician has two clerks of class 4, receivin 
each a salary of $1,800 per annum; and those two clerks, being next to 
the statistician, receive the largest salaries of any clerks in that division, 
But the Senate in their amendment wanted to provide for a superin-| 
tendent or assistant to the division who could act in the absence of the 
statistician; and we simply change 

Mr. WASHINGTON. He ought to be absent all the time. 

Mr. HATCH. Well, I have thought so myself on account of his 
political convictions, but that is not an issue now. Mr. Speaker, I 
now demand the previous question on the adoption of the report. 

The previous question was ordered; and under the operation thereof 
the report of the committee of conference was agreed to. i 

Mr. HATCH moved to reconsider the vote by which the report i 
Suron to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider Taid on the 

e, 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


JUDICIAL DISTRICTS IN TEXAS, ETC. 


Mr. CULBERSON. Irise to present a privileged report—the report! 
of the committee of conference on the di ing votes of the two 
Honses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 1874) to 
change the eastern and northern judicial districts of Texas, and for 
other pu A 

The Clerk proceeded to read the report, which is published in the 
Senate proceedings of yesterday. 

Mr. CULBERSON (before the Clerk had concluded the reading of; 
the report). Mr. Speaker, this report is printed in the Recorp this 
morning as part of the proceedings of the Senate, that body haying 
already adopted the report. I presume members of the Honse are en- 
tirely familiar with this matter. The reading of the report would ce- 
cupy some time; and unless some member especially desires it, I ask 
that the further reading of the report be di with. 

M T, HOLMAN. Does the bill provide only for a change of bound- 
aries? 

„Mr. CULBERSON. No, sir; it embraces the establishment of a court 
in the Indian Territory. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the report will be read. 

Mr. HOOKER. Let the gentleman from Texas make an explana- 
tory statement. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I shall be satisfied with a statement of all the facts, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana withdraws the de- 
mand for the reading of the report. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Speaker, I can, in a very short time, if the 
House will permit, explain this re 

The House bill 1874, which is the basis of this conference, has passed 
the House in four consecutive Co: The object of that bill was 
to relieve the United States district court for the western judicial dis- 
trict for the State of Arkansas of the burden of business imposed upon 
it by its jurisdiction over the Indian Territory, occupied by the five 
civilized tribes. It is well known that the criminal business of that 
court has grown to such proportions during recent years that it is im- 
possible to dispose of it. Another object sought to be obtained by the 
House bill was to promote the convenience of the people of the Terri- 
tory, and also lessen the expenses of litigation to ligitants and Govern- 
ment. 

In order to accomplish these purposes, the House bill provided that, 
the Chickasaw and half the Choctaw territory should be detached from 
the western judicial district for Arkansas and attached to judicial dis- 
tricts in Texas, thus relieving the court at Fort Smith, and promoting 
the commerce of the people of the territory occupied by the Chicka- 
saw and part of the Choctaw tribes. 

The Senate amended the House bill by striking out all after the en- 
acting clause and inserting in lieu thereof provisions, which provided 
for the establishment of a court in the Indian Territory and repealed 
all laws which authorized the United States courts for the western 
judicial district for Arkansas, the courts for the district of Kansas, 
and of the northern judicial district for Texas to exercise criminal 
jurisdiction in the Indian Territory. . 

Mr. HOOKER. Where is this court to be located ? 

Mr. CULBERSON, The report provides for its location at M 

The Senate amendment conferred upon this court unlimited eri 
and civil jurisdiction over this vast Territory. 

After many and prolonged conferences the conference committee 
agreed upon the report which is now under consideration. 

The provisions agreed upon, and which are embodied in this report, 
provide for the establishment of a court in the Indian Territory with 
civil and criminal jurisdiction over the entire Indian Territory. 
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The civil jurisdiction, Mr. Speaker, conferred upon the court is sub- 
stantially unlimited, but the criminal jurisdiction is limited to offenses 
above the grade of misdemeanor. 

Under the provisions of this report the United States courts for the 
western judicial district of the State of Arkansas will retain criminal 
jurisdiction of offenses above the grade of misdemeanor committed in 
that part of the Indian Territory occupied by the Chickasaw tribe of 
Indians and that part ot the Territory occupied by the Choctaw tribe 
south of the mountains, and that portion of the Territory is particu- 
larly and definitely defined in the bill. 

That part of the Territory which, as I have just said, is withdrawn 
from the jurisdiction of the United States court at Fort Smith, in the 
State of Arkansas, is attached to the eastern judicial district of Texas 
for judicial purposes. I ought to state also that that portion of the In- 
dian Territory occupied by the Kiowa and Comanche tribes of In- 
dians is also attached to the eastern judicial district of the State of 
Texas for judicial purposes. 

If the bill becomes a law, therefore, the United States courts for the 
eastern district of Texas will exercise jurisdiction in that part of the 
Territory attached to said district over offensesabove the grade of mis- 
demeanor. 

Mr. HOLMAN. What, if any, new offices are created for the court? 

Mr. CULBERSON. The bill provides fora judge, district attorney, 
marshal, etc. 

Mr. HOLMAN: What amount of salary is provided for the judge? 

Mr. CULBERSON. Thirty-five hundred dollars. 

I ought to say, Mr. Speaker, that this court is constructed upon the 
most economical principles. — 

As the court is limited in its criminal jurisdiction to offenses below 
the grade of felony no grand juries will be needed and none are pro- 
vided for. Crimes below the grade of felony, that is to say, all offenses 
not punishable by death or confinement at hard labor, may be prose- 
cuted by information. 

This, Mr. Speaker, outlines substantially the provisions of the report. 
Of course it would not be proper for me at this time to present my 
views upon the merits of this proposed legislation. I may be allowed 
to say, however, that I believe it is the best solution of the questions 
growing out of existing conditions in the Indian Territory that is prac- 
ticable at this time. 

I demand the previous question on the adoption of the report. > 

The previous question was ordered; and under the operation thereof 
the conference report was adopted. 

Mr. CULBERSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the report 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. WHEELER. Irise to a question of privilege. 

Mr. HOLMES. Irise to call up a privileged matter, 

The SPEAKER, Is it a conference report? 

Mr. WHEELER. No; a privileged bill. 

Mr. HOLMES, I call up the bill (H. R. 1368) to quiet title of set- 
tlers on the Des Moines River lands in the State of Iowa, and for other 
p returned by the President with his objections thereto. 

Mr. HERBERT. I desire to raise the question of consideration. 
Mr. WHEELER. Is it not in order to move the reference of this 

and bill to the Committee on the Public Lands? 
The SPEAKER. It would be in order if the House determined to 
consider it; but the question of consideration is raised. 

Mr. MILLS. I hope my friend from Iowa will wait until we finish 
the consideration of this naval appropriation bill. 

Mr. HOLMES. I have been waiting for an opportunity to get this 
bill before the House without interfering with other matters for sev- 
eral days. There seems to be a disposition on the part of a great many 
members to occupy the time of the House, and I do not wish to delay 
any longer. à 

Mr. MILLS. We must pass this appropriation, however. 

Mr. HERBERT. It is important that action should be taken upon 
the Senate amendments without delay. 

Mr. HOLMES. How long will it take? 

Mr. HERBERT. I can not say; but I will state to the gentleman 
that Paden urge its consideration and expedite its passage as fast as 


o. 

Mr. HOLMES. This bill also has to go to the Senate. 

Mr. MILLS. This bill has come back from the Senate with amend- 
ments which must be acted upon. 

Mr. HOLMES. If unanimous consent can be obtained that this 
Des Moines bill shall be made a special order immediately after the 
naval bill is disposed of I will yield the floor for that purpose. 

Mr. MILLS. You do not want any special order to be made in refer- 
ence to it; it retains its privileges. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. The gentleman does not lose his right to call it 


up. 
F HOLMES. Very well; then I will yield the floor for the naval 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. I desire to submit a question of priv- 


ege. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it, 
3 a ANDERSON, of Iowa. I have a conference report on a bridge 


Mr. HERBERT. I raise the question of consideration against that 
or any other report until this naval bill is disposed of. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title of the bill on which 
the conference report is made by the gentleman from Iowa. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (S. 1701) authorizing the construction of a high wagon-bridge across the 
Missouri River at or near Sioux City, Iowa. 

The SPEAKER. The question of consideration is raised. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. I withdraw the report for the present. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. HERBERT. Now, Mr. Speaker, I submit a conference report 
on the naval bill, and ask unanimous consent that the Senate amend- | 
ments to this bill may be considered in the House as in Committee of | 
the Whole. e | 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Alabama? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. HERBERT. I now ask unanimous consent to dispense with the 
reading of the report. 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
The SPEAKER. ‘The question is on agreeing to the report. K 
Mr. BUCHANAN. But we want to know first what the matter is 
on which we are called to vote. 
The SPEAKER. Unanimous consent was asked to dispense with 
the eek of the report. No objection was made, and that order was 
entered. 
Mr. BUCHANAN. I know, but I presumed that some statement 
would be given. 
Mr. BOUTELLE. A statement will be given of the amendments. 
Mr. HERBERT. We can take up, if desired, the items of difference 8 
between the two Houses one by one. e 5 
Mr. BUCHANAN. I only want a general statement of the differ- 


ences. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. A statement will be made. 

Mr. HERBERT. I will make a brief explanation of the Senate 
amendments. 

The amendments put upon this bill, Mr. Speaker, by the Senate are 
thirty-nine in number, the most of them being unimportant. Among 
those of importance are amendments adding certain sums for electric 
lighting of certain ships named. In some of these the House recom- 
mend concurrence. Another amendment of some importance is an ap- 
propriation of a hundred thousand dollars for the erection of a build- 
ing for a war college and torpedo school, which have been combined 
under a recent order of the Secretary of the Navy and located upon 
Goat Island, and Coasters’ Harbor Island, heretofore occupied for the 
war college, is to be given to the Bureau of Equipmentand Recruiting. 
Then there is an amendment providing for the purchase of additional 
land at the Naval Academy. In this we recommend non-concurrence. 

The other amendments of importance relate to the construction of 
new ships. The first of these is to that portion of the bill which pro- : 
vides for the construction of a cruiser according to plans furnished by 
Hon. JoHN R. THOMAS, of Illinois. The Senate amends by striking 
out his name, and so far as that is concerned the House conferees rec- 
ommend concurrence. The Senate farther amends, however, by pro- 
viding that the ship shall make 19 instead of 17 knots an hour. That 
is an impossibility; it destroys the project, and hence we recommend 
non-concurrence. 

Then the Senate has added a provision for four new ships, two of — 
these to be between 800 and 1, 200 tons displacement, one to be of 2,000 
tons displacement, and another to be a ram after the plans—as the Sen- 
ate amendment has it—recommended by a naval board in 1881. The 
House committee recommend non-concurrence in these amendments, 
and the effect of non-concurrence would be to strike out all of these 0 
four new vessels, passed in September, 1888. 

The bill provides for the construction of eight new vessels, This 

bill as it went from the House to the Senate provided for two others, 
making ten ships which have not been touched and which will go over to 
the new administration, to be laid down within the coming fiscal year. 
In addition to these a ship heretofore authorized, a submarine boat, 
has not yet been contracted for. So that there are eleven ships with- 
out the four new ones that go over to the new administration—twice 
as many as the present Administration ever laid down in any one year. 
That is fully as many, in the opinion of the committee, as any ad- 
ministration ought to undertake to lay down within twelve months, 
or within the time which will be given under this act. We had before 
us the Secretary of the Navy. We examined him upon this question, 
and it was his opinion (and in that opinion the majority of the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs heartily concurred) that this will be fully as 
many, if not more, than with present appliances the Department will 
be able to manage properly during twelve months. 
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Mr. RYAN. Is the report of your committee unanimous ? 

Mr. HERBERT. Not exactly unanimous, but a large majority of 
the committee favor it. 

The effect of refusing these new ships will be to strike out $3,000,- 
000 added by the Senate towards the construction of these ships. In 
brief, the result of the adoption of the report of the committee will be, 
if it is finally concurred in, that we agree to increase the amount car- 
ried in the bill as it first went over to the Senate by $92,402.85. There 
are several minor amendments striking out certain things, as, for in- 
stance, $15,000 for the repair of an old hospital at the Naval Academy. 
We concur in that. : 

I understand, Mr. Speaker, that my colleague [Mr. BouTELLE 
desires to speak upon the bill, and I yield to him, but reserve the re- 
mainder of my time. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker, it would seem desirable in the con- 
sideration of this important measure at the close of the four years of 
Democratic administration that some misconceptions which have ob- 
tained currency of late should be corrected, and that the exact condition 
of the naval establishment of the United States should be more accu- 
rately placed before the people than it has been insome of the enthusiastic 
and extravagant expressions which have found their way through offi- 
cial and other sources tothe public mind. I have been reading within 
the last two or three weeks statements in regard to the Navy which, 
if I depended entirely upon these sources of information, would have 
impressed me with the belief that during the past four years the prob- 
lem of re-establishing the Navy of the United States had been success- 
fully solved, and that to-day we have reached a position in which our 
naval establishment is so strong, so complete, and so effective that very 
little will be needed beyond completing what has already been nearly 
accomplished. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, that is very flattering to the outgoing Adminis- 
tration. It may be very flattering to our national pride, if we desire 
to flatter ourselves at the expense of facts. But it seems to me thatit 
will comport very much more with the interests of the Navy itself and 
with the interests of the country at large if we look at this mat- 
ter of rebuilding the Navy of the United States with a candor unob- 
scured by personal enthusiasm or by political prejudice. It is not true, 
Mr. Speaker, that the Administration just now coming to a close has 
succeeded in placing the United States Navy upon a footing equal with 
those of other naval powers, the enthusiastic statements which have 
been made in the newspapers and in this and the other legislative branch 
of the Government to the contrary notwithstanding. $ 

DEMOCRATIC OPPOSITION TO THE NAVY. 

I think I will be able to demonstrate very clearly that it is not true 
that the administration which is about going out of power has mani- 
fested and developed such an exceptional degree of ability and accom- 
plishment in regard to this work as to present a contrast humiliating 
to the administration of the party of which I have the honor to be a 
member, in its dealing with that subject inthe past. Facts and figures 
are more convincing and more eloquent than words. It is a well- 
known fact that for many years after the late war the Democratic party 
in Congress persistently refused to furnish the Republican executive 
administration with the financial means to commence the rebuilding 
of the American Navy upon a modern basis. The first beginning ot 
this modern reconstruction of the Navy is found in the appropriation ot 
March 3, 1883, when the Republican administration was provided with 
$1,300,000 to commence the construction of modern steel ships of war. 

Following that Hi pa there was a resumption of Democratic 
control of the House of Representatives, and a resumption of the re- 
fusal to t money for the carrying on of this rehabilitation of the 
Navy. that under Republican auspices up to the present hour there 
has been available for the purposes now under consideration only the ap- 
propriation of March 3, 1883, of $1,300,000, and that of July, 1884, 
of $921,500 for the Bureau of Construction, $620,000 for the Bureau 
of Steam Engineering, $78,600 for the Bureau of Equipment, $30,000 
for the Bureau of Navigation, and $500,000 for the Bureau of Ordnance, 
for the completion of the vessels contracted for by John Roach, mak- 
ing an aggregate of $3,450,100 as the entire amount placed at the dis- 
posal of the Republican administration for the purpose of constructing 
modern vessels for the increase of our Navy; and nearly half of that 
amount was appropriated only eight months before the Republicans 
went out of executive power. 

In the Forty-eighth Congress, in which I first served in this body, it 
was a well-understood purpose of the Democratic majority that not 
one dollar of appropriation would be made to enable the Republican 
executive to extend the work of building new vessels for the Navy. 
To such an extent was that refusal carried that even the one proposi- 
tion emanating from the Naval Committee -a bill to construct a small 
steel gunboat ata cost of $250,000, designed by the Admiral of the Navy, 
with the aid of naval architects—met its fate upon the floor of the 
House on the 18th day of February, 1884, when the Democratic rep- 
resentative in regard to naval matters—the mouthpiece of the Demo- 
cratic party—the chairman of the Committee on Naval Affairs, Mr. 
Cox, who had himself introduced the bill, took the floor and made a 
speech which resulted in the defeat of the measure. 

In the closing session of the Forty-eighth Congress Mr. Talbott, of 
Maryland, made an effort to get an appropriation of $1,780,000 as an 


amendment to the naval bill, to provide for the construction of some 
additional ships. It encountered violent opposition upon the Demo- 
cratic side. An attempt was made to ruleit out upon a point of order, 
but an old law being found upon which the appropriation could be 
based, that shoal was avoided, and, upon an appeal to the House, we 
finally succeeded in carrying the amendment by a viva voce vote of 91 
to 64 and a record vote of 111 to 100; the Republicans furnishing two- 
thirds of the affirmative votes and the Democrats all but one of the op- 
posing votes. 

That measure went to the Republican Senate and as a result of con- 
ference and increase by the Senate the naval appropriation bill of that 
year carried $1,895,000 for the construction of new ships for the Navy; 
an appropriation made at the very close of the Republican administra- 
tion to enable the Democratic Executive to take up and carry on the 
work for which supplies had been persistently refused to the Repub- 
lican administration. Thatwas the inception of that generous and lib- 
eral Republican policy which has been maintained throughout this ad- 
ministration, and under which, from that date, March 3, 1885, until 
to-day, not including the present appropriation bill, the Democratic 
one has been provided with $22,203,362 for the rebuilding of the 

Navy. 

Here is the record of appropriations made available for the Demo- 

cratic administration for the construction of steel war-ships: 


Congress and session. Date. Amount. 


Second session Forty-eighth Congress. 
First session Forty-ninth Congress... 
Second session Forty-ninth Congress. 
First session Fiftieth Congress. 


I beg, Mr. Speaker, that you will note the contrast, forthe sake of the 
comparisons which I may institute, between the $3,450,000 made avail- 
able for Republican administration in 1883 and 1884 and the twenty- 
two millions and a quarter provided for the Democratic administration, 
which, with the addition of subsidiary appropriations in the deficiency 
bills, for the purchase of armor and other details, brings the grand 

te up to $28,421,408 that has been appropriated and made avail- 
able for this Democratic administration to show what it could do in 
the rebuilding of the Navy. 

I will not, at this late hour of the session and in the scarcity of time, 
try the patience of the House by citing in detail the instances and illus- 
trations of the opposition manifested by our friends of the Democratic 
party to the providing of funds for this work of rebuilding the Navy, 
even after a Democratic administration came into power. 

It will be pertinent, however, for me to show here that so far has 
the habit of opposition controlled the Democratic party in Congress 
that even in the Forty-ninth Congress, with a Democratic Executivein 
power, with a Democratic Secretary ready and anxious, as he declared, 
to carry on the work, with a Committee on Naval Affairs which started 
out with the most enthusiastic fanfaronade of trumpets ever heard in 
this country as to what it was going to accomplish, and which brought 


into this House, on the 10th of March, 1886, a bill appropria $10,- 
128,046 for new ships for the Navy, the same committee front 
in July of that year, before action could be obtained upon t bill, 


and we had the anomalous s e presented of the chairman and the 
majority of the Committee on Naval Affairs coming into the House and 
demanding that its own appropriation bill should be cut down more 
than one-half; should be emasculated and reduced to $3,500,000, while I, 
acting for the Republican minority, took the floor and made such bat- 
tle as I could to carry the original appropriation of ten millions to sup- 
ply the Democratic administration with funds to build ships for the 
Navy. 

The leadersof the Democratic party succee Jed in rallying their forces 
in sufficient number to reduce their own appropriation bill from over 
ten millions to three million five hundred thousand dollars by a vote of 
118 to 103, the affirmative vote being given by 116 Democrats and 2 
Republicans, while the negative vote, which favored the larger sum 
was given by 89 Republicans and 14 Democrats. In that debate (x 
refer to page 7482 of the RECORD) the following remarks were made: 

Mr. Sayers. Is not the only difference between yourself [meaning me] and 
the majority of the committee, that you want more ships built, and the majority 
of the committee think it advisable, under the circumstances, to provide for 
building the number indicated in the substitute? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I have been exceedingly unfortunate, Mr. Chairman, in my 
endeavor to explain my views if I have to make it clear that that is ex- 
actly what I have been talking about. 


Later in the same debate these remarks were made: 

Mr. Curtrs. I say to the gentleman from Maine that the administration now 
in power and the man who occupies the Presidential mansion stands by the 
measure proposed, and we on this side of the House will stand by it. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Which bill do you understand the administration to stand by? 

Mr. Curtix. As I understand it, the substitute, the smaller bill. 

The substitute was adopted in the House, as I have said, by a vote 
of 118 to 103. 

It may be noted also in this connection that the amendment offered 


by myself July 24, 1886, to provide that the armor for our war-ships 
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should be of American manufacture was carried in Committee of the 
Whole, after a sharp debate, by a vote of 101 to 67, and then was defeated 
in the House by a vote of 111 to 108, the Democrats voting almost solidly 
against it and the Republicans solidly for it. The Senate afterward 
incorporated in the conference report substantially the measure which 
I had proposed in the House. It thereby became a law and furnished 


the means by which Secretary Whitney has been enabled to establish 
the plant at Bethlehem, Pa., to which he now points as the proudest 
achievement of his naval administration. And it ought to be a proud 
one for him, because it is an achievement in spite of the tendency, the 
spirit, the effort, and the votes of his own political in this House. 

On March 3, 1887, we had another illustration of the fact that it was 
the Kepublicans and not the Democrats who were furnishing the sinews 
of war to carry on this work of rebuilding the Navy. A brief extract 
from the debate on the report of the conference committee will bring 
this to the minds of those who were present. I quote from the pro- 
ceedings of the House on March 3, 1887, page 2726 of the RECORD, 
where I said: 

Mr. Speaker, I think it due to the House that some attention should be called 
to the fact that the conference committee— 

The House conferees on the naval appropriation bill were reporting— 
has succeeded, according to its own statement, in bringing down the demands 
of the Republican Senate by some $20,000,000. 

A voice on the Democratic side here cried out Good.“ Icontinued— 


Gentlemen say “good.” Very well; I am glad to hear that come from the 
Democratic side because it is sincere; and you shall have the benefit of such ad- 
vertisement as I can give to the country of the statement that you say it is 
„good,“ when your conferees succeed in forcing the Senate to recede to the 
amount of $20,000,000 from its own proposition for the increase of the Navy. 

I might go on indefinitely in this direction. I might cite to you the 
remarks made on February 26, 1887, by the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. HOLMAN], a representative Democrat, who closed his speech against 
the rebuilding of the Navy with these words: 

But I protest even nst the beginning of the revolution, silent as it may be 
of placing this Republic on a military footing. If our people, in the dream o 

1 security, shall permit this vast accumulation of wealth in the na- 
tional Treasury to be the pretext and the occasion for entering upon this scheme 
of military power to bolster up the Government, instead of old reliance on 
the patriotism of the American poopie: sanctified by a century of prosperity and 
peace such as elsewhere the world never witnessed, it will be the greatest 
misfortune that ever befell the human race. The day should beforever accursed 
that witnessed its beginning. 


That was the spirit manifested by the Democratic party in regard to 
roviding even a Democratic administration with funds for the rebuild- 
ing of the Navy. 
I might also cite—and I will do so because it is so pertinent and so 
representative of the sentiment on that side—the remarks of the gen- 


Date of 
contract. 


July 26,1883 


Monadnock . . . . Sl A loista 


Amphitrite . . . . . .. Go nnn estiro] socecucansdéceconebeseed processens Machinery completed; 


San Francisco. 
Concord. .. 
Bennington 
Miantonomo! 


Coast and harbor de- 


*Increase of the Navy, monitors and vesse! 


sess 


—— . A eres ecceselenccsscesseeserecesseesesesesessveee! Machinery be 


0 authorized March 3, 1885, and Au; 
pletion (exclusive of armament) of the five double-turreted monitors, the four 
act of August 3, 1886. 


EXPLANATORY Norr.—The amount appropriated for l ships under the act of March 3, 1883—$1 000—included all the bureaus. The amounts 
propriated subsequently were for the Bursan of — aara a Repairs only. s Pe ra 


tleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] (CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, 
volume 65, page 1601) who,in his eagerness to prevent the squandering 
of the public money to build up the defenses of the nation upon the 
high seas said, in reply to Mr. Kasson, of Iowa, a Republican advocate 
of liberal appropriations for the Navy: 

Mr. McMILLIN. The gentleman [Mr. Kasson] says that there is not a nation 
in Europe that is not well posted as to the condition of our Navy. Who cares 
if they are well posted? The proudest boast of every American citizen is that 
there is not a power upon which the sun shines strong enough or arrogant 


enough toattack an American citizen upon the high seas, even if he had noth- 
ing but two logs pinned together and the American flag over him, 


That was the Democratic estimate and idea of the rebuilding of the 
Navy at a time when the Republican party as represented in this body 
stood in solid phalanx seeking to force upon an unwilling Democracy 
the means to carry on this work which their executive officers claimed 
they desired to promote. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I would prefer that the gentleman should wait 
until I have completed this portion of my remarks. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. McCREARY). Does the gentleman 
from Maine yield to the gentleman from Florida? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I prefer not to do so at this point. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman declines to yield. 


CONTRAST OF ADMINISTRATIVE EFFICIENCY, 


Mr. BOUTELLE. Now, Mr. Speaker, I propose to call the atten- 
tion of the House to a contrast between what the Republican party 
could do in two years through its executive officers with less than three 
and a half million of dollars, and what the Democratic party bas done in 
four years with between twenty and thirty million dollars. Tho ap- 
propriation made for the construction of modern war-ships was first ap- 
plied to the construction of the Chicago, the Atlanta, the Boston, and the 
Dolphin; and I call attention to the illustration which the figures and 
facts in the following table afford of the relative efficiency and prompt- 
itude of the ee and the Democratic administrations. 

First, I give the statement received by me from the Bureau of Con- 
struction: 

Navy DEPARTMENT, BUREAU OF CONSTRUCTION AND REPAIR, 
Washington, D. C., February 19, 1889. 
Sin: As requested in your letter of the 15th instant, I have the honor to forward 
herewith a statement of the sare rage made for steel vessels for the Navy, 


embracing date of appropriation, date of contract, date of completion, date of 
launching, and the present status of each vessel. i 7 
Very respectfully, 
T. D. WILSON, 
Chief Constructor Uniled Slates Navy, Chief of Bureau, 
Hon. C. A. BOUTELLE, 


House of Representatives, Washington, 
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y. epainting; fumigated after 

5 ~ Des. 4 lea New York yard... 2 — 5 
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T ys completed 
July 20,1888 | y completed 


1888 | Apr. 20, 1888 Virtually completed; had trial 


trip. 
Ready for trial in a few weeks, 


— — About we ; had trial trip. 
Building. New York yard; keel 


laid, and a large number of 
frames raised. 

Laying off mold loft, Norfolk 
yard. 


ery all in, completed; plans 
nearly e finish hull. 
g built at Mare 

Island yard; work of finishing 

hull commenced. 

vessel 
still at Harlan & Hollings- 
worth’s, Wilmington, Del 

Machinery completed; work on 
5 under way at New York 
y . 


Machinery all completed; tur- 

rets esar e n place. 

EPAR GCE ET | Advertised; bids to be opened 
next month, 


Plans being prepared. 


3,1886, Section 4. For expenditure towards the construction and com- 
authorized by the act of March 3, 1885, and the vessels authorized by the 
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From the foregoing I have compiled the following history of the con- 
The Roach ships. 


struction of the vessels: 


Vessels and data, 


é CHICAGO. 
Contract signed after date of appropriation. . . . seers 


Time to be completed after date of contract. . 
Vessel launched after date of contract.. . — — 


Oyar HO. ..sssnicsodissecsscerespsaressosi pe seecebunbsquovesesanes | dsassnosssos 
Time from appropriation to launching. . . . .. 


BOSTON. 
Contract signed after date of appropriation........ . . . 


Time to be completed after date of contract. sses 
Vessel launched after date of contract. . .. om 


EE A RONE EERS 
Time from appropriation to launching. . ... 


ATLANTA, 
Contract signed after date of approprlation. . . . . ., 


Time to be completed after date of contract . . . . . 
Vessels launched after date of contract.......... — 


e 


———ů———Ä 


Under time . . . eee ge 
Time from appropriation to launching. . . . . . . 9 
Aggregate over time, Roach ships. . .. .. . . eee sarees 9 


Aggregate under time, Roach ships. 


F. M. D. F. Af. D. F. M. D. F. M. D. F. M. D. 
Contract signed after date ofappropria- 


tion . . 


ES —— |) 
Timo allowed ſor completion cool 0 0 1 6 0 
Date of canceling. . . . ese 1 9 21 1 9191 
99 A sonesn vacses 9 21 819 
710 610 


Time from appropriation to — 


Aggregate over time on five vessels, 1 year 7 months and 7 days. 


F. Torpedo- Philadel- San Benning- 
Data, Newark, Soak, phia. Fran- Concord. tons 
F. M. D. F. M. D. F. M. D. F. A. D. T. M. D. F. M. D. 
Contract signed af- 
ter date of appro- 
riation, 1 628 0 724] 0 723 0 812 0 812 
Time allowed 
completion .. . . 2 0 0] 1 3 0] 2 0 0 2 0 0 1 6 0 160 


Status, March, 1889: Newark, three-tenths completed; Torpedo boat, to be 
launched June 1, 1889; Philadelphia, five-tenths completed ; San Francisco, 
three-tenths completed; Concord, five-tenths completed; Bennington, fiye- 
tenths completed. 

t-defense vessel: Bids to be opened February, 1889, two years after ap- 
propriation. 
ARMORED SHIPS. 

Texas, appropriated for August 3, 1886, over two and.a half years ago; in Feb- 
ruary, 1880. Just laying off her lines in mold loft. 

Maine 5 for August 3, 1886, over two and a half years ago; in Feb- 
ruary, 1889, eel laid and some frames raised. 

Double-turreted monitors, appropriation for completing made August 3, 1886. 
State of progress given in chief constructor’s foregoing report. 

NEW VESSELS PROVIDED FOR BY APPROPRIATION OF SEPTEMBER 3, 1888. 
Four cruisers, three gunhoats, one practice-ship. Plans being reer yo 
Average time of Chicago, Atlanta, Boston, and Dolphin, from date of appro- 

priation to date of launching, one year nine months eig days. 

Average time of Charleston, Yorktown, Petrel, and Baltimore, from appro- 
priation to date of launching, three years two months. 


The contract for the Chicago was signed four months and twenty- 
three days after the date of the Re Pane os ons year and six months 
was allowed for her completion; she was launched in two years four 
months and nine days, the delay being largely attributable to the action 
of the Democratic administration, which interposed and prevented the 
proper carrying on of the work. The contract for the Boston was 
signed four months and twenty days after theappropriation; a year and 
a half was allowed for her completion; she was launched in one year 
four months and eleven days. The contract for the Atlanta was signed 
four months and twenty days after the appropriation; eighteen months 
were allowed to complete her; she was launched in one year two 
months and eleven days. The Dolphin was contracted for four months 
and twenty days after the appropriation; one year was allowed for her 
completion; she was laun in eight months and nineteen days. 

The Atlanta was finished three months and nineteen days inside of 
the contract; the Boston one month and nineteen days; the Dolphin 
three months and eleven days; and taking the te of over time 
and under time, including the delay upon the Chicago, caused by the 
action of the Democratic administration, the net aggregate over time 
of those four ships was but one month and twenty days. 

Now, let us compare this record with that of the ships which have 
been launched under Democratic administration. The contract for the 
Newark was signed two years seven months and twenty-four days after 
the appropriation. That was a second contract, however. I give the 
administration the benefit of that excuse. 'The Charleston was not con- 
tracted for until one year nine months and twenty-five days after the 
appropriation. A year and six months were allowed for her comple- 
tion. She was launched in one year six months and twenty-two days 
only twenty-two days over time. : 

The Yorktown was contracted for one year ten months and twenty- 
eight days after the appropriation, alloweda year for building, launched 
in one year two months and nineteen days. The Petrel was contracted 
for one year nine months and nineteen days after the appropriation, 
and Jaunched nine months and twenty-one days over time. ‘The Bal- 
timore was contracted for in eight months and twenty-one days. She 
was allowed one year and six months to build, launched in one year 
nine months and nineteen days—three months and nineteen days over 
time. The Vesuvius was two months and sixteen days over time. So 
the aggregate over time of the vessels contracted for and launched under 
Secretary Whitney’s administration has been one year seven months 
and seven days against one month and twenty days for the four Roach 
ships, including the delay caused by Mr. Whitney himself. 

The contrast between the date of appropriation and the date of launch- 
ing is even more conspicuous. The Chicago was launched in two years 
four months and nine days from the date of appropriation; the Boston 
one year four months and eleven days; the Atlanta one year two 
months and eleven days; the Dolphin one year and one month. On 
the other hand, the Charleston was launched three years four months 
and seventeen days after the appropriation; the Yorktown three years 
one month and seventeen days; the Petrel three years seven months 
and ten days; the Baltimore two years six months and ten days; the 
Vesuvius one year eight months and seventeen days. In other words, 
the average time of the four Roach ships from the date of appropriation 
to the date of the launch was one year nine months and eighteen 
days, while the average time of the four Whitney ships from appropria- 
tion to date of launching was three years and two months. 

I beg, Mr. Speaker, to call atention to the fact that the building of 
the Roach ships was a new vi pile It was the first attempt at 
building steel men-of-war in country. Our facilities had to be 
created as we went It is a well-known fact that Mr. Roach was 
obliged to build his own steel plant to furnish metal for his ships, and 
yet so marvelous in comparison was the promptitude and efficiency of 
a Republican administration that the average time in the construction 
of those ships was one year nine months and eighteen days, while the 
average time of the ships built under the Democratic administration 
was over three years. All of the material for the Roach ships was of 
American manufacture, while I understand that the shafting for the 
Baltimore was made in England and that of the Charleston made by 
Krupp in Germany. 

Carrying this comparison farther it is shown, and I now take the 
longest time occupied in building any one of these ships—the Chicago— 
bearing in mind the fact I have already mentioned that the responsi- 
bility for the delay in her case was not Republican responsibility, the 
record shows that in two years and nine months a Republican admin- 
istration put afloat 12,363 tons of modern steel war-ships, while a 
Democratic administration, with nearly $30,000,000 at its command, in 
four years’ time succeeded in getting afloat, simply launching the hulls, 
of 11,466 tons of similar vessels. Yet to read some of the current 
literature of the day we would suppose that the Navy had been recon- 
structed in these four years—we would suppose nothing was to be 
done except to name and christen the new Navy created by Mr, Whit- 
ney in the name of the Democratic party. [Laughter and applause. | 

Why, Mr. Speaker, what else have we? We have the New York 
three-tenths completed. We have a torpedo boat yet to be launched; 
we have the Philadelphia said to be five-tenths completed, the San 
Francisco three-tenths comple’ the Concord five-tenths completed, 
the Bennington five-tenths completed, and, as a peculiar and conspic- 
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mous illustration of Democratic efficiency, we find an appropriation made 
8, 1887, for the construction of a coast-defense ship—every dollar 

f the money made available, a million of dollars provided, with a con- 
gent million ready—and we learn by the report of the Secretary him- 

f, in his report last December, that we had got so far along in the 
‘construction of this coast-defense ship that the bids were expected to be 
opened in February, 1889, about two years after the appropriation. 
Every gentleman here who has followed the newspapers on this subject 
has been regaled with glowing accounts of our great Navy, and of the 
fleets of powerful war ships which have been put afloat (mentally) 
by the present Administration. [Laughter. ] 

Where are they? In what waters are they steaming to-day? What 
batteries are they carrying? Where are their flags to be seen floating 
in the breeze? Why, Mr. Speaker, read the Secretary’s own report 
as quoted by my colleague, the chairman of the committee, in his speech 
of a few days ago, and see the ‘‘ beggarly array at which the people 
of the United States must gaze to find the picture of a restored Navy, 
50 ae painted in newspaper literature and in Congressional 

es > 


The Texas is one of the armored class. Where is she? This vessel 
whose plans were pu at a great expense in England, and subse- 
quently subjected to so much criticism in this country as to the possi- 
bility of her floating when launched. This armored battle-ship, for 
which you and I voted money in ample appropriation on the 3d of 
August, 1836, two and a half years ago, where is she? 

The Secretary tells us that the ‘‘ keel-blocks are laid. Do you know 
what that means? Why, it means that the timbers are laid down in the 
ship-yard on which the keel can be laid when there is a keel to be put 
there. [Laughter.] Weare, however, vouchsafed the information that 
the lines of her hull are being laid down in the yard-loft; ‘‘the outer 
body has been laid off on the mold-loft floor; and I judge that some 
of my Democratic brethren from the interior, as well as some enthusi- 
astic newspaper gentlemen, labor under the impression that the hull of 
the ship is being laid down in the loft and will be carried out bodily 
some day and placed upon the stocks. As a matter of fact this battle- 
ship, appropriated for in August, 1886, has been practically untouched 
up to to-day. 

The Maine, the other great battle-ship appropriated for at the same 
time, two and a half years ago, is where? Again let us refer to the 
report, which states that her keel has been laid in New York and 
some of her frames have been raised. 

That, Mr. Speaker, isthe armor-clad Navy upon thestrength of which 
weare to bid defiance to the war powers of all the rest of the world. 

So, Mr. Speaker, I might goon and cite illustration piled upon illus- 
tration, showing a record—and I speak advisedly— compared with the 
facilities afforded in money, with the facilities of obtaining material 
and our advanced ability to construct ships, a record and result in 
shocking and scandalous disproportion to the means furnished by the 
American people to this Democratic administration. Four years have 
elapsed, and to-day all that we have afloat to show for the time and 
the appropriation of more than twenty millions is four vessels that are 
entitled to be called war-ships—the Charleston, the Yorktown, the 
Petrel, the Baltimore, and one torpedo-boat, the Vesuvius. Just 
think of it; this magnificent navy which has been put afloat during 
the last four years, and which has inspired even some of our Repub- 
lican writers and speakers to such a degree of enthusiasm that they have 
gone off into ecstatic congratulations of the country that we have made 
such rapid progress under President Cleveland that in a few years we 
shall be able to whip the navies of the world. 

THE YORKTOWN. 

Now, sir, what have we as the actual results of the past four years? 
Upon what can we put our finger to-day and say this is the achievement ot 
Democratic naval administration? But two vessels have yetreached a 
stage on which reports can be made as to their achievements, one a gun- 
boat of 1,700 tons, and one a torpedo-boat of 800 tons, and unfortu- 
nately in one aspect for my friends on the other side in their pride of 
administration, the Yorktown herself, so far as the means of building 
her are concerned, is of ry N paternity, because she was built 
from the funds appropriated by the amendment of the Senate ip 1885. 

But we have the Yorktown afloat. She has been given a trial, and 
how far does the contrast between that vessel and her Republican pre- 
decessors reflect glory upon her and discredit upon them? The record 
shows that the first war vessel of steel upon which the American crafts- 
man tried his ’prentice hand, the little Dolphin, so much abused, de- 
pearen decried, and contemned, when tested, in 1885, by men who 

ew what the desires of the people in power were in regard to her, 
tested by men some of whom have since verified the adage that thrift 
doth follow fawning, the Dolphin in 1885, on a six hours’ trial, as re- 
‘ported by Captain Belknap, made an average of 15} knots an hour 
{although that telegram to.the Secretary of the Navy by some curious 
circumstances failed to reach the public for more than a year), while 
ithe Yorktown, launched four years afterwards, in 1889, a vessel of 
|1,703 tons to the Dolphin’s 1,485 tons, made for four hours only an av- 
erage of 15.85 knots an hour, as I find reported in the Army and Navy 
[Register of February 16, 1889. And in contrast with the fact that every 


speech made upon this floor, every utterance by the Administration, 
has declared the pre-requisite for a naval ship the attainment of high 
speed, this vessel just put afloat, the only ship that Mr. Whitney has 
had subjected to test of speed, is not so fast a vessel in proportion to 
her size as the Dolphin, and it is doubtful whether she is so fast avessel 
now, ship for ship. 

I give the fi and you can compare them. The Dolphin, of 1,485 
tons, made 15} knots as an average of six hours’ run, and the York- 
town, of 1,708 tons, made 15.85 knots as an average of four hours’ run. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, that has been proclaimed as a great triumph, of 
naval construction and naval administration. It was heralded in ad- 
vance. My distinguished friend, the chairman of the committee, in his 
speech only a few days ago, on the 5th of this month, declared that 
speed isa very essential thing in a modern vessel, and then he went on 
to say that these vessels were expected to show high speed. He said: 


The Yorktown has also been launched, but there has been no official trial, 


She is estimated to make 16 knots an hour, At the unofficial trial in shallow 


water she made 16.81 knots. When tried in the same water the Vesuvius was 
2} knots short of the speed which she made in W Nabe where the official 
trail of the Yorktown is shortly to take place. If the Yorktown shall exceed in 


deep water her speed in shallow water as much as the Vesuvius exceeded hers, - 


she willcertainly be superior to any other vessel of her class in the world. She 
has only 1,704 tons displacement. At any rate, she will very greatly exceed 
the estimate of 16 knots an hour. 

Gentlemen who will examine carefully these tables and see what the estimates 
are, and take into consideration the fact that the Vesuvius, which was guarantied 
to make only 20 knots, has ex: ed that speed by 1.64 knots, and that the York- 
town has already, in shallow water, exceeded it by eighty-one hundredths of a 
knot and will probably go up to 18 knots, will, I think, justify me in coming 
to the conclusion that all the vessels we have recently laid down will be atleast 
equal to if not better than any other vessels of a similar type in the world. 

Note his prediction that she would “ probably go up to 18 knots.” 
Now, the trial has been made on the Yorktown and I have given the 
report from the Army and Navy Register. I desire to say that I tried 
to obtain the report of the test of this eip by applying to the Secretary 
some ten days ago, but I have been unable to obtain information, and 
therefore have to rely upon an unofficial statement which I believe to 
be correct, made in the Army and Navy Register of a recent date, giving 
the substance of a telegram from Commodore Fitzhugh, and stating that 
the Yorktown had made 15.85 knots an hour on an average on a four 
hours’ run. It must be borne in mind that the Yorktown ran upon a 
clean bottom from the fresh water at Philadelphia, while the Dol- 
phin’s trial was made when she was covered with barnacles which had 
accumulated in New York Harbor. 

The chairman of the committee predicted the other day that this 
vessel was going to make 18 knots an hour and prove to be the fastest 
ship of her class in the world, The Yorktown is said to be an exact 
copy of the Archer, a British gunboat, and the reports of the Archer’s 
trial giving the mean of several four hours’ runs is reported in the 
very table that my friend the chairman of the committee cited here, at 
17.58 knots. And still, Mr. Speaker, the newspapers of the country 
are resounding with a praise of this vessel that is markedly in contrast 
with the detraction of the Dolphin. In the Philadelphia Press, con- 
taining an account of her trial, it is said that the builders were expect- 
ing a large bonus of money, thousands of dollars, for the development 
of horse-power in excess of thut required by the contract. I under- 
stand from the reports received here that she has developed 3,400 
horse-power. That will gr her contractors something like $40,000 
oe for providing the American Navy with aship that makes 

5.85 knots an hour, whilethe Archer made 17.58 and developed 3,755 
horse-power, if the table given by the chairman in his recent speech is 
correct. 

THE CONTRACTS FOR ENGINES, 


Mr. Speaker, if after all the accusations thgt have been made of 
favoritism exhibited toward the Roach contractors it shall prove true, 
as alleged to me, that the designs for the engines and machinery of this 
gunboat Yorktown were submitted to the naval board on the construc- 
tion of new ships and rejected, and that these designs as made by the 
contractors when submitted proposed to develop 3,500 horse-power; if 
it be true that when advertisements called for 3,300 horse-power en- 
gines these same designs were submitted with the figures reduced to 
3,300, and that after the bids were made the Secretary reduced the 
requirement to 3,000 horse-power and that the contractors used the 
designs which they had originally presented as representing 3,500 horse- 
power—I say, Mr.Speaker, in brief, if itis true that under the Democratic 
administration the contracts have been so arranged that the builders 
of a ship are expected to receive a bonus of $40,000 or any other num- 
ber of thousands of dollars for furnishing horse-power in advance of 
the contract requirement, while that horse-power falls below the es- 
timate they themselves made upon their original designs, I do not 
think it will be a matter for great boasting by the Department or by 
the country. ‘ 

Mr. HERBERT. Will the gentleman say upon what information 
he makes that statement? 3 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Ihave made it upon what I believe to be relia- 
ble information. 

Mr. HERBERT. Are you willing to give the authority ? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I do not think it necessary. I think my state- 
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dae er the floor that I regard it as reliable is all that is necessary. I 
say that this is alleged by persons in whose integrity I place the utmost 
reliance, and if it is not true it is easily susceptible of contradiction. 
But I will be more specific in this matter, for I am not in the habit of 
dealing by indirection; and I beg the attention of the chairman of the 
Committee on Naval Affairs now, if this is new to him. I have been 
informed that the successful bidders for the Yorktown did not comply 
with the requirements in several particulars, but that the contractors 
were given an opportunity to make new plans; that the next highest 
bidder, Charles er & Sons, of Baltimore, protested, but were over- 
ruled. I am informed that the plans of the Yorktown’s engines were 
previously submitted to the Naval Board on Additional Vessels and 
rejected; that on those plans, when submitted to that board, the en- 
gines were marked for 3,500 horse-power; that when the bids were made 
the figures on the plan were changed to 3,300 horse-power; and then, 
after the bids were made, the Secretary cut the horse-power down to 
* 3,000 and offered a bonus of $100 for every additional horse-power. 

In the case of the Baltimore I am told that the original drawings as 
purchased in England called for 10,750 indicated horse-power, and that 
after the bids had been made the Secretary cut the requirement down 
to 9,000 horse-power and offered the premium referred to, which, if the 
vessel should develop the horse-power originally designed, would bring 
the bonus up to $175,000 for providing the power originally indicated 
on the plan. 

I have thus referred to one cruising vessel that this administration 
has put afloat, from which it would seem that we are to pay $40,000 
bonus for getting afloat a 16-knot ship in the year 1889. 


THE VESUVIUS, 


Then we have the torpedo-boat Vesuvius (forshe is nothing else), with 
a displacement of 800 tons, originally designed to be about 700 and to 
curry dynamite guns for the purpose of experimenting with that weapon 
upon the water. I had occasion afew days ago to make some criticism 
of the methods of the tests applied to that vessel, and I find some con- 
temptuous criticisms of my remarks in a place where I hardly expected 
to find it and given publicity from a source from which it might still 
less be A few days ago, in another place, a speaker saw fit 
to make a part of his remarks,” as an authoritative statement in re- 
gard to the Vesuvius,“ some comments upon my statements that have 
been given considerable publicity. That statement proceeds, in detail 
and with considerable persiflage, to traverse, contradict, and character- 
ize the statements I had made upon this floor. 

I desire to say in the first place that that statement was not authori- 
tative. It could only be authoritative by emanating from the Navy 
Department. I relieve the Secretary of the Navy and his officers at 
the outset from all responsibility for that statement, erroneously char- 
acterized as authoritative.“ It is more probable that the statement 
was prepared by the attorney or agent of some contractor with the Gov- 
ernment, which would be a very curious source for an ‘‘authoritative 
statement“ in regard to the testing of a ship to decide her acceptance 
by the United States Government. My statementsin regard to that ves- 
sel and her trial are, however, practically unanswered and undisturbed 
by this voluminous review, to which I will now pay brief attention. 

In the irai pae it states that I was incorrect in saying that the re- 
port of the failures of the Vesuvius in two original trials had not been 
made public, and it is alleged that the report was made to the Depart- 
ment and is on file there. I never stated anything contrary to that; 
but the report had never been given to the public, and my statement 
on the floor was the first advertisement of the facts. This writer ridi- 
cules the idea that a vessel like the Vesuvius should have any protec- 
tion. Attempting to gidicule my suggestion that it was inconsistent 
to complain that the top of the Dolphin’s cylinder was above the water 
line and then to boast about a vessel one-half of whose machinery was 
equally unprotected, this writer goes on to say that it ‘‘ betrays a total 
ignorance of the most primitive problems of naval construction’? to 
suggest that a vessel like the Vesuvius should have any protection.” It 
is only necessary to state the fact, reported in the current publications 
of the Navy Department, that a vessel about one-half the size of the 
Vesuvius, the Spanish torpedo-vessel, Destructor, has the protection of 
steel bulkheads and complete coal protection around the machinery 


I dislike to dignify such an anonymous production by noticing it; 
butits appearance in an official publication seems to justify a few words 
of comment. In one place the writer says: 

But there never was any intention that the Vesuvius should nor any pretense 
that she could keep the seain the cruising sense for any considerable length of 


time, orthat her sea-going duty would ever be more than to run along the coast, 
from port to port, as her defensive functions might require, 


Yet in the next paragraph he says: 


io Vesuvius should be considered as a sea-going torpedo-vessel of large 
ize. 


In another paragraph he declares: 


Still, it was deemed advisable that the vessel (Vesuvius) should have sufficient 
coal ca ty to cross the Atlantic or reach any of the Atlantic ports of South 


America at a moderate specd—that is, say, 10 or 12 knots an hour. 


In still another he says: 

There can be no doubt that the Vesuvius type will prove a most formidable, 
factor in the national schen of coast and harbor defense, as well ds an im 
tant adjunct to offensive operations away from our shores, should it unfdrtu- 
nately become necessary to undertake them. 

And again he says, in conclusion: 

The Vesuvius has a greater coal capacity and sea-going endurance than any 
of the European boats except the Tripoli, which has about the same. 


These citations illustrate the ‘‘authoritative’’ character of the article. 
But this writer informs me that the Vesuvius— 
belongs to that class of vessels which find their protection in their speed. 


And he remarks that she could show a— 


sustained rate of speed that would make a chase of her by a hostile ship or 
squadron an interesting performance for the enemy. 


Well, Mr. Speaker, it does not seem to me that a race of that kind 
would be a very edifying spectacle for the people of the United States. 

This writer says the dynamite guns of the Vesuvius have a range of 
one mile and a half and an effective fire at one mile. As even the 5- inch 
high-power rifles of the lightest cruisers have an effective range of mo 
than twice that distance, it certainly would be an interes spectacle 
for American citizens on the Highlands of Navesink, at the entrance 
of New York Bay, or for my committee colleague [Mr. McApDoo] 
sit on top of one of the big grain elevators at Jersey City and witn 
a contest of speed in which the Vesuvius should be running for home 
at her highest power, with her stationary guns pointed away from her 
chasing enemy, who, if even such a vessel as the Dolphin, would de- 
stroy the fugitive boat if it did not keep at such distance that its own 
projectiles could not reach half way to the pursuer. 

Mr. MCADOO. I should feel entirely safe if my distinguished col- 
league on the committee [Mr. BourELLE] was in charge of the Vesu- 
vius, [Laughter. ] 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker, it was not my intention in the re- 
marks which I made the other day to decry this vessel for the purposes 
for which she was constructed—the purposes of a torpedo-boat—and I 
have no desire to do it now. It was against the foolish posing oy set 
up the moment she was completed, that Secretary Whitney had put. 
afloat a ‘‘cruiser’’ of 21.65 knots an hour—the fastest ‘‘ cruiser’ in the 
world—that was what I found fault with, and it was that against 
which my criticism was directed. The Vesuvius is not a cruiser“ 
in any such sense as would warrant a comparison of her speed with 
that of the ‘‘ cruising ships“ of other navies, 

I hasten on to where an attempt is made to show that the Vesuvius 
is the fastest vessel of her class by stating in this article that the re- 
port as to the Destructor where it is stated to have made 22.68 knots is 

unofficial.“ In the London Engineer of December 17, 1886, 1 find 
a statement of the conditions of the trial which I will print, with the 
names of the Spanish board of naval officers who were present. It is 
there stated that her speed was required to be maintained for three 
hours at 224 knots; that the mean speed made was 22.68 knots for, 
three hours, and that her speed at deep-load displacement for three 
hours was 20.2 knots. And this statement is confirmed by our own 
authorities. Instead of my statement being incorrect, it is based upon 
the authority of the reports of our Navy Department and other reliable 
records which I will quote here: 


From the London Engineer, December 17, 1888, page 481.] 

The conditions of trial * * è were that she was first to be run three times 

upon the measured mile, then to run at full speed for three consecutive hours; 
r this she was in to be run three times upon the measured mile. 

the results of the mile runs the speed upon the three consecutive hours’ run 

was to be determined. 

‘The same trial was successfully carried out on the 13th instant, in the presence 
of a commission of Spanish naval officers appointed by the minister of marine. 
The following were the members of the commission: 

Commodore Casariego, Commodore Montojo, Captain Villaamil, Remero, 
Elduayen, Goitia. 

* < s * * $ * 

In addition to the members of the Spanish commission there were present at 

the trials Mr. Bakewell and Mr. Bennett, of the admiralty, ete. | 


| 

The conditions are also stated by Mr. Biles, in the Transactions of 
the Institution of Naval Architects, 1887, page 222. 

Speed to be maintained for three hours, 22} knots. Speed made, 22,68 (mean) 
forthree hours. (Page 223.) 

On page 225, a table shows the mean speed (deep-load displacement) 
for three hours 20.2 knots. 

Under the head of steam trials,” in General Information, series 
No. 6, Office of Naval Intelligence, United States Navy Department, 
this Spanish vessel is described and her trials reported specifically on 
pages 272 and 273, as follows: 

DESTRUCTOR, 


Partially described on 208 of No. V,“ the chief elements of the design 
of this vessel as she was Rnally built are as follows: Í 

Length, b. p., 192 feet 6 inches; beam, 25 feet; depth at center, 13 feet; normal 
mean draught, 6 feet 3 inches; mean load draught, 7 feet; normal d ment,| 
350 tons; deep load displacement, 458 tons, The armament consists ofone 4-inch 
B. L. pivot, four 6-pounder R. F. G., two 4 H. R. O., and five to ic-tubes— 
two in the bow, one in the stern, and two on deck on' a turn-table, Six 16 
foot torpedoes will be carried. The motive power consists of two sets of verti- 
cal 8 engines driving twin screws, the cylinders being 42, 27, and 
184 inches eter, and the stroke 4 feet. 
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Four cylindrical boilers supply the steam. The hull is divided into thirty- 
nine water-tight compartments, each set of engines and each boiler being in a 
separate com ent. There is complete coal protection around the machinery 
space, and the bunker bulk-heads are three-quarter inch steel. Forward of the 
boilers and magazines a curved steel bulk-head, I} inches thick, gives protection 
from raking fire. The normal coal supply is 45 tons, and the total bunker ca- 
pacity 110 tons, With the former amount a distance of 2,060 knots, at 10 knots 

r hour, can be covered, and with the latter amount, at the same speed, 5,500, 

he complement of officers and men is placed at forty-five, 5 

Launched on July 29, 1886, this vessel has had a very successful series of trials. 
Although of such small size, she is provided with engines of 4,000 estimated I. 
H. P., has proven herself a good sea-boat, able to make a long e at high 

„and is the fastest vessel now afloat, exclusive of torpedo-boa' 

To facilitate maneuvering she is cut away considerably at each end, and is also 
fitted with an auxiliary bow-rudder. The three masts have a fore-and-aft rig 
and are hinged to lower on deck. 

The first trials were made by the contractor the last week in November, 1886, 
during two days, when the maximum speed attained was 23} knots. On De- 
cember 13, 1886, a series of trials was had with all weights on board, except that 
the coal was for 1,800 miles at 11} knots, the vessel displacing 385 tons. The trials 
were to consist of three runs over the measured mile; then three hours’ contin- 
uous run at full speed, followed by three more runs over the measured mile. 
The results were all satisfactory. 

The mean speed for three hours on the first trial was 22.56 knots; revolutions, 
292; I. II. P., 3, 784 with forced-draught pressure equivalent to 2 inches water. 
On the second trial the results were: Speed, 22.68 knots; 2,923 revolutions; 
este H. P. At her deep: load displacement of 458 tons the maximum speed was 

.2 knots, 

By running 135 knots her coal endurance was determined to bə 5,100 miles at 
it apa and 700 miles at full speed. In a heavy sea 22 knots was made for 

‘our hours, 

The turning trials were also highly satisfactory, a complete circle being made 
in one and three-fourth minutes, with a diameter of slightly less than three 
lengths of the vessel. 

In January, 1887, she crossed the Bay of Biscay from Falmouth to Muros in 
twenty-four hours, at a mean s) of 21 knots, the distance being 4% knots, 

wind was southeast, force 4 to 6. The cost, complete for sea, is about $245,- 


The Destructor is a vessel of about half the tonnage of the Vesuvius; 
and she made a maximum of 23} knots and a mean speed for three 
hours of 22.68 knots as against 21.65 knots of the Vesuvius in aspurt 
of a few minutes, The 22.68 of the Destructor is reported for a three 
hours’ run; and so far as the public has any information, the only trial 
to which the Vesuvius has been subjected was a trial one way over the 
course of six minutes and thirty-nine seconds and the other way seven 
minutes and thirty seconds. The prime condition of these trials was 
that the vessels should be equipped and armed as required by the act 
of Co I am informed that this vessel was 100 tons below the 
requirement of weights, A condition of the contract is that “‘the steam 
is not under any circumstances to be even partially shut off while off 
the course for the purpose of securing a higher result while on it.“ I 
am told on such authority as 1 have been able to get (for the Secretary 
has failed to furnish me the official report), that the steam on this trial 
was bottled up to 175 pounds for the first run, and that on that run 
the steam went down some 18 pounds; that she was then slowed down, 
and the steam bottled up again to about 175 pounds, and the second 
run made. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] > 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I would like ten minutes more. 

Mr. HERBERT. I ask unanimous consent that the time of the gen- 
tleman from Maine be extended ten minutes, 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. The opinion has been expressed that a vessel which 
could maintain this speed with her steam thus accumulated fora short 
spurt would not be able to maintain it under the conditions of the con- 
tract. I do not know how that may be, but I am surprised at the state- 
ment made to me that no representative of the engineer department of 
the Navy was on duty during those trials to attend to the valves or see 
that the conditions in regard to the steam were complied with. If that 
information is correct it is a remarkable fact. For the purpose of ref- 
erence I will cite here some of the terms of the Vesuvius contract relat- 
ing to the conditions of trial: ' 

A, Thi 1 i d ed ired the afi id act of Con- 
eai EAA DY dts content RAIL 8 
tons of ammunition or its equivalent in weight on board, and not less than 28 
tons of coal in her bunkers; and the trial shall take place in smooth water in 
Delaware River or Bay, or in such other proper or convenient locality as shall 
be on in advance by the ies to this contract. 

B. A nautical mile shall be laid off and marked at each end by two stakes 
pane el D ue s tei. Fre angio ë it. If practicable the mile shall be laid off in 

nt. 

C. There shall be four successive runs at fall power over the measured mile 
at a speed of not less than 20 knots an hour 

D. The steam is not under any circumstances to be even ly shut off 
while off the course for the purpose of securing a higher result while on it. 

E. In lieu of the runs over a measured mile as above provided for, there may 
at the option of the contractors, be two successive runs over a course of id 
measured nautical miles, or one continuous run over a course of 20 nautical 
miles, under the conditions above stated, applicable to runs over 1 m 
mile, and in such ease allowance shall be made for current. 

I find in the New York Daily Graphic of February 16, 1889, the fol- 
lowing, purporting to be a portion of the report of the naval officers 
who attended the test of the Vesuvius: 

UNITED STATES STEAMER DESPATCH, 
Off Delaware Breakwater, January 17, 1889. 


Sin: * * In obedience to the orders from the Department, the h 
prawa two can buoysat the entrance to Delaware Bay, „ 
ots long in 16 fathoms least water. On the morning of January 11, 1889, two 
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equipped wrestler, with no impedimen 


runs were made over this course, at nearly the end of ebb tide, with the follow- 
ing results: 


Distance, 


Runs. Time. 
Caw. Knots. 
First run, with tide 6 39 2.5433 
Second run, against tide. 7 30 2.5433 


Average speed in knots. . . . . sanere * apres 


RkManks. Wind west, force about 2, slight ground swell. 
The weights on board were specified in the contract. 
Very respectfully, your obedient servants, 
WILLIAM S. COWLES, 
Lieutenant, United States Navy, Senior Member, 
SEATON SCHROEDER, 
Lieutenant, United States Navy, Member, 
BRADLEY A. FISKE, 
Lieutenant, United States Navy, Member, 
Hon. W. C. WHITNEY. 
Secretary of the Navy. 
There is one line that I do not understand, where it is said: 


The weights on board were specified in the contract, 


They do not say, or this printed statement does not say, that the 
weights specified in the contract were on board, but that the weights 
on board were specified in the contract, which might be a very dif- 
ferent matter. z 

I have here a very graphic picture, so to speak [holding up the illus- 
trated paper], of thecontrast between the trial of the Dolphin ina gale 
of wind off Cape Hatteras, driven at full speed into a head-beat sea, and 
the trial of the Vesuvius with the wind gently blowing at 2 knots an 
hour“ on the glassy waters of Delaware Bay. 8 

Mr. Speaker, I want to call another witness in regard to my state- 
ment of my impressions of this trial—that whereas it was complained 
that the Dolphin had to have some water played upon her bearings, I 
think I used the expression that when the Vesuvius came out of her 
trial trip her engine-room was like a Turkish bath. It seems that I 
did not paint the picture vividly enough. Here is a statement pub- 
lished on the 16th of January in a paper of my own State—the Port- 
land Press—in which an expert who was on board I suppose he was 
an expert, as he had been employed in the business connected with 
these ships for some years—says: 

I went down the river on the dynamiter Vesuvius on her trial trip a cou- 
le of weeks ago and enjoyed a novel experience. She is. 8 speak- 
ng, merely a machine, so full she is of engines and guns, The trip was more 

of an acrobatic feat than anything I have ever seen in that line. The engine- 
room was full of steam overhead and the water was pouring on the engines to 
keep her cool, and it fairly rained in torrents. All the engineers wore oil-skin 
clothes and southwesters, and were running from bearing to bearing like a 
swarm of bees, heads down and hands out ahead toclear the way. It made me 
think of the rush line in a foot-ball contest. The engines were runn 
two hundred and seventy-five turns a minute, and everything looked like the 
spokes of a wheel, There was a sound of escaping steam, a sort of general 
swish like a rocket, and the whole sensation was like being on a fast locomo- 
tive crossing a bridge. 

On deck the sensation was again very striking. The boat seemed to be 
plowing two great furrows at the bow and a great wave was following the 
stern, thrown up to a level above the deck alittle way from the boat by the ac- 
tion of the propellers which took the water from under her so fast that the stern 
sunk down at times below the water, She was going for a short time at the 
rate of 21 knots, but owing toan accident to the engines did not fulfill the con- 
tract speed, She will undoubtedly do so when putin repair. I wouldn’t have 
mi the experience for a great deal, as there is probably no one outside of 
the other visitors with us that has ever had the same experience in this country. 


It does not seem to me advisable to indulge in national pride over 
alleged achievements of speed to the extent of demanding that vessels 
shall be accepted without being subjected to fair and proper trials of 
their speed and their endurance, I have no desire to detract in the 
slightest degree from whatever good qualities any of these ships may 
develop. I have given them the full benefit of the record I have been 
able to obtain of their performance, showing the Yorktown to be a 
15.85-knot ship, and that the Vesuvius, a box of machinery,“ makes 
21.65 knots in a six-minute run with her steam bottled up. But I am 
informed that she never has complied with the requirements of the 
contract; and it seems to me, Mr. Speaker, that before we set the Amer- 
ican eagle screaming too loudly, before we launch out recklessly upon 
the duplication or multiplication of this class of ships, we should sub- 
ject them at least to the tests that were laid down by the very Depart- 
ment which claims the honor of their creation. 

I will ask indulgence fora few moments more and Iwill be done. I 
will copy into my remarks entire some observations I read the other 
day as copied admiringly in a newspaper—a sort of congratulation of 
the people of the United States that the Navy is practically rebuilt— 
and I will comment on a few phrases which struck me as rather re- 
markable. This statement goes on to say: 


But I say, as I said when I pat. Iam out of the woods for one on this ques- 
tion of a naval establishment. c are going to have, in five or 5 
ng 


now, the sir dare navy in the world, not in number of ships eq reat 
Britain and ce, and possibly some of the other great powers, but we shall 
have no refuse in our Navy. That Navy willbe likea clean-limbed, thoroughly- 


witb nothing to hinder it, with no 
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and useless ships; and, thanks tothe policy that has been pursued, none of those 
vast, unwieldy, and monstrous structures which have consumed millions upon 
millions of themoneys of other 32 and which to-day naval officers and men 
dare not go upon the yaten in for fear of the dangers that lie inherently in the 


construction of these shi 
We shall have none of these, but we shall have a few of the best armored 
upon them, manned 


shipsin the world, with the best of modern gunnery placed 
by American sailors, who have never met their equal in the history of naval 
‘wars, and in addition to that, oe See of types ranging from eight to ten 
hundred tons up to forty-five hun and five thousand tons that will dart 
over the waters of the earth and penetrate into remote regions at a speed that 
no other power can attain, and in numbers, if we go on as we have been going 

in the last four years, we shall equal any navy in the world with the excep- 

n, as I have said, of France and England, and possibly one or two other Eu- 
Fopean powers. Already we have, including those provided for in this bill, in 
process of construction or in readiness for the new Secretary to take up and 
contract for and build, thirty-six first-class vessels. Theseare all new, withthe 
exception of the turreted monitors, which came to us as a legacy from the 
23 immediately succeeding the war. With that exception there are thirty- 

ne new first-class modern-built armed ships, with modern machinery, 


This is supposed to be a Republican tribute to the accomplishment of 
the rebuilding of the Navy under a Democratic administration. We 
are told that if we go on as we have been going on in the last four 
years, we are going to have in five or six years from now the very best 
Navy in the world.” What is that Navy going to be? 


Notin number of ships equaling Great Britain and France, and possibly some 
of the other great powers, but we shall have no refusein our Navy. That Navy 
will be like a clean-limbed, thoroughly-equipped wrestler with no impediment, 
with nothing to hinder it, with no old and useless ships; and, thanks tothe 
policy that has been pursued— 

I suppose by Secretary Whitney and the Democratic administration, 
we shall have 


None of those vast, unwieldy, and monstrous structures which have con- 

millions upon millions of the moneys of other powers, and which to- 

day naval officers and men dare not go upon the waters in for fear of the dan- 
gers that lie inherently in the construction of these ships. 

We are going to have none of those big iron-clads—then what are we 
going to have? : 

We have none of these, but weshall have afew of the best armored ships 
in the world. 

Isuppose that means the Texas and the Maine, which in two years 
have so far advanced that one has the keel laid. 

We shall have a few of the best armored ships in the world with the best of 
modern gunnery placed upon them, 

I do not know exactly what that means, but perhaps the chairman 
of the committee does. 

Mr. HERBERT. I was not aware I used that word. : 

Mr. BOUTELLE. You did not. I am not commenting upon the 
chairman’s speech, but that of another, but I supposed he might know 
what this phrase referred to. It is said we shall have a few of the 
best armored ships in the world with the best of modern gunnery placed 

n them.“ Perhaps the idea is that every well-regulated gunboat 
should be provided with a gunnery.“ [Laughter. ] 
Manned by American sailors, who have never met their equal in the history 
of naval wars, and in addition to that sailing cruisers. 

I do not know what they are to be in these days of steam. I will 
not hold the chairman of the committee responsible for that, because 
he did not make that speech. [Laughter.] 

Eer aeieea bg rera ong Siren gare of cg iy gegen garg 
over the waters of the earth— 

I suppose that is to distinguish them from ordinary navies, which 
simply go upon the waters of the sea. But this new Navy of ours is 
not to be confined to the earth, but is to— 
penctrate into remote regions at a speed that no other power can attain. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I want but a minute or two more to complete 
my sentence. ; 

Mr. HERBERT. I move that the gentleman’s time be extended for 
five minutes. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I will read further: 

Ata speed that no other power can attain, 

That is to be done, I suppose, by the Yorktown running at 16 knots 
while the British Archer has a speed of 17.58 knots. 


And in numbers, if we go on as we have been going on in the last four years. 
we shall equal any navy in the world with the exception, as I have said, of 
France and England, and possibly one or two other European powers. 

That is, we shall have the best navy in the world ” except France, 
England, or any other nation that pretends to havea navy. [Laughter. ] 

Already we have, including those provided for in this bill, in process of con- 
3 VVV up and contract ſor and 
build, thirty-six first-class vessels. These are all new, with the exception of the 
turreted monitors, which came to us as a legacy from the years immediately suc- 
ceeding the war. With exception there are thirty-one new first-class mod- 
ern-built armed ships, with modern machinery. 

With the 


Note the effectiveness of employing the present tense! 


exception of those that are not in existence, we are told that 
There “are” thirty-one new first-class modern-built armed ships, with modern 


It is a nity to bring 
cold, ha 


in contrast with this exuberant flight of fancy the 
facts that we have to-day only the four completed Roach ships 


and four hulls of gunboats and cruisers, and one torpedo-boat afloat, 
with the further assurance that this month there will be advertised 
bids for proposals for a coast-defense ship for which the appropriation 
was made in 1887. In contrast with the exaggerated boasting of which 
we hear so much, the facts remind me of the story of the boy who 
went into a store and asked the price of a pair of skates, to which the 
clerk responded that they were sold for $1 a pair. The boy said, 
Thank you for the information; I wanted to know because I have got 
1 cent and when I get 99 more I am going to buy a pair.“ [Laughter.] 

In closing I repeat, what I have frequently said before, that I am 
ready and willing to give the Democratic administration any reason- 
able degree of credit for so much as it has done with the liberal means 
placed at its disposal. If Secretary Whitney had not been more pro- 
gressive and more favorable to the Navy than his party we should have 
had noships built under his administration. In several instances I have 
commended his readiness to take hold of Republican ideas and 
them forward as in the case of the inducements for establishing plants 
for heavy steel forgings in this country. He started in wrong, how- 
ever, in seeking to destroy the character of the Roach ships because 
they were of Republican origin, and the extra t boasting of his 
claquers has challenged comparisons that are not flattering. 

I hope to see the vessels projected under his direction prove them- 
selves capable of fulfilling every requirement of contract and design. 
For whatever contribution they shall make toward the restoration of 
our naval prestige his administration will receive due recognition. 
But half a dozen swallows do not make a summer, and the sort of ex- 
travagant laudation by over-zealous friends that bubbles up over the 
terrapin and champagne can not expand the comparatively meager re- 
sults of the last four years into a restoration of the Navy. 

Mr. HERBERT withholds his remarks for revision. [See Appendix. ] 

Mr. HERBERT. Some of my colleagues on the committee desire to 
be heard on this question; among them the gentleman from New 
3 McApoo] wished to say something. I do not see him in 

sea 

Mr. BOUTELLE. While we are waiting for the gentleman from 
New Jersey, I only desire to say briely— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Alabama 
yield to the gentleman from Maine? 

Mr. HERBERT. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I wish to say that as I understood my friend, 
the chairman of the committee [Mr. HERBERT], he made an error in 
saying that I had omitted to mention theSan Francisco, the Baltimore, 
etc. I mentioned those vessels specifically, and stated the progress 
that is reported to have been attained in their construction. 

Mr. HERBERT. I think the gentleman is mistaken. ‘ 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Oh, no; I did mention those vessels. 

Mr. HERBERT. I think the notes of the stenographer would bear 
me out in the statement that the gentleman omitted them entirely. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I referred to them, as the report will show. 

In regard to the statement made by me as to my information in ref- 
erence to the horse-power required in the contracts, it is only necessary 
to say that my friend, in his very natural zeal as champion of the com- 
mittee and champion of the Administration, finds it necessary to de- 
nounce as a calumniator a gentleman whom he admits he does not 
know, and concerning the truth or error of whose statement he admits 
he is not informed. I think I can leave the matter there. 

Mr. HERBERT. I was satisfied that my colleague on the commit- 
tee [Mr. BourELLE] was in error when he stated that the Yorktown 
had made a speed of less than 16 knots. I immediately telegraphed to 
the Bureau of Construction and Repair, and have received a reply, 
which I ask to have read at the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


To H. A. HERBERT: 

_Telegram received. Yorktown’s trial was ee but for rg ay a 
Neither the law nor contract has any requirement as to speed. Ifit had a 
trial forspeed she would have been entitled by custom to smooth water, whereas 
her trial was at sea. She averaged, however, a speed of 16.4 forthe four hours; 
erase comer eave nsiderably above the ties. 

orse-power developed co y ee x on 
Chief Constructor, U. R. N. 

Mr. HERBERT. It will be seen that instead of the speed of 15.8 
knots an hour, as stated by the gentlemen from the avi 
speed was 16.4 knots an hour, and the maximum over 17 knots. 
This is another illustration of how easy it is for the gentleman to be- 
lieve reports that he likes to believe. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. The chairman of the committee, having made 
that statement, will unquestionably yield to me for a brief reply. I 
repeat the statement I made before, that I requested the Secretary of 
the Navy ten days ago to afford me, as a Representative in Congress, 
access to the reports of the trial of the Yorktown and the Vesuvius, 
but I have been unable to get them. The statement I made, as I said 
at the time, was based upon this publication in the Army and Navy 
Register of February 16, 1889: : 
dore Filshugh’ president of the naval board to conduct the trial trip of thoj 


Yorktown. was as follows: - 
“Yorktown’s sea trials outside Cape Henlopen completed, Satisfactory and| 


Navy DEPARTMENT, February 28, 1889. 
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in all respeots. Maximum speed about 17 knots; average for four 


successful 
a KOR Philadelphia says: “ Yorktown returned to Cramp's. In 
another four hours she made an ——.— of 15.85 knots per hour. 

That was my authority for the statement I made. I do not know 
that Commodore Fitzhugh sent that telegram; but I have no more 
doubt about it than has my friend, the chairman of the Naval Commit- 
tee. It never would have been printed in the Army and Navy Register 
if it had not heen authentic. 

I made my statement on such authority as I had; and that authority 
has not yet been refuted. 

Mr. HERBERT. Does my friend from Maine know that Secretary 
Whitney received the note which he sent? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I do not. 

Mr. HERBERT. I am sure that if the Secretary had received it 
there would have been a courteous reply. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Isimply gave that as my reason for not giving 
Official figures, which I would have been very glad to give. I should 
like to examine those official reports. I say I am justified in making 
the statement I did upon that public report, which has never been con- 
tradicted. 

Mr. HERBERT. Iam only anxious to show that the gentleman is 
in error; not that he is 80. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. But you have not shown that I am in error. 
ther og HERBERT. I think I have by the telegram which has been 


Mr. BOUTELLE. Even that statement does not bring the York- 
town up to 18 knots, which the gentleman predicted, nor does it bring 
her up to the speed of other vessels of her class, for instance, the Archer, 
which has made an average speed of 17.85 knots. 

Mr. McADOO. Mr. Speaker, I congratulate the Democratic Ad- 
ministration and the present very efficient head of the Navy Depart- 
ment on the labored efforts which the gentleman from Maine [ Mr. 
BOUTELLE] has made by way of criticism. The distressing frankness 
and manliness of the distinguished Senators of the Republican party in 
the adjoining Chamber who paid their tribute and gave their evidence 
in that body to the efficiency, honesty, and ability with which this 
Department has been managed is no doubt very irritating to my col- 
league on the Committee on Naval Affairs. But the country has given 
its verdict on the success of this Administration, so far as the Navy is 
concerned, and my friend might stand on this floor from now until the 
next Presidential election and make as many labored efforts as he has 
to-day without taking a single iota of the credit, honor, and glory which 
belong to the Democratic Administration in laying the foundations of 
anew Navy. [Applause.] You may rail at but you can not change 
impartial history. 

The gentleman makes this criticism. He says we have been slower 
than the former administration in building these vessels; that while 
the Congress of the United States has voted the money, we have not 
proceeded as fast as the Republicans did. I admit that to a certain ex- 
tent. We followed the policy thatit was better to go slow to get an 
honestly built and efficient ship than to pour money into the laps of 
contractors without regard to what kind of vessel we were getting for 
our expenditures. a 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Does my friend say the original ships built by 
the United States are not cheaper? 3 

Mr. MCADOO. Not cheaper than those built by this Administration. 
The present head of the Navy Departmenthas been careful. Ingettingthe 
navy-yards in conditton it was necessary to put in improved machinery. 
He advertised for bids, A clique was made up here to raise the price 
against the Government, and he was unwilling to buy foreign machin- 
ery. If he had been willing for political purposes in the heat of the 
Presidential campaign to rush in this machinery, I am here as a witness 
to say he could have 100, ay, 200 per cent. more on the labor rolls of 
the yards in the doubtful States of New York and Virginia; but he con- 
sistently and stubbornly followed the policy of going slowly and safely 
so the Government might be protected in the kind of ships that were 
built and in the machinery which was supplied, and so that the United 
States Treasury might not be put under the control of the contracting 
and political cormorants who have fattened and battened on it during 
preceding years. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Do IJ understand the gentleman from New Jersey 
to give the amount expended during the last campaign? 

Mr. McADOO. During the months of last summer and up to elec- 
tion day there was no more expended in the yards in any one month 
= during the administration of the preceding Secretary of the 

avy. 

And there is this additional fact, that under the last Secretary of the 
Navy you were simply patching up old wooden hulks, while we were 
turning out new work and laying down new machinery and improving 
the plant of our navy-yards in every respect. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. My friend is entirely mistaken as to the repairs 
made on the Atlantic squadron. 

Mr. McADOO. My friend has had two years to talk over this. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I do not desire to interrupt the gentleman from 
New Jersey. 


Mr. McADOO. I will publish a statement of the expenditures under 
the present Secretary of the Navy. 
is statement has been read and now appears in the remarks of the 
chairman [Mr. HERBERT], and bears out my assertion. 
My friend has selected the Vesuvius for his attack. 
the floor but he is ‘‘still harping o my daughter’’—‘‘ my daughter, 
oh, my daughter.“ [Laughter and applause.] He constantly cries 
out, Oh, the Dolphin!“ Oh, Mr. Roach! _ The tears he has shed 
over that lamented patriot, Mr. Roach, would float the vessels of our 


He never takes 


-| Navy. [Renewed laughter.] You have ey Bag mention the name of 


the Dolphin, to speak of Mr. Roach, to start on the floor, and that 
magnificent ship, the Dolphin, is floated at once upon a sea of tribula- 
tion. [Great laughter and applause. ] 

You are all religions men and have read that magnificent allegory 
The Pilgrim’s Progress. Well, the pilgrim never fared half so badly 
among the snares and pitfalls of devils and bad men as the Dolphin 
among the wicked Democrats. What pitfalls, snares, obstructions, un- 
fair trials, misrepresentations, slanders, lies, and conspiracies did not 
the virtuous and awful Dolphin overcome! Joseph, sold into Egypt 
and finally triumphant in sterling worth and inherent virtue, is the Re- 
publican idea of this little ship the Dolphin. 

The Dolphin, the Dolphin, the powerful Dolphin, the omnipotent 
Dolphin, the destructive Dolphin, that will be our protection and sup- 
port when all of the Democratic navy, built by a Democratic admin- 
istration, will be driven by the fury of the onslaught before the fleet 
of the enemy. [Laughter.] England may bully, France threaten, 
and Germany become aggressive, but thank Heaven we yet possess the 
pape The lachrymose muse of my colleague when he strikes a 
fresh run in the epic history of the Dolphin is as sad, sweet, melan- 
choly, and plaintive as Gray’s ‘‘ Elegy in a cquntry church-yard.’’ 

But my friend from Maine talks of the Vesuvius. He was a gallant 
sailor during the war; he sailed a ‘‘double-ender,’’ I understand, an 
old tin-clad, not an iron-clad, and he ran his tin-clad gallantly, as I 
am told, up on an iron-clad—a bold, brave man, I have no doubt, and 
a good sailor. But my friend’s knowledge of steam-vessels and of 
ironclads, Iam afraid, is restricted to his experience during the war 
with the tin-clads. [Laughter.] His experience is restricted to the 
engines of vessels revolving twenty-eight times a minute, while the 
engines of these ificent steamers of our day make three hundred 
revolutions a minute; indeed, they go as fast as sewing-machines. 

And I want to tell my friend something in regard to this matter, 
although I do not claim to be a nautical expert by any means, as the 
one who wrote that article in the Maine newspaper which he quoted; 
but I want to tell my friend that in the engine-rooms of these fast 
trans-Atlantic steamers, where the powerful engines, in order to make 
the voyage in the short time these steamers now make, revolve three 
hundred and more revolutions a minute, they have water pouring upon 
all the bearings during the whole time, and that on every steamer that 
leaves the dock at New York, from the time she leaves here until the 
time she arrives at Liverpool or her destination on the other side, wher- 
ever it may be, its engineers and oilers have to wear oil-cloth clothing 
as a means of protection from the water and steam thus generated by 
plentifully sprinkling the revolving machinery; and when the passen- 
ger, us is often the case, desires to go down into the engine-room and in- 
spect the workings of the machinery he is compelled to wear oil-cloth 
clothing in order to protect himself from the dripping of this moisture 
and the steam and water pouring down in all directions upon him. 

That is the custom on these ships. The tremendously fast action 
necessitates the use of water to keep cool the bearings. ‘The friction is 
necessarily very great. This pouring of water would of course mislead 
a land-lubber or sailor-man of the old type. My friend speaks of it as a 
wonderful thing that water was poured upon the bearings of this ves- 
sel. I refer him to this as a matter of fact and tell him that they must 
bathe the bearings on all of these fast vessels when going at full speed. 
They did not need to do so in the Sassacus, or in the old double-end 
tin-clads that my friend commanded during the war, but they have 
to do it now with these fast-going steam-vessels. Those old-style en- 
gines made about twenty-eight revolutions as against over three hun- 
dred now. You might as well compare the stage-coach and the vesti- - 
bule express train. 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

i BOUTELLE. I hope the gentleman will be permitted to pro- 
ceed. 

Mr. MCADOO. I should like to have but a few minutes longer. 

Mr. HAYDEN. I will take the floor in my own right and yield to 
the gentleman from New Jersey. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, 
yield? 

Mr. HAYDEN. Ten minutes, or as much as may be desired. 

Mr. McADOO. I thank my friend from Massachusetts, but five 
minutes will be all I need, I think. 

I was highly amused, Mr. Speaker, to hear my friend from Maine 
talking about that expert,“ whose testimony he paraded here before 
the House, an old sailor-man, or, for all I know, a clerk in the Depart- 
ment from somewhere up in Maine, who knows all about snorters 


How much time does the gentleman 
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and ‘‘fo’ topgallant sails“ and ‘‘flying-jibs’’ and royal yards,“ and 
tries to impress us with our ignorance of nautical matters by citing 
the language of the sea. He says that the Vesuvius, when he saw it, 
was full of and machinery!“ Why, what on earth did he ex- 
pect the vessel to be full of? Did he expect to find turnip-patches in 
it? [Great laughter.] She was not built for that. She isnot an ag- 
ricultural experiment station. Machinery was putin there to make 
her go; and yet the expert from Maine, who writes in a little coun- 
try paper up there, and is read approvingly by my colleague and is pa- 
raded here as an expert, finds fault with the Vesuvius because she was 
filled with guns and machinery. 

Mr. Speaker, that is what the Vesuvius was built for. We might 
have made her for a floating boarding-house, but we preferred to have 
her a war vessel. 

Now, this Democratic Administration, I think, does not need to rest 
apan the Vesuvius. She isagood boat, but a faster will yet be built, 
although with an experience of twenty-five years gentlemen who had 
the control of the Navy on the other side have not succeeded in build- 
ing one as fast. I havenodoubt, though, that in time new, larger, 
and better boats will be afloat. All that I am claiming is that the 
Democratic government of the Navy Department has been cleanly and 
honestly administered, and for that you may take the evidence of the 
Republican contractors themselves. 

It is a fact, Mr. Speaker, which the gentleman seems to have lost 
sight of, that there has not been a hammer struck in a ship-yard in the 
United States on any of these new nayal vessels under the Democratic 
Administration that the yard was not owned by a Republican. Mr. 
Cramp, of Philadelphia, is an honest gentleman, an able ship-builder, 
but he is a stanch and unrelenting Republican. Mr. Scott, of San 
Francisco, is a Republican, and every other yard in the United States 
where the vessels have been contracted for belongstoa Republican. 
The contracts have been made with Republicans, and when the gentle- 
man from Maine stands up here to insinuate by indirect charges or 
otherwise that the amount of horse-power has been altered or the con- 
tracts changed, or that there was an effort on the part of the Adminis- 
tration to aid somebodyin the way of favoritism in regard to these con- 
tracts, then thegentleman should frankly admit that if such be true it 
was favoritism to Republican contractors. 

My friend becomes almost wildly rhetorical about the press. He 
says the press, the newspapers are ‘‘resounding’’ with praises of the 
Administration, ‘‘ resounding ’’ with praises of the Navy Department, 
“ resounding ’’ with praises of the new ships and the Secretary of the 
Navy, and the Philadelphia Press he instances as one of the papers that 
is “resounding ”’ with praises of the new naval management. Now, 
reflect a moment, and say is not this going out on the court-house steps 
to let off your feeling against an impartial jury which has just rendered 
against you an adverse but honest verdict. If only Democratic papers 
had sounded the praises of Mr. Whitney my colleague could slumber 
easily, but these Republican newspapers — Kt tu, Brute!” That we 
wicked Democrats should pay just tribute to Mr. Whitney is from his 
standpoint to be expected, but that from all sections of the Republican 
camp chief singers should join in the chorus stirs his righteous soul, 
and his gorge rises. He is struggling with his better nature. 

Right here need I say that the Philadelphia Press is the most pro- 
nounced leading Republican newspaper in the United States? Why, 
my friend need not call on Democratic testimony, but I can give him 
the testimony of Republican newspapers, the Republican contractors, 
the Republican Senators, and of all honest men out of this House and 
out of this Capitol of the Republican party as witnesses to the hon- 
esty, patriotism, and efficiency, and to the ability with which the Navy 
has been managed under the Democratic administration. [Applause. ] 
As to how the money for construction and repairs was expended dur- 
ing this fiscal year and as showing that we spent a great deal on the 
ships of the new Navy built under the former administration, I append 
this letter from Chief Constructor Wilson. This completely answers 
any charge of using up the money in ordinary repairs for election pur- 
poses. The facts are hard for would-be partisan critics: 

Navy DEPARTMENT, BUREAU OF CONSTRUCTION AND REPAIR, 
Washington, D. C., February 13, 1889. 

Sin: The bureau having seen from the record of debate in the Senate on the 
naval appropriation bill that the bill as it passed the House has been amended 
so as to make the total appropriation for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1890, 
read $900,000 instead of $1,000,000, and striking out the House proviso that $150,000 
be made immediately available, has consulted the Department in relation there- 
to, and, with its permission, desires to state that on the Ist instant the balance 
in the T to the icredit of this bureau was $191,322, and the indebted- 
ness on occount of contracts for annual Wippies and requisitions was $140,466, 
leaving a balance at that time of $50,856. There has been allowed to navy-yards 
and stations for this month $27,100, leaving an available balance for the re- 
mainder of the fiscal year of $23,756. Unless the $150,000 provided for by the 
House of Representatives is allowed the work under this bureau must come to 
an immediate stop, as the balance would be probably wanted to pay for labor 
and materials on vessels on foreign stations. 

The training-vessels “glee riper rap Jamestown are now progress- 
ing slowly and should be completed in M. in order that the apprentices now 
on the Constellation can be transferred to them, and the latter vessel again 
turned over for the use of the cadets at the Naval Academy for the summer 
weet but this can not be done under the present condition of the bureau’s 

The Pensacola, flag-ship of the North Atlantic station, is now at Norfolk, in 
commission, with work suspended for want of funds to co work 
on the Iroquois in the Mare Island navy-yard is also suspended. The Boston 


and the Yantic having had yellow fever on board have been fumigated and 
cleaned, but require repainting and other minor repairs before . can again 
proceed to sea, which can not be done with present funds. The Juniata has 
ust arrived at the New York navy-yard, and the Adams at the Mare Island 
navy-yard, and ate now being surveyed; both will require repairs before they 
can be again made available for service. 

The bureau has constantly to meet demands for expenditures made abroad 
— labor and materials on vessels on foreign stations which it is impossible to 
foresee. 


Out of its appro; ion for the present fiscal year, ind 
S oris aop priat: p year, inde 


gun-port sills and general repairsand additions to the vessel, 


had tobe built, and a 
ards a number of tools that were considered 
necessary to the economical buil ing of the Maine and the Texas were pur- 
chased, and in doing the work mentioned, all of which was necessary as pre- 
pasior to building the new vessels mentioned, but not proper! 1 5 ew 

le to them, there has been expended in tools, labor, and materials of all kinds 
$162,643.60 out of the appropriation for the present fiscal year. 

Unless the $150,000 is made immediately available, as provided for in the bill 
when it the House, the Department will be seriously embarrassed for 
the remainder of the fiscal year for want of the services of vessels now under 
repair, and will not be in condition to meet the least emergency that may arise, 
for want of the necessary funds. 


Very respectfully, 
Chief v. 3 5 
Constructor, U. 4 
Hon. H. A. HERBERT, rs » Chief of Bureau, 
Chairman Committee on Naval Affairs, 
House of esentatives. 


Mr. HERBERT. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Maine [Mr. Bou- 
TELLE ] asked my colleague from New Jersey a question which the gentle- 
man did not answer fully, because he had not the figures at hand. It 
was as to how much was expended in the navy-yards of the United States’ 
during the months that were comprised in the election campaign of 
last year. I have the figures at hand, and I propose to answer that 
question. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
the passage of bills of the following titles, in which concurrence was 
asked: 

A bill (S. 3957) to establish a railway bridge across the Illinois River, 
between a point within 5 miles of Columbiana, in Greene County, and 
a point within 5 milesof Kampsville, in Calhoun County, in the State of 
Illinois; - 

A bill (S. 2029) granting a right of way to the Forest City and Water- 


town Railroad Company through the Sioux Indian reservation; 
A bill (S. 3918) granting to the Duluth and Winnipeg Railway Com- 
pany the right of way through the Leech Lake and ite Earth In- 


dian reservations in the State of Minnesota; 

A bill (S. 2806) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to fix the 
amount of compensation to be paid for right of way for railroads through 
Indian reservations in certain contingencies; 

A bill (S. 3728) authorizing the Midland Railroad Company to build 
a bridge over White River at Aberdeen, Ark. ; 

A bill (S. 1228) granting a right of way to the Jamestown and North- 
ern Railroad through the Devil’s Lake Indian reservation, in the Ter- 
ritory of Dakota; and 

A bill (S. 2828) granting right of way and other privileges to the 
Hampton and Old Point Railroad Company. : 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 


Mr. ENLOE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found truly enrolled a bill of the Senate of the 
following title; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (S. 3431) for the erection of a public building at the city of 
Kalamazoo, Mich. 

Mr. FISHER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the House of the 
following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: y 

A bill (H. R. 157) correcting the military history of Robert McNutt; 

A bill (H. R. 1874) to establish a United States court in the Indian 
Territory, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 10588) to authorize the construction of a bridge over 
the St. John’s River in the State of Florida; 

A bill (H. R. 11197) for the removal of the political disabilities of 
Henry A. Ramsay; 

A bill (H. R. 11649) to authorize the construction of a e ee 
the Missouri River between the city of Leavenworth, in the State of 
Kansas, and Platte County, in the State of Missouri; 

A bill (H. R. 12515) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to authorize 
the construction of a bridge over the Missouri River at the most access- 
ible point between the mouth of the Femme Osage Creek and a point 
2 miles above the city of St. Charles, in the county of St. Charles, in 
the State of Missouri;“ and 
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A bill (H. R. 12485) making an appropriation for the Department 
of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1890, and for other 


purposes, 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT, - 


A message, in writing, was received from the President, by Mr. PRU- 
DEN, one of his secretaries. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
the passage with amendment of the bill (H. R. 12490) making appro- 
priations for the service of the Post-Office Department for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1890; requested a conference, and had appointed Mr. 
PLUMB, Mr. ALLISON, and Mr. GORMAN as conferees on its part. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. HERBERT. I have not only those figures, Mr. Speaker, but I 
have the figures going back into the Republican administration. In 
the years 1882, 1883, and 1884, summing up a recapitulation showing 
the actual expenditures of the appropriations actually made in the con- 
struction and repair for the five months which include the whole can- 
vass—July, August, September, October, and November of the years 
1882, 1883, 1884, and 1888—make this showing: The ave expendi- 
ture in those first three years, during which there wasv® Republican 
Secretary of the Navy, during those months was $108,893.79. The ex- 

nditure in the same months for the year 1888 were $90,933.49; mak- 
ing a difference during this Presidential year of the campaign lately 
through in favor of the expenditures under the Democratic adminis- 
tration over those during the Republican administration, of $9,963.30. 

And that is not all, Mr. Speaker. The appropriations for this Bu- 
reau of Construction and Repair for the repairing of old vessels in 1884, 
the last year in which the Republican House made an appropriation, 
amounted to $1,334,000. After that, in the Forty-seventh Congress, 
the appropriations gradually went down to $1,000,000 and stood there 
for two years. Then in 1887 and 1888 they amounted to $900,000, and 
staid there for two years. For this current year the expenditures 
were cut down to $835,000; making a difference from 1884 to 1889 of 
over a half a million dollars appropriated for that single bureau for re- 
pairing ships. And that amount would have been unprecedented had 
it not for the fact—and I have a letter here which I will add from 
the Chief ofthe Bureau of Construction and Repair—that it was neces- 
sary in order to provide for the plant for the new ships, to fix shelters 
and otherwise provide accommodations for that plant, to expend $162,- 
000 in addition to the amount spent upon the Chicago and the Dolphin 
which were new ships; so that when you take out these amounts it 
would bring the expenditure down to $825,000 for the Bureau of Con- 
struction and Repair, which will be the amount of the current fiscal 
year as against $1,334,000 five years before that. I think that is an 
answer to the question of the gentleman from Maine about the expend- 
itures for campaign purposes. Now, I ask to proceed with the bill 
section by section. 

INAUGURAL CEREMONIES. 
Mr. ERMENTROUT. I offer the following resolution: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives, That the Bergeant-at-Arms shall cause 
to be printed and signed by the Speaker, three thousand tickets, entitling the 
holders thereof to admission to the House end of the Capitol on the 4th day of 
March, 1899, the tickets to be of a difterent color from those issued by the Senate, 
and no n shali be allowed to enter the House end of the Capitol without 
such ets except Members and Delegates, Members and Delegates elect, ex- 
Members and Delegates, officers and employés of the House; that the Sergeant- 
at-Arms shall, on the 2d day of March, 1889, deliver to each Member and Dele- 
gre, end the Clerk, Doorkeeper, Postmaster, and each Official Reporter of de- 

„ six of said tickets, and shall, if called for, deliver to each Member and 
Delegate elected to the Fifty-first Congress a like number, 

Tt shall be the duty of the Sergeant- at- to keep the main corridor leading 
north from the House to the Senate clear of all paons on that day, except 
members, officials, and employés of the House and Senate, and he is hereby di- 
rected to employ a sufficient force to execute this order. 


Mr. BUCKALEW. I desire to inquire whether it is understood 
that members re-elected get an additional number. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT. Each member gets six tickets. 

Mr. BUCKALEW. It reads so that they get more. 

Mr. 1 lgcidaes It is six to = Parry 

Mr. . suggest as an amen ent that no person shall re- 
ceive more than six.’ 

Mr, ERMENTROUT. I accept that. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina. Is that for the main stands? 

Mr. ERMENTROUT. No, sir; we have no authority over that. 

Mr. HEARD. I desire to suggest to the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. ERMENTROUT] that it would be well to insert words provid- 
ing, in substance, that the tickets shall be delivered only upon personal 
application of the party entitled thereto or upon his written order. 

veral MEMBERS. Oh, no. 

Mr. HEARD. Recently I was informed by the Speaker that some 
parties not authorized applied, through pages, for tickets of admission 
to this Hall on the occasion of the counting of the electoral vote, and 
that the gentlemen in whose name the tickets were taken afterwards ap- 
plied for them and other tickets had to beissued. Now, I believe that 
such a thing asthat ought to be provided against by inserting language 
here which would limit the delivery of the tickets to the party entitled 
to them upon his personal application or upon his written order. 


Mr. ERMENTROUT. Iwill accept that amendment, and now I 
move the previous question. 

Mr. B ERWORTH. I understand that this Hall will hold about 
three thousand persons, and that the tickets have been distributed 
with reference to that fact? 

Mr. ERMENTROUT. Yes, 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I observe, further, that your resolution 
gives to one district twenty tickets while to another it gives only ten. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT. How does the gentleman make that appear? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. For this reason: A gentleman who is a sit- 
ting member here on this 2d day of March gets ten tickets 

Mr. ERMENTROUT. ‘Six. 

_Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Well, six; and a member-elect also gets 
six. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT. Yes. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. That makes twelve for a district where 
there is anew member-elect, while another district which has re-elected 
its old member will get only six. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT. How is that? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Because there will be only one member en- 
titled to tickets for that district. Now, I do not want to punish a dis- 
trict because it has been pleased to return the same gentleman asecond 
time. [Laughter.] Therefore I think it would be only fair that to 
each district there should be apportioned so many tickets. If my suc- 
cessor was here I would divide my tickets with him, but I do not see 
why we two together should have double as many tickets as my friend 
from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] whose constituents have re- 
elected him. [Laughter.] s 

Mr. ERMENTROUT. The committee considered that matter 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I would like to have the resolution so modi- 
fied as to obviate the difficulty I have pointed out. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT. I would like to have my friend from Ohio 
[Mr. BUTTERWORTH] indicate how it can be done. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. He has just done that. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT. How is it to be done? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. By assigning so many tickets to each district. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT. I think the resolution is all right as it is. I 
call the previous question. 

Mr. BRUMM (to Mr. BUTTERWORTH). Your plan would discrim- 
inate against members who were not re-elected. > 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Not at all. 

Mr. BRUMM. Yes, it would. Iam entitled toas many tickets as 
any gentleman who is re-elected to the next Congress. [Laughter. ] 

The SPEAKER, The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. ERMENTROUT]. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I ask to have my amendment read. 

The SPEAKER. The previous question has been moved, and unless 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. ERMENTROUT] withdraws the 
motion the resolution can not be read. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I should like to know 
what privileges these tickets will give. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT. The privileges of admission to this end of 
the Capitol. 8 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. What will be going on in this end 
that will draw people here? 

Mr. ERMENTROUT. It has been customary to admit no one into 
the Capitol on inauguration day except by ticket. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Then this is a mere sop which means 
nothing. The ticket does not admit the holder to the inauguration 
platform, I understand. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT. No. 

The SPEAKER. The question ison ordering the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Mr. Speaker, there seems to be still some 
misunderstanding as to what privileges will be conferred by a ticket 
of thiskind. Does it admit to the inauguration ceremonies or only to 
this Hall? 

Mr. ERMENTROUT. It simply gives entrance into the Capitol on 
the House end. The Senate has exclusive jurisdiction of the other end. 

The SPEAKER. The Senate has adopted a programme for admis- 
sion to the Senate end of the Capitol, where the inauguration ceremo- 
nies are to take place. The House has control only over the south end 
of the building. 

The resolution was adopted—ayes 67, noes 7. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT moved to reconsider the vote by which the res- 
olution was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. WHEELER, rise to a privileged matter. 

The SPEAKER, There is a matter before the House. 

Mr. HERBERT. I call for the reading of the Senate amendments, 
The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 3, line 1, strike out the comma after “‘ papers” and insert a semicolon, 


The amendment was concurred in, 
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The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 3, line 19, insert “ Electric-lighting plant: For installing the monitors 
ber oid Nong dne with Siectrie ghia plants, 45,000." = 

Mr. HERBERT. The committee recommend non-concurrence in this 
amendment and the transfer to another point in the bill of part of 
what is recommended by the Senate. Lask unanimous consent to non- 
concur in amendment No. 2. 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 3, after line 19, insert “ For increasing the eclectriclighting plant of the 
Baltimore, to be immediately available, $2,600.” 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

P. 3, after lino 19, insert For increasing the electric- lighting plant of the 
Charleston, to be immediately available, $2,600.” - 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

3, after line 19, insert For installing the gunboat Petrel with electrico- 

lighting plant, to be immediately available, $5,000.” 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Page 3, after line 19, insert For installing the dynamite-gun cruiser Vesu- 
vius with electric-lighting plant, $5,000.” 


The amendment was non-concurred in. 


Seventh amendment: Insert the following: 
mp installing the receiving-ship Vermont with an electric-lighting plant, 

Mr. HERBERT. I move to concur. 

The amendment was concurred it. 

Eighth amendment: After “building,” in line 6, page 8, of the printed bill, 
insert “and.” 

Mr. HERBERT. I move to concur. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

Ninth amendment: Insert the following: 

For the construction of a building for use by the naval to: 
war college as consolidated by order of the Secretary of the 
1889, $100,000, to be immediately available.” 

Mr. HERBERT. I move to concur in the amendment of the Senate 
with an amendment adding, after the word available, the words said 
sum to be in full for all expenses of designing, erecting, and furnishing 
said building.“ 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Is the question now on concurring in the Senate 
amendment or on agreeing to the amendment of the gentleman from 
Alabama [Mr. HERBERT]? 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon the amendment proposed by 
the gentleman from Alabama, who moves to concur in the Senate amend- 
ment with an amendment. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I desire to move to non-concur in the original 
amendment of the Senate. 

Mr. HERBERT. I ask the gentleman to withhold that question for 
a moment, until my amendment is acted upon. 

The question being taken on agreeing to the amendment of Mr. HER- 
BERT to the amendment of the Senate, it was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question is now upon concurring in che amend- 
ment of the Senate as amended. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker, this amendment is the result of a 
controversy which has been going on for some time in to the 
establishment of a war in Newport Harbor As members of the 
House are aware, a uate course has for a number of years been 

ursued at Coasters’ Harbor Island under authority of previous legis- 

tion, by an institution known as the War College, which I believe to 
be one of the most useful adjuncts of our naval service. The State of 
Rhode Island, asI understand, ceded Coasters’ Harbor Island to the Uni- 
ted States; and a building on the ee e idad ee for the purposes of 
this college. The proposition is now to er the War College to What 
is known as Goat Island, and on that island to erecta structure to cost 
$100,000. Iam strongly urged by distinguished officers of the naval 
service, including the author of this War College experiment, to oppose 
the transfer of the War College from Coasters’ Harbor Island (which is 
well situated, which has a fine site, and is, I believe, a proper location 
for this building) to Goat Island, where the torpedo station is now located. 
There is no connection necessarily between this War College and a tor- 
o station; and the proposition to erect this large and expensive 
uilding upon this island—a mere bowider, so to speak, in New- 
port Harbor, when we have authority to use Coasters’ Harbor Island, 
where there is a fine site, is, as one of my correspondents expresses it, very 
peo like a proposition to put the Puritan’s turret on the deck of the 
antic. 

I am told that Goat Island is a narrow strip of land forming a sort 

of breakwater for the inner harbor, being less than half a mile long, 


station and 
avy January 11, 


rty 
the one on which there is now a building erected. It seems to me, 


Mr. Speaker, that Goat Island is not at all such a place as should be 
selected for the erection of a building so expensive as this. I am told 
by a gentleman familiar with the subject that there is absolutely no 
question of choice between them, and I am urged to ask this House to 
pause before fixing irrevocably the location of so expensive an estab- 
lishment upor so inadequate a site, for officers in whose ability and 
judgment I repose great confidence assure me that no committee of 
Congress, if the matter were examined into, would ever think of mak- 
ing such a location. 

In 1885 an appropriation was made of $45,000 for a ‘‘rigging-loft’? 
and ‘‘drill-hall”’ on this island, and yet at this time, as I understand, 
they have transferred the naval training station to Coasters’ Harbor Isle 
and; and a clipping from a newspaper, which I have here and which I 
commend to my friend from New Jersey [Mr. McApoo], who referred 
to the officers going over to Newport to take part in the German, says: 


The building 2 occupied by the War College is now used for training- 
station poepoes, the singing classes having rooms on the first floor, and the 
classes in boxing and fencing being accommodated on second floor, 


Now, I believe implicitly, knowing that I differ with some few of the 
distinguished officers in the service, knowing also that I am in accord 
with a large number of the most distinguished officers, including Ad- 
mirals Porter and Luce, than whom no more accomplished sailors ex- 
ist or have ever graced our record, that this appropriation which has 
transferred the War College to Goat Island is a part of an enterprise 
which is resulting in overturning our training system as well. The 
oceupancy of the large grounds on Coasters’ Harbor Island for a train- 
ing school has carried with it the taking of the old school-ship New 
Hampshire from her mooringsand placing heralongside the dock, where 
she is tied up, fitted with electric lights, steam-heating apparatus, and, 
for all I know, a bicycle track, and the War College is occupied for the 
purpose of a singing school and for the boxing classes. The tendency 
is to take more and more the apprentices from the training-shipsand from 
the ocean and get them as far inland as possible away from the pro 
school of the seamen of this country, and that is on of the 
itself. These two things go side by side, as I understand it, and the 
location of the War College upon Goat Island is the complement of the 
plan of locating the apprentices’ school upon Coasters’ Harbor Island. 

Mr. Speaker, I deprecate that tendency. I deprecate the tendency 
which leads to dismantling our old ships and sloops of war for use as 
training-ships, and on which our boys were taught to be seamen. I 
deprecate the plan which brings these ships from their moorings and 
ties them up to the wharves, and which takes the boys from the train- 
ing-ships and puts them into these classes in schools not adapted to the 
requirements of the profession they are to be taught, but which have 
a tendency gradually to teach our young men to seek any kind of serv- 
ice except that upon the ocean. I believe the tendency is all wrong. 
I think we are getting away further and further from the proper policy 
in regard to the training of our officers and naval ap tices. Sothat 
we are reaching that condition which forcibly sekilo ih old homely 
song of the girl— 

Oh, mother, may I go out toswim? 
Yes, my darling ; 

Hang your petticoats on the limb, 
But don’t go near the water. 


ughter. ] : 
oe we should establish this War College on this large and sightly 
island where there is a fine location and ample room, and where the 
buildings would be creditably located, and then I want to see the train- 
ing-ships taken away from their moorings by the wharf and put ont 
where the boys can go to and from the nifi by bending to the 
ashen oar and exercising some of the qualities of seamanship, and that 
is in harmony with the desires of the eminent officers of the Navy to 
whom I have already referred. And I want to see our old sloops, the 
craft of the olden time, restored to the waters, as they can be bya 
slight expenditure, and made to do duty as iums and training- 
schools for the sailors of the United States Navy. = 
Mr. HERBERT. Mr. Speaker, I wish to reply briefly to the points 
made by the tleman on the other side. The committee found, on 
investigating this matter, that there were two of these graded schools 
within a half mile of each other, one a torpedo school on Goat Island 
and the other the War College on Coasters’ Harbor Island. Coasters’ 
Harbor Island, with a suitable building upon it, was given by the State 
of Rhode Island for training-school purposes to the United States Gov- 
ernment. But it so happens that one of these establishments was 
nearer to Newport than the other, and afforded better facilities for 
reaching that place, so that it was gradually taken possession of by 
the officers, and the uses for which it was originally intended were 
practically lost sight of. Here, then, we had two schools, two sets of 
officers, different clerks, different employés, and the question began to 
be 1 of the advisability of concentrating these, and the contest 
has been going on from that time until, during the last Congress, a bill 
was passed which authorized and empowered the Secretary of the Navy 
to concentrate and consolidate both of these schools into one, so we 
would have but one school and one set of officers. The efficiency of 
the War College will be facilitated by the arrangement, and not im- 
ired or hampered, and the efficiency of the torpedo school has also 
we believe, both being made more efficient by the consolida- 


tion; aud the purpose of this is to confirm that act of the Secretary of 


the Navy. ‘That is all this amendment seeks to do. a 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is upon the amendment 
offend by the gentleman from Maine. 

. SPOONER. Mr. Speaker, I have some personal impressions con- 
cerning the proper site of the War College, and I believe that all the 
friends of that institution should certainly unite at this time in pro- 
viding such means as will be to the interest of the War Coll 


amendment just now under consideration is one favored by the Navy 


Department. It will provide a proper building and accommodations 
for the use of the War College. Fie site proposed in that ameniieaant 
is a very proper site. 


My friend from Maine is mistaken to some extent concerning the 
size of the little island where the torpedo station is located. It covers 
an area of 27 acres, if I am correct, as I believe I am. It is something 
more than a mere bowlder in the harbor of Newport. It is not at pres- 
ent overcrowded with buildings. Itis true that the torpedo station 
is Jocated there, and, as I understand, the fact that the torpedo station 
is located there is considered by the Department as one reason why it 
is desirable to locate the War College at the same place, in order that in 
the course of instruction that is to bé given in the War College there 
will be an opportunity to give objects lessons, which can be given at 
the torpedo station, of those matters which are elucidated there prac- 

cally. I tryst that those who are in favor of doing anything to pro- 
ide for the interests of the War College will take the opportunity 
‘afforded here by the adoption of the proposed amendment. 
' Mr. HERBERT. I will state to the gentleman from Rhode Island 
that I understand that this little island contains 19 acres. 

Mr. SPOONER. I was informed that it contained 27 acres. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. In what I have said upon this subject, so far as 
I have been able to inform myself, I have expressed the sentiments of 
the men most prominently identified and most earnestly interested in 
the success of the War College. In regard to this auxiliary college and 
the abolition of our present training system, and for the establishment 
of a training system on Coasters’ Harbor Island following the putting of 
our training-ships out of commission, I desire to cite the testimony of 
the Admiral of the Navyin a letter addressed to me last summer, which 
I was unable to use. He is certainly a gentleman whose record and 
experience are entitled to some consideration. 

letter is as follows: ` 
OFFICE OF THE ADMIRAL, Washington, D. C., June 12, 1888. 


RSIR: Great efforts have been made to do away with the training-ships 
of the Navy, for want of repairs are about being laid up. 3 
is is all wrong. These vessels should never be allowed to go out of service 
as long as they can be kept together. 

In this letter I will ee mower eee it should be 
80, but I seud you an article I once wrote on the subject, which you can fully 
appreciate from yo long service in the Navy. 

1 ink the article covers the ground. Please read it carefully, and submit it 
to thé Naval Committee with my respects. 

he deadliest blow that could be dealt tothe apprentice system would be the 
substitution of st -vessels for the magnificent sailing-sloops that have done 
so much for the system. 

Seventy thousand dollars would putall the ships in thorough condition to 

t some years, and there ought to be a law that the act of August 5, 
5 son d not apply to cl imagenes of the Navy. 


bave the h to Š 
5 ae 2 80 DAVID D. PORTER, Admiral. 
Hon. CHARLES A. BOUTELLE, M. C. 
Task that the following document also be printed in the RECORD 
as a part of my remarks, following that letter: 
NAVAL-APPRENTICE SYSTEM. 


One qt the best institutions in the Navy, although on a limited scale, is the 
apprentice system, or school, where boys are trained to become petty officers, 
seamen: hers,and seamen. Like everything else in the Navy, this append- 


age to the service has had a continued Senin S; for existence, and one would 
‘suppose that instead of the training system being considered a necessity, the 
‘officer in charge, whose whole soul is enlisted in the matter, was receiving some 
Ë 3 From the appropriations necessary to keep this desirable tu- 
on r 
The training system {s not only beneficial to the boys by giving them a 
gon education, but it is a most admirable school for officers. Nowhere in 
e e Sapma young pores . wo . of ont so neces- 
sary e service and which can only be acg sailing- 
ent state of things exists on a sailing-vessel to what prevails on board a 
steamer. For the preservation of the former is required the 
command, and prompt obedience, and habits er" 
of the embryo Seamen can not well be obtained in any school but the sailing- 


officers and seamen for that great organization. 
U — ik com 


p 22 has — of boys, and no pains are spared to attach them permanently 
o the service. 
In some respects our apprentice system is better than that of Great Britain, 
1 in our custom of using vessels propelled by sail alone, which kee 
attention of officers and men upon seamanship, that most essen 
part of the naval profession. Without a complete knowledge of this branch 
neither officer nor sailor will ever be entirely efficient. The officer may be use- 
in ordinary times on board eee and the sailor, having passed a con- 
iderable portion of his apprenticeship in hoist: ashes, may answer to fill u 
a gap on a topsail yard, but neither will be equal to the emergency ifleftto h 
oyp resources in time of great need. 
one but a thorougn seaman is fit to command a ship of war. In time of 
danger all his resources will be called in play; and to enable him to his 
ship with dexterity it is necessary that he should have the aid of the intelligent 
3 rod ut of the apprentice — — a few years be- 
was an ... ep OATI LADE een earned, Views favor- 


8 ning ground in Great Bri „and ev 
six nd eee are intended for the royal navy ` 
timately serve on board steam-ships, every effort is made to send none afi 
who have not been brought up exclusively as men, for in the new class of 
vessels the epsinces element is so abundant that itis absolutely ne to 
leaven it with a modicum of old-time seamanship not léarned from 3 but 
actual contact with the elements. 

ced much difficulty in filling vacancies in the Navy from 
the apprenti owing to the fact that we aimed too high in the first place, re- 
qing too much from the apprentice boy on his soo agen. Sang service. He was 
to be o stook, descendant, per! of the Otises, Derbys,and Grays. Boys 


were who were the least for the Navy, to whose ts hopes 
had been held out that their enlistment was the stepping-stone to high ns 
in the service. When the fallacy of such hopes 3 evident, the parents 
moved heaven and earth until their boys were from their uncon- 
genial employment. 

How many hi r boys in the large cities would have been de- 


undreds of poo! 

lighted to obtain the positions at which their more aristocratic brethren turned 
up their noses, and how much more 3 they would have shown for the 
service. Tru at the ſurmer's son should be left to till 
the soil and follow in the footsteps of his illustrious predecessors, the con- 
trary policy has prevailed, and the waifs in the streets of our cities have received 
no 8 to enlist in the Navy and fight for their country. Some 
sons seemed to think that every apprentice should be of the highest moral 
acter before he could be pe: ited to go on board a ship of war Jest he might 

the firemen and coal-heavers, but who knows what noble sailors 
we have mentioned would have made after having passed through 


United States it is the duty of the aor 
on 


Tis education forms the common mind; 
Just as the twig is used, the boy’s inclined, 


As a general rule there is too great a desire on the of commanding officers 
to try and introduce a higher system of education n is called for among the 
tices. Toread, write, and cipher would be a boon that the ordinary ap- 

ly appreciate. He could learn that well in the few 

to the receiving-ship, while thestudy of Neo-Piatonism, 
e dialectics, metempsychosis, logic, and conic sections had petter be 
‘aval Academy where such things are affected, and where, perhaps, 

ip—the life of Navy—may not be ona par with the high 


ect to the introduction of the farmers’ sons into the naval- 
run into the ground, to use a homely para 


foreign seamen now on an American ship of war the better 
the commanding officer feels, for it would scarcely be believed that the crews 
of our ships of war are generally made up of sailors from every part of the 
world, but mostly from the old Scandinavian race, Norway, Sweden, Denmark, 
ete, reliable men who do noteare what flag they sail under. 

They are the same old Huns, Germans, Goths, and other barbarians who once 
debauched upon the plains of Italy and ce and hel themselves to what 
did not belong to them. They come and enlist in our . med down in 
character, it is true, but they are the same freé-lances as of old. They ship for 
money—they have no sentiment for flag or nationality, and possibly if it came 
to an action with a ship of their own or a neighboring nation they would haul 
down the American flag and hoist their own. 

This is a contingency we should provide against, and we have the means of 
doing it through the vast number of American boys who are roaming the streets 
at will and 3 moma soado 3 e ee a boon. Bat a 125 
years one of oursloops of war, & cosmopolitan crew, was anchored 
the harbor of Ville 8 The crew was com ol n different na- 
tionalities, soindifferent and inefficient was organization thatsome wag 
painted on a board and hung in the gangway, “‘ Ioi on parle Anglais,” like the 


ben 1 the Trenton, latel; t to sea, as fi; body of Goths, 
our z m. y weni as finea 
other outside z soft- 


Gauls, Chinese, and 


Germans, H 
ened down by time and civilization, as one could wish to sce, went out in her. 


vs aud 


bo: 
an en ent of the convenience for their introduction into the Navy. The 
English have five line-of-battle ships with one brig-tender to each. ‘There is 
also a hulk attached to each ship of the line for newly entered boys, and for 


various other matters. We have but one regular receiving-ship at Coasters’ 
Harbor Island, and if our Navy is to be enlarged we should have larger accom- 


modations for apprentice boys. 

We have three sloops of war in which apprentices are trained previous fo be- 
ing transferred toa cay ere oS This is the best feature in ourtrainingsystem, 
for the boys receive a training inseamanship. There is no steam hereto inter- 
fere with exercising. With a steam-capstan and steam-winch half a dozen 
men can get a vessel under way. An officer on deck, a man at the wheel, and 
one at the lead, with half a dozen on deck for general purposes, and the shipcan 
go to sea with the rest of the crew in their hammocks. The simplicity 
maneuver may perhaps be cited to show the advantage steam has over sea- 

p. but in the case of the sailing-vessel, the entire crew, officers, seame 
boys, and all, must be on deck at thelr posts of duty and be keenly alive to al 
that is going on, quick to comprehend and full of alacrity and life to obey orders. 
There is a spirit of life here which is never seen in a steam-ship of war, the dif- 
ference between a well man and a paralytic, for whilein the practice ship there 
is a soul beaming from the eyes of every one on board, the seamen and sin 
a steam-ship of war look on with apathy and idleness at machine work in which 
they have no part and which excites no enthusiasm. 

Although the service performed in these practice ships of ours which sail to 
the coasts of Europe and all through the West Indies is not exactly that which 
is performed in the new-fashioned ship of war denuded of sail-power, yet the 
8 developed by this service, be it remembered, are of the utmost value to 

Navy on board the modern cruiser. The officer who can properly handle 
one of these ships of war can safely be trusted with the deck of the com- 
merce-destroyer. To apprentice boys who have been trained in these ships the 
work of a steam-ship is mere child’s play. 

There is not an officer in the Navy who has served on board these 8 
— on . —— experien: 1d Dor pua 
em ce us cou no- 
where else, and although the r of establishing this little squad- 
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ron was for the purpose of training boys, yet it has the double effeot of serving 
asa rape ipa: meg for officers, and it without saying that in the years to 
come the officers who have received this training will make the best command- 
ers of steam-ships afloat, 

ip of war has no rival asa school of instruction. It is the school 
that has made the sailors of years gone by proverbial for strength, activity, readi- 
ness of resource, adaptability to circumstances, patience under severe trial, and 
contemptof danger. These are the qualities absolutely n in a true sailor, 
which will be essential in the future as heretoſore in any class of vessel that may 
be used in the Navy. 

What was it that gave the volunteer officers in our civil war such great value 
but the early training they received on sailing-vessels? That training produced 
as fine a body of men as ever went to sea. We could not have done without 
them any more than we can do without them in future wars, where they will 
prove to be a powerful factor, Notwithstanding the training system has stood 
the test of time and is without doubt the best of the kind afloat, though on a 
small scale, and has received the approval of fome of the oldest and most dis- 
tinguished officers who have spent a lifetime in the study and practice of the ap- 
prentice system, it is proposed toabolish the time-honored training-ships of war 
and vs the whole system under steam. F 

It taken years to build up the apprentice system on its present plan, and 
so far it has been properly cared for and the Navy is just beginning to reapthe 
ad van of it. The greatest demand in the service is for seaman - gunners, 
and the high estimation in which that class of men is justly held proves con- 
clusively not only the value of the hitherto pursued, but that it is neces- 
sary to consider carefully before making changes may mar the service, if 
they do not destroy it. 

Some persons may think that Py. making radical per bos in asystem they are 
making themselves the father of it, but they should t that we can not af- 
ford to surrender the hi ter for p ical seamanship enjoyed by our 
Navy from the time of Paul Jones to the present day. If officers of the Navy do 
not try to maintain that character for the service, who will? A steam bark is 
no doubt a good thing to produce lazy boys and hybrid seamen, but give me— 

A wet sheet and a flowing sea, 
A wind that follows fast, 

And fills the white and rustling sail, 
And bends the gallant mast, 


In a letter received at the same time from the admiral of the Atlan- 
tic squadron is a recognition of the same thing by one of the most com- 
petent men living to-day to speak in regard to everything connected 
with the personnel of the Navy. And in his letter he utters an equally 
significant protest against this movement. This amendment is part of 
a movement to do away with our sailing-ship training-schools and sub- 
stitute training on our steam-vessels in the future, and more and more 
tending to educate our seamen upon the land. 

So earnest was Admiral Luce in the matter that he addressed me a 
letter from his flag-ship in last June to enter his protest against doing 
away with the training squadron of sailing-ships and authorizing train- 
ing-schools and says: 


The training squadron is a school of 2 seamanship, not a school of 


. The young seaman all the t-gun practice h 
eee 8 with — sk end I EOE yon: will ive the Ferns whieh 
is now all but gone, 

He utters his protest against this tendency to do away with our train- 
ing-school system, under which the apprentices of the Navy were being 
educated upon salt water to that familiarity with the winds and waves 
as the best school in which to educate them in handling a ship. It is 
proposed to locate this building on Goat Island, which carries with it 
the establishment of Coasters’ Harbor Island as a rendezvous of the 
training system; and to that, for one, I am opposed. 

Admiral Luce writes: 

New YORK, June 29, 1888, 


known as the 
t the House 


a determination to fag toner $50,000 for the repairs ofthe 


repair. 

n this connection I beg leave to call your attention to House bill 1 page 
6, line 131, which appropriates $50,000 for modern guns and ammunition for in- 
structing the apprentices of the . It seems to me that there 
must be some mistake about this, for Congress could hardly intend to spend 
$50,000 for guns for the training squadron, when the squadron itself is about to 
be wiped out. If that $50,000 could be devoted to putting the training-ships in 
9 will bene lty in getting the guns when they are wanted, 

ery respectfully, 
a: S. B. LUCE 


Rear. Admiral Uniled States Navy, 
Commanding United States Naval Force on North Atlantic Station. 
Hon, CHARLES A. BOUTELLE, A 
P. S.—The training squadron is a school of practical seamanship, not a school 
of gunnery. The young seaman gets all the r eien practice he needs in the 
gonn service with modern guns, I hope you will saye the squadron, which 
now all but gone. 
S. B. L. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
the passage of bills of the House of the following titles with amend- 
ments; requested conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses, 
and had appointed on each of the bills Mr. Vest, Mr. SAWYER, and Mr. 
FRYE as conferees on its part: 

A bill (H. R. 11735) to amend an act entitled An act to authorize 
the Fort Smith and Choctaw Bridge Company to construct a bridge 
across the Poteau River, in the Choctaw Nation, near Fort Smith, Ark. ;”’ 

A bill (H. R. 12389) authorizing the construction of a bridge across 
the Osage River at some accessible point in the county of Benton, in 
the State of Missouri; 


A bill (H. R. 12524) to authorize the construction of 
Green and Rivers, in the State of Kentucky, by 
State Line Railroad Company; 

A bill (H. R. 10721) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
ect e River at or near Cummings Landing, Lincoln County, 

„ an 

A bill (H. R. 11782) to spore and ratify the construction by the 
Vicksburg, Shreveport and Texas Railroad Company of a bridge over 
the Red River, atShreveport, La., and a bridge over the Ouachita River, 
at Monroe, La., and to authorize said railroad company to maintain 
said bridges over said water ways, subject to certain stipulations and 
conditions. 

It also announced that the Senate had passed a bill (S. 3995) to au- 
thorize the Montgomery and Sylacauga Railroad Company to construct 
a bridge across the Tallapoosa River; in which concurrence was requested. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. HERBERT. I hope that we may have a vote now, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. The question is upon the motion of the gentleman 
from Maine [Mr. BOUTELLE] to non-concur. 
The motion was rejected—ayes 35, noes 72. 
The amendment was then concurred in. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 13, line 14, strike out “325” and insert 784.“ 
Mr. HERBERT, I move to concur in that amendment. 
The amendment was concurred in. 
The Clerk read as follows: 1 
Amendment numbered 11, page;13, line 7, strike out Home and ingert Asy- 
um.“ 4 


Mr. HERBERT. Amendments 11, 12, and 13 are the same. The 
House bill calls the Naval Asylum the Naval Home. The Senate has 
struck that ont. There is a petition from the oecupants of the institu- 
tion that it be called the Naval Home instead of the Naval Asylum, 
and as no expenditure of money is involved the committee think there 
is no good reason why the request should not be granted. I therefore 
move to non-concur in those three amendments. 

The amendments were non-concurred in. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A Amendment numbered 14, page 14, line 4, strike out “twelve” and insert 
seventeen.“ 

The amendment was concurred in. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment numbered 15, page 15, strike out all after " clothing,” in line 15 
down to and including line 22, and insert: For provisions for the seamen an 
marines, commuted rations for officers, naval cadets, seamen, and marines, 
and commuted rations stopped on account of sick in hospital and credited to thé 
hospital fund, $965,000,” 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment 16: Page 15, line 24, after “ships,” insert “$11,000.” 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment!7: Page 15, line 25, after store-houses, insert and paymasters’ 
oflices in yards.” 

Amendment 18: Page 15, line 25, strike out “not to exceed ninety ” and insert 
“ seventy-nine.” 

Mr. HERBERT. I move to non-concur in both those amendments. 

The amendments were non-concurred in. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment 19: Page 16, strike out lines from 8 to 21 inclusive, 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment 20: Page 19, at the end of line 18, insert: 

“And for the purpose of utilizing accumulated naval supplies, the transfer is 
authorized, after requisition upon the Pa: n of the Navy, of any 
supplies belonging to the bureau and available for to use of another, withoyp 
reimbursement therefor by the bureau receivin, 0 eee 
Provided, That supplies obtained for a specific object and still needed therefor, 
and supplies bought within the fiscal year in which the requisition is made, ahd 
provisions, clothing, and small stores shall not be subject to transfer without 
charge under the terms of this act,” 

The amendment was concurred in. 2 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment 21: Page 19, line 27, strike out one million” and insert nine 
hundred thousand.” 

Amendment 22: Page 19, line—, strike out allafter the word "dollars ” down 
to and including the word “available.” 

The amendments were non-concurred in, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

a at 23: Page 22, line 2, strike out the navy-ya’ 
yards.” 

The amendment was concurred in. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment 24: Page 25, strike out lines 22 and 23. 


The amendment was concurred in. 


bridge over 
e Henderson 
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” and insert navy- 


The Clerk read as follows: 
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Hospital grounds, a sum not exceeding $00,000: Provided, however, That the Sec- 

of the To may, if he deems it for the best interests of the United 

tes, proceed acquire title to said land and buildings by condemnation 

thereof by judicial 9 to be eommenced in the 1 cireuit 
court of the United States, which court shall, for the purpose o 


The amendment was non-concurred in. 


Twenty-sixth amendment: In lines 1 and 2, page 37 of the printed bill, strike 
out 722725 and insert ** 888.35. * 8 z 


Mr. HERBERT. I move concurrence in this amendment. 

The amendment was concurred in, 

Twenty-seventh amendment: In lines 13 and 14, page 87, of the printed bill, 
strike out “$9.20” and insert 88.25. 

Mr. HERBERT. I move to concur in this amendment. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

Twenty-eighth and twenty-ninth amendments: In the paragraph relative to 
“transportation and recruiting Marine Corps.“ strike out “ $12,500, of which 
dum $2,500 shall be immediately available,“ and insert $10,000,” 

Mr. HERBERT, I move concurrence in these amendments, 

The amendments were concurred in. 

Thirtieth amendment: In lines 2,3, and 4, page 40 of the printed bill, strike 
out per diem of enlisted men employed on eonstant labor for a period of not 
less than ten days.“ 

Mr. HERBERT. I move to non-concur. 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 

Hirst amendment: In th ragraph providing for the “increase of th 

Parte out in e She 12 of the printed bill, the st 8 
“and to be constructed according to plans and specifications to be furnished 
lo the Navy Department by Hon. Johx R. Tuomas, of Illinois,” and insert 
“approved and tong apna ane by a naval board in their report to the Secretary 
of the Navy, and by him refe: to and approved in his letter to the chairman 
of the Committee on Naval Affairs of the House of Representatives, dated Jan- 
uary 9, 1859, and to be constructed according to plans and specifications furnished 
by the Navy Department.” 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker, when this question was under con- 
sideration before in the House, I made such observations as I felt called 
upon to make; and at this time I desire simply to say that when this 
matter came up in the Senate, attention was called to the question of 
horse-power and speed-premium; and when the bill again reached the 
House it had been so amended as to require that the proposed vessel 
should show a maximum speed of not less than 19 knots per hour, with 
n provision that the contractor should receive a premium of $50,000 for 
every quarter knot above 19, and that there should be deducted from 
the contract price $50,000 for every quarter knot that she should fall 
short of that speed. Not being myself, or pretending to be, an expert 
in naval architecture I am obliged to fall k upon the statements 
which were made in the other branch of Congress when this matter 
came up. 

The 3 was there made that this vessel with her displacement 
and her horse-power ought to maintain a speed of 19 knots, and that 
therefore it would not be proper to offer a premium of $50,000 for every 
quarter knot above 17 knots. I think the computation was made that 
on this basis, if this vessel ought naturally to attain a speed of 19 knots, 
the premium of $50,000 for each quarter knot above 17 would 
with it a bounty of $400,000 for bringing the ship up to the speed which 
she ought to reach. When that was stated in the Senate the member 
of the Senate Naval Committee in charge of the bill immediately ac- 
cepted the suggestion, stating that it could not have been intended to 
incorporate in the bill an obsolete rate of speed; that we have ceased to 
appropriate for ships of as low a speed as 17 knots; that there was no 
reason why this vessel should not make 19 knots an hour; and on his 
motion 17 knots” was stricken out and 19 knots” inserted. 

Now, I was not present (not being a member of the subcommittee) 
when the evidence was taker upon which the House Naval Committee 
have restored this provision, offering a bonus of $50,000 for every quar- 
ter knot above 17; therefore I do not know how strong the testimony 
may have been upon this point. I have understood it to have been 
stated that this vessel should not reasonably be expected to-make more 
than 17 knots, because she is an armored ship. But I find that the 
Texas, which approximates somewhat to this proposed vessel (having 
a length of 290 feet as against 235 on the proposed ship; 64 feet 1 inch 
beam as against 55; 22 feet 6 inches mean draught as against 14 feet 6 
inches; 6,300 tons displacement as against 3,030 tons, and 8,600 horse- 
power as against 7,500), is expected to show a speed of 17 knots. Now, 
if the Texas with 6,300 tons displacement and 8,600 horse-power ought 
to make a speed of 17 knots ought not this other vessel of 3,030 tons 
displacement and 7,500 norse-power to makemore than 17 knots? I 
do not know. 

It is not a question which falls within the scope of my professional 
experience. And the fact it is proposed to fix in this bill detailed limi- 
tations and specifications concerning the construction of a vessel to cost 
a million and a half of dollars, yes, $1,900,000, if the bonus runs up 

high, is gloriously illustrated by this attempt of the Senate and 
House of Representatives to fix the maximum of speed that a vessel 
ought to reach and then offering a premium of $50,000 for every quar- 
ter of a knot above a certain rate developed. It seems to me it empha- 


sizes my criticism of this legislation, that Congress should confine it- 
self to the spptopnation of money, indicating in a general way the 
character and type and size and shape, and then leave to the Depart- 
ment and its professional experts the fixing of the terms of the con- 


In accordance with the action in the Senate on such information as I 
have, I move to concur. 

Mr. HERBERT. So faras I know, the gentleman from Maine is the 
only member of the committee who is in favor of concurrence, 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 

Se, A and thirty-third amendments : Strike out “17” and insert 19; * 
so it will read: 

The contract for the construction of said cruising monitor, her boilers,engines, 
and machinery, shall contain provisions to the effect that, under conditions to be 
3 by the Navy Department, the contractor shall guaranty that the col - 

ectite horse-power developed by the engines of said vessel shall equal 7,500 in- 
dicated horse-power, and that said vessel when completed and tested for speed, 
under conditions to be prescribed by the Navy Department, shall exhibit a max- 
imum speed of not less than 19 knots per hour; and the contract for said vessel 
shall contain a further provision that for every quarter of knot of speed so ex- 
hibited above said guaranty of 19 knots the contractor shall receivea premium, 
over and above the contract price, of $50,00), and for every quarter knot that said 
vessel fails ing said guarantied speed there shall be deducted from the 
contract pricé the sum of $50,000. The material, boilers, engines, and machinery 
— of domestic manufacture and of the latest and most approved quality 
and type. 

Mr. HERBERT. I move to non-concur. 

The amendments were non-concurred in. 

Thirty-fourth amendment: Insert as follows: 

“The President is hereby further authorized to have constructed by contract 
two steel cruisers or gunboats of the most approved type, of 800 to 1,200 tons 
displacement, to cost in the e, exclusive of armament, not more than 
$700,000; one steel cruiser of ut 2,000 tons displacement, at a cost not to ex- 
ceed $700,000, exclusive of armament and any premium that may be paid for in- 
creased ; and one ram for harbor defense of the type approved by the 
parai; advisory board in their report to the Secretary of the Navy of November 

* 

Mr. HERBERT moved to non-concur. 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 

Thirty-fifth amendment: Insert as follows: 

The provisions of the act of September 7, 1888, relating to premiums or de- 
ductions for increase or decrease of speed over or under that guarantied by the 
contractor building the said 2,000-ton cruiser shall be observed and followed.” 


Mr. HERBERT. I move to non-concur. 
The amendment was non-concurred in. 


Thirty-sixth amendment: Insert as follows: 

“The act of August 3, 1895, entitled ‘An act to increase the naval establish- 
ment,’ so far as applicable, shall govern the construetion of the two steel cruis- 
ers or gunboats, the 2,000-ton cruiser, and the ram herein authorized; and all 
of said vessels shall be of domestic manufacture.” 


Mr. HERBERT. I move to non-concur. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I would like to inquire of the chairman of the 
Committee on Naval Affairs what is the character of the ram provided 
for in the thirty-fourth amendment of the Senate? 

Mr. HERBERT. The Naval Board of 1881 spoke in general terms 
ofaram. At that time Admiral Ammen had devised a ram which he 
presented to the board, but the board did not specify any particular 
ram. It spoke in one place of a ram making 13} knots an hour. The 
reference in the report of 1881 was supplemented by the report of the 
board of 1882 of aram making 13 knots an hour. We have recom- 
mended non-concurrence. 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 


Thirty-seventh amendment: Insert as follows: 
To enable the Secretary of the Navy to test and, if found satisfactory, to pur- 
three or more rapid-fire rapid-twist 1-pounder breech-loading rifled guna, 
and an equal number of the same type of 3-pounder guns, and an equal number 
of the same t of 32-pounder Fans, as the Secretary of the Navy may desig- 
nate, said test to be made with the cartridge known as the reinforce cartridge, 
and for such purpose the sum of $50,000 is hereby appropriated,” 


Mr. HERBERT. I move non-concurrence. 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Speaker, I hope on further consideration the 
House will agree to concur in that amendment. It is important. In 
the Army bill an appropriation has been made for a like purpose. The 
purpose is to produce gradual discharge of powder in the gun, by which 
we can obtain high power without excessive strain. This appropria- 
tion has the same object in view for the Navy. These experiments may 
notsucceed, but if they doit will put us at the head of all other powers 
without subjecting us to the enormous expense which other nations have 
incurred to secure this result. 

Mr. HERBERT. In reply to what the gentleman from Illinois has 
said I want to be heard briefly. If the experiment which is proposed 
shall succeed, under the law as provided here by the Senate amend- 
ment we would have no possible advantage over any other nation who 
chose to avail itself of the same patents. The gentleman says it would 
place us far ahead of them. On the contrary, it would result simply in 
this, that we would have developed at the expense of the United States, 
without attaching any other conditions whatever to it, a patent lone 
ing to a gentleman or to a company, who would have the right to 
thereafter to the United States at any price they might see proper to 
fix, as well as to any other government who chose to purchase, the very 
same guns that had been successfully tested here, without any ex 
to them for development on their part, but the whole expenditure 0 
by the people of the United States. 

Mr. ADAMS. But I did not say that the gentleman should concur 
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without reasonable limitation.. It occurred to me that we had done 
the same thing with regard to the Vesuvius. : 
But I make no motion in regard to the amendment. 
The amendment was non-concurred in. 
The Clerk read amendment numbered 38, as follows: 


Strike out,in the h relating to“ ery,” 
ge 45 of the printed bi i 


i 


construction and steam machin 
on. 1, the words“ three million five hundred thousand 
dollars“ and insert the words “five million dollars.“ x 

Mr. HERBERT. I move to non-concur in the Senate amendment, 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HERBERT. At this point, Mr. Speaker, I move to add, after 
the word ‘‘dollars’’ in this paragraph, what I send to the desk. This 
is a transfer, as I gave notice this morning, from a previous page of the 
bill. 7 


The SPEAKER. Where does the gentleman propose to insert this? 

Mr. HERBERT. Immediately after the word dollars,“ in the para- 
graph on which we have just taken action, on page 45 of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. But the House has non-concurred in the Senate 
amendment and there is nothing here to amend. 

Mr. HERBERT. It did non-concur; but this is simply a transfer 
from a previous portion of the bill of a provision which should be in- 
corporated here. x 

The SPEAKER. The gentieman, however, is endeavoring to amend 
a portion of the bill which has been agreed to by both Houses. 

Mr. HERBERT. I think I can make it clear to the Chair. When 
we reached the Senate amendments relating to the electric plants for 
certain vessels I moved to non-concur, stating at the time that a por- 
tion of the amendments should be transferred to the proper bureau over 
on this page. Our non-concurrence at the time was with the under- 
standirg of the House that these amendments were to be inserted in 
some section of the bill where they properly belonged. Certainly it 
would seem to be within the powerof the House to consider the amend- 
ments now when that understanding was had in regard tothem. We 
desire, in other words, to concur in a part of the Senate amendments 
to the electric plants for certain ships and non-concur in other words. 

The SPEAKER. Upon the gentleman’s motion the House has just 
non-concurred in the Senate amendment here. 

Mr. HERBERT. Yes; but it is not to the Senate amendment that 
I propose to add this, but simply to transfer it from a portion of the 
bill where it had been improperly placed by the Senate over to this 


int. 

P Tho SPEAKER. The Chair, of course, will not make any objection, 
but will suggest that it can only be done by unanimous consent, and 
then it will change the bill as the Senate passed it. 

Mr. HERBERT. I ask unanimous consent to insert it here. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair will suggest this difficulty: Suppose the 
Senate should take the amendment up and agree to it; the gentleman 
will see that it would bring about avery awkwardsituation. It might 
be done in conference. 

Mr. HERBERT. Very well, I will omit it for the present, and will 
arrange to have it inserted in the conference committee. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that would be the better plan. 

Mr. HERBERT. Then I will not ask the reading of it at present, 
but will withhold it and insert it in conference. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Clerk will report the next amendment. 

The Clerk read the amendment numbered 39, as follows: 

Under the head of armament,” on 45 and 46 of the bill, strike out the 
sum of 81, 600,000 and insert $3,000,000.” 

Mr. HERBERT. I move to non-eoncur. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker, before we pass entirely from the 
consideration of this bill, it is perhaps proper that I should say a word 
in reference to the remarks of the chairman about the expenditures in 
the navy-yards of the country during political campaigns. I am not 

ing into it at any great length, because it is not perhaps a very prof- 
itable subject of discussion now when the hours are so short; but I 
think it proper to call the attention of the House to some facts in con- 
nection with it, particularly the fact that there is a very marked con- 
trast between the condition of things under which expenditures were 
made in the navy-yards this year for alleged repairs and alterations of 
vessels from that which has characterized theaction of former parties to 
which he refers. 

We are to-day engaged spending millions of money in the construc- 
tion of modern steel war ships on liberal appropriations by private con- 
tract, and in two instances preparing to build some vessels in the navy- 
yards. To-day there has not been a particle done in connection with 
the rebuilding or re-establishment of the Navy in the navy-yards ex- 
cepting laying the keel-blocks of the Texas and some slight work upon 
the ironclad Mainein New York. Therefore the amount of expenditure 
this year is glaringly large, because it has been almost entirely devoted 
to expenditures upon old wooden ships that have been discarded, which 
have replaced by modern vessels, and under an entirely different 
policy from that which the Republican party were compelled to pur- 
sue when there was a refusal to ap riate money enough for repairs. 


Mr. HERBERT. I hope my colleague will yield now. We have 
only two minutes before we shall have to take a recess. 

The SPEAKER. The hour is not fixed at which the House is to 
take a recess. 


Mr. BOUTELLE. Isimply wish to state the and let them 
go into the Rrcorp with those of my colleague, the chairman of the 
committee. There were expended in the navy-yards of the United 
States almost entirely for eee Bee of wooden shipsin July last sixty- 
two thousand and odd hun dollars; in August, $65,000; in Sep- 
tember, $103,600; in October, $141,087; in November, $58,745; in De- 
cember, $45,369. And if you will follow the wave, with the rise and 
decline, you will follow pretty nearly the exigencies of the late cam- 
paign. The entire appropriation for these six months I find a ted 
$486,796.18. We were left with a balance of $86,818 on hand, and a 
few days ago we were compelled to appropriate $150,000 to make up 
for the deficiency in that Department. This isshown in the following 
table furnished by the Secretary of the Navy February 8, 1889, in re- 
sponse to a resolution of the Senate: 


Expenditures for labor in navy-yards for each of the first six months of the 
present fiscal year from the appropriation for the construction and repair 


of vessels, together with a statement of the unexpended balance of said 
appropriation on the 1st day of January, 1889. 


Kittery. 6, „665. 19 
Boston 000+ 1.728. 40 9838. 75 1, 008. 7. 806. 41 
New York e.. 62, 768. 35 28, 292. 26 12, 694. 50199, 526. 00 
League Island 8, 992.61) 1,782. 61| 1, 240. 1 2 — 785 
Washington 2. 481. 18 189. 459. 8,927.05 - 
Norfolk .ssesesss 22, 278.30) 9, 813. 05/12, 614. 59) 82, 405.36 
Pensacola 420. 60; 299.7%, 358.90 2,367.27 
are 30, 463. 61 9, 113. 82| 7, 882. 70,111, 166. 26 


Unexpended balance, C. and R., 1888-'89, January 1, 1889 . . $259,575. 97 
Less bureau indebtedness on account of contracts, requisitions, eto.. 172,757.97 
Ann ERE TIE AE TN EE NI E EEA ĩͤ 86, 818,00 


Mr. McADOO. I will not tire the House with any explanation, but 
it is due to this side of the House and to the present Secretary of the 
Navy that there should be printed in the RECORD figures and facts in 
reference to what the gentleman has said. I make this one statement. 
The gentleman has spoken of the Atlanta, which was built under the 
former administration. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. The Atlanta? 

Mr. McADOO. Youspoke of that during the afternoon. Out of 
the regular appropriation for the Bureau of Construction and Repair 
there was expended $30,580 in taking out the old and decayed sills” 
that had been put in her, which were unfit for use; and that money 
was spoon upon the new ships and not upon old ones. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Decayed what? 

Mr. McADOO, To take out the old and decayed sills of the gun- 

rts.” I simply state to the House that out of the amount given in 

ump to the Bureau of Construction there was given to new ships 
$162,643.60. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. What were these decayed sills? 

Mr. McADOO. They were decayed sills of the gun-ports. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. What were they? 

Mr. McADOO. Sills. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Sills of what? 

. McADOO. They were cast-iron sills that should have been 
steel. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. And they became decayed? 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the amendments will be 
non-concurred in and a conference requested. 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will appoint the gentleman from Ala- 
bama [Mr. HERBERT], the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. McApoo], 
and the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. THOMAS] as conferees. 

j ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. HOLMES. I call up as a privileged matter the bill (H. R. 
1368) „to quiet title of settlers on the Des Moines River lands, in the 
State of Iowa, and for other purposes, with the President's veto 
thereon. 

Mr. CRISP. Upon that I raise the question of consideration for the 
purpose of presenting conference reports. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia presents a confer- 
ence report, which, under the rnles of the House, is of superior privi- 
lege, and suspends the motion of the gentleman from Iowa for the pres- 
ent. ` 


Mr. MILLS. We have a standing order for an evening session, com- 
mencing at 7.30 p. m., and it will therefore be necessary to take a re- 
cess in a short time. I want to move that the order be modifed, so 
that it shall not only be for the consideration of bills from the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia not objected to 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. It also includes the acceptance of the Cass and 
Muhlenburg statues. 

Mr. MILLS. I want to complete my statement. I want it to in- 
clude conference reports. 


1889. 


Mr. RANDALL. I think that would be in order without present 
mention. 

Mr. MILLS. I want it understood that there are a number of ap- 
propriation bills now before Congress yet to be acted including 
the naval, Post-Office, Indian, deficiency, and sundry civil bills, and 
there should be provision made for conference reports to be taken up 
during the night session. 

no RANDALL. I maintain that conference reports can come in 
anyhow. : 

Mr. HOLMES (to Mr. Mitts). I will ask you to incorporate in 
your motion a provision that the bill which I desire to call up be made 
the special order for 11 o’clock to-morrow. 

Mr. MILLS. I will accept that. 

Mr. RANDALL. I object. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the gentleman from Iowa 
that a conference report is of superior privilege and suspends all pro- 
ceeding upon the matter called up by him until disposed of. 

LIGHT-HOUSE STATION ON ST. CATHARINE ISLAND, GEORGIA. 


Mr. CRISP. These are reports from the committees of conference 
and will not take but five minutes. There are four or five of them. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

The committee of conference on the ing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 12324) appropriations 
for the establishment of a light-house station on St. d, State 
of Geo having met, after full and free conference have agreed to recom- 
mend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

‘That the Senate recede from its amendment. 

MARTIN L. CLARDY, 


M. D. LAGAN, 
T. H. B. BRO 
Managers on the part of the House. 


~ 


M. W. RANSOM, = 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 
The SPEAKER. Is the reading of the statement required ? 
Several MEMBERS. No. 
Mr. CRISP. The bill is exactly as it passed the House. 
The statement is as follows: 


STATEMENT OF THE MANAGERS ON THE PART OF THE HOUSE, 


Your conferees report that the Senate recedes from its amendment to H. R. 
12324, which consisted in ap, bys appropriation for the light-house which 


was proposed to be established. The agreement rted by the conferees lea ves 
the Eiroa bill in the state in which it passed the House. 
MARTIN L. CLARDY, 


M. D. LAGAN, 
TH. H. BAYLY BROWNE, 
Managers on the part of the House, 
The report was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the next report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 


the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 12430) making an a 


for a light and fog-signal at Humboldt, Cal., and light-ship near w: 
steam-ship Oregon, in New York Harbor, having met, after full and free confer- 
meg at eA torecommend and do recommend to their respective Houses 
as follows: 

‘That the Senate recede from its amendment. 


T. II. B. BROWNE, 
Managers on the part of the House, 
T.W. PALMER, 
S. M. Nr 
M. W. RANSOM, 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 


The statement is as follows: 
STATEMENT OF THE MANAGERS OF THE HOUSE. 


7222. sipprapeiation vo ovastcom the yeopewed aniei 
w pro or an appropriation o pro 
thus leaving the bill as 3 ra the House, > 

MARTIN L. CLARDY, 


M. D. LAGAN, 
TH. H. BAYLY BBOWNE, 
Managers on the part of the House, 
The report was agreed to. 


LIGHT-HOUSE, OYSTER-BED SHOALS. 
The committee of conference on the d ing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 10832) for the establishment of a 
light-house and fog-bell on Oyster-Bed Shoals, in the Hudson River, New York, 
having met, after full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do 
recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 
That the Senate e from its amendments. 
MARTIN L. CLARDY, 
M. D. LAGAN, 
T. H. B. BROWNE, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


Managers on the part of the Senate, 
The managers on the part of the House submitted the following 
statement: 
STATEMENT OF THE MANAGERS ON THE PART OF THE HOUSE. 
Your conferees report that the Senate recedes from its amendment to H. R. 


10832, which consisted in 
erected, thus leaving the House 


in its o — — 
ARTIN L. CLARDY, 
M. D. LAGAN, 
TH. H. BAYLY BROWNE, 
` Managers on the part of the House. 


The conference report was agreed to. 


LIGHT-HOUSES ON THE GREAT LAKES. 


The conference report was read, as follows: 

The committee of conference on the ing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 11678) providing for the ereo- 
tion of sundry light-houses and fog-si in Lakes e, Huron, Michigan, 
and Superior, having met, after full free conference have agreed to recom- 
mend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

the Senate recede from its amendments, 


an 3 the light-house to be 
M 


M. W. RANSOM, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 

The managers on the part of the House submitted the following 

statement: 
STATEMENT OF THE MANAGERS ON THE PART OF THE HOUSE. 

Your conferees rt that the action of the Senate in receding from their 
amendment to Il. E 11678, which provided for making appropriations for the 
various lights proposed to be erected, leaves the billas passed by the House. 

MARTIN L. CLARDY, 

M. D. LAGAN, 

TH, H. BAYLY BROWNE, 
Managers on the part of the House. 

The conference report was agreed to. 

Mr. CRISP moved to reconsider the votes by which the conference 
reports were severally agreed to; and also moved that the motion to re- 
consider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


RELIEF OF CERTAIN SOLDIERS. 


Mr. STEELE. I desire to present a conference report. 
The report was read, as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R 6106) for the relief of certain vol- 
unteer and regular soldiers of the late war and the war with Mexico having 
met, after full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do recom- 
mend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the House of Re: ntatives agree to the amendment of the Senate to 
the said bill with amendment as follows: At the end of section 2 of the amend- 
ment add: Or was prevented from so returning by reason of such wounds, 
injuries, or diseases before such muster-out or expiration of service. $ 

“3. That such soldier wasa minor, and was enlisted without the consent of 
his parent or guardian and was released or di from such service by the 
order or decree of any court of competent juri ion in habeas corpus or other 
proper judicial proceedings, and in any such case no pay, allowance, bounty, 
or pension shall be allowed or granted.” 

Strike out section 5 of the amendment. 

Strike out in section 9, line 2 of the amendment, the words “section 7 of." 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

R. W. TOWNSHEND, 


GEO. W. STEELE, š 
Managers on the part of theHouse, 

JOSEPH R. HAWLEY, 

F. M. COCKRELL, 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 

The conference report was agreed to. 

Mr. STEELE moved to reconsider the vote by which the conference 
report was agreed to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. : 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


On motion of Mr. BLOUNT, the amendments of the Senate to the 
Post-Office appropriation bill (H. R. 12490) were non-concurred in, the 
request of the Senate for a conference was agreed to, and the Speaker 
appointed as conferees on the part of the House Mr. BLOUNT, Mr. 
DOcKERY, and Mr. BINGHAM. 


BRIDGE ACROSS THE MISSOURI NEAR SIOUX CITY. 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I rise to present a confer- 
ence report. 
The report was read, as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the Senate to the bill (S. 1701) authorizing the construction 
of a high wagon-bridge across Missouri River at or near Sioux City, Iowa, 
having met, after full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do 
recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Sen- 
ate to the amendment of the House, and agree to the 


G. G. VEST, 

P. SAWYER, 

JAS. F. WILSON, 
Managers on the part of the Senala. 
The report of the committee of conference was adopted. 
Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. moved to reconsider the vote by which 


` 


“receiving rations at each 


2476 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


FEBRUARY 28, 


the conference report was adopted; and also moved that the motion to 
reconsider be laid on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


SIOUX RESERVATION, DAKOTA. 


Mr. PEEL. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present a conference report. 
The report was read, as follows: 


The committee of conference on the d ing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 11970) to divide a portion of the 
reseryation of the Sioux Nation of Indians in Dakota into separate reservations 
and to secure the relinquishment of the Indian title to the remainder, and for 
other purposes, having met, after full and free conference have agreed to rec- 
ommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendment numbered 1. 

That the House recede from its amendments to all the amendments of the 
Senate epi those numbered 1 and 2, and agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 2, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Leave in 
the bill the words proposed to be stricken out, and strike out of the amend- 
ment the words proposed to be inserted, and in lines 10, 11, and 12, on 2ot 
the bill, strike out the words “the source of the principal branch of Pass Creek; 
thence due north to the said source of the said principal branch of Pass Creek ; 
thence down Creek to White River,” and insert in lieu thereof the words 
the mouth of Black Pipe Creek; thence due north to the mouth of Black Pipe 
Creek;” and the Senate agree to the same. A W. PEEL, 


KNUTE NELSON, 
- JNO. M. ALLEN, 
Managers on the part of the House. 

H. L. DAWES, 

JAS, K. JONES, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


The managers of the conference on the part of the House submitted 
the following 
STATEMENT. 


The managers upon the part of the House upon the d ment of the two 


Houses on amendments to H. R. 11970 submit the following: 
Amendments 1 and 2 relate to the boundaries of Pine Ridge, bud, and 
Standing Rock reservations, The effect will be to enlarge Pine Ridge reserva- 


tion some 50,000 acres. 
Amendment 3 changes distance to conform to amendments 1 and 2. 
Amendment 4 restricts allotments to Santee Sioux in Nebraska who have 
not received allotments heretofore. 
Amendment 5 conforms the bill to the act known as the general allotment. 
Amendment No. 6 leaves title of the six smaller reservations to the Indians 
m, respectively, as stipulated in the treaty of 


No.7 is merely verbal. 

No.8 changes phraseology of the submission clause, but makes no change in 
the effect or substance, 

No. 9conforms present bill to the bill passed on same subject last session of 
— Congress in regard to right of way to certain railroads through said In- 


on. 
No. 10 is to same effect. 
r capita payment to each Indian taking allotments from 


do 

No. 13 is change of phraseology merely; protects rights of Santee and Flan- 
dreau, Sioux, and Ponca in the proceeds of the lands. 

No, 14 hes eps religious denominations to pay $1.25 instead of 50 cents per 
acre for lands taken or held by them. 

No. 15 strikes outline 6 down to word “acre” inline 9, which is in bill at an- 
other place. 

No. 15 leaves the law regulating town sites in force as now. 

No. 17 gives the Indians $1.25 for the sixteenth and thirty-sixth sections or 
school lands instead of 50 cents, 

No. 18 merely verbal. 

No. 19 authorizes Secretary of the Interior to pay men under Chief Red Cloud 
for ponies taken from them by the United States as allowed by the Department. 

0. 20 e renumbers a jon. 
No. 21 provides new section, provides money to carry out the act. 


No. 22 repeals all acts in t with this act. 
All of w. the managers recommend to the House and ask that the report 
be adopted. > 


S. W. PEEL. 
KN UTE NELSON. 


The conference report was agreed to. i 

Mr. PEEL moved to reconsider the vote by which the conference re- 
rt was agreed to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
id on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. WHEELER. [rise to a privileged question. 

The SPEAKER. There is already a privileged question before the 
House. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Hotmes] has called up for 
consideration a veto message of the President of the United States. 

r. I want to ask unanimous consent that at the session 
to-night, after District business is ae prea of, conference reports on 
appropriation bills may be received, and that the hour of adjournment 
be extended sufficiently for that purpose. 

Mr. RANDALL, I ask the gentleman from Texas to modify his 

proposition so that conference reports may be received at any time this 
evening. I think they would be in order at any rate. - 
The SPEAKER. The Chair is in some doubt on that point, because 
the order for the evening session specifies the business to be transacted, 
and it might be construed as exclu all other business. Unanimous 
consent is asked that at any time during the session this evening con- 
ference reports on [es bills may be presented. 


Mr. DUNHAM. t us have the regular order. 
e SPEAKER. The gentleman from IIlinois demands the regular 
er. 


Mr. CRISP. I desire to raise the question of consideration against 
the measure called up by the gentleman from Iowa. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair so understands. The title of the bill 
which the gentleman from Iowa calls up will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 7 e 

A bill (H. R.1368) to quiet title of settlers on Des Moines River lands, in the 
State of Iowa, and for other purposes. 

Mr. CRISP. I raise the question of consideration, my object being 
to bring up the contested-election case. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. CRISP] raises 
the question of consideration, which is not debatable. 

Mr. HOLMES. I rise to a point of order. 

Mr. MILLS. I move that the House now take a recess till half 
past 7 o’clock to-night. 

8 SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa will state his point of 
order. 

Mr. HOLMES. I claimed the floor some time ago, and gave way 
for conference reports; and I submit that the question of considera- 
tion now raised by the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Crisp] in antag- 
onism to this bill comes too late. 

The SPEAKER. It does not. 

Mr. CRISP. The bill has not yet been read. 

The SPEAKER. The time to raise the question of consideration is 
really after the measurg has been read. The gentleman from Texas 
[Mr. MILLS] moves that the House now take a recess until half past 
7 o'clock to-night for business under the special order. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. MILLS, there were 
ayes 61, noes 43. x 

Mr. GEAR. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER. The point of no quorum being made, the Chair 
will appoint tellers. 

Mr. HOLMES. I desire to make the proposition that this bill be 
fixed as a special order for to-morrow at 11 o’clock. 

Mr. RANDALL. I can not agree to that. 

Mr. MILLS, Let my friend from Iowa be content with the fact that 
his bill is privileged and can be called up in the morning. 

Mr. WEAVER. But that privilege has been sacrificed here at the 
expense of seven or eight hundred people of our State. 

Mr. MILLS. I move that the House adjourn. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I hope that will not be agreed to; there is al- 
ready an order for a recess. 

The question being taken, the motion to adjourn was not agreed to; 
there being—ayes 44, noes 60. 

Mr. MILLS. I move that the House take a recess until 9 o’clock 
to-morrow morning. 

The SPEAKER. The motion for a recess is now pending. The 
point of no quorum being raised, the Chair appoints as tellers the 
gentleman from Iowa [Mr. GEAR] and the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
Mitts]. The question is, Will the House now take a recess until 
seven and a half o’clock ? 

The tellers took their places and proceeded with the count. 

Mr. HOLMES (before the tellers had reported). I desire to make a 
parliamentary inquiry: Will this question come up to-morrow morn- 
ing at 11 o’clock by virtue of the standing that it now has? 

The SPEAKER. It would. When the regular order of business is 
resumed this matter would be before the House, subject, of course, to 
the question of consideration which the gentleman from Georgia has 
raised. 

Mr. WHEELER. I hope the gentleman from Iowa will consent to 
allow me to get through a small pension bill. 

Mr. GEAR. I withdraw the point of no quorum. 

The SPEAKER (at 5 o’clock and 40 minutes p. m.). The gentle- 
man from Iowa withdraws the point of no quorum. The ayes have it; 
and the House takes a recess until half past 7 o’clock. 


EVENING SESSION, 


The recess having expired, the House (at 7 o’clock and 30 minutes 
p. m.) was called to order by Mr. DOCKERY, who directed the reading 
of the following communication: 

SPEAKER’S Room, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
February 28, 1889, 
I hereby d ate Hon, A. M. Dockxxnx to preside as Speaker pro tempore at 


the session of the House this evening. 
JNO. G. CARLISLE, Speaker. 
Hon, Jons B. CLARK, 
Clerk House of Representatives. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the order under 
which the House reassembles this evening. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


That on Thursday, the 28th instant, the House shall take a recess until 7.30 
o'clock p. m., the evening session to be given to the consideration of the follow- 


ess: 
Not exceeding one hour tothe ceremonies relating to the acceptance of the 
Cass and Muhlenberg statues. ` 
2. To the business reported from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
bills heretofore reported by said commits 

eee park bill or the trust bills. 
The session to continue beyond 10.30 o’clock p. m. 
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STATUES OF MUHLENBERG AND FULTON. 


Mr. ERMENTROUT. Mr. Speaker, I present for adoption the reso- 
lution which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Whereas 1 7 an act of Congress approved the 2d day of July, 1864, the Presi- 
dent of the United States is authorized to invite each of the States to provide 
and furnish statues in marble or bronze, not exceeding two in number for each 
State, of deceased persons who have been citizens thereof and illustrious for 
their historic renown or their distinguished civil or military services, such as 
each State may determine to be worthy of that national commemoration, and 
when so furnished the same shall be Faced in the old Hall of the House of Rep- 
resentatives in the Capitol of the United States, which is set apart, or so much 
= may be ee. as the National Statuary Hall for the purpose therein in- 


an 
Whereas the State of Pennsylvania has 8 the statues of Robert Fulton 
and John Peter Gabriel Muhlenberg, both natives of the State, and illustrious 
and distinguished citizens thereof: Therefore, 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the thanks 
of Congress be presented to the governor and through him to the people of the 
State of Pennsylvania for said statues, 

Resolved, That these works of art are accepted in the name of the nation, and 
assigned a place in the old Hall of Representatives already set apart by act of 
Congress for statues of eminent citizens; and that a copy of this resolution, 
signed by the President of the Senate and the Speaker of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, be transmitted to the governor of the State of Pennsylvania. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the adoption of the 
resolutions presented by the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

MUHLENBERG AND FULTON. 


Hoch in den Lüften flattert stolz die Fahne! 
Was ist's, was ihre gold'ne Inschrift nennt? 

Gott es, dass sie den Weg Euch bahne; 
Es ist die Fahn' vom deu en Regiment! 


Then Fulton looked: beneath his wondering eyes 
Gay streamers lengthen round the seas and skies; 
The countless nations open all their stores, 

every wave and crowd the lively shores; 
Steamers in mingling mazes streak the air, 
And commerce triumphs o’er the rage of war. 


Mr. ERMENTROUT. Mr. Speaker, in rising to move the adoption 
of the resolutions just read within the time I have allotted myself, it 
is not my purpose to detain the House withall the remarks I have pre- 
pared to note this occasion. But so important a matter as the erection 
of statues to represent the great Commonwealth of Pennsylvania in the 
Statuary Hall set apart by the nation at its Capitol demands more than 
the mere comment of formal resolutions. The relation which I bore to 
this work asa member of the commission that selected the subjects and 
under whose direction the work was performed forbids my silence. 

With nearly two centuries and a half of history, Lp same ai with the 
landing of William Penn in 1640, with a State the theater of some of 
the most stirring events of colonial history and on whose soil was first 
proclaimed the Declaration of Independence, with a people who took 
so large a share in the glorious struggle that created us an independent 
nation, there was no dearth of great names worthy to represent her. 
Inseparably connected with her history was William Penn. 

But full justice had already been done him. The name of the em- 
pire granted him in seignority and sovereignty in the soil, and as pro- 
prietary, its progress and glory are sufficient honor. Not only was he 
recompensed in honor, but he and his descendants have been recom- 

in wealth and tribute. He was born and died a British subject. 

e religious doctrines he taught were not new. ‘The liberty he pro- 

claimed was the birthright of the Saxon and the heritage of every 

branch of the race. The religious toleration he promised as part of his 

frame of government was the strongest inducement he could offer to 

attractimmigration in the then religious condition of Germany and other 
parts of Europe. 

The Dutch and Swedes who preceded him on the Delaware had an- 
ticipated his policy of pacification with the Indians, Much of the 
luster that surreunds this policy in the eyes of after-generations is the 
reflected splendor of the great Conrad Weiser’s labors and wisdom in 
the same direction. This intervening halo has tended much to gild 
William Penn’s great and justly deserved fame. Then there wasCon- 
rad Weiser himself—the Pennsylvania statesmen and Indian diplomat 
of the colonial era. The story of his life combinesto a remarkable de- 
gree elements of adventure, romance, and religion. 

In the severest time of that period, often single-handed and alone, 
encountering every imaginable hardship, Providence seemed to have 
raised up and prepared him for the special purpose of rendering serv- 
ices indispensable to the preservation and continued existence of the 
Pennsylvania colony. His presence and mind exerted a magical 
power over the untutored savage. Unquestionably to him the Penn- 
sylvania colonists were indebted for the safety of theirlives and prop- 
erty, and the whole province to the prosperity resulting from the peace 
maintained with the Indians through his influence. The Father of his 
Country on the 13th of November, 1793, in company with other dis- 
tinguished persons, paid the homage of a visit to his grave and bore 
testimony to the many services rendered by him to his country. 

But Weiser was born abroad. So were others born abroad, who, like 
Morris, had distinguished themselves in Pennsylvania history. Others, 
like Franklin, were born in other Commonwealths. Pennsylvania, 
whose soil had been trodden by the foot of the white man for over two 
hundred years, would be a barren mother indeed if she had not given 
birth to and nurtured on her bosom two sons worthy of this honor. 


The commission charged with this duty believed that they found in 
the persons, career, and achievements of General John Peter Gabriel 
Muhlenberg and Robert Fulton the twopersons best fitted to represent 
the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania. 

They do not represent military glory alone, nor statesmanship alone, 
nor science nor art alone, nor manhood alone. They represent in their 
combined persons all the qualities and attributes that men delight to 
love and Commonwealths to honor—all that makes illustrious the lives 
of men, all that makes glorious the pages of history. They represent 
the pen and the sword, the gown of the priest and the cloak of the 
soldier, the triumphs of war and peace, of religion and science, the 
successful domination of the hidden forces of nature and the harnessing 
of them subject to the will of man so as to make them minister to the 
happiness, comfort, grandeur, and material progress of nations. The 
two subjects also in the races from which they have respectively de- 
scended, namely, the Pennsylvania-German and Scotch-Irish, represent 
the two nationalities whose combined character, energy, and services 
have contributed—during the hardships of the colonial era, in the reso- 
lution to fight for independence, in the dangers of war, in the coun- 
cils of the state and church, and in the peaceful pursuits of science, art, 
agriculture, and commerce—to make Pennsylvania the great empire 
she is to-day. 

General Muhlenberg was the son of Dr. Henry Melchior Muhlenberg, 
a learned and distinguished theologian of the German Lutheran Church, 
who came into this country and settled at the Trappe, Montgomery 
County, in 1742, and of Anna, daughter of Conrad Weiser, before men- 
tioned. He was born October 1, 1746, at that place. The father came 
here to take charge of the spiritual welfare of the large German emi- 
gration already in this State, as Conrad Weiser was called from New 
York to look after the temporal welfare of the same people. The home 
of Dr. Muhlenberg became the source of great influence for good to 
this colony; from thence young men were sent, prepared to dissemi- 
nate religious truth, among them Dr. Muhlenberg’s own three sons— 
Peter, Frederick, and Ernest. Peter Muhlenberg thus unites very 

y in his person, by natural inheritance, the most important tra- 
ditions of that early era, flowing from its temporal and spiritual life, 
He adorned them by his long and useful career, and showed himself 
worthy of this noble inheritance. In April, 1763, a boy of sixteen, he 
started for Germany, in company with his two brothers, to prosecute 
his studies at the University of Halle. 

He had been there barely a year when his fighting propensities im- 

lled him to knock down his tutor, for which he was expelled, and 

is military tastes led him to join a regiment of Germandragoons. It 
is related that at the battle of Brandywine, where he commanded a 
brigade, he was recognized by former comrades, who exclaimed as they 
saw him. Here comes Devil Pete.“ Released from the German army 
through the good offices of some friends of his father, he returned to 
Americain 1766. He applied himself vigorously to the study of theol- 
ogy, and was in 1768 ordained a minister of the Evangelical Church. 

p to 1772 he officiated for various German congregations in New Jer- 
sey, when he went to London, where, in company with Mr. (afterward 
Bishop) White, he was again ordained according to the rites of the 
Episcopal Church. Thus anointed with two consecrations, he was 
called in 1772 to the Shenandoah Valley to minister to the German 


Lutherans there. This was, in a great measure, a missionary enter- . 


ee as the population of that valley consisted for the most part of 
ennsylvania Germans, 

He there became the right man in the right place. The young priest 
had come among them to minister to their spiritual welfare, but he soon 
found other matters, in addition, to engage his attention. He actively 
participated in the great questions of the day, and in public meetings 
expressed himself in favor of the policy of armed resistance. June 16, 
1774, he was chosen moderator of a meeting held at Woodstock, Dun- 
more County, to organize a committee of public safety, his active coad- 
jutors being Abraham Bowman and Peter Helfenstein. The same year 
he was elected member of the house of burgesses; he was present when 
Patrick Henry, at the memorable convention of Richmond, March 22, 
1775, delivered his irresistible appeal for the arming of Virginia, and 
supported Shana this decisive step against the doubting thoughts 
of many others. the German delegates from the valley voted with 
Muhlenberg for the resolutions, 

They were sufficient in numbers in the divided state of opinion to 
turn the scale. It was a most decisive step in the struggle. The pro- 
ceedings of that convention were then proclaimed treasonable. The 
same year, December, 1775, additional regiments to the number of six, 
making eight in all, were directed to beraised. Muhlenberg, still con- 
nected with his charge, received the colonelcy of the Eighth iment, 
being, with Patrick Henry, the only civilian appointed colonel. The 
time had now come for him to bid farewell to the peaceful calling of 
shepherd of souls. The news that the Reverend Colonel a 
was about to deliver his parting sermon assembled, in the month o 
January, 1776, an unusually large audience at Woodstock, so that even 
the resting-place of the dead around the church was filled with persons. 
In all the glorious history of that glorious era of self-sacrifice, of hero- 
ism and grand deeds, no figure stands out before us so baptized, so 
anointed with the divinity of holy faith and warlike heroism. That 
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In impressive manner Muhlenberg spoke of the duties which the com- 
mon weal of the fatherland imposed on all, and closed with the sig- 
nificant, earnest words that there was a time to fight, and that the 
time had come. Then he pronounced the benediction. His career as 
pastor was ended. He laid aside his priestly gown and stood before 
them in the full panoply of the armed warrior. He stepped down 
from the pulpit, and caused the trumpet to sound and the drums to 
beat. Patriotism broke out in bright flames, and three hundred men 
of the neighborhood on that day flocked to Muhlenberg’s banner. The 
scene will forever live in history as it has been immortalized in verse 
by a Pennsylvania poet, and is now sculptured in marble by a Penn- 
sylvania artist: 

And now before the open door— 
The warrior priest had ordered so— 


The enlisting-trumpet’s sudden roar 
through the 8 o'er and oer, 


Its long reverberating blow. 
So loud and clear, it seemed the ear 
Of dusty 
And then the 
Fired the liv with fiercer life; 
While overhead, with wild increase, 
Forgetting its ancient toll of peace, 

The t bell rung as ne’er before; 
It seemed as it would never cease, 
And every word its ardor flung, 
From off its jubilant iron tongue 

Was War! war! war!” 


“Who dares”—this was the Patriot's cry, 
* As striding from the desk he came 
Come out with me. in Freedom's name, 
For her to live, for her to die!” 

Henceſorth his career was inseparably interwoven with the history 
of the war of independence. Early in the progress of thought preced- 
ing the struggle it had been made a matter of special inquiry, by a 
committee appointed for that purpose, to ascertain the mind of the 
Germans in Pennsylvania on the subject of independence. In August, 
1775, the united German Lutheran and Reformed Churches of Phila- 
delphia, in connection with the German Society, had addressed a mes- 
sage to the Germans of North Carolina and New York in favor of inde- 
pendence. No doubt the elder Muhlenberg was connected with the 
movement as the leading man of the Lutheran Church. It needed no 
message to the Pennsylvania Germans of Shenandoah Valley. Their 
leader in the sacred cause of liberty was with them already in the per- 
son of Peter Muhlenberg. There is no telling how the movement in 
favor of the cause would have fared without the support of this large 
and influential body of the population. f 

Muhlenberg, at the head of his German regiment, which was more 
numerous than the others, first participated in Lee’s canpeign against 
Lord Dunmore, in Virginia. Ordered to South Carolina, he arrived in 
the nick of time to render effective service with his brave troops at the 
battle of Sullivan’s Island, or Fort Moultrie. May 27, 1776, his regi- 
ment was taken into service by the Continental Congress. In July, his 
regiment was at Savannah; September, he was ordered to Virginia; in 
December, to Philadelphia. February 21,1777, he was made a briga- 
dier-general. After equipping thoroughly his regiment he was or- 
dered to join the main army of the North at Middlebrook, N. J. Here 
his brigade and the German regiment, composed of Marylanders and 
Pennsylvanians, were combined, and his brigade, with Weedon’s, 
formed General Greene’s division, which, in the unfortunate battles of 
Brandywine and Germantown, gained honor by its bravery and good 
discipline. 

After the battle of Brandywine, August 11, 1777, Muhlenberg’s bri- 
gade showed the most stubborn resistance to the pursuing troops of 

nwallis, and successfully covered the retreat of the American army 
at the battle of Germantown. 's brigade was the last to 
leave the field, after having brought the right wing of the enemy to a 
stand by a splendid bayonet charge. In Greene’s division and 
Muhlenberg’s brigade bore the brunt of the day, and alone ed 
the part assigned by Washington in the plan of the battle of German- 
town. Muhlenberg had voted todefer the attack. He also sat on the 
court-martial of Wayne, for at Paoli; of Stephen, for intoxica- 
tion at Germantown; of Maxwell, for the same cause, at Brandywine. 
He shared, with the rest of Washington’s army at Valley Forge, the 
sufferings, cold, want, and discouragement that hung like a cloud over 
the gallant host. 

April 10, 1778, owing to some dispute about rank, he sent his resi 
nation to Washington, but that great man, unwilling to di wi 
his services, requested him to remain, a request with which he com- 
plied. In the same year, the day after the evacuation of Philadel- 

hia, Washington left Valley Forge, and Muhlenberg took partin the 
Pattie of Monmouth on that hot 28th day of June. In 1779 Wash- 
ington seleeted him to cover Mad Anthony’s rear in the attack upon 
Stony Point. In 1780 he was busied with the ization of the 


The following year, when General Greene, supplied with greater 
forces, assumed command of the Southern department and Baron 
Steuben commanded in Virginia, Muhlenberg operated against Bene- 
dict Arnold, the traitor. 

His vigilance shut him up in Portsmouth. At an engagement at 
City Point, near Petersburgh, April 25, 1781, he threw himself against 
Arnold’s superior forces with such gallantry that Steuben made his 
warmest acknowledgments and gave particular prominence to his serv- 
ices in the official report. July 6, 1781, in the action between Corn- 
wallis and Lafayette, when both the latter and Wayne had been de- 
ceived as to the enemy’s movements in crossing the James River at 
James City, Muhlenberg, upon hearing the enemy’s fire, without orders 
marched to the scene of action and arrived in time to extricate Wayne 
from his difficulties and save the advance from capture or rout. 
tember 29, 1781, Muhlenberg was placed in command of the advance 
posts around Yorktown, and it was permitted him to play a prominent 
part at the important battle that crippled the English power in America 
and brought peace in its train. 

At the assault of the heights of Yorktown, October 15, 1781, he com- 
manded the light infantry brigade which stormed the left redoubt of 
theenemy’s fortifications with the bayonet—an heroicact, ranking with 
the most glorious achievements of the war. He was, however, slightly 
wounded at this attack, Alexander Hamilton was the second in com- 
mand, He continued in the Army till the treaty of peace was signed, 
along with Wayne and others, in 1783. On the 30th of September of 
that year he received the well-earned honor of promotion to the rank 
of major-general. In 1783 he returned permanently to Pennsylvania, 
was elected vice-president of Pennsylvania in 1785, 1786, 1787. In 
1788, together with his brother Frederick, he warmly pressed the ac- 
ceptance of the proposed Constitution of the United States. In the same 
year, December, he was elected one of the eight members to the First 
Congress of the United States from Montgomery County, to serve from 
March 4, 1789, to 1791. Of this body his brother, Frederick Augustus, 
was elected Speaker. 

In 1790 his influence was greatly efficient in securing the adoption of 
the new constitution of Pennsylvania. He also rendered important 
services in the First Congress in matters r to the Army and 
national defense. He was a member of the Second and Sixth Con- 
gresses. He was always a decided adherent of the Republican party. 
When the election of a President, in consequence of the tie vote be- 
tween Burr and Jefferson, devolyed on the House, he voted for Jeffer- 
son on every hallot, till the thirty-sixth ballot resulted in the election 
of Jefferson. When it was in contemplation to designate the President 
with the same title as the Stadthalter of Holland, His High Mighti- 
ness,“ Washington asked Muhlenberg’s opinion. He treated the mat- 
ter with frank ridicule, much to the distaste of Washington. This 
circumstance may have contributed to prevent the appointment of 
Muhlenberg to be commander-in-chief of the Army, as had been ex- 
pected. Previous to St.Clair’s appointment he was warmly pressed for 
the position. 

In 1801 he was elected United States Senator. After a few months’ 
service, however, he resigned and was appointed inspector of internal 
revenue for Pennsylvania, and in 1802 collector of Philadelphia. He 
was, like his brother Frederick, president of the German Society of Penn- 
Sylvania, an association which rendered such useful services to the 
country from the date of its foundation, in 1764, through the colonial, 
pre-Revolutionary period,during the Revolution,and afterwards. Peter 
Muhlenberg was president in 1788 and from 1802 to 1807. His last 
appearance at their meetings was April 9, 1807, on the occasion of the 
dedication of the new hall of the society, built under his oe 
He died October 1, 1807, on the anniversary of his sixty-first birthday, 
at Philadelphia. 5 

He was of tall stature, robust, and animated. In some measure 
nature molded him for a soldier, and he glided into his vocation as 
soon as the ity arose. In him courage and decision were allied 
witha cool deliberation which comprehended thoroughly the situation, 
and thus Washington found in him not only aconsummate officer buta 
trustworthy adviser. In his character he was open, amiable, and with- 
out But if there was one trait which controlled his life, 
his political principles, and his conduct, and which stamped his inner 
being, it was a love of liberty. 

His earthly remains found their last resting place in the peaceful vil- 
lage of Trappe, where he was born, where he spent the wild days of 
boyhood, and where his reverend father also sleeps. This is the un- 
varnished record of the long career of the scholar, the priest, the sol- 
dier, the statesman, and the citizen, illustrious by the distinguished 
services of his ancestors, illustrious by the traditions he centers in his 
person, and illustrious and pre-eminent not for one thing alone but 
for the achievements of a varied career and of a many-sided mind, 
crowned with a well-ordered life. As such he has been selected to be 
clothed in sculptured marble and set up in the national rotunda as 
one of Pennsylvania’s representative men, a bright and shining exam- 
ple for future generations to honor and toemulate. { 

It has been hinted that the field of his renown was Virginia. We 
deny it. The field of his usefulness and renown was in the South 
and North—in the Carolinas, Virginia, Pennsylvania. His sword was 
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unsheathed in all these States. His voice in the Virginia house of 
burgesses and committee of safety was but that of the Pennsylvania 
German missionary speaking for and leading the Pennsylvania Ger- 
mans of the 5 He went there in 1772, was there but two 
years as a pastor, and then from that time on he was wherever duty 
called, rendering his services to the whole country. The struggle over, 
liberty achieved, covered with the honors of war, he returns to his 
native State, and again his counsel and his voice are given to mold 
her government and the nation’s laws. The boundaries of Virginia, 
great a State as she was, were too narrow to hem in his deeds, his use- 
fulness, or his glory. His cradle was rocked in Pennsylvania, his mind 
was formed there. In the darkest days of the war he with his right 
arm and his wisdom guarded his home and defended her soil. After 
the war he led in her councils, and in death her bosom became his 
grave. 

Robert Fulton, the son of an Irish emigrant, was born on his father’s 

farm in the township of Little Britain (now called Fulton), in Lancaster 
County, Pennsylvania, in 1765. A short time after his birth his father, 
also named Robert, sold his farm and removed to the town of Lancaster, 
where he died in 1768. His training thereby devolved on his honored 
mother, and under her direction he acquired some knowledge of reading 
and writing at home. In his eighth year she sent him to school to ac- 
quire the rudiments of an English education. He did not make much 
3 as a scholar. He was born with a genius that ill comported 
with droning over school books. He preferred to frequent the 8 of 
mechanics where he could indulge his taste for mechanism and drawing. 

Neither punishment nor entreaty availed to make a scholar of him. 
When his teacher wished to punish him by the ancient method of the 
ruler on his knuckles, Robert refused, and said, ‘‘Sir, I have come to 
have something beat into my brains and not into my Knuckles. To 
his entreaty he replied ‘‘ that his head was so full of original notions 
that there was no vacant chamber tostore away the contents of any dusty 
books.“ But while not a student he was busy with his ‘notions, ” 
and when a youth of fourteen he attempted thé manufacture of an air- 
gun and planned and completed a small working model of a fishing- 
boat with paddle-wheels, This device was actually used by him in 

1779 on the Conestoga River in Lancaster County, to propel a fishing- 
boat. At the age of seventeen years he went to Philadelphia to paint 
portraits, landscapes, and follow mechanical draughting. 

On his twenty-first birthday he returned to Lancaster and devoted 
his first savings to the purchase of a farm in Washington County, Penn- 
sylvania, for the benefit of his mother and sisters. In the deed he is 
described as a miniature-painter. After providing for the comfort of 
his father’s family he proceeded to England and became for several years 
an inmate of the family of Benjamin West, the great American artist, 
also a Pennsylvanian, and born in Chester County, near Fulton’s birth- 
place, then avgi in London. He still followed the profession of a 
painter, but still his mind was taken up with invention. 

In 1797 he went to Paris and lodged in the same house with Joel 
Barlow, American minister, and afterward e a member of his 
family. The friendship then begun continued through life. It was 
to Fulton that Barlow dedicated his patrioticand historical poem of the 
Columbiad, or Vision of Columbus. It was Fulton who, at his own 
expense, designed the elegant plates which adorn that work. It should 
be here noted that Fulton was an artist of no mean merit. 

In person Fulton was about six feet high. His person was slender, but 
well proportioned and well formed. Nature had made him a gentle- 
man and bestowed upon him ease and gracefulness. His features were 
strong and of a manly beanty; he had large dark eyes and a projecting 
brow, expressive of intelligence and thought. There is an excellent 
portrait of him by Benjamin West still in existence. His temper was 
mild and his disposition lively. He expressed himself with energy, 
fluency, and correctness. 

In his domestic and social relations he was zealous, kind, generous, 
liberal, and affectionate. He knew of no use for money but as it was 
subservient to charity, hospitality, and the sciences. 

During his residence in Paris, in addition to modern languages, he 
studied higher mathematics, physics, chemistry, and perspective. He 
thus added to his natural genius the aid of science. At no time of his 
life was he idle. The talent given him was never hidden away in a 
napkin, Responsive to the spirit of the motto of his youth, There is 
nothing. impossible,“ he added the power and light of science to his 
natural genius. He thus made possible the accomplishment of so much 
in the short period of life allotted him, for he died at the age of fifty 
years. Above all, it made possible the realization of the prophecy made 
by him while pointing out to a visitor the sketch of a plan of a steam- 
boat on the wail of his room at Paris, ‘‘There is the image of what will 
yet traverse the river and the ocean’’—a prophecy first realized in the 
world's history when he, on the 7th day of August, 1807, started the 
steam-boat Clermont, constructed, engine and hull, under his direc- 
tions, on her first suecessful trip to Albany on the Hudson. 

This was some eighty years ago, some thirty years after the Decla- 
ration of Independence, twenty-four years after the close of the Revolu- 
tionary war, and eighteen years after the adoption of the Constitution 
of 1789. A succession of events in the political — 
of the world, ancient or modern, from whatever eee consid: 


whether in the causes that led to them, the means and instruments 
used in their creation, development, and perfection, or their effect on 
the condition of mankind for all time. Stupendous as these events 
were on the political world, the successful trip of the Clermont was 
equally so in the domain of trade and commerce. The achievements 
of our fathers in war and the creation of a free constitutional Govern- 
ment were well complemented by the success of Fulton in realizing the 
great dream of his life. 

God created the new world with great capacities. He lavished with 
unsparing hand untold wealth upon her mountains, plains, and val- 
leys. He poured out upon her seamed surface mighty rivers, whose 
currents traverse the entire continent to be swallowed up in the greater 
waters that roll their resistless waves around her rock-bound shores, 
These mighty rivers were first rippled only by the canoe of the Indian, 
then by the flat- boat, the raft, and the ark of the early explorer, settler, 
and 5 The more dangerous ocean was traversed by the slow sail- 
ing ship. 

Fulton, by his successful application of steam to purposes of water 
navigation, as by the wand of a magician, revolutionized the commerce 
and trade of his day and of the world. experiments in naval tor- 
pedo warfare he pioneered the way for the wholesale destruction of 
navies, to remedy and ward off which great governments are spending 
countless sums. The immense streamsof the country were made trib- 
utary to the nation’s greatness. Old ocean rolled his waves submissive 
to the paddle of the steamer, and found a master despite adverse winds. 
To-day rivers, bays, gulfs, and oceans, the world over, are dotted with 
innumerable rich argosies propelled by steam, moving monuments bear- 
ing unmistakable testimony to the triumph of mind over matter, to its 
domination over the forces of nature, to the unflagging zeal, to the skill, 
and to the genius of Robert Fulton. 

The State of New York, after first selecting, rejected him because he 
was born and reared on Pennsylvania soil. Pennsylvania now crowns 
him in the national rotunda as one of her greatest sons—as aman who 
is second to no other in the country’s history in contributing to the 
comfort and happiness, glory and power, the wealth and not 
of his State or his country, but of the entire world. For though the 
Hudson was the scene of the first signal success of his greatest work, 
yet the State of New York, great as she is, does not limit either the 
field of his labors or his distinction. His fame does not belong to 
States, for his genius embraced empires. Coextensive with the known 
world, it is bounded only by the barriers which nature has set to track- 
less and unknown oceans. 


APPENDIX. 
I—BRIEF OF THE LIFE AND SERVICES OF JOHN PETER GABRIEL MUHLENBERG, 

Born at Trappe, Montgomery County, Pennsylvania, October 1, 1746, son of 
Henry Melchior Muhlenberg and Anna, ten ares of Conrad Weiser. 

Henry Melchior Muhlenberg 17 

Peter, eldest son of H. M. and Anna T ra 

April 27, 1763. Peter and his brothers, Frederick Augustus and Henry Ernes- 
tus, sent to to be educated. 

June 15, 1763. The three brothers arrive in London. 

1763. They arrive at Halle in the autumn. 

1764. Knocks his tutor down; — expelled from the University of Halle, and 
enlists in a regiment of dragoo: 

1765. en this time he Stained his discharge from the dragoon regiment 

the kind offices of a colonel in the English army, known to his fa father. 

1766. Returns to America. 

1768. Ordained a minister of the Evangelical Lutheran Church. 

May 12, 1768. Appointed assistant rector of Zion’s and St, Paul's Churches, 
situated at New Germantown and Bedminister, Hunterdonand Somerset Coun- 
ag eT ao, Begins to officiate in his ch. 

vi in new charge. 

November 6, 1770. Married to Anna Barbara Meyer. 

March 2, 1772. Sails for London, 

April 10, 1772. Arrives at London. 

pepe jo bl Ordained a priest with Mr. (afterwards Bishop) White, by the 
0} ndon. 

3 1772. Removes to Virginia Woodstock. 

June 16.1774. Chosen moderator of meeting held at Woodstock, Dunmore 
County, Virginia, to organize a committee of public safety. 

1774, Chairman committee public safety. 

1774. Elected a member of the house of burges: 

March, SR tras gases resolution of Patrick H Bani to put colony of Virginia 
in a state o 

1775. The proceedings of the convention proclaimed by Lord Dunmore to be 
treasonable. 

1775. Two regiments raised under Colonels Henry and Wooord a 

December, 1775. Resolution passed to raise six additional 

December, 1775. Chosen colonel Eighth Virginia Regiment. Patrick Henry 
and he only civilians appointed colonels. 

Janua 1776. Preaches farewell sermon at Woodstock. After sermon, 300 
mien enlist. 

1776. Served under General Lee at the attack on Charleston, S. C. 

May 27,1776, Eighth Virginia Regiment taken into service Continental Con- 


gress. 

July, 1776. Muhlenberg's regiment sent to Savannah. 

September, 1776, Regiment ordered to Virginia. 

December, 1776. Regiment ordered to Philadelphia, 

February 21. 1777. Promoted to rank of brigadier-ge 

April, 1777. The First, Fifth, Seventh, and Thirteenth e. Virginia 
line, assigned to his bri; 

May, 1777. Sets out for headquarters army, Morristown, N. 

May 28, 1777. Muhlenberg's and Weedon’s brigades tied} into division of 
General Greene. 

September 11, 1777. Battle of 5 Wayne's, Muhlenberg's, and 

Weedon’s brigades stationed at Chadd’s Ford. 

The preservation of the whole 3 Brandywine due to the conduct of 
Greene's division, Muhlenberg and Weedon’s brigades. Muhlenberg's brigade 
the last to leave the field. 
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October 4, 1777. Battle of Germantown, 

October and November, 1777. Detailed for duty upon court-martial to try 
Wayne, for surprise, at Paoli; Stephen, for intoxication, at Germantown; and 
Maxwell, for intoxication, at Brandywine. 

October 29, 1777. Council of war to decide upon the expediency of an attack 
upon Philadelphia. 

ovember, 1777. Second council of war to decide same point. Muhlenberg 
one of four who voted in favor. g 

April 10, 1778. Tenders his resignation to General Washington, on account of 
dispute as to rank; asked by Washington to remain. 

1777-1778. Remains at Valley Forge during whole winter. 

May 28, 1778. General Lee appointed to command Mublenberg’s and Scott's 


es. 
une 18, 1778. English evacuate Philadelphia. 

June, 1778. Battle of Monmouth, 

July-October, 1778. With main army at White Plains. 

November 2, 1778. Appointed by Washington to command a division, to suc- 
ceed General Putnam. 

November 28, 1778-June 2, 1779. Muhlenberg’s division in winter quarters at 
Middlebrook. 

1779. General Muhlenberg selected to cover Wayne's rear at the attack on 


Goes into winter quarters at Morristown, N. J. 
ber 14, 1779. Whole Virginia line ordered South, Muhlenberg to com- 


January, 1780. Named commander of all forces in Virginia. 

February 25, 1780. Sets out for Virginia. 

April, 1780. Arrives in Richmond. 

y 12, 1780. Charleston capitulates. 

April-December 3, 1780. Commander of all forces in Virginia. 

December 3, 1780. Major-General Steuben takes command in Virginia. 

January and February, 1781, Opposed to Arnold in Virginia. Shuts Arnold 
up in Portsmouth, Va. 

April 29, 1781, Lafayette takes command in Virginia. 

April 24, 1781. Fight at 3 between Arnold and Philips with three 
thousand lish and General Muhlenberg. 

at 1781, — Muhlenberg takes command of the regular troops brought 
sou yette. 

July 6, 1781. Action between Lafayette and Cornwallis; Muhlenberg saves 
Wayne's forces, 

July, Cornwallis retreats to Yorktown. 

August 28, 1781. French fleet arrives in the bay. 

September, 1781, Muhlenberg sent south of James River to prevent projected 
retreat of Cornwallis to the south. 

Se ber 14. General Washington and Count Rochambeau arrive at Williams- 
u 
„September 29, Muhlenberg placed in command of the advanced forts around 

or. wn. A 

September 29, Investiture of Yorktown completed. 

October 15, 1781. The twin batteries,” called the two flank redoubts, stormed 
and taken at the point of the bayonet by troops led by Alexander Hamilton and 
Peter Muhlenberg. General Muhlenberg ‘htly wounded in attack. 

October 19, 1781. Yorktown capitulates. 

1781-March, 1783. Continues in army till signing of treaty of 1 2 

September 30, 1783. Promoted to be major-general, Anthony Wayne being his 
immediate senior aud General Clinton h immediate junior on the list, 

November, 1783. General Muhlenberg removes permanently to Pennsylvania, 

February to July, 1784. Makes a trip to locate county lands in Kentucky. 

1785. El vice-president of Pennsylvania, Franklin president during the 


same time. 

1786. Re-elected vice-president of Pennsylvania. 

1787. Re-elected vice-president of Pennsylvania. 

Conflict between Pennsylvania and Connecticut. 

Civil war in byt spacey Vice-President Muhlenberg asks Congress, in 1788, 
to send regular troo ere. 

September, 1787. Convention to frame Constitution assembles at Philadelphia. 

General Muhlenberg an ardent advocate of its adoption. 

December, 1788. General Muhlenberg chosen one of eight members of First 
Congress, to serve from March 4, 1789 to March 4, 1791. 

91 0 05 1789. General Muhlen member of committee of national defense, 
militia, and bounty lands of Virginia. 

1790. New constitution of Pennsylvania adopted; great influence in its favor 
exercised by General Muhlenberg. 

1793. Elected to Congress from Montgomery County district for term 1793- 


1795. 
1797. Elector from Pennsylvania, 
1799-1801. Member of Congress. 
1801. In Burr and Jefferson contest tor Presidency voted for Jefferson on every 
ballot until, on the thirty-sixth ballot, the latter was declared elected. 
February 18, 1801. Elected United States Senator. 
. une an 1901. Resigns, and is appointed supervisor of internal revenue of 
ennsylvania. 
J aly. 1802, Appointed collector of Philadelphia. 
October 1, 1807. Dies at Philadelphia. 


II.—MUBLENBERG’S FAREWELL SERMON, 


The 1 rose, the eg — was strong; 
The m was or David's song ; 
The text, a few short words of might, 
“The Lord of hosts shall arm the right.” 
He spoke of wrongs, too long endured, 
Of sacred ts to be secured. 

When from his patriot tongue of fame 
Thestartling words for om came, 
The stirring sentences he spake 
Compelled the heart to glow or quake, 
And rising on his theme’s broad wing, 
And ping in his nervous hand 

The nary battle brand, 

In face of death he dared to fling 
Defiance to a tyrant king. 


Even as he spoke his frame, renewed 
In eloquence of attitude, 

„as it seemed, a shoulder higher, 
Then swept his kindling glance of fire, 
From startled pew to breathless choir, 
When suddenly his mantle wide 
His hands ent flung aside, 

And lo! he met their wondering eyes 
Complete in all a warrior's guise. 


A moment there was awful pause, 
When Berkley cried “Cease, traitor! cease! ' 
God's temple is the house of peace!” 


The other shouted “‘ Nay, not so, 
When God is with our righteous cause 
His holiest places then are ours, 

His temples are our forts and towers, 
That frown upon the tyrant foe. 

In this the dawn of freedom's day, 
There is a time to fight and pray 1” 


And now before the open door— 
The warrior priest had ordered so— 
The enlisting-trumpet’s sudden soar 
Rang through the chapel, o'er and o'er, 
Its long reverberating blow, 

So loud and clear, it seemed the ear 
Of dusty death must wake and hear, 
And then the startling drum and fife 
Fired the living with fiercer life; 
While overhead, with wild increase, 
Forgetting its ancient toll of peace, 
The great bell rung as ne’er before; 
It seemed as it would never cease, 
And every word its ardor flung 
From off its jubilant iron tongue 
Was War! War! War!” 


Who dares””—this was the patriot’s cry, 

As striding from the desk he came— 

Come out with me, in freedom’s name, 

For her to live, for her to die?“ 

One hundred hands flung out reply, 

One hundred voices answ: Sau 

—Buchanan Read's Wagoner of the Alleghantes. 
III.—PASTOR MUHLENBERG’S ABSCHIEDSREDE, JANUAR, 1776, 


Der Orgel Téne waren schon verklungen, 
Und Gottes Schutz auf sie herabgefleht; 
Die letzte Dankeshymne war gesungen, 
Doch scheidend Vater Mühlenberg noch steht, 
Da sprach er von vergang'nen frohen Tagen, 
Die sie in Fried’ und Gottesfurcht verlebt, 
Von eich’nem Fleiss, von männlich kühnem Wagen, 
Das wilde Land zum Paradies erhebt. 


Von Gottes Schutz und Seinem reichen Segen, 
Den Er verlieh den Heerden und dem Feld; 
Dass sie auch ferner Ihm vertrauen mögen, 
Dann sei ihr Haus auf Felsen fest gestellt. 
Doch auch yon schlimmen Zeiten war die Rede, 
Von Zeiten, die die nächste Zukunft bringt; 
Von Druck und Schmach, von blut ger Kriegesfehde, 
Zu der sie England's blinde Fein zwingt. 


Sie sind dahin, des Friedens heit’re Stunden! 
Der Tag erschien für männlich kühne That! 
Für ruhiges Gebet ist jetzt die Zeit verschwunden, 
Die Zeit des Kampfes ist herangenaht! 
Der alg mer der friedevolle, weichet 
Der e rommel, die der Feind ndt; 
Die Hand, die segnend euch den Kelc 3 
Greiſt jest zum Schwert, für's theu're Vaterland! 


Da gleitet ese zu des Altar's Stuſen, 

Der geistliche Ornat, der ihm umschloss, 
Und unter Freud’ und lautem Jubelrufen 

Stand er enthüllt, ein Krieger, hehr und gross! 
Und vor die Kirche führt er die Gemeinde, 

Zum stillen Platz, wo Trauerweiden steh’n; 
Wo früher nur der stille Kummer weinte 

Da hört man jest die Werbetrommel geh'n 1 


IV.—BRIEP OF LIFE AND SERVICE OF ROBERT FULTON, 
1765. Born in township of Little Britain, now Fulton, Lancaster County, Penns 


sylvania. 

1766, Moved to the town of Lancaster, where his father died in 1768. 

1778, Sent to school to uire rudiments of English language. 

1779. Constructs model of fishing boat with dle wheels. 

1782. Removes to Philadelphia and follows portrait and landscape painting 
a Ea nical draughting. He here makes the acquaintance of Benjamin 

ran n. 

1786. Returns to e PEISANA a bome in Washington County for his 
mother and sisters, after which he sails for England and becomes a member of 
the family of Benjamin West, the American painter, then residing at Lon- 
don. He also lived two years in Devonshire, following painting, where he be- 
comes intimate with dgewater and Stanhope. Removing to Birmingham, 
he forms a friendship with Watt, the inventor of the steam-engine. 

1787. He goes to Paris and mes a member of the family of Joel Barlow, 
oe ret ag) minister, and author of the Columbiad, He there pursues scien- 

o studies. 

1793. Conceives the idea of propelling vessels by steam. 

1794. Obtains patent fora mill to saw marble from the British Government, 
and receives an honorary medal from Society for Promotion of Arts and Com- 


merce. 
1795 and 1796. Prepares and publishes treatise on the improvoment of canal 
navigation. 
1797. He invents and mis: 
1, Double inclined planes for canals, 
2. A machine for spinning flax. 
3. A machine for making ro 
4. A machine to scoop out the earth to form channels for canals and aque- 
ducts, 
5. Cast-iron bridges and aqueducts, 
boat. 


Š ispatch boat, 
8. Another called the Trader, 
9. A perpendicular lift, 

10. Ai ns. 


him. 
1801. He proposes to eee to relieve France and the ae et Spee 
e of, 
rest 


The British minister £ ints a commission to examine his pro 

1805. Hel rep ai h brig with torpedoes in Walmer Ronda, seland. 
1806. He embarks for New York and marries Miss Harriet Livingston. 

1807. Under Government authority he blows up with torpedoes a large hulls 
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— . — New York Harbor; and soon after publishes a work on submarine ex- 


ves, 

13. In 1807 Was built the first steam packet that ever sailed against wind 
and tide, called the Clermont. This was followed by the invention ot 

14. The first submarine plunging boat, as a terrible engine of war, constructed 
for carrying torpedoes and submarine guns, adapted for a mode of maritime 
warfare which he called the torpedo war.” 

15. Submarine guns. 

16, A beautiful steam-ship called the Car of Neptune, of 295 tons. 

17. In 1811, the Paragon, of 331 tons. In this year he was one of the commis- 
sioners to explore route for inland navigation from the Hudson to the Lakes. 

a 3 12 m Sateen dad 118 bag d 

. In e Jersey ferry-boat, Camden. 

20, In 1813, the Richmond, steamer, of 370 tons. 

21. In 1813, the steamer Washington, of 275 tons. 

22, In 1813, the York, ferry-boat, 

28. In 1813, the Nassau, ferry-boat, 

24. December, 1813, the steam-boat Vesuvius, 140 feet keel, 400 tons burden, was 
launched at Pittsburgh, designed asa regular trader between the Falls of the 
Ohio and New Orleans, 


Adams and Andrew Jackson certified to Con 
dered to the country by Mr, Fulton at the of New Orleans, 
25. In 1813 the steam-ship Fulton, of 827 tons, In 1813 letters patent were 
828 him for improvements in the art of submarine warfare, to destroy 
ips and vessels of war by submarine cannons, 

„In 1814, the Fulton the First, the first steam-vessel of war in the world. 
January 5 a number ofinfiuentiai and patriotic gentlemen of the city of New 
York assembled at the house of Robert Fulton, esq., to investigate the principles 
and utility of a steam-vessel of war invented by that gentleman. er exam- 
ining the plan and hearing the reasons submitted, they immediately adopted 
measures to raise $120,000 for 9 of giving a trial to the experiment, 
8 to build one to carry 24-long-pounders to aid in the defense of that 


anuary 3, 1814, the committee, Stephen Decatur, Evans, Perry, Warrington, 
Lewis Jones, etc., reported having. examined the model and plans, and that it 
was among the best interests of the United States to carry the plan into imme- 
diate execution. 

October 31, 1814, the steam-frigate; Fulton the First, authorized by Con- 
gree, was launched at New York, of 2,475 tons burden. She was cannon-proof. 

carried thirty 32-pounder carronades, and two 100-pounder columbiads, to fire 
hotshot. Thegallant Porter commanded her, This frigate was 145 feet deck, 
55 feet in breadth, and drew 8 feet of water. 

November 22 she was moved from the wharf of Messrs. Brown, in the East 
River, to the works of Mr. Fulton, on the North River, to receive her machin- 
ery—oost $320,000. On the 4th of July she made a 3 to the ocean and 
back, 53 miles, in eight hours and twenty minutes, e was used by the United 
States as a receiving-ship until June 4, 1829, when by some accident her maga- 
zine blew up, causing the complete destruction of the vessel. 

27. The Olive Branch. 

28. The Emperor of Russia. The vessel was built as substantial and stron 
asa sloop-of-war, and no doubt was entertained by naval men of the practi- 
cability of the attempt. The Savannah was, however, afterwards built, and 
sailed to Russia, 

29. The Chancellor Livingston, of 526 tons. 

80. Mr. Fulton's last boat, which he called the Mute, 

1815, February 24, he died at New York in the fiftieth year of his age, and 
was buried in Trinity churchyard, New York. He left surviving hima widow, 
who soon followed him. is son, Robert Barlow Fulton, died in 1841, A 
daughter, Julia, in 1848. Two other daughters, Mary L. and Cornelia L., both 
married, were yet living in New York in 1856. 

1846. Congress does him the tardy justice by passage of bill appropriating 
$76,300 to heirs for services, 
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VI.—AN ACT PROVIDING FOR A COMMISSION TO HAVE STATUES EXECUTED AND 
PLACED IN THE OLD HALL OF THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, IN THE CAP- 
ITOL OF THE UNITED STATES, AND MAKING AN APPROPRIATION THEREFOR. 


Whereas by the second section of an act of Congress, entitled An act making 
appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Government for the year endin; 
the 30th of June, 1865, and for other pu „ of July, 1 
the President of the United States is authorized to vite each and ell of the Siates 
to provide and fu statues in marble or bronze, not two in num- 
ber for each State, of deceased persons, who have been citizens thereof, and 
illustrious for their historic renown, or from distinguished civil or military 
services, such as each State shall determine to be worthy of that national com- 
memoration, and when so furnished, the same shall be placed in Old Hall 
of the House of Representatives, in the Capitol of the Unii States, which is 
set apart, or so much thereof as may be necessary, as a national Statuary Hall 
for the purposes therein indicated; and 

many of the States of the Union have complied with the invitation, 
causing to be erected in the ciara at Washington such statues of their most il- 


2 tizens, and as it is desirable that Pennsylvania should also be so rep- 
resented :"{herefore, 
SECTION 1, Be it enacted, etc., That the governor shall appoint six citizensof the 


Commonwealth, who shall constitute a commission to have’executed in marble 


or bronze the 3 of two deceased persons who have been citizens of the 
Commonwealth, illustrious for their ic renown, or for civil 
or other services, previous to or suring the Revolution, to be p in that part 
of the national ery reserved for this State, wi wer to select an artist, and 
is eee ioe e execution of said statues at a p not to exceed the sum 


SEO, 2. It shall be the duty of the OE OOD ae ear Eanes be aes 
U in office of tootsie of tos mmon 5 at the call of 
tho or, months after the this act, and effect an or- 

m by one of their number tof the commission, and one 

of commission; shall have power to adjourn from time to 

XX— 156 


time and place to place, and make such rules and regulations not inconsistent 
with their appointment as may be necessary to accomplish the purpose of this 


act. 

SEC, 3. That the sum of $2,000 be, and is hereby, appropriated out of moneys 
in the State treasury not otherwise appropriated, for the purpose herein n 
and for defraying the actual traveling expenses of the commissioners; the said 


sum to be expended under the direction and in the discretion of the commission 


hereby created, and to be paid by warrants drawn on the State treasurer, signed 
by the president and secretary of said commission. 
SEC. 4. That the said commission shall make an annual report to the Legisla- 
ture of Ps made in the work contemplated by this act. 
Approved the 18th day of April, A. D. 1877. 
J. F. HARTRANFT. 


October 16, 1877. Governor John F. Hartranft appointed as the commission 
Hon, Simon Cameron, of Dauphin; George DeB. Keim, esq., and Hon. Francis 
A. Osbourn, of Philadelphia; Dr. Thomas O. Kennan, of Washington; John C. 
Hagar at of Lancaster; and Hon. Daniel Ermentrout, of Berks, 

October 8,1877. Commission organized at Harrisburg by electing Hon. Simon 
Cameron president,and George DeB. Keim secretary. 

December 18, 1878. Contracts made by the commission with Mr. Howard Rob- 
erts, of Philadelphia, for statue of Fulton, and with Miss Blanche Nevin, of 
Lancaster, for statue of Muhlenberg. 

January 9, 1879. Report of commission made to Legislature. 

The resolutions were to. 3 

Mr. ERMENTROUT moved to reconsider the vote by which the 
resolutions were agreed to ; and also moved that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid on the table 

The latter motion was to. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT. I now ask unanimous consent that any gen- 
tleman who desires to do so may have leave to print remarks in the 
RECORD upon the resolutions which have just been adopted by the 
House. 

There was no objection. 


STATUE OF LEWIS CASS. 


Mr. CHIPMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the 
Committee on the Library be discharged from the further consideration 
of the Senate concurrent resolutions providing for the acceptance of 
the statue of Lewis Cass, presented by the State of Michigan to the 
United States, and put the same upon their passage. 

There was no objection. 

The concurrent resolutions were considered; they are as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the thanks 
of Congress be tendered to the governor and through him to the people of 
the State of Michigan for the statue of Lewis Cass, whose name is so conspicu- 
ously connected with the development of the Northwest Territory and with 
eminent services to his State and country both at home and abroad. 

Resolved, That the statue is accepted in the name of the nation, and assigned 
a place in the old Hall of the House of Representatives, and that a copy of these 
resolutions, signed by the President of the Senate and the oes of the House 
of Representatives, be transmitted to the governor of the State of Michigan, 


Mr. CHIPMAN. Mr. Speaker, the State of Michigan presents and 
asks the United States to accept a statue of General Lewis Cass. A 
man ought to have exemplified the civic virtues nobly while he was 
living to deserve this tribute when he is dead. 

It is a solemn act to place aname on the nation’sroll of honor. That 
roll is a message to posterity. It ought never to exploit the accident 
of divine right—fates’ most cruel jest on men—or be sullied by mere- 
tricious greatness. Fortunate, indeed, is the country who has children 
worthy of this glory, and fortunate, thrice fortunate, is America in. a 
goodly company of sages, patriots, statesmen, whose fame illuminates 
her history and deserves the reverenceofher people. High in the ranks 
of this company stood General Cass. 

He was conspicuous even among them for his robust Americanism. 
He was fortunate in opportunities as a man of action and as a man of 
counsel. His career was varied and remarkable. As a soldier in the 
war of 1812, as governor of the Territory of Michigan and pacificator 
of the Indian tribes, as Secretary of War and minister to France, as 
Senatorin Congress and Secretary of State, in speech and in action, his 
ican shown pure and strong in the light of his great abilities. 

e loved his country. He believed in her institutions—in the capacity 
and the right of her people to govern themselves. He was not shame- 
faced in this faith. He was not a servile imitator of foreign manners 
but of simple American life, delighting in literature and art and con- 
tent with the ways of the folk among whom his lot was cast. 

The patriotism we honor here to-night was at onetime thesubjectof 
ridicule and attributed to unworthy motives. This was when he made 
his declaration of ‘‘fifty-four forty or fight“ on the northwestern 
boundary question. Perhaps, sir, we of this generation will see how 
mean the passions of the hour made us to our political opponents and be 
ashamed that we vilify men who are worthy of statues erected by a 
grateful country. But, sir, General Cass’s patriotism was far-reaching. 
It was the love of country which inspires a statesman with grand 
thoughts for her prosperity and independence. He knew our place 
among the nations. His opposition to the quintuple treaty, unless it 
was accompanied with a renunciation of the right of search as a princi- 
ple of international law, and his broad interpretation of the Monroe 
doctrine, prove that he pierced the future with his prescience. 

Room, Reston for our commerce are the great necessities if we would 
keep abreast or ahead of the nations. We see now with a clearer vision. 
The horizon of civilization has expanded. There are no longer dark 
continents, waste places, but the earth rounds before us like an open 
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book, each page of which is radiant with the destiny of our commerce. 
This is the world in which General Cass desired his country to be pre- 
eminent. 

Sir, we know that he is worthy of this honor we do to his memory. 
Patriotism is the virtue of statesmen, It casts a glamour over their 
lives and throws their shadows boldly on the future. 

There is, sir, an aspect of General Cass’scareer which brings him very 
near to the hearts of the men of the West. The great States of Ohio, 
Michigan, Illinois, Wisconsin, Iowa, Minnesota, are all indebted to his 
facility in the management of the Indian tribes. To us of Michigan 
he was as afather—a benefactor. He reared the roof-trees of our homes 
and kindled the fires on our hearth-stones. 

So we, the children and grandchildren of the men who fought side 
by side with him against savage man and untamed nature, do him this 
reverence. 

We ask the nation to rear his image in the nation’s Pantheon, that 
our children’s children may gaze on the ‘‘ counterfeit presentment of 
a virtue which adorned her history and blessed mankind. My fervent 
prayer is that that sacred shrine shall never be desecrated by honors 
showered on kings or oppressors of God’s people; but that forever it 
shall chronicle the freedom, the greatness, the prosperity, and the hap- 
piness of our country. [Applause. | 

Mr. RANDALL. I unite with the Representatives of the State of 
Michigan with all my heart in doing honor to the memory of Lewis 
Cass. He was, as much as any one man could be, the founder and 
builder-up of that prosperous Commonwealth which sits so proudly 
amid our northern inland seas. 

He foresaw with the instinct of astatesman the coming glory of 
his country, and at the beginning as at the close of his career he ad- 
vocated the principles and supported the public policy upon which our 
liberties and independence as a nation depend for preservation. 

If I were to Saloni one characteristic in his publie life which domi- 
nated all his thoughts, words, and actions, it would be his intense love 
of country, No matter how dark and threatening was the outlook, our 
enemies might be many and their hatred bitter, yet his heart never 
quailed; but with pen, voice, and sword he battled for the rights and 
honor of his country, for the general welfare, and for the melioration 
of the human race. 

When Burr’s mysterious conspiracy was hatching in the then wilder- 
ness of Ohio, Thomas Jefferson detected and exposed the treason before 
it got beyond control, and Lewis Cass, then a young lawyer and mem- 
ber of the Ohio Legislature, drafted legislation which had the effect to 
destroy the projected expedition and restore public tranquility. 

When appointed superintendent of Indian affairs his uns 
mental and physical energy was tested and strained to the utmost. 
Throughout Michigan Territory, of which he was second Territorial 
governor, wandering bands of Indians were a constant menace to the 

ce and growth of the white settlements. ‘‘They had in two wars 
3 employed by the British against the Americans, and they were 
regular pensioners on British bounty.“ He made seventeen treaties 
with the Wyandotte, Seneca, Delaware, Shawnee, Pottawatomie, Ottawa, 
and Chippewa tribes of Indians, won their respect and confidence by 
honest dealing and firm and resolute administration, and from a posi- 
tion of hostility made them our good and fast friends. 

He explored the whole country, and in his birch canoe traversed 
thousands of miles unvisited before, save by the Jesuit fathers or the 
hunters who pursued the valuable fur-bearing animals of that region. 
He communicated to the North American Review at the timesome of the 
ablest articles which have ever been written on the Indian lan 
character, and history. He was amongst the first to appreciate them 
and improve their condition. 

He was a man of sword, pen, and voice, and in all his varied career 
won renown in each and every position. At the breaking out of the 
war with Great Britain he served with distinction, as might have been 

of the son of Major Cass, who had foughtin the Revolutionary 
army for seven bloody years to help win our independence. He after- 
ward took part in the campaigns of Harrison, which ended in the de- 
struction of the British army in Western Canada, the killing of Tecum- 
seh, and the flight and disgrace of Proctor. 

Cooley, in his Michigan: A History of Governments,” sums up 
this part of Cass’s public life as follows: . 

There was some feeling of Territorial pride that Jackson had looked to this 


distant ion for a member of his Cabinet, but the 
ted wi t reluctance, He 


in own deportment courteous and complacent, always abstemious, 
always! g; as mable in his private and 
all do o and social relations as he was in his public capacity and de- 


at abi —̃ ̃ ̃ — — 

r 

1 8 o, so patri: 80 ive uties, so worthy 
As Secretary of War in Andrew Jackson’s Cabinet, he was pro- 

nounced, vigorous, and emphatic in his hostility to the doctrine of nul- 

lification of the laws, and long afterward, in his old san Pa Secre- 

tary of State in Buchanan’s administration, in 1860~61, he spoke with 


no uncertain voice in favor of the maintenance of the Union at all haz- . 
ards and at every cost. He lived to see the civil war brought to a suc- 
cessful close in behalf of the Union, and to see the country out of her 
evil days start upon a career of prosperity and greatness which is 
marvel of the age and without parallel in ancient times. 

When Great Britain delayed, upon one pretext and another, to turn 
over to the United States the fortifications within our lines, and harassed 
our border with threatened Indian forays, contrary to the stipulations 
of the treaty of peace, and when upon the high seas Great Britain as- 
sumed the right to visit and search our ships, as minister to France he 
drew up an impassioned appeal to that country, which had much to do 
in exposing the arrogance and injustice of the claim. 

Whenever the way was to be cleared for the future which he saw so 
clearly opening up for his country he was among the first to set to work 
and was among the most able and successful leaders. He denied the 
doctrine of perpetual allegiance, assisted in making our flag 
on every sea, stoutly defended the Monroe doctrine in to the 
American continent, and so far as one man could, promoted the peace, 
ne erry and glory of his country. 

1850, when theslavery agitation pervaded the wholeland, and the 
wisest and most fearless stood aghast at the threatened danger to the 
Government, in that hour of great peril Lewis Cass’s name was put 
second by a solemn resolve of the Senate—second only to that of Henry 
Clay, the great pacificator, in behalf of honorable adjustment. Nothing 
rye Cigal display the confidence then reposed in hisability and sense 
of justice. 

While he was resolute and exacting for his country, he was in his 
private life retiring, unostentatious, frugal, sympathetic, and consid- 
erate in his relations with those he came in contact with. 

Let me close by repeating two sentences from General Cass’s writings, 
which give a good insight into his character. He said: 


For myself, I have no belief in thut greatness which is too great tomingle with 
the detalis of life. Dips ee 


In another place he said: ‘ 
He who occupies the loneliest cabin upon the very verge of civilization has 


just as important a part to play in the fate of our country as the denizen of the 


proudest city in the land, 


These utterances I commend heartily, both in spirit and letter, as a 
guide to all in public life. [Applause. 

Mr. DONNELL., Mr. Speaker, in the year 1864 an invitation was 
extended to the different States of this Union by the national Congress 
to present the statues of two of their deceased citizens, to be placed in 
Statuary Hall, in the nation’s Capitol. The works in sculpture were 
to re t those ‘illustrious for their heroic renown or distinguished 
by civil or military services.“ Nearly a quarter of a century has elapsed 
since this action of the Congress. The State of Michigan to-day makes 
its contribution in the statue of her illustrious pioneer, soldier, and 
statesman, General Lewis Cass, who served the State and nation for 
more than half a century, always to the advantage of the people and 
promotion of the glory of the Republic. His fame was not built upon 
the fluctuating wave of popular — favor, but on service for his coun- 
try and achievements for the w. of the nation. Now the le 
of the Peninsular State, who cherish hismemory and the deeds of his 
life, unite in presenting this memorial to the worth of the foremost 
man in their history, the man who aided so much in building up their 
Commonwealth and making secyre the great experiment of self-govern- 
ment on this continent. 

Lewis Cass was the second governor of Michigan Territory. As its 
executive he governed wisely for seventeen years, taking office in 1813 
and continuing until 1830. His sword had hel to win freedom to 
the great Northwest. He was the fifth citizen chosen to represent the 
young State in the Senate of the nation, and in that high body he 
served for twelve years. He was called to the Cabinet of President 
Jackson, and held the portfolio of War for four years, to be transferred 
to the French court as envoy extraordinary and eee fees 
tiary, which place he graced for six years. His wisdom and discretion 
oroa trouble between the two countries and restored friendly rela- 

ons. 

While at this post he prevented the ratification of the quintuple, 
treaty and thereby prohibited the establishment of the right of seatch 
on the high seas, so strenuously asserted by England. As Secretary of 
State he served for nearly four years, resi a few weeks prior to 
the close of the administration of President Buchanan. I have givena 
hasty review of the official life of Lewis Cass, It embraces a period! 


of fifty-seven years of service as legislator, soldier, executiyg, cabinet 
officer, and diplomat. I believe but one citizen exceeded that length 
of service—John Adams. 


owes much to Lewis Cass for its proud eminence in tho 
the Union. As its governor his great abilities were devoted to, 


States 
the development of its wonderful resources. His management of 
connected with the Indians was tempered with wisdom and justice, and 
his treatment of the ori occupants of the soil was follo by; 


friendly fi between the races, His administration golv | 
dian problem by its firmness and equity. His life begff at i 
years from early manhood were d f 


of the last century. 
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the advancement of civilization, the glory of his country, and the prog- 
ress of the people. His service was so conspi that in 1848 he was 
rewarded by the great Democratic party by the nomination for the 
Presidency. 

In the election of that year Lewis Cass received 127 electoral votes 
to 163 for Zachary Taylor. The popular vote 2,871,908, 
divided as follows. Cass, 1,220,544; Taylor, 1,360,101; Van Buren (Free 
Soil), 291,263, giving a plurality of 139,557 for Taylor, leaving him a 
minority President. In the light of the situation of parties political 
to-day, astudy ofthat election is ofinterest. ‘There were thirty States, 
and each of the leading candidates succeeded in fifteen, an equal divis- 
jon. General Cass was successful in eight Northern States and seven 
Southern, while General Taylor received a derance of votes in 
eight Southern States and seven Northern. In the North Cass had 810,- 
460 and Taylor 925,472 votes, while in the South the vote stood 410,- 
084 for Cass and 434,629 for Taylor. In this eight to seven contest the 
result was determined by asmall majority in three States of the South. 
Achange of 1,021 votes in each of the three States of Delaware, Georgia, 
and Louisiana would have given the victory to General Cass, and might 
have changed the history of the country. 

The pivotal States of the North were taken from General Cass by the 
letter to Nicholson, dated December 30, 1847. In that letter General 
Cass took strong grounds against the Wilmot proviso. He believed, to 
use his own words, its adoption— 

Would weaken, if not impair, the union of States, and would sow the seeds 
future discord, which would grow up and ripen into an abundant harvest of 


It would seem as if he was forecasting by his fears the horoscope of 
the future; to his prophetic eye the mists of coming years were lifted. 
In the same letter, while endeavoring to protect what he thought the 
constitutional rights of the South by opposition to this measure of the 
anti-slavery sentiment, he failed to solidify that section by his utter- 
ance against the institution of slavery. He said: 

We 1 istence of i 
an „FFC in Southern States and wish they 

In the t States of the North the waves of an adverse popular 
sentiment t against him, provoked by his espousal of what he 
3 the rights of the South, While that portion failed him at the 

t. 0 

Having hastily sketched the political Iiſe and pe services of the 
statesman of the Northwest, I desire to speak of him asa patriot. He 
loved his country and her institutions; his life was panoplied in hon- 
est and simple patriotism. A reference to his services in the Army in 
the early days of the Republic attest his devotion to the Union. His 
words and votes in the Senate during the war with Mexico were al- 
ways for the nation’s glory and in aid of its soldiers, and to promote 
their triumph. 

In the war for the Union he occupied grounds of exalted patriotism. 
He deplored the conflict, and fervently hoped the Union would be un- 
disturbed, that the storm would pass. He quitted the Cabinet of Presi- 
dent Buchanan, being unwilling to share longer the councils of an ad- 
ministration where the Government was not strongly maintained. He 
was unable to discover the intentions of a Government that scarcely 
knew its own intentions, and withdrew from its deliberations. With 
the change of administration Cass still hoped for reconciliation between 
his countrymen. He abhorred war, but believed in protecting the 
Government. In 1847 he wrote: 2 

All 
i ree iEn See 
inj g them. The nation which should to defend its rights 
and its honor when assailed would soon have neither to defend. 

He held that in times of peril— 


There is one ark of safety for us, and that isan honest appeal to the funda- 
ae principles of our Union and a stern determination to abide their die- 
es. 


No one thought General Cass would hesitate when the hour of trial 
came, As he saw the country he realized that the quarrel was in its 
nature irreconcilable and eternal as the warfare between right and 
wrong. He found the people of the North divided, their views being 
aptly defined as some holding to the wisdom that desired war that we 
might have perpetual peace, against the folly that clamored for peace 
that we might have perpetual war. At last the people of the North 
learned the maxim of William of Orange that ‘‘ war was preferable to 
a doubtful peace.“ 

Lewis Cass spoke for the Government of his country in the hour when 
every breaker and billow of the political ocean was beating n its 
shore. The flag of the nation was fired upon by those in revolt; the 
forts of the Government were seized by armed foes; then there came 
the great uprising in the North. The avenging genius of the North- 
men resented the attack on the nation and its flag. The State of 
Michigan became a giant in the fray. At the war meeting in Detroit, 
April 17, 1861, the venerable statesman was present. He was aided 
= by platform, and there the old man spoke for his country. He 

I come to-day to do honor to the raised 
end which ns mantntained itself aa ereed alucod. Tones trek vane eee 


have lived under it, and I that the last hour that comes to all may come to 
me before its stars are dim in number. Tho I recognize the duty of 
TTV 
war, and that he will keep us still. N 

The utterances of the old man eloquent kindled the patriotic fires. 
His words shone through the darkness of the political atmosphere like 
characters of light. 8 

It is a pleasing coincidence that the next speaker was Cass’s old po- 
litical antagonist and successorin the Senate, Zachariah Chandler, he 
of rugged words and patriotic heart, loving the Union and liberty. 

Then Michigan was the home of patriotism. As in ancient 
the cry ee is in danger! stilled all division, effaced 
partisanship, men became only patriots. Party lines were oblit- 
erated, and the Commonwealth became the abode of patriotic fervor. 
In afew days the First Regiment of Michigan Volunteers was organized, 
and it was the first military organization from the West to defend the 
capital. This regiment was partly ap by Lewis Cass, May I 
be pardoned, sir, if I mention the fact a private soldier in that 
command in these Halls to-day, with loving reverence, speaks of the 

statesman. In a fortnight the people of the metropolis again as 
sembled to take counsel and prepare for the conflict, 

The sage and patriot, Lewis Cass, the warrior who broke his sword 
on that spot nearly fifty years before rather than surrender it to a for- 
eign foe, presided over the concourse of ee His words kindled 
anew the patriotic fires, which burned fiercely through the long con- 
test, and before the end Michigan sent 91,000 of her sons to defend the 
Union. At this gathering hespoke for his country and her institutions. 
He declared there was but one path—there was no neutral position; all 
must sustain the Government. He solemnly averred that he who is 
not for his country is against her. 

His words were like beacons in the upward pathof mankind. They 
were uttered in those moments in our history when they served to in- 
fluence the course of events during a long future. They were potent 
in the period of the great war that made ambitiog. virtue. He who 
nearly a third of a century ago had issued the ordér which put down 


nullification now called the people to aid in ing the Govern- 
ment. Although he was ing that age in life when shadows 
foretell the nearness of evening, his days were pro that he might 


see the flag for which he had given his early manhood triumphant, the 
Union he had loved so well re-established and again form one of the 
main bulwarks of our civilization. 

During all those terrible years of conflict the aged warrior watched 
with anxious solicitude the issue of the greatest war of modern times— 
a conflict which illustrated in crimson colors the grandeur, even sub- 
limity, of American valor. He saw the Government restored—the epoch 
of transition from the old to the new—where servitude should not have 
dominion in a country of liberty. Ere the great heart ceased to throb 
he saw the last furrow of war closed, the transforming and renewing 
hand of time laid upon the fortunes of his country, and its people and 
the nation enter upon a new and greater career of progress. Peace 
came to the troubled land, and then the old man slept in the peace of 
the grave. 

The life of Lewis Cass was one illustrative of the genius of our insti- 
tutions, His youth was one of poverty, devoid of advantages. His edu- 
cation was imperfect. When he attained the age of seventeen years he 
left his native New Hampshire to join the pioneers ofthe West. Being 
without means he made the journey h the mountain wilds from 
New England to Ohio on foot. In his new home the people 
the resources and courage of the young man, starting him on the road 
that led to highest places. Though of limited education, his writings 
exhibit native ability and high literary taste. In all positions he was 
conscientious, industrions, and faithful. All his life he was simple- 
minded, pure, and admirable, attaching friends and retaining them. 
He came from the people and never forgot them. He was devoid of the 
arts of the de e and ignorant of political charlatanry. To such a 
fame and such a liſe those to come can well look ſor encouragement and 
inspiration. 

Michigan presents this statue to the nation. It represents one who 
blazed way in her struggles to greatness whose life was a gracious 
emphasis to the loftiest patriotism, usefulness, pureness of life, and 
devotion to duty and country, More than two decades have passed 
since he entered into rest. His memory was destined to wait long for 
the reward and vintage of his toil. When our times have melted into 
haze others will recover from distance the unstained record of his illus- 
trious career. 

We place him to-day in the American Pantheon, among the memo- 
rials of those of heroic renown who have long since p: to the 
solemn shades, with that other company of distinguished service who 
people the silent continent of eternity. In that assemblage he will 
stand—a step to his left the murdered Executive, whose career began 
as his reached its zenith; to the right another warrior in the rugged 
leader of the Green Mountain boys, while to the front the eyes of stone 


forever gaze on the marble lineaments of the noblest of the noble, the 
Father of his Country. 
Just beyond the author of the Magna Charta of our rights—the 
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declaration of a people's freedom—silently watches the constellation. 
The mournful and careworn features of the liberator, the martyr Presi- 
dent, surrounded by warriors and statesmen, hold eternal vigil over 
the nation helifted up into God's rays of freedom. Orators, command- 
ers whose souls went up to heaven amid the clouds of battle, and those 
who-suffered and died, or who toiled and wrought for the elevation of 
mankind, are there. It is a noble array of the Republic’s best and 
good, a glorious company of Liberty’s apostles. And now the circleof 
glory widens to admit Lewis Cass to w well-earned place. He is wel- 
come to the silent senate of the dead’’—a congress of fame in per- 
petual session, Whose members have received their high credentials 
at the hands of history and whose terms of office will outlast the ages.“ 

The State of Michigan presents the statue of Lewis Cass in lasting 
marble. It may perhaps in coming years crumble to dust, but his 
memory is indestructible to all ravaging time. He will live in the 
sunlight of national gratitude and enduring fame. [Applause. ] 

Mr. SEYMOUR. The marble statue which Michigan has placed in 
Statuary Hall is that of a representative American. Born at Exeter, 
amidst the rugged hills of New Hampshire, where he received an aca- 
demic education—sprung from a sire of Kevolutio fame, Lewis 
Cass removed with his parents in 1799 to Wilmington, Del., where he 
became employed as teacher. Subsequently the family emigrated to 
Ohio and settled ona tract of land on the Muskingum River, near Zanes- 
ville, while Lewis remained at Marietta and commenced the study of 
law in the office of Governor Meigs. He married Elizabeth Spencer, of 
Virginia, was elected a member of the Legislature of Ohio, and at- 
tracted the attention of Jefferson by a communication to the President 
setting forth the views of the Legislature in relation to the ‘alleged 
treasonable intentions of Aaron Burr. He was appointed marshal of 
Ohio in 1807, which office he held until 1813. 

At the beginning of the second war with England he joined the forces 
of General Hull, was made colonel and afterwards promoted to briga- 
dier-general. He was stationed in command at Detroit and appointed 
governor of the Territory of Michigan. and as a part of his labor nego- 
tiated twenty-two distinct Indian treaties, and conducted the expe- 
dition for the exploration of the Northwestern Territory, in which he 
traveled upwards of 4,000 miles. He was appointed Secretary of War 
by General Jackson in 1831, which position he resigned to accept that 
of minister to France. Elected as United States Senator in 1845, he 
resigned when nominated for President in 1848, and after his defeat was 
re-elected to the Senate, and subsequently, in 1857, he was appointed 
Secretary of State by President Buchanan, but resigned the position 
when the President refused to re-enforce Major Anderson and reprovis- 
ion Fort Sumter. His resignation terminated a public career of fifty- 
six years. His varied experience as teacher, lawyer, soldier, and states- 
man gave him that cosmopolitan character so pre-eminently American. 
Drifting from Eastern to frontier life, engaging in different avocations, 
he acquired those elements of self-reliance and self-confidence which 
qualified him for the 1 2 1 of trust and responsibility offered him 
during his eventful life. His industrious habits fitted him for every 
sphere he was called upon to fill. Practice made him a speaker and 

oquence waited on his toil. He was a thorough isan and as con- 
sistent a ical Democrat as the constitutional mixture of personal 
and State rights would allow. He loved his race and his country. His 
inner ſeelings, and ofttimes his out ward expressions, reached out to hu- 
manity and caused him to deplore, like Jefferson, his great teacher and 
idol, a condition which confronted his country, but which both were 
unable to mend. 

To keep in check two opposing forces continually seeking opposite 
directions, and by the friction engendered continually requiring con- 
cessions, was the problem he always attempted to solve on the line of 
constitutional right and unity. He was formed in that stern mold in 
which, New England climate and New England teachings impressed 
and reared their hardy sons. The town meeting, that school and basis ot 
New England politics, educated him in strict construction of delegated 
or Federal powers, with a liberal belief in the large reservation of popular 
or State rights. The study of the law confirmed his mental leanings, 
and frontier life broadened out his views of popular and squatter rights 
in local and territorial control. As a soldier, he was aggressive and con- 
fident. 

Indignation possessed his soul when he found himselfand his army 
included, as he believed, in the unnecessary capitulation of Hull. His 
military ability found insufficient scope in the extent or range of his 
military experiences. The times were not ripe for its development. 
What success might have been his in a wider field with larger service 
the prophets or panegyrists of his time have not intimated. As a di- 
plomate, he was tenacious and defiant. He roused the ire of the British 
public by his vigorous protest against the quintuple treaty, and - 
ened the efforts of party friends by his persistent advocacy of the line 
of ‘‘ fifty-four forty ” in the Oregon controversy. Asa legislator, he dis- 
tinguished the commencement of his official career in the Ohio Legis- 
lature by the framing and passage of a law authorizing the arrest of 
men and boats in a supposed treasonable expedition down the river. 

Loyalty and love of country marked the beginnings of his publiclife. 
In fealty to party he had few superiors. He critically analyzed the 


measures presented on the line of constitutional power, and attempted 
to smooth obedience by concession to popular rights, On the passage 
of the fugitive-slave law he refrained from voting, though occupyin 
his seat in the Senate, because the amendment he offered was defea 
allowing trial by jury if demanded in the State where the fugitive re- 
sided. He gave his adhesion and support to the law after its passage. 
He regarded with disfavor the practical repeal of the compromise meas- 
ures of 1820, but voted for the Kansas and Nebraska bill on the ground 
of squatter and constitutional right. He favored the election of James 
Buchanan, but repudiated his inaction towards Anderson and Sumter. 
As the Declaration of Independence was the basis and groundwork of 
the Constitution, so was the nullification proclamation of Andrew 
Jackson the guide and basis of national action in the subsequent main- 
tenance of the Union. 

To this creed of principles Lewis Cass adhered and left the Cabinet 
of Buchanan in support of a necessary construction of Federal power 
preservative of the nationality of his country. He brooked no action 
or theory in early or later life which aimed at the impairment of Fed- 
eral unity. He was a unionist with all the conditions of compromise 
and interpretation which seemed necessary to the maintenance and en- 
forcement of the Constitution. That instrument was, in his view, the 
ultima thule of national life and the only substantial protection to popular 
rights on this continent. Herepresented in his life a connecting link be- 
tween the early development and later growth of our country, and left 
the impressof his character and statesmanship not only upon Michigan 
but the growing West. Industrious, temperate, and economical in his 
habits, he lived neither in parsimony nor ostentation. Simplicity and 
frugality ever distinguished him. 

The purity of his life was unquestioned. Cultured, self-reliant, and 
determined, he was the embodiment of firmness and courage. Some 
one wrote, ‘‘ He is now ill with the ague, the only thing that can shake 
him.” Conservatism restrained his impulses, The key-note of his 
political career was the maintenance of the Union under the Constitu- 
tion, For this his sacrifices were made. When that Constitution was 
assailed and the integrity of the Union threatened he left an adminis- 
tration he could no longer indorse, returned to his people and gave the 
influence of his character and the wisdom of his counsel in declining 
years to his practical and only political cy re Covering himself with 
glory as with a parens by this crowning act of his official life, his name 
went down to history honored with the plaudits of his countrymen, 
As we review his character so much the more shall we revere his mem- 
ory. It was permitted him to see the Union preserved through the 
arbitrament of arms and catch a glimpse of its increasing strength when 
pu of the disturbing cause. 

The empty sleeve, the heavy thud of crutch and artificial limb upon 
the floor of this Capitol, are constant reminders of the cost and terrific 
character of the struggle, where patriotism was equaled only by sec- 
tional devotion, and which left us a people of freemen and marked usa 
nation of braves. That something of the extent of the conflict, should 
it ever occur, was early realized by him is evidenced by the language 
he uttered and the concessions he made; yet when the day of trial 
came he voiced his position in no uncertain sound. His body rests in 
the city and State of his adoption, and Michigan sends his statue to 
this Capitol as a memorial of his worth and a tribute to his official 
services and public virtues. The cold marble will look down with 
stern and relentless gaze upon the passing crowd, and men in turn will 
revere his character and honor his patriotism and greatness as they a 
preciate his motives, and throw the mantle of charity on the times 
which he acted. [Applause. ] 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, when Michigan determined to avail 
herself of the invitation of the National Government to place in the old 
historic Hall of the House of ey pear e statues of two of her most 
illustrious citizens, she had no difficulty in designating the first worthy 
of this national commemoration, and so chiseled in marble the form 
and features of Lewis Cass. Cass and Michigan! Names linked in in- 
dissoluble union. His life is interwoven with her own, and his ashes 
repose in her eternal embrace. No other of her citizens was so long or 
more honorably connected with her history; noneotherreflected greater 
or more enduring glory upon hername, Identifying himself with her 
interests and going to her defense while yet a Territory, he followed 
her fortunes in war and peace through a lifetime of more than half a 
century with unwavering fidelity and unflagging zeal. 

For a period of more than fifty years he was in her service and the 
nation’s; and at the close of his official career he continued until the 
hourof hisdeath her counselorand friend. Soldier, governor, Cabinet 
officer, diplomate, Senator, nominee of his party for the Presidency, 
premier; there was no place within the gift of his party he could not 
command; there wasno position to which he was called that he did not 
adorn. In the judgment of the State, therefore, he fills the full measure 
of the nation’s invitation, for he was distinguished“ both in ‘‘civil 
and military life.” 

I shall not attempt a detailed statement of his eventful career, As 
asoldier, in the wilds of Michigan resisting the aggressions of a foreign 
foe, he gave enduring proof of his patriotism and courage. Assigned 
to the civil administration of that Territory in 1813, foreighteen years 
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he devoted hig energies to the advancement of her material interests, 

land laid the foundationsbroad and deep for her rapid development 
and future prosperity. While yet in the discharge of the civil admin- 
‘istration of the Territory he was summoned by President Jackson to 
a seat in his Cabinet as Secretary of War, the duties of which posi- 
tion, augmented by difficulties with Indian tribes and the graver con- 
ditions growing out of the spirit of nullification, he discharged with 
signal ability. 

The steady yet firm hand with which he held the United States 
military forces at Charleston, on the dividing lines between national 
supremacy and State sovereignty, maintaining the supreme authority 
of the one without infringing upon the integrity of the other; his pa- 
triotic appeal to the State of Virginia to use her influence to dissuade 
South Carolina from a course fraught with such disastrous consequences 
to the integrity of the Union and the cause of free government,“ 
evinced the highest statesmanship and contributed in no small degree 
to the restoration of harmonious relations and the recognition of the 
supremacy of the lawful authority of the National Government. 

Forced to resign the War portfolio in 1836, by reason of impaired 
health, he was appointed minister to France, in which position he ren- 
dered his Government mostillustrious service. Itwas during his mis- 
sion to this court that England sought by a masterly stroke of diplo- 
macy to secure the right of search on the high seas, aright the Ameri- 
can Government had persistently denied, under the pretext of suppress- 
ing the African slave trade. It well-nigh succeeded in uniting the 
five great powers of Europe—England, Austria, Russia, Prussia, and 
France—in a declaration of this right and ingrafting it into the code of 
international law. It wasa momentof supreme peril to the Republic. 
England, Austria, and Prussia had already executed the treaty} and its 
consummation only required the approval of France. There was no 
time to communicate with and receive instructions from the home Goy- 
ernment; he must take the responsibility of prompt, decisive action or 
the alliance would be concluded. He therefore at once addressed a 
communication to the French minister of foreign affairs protesting in 
the most vigorous terms against the consummation of this conspiracy. 
In the course of that communication he said: 


But the subject assumes another aspect when the American people are told 
by one of the parties that their veasels are to be forcibly entered and examined 
in order to carry into effect thesestipulations, Certainly the American Govern- 
ment does not believe that the high povos contracting parties to the treaty, 
have any wish to compel the United States by force to adapt their measures to 
its provisions or to adopt its stipulations, They have too much confidence in 
their sense of justice to force any such result, and they will see with pleasure 
the prompt disavowal made by yourself, sir, in the name of your country, at the 
tribune of the Chamber of Deputies, of any intention of thisnature. But were 
it otherwise, and were it possible they might be deceived in their confident ex- 
pectations, that would not alter in one tittle their course of action. Their duty 
would be the same and the same would be their determination to fulfill it. 
They would prepare themselves, with apprehension indeed, but without dis- 
may; with regret, but with firmness, for one of those desperate struggles which 
have sometimes occurred in the history of the world, where a just cause and the 
favor of Providence have given strength to comparative weakness and enabled 
it to break down the pride of power. 


In closing his protest he said: 

It is proper for me to add that this communication has been made without an 
instruction from the United States. I have considered this case as one in whi 
an American representative to a foreign power should act without awaiting the 
orders of his Government. I have presumed, in the views I have submitted to 
you, that I express the feelings of the American Government and people. If in 
this I have deceived myself, the nsibility will be mine. As soon as I can 
ve dispatches from the United in answer to my communication, I 
shall be enabled to declare to you either that my conduct has been approved by 
the President or that my mission has terminated. . 


He supplemented this protest by a pamphlet addressed to the French 
people, in which he laid bare the pretenses of the English Government, 
and exposed her real purpose in conceiving and consummating the al- 
liance. It was a document so forceful, so statesmanlike, so compre- 
hensive, and so illustrative of the character and ability of the man 
that I can not refrain from quoting a few paragraphs therefrom : 


The right of maritime search now in discussion between the British and 
American Governments is a graye question interesting to all nations to whom 
freedom of the seas is dear. Its connection with the African slave trade is but 
incidental, and can not affect the nature of the question. Great Britain pro- 
e to push this point, in order to destroy the yet existing relics of that trade. 

aval supremacy she had acquired and naval supfemacy she seeks. 

It is impossible that the intelligent Government and peons of Great Britain 


interests, whatever motives of philanthropy may have led to its first suggestion. 
To their flag it will give the virtual supremacy of the seas, During twenty-five 
years the British Government has the Government of the United States 
to consent to this measure. The application has been steadily repelled, and 
now this principle of the right of search, in a time of profound peace, heretofore 
never as a question of right, for the first time since the last general war 
in Europe is claimed by Great Britain to be a part of the law of nations which 
she has both the right and the will to carry into effect. 

Who made England the great prefect of police of the ocean, searching and seiz- 
ing at pleasure? Once establish this right of search, and the scenes of violence 
which have checkered the ocean for twenty years will again be renewed. The 
nation which should tamely submit to such . would mexit, as surely 
it would receive, the contumely of the world. 

The American Government and people will never submit, With them it is a 
question of liſe and death. They went to war thirty years ago to oppose it, when 
comparatively young and weak, and now, after having advanced in the elements 
of power wi rapidity unknown in human history, they will not be found 
wanting to their duties and honor in the day of trial. 

An American at home or in Europe may safely predict that the first man im- 
pressed from a ship of his country and detained with an avowal of the 5 
order of the British Government will be the signal of war. A war, too, whi 


will be long, bitter, and accompanied, it may be, with many vicissitudes; forno 
citizen of United States can shut his eyes to the power of Great Britain nor 
to the gallantry of her fleet and armies. But twice the Republic has come out 
honorably from a similar contest, and with a just cause she would again hope 
for success. At any rate, she would try. Even if England were clearly right, 
asin our opinion she is clearly wrong, she might forbear much without any 
imputation upon her honor. 

e has won her way to distinction by a thousand feats in arms, and what is 
her better title to renown by countless feats in peace, triumph of genius, of 
skill, of industry, and of ee which have gained her a name that the 
proudest may envy, and that few can hope to equal. She has given birth to 
an empire in the West, an empire whose extent and duration it human 
sagacity even to conjecture. There are planted her laws, her „ her 
manners, her institutions. A thousand ties of interest unite these kindred 
pe Let England cherish this as her most glorious work; but let her recollect, 

that her spirit equal to her on animates the Republic, and though she may 
be crushed she will not be dishonored, 


The result of this protest and appeal arrested the course of negotia- 
tion, secured the rejection of the treaty by France, thwarted the de- 
signs of the English Government, averted the catastrophe of war, and 
maintained the rights and honor of the American Republic. 

Returning home from his foreign mission, he was everywhere received 
with public honors and demonstrations of regard, and was prominently 
mentioned as the candidate of his party for the Presidency. Another, 
however, was chosen. In 1845 the State of Michigan elected him to 
the United States Senate, where he won fresh laurels in the arena of de- 
bate with such intellectual athletes as Webster, Calhoun, and their 
compeers. In the great debate on the Oregon question he gave utter- 
ance to sentiments which should be perpetuated in the hearts of the 
American people: 

It ee me, sir, to hear allusions to the destruction of this Government and 
the dissolution of this Confederacy. It pains me, not because they inspire me 
with any fear, but because we ought to have one unpronounceable word, as the 
Jews had of old, and that word is dissolution.“ We should reject the feeling 
from our hearts and its name from our tongues. 

He continued to represent the State of Michigan in the United States 
Senate until 1848, when he resigned to accept the nomination of his 
party for the Presidency; but failing of election he was returned for 
the remainder of his unexpired term, and atits close, in 1855, re-elected 
for the full term of six years. While a firm believer in the tenets of 
his party, his entire Senatorial career was marked with a broad states- 
manship and a conscientious discharge of duty as he saw it, from the 
performance of which no flattery could seduce and no power swerve. 

Retiring from the Senate on the 4th of March, 1857, he assumed the 
duties of Secretary of State in the Cabinet of President Buchanan, 
bringing to the discharge of its delicate functions the same comprehen- 
sive statesmanship which had marked the long course of his official life. 

The events of 1860 and 1861 brought on a crisis in public affairs 
which forced General Cass to resign from the Cabinet of President 
Buchanan, which he did on the 12th of December, 1860. His letter ot 
resignation and the President’s reply will best serve to disclose the 
reason why he felt called upon to sever his connection with the admin- 


istration: 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE, December 12, 1860, 
Sm: The present alarming crisis in our national affairs has engaged you 
serious consideration, and in your recent message you have to Con 


pe and of making araneon for the collection of the duties there by hav- 
a collector and other officers 


on the part of the United States, 

I continue to think that these arrangements should be immediately made. 
While the right and the responsibility of deciding belong to you, it is very de- 
sirable that at this 8 juncture there should be as far as possible unanimit 
in your councils with a view to safe and efficient action. I have, therefore, felt 
it my duty to tender you my 3 of the office of Secretary of State and 
to ask your permission to retire from that official association with yourself and 
the members of your Cabinet which I have enjoyed during almost four years 
without the occurrence of a single incident to interrupt the personal intercourse 
which has so beppliy existed. 

I can not close this letter without bearing my testimony to the zealous and 
earnest devotion to the best interests of the country with which during a term 
of unexampled trials and troubles you have sought to discharge the duties óf 
your high station. 

Thanking you for the kindness and confidence you haye not ceased to mani- 
fest to me, and with the expression of my warmest regard both for your- 
self and the gentlemen of your Cabinet, 

I am, sir, with great respect, your obedient servant, 


To the PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES. 


WASHINGTON, December 15, 1860, 


Stn; I — received yout resignation set ri ethos. of catered od ane . 
surprise an t. er we had pass rou near. e whole ter 
the administration with mutual and cordial friendship aad: regard, I cherished 
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the earnest hope that nothing might occur to disturb our official relations until 
its end. You have decided ntly; and I have no right to complain. 

I must express my gratification at your concurrence with the general principles 
laid down in my last message, and your on with warm sym) y of 
its patriotic appeals and suggestions.” I value very highly; and I re- 

that we coneur in the opinion that not possess ihe power 
under the Constitution to coerce a State by force of arms to remain in the Con- 


federacy. 
The Lr. on which we unfortunately differ is that of ordering a detach- 


ment of the iat and Navy to Charleston, and is correctly stated in your letter 
of do not intend to argue this question. Suffice 3 
eee eee, de eee ee all 
* due to your pony He espe your long lence, and your unblem- 
ished ; but they to convince us of the necessity and propriety, 
under existing circumstances, of adopting such a measure. The Secretaries o 


War and of the Navy, through whom the orders must have issued to re-enforce 
the forts, did not concur in your views; and whilst the whole Yom Seared for 
— — — rested upon myself, they were the members of the inet more di- 

You may have judged correctly on this important question, and your opinion 
is entitled to grave consideration; but under my convictions of duty,and be- 
lieving as I do that no present necessity exists for a resort to force for the pro- 
tection of the public property, it was impossible for me to have risked a collision 
of arms in the harbor of Charleston, and thereby have defeated the reasonable 
hopes which I cherish of the final triumph of the Constitution and the Union. I 
have only to add that you will take with you into retirement my heartfelt wishes 
that s= evening of yore days may be prosperous and happy. 

ssi . JAMES BUCHANAN, 

Hon, Lewis Cass, 

Believing as President Buchanan did, that— 

Co does not the der the Constitution to coerce a State 
by force of arms to tn the e 5 Fa 8 
it was perfectly natural that he should refuse to re-enforce the United 
States garrison at Charleston, fearing that such a step might provoke 
hostilities on the part of South Carolina. 

Under his view of the Constitution, the only way to preserve the 
Union was to dissuade a State from secession. Once seceded the Union 
was hopelessly destroyed. Whatever may have been the views of Gen- 
eral Cass upon this question, it is certain that he believed it to be the 
duty of the Executive of the National Government to execute its laws, 
hold its forts, and collect its revenues, and to employ whatever military 
or naval forces might be necessary toaccomplish suchend. Hence Gen- 
eral Cass insisted that— 

Without the least delay additional troops should be sent to re-enforce the forts 
in the harbor of Charleston, and that armed vessels should be ordered there to 
aid in their defense, and in the collection of the revenues. 

A disagreement with the Executive upon this point caused him to 
sever his connection with the administration. Returning to his home 
in Michigan, he the remainder of his days in the seclusion of 
private life, but giving the full weight of his counsel and influence to 
the national cause. In a speech delivered in Detroit on the 24th of 
April, 1861, he said, among other things: 

x I do but little, to do all I t ifest the d 
chee Arg ret cation to i peed onder and ‘submission to the 


peace 
of eve’ rtion of this glorious Republic. Our war to-day is a domestic 
— ee by and 3 in its train acts which no right- feeling man 


can contemplate without most ful regret. In the midstof ity, with- 
outs single tee to assail us, without a single injury at home caused by the op- 
erations of the Government to affect us, this by the 


— e» lorious Nang re acqui 
blood and sacrifices of our fath n jonored an jected 
tion of the States composing 2 which has given us more blessings n 
any previous government ever ferred upon man. Here, thank God, its en- 
sign floats proudly and safely, and no American can see its folds spread out to 
the breeze without feeling a thrill of pride in his heart and without recalling 
the splendid deeds it has witnessed in many a bloody contest from the day of 


Hill to our time. 
1 jnar jara people ean defend it, and the deafening cheers which 
meet us jay are a sure pledge that they will defend it. You need no one to 


angers of your country, nor what are your du but 
pit ay 3 ‘To ‘is bat one path for every true men 0 ieliow and 
that is broad and plain, It will conduct us, not indeed without trials and suf- 
ferings, to peace and to the restoration of the Union. He who is not for his 
country is against her. There is no neutral position to be occupied. It is the 
duty of all zealously to support the Government in its efforts to bring this un- 
happy civil war to a speedy and satisfactory conclusion by the resto: m in its 
integrity of that great charter of freedom bequeathed to us by Washington and 
his compatriots. 

In 1866, at the ripe age of eighty-four, after fifty-six years of public 
service, his connection with earthly affairs was finally severed. But 
the memory of his public and private virtues remains forever to be 
cherished by the State and emulated by the people. With a just 
pride we place his statue in the nation’s Capitol; his fame we intrust 
to his countrymen. [Applause.] A 2 

Mr. WHITING, of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, Michigan, in placing 
in Statuary Hall, at the national capital, the statue of Lewis Cass, 
becomingly does honor to the memory of the test man Michigan 
has yet given to history. He was distinguished as a soldier, explorer, 
statesman, savant, and diplomat. He loved his State and his country 
and he gave them fifty-five years of uninterrupted and devoted service. 

He loved the old flag, and he served it well in his young manhood, 
in his prime, andin old age. He wasone of the greatest and he was the 
last of our second generation of statesmen, sons of Revolutionary sires, 
who carried on the great Government their fathers founded. 

To Lewis Cass, as to the other great statesmen of his time, the Con- 
stitution was sacred. He believed in the rights of the States as pro- 
tected by the Constitution, but he believed also in the majesty of the 
Union. 
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i gt was 3 . the ene in the great Northwest at 
e dawn o cen machinations of Aaron B d 
the soldiery of Great Mun vase 

ing nullification in 


He was Andrew Jackson’s right hand in sup 
American minister to France he defeated the rati- 


South Carolina. 
fication of the quintuple involving Great Britain’s right of search 
days of his long life he threw his great 


on the high seas, and in the 
influence against secession. 

He was the last survivor of the great men who framed the Missouri 
compromise and averted war; but when war came he was for the res- 
toration of the Union. 

He resigned from James Buchanan’s Cabinet because the President 
did not take that course with South Carolina that Andrew Jackson 
took a quarter century before. 

He gave expression to his ideas of the suppression of the rebellion 
when he sent word to Secretary Cameron: 

Do not defend W. ; do not put batteri 
but shove Sar e ere into e 9 N nnd 

Lewis Cass participated actively in the thrilling events of half a cen- 
tury ofnational history. But Michigan cherishes his name most closely 
for the fostering care that he bestowed upon her during her years of in- 
fancy. He was governor of Michigan for twenty years. That vener- 
able and noble Democrat, Alpheus Felch, who was contemporaneous 
with Cass in public life, says of his administration: 

These years constitute an epoch in the history of Michigan. The executive 

wers of the Government have never been more assiduously or more success- 

ullx exercised in building up a new country, or in promoting the growth of 
tural, mec! „or cational interests. 

In the administration of Indian affairs General Cass was most fortu- 
nate. He early succeeded in securing the confidence and respect of the In- 
dians. The justice and kindness of his dealings did much to pacify and quiet 
them and dispel the fears of the settlers of hostile attacks. * * His admin- 
istration as 88 was one of decided success, and while it secured re- 
sults to the respect 


itory,it bound him tothe people by the strongest ties o 
1, honest, and able 


and love. He well deserved the rewards due to a faithfu 


public servant. The statue to be placed in the Capitol is a just tribute to his 
memory. honors he: in honoring her most illustrious statesman, 
I may well conclude by adding to this review of Lewis Cass’s serv 
ices to his State, the distinguished Judge Ross Wilkins’s epitome o 
his services to his country. Judge Wilkins said: 

Identified with the State since the war of 1812, Michigan claims him for her 
own, but the national record can not be accurate without the frequent recut- 
rence of his name in the annals of the United States for more than sixty-five 
ee the treason of Burr to the insurrection of 1800. ae. timely ao- 


exploded the one, and in his eightieth aided in givin 
tothe other. [Applause.] 8 year giving the death-blow 


Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Speaker, it is not my purpose at this late hour 
to indulge in any extended remarks upon thelifeand character of Lewis 
Cass. Michigan’s first contribution to the National Statuary Hallis 
made this day, and whoever may be the subject of thesecond there can 
be no doubt but that Lewis Cass should be the first contribution from 
that State. 

It is a remarkable fact, sir, that the two men who have dominated 
the politics of the State of Michigan for a period of nearly seventy years, 
from 1813 to 1880, were born in the same State of New Hampshire, and 
within a few miles from each other in adjoining counties. I refer to 
Lewis Cass and Zachariah Chandler. Mr. Chandler was the junior of 
Mr. Cass by about thirty years, and followed him in his removal at 
about the same age from New Hampshire to the State of Michigan. 

I shall not attempt, Mr. Speaker, to draw any comparison between 
the charactersofthesetwomen. They were oppositesinmany 
General Cass was a conservative among conservatives, while Chandler 
was a radical among radicals. Cass was a Democrat in politics, while 
Chandler wasa Whiganda Republican. Cass entered public lifealmost 
as soon as he reached manhood. Chandler remained a merchant until 
past middle life. But these two men, so different in their characters 
and in their lives, successively were the master spirits of the political 
parties of the Peninsular State. 

I desire to speak, sir, for a moment, in regard to the statue itself 
which Michigan to-night tenders to the nation. j 

And, first, in regard to it as a portrait. It was my fortune asa young 
man, in the last years of his life, frequently to see General Cass, as a 
young man sees and looks up to a man of a past generation. Ican say, 
Mr. Speaker, that the likeness is a most excellent one. The counte- 
nance, the head, and pose of the body, ev ing in regard to the statue, 

ts before you a likeness of Gen Lewis Cass as I saw him in 
his lifetime. Of course there is in it more of strength and vigor than 
he exhibited in those declining days, for he was already well past seventy 
years, the usual allotted span of life, before I saw him. + mdly, as 
a work of art. Ido not profess to be a connoisseur of the art of the 
sculptor. I donot know what others may think of this portraiture of 
General Cass; but as for myself, when I enter Statuary Hall, there is 
no figure there that strikes me more impressively and as more worthy, 
of a place in this Pantheon of the Republic than the statue of Lewis 
Cass. It is the likeness of aman of force. It has a vigor which speaks 
of positive opinions and of strong convictions. It is the very embodi- 
ment of his famous alliteration ‘‘ fifty-four forty or fight. It reminds 
one of the words of Tennyson: 


That tower of strength 
Which stood four-square to all the winds that blew. 
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In the few further moments allotted to me I shall not speak of him 
fin political capacities as legislator, governor, foreign minister, 
Senater, Secretary of State, or Presidential candidate. Others have 
amplified upon these. I shall speak of him in the less conspicuous 
aspect of his many-sided character—that of a soldier, or, I should say, 
a military man. And here let mesay that in the State which he served 
so well, so long, and so honorably, he was always known as General 
Cass. He was Senator; he was governor; he was Commissioner of 
Indian Affairs; he was foreign minister, but we always spoke of him 
as General. General Cass was a volunteer soldier, and he was the son 
of a volunteer soldier. His father, Capt. Jonathan Cass, of Exeter, N. 
H., enlisted as a private soldier in the army of the Revolution imme- 
diately after the first clash of arms; and it perhaps may be that I have 
an added interest in him and in this ceremony from the fact that my 
grandfather marched in the same battalion with Jonathan Cass under 
the command of Col. Andrew McCleary to the battle of Bunker Hill. 
He was reared as the son of a soldier. While yet a boy he engaged in 
the profession of teaching—as so many of our great men have done— 
in the State of Delaware. 

Following this he marched in the advance of empire towards the 
great West, and found himself in that modern mother of Presidents, 
the State of Ohio, at Marietta. Here he engaged briefly in the prac- 
tics of the law, was elected to the Legislature of the State, and was 
appointed United States marshal, in which office he continued from 
1806 until 1813. 

Tn 1812, anticipating war with Great Britain, the then administra- 
tion commenced the work of putting our Canadian frontier in a condi- 
tion of defense. Several regiments of volunteers were raised in the 
State of Ohio for the protection of the line of the Detroit River. Among 
these marched young Cass, then thirty years of age, as colonel of the 
Third Ohio Volunteers. He joined the force of General Hull at Day- 
ton, Ohio, and marched through a nearly unbroken wilderness to De- 
troit, which was reached on July 9, 1812, and which, unknown to him, 
was to be his future home and the place of his burial. 

General Hull being ordered to cross into Canada, Colonel Cass was 
the first of the American force to put foot upon Canadian soil. He 
was ordered by General Hull to make an advance with his regiment in 
the direction of Fort Malden and feel the force of the enemy. He en- 
countered them at the crossing of the or, as itis called, Aux 
Canards, about 5 miles from Fort Malden, and there the first blood 
of the war of 1812 was spilled under the command and in the presence of 
General Cass. I will not attempt at this hour to go into details. In- 
stead of advancing and capturing Fort Malden, as Cass urged General 
Hull, the Detroit River was recrossed, apparently without reason, and 
the British commander, General Brock, with a small force of about a 
thousand British soldiers and Indians, was permitted to cross that 
broad and rapid stream in the face of the superior force of General 
Hull without opposition. Then followed the surrender of Detroit, 
which has always been considered, in Michigan at least, a pusillanimous 
affair and a blot upon her history, It is said, I know not how truly, 
that so indignant was young Cass at this disgrace that, rather than sur- 
render his sword into the hands of the enemy, he broke it in two. He 
then hastened to Washington to lay before the administration the his- 
tory of this first military disaster of the war of 1812. General Hull 
was tried and convicted of cowardice and sentenced to death, but the 
sentence was never executed, and he died in peace long years after- 
ward in his New England home. The controversy will never be set- 
tled whether he was a coward or a scapegoat. In the spring of 1813 
Colonel Cass was exchanged and appointed colonel of the Twenty- 
seventh United States Infantry, and soon after was made a brigadier- 

neral. 
mit A rejoined the American forces under General W. H. Harrison at 
Senecaville, Ohio, and marched with him to Lake Erie. The way 
to Canada had but just been opened by Perry’s victory, announced 
to the country in the laconic words, We have met the enemy and 
they are ours.“ General Harrison debarked his forces at Sisters’ Island, 
near the mouth of the Detroit River, and moved upon Fort Malden, 
only to find it abandoned and dismantled. General Cass participated 
in the battle of the Thames, where General Proctor was overcome, his 
army routed, and a large proportion of them taken prisoners. In this 
action General Cass acted as volunteer aid to General Harrison, and 
distinguished himself for his intrepidity. General Harrison in his re- 
port of the battle of the Thames spoke of General Cass as an officer 
of the highest promise.“ Upon the close of the war, or rather before 
the close of the war, in October, 1813, General Cass was appointed gov- 
ernor of Michigan, which had been, partly at least, through his efforts, 
redeemed from the domination of a hostile power. After serving as 
8 of the Territory of Michigan, then an empire in extent, from 

813 to 1831, during which time he acted as Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs, negotiating many treaties and visiting all parts of his domain, 
he was called into the Cabinet of General Jackson as Minister of War. 
It had been my purpose to speak somewhat at length in regard to his 
policy in that capacity as regards the defenses of the country. 

In the year 1836 he submitted to Congress an elaborate and able re- 
port on the subject of national defenses, accompanied by a more ex- 


haustive scheme of fortification by Colonel Totten, then Chief of Engi- 
neers, 
From the report of General Cass I make the following extracts. He 
says: 
And I would s t 
all reasonable vigor that our whole coast may be placed beyond the reach of 
regard to ci 


ing its ny gg beyond the time necessary to 
only for obvious reasons, arising out of 8 superintendence and other con- 
le to happen to unfinished work, and 

n them is deranged by the winter, when they must be propery 
ions nec- 


knowledge of its existence can not fail to produce an influence upon other na- 
tions as well, in the advent of war itself, as in the mode of conducting it. If we 
are prepared lo attack and resist, the chances of being compelled to in hostili- 


Out of the past of more than half a century comes this voice of one 
of our greatest statesmen admonishing us of our dereliction, and I com- 
pe now these words to the American Congress and to the American 
people: 

If we are prepared (says General Cass) to attack and to resist, the chances of 


being compelled to embark in hostilities will be diminished much in proportion 
toour preparation. 


I also heartily commend to those who have i of appropriation 
and expenditure of money for the construction of public works the 
following from the same report, He says: 

Secondly. I think that when the plan of a work has been approved by Con- 
gress and its construction authorized the whole a 8 ould be made 
at once, to be drawn from the Treasury in annual installments to be fixed by the 
law. This mode of appropriation would remedy much of the inconvenience 
which has been felt for years in this branch of the publicservice. The uncertainty 
as age the appropriations annually 2 the business, and the delay 
which biennially takes place in the passage of the necessary law reduces the 
alternate season of operations to a comparatively short period. An exact in- 
quiry into the effect which the present system of making the appropriations has 
had upon the expense of the works would probably exhibit an amount far 
greater than is generally anticipated. 


But, Mr. Speaker, I must close. The read usa wi of General Cass 
was to resign from the Cabinet of James B because his admin- 
istration refused to defend the flag upon Fort Sumter against incipient re- 
bellion. That act won anew for General Cass the heart of Michigan, which 
had been in part alienated by the compromise measures of 1850-54. 
Though almost eighty years of age, he still had fire enough in his heart 
to cause him to resent that action on the part of his executive chief. I 
thank God, Mr. Speaker, that he lived long enough to see that flag re- 
stored upon Sumter and over every foot of American soil. The storm 
was past; the sun again shone out unclouded; the Union that he loved 
and for which he had fought was restored, and he saw her about to en- 
ter npon her second century redeemed, glorified, resplendent, secure. 
[Applause. ] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time assigned for these exercises 
expired some ten minutes ago, but the Chair suggests that perha 
some arrangement can be made by which the gentleman from Mich- 
igan [Mr. ALLEN], who is next on the list, can be heard, 

Mr. POSEY. I ask unanimous consent that the time for this even- 
ing’s session be extended for ten minutes, and that the gentleman from 
Michigan [Mr. ALLEN] be allowed to proceed now for that time, 

There, was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, itisastriking commentary 
on the rapidity of the age in which we live that scarcely an hour can 
be given to the consideration of the character of the man whose im- 
press for good upon this great country equals that of any other states- 
man of his day. But time moves rapidly, great interests press heavily, 
and Cass, who did so much to make this nation mighty, and whose life 
will always be an example for the young men and the patriotic men 
of this country, can have only a brief hour for his virtues to be spoken 
of in this Hall of the people. 

Lewis Cass was governor of the Northwest Territory from 1813 to 
1831—nearly twenty years. He never was elected to an office by the 

ple. He held his office of governor by appointment from the Presi- 
ent of the United States. In 1831 he was called to the Cabinet of 
Andrew Jackson as Secretary of War. His first appearance in public 
in the city of Washington, fifty-six years ago this month, was to ad- 
dress a temperance meeting in the Hall of the House of Representatives, 
where his statue now stands, Lewis Cass, who never drank a drop of 


intoxicating liquor in his life, at that early day, surrounded as he was 
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by the great men of the nation, very few of whom were not addicted 
to their cups, used this striking language: 

No man can indulge in this habit with impunity, and there is only one way 
by which all danger may be avoided, that is, by entire interdiction. 

Those were brave words to be uttered at that time in this city, and 
they indicate the moral character and stamina of Lewis Cass, which 
stood him in haud at all times and under all circumstances. He showed 
the same sterling loyalty to his convictions by always refusing to meet 
with the Senate on the Lord's day, believing it contrary to the divine 
command to remember the Sabbath day to keep it holy.“ = 

His residence abroad for several years made him more intensely Ameri- 
can. He believed that the people of this country were immeasurably 
superior in happiness to any nation upon the face of the globe, and he 
was not afraid to enunciate his belief. He had an American policy; 
he believed in an American policy; and he uttered it in words like these: 

This country could lose zonna at homeor abroad by establishing and main- 
taining an American policy—a policy decided in its spirit, moderate in its tone, 
and just in its objects—proclaimed and supported firmly. 

These are good words to speak now; they are as true now as they 
were then, and they will always be true so long as this nation is worthy 
of its own respect or the respect of the nations of the world. 

General Cass was not only an American but he believed in the 
American Union. He never would harbor the thought of a dissolution 
of the Union; and his voice was always raised upon the side of the 
Union in the Senate, upon the side of the Constitution; and among 
other strong words in the debates in those days he used these: 

It pains me, sir, to hear allusions to the destruction of this Government and 


the dissolution of this Confederacy. V 


Ve ought to have one unpronounceable 
word, as the Jews of old had, and that word is “dissolution.” Weshould re- 


ject the feeling from our hearts and its name from our tongues. Plots and in- 
surrections have no placeinthiscountry. We have nothing to fear but ourselves. 


Mr. Cass was no friend to slavery, but he knew that slavery was a 
constitutional institution, and he did not propose to disturb it except 
in a constitutional way. His twofold object was to preserve the na- 
tion and to see to it that no institution which the Constitution sanc- 
tioned should be torn away by unconstitutional measures. And this 
constituted one of the strongest marks of his statesmanship and of his 

wer. 

n Cass never believed that the Union could be lawfully dis- 
solved, and when the fiery ordeal came he was found upon the side of 
the Union. His quick military intuition discovered the road to suc- 
cess, and in the first months of the war he did not hesitate to give his 
advice to the Government, although he was then a private citizen. 
Among other things he said to Secretary Cameron these words: 

Don't defend Washington; don’t put batteries on Georgetown Heights; but 
shove your troops directly into Virginia and quarter them there. 

What Cass urged should be done in the first months of the war had 
to be done before the rebellion could be subdued. 4 

Michigan is the home of two millions of people. There you will find 
upon every hill-top the school-house; you will find on almost every 
square mile a church. That great and mighty and intelligent Com- 
monvealth has grown upon the sure foundation stones that Lewis Cass, 
among the other early and few pioneers of the great Northwest, laid. 

He was a Democrat in the broad sense of that word. He believed, 
however, that Democracy could only flourish where it was founded 
upon intelligence. Consequently throughout all his long public life, 
under all circumstances, he advocated the education of the people as 
the only safety for a republican form of government. 

Among the mighty men who have liyed in this country Lewis Cass 
is the peer of any one of them. He stands with Seward; hestands with 
the best men and the best thinkers of this nation; and it is with no 
small degree of pride that I to-night am permitted to recall to the pres- 
ent generation a few of the attributes of that noble man who belonged 
to the strong generation now passed away. He was so wise that, unlike 
scores and hundreds of statesmen in this country, he avoided the abyss 
that finally swamped their reputation and destroyed their influence, 
because he stood firmly for the Union of the States. 

We in thesweet name of charity forgiveallsouth of Mason and Dixon’s 
line who went with their section, but the time has never come, and 
never will, when a man who lived in the Northern States and proved 
himself disloyal to the flag can have forgiveness. Lewis Cass stood 
for the Union; and I thank God that he in his last days was permitted 
to see the flag again floating over a peaceful and powerful country; that 
his dying eyes beheld the banner of the Union that he loved floating 
over the reunited States, never again to be broken. [Applause.] 

Mr. CHIPMAN. I now ask a vote on the adoption of the resolu- 
tions. 

The resolutions were unanimously adopted. 

STATUES OF CASS, MUHLENBERG, AND FULTON. 


Mr. ERMENTROUT. Mr. Speaker, I ask the adoption of the joint 
resolution which I send to the desk. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The resolution will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Joint resolution a Res. 268) to authorize the printing of the proceedings in Con- 
gress in accepting the statue of the late Lewis Cass, an illustrious citizen, pre- 
sented by the State of Michigan; and the statues of the late Maj. Gen. Jolin 
Peter Gabriel Muhlenberg, and Robert Fulton, illustrious citizens, presented 
by the State of Pennsylvania. . 


Be it resolved, etc., That there be printed of the proceedings 3 upon 
the acceptance of the statue of the late Lewis Beas. presented by t tate o 
Michigan, 12,500 copies, of which 3,000 shall be for the use of the Senate, and 9, 
copies for the use of the House of Representatives; and in a separate volume, 
that there shall be printed of the proceedings in Congress upon the acceptancs 
of the statues of the late John Peter Gabriel Muhlenberg and Robert Fulton, 
presented by the State of Pennsylvania, 12,500, of which 3,000 copies shall be for 
the use of the Senate, and 9,500 copies for the use of the House of resentatives; 
and the Secretfry of the Treasury is hereby directed to have printed engravings 
of said statues to accompany said proceedings, and for engraving and printing 
said pictures the sum of $1,500, or so much as may be necessary, is hereby appro- 
priated out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 


The joint resolution was read a first and second time and ordered to be 
engrossed for a third reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly 
read the third time, and 8 

Mr. ERMENTROUT moved to reconsider the vote by which the reso- 
lution was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. : 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. HEMPHILL. Mr. Speaker, I now call up the business from 
the ee on the District of Columbia under the special order for 
to-night. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
he desires considered. 


WASHINGTON AND WESTERN MARYLAND RAILROAD COMPANY, 


Mr. HEMPHILL. Iask to take from the Speaker’s table, with a 
view to moving non-concurrence in the Senate amendments thereto, 
the bill (H. R. 9418) to incorporate the Washington and Western Mary- 
land Railroad Company. 

The bill was taken from the Speaker’s table, the Senate amendments 
non-concurred in, and the conference asked by the Senate thereon 
agreed to. ? 

TheSPEAKER protemporeannounced the appointment of Mr. HEARD, 
Mr. COMPTON, and Mr. ROWELL as managers at the conference on the 
part of the House. . 


GEORGETOWN AND TENNALLYTOWN RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Mr. HEMPHILL. I ask unanimous consent to discharge the Pri- 
vate Calendar from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 11811) 
to amend An act to incorporate the Georgetown and Tennallytown 
Railway Company of the District of Columbia, which was received 
by the President August 10, A. D. 1888, and became a law without his 
approval, and consider the bill in the House. 

There being no objection, the bill was taken up and considered. 

It is as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the act entitled “An act to incorporate the Georgetown 
and Tennallytown Railway Company of the District of Columbia” be, and the 
same hereby is, amended by substituting, after the words “and along High 
street, in Georgetown, to the Tennallytown road,” the words!“ and thence along 
and in said road,” for the words but wholly outside of the limits of said road 
and along the side of the said read.” 


The committee recommend the adoption of the following amend- 
ment: 

After the word “road,” in line 8, insert but outside the improved limits 
thereof.” 

The amendment was adopted. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


passed. 

Mr. HEMPHILL moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was passed; and slso moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


HOLDERS OF SPECIAL-ASSESSMENT LIEN CERTIFICATES. 


Mr. HEMPHILL. I now call up for consideration the bill (H, R. 
3737) for the relief of the holders of District of Columbia special-assess- 
ment lien certificates, and for other purposes. This bill is on the 
House Calendar, and I ask its present consideration. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the commissioners of the District of Columbia and 
their successors are hereby authorized to receive ahd audit all claims that may 
be presented to them by holders of special-assessment lien certificates, scrip, or 
stock issued by the government of the District of Columbia or former municipal 
corporations in said D. t, whether on account of paving or other special or 
local improvements or general taxes, in cases where the ty for the pay- 
ment of such certificates, scrip, or stock has been impaired or destroyed by actio 
of Congress, the e the government of the District, or former municipal sont 

rations in said District, or where such certificates, scrip, or stock have n 

ssued upon property exempt from tax by law or are or here@fter may beco! 
from such or any cause not enforceable against the ropen in respect of whicl 
they were issued; also all claims ſor the amount 2 uction „ pam 

ments which have been paid subsequent to June K 1878, ahd acco} 

to the rules for revision of special assessments under acts of June 19, 1878, and 


The gentleman will indieate what bill 
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June 27, 1879; and said commissioners and their successors are hereby author- 
- ized to hear and determine all such claims and to issue to the person or persons 
found entitled torelief thereon drawback certificates for the amounts respect- 
ively found due on account of such certificates, scrip, or stock and interest 
Peson as therein specified, to the date of this act, and for the amount of said 
uction. 
SEC.2. That the drawback certificates herein provided for shall be receivable 
for all arrears of general taxes due and unpaid on and prior to the 13th day of 
June next preceding the issue thereof. 


The committee recommend the adoption of the following amend- 
ment: 


Ty yie go all ofthe bill after the twenty-second line and insert in lieu thereof 
o following: 
And said commissioners and their successors are hereby authorized to hear 
and determine all the facts connected with such claims, not only as to the 
amount of the same, but also the name and residence of each present holder of 
any of said lien certificates, scrip, or stock,and a specific statement of the time 
when he became such owner; also the time when such claim or claims came 
into his possession and the name and address of the person or persons from 
whom he purchased said lien certificate, scrip, or stock, and the amount paid for 
the same by the present owner, and whether the payment therefor was in cash 
or in other property; and ifin meng) eg ih its market value at the time ofthe 
purchase of the same, and report these facts to Congress as soon as may be; 
said commissioners shall also ascertain and report by what act or acts of Con- 
‘ress the 1 for the payment of such lien certificates, scrip, or stock have 
n invalidated; also in what way by municipal action, in what way by the 
courts, and in what way by any other cause, and the amount invalidated by 
each of the above causes, and the names and residences of the holders of each of 
the above classes so invalidated ; said commissioners shall also ascertain and 
report the amount of reduction in special assessments under the acts above re- 
ferred to, and give the rules under which said reduction was made; also the 
names and residences of present owners of these claims, and the time of their 
purchase and amount paid, and from whom purchased, if not now in the hands 
of the original owners of said claims; said commissioners shall also report by 
what authority, whether by act of Congress or otherwise, the lien certificates 
bry and stock were issued, and the date when the same were issued. 
“Sc. 2. The said commissioners shall give notice to all holders of any of the 
claims mentioned in this act that they will hear and determine the facts con- 
cerning the same, by advertising in two daily papers of general circulation in 
the city of Washington, and shall also give personal notice, or notice by letter, 
to such persons as are known by them to be the owners of any of the claims de- 
scribed n this act, and shall, if practicable, make their report to the next Con- 
gress, 
The amendment was adopted. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 


time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


Mr. HEMPHILL moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


COMPILATION OF DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA LAWS. 


Mr. HEMPHILL. I now call up for present consideration the bill 
(H. R. 8309) to secure for the District of Columbia a compilation of 
the laws of said District. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ele., That the supreme court of the District of Columbia be, and 
is hereby, authorized and directed to appoint three persons learned in the law 
as commissioners to compile, arrange, and classify, with a proper index, all 
statutes and of statutes in force in the said District, including the acts of 
the first session of the Fiftieth Congress, and relating to all such matters las 
would properly come within the scope of a civil and criminal code; and the 
said court shall have powo to fill any vacancies occurring in said commission, 

SEC. 2, That each of the said commissioners shall receive for his services such 
sum, not exceeding $1,500, as said court has deemed reasonable; said sum to be 
paa upon the completion of the work and the Approval thereof in writing by 

he court; which sums, together with the reasonable costs incurred by the com- 
mission for clerical assistance ahd incidental expenses, not exceeding the sum 
of $1,000, shall be paid by the Secretary of the Treasury out of any moneys not 
3 one-half to be paid out of the revenues of the District 
o um 

Sec. 3. That the said commissioners shall report such compilation to the next 
session of Congress, if practicable. 


The committee recommend the adoption of the following amend- 


ments: 

In line 4 strike out“ three“ and insert “two.” 

In line 7 strike out “ first ” and insert second.“ 

Strike out all after the word that.“ in section 3, and insert: 

“Of said compilation when completed, upon order of the supreme court of 
the District of Columbia, there shall be printed 5,000 copies at the Government 
Printing Office, said copies to be sold at 10 per cent. above cost.“ 

The amendment was concurred it. 

_ The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


Mr. HEMPHILL moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The title of the bill was amended to conform. 


WASHINGTON AND ‘SANDY SPRING RAILROAD, 


Mr. HEMPHILL, I call up next the bill (S. 1631) to incorporate 
the Washington and Sandy Spring Narrow Gauge Railroad and Street 
Railway Company. à 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That Henry M. Baker and A. G. M. Prevost, of the city of 
Washington, in the District of Columbia, and J, L. ar G. G. $ 
Maurice Talbott, O. P. H. Clark, and G. O. B. Cissell, of the of Maryland, 


be associated with them and their successors, are hereby created a body 
and corporate in fact and in law, by the name of the Washington and 
Spring Narrow oon Railroad and Street Railway Company, 3 that name 
shall Rave perpetual succession, and shall be able to sue and be sued, pleadand 
be impleaded, defend and be defended, in all courts of law and equity, and ma: 
make and have a common seal, and the same alter at their pleasure; and said 
corporation is hereby authorized to lay out, locate, construct, furnish, main- 
tain, operate, and enjoy a continuous railroad and telegraph line with all the 
n appurtenances, namely: Beginning at a point in the city of Wash- 
ington, D. C., at the intersection of Boundary street and New York avenuecand 
extendi llel with the line of the Metropolitan Branch of the Baltimore 
and Ohio igailroad to a point at about 1 mile from said Boundary street; thence 
leaving the line of the said Baltimore and Ohio Railroad and going in a north- 
easterly course to the northeastern boundary line of the District of Columbia 
at or near the intersection of the said northeastern boundary line and the Ri, 
road, as may hereafter be surveyed and agreed on by and between the parties 
named, or their successors, and the commissioners of the District of Columbia; 
and it shall be lawful for said company, in the operation of said street railway, 
to run its cars at a speed not to ex 9 miles an hour. That the capital stock 
of said corporation shall consist of three thousand shares at a par of $50 per 
share each, which shall in all respects be deemed personal property, and shall 
be transferable in such manner as the by-laws of said corporation shall provide. 
The persons (or their assigns) hereinbefore named, or a majority thereof, shall 
constitute a quorum for the transaction of business, The first meeting of said 
incorporators shall be held within twenty days from the of this act, in 
the city of Washington. A notice of said meeting, to be slened by seven of the 
incorporators named herein, shall be 1 for not less than fifteen days, in 
one or more newspapers published in the city of Washington, and no 
notice of said meeting shall be required. At the first meeting of said incor- 
porators they shall select seven of their number as a board of commissioners 
of the Washington and Sandy Spring Narrow Gauge Railroad Company. Said 
board of commissioners, as soon as practicable after being selected, shall organ- 
ize by the choice from its members of a president, vice-president, secretary, and 
treasurer. The said of commissioners shall cause to be opened books in 
the city of Washington, and to receive subscriptions to the capital stock of said 
corporation: Provided, That the said board of co: oners shall first give ten 
days’ notice of the opening of books for the subscription to the capital stock of 
d company; and a cash payment of 5 per cent. of all subscriptions shall be 
made at the time of subscribing, and it shall be receipted for by the treasurer 
of said board of com oners, who a bonded officer in an amount to 
be fixed by said board of commissioners; and assoon asan amount equal totwo- 
thirds of the capital stock of said company shall have been an 
per cent. paid in on the same to the treasurer of said board of commissioners, 
then the said board of commissioners shall appoint a time and place for the firs 
. — Cy the subscribers to the stock of said company, and shall give notice 
e one ne 


and E. J. Evans, of the State of Virginia, and all such persons as shall 83 
dy 


aes of said election, and shall 

directors elected at safd meeting; and the said commissioners, treasurer, and 

ne 5 then deliver over to said directors all the properties, subscri 
on- 


t 
said commissioners shall cease, and thereafter the stockholders shall constitute 
said Bony politio and corporate, and said corporation shall be deemed to be 


1 hereby granted. 
Src. 2. That the said corporation shall have all the powers, qualities, facul- 


president of the corporation, and his term of office shall be the same as their 
one and he shall exercise such powers as the board or stockholders shall pre- 


be. 

Sec. 5. That the general meeting of the stockholders shall be held annually, 
at such time and place as the by-laws ae be; and a general meeting 
may also be called at any time and place by the board of directors, at least ten 
days’ notice thereof bein given by advertisment in one or more newspapers 

ep In all elections, and in the decision of all 


Sec. 7. That said corporation shall have authority to construct, maintain, and 
work the railroad mentioned in the first section of this act, and such branches 
or lateral railroads from its main line as Congress may hereafter grant authority. 

Sec. 8. That the said railroad may be constructed with double tracks or sing: 
tracks, as the said corporation shall deem proper; and said corporation ma, 
construct and maintain all bridges and otherstructures and works which it 
deem necessary for the purpose of its incorporation; but the land which it shall 
have the right to acquire for the construction of such road and works shall not 
exceed an amount to be hereafter agreed on between said corporation and the 
commissioners of the District of Columbia, 

Sec. 9. That said Washington and Sandy Spring Riga ef Gauge Railroad and 
Street Railway Company be, and they are hereby, author to issue their 
bonds to aid in the construction and equipment of its railroad and street rail 
to the extent of $16,000 per mile for each and rey mile or fraction thereof, 
to secure the same mo on its property, rights of way, and all property 
whatsoever, real, personal, and mixed, including its franchise as a corpo H 
and as proof and notice of its legal execution and effectual delivery said morts 
gage 3 sen and recorded in the office of the register of deeds for the Diss 
trict umbia. 

Sec. 10. That when the road shall be completed to Boundary street and put 
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in operation the said co: n shall have the right to run its own street cars 
——— tracks of the ne and Soldiers’ Home road, on New York av- 
enue, for the 2 only of transferring its passengers between Seventh street 

west an un 


terms and conditions upon wh the 
soused; and if the Eckington and Soldiers’ Home 


northwest to Boundary street by the time that the W. 
ag ipes Gauge road is completed from Sandy 3 is ondary street, 


77 


Home Railroad Company; and the said 

iers’ Home Railroad Company shall have the right to run 

its cars over the tracks of said road between Seventh street northwest and 

Boundary street, upon terms and conditions to be agreed upon by the two com- 

1 and in the event of their failure to agree, the supreme court of the Dis- 

trict of Columbia shall fix the terms and conditions upon which the said tracks 
so 


Sro. 12. That the said United States marshal shall accordingly summon eight- 
een disinterested men, not related to either y; and if any of them refuse to 
paas, De aT Thon MORGIN OE 9 T 

eighteen. Each part ve person or by attorney or agent, 
pgi yepe tase, to o off three, and the marshal shall strike off such 
as shall not be so stricken off by the parties, until the number shall be reduced 


oath oraffirmation to every 

railroad or work, the 

which owner will sustain, ifany, by the akoga the land for such 
ue 


report signed all * ing fi 83 
in writin, by them all, and sett o! case o 
the land and 


Such inquisition and report shall be returned by the 
—— of ti j- of Columbia. 
Sec. 14. That such inquisition and reportshall be confirmed by such court un- 
ess 
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the 
court shall order, the said corporation shall be entitled to the y abso- 
lutely, or for such estate, ini a or asb an shall have been val described 
in the inquisition and report, as fully as the same could be vested in the corpo- 
ration by a valid conveyance 


y so valued, 
ngress reserves to itself the right to alter, amend, or repeal 


The committee propose to amend the bill by striking out the words 
“and Street Railway“ in the title and wherever they occur in the 
bill; strike out section 10 of the bill and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 
lowing, to be known qs section 10: 

railroa’ mpi and in o; — 
ijon within three years from Maroh 1. 1889, and in default of such compiecion 
within the time in this section specified, all rights, franchises, and privileges 
granted by this act shall immediately determine. 1 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the amendments re- 

by the committee. beat he 

Mr. SOWDEN. I hope the gentleman in charge of this bill will al- 
low the matter to go over, because it is of too much importance to be 
passed upon when so few members are present. I observe that a good 
many amendments to this measure have been stricken out by the Sen- 


~~, HEMPHILL. I will say to the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
that this is—— ei 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will inform the gentleman 
from South Carolina that this bill is in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I move to discharge the Committee of the Whole 
from the further consideration of the bill, and that it be considered in 
the House as in Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER protempore. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from South Carolina? The Chair hears none, and it is so 
ord 


ered. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. This is simply a bill to permit the running of a 
narrow-gauge road out into a certain section of Maryland, so far as 
giving them a charter to come through the District and allow the 

ple to get into the city. That portion which allowed them to come 
Tite the city has been stricken out. They come up to New York ave- 
nue, up to the new depot that the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Com- 
yis building. It is only a road running out into thecountry 22 miles. 
K taa pimo the Senate without objection, and I have never heard a 
single objection to it, and there has been no protest entered againstit. 
Mr. SOWDEN. I see, Mr. S in line 75, on page 4, section 1, 


a provision for the payment of 5 per cent. of the subscription. It 
strikes me that this is a less amount than has ever been fixed in any 
charter for the organization of any railroad company; and I find that 
in another section they are authorized to issue their bonds to aid in 


the construction and equipment of the road to the extent of $16,000 
per mile mortgage security to a construction company. 

Mr. HEMPHILL, I will state to the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
that this is a railroad where there is no money to be paid out. It 
simply gives the people living out in that neighborhood who are anx- 
ious to get to the city an opportunity to bring their farm products here 
by a narrow-gauge road. 

Mr. SOWDEN. How have they been getting to the city for the 
last hundred years? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. By hauling their produce in wagons twenty 
miles over country roads, 

Mr. ROWELL. This road penetrates twenty-odd miles into the State 
of Maryland, in which country a large portion of the bay and other 
products and truck for this city is produced. The people have to haul 
their hay for as great a distance as 22 miles; and it is to enable them 
to get the benefit of railroad communication that this bill is proposed. 
It allows them to come three or four miles into the District, to where 
the Baltimore and Ohio road is building its new depot. 

Mr. SOWDEN. Are they to run their hay-wagons on the narrow- 
gange road, or is it for passengers also? 

. ROWELL. It is to carry passengers also. 
$ Mr. HEMPHILL. Itis to allow the country people to get into the 
ty. 

Mr. SOWDEN. I would like to know whether the cars are to be 
propelled by steam power, by horse power, or by what kind of power— 
electricity ? 

Mr. HEMPHILL, Of course in the country the cars are to run by 
steam. It is an ordinary narrow-gauge road. They have got a Mary- 
land charter, and all they ask is to get a charter to come through a 
portion of the city. 

Mr. SOWDEN. Where does the railroad begin? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. It begins at the boundary, on New York avenue, 
at the new depot of the Baltimore and Ohio road, and rans out to this 
town of Sandy Springs, about 22 miles. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the amendments. 

Mr. BUCKALEW. I believe there is a uniform provision in all or- 
ganizations of companies of this sort that the stock shall be transfer- 
able only on the books of the peg ar Besides, ordinarily the books 
of a company are to be kept at a known office of the company, where 
stockholders, creditors, and all who are interested therein shall have 
access to information they contain at all times. Instead of that this 
bill provides that the stock shall be transferred as the corporation may 
please to direct. I suggest to the gentleman from South Carolina that 

e should make provision that the stock should be transferred only on 
the books of the company and at their office. We know how these 
charters are drawn. You get a form drawn up for one company and 
that charter governs future charters. That form is copied, and so it 
passes for a precedent, 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I will state to the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
that this is a poor little road which the people out there are trying to 
build for their own benefit. There is no speculation in it for anybody. 
Not a soul will ever make a dollar out of it by speculation, certainly 
not in the gentleman’s time or mine, and it is hardly worth our while 
to be as stringent as if we were chartering some great big company. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is upon the amendments 
reported by the committee. 

Mr. SOWDEN. I call for the reading of the amendments separately. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the amendments. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Line 11, strike out the words “and Street Railway,” 


Mr. HEARD, I will explain for the benefit of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania and other gentlemen who feel an interest in this matter 
that it was originally contemplated that this road should eome into the 
city, but it has been thought best to have it stop at the boundary, and 
the idea now is to have the terminus at the head of New York avenue, 
just where the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Company has built a new 
depot on the Metropolitan branch. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out, in lines 30, l and win the following: Aud it shall be lawful for said. 
BA 


company, in the operation of said street railway, to run its cars at a speed not 
to exceed 9 miles an hour,” 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Strike out, in lines 43 and 49, the words “and Street Railway.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Section 9, line 2, strike out the words “and Street Railway.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out all the tenth section of the bill and insert the following: 

“Src, 10, That the railroad herein authorized to be built shall be 1 
and in tion wil three years from March 1, 1889, and in defadlt 


T, 

| 

compl within the time in this section specified, all righ Kreye mah 
renn l} 
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The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BUCKALEW. Mr. Speaker, as this bill is amended so that it 
will have to go back to the Senate, no delay or inconvenience will be 
‘caused by making the proper amendment in relation to the transfer of 
the stocks indicated by me awhile ago. I therefore move to strike out 
that part of the bill which provides, in substance, that the stock shail 
be transferable at the pleasure of the company, and to insert a provision 
that it shall be transferable only on the books of the company, to be 
kept at its main office. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the amendment, 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Page 2, line 35, after the word “transferable,” strike out the words “in such 
nner as the by-laws of said corporation shall provide;“ on line 37, page 
insert the following: “ only on the books ofthe company, to be kept at th3ir 

ci office; so that the provision as amended will read: That the capi- 
stock of said corporation shall consist of three thousand shares at a par of 
p share each, which shall in all respects be deemed personal property, and 
ghali be transferable only on the books of the company, tobe kept at their prin- 
cipal office.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SOWDEN. I now move to amend by striking out five, in 
line 57, page 3, and inserting in lien thereof the word ‘‘ten;’’ so as to 
read: à cash payment of 10 per cent. of all subscriptions,” ete. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I have no objection to that. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading; and it was ac- 
cordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I move to amend the title by striking out the 
words ‘‘and Street Railway.’’ 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HEMPHILL moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that that body had agreed to reports of committees of conference on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses on Senate amendments to bills of 
the Bit (H. titles: ) 

A bill (H. R. 12383) making appropriations for the support of the 
Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1890, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 11651) making appropriations to provide for the ex- 
penses of the government of the Districtof Columbia for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1890, and for other purposes; and 

A bill (H. R. 11917) making appropriations for fortifications and 
other works of defense, for the armament thereof, for the procurement 
of heavy ordnance for trial and service, and for other purposes. 

It also announced that the Senate had agreed to the rts of 
committees of conference on the amendments of the House to bills of 
the following titles: 

A bill (S. 2511) to provide for the disposal of certain public lands of 
the United States under the provisions of the homestead laws only; 


and 

A bill (S. 2851) to amend an act entitled An act to regulate com- 
merce, approved February 4, 1887. 

It further announced that the Senate insisted on its amendments dis- 
agreed to by the House to the bill (H. R. 12329) making appropria- 
tions for the naval service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1890, and 
for other purposes; disagreed to the amendment of the House to a Sen- 
ate amendment; agreed to the conference asked by the House on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses, and had appointed as conferees on 
its part Mr. HALE, Mr. FARWELL, and Mr. GORMAN. 

It also announced that the Senate had passed with amendments bills 
of the following titles, asked a conference with the House on said bills 
3 amendments, and had appointed conferees on its part as indicated 

ow: 

A bill (H. R. 12489) to authorize the construction of a railroad, wagon, 
and foot-passenger bridge across the Mississippi River at or near Lyons, 
Iowa—conferees, Mr. VEST, Mr. SAWYER, and Mr. FRYE. 

A bill (H. R. 10028) granting to the Wyoming Midland Railway Com- 
pany the right of way through the Wind River or Shoshone Indian reser- 
vation —conferees, Mr, JONES of Arkansas, Mr. SABIN, and Mr. DOLPH. 

It also announced the passage without amendmentof the bill (H. R. 
10319) to authorize the Natchitoches Railroad Company to construct 
and maintain a bridge across the Red River in Louisiana, 

It also announced that the Senate had passed bills of the following 
titles; in which concurrence was requested: 

A bill (S. 3721) to grant a right of way tothe Cherokee Central Rail- 
way Company though the Indian Territory, and’for other purposes; and 

A bill (S. 3923) to authorize the Duluth, Red Wing and Southern 
Railroad Company to construct a bridge across the Mississippi River at 
or near the city of Red Wing, in the State of Minnesota, and to estab- 
lish it as a post-road. 

JURY TRIALS IN DISTRICT POLICE COURT. 
Mr. HEMPHILL submitted the following report: 
The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 


the amendment of the House to the bill (S. 3132) to provide for trial by jury in 
the police court of the District of Columbia, and for other purposes, having met, 
after full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to 
their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 1, 
and agree to the same, 

‘That the House recede from its amendment numbered 2, 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 3, 
and agree to the same with an amendment, so that section 2 will read: 

That if upon the trial of any such cause as aforesaid in the said police court an 
exception be taken by or in behalf of the defendant to any ruling orinstruction of 
the court on matter of law the same shall be reduced to writing at the time, or 
it may be entered on the minutes of the judge and afterwards settled in such 
manner and within such time as now provided by rule by the supreme court of 
the District of Columbia in cases in that court, and then stated in writing in a 
bill of exceptions, with so much of the evidence as may be material to the ques- 
tion bagi Sect raised, which said bill of exceptions shall be signed by the 
ju of the said police court. Any party aggrieved by any order or judgment 
20 e — e by said court in a case Which, under the law, the accused 

entitle: 
ing, appeal therefrom to the general term of the supreme court, and the clerk 


recognizance with sufficient surety, to be approved by said judge, eonditioned 
for his bs Hyena at the general term of said supreme court then in session, or 
if no such general term be in session then the next general term, there to pros- 
ecute the said writ of error and abide by and perform the judgment of said su- 
preme court in the premises; but nothing contained in this section shall be con- 
strued as repealing section 1073 of the Revised Statutes so far as the same relate 
to casesin which, under the law, the defendant is not entitled to atrial by jury.” 

And the House agree to the same. 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 4, 
and agree to the same. 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 5, 
and agree to the same. 

‘That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 6, 


and agree to the same. 
T the aese recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 7, 
and agree same. 
That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 8, 
and agree to the same. 
‘That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment numbered 9, 
and agree to the same. 
JNO. J. HEMP: 
BARNES CO) 5 
WILLIAM W. GROUT. 
Conferees on the part of the House. 


CHAS, J. FAULKNER, 
JOHN C. SPOON 
C. B. FARWELL, 

Conferees on the part of the Senate. 


The following statement, submitted in accordance with the rule, was 
read: 


The conferees on the part of the House on the disa; ing votes of the two 
Houses on the amendments of the House to the bill ing for trial 
by jury in the police court of the District of Columbia, and purposes, 

ly submit the following statement: 
an The rgd the report as agreed to leaves the first House amendment as 
e House, 

The House recedes from its second amendment, which extended the right 
of trial jury in the police court to all classes of cases; and the effect of this re- 
port is to leave the law on that poins as it now stands, only providing for an ap- 
pa for that class of cases in which, under the law, a person accused of an of- 

ense is now entitled to jury trial. 

3. The third amendment adopted by the House, which provided for the issuing 
of a writ of error to the supreme court of the District, is so amended by the con- 
ference report as to grant an absolute right of appeal on questions of law, upon 
proper exceptions taken, the same being much less cum! . 

4. House amendment No. 4, which provides that the jury in the police court 
shall be drawn in the same manner as is now provided for juries in the supreme 
court of the District stands as it passed the House. 

5. House amendment No. 6, providing for an increase of two bailiffs, and House 
amendment No. 7, providing that one or more of said bailiffs may be placed in 
ane pi mep pee court juries, were agreed to by the conferees, and stand as 

y e House, 


6. House amendments 5, 8, and 9 are only formal, transposing the sections of 
the bill to conform it to the amendment agreed to. 
JNO. J. HEMPHILL, 


BARNES COMPTON, 
WILLIAM W. GROUT, 
Conferces on the part of the House. 


The rt of the committee of conferenee was agreed to. 

Mr. HILL moved to reconsider the vote by which the report 
was ASS to; and also moved thatthe motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ECKINGTON AND SOLDIERS’ HOME RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Mr. HEMPHILL. I now call up the bill (S. 3877) to amend the 
charter of the Eckington and Soldiers’ Home Railway Company, and 
ask for the reading of the bill. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. I understand the gentleman from Texas 
has a conference report to submit on the fortificatiog bill, and as Iwish 
to make some remarks on the bill called up by the gentleman from 
South Carolina, I will yield the floor to allow the conference report to 
come in. 

Mr. HEMPILL. It will take but a moment to pass the bill which 
I have called up. 

Mr. SOWDEN. I give notice to the gentleman having this bill in 
charge that it can not go through unless a quorum is present. 


2492 


Mr. HEMPHILL. I yield to the gentleman from Pennsylvania to 


make his statement. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill has not yet been read. 


Mr.SOWDEN. As a quorum is not present it is likely the question 
of a quorum will be raised on this bill. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. It is a bill which should go through, but if the 
gentleman says positively he will insist on a quorum it is not worth 
while to take up the time of the House in having the bill read. I want 
the bill to go through. 

aoe EILL, of Missouri. Ido not think it islikely to go through 
to-night. 

Mr.HEMPHILL. Does the gentleman state positively he will make 
the point of no quorum? 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. In view of the importance of having a 
sufficient number of cars I think it is proper this bill should lie over 
for the present. ; 

Mr. HEMPHILL, The question is whether the gentleman is going 
toinsistonaquorum? I object to the bill being considered now. Does 
the gentleman call for a quorum now? 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. I do. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I withdraw the bill. 


FORTIFICATIONS BILL. 


Mr. SAYERS. I submit the following conference report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
certain amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 11917) making appropria- 
tions for fortifications and other works of defense, for the armament thereof, for 
the procurement of heavy ordnance for trial and service, and for other pur- 
poses, having met, after full and free conference have to recommend 
and do recommend to their pee Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments, numbered 8, 9, and 10. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Sen- 
ate numbered 4,5,6,11,and12, and agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its d cement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 1, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike out 
from the said amendment the words to be available until expended, and; 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 7: That the House recede from its ment to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 7, and agree to the same with an amend- 
ment as follows: In lieu of the matter proposed to be inserted by said amend- 
ment, insert the following: For the purchase of movable submarine torpe- 
does in the discretion of the Board on Ordnance and Fortifications, $50,000; ” 
and the Senate agree to the same, 

JOSEPH D. SAYERS, 


SAMUEL J. RANDALL, 
BENJAMIN BUTTERWORTH, 
Managers on the part of the House, 
H. L. DAWES, 
P. B. PLUMB, 
A. P. GORMAN, 
Managers on the part of the Senale. 

The following is the statement accompanying the report on the part 
of the House managers: 

The rs on the part of the House of the conference on the ing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 11917) 
making appropriations for fortitications and other works of defense, submit the 
following wri' statement in explanation of the action recommended on each 
of said amendments by the conference committee: 

On amendment numbered 1: Strikes out the provision making the appro- 
priations contained in the act available until expended. 

On amendments 4, 5, 6, and 7: Relating to torpedoes for harbor defense, appro- 
priates as follows: For the purchase of submarine mines and necessary appli- 
eaten arn ne closing the channels leading to our princi ports, 
$250,000; for needful casemates and cable galleries to render it possible to op- 
erate submarine mines, $250,000; for continuing torpedo experiments and for 

instruction of engineer troops in the details of the service, $30,000; and 
or the purchase of movable submarine torpedoes in the discretion of the Board 
on Ordnance and Fortifications, £50,000. 

On amendments 8, 9, and 10: Restores the provision for testing experimental 
guns procured under the act of September 22, 1888, at a cost of $39,500, and strikes 
out the appropriation of $20,000 for purchase of machine-guns. 

On amendment 11: Appropriates $43,274 for the manufacture of forty caissons 
and ten combined wagons and forges for field guns. 3 

On amendment 12: pk itd $20,000 for 5 the necessary instru- 
ments and other materials, and for the proper installation of instruments for 
conducting the annual artillery practice of the Army. 

The 17 — 3 upon appropriates . gt mee than as it 

e House, and $130,500 less than as e Sena! 
yeast POSEPH D. SAYERS, 
SAM. J. RANDALL, 

BENJ. BUTTERWORTH, 

Managers on the part of the House, 


Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. I wish to ask the gentleman from Texas 
a question. I understand from the reading it appropriates $1,200,000 
more than was agreed upon by the House. 

Mr. SAYERS. No, sir; your hearing was defective. 

Mr. O’ NEILL, of Missouri. I want to know what the increase is for. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. What is the appropriation for controllable tor- 

oes? 

Mr. SAYERS. Fifty thousand dollars. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. How much for submarine mines? 

Mr. SAYERS. Submarine mines and necessary appliances to operate 
them, $250,000, and for casemates and cable galleries, $250,000. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. In all? 

Mr. SAYERS. Five hundred thousand dollars. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. How many ports does that protect? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I have the floor. 

Mr. SAYERS. I yield to the gentleman from Illinois. 
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Mr. TOWNSHEND. I have been convinced by my study of the nat- 
ure of the controllable torpedo it is one of the indispensable means 
necessary to protect submarine mines. The best authorities have in- 
sisted that without protection from other sources, such as high-power 
guns or use of torpedoes or guns throwing high explosives, they are use- 
less. I therefore insist that it is necessary to furnish other means, such 
as high-power long-range guns, controllable torpedoes, or dynamite 
guns, to protect these mines. 

The Committee on Military Affairs inserted in the Army appropria- 
tion bill $500,000 for that purpose, but, as the Houseis aware, the ap- 
propriation was ruled out on a point of order. Ideeply regret that this 
action was taken. 

That bill, as well as the fortifications bill, went to the Senate, and 
the Senate inserted in the fortifications bill an item of $200,000. That 
appropriation ought to have gone in the Army appropriation bill. I 
find now by the statement of the gentleman from Texas that the Sen- 
ate has increased the appropriation for submarine mines, and reduced 
the appropriation for movable torpedoes from $200,000 to $50,000, 
which is entirely too small. Iam fully convinced of the fact that it 
is useless to make a large appropriation for submarine mines unless itis 
intended to supplement that with a suitable appropriation for means 
to protect them. 

But it is not my purpose to raise any controversy now with the gen- 
tleman from Texas, it being too near the end of the session to return 
this bill to another conference committee. The Senate having yielded 
to the House conferees and reduced the appropriation to the small sum 
of $50,000, and the gentleman from Texas having told us that the con- 
ference had completed its labors, it is useless for me now to contend for 
a larger appropriation for this purpose. I again express my deep re- 
gret that the gentleman from Texas and the House conferees did not 
yield to the appropriation originally inserted in the bill by the Senate. 

Mr. Speaker, no matter how severely political adversaries of the pres- 
ent Administration may criticise some of its acts, yet, sir, I do not be- 
lieve any one who has proper regard for his own reputation will permit 
his partisan feeling to carry him so far as to deny the high praise due 
to it because of its efforts to rebuild our once powerful Navy, which 
before the advent of the present Administration had fallen into such 
decay as to become a humiliation to the citizens of the Republic, and 
to excite the derision of foreign governments. 

History will vindicate the wisdom of the naval policy of Mr. Cleve- 
land’s Administration, and posterity will manifest its gratitude to the 
present Secretary of the Navy, who has successfully laid the foundation 
for a new Navy, which isdestined to become strong enough to cope with- 
out fear on any sea with any naval power on the globe. But the genius 
and work of Whitney would have gone for naught if Congress had not 
liberally responded to his recommendations for appropriations. I re- 
gret, sir, that when we shall surrender the control of the Government 
next month we shall be unable to boast with equal pride of our achieve- 
ments in providing for the defense of our long line of exposed seacoast 
and the protection of the vast wealth, population, and commerce of our 
seaboard cities. : 

I shall not begrudge the incoming administration the glory it may 
achieve, if it shall quickly avail itself of the means at hand to put our 
harbors in a state of defense, but shall congratulate it upon the golden 
opportunity we have left them. I shall, however, painfully regret that 
my party, which has been in power here during the past four years 
under a Democratic President, has been deaf to the appeals of its own 
Administration; has neglected its duty to the country; has been un- 
mindful of the interest of the party by refusing to provide out of our 
enormous surplus the comparatively small sums needed to protect our 
defenseless coast. The failure to provide for coast defenses and the ar- 
mament of the country can not be charged against the administration 
of the War Department. Congress, in which each party controlled a 
branch, is responsible for this dereliction. 

If the recommendations of the War Department had been as quickly 
and liberally responded to as in the case of the Navy Department, we 
might to-day rejoice, as we did years ago under Democratic adminis- 
trations, when the skill of General Totten with liberal appropriations 
gave to the country, as General H. L. Abbot says, What at their 
date were perhaps the most perfect seacoast fortifications the world has 
ever seen.) From the first to the last year of Mr. Cleveland’s Admin- 
istration the War Department and the President have recommended 
and urgently asked for adequate appropriations for this purpose, and 
have repeatedly urged the importance of this subject, but until the 
last six months those recommendations have been ignored by Congress, 

Not only has Congress been deaf to the appeals of the Administra- 
tion, but, sir, the warning of one of the wisest, most far-seeing, and 
patriotic statesmen of this century—given to us through our Speaker 
at the beginning of the Administration—failed to arouse Congress to 
its duty to the country. I refer to the letter of the lamented Samuel 
J. Tilden, the sage of Gramercy Park. That letter aroused the coun- 
try like a bugle blast, and excited anew the admiration of the people 
for that great statesman. 

But, sir, notwithstanding our overflowing Treasury constantly 
tempted Congress to make extravagant appropriations for unnecessary 
purposes, yet the statesmen who controlled ignored the appeals 
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from such high sources, and concluded it best to leave the country de- 
fenseless. Can it be true, as said by one of our most eminent officers 
of the Engineer Corps (Abbot): 

I fear we shall never have the coast properly defended until another war like 
that of 1812 teaches our people that coast defense is a live issue? 

I have had no fear of war with Germany growing out of the Samoan 
cemplications, because that country can have no motive in seeking a 
quarrel with us. France stands upon her border, constantly menacing 
the Fatherland. Germany, therefore, can not afford to go 3,000 miles 
away for a quarrel with the great Republic. Altheugh she might 
sweep our Navy from the seas and return with spoils levied upon every 
American seaboard city, yet not only would she fear the French, who 
would assail her at home during the war, but she would have still 
greater fear of us when we shall have learned the necessity for our sea- 
coast defense. 

No, sir; I do not fear that we shall have war with Germany, but un- 
less we are prepared for offensive as well as defensive war on shore and 
on the sea, the first great power that may attempt it may annihilate 
our Monroe doctrine, and leave us an object of scorn to the southern 

‘republics who have trusted our oft-repeated boasts to stay the advance- 
ment of Eu monarchy on the American continent. 

England will not fear the loss of Canada as long as she commands 
every harbor we have on the two oceans, in the Gulf, or on the Lakes. 
I know that many here who are accredited with wise statesmanship 
sneer at every apprehension because of our defenseless coast. As I 
have said, when speaking heretofore, Napoleon III and his advisers 
had no fears that the capital of the empire could be in danger until 
Prussia taught France how quickly a nation fully prepared for war can 
devastate and dictate terms to one, however great, when it is unpre- 
pared for war. 

I am, sir, in no sense an alarmist, but we should not forget, as said 
by Burke, ‘‘Early and provident fear is the mother of safety;’’ and 
also the advice of Washington, that ‘‘to be prepared for war is one of 
the most effectual means of preserving peace. But when I remember 
that our seacoast cities are absolutely without adequate defense against 
the navy of any of the great powers, I feel that we should no longer 
di the wise suggestions given us on this subject by Mr. Tilden. 
What means of defense have we to protect the ten billions of wealth 
in our seacoast cities? 

We have no heavy guns for shore defense, and can not have them in- 
side of three years. We have no armored vessels entirely completed. 
We only have a few under way. The only means that can be quickl 
provided for our seacoast defense are torpedoes and guns throwing hi i 
explosives. American inventive genius has enabled us to surpass the 
world in these destructive weapons. I will mention three of this char- 
acter, which if employed together will comprise the best system of tor- 
pedoes on earth. They are the fixed er submarine mines which may 
be planted on the bottoms of the channels leading into our harbors, or 
so placed as to obstruct the advance towards our cities of hostile war- 
ships to a point within the range of its guns, but they are useless with- 
out protection. 

The pneumatic dynamite gun can protect these mines. It ean throw 
shells containing 500 pounds or more of high explosive gelatine and dyna- 
mite with remarkable accuracy a distance of 2 miles. It is a sort of 
an aerial torpedo which will attack the enemy’s vessels at their most 
vulnerable parts—on their decks or their hulls below the line of their 
armor. We also can have the movable fish torpedo, controllable by 
power transmitted from the shore, which has a range of 2 miles; moves 
at a speed of from 15 to 18 miles per hour and carries as high as 400 
pomo of dynamite or other high explosive. It can meet approaching 

ostile vessels, intercept them when passing, or follow them and at- 
tack them with its powerful projectiles. 

The cost of any one of these weapons, when compared with that of 
the enemy’s ships which they can destroy, is very small —but a trifle. 
A projectile of 500 pounds of high explosive, costing less than $1,000, 
thrown from a pneumatic dynamite gun, or a torpedo costing less than 
$10,000, fired by the movable torpedo contrivance, will destroy the 
most powerful ironclad in the world, such as the Trafalgar or the Nile 
of the British navy, each of which cost $5,000,000. No one can deny 
the effectiveness of high explosives in warfare. 

General Abbot has said that high explosives will doubtless be used 
with armies in the field, in regular sieges, in naval battles upon the 
ocean, and in contests between ships and forts. In this statement every 
student of the art of war will concur. It is mainly due to the efforts 
and recommendations of General Abbot that our system of submarine 
mines has been adopted and brought to its present state of efficiency. 
He was the chief instructor or commander of the School of Engineers 
at Willets Point, and has, I believe, had supervision ever since its 
establishment of the instruction of the Army officers in the construc- 
tion and manipulation of these mines. It is upon his authority—the 
highest in the world—that I made the statements which I did in debate 
on the Army appropriation bill that the fixed or submarine mines are 
useless unless they are protected by high-powered, long-range guns or 
some such weapons using high explosives, as the dynamite guns and 
movable torpedoes, 


The submarine mines have never yet been brought to a perfect state 
of efficiency. They are being improved, but much is yet to be done to 
secure such effectiveness as is required. We have been expending 
money upon them since 1869; the aggregate appropriations, including 
those of this session, for these mines will reach nearly $1,600,000. 
Only $128,000 have so far been applied for the purchase of movable 
torpedoes and only $400,000 for the purchase of the dynamite guns. 
Six miles of English electric cable, purchased at a cost of $300,000 
in 1872 to operate them, has so deteriorated by exposure to the atmos- 
phere that notwithstanding it has never been used it is now worthless. 
Thus over one-half as much has been thrown away on the purchase of 
cables for these mines as has been expended for all high-explosive 
weapons, But it will take two years to build the casemates necessary 
for the protection of the operatorsof these mines. The dynamite guns 
and the movable torpedoes can besupplied within afew months. They 
are effective for harbor defense in the absence of fortifications, as well 
as a protection to them when existing. 

As we have no other means for harbor defenses, and can not have 
long-range high-power guns or effective submarine mines for several 
years, we ought to supply all our great seacoast harbors with them. 
But, sir, this will not be done during this Congress. I will not assail 
those who refuse these appropriations with such terms as false econ- 
omy, cheese-paring parsimony, and epithets of that character, for they 
are doubtless governed by views which they think are wise and patri- 
otic; but, sir, if trouble with any of the great powo should soon be- 
fall us, they will realize the fearful responsibility they have assumed 
by failing to prepare for war in time of peace. 

Mr. WH R. I would like to be heard for a few moments. 

Mr. SAYERS. As we have buta little while this evening to con- 
sider these matters, I will yield to my friend from Alabama for two 
minutes. 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. Speaker, I do not desire to delay the House 
at this late period of the session, but I can not refrain from expressing 
my full and hearty approbation of the action of the Senate in increas- 
ing this appropriation, and I regret that the House conferees have in- 
sisted upon a reduction. 

A nation so great as ours, with its immense and rapidly increasing 
wealth, with its six or seven thousand miles of exposed seacoast, with 
the honor of a proud and self-reliant people to sustain, with a large 
number of seacoast cities to defend—many of which in commercial im- 
portance rank among the first cities of the world—such a nation, with 
so many and so vast interests to maintain and defend, certainly ought 
to have a system of seacoast defenses adequate to its necessities. 

Certainly its law-makers should give so vital a matter the consider- 
ation which it deserves, and I wish now to give notice that I shall not 
allow another Congress to expire without doing all in my power to in- 
duce this House to grant such appropriations as will enable the distin- 
guished officers who have the matterin charge an opportunity to exer- 
cise their genius and ingenuity, and to display their skill in perfecting 
measures for the defense of our seaboard. 

No nation on earth is so neglectful as ours of this and other kind 
subiects. 2 

It is true our efficient Secretary of the Navy has done much during 
the last four years to improve our Navy, but we are still very far be- 
hind many other powers. England, France, Germany, and Italy are 
very far in advance of us, and even Russia, China, Chili, Denmark, 
Spain, and Brazil have ships and guns much superior to any of which 
we can boast. And each one of those powers has advanced in the art 
of coast defense quite as far as she has in the perfection of her naval 
establishment. 

I join heartily with my sanguine friends in the hope that our actual 
need for a powerful navy may never arise, and that we may never have 
use for heavy guns or other material for coast defense; but the history 
of the world shows that the best way to prevent the necessity for the 
use of armed vessels and reliable coast defenses is to let rival powers 
see that we stand ready, at a moment’s warning, to bring into effective 
use these evidences of national power. 

When the products of American industry compete, as they should, 
with the products of other peoples, the danger of conflict will begin to 
be apparent, and I insist that the great work of preparation should 
not be delayed. It should commence at once. : 

We are a powerful and a brave people. In the peaceful arts our 
progress has excited the admiration and the wonder of all other na- 
tions. 

The courage and soldierly qualities of Americans in war have com- 
manded the plaudits of the world. 

Congress must not neglect to give such a people appliances for de- 
fense commensurate with their skill and prowess. [Applause.] 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. SAYERS. I now ask a vote on theadoption of the report. 

The report of the conference committee was adopted. 

Mr. SAYERS moved to reconsider the vote by which the report was 
i ey ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to, 


| | 


2494 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


FEBRUARY 28, 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. - Mr. Speaker, I wish to submit a conference 
report on the Army appropriation bill. 
The conference report is as follows: 


The committee of conference on . ere ae oe tee ems oa 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. S making Apno ns 


for the ny tar of the Army for the fiscal ea. 20, and for other 
purposes, having met, after and free conference have agreed to recommend 
and do to their ive Houses as follows: 

That the recede from its amendment numbered 


Senate 5. 

That the House recede from its t to the amendments of the Se 
numbered 1. 2, 3, 4, 6, 7, 9, 10, 11, 12, 18, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 21, 23, 24, 25, and 26; and 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 8: That the House recede from its di: ent to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 8, and agree to the same an amend- 
ment as follows: Strike out in line 19, page 13 of the bill, the words “and 
tg gts eee g to the same. 

Amendment numbered 20: the House recede from its disagreement tothe 


> Secretary of War to cause examinations and tests to be made 
in converting the existing cast-iron ordnance of the War Department inta the 
steel-l: torpedo howitzers for throwing high explosives. ac- 
cording to the plans heretotore submitted to and to be submitted to 
the Board of Ordnance and Fortifications, $15,000, or so much thereofas may be 
necessary.“ 

And the Senate agree to the same, 

Amendment numbered 22: That the House recede from its an peepee 
the amendmentof the Senate numbered 22, and to thesame anamend- 
ment as follows: In lieu of the — — inserted by said amend- 
ment insert the following: 

The Board of Ordnance and Fortification is hereby directed to examine and 
report upon a site or sites for o testing and pro ground to be used 
in the testing and proving of — f ordnance, having in view in the selection 
of said site or sites their accessibility by land and water, means of transporta- 
tion, and sı ility for the purpose inten „and also the actual and reasona- 
ble cost and value of the land embraced in said site or sites and the least sum for 
which the same can be procured. Said board shall report thereon to the Secre- 
tary of War, to be submitted to Congress at its next session; and in case the said 
board shall select a site or sites and recommend their purchase, the of 
War is hereby authorized to secure written proposals for the sale of the 80 
recommended, until such time as ä gee may act upon the recommendation 
of said board and of the Secretary of War. 


For the necessary expenses under the foregoing provision, $1,000, or so much 
thereof as may be necessary.” 


And the Senate to the same. 
Amendment num 27: That the House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate n 27, and agree to the same with an amend- 


umbered 
ment as follows: In lieu of the matter proposed to be inserted by said amend- 
eon 5 acom ise battery to mount a seacoast rifled gun, 
$40,000, or so much thereof as — 2 necessary, said batte 
such point as the Board of Ordnance and Fortification may direct; 
of such battery shall be by the inventor thereof under the general direction of 
the Board of Ordnance and Fortification, and shall be completed within twelve 
months from the time this act shall take effect, and the gun to be mounted 
Sores: with its fittings shall be furnished by the Ordnance Department of the 
avy. 
‘And the Senate agree to the same, 
R. W. TOWNSHEND, 
LEVI MAIS 
GEO. W. 
Managers onthe part of the House. 
W. B. ALLISON, 
P. B. PLUMB, 
A. P. GORMAN, 
Managers on the part of he Senate. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. There appears to be no statement ac- 
companying the report. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I ask unanimous consent to submit a verbal 
statement. 

Mr. TRACEY. I wish to ask before giving my consent what limit 
is prescribed for the session to-night ? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Half past 10 o'clock. 

Mr. TRACEY. I would like to hear the statement of the gentleman 
from Illinois, but at the same time on a bill of this importance there 
ought to be some formal statement presented. Hence I would not 
- like to bind myself or be restricted in case the statement of the gen- 

tleman is not satisfactory. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection, the gentleman from 
Illinois will make a verbal statement. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I wish to submit a point of 
order, Mr. Speaker, or rather a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I wish to ask if this report is 
permissible under the order for the meeting of the House to-night? 

The SPEAKER pro The Chair will state to the gentleman 
from Arkansas that the report is entertained by the express direction 
of the Speaker, who was consulted upon the subject. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Because, if the Chair will per- 
mit me, I desired that the order should specifically embrace such re- 
ports, but was informed by the chairman of the District Committee that 
itdid not. Of course we ought not to trespass upon the authority given 
to us prane House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has no doubt whatever as 
to the propriety of entertaining the conference report at this time. 

Mr. TRACEY. ‘There is a matter contained in this report in which 


I feel a considerable interest, and I do not like to accept the report 
without knowing what action was taken upon it. 

The SP pro tempore. But the gentleman from Illinois has 
asked permission to make a verbal statement in lieu of the written 
statement, to which request consent has been gi and it will no 
doubt cover the point to which the gentleman trom New York refers, 

Mr. TRACEY. Very well 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Speaker, the reason why a written state- 
ment has not been presented with this report was because the bill has 
only been acted upon in the Senate to-night and came ina short time ago, 
hence I have not had time to prepare a written statement. I think it 
is entirely unnecessary, however, so far as the differences existing, and 
which have been adjusted by the conference, are concerned. I believe 
pooh gy 9 ay 1 that ae. = ee could be ex- 

to embody; and I will now only refer i y to the point 
which I understand the gentleman from New York to have in mind. 

An examination of the report itself will give a minute statement of 
the various amendments adopted in conference and the action taken by 
the committee upon them. 

As the Army appropriation bill left the House there was an appro- 
priation of $15,000 to enable the Secretary of War to acquire sufi- 
cient amount of land adjacent to the Watervliet arsenal to enable the 
gun factory at that arsenal to make preliminary tests of the guns, not 
for their range, but for their strength, such as might be needed at the 
arsenal where the guns are manufactured before testing them for range, 
accuracy of fire, etc. 


vestigation and report. 
I will say to my friend from New York [Mr. Tracey] that General 
Schofield was present with the conferees when this provision was passed 
upon. He was of the opinion that the Government should acquire, 
comparatively speaking, a small amountof land—one or two hundred 
acres—near Watervliet arsenal, to make a sort of preparatory test of 
the strength of the metal and a certain means of ascertaining the per- 
fection of the at the arsenal. . 

He was of further, that it was necessary for the Govern- 
ment to acquire a tract of land which would enable the Department to 
test the etc., of the guns. He insisted that we should have a 
tract of land that would have a range of at least 10 miles. It was re- 
garded as impracticable at any reasonable price to obtain such an area 
of ground near Watervliet arsenal, and therefore the suggestion is made 
for two tracts—one of a small area near Watervliet arsénal, and the 
second of a large area somewhere on the seacoast. Therefore we have 
i a provision authorizing the Board of Ordnance to investigate 
the subject and report to the next session of Congress their views with 
reference to the selection of a site or sites for the testing of these long- 
range, high-power guns, which have already been authorized to be built. 

Mr. SAYERS, Is there anything in the bill as it now stands which 
binds the Government to purchase any testing ground such as it now 
has at Sandy Hook? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Nothing. The bill contains a provision 
simply authorizing the Board of Ordnance to make an investigation, 
and if they find suitable sites to secure options on the sites so that 
they may report to the next session of and that then money 
3 in the discretion of Congress it seems well to 
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Mr. SAYERS. It contains nothing to authorize them to make any 
eontract which is binding upon the Government? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Nothing whatever. 

Mr. SAYERS. I would like to ask the gentleman from Illinois 
another question. Iam informed that the committee have agreed to 
the Senate amendment which provides for the purchase of some heavy 
pieces of artillery to be used on the coast of rnia. Is that the 
case? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Iwillstate to my friend from Texas that they 
have authorized nothing of the kind that I apprehend he imagines. 
What they have authorized is this: The Senate has inserted in the bill 
an appropriation of $187,000 for the purchase of pneumatic dynamite 
guns to be used on the Pacific coast. The appropriation originally 
asked for in the Senate was $250,000, and has been reduced to $187,000. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I believe this Senate amendment is 
substantially the same provision which was ruled out of order when 
the Army bill was under consideration in the House; is it not? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. It is the same thing. 

Mr. SAYERS. Very well. In view of the present condition of the 
House, and the circumstances which surround us, I shall not maké 
any objection to the adoption of this report; only saying further that 
I believe that the House has held that such a provision, if placed u 
the bill by the House, would be considered an infringement upon the 
rules of the House. ; 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I will only say, in reply to my friend from 
Texas, that atthe last session, in the Army bill, these guns which have 
been on the Atlantic coast were authorized, and it was then held 
by the House in order on this bill. This appropriation is made by the 
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Senate in pursuance of that precedent, which I think is consistent with 
the jurisdiction of the Military Committee. I ask now that the Clerk 
read the report, 

Mr, TRACEY. Mr. Speaker, I do not want to detain the House, as 
the hour is growing late; but I do not feel that I should allow this re- 

rt to be accepted without protesting against the manner in which the 

nferees on the part of the House have yielded in respect to this amend- 
ment appropriating $15,000 for the purchase of land convenient to 
Watervliet arsenal. There was no occasion for their yielding in this 
ae d I made an appeal to the chairman of the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs and to another member of the committee, urging them to 
‘insist on this e of $15,000. It has been made subject to 
the judgment of the Board of Ordnance; and I insist that it should 
Ihave been retained in the bill. 
I know, Mr. Speaker, that it is no easy matter to obtain the consent 
of the House to an appropriation proposing practically new legislation, 
and when the House had permitted me to place upon this bill this 
‘amendment of $15,000 it appears to me that it would have been only 
right on the part of the conferees appointed by the House to have in- 
sisted upon the amendment. 

It is a very unusual course for the Senate to pursue to strike out 
these appropriations that are made in the House, and in this case it is 
a great disappointment to me, knowing as I do the immediate necessity 
there is for this expenditure. The statement has been made that the 
General of the Army was before the conferees and that he said there 
was no occasion for using this money within the year. Iam surprised 
to learn that an officer so distinguished in rank and in the position 
which he occupies should be so ignorant of the affairs of his own de- 
partment as not to know that the guns are now nearly completed, and 
are awaiting just such a test as could be made if this land could be 
purchased within the next two or three months. 

Therefore, Mr. Speaker, I think it is but right that I should call the 
attention of the House to this matter, and I trust that in the future 
the representatives of the Senate will not be allowed to persuade our 
conferees to yield so readily to their views, for, without wishing to re- 
flect at all upon the members of the other body of Con; I will say 
that I have been very much disappointed at finding that in all these 
measures that have come come up relating to the establishment of a 
gun ‘factory at the Watervliet arsenal, the persons who antagonized 
that project have succeeded in some way in having stricken out the 
provisions that were so necessary to carry on this very important work 
which has been undertaken by the Government. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. One word, Mr. Speaker, in justice to General 
Schofield, It was the opinion of the Senate conferees that the guns 
which have been authorized to be manufactured at the Watervlietarsenal 
would not be prepared for testing for at leasta sufficient length of time 
to allow the next Congress to make appropriation for the purchase of 
the ground required for that purpose. General Schofield was present 
at the meeting of the conferees to-day, and, from what he said in ref- 
erence tothis matter, I am thoroughly convinced that he is as earnest 
as my friend from New York [Mr. TRACEY] can be in his desire to pro- 
cure sufficient ground near the Watervliet arsenal to make a prelimi- 


nary test of these 

The committee did not act solel, General Schofield’s view that 
the money could not be made a ‘ble between now and the next ses- 
sion of Congress, but he did express the opinion that it was 
to have a testing-ground there and also a long-range proving-ground 
somewhere else to test the range, etc., of the 

I make this statement to relieve the gentleman from New York of 
the impression which he seems to entertain in regard to General Scho- 
field in connection with this subject. 

The report of the committee of conference was agreed to. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND moved to reconsider the vote by which the re- 

rt was agreed to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 

d on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Then, on motion of Mr. MILLS (at 10 o’clock and 10 minutes p. m.), 
the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC, 


The following petitions and were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred pay sali 

y Mr. BOOTHMAN: Petition and resolution of Stout Post, No. 108, 
Grand Army of the 5 of Fayette, Ohio, in favor of publication 
of the official records of the war of the rebellion—to the Committee on 


ye BYNUM: Petition of Pamelia Lynn, to be granted a pension | across 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CARUTH: Petition of John A. Dixon, executor of George O. 
Dixon, deceased, for reference of his claim to the Court of Claims—to 
y eras DURHAM. P tition of Walter C. Newb fa passage 
' etition ew , favoring 

H. R. 1 to the Committee on Claims. ae 

By Mr. ERMENTROUT: Memorial of Grand Army of the Republic, 


T. J. Stewart, department commander, favoring H. R. 7765, out-pen- 
sion furlough bill—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HITT: Petition of Pomona Grange, of Winnebago County, 
Illinois, praying an amendment to the Constitution to make United 
States Senators elective by a direct vote of the electors—tothe Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. RANDALL: Petition for protection to agriculture from 
farmers of Montrose Grange, No. 28, Dinwiddie County, Virginia—to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. STAHLNECKER: Resolutions from the senate and as- 
sembly of New York, relative to the removal of obstructions in the 
Hudson River, etc.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. WALKER: Petition of Frederick Bollenger, praying that his 
claim be referred to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. WILBER: Petition to remove obstruction in the Hudson 
River, etc.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. WILKINSON: Petition of Thomas P. Harrison, a citizen of 
the parish of Morehouse, State of Louisiana, asking that his claim be re- 
ferred to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. THOMAS WILSON: Joint resolution of Legislature of Min- 
nesota, in favor of pensions—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WARNER: Petition of Mary Drenen, of Jasper County, Mis- 
souri, for reference of her claim to the Court of Claims—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 


The following petitions, praying for a constitutional amendment pro- 
hibiting the manufacture, importation, exportation, transportation, and 
sale of all alcoholic liquors as a beverage, were received and severally 
referred to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic: 

By Mr. BOOTHMAN: Of 101 citizens of Delta and 75 Tap, Ohio. 

By Mr. CUTCHEON: Of 111 citizens of Tremon pe boy 

By Mr. DINGLEY: Memorial of National Council of . EIEEE 
Churches of the United States; also, of 99 citizens of Farmington, Me. 

By Mr. FRENCH (by request): Of 49 citizens of Naugatuck, Conn., 
and of 93 citizens of Portland, Conn. 5 

By Mr. GIBSON: Of 43 citizens of Kennedyville, Md. 

By Mr. GIFFORD: Of 21 citizens of Buffalo; of 38 citizens of Hitch- 
ee of 121 citizens of Wessington Springs, Dak. 

By Mr. GROUT: Of 169 citizens of Barton, Vt. 

By Mr. HIRES: Of 66 citizens of Elmer, N. J. 

By Mr. JOSEPH: Of the Territory of New Mexico. 

By Mr. MILLIKEN: Of 24 citizens of Winthrop, Me. 

By Mr. McRAE: Of 28 citizens of Milo, Ark. 

By Mr. NELSON: Of 19 citizens of Duluth, Minn. 

By Mr. DONNELL: Of 28 citizens of Tekonsha, Mich. 

By Mr. J. E. RUSSELL: Of 24 citizens of Holden, Mass, 

By Mr. STONE, of Missouri: Of R. M. Carpenter and others, of St. 
Clair County, Missouri. 

By Mr. WILLIAM WHITING: Of 89 citizens of Westminster, Mass, 

By Mr. WILLIAMS: Of 19 citizens of Piqua, Ohio. 


The following petitions for a national Sunday-rest law were received 
and severally referred to the Committee on Labor: 

By Mr. GEAR: Of 91 citizens of Iowa. 

By Mr. PENINGTON: Of sundry citizens of Delaware. 

By Mr. J. D. TAYLOR: Of 40 citizens of Bridgeport, Ohio. 


SENATE. 
FRIDAY, March 1, 1889. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


CREDENTIALS. 


Mr. FAULKNER presented the credentials of JoHN E. KENNA, 
chosen by the Legislature of West Virginia a Senator from that State 
for the term beginning March 4, 1889; which were read and ordered 
to be filed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had concurred in the reports of the 
committees of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two . an 
the amendments of the House of Representatives to the mooving Ne 

A bill (S. 1701) authorizing the construction of a high wagon- dg 

across the Missouri River at or near Sioux City, Iowa; and 

A bill (S. 3132) to provide for trial by jury in the police court of the 
District of Columbia, and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the House had concurred in the 

of the committees of conference on the g votes of the 
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the following bills: 

A bill (H. R. 6106) for the relief of certain volunteer and regularsol- 
diers of the late war and the war with Mexico; 
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A bill (H. R. 10832) for the establishment of a light-house and fog- 
bell on Oyster-Beds Shoal, in the Hudson River, New Vork; 

A bill (H. R. 11678) providing for the erection of sundry light-houses 
and fog-signals in Lakes Erie, Huron, Michigan, and Superior; 

A bill (H. R. 11917) making appropriations for fortifications and 
other works of defense, for the armament thereof, for the procurement 
of heavy ordnance for trial and service, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 11970) to divide a portion of the reservation of the Sioux 
Nation of Indians in Dakota into separate reservations and to secure 
the relinquishment of the Indian title to the remainder, and for other 


urposes; 
= A bill (H. R. 12324) for the establishment of a light-house station 
on St. Catharine Island, State of Georgia; 

A bill (H. R. 12383) making appropriations for the support of the 
Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1890, and for other purposes; 
and 

A bill (H. R. 12430) providing for the establishment of the light and 
fog-signal at Humboldt, California, upon a more secure site, and for the 
establishment of a light-ship at or near the wreck of the steam-ship 
Oregon, in New York Harbor. 

The message further announced that the House had concurred in the 
amendments of the Senate to the following bills: 

A bill (H. R. 12489) to authorize the construction of a railroad, 
wagon, and foot-passenger bridge across the Mississippi River at or 
near Lyons, Iowa; 

A bill (H. R. 9423) to restore to the public domain and to regulate 
the sale and disposition of certain lands east of the Mississippi River in 
the State of Louisiana ; 

A bill (H. R. 5509) to grant to the Gulf and Chicago Air Line Rail- 
way Company the right to construct bridges over navigable water 


courses; 

A bill (H. R. 11573) to authorize the construction of bridges across 
the Kentucky River; 

A bill (H. R. 10319) to authorize the Natchitoches Railroad Com- 
pany to construct and maintain a bridge across the Red River in Lonis- 
jana; 

A bill (H. R. 11782) to approve and ratify the construction by the 
Vicksburg, Shreveport and Texas Railroad Company of the bridge over 
the Red River at Shreveport, La., and the bridge over the Ouachita 
River at Monroe, La., and to authorize said railroad company to main- 
tain said bridges over said water ways, subject to certain stipulations 
and conditions; 

A bill (H. R. 10721) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Arkansas River at or near Cummings Landing, Lincoln County, 
Arkansas; 

A bill (H. R. 12389) authorizing the construction of a bridge across 
the Osage River, at some accessible point in the county of Benton, in 
the State of Missouri; 

A bill (H. R. 8740) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to sell 
to The Methodist College Association of Southwestern Kansas“ cer- 
tain lands in Kansas; 

A bill (H. R. 7777) to provide for the sale of lands patented to cer- 
tain members of the Flathead band of Indians in Montana Territory, 
and for other pu ; and 

A bill (H. R. 11735) to amend an act entitled An act to authorize 
the Fort Smith and Choctaw Bridge Company to construct a bridge 
across the Poteau River, in the Choctaw Nation, near Fort Smith, 
Ark.“ 

The message also announced that the House had concurred in the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8309) to secure for the Dis- 
trict of Columbia a compilation of the laws of said District. 

The message further announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bills: 

A bill (S. 515) for the relief of the trustees of the Protestant Episco- 
pul Theological Seminary and High School in Virginin, and 

A bill (S. 3995) to authorize the Montgomery and Sylacauga Railroad 
Company to construct a bridge across the Tallapoosa River. 

The message also announced that the House had disagreed to the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 9418) to incorporate the 
Washington and Western Maryland Railroad Company, agreed to the 
conference asked by the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. HEARD, Mr. COMPTON, and 
Mr. ROWELL managers at the conference on the part of the House. 

The message further announced that the House had disagreed to the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 12490) making appropri- 
ations for the service of the Post-Office Department for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1890, agreed to the conference asked by the Senate on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed 
Mr. BLOUNT, Mr. Dockrry, and Mr. BINGHAM managers at the con- 
ference on the part of the House. 

The message also announced that the House d to the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 11634) to provide for al- 
lotment of land in severalty to United Peorias and Miamies in Indian 
Territory, and for other purposes; agreed to the conference asked by 
the Senate thereon, and had appointed Mr. PEEL, Mr. SHIVELY, and 
Mr. PERKINS managers at the conference on the part of the House. 
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The message further announced that the House had disagreed to the, 
amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. ) to punish dealers and’ 
perengan dealers ia counterfeit money and other fraudulent devices 
or using the United States mails, agreed to the conference asked by: 
the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, an 
had appointed Mr. ROGERS, Mr. ENLOE, and Mr. CASWELL managers a 
the conference on the part of the House. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the follow- 
ing bills with amendments in which it requested the concurrence of 
the Senate: 

A bill (S. 1631) to incorporate the Washington and Sandy Spring 
Narrow Gauge Railroad and Street Railway Company; and 

A bill (S. 2475) to increase the appropriation for the erection of a 
public building at Winona, Minn. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the follow- 
ing bills and joint resolution; in which it requested the concurrence of 
the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 3737) for the relief of the holders of District of Co- 
lumbia special-assessment lien certificates, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 11811) to amend ‘‘An act to incorporate the George- 
town and Tennallytown Railway Company of the District of Columbia,“ 
which was received by the President August 10, A. D. 1888, and be- 
came a Jaw without his approval; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 268) te authorize the printing of the pro- 
ceedings in Congress in accepting the statue of the late Lewis Cass, an 
illustrious citizen, presented by the State of Michigan; and the statues 
of the late Maj. Gen. John Peter Gabriel Muhlenberg and Robert Ful- 
ton, illustrious citizens, presented by the State of Pennsylvania. 

The message further announced that the House had the fol- 
lowing resolutions; in which the concurrence of the te was re- 
quested: 

Whereas by an act of Congress approved the 2d day of July, 1864, the Presi- 
dent of the United States is authorized to invite each and all the States to pro- 
vide and furnish statues in marble or bronze, not exceeding two in number for 

State, of di persons who have been citizens thereof and illustrious 
for their heroic renown or from distinguished civil or military service, such as 
each State shall determine to be worthy of that national commemoration, and 
when so furnished the same shall be placed in the old Hall of the House of Repre- 


sentatives in the Capitol of the United States, which is set apart, or so much as 
be eons: as the National Statuary Hall for the purpose therein indi- 


Whereas the State of Pennsylvania has provided the statues of Robert Fulton 
and John Peter Gabriel Muhlenberg, both natives of the State, and illustrious 
and distinguished citizens thereof: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the thanks 
of Congress be presented to the governor and through him to the people of the 
State of Pennsylvania for said statues, 

Resolved, That these works of art are accepted in the name of the nation and 
assigned a place in the old Hall of the House of Representatives already set 
aside by act of Congress for statues of eminent citizens; and that a copy of this 
resolution, signed by the President of the Senate and the Speaker of House 
of Representatives, be transmitted to the governor of the State of Pennsylvania. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, in response to a 
resolution of the 19th instant, official reports of special agents relating 
to sugar investigations made since March 1, 1888; also reports made 
by special agents or other customs officers respecting improper allow- 
ance for to imported merchandise, and reports recently re- 
ceived from such officers and others in relation to the undervaluation 
or mool or worsted goods, ete.; which the Chief Clerk proceeded to 
read, 

Mr. HOAR. I suggest that the letter from the Secretary of the 
Treasury, although the usual custom of the Senate is to have letters 
from heads of Departments at length, be printed in the RECORD as if 
read, and, with the accompanying papers, be printed, and referred to 
the Select Committee to Examine into the Condition of the Civil Serv- 
ice, of which the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] is chairman. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the further 
reading of the communication will be suspended, and, with the ac- 
companying papers, it will be referred to the Select Committee to Ex- 
amine into the Condition of the Civil Service, and printed. 

Mr. HOAR. And the letter of transmittal will be printed in the 
RECORD, as if read. i 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The letter of transmittal will be 
printed in the RECORD, if there be no objection. The Chair hears 
none, and it is so ordered. 

The communication is as follows: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., February 28, 1889. 


Sır: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of Senate resolution dated 
the 19th instant, wherein I am di to transmit to the Senate copies of offi- 
cial reports of special agents or others relating to sugar investi, D 
since rch 1, 1888; also copies of reports of recent date made by special agents 
or other customs officers respecting improper allowances for damage to im- 
ported merchandise, and of reports recently received from such officers or from! 
any consular officer of the United States in relation to the undervaluation of 
woolen or worsted of any kind. 

In ly to this resolution I respectfully transmit herewith copies of reports 
and other communications relating to investigations of all Port. 3 es in 
the im: F.... Of supers 83 the pests of 7 0 rk, Philadel- 
E. and 


hia, „ and San cisco; also re b p ang m allowances 
Er damage to tmaported merchandise at the port New Yor! certain çor- 
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* 
| ndence pertaining to the undervaluation of woolen and worsted goods, 
which papersare described in accompanying schedule, marked A. 

With respect to the general subject of the classification of sugar, from the du- 
ties upon which so large a portion of the revenues is collected, it is proper to 
add that it has been the especial aim of this Department to endeavor to secure 
in all cases a correct polariscopic test of sugars imported at the different ports, 

ahd especially at the port of New York, where the bulk of the importations is 
made; that all the changes which have been made in the sugar division at that 
port have had this end in view so far as the action of the Department was con- 
cerned; that since the Ist day of April, 1883, about which time the principal 
changes were made in that division, down to the 23d instant, the collector at 
New York reports that seventeen hundred and twenty-one entries of sugar have 
been made, and that in this large number of entries protests and appeals have 
been filed in only one hundred and thirty-nine cases, being about 8 per cent. of 
the entire number of entries made, which fact alone would seem to indicate that 
in the judgment of the importers themselves the classification made by the rev- 
enue officers was not regarded as erroneous. 

In some of the cases in which protests and appeals have been filed the Depart- 
ment has endeavored to secure from the importers such information as they 
might have, if any, tending to show that the classification in these cases was 
erroneous, for the purpose of enabling the Department upon appeal to arrive 
at a just conclusion in regard to the merits of such case and correct any error 
which might be found to exist in the action of the customs officers, but with a 
ogee exception the importers have declined to produce any evidence tending 
to show the alleged incorrectness or injustice of the classification made by the 

lector upon the report of the appraiser. In thiseonnection I invite particular 
attention to copy of a protest and appeal herewith filed by Messrs. Huvemyer 
& Elder in one of these cases, and I am informed that the protests and appeals in 

‘all the other cases are identical in form and substance with this; also to copy of 
a letter of the Department addressed to Havemyer & Elder, under date of Feb- 
peer 13, 1889, requesting them to submit any proofs which they might have 
tending to sustain their appeal, and to copy of a letter addressed by the appel- 
lants to the Department eclining to submit any proofs. In the single case in 
which the appellant complied with the request of the Department all the papers 
have been retransmitted to the collector with instructions from the Department 
‘that he cause a full and exhaustive investigation to be made for the purpose of 
ascertaining whether the tests made at the 5 store were correct or 
whether those made by the chemists seep 

ion to the Department. 


revenues to which the Government is entitled from this source. 

I take the liberty to transmit to you also the copies of certain official reports 
and co ndence relating to irregularities in the importation of Sumatra to- 
bacco at the port of New York, s; fied in Schedule B, herewith, including 
also printed copy of a communication upon that subject which I addressed to 
mo 8 district attorney for the southern district of New York on the 

instan: 

Although these last-mentioned documents are not called for by the resolution, 
and are not perhaps pertinent thereto, I have nevertheless deemed it advisable 
to transmit the same, believing that they embody information which should be 
in the 8 of the Senate. 

espectfully, yours, 


Hon, Jons P INGALLS, 
President pro tempore Uniled States Senate. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of State, transmitting a letter from Professor 
S. P. Langley, Secretary of the Smithsonian Institution, in reference to 
the legislative measures necessary to carry into effect the convention be- 
tween the United States and Belgium, Brazil, Italy, Portugal, Servia, 
and Spain for the immediate exchange of public documents, concluded 
at Brussels March 15, 1886; which, with the accompanying papers, was 
re to the Committee on Foreign Relations, and ordered to be 

rinted. 
* He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of the Treasury, transmitting for the consideration of Congress a copy 
of a communication from the Secretary of War submitting an estimate 
of deficiency in the appropriation for pay, etc., of the Army for the fis- 
cal year ending June 30, 1889, amounting to $355,888; which was read. 

Mr. HALE. I move that that communication, with the accom- 
panying papers, be laid on the table. The deficiency appropriation bill 

already been reported. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion to 
lay on the table. : 

The motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, in response to a 
resolution of February 13, 1889, a report from the Commissioner of In- 
dian Affairs and a report from the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office relative to the survey and sale of the Klamath Indian reserya- 
tion in the State of California; which, on motion of Mr. MITCHELL, 
was, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of the Interior, transmitting, in response to a resolution of December 5, 


C. S. FAIRCHILD, Secretary. 
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1888, a report of the governor of Alaska in reference to alleged out- 
rages and restraint of liberty committed in Alaska upon Indian females 
and other persons; which, with the accompanying papers, was ordered 
to lie on the table and be printed. 


COURT OF CLAIMS REPORT, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Court of Claims, transmitting the conclusions of fact and 
of law filed by that court in certain French spoliation claims; which, 
with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a concurrent resolution of 
the Legislature of Kansas favoring the donation of Fort Haysand Fort 
Dodge military reservations to the State of Kansas; which was referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 


House concurrent resolution No. 49, relating to the Fort Hays and Fort Dodge 
military reservations, 


Whereas the Fort Dodge military reservation has long since been abandoned 
by the United States Government as a military post; an 

Whereas the Fort Hays military reservation is no longer needed by the United 
States Government as a military post, and is to be abandoned on the Ist of 
June, 1889; and 

Whereas the State of Kansas is anxious to provide for its indigent old soldiers 
and sailors properand suitable homes for their declining years: Now, therefore, 

Beit resolved by the house of representatives of the State of Kansas (the senate concur- 
ring), That our Senators and Representatives in Congress are hereby requested 
to use their best endeavors to secure the passage ofa proper law “papas 2 said 
Fort Hays and Fort Dodge military reservations to the State of Kansas for the 
purposes aforesaid. 

Kesolved further, That the secretary of state be, and he is hereby, instructed 
to transmit a copy of these resolutions to the President of the Senate and the 
Speaker of the House of Representatives and toeach Senator and Representa- 
tive in Congress from the State of Kansas, 


STATE or Kansas, Secretary of State: 
I. William Hi seere of state of the State of Kansas, do hereb; 

= the foregoing i 8 correct copy of the original whe Pa pees Berhad A 
Tn tominony ‘whereof I have hereunto subscribed my name and affixed my 

ofticial seal, Done at Topeka, Kans., this 23d geor February, A. D. 1889. 
[SEAL] WM. HIGGINS, Secretary of Slate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a memorial of citizens of 
Independence, Kans., remonstrating against the passage of the Sun- 
day-rest bill or any similar legislation; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. PASCO presented resolutions of Garfield Post, Grand Army of 
the Republic, of Pensacola, Fla., urging upon Congress the importance 
of building a road from Pensacola to the national cemetery at Fort 
Barrancas; which were referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Mr. FRYE presented two memorials of citizens of Maine, remon- 
strating against the passage of the Sunday-rest bill or any similar leg- 
islation; which were referred to the Committee on Education and 
Labor. 

Mr. HOAR presented a petition of 142 citizens of Acton, Mass., pray- 
ing for the passage of the Sunday-rest bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. SAWYER presented a memorial of citizens of Wisconsin, re- 
monstrating against the passage of the Sunday-rest bill and religious 
instructions in schools; which was referred to the Committee on Edu- 
cation and Labor. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, presented a petition of citizens of Green- 
brier, Ark., praying for the submission to the States of a constitutional 
prohibitory amendment; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of 42 citizens of Carlisle, Ark., praying 
for the passage of the Sunday-rest bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. McPHERSON presented a memorial of 50 citizens of Vineland, 
N. J., remonstrating against the passage of the Sunday- rest law; which 
was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. VEST presented a memorial of A. J. Holmes and 120 other citizens 
of Roscoe, Mo., remonstrating against the passage of the Sunday-rest 
bill; which was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of 217 citizens of Ohio, and a 
petition of 51 citizens of Columbiana County, Ohio, praying for the pas- 
sage of the Sunday-rest law; which were referred to the Committee on 
Education and Labor. 

Mr. DAVIS presented petitions of citizens of St. Paul, Northfield, 
Wasica, and Welch, in the State of Minnesota, praying for the passage 
of the Sunday-rest bill; which were referred to the Committee on Ed- 
ucation aud Labor. 

Ife also presented petitions of citizens of St. Paul, Duluth, Winne- 
bago, and Wasioja, in the State of Minnesota, praying for the submis- 
sion to the States of a constitutional prohibitory amendment; which 
were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. EVARTS presented a petition of 213 citizens of New York, pray- 
ing for the of the Sunday-rest bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Education and Labor. 
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Mr. SPOONER presented a petition of 103 citizens of Wisconsin, 
praying for the passage of the Sunday-rest bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Education and Labor, 

Mr. SABIN presented two petitions of citizens of Macalister City 
and St. Anthony City, Minn., praying for the submission to the States 
ofa constitutional prohibitory amendment; which were ordered to lie 
on the table. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, presented a petition of 719 citizens of the 
Eighth Congressional district of Iowa, and a petition of 132 members 
of the congregation of the Reformed Presbyterian Church of Avery, 
Towa, praying for the passage of the Sunday-rest bill; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. CHANDLER presented a petition of 1,750 citizens of New Hamp- 
shire, and a petition of 200 members of the Episcopal Church of La- 
conia, N. H., praying for the passage of the Sunday-rest bill; which 
were referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a memorial of 94 citizens of New Hampshire, re- 
monstrating against the passage of the Sunday-rest bill; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. ALLISON presented a petition of 474 citizens of Iowa, praying 
for the passage of the Sunday-rest bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented the memorial of C. J. Lundt and 24 other citi- 
zens of Malcom, Iowa, and the memorial of D. A. Morrison and 38 
other citizens of Iowa, remonstrating against the of the Sun- 
day-rest bill; which were referred to the Committee on Education and 


Labor. 

Mr. TURPIE presented a petition of 50 citizens of Indiana, praying 
for the passage of the Sunday-rest bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. FARWELL presented a petition of 828 citizens of Illinois, pray- 
ing for the passage of the Sunday-rest bill: which was referred to the 
Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE presented a petition of citizensof Blaine and 
Joyfield, Mich., praying for the submission to the States of a consti- 
tutional prohibitory amendment; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. WILSON, of Maryland, presented a petition of citizens of Ken- 
nedysville, Md., praying for the submission to the States of a consti- 
tutional prohibitory amendment; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. MITCHELL presented the petition of 75 citizens of Farming- 
ton, Whitman County, Washington Territory, praying for the passage 
of House bill now pending in the Senate in aid of the construction of a 
court-house and jail at Colfax, in that county; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

Mr. PLUMB presented resolutions adopted by Cedarville Post, No. 
99, department of Kansas, Grand Army of the Republic, favoring the 
erection of suitable granite monuments, with appropriate inscriptions 
thereon, on such battle-fields of the late war as the Secretary of War 
may designate; which were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BLAIR presented a petition of citizens of New Mexico, praying 
for the passage of the Sunday-rest bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented resolutions adopted by the Southwestern 
Lumber Manufacturers’ Association, representing the States of Mis- 
souri, Arkansas, Louisiana, and Texas, favoring the passage of the bill 
providing for the opening of the Indian Territory tosettlement; which 
were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. CULLOM presented the petition of 78 citizens of III., 
praying for the passage of the Sunday - rest bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented the memorial of the Peoria Turnverein, of Peoria, 
III., remonstrating against the passage of the Sunday-rest bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 


SIOUX INDIAN RESERVATION. 
Mr. DAWES submitted the following report: 


to rec- 


That the House recede from its disa; mentto all the amendments of the 
Benate exce those numbered 1 and 2, and agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 2, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Leave in 
the bill the words proposed to be stricken out, and strike out of the amend- 
ment the words pro} to be inserted; and in lines 10, 11, and 12, on 2of 
the bill, strike out the words “ the source of the principal branch of Pass k; 
thence due north to the said source of the said principal branch of Pass Creek ; 
thence down Pass Creek to White River,” and insert in lieu thereof the words 
“ the mouth of Black Pipe Creek; thence due north to the mouth of Black Pipe 
Creek;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

H. L. DAWES 


JAS. K. JONES 
Managers onthe part of the Senate. 
S. W. PEEL, 

KNUTE 


JNO, M. , 
‘onagers on the part of the House. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. L should like to have the Senator from Massachu- 
setts explain theamendments on which the agreement has been reached. 

Mr. DAWES. All the amendments except two that were recom- 
mended by the Senate have been conceded by the House of Represent- 
atives, Amendments numbered 1 and numbered 2 were in reference 
to the boundaries of two reservations which lay side by side. The 
boundaries were amended by the Senate, and the Senate and House con- 
ferees agreed upon an amendment to the boundaries between those. 
That is all. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
consideration of the report? 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I object if it can not be passed at once. 

Mr. DAWES. It will only take a minute. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. All right; then I will not object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on concurring in 
the report of the committee of conference. 

The report was concurred in. 


REMOVAL OF CHARGE OF DESERTION. 
Mr. COCKRELL submitted the following report: 


of conference ng votes of the two Houses on 


unteer and regular soldiers the war with Mexico having 
met, after full and free conference have agreed to and do recom- 
mend to their respective Houses as follows: 
That the House of Re tatives agree to the amendment of the Senate to 
t as follows: At the end of section 2 of the amend- 
ment add: “ Or was prev from so ng by reason of such wounds, 
or diseases before such muster-out or expiration of service. 
such soldier was a minor, and was enlisted without the consent of 
and released or from such service 


Is there objection to the present 


shall be allowed or granted.” 
Strike out section 5 of the amendment, 
Strike out in section 9, line 2 of the amendment, the words section 7 of.” 
And the Senate agree to the same, 
JOSEPH R. HAWLEY, 
F. M. COCKRELL, 


Managers on the part of the Senate. 
R. W. TOWNSHEND, 
GEO. W. STEEL. 

Managers on the part of the House. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the report? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to have the Senator from Missouri 
explain to the Senate the substance and the effect of this report, par- 
ticularly what is thesection of our proposition that is entirely stricken 
out. I do not remember it by the number. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The section that is entirely stricken out is really 
a duplicate of a section that is retained. We had one section that ap- 
plied to soldiers of the regular and volunteer service in the late war 
and another section that by its restriction applied only to the soldiers 
of the Mexican war. The House struck out one of those sections and 
amended the other section so as to apply to the whole bill, So it does 
not really change it a i 

Then, the only difference between the bill as agreed to in conference 
and the bill as by the Senate is that we had one clause provid- 
ing that minors who were enlisted without the consent of their parents 
or guardians, upon a writ of habeas corpus or other proper judicial pro- 

ing before a court of competent jurisdiction, were to be discharged 


from the service. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Whai, then, is the final effect of the bill as re- 
gards minors and the other ns? t 


Mr. COCKRELL. The final effect is to give the minor an honorable 
discharge at the time he was discharged by the decree of a court, but 
no pay, compensation, or anything else. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. And as to him and all the others it gives them 
the right to apply for a pension if they were entitled to it, I suppose? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Yes. 

Mr. CULLOM. May I inquire if the Secretary of War will not have 
the power to discharge a minor on proof, as is now the case I believe? 

Mr. COCKRELL. He has in the regular service. In 1853 Congress 
passed a Jaw prohibiting the enlistment of minors without the written 
consent of the t or guardian, and the Secretary of War could dis- 
charge under that act; but in February, 1862, Congress amended that 
law so as to provide that no minor under eighteen should be enlisted. 
That was an absolute prohibition. However, a proviso was in 
the act that the affidavit of the soldier at the timeof enlistment should 
be conclusive evidence of his age. Asa matter of course every minor 
took the oath and the Secretary of War could not discharge him. 

Mr. CULLOM. _ So there was no power to discharge left? 

Mr. COCKRELL. There was none left. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The probability is that in many cases the officers of 
regiments did not enter up charge of desertion against the minor 
thus di „but we have found some cases where there have been 
applications for individual relief, where the minor was discharged at a 
distanee and the officers did not hear of it, or did not hear in time, and 
they entered up a charge of desertion, properly enough. I think this 
bill will relieve every case so far as a general bill can reach every man 
who honorably ought to ask relief from a charge of desertion. 
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Mr. CULLOM. So there is no way to discharge a minor now except 
by a proceeding in court? 

Mr. HAWLEY. No; this applies to war times, not to any regula- 
tion of the regular Army at present. 

Mr. COC: L. Under the present law any minor, upon the ap- 
puranen of the parent or guardian and proof of age, can be discharged 

m the Army now. 

Mr. CULLOM. ThatiswhatI thought. I wanted to know whether 
that provision has been changed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on concurring in the 
report of the conference committee. 

o report was concurred in. 


DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. i 


Mr. HALE. From the Committee on Appropriations I report, with 
amendments, the bill (H. R. 12571) making appropriations to supply 
deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1889, and for prior years, and for other purposes. 

I wish to give notice that I shall endeavor to call up the bill as soon 
as the print comes back from the Printing Office. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Meanwhile the bill will be placed 
on the Calendar. 


FORFEITURE OF UNEARNED RAILROAD LANDS, 
Nr. PLUMB submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the d ing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the House to the bill (S. 1430) to forfeit certain lands 
heretofore granted forthe purpose of aiding in the construction of railroads, and 
for other purposes, having met, after full and free conference have agreed to 
recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from all after section 1 in the part proposed to be in- 
serted in its amendment, 

That the House recede from its disagreement to all after section 1 in the part 
proposed to be stricken out by its amendment and agree to the same amend- 
ment as follows: 

“Spo, 2. That in all cases where persons are in possession of any of the lands 
affected by any such grant and hereby resumed by and restored to the United 
States, under deed, written contract with, or license from, the State or corpo- 
ration to which such grant was made, or its assign executed in good 
faith prior to January 1, 1886, they shall be entitled to the same from 

e United States, in quantities not exceeding 320 acres to any one such person 
at the rate of $2.50 per acre, at any time wit two years from the Passage of 
this act, and on making requisite proofs and payment to receive patents 
for: Provided, That in all cases where parties, persons, or corporations, with 
the permission of such State or corporation, or its assignees, are in the posses- 
sion of, and have made improvements upon, any of the lands hereby resumed 
and restored, and are not entitled to enter the same under the visions of this 
act, such parties, persons, or corporations shall have six months in which to re- 
move an growing crop, and within which time they shall also be entitled to 
remove all buildings and other movable improvements from said lands: And 

ded further, That the provisions of this section shall not re hes any lands 
situate in the State of Iowa, on which any person in d faith made or as- 
serted the right to make a pre-emption or homestead settlement. 

“Sero, 3. T. if it shall found that any lands heretofore ted to the 
Northern Pacific Railroad Company and so resumed by the United States and 
restored to the public domain lie north of the line known as the ‘ Harrison 
line,’ 8 line drawn from Wallula, Wash., easterly to the southeast corner 
of the northeast one-fourth of the southeast quarter of section 27, in tewnship 7 
north, of range 37 east, of the Willamette meridian; all persons who had nc- 
quired in d faith the title of the Northern Pacific Railroad Company to any 
portion of said lands prior to July 1, 1885, or who at said date were in possession 
written contract with said com y, executed in good 

all be entitled to 
possessed, or im: from the United States, at any time prior to the expira- 
tion of one year after it shall be finally determined that such lands are restored 
to the public domain pim provisions of this act at the rate of $2.50 acre, 
and to receive patents for upon proof before the proper land of the 
fact of such ee, possession, or improvement, and paymen 
Without limitation as eee Provi: 
United States is hereby directed 


court in which the same may be pending: Provided further, Das ebe Hunte e 
way and riparian rights descri in the deed executed by the city of Portland, 

by the Northern Pacific Railroad Seen en and the Cen- 
tral Trust Co: y of New York, dated August 8, 1888, and which are described 
as follows: A strip of land 50 feet in width, being 25 feet on each side of the center 


han abundance of good, pure, s whole- 
of : Section 19 

; sections 31, 33, and 35, in town- 
ship 1 south, of range 5 east; sections 3 and 5, in 2 south, of range 5 
pom — Aeth 23, 25, and 35, in 
of the Willamette meridian, in the State of 


tion of a railroad under any act of gress making a grant of public lands in 
the State of Michigan: That such lands lie opposite such constructed 
sed or if indemnity lands are 2 in such grants the same shall be se- 
1 from the public lands within such indemnity limits lying nearest to such 
constructed $ 5 „That this act shall not be construed to 
oe beng Sch, is of the Portage Lake Canal Company, or the Ontonagon and 
le River Railroad Company, or any person claiming under them, to 
hereafter to the courts or to Congress for any legal or equitable reliefto 
thsy may now be entitled, nor to prejudice any right of forfeiture, as hereby 


declared, or recovery of the United States in res of any of the lands claimed 
by said companies, nor to the pajus of the right of any person claiming ad- 
versely to said companies or their assigns, under the laws of the United States, 

“So. 5. That in all cases where lands included in a grant of land to the State 
of Mississippi, for the purpose of aiding in the construction of a railroad from 
Brandon to the Gulf of Mexico, commonly knownas the Gulf and Ship Island 
Railroad, have heretofore been sold by the officers ofthe United States for cash. 
or with the allowance or approval of such officers have been entered in 
faith under the pre-emption or homestead laws, the right and title of the per- 
sons holding or claiming any such lands under such sales or entries are hereby 
confirmed. And on condition that the Gulf and Ship Island Railroad Company 
within sixty days from the passage of this act shall, by resolution of its board 
of directors, duly accept the provisions of the same and file with the Secretary 
of the Interior a valid relinquishment of all said com y’s interest, right, 
title, and claim in and to all such lands as have been sold or entered as afore- 
said, then the forfeiture deciared in the first section of this act shallnot apply te 
or in any wise affect so much and such parts of said grant of lands to the State 
of Mississippi as lie south of a line drawn east and west through the point where 
the Gulf aud Ship Island Railroad may cross the New Orleans and Northeast- 
ern Railroad in said State, until two years after the passae of this act, 

“Sro, 6. The price of the even sections of the pubſio lands not reserved within 
the limits of the portions of the several grants hereby forfeited, and within the 
limits of all peas or portion of grants heretofore forfeited, and of all lands 
hereby and heretofore forfeited, is hereby fixed at $1.25 per acre. 

“Sze. 7. That section 5 of an act entitled ‘An act fora grant of lands to the 
State of Iowa in alternate sections, to aid in the construction ofa railroad in said 
State,’ approved May 12, 1864, and section 7 of an act entitled ‘An act extend- 
ing the e for the ee ye of certain land-grant railroads in the States of 
Minnesota and Iowa, and for other purposes,’ approved March 3, 1886, and also 
section 5 of an act entitled ‘An act making an additional grant of lands to the 
State of Minnesota in alternate sections, to aid in the construction of railroads 
in said State,’ approved July 4, 1866, so far as said sections axe applicable to lands 
embraced within the indemnity limits of said grants, be. and the same are hereby, 
repealed; and so much of the provisions of section 4 of an act approved June 2. 
1864, and entitled ‘An act to amend an actentitled “An act making a grant of 
lands to the State of Iowa, in alternate sections, to aid in the construction of cer- 
tain railroadsin said State,“ approved May 15, 1856,’ be, and thesame are hereby, 
repealed so far as they require the Secretary of the Interior to reserve any lan 
but the odd sections within the primary or 6 miles granted limits of the road 
mentioned in said act of June 2, 1864, orto the act to which the same is amend- 


atory. 

“So. 8 That all actual settlers on any ofthe publiclands in the State of Florida 
affected by the grants, who madeactual settlement on any of said lands, after the 
time limited in the granting act for the construction of the said road, and before 
May 1, 1888, shal! have the right to perfect their entries, respectively, under the 
homestead and pre-emption ided, That the title to the land described 
in the act entitled ‘An actgrantjng lands to the States of Alabama and Florida to 
aid in the construction of certain lines of railway in said States, approved the 
17th of may, 1856, which lies adjacent to the part of the lines of railroad built 
under and in pursuance of the act of the State of Florida entitled ‘An act tó en- 
cou a liberal system of internal improvements in the State of Florida,’ ap- 
proved January 5, 1855, within the time limited by Congress inthe granting act, 
and which were nted to any of the said companies by the Legislature of the 
State of Florida in accordance with said act of Congress, and are held by pur- 
chase in good faith from said companies, made before the year 1856, are hereby 
confi to such purchasers: Provided, That a mortgage or pledge of said lands 
uy ORY, of said companies shall not be considered asa sale forthe purpose of this 


“Sec, 9. That in all cases when any of the lands forfeited by the first section 
of this act, or when any lands relinquished to, or for any cause resumed by, the 
United States from grants for railroad purposes, heretofore made to the State of 
Michigan, have heretofore been d of by the proper officers of the United 
States or under State selections in chigan confirmed by the Secretary of the 
Interior, under color of the public land laws, where the consideration received 
therefor is still retained by the Government, the right and title of all persons 
holding or claiming under such disposals shall be, and is hereby, confirmed: 
eee however, That where the original cash purchasers are the present 
owners this act shall be operative to confirm the title only of such said cash pur- 
chasers as the Secre of the Interior shall be satisfied have purchased with- 
out fraud and in the belief that they were thereby obtaining valid title from the 
United States. That nothing herein contained shall be construed to confirm an 
sales or entries of Jands, or any tract in any such State selection, upon which 
there were bona fide pre-emption or homestead claims on the Ist day of May, 
1888, arising or asserted by actual occupation of the land under color ot the laws 
32 uated States, and all such pre-emption and homestead claims are hereby 
confirmed, 

“Sero, 10. That no lands declared forfeited to the United States by this act shall 
inure to the benefit of any State or corporation to which lands may have been 
gran’ by Congress except as herein otherwise provided; nor shall this act be 
construed to enlarge the area of land sopan covered by any such grant, orto 
waive or release in any way any right of the United States now existing to have 
any other lands Pama by them, as recited in the first section, forfei for an 
failure, past or re, to comply with the conditions of the grant. Nor shall 
the moiety of the lands granted to any railroad company on account of a main 
and a branch line appertaining to uncompleted road, and hereby forfeited, within 
the conflicting limits of the grants for such main and branch lines, when but one of 
such lines has been completed, inure, by virtue of the forfeiture declared, 
to the benefit of the completed line. 

“Src, 11. That all persons who may have settled upon and are now in posses- 
sion of any of the lands hereby forfeited, and who may desire to enter the same 
under the homestead law, shall be allowed, w making final proof, for the 
time they have already resided upon and cultivated the same.” 

On so much of the amendment of the House as relates to the first section of 


the bill the committee are unable to agree. 
J. N. DOLP: 
E. © WALTHALL 


Managers on the part of the Senate. 
WM. S. HOLMAN, 
L. E. PAYSON, 
Managers on the part af the House. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the conference report? The Chair hears none, and 
question is, Will the Senate concur in the same? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is a very important report on a very impor- 
tantsubject. The report of the conferees appears to be, as faras I could 
catch it from the reading, a complete new draught of a bill in sub- 
stance. I do not mean tosay that itisanew arrangement of the whole 
subject, but only that, read in that form, it makes one consecutive sin- 
gle amendment agreed to, which is all very well, but it requires, for us 
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to understand it in voting upon it, that the members of the conference 
should explain to us fully exactly what it amounts to. 

Mr. PLUMB. The bill so far as it has been agreed upon by the con- 
ference committee is in almost the precise shape in which it passed the 
Senate, and is so in substance, with the qualification that we made a 
provision in the bill for the entry of lands under the homestead law 
only in favor of persons who are now settled on the lands which we 


forfeit. Practically the bill, so fer as agreed to, is as it passed the 
Senate. For the purpose of arrangement, as the Senator from Vermont 
has already gaid, the order of the sections was changed, and for the pur- 
pose of settling a matter which is required to be settled, the precise 
method of settlement not having been provided in the Senate bill, a 
provision is inserted requiring the Attorney-General to bring a suit, 
which suit is to determine the question as to whether certain Jands 
which were first held by the Land Department to be the property of 
the Northern Pacific Railroad Company under their grant, and after- 
wards held to be public land, and which had been sold by the Northern 
Pacific Railroad Company during the time when the Department held 
that they belonged to the company. the question as to whether the lands 
belonged to the Northern Pacific Railroad or were Government lands 
is to be sent to the courts to be tried. With this exception the bill is 
in the precise shape for all essential purposes thatit was when it passed 
the Senate. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Will the Senator from Kansas kindly inform us, 
because it was a long time ago that the bill passed, what is the sub- 
stance of the provision as regards the point of time when a forfeiture or 
lapse is provided to have taken place? I remember there was a dif- 
ference of opinion in the Senate upon that subject before. 

Mr. PLUMB. We did not decide that question, and that question 
is still at issue between thetwo Houses. The Senate conferees insisted 
upon the position of the Senate heretofore taken, often in debate and 
by vote, that the forfeiture should only take effect on lands lying op- 
posite uncompleted portions of the road. All the others are mere mat- 
ters of detail, but as to the condition of things which was the subject 
of debate here in the Senate for perhaps two weeks, the Senate con- 
ferees stood on the proposition as made in the Senate. Some merely 
verbal alterations were made, but nothing which in any way changes 
the relations of the United States as established by the Senate bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Chair finds upon inquiry that 
the papers and the bill to which the conference report relates are not 
In the custody of the clerks of the Senate or on the table. 

Mr. PLUMB. The papers will be brought here in a few moments. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Then the question is on concurring 
in the report of the conference committee. 

Mr. MORGAN. I desire to make an inquiry of the Senator from 
Kansas about the bill. As I understand the Senator from Kansas, he 
has stated that homestead entries are to be allowed by preference in 
favor of those persons who may be now occupying the lands that are 
forfeited under this proposed act. I wish to know whether that pro- 
vision of the bill includes persons who may have settled elsewhere, who 
would not be entitled to homesteads if they were to apply for homesteads 
upon any other part of the public domain. 

Mr. PLUMB. The only qualification required for these entries is 
the fact that the persons are at the time of the passage of this bill oc- 
cupying the land. 

Mr. MORGAN, 
where? 

Mr. PLUMB. Entirely so. They are not under the burden of the 
limitation. I may say that we have already d, and there is now, 
J have no doubt, in the hands of the President a bill which affirma- 
tively gives the right to every person who is not now the owner of land 
which he has acquired by public entry heretofore, to go upon the pub- 
lic lands and make a new entry. 

Mr. MORGAN. Without respect to the amount of land he may have 
in any part of the country ? 

Mr. PLUMB. No, subject to the general limitation upon a person 
taking more than 320 acres of land, but without reference to the fact 
that he has been disqualified by reason of having made a former home- 
stead entry. 

Mr. MORGAN. There seems to be some difference between the 
Senator from Oregon [Mr. Dorn] and the Senator from Kansas [Mr. 
PLums] in their understanding of the provisions of this bill as amended 
by the committee of conference. I should be very glad to have a dis- 
tinct understanding as to what has been done. I therefore ask the 
Senator from Oregon, as he has the report in his hand, to point out the 
particular provision of the conference report on the subject of the home- 
stead right of entry. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I think the bill is so important that the report 
ought to be printed so that we may see it. 

r. MORGAN. I think so too. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It can be printed in an honr or two. 
wish to delay action upon it. 

Mr. MORGAN. I was about to suggest that that course be taken, 
because I understand that there is a marked difference in the under- 
standing of the conference report, 


Without respect to whether they own land else- 


I do not 


Mr. DOLPH. I think if the Senate will give me two minutes that 
request will not be insisted on. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the preser t 
consideration of the report of the committee of conference? The Chair 
hears none. | 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have no objection to the Senator from Oregon 
making his statement, but I think the report ought to be printed be- 
fore it is acted on. 

Mr. DOLPH. The Senate bill was thoroughly considered in the, 
Senate. The House amendment was to strike out all after the enact-, 
ing clause and insert an entire new bill. For convenience, after the 
conferees had come to a partial ement, the House conferees receded. 
from all but the first section of the House amendment and receded 
from is disagreement to all after the first section of the Senate bill, and 
agreed that the same be amended ' to read as follows.’’ That is the 
reason why all of the bill after the first section of the Senate bill is set 
out with amendments. It was done as a convenient way of expressing 
the agreement. 

The question as to the extent of the forfeiture is still open, the Sen- 
ate conferees insisting on the provision of the first section of the bill 
which parsed the Senate, and the House conferees not receding from 
their disagreement to that section. The only question open is the 
question as to the extent of the forfeiture, whether it shall extend to 
all lands adjacent to a road completed since the time limited in the 
granting act or only, as the Senate contends, to all lands adjacent to 
uncompleted road. 

The amendments to the Senate bill made by this report are very 
trivial. ‘The one referred to by the Senator from Alabama is one which 
was insisted on by the House conferees. There is nothing in the bill 
that gives an additional homestead or pre-emption right. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Does it not say so in one section? 

Mr. DOLPH. No; I will read the section. The section in contro- 
versy is section 11 of the bill, a new section, which reads as follows: 

That all persons who may have settled upon and are now in possession of any 


of the lands hereby forfeited, and who may desire to enter the same under the 
homestead law, shall be allowed— 


Not a new entry, but simply— 


shall be allowed, when making final proof, for the time they have already re- 
sided upon and cultivated the same, 

That is to say, their previous residence upon the lands shall be in- 
cluded and credited as part of the time. 

Mr. N DS. Is that all the bill as proposed says about home- 
steads 

Mr. DOLPH. That is all the bill as proposed says about homesteads. 
It leaves everybody to take a homestead or pre-emption claim, if he is 
upon these lands under an agreement with the railroad company, if he 
is entitled to take them. It does not enlarge the rights of such per- 
sons, but provides that they shall have a right to purchase their lands 
if they are not entitled to them. That is all there is of that provision. 

The bill is substantially as it passed the Senate. The most radical 
provision is the provision in regard to the State of Mississippi, which 
was agreed upon by the delegation in Congress from that State. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The eleventh section as it stands in the report 
does not seem to me to be so clearly of the description that my friend 
from Oregon states as I wish it was: 


That all persons who have settled upon and are now in possession of any of 
the lands hereby forfeited— 


So far it does not make any difference whether they settled under a 
homestead right or were mere squatters, or Whatever may have been 
the nature of their occupation— 
and who may desire to enter the same under the homestead law, shall be 
allowed, when making final proof, for the time they have already resided upon— 

The land. That would be capable of the construction, I very much 
fear, that any person on the land who desired, as the phrase of the law, 
is, to take it and call it a homestead, is by the force of this section gu- 
thorized to do so, and will be allowed (which is ee poe if it ia! 
right that he shall have it at all) in making his proof for the time, 
he has already been on the land. 

That part of it is clearly right, but the affirmative proposition of the 
proposed statute, leaving it to the desire of everybody whois on, under: 
whatever color of right or without right, and without any other Iimita- 
tion to decide whether he will take a homestead there, and then goi g 
on to provide how he shall take it up by being allowed for the time hé/ 
has made, would leave it, I am afraid, open to very great questions į i 
the Land Office whether that should not be construed to mean tha 
every person thereon should be entitled to have the land as a home- 
stead if he wanted it that way, and give him the further advantage, | 
which is right in itself, of the time he has already occupied it. j 

Mr. PLUMB. What is the objection, if the Senator from Vermont 
will permit me, to that provision if it is as he construes it to be? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then it comes to the question whether you are 
to give double homesteads. 

Mr. PLUMB. Both Houses of Congress have already passed a pro- 
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vision which authorizes any person who has heretofore had a homestead 
entry to make another entry. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But if this section would bear the construction I 
have suggested, it would not only include that class of persons, which 
Is all very well, if we pass the law, but it would “include everybody 
else who has not pa with his old homestead. 

Mr. MORGAN. That bill is not a law yet, I understand? 

Mr. PLUMB. No, it remains to be signed by the President. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But suppose it is signed before this bill, it would 
cover that part of the case, and I have no particular objection to it; but 
the other part, as to those who, by the new proposed law now in the 
hands of the President, are not entitled to be homestead settlers be- 
cause they have still got their old homesteads or somebody for them, 
if the effect of this section is to give them a right toa double homestead 
as against all other settlers who want to get homesteads and have never 
had any, I do not think it is right; and I am afraid that the language 
will be construed in the Land Office that way. 

Mr. PLUMB. I want to say that even if that is true, I donot think 
it is subject to any considerable objection. We had to deal necessarily 
with a condition of things which seems to be changed by means of the 
passage of this bill, if it is to pass. It has been common for persons to 
go upon Jands within the limits of railroad grants by an arrangement 
with the railroad companies who expected in time to acquire the land 
by reason of building the road. Many of the persons who have gone 
there and made homes upon those lands are persons who are not quali- 
fied as homesteaders, and they have gone upon the lands because they 
are not qualified as homesteaders; but they have performed that one 
essential condition which more and more it is a part of the policy of 
the Government of the United States to attach to the conveying of title 
to its lands, They have settled upon and improved the land. 

While the original policy of the land laws was, and very properly, 
to limit the acquisition of lands to a single quarter section, or a single 
quarter section under one form of entry, where the main purpose of 
the law, to wit, settlement, occupation, the making of a home, has 
actually taken place and a condition of things has been brought about 
by law or by other circumstances to which the settler himself has not 
been a party, whereby he is prevented from making the entry or ac- 
quiring the title which he originally designed to acquire, there is no 
reason, it seems to me, why the Government should not now step in 
and poni him to have a tifle. 

All along these railroad grants, in anticipation of building the roads, 
adventurous men who had exercised homestead rights went out and 
took lands under some sort of license from the railroad company, or 
under some sort of assurance on their part that whoever might be found 
there at the time when their rights became fixed should have a title 
to the land on payment of a price named. That was notably the case 
in the limits of the Northern Pacific Railroad grant, where the com- 

y issued a circular and went on to appraise lands within certain 
imits, setting a certain price, etc., that when they came to acquire 
these lands whoever was Jocated upon them might take them. That 
was to invite people to go there; it was to give assurance that if they 
did go there, when it came to be settled they should not be caught up 
to their loss and detriment. 

Now we go to work and forfeit these lands. We take away the 
claim of the railroad company. Weare bound todeal with these people 
upon some basis, either of turning them out or letting them have now 
the right. to go on and prove up under some of the settlement laws of 
the United States and make title to the land upon which they haye 
already made homes, which, as I said, is the essence of all the condi- 
tions which have ever been imposed during the last thirty years for an 
acquisition of title by individuals from the United States Government. 

In addition to that I say that, however objectionable it may be to 
the Senator from Vermont, those of us who have had that matter in 
charge have endeavored on all occasions to give a preference right to 
every bona-fide settler on the public domain wherever we could do so 
without interfering with the right of some other person, deeming the 
interest of the Government of the United States to be substantially 
protected and cared for whenever it had secured the actual presence on 
a quarter section of land of a home, and in that home the man and the 
woman who had made it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair again states that the pa- 
pers to which the report of the committee of conference refers are not 
in the custody of the Senate. 

Mr. PLUMB. The papers are in the room of the Committee on Pub- 
lie Lands. The clerk is temporarily absent. In sending up the re- 
ports, which went through some changes this morning, the papers were 
not sent because of the inconvenience of transfer. They are in the pos- 
session of the Senate, I take it, for all practical purposes. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. They ought to be here; but never mind that for 
the moment. It is not objectionable to me that any person who has 
settled upon and improved public lands should have them accordin 
to the provisions of the public-land laws which provide equally for 
classes of persons according to their respective rights and modes of en- 
try. Iam just as much in favor of it as the Senator from Kansas can 
possibly be. ; 

Mr. DOLPH. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question? 


Does the Senator from Vermont believe this would grant an additional 
homestead right? } 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I am very much afraid that it will, and I was 
about to ask the committee what they intended by that eleventh sec- 
tion, what it was understood to mean as it regards granting home- 
stead rights to persons who are not otherwise entitled to them. 

Mr. DOLPH. As faras I um concerned the only intention was to give 
~~ homestead settlers a credit for residence and cultivation already 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Is that the understanding of the conferees? 

Mr. DOLPH. That is the way I understood it, and that is what it 
was proposed for as I understood. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
of the committee of conference? 

Mr. MORGAN and Mr. SHERMAN addressed the Chair. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Alabama has the 
floor. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I suggest to the Senator from Alabama, if he is 
willing, that this matter lie over a little while until we transact the 
morning business, some of which is important to be transacted in or- 
der to get bills on their way between the two Houses, In the mean 
time the report can be printed. 

Mr. MORGAN. I should prefer that. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do not wish to delay it, and I ask that the morn- 
ing business may proceed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ohio asks unani- 
mous consent that this report be informally laid aside to enable the Chair 
to call for the remaining orders of morning business, 

Mr. MORGAN. And that the report be printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. And that the report be printed. Is 
there objection? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. And in the mean time the papers will be found, 
I hope. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection to the 

suggestion of the Senator from Ohio. 


DISPOSITION OF USELESS PAPERS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Under the act of February 16, 1889, 
to authorize and provide for the disposition of useless papers in the 
Executive Departments, the Chair appoints as members of the joint 
committee of the two Houses the Senator from Illinois [Mr. CULL ON] 
and the Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL], to whom will be re- 
ferred the papers from the head of the War Department communicated 
on the 22d instant, which now lie on the table. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had directed him to return to the 
Senate the following bills in compliance with its request: 

A bill (H. R. 4961) to provide for the organization of the militia of 
the District of Columbia; and 

A bill (S. 283) to amend sections 2474 and 2475 of the Revised Stat- 
utes of the United States, setting apart a certain tract of land lying near 
the headwaters of the Yellowstone River as a public park. 

The message also announced that the House had receded from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 717) 
granting an increase of pension to Daniel M. Maulding, and agreed to 
the same, 

The message further announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing re in which the concurrence of the Senate was requested: 

A bill (H. R. 2029) granting right of way to the Forest City and 
1 Railroad Company through the Sioux Indian reservation; 
an 

A bill (H. R. 2828) granting right of way and other privileges to the 
Hampton and Old Point Railway Company. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by 
the President pro tempore: 

A bill (H. R. 8309) to secure to the District of Columbia a compila- 
tion of the laws of said District, and for other purposes; and 

~A bill (H. R. 11917) making appropriations for fortifications and other 
works of defense, for the armament thereof, for the procurement of 
heavy ordnance for trial and service, and for other purposes. 


THE DISTRICT MILITIA, 


Mr.HAWLEY. The House of Representatives has just returned a 
bill at the request of the Senate. The request of the Senate was made 
at the suggestion of the Military Committee. The hope is that the 
Senate will recede from its amendment and concur with the House bill. 
Ishould be glad to have it taken up now. I ask unanimous consent 
to do so in order that we may end the matter now. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
message from the House of Representatives returning the bill (H. R. 
4961) to provide for the organization of the militia of the District of 
Columbia, which will be read. 


Will the Senate agree to the report 
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The Chief Clerk read as follows: - 
= Is THE HoUsE oy REPRESENTATIVES, March 1, 1889. 

Ordered, That the Clerk of the House be directed to return to the Senate House 
bill 4961, in compliance with the request of the Senate. 

Mr. HAWLEY. If the Senate will permit, I move to reconsider the 
amendment made by the Senate and concur with the House in the 

of the bill. That is the motion of the Military Committee. 
The Senator from Missouri [Mr. CockRELL] moved the amendment 
and authorizes me in writing to speak for him. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That involves the reading of the whole bill. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I think not. The House bill has been read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Any Senator has a right to call for 
reading of the bill and amendment. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Ido not think anybody will call for it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understood the Senator 
from Ohio to say that it involved the reading of the bill and amend- 
ment. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I do not see how that can be, because they have 
both been readin the Senate. There has been nochange made in them 
hoor pio since they were read in the Senate—not the slightest, not a 
wo 

I will state the case in asecond. The other House carefully consid- 
ered and passed substantially the same bill, and the Senate committee 
carefully considered it. 'The House of Representatives passed their bill 
and sent it over here. Our committee took that and instructed the 
Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL] to move onr bill as a substi- 
tute for the House bill. The House bill has some advantages, and ours 
has some. The Senate did substitute our bill. Then the bill went back 
to the House for its consideration, but it is impossible to reach it there, 
and the Committee on Military Affairs decides that it is just as well to 
take the House bill, which has some features decidedly better than ours, 
and it reduces the expense below ours. The Committee on Military 
Affairs asks us now to take back our amendments and agree to the Honse 
bill. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Has the House bill been read in the Senate? 

Mr. HAWLEY. I suppose the House bill was read when the mat- 
ter was up before, because that bill was amended by the substitution 
of the Senate bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The first motion must be to recon- 
sider the vote by which the Senate the bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do not object to it in this particular case, because 
the organization of the militia in this District is notso very important; 
but certainly it is not the right method to pass a bill which bas never 
been read in this body. The House bill was not read, but the Senate 
substitute was read. That is ordinarily the case, In the case of this 
particular bill I do not object, because we are in the hurry of the 
closing hours of a Congress, and I shall Jet it go. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I think the Senator is entirely safe in that, for 
these bills have been very carefully considered back and forth. The 
Senator from Missouri [Mr. CocKRELL] has given very careful consid- 
eration to the whole matter, and he authorizes me to make this mo- 
tion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Senator from Connecticut moves 
that the Senate reconsider the votes by which the bill was passed and 
ordered to a third i Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none. Those votes being reconsidered, the Senator from Connecticut 
now moves to reconsider the vote by which the amendment was agreed 
to. The question is on that motion, 

The motion was to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs upon agreeing 
to the amendment proposed in the Senate. 

The question being put, there were on a division—ayes 0, noes 19, not 
a quorum voting. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I hope Senators will vote upon this question. It 
is in accordance with the recommendation of the Military Committee. 
Attention was notattracted tothisatall. Nobody voted for the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. GIBSON. Will the Senator from Connecticut be kind enough 
to state the question? We do not understand it on this side, 

Mr. HAWLEY. The case is just this: Substantially the same bill 
was carefully considered by the Military Committee in each House. 
When the House bill came over the Senate substituted its bill for theirs, 
but there is delay in passing the billin the other House, and the Senate 
Military Committee now desire to take back the Senate amendment 
and concur in the House bill. It is quite as good as ours in many re- 
spects, and the Military Committee desire the Senate to vote nay *’ 
on this proposition. 

Mr. PLATT. Let the title of the bill be reported. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempere. The title will be read. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (H. R. 4961) to provide for the organiza- 
tion of the militia of the District of Columbia. 

Mr. HAWLEY. We wish to vote no! upon our own Senate 
amondment in order to concur with the Honse and secure the passage 
of the House bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempor. This bill passed the Senate with an 
amendment, and was sent to the House of Representatives. In com- 


pliance with a request of the Senate, the bill with the amendment has 
been returned from the House of Representatives, no action having 
been, taken there on the amendment of the Senate. The Senator from 
Connecticut has moved that the Senate reeonsider the vote by which 
the bill passed, and.also the vote by which it was ordered to a third 
reading, and he now asks that the question may be taken on the amend- 
ment, and that the amendment may be disagreed to. Is the Senate 
ready for the question on agreeing to the amendment? 

The amendment was rejected. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and 


passed. 
SALMON FISHERIES OF ALASKA. 


1 — PRESIDENT pro tempore. Reports of committees are now in 
order. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I am instructed by the Committee on Foreign 
Relations to report back the bill (S. 3993) to amend section 1963 of . 
the Revised Statutes, and to provide for the better protection of the 
fur-seals and salmon fisheries of Alaska, and for other purposes, with 
the House amendment, witha recommendation that the House amend- 
ment be disagreed to. I ask for its present consideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Crrace in the chair). Is there 
objection to the present consideration of the House amendment to this 
bill? The Chair hears none. : 

The title of the bill was read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator wish a conference? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Lask that the amendment of the House be dis- 
agreed to, and then I shall ask for a committee of conference. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is moved by the Senator from Ohio 
that the Senate disagree to the amendment of the House of Representa- 
tives. 

Mr. MORGAN. Has this bill passed the Senate? 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is a Senate bill which has passed the Honse 
with anamendment. We now report disagreement to the House amend- 
ment. 

Mr. MORGAN. And the question is on disagreeing to the amend- 
ment of the House. z 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MORGAN. I wish to say just this: That in the made by 
the committee the rights of the Government of the United States were 
not considered and not intended to be considered. We only arrive at 
the conclusion that the question presented in the amendment of the 
House is of such a serious and important a character that the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Relations would not undertake at this time to pronounce 
that kind of judgment upon it which is due to the 9 of such 
a question. 

I desire that the bill as it passed the Senate originally should pass, 
because it protects the salmon and other fisheries in Alaska, abont 
which there is no dispute; but this particular question is one of very 
great gravity and seriousness, and the Committee on Foreign Relations, 
or at least a majority of the entire committee, did not feel warranted in 
undertaking to consider it at this time. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I intended, when the amendment was properly 
before us, to say to the Senate that the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions were of the opinion that while there was no objection at all to 
the Senate bill as it passed, it being for a clear and plain purpose, the 
question proposed by the House in the form of an amendment was a 
grave one and had no relation to the subject-matter of the bill, and 
ought not to be connected with it, had no connection really with it, 
and involved serious matters of international law, perhaps, and of pub- 
lic policy, and therefore it ought to be considered 157 itself. 

I was directed by the committee to state that the subject-matter, 
the merits of the proposition proposed by the House, were not before 
us and not considered by us, and we are not at all committed for or 
against the proposition made by the House. We make this report sim- 
ply because it has no connection with the bill itself, and it ought to 

disagreed to and abandoned and considered more carefully hereafter. 
I therefore ask for a committee of conference on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the House of Representatives. 

The amendment was not concurred in. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Ohio now moves 
that the Senate ask for a conference with the House of Representatives 
on the disagreeing votes. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Presiding Officer was authorized to ap- 
point the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. SHERMAN, Mr. 
EDMUNDS, and Mr. MORGAN were appointed. 


SELECT COMMITTEE ON PACIFIC RAILROADS, 


Mr. JONES, of Nevada, from the Committee to Audit and Control 
the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, rted with an amendment 
the following resolntion, submitted by Mr. STEWAET February 20: 

Resolved, That the Select C itt the President's M: 
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the Report of the Pacific Railway Commission be continued until 
ness of the Union Pacific Company, the Kansas Pacific Railway Com- 
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7 the Central Branch Union Pacific Railroad 898 
Pac fic Railroad Company as the successor tothe Cen Pacific 
pany of California, and Company, l 
subsidy bonds of the United States were advanced in aid of the construction of 
the roads of said companies, shall be adjusted by Congress; and that said com- 
mittee be instructed to personally examine during the recess of Congress pre- 
ceding the meeting thereof in December next the roads of said-companies and 
the country through which they pass for the 1 ascertaining the ability 
of said companies to pay their indebtedness to the Government, and how the 
indebtedness of said companies can be so adjusted and paid as to advance the 
development of the country through which said roads — and afford tot 
habitants thereof reaso: e fares and freights. And the expenses of such ex- 
amination shall be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate. 


The amendment reported was to strike out all after the word Re- 
solved’ and insert: 

That the select committee appointed under the resolution of the Senate of 
January 24, 1888, to which was referred the President's Message transmitting 
the report of the Pacific Railway Commission, be, and it is 1 continued, 
with all the power and authority on it conferred by Senate resolution of Febru- 
ary 23, 1888, until the indebtedness of the Union Pacific Railroad 8 
the Kansas Pacific Railway Sompa the Central Branch Union Pacific Rail- 
road Company, and the Central fic Railroad Company as the successor 
to the Central Pacific Railroad Company of California, and the Western Pacific 
Railroad Company, to which the subsidy bonds of the United States were ad- 
vanced in aid of the construction of the roads of said companies, shall be adjusted 
by Congress. And said committee is hereby instructed to personally examine, 
during any recess of Con preceding the meeting thereof in December next, 
the roads of said companies and the country through which they pass or which 
is immediately contributory to theirincome, for the purpose of ascertaining the 
ability of said companies to pay their indebtedness to the Government, and how 
the indebtedness of said companies can be so adjusted and paid as to advance 
the development of the country through which said roads pass, and afford to 
the inhabitants thereof reasonable rates of transportation for e and 
freight. Said committee may hold its sessions at any place in the Uni 
and the expenses attending its investigation shall be paid out of the conting 
fund of the Senate. 

Any subcommittee appointed by said committee shall have all the powers of 
the full committee. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I think that had better go over. The whole sub- 
ject has been once exhausted, and I understand there are eight or ten 
other similar provisions for the enjoyment of committees during the 
recess. I think we had better take them all together. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Vermont objects to 
the consideration of the resolution, and it will go over. * 

Mr. MITCHELL. Lask that the resolution be printed. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes, let it be printed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will be printed. 


J. J. FINLEY. 


Mr. JONES, of Nevada. I am instructed by the Committee to Audit 
and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was re- 
ferred the resolution submitted by the Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL] 
February 13, 1887, to report it favorably with an amendment in the 
nature of a substitute. I ask for its present consideration. 

By unanimous consent the Senate proceeded to consider the resolu- 
tion. 

The amendment reported by the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate was, to strike out all of the original 
resolution and insert: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he is hereby, directed to pay, 
out of the contingent fund of the Senate, to J.J. Finley, who was appointed a 
Senator of the United States af the governor of the State of Florida, the 
$1,054.80, being an amount equivalent to the salary of-a Senator from March 4, 
1887, the day of his appointment, to May 19. 1887, the day of the election of a Sen- 
ator to fill the vacancy to which he was appointed. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ihave heard this case stated, and I think this 
gentleman is entitled to his pay, although it is a very curious thing 
that another gentleman has been paid for precisely the same length of 
time already by the Senate; but it is clear that this gentleman was 
lawfully and constitutionally appointed by the governor of the State 
of Florida a Senator, and was a Senator for that length of time, al- 
though he did not qualify, but that was not his fault. We ought, 
however, to take some order at some time so that we shall not be pay- 
ing three Senators from the same State during the same period of time; 
but I think this gentleman is entitled to his money. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the committee. 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 


OFFICE OF SUPERVISING ARCHITECT. 


Mr. JONES, of Nevada. I am also directed by the Committee to 
Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate to rt fa- 
vorably with an amendment the resolution submitted by the Benator 
aoe oe [Mr. SPOONER] February 27. I ask for its present con- 

eration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 


of Dessusher 21; 1 es 2 3 to send for 

Persons and papers, and have leave to any recess of Senate 

to December next, and to © testimony — 2 in the United rori aba 
That all the negessary expenses or of any 


thereof be paid out, upon vouchers to be approved by the chairman of said com- 
mittee or subcommittee, of the contingent 


of the Senate. 
The committee is also authorized to causé its proceedings and the testimony 
taken before it to be printed from time to time as it may see fit. 


The amendment reported by the Committee to Audit gad Control 
the Contingent Expenses of theSenstowse sss thats fase,” toin- 
sert in addition to powers conferred by said resolution” so as to read: 
“the Committee on Publie Buildings and Grounds is hereby authorized 
in pursuance of the investigation ordered by the resolution of the Senate of 
December 21, 1888, in addition to the powers conferred by said resolution, to 
employ a stenographer, etc. 


Mr. GORMAN. Let the resolution go over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is, Will the Senate agree 
to the amendment proposed by the committee? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. ‘The question first is whether the resolution shall 
now be considered? I should like to have the Senator reporting the 
resolution make some statement of what the inquiry is. 

Mr. SPOONER. If the Senator from Nevada will allow me, I will 
state. 

The Senate heretofore passed a resolution instructing the Committee 
on Publie Buildings and Grounds to investigate, either by itself or by 
a subcommittee, the conduct of the Supervising Architect’s Office with 
a view of ascertaining and reporting such modifications of existing 
laws or reorganization of that office as the public interests might re- 
quire. That committee appointed a subcommittee which, as far as it 
could give attention to it consistently with the other duties of the sub- 
committee, called before the committee witnesses from the Supervising 
Architect’s Office and examined them. 

It is not proper for me, in view of the fact that the testimony taken 
by that committee has not yet been laid before the Senate, to refer ex- 
cept in a very cursory way to it. I think every member of the sub- 
committee, probably every member of the committee, will agree with 
me that the testimony taken thus far shows conclusively violations of 
law and irregularities in the conduct of that office which in a small 
way are not far from scandalous. In saying that, I do not wish to be 
understood as reflecting at all, either for myself or for any member of 
the committee, upon the personal or official integrity of the Supervis- 
ing Architect. Thus far I have discovered nothing in the evidence 
which would necessarily warrant that imputation. . 

It is important to the public interests that that investigation should 
be extended. I have in my N received within the last forty- 
eight hours, charges which ill not say show, if true, corruption, 
but charges in connection with the selection and purchase of sites for 
public buildings throughout the country which, in my opinion, ought 
to be investi ` 

It is very evident, I think, to every member of the committee that 
a diferent system for the selection and purchase of sites should be 
adopted, and there are many respects in which that ofice ought to be 
reorganized and the laws controlling it amended. 

I hope that this resolution will be permitted to pass. Itsimply pro- 
vides for continuing the investigation during the vacation. It has no 
partisan purpose whatever. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Is the investigation in progress? 

Mr. SPOONER. That investigation is in progress and unfinished. 
Of course if the resolution is not adopted to-day, probably the result 
will be its defeat. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I beg pardon, but I did not hear distinctly 
what the Senator said about thisinvestigation. I suppose he might as 
well state it in open session as in executive session. 

Mr. SPOONER. I hope the Senator from Virginia does not mean to 
suggest that I say anything in one capacity that I am not willing to 
say openly. I do not belong to that class. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If the Senator from Wisconsin will 

the Chair one moment, the Chair is advised that the Senator 
from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN ] objected to the present consideration 
of the resolution. The Chair did not hear the objection. 

Mr. VEST. Let the resolution be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will be again read. 
Is the Chair correctly informed that the Senator from Maryland ob- 


jected? 
e GORMAN. I withhold the objection until the resolution is 


The Secretary read the resolution as proposed to be amended. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. 
SPOONER] has the floor. 

Mr. VEST. I pardon. 

Mr. SPOONER. I yield to the Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. VEST. I simply wanted to say this, Mr. President, as a mem- 
ber of the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds: If that reso- 
lution is confined to an examination simply and purely into the man- 
ner of conducting the business in the Supervising Architect’s Office it 
has my hearty support and approval. When the resolution was origin- 
ally adopted it grew out of certain publications in the ne pers 
charging that there had been improper, if not corrupt, methods adopted 
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investigation questions Were asmiu .. i i : 

partisan examination, not as to the manner of conducting wus.) > 
the Supervising Architect’s Office as to the matters of which I have 
spoken, but as to the collection of campaign funds during the recent 
canvass. 


It was never my understanding, and I am very sure it was not the 


understanding of any member of the committee, and I may say even 


of the Senate, that the scope of that investigation was intended to go 
that far. There was at that very time, at the time of the creation of 
this committee as one of investigation, another committee of the Senate 
engaged in the examination of these partisan questions. 

Now, I want to say to the Senator from Wisconsin and to the Senate 
that if the scope of the resolution is confined simply to what I believe 
to have been its original intention, an examination of the manner of 
conducting business in the Supervising Architect’s Office, it has my 
approval and I hope the examination will be extended, because I believe 
the whole system upon which the Supervising Architect’s Office is to- 
day conducted is wrong in principle and in practice. 

During the ten years I have been a member of the Senate and of the 


Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, I have again and again 


called attention and introduced bills here to correct as far as I could 
the manner of conducting business in that bureau. It is vicious in the 
very inception, and from year to year it has become worse. 

Some Senator asks me in what respect. I have stated that over and 
over again. But one principal objection to it is the manner of giving 
out the contracts for the erection of publie buildings. I will not go 
into details, but am prepared to do so at any appropriate time. 

Now, Mr. President, if the resolution is confined to the object which 
I have stated, and does not include any political purpose, I hope that it 
will be adopted. I think the examination ought to be made. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Mr. President. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Wisconsin [Mr 
SPOONER] is entitled to the floor. j 

Mr. SPOONER. I yield to the Senator from Virginia. 

‘Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I did not think the Senator from Wiscon- 
ein had the right to the floor. I thought I had the floor. 

Mr. SPOONER. That is a question for the Chair to decide. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Wisconsin has the 
floor. The Chair now understands that he yields to the Senator from 
Virginia. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Then I move that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of executive business. 

Mr. SPOONER, I do not yield for that purpose. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That motion is not in order at the 
present time. The Senator from Wisconsin is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. BUTLER. Isimply want to give notice that I shall object to 
the consideration of the pending resolution to-day. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator object now? 

Mr. BUTLER. I do not desire to take the Senator from Wisconsin 
off the floor or to prevent his making any remarks he chooses, but I 
shall object to the consideration of the resolution. 

Mr. SPOONER. I desire to say one word in reply to the Senator 
from Missouri [Mr. VEST]. 

The pending resolution does not change in any manner the scope of 
the original resolution. The Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, I think unanimously, decided that the subject to which the 
Senator from Missouri referred was under the resolution within the 
jurisdiction of the committee, 

I have no hesitation in saying to that Senator that at the time the 
resolution was adopted I had no thought of an investigation in that 
direction. It was, as I have explained to the Senator from Missouri 
before, accidental, and I have no desire to pursue it. Asone member 
of that committee I simply desire that the conduct of the office with 
reference to the transaction of public business, with a view to correct- 
ing defects in the existing law and changing the organization of the 
office, shall be further investigated in order that Congress may have 
the necessary information upon which intelligently toact. Ihave no 
partisan purpose in the world in proposing a continuance of the inves- 
tigation and I state frankly that I have discovered nothing so far which 
involves the integrity of the present incumbent of this office. 

I hope the Senator from South Carolina will not object to the present 
consideration of the resolution. 

Mr. BUTLER. With that explanation by the Senator from Wis- 
consin, which is entirely satisfactory to me, I withdraw my objection 
to the present consideration of the resolution, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the resolution, the question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Committee on Contingent Expenses. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The resolution as amended was agreed to. 


FROM THE HOUSE, 


: ol Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 

10! ebdeaker had announced the appointment 

Fh 25 Sait WES Seay THOMAS, of Illinois, who declines 

oe of «Dein on the part of the House at the confer- 

enee on the iisavires...,, 8 of the two Houses on the bill (H. R. 

12329) making appropriations for the naval service for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1890, and for other purposes, 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by 
the President pro tempore: 

A bill (H. R. 10319) to authorize the Natchitoches Railroad Com- 
pany to construct and maintain a bridge across the Red River, in Lou- 


isiana; and 

A bill (H. R. 11782).to approve and ratify the construction by the 
Vicksburg, Shreveport and Pacific Railroad Company of the bridge 
over the Red River at Shreveport, La., and the bridge over the Oua- 
chita River at Monroe, La., and to authorize said railroad company to 
maintain said bridges over said water ways, subject to certain stipula- 
tions and conditions. 


FISHING GROUNDS OF ALASKA. 


Mr. GORMAN. Iam instructed by the Committee on Printing to 
report ajoint resolution for which I ask present consideration. 

By unanimous consent, the joint resolution (S. R. 144) authorizing 
the printing of 11,000 copies of the special report of the Commissioner 
of Fish and Fisheries on the explorations of the fishing grounds of 
Alaska, Washington Territory, and Oregon, by the United States Fish 
Commission steamer Albatross during the summer of 1888, was read 
three times and passed, 


COMMITTEE ON MINES AND MINING. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CHACE in the chair). The hour 
of 2 o’clock having arrived, the Chair lays before the Senate the un- 
finished business, being the resolution submitted by the Senator from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] authorizing the Committee on Privileges 
and Elections to investigate alleged election outrages in certain States. 

Mr. STEWART. The morning business is not through. I ask 
unanimous consent to lay that resolution aside in order to continue 
morning business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Senator from Nevada asks unani- 
mous consent that the regular order be temporarily laid aside in order 
to proceed with the consideration of morning business. Is there ob- 
jection? The Chair hears none, and it isso ordered. 

Mr. STEWART submitted the following resolution; which was read: 

Resolved, That the authority given to the Committee on Mines and Mining by 
resolution of the Senate of February 7, 1889, to examine into the facts — 7 oir- 
cumstances connected with certain suits brought by the United States against 

rsons for cutting timber for mining and domestic purposes in the State of, 

evada, be, and it is hereby, continued to include the period of the extra ses- 
sion of the Senate called for the approaching 4th of March by proclamation of 


the President of the United States; and that the expenses of the investigation 
be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate, i 


Mr. STEWART. There are two witnesses more to be examined. 
One is here and the other is on his way, and it can not be done now, 
I ask unanimous consent that theresolution may pass, so that we may 
finish up the report. 

Mr. HARRIS. The resolution has to go to the Committee to Audit 
and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate. 

Mr. STEWART. Very well, let it go there. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Nevada ask 
unanimous consent for the consideration of the resolution at the present 
time? 

Mr. HARRIS. The rule requires its reference to the Committee on 
Contingent Expenses. 

Mr. STEWART. Very well, let it be referred to that committee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be so referred. 


ESTATE OF JOHN W. WHITFIELD. 


Mr. REAGAN. Lask unanimous consent that the regular order be 
temporarily laid aside in order to consider the bill (H. R. 4624) for the 
relief of the estate of John W. Whitfield, which has been favorably 
reported from the Committee on Claims. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will inform the Senator 
that the regular order has been laid aside in order to proceed with the 
business of the morning hour, which now stands at reports from com- 
mittees. Are there further reports from committees? 

Mr. REAGAN. I move then to postpone the morning-hour busi- 
ness until this bill can be considered. While it is not an important. 
public matter, it isimportant to the interests of the persons concerned. 
It will lead to no debate; it has been favorably reported from the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and is a House bill. = 
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Mr. BUTLER. I have no desire whatever to antagonize the bill of 
the Senator from Texas, and I was going to suggest to him by way of 
facilitating the public business that we proceed with the Calendar 
under Rule VIII and consider unobjected House bills. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That will include the pension bills, 

Mr. BUTLER. That willinclude the pension bills, about which my 
friend from Wisconsin [Mr. SAWYER] is so anxious, and all Senators 
will have an opportunity to secure the passage of bills in which they 
feel an interest. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. As the Chair understands, the regu- 
lar order was suspended in order to proceed with morning business. 

Mr. BUTLER. I understand that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Reports of committees are in order. 
When those are completed, or when the Senate orders otherwise, it 
will be in order to hear the Senator from Texas, 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. MITCHELL, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 4554) for the relief of the heirs of Preston Beck, 
jr., reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 4856) for the relief of D. M. Sprague and William Tilton, re- 
ported it without 5 submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. SPOONER, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 2070) for the relief of the widow of Arno Voss, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. DOLPH. By direction of the Committee on Foreign Relations 
I report back favorably with amendments the bill (S. 2632) to amend 
and enlarge the act approved June 18, 1878, entitled ‘‘An act to provide 
for the distribution of the awards made under the convention between 
the United States of America and the Republic of Mexico, concluded 
on the 4th day of July, 1868, together with the testimony taken by 
the subcommittee of the Committee on Foreign Relations under the pro- 
visions of a Senate resolution of August 30, 1886, the testimony to be 
printed as an appendix to the report of the committee. The Senator 
from Georgia [Mr. Brown] desires leave to submit the views of the 
minority, to be printed with the report. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the order 
desired by the Senator from Oregon will be made. The Chair hears 
none and it is so ordered. 

. Mr. CHANDLER, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, an 
amendment intended tobe proposed to the deficiency appropriation bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. PASCO, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. 1156) for the relief of Miles F. West, reported the fol- 
lowing resolution; which was considered by unanimous consent, and 


agreed to: 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS, 


Mr. QUAY submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. TELLER submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, 


COMMITTEE ON MINES AND MINING, 


Mr. JONES, of Nevada, from the Committee to Audit and Control 
the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred the reso- 
lution this day submitted by Mr. STEWART, reported it without amend- 
ment; and the resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to, as follows: 


Resolved, That the authority given to the Committee on Mines and Mining by 
resolution of the Senate of February 7, 1889, to examine into the facts and cir- 
cumstances connected with certain suits brought by the United States against 
persons for cutting timber for mining and domestic purposes in the State of Ne- 

be, and it is hereby, continued to include the period of the extra session 
of the Senate called for the approaching 4th of March, by proclamation of the 
President of the United States; and that the expenses of the investigation be 
paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate. 2 


MISSISSIPPI RIVER IMPROVEMENT. 


Mr. JONES, of Nevada. I am instructed by the Committee to Au- 
dit and Control the Contingent Expeases of the Senate, to whom was 
referred the resolution submitted by the Senator from New Hampshire 
[Mr. CHANDLER] January 7, 1889, to report it favorably with an 
amendment. I ask for its present consideration. 


= By unanimous consent, the Senate proceeded to consider the resolu- 
on. 


The amendment reported by the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate was, in line 7, after the word next, 
to insert and that during such recess it may; so as to read: 

That it be, and is hereby, authorized to sit during any recess of the Senate 
until the first Monday in December next, and that during such recess it may 
employ a clerk, etc. i 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. DAVIS. I ask unanimous consent that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of the private pension bills unobjected to on the Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. STEWART. Let the morning business be first concluded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Minnesota asks 
unanimous consent that the Senate now proceed to the consideration 
of private pension bills on the Calendar. 

Mr. STEWART. I object at present. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Nevada objects. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I desire to ask unanimous consent of the Senate 
to devote one hour to the disposition of House bills favorably reported, 
upon the Calendar, which are unobjected to, including pension bills 
both of the House and the Senate. We last reached upon the Calendar 
No. 2723 in the order of business. There is no pension case ahead of 
that. The pension cases are all behind that; and I include in my re- 
quest the consideration of all the pension bills whether of the House or 
Senate subsequent to that order of business. 

Mr. SAWYER. Let me suggest that we begin the consideration of 
the Calendar where we left off. The pension bills are scattered all 
through the Calendar, and if we do not get them to the other House 
to-day there will be no use in sending them there. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Then I will modify my request. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator modify it so as to provide that we 
shall commence with the House pension bills? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is business on the table which 
is to be laid before the Senate. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Very well. 


WASHINGTON AND SANDY SPRING RAILROAD. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the amendments 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 1631) to incorporate the 
Washington and Sandy Spring Narrow Gauge Railroad and Street Rail- 
way Company. 

The amendments of the House of Representatives were read, as fol- 
lows: 

Page 1, line $, after the word Railroad,” strike out “and Street Railway.” 

P: 1, line 25, strike out all after the word Columbia" down to and includ- 
ing the word “hour” in line 27. 

Page 2, line 2, strike out all after the word “transferable” down to and in- 
cluding the word provide” in line 3, and insert only on the books of the com- 
pany to be kopi at their principal ofice,” 

Page 2, line 14, after the word Railroad,” strike out and Street Railway.” 

Page 2, line 23, after the word “of” where it first occurs, strike out the word 
“five” and insert“ ten.” 

Page 5, line 5, after word “railroad.” strike out “and street railway.” 

Page 5, line 20, after the word Railroad,” strike out “and Street Railway.” 

Page 5, line 23, strike out the words “and street railway.“ 

Page 6, line 1, strike out all after section 10” down to and including the 
word used“ in line 28 and insert: 

That the railroad herein authorized to be built shall be completed and in 
operation within three years from March 1, 1889, and in default of such comple- 
tion within the time in this section ified, all rights, franchises, and privileges 
granted by this act shall immediately determine.” 

Amend the title so as to read: An act to incorporate the Washington and 
Sandy Spring Narrow Gauge Railroad Company.” 


Mr. DANIEL. I move that the Senate concur in the amendments 
of the House of Representatives to this bill. I have examined them 
very carefully and there is nothing in them to which there can be 
objection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Virginia that the Senate concur in the amendments of 
the House of Representatives. 

The amendments were concurred in. 


CONSIDERATION OF PENSION BILLS. 


Mr. DAVIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of private pension bills unobjected to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That requires unanimous consent. 

Mr. DAVIS. Then I ask unanimous consent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? 

a HARRIS. We can not hear the proposition. What is the re- 
quest 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Minnesota [Mr. 
Davis] asks unanimous consent that the Senate proceed now to the 
consideration of private pension bills on the Calendar. Is there ob- 
jection? 


Mr. STEWART. And after that let the agreement be that we shall 
proceed to the consideration of House bills on the Calendar which are 
not objected to, and continue their consideration one hour, if that much 
time shall be necessary. ~ 
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Mr. CULLOM. I object to that last clause. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I hope the Senator from Nevada will withhold his 
request a little while until we can conclude the consideration of the 
pension bills, which I think will not take thirty minutes, and then 
perhaps we may assist him in accomplishing what he wishes. 

Mr. STEWART. I want that understanding now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the proposition 
of the Senator from Minnesota? 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Pending that proposition, I move that the 
Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion of the Senator from Vir- 
ginia is in order. The question is on that motion. 

Mr. BLAIR. I appeal to the Senator from Virginia to withhold 
that motion until we can obtain the unanimous consent asked for by 
the Senator from Minnesota. It will not take more than half an hour 
to dispose of the pension bills, and it is a question as to whether these 
poor men and women are to have their pensions. 

Mr. SAWYER. I guaranty that it will not take over twenty min- 
utes to pass the ion bills. I merely ask for that length of time. 

Mr. RIDD ERGER. I have moved twice to take up the Calen- 
dar, and yet I could not get the consent of the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire or the Senator from Wisconsin. I am willing now to go on. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator withdraw his mo- 
tion? 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I will if the pension cases are not to take 
more than twenty minutes. 

Mr. SAWYER. I guaranty that the pension bills will not take over 
twenty minutes, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the request? The 
Chair hears none. 

Mr. CALL. I wish to say 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senatorfrom Florida object? 

Mr. CALL. I wish to say to the Senator from Minnesota that I shall 
not object to his proposition, provided he includes the unanimous con- 
sent which has been repeatedly given and continued for the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 746) to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to 
settle and pay the claim of the State of Florida on account of expendi- 
tures made in suppressing Indian hostilities, and for other purposes. 

Mr. DAVIS. I regret very much that I can not for my part enter- 
tain the request of the Senator from Florida. I have asked the Senate 
to proceed to the consideration of private pension bills on the Calendar 
which are not objected to, and it will not take twenty-five minutes to 
dispose of those bills. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Minnesota asks 
unanimous consent that the unfinished business be informally laid aside 
to enable him to move the consideration of private pension bills on the 
Calendar favorably reported. 

Mr. CALL. I desire to call the attention of the Senator from Min- 
nesota to the fact that unanimous consent has been given that when 
the Calendar is taken up after its expiration yesterday this bill should 
come up for consideration. Iam willing to give place to him for his 
pension bills, provided that consent is continued to take effect when 
the Calendar shall be again taken up. 

Mr. DAVIS. I have no objection to that as faras I am concerned, 
but I want the pension bills disposed of at once. The first order is 
2736. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Minnesota? The Chair hears none. If there be no 
objection, the first private pension bill favorably reported on the Cal- 
endar will be stated. 

MRS, MARY T. BARNES. 


The bill (S. 3942) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary T. Barnes was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
negra the name of Mary T. Barnes, widow of the late Brig. and 
t. Maj. Gen. Joseph K. Barnes, Surgeon-General of the Army, at 
$100 per month, 
The bill was reported to the Senate without 3 ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
MARY ELLEN FITZGERALD. 
The bill (S. 3860) granting a pension to Mary Ellen Fitzgerald was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, after the words rate of, to strike out ‘‘ sev- 
enty-two’’ * oray ‘*thirty;’ so as to make the bill read: 


eee 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

ELIZABETH L. SNELL. 

The bill (H. R. 12482) to increase the of Elizabeth L. Snell 

Was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to increase 


the pension of Mrs. Elizabeth L. Snell, dependent mother of the late 
Alfred T. Snell, a commander in the Navy, to $40 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

FARAN & M’LEAN. 

Mr. PAYNE submitted the following resolution; which was consid- 
ered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the House of Re presentatives be requested to return to the Sen- 
ate the bill (S. 308) for the 1 relief of Faran & McLean. 

WILLIAM A. TAYLOR. 


The bill (H. R. 9159) granting a pension to William A. Taylor was 
considered as in Committee of the ole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of William A. Taylor, late of Company M, Sixth 
Regiment Kentucky Cavalry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

FRANK M. MARTIN. 

The bill (H. R. 9113) granting a pension to Frank M. Martin was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Frank M. Martin, late of Company H, Sixth 
Regiment Kentucky Cavalry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

j PROPOSED EXECUTIVE SESSION, 


Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I now move that the doors of the Senate 
“= closed and the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive 

usiness, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Virginia moves 
that the Senate do now proceed to the consideration of executive busi- 
ness. 

Mr. SAWYER. Is that in order when we are proceeding under 
unanimous consent for pension bills 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. it is in order. The Chair has no 
power to enforce a unanimous consent. It is an obligation resting only 
on the honor of Senators. The Senator from Virginia moves that the 
Senate do now proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I wish the Senate would get through with 
these pension bills at some time. 

Mr. MITCHELL. We are getting along very rapidly. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. If I can be recognized afterwards, I will 

withdraw the motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair can make no contract to 

ize Senators upon the floor. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Then I insist upon the motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Virginia that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
executive business. 

The question being again put, there were on a division—ayes 8, noes 
15—not a quorum voting. 

Mr. PLATT. Does the disclosing of the want of a quorum upon a 
division make it proper to order a roll-cail of the Senate? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It renders it the duty of the Chair 
to order the roll-call to proceed. 

Mr. PLATT. Let us have a call of the Senate. 

The Secretary ed to call the roll. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I wish to say that I am willing to with- 
draw the motion for an executive session. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair can entertain no motion 
or business until the presence of a quorum is ascertained. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I will not withdraw it, then. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators answered 
to their names: 


Hoar, Ransom, 


Dolph, 
Blair, Edmunds, Ingalls, Riddleberger, 
Bowen, ° Evarts, Jonesof Arkansas, Sawyer, f 

Farwell, McPherson, Sherman, 
Butler, Faulkner, Mitchell, Spooner, 
Call, e, Morgan, Stewart, 

Gibson, Morrill, Stockbridge, 
Cockrell, Gorman, Palmer, rpic, 
Coke, Hale, Pasco, Vance, 
Colquitt, b Payne, Vest, 
Cullom, H Platt, Walthall, 
Daniel, Hawley, Pugh, Wilson of Iowa. 
Davis, Hiscock, Quay, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Fifty-one Senators have answered 
to their names; a quorum is present, The question recurs on the mo- 
tion of the Senator from Vi ! 

TAn RIDDLEBERGER. I withdraw the motion for an executive 


| 

The be PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Virginia with-| 
draws his motion. The next Order of Business on the Calendar will be 
reported. | 

ANNA KRUMPHOLZ. 

The bill (H. R. 2737) granting a to Anna Krumpholz was, 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Anna Krumpholz, widow of Herman Krump- 


? 
i 
ij 
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holz, late a private of Company F, Fifteenth Regiment Kentucky Vol- 
unteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN MANN. 

The bill (H. R. 6763) granting a pension to John Mann was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
33 the name of John Mann, late private in Company D, First 

tegiment United States Infantry, at 88 a month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM S. KELLINGTON. 

The bill (H. R. 8225) for the relief of William S. Kellington was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of William §. Kellington, late of the Fifth In- 
dependent Battery, New York Light Artillery, at $40 per month. 

The bill was reported tothe Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WIDOW OF ADAM SHRAKE. 

The bill (H. R. 4203) granting a pension to the widow of Adam 
Shrake was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension-roll the name of Elizabeth Shrake, widow of Adam 
Shrake, late a private in Company C, Forty-eighth Regiment of Wis- 
consin Infantry Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


GERTRUDE NORTHROP. 


The bill (H. R.11707) granting a pension to Gertrude Northrop was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Gertrude Northrop, minor child of Marshall 
A. Northrop, late a captain of Company G, Sixth Regiment of Wis- 
consin Volunteers, at $18 per month hereafter. 

The bili was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


LUCINDA MEWMAN. 


The bill (H. R. 12491) granting a pension to Lucinda Mewman was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Lucinda Mewman, of Payson, III., sister ot 
John W. Mewman, late private in Company K, Seventy-eighth Regi- 
ment Illinois Volunteers, at $18 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


BENNETT COOPER. 


The bill (H. R. 12403) granting a pension to Bennett Cooper was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Bennett Cooper, who served in Captain Cam- 
mel’s company, from the State of Alabama, Indian war, 1836, at $12 
per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

GEORGE HUNTER. 

The bill (H. R. 12510) granting a pension to George Hunter, was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 

nsion-roll the name of George Hunter, late captain Company A, 
Poyon Volunteers, of Washington Territory, who wasseverely wounded 
in the shoulder and neck in a battle with the Indians in the war with 
the Nez Percés, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JESSIE ISHERWOOD. 


The bill (H. R. 11184) for the relief of Jessie Isherwood was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Jessie Isherwood, daughter of James R. Isherwood, 
deceased, late private Company G, Seventh New York Heavy Artillery, 
at $18 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


HEIRS OF NOAH W. YODER. 


The bill (H. R. 12542) for the relief of the heirs of Noah W. Yoder 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to direct 
the adjudication of the pension claim of Catharine Z. Yoder, late widow 
of Noah W. Yoder, second lieutenant of Company G, Fifty-first Regi- 
ment Ohio Volunteers, as though the death of the officer had been di- 
rectly chargeable to his military service, and to pay to the surviving 
children of Yoder a pension at the rate provided by the general pen- 
sion laws from the date of his death until they severally arrive at the 
age of sixteen years. x 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MRS. HELEN SUTHERLAND. 

The bill (H. R. 11984) granting a pension to Mrs, Helen Sutherland 
was consi as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
on the pension-roll the name of Mrs. Helen Sutherland, dependent 
mother of Andrew Sutherland, late private Company H, First Regi- 
ment Michigan Light Artillery. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ELIZABETH PETERSON. 

The bill (H. R. 10644) granting a pension to Elizabeth Peterson was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Elizabeth Peterson, widow of Andrew Peter- 
son, alias Peters, deceased, late of Company F, Sixty-fourth Ohio Vol- 
unteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

NEWTON c. RIDENOUR. 


The bill (H. R. 12273) for the relief of Newton C. Ridenour was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. The preamble recites that by 


an error committed by the adjudicating officers of the Pension Bureau 


Newton C. Ridenour, late second lieutenant Company F, Twenty-third 
Regiment Iowa Infantry, was not placed on the pension-roll as a sec- 
ond lieutenant upon the allowance of a pension to him; and that by 
act of Corfgress a bill was passed for his relief in this regard and to rate 
him in accordance with his rank and with the intention only of cor- 
recting this error, but which contained the words that it should ‘‘be 
in lieu of all other pensions;’’ and that he now claims to be entitled 
toan increase of pension on account of disabilities for which he was orig- 
inally pensioned and to pension for additional disabilities, but the Pen- 
sion Bureau and the Department of the Interior construe the language of 
the act of Congress as barring his rights thereto, regardless of the mer- 
its. The bill therefore provides that the act of Congress for the relief 
of Newton C. Ridenour shall be construed as only correcting the error 
of the adjudicating officers of the Pension Bureau as to the rank of 
Ridenour and his proper rating by reason thereof, and that his right 


to increase of pension and to additional pension for other disabilities . 


shall not be affected thereby. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
The preamble was agreed to. 
W. W. WILSON, 


The bill (H. R. 8429) granting a pension to W. W. Wilson was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole, It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of W. W. Wilson, late in Company H, Eighteenth 
Regiment Missouri Volunteers, with the same rate of pension to which 
a private soldier would be entitled for like disabilities. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARTHA RHODES. 


The bill (H. R. 12428) for the relief of Martha Rhodes was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place upon the pen- 
sion- roll at $12 per month the name of Martha Rhodes, mother of Joseph 
Rhodes, late a member of Company G, Second Iowa Infantry Volun- 
teers, and who was killed in the line of duty at the battle of Fort 
Donelson, in the late war for the suppression of the rebellion. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 


ANNA J. WEAVER. 


The bill (H. R. 8100) granting a ion to Anna J. Weaver was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Anna J. Weaver, imbecile daughter of Julius 
G. Weaver, late private of Company K, One hundred and fifty-first 
Regiment New York Volunteers, and to pay to her legally constituted 
ee aT her use and benefit, a pension at the rate of $18 per 
mont 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN LIMERIC, 

A bill (H. R. 5390) granting a pension to John Limerie was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of John Limeric, late of the Sixth Ohio Battery. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

THEODORE WHITE. 

The bill (H. R. 12540) to increase the pension of Theodore White was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-ro}l the name of Theodore White, formerly a corporal in Com- 
pany M, Seventh New York Heavy Artillery Volunteers, for disease of 
the lungs, in addition to the pension he now receives for gunshot wound. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
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CATHERINE HAYS. 


The bill (H. R. 5398) granting a pension to Catherine Hays was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Catherine Hays, widow of Stephen Hays, late 
first lieutenant in Company G, Sixty-first Regiment Ohio Volunteer 
Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
FRANK WOLFORD. 

The bill (H. R. 12062) granting an increase of pension to Frank Wol- 
ford was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
on the pension- roll the name of Frank Wolford, late colonel of the First 

entucky Volunteer Calvary, at $50 per month, in lieu of the pension 

e is now receiving. 2 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered t 

a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
MARY HORNING. 


The bill (H. R. 11627) granting a pension to Mary Horning was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
ee the name of Mary Horning, widow of John F. Horning, 

te a private in Company B, One hundred and seventeenth Regiment 
New York State Volunteers, at $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM HAWKINS. 


The bill (H. R. 11884) to grant a pension to William Hawkins was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place upon 
the pens on-roll the name of William Hawkins, who was a private ‘in 
Capt. Alexander M. Houston’s company of Illinois Mounted Volunteers 
in the Black Hawk war, at $20 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JACOB WOLF. 


The bill (H. R. 3916) granting a pension to Jacob Wolf was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place upon the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Jacob Wolf, late of Company H, Ohe hundred 
and sixty-second Regiment Ohio Infantry Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


LUCY, WIDOW OF MUCK-A-PEC-WAH-KEN-ZAH. 


The bill (H. R. 12420) ting a pension to Lucy, widow of Muck- 
a-pec-wah-ken-zah, or John, an Indian who served the United States 
and saved the lives of many white persons in the Indian outbreak or 
war of 1862, and died from the effects of wounds received therein, was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place upon 
the pension-roll, at the rate of $12 per month, the name of Lucy Muck- 
a-pec-wah-ken-zah, widow of Muck-a-pec-wah-ken-zah, or John,“ an 
Indian who aided in saving the lives of many white people, and ren- 
dered valuable services in behalf of the white settlers during the Sioux 
outbreak and Indian war in the State of Minnesota, in the year 1862, 
and who then served the United States as a scout. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

M. JOSIE M’CLAIN. 

The bill (H. R. 11663) granting a pension to M. Josie McClain was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the ame of M. Josie McClain, widow of the late Ensign 
Charles Sumner McClain, United States Navy, at $30 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JACOB s. SHUMAN. 


The bill (H. R. 12446) granting an increase of pension to Jacob S. 
Shuman was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension-roll the name of Jacob S. Shuman, late captain of 
Company H, Eleventh Ohio Volunteer Cavalry, at $72 per month in- 
stead of the pension he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

NATHANIEL CRAIN. 

The bill (H. R. 10167) increasing the pension of Nathaniel Crain 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to pay Na- 
thaniel Crain, of Capt. Robert McAfey’s company, of Col. Richard M. 
Johnson’s regiment, in the war of 1813, a pension of $30 per month, 
in lieu of $8 per month as now allowed by law. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM J. MARTIN. 

The bill (H. R. 12608) ot ary William J. Martin was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension-roll 
the name of William J. Martin, survivor of Captain John Sconce’scom- 
pany, of Ray County, Missouri Volunteers, of Lieutenant-Colonel Mor- 


gan’s Spy Battalion, Brigadier-General Zachary Taylor, general com- 
manding, Florida war, and who was severely wounded at the battle of 
Lake Okachuba December 25, 1837, and who was also the lieutenant- 


colonel of the Second Regiment m Mounted Volunteers in the 
Oregon Indian war of 1855 and 1856, at $25 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

. JOSEPH LAWLESS. 

The bill (H. R. 8327) for the relief of Joseph Lawless, was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place the name of 
Joseph Lawless, late private Company I, Fifth Kentucky Cavalry Vol- 
unteers, on the pension- rolls. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


LITTLEBERRY W. BAKER. 

The bill (H. R. 12619) granting a pension to Littleberry W. Baker 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension-roll the name of Littleberry W. Baker, who served in 
Capt. Abram Miles’s company, from the State of Georgia, Indian war, 
1836, at $20 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ROBERT W. ANDREWS. 


The bill (H. R. 12404) granting a pension to Robert W. Andrews 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension-roll the name of Robert W. Andrews, who served in Cap- 
taid Richburge’s company, from the State of Alabama, Indian war, 
1836, at $12 per month. 

The bill was to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


4 SARAH A. HARRISON. 


The bill (H. R. 8580) granting a pension to Sarah A. Harrison was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Sarah A. Harrison, widow of John Harrison, 
deceased, late second lieutenant of Company G, Seventy-ninth Regiment 
of Ohio Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ANN E. MUSSMAN, 


The bill (H. R. 2157) granting a pension to Ann E. Mussman was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Ann E. Mussman, widow of William Mussman, 
deceased, late a member of the Sixth Indiana Light Artillery. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN W. SMITH. 


The bill (H. R. 12275) to increase the pension of John W. Smith 
was considered asin Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place upon 
the pension-roll the name of John W. Smith, formerly a private of Com- 
pany F, First United States Dragoons, Mexican war; also lieutenant 
First Indiana Cavalry and private Company D, One hundred and fifty- 
sixth Indiana Volunteers, in the war of the rebellion, at $25 per 
month, in lieu of the pension he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CATHARINE BUCHANAN, 


The bill (H. R. 11043) to restore to the pension-roll the name of 
Catharine Buchanan was considered asin Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to restore the name of Catharine Buchanan, widow of William 
Buchanan, late a private in Company L, Fourth Regiment of Indiana 
Volunteer Cavalry, to the pension-roll. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


TOVINA WRIGHT, 


The bill (H. R. 5758) granting a pension to Lovina Wright was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Lovina Wright, of uoketa, Jackson County, 
Iowa, widow of John J. Wright, late of Company L, Second Regi- 
ment of Iowa Cavalry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

IRA WELLS. 

The bill (H. R. 12607) to grant a pension to Ira Wells was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place upon the 
pension-roll the name of Ira Wells, who was a private in Captain Kin- 
ney’s company of Illinois Mounted Volunteers in the Black Hawk 
war, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered te 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
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JAMES M. BARRETT. 


The bill (H. R. 12575) to increase the pension of James M. Barrett 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension-roll the name of James M. Barrett, late a private in Com- 
pany K, Twenty-sixth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, at $36 
per month, in lieu of the pension he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ANTONIA WIENER. 


The bill (H. R. 8995) for the relief of Antonia Wiener was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension- 
rolls the name of Antonia Wiener, of the District of Columbia, widow 
of Jacob Wiener, private of Company A, Forty-first New York Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and 

WILLIAM FORD. 


The bill (H. R. 2862) granting a pension to William Ford was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of William Ford, late a private in Company H, One 
hundred and thirty-ninth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ELIZABETH M. ALLEN. 


The bill (H. R. 10725) to increase the pension of Elizabeth M. Allen 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to increase 
the pension of Elizabeth M. Allen, widow of John Allen, late a private 
of the Forty-third Regiment United States Infantry, war of 1812, from 
$12 to $20 per month, on account of her old age and extreme poverty. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ANN G. BARKER, 


The bill (H. R. 12604) to restore the pension of Ann G. Barker was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to construe the 
act entitled An act to restore pensions in certain cases, approved 
June 9, 1880, so as to include within its provisions Ann G. Barker, 
widow of Thomas Barker, deceased, late a captain in the United States 
Army. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARY B. HUNT. 

The bill (S. 3960) granting a pension to Mary B. Hunt was considered 
asin Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an amend- 
ment, in line 7, before the word dollars, to strike out one hun- 
dred?’ and insert ‘‘fifty;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed 
to place on the pension-roll the name of Mary B. Hunt, widow of Byt, Maj. Gen. 
Henry J. Hunt, deceased, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month 
from and after the passage of this act. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Iam profoundly sorry that the Committee on Pen- 
sions did not deem it consistent with their duty to report the bill asit 
was referred to them. However, I shall not contend with the commit- 
tee now, and will not detain the Senate by going into the merits of the 
case, but will accept whatever may be got for the widow, who is inim- 
mediate need. 

Mr. SAWYER. I will say to the Senator from Connecticut that $50 
is the highest pension we pay to the widows of officers of that grade, 
and if we should go over it we should have trouble and there would be 
no end to the number of applications for increase of pension. So we 
felt compelled to amend the bill so as to conform to the rule. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I did not hear the Senator from Wisconsin, but 
if the Senator from Wisconsin wants to stand in the way, of course I 
shall not raise any point with regard to the payment of $100. Other- 
wise I shall. i 

Mr. SAWYER. It is utterly impossible to make the rate for the 
widows of that grade of officers any higher than $50. Theother House 
has universally stricken the amount down to $50. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let the amendment be stated again. 

The SECRETARY. In line 7 it is proposed to strike out $100” and 
insert $50.” 

Mr. SAWYER. Fifty dollars is the highest rate we pay to the 
widows of that grade of officers. That is the highest rate the other 
House has consented to pay, and if we raise itin this case we shall only 
get into trouble and not get the bill through at all. 

Mr. VOORHEES. What was General Hunt’srank? He is spoken 
of in the bill as a major-general. 

Mr.SAWYER. The bill states the rank he held. 

Mr. COCKRELL. He was a brevet major- general. 

Mr. SAWYER. He was only a colonel, I think. 

Mr. COCKRELL. He was a colonel and brevet major-general. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Committee on Pensions, 

The amendment was agreed to, 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


DANIEL H. KENT. 


Mr. BROWN. I wish to call attention to a reconsidered pension 
case. 

Mr. SAWYER. There is but one more pension bill to be passed, if 
the Senator will just wait. 

Mr. BROWN. Very well. 

The bill (S. 3192) granting increase of pension to Daniel H. Kent was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll, at the rate of $50 per month, in lieu of his present pezsion 
of $24 per month, the name of Daniel H. Kent, late captain Company 
F and brevet major and lieutenant-colonel of the Fourth Regiment 
Delaware Volunteer Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had to the report of the com- 
mittee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendments of the House to the bill (S. 2511) to provide for the dis- 
posal of certain public lands of the United States under the provisions 
of the homestead laws only. 

The message also announced that the House insisted upon its amend- 
ment to the bill (S. 3993) to provide for the protection of the salmon 
fisheries of Alaska, disagreed to by the Senate, agreed to the conference 
asked by the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, 
and had appointed Mr. DuNN, Mr. MCMILLIN, and Mr. FELTON man- 
agers at the conference on the part of the House. 

The message further announced that the House had passed the bill 
(S. 3653) to authorize the sale of a tract of land in the military reser- 
vation at Fort Leavenworth, in the State of Kansas, with amendments 
in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the House had passed a joint reso- 
lution (H. Res. 129) to promote commercial union with Canada; in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the enrolled bill (H. R. 8740) to authorize the Secretary of the 
Interior to sell to“ The Methodist College Association of Southwestern 
Kansas’? certain lands in Kansas; and it was thereupon signed by the 
President pro tempore. 

AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 

Mr. KENNA submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PADDOCK submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the deficiency appropriation bill; which was ordered to lie 
on the table and be printed. 

MARY NEWTON. 

Mr. Brown and others addressed the Chair. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Georgia rise 
to a pension bill? ; 

Mr. BROWN. Yes; a pension case that has been reconsidered and is 
standing on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senator give the order of 
business? 

Mr. BROWN. It is Order of Business 2089, on page 5, under Rule 
IX. It is the bill (H. R. 9227) for the relief of Mary Newton, which 
was passed by the Senate on the 21st of August last and reconsidered. 
I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of that bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill having once passed the 
Senate, the vote by which it was passed was reconsidered and the bill 
placed on the Calendar. The question is, Shall the bill pass? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I desire simply to record my opposition to the 
bill and to the principle involved in it. The bill proposes to pension 
an aged and infirm child of a said-to-be Revolutionary soldier; and I 
think that is carrying pensions beyond anything that has ever been 
done heretofore. 

Mr. BROWN. I do not desire to make any speech, but I ask to have 
the report, which is a very short one, read 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The report will be read. 

The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. FAULK- 
NER August 13, 1888: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 9227) grante 
ings pension to Mary Newton, have examined the same, and report: 

pon an examination of the evidence in this case the committee find that the 
facts are fairly presented in the report of the Committee on Pensions of the 
House of Representatives made the first session of the Fiftieth Congress, which 
facts, in the opinion of the committee, are sufficient to entitle the claimant to 
the relief gran Ry the bill. 
Gouin committee, therefore, adopt said report, and recommend the passage of 

The report is as follows: 

“That the claimant, Mrs. Mary Newton, is the only surviving child of John 
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Jordan, who was a soldier for three years in the war of the Revolution. She is 

now in her eighty-fifth year, having been born, as shown << family record 

before your committee, on the 2d day of July, 1804, and in old age applies 
Congress for relief. 

It is shown by the records of the soldiers who served in the Virginia Conti- 
nental Line that John Jordan served as bombardier in Colonel Harrison's regi- 
ment of artillery (Virginia quota) for three years from and after the 20th of De- 
cember, 1776. A land-warrant was issued to him by the State of Virginia in No- 
vember, 1783. It oppona that during his term of service he was captured by the 
British and confined on board a prison-ship for over three months. 

“The identity of the soldier rendered the above-mentioned service with 
the father of the applicant is fully established by the testimony of very estima- 
ble people, whose affidavits were filed in the pension claim of the widow of the 
soldier more than forty years ago. One of these witnesses, Jincey Riddle, tes- 

that when she was a small child she well remembers John Jordan came 
to her father’s house in Greenville County, Virginia, having just been released 


from a British prison-sbip, and that there was a great stir among the women of 


the settlement to have some clothes made forthe soldier before he went back 
again to join the Army. 
“The th of the mother of the applicant occurred on the 6th day of July, 


847. 
“Your committee return the bill to the House, with the recommendation that 
it do pass.” 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to hear the bill itself read. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The bill will be read at length. 
The Secretary read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Mrs. Ma ew- 
ton, the daughter and only surviving heir of John Jordan, of the Continental 
Line, in the war of the Revolution, and to pay her at the rate of $12 per month 
from and after the passage of this act, 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not yet understand the just ground upon 
which this particular bill should receive the assent of the Senate. Our 


forefathers after the Revolutionary war provided for the payment of 


pensions to all the soldiers of the Continental Line under the circum- 
stances and subject to the limitations that the men who were engaged 
in the then rebellion and final revolution thought was fit for the time 
and the occasion. In the absence of an exhaustive and careful investi- 
gation, I feel safe in saying that the chances are a million to one that 
the ancestor of this claimant received what, according to the laws ot 
Congress and what everybody agreed upon then, was justand right, and 
all that he was entitled to. Now, after a hundred years, we take one 
case, because there is some descendant who presents it, and provide for 
a pension for her, worthy personally, as undoubtedly she is. 

I have had within the last five years probably twenty applications 
from the descendants of Revolutionary soldiers in the State in which I 
have the great honor to live of precisely, this character—special cir- 
cumstances, no recompense that ever they heard of, and all that sort of 
thing. Ihave uniformly replied that provision had been made for 
their ancestors, for everybody whom Congress t to be entitled at 
the time, and that it would be impossible after this lapse of time for 
the Senate of the United States to undertake to review those subjects; 
and there the matter has ended, 

But if it be proper to do this thing, then it is proper to do it in re- 
spect of all the descendants of those people, or who are said to be de- 
scendants, in the same way. S0 I must vote against the bill, with the 
greatest possible respect for the very worthy person, I dare say, who 
makes this application. 

Mr. BROWN, This lady, as the report recites, is eighty-five years ot 
age, and very feeble. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What does that prove? 

Mr. BROWN. 
was pending at the time—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. I must say that if the bill is going to lead to dis- 
cussion I shall be compelled to object to it. If we can have a vote upon 
it I am willing that a vote shall be taken. The report has been read 
and the statement of the case made. 

Mr. BROWN. I only want to make a short statement of the facts. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I donotobjectto the Senator making a statement. 

Mr. BROWN. So IJ understand. The report recites that the mother 
of this lady had an application pending for a pension at the time of her 
death. She died forty. 
it since. The soldier, Mr. Jordan, never received a pension, nor has 
any member of his family ever received a pension. Now, in her old 
age and her very feeble condition she asks for a little help for the re- 
mainder of her days, which, probably, will be very few. 

Mr. BLAIR. Let the report be read again. 

Mr. BROWN. It has been read, but it can be read again. There is 
certainly as much merit in it as any case could possess of that class ot 
cases. 


which she lives, who introduced the bill, that he has a number of 
precedents where the Congress of the United States has acts 
within the last session or two granting pensions in just such cases. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to see those precedents. But in the 
last three days of any session of Congress there are a good many bad 
precedents. Iam only speaking in the interest of equal fair play to 
everybody in the United States. If I have been mistaken in 80 
many of my constituents whose ancestors were known to be reputable 
and meritorious soldiers in the war of the Revolution, and for whom, 
so far as Congress thought it fit to provide, provision had been 
that it was too late now, after acentury, to undertake to revive and 


about it, and 


It recites that her father received no pension. There 


-odd years ago, and nothing has been done with | 


I am informed by a member of the other House from the district in 


such questions, in the loss of papers and everything to be able to be sure 
that their particular ancestor did not get the pension he might have 
been entitled to, through his neglect to apply, or whatever—if I have 
been wrong in that and the Senate sets this precedent, then we must 
have a general provision for a board, or for the Pension Office, or some- 
body, to inquire into the case of all the descendants (I mean merely by 
representation) as to the right te the pension to which their ancestor 
would have been entitled ‘by the laws of our fathers at the end of the 
Revolution. 

But I do not think we can proceed upon such principles. The danger 
of misunderstanding, the danger of a double payment in the loss of 
papers, and all that, is of course very great. When we know that the 
Congress made a definite rule, just as we do now, and applied a definite 
definition as to who were entitled to these pensions, and forty years 
go by, it is rather too late for public safety, and in the interest of those 
people who we do know are entitled to our consideration out of the 
publit Treasury, to revive such questions. 

I remember very well one case here which illustrates what I am 
now saying. It was reported from the Committee on Revolutionary 
Claims. I think the name of the claimant was Wheaton; it was cer- 
tainly the name of the original claimant; and it came up on a House 
report, as this does, not investigated de novo, as lam afraid this has not 
been investigated de noro. s 

Mr. COCKRELL. There is ne report from the War Department as 
to the military record in this case. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Exactly. With no report from a Senate com- 
mittee on an investigation of its own, but invading the real independ- 
ence of the two Houses as we are in the habit of doing, by taking for 
granted what one House does in its investigations, a report was made in 
favor of the descendants of this Mr. Wheaton from the Committee on 
Revolutionary Claims; and it seemed to bea case quite as clear as or 
clearer than this. I happened to have here at my desk the printed list 
of private claims that had been published by Congress. I turned to it 
(giving for a moment attention to the business of the Senate, as I do 
not do as much as I ought, I admit), and turned in the alphabetical 
index to that letter and to that case, and then on referring to the Jour- 
nals I found that twice that very claim had already been paid by Con- 
gress; and it was extremely doubtful whether originally it was a just 
one or not. 

Our Committee on Revolutionary Claims had taken for granted, in 
the innocence of their hearts, that the investigation at the other end of 
the Capitol had been a thorough and an exhaustive one, and that every- 
thing was known about it that could be known about it; and yet in 
the printed records of both Houses was the clear proof, on referring to 
the papers, that the claim had been paid twice. 

I do not mean to say that I think there was any fraud about that 
claim. It was paid originally, as this may have been to this original 
soldier. He died, and his descendants, not knowing that he had got 
his money, made a claim. They found among his papers the fact that 
he did this and that for the United States in the Revolutionary war, 
and in perfect innocence they presented their claim. The papers 
seemed to show that it was all right; the committees-of Congress at 
that time did not send to the Departments to hunt up and find out 

‘Congress an act to pay it. Then those claimants 
who had received their pay died, and they left descendants, who after 
a period of years had never heard of the fact that their fathers and 
mothers had been paid, and they found the old family papers, which 
showed that here was an ancient service in the war of the Revolution, 
and they presented another claim, in perfect good faith, I have no doubt, 
and Congress, without investigating the thing at the bottom, passed 
another law and paid it again; and the third time it would have been 
paid in perfect innocence again when presented by the great-grand- 
children of this Revolutionary claimant if it had not been for the sim- 
ple accident that just at hand was the printed book, which enabled 
some Senator to see that the thing had been twice paid already; and 
that ended that case. 

I do not say that that is the case; I do not know how it is; and be- 
cause I do not know, and because the Senate committee has not ex- 
hausted all its sources of information, I do not think it safe in public 
justice or in the public interest to bills of this kind; and I say it 
with the greatest respect to this lady. It is notan a against 
gamans at all, 2s my friend from Georgia will understand—not in 
‘the least. . 

Mr. BROWN. Lask that the report be read again, and I respect- 
fully ask the attention of Senators to the timer Ne the report. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report be read, if there be 
no objection. 

The Chief Clerk read the report submitted by Mr. FAULKNER Au- 
gust 13, 1888, as follows: A 

The Committce on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 9227) grant- 
Es pension to 3 Newton, have examined the same, and report: 
ination 


pon an exam of the evidence in this case the committee find thatthe 
facts are fairly presented in the Sage neha the Committee on Pensions.of the 
e 


House of Rep) ves made th session of the Fiſtieth Congress, which 
in the opinion of the committee, are sufficient to entitle the claimant to 

‘the relief the bill. 
The committee, fore, adapt said report, and recommend the passage of 
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The report is as follows: 
That the claimant, Mrs. Mary Newton, is the only surviving child of John 
Prong ea n onkg Leelee berghei Sag ap rg one ro 
win e y- year, „as shown 
your committee, on the 2d day of July, 1504, and in her old age appliesto 


It is shown by the records of the soldiers who served in the Virginis Conti- 

served as bombardier in Colonel Harrison’s regi- 

resem ech e Op oda quota) for three years from and after the 20th of De- 

cember, 1776. A warrant was issued to him by the State of Virginia in 

November, 1783. It appears that during his term of service he was captured by 
the British and confined on board a prison-ship for over three months, 

“The identity of the soldier who rendered the above-mentioned service with 
the father of the applicant is fully established by the testimony of very estima- 
ble people, w aflidavits were filed in the pension claim of the widow of the 
soldier more than forty yearsago. Oneof these witnesses, Jincey Riddle, testi- 
fied that when she wasa small child she well remembers John Jordan came to 
her father's house in Greenville County, Virginia, having just been released from 
a British prison-ship, and that there was a great stir among the women of the 
settlement to have some clothes made for the soldier before he went back again 
to join the Army. r 
FPS es death of the mother of the applicant occurred on the 6th day of July, 

Four committee return the bill to the House with the recommendation that 
it do pass.” 

The PRESIDENT protempore. ‘The bill having once passed, the vote 
by which it was passed having been reconsidered, and the bill placed 
on the Calendar, the question now is, Shall the bill pass? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. CHACE (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator with Georgia [Mr. Cotqurrr]. 

Mr. HEARST (when his name was called). Iam paired with my 
colleague [Mr. STANFORD]. 

Mr. McPHERSON (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Colorado [Mr. BOWEN]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. PASCO. I am paired with the junior Senator from Illinois 
[Mr. FARWELL], and in his absence I withhold my vote. 

5 Y. Has the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SAWYER] 
voted ? 

The PRESIDENT pro e. He is not recorded. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I withhold my vote. 

Mr. es Iam paired with the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. 
SABIN]. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Iam paired with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. 
Evsyts], who is absent from the Chamber to-day, confined to his room 
by sickness. 

The result was announced—yeas 26, nays 15; as follows: 


YVEAS—26, 

Blair, Stock 
Brown, Bar —— Teller, 
Butler, Dolph. Palmer, Voorhees, 

er, Pugh, ee 
Cameron, Hampton, Wilson of Iowa. 
Chandler, Ingalls, Spooner, 
Colquitt, Jones of Nevada, 

NAYS—15. 
Bate, ` Daniel, Gray, Morrill, 
Berry, Edmunds, Harris. 
Cockrell, Frye, Hoar, Vance. 
Coke, George, Jones of Arkansas, 
ABSENT—35. 
Aldrich, Evarts, McPherson, Sabin, 
Allison, Farwell, Manderson, Saulsbury, 
Beck, Gibson, Paddock, Sawyer, 
Blackburn, Gorman, Sherman, 
Hale, Payne, Stanford, 
Bowen, Hawley, Platt, Turpie, 
Chace, Plumb, Vest, 
Dawes, Hiscock, Quay, Wilson of Md. 
Kenna. dleberger. 
So the bill was passed. 


HOUR OF RECESS. 


Mr. ALLISON. I ask unanimous consent that the Senate at half 
past 5 take a recess until 8 o’clock this evening. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa asks unani- 
mous consent that the Senate take a recess from 5.30 until 8 o'clock 
this evening. Is there objection? [Apause.] The Chair hears none, 
and it is so ordered. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT WINONA, MINN. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 2475) to increase the ap- 
propriation for the erection of a public building at Winona, Minn. 

The amendment of the House of Representatives was to strike out 
the word “for”? where it first oceurs. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I move that the Senate concur in the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives, 

‘The amendment was concurred in. 

HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 
The joint resolution (H. Res. 129) to promote commercial union with 


was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 
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PUBLIC BUILDING AT DETROIT, MICH, 
On motion of Mr. PALMER, it was 


Ordered, That the Secretary request the House of Representatives to return to 
the Senate the bill (S. 2442) to increase the appropriation for the public building 


at Detroit, 
LIQUOR TRAFFIC. 


Mr. BLAIR. Task unanimous consent that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of the joint resolution (S. R. 12) proposing an amend- 
ment to the Constitution of the United States in relation to the man- 
utacture, importation; exportation, transportation, and sale of alcoholic 
liquors. I ask that it be taken up and the report read, which is very 
brief, and then I desire a vote of the Senate upon it. Ido not ask the 
Senate to debate the question at all. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hampshire 
asks unanimous consent that the pending unfinished business may be 
informally laid aside for the p of enabling him to move the con- 
sideration of the joint resolution (S. R. 12) proposing an amendment to 
the Constitution of the United States in relation to the manufacture, 
importation, exportation, transportation, and sale of alcoholic liquors. 

Mr, HARRIS. _I object. 

Mr. BLAIR. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of the joint resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hampshire 
moves that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the joint reso- 
lution. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion is not debatable. 

Mr. BUTLER. I do not propose to debate it, but I ask unanimous 
consent to make a statement. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection. 


ORDER OF. BUSINESS. 


Mr. BUTLER. There was an implied understanding when the pen- 
sion bills were taken up that on disposing of them we should proceed 
for a reasonable time to consider the unobjected House bills on the Cal- 


urpose. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I can not hear the Senator from South Caro- 
lina. What is his proposition? 

Mr. BUTLER. My proposition is to proceed to the consideration of 
unobjected House bills on the Calendar. 

Mr. PLATT. For how long? 

Mr. BUTLER. Forone hour. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Pending that I move 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair can not recognize the Sen- 
ator from Virginia while the Senator from South Carolina is on the floor. 
The Senator from South Carolina asks unanimous consent that the Sen- 
ate proceed for one hour to the consideration of House bills favorably 
reported on the Calendar, to which there is no objection, under Rule 
VIII. Is there objection to the proposition? 

Mr. HOAR. I hope the Senator from South Carolina will modify 
his request so as to have the consideration extend until half past 5 
o'clock. We are then to take a recess which has just been ordered, 
and at the expiration of an hour we would have the scrap of half an 
hour before the recess when nobody knows what would come up. 

Mr. BUTLER. I will modify the request accordingly. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from South Carolina 
asks unanimous consent 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT One moment. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Pending that I move that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of executive business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senator from Virginia 
withhold his observation until the Chair states the request of the Sen- 
ator from South Carolina? 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I say pending that request 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Virginia will pause. 
The Senator from South Carolina asks unanimous consent that the Sen- 
ate proceed until 5.30 o’clock with the consideration of House bills fa- 
aer. reported upon the Calendar under Rule VIII. Is there ob- 

n 


Mr. DOLPH. I object if — 
Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I move, pending that motion, that the 
Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had disagreed to the amendments of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R.5716) for establishing a light at the mouth of 
Otter Creek, Lake Champlain, agreed to the conference asked by the 
Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had ap- 
pointed Mr. CLAnDx, Mr. Davis, and Mr. ANDERSON of Kansas man- 
agers at the conference on the part of the House. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the bill (S. 
1939) providing in certain cases for the forfeiture of wagon-road grants 
in the State of Oregon. 
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ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message alsoannounced that the Speaker of the House had signed 
the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by the 
President pro tempore: 

A bill (H. R. 717) granting an increase of pension to Daniel M. Mauld- 


65 

A bill (H. R. 4961) to amend the act entitled An act more effectu- 
ally to provide for the organization of the militia of the District ot 
Columbia,” passed March 3, 1883; 

A bill (H. R. 7777) to provide for the sale of lands patented to cer- 
tain members of the Flathead band of Indians, in Montana Territory, 
and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 9423) to restore to the public domain and to regulate 
the sale and disposition of certain lands east of the Mississippi River, 
in the State of Louisiana; 

A bill (H. R. 10721) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Arkansas River at or near Cumming’s Landing, Lincoln County, 


‘kansas; 

A bill (H. R. 11735) to amend an act entitled An act to authorize 
the Fort Smith and Choctaw Bridge Company to -onstruct a bridge 
across the Poteau River, in the Choctaw Nation, near Fort Smith, 
Ark, ;”’ 

A bill (H. R. 12389) authorizing the construction of a bridge across 
the Osage River at some accessible point in the county of Benton, in 
the State of Missouri; 

A bill (H. R. 12524) to authorize the construction of bridges over 
Green and Barren Rivers, in the State of Kentucky, by the Henderson 
State Line Railroad Company; 

A bill (S. 515) for the relief of the trustees of the Protestant Epis- 
copal Theological Seminary and High Sehool, in Virginia; 

A bill (S. 3132) to provide for trial by jury in the police court of the 
District of Columbia, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 2029) granting right of way to the Forest City and 
Watertown Railroad Company through the Sioux Indian reservation; 

A bill (S. 3995) to authorize the Montgomery and Sylacauga Rail- 
road Company to construct a bridge across the Tallapoosa River; and 

A bill (S. 2475) toincrease the appropriation for the erection of a 
public building at Winona, Minn. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Virginia moves 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 
[Putting the 1 By the sound the noes have it. 

Mr. HARRIS. I for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. MCPHERSON (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Colorado [Mr. BOWEN]. 

Mr. PADDOCK (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Eustis], who is detained from the Cham- 
ber by sickness, 

Mr. SAULSBURY (when his name was called). I have a pair with 
the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SAWYER], and I withhold my vote. 

Mr. TELLER (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
senior Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Grsson]. If he were present, I 
should vote nay.” È 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. EVARTS. Iam paired with the Senator from Alabama [Mr. 
MoRGaN], and withhold my vote. 

Mr. PASCO. Iam pated with the junior Senator from Illinois [Mr. 
FARWELL]. If he were present, I should vote yea.“ 

Mr. CHANDLER. I am paired with the junior Senator from New 
Jersey [Mr. BLopGETT]. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Has the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Jox xs] voted? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. He is not recorded. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I withhold my vote. 

Mr. PADDOCK. My colleague [Mr. MANDERSON] is detained from 
the Chamber by illness, and is paired with the Senator from Kentucky 
[Mr. BLACKBURN]. à 

Mr. COCKRELL (after having voted in the affirmative). I am paired 
with the senior Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON], who is detained in 
conference on one of the leading appropriation bills, and I therefore 
withdraw my vote. He would vote ‘‘nay™ if present. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri with- 
draws his vote. 

Mr. SAWYER. I am paired with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. 
SAULSBURY]. 

Mr. PASCO. I understand that the Senator from Ohio [Mr. PAYNE] 
is absent without a pair. I transfer the pair I have with the Senator 
from Illinois [Mr. FARWELL] to the Senator from Ohio [Mr. PAYNE] 
and vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. DOLPH (after having voted in the negative). I inquire if the 
senior Senator from Georgia [Mr. Brown] has voted? 

The PRESIDENT protempore. He is not recorded. 


Mr. DOLPH. Then I withdraw my vote. 


F333 pro tempore. The Senator from Oregon withdraws 
vote. 

Mr. FAULKNER. As the junior Senator from Pennsylvania | Mr. 
Quax] with whom I have been paired has just entered the Chamber, I 
vote yea, 

Mr. QUAY. I vote nay; but after the disposition of the unobjected 
bills on the Calendar I will vote with the Senator from West Virginia 
on this question. 

The result was announced—yeas 24, nays 20; as follows: 


YEAS—24, 

Bate, Faulkner, Hoar, Riddleberger, 
Berry, George, > Kenna, Turpie, 5 
es 5 one Slee 

> ray, ugh, ‘oorhees, 
Coke, Hampton, Ransom, Walthall, 
Colquitt, II Reagan, Wilson of Md, 

NAYS—20. 
Blair, Edmunds, Morrill, Sherman, 
Cameron, e, Palmer, Spooner, 
Chace, Hawley, Platt, Stewart, 
Cullom, Ingalls, Quay, Stockbrid 
Davis, Mitchell, Sabin Wilson of Iowa. 
ABSENT—32, 

Aldrich, Cockrell, Hale, Paddock, 
Allison, Daniel H Payne. 
Beck. Daw Hiscock, Plumb, 
Blackburn, Dolph, Jones of Arkansas, Saulsbury, 
Blodgett, Eustis, Jones of Nevada, Sawyer, 
Bowen, Evarts, Manderson, Stanford, 
Brown, Farwell, McPherson, Teller, 
Chandler, Gibson, Morgan, Vest. 


So the motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After one hour and ten minutes spent 
in executive session the doors were reopened. 


FORFEITURE OF UNEARNED RAILROAD LANDS, 


Mr. PLUMB. I move the adoption of the conference report on the 
bill (S. 1430) to forfeit certain lands heretofore granted for the pur- 
pose of aiding in the construction of railroads, and for other purposes. 

The PRESIDENT pro iempore. The Senator from Kansas moves 
that the report of the committee of conference, which has been read, 
on Senate bill 1430 be concurred in. 2 

The report was concurred in. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move that as to the points of difference still remain- 
ing the Senate insist on its disagreement to the further amendment of 
the House to the bill and request a further conference. e 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the managers at the further conference on the part of the Sen- 
ate, and Mr. PLUMB, Mr. DOLPH, and Mr. WALTHALL were appointed. 


WASHINGTON AND WESTERN MARYLAND RAILROAD. ` 


Mr. PLUMB. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of executive business, 

Mr. FAULKNER. I ask the Senator from Kansas to withhold that 
moton for a moment, that I may submit a conference report of only a 
few lines. 

Mr. PLUMB. I will yield, with the consent of that side of the 
Chamber. 

Mr. FAULKNER. It will only take a moment. 

The PRESIDENT prn tempore. The request can only be entertained 
by unanimous consent. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. FAULKNER submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the d ing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendmentof the Senate to the bill (H. R. 9418) to incorporate the Washing- 
ton and Western Maryland Railroad Company, having met, after full and free 
conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective 
Houses as follows: 


and agree to the same with the . Page 6, Iine 24. strike 


Con ſerees on the part of the House. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the report? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ido not object; I merely wish it to be explained. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the ques- 
tion is, Will the Senate concur in the report of the committee of confer- 
ence? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I ask my honorable friend from Wisconsin [Me 
SPOONER], the first signer of the report, to explain how it changes 
bill as it was agreed to in the Senate. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I will state to the Senator from Vermont that 
the only change the conferees of the two Houses made in reference te 


1889. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


2513 


the amendments of the Senate was to adopta proviso in lieu of thepro- 
vision suggested by the Senate committee ret adopted by the Senate. 
The proyision which is amended by the conference reportis as follows: 

That the whole amount of capital stock and bonds issued by said company 
shall not execed the actual cost of construction and equipment of said road more 
than 5 per cent. 

That provision is stricken out and the section amended by provid- 
ing that the road shall be commenced within one year and completed 
within three years. The reason why the proviso was sticken out is 
siniply this: If, for example, the road should cost $100,000, $50,000 
being required to be paid in cash, and bonds to be issued for the re- 
mainder, and if the amount had to be raised through the sale of bonds 
it would have been necessary, if there had been any depreciation in 
those bonds, that the stockholders should pay the amount of the de- 
ficiency out of their pockets to complete the road and to disch the 
indebtedness; and yet under this provision the stockholders would not 
even have been permitted to receive stock for this payment. It was 
entirely a mistake. 

RECESS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The hour of 5 o'clock and 30 min- 
utes having arrived, the Senate takes a recess until 8 o'clock this even- 
ing. 


EVENING SESSION. 


The Senate reassembled at 8 o’clock p. m. 
WASHINGTON AND WESTERN MARYLAND RAILROAD. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Mr. President, I ask that the consideration of 
the conference report on House bill 9418 be proceeded with. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is obvious that there is no quorum present, and 
I object to doing any business without a quorum. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators responded 
to their names: 


Allison, ¢ Colquitt, Hampton, Ransom, 

Bate, Cullom, Harris, Spooner, 
Berry, Davis, Ingalls, Teller, 
Blodgett, Edmunds, Jones of Arkansas, Turpie, 

Brown, Farwell, McPherson, Walt K 
Chandler, Faulkner, Paddock, Wilson of Iowa. 
Cockrell, Gorman, Pasco, 

Coke, Hale,- Quay, 


Mr. PADDOCK. I desire to say that my colleague [Mr. MANDER- 
sor] is detained at home by serious illness. 

After a little delay, the following Senators entered the Chamber and 
responded to their names: Messrs. BUTLER, FRYE, BLAIR, GEORGE, 
STEWART, GRAY, WILSON of Maryland, VOORHEES, HOAR, STOCK- 
BRIDGE, CAMERON, and PAYNE. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Forty-two Senators have answered 
to their names. A quorum being present the Senator from West Vir- 
ginia will proceed. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Will the Chair be kind enough to state the pend- 
ing question ? A 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on concurring in the 
report of the committee of conference on the bill (H. R. 9418) to incor- 
porate the Washington and Western Maryland Railroad Company. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. 
FAULKNER] is entitled to the floor in explanation of the report. 

The P IDENT pro tempore. The Senator from West Virginia 
was interrupted by the recess, and is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair can not recognize the 
Senator from Maine except by consent of the Senator from West Vir- 


ginia. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I will yield to the Senator from Maine for an 
inquiry. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from West Virginia 
yields for aninguiry. 

Mr. HALE. I rose to ask the Senator from West Virginia to yield 
that I might call up the deficiency appropriation bill. 

Mr. FAULKNE I will yield with the understanding that the 
conference report is informally laid aside and will take its place as the 
business of the Senate when the deficiency bill is through with. 

ne EDMUNDS. I think we had better go on with the regular 
order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Vermont de- 
sire to have the report of the committee of conference read? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No, sir; only to hear the explanation. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on concurring in the 
report of the committee of conference, on which the Senator from West 
Virginia is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. FAULKNER, If my suggestion is not satisfactory, of course 
we shall then go on with the matter now before the Senate. 

Mr. HALE. If the Senator will yield I will make a motion that the 
Senate proceed to the consideration of the deficiency appropriation bill. 
I have no feeling myself about it. I fancy that I am representing the 
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wishes of the Senate in the desire to pass the appropriation bills. This 
is the first opportunity the Senate has had for taking up the deficiency 
appropriation bill, which isa most important and a long bill. The 
Senator from West Virginia, I know, is very courteous abont it, and is 
willing to yield. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I feel that it is incumbent upon me that I should 
yield to the Senator from Maine to make the motion he suggests. The 
deficiency appropriation bill is a very important bill and one of gen- 
eral interest, and particularly now, the close of the session being so 
near, I feel that I ought to yield, although I should like to have the 
conference report informally laid aside for that purpose. 

Mr. HALE. Of course the Senator will see that he can call up his 
conference report at any time. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I yield to the Senator from Maine. 

Mr. HALE. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
the deficiency appropriation bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Has the deficiency appropriation bill been re- 
ported to-day. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It was reported to-day. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I object for the present. 

Mr. HALE. The deficiency appropriation bill came from the other 
House three days ago. Since that time the Committee on Appropria- 
tions has been working day and night to report it to the Senate. It 
reported it this morning early, and that was the first opportunity for 
making the report. It was printed at once and came back to the Sen- 
ate, and I gave notice before the recess that I would try to call it up, 
by the leave of the Senate, when the body came together in the even- 
ing. A single Senator can by his objection carry the bill over until 
to-morrow morning, when the Senate is now here and ready to proceed 
with its consideration. 

Mr. BUTLER. Was it not agreed this morning by unanimous con- 
sent that the deficiency appropriation bill should be taken up at the 
first convenient moment? I so understood it. 

Mr. HALE. I gave notice that I would make the motion to take it 
up, having no doubt that the Senate would adopt that motion. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I said that for the time being I object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. No such agreement was made, 

Mr. BUTLER. ‘There was no such agreement made? I certainly 
understood it so. 

Mr. HALE. Iappeal to the Senator from Vermont in the interest of 
public business, as the bill has been printed and is before the Senate, 
and as the hours are rapidly waning, that he withdraw his objection 
and allow the Senate to proceed to the consideration of the bill, or at 
any rate that the motion may be put and the will of the Senate be man- 
ifested, if it so desires to proceed with this business, and that he will 
not interpose his single objection against this course. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The will of the Senate is found in its rules for the 
safety of legislation. The report of the deficiency appropriation bill 
has been just made and laid on our desks. No Senator has had any 
opportunity to study it at all. We have a conference report which is 
of the highest privilege before the Senate now. I do not mean to say 
by any means that when this matter is finished I shall interpose an 
objection, but until we can have time for a few minutes to see what 
this report is, and then consider it subject to objection, I think we had 
better finish the conference report, which is a matter of the highest 
privilege. 

I have no more disposition than anybody else to delay the public 
business, butif the two Houses of Congress, after having been in session 
for two months and more, now find it necessary through their commit- 
tees to ask usin the last moment of time to considera bill that we 
have not had an opportunity to read, I think it fair and right to stand 
by,.the law of the Senate for half an hour at least, until we can look at it. 

Mr. HALE. Of course the Senator can have his way. I can only 
say that the bill has been before the Senate ever since about 3 o’clock 
this afternoon. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on agreeing to 
the report of the committee of conference. 

Mr. HOAR. I do not ask to have the report read again, but I desire 


to know what the subject is. 
The title of the bill on which the 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
report is made will be stated. 

The CHIEFCLERK. A bill (H. R. 9418) to incorporate the Washing- 
ton and Western Maryland Railroad Company. 

Mr. FAULKNER. The Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS] 
prar to the taking of the recess called for an explanation of the con- 

erence report. 

The House conferees agreed to all of the amendments made to the 
bill by the Senate Committee on the District of Columbia and adopted 
subsequently by the Senate. There was only one change in an amend- 
ment that was made by the Senate, which the Senate conferees receded 
from upon objection made by the House conferees. 

That amendment provided that the whole amount of stock and bonds 
issued should not exceed the actual cost of the construction and equip- 
ment of the road more than 5 cent. of that cost. When the con- 
ferees met they became satisfied that that was not a practical provision. 
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That provision was stricken out and there was substituted for it a pro- 
vision that the road should becommenced within one year and completed 
within three years. 

Any Senator on a moment's reflection will see the impracticability 
of the provision that was inserted by the Senate, and it is clearly upon 
its face a manifest error, If the road would cost in its construction say 
$500,000, and $250,000 in stock had been subscribed and paid up, and 
bonds to the amount of $250,000 had been issued and those bonds upon 
the market were depreciated iu value 20 per cent., it would then leave 
the company $50,000 in debt on the actual construction of the road ac- 
cording to the assets fixed by the bill, and the stockholders of that 
company under the provisions of the bill would not even be permitted 
to take the money out of their pockets and pay it into the treasury of 
the corporation and receive certificates of stock for the amount paidin 
in order to discharge the bona fide legitimate obligations of the cor- 

ration. 

88 that portion of the amendment of the Senate was re- 
ceded from and the other provision was substituted. That is the only 
change made in the bill by the conference report. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I shall be glad to ask my honorable friend from 
West Virginia, if he will give me his attention, to explain to the Senate 
what is to be the effect of the bill as it regards the line of the Potomac 
River between Georgetown and the boundary of the District as it re- 

ts the amount of land that this railway company is to take between 
present canal and its right of way, and its property interest in the 
canal lands and the stream, and what effect, if this grant be made, it 
is to have upon the A gAn of Congress or the District authorities or 
anybody to control the water-front from Georgetown to the boundary 
of the District. That is a very large and important subject, which I 
should be glad to have my friend explain in regard to the effect of the 
bill upon that question. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Mr. President, I have assumed that when a 
bill had been reported from a standing committee of the House of Rep- 
resentatives, passed that body, had been referred to a standing com- 
mittee of this body, and had been reported favorably after due and 
full consideration, the only question involved in reference to the sub- 
ject now before the Senate would be any amendment or difference be- 
tween the conference report and the bill as it passed this body. 

I desire frankly to say to the Senator from Vermont that I was not 
on the subcommittee in charge of the bill when it was referred to a 
subcommittee of the Committee on the District of Columbia, and there- 
fore have not given that attention to the details and particulars of the 
bill that the subcommittee necessarily gave in ascertaining whether it 
was a proper bill to report favorably. So I can not answer the ques- 
tion of the Senator from Vermont. 

Mr. HARRIS. If the Senator from West Virginia will allow me I 
will state that I raised precisely the question the Senator from Ver- 
mont asked when the bill was pending in the District Committee, and 
suspended action upon it for a week; but the explanation was made 
that the purpose of the company was to construct a retaining-wall and 
fill in so as to give an ample area between the canal and the river for 
the railroad and the tow-path of the canal. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is satisfactory as far as it goes; but I should 
be glad to be informed by somebody what is the width of land between 
thé present canal property and the river that is to be taken by this 
railroad, and how near it will come to the banks of the river going up 
to the District line. 

Mr. HARRIS. That I do not suppose any Senator here can answer 
accurately. It varies. 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN] can 
‘answer it. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator from Maryland can answer it. 

Mr. GORMAN. This charter permits the road to be constructed 
from the free bridge that crosses the Potomac at Georgetown to the end 
of the District line, about 3 miles above, commencing at the bridge. 
There are probably 75 or 80 feet that could be utilized for the tracks 
of the road, running up to the old powder mill at Powder Mill Branch, 
and above there the flat widens out to possibly a quarter of a mile in 
width, which is private property. So to get the right of way it would 
be necessary to condemn part ofthe canal bank by putting up a retain- 
ing wall, and then it would run through private property beyond. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. May I ask the Senator fuss Maayan’ a ques- 
tion? 

on PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Maryland 
y ? 

Mr. GORMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Is there anything in this charter which provides 
the width of land that may be taken by the company as a limit, or is 
it all that they may choose to take between the canal and the river? 

Mr. GORMAN. My impression is that it is simply for two tracks. 
That is my impression, although I am not positive about it. I did not 
draw the charter. But there is no difficulty, let me say to the Senator 
from Vermont, upon that score. There is a very limited at the 
lower end. There is not a great deal that can be acqui I think 
the charter is in the usual form, so fardsIcan see. The bill came 
here from the other House. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not see, if my friend will allow me to inter- 
rupt him, that there is any limit to the width of this line that may be 
taken, and the railway company may therefore take all the ground be- 
tween the present canal property and the river itself. Ordinarily, in 
the States, Iam sure there is a limit of 4 rods, or 6 rods, or 100 feet, 
or 200 feet, or whatever it may be. 

3 In the District when a road passes through streets 
I think the universal rule is, and this charter so provides, that it shall 
be subject to the approval of the District commissioners. It practically 
means only two tracks. I think there is no trouble on that score, and 
there is no interest to be affected adversely. The truth is, 1 suppose, 
that what these gentlemen are looking at is that the canal w runs 
from here to Cumberland is getting to that point where it is not profit- 
able in pushing the canal south, and the old property will be aban- 
doned except forthe water right there, and they are looking for another 
connection with Washington and the West. I have no doubt that is 
what it means. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on concurringin the 
report of the committee of conference. 

The report was concurred in. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills: 

A bill (S. 1384) granting a pension to Margaret J. Cash; 

A bill (S, 1719) granting a pension to Levi B. Smith; 

A bill (S. 2549) for the relief of Mary Isabella R. Clements; 

A bill 2 2977) granting a pension to Henrietta Brown; 

A bill (H. R. 3453) granting an increase of pension to Alfred T. Me- 
Kinsey; aud 

A bill (H. R. 3713) granting au increase of pension to Maria A. 
Rousseau. 7 

The message also announced that the House had passed the bill 
(S. 2886) granting increase of pension to Joseph B. Sellers with an 
amendment in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HALE. I renew my request. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine asks unani- 
mous consent that the unfinished business may be informally laid aside 
to enable him to move the consideration of the deficiency appropriation 
bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What is the unfinished business? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution by the Senator from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] authorizing the Committee on Privileges 
and Elections to investigate alleged election outrages in certain States. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 12571) making appropriations to 
supply deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1889, and for prior years, and for other purposes. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Appropriations with 
amendments. 

Mr. HALE. I move that the formal reading be dispensed with and 
that the bill be read for attion on the amendments reported by the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read at length as in 
Committee of the Whole, and if there be no objection the amend- 
ments of the Committee on Appropriations will be acted upon as,they 
are reached in the text of the bill. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Subject toany reservation on any particular amend- 
ment, as the usual course is. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Subject to the reservation indicated 
by the Senator from Vermont. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. 

The first e ee the Commitee on Appropriations was, under 
the head of State Department,“ on page 2, alter line 20, to insert: 

Reimbursement of Bywater, Tanqueray & Co., of London: To enable tho 
Secretary of State to reimburse Messrs. Bywater, ‘Tan ueray & Co., of London, 
for losses sustained through the pa: mentofeartain arate drewh on e 
of State and the Secretary of the by Julius L. Hudson, of Saint Paul 
de Loando, whileimproperly placed in charge of the United States consulate at 
that place, $446.76. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 3, after line 4, to insert: 

Payment to the widow of Moses A. Hopkins, late minister to Liberia: For pay- 
ment to the widow of Moses A. Hopkins, late minister and consul-general to 
Liberia, the amount of six months’ salary of said officer, $2,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 4, after line 5, to insert: 

Contingent expenses, foreign missions: To enable the properaccounting ofi- 
cers without the payment of any money from the to settle the accounts 
of United States ministers and others on account of the ap 


tingent expenses of foreign missions“ for. the fiscal year ending June 30, 1886, 
by means of utilizing the entire 5 under that head generally, and. 
without to of and unspecified 


the division e amount between s; 
objects, authority is hereby granted for that purpose. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 5, after line 5, to insert: 
evidence to French : To supply a defi- 


ciency of 


relating spoliation claims 
.20 in the appropriation for procuring evidence relative to French 
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spoliation clai being the t necessary to complete ts recom- 
2828 oe laima, being s of State! in! iene Executive Do Desumens Xo. 310, Fiftieth 
Congress, first session, $699.20, z 

The amendment was 

Thenextamendment was, pate the head of Treasury Department, 
in the appropriations for ‘‘ Coast and Geodetic Survey,“ on page 7, after 
line 8, to insert: 

Fo chart x ter’s i , zinc, and chemicals for 
VV 
tr en 

ciate ha weg it tro stone Or ninco a 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the same head, on page 8, line 1, 
to increase the appropriation ( for transfer of Coast and Geodetic Survey 
steamer Gedney from New York to San Francisco, Cal.,’’ from $5,000 
to $6,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. T 

The next amendment was, on page 8, after line 21, to insert: 

INTERNAL REVENUE. 

For So and expenses of agents and subordinate officers of internal rev- 
enue, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 9, under the head of Repairs of 
light-honses,”’ to increase the appropriation “t for Se Gon con to 
ing, os improving light-houses and buildings,“ etc., from $30,000 to 
$60,000. 1 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 10, after line 5, to insert: 

For post-office and custom-house at Atlanta, Ga.: For poros streets around 
ssid building, being for one-third the cost thereof, $1,747.56. 

The amendment was agreed to. ; 

The next amendment was, on page 10, after line 9, to insert: 

Publie building at Portland, Oregon: For the payment of assessments for the 
improvements of streets abutting on block 172, in the city of Portland, Oregon, 
being the custom-house block, assessed to > the United States and unpaid, 
$1,271.82. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The next amendment was, on page 12, after line 2, to insert: 

Contingent expenses, Utah Commission: 

For expenses of the Utah Commission, namely, for traveling ex — ord 
ing, stationery, olerk- hire. office rent, gas, fuel, janitor, postage stamps, other 
necessary expenses, being for the service of the fiscal year 1889, $1, oO. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 12, after line 18, to insert: 

National Museum: 

Heating and lighting National Museum: For expenses of heating the United 
States National Museum for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, $1 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 13, in the appropriations ſor Ex- 
penses of collecting revenue from customs,”’ after line 6, to strike out: 

Relief of William Caldwell: To reimburse William Caldwell as custodian of 
the custom-house at Cincinnati, Ohio, the amount of a certified check, drawn 
Sol P. Kineon, in his favor, on the Fidelity National Bank of Cincinnati, whi 
failed before the presentation of said check, for payment. as a guaranty’ for the 
faithful formance by Kinèon of his contract for furnishing coal to the Gov. 
ernment: Provided, That any dividends that 5 — or may be R on 
this account shall be covered in the Treasury, $1. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 15, line 2, to increase the ap 
priation to supply a deficiency in the appropriation for fuel, lights, 
and water for publie buildings under the control of the Treasury De- 
partment’’ from $20,000 te POTS 

The amendment was 

Mr. TURPIE. I offer the e amendment on page 17—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PALMER in the chair). The Chair 
suggests to the Senator from Indiana that it might be as well to have 
the committee amendments disposed of first, as was suggested when 
the reading of the bill was commenced, and then other amendments 
can be offered. 

Mr. HALE. That was the order of the Senate. 

5 PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that was the 
order. 

Mr. HARRIS. Thatis the uniform practice. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, on 
page 17, after line 16, to strike out: 

Fifth Auditor's Office: That for clerk-hire and other expenses ofauditing — 
accounts under the appropriations to enable the several Executi Sales pring 
of the Government to participate in the Centennial Exposition of the Ohio 
Valley and Central States, there coy be paid out of the unexpended balance 
of said appropriation to employés in the office of the Fifth Auditor for work 
done out of office hours, not exceeding $750, and to Henry W. Coffin, for service 
in and about the preparation of the Government exhibits, not exceeding 8150. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 18, after line 12, to strike out: 


and ber cent. fund arising from the sale of public land te anid Stase tre Tots 
r ce! und aris’ m 
1, 1884. to June 30, 1886, $1,235.21. KRSTE az pee 8 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, on page 18, after line 18, to strike out: 


That the Attorney-General be authorized aud requested to report to the 2 ＋ 
first Congress the legal status of what is known as the 2 inns claim of the 
States of Illinois and Indiana, under the acts of April 18, 1818, and rr psa 19, 
1816, March 2, 1855, and March 3, 1857; and also in connection therewi' 
legal claims or off-sets, if any, the United States has against said States. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 19, after line 2, to strike out: 


Payment to State of Louisiana: To refund the State of Louisiana the amount 
of overpayments of interest to June 13, 1888, on the bonds of the State held as 
Indian trust funds by the United States, $13,602.71. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 19, after line 7, to insert: 


Credit in certain accounts of the Treasurer of the United States: That the Seo- 
retary of the Treasury and the proper aceounting officers of the Treasury De- 
partment be, and they are hereby, authorized and directed to credit in the a- 
counts of the Treasurer of the United States the sum of $24,016.43, now carried 
in the accounts of the office of assistant treasurer of the United States at New 
York and in the general account of the Treasurer of the United States as un- 
available funds,“ and 5 losses incurred in said office without default 
or negligence on the part of the assistant treasurer at New York, said sum be- 
ing the total of the amounts carried in the statement of the ‘Treasurer of the 
—— States in his annual report ſor the 1888 as unavailable funds, office 

of assistant treasurer at New York. And for this purpose the said sum of 
$24,016.43 is hereby ap 


The amendment was agreed to. l 

The next amendment was, at the beginning of page 20, to insert: 

National Board of Health: To pay for erm pos and storage of books, 
reco: and furniture of the National Board of Health from 8 1, 1886, 
to March 4, 1889, and the transportation of the same to the office of the Surgeon- 
General of the Army, where they shall be hereafter stored, $1,004. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 20, after line 7, to insert: 


y the sonnes ot the sr E ae War Wed eee Commissions se- 

lected b — Se the Secretaries, respectively, f the recommendation of 

Bolest Oom rierien pès to TS Rely the) Methods of Businessin the Exec- 

2 22838 etc., each the sum of $400, and to pay to E. J. Redmond and 

H. P. mall, 050 , Stenographers to the Treasury Commission, each the sum of 
$200; ina 600 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 20, after line 16, to insert: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury is authorized to transfer and deliver to the 
Secretary of War, from time to time, as may be necessary, the pay-rolls of the 
volunteer forces during the late war, now on file in the: ‘office of the Second 
Auditor, in order to enable the Secretary of War to have the card - index records 
of the volunteer forces in the late war made complete from all rolls, pay, muster, 
and detached, morning and all other reports containing any information as to 
such soldiers,as to service, pay, bounty, and allowancesof zi kinds, said rolls 
to be returned to the Treasury Department in the like condition in which re- 
ceived, unavoidable wear excepted. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 21, after line 3, to insert: 


To enable the Secretary of the 3 to pay James H. Gilbert balance due 
him as salary as deputy collector and clerk in charge of inspectors at the Chicago 
custom-house, from February 1 to April 24, 1883, $408. 


The amendment was agreed to 
The next amendment was, on page 21, after line 8, to insert: 
For mig teh decorating the publie buildings in the city of New York on the 
occasion brating centennial anniversary of the 5 of the 
first — of the United States, on the 30th of April, 1889, $2,000. 
The amendment was agreed to, 
The next amendment was, on page 21, after line 13, to insert: 


To enable the Secretary of t the Tany to pay to James O. Clephane $229.38; 
to E. D. ee ee and to R. S. Boswell, $164.37; inall, $430, for services ren- 


dered in 5 ographicall; the several t of the case of Hallett Kil- 
pouta vs. John G. Thompson, late Sergeant-at-Arms of the House of Represent- 
ves. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, on page 22, under the head of Police 
court,“ after line 8, to insert: 
For the payment of jurors in the police court of the District of Columbia for 
the fiscal years 1889 and 1890, as per act of Congress approved, 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, under the same head, on page 22, after 
line 12, to insert: 
For pay of bailiffs in charge of said jurors for said periods, $2,400, 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 24, under the head of Water de- 
partment,” to increase the spa ‘*for pumping expenses and 
distribution; to pay-roll of employés for extra services,“ from 
150 to $238.99. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 27, under the head of War De- 
partment, after line 6, to strike out: 
To enable the Secretary of War to pay, the claim of John 3 jr., num- 
bered 78063, allowed and certified to be due by the accounting offi cers of the 


Government and appropriated for Pa Congress in the act approved February 
20, 1886, but erroneously paid to another person, $150. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 27, under the same head, after 
line 13, to strike out: 


That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized and directed to issue 
to William Gray, late a private in Company D, First Regiment of New York 
(Lincoln) Cavalry, a warrant for the sum m of $174.43, in for his claim hereto- 


. 


2516 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


Marcu 1, 


fore allowed by the Treasury Department, and for which claim the said Depart- 
ment issued to said William Gray pay warrant No. 3960, dated 
tember 20, 1865, which warrant was paid on a forged indorsement of the name 
of said claimant, without his authority or knowledge, and for which he has 
never received any benefit whatever, and to pay said reissued warrant out of 
any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. = 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 28, after line 2, to insert: 


Water supply, District of Colambia: To enable the Secretary of War tocause 
to be constructed and put in open a 48-inch cast-iron main from the present 
distributing reservoir above rgetown, easterly to Rock Creek at M street, 
and thence along M street to New Hampshire avenue; thence northeasterly alon: 
New Hampshire avenue to R street north; thence along R street, to connect wit 
the present 48-inch main from the new reservoir at R and Fourth streets, and to 
make the necessary connections and to provide the merce yg tus for 
thereby specially supplying the present deficiencies of waterat gher levels 
of the city, and in general to increase the water supply, $575,000. The said work 
shall be done under the direction of the Chief of Engineers, in the shortest prac- 
ticable time. If it shall appear to the Secretary of War, on the report of the 
Chief of Engineers, that for any cause the work can not be ed on, or 
material therefor can not be obtained as idly as is necessary for the bestand 
most vigorous prosecution of it, he is authorized to provide material by —2 
chase in open market or by special contract for the fabrication thereof, and to 
carry on the work by days’ work or otherwise, as it may seem to him expedi- 
ent. This appropriation shall be inst the revenues applicable to the 
expenses of carrying on the government of the District of Columbia, so that 
one, half will be f from the ‘Treasury ofthe United States and the other half 
from moneys derived from taxation in the District. 

For the survey ofa line for a substantially surface graviy conduit from the 
present distributing reservoir above Georgetown to the new reservoir in the 
city of Washington, to be made by the Chief of Engineers under the direction of 
the Secretary of War, $10,000, orso much thereof as maybe necessary. Thissur- 
vey when made shall be reported to Con together with detailed plans and 


drawings, showing its location, character, and statement of the length of time 
requ for its construction, with a detailed estimate of its cost, including land 
da and all other things pertaining thereto, for the information and con- 


mages, 
sideration of Congress. 
‘This appropriation shall be charged against the revenues applicable to the ex- 
nses of carrving on the government of the District of Columbia, so that one- 
faif will be paid from the Treasury of the United States and the other half from 
moneys derived from taxation in District. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 31, after line 23, to insert: 


Signal Service, contingent expenses: For contingent expenses of the Signal 
Bureau ; repairs to furniture, matting, oil-cloth, shelving, file-cases, and heating 
apparatus for and repairs to building No. 2416 M street, northwest, occupied by 
the Signal Office; for fencing, grading, paving, concreting, and for other abso- 
gr, et expenses, being for the service of the fiscal year ending June 

* „ * 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 32, after line 7, to insert: 

For drainage and alterations inthe shops and storage-rooms of the office of 
the Chief Signal Oficer, corner of Twenty-fourth and M streets,northwest, Wash- 
ington, D. C., $1,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 33, under the head of War, 
miscellaneous, after line 2, to insert: 
To reimburse and pay the sum of $12,412 to each of the following named com- 
nies, to wit: The Chicago and Atchison Bridge Com y, the Kansas City, 
t. Joseph and Council Bluffs Railroad Company, the Hannibal and St. Joseph 
Railroad Company, the Chicago, Rock Island and Pacific Railroad Company, 
and the Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fé Railroad Company for moneys ex- 
pended by said companies in the construction of works at Winthrop, Mo., for 
the ee. of the shores of the Missouri River and necessary to preserve 
navigation at said point; in all, $62,060. 


The amendment was agreed to. i 

The next amendment was, on page 34, line 8, after the word au- 
thority,” to strike out 510,000, and insert 515, 138.84; so as to 
read: 


Telegraph to connect the Capitol with the Departments and Government 
Printing Office: To pay the Standard Under-ground Cable Company, of Pitts- 
burgh, Pa., in full, for under-ground electric cables laid in the city of Washing- 
ton, D. C., in October, 1883, connecting the Capitol, Executive sion, State, 
War, and Navy Departments, and other Government offices, and the Smith- 
sonian Institution, under terms of permit of War Department, dated October 
3, 1883, approved October 9, 1883, by H. G. Wright, Chief of Engineers, or other 
authority, $15,133.84, which said sum shall be in full payment for the purchase 
of said cables and for all demands or equities of said dard Under-ground 
Cable 1 yet against the Government for under-ground electric cables laid 
as aforesaid in the District of Columbia. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 34, after line 15, to insert: 


Contingent expenses, Navy De ent: To pay bill of Wyckoff, Seamans & 
Benedict for indelible ribbons, $45; to pay bill of E. Morrison for stationery, 
$120.23; in all, $165.23, being for the year 1888. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 41, after line 13, to insert: 

Transportation and recruiting, Marine Corps: For expenses of transporta- 
tion and cocewiting, $5,000. ie 5 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 44, aſter line 2, to insert: 

To defray the expenses of observing a total eclipse of the sun, and which, by 
reason of the delay in the passage of said act, was not ded, is hereby re- 
appro} , and the Sec: of the Navy is autho: to use the said $3,000 
tod y the expense of sending a scientific expedition to the west coast of 
Africa to observe Lenni 

sum to 


the total eclipse of the sun which will occur on the 22d day of 
December, 1839; said ded under the direction of a joint commit- 
tee of the National Academy of 


neat ces and the United States Naval Observ- 
The amendment was agreed to. 4 


The next amendment was, under the head of Interior Department,“ 
on page 45, after line 11, to insert: 

For the ent to the legal representati f the late Richard J. h f 
services 2 bursing clerk of the Cenaue Otce, $2,000, Wa 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, on page 48, after line 20, to insert: 

Expenses of commission to negotiate with Ute Indians in Southern Colorado: 
For an additional amount to pay the necessary expenses incurred by the South- 
ern Ute ion under the act of May 1, 1888, $1,000. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of “Post-Office Depart- 
ment, on page 50, to strike out the clause from line 16 to line 24, in- 
clusive, as follows: 

To enable the Postmaster-General to pay to the employés and late loyés 
of the Post-Office Department additional „ „ 
by such employés as were embraced in orders of the Postmaster-General, dated 
April 11 and June 18, ee requiring extra hours of labor, said additional com- 


pensation to be regulated by the extra time said employés were actually en- 
gaged in rendering service under said orders, $13,089, ae) £ 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 51, to strike out the clause from 
line 1 to line 6, inclusive, as follows: 

To enable the Postmaster-General t the loyés and 
the office of the general „ the — . — mail * 
com) tion for extra hours of labor from April 11 to November 18, 1885, in- 
clusive, $258.75. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 51, after line 10, to insert: 


To enable the Postmaster-General to pay to Heman D. Walbridge and Regi- 
nald Fendall, trustees, rent of the post-office at Mount Pleasant, Iowa, at E 
rate of $750 per annum from the Ist day of July, 1885, to the 30th day of Jun 
1888, being the rent agreed upon between the Postmaste: neral and the sai 
trustees by the lease entered into between them and him on the Ist day of July, 
1884, forthe term of four years, $2,250. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 51, after line 20, to insert: 

5 To y fie — e Be ty N 2 N District of Columbia, 

m qu + „ „ 
rent for the time specified. om re e 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Now that we have finished the paragraphs in re- 
gard to the Post-Office affairs, I shall be glad to have the Senator in 

of this bill explain tothe Senate how it happens that some mill- 
ions of dollars appear to be a deficiency for the current fiscal year in 
the Post-Office Department, why the money needed was not appro- 
prend in the regular way? Idare say there is a good explanation, 

ut the public ought to know it, and the records of the Senate ought 
to show it. I notice on page 49 there are certainly, I think, at least 
$2,000,000 provided for as deficiency. 

Mr. HALE. The most direct reason that can be given for the de- 
ficiencies in the Post-Office Department is the constantly increasing 
work of that Department. It has been very large during the last year; 
new routes have been pnt on railroads, and the service of the railway 
mail transportation has been largely increased, andit is undoubtedly the 
fact that in making estimates for the current year the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral did not make his estimates high enough. I will say here to the 
Senator from Vermont and to the Senate generally that the experience 
of the Committee on Appropriations is that every year there will be 
found deficiencies in that Department. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. And it amounts to about $3,000,000. 

Mr. HALE. It amounts to between $3,000,000 and $4,000,000 of 
deficiencies, and I do not expect to see the day when there will not be 
deficiencies there to a considerable amount. I shall be glad if here- 
after the Postmaster-General will take the future squarely in hand and 
make his estimates what he believes will be large enough to cover the 
the year, so that we shall have no deficiencies. But even then the 
chances are that the growth of the country and of the railway mail 
service will be so large that the estimates made even under such con- 
ditions will not equal what will need to be expended. 

—.— EDMUNDS. How did these estimates fall nearly $4,000,000 
ort 

Mr. HALE. The entire appropriations for the Post-Office Depart- 
ment are something colossal. I remember very well that twelve or 
thirteen years ago I had my attention called to the entire expenditures 
of that Department, then about $16,000,000 annually, and they have 
now run up to beyond $60,000,000. This year the chairman of the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads tells me they will amount 
to $66,000,000, more than the entire Government spent thirty-five 
years ago, and at the rate it is going on men who are here may be in 
the Senate at the time when a hundred million dollars will be ex- 
pended in a year by the Post-Office Department. 

The growth is marvelous, and is of a kind that perhaps no Post- 
master-General can keep up with in his estimates. The expenditure 
is a large sum, but the committee found that it was needed and would 
be spent, and I am by no means certain that, even with this, another 
winter there will not be a further deficiency of a few hundred thousand 


dollars. 
Mr. HAWLEY. Will the Senator please tell us how much the ex- 


penditures exceed the postal revenues? 
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Mr. HALE. About $4,000,000. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I think that is doing very well indeed. 

Mr. HALE. The Department is paying up to within about $4,000,- 
000. This can be said for it that while the expenditures are quadruple 
what they were twelve yearsago, the deficiency that has to be supplied 
by Congress from other revenues of the Government is smaller than it 
was at that time. It used to be six, seven, or eight million dollars a 
year when the expenditures were not more than a quarter of what they 
are now. The growth is immense, and the revenues are immense. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Will the Senator tell us the deficiency for the 
last fiscal year? 

Mr. HALE. Four million dollars. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I havenoticed that although there 
is probably, of course, no possible connection between the two circum- 
stances, that preceding a Presidential election the appropriations and 
the estimates run down, an succeeding a Presidential election the de- 
ficiency bills run up. Whether there is any connection between the 
two circumstances I am altogether too modestto suggest. 

Mr. HALE, This is a very large deficiency, undoubtedly. 

The amendment was a to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, in the appropriations for ‘‘ United 
States courts,” on page 53, line 2, before the word thousand,“ to 
strike out one hundred and twenty-four”? and insert two hundred 
and forty;’’ so as to read: 

Fees and expenses of marshals: For payment of special deputy marshals at 
Congressional elections, $240,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. i 

The next amendment was, on page 54, line 11, after the word ‘‘fol- 
lows,” to insert 1877, $993.70; ’? and in line 15, after the word all.“ 
to strike out one thousand and forty-five dollars and sixty” and in- 
sert ‘‘two thousand and thirty-nine dollars and thirty,” so as to make 
the clause read: 

Fees of jurors: For fees of jurors United States courts, being for deficiencies 
on EAA of fiscal years, as follows: 1887, $993.70; 1886, $730.60; 1485, $315; in 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on 54, line 19, after the word fol- 
lows,” to insert 1887, $4,306. 4 and on page 55, line 6, after the 
word ‘‘all,”? to strike out two thousand six hundred and twenty-two 
dollars and twenty and insert six thousand nine hundred and 
twenty-eight dollars and sixty-six; so as to make the clause read: 

Fees of witnesses: For fees of witnesses United States courts, peing for'defi- 
ciencies on account of fiscal years as follows: 1887, $4,306.46; 1886, $1,373.60; 1885, 
$175; 1881, $232; 1882, $800; 1840, $2.05; 1879, $29.25; 1877, $10.30; in all, $6,928.66, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 55, line 12, after the word cents,“ 
to insert for the fiscal year 1886, $1,090; in all, $1,151.78; so as to 
make the clause read: 

$ neo ofthe United 
TFT 
$1,090; in all, $1,151.78, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 55, after line 15, to insert: 

For payment of miscellaneous expenses of United States courts, $10,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations for ‘‘ fees of district 
attorneys,” to strike out the clauses beginning on line 13, page 56, and 
ending on line 22, page 57, as follows: 


To ee ee A. L. Rhodes, special counsel in the Mare Island case, being 
the remaining portion of his fee of $6,000, fiscal gonr 1 000. 

To compensate A. J. Fountain for services while assistant to United 
States attorney for i a of New Mexico, eleven cases for perjury and con- 
spiracy, fiscal year 1887, . 

To compensate J. O. Baird for services as assistant to United States attorney 
for een Gk of Wyoming during June term, 1888, at Buffalo, Wyo., fiscal 

ear 0 
S To compensate Solomon Claypool for services as assistant to the United States 
r the district of Indiana, in tally-sheet cases vs. Simon Coy and others, 


1888, $2,250. 

For compensation of S. G. Hilborn for services in the Mare Island case, in as- 
sociation with A. L. Rhodes, and expenses, $3,750. 

For compensation of D. H. Murphy for services under order of court as assist- 
ant to district attorney for Alaska, from October 9, 1886, to October 13, 1887: Fiscal 
year 1887, $750; fiscal year 1888, $250; in all, $1,000. 

For compensation of J. E. Bruce, assistant to district attorney for southern dis- 
trict of Ohio, to reimburse him for the unpaid portion of the 20 per cent. reduc- 
tion of his salary during the fiscal year 1888, $34.66, 


And in lieu thereof to insert: 

For payment of United States district attorneys for unofficial fees, as set forth 
in House Executive Document No. 56, Fiftieth Congress, second session, as fol- 
lows: Fiscal year 1882, $344.97; fiscal year 1885, $31.50; fiscal year 1886, $500; fiscal 
year 1887, $1,545.15; fiscal year 1888. $3,720.10; in all aT 

For payment of special counsel on behalf of the United States, as set forth in 
House Executive Document No. 56, Fiftieth Congress, second on, as fol- 
lows: Fiscal year 1883, $1,000; fiscal year 1884, $1,000; fiscal year 1885, $1,000; 
fiscal year 1836, $2,000; fiscal year 1887, $1,250; fiscal year 1883, $4,308.63; fiscal 
year 1889, $240; in all, $10,798.66, 


Mr. VOORHEES. I ask the attention of the Senator from Maine 
and request him to state the reason for the amendment, on page 57, 
striking out the clause from line 3 to line 7, inclusive. The services 
in that case were rendered to my personal knowledge. 


Mr. HALE. If the Senator will look a little farther on he will find 
that instead of appropriating piecemeal for these special items we have 
taken the document the Department sent to us and included the whole 
amount in one item, including the specification to which the Senator 
refers, which is a much better way of appropriating. 

Mr. MITCHELL. That explanation refers I suppose to all the items 
on that page? 

Mr. HALE. Yes; to all the items there. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, on 
page 59, after line 7, to insert: - 

For payment to William G. Ewing, United States district attorney for the 
northern district of Illinois, for services rendered in the matter of the final re- 
port of the assignee of the estate of John McArthur, bankrupt, $300, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 59, after line 11, to insert: 

For the payment to Graham H. Harris, of Chicago, III., for services rendered 


in the prosecution at Auburn, N. V., in November, 1888, of E. A. Gardner and 
others for smuggling, $325. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 59, after line 16, to insert: 


For salary of the judge ofthe United States court in the Indian Territory for 
the balance of the current fiscal year and for the fiscal year 1890, $4,700, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 60, after line 12, to insert: . 

For payment of the final judgment and decrees which have been rendered 
under the provisions of the act of March 3, 1887, entitled An act to provide for 
the bringing of suits against the Government of the United States“ as per letter 
of the Attorney-General of February 21, 1889, being Senate Executive Document 
No. 129, Fiftieth Congress, second session, $16,304,88, and such additional sum as 
may be necessary sod rd such costs of suit as have been adjudged in each case, 
and also interest on the respective judgments at the rate of 4 per cent, per an- 
num from the date thereof until the time this appropriation is made. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 61, after line 2, to insert: 


ZO pay Jacob W. Jacots, late sheriff of Keokuk County, Iowa, special deputy 
ma: + in full for expenses in the apprehension of certain persons concerned 
in the burglary of the t-office at Webster, Iowa, as shown by House Execu« 
tive Document No. 59, Forty-ninth Congress, second session, $341.35, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, under the head of Public printing,“ on 
page 62, atter line 2, to insert: 


For printing and binding for the Department of the Interior, to be executed 
under the direction of the Public Printer, $10,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 62, after line 5, to insert: 


For publishing such volumes of nautical instructions as are of the most value 
to the Navy and merchant marine, $8,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 62, line 23, before the word 
‘*press-feeders,’? to insert ‘‘messengers;’’ and on page 63, line 3, before 
the word thousand,“ to strike ont ten““ and insert fifteen;“ so ag 
to make the clause read: 


To pay 15 per cent. in addition to the amount paid for day labor to the em» 
ployés of the Government Printing Office, such as compositors, pressmen, steres 
otypers, laborers, messengers. press-feeders, RECORD folders, counters, engi. 
neers, machinists, firemen; and proof-readers, revisers, copy-holders, make-up, 
and imposer of the bill force, who were and are exclusively employed on the 
night forces of the Government Printing Office during the second session of the 
Fiftieth Congress, $15,000, or so much thereof as TAT DO DAMT Provided, 
That in estimating the said 15 per cent. credit shall be given to the Government 
for whatever has been paid or is now being paid the said employés above the 
rates for day work. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 63, after line 7, to insert: 


To enable the Public Printer to pay for extra hours performed in mailing the 
eee Recorp during the first and second sessions of the Fiftieth Cons 
gress, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
‘The next amendment was, on page 63, after line 11, to insert: 


SENATE. 
oe salaries of officers, clerks, and employés, Senate, for the fiscal year 1889, 


1 . 

For maintaining horses and wagons, 81,500. 

For cleaning and varnishing furniture, $84.66, 

For purchase of furniture, $1,000. 

For materials for repairs of furniture, $590. 

PREY pay of upholsterer for upholstering sofasin committee-room on Naval Af- 
rs, $44. 

For miscellancous items, exclusive of labor, $5,000. 

For expenses of inquiries and ogy cary ordered by the Senate, $20,000. 

For maintaining horses and wagons for the fiscal year 1888, $10.50, 

For fuel, oil, and cotton-waste for heating apparatus, $92.12. » 

For miscellaneous items, exclusive of labor 41 8.75. 

To pay Benjamin Durfee (inaddition to hisannualsalary as clerk to the Com- 
mittee on Finance) foradditional services to the subcommittee on the tariffand 
for preparing tariff testimony and indexes thereto, $2,000. 

To pay for clerical work performed and incidental expenses incurred in the 
tion ordered by the Senate under resolution of October 10, 1888, and 

by the Committee on the Improvement of the Mississippi River and 
its Tributaries, such investigation having been made during the last recess ofthe 
Senate by direction of said committee, $283.85. 


The amendment was agreed to, 


T Ee ee ee FUE bake il 
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The next amendment was, on page 64, reg ear toinsert: 
To enable the 


to which he was appointed, $1,054.80. 

Mr. HALE. The necessity for that appropriation has passed away 
because a resolution has been passed covering the subject, and I ask 
that it be disagreed to. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The reading of the bill” was continued. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, on page 65, after line 3, to insert: 

Bust of the late Chief-Justice Waite: To procure and place in the room of the 
Supreme Court of the United States a bust of the late Chief - Justice Morrison 
Remick Waite, $1,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of “‘ House of Representa- 
tives, on page 65, line 8, to strike out the name Burns,” and insert 
“Burnes”? so as to make the clause read: 

To pay the widow ofthe late James N. Burnes the amount of salary for the 
unexpired term of his service as a member of the Fiftieth Congress, $545.51. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 66, to strike out the clause from 
line 10 to line 17, inclusive, as follows: 


To enable the Secretary of the Senate and Clerk of the House of * 
e on and employés of the Senate and House borne on 
8 on the 20th of October, 1888. inabading the Sapiter 
ee for extra . during . more — a sum equal to one 
month’s pay, at the compensation then the same to be im- 
mediately available. 


Mr. HARRIS. I hope the Senate will not agree to that amendment. 

Mr. HALE. Will the Senator yield to me? 

Mr. HARRIS. Certainly; I yield to the Senator from Maine. 

Mr. HALE. This is one of the items on which there will be a con- 
test, and I ask, as the reading is progressing rapidly, that it be passed 


over. 

Mr. HARRIS. I acquiesce in that suggestion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there is no objection, the amend- 
ment will be passed over. 


The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, on page 66, line 18, to strike out the 
name Gormon and insert Gorman; so as to read: 

a DI IE, HRS WSOP ThA non R GE TOVONDA See * 
pago. ; 


The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of Judgments Court of 
Claims,” on page 74, after line 10, to insert: 

srg gover poor gt oa 3 5 per cent. per annum from Febru- 


with interest at 5 — annum from June 20, 1888, 
section 1090, Statutes aii 


Harry J Milligan, $146; 

William N. Heyward, $48; 

Frederick Parsons, 

Alfred T. Dillard, $33; ° 

G. G. Eaves, $157; 
W. Lin ter, $79; 
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Ebenezer N. O. C ough, $394: 
Lenoir M, Erwin, $42; 
Joseph M. Stafford, $127. 10; 
John W. Calder rs 

eden, $1,396, 

To pay interest — per 
27, 1889, under section 1090, Revised Statutes, on a 
dered by the Court of Claims in ease No. 12487, 
provided for in the principal sum, $391.98. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, on page 76, line 17, after the word all, 
to strike out ‘‘two hundred and forty-eight thousand eight hundred 
and seventy-one dollars and six,“ and insert ‘‘three hundred and eight 
thousand one hundred and sixty-three dollars and forty- * so as 
to make the serene read: 

In all, $508,163.43: Provided, That none of the judgments herein provided for 
shall be paid 9915 the right of appeal shall have expired. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 3, on page 83, under the head of 
Navy Department claims allowed by the Fourth Auditor and Second 
Comptroller,” in line 16, after the words ‘‘for pay of the Navy,” to 
strike out $256,948. 65.“ 

Mr. HALE, The words proposed to be stricken out should be re- 
stored, with the proviso I send to the desk added. 


annum from September 8, 1888, to February 
udgment for $2,256.75, ren- 
rge H. Palmer, already 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Maine asks the 
Senate to disagree to the amendment of the committee striking ouf, 
and to insert a proviso which will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


e eee gd paar we one of the claims to which this ropriation 
be pa! therefrom whioh 8 


to the ergs of the fling 07 the petition in the Court of eee u which the 
judgment was rendered, which being affirmed rd the Su urt has been 
adopted by the accounting officers as the basis for 88 of said claim. 


Mr. VOORHEES. I only partially heard the amendment, and as it 
is an important one I take the liberty to ask that it be read again. 
The Secretary again read the proviso. 


Mr. VOORHEES. Ido not want to embarrass the of the 
bill, but I desire either now or at some other time to take the sense of 
the Senate upon the proposition to make a statute of limitations retro- 
active upon claims of the same character that elsewhere in this bill 
reach back for twenty and thirty years. I know no reason why this 
class of claims should be discriminated against by a proviso of that kind; 
but ifthe Senator will allow, when the bill is read through, the right 
to discuss the amendment he proposes to be reserved, I will Jet the 
matter pass now and go back to it when we reach the end of the bill. 

Mr. HALE. That may be done, Mr. President. 

Mr. HARRIS, Let it be left open until the rest of the amendments 
are acted upon. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Yes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be passed over, 
and the reading of the bill will proceed. 

The Secretary resumed the reading of the bill. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, in 
section 2, page 84, to strike out the clause from line 17 to line 20, in- 
clusive, as follows: 


To enable the 8 arad to pay for extra hours performed in mailing the 
8 c d second sessions of the Fiſtieth Con- 
gress, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was to insert as a new section the following: 


Src. 3. That for the payment of 1 5 9 claims certified to be due by the 
several accounting officers of the 3 under approp: ions 
se of which have been x carried to the surplus Dina under 

the provisions of portion E Of the sabor Jans 90. bre ape e ns 
heretofore treated as 3 being for the service of the fiscal year 1585 and 1886 and 
prior years, unless otherwise stated, and which have been certifi 
under section 2 of the act of July 7, 1884, as fully set forth in Senate Soedure 
Document No. 132, Fiftieth Congress, second session, except such as may be in 
favor of the several bonded Pacific i railroads, and such others as are specially 
excepted, there is appropriated as follows: 

CLAIMS ALLOWED BY THE FIRST COMPTROLLER, 


State Department: 
Foreign intercourse: For loss on bills of exchange, diplomatic service, $8.38. 


Department: 
Internal revenue; For drawback on stills Fg meg (act March 1, 1 9a 
For refunding taxes illegally collected, $3,66 “Provided, That if it 
by legal proof, to the satisfaction of the 8 yer the ‘Treasury, 5 the 
corporations named in said executive document as paying said tax never de- 
ducted or withheld the same from the alien of such stock or bonds and 
wa the same is not due to said aliens, payment may be made to the corpora- 
ion. 
peta per eee am 5 a 
For post-office and subtreasury b „ Mass., $4,879. 
For custom-house building at Cleveland, Ohio, o. $2,711.81. 
For post-office and court-house building at elphia, Pa., * PE 
For court-house and po mee building at Jefferson City, Mo., 
Interior Departmen 
For investigation of an ston cases, special examiners, Pension Office, $36.50. 
For contingent expenses of land offices, $4.33. 
For protecting the public lands, $5.25. 
For surveying the public lands, 886.22. 
eae reimbursement to receivers of public moneys for excess of deposits, 
Department of Justice: 
a expenses: For fees and expenses of marshals, United States courts, 
For fees of commissioners, United States courts, $35.40. 
For fees of witnesses, United States courts, 8720.90. 
Sra support of prisoners, United States courts, $387.30. 
For e eee FFF 
For salaries, district marshals, $394. 


CLAIMS ALLOWED BY THE FIRST AUDITOR AND COMMISSIONER OF CUSTOMS, 

For expenses of collecting the revenue from customs, $8,324.60. 

For repayment to 5 excess of deposits for unascertained duties, act 
of August 5, 1882, $423. 

For Light-House Establishment, 1881 and 1862, $261.96. 


WAR DEPARTMENT CLAIMS ALLOWED BY SECOND AUDITOR AND SECOND COMP- 
TROLLER. 


For pay for two and three years volunteers, $71,387. 
For bounty to yolunteers and 82 haita and egal! heirs, $72,875.61. 
For bounty, act of July 28, 1866, $ 
For pay, ete., of the Army, 1885 — * 
For pay, etc., of the Army, 1887, $7, 
For pay, etc., of the Army, 1888, $2,531. 55. 
For expenses of recruiting, 339.78. 
For contingencies of the y Pass $105. 
For artificial limbs, $75. 
For reimbursing Massachusetts for ex 
the harbors and strengthening the forti! 
6. 


years, $2,094.52. 


id in protecting 
act of July 7, 1534), 


nses incurred and 
cations on the coast 
INTERIOR DEPARTMENT (INDIAN) CLAIMS ALLOWED BY THE SECOND AUDITOR 
AND COMPTROLLER. 
For pay of Indian agents, $331.37 
For end cidental expenses of Indian service in Dakota, $22.88, 
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CLAIMS ALLOWED BY THIRD AUDITOR AND SECOND 
War Department: 
ia ee of the Army, $62. acs tthe 
‘or er's Department, except claims 
Central Nail cifie “talon Company EAL — Dante 
For incidental expenses, pean oe aang are hai of the 
Southern Pacific Company n C the 
way Company, $175. 
‘or transportation of the Army and its supplies, 1887, $62.25. 
For transportation of the Army and its 1s86and prior years, except the 
5 Central Pacific the Sioux and Pacific Railroad Companies, 
or barracks and quarters, $1,015.52. 


For horses for cavalry and artillery, $318.84. 
For rtation, except the claims of the Union Pacific Rail- 


AT y, $4.45. 
‘or contingencies of fortifications, $4,203.60. 

For reimbursement to certain States and Territories (State of 8 ex- 
Fame zr incurred in repelling invasions and suppressing Indian hostilities, ac of 

* 
For pay, transportation, prvok, and supplies of Oregon and Washington 

volunteers in 1859 a and 1856, $906.22. 

For Rogue River Indian war of 1854, $47.18. 

For keeping, supplying, and transporting prisoners of war, $143. 

For pea iad cent, additional ‘compensation, $175.23. 

For bridge trains and equipage, $30. 

For commutation of rations to prisonersof war in rebel States and to soldiers 
on furlongh, $9,394.12. 

For horses and other property lost in the military service, $24,708.66. 


NAVY DEPARTMENT CLAIMS ALLOWED BY THE FOURTH AUDITOR AND SECOND 


COMPTROLLER. 
For pay of the Navy, dollars, 
For nl misce! 
Menta contingent, Marine Corps, except the claim of the Central Pacific Railroad 
m 
Wor oon ngent, Bureau of Equipment and and Clothing, S15 
For provisions, Na tan o 9 and Ch $18,843.68. 
For ents on on total ra beddi ion and i by order, fi i- 
or payen on account of cloi — for san 
tary pu {pera the spread of con ous diseases, 75. 
For ‘orleans hip bon ent clothing, 800. 
For seamen bounties to seamen, $208.67. 
zor ponniy for the destruction of enemies’ vessels, $28.10. 
For the payment of claims for difference between actual and mile- 
age allowed under the decision of the United States Supreme Court in the case 
Graham vs. The United States, $1,568.12. 


CLAIMS ALLOWED BY THE SIXTH AUDITOR. 
5 in the revenue, 1866 and claims 
y ne posal sevens ne, — 1 years, except the 


of th Pacific Railroad, and the Southern Pacific Rail- 
road Company of California, $13,912.05. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to insert, after line 6, on page 93, the fol- 
lowing additional section: 


FRENCH SPOLIATION CLAIMS. 
Sec, 4. To pay the findings of the Court of Spont 1 the following claims for 
indemnity for spoliations by the French pain oa to Jul wy age sar under the act en- 


titled “An act to provide for the American citizens 
for spoliations commi by the French prior z the sist ‘an of July, 1801,” 
r, namely: 


namely: 
schooner Ind „Benjamin ä 
Thomas Cushing, e of Marston 'atsun, $6,555; 
administrator of Peter C. Brooks, $3,000; 
2 Sohier, administrator of Nathaniel Fellowes, $1,000; 
laggo, administrator, and Susan B. Samuels, administratrix of Crow- 


On schooner 
George He 2 award] a 
a of Peter O. 
of executor of 
English, $500; 

l- Charles F. Hunt administrat administrator of Joseph Russell, $1,000 ; 

H r eee and Susan B. Samuels, administratrix of Crow- 
On schooner Little ‘William Auld, master, angie Francis King Carey, 


administrator of Sam Uingsworth. $5,960. 
E n Stewart Strobeland Henry 


L. Bruns, administrators 
On toe ship Eliza, John Borrowdal 
the Insurance Com 


„W. 


cll Hatch, $1,000 


Nile Gra, 

ooper, 
On the Eliza, iel 
8 ers, administrator de non of N eee 


Thomas J, Boardman, administrator debonis non of Daniel Francis, deceased, 


On hie 9 Industry, Benjamin Hawkes, master, namely: The New 

= op Og Se B. Bleecker, jr., Charles C. Leary, r 
inted February 10,18 = of of former receivers. deceased, $7,000; 

2 — the brig Anna, master, namely: The Insurance Company 


of the State of ana, Peter Bingham, 
On the brig Dolley, Arnold Higgi iggins, ae namely: The Insurance Com- 
pany of the State of e „88,031.51 
On the ship John, master. ‘namely: William Gray, adminis- 
mor de bonis non of Willian Grag Gray, jr., deceased, $45. 1 
Fisher Ames, administrator de bonis non of Fisher deceased, — 
Fisher Ames, administrator de bonis non of John Worthington, deceased, $1 


993; 

On the brig Volante, Thomas Barker, master, namely: William 2 
ministrator with the will annexed of the estate of William Gray, jr., of 
e The Helen Plumsted, Th Corry, master, namely: The 

n the ner omas : 
Insurance Company of the State of Ivania, $9,506; 
On the hee PEN lie, Benjamin 


ship Accepted M: o, master, namely: 
John P. Delano, —— of Eph. Delano, $8, O17; r 


Richard H. T. lor, administrator of Joshua Hilton, 88,017; 
Thomas H. H Perkins 8 administrator of John C. Jones, $640; 
William Sohier, administrator of . — Fellowes, $700; 
On the schooner Nancy, A a k, master, namely 
8 King ng administrator 24 5 bonis non of the State of Samuel Hol- 
orth. 
Sands Smii ih administrator of William Respass, 
soda Two H. Fry, master, rea, Francis King Carey, 
Fortune nen of the „FFF 


„administrator of John 6. Tonn =, $1,500; 
of Peter C. Brooks, assignee of Board- 


Susan B Samuels, administrators of Crowell Hatch, 


illiam Sohier, sdminisirator of Nathaniel Fellowes, sh 1:000; 


5 ERR, le $ 


Jo! 3 
Charlee Feces Ad dams, h parer hapag ete., of Peter Chardon Brooks, assignee 
of William Smith, $500; 
Charles Francis Adams, administrator, etc., of Peter Chardon Brooks, assignee 
of Stephen Gorham, $500; 
Charles Francis Adams, administrator, ete., of Peter Chardon Brooks, assignee 


of Daniel en 

Charles Francis A administrator, etc., of Peter Chardon Brooks, assignee 
of Laune Rands, administrator of Caleb Hopkins, $500; 

Charles Francis Adams, administrator, eto. o Peter Chardon Books, assignee 
of John —— $500 ; 

Charles Francis Adams, administrator, etc., of Peter Chardon Brooks, assignee 


of Tuthill Hub! 
Thomas H. Per! administrator of John C. Jones, $500; 
Robert C. Mackay, executor of William M 


ackay, $500; 
Ebenezer Gay, the younger, executor of Ebenezer Gay, the older, assignee of 
Thomas English, 
William Sohier, administrator of Nathaniel Fellowes, $500; 
5 president and directors of the Insurance Company of North America, 


Napoleon Harvey, as administrator of the estate of Samuel Welch, ee 05; 
2 Harvex, as ages ay rel of the estate of Ezra Welsh, $1,208. 
Gemmill, master, anme: 

r de bonis non of Jeremiah Yellott, de- 


„ 8 


— S sh: — iaaa; 
eee ix with the will, etc., of James Bu- 
3 


David bt oat Gi Gill, administrator of Gabriel Wi Wood, „819.765; 

On the ee otiia. John om master, namely : 

John O. G. Almani ; Sclministrator, $3,113.33; 

Gi 4 — thew 

Gilbert R. Kor ita jr., administrator de bonis non of T. Willock, $6,233.33; 
ent directors of the Insurance Company of Norsh America, 

On the schooner Neutrality, Thomas 

Charles A 


„master, namely 
Francis Adams, Bonis non of Peter C. Brooks, de- 
assignee of Tuthill Hubbart, $600 
Hobi S Adams, as assignee of Isaac Rands, administrator of Caleb 
opkins, 
William Sohier, administrator de bonis non of Nathaniel Fellowes, deceased, 
p gham Holmes, administrator de bonis non of Ebenezer Lobdell, deceased, 
On the brig Marcus, Tsaae Miles, master, namel 
Charles F ‘administrator of Peter O. Brooks, assignee of Tuthill Hub- 
bard, Willen Smith, David Green, and Caleb Hopkins, $1,201; 
William , administrator of Nathaniel Fellowes , $2 
Henry W. Blagge and Susan B. Samuels, administrators be Crowell Hatch, 


On the schooner Phoenix, Solomon Babson, master, namely: 
inistrator of Marston Watson, $10,846.. 57; 
Fellowes, 


Thomas H. Perkins, administrator of J. C. J 000; 
F. administrator of J. Some si 


Charles unt, , surviving partner of Jeffre 
& Russell, $1,000; z z 
Francis M. Boutwell, adm’ of Cobb, $1,000; 


inistrator of Benjamin 
Frederick O. Prince, administrator of James Prince, $500: 
James C. Davis, administrator of Cornelius Durant, ‘0 
the brig Mary, Alexander Ross, master, namely 
Francis Adams, administrator of Peter C. Rear assignees of William 


Smith, Daniel D. 3 Greene, Bussey, Benjamin Homer, 
and Tuthill H 400; 

Francis M. inistrator of Samuel Cobb, $840; 

William Vi administrator of Samuel Brown, — A 

H. Burr go administrator of Thomas 


George 
John A 840. 
. Edward Watson, master, namely: Robert M. 
Banka, ad — de bonis non . — J pectin deceased, $28,349.83 ; 
„ Thomas 1, master, namely: 
wate Depa sit and Company, of Baltimore, administrator of Alexander 
er, 


any L. Dashiel and David Steuart, administrators of James Corrie, the older, 


On the ship Catharine, John Farraday, master, — z 

Charles Biddle, administrator of John Craig, $5,565; 

The Insurance Company of the State of Pennsylvania, $1 

On the schooner Betsey, William 5 — master, namely: 2 Wilen B. Ropes, 
administrator de bonis non of Hardy Ropes, $6,334 ; 

On the ship Louisa, Holden Tallman, master, namely: Samuel Wells, admin- 
istrator of John Clarke, $15,650; 

On the ship Joanna, Philip Fosdick, at first, afterward Zebđie1Coffin, master, 


A S. Lamson, administrator debonis nonof Paul Gardner, George Gard- 
ner, Lubni Gardner, and Zenas Gardner, $19,746.62; 
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Philip Macy, 
David P. E dridge, administrator de bonis non of Sylvanus Macy, $4,936.65; 


administrator de bonis non of Obed Macy, $4,936.65 


Robert F. Gardner, administrator de bonis non of Prince Gardner, $9,873.31; 
2 B. pieni jra Charles C. Leary, receivers of the New York Insurance 
mpany, 
On th thet tie ur James e master. namely: Cassius E. Lee, jr., ad- 
ministrator of Wiillam H 
On the brig Betse: N ony Reis 11 namely: James F. Breuil, admin- 
istrator of Francis reuil, . 
Eyt, president and directors of — 1 Company of North America, 


420; 
The Insurance Company of the State of Pennsylvania, $19,600; 
On the brig Amelia, Benjamin Houston, master, namely: 
Richard C. MeMurtrie, administrator of John 5 deceased, surviving as- 
signee in bankruptcy of Ross & Simson, $5,475.08 
The president and directors of the Insurance ‘Company of North America, 


40 
he Insurance e e of the State of Pennsylvania, $2,450 

On the ship Raven, Thomas Reilly, master, namely: 

D. ches 5 Savage, administrator of John’ Savage, deceased, $9,494 

Henry Lisle Waln, surviving executor of Jacob S. , Waln, deceased, surviving 
assignee in bankruptcy of Thomas Murgatroyd, $9,298 

Henry Pettit, cea of Andrew Pettit, deceased, surviving assignee 
3 Vasse, 


M. H. M. 


in; rtner of James Crawford 5 Oo., 
chard C. Leg ty! has, administrator of st John Bohlen, deceased, 3 as- 
signee of Ross & Simson, $784; 
rge Blight, administrator of Peter Blight, deceased, $539 ; 
William A. Fuller, administrator of John Leamy, deceased, $539; 
D. Fitzhugh Sava, à ey e nga of John Savage, deceased, surviving as- 
signee of Rundle & 
Geo eorge W. Guthrie, 9 of Alexander Murray, deceased, surviving 
partner of Miller & Murray, $784; 
Francis A. Lewis, administrator of John Miller, jr., deceased, $7: 
Henry Pratt McKean, surviving executor of Henry Pratt, 2 surviving 
e = Pratt and Knitzing, $784; 
James S. Cox, administrator of James 8. Cox, d $688; 
The Pennsylvania coupes’, for Insurance on Lives and Granting Annuities, 
administrator of Thomas M. Willing, deceased, surviving partner of Willing 


Francis, $784; 
William Rumford Howell, administrator of Samuel Howell, deceased, $490; 
Samuel Bell, administrator of John G. Wacksmuth, deceased, 
Francis R. Pemberton, administrator of John Clifford, deceased, ' surviving 
partner of Thomas and John Clifford, $490 ; 
On the brig Pratt, Joseph Hawkins, master, namely: 
Joseph T. robson, administrator of James Brobson, deceased, $3,777.50; 
Joseph T. Brobson, administrator of Isaac yd junior, deceased, surviving 
caster of the firm of Starr & Pritchett, $3,777, 
P Craig B. Ritchie, administrator of Joseph Fo per deceased, surviving part- 
ner of the firm of Summer! & Brown, $3,777.50; 
Sidney J. Rumford, administrator of Isaac Hendrickson, deceased, $3,777.50; 
On the brig Susan, Major Lines, master, namely 
Jeremiah A. Bishop, administrator of Richard Catler, deceased, $1,827.48; 
Jeremiah A, Bishop, administrator of Jeremiah Atwater, deceased $628,723; 
Jeremiah A. Bishop, administrator of Jeremiah Townsend, second, deceased, 


727; 
Jeremiah A. Bishop, administrator of Major Lines, deceased, $628,723; 
Jeremiah A. Bishop, administrator of Andrew Hull deceased, $628.72}; 
Jeremiah A. Bishop, administrator of Seth De Wolf, deceased, $314. 10; 
The New Haven Insurance Company, $3,822; 
On the br Hope, Richard To oppen master, namely: 
man, receiver o Boston Marine Insurance Com ny, $3,465; 
2 C. W. e, administratrix of William Stanwood, deceased, 
785.11; 


Francis A. McKeen, special administratrix of Richard Toppan, deceased, 


David D. Gilman 5 de bonis non, will annexed, of estate of John 
Dunlap, deceased, $1,956. 

gas = e brig 5 — Wrakington, John Devereaux, master, namely: 

gston McCay, administrator de bonis non cum testamento annexo of Stephen 

Kineton ager $5,462.48 

‘The Insurance Company of the State of master namely 840; 

On the schooner aah Chat Douglass, master, namel; 

— G. Sill, admin r of Daniel Douglass, $2, 

G, sill, administrator of Josiah Douglass, $2,202. 

The ode Island Hospital Trust Company, AN; 
On the bigi Sally, John Craft, master, namel: 
Charles F, „administrator of Peter C. ks, deceased, $9,900; 
Henry W. RHiagge and S. B. Samuels, administrators ‘of C. G ach $2,000 
Francis M. Boutwell, administrator of Mungo Mackay, deceased, 890 
David Greene Haskins, jr., administrator of D. Greene, deceased, $500; 
John C. Ropes, inistrator of Thomas Amory, d $300; 

John H. Moriarity, administrator of James Scott, deceased, eased, $200; 
Thomas H. Perkins, administrator of John C. Jones, 
William Sohier, administrator of Nathaniel . deceased, doo 
On the sloop Farmer, Samuel mely : 
Charles Francis Adams, administrator of Peter C. Brocks, $1,850; 
David Greene Haskins, jr., administrator of David Greene, 55 8 
Bu due an and Samuels, inistrators of Crowell Hatch, $1,100 

p Speculator, John S. Billings, master, namely 

Charles Pransis Adams, administrator of Peter C. Brooks, deceased, 8867 
Henry W. and Susan B. Samuels, administrators of esseed 42 Match. 


William Sohier, administrator of Nathaniel Fellowes, deceased, oe 
John W. Apthorp, Ea rer eared of Caleb Hopkins, deceased, $i, 

William S. Carter, administrator of William Smith, deceased, $1, 000; 
Daniel D. Slade, eee of Daniel D. Rogers, d 

Robert Grant, udministrator of William H. Boardman, deceased, $400; 
Frank Dabney, administrator of Samuel W. Pomeroy, deceased, $600; 

On the schooner Elizabeth, Thomas L 0 manor 3 


Frederick J. Huntington, as administrato ihe estate of Jabez 
93 

Charles Francis Adams, jr., as administrator as aforesaid, $1,600 

Henry W. Blagge an d Susan B. uels, as admin rators . 8800; 

On the brig Anthony, John Garrett, master, namely 

The president and rs of the Insurance 8 of North America, 


James Crawford Dawes, administrator of James Crawford, surviving partner 
of James Crawford & Co., $3,796.32; 


On the ship Arethusa, Robert McKown, master, namely: 
William Keith and Ormus B. Keith, surviving executors of Samuel Keith, 


212 
The president and directors of the Insurance Company of North America, 


The 8 Company of the State of Pennsylvania, $1,764; 

On the brig Clarissa, Alexander Thomas, master, ii 

The Insurance Company of Pennsylvania, 811. 36.13 ve 

On the shi Confederacy, Seott Jenckes, maste 

Henry E. Pierrepont, executor of the will of tor — 8. Pierrepont, the late 
surviving partner (deceased) of the firm of Leffingwell & Pierrepon $160, 478.29; 
an B. ag Tey , jr., and Charles U. Leary, receivers of the New Yor Insurance 

mpany, 

On the schooner Isabella, Robert Mercer, master, namely: 

M. H. Messchert, administrator of Jacob Gerard Koch, deceased, $4,034.54; 

‘The president and directors of the Insurance Company of North ‘America, 


„900; 

In the brig Maria, Samuel Taylor, master, namely 

The eee and directors ofthe Insurance eee North America, $5,880; 
Horace B. Sargent, jr., administrator of Daniel ene At deceased, $f4, 916, 93; 
On the scow Polly ‘Anthony Sankey, master, namely 

James F. Brueil, administrator of Francis Brueil . $2,968, 

The resident and directors of the Insurance eee of Nonh. 8 


228. 
On the he ship William, Richard Barker, master, name 
William F. Gardner, administrator with the will 3 of Caleb Gardner, 
deceased, $41,578; 
The president and directors of the Insurance Company of North America, $2,- 


0; 

William Vernon, administrator of Samuel Brown, deceased, $10,394.50 

Philip Harwood Vernon, administrator de bonis non estate of William Vertion, 
deceased, $31,183.50; 

On the schooner Alert, Jacob Oliver, master, 

William Gra: 


namely : 
ray, administrator of of William Gray, jr., $2,852.66; 
On the ship Josiah Obear, master, namely: 
William Gray, ministrator of William Gray, jr., $14,141.13; 
Francis A. Gray, administrator of Samuel Gray, $7,214. 08 ; 
On the brig Alert, Robert Gray, master, namely 
William Gray, administrator with the will al anwexed of the estate not admin- 
istered of William Gray, deceased, $1, 
On the schooner Elizabeth, Thomas Trott, master, nam 5 
John Wetherbee, administrator of the estate of James Ti ale, deceased, $600; 
On the schooner Frederick, John Gilbert Clark, master, namely: 
Marion Adeline Caverl ,administratrix cum testamento annczo estate of John 
Gilbert Clark, deceased, 
The Union Trust Company of New York, administrator of Jacob Doty, de- 


ceased, $21,830 

William Milligan, administrator of George Wattles, deceased, $21,830; 

On the bri Ruby, William Bartlett, master, namely : 

Jeremiah Nelson, administrator of Jeremiah Nelson, Tega $2,692.22; 

Charles Savory, administrator of Moses Savory, $2,674. 

Charles G. Wood, administrator of Abner Wood, $2,150. 

Charles Francis Adams, administrator of Peter C. rocks: ' saline of William 
Smith and David Green, $2,000; 

Charles H. Ladd, surviving executor of Nathaniel A. Haven, $400; 

Amos Noyes. administrator of Zebudee Cook, $100 

William Sohier, EEE NE of Nathaniel Fallows, $1,000 

Henry W. Blagge and Susan B. Samuels, administrators of Crowell Hatch, 


000 
On the ship Light. Horse, John Hoff, master, namely: 
ulia M. Sands, administratrix of Comfort Sands, $7,318.66; 
On the ship Eliza, James Odell, master, namely : 
.Blackmar, administrator de bonis non cum testamento annexo estate 
of Francis Amo , deceased, $12,341.40 
on France Adams, Kaner of Peter Charden Brooks, assignee, 


bc Sohier, administrator of Nathaniel . $064; 
William Vernon, administrator of Samuel Brown, $ 

Francis M. Boutwell, administrator of Benjamin Obb, $166; 
Abel H. Bellows, administrator of . W. Geyer, $166; 
Henry W. Blagge and Susan B. Samuels, ‘administrators of Crowell Hatch, $166; 
Francis M. Boutwell, administrator of Joseph Blake, $1 
William ged administrator of William Gray, 8832; 
William G. Perry, administrator of Nicholas Gilman, $332; 
Charles K. Cobb, administrator of John Codman, $166; 

John H. Moriarty, administrator of James Scott, $83; 
Edward I. ae administrator of Israel Thorndike, $83; 


John C. Ropes, administrator of Thomas Amory, $664; 
Thomas Oushing, administrator of Marston Watson, $332; 
Robert Grant, inistrator of William H. Boardman, $166; 


David G. Haskins, administrator of David Greene, $166; 

Horatio H. Hunnewell, executor of John ees $166; 

William Powell Perkins, administrator of Thomas Perkins, $166; 

Horace B. Sargent, jr. inistrator of Daniel 

Horatio H. Hunnewell, administrator of Arnold Welles les ie 5 0 

Horatio H. Hunnewell, administrator of Arnold vanes 

Edward I. Browne, administrator of Moses Brown, 

Frank Dabney, administrator of Samuel W. lyg Pomeroy, ses 

Lawrence Bond, administrator of Nathan 

Edward Hooper, administrator of Benjamin "Bussey, $332 

On the shi 88 John Pollard, master, namely: James S. Humbird, 
trustee, eto. „560; 

On the ship Rebecca, Daniel Brazier, master, nam yg 2 
Sg oe L. Stephenson, administrator of Samuel phenson, deceased, $2,- 
Wülflam Gray, administrator of the estate 5 Gray, deceased, $2,000 ; 


8 Thomas Boyle, master, namel; 
John Me: n Carrere and David Stewart, adminis de bonis non of John 
Carrere. 


deceased, $2,207 
John Stewart, receiver of the penance Insurance pica rat he 000 ; 
On the brig Two Sisters, J: 3 — master, name], 
Sarah S. Owings and banger nietrstors d de bonis non of Nicholas 
non of Jeremiah Yellott, de- 


Owings, survivi er of Bose 85. 
e Woodyear, administrator de bon: 


a ohn Kere receiver of the Baltimore Zupane 8 $10,000 


On the ship Friendship, John Rod; 
Pey Ann B Smith, administra ae as bots we non 3 Smi p ERN 


Ma 
May eee receiver oft Tee Maryland Insurance N 566 ; 
On ship Port Mary, Thomas Hewitt, master, namel y: 

Alexander Maitland, administrator de bonis non of Robert Lenox, $6,833; 
James K. administrator de bonis non of Archibald Gracie, 


John N. A. — trustee of the United Insurance Company of New York, 
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On the brig Virginia, Mark Butts, master, a 

Samuel R. Adams, administrator of Richard Veitch, surviving partner of 
eae ares & Veitch, $19,762; 

E. Francis Riggs, administrator of James Laurason, surviving partner of 
Shreve & Laurason, $3,934.33; 

Anthony Hyde and Charles M. Mathews, executors of W. W. Corcoran, $79.09; 

James M. Johnston, administrator de bonis non of George W. Riggs, $79.09; 

Robert I. Chew, administrator of Richard Smith, $79.09; 

On the schooner Hero, Thomas Hammett, master, nanan 

Ann Elizabeth Marshall, administratrix de bonis non of William Robb, $3,475; 

On the sloop Endeavor, James Miller, master, namely: 

Henry J. Gardner, administrator of Matthew Cobb, $5,452.39; 

On the schooner Eliza, William Cheever, master, namely: 

Wiltiam Gray, administrator of William Gray, jr., $6,000; 

William P. Andrews, administrator of Samuel Page, $5,651.50; 

On the schooner Trial, Daniel Ropes, jr., master, pamely: 

George M. babes oe administrator de bonis non of John Norris, $11,867; 

On the schooner Richard and Edward, Ebenezer Giles Evans, master, namely: 

William Gray, administrator of William Gray, jr., $3,430; 

Richardson Knowland, administrator of E. G. Evans, $3,139; 

On the schooner Eutaw, William Smith, master, namely : 
eens Merven Carrere and David Stuart, adchinistrators of John Carrere, 

The president and directors of the Insurance Company of North America, 


760; : 

John Stewart, receiver of the Baltimore Insurance Company, $10,000; 

On the schooner Sisters, John Bradish, master, namely: 

Robert S. O. Griffith, administrator of Nicholas Owings, surviving partner of 
the firm of Rogers & Owings, $682.50; : 

Henry W. rs, administrator of John Bradish, $3,414.50; 

John Stewart, receiver of the Baltimore Insurance Company, $4,410; 

On the ship Lydia, John Moore, master, namely: 

Augusta H. Chapman, administratrix of Reuben Shapley, $8,270; 

James W. Emery, administrator of Thomas Manning, $100; 

J. Hamilton Shapley, administrator of Edward Cutts, $100; 

George W. Haven, administrator of Moses Weodward, $100; 

Stephen Decatur, administrator of Samuel Stover, $100; 

Francis E. Langdon, administrator of Clement Stover, $100; 

Fred. P. Jones, administrator of Martin Parry, $100; 

On the brig Minerva, Samuel Endicott, master, namely: 

William Gray, administrator of William Gray, $10,419.23; 

On the schooner Emily, William Emerson, master, namely: 

John Stewart, receiver of the Baltimore Insurance Company, 860; 

Robert T. Owings Griffith, administrator of Beale Owings, $3,522.12; 

On the schooner Lucretia, John Grant, master, namely: 

William B. Lee, Thomas D. Lee, Henry A. Lee, Joseph A. Lee, and Virginia 
Waters, administrators de bonis non estate of William Duncan, $10,407.27; 

John Stewart, receiver of the Maryland Insurance Company, $8,000; 

On the brig General Wayne, William Allen, master, namely : 

Charles Francis Adams, administrator estate of Peter Chardon Brooks, 


465.40 ; 
ireny W. Blagge and Susan B. Samuels, administrators of Crowell Hatch, 
018. 


Thomas II. Perkins, administrator of John C. Jones, 8809. 40; 

William Sohier, administrator of Nathaniel Fellowes, $1,018.80; 

Francis M. Boutwell, administrator of Benjamin Cobb, $509.40; 

On the sloop Cicero, Thomas Faggart, master, namely: 

Mary T. Latrobe, administratrix of Thomas Tenant, $8,953.80; 

John Stewart, receiver of the Maryland Insurance Company, $20,000; 

On the schooner Sally, Gideon Rea, master, nese 

William Gray, administrator with the will annexed of the estate not already 
administered of William Gray, deceased, testate, $2,000; 

William P. Andrews, administrator with the will annexed of the estate not 
Siar administered of Samuel Page, deceased, testate, $6,593; in all, $1,651,- 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SPOONER. I offer an amendment which I send to the desk, to 
come in at the end of the bill. 

Mr. HALE, There are some committee amendments that I wish to 


offer first, 
There are also two that were passed 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
over. 
Mr. HALE. Yes, sir; there were two that were passed over. On 
page 44, line 3, after the amendment of the committee, I send to the 
desk a lineand a half to precede the amendment already adopted. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 
The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to insert, before the amendment 
agreed to, on page 44, the following: 
AEN e sum of $5,000, appropriated by the act of Congress approved Decem- 


So as to read: 


That the sum of $5,000, appropriated broie act of Congress approved Decem- 
ber 22, 1888, to defray the expenses of o vi | a total eclipse of the sun, and 
which, by reason of the delay in the passage of said act, was not expended, is 
hereby reappropriated. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills: 

A bill (S. 483) granting an increase of pension to General S. W. Price; 

A bill (S. 1144) granting a pension to Francis H. L. Prescott; 

A bill (S. 2363) for the relief of John W. Combs; 

A bill S 2677) granting a pension to Jane Reilly; 

A bill (S. 2683) granting a pension to Andrew J. Foust; 

A bill (S. 3047) granting increase of pension to William Bittinger; 

A bill S 8185 granting a pension to Ruth Ames; 

A bill (S. 3183) granting a pension to James Parker; and 

A bill (S. 3429) granting a pension to Maria N. Abbey. 

The message also announced that the House had de the follow- 
ing bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 382) granting a pension to Catharine G. Bodfish; 

A bill (H. R. 1168) for the relief of William Crudgenton; 

A bill (H. R. 5793) granting a pension to Eliza Campbell; 


A bill (H. R. 9394) for the relief of Catharine Quigley; and 
A bill (H. R. 9455) granting a pension to Benjamin F. Clayton. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. DAWES. Iam instructed by the Committee on Appropriations 
to report back, with sundry amendments, the bill (H. R. 12578) mak- 
ing appropriations for the current and contingent expenses of the In- 
dian Department, and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with various 
Indian tribes, for the year ending June 30, 1890, and for other pur- 
poses. Task that the bill be printed and placed upon the Calendar, and 
Idesire to say that Ishall call it up at the earliest possible moment to- 
morrow. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar and printed. 


DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 12571) making appropriations to supply defi- 
ciencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, 
and for prior years, and for other purposes. f 

Mr. HALE. On page 52, line 10, and also in line 14, there is a mis- 
take in the spelling. The name ‘‘Coleman” should be Colman.“ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That change will be made, if there 
be no objection, 7 

Mr. HALE. On page 19, at the end of the amendment, in line 25, 
there was omitted by mistake the following: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, directed to pay to 
George W. Bishop, assistant treasurer of the United States at Baltimore, Md., 
out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $1,243, 
the said sum of money representing a loss in the office of said assistant treas- 
urer without default or negligence on his part, and made good to the Govern- 
ment by him out of his own private funds, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VOORHEES. What official was that? 

Mr. HALE. The assistant treasurer at Baltimore. , 

Mr. VOORHEES. It is simply a credit that you give him? 

Mr. HARRIS. It is refunding moneys that he has paid out of his 
own private means. 

Mr. VOORHEES. That means a credit in his settlement. I do 
not object to it, but I want to know what it is for certain reasons. 

Mr. HALE. I did not understand the Senator. It is of the same 


.| nature as the amendment already agreed to by the Senate, but it was 


neglected to be put in the print. This was a loss that in the 
subtreasury without the faultof the subtreasurer, and allows him the 
amount lost. . 

Mr. VOORHEES. All right; I have no objection to it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment has been agreed to, 

Mr. HALE. On page 83 an amendment was reserved. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reserved amendment will be 


ted. 
The CHIEF CLERK. Add the following proviso: 


Provided, That no part of any one of the claims to which this appropriation is 
applicable shall be paid therefrom which accrued more than six years ne to 
e date of the filing ofthe petition in the Court of Claims upon which the judg- 
ment was rendered, which, being affirmed by the Supreme Court, has been 
adopted by the accounting officers as the basis for the allowance of said claim, 


Mr. HARRIS. What is to be inserted in lieu of the language to Be 
stricken out? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. What the Chief Clerk has just read. 

Mr. HARRIS. What amount of money is appropriated by it? I 
should like the Senator from Maine to explain. 

Mr. HALE. Two hundred and fifty-six thousand nine hundred and 
forty-eight dollars and sixty-five cents. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment to strike out the 
amount has been disagreed to. 

Mr. HALE. I stated when it was up before—and I supposed the 
Secretary had made that change—that that amount is to be restored 
with the proviso. 

Mr. HARRIS. Inow apprehend. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I should like to ask the member of the com- 
mittee in charge of the bill if it be the intent of the proviso or if it will 
have the effect of cutting off these naval officers who were practically 
turned out of the Navyand deprived of their rank in 1882 and restored 
by the judgment of the court. I wish to know if there is included in 
this appropriation a sufficient sum of money to pay them and whether 
the amendment now offered would have the effect of making an ap- 
propriation to pay them. 

Mr. HALE. It does not touch this case. This is the whole case, 
Mr. President. Senators will remember that this subject was debated 
at considerable length on a resolution submitted by the Senator from 
New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER], and an amendment was sent by 
him to the Committee on Appropriations proposing that a statute of 
limitations should be enforced as to these claims, 

The Committee on Appropriations hesitated about doing that be- 
cause it believed that the subject might more fittingly be taken up by 
one of the other committees of the Senate dealing with the general 
question of a statute of limitations; but I will explain what the com- 
mittee has done. 
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Take these claims, for instance. The Senator from New Jersey re- 
fers to the claims of old receiving-ship officers arising twenty-five or 
thirty years ago and running down to the present time for duty upon 
receiving-ships lying at a wharf on which they served under the orders 
of the Navy Department. That is not considered sea-duty. 

It is not considered that the man who does that service on a receiving- 
ship at the wharf of a great city should receive the same pay as the 
officer who goes abroad and faces the sea and all the perils of storm and 
wreck. It is not sponges advisable and has not been for thirty years, 
under the rules of the Department, that he should have the same pay 
as the one who is exposed. 

Therefore the Committee on Appropriations, in considering this sub- 
ject, took the decision of the Court of Claims as affirmed by the Su- 
preme Court in a case that was taken up, and that decision compre- 
hends this result, that for six years previous to the action being brought 
in which the case was determined the officer is entitled to his extra pay, 
just as if he had been at sea. So he can not go back under the law 

yond six years, because the law declares that in considering cases 
which go before the Court of Claims which are started for the purpose 
of trying just such cases, no claimant shall recover for beyond six years. 

These claims can not be opened without the action of the Court of 

Claims. The Department has decided against them. No claimant 
could get a dollar without a decision of the Court of Claims. The com- 
mittee determined that it would not put a general statute of limita- 
tions upon it; and the committee determined further that it would not 
oblige every claimant to bring his suit in the Court of Claims, but 
would give every claimant the benefit of a suit brought by another in 
a test case, which authorizes the payment to him of all his claim with- 
in six years. 
It recommended, in order that all might be put upon the same foot- 
ing, thatthe auditing officers in making up these claims should not go 
back beyond six years; otherwise there would be this discrimination, 
that a man who brings a suit can only recover for six years and the 
man who does not bring a suit can recover for thirty years. 

Therefore the committee has recommended, in the interest of fairness 
and justice, that all be treated alike, and that the proposition of law 
which was embodied in the structure of the statute that created the 
Court of Claims shall be observed in all these claims, and that the 
auditing officers hereafter shall not certify or that the amount of money 
which is appropriated here shall not be paid to any of these claims that 
are more than six years old. That is all there is of it. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Ido not think that is quite all there is of it. I 
may be dull of comprehension, but it is quite difficult for me to con- 
ceive of any fairness in enacting a statute of limitations on claims that 
have been adjusted on suits that have been brought—a statute of lim- 
itations acting backwards instead of forwards. 

Here are claimants who have had their rights determined. There 
is not one of these claims that has not been covered by a decision ot 
the Supreme Court of the United States. I do not mean that every 
one of the claims has been in court, but claims of exactly similar char- 
acter have been there on which decisions have been rendered which 
make the authority for these allowances, and I repeat, there is not a 
single claim contemplated here but what comes within the scope and 
the exact words of the decisions of the Supreme Court of the United 


Now, Mr, President, I have no objection, as I said some days ago in 
a discussion of this question, to a statute of limitations looking for- 
ward, but I challenge the attention of lawyers to the fact that this is 
a statute of limitations backward upon matters that are al- 
ready settled and determined, a statute of limitations rooting up vested 
rights, declaring that what has been allowed shall extend only to six 
years and cutting off the balance. 

There are claims which have been determined by the Supreme 
Court of the United States to have been just and payable since 1835, 
and by that decision the Departments in their adjustment and ruling 
were held to have been wrong and to have been robbing these men, 
who deserve well of their country, and at least deserve their legal 
rights for that period of time; and yet we are asked to stand here and 
vote arbitrarily, without any reference to equity, and I think with 
very little reference to law, that we shall apply chop-logic and cut off 
just so much. Why not cut off all except one year as well as six? 

There is no reason about this. It is the exercise of arbitrary power, 
and now the Senator from Maine, whose intelligence on this subject as 
well as on all others I have the highest respect for, says that under the 
order of the Secretary of the Navy service on a receiving-ship was not 
sea-service. 

Well, I know there were such orders of the Secretary of the Navy, 
but I know at the same time that the Supreme Court of the United 
States, in the case of Strong vs. The United States, decided that service 
on a receiving-ship was sea-service and not shore-duty, and all those 
claims are covered by that decision absolutely. > 

Mr. HALE. How far back did that decision allow the claimant in 
that suit to collect the debt from the De ent? 

Mr. VOORHEES. I have not looked at the date, but I have plenty 
of cases here. I will come to that point presently. 

Mr. HALE. I think it was only six years. 


Mr. VOORHEES. I have plenty of cases here in this bill where al- 
lowances are made for more than twenty years. I have here Army 
claims amounting to over $250,000 that are in this bill allowed by the 
Second Auditor and Second Comptroller and appropriated for, every 
one of which runs far back of six years. 9 

Mr. HALE. I do not wish to interrupt the Senator, but if he will 
allow me he can find no claim in any Department that depends upon the 
decision of a suit brought before a court where thestatute of six years’ 
limitation is enforced where the committee has put on anything be- 
yond six years. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Ican. The ruling of the Supreme Court of the 
United States which uprooted the rulings and decisions of the Depart- 
ments and the Auditors for more than forty years and decided that the 
claimants were entitled to their rights running back that far. 

I repeat there are over a half million of claims in this bill that are 
Army claims allowed by the Third Auditor and the Second Comptroller, 
nearly all of which are more than six yearsold. Will any Senator 
rise in his place and move to strike out those allowances for Army 
officers because they went back beyond six years? I apprehend not, 
and there is no reason in equity or in law why they should stand if 
naval officers’ claims are not to be allowed the same rights. 

Many of these Navy claims, like the Army claims, are those of vol- 
unteer officers. They stand upon the same footing, and I can see no 
reason at all except an arbitrary one why this class of Government of- 
ficers should be discriminated against. I have taxed my perception as 
far as I have been able to do for some weeks past to get at a just com- 
prehension of these questions, and for the life of me I can see no reason 
why this raid is made against naval officers claiming their rights under 
the decisions of the Supreme Court of the United States made over and 
over again, and under which decisions the Auditors and Comptrollers 
made aliowances in their favor just as they have made allowances in 
favor of Army officers. : 

I say to Senators here if you strike ont every allowance made here 
reaching back beyond six years you will strip your bill of nearly every- 
thing that is in it. You will leave it a mere shell of allowances for 
present and passing necessities. 

Why, Mr. President, this question might be put upon a still higher 
plane. I repeat that these claims are entrenched in the laws of your 
country and in the decisions of the courts, and I might say with pro- 
priety that they constitute a part of the debt that is made sacred by 
the Constitution incurred in the suppression of the rebellion; for what 
is the national debt except that which isdescribed by the Constitution 
itself as recognized by law? If I remember the phraseology of the 
constitutional amendment which provides against a repudiation of the 
national debt, it recognizes as the debt that which is recognized by 
law. I therefore say, Mr. President, that this is in no small degree a 
measure of repudiation. 

In the fourteenth article of the amendments to the Constitution, sec- 
tion 4, we find this clause, which seems to me cogent on this question: 

Src. 4. The validity of the public debt of the United States, authorized by law, 
including debts incurred for payment of pensions and bounties for — dov in 
suppressing insurrection or rebellion, 1 not be questioned, 

What is a debt of the United States recognized by law, if a debt de- 
termined by a decision of the Supreme Court is not? I repeat that the 
attempt to cut off all except six years of legitimate pay, determined to 
be legitimate, lawful, and equitable by the Supreme Court of the 
United States, is a repudiation of this clause of the Constitution. 

Mr. President, as the Senate knows, I do not often participate in a 
discussion of a question on an appropriation bill. Ihave looked into 
this matter, however, and I am impressed with the spirit of inequity 
that prevails against these naval officers. He who rules the storm 
knows that they are not too well paid and never have been. I know 
it, and so do gentlemen who are familiar with the naval history of 
this country that they have written. I will not make comparisons, 
but no other branch of the public service has written brighter or better 
pages, or pages more glorious in history than theirs. 3 

T can see no reason at all for this narrow and, as it were, intolerant, 
proscriptive, and unjust spirit that is apparent here against those offi- 
cers. They are under the law. I believe it is a maxim of the English 
Government that sailors are peculiarly the wards of the court, as it 
were. 

They are understood not to be legally wise, not to be world wise. 
It seems that for nearly a half century naval officers went along ina 
slipshod way without their rights being well determined, but they have 
been now determined, and for one I insist that these rights shall be pro- 
tected and cared for in appropriations. 

I will be in favor of a statute of limitations for the fature, but I ap- 

to betterlawyers than myself here upon this floor whether it is 
not true that it has been held in the courts that a statute of limita- 
tions can not be enacted so as to deprive a class of claimants of any 
chance to proceed in regard to that statute of limitations. 

In other words, what chance have these claimants had to know any- 
thing about whether they were to have a limitation upon their right 
of action until now, when their claims are to be preferred to an arbi- 
trary statute of limitations that heretofore they could know nothing 
of, that they could not plead with reference to, that they could not 


1— 
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act with reference to. Standing blind so far as any statute of limitation 
is concerned, now to have such a measure thrust upon them is to my 
mind the very acme of injustice. 

I trust in all kindness and respect to the Senator from Maine that he 
will see his way to recede from this proviso; and if we want a statute 
of limitations hereafter, so that people will know what they are to do, 
I will help to make it; I will help to put the law up so that people 
can read it; but I never will enact a law on people, and on their rights, 
who have no chance to see or know of such a law in the assertion of 
their rights. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, this question need not be invested with 
any imagination or romance. The power that rides on the whirlwind 
and directs the storm has very little interest in the naval officer who 
has a snug and comfortable berth"in a receiving-ship, upon which no 
storm ever beats. 

He is a favored officer in the Navy. He does not go to sea; he does 
not face the tempest; and the oflicer who does, and who makes his rec- 
ord upon shipboard, is not affected by this amendment in the least; 
nor is the common sailor, whom the Senator from Indiana has praised, 
interested in this amendment. 

The man who sleeps on the high and giddy mast and has his eyes 
high up in the topmost height of the tempest will not get a dollar out 
of this appropriation. Neither does the officer of the Navy generally 
have any interest in this appropriation. The claim on which it is 
based never was urged by the naval officers. 

For thirty years the officer, who by dint of persuasion and influence 
succeeded in getting an order to go toa receiving-ship was glad to take 
that service and get his pay on a reduced basis as compared with the 
man who went out upon all the waters of the globe and faced the storm 
and carried the flag into ſoreign ports. 

He never thought of a claim that he should have the same pay that 
the officer did who went abroad and who did what the Navy did in 
battle or in facing the tempest. 

But after years of acquiescing in this just and strictly fair order of 

the Navy Department certain claim agents in Washington dug out this 
claim and beset the Department year after year to decide in favor, not 
of the naval officer generally, not of the sailor who ships and does the 
manning and sailing of the ship and the fighting of our battles, but in 
favor of a few men who had got this duty desired by naval officers who 
will not go to sea. : 
They dug out this claim, and said to the Navy Department: The 
man who goes to a receiving-ship and hasa snug berth in the harbors, 
by the wharves, and every day and every hour can stepon shore, should 
have the same pay that the naval officer does who goes to sea. The 
Department put down its foot and said: No; that is not right. 

The order of the Department has been right; but the claim agents 
did not rest there. After dogging the steps of the officials of the De- 
partment and being continually met and defeated, they went into the 
Court of Claims and there they managed to get a decision from the Court 
of Claims that these few officers should have the same pay with the of- 
ficer who goes to sea. 

Upon appeal that decision went to the Supreme Court, and upon the 
technicalities of the case the Supreme Court decided that they were en- 
titled to the same pay. But accompanying that decision is the certifi- 
cation of the Court of Claims, approved by the Supreme Court, that 
these claims shall not go back more than six years, Thatis enoughin 
all conscience for these men to have. 

These claim agents were not eontent with that. We had their pa- 
pers in here the other day. We saw how the accounting officers of 
the Treasury indorsed these claim agents, allowing them to refer to 
them, giving them the facilities of looking up eases in the Depart- 
ments, until claims for hundreds of thousands of dollars were pre- 
sented to Congress, not for thesix years that the decisions covered, not 
for the six years that the law declares the decisions shall not go be- 
yond, but running back thirty years. 

The Committeé on Appropriations has decided that that is unfair to 
the rest of the Navy, to the officers of the Navy who do not get these 
allowances, and that these few men who are favored by this technical 
decision shall not be allowed to go back beyond the six years. 

Mr. President, that is everything that there is provided in the amend- 
ment, for bear in mind, Senators, that not one dollar of these claims 
could have been paid unless they had gone to the Court of Claims. 
Over and over again the accounting officers had decided against these 
claims and against these claim agents, and had declared that not a dol- 
lar should be taken from the Treasury, because the orders of the De- 
partment were right as to the discrimination in favor of a man who 
goes to sea against the man who lies upon the shore. 

Not a dollar could have been gotten unless they had gone to the 
Court of Claims. They go to the Court of Claims; they get a decision. 
A part of that decision is that they shall only recover under the law 
for the six years preceding the time when they brought their suit. 

What was theintention of Congress when they made the law to cre- 
ate the Court of Claims and said that they should not go back beyond 
six years if it was not that all claims beyond six years should be barred, 
and that that court should not consider them, and that, so faras that 
goes, there should be astatute of limitations? That is all that the 


Committee on Appropriations is seeking to do here. Not a dollar could 
have been gotten except by invoking the Court of Claims. 

Now, the Court of Claims has settled it, and the Supreme Court has 
followed that, and not an inch further, that these claims, unjust in 
themselves, irksome, not meritorious, an invidious discrimination in 
favor of these officers, shall only be six years old; and the Committee 
on Appropriations, instead of striking it all out, has declared that all 
the claimants shall follow the rule of the claimant who goes to the 
Court of Claims, and that they shall have their claims certified for six 
years and no more. 

The Senator from Indiana can make the argument of the claim 
agents in this case, and he has done it eloquently and well. I have 
heard it from their own lips. They are interested in this 
They have worked up these claims; they have dug them out from the 
recesses of the Navy Department and the Fourth Auditor’s office, and 
brought them into the light. 

There are a hundred and more of them in Washington whose onl 
businessis to rake up and scratch out and dig out these claims against 
the United States Government. They are interested in these cases. 

Over and over again I have heard the arguments of the claim agent 
upon these cases, and that is all that will be heard. 

The Senator with all his eloquence, which is very great in this case, 
undertook to say that the Committee on Appropriations bere is acting 
against the Navy, and is discriminating against the sailor, and is dis- 
eriminating against naval officers. He knows better. He knows that 
the discrimination is in favor of these men who have had the best and 
most desirable service for the last thirty years in the Navy Department. 

I have had some experience, sir, in dealing with naval questions, and 
I say here and now that the man who does the most to reform the Navy, 
next to giving it ships in which to fight its battles and to sail over the 
seas of the globe, is to infuse into the Navy the spirit to go to sea and 
not to stay at home. 

Isay that every Secretary of the Navy in the last thirty years has 
had the doors of his Department beaten against by the clamorous sup- 
plications of men who demand that they shall not be sent to sea, and 
that they shall be given easy berths at home; and that whenever there 
has beena receiving-shipin New York, or Boston, or Norfolk, or wherever 
it may be, for every place upon that ship a dozen officers have de- 
manded that they be sent there, and political infiuence has been 
arrayed for them time and again. 

I have been beset in this way, so has the Senator from Indiana, so 
have you, sir, so has every Senator, by friends to get these orders to 
stay in these easy and comfortable places at the reduced pay. 

Now, when we are asked to discriminate in favor of these claimants 
against all the rest of the naval officers, it is said to be a discrimination, 
it is said to be wrong, and in no degree right. 

Sir, the Navy is not interested in this matter; the Navy is interested 
the other way. Thanks to the way things have been managed, and 
thanks to the good conduct of the brave officers in the Navy, the ma- 
jority of them, when these men at home have been drawing their pay 
on receiving-ships, have been facing the storm on the sea thousands of 
miles away. 

Now, it is asked that we encourage everything that will give the men 
at home as great a pay as these abroad. There is to be no 
on service at sea if you reject the amendment. There is to be a pre- 
mium in favor of the man who importunes in season and out to stay at 
home and get comfortable duty whenever you increase his allowances. 

If the Senate believes in the provision that was made a part of the 
construction of the Court of Claims that these suits shall not beallowed 
more than six years’ time, then put it on here, and do not be deluded 


minating, sir, against nobody, but are protecting the 
Treasury, and are saying that the man who renders meritorious and 
dangerous service shall be preferred against him who renders the ig- 
noble service of staying at home. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Mr. President, it has been a great many years 
since I first pnt my foot in one of the branches of Congress, and I have 
been here pretty much ever since. The cheapest and to me the least 
effective part of an argument is that which a man falls back on when 
he says that some Senator or Member is advocating the cause of claim 
agents. Sir, I never had anything to explain when I went back tomy 
constituents. No charge ever followed me of an impropriety in the in- 
terest of anybody. But if a claim agent should present a sound argu- 
ment and advocate a righteous canse, I have no cowardly spirit in me 
to shrink from iton that aceount. That is all the weight there isin the 
sneer of the Senator from Maine that I am advocating the cause of 
claim agents. 5 

I advocate a cause in which I see the name of Admiral Temple as a 
pioneer in the courts in settling the rights of naval officers. Temple 
vs. The United States in the Supreme Court of the United States, I be- 
lieve, is one of the first, if not the very firstrof the actions brought of 
this kind. If theSenator from Maine thinks that Admiral Temple was 


induced by claim agents and seduced into an ignoble pursuit of what 
was not fight, let him say so plainly. There is an officer now looking 
after American rights in the waters of Samoa who was another party in 
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another suit involving these questions. I am perfectly willing to meet 
naval officers and leave it to them as between the Senator from Maine 
2 myself who is interested in the cause of justice and right on this 
suhject. 

Sir, a single word more. The Senator from Maine insists that the 
rule of law now is, and has been so determined by the courts, that you 
can not go back of six yearsinmakinga demand. I donot understand 
the Supreme Court to have decided anything of the kind, but I make 
this proposition: If it has, and the Senator from Maine says it has, his 

roviso is no more needed than his breath is to make a cyclone. If the 

upreme Court of the United States, as he says, has decided, and if the 
Court of Claims has decided, that you can not go back of six years, and 
there is already a six years’ statute of limitations, what are we talking 
about here to-night? 

Mr. HALE. Does not the Senator understand that the decision of 

the Court of Claims, which is affirmed by the Supreme Court, is only 
in a given case that was made? It only applies to that case. That 
decision is good for nothing if we allow the Treasury officers to certify 
vp other claims for thirty years and we pay them, and this is only to 
place them all on a par with the man who brings his suit where both 
the Court of Claims and the Supreme Court have declared that he shall 
not go back. That is all. 

Mr.VOORHEES. I bad thought that Government officers were gov- 
erned by general rules laid down in the decisions of the courts. The 
Senator’s statement reminds me of the case before a justice of the peace 
where a decision exactly in point, so far as the principle was concerned, 
was read, but the justice said that that case did not suit; that it wasa 
cow case he was trying. The Senator says that the Supreme Court has 
not rendered a decision in each one of these cases, but I say he will not 
deny that the Supreme Court has rendered a decision which governs 
all of these cases as absolutely as if all the cases had been before the 
5 Court. 

„ HALE. All I ask is that in certifying these accounts the Treas- 
ury officers shall be governed by the same rules that the courts laid 
down in their decision, and that is for six years. That is all I ask; 
and the Senator, however he may put it, is seeking to have all these 
accounts certified up and paid when the cases that have gone to law are 
limited to six years. He is lawyer enough to see that dilemma, and I 
should like to know his answer in regard to it. 

Mr. VOORHEES. If the Senator had waited a moment he would 
not have needed to ask any such question. Isubmit to him that if he 
is correct, his proviso is not needed. I am perfectly willing to leave this 
question where it has been all the time, where the House of Repre- 
sentatives left it, where the courts left it, and without any necessity 
whatever for his proviso. 

Mr. HALE. That is the very trouble. The accounting officers have 
been certifying up other claims where suits havenot been brought, not 
for six years, but for twenty and thirty years. 

Mr. VOORHEES. They have done it, however, under the rulings 
of the Supreme Court and in the direct line of its decision. 

Mr. HALE. No, begging the Senator’s pardon, they have done it 
precisely in contravention of the principles the Supreme Court and 
the Court of Claims have Jaid down in these very cases where actions 
have been brought. That is what we want to stop, and that is all we 
want tostop. Make them all alike, give them their six years just as 
the man who brought the suit, and as the Supreme Court declares he 
should be given. 

Mr. VOORHEES. The Supreme Court made no such ruling so far 
as the statute of limitations is concerned. 

Mr. HALE. Does the Senator deny that in the suit which was 
brought to test these cases a part of the judgment of the Court of 
Claims which was affirmed by the Supreme Court was that only six 
years should be allowed under the statute? Does he affirm that that 
is not a part of the decision ? . 

Mr. VOORHEES. Ihave not the decision before me. 

Mr. HALE. I have read it very carefully, and the committee ex- 
amined it very carefully. 

Mr. VOORHEES, If that be true, then still farther there is no ne- 
cessity for this proviso. 

Mr. HALE. There would not be if the accounting officers were not 
under the impulsion from the claim agents, continually certifying claims 
twenty-five and thirty years back. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Did the court hold in that case that it applied 
some existing statute of limitations? 

Mr. HALE. The court held that under the act which created the 
Court of Claims it could not go back Lie bg six years, and that the 
1 4 5 of the court should be rendered for six years. 

r. MITCHELL, The court held that they could not go back of a 
certain existing statute? 

Mr. HALE. Yes; by reason of the statute, which is very express 
and specific. That is all that Kimberly and Temple got, who brought 
the suit the Senator talked about. Every man who brought his suit 
got his six years and no more. 

Mr. GRAY. I should like to understand this matter before the Sen- 
ator from Maine leaves the question. I have been interested in his ac- 
count of the way in which this question arose. I quite agree with him 


Marcu 1, 
that it would be very well for Congress by general legislation to remedy 
what seems to be an incongruity that has been produced by the rulin 


of the Supreme Court, and that service upon a receiving-ship should 
taken out of the category of sea-service. It differs from sea-service in 
many very important particulars. It differs from shore-service in very 
many important particulars. The officer who is ordered to a receivin 
ship must pack his kit and go on board ship; he must pay a mess b 
separate from his family, and two mess bills if he is a man of family, 
and be put to all the expense that an officer doing real sea-duty is put 
to, although he is not exposed to the hardship or the peril which an 
officer who is actually sailing upon the main is put to. 

Mr. HALE, Now, let me ask the Senator right there 

Mr. GRAY. Iam not quite through. 

Mr. HALE. Very well; I will not interrupt the Senator. 

Mr. GRAY. Iagreewith the Senator from Maine so far, and Ishanld 
be quite willing to vote for a bill that should meet this decision of the 
Supreme Court and place service upon receiving-ships in some category 
different from regular sea-service. But that does not seem to me to be 
quite the question in this case. As far as I could understand the state-' 
ment of the Senator from Maine, and what was said by the Senator 
from Indiana, the question seems to be that the Department had ruled 
for many successive years that service on board a receiving-ship should 
not be counted sea-service so far as regulating the rate of pay was con- 
cerned, and that officers of the Navy, as in duty bound, acquiesced in 
those decisions of the Department, but a claim being brought in the 
Court of Claims and afterwards taken to the Supreme Court of the 
United States disclosed that this ruling of the Department all these 
years was erroneous, and that while these officers were only to be paid 
under the law for shore-duty, whether you consider the decision a tech- 
nical one or not, they were under the terms of that law entitled to sea- 
pay; and therefore, after that decision and not before, it seems to me 
in equity the cause of action accrued to these officers. 

They were not in one sense or in any equitable sense entitled to bring a 
suit until they had discovered by the decision of the Supreme Court that 
they were entitled to sea-pay; but that question having been deter- 
mined by the Supreme Court it seems to me that it would be a dis- 
crimination of the grossest kind to say that a certain number of these 
officers should receive the difference between shore-pay and sea-pay, 
and that a large number of them should be excluded from the benefits 
of that decision simply by the arbitrary effect of a statute of limita- 
tions. It would be a discrimination, it seems to me, of the 
kind between a class of officers all of whom stood upon the same foot- 


ing. 

Mr. HALE. Right there let me ask what is the discrimination that 
the Senator has in his mind? 

Mr. GRAY. The discrimination I am alluding to, which seems to 
me to be made by the contention of the Senator from Maine, is that 
those officers who were fortunate enough to have brought their suits 
in the Court of Claims should receive this difference, and those whose 
terms of service on receiving-ships occurred within six years of the pres- 
ent time, say, should receive this difference, while all others who had 
been forbidden by the Department from receiving this difference, who 
had been forbidden to receive their just rights, should be excluded from 
the benefit of that decision. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator has got it just wrong. 

Mr. GRAY. Not at all, I think. I should be glad then to hear the 
Senator state it. 

Mr. HALE. All that this amendment does, and all that is sought 
to be done in this bill, is to give the naval officer who did not bring his 
suit, who did not know that he had a right until another man brought 
his suit, the same pay exactly as the man gets who brought his suit, 
and no more. 

Mr. GRAY. All of them? 

Mr. HALE. All of them; every one. 

Mr. GRAY. No matter whether he brought suit? 

Mr. HALE. No matter whether he brought suit, no matter what 
he is or where he is. The Treasury Department is engaged night and 

— 

Mr. GRAY. I beg the Senator’s pardon, no matter whether the 
service on a receiving-ship took place more than six years from the 
present time? i 

Mr. HALE. No; but he shall have the same right to go back for 
six years that the man has who brought his action. | 

Mr. GRAY. Oh, I understand that; I have not misunderstood the 
Senator from Maine. Then the man whose service on board the re- 
ceiving-ship occurred, say, at five years and eleven months ago, may re- 
ceive this difference in pay, but the one whose service on the receiving- 
ship took place seven years ago is excluded. Is that the difference? 

Mr. HALE. The man who brings his suit can only go back and get! 
his claim paid for six years. 

Mr. GRAY. I understand that. ! 

Mr. HALE. He can not get pay for anything beyond six years. 
Why should. the man who does not bring his suit get more than six} 
years for what he did? : 

Mr. GRAY. I will tell the Senator from Maine. Perhaps I have 
been unfortunate so far in making my point clear. í 
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Mr. HOAR. I think the Senators do not state the amendment 
clearly to the Senate. The Senators will pardon me. I do not wish 
to interpose any amendment, but I am informed that the amendment, 
as proposed, does not limit the present claimant to six years in bring- 
ing the suit now or six years hereafter, but to six years back of the 
time when the old suit on which the judgment was rendered was 
brought. I should like to have the amendment read again. 

Mr. GRAY. So, too, I should like to have the amendment read 
again. 

Mr. HALE. That is the provision undoubtedly. 

Mr. HOAR. Let the amendment be read again. 

Mr. HALE. He shall have the benefit of the time at which the test 
ease was brought. 

Mr. GRAY. The Senator from Massachusetts asks that the amend- 
ment be read again, and I unite with him in that request. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proposed amendment will be 
read by the Secretary. 

The SECRETARY. After the word Navy,“ on page 83, line 16, itis 
proposed to strike out 256,948.65 and to add the following proviso: 


Provided, That no part of any one of the claims to which this appropriation 
is applicable shall be paid therefrom which accrued more than six years prior 
to the date of thé filing of the petition in the Court of Claims upon which the 
judgment was rendered which, being affirmed by the Supreme Court, has been 
adopted by the accounting officers as the basis for the allowance of said claim, 


Mr. GRAY. Now, Mr. President, I think I understand the pur- 
port of the amendment; and if these claims were precisely upon the 
ground of ordinary claims inst the Government I think the argu- 
ment of the Senator from Maine would be irrefragable, but we must 
recollect that these officers of the Navy, subject to military discipline, 
controlled by the Department and the Secretary of the Navy, who is 
at its head, have been compelled to receive shore-pay for receiving- 
ship duty, and they were bound to accept that finding of the Depart- 
ment as the law governing their rate of pay until it was discovered by 
some more enterprising officer than the majority of them, who brought 
the case to the Supreme Court of the United States, that this ruling 
of the Department was erroneous, and that under the terms of the law 
which regulated their pay they were really entitled to sea-pay instead 
of shore-pay. 

It seems to me that the amendment proposed by the Senator from 
Maine is inequitable in this, that those officers who abided by the rul- 
ings of the Department and accepted the orders of the Secretary of the 
Navy as the proper construction of the law are to be excluded from the 
effect of this decision of the Supreme Court which says those rulings 
were erroneous, and that an arbitrary line is to be drawn, and that 
those on one side shall be paid while others equally meritorious on the 
other side of that line shall be excluded. That does not seem to me to 
be just or fair or equitable. It is not a proper measure of administra- 
tion of a Jaw that is meant to compensate these gallant and meritori- 
ous men who are in the service of their country. If a part of these 
receiving-ship officers are to be paid for sea-service and a part only for 
shore duty, I say such an arbitrary line must be inequitable and un- 


jus 

That is the real question, it seems to me, and not any technical argu- 
ment upon the effect of the statute of limitations. As to its propriety, 
I will say that I should gladly vote for a statute of limitations that 
should apply in the future and not be retroactive in that respect; but 
we are dealing here upon broader lines than are laid down in the ad- 
judication of a claim by the Court of Claims, This is the Government 
itself that is dealing with these officers when we are makinglaws. We 
are not litigants in a court. We are the pay master and the employer of 
these officers, and they appeal to us for justice, and we are to say upon 
higher principles and upon broader lines what is just than any mere 
e exclusion by a statute of limitations can bring about. 

It is manifestly unjust that the man whose claim accrued December 
31 of one year should be put into one class, and the one whose claim ac- 
crued on January 1, the next day, should be included in another and 
more favored class. I think we should deal justly with these men, 
many of them at sea, many of them away from the places where they 
could . attend to their rights, and all of them, I believe, 
were only dutiful in accepting the orders of the Department under 
which they served. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to ask the Senator why his argument would 
not be equally applicable upon the statute of limitations operating in 
the future? 

Mr. GRAY. That would be notice to all officers. If a law in re- 
gard to claims of naval officers were passed, if it was thought necessary 
to enact one prescribing that claims for adjustment of accounts should 
be brought within six years, they would be bound to take notice of it. 
I presume they make themselves acquainted with the rules, laws, and 
3 the Navy. 

Mr. HO Then why were they not bound to take notice of the 
statute of limitations in the constitution of the Court of Claims? 

Mr. GRAY. I t you they were bound to know the law in the 
sense that no one is excused by ignorance of the law, and if we were 
arguing this case in the Court of I grant you that the statute 
as it exists in the Revised Statutes would absolutely determine this 
case; but we are dealing with these cases from a very different point 


of view, on a very different basis. We are trying to do, or ought to be 
trying to do, what is just and equitable to this class of meritorious 
officers who are included in this measure, and it seems to me, as I said 
at the outset, that it would be discrimination of the grossest kind be- 
tween a certain portion of those who served on receiving-ships and 
others who had also performed the same service. 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, some of the discussion has indicated 
that Senators thought the statute of limitations in some manner en- 
tered into and formed a part of this claim against the Government. 
The statute of limitations goes only to the renfedy. The rights of these 
claimants arose under the law which provided what their compensa- 
tion should be. If their claims were not allowed for what they were 
entitled to under the statute they had the right from the time of the 
disallowance to proceed against the Government in the Court of Claims, 
and if the Government had not provided a court in which they might 
bring suit they could not have sued the United States even up to this 
time. That is, it is for the Government to say when it will be sued 
by its own citizens. In creating the Court of Claims the act provided, 
as I understand, that no recovery should be had upon a claim against 
the United States unless it had accrued within six years from the time 
the suit was brought. When a party comes to Congress there is no 
statute of limitations that governs Congress in determining whether 
his claim shall be paid or not. 

As was said by the Senator from Delaware, Congress is now appealed 
to to do what is right and just in the case, and it is simply a question 
whether, if we are going to pay these claims at all, we shall apply a 
statute of limitations to them, whether we are to say that we will not 
pay what is a legal claim (whether it is an equitable claim or not) 
against the Government because we did not deal with it within six 
years after it accrued. ‘That isall there is of the case. 

The fact that the parties can not recover in the Court of Claims for 


any portion of their claim except that which accrued within six years. 


has nothing to do with the equity of the case. They were limited to 
that because the law which created the court was made to apply to all 
classes of claims, and simply provided that no recovery sho had 
where six years had expired after the claim had accrued before suit was 
brought. 

Mr. BLAIR. I should like to ask the Senator a question. I under- 
stand the Senator’s point to be this, that this matter of limitation ap- 
plies only to the jurisdiction of the Court of Claims. 

Mr. DOLPH. That is all. 

Mr. BLAIR. Nothing further. 

Mr. DOLPH. It does not apply to Congress nor to the merits of the 


case. 

Mr. BLAIR, And it is for that reason and that reason alone that the 
Supreme Court in reaffirming the decision of the Court of Claims held 
that in a judgment by the Courtof Claims they could go back only six 
years. 

Mr. DOLPH. They did not pay the portion of the claim which ac- 
crued prior to that time. 

Mr. BLAIR. And that limitation applies to the decision of the 
Court of Claims; but when you get outside of the jurisdiction of the 
Court of Claims and come inside the jurisdiction of Congress, it is just 
the same as though there had been no Court of Claims created at all, and 
therefore the very fact that these are ancient claims, and we have had 
the use of this money all these years, and the parties have had no in- 
terest on it, is an additional reason why we should pay the principal. 

It seems to me it is the very height of meanness now to come fo: 
when we will not permit any statute of limitations to be pleaded against 
us, and undertake to enforce a statute of limitations against these men, 
to make the very prolongation of the evil or the wrong which we have 
been agers | to them the justification of our robbing them of the whole 
debt. If I owed a man $100 one hundred years ago and I have the use 
of that money for the whole hundred years, the argument of the Sen- 
ator from Maine is that from the very fact that I have had it for one 
hundred years and the use of it all that length of time and wronged 
the man out of it for that length of time, I am justified in keeping him 
from it altogether. That is the argument, as it seems to me. 

This idea of limitation comes only from the fact that in creating this 
span tribunal, the Court of Claims, it was thought proper to t 
their jurisdiction in matter of time, but it left these claims directly 
against the Government still open and to be paid by the sense of ss lane 
of the Government upon petition and application as it has always 
heretofore and as it would have been to-day had there been no Court 
of Claims created. Is not that the true view of it? 

Mr. DOLPH. That is the correct view of it, I think, I should be 
very glad to have some statute of limitations upon claims paid by Con- 
gress, but we have none, and we are constantly paying claims that are 
very old, withont reference to any such statute, and Ido not know 
why these naval officers should be discriminated against. 

Mr. CALL. There is not only no statute of limitations against these 
claims, but the statute of the United States expressly provides that 
there shall be no such bar against them. The law of March 3, 1883, 
is in the following words: 


And all officers of the Navy shall be credited with the actual time they may 
have served as officers or enlisted men in the regular or volunteer Army or 


Navy, or both, and shall receive all the benefits of such actual service in all re- 
spects in the same manner as if said service had been continuous and in the 
regular Navy in the lowest grade having graduated pay held by such officer 
since last entering the service. 

Here is a statute of the United States requiring that all the benefits 
of the lowest grade in which an officer or enlisted man has served at 
any time, in all kinds of service and for all lengths of time, and cov- 
ering the period of the war between the States shall be givenhim. It 
provides in express terms that not for six years but for sixty years, if 
necessary, the right shall exist. He shall have all the benefits of all 
his actual service, Whether sea-service or on a receiving-ship or on land 
or anywhere else, and he shall be paid according to actual length of 


service. 

Now, the Senator from Maine undertakes to say that a statute lim- 
iting the jurisdiction of the Court of Claims annuls this positive pro- 
vision of law extending over all time that the service of these men 
who were engaged in the war shall be held to be continuous, including 
the lowest grade which they held at any time, whether in the regular 
or volunteer Navy or the regularor volunteer Army, whether one kind 


of service or another, although the term is used that all the benefits 


of that actual service shall be allowed and paid to them. 

The Supreme Court has decided that service on board a receiving- 
ship was the same as sea-service, and it was one of the benefits of that 
grade of service, whether of enlisted men or officers. What has the pro- 
vision in the organization of the Court of Claims as to the jurisdiction 
of that particular tribunal, as stated clearly by the Senator from Ore- 
gon, to do with this positive mandatory provision of the statute thata 
man shall be paid for all his service of all kinds that he has rendered 
for sixty years? The Supreme Court decided that that was the posi- 
tive meening ot that law and its language; and can not anybody see 
that it is 

How can aman receive continuously from the period of his first serv- 
ice all the pay and all the benefits of the lowest grade in which he has 

whether in one branch of the service or another, for any length 
of time, if he had served for sixty years, and yet be restricted to six 
years, as this amendment provides? Why, Mr. President, that is to 
say that this provision limiting the jurisdiction of the Court of Claims 
for all kinds of claims annuls and destroys that specific provision giv- 
ing longevity pay and giving ail the benefits of the service of every 
kind, whether on receiving-ships, or on land, or on sea. 

There is nothing in theidea. There is no logic, no force, no reason 
in it. It is entirely unreasonable and without foundation. 

The law is clear. The Supreme Court said it gives pay from the first 
period of entering the service and for all the time engaged in actual 
service in the lowest grade continuously; and it was meant, said the 
court, to cover not six years, but the whole period of time and ex- 
pressly contemplates more than six years in this act of 1883, of ne- 
cessity. 

Suppose this case, which is only one of a great majority of like cases 
covered by this amendment: An enlisted soldier in 1861 serves through 
the war and he is promoted for gallantry in battle to a captaincy or 
other commissioned officer. He now applies after the act of 1883 for 
his pay as captain from that time to this. He claims this to be a debt 
of the United States, and a part of it a payment or bounty given him 

for service in the civil war between the States. The Senator from Maine 
says you can only be paid for six years before the filing of a petition, 
because Congress in crea a Court of Claims having no reference to 
your case, limited the jurisdiction of the court to six years. ’ 

What relation has this answer of the Senator from Maine to the sol- 
dier’s demand that the law of 1883 in express terms gives him this pay 
from the date of enlistment, and that the Supreme Court has so declared. 
And the amendment to the Constitution declared that this should be a 
debt of the United States, and Congress should never invalidate it. 
The war between the States was more than six years before the act of 
1883 was passed, and the enlisted men and the officers of the Army, of 
course, in large numbers existed, and these claims existed with them, 
and this act was passed in reference to service more than six years pre- 
vious to 1883, as everybody knows. How then can the mere restrio- 
tion of the jurisdiction of the Court of Claims affect the provisions of 
this act of 1883, as the Supreme Court has expressly decided in giving 
longevity pay? Of course that act might not be held to have increased 
the jurisdiction of that court and enlarged it, although I think when 
Congress sent cases to that court of this description it did enlarge the 
jurisdiction pro hoe vice; but the Supreme Court might have said that 
this act did not enlarge the jurisdiction of that court so that it might 
rendera judgment, but unquestionably nobody will say that the restric- 
tion of the jurisdiction of that court annulled and destroyed the manda- 
tory force of a law which said thatan enlisted man or an officer should 
have all the pay continuously of the lowest grade of the service in which 
he had entered for all the time of his actual service, when this actual 
service was during the war from 1861 to the present time. In addition 
to this, to show more conclusively the manifest unreason of this propo- 
sition to impose a statute of limitations in this soldiers’ claim, six 
years have not passed since 1883, when this act was passed, and the 
amendment proposes to bar the right under the act of 1883 by a limita- 
tion in the jurisdiction of the Court of Claims before the six years have 
expired. If the amendment should be adopted I am satisfied that any 
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n court would decide it to be unconstitutional as to this class 
of cases. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Ishould like to ask the Senator a question for 
my own information, because I do not know how I shall vote on this 
measure, though I am inclined to vote with the committee from what 
I have heard. I want to know what the date of the act of Congress is, 
or if there is more than one act to be construed in determining the 
matter under which the accounting officers of the Treasury prior to 
these decisions of the court held that those officers serving on receiving- 
ships were not entitled to the same amount that other naval officers 
were entitled to receive? 

Mr. CALL. Ido not suppose there was any act of Congress on that 

int. x 

Mr. BLAIR. On that I understand the debate goes on the assuinp- 
tion that this was an old original law thirty years old or morg 

Mr. MITCHELL. It must have a date ten years ago, or twenty 
years ago, or five or six years ago. 

Mr. VOORHEES. It was simply an order of the Secretary of the 
Navy. Ido not understand that the practice arose by any statute or 
by the words of any statute, but, as stated by the Senator from Maine, 
it was by executive order, the order of the Navy Department, that the 
ruling prevailed denying that service on a receiving-ship was sea-serv- 
ice—an arbitrary rule—and the Supreme Court reversed that. > 

Mr. BLAIR. And held that service on a receiving-ship was to be 
paid as sea-service, and that that always had been the law in all the 
years previous. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Yes; and that that had always been the legal 
right of the parties. 

Mr. MITCHELL. The Supreme Courtin doing that had to take up 
some statute or some order of the Navy Department or some basis of 
legislation upon which to give a construction. 

_Mr. VOORHEES, On the contrary, they took the common-sense 
view—— 

Mr. BLAIR. And the common law. 

Mr. VOORHEES, That service on a ship of war was sea-service. 
If a man was serving on it he had to pay two mess bills. The Senator 
from Maine smiles, but that is the effect; and if I could turn to the 
speech I made here two or three weeks ago, which I can not now, I 
could find in the decision that I cited the very language of the Supreme 
Court to that effect, giving the reasons why it was to be regarded as sea- 
service and giving amongst other reasons the fact that it cost a man 
more to live, that he had to pay a mess bill on ship-board and pay for 
the support of his family on shore. t 

Mr. MITCHELL. I know, but the Senator must agree that this 
question arose out of some law. Now, the Senator has stated in one 
breath that it was an order of the Navy Department and in the next 
breath that it was under the common law, and in another breath under 
some statute. 

Mr. VOORHEES. No; I said the common-sense view of it. There 
are a great many things that arise out of no express statute, The Sec- 
retaries of the Navy without any statute construed this service to suit 
themselves and issued orders accordingly, which afterwards came be- 
ns the Supreme Court and the court said they had no right to issue 

em. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Is there no statute regulating it? 

Mr. VOORHEES? I do not understand that there is. 

Mr. HALE. There is a general statute. 

Mr. BUTLER. The statute out of which the controversy arose must 
have been the statute allowing the naval officer so much pay for sea- 
service and so much pay for land-service. 

Mr. BLAIR. So much forland-service and more for sea-service than 
for land-service. It has been held, as I understand the Department’s 
decision, that service on a receiving-ship shall be paid the same as land- 
service, and they paid those who served on receiving-ships a smaller 
amount during these thirty years. Then a case arose in the Court of 
Claims, and the Court of Claims decided that service on a receiving- 
ship was sea-service and had attached to it a higher pay. They took 
that case to the Supreme Court, and the Supreme Court said that serv- 
ice on a receiving-ship was sea-service and entitled to higher‘pay, but 
the Court of Claims could give its judgment for only six years prior to 
the date of the action by virtue of the statute creating the Court of 
Claims. The Supreme Court has decided the main question, that serv- 
ice ona receiving-ship is sea-service and that attached to it is a higher 
rate of pay. 

Mr. MITCHELL, Is there not some law which provides how much 
a man shall receive for ce? 

Mr. BLAIR. Certainly. That is alaw which has been in existence 
for years and years and right along there always has been a distinction 
between land and sea service. Sea service is paid higher. Then the- 
question arose whether these lubbers on receivin: ips were doing 
service on land or water. The question was whether the men who 
served on receivin; ps were land- lubbers or not. The Department 
held Yes, these old admirals who have served their country on the sea’ 
and are now serving their country on receiving-ships are land-lubbers 
and are to be paid for land- service. They carried it to the Supreme 
Court and the Supreme Court decided the other way. The court said 
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receiving-ship service is sea-service and entitled to a higher rate ofpay 
from the ing and all the way back. 

Mr. HELL, There is an act of Congress, as I suppose, passed 


some time or other, perhaps a good while ago 

Mr. BLAIR. When they made the Navy probably. 

Mr. MITCHELL. There is an act passed at some time which entitles 
naval officers or persons engaged in certain service to a certain rate of 


gen- pay. 

Mr. BLAIR. And higher than Iand-pay. 

Mr. MITCHELL. So the only question remaining is whether or not 
these persons on the receiving-ships should be entitled to sea - pay? 

Mr. BLAIR. That is all. The Department has held for years that 
the receiving-ship service was land-service and has paid those on receiv- 
ing-ships a lower rate accordingly. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I understand it now. 

Mr. BLAIR. Take the case of a man who has served thirty years 
in succession down to the present date. Under the law, if he goes to 
the Court of Claims to recover his rights, the thirty years’ difference ot 

yy between land-service and sea-service being due him, and if in the 
Court of Claims he establishes his right they give him judgment for six 
years back; in other words, leaving due him twenty-four years’ service 
that he is not paid for. The Court of Claims can give no judgment for 
those twenty- years, because in farming out our jurisdiction to the 
Court of Claims we authorized the Court of Claims to take cognizance 
of certain cases and to reach back in judgment six years. But we re- 
served to ourselves the right and the duty also to do justice in all cases 
of claims that arise reaching back beyond the six years. So now for 
the twenty-four years’ service in the case I am supposing the parties 
come now to Congress and ask for their pay; and upon the very prin- 
ciple on which the six years have been paid we ought to pay the other 
twenty-four. The courts have decided that receiving-ship service is 
held to be sea-service. The law we made gave them the right to the 
pay for sea-service during all those thirty years, the legal right, not 
the equitable right, but the legal right against the country; and we 
failed to give them any remedy except to come to Congress and peti- 
tion for this difference in their pay. 

Then we created the Court of Claims. Now, the Court of Claims 
has jurisdiction to pay them for six years prior to the date of filing their 
petition in the court; but we did not authorize them to go back and pay 
the other twenty-four years; and yet the equity, and not the equity 
alone, but the strict moral right, remains the same under the Jaw as the 
Supreme Court has decided that it would have been if the Court of 
Claims had been authorized to go back the whole thirty years and render 


judgment back to the beginning of the thirty years’ service. It is just | Secre 


exactly the same. The court has said in express law we have given 
them the right to sea-pay when they were rendering service on receiv- 
ing-ships, not a matter of equity, but a matter of law, and the failure 
has been in not giving them the right to go to court and to have sued 
us under the law for what we owed them. 

We might just as well have refused to pay anything for the service 
on a receiving-ship at all as to have refused to pay the portion that is 
still due, the difference between land-service pay and sea-service pay, 
because it is under the same general law, the whole of it, and we have 
withheld so much, two or three or five hundred dollars of every man’s 
earnings every year, when all that time the law provided for it just ex- 
actly as though my pay of $5,000 a year had not been paid me in full 
for ten or fifteen or twenty years, My pay as a Senator being $5,000 
a year by statute, I have no right to sue the United States for it cover- 

` ing all that time. Suppose that under some construction of the Comp- 
troller of the only 84. 000 a year is paid me. My legal right 
all the time is for the other $1,000. Congress creates a court of claims 
and authorizes a member of Congress to sue for his claim in the Court 
of Claims, and the court goes back six years. Isuein the Court of 
Claims and I recover the other $1,000 for six years; but the United 
States owes me for ten, fifteen, or twenty years, and it has withheld all 
those years $1,000 annually. That, under the law, is exactly asmuch 
mine by the decision of thè Supreme Court of the United States as the 
$4,000 which have been paid me. It is as right and just for us to have 
never paid these men a cent for any of the services they rendered on 
land or sea up to the present time. It is as just to withhold the whole 
of it as to withhold any portion of it. It is only a question as to the 
extent of the robbery. That is the way it appears to me. 

Mr. CALL. If the Senator is through, I will conclude what I have 


to say. 

Mr, BLAIR. I beg the Senator’s pardon. I did not know I was 
taking the floor from him. 

Mr. CALL, That is all right. I only wish to call the attention of 
the Senate to the fact that the act of March 3, 1883, was mandatory in 
its provisions and that it required that the officer or enlisted man 
should be paid continuously forthe whole period of his actual service, 
whether in one branch or another, using the words all the benefits 
of that grade of service, being the lowest grade in which he had served 
i his Apacer | a the geia Co: That is what th: 

upreme Co eci. when i ve longevi „gave i 
to the length of ibe and mate the servis ativan e 
How can there bea statute of limitation against a matter of that kind? 


The law says there shall not be a statute of limitations, and the argu- 
ment is that because somewhere at some time a court was created, being a 
court of claims, to which every person might have access, and that 
ccurt was limited to six years, that act having no connection with the 
acts of 1882 and 1883, and because some persons entitled to the benefits 
of this act of 1883 went into that court and the jurisdiction of that 
court was not adequate to cover the whole period of the claim and the 
whole amount due, therefore this act of Congress is limited, and the 
statute of limitations may be im against its express provisions, 
That is the argument, and that is all I want to say. The proposition 
is so manifestly unreasonable, and even without plausible ground to 
stand upon, that I will not farther consider it. 

Mr. HALE. Iam very desirous of getting this bill toa vote. Ido 
not want to take up any more time ofthe Senate. Let us have a vote 
on this question and settle it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If it be agreeable to the Senate to 
have both the amendments treated as one question, on disagreeing to 
the amendment proposed by the committee and inserting what has been 
read by the 

Mr. VOORHEES. I do not rise to discuss that, but I want to put 
the proposition correctly before the Senate. There is a of the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Maine that is desirable; that 
is, to strike out the proposition made by the committee. Then the rest 
of his amendment, the proviso, is the point of antagonism. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Thequestion, then, will first be taken 
on agreeing to the amendment proposed by the committee, to strike out, 
in lines 16 and 17, after the word Navy,“ on page 83—— 

Mr. HALE. Practically we can get at it by taking a vote on the 
committee’s amendment, because if that carries that ends it, and if it 
does not carry the other will be restored as a matter of course. 

Mr. VOORHEES. That is all right. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The part proposed to be strickenout 
by the committee will be read by the Secretary. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I will say to the Senator from Maine that the 
amendment, sofar as striking out the proposition reported by the com- 
mittee is concerned, may be made by unanimous consent, if the Senator 
desires it that way, and then we can take a vote on the rest of the prop- 
osition. 

Mr. HALE. Thatis just aswell. Let unanimous consent be given 
that the part stricken out be restored and then the vote can be taken 
on the proviso. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine asks that 
the part proposed to be stricken out be read. It will be read by the 

tary. 

The SECRETARY. It is pfoposed to strike out, on page 83, line 16, 
after the word Navy,“ the words two hundred and fifty-six thou- 
sand nine hundred and forty-eight dollars and sixty-five cents.“ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That is the amendment proposed by 
the committee. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to have the Senator explain what 
that means, Is the committee in error about it? How does it hap- 
pen? Why are these words to be restored? 

Mr. HALE. They were stricken out because we did not have the 
correct amount at the time to put in. Now we find the amount here 
is correct, and the words should be restored at any rate, because that 
is the amount certified, and if the proviso is put on, then the clause is 
subject to the proviso. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I have no objection if the committee wishes to 
have the Senate disagree to the amendment just read. I should like 
to understand how that is. j 

Mr. HALE. The amendment that has just been read, the technical 
amendment, is the amendment to strike out the whole appropriation. 
Nobody desires to do that. It was left in that way in order that the 
proper amount might be inserted. If that is disagreed to, the amount 
is inserted as originally contained in the bill. Then the question will 
come on the proviso offered by the committee. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iunderstand, then, that the committeo are willing 
and desirous that this particular technical amendment, as it is called, 
shall be to. 

Mr. HALE. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then the question will be upon the proviso, 

Mr. HALE. Les; on the proviso. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, then, the 
amendment proposed by the committee to strike out in lines 16 and 17 
the words read by the Secretary after the word Navy“ will bedi 
to, and the words will stand in the bill as reported from the House. 
The question now recurs upon agreeing to the amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Maine that has been read. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let that be again read. 

Mr. HARRIS, That is the committee amendment, is it not? 

Mr. HALE. That is the committee amendment. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Provided, That no part of any one of the claims to which this appropriation is 
oo shall be paid therefrom which accrued more than six years r to 
date of the filing a fiers ee in the Court of Claims upon which the 
judgment was rendered, which being affirmed by the Supreme Court has been 
adopted by the accounting officers as the basis for the 


owance of said claim, 
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Mr. BLAIR. I would inquire the date of the decision. 

Mr. HALE. It is not the date of the decision, but the date of the 
filing of the petition. 

Mr. BLAIR. The date of the filing of that petition, since 1883? 

Mr. HALE. Oh, yes. 

Mr. BLAIR. And most of these claims accrued during the war for 
service on the receiving-ships. 

Mr. HALE. A large part have already been paid. 

Mr. BLAIR. This would cut off the difference between sea-service 
and land-service when rendered on receiving-ships during the war and 
down to about 1883. 

Mr. HALE. ‘There are none of the cases that go back to the war. 
They run along for the last fifteen or twenty years. Most of the old 
cases have been paid, I am sorry to say. 

Mr. BLAIR. I do not see thatthe Senator has any right to be. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Task for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. HALE. Let us have a standing vote. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Very well. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think this is a very important matter. There 
is a great deal of money init. I think we ought to have the yeas and 
nays. 

Mr.sHALE. Iam afraid a roll-call may develop the lack of a quo- 
rum, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Very well, then we ought not to go on at all. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont on this 
question asks for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. HALE. Then I hope—and I will make the suggestion, as this 
is not a party question in any degree that Senators will vote without 

rd to political pairs. It is not a party question. 
iy 5 PASCO. Did I understand the Senator from Maine to say that 
most of these claims had already been allowed and paid? 

Mr. HALE. I did not mean to say that the most of them had been. 

Mr. PASCO. ‘That fact would have very great weight with me in 
casting my vote. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. PASCO. I would be pleased if the Senator from Maine would 
state what the facts are as to the payments already made, because that 
has great weight with me and with others. 

Mr. HALE. Some portion of these claims have been paid. The 
amount that is involved here is much larger than I supposed until I 
looked atit. It is about $400,000. I should say that of the claims 
which have been paid there are probably $200,000 or $300,000 paid and 
perhaps $700,000 or $800,000 still unpaid. 

Mr. PASCO. Then why is this amount limited to $256,948.65? 

Mr. HALE. That is only the proportion that is certified. It is not 
intended to close the matter up with this sum. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BLACKBURN (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON], who is absent, but as 
I am informed that I am at liberty to vote notwithstanding the pair, I 
shall vote yea. 

Mr. HARRIS. I have a standing pair with the Senator from Ver- 
mont [Mr. MORRILL], but I reserved the right to vote on amendments 
to this bill. I vote “yea.” 

The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced—yeas 


29, nays 16, as follows: 
YEAS—29. 


Allison, Edmunds, Ingalls, Sabin, 
Berry, Farwell, Jones of Arkansas, Teller, 
Blackburn, Frye, Jones of Nevada, Vest 
Chandler, Hale McPherson, Walthall, 
Cockrell, Harris, Mitchell, ‘Wilson of Iowa, 
Coke, Hawley, Platt, 
Colquitt, Hearst, Ransom, 
Cullom, oar, „ 

NAYS—16. 
Bate, Call, Faulkner, 
Blair, Daniel, - Gorman, X h. 
Brown, Davis, Gray, Stockbridge, 
Butler, Dolph, Hampton, Voorhees. 

ABSENT—31. 

Aldrich, Evarts, Paddock, Sherman, 

k, George, Palmer, Spooner, 
Blodgett Gibson, Payne, Stanford, 
Bowen, Hiscock, Plumb, Stewart, 
Cameron, Kenna, uay, Turpie, 
Chace, Manderson, Riddleberger, Vance, 
Dawes, Morgan, Saulsbury, Wilson of Md. 
Eustis, Morrill, Sawyer, 

So the amendment was i to. 
Mr. RANSOM. Ishould have stated that my colleague [Mr. VANCE] 


is paired with the Senator from Rhodé Island [Mr. ALDRICH]. 

Mr. HALE. On page 91, at the bottom of the page, I ask unani- 
mous consent to fill the blank by inserting, in line 24, after the word 
Navy,“ “$201,443.71,” with the same amendment just agreed to. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. HALE. Now, I understand the next matter reserved is on 


66. 
Pathe PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 


Mr. HALE, It is the month’s extra pay. 

The CHIEF CLERK. The next reserved amendment is the amend- 
ment of the Committee on Appropriations, on page 66, to strike out 
the clause from line 10 to line 17, inclusive. i 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate understands the amend- 
ment. It need not be read again. 

nat HALE. Perhaps some Senators were not here when it was re- 
serv: 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be read. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike ont the following words: 

To enable the Secretary of the Senate and Clerk of the House of Representa- 
tives to pay to the officers and employés of the Senate and House borne on the 
annual and session rolls on the 20th day of October, 1888, including the Capitol 
police, for extra services during the Fiftieth Congress, a sum equal to one 
month's pay, at the compensation then paid them by law, the same to be im- 
mediately available. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment is to strike out 
what has just been read by the Secretary. 

Mr. CULLOM. A vote ‘‘nay’’ will keep in the clause. 

Mr. HARRIS. Allowances such as this have been very often made. 
There has never been a Congress where so much has been exacted and 
so many duties performed by the employés as the Fiftieth Congress, in 
view of which fact I do not think a word more need be said. This 
amendment ought not to be agreed to, and I hope the Senate will dis- 

ree to the amendment as reported by the committee. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Mr. President, I shall certainly vote to disagree 
with the amendment, but at the same time I desire to give notice that 
if it is disagreed to I shall move to amend the section by inserting 
the employés of the Library of Congress. They have been harder 
worked than any employés of the Government in this Capitol. - 

Mr. HALE. And besides that, if the amendmentis disagreed to, the 
Reporters of the Senate should be added. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Iam perfectly willing to add them. 

Mr. HARRIS. Necessarily, if disagreed to, the paragraph will be 
open toamendment. Let us dispose of one thing at a time. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Iwant to impress the Senate with this fact: Mr. 
Spofford has less force than he needs by a great many, and the conse- 
quence is he overworks necessarily the force he has. I repeat what I 
have said, that there are no employés under this roof who are harder 
worked than the employés of the Library. ; 

Mr. HALE. I have very decided convictions upon this matter, I 
believe that the best paid employés in the Government are those who 
are about the Senate and the House of Representatives. It was a hard 
session, but it was no harder for the employés than for Senators and 
Members. The Senate, a few years ago, took this matter in hand and 
directed that the extra month’s Bal should be cut off, and that has 
been observed as the rule since. But I am so desirous of getting the 
bill through—this, I hope, is the last matter that will give rise to any 
controversy—that I am ensrely willing that the Senate now should 
vote upon the question and settle it at once without further discussion. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, as I shall yote to sustain the amend- 
ment I desire to say a word upon the subject. I recognize, of course, 
as others do, the efficiency and faithfulness of the employés of the Sen- 
ate and the House of Representatives, and I recognize the further fact 
that they have places which others can not get; that they receive pay 
better than most people in like employments elsewhere get; that they 
get pay for the full time when they are not required to serve much 
over half their time so far as annual clerks are concerned; that many 
of the employés here get pay larger than the governors of States or the 
judges of the supreme courts of the States; that they have made a con- 
tract with the Government. They have agreed to accept the salary, 
which the law provides for, which is ample and just, and a full remun- 
eration for their services. Now, it is said that the Reporters of the 
House are to be embraced. One ofthem gets $6,000. The others get 
$5,000, I believe. They get as much as Senators and Representatives 
get. The Secretaries of the two Houses, the Doorkeepers, the other 
officers get large pay. 2 

I know, Mr. President, how easy it is to be liberal with other peo- 
ple’s money. I know, I believe at least, that no man making a con- 
tract for himself would do any such thing. Has any Senator here 
ever heard of an employer of persons having stipulated a price for 
their services, when they had completed their services, proposing to 
give them a month’s additional pay? Men do not do that because it 
would come out of their own pockets, but this comes out of other peo- 
ple’s pockets, and it is very easy to be liberal and generous with other 
people’s money. y c : 

Mr, President, there is another feature about this. We ought not to 
teach the employés of the two Houses of Congress to plunder the Treas- 
ury without consideration. We ought not to teach them to be beggars 
upon public bounty. Who is it that has not been mortified for the last 
several days to here the appeals for this allowance? Why is it done? 
In the first place the House of Representatives proposed some years ago 
a month’s extra pay to its employés because the employes of the House 
were paid less than the employés of the Senate, but the Senate was not 
willing to be left behind and it added a month’s pay to the employés 
of the Senate. So the habit will run, starting first for the purpose of 
equalizing the pay of the employés of the two Houses. That made & 
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precedent a year ago. Do we remember that we represent millions of 
people who struggle from one end of the year to the other for the means 
of living for the support of their families and are scarce able to do it? 
Do we remember that we are taxing them to give away money in very 


considerable amounts? This amendment does not state the amount f 


here involved. I do not know how much it is. I do not suppose that 
there is a Senator here or a Representative in the other end of the 
Capitol who can tell you how much money this amendment will ap- 
propriate. 

Men engaged in the private pursuits of life do not get such pay as 
the employés of this body. Our pages get between $2 and $3 a day. 
They do in the other House; I suppose they do here. Men work hard 
at home for 75 cents and a dollar a day who are glad to get it—grown 
men working in sunshine and in storm. à 

Mr. BLAIR. May I ask the Senator a question? If that is true, 
does it not seem almost too much for the Government to give us $5,000 
a year? 

Mr. REAGAN. The Senator from New Hampshire is prolific in 
questéons, I do not know that Iam so prolific in answers. The man 
who bas capacity enough to represent a great State, the man who has 
devoted a life of labor and study and perhaps a fortune to qualify him- 
self for a position to serve a great State and a great nation, I would 
suppose the Senator from New Hampshire would not be disposed to put 
upon the level of a man who works for a dollar a day in the field or in 
the forest. Iam surprised that the Senator should ask such a ques- 
tion. Iam dealing with practical facts. We come here not as repre- 
senting ourselves, but as F whosend us here, as rep- 
resenting their States. o, I ask, believes that if you go to them 
they will say you shall give several thousand dollars away to persons 
receiving higher pay than any of them can get at home? 

Mr. President, at this time I do not wish to occupy the Senate fur- 
ther by the discussion of this or any other question, but I do wish to 
enter my earnest protest against this business of plundering the Treas- 
ury to gratify our friends who have been amply paid according to con- 
tract. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, the Senator from Texas having had 
the pleasure of entering his earnest protest, I ask that the Senate come 
to a vote upon this question. 

Mr. HALE. I hope that will be done. 

Mr. HARRIS. I am content with the judgment of the Senate in 
view of the facts. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is the Senate ready for the question 
on agreeing to the amendment? 

Mr. REAGAN. I ask for the yeas and nays upon that question. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr, HALE. Let it be understood that a yea vote strikes out the 
provision and a nay vote keeps it in. ; 

Mr. HARRIS. Those who favor giving the extra pay to the em- 
ployés will vote nay.“ 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BERRY (when his name was ane Upon this question I am 
paired with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Witson]. If he were 
present, I should vote yea“ and he would vote nay.““ 

Mr. BLAIR (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sen- 
ator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE]. If his colleague [Mr. WAL- 
THALL] assents that I may vote, I vote. 

Mr. HALE and others. Let us all vote. 

Mr. BLAIR. Ishall not vote without the consent of the colleague 
of the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE]. If his colleague says 
I can vote, I shall vote; otherwise not. 

Mr. WALTHALL. I have no means of knowing how my colleague 
would vote on this particular amendment. 

Mr. COLQUITT (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. CHACE], and unless it is generally un- 
derstood that pairs shall not be observed I shall withhold my vote. 

Mr. HEARST (when his name was called). I am paired with my 
colleague [Mr. STANFORD]. 

Mr. PADDOCK (when his name was called), I am paired with the 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. pipers I think, in fact I know, that 
he would vote ‘‘nay.’’ I will therefore vote. I vote nay.“ 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas (after having voted in the negative). Iam 
paired with the Senator from New York [Mr. Hiscock], but as this is 
in no sense a party question I have taken the liberty to vote. I have 
no doubt he would approve of my actionif he werepresent. I shall let 
my vote stand. 

Mr. HEARST. This not being a political contest, I think I am at 
liberty to vote, though my colleague [Mr. STANFORD] is not present. 
I vote ‘‘nay.”’ 

Mr. CHANDLER. I am paired with the Senator from New Jersey 
(Mr. BLopErr], but I feel at liberty to vote on this question. I vote 
ve yea.’ 

Mr. BLAIR. I ought perhaps to say that my pair with the Senator 
from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE] is such that I do not feel at liberty to 
vote on any question, whether political or otherwise, where I have 
reason to think that he might desire a pair, and I think he would in 
this case, I should vote nay“ if I were not paired. 
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The result was announced—yeas 15, nays 35; as follows: 


YEAS—15, 
Allison, Coke, Hale, Reagan, 
Brown. Edmunds, Hawley, est, 8 
Chandler, Farwell, Ingalls, Walthall, 
Frye, Platt, 
NAYS—35 
Bate, Faulkner, Kenna, Sabin, 
Blackburn, Gorman, McPherson, Spooner, 
Bowen, Gray, Mitchel), Stewart, 
Butler, Hampton, Paddock, Stockbridge, 
l, 2 Palmer, ‘eller, 
Cullom, Hearst, Pasco, ie, 

ii Hoar, Pugh, Voor 5 
Davis, Jones of Arkansas, Quay, Wilson of Iowa, 
Dolph, Jones of Nevada, Ranso 

ABSENT—26. 
Aldrich, Colquitt, Manderson, Sawyer, 
x wes, 0 Sherman, 

A Eustis, Morrill, Stanford, 
Blair, Evarts, Payne, Vance, 
Blodgett, rge, Plumb, Wilson of Md, 
Cameron, z: Gibson, Riddleberger, 

Chace. Hiscock, Saulsbury, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. HALE. I have one or two further committee amendments to 
offer. This clause having been retained, I move to add, after the word 
police, in line 14, on page 66, the words: 

The employés of the Congressional Library and the Senate reporters. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 14 on page 66, after the word police,“ 
it is proposed to insert the words: 

The employés of the Congressional Library and the Senate reporters, 

So as to read: 

To enable the Secretary of the Senate and Clerk of the House of Representa- 
tives to pay to the officers and employés of the Senate and House borne on 
the ann and session rolls on the 20th day of October, 1888, including the 
Capitol police, the [employés of the Congressional Library, and the Senate Re- 
porters, for extra services during the Fiftieth Congress, a sum equal to one 
month’s pay, at the compensation then paid them by law, the same to be imme- 
diately available. 

Mr. HOAR. Ishould like to understand the effect of the phrase 
the Senate Reporters.“ Are they paid by the month; if not, what 
does the phrase one month’s pay mean? ` 

Mr. HALE. It would be one-twelfth of the amount the Reporter 
now receives annually by contract. 

Mr. HOAR. It does not seem to me that that would be the effect 
of the language, unless it has been somewhere settled. 

Mr. HALE, We have given it several times. : 

Mr. HOAR. We have a contract with the person to do a particular 
service, it may last six months and it may last three months. It is 
proposed to give one month’s extra pay. Ido not understand that the 
service is measured by the day, but I understand is measured by the 
amount of work, the numbér of pages. 

1 Mr. HALE. I understand that it has been put in this way hereto- 
ore. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 2 

Mr. HALE. I have one more amendment, and after that I shall 
have nothing more to offer. On page 29, after line 20, I move to in- 
sert: 


Pay of the Army: For pay of enlisted men, $220,000; service-pay, enlisted 
men, $34,000; pay of hospital corps, $15,000; for allowances for travel, retained 
pay, clothing not drawn, and interest on deposits, $86,888; in all, $355,888. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire merely to have a little amendment of mere 


form made, if the Senator from Maine will allow me. On page 35, 1 


see two persons spoken of therein have the title of honorable pre- 
fixed, ‘‘ Honorable W. E. Chandler“ and Honorable W. C. Whitney.“ 
I think as a matter of taste that word should be stricken out. 

Mr. HALE, And in the preceding paragraph, instead of ‘‘ ex-Sec- 
retary Chandler ” it should read William E. Chandler.“ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 7, ou page 35, it is proposed to strike out 
the word honorable, and in line 14, to strike out the word hon- 
orable.““ 

Mr. HALE. And in lines 6 and 7, strike out ex- Secretary“ and 
insert William E.” before the name ‘‘ Chandler.” 

Mr. HOAR. Yes, let that also be included in the amendment, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SPOONER. I move to insert at the end of the bill— 

That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to pay to PHILIP S. Post, out of any money not otherwise appropriated, 


the sum of $5,668.40, in reimbursement of expenses necessarily incurred in de- 
fense of his title to his seat asa member of the Fiftieth Congress. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment pro by the Senator from Wisconsin. [Putting the 
question.] By the sound the noes have it. 
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Mr. CULLOM. I ask for the yeas and nays. 


Mr. COCKRELL. And there is no deficiency. It is not a deficiency, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is the 8 for the yeas and nays | and it is not pertinent to this bill. 


seconded ? 

Mr. CULLOM. A standing vote will do just as well. 

Mr. SPOONER. I hope the amendment may be adopted. 

Mr. . Let the amendment be read again. It is not un- 
derst 

Mr. COCKRELL. I desire to make a statement in justice to the 
Committee on Appropriations, as I see the distinguished Senators who 
are in charge of the bill do not make it as I hoped nd they would. It has 
been a universal rule of the Committee on Appropriations not to inter- 
fere in House matters. The Honse has had an opportunity to provide 
compensation to Mr. Post for this contest and has refused it. Now 
his friends come to the Senate to get the Senate to assume the responsi- 
bility of giving him more than the law allows and more than his own 
confrères in the House would give him. I say it is animposition upon 
the Senate, and that it is not right. 

Mr. SPOONER. I have only this to say about the amendment: The 
appropriate committee in the House of Representatives reported in favor 
of this proposition; but it did not find its way, for certain reasons, into 
the appropriation bill. 

I see no reason upon the merits of the proposition why it should not 
be adopted. If it is important that the will of the people in any elec- 
tion should triumph, and that an election should be contested where 
the certificate awarded to a member turns out to be only prima facie 
evidence of his right to the seat, Congress ought to cover the necessary 
expense of making that contest. 

This gentleman contested his seat in Congress. It required a lengthy 
examination, the examination of a great many witnesses and the em- 
ployment of counsel, and every dollar provided for by the amendment 
Was necessarily expended by him in making that contest. 

Mr, CULLOM, And he has all thevouchers to show that the money 
was expended. 

Mr. SPOONER. He exhibited the vouchers, and the House commit- 
tee reported in favor of the proposition. Ifthe House does not agree 
to this amendment it can be stricken out in conference. 

Mr. GORMAN. I should like to ask the Senator from Wisconsin a 
question if he will yield. 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. 

Mr. GORMAN. Has not the matter of pay ment to contestants been 
under discussion for a great many years, and has not Congress by a law 
fixed the amount in each of these cases to which a contestant is en- 
titled? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly; $3,000. 

Mr. SPOONER. Congress did fix an amount. 

Mr. GORMAN. Congress has fixed the amount, and there is now in 
every contest in Congress a sum allowed, although it is true it may not 
be sufficient to pay the expenses of contest in more than half thecases. 

Mr. SPOONER. The appropriation ought to be sufficient, if there 
is any principle in making an appropriation at all, to cover the neces- 
sary expenses in making the contest. 

Mr. GORMAN. That is very true. 

Mr. CULLOM. The Senator from Wisconsin will allow me to say 
that when the contest in this case was over the testimony was so com- 
plete that the whole House unanimously voted to givo this gentleman 
his seat. The factis that he is a poor man. As has been stated, he 
did not spend a single dollar contrary to law, and he has the vouchers 
and 8 70 for every cent that was paid out according to law. 

It would seem, as has already been said, that if there is anything in 
making the contest to get at the truth and the right, it ought not to 
result in breaking the man up who does pay. It seems to me thatthe 
claim ought to be allowed. As the Senator from Wisconsin said, ifthe 
House of Representatives, where this gentleman is a member, decline 
to entertain the amendment, it will go out of the bill in conference. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I make a point of order that the amendment is 
not in order. 

Mr. CULLOM. It is too late to make the point of order after we 
have been discussing it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It is not too late to raise a point of order at any 
time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Upon what rule does the Senator 
from Missouri raise the point of order? 

Mr. COCKRELL. This is a pure claim. It is moved upon an ap- 
propriation bill. It is not recommended by any committee of the Sen- 
ate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair has no information on 
that subject. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator from Missouri is mistaken in his last 
statement. This amendment was reported from a standing committee 
of the Senate and was referred in due season, under the rules, to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That still does not make it in order, it being 
purely a claim. 

Mr. SPOONER. It answers the proposition that it has not been re- 
ported by a committee, I think. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question as to the amendment 
being reported from—— 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Senator will excuse the Chair. 
That does not go tothequestion of order, but as to whether the amend- 
ment is germane or relevant. The point of order is not sustained if 
the statement of the Senator from Wisconsin, which the Chair supposes 
to be true, is correct. The Senator from Missouri does notdispute that 
statement. 

Mr. CULLOM. I will state that I introduced the amendment and 
it was referred to the Committee on Claims, acted upon favorably by 
that committee, and then referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It was acted upon by what committee? 

Mr. CULLOM. By the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. COCKRELL. If it was acted upon by the Committee on Claims, 
then I want to appeal to the Chair to know whether every claim recom- 
mended by the Committee on Claims goes upon an appropriation bill 
notwithstanding the rules of the Senate. I make the point of order 
that the amendment is not in order, being a claim, and that it a not 
germane to this bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If the Senator will pardon the Chair, 
the question of poe chsh must be decided by the Senate and not by the 
Chair; it is not a question of order. The rule provides that when the 
question of relevancy is raised as to whether an amendment is germane 
oe 55 it shall be decided by the Senate without debate, sor not by 
the Chair. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Do I understand that the Chair has decided that 
every claim which has been reported by the Committee on Claims and 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations is in order to be offered 
in the Senate to an appropriation bill ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is in order so far as that part of 
the rule is concerned. It may or may not be germane or relevant. 

Mr. COCKRELL, It is then in order, notwithstanding it is a pri- 
vate 77 7 which the rules expressly say shall not go on an appropria- 
tion bi 

Mr. HOAR. I desire leave to observe that, as far as my memory 
goes, such provisions for the compensation of members or contestants 
have been par on apptopriation bills ever since I have been in either 
House of Congress, for more than twenty years. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Butit must be put on in the House, not in the 


Mr. HOAR. They havealways been considered as appropriate; they 
are treated asa matter of public expenditure. Wherever there is a fair 
question as to who is entitled to a seat, it is not the private interest of 
the contestant in this body or the other; it is a matter of public inter- 
est, and the investigation is made in the interest of the people, in order 
that their will may be carried out. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair would hold that this is 
not a private claim, and that the question of relevancy under the third 
paragraph of Rule XVI, if the Senator from Missouri desires to raise 
that point, must be decided by the Senate: 


All questions of relevancy of amendments under this dat alin raised, shall 
be submitted to the Senate and be decided without debate. 


Mr. COCKRELL. The Chair decides that it is not a private claim 
when clause 4 of Rule XVI provides that— 


No amendment, the object of which is to provide for a private claim, shall be 
received to any general appropriation bill. 


Will the Chair please inform the Senate why, if this is not a private 
claim, it was referred to the Committee on Claims? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair declines to enter upon 
any discussion of that question. The Chair holds that this is not a pri- 
vate claim, subject to the right of appeal by the Senator from Missouri. 
If the Senator desires to appeal, it will be entertained 

Mr. HARRIS. Upon the question of relevancy? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If the Senator raises the question of 
relevancy, it will be submitted to the Senate. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I shall not raise the question of relevancy at this 
time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question then recurs on - 
ing to the amendment moved by the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. 
SPOONER]. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let us have the yeas and nays. 

4 yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 
roll. 

Mr. COLQUITT (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. CHACE]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. HALE. I hope Senators will vote on this question so as to 
make a quorum. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. A quorum is recorded. 

Mr. BLAIR. On this question Iam paired with the Senator from 
Mississippi [Mr. GEORG 11. If he were present, I should vote yea.“ 

The result was announced yeas 23, nays 20; as follows: 


YEAS—%3. 
Bowen, Hawley, Paddock, Spooner, 
Cullom, Hearst, Palmer, wart, 
Dolph. in Ingalis, Plu ahs Tai ags; 
um. ‘eller, 
Farwell, Jones of Nevada, Qu: Wilson of Iowa. 
Frye, Mitchell, Sabin, 
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NAYS—20. 
kgm Coke, Hampton, Ransom, 
3 Daniel, Ha Reagan, 
Berry, Gorman, McPherson, Vest, 
Brown, Gray, Pasco, Voorhees, 
Cockrell, Hale, Pugh, Walthall. 
ABSENT—33. 
Aldrich, Chandler, Hiscock, Sawyer, 
k, Colquitt, Jonesof Arkansas, Sherman, 
lack burn, Dawes, Kenna, Stanford, 
Blodet eos 5 3 
odgett, ustis, organ. ‘ance, 
Butler, Ev Morrill,’ Wilson of Md. 
Call, Faulkner, Payne, 
Cameron, re, Riddleberger, 
Chace, Gibson, Saulsbury, 


So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PASCO. I move the amendment I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment moved by the Sen- 
ator {rom Florida will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to add to the bill the following: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to settle and adjust the claim of the State of Florida as found and reported 
in the letter of the Secretary of War, dated March 22, 1882, and under previous 
acts of Con „and to pay to the said State such sum of money as he may find 
to be due the said State; and in making such settlement he shall retain the 
whole, or so much thereof as may be Syren A of said allowance or settlement 
and apply the same to the payment of the principal and inte or either, of 
said bonds of the State of Florida held by the Treasurer of the United States in 
trust for the Indian trust fund or to the reimbursement of the United States of 
moneys advanced by the United States on account of interest due on such bonds, 
and shall demand of said State, and allow to it, upon said claim or claims for the 
purpose of such settlement, the rate of interest stipulated in said bonds, apply 
the same to the paymentof the balance due of the principal and interest, or either, 
of said bonds of the State of Florida, held as aforesaid, after a proper credit is 
given for such sums as may have been retained by the Secretary of the Treasury 
under section 3481 of the Revised Statutes, or to the reimbursement of the United 
States of moneys advanced by the United States on account of interest due on 
such bonds, and shall demand of such State, and allow to it, upon said claim or 
claims for the purpose of such settlement, the rate of interest stipulated in said 
bonds: Provided, That in computing the interest on said advances, the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury shall apply ae rule applied by act of Congress approved 
March 3, 1857, to the claim of the State of Maryland, And there is hereby appro- 
priated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise approp: so much 
money as may be necessary to carry out the above provision, 


‘Mr. EDMUNDS. Does that come from any committee? 

Mr. PASCO. It comes from the Committee on Claims. ; 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The amendment was referred to the Committee 
on Claims and ordered to be printed February 19. It was reported 
from that committee February 21, and referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

Mr. HALE It is clearly a claim, nothing but a claim, a very old 
one at that. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Does the Chair understand the Sen- 
ator trom Maine to raise a point of order? 

Mr. HALE. Undoubtedly. 

_ The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
vate claim? 

Mr, HALE. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. DOLPH. I raise the further point of order that it contains leg- 
islation which is not in order on an appropriation bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks that the only leg- 
islation is that which provides a distribution of the money that is ap- 


propriated. 
Would it be possible, does the Chair think, to get a 


Upon the ground that this is a pri- 


Mr. HALE. 
yea-and-nay vote upon it? 

Mr. DOLPH. It authorizes the adjustment of a claim. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will hear the Senator 
from Florida [Mr. Pasco], who had not yielded the floor. 

Mr. PASCO. I understand that the point of order is overruled and 
that the amendment is properly before the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. So the Chair holds. 

Mr. PASCO. Mr. President, this claim referred to in this amend- 
ment originated during the Seminole war of 1856 or 1857, and it has 
been before Congress from time to time nearly ever since that date. 
On the 3d of March, 1881, by ajoint resolution of the two Houses of 
Congress the claim was referred to the Secretary of War for investiga- 
tion. The amount of the principal was ascertained and the contest 
came up simply as to the interest. 

The claim has been before the Senate from time to time since then, 
and during the present session of Congress it has had a very exhaustive 
examination by the Committee on Claims. It has been passed upon 
by that committee, but my colleague and myself have failed in our ef- 
forts to get the bill for its payment before the Senate so that action 
might be taken upon it. 

I do not propose now to go into the merits of the claim. The report 
in which they are set forth has been in the hands of members of the 
Senate ever since the 25th of January. 

But the special reason for urging the matter with the earnestness 
that my colleague and myself have done during the present session 
has been on the ground of the necessities of our State. The people of 
the country have been generous to the people of Florida during the 
past year, and now we ask the Senate to be just towards our State and 
to settle this claim which has been so long outstanding. ‘The exigen- 


cies of the State require it. The State treasury has been exhausted by 
the numerons drains upon it in connection with the epidemic which 


was raging in the State during the past summer. During the past 
month a special session of the Legislature has been necessary in conse- 
quence of this epidemic, a board of health has been provided for, and 
all this will require a very large outlay of money. 

It is for this reason that the people of our State, acting through their 
Legislature, have urged upon Con and urged upon their Senators 
and Representatives here that this claim should be brought forward 
and an effort made to settle it now. The resolutions of our State Legis- 
lature were read to the Senate only yesterday. If this claim is to be 
settled there is no better time and no time more opportune for our 
people than the present, so that the extraordinary expenditures of the 
State may be provided for out of this fund, which justly belongs to her, 
the payment of which has been so long delayed. 

Unless the merits of the case are brought up in the discussion I shall 
not go further into them myself at the present time. The hour is late, 
and I desire to bring this matter as speedily as possible toa vote. I 
ask that the amendment be adopted. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, this claim on the part of the State of 
Florida has been adjudicated at various times and a bill for its payment 
passed the House of Representatives in the former Congress two years 


ago. 

There is nodoubt that the money was honestly expended by the State 
for the suppression of Indian hostilities. The facts are undisputed. 
The necessities of the State at this time are very great and this money 
will be expended not only in the interests of the State of Florida, but 
of the whole country in preventing the reappearance of the epidemic 
which prevailed in that State and its communication to other States, 

In consequence of the great loss imposed upon the State by the epi- 
demic last year the State finances have become very much reduced and 
the State is in very great need of this money at this time for the pur- 

I have mentioned. Inasmuch as there is no dispute whatever in 

to the fact of the money having been honestly expended by the 

State and the debt has been recognized by a committee of this body 

and by a bill passing the other House, I think that the amendment 
ought to be allowed to go upon the bill. 

Mr. HALE. Let us have a vote, Mr. President. 

Mr. PASCO. Ihave been asked by several Senators what the amount 
of the principal of this claim is, It is found upon page 8 of the report 
of the Committee on Claims: 


Amount due Florida, as per report of Secretary of War, $224,648.09. 


That was when it was examined by the Secretary of War, Mr. Lin- 
coln. 


Bonds due the Indian trust fund, $132,000. Leaving a balance of $92,648.09, 


That is the principal of the debt. 

Mr. HAMPTON. Task the Senator from Florida ifthe amendment 
is not predicated on the report that was made by the Committee on 
Military Affairs a year or two ago. 

Mr. PASCO. It is the substance of the report of the Committee on 
Military Affairs then made, and recommending the payment of the 
principal of this debt is embraced in the report now before the Senate. 

Mr. DOLPH. I hold in my hand a report made by the senior Sen- 
ator from Arkansas [Mr. JONES], from the Committee on Claims, on 
the 26th of February, 1887, which seems to have been the report of the 
committee with only one dissenting member, Senator WHITTHORNE, in 
which this claim, being, as I understand it, the same claim, is found 
to be without merit. 

Mr. HALE. The committee reported against it. 

Mr. DOLPH. The committee reported against it. I ask to have 
the report read. 

Mr. HALE and others. Oh, no. 

Mr. PASCO. It would take up the rest of the night to read the re- 
port. There are at least fifty pages in the report which the Senator 
proposes to read. 

Mr. DOLPH. Very well; I will withdraw the request. 

Mr. PASCO. I will state that this matter was acted upon by the 
Committee on Claims during the latter part of the last Congress and 
an unfavorable report was then made; but it had been previously passed 
upon favorably, so far as the principal is concerned, on several former 
occasions. There was a report from the Military Committee in the 
Forty-sixth Congress made by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] 
in favor of it. There are reports from the same committee in the Forty- 
seventh and again in the Forty-ninth Congress, made by the Senator 
from South Carolina [Mr. HAMPTON], in favor of it. There was a re- 
port from the other House in the last Congress in favor of the claim as 
it now stands, and the bill for its payment was there passed. It has 
again been there favorably reported at the present Congress, but no final 
action has been taken. 

When the matter was examined before the committee at the close of 
the last Congress, perhaps hurriedly, the report to which the Senator 
from Oregon refers was made. The report was unfavorable, and it 
caused the claim to be arrested at that time, butit has been thoroughly 
examined at the present session of Congress before the same commit- 
tee which made the former report, and the present chairman of the 
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from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar], and others who joined in that ad- 
verse report, are now joining in the report which is before the Senate. 

I trust the Senate will view the case as presented in the report made 
at the present session rather than as presented in the report which was 
made at the last Congress. 

Mr. HAMPTON, I did not know that this matter was to be brought 
up, and I have not before me the report which I made at the time, but 
the recommendation made by the Military Committee was based upon 
a calculation furnished to us by the Department. We went through 
it and examined it with great care, and the result of the deliberations 
of the committee was that the State of Florida was entitled, as I now 
remember, to about $92,000. 

Mr. PASCO. That is the amount. : 

Mr. HAMPTON. After deducting what was due by Florida, though 
the claim was much larger than that. I think the claim is an emi- 
nently just one, and I hope the amendment will be sustained. 

Mr. HALE. Let us have a vote, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco]. 

‘The amendment was to. 

Mr. HALE. I did not call for the yeas and nays on the amendment, 
because I am desirous of getting through with the bill. 

Mr. DANIEL. Loffer an amendment to come in on page 89 of the 
bill, after line 12. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read. 

The SECRETARY. On page 89, after line 12, it is proposed to insert: 

That the accounting officers of the Treasury be, and they are hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to examine the accounts between the United States and 
each of the States of New York, Pennsylvania, Delaware, Virginia, South Caro- 
lina, and the city of Baltimore, adjusted under previous acts of Congress; and 
on such examinations to assume the sums expended by each State aforesaid and 
the said city of Baltimore, for the use and benefit of the United States in the war 
of 1812 to with Great Britain, and the sums refunded and repaid by the 
United States to each of the aforesaid States and to the said city of Baltimore, 
and the times of such payants, as being correctly stated in the accounts, as the 
same have been passed atthe ury Department, but in the calculation of 
interests due tothe said States aforesaid, and to the said city of Baltimore, under 
previous acts of Congress, the following rules shall be o „namely: In- 
terest shall be calculated up to the time of any payment made. To this inter- 
est the payment shall first be applied, and if it exceed the interest due, the bal- 
ance shall be applied to dimin the principal. If the payment falls short of 
the interest, the balance of interest shall not be added to the principal so as to 
produce interest. Second, interest shall be allowed to each of the said States 
and city of Baltimore on such sums only on which the said States and city 
either paid interest or lost interest by transfer of an interest-bearing fund, That 
if upon such re-examination of the accounts and applications of the above rules 
any money shall be found due to either of said States or to the said city of Bal- 
timore, the same shall be applied first to the payment ok eens and interest 
of any bonds of the said States, matured or unmatu held by the United 
States in trust or otherwise, and after the payment of suid rincipal and inter- 
est on the bondsof either of said States or city, the . shall be paid 
to the constituted authorities of said States, respectively,and to those of said 
city, and for any sums found due and remaining after payment of said bonds 
there is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the 8 not otherwise 
appropriated, so much money as may be necessary, and the same shall be im- 
mediately available, 

Mr. HALE. This is unlike the other claims which have been pre- 
sented. I raise the point of order upon it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What point does the Senator raise? This is just 
as much in order as the others. 

Mr. HALE. I raise the point of order that it has not been reported 
from any standing or select committee of the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The point of order raised by the Sen- 
ator from Maine to the effect that this proposed amendment has not 
been reported from any standing or select committee of the Senate, and 
is therefore not to be received, is sustained. 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, I only wish that the matter may be 
thoroughly understood. This same proposition has been reported favor- 
ably by the Committee on Claims and has been referred to the Com- 
mittee on 8 and that, as I was informed awhile ago was 
the view of the Chair, made the amendment in order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It does not appear from the print 
the Chair has examined that the amendment was reported from any 
standing or select committee of the Senate. 

Mr. HALE. No, it was not. The amendment has not been reported 
from any committee, and by the Senate referred to the Committee on 
. MT as an amendment to the appropriation bill. 

he PRESIDENT pro tempore. Therefore it is not in order under 
the rule. 

Mr. DANIEL. I thought it would be in order if the same proposi- 
tion had been reported favorably by a committee in the form of a bill. 
This is the identical text of the proposition reported by the Committee 
on Claims. 

Mr. FRYE. That does not answer. 

Mr. HARRIS. Is the matter determined as to the amendment of 
the Senator from Virginia? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is, unless an appeal is taken from 
the decision of the Chair. t 

Mr. DANIEL, I do not appeal from the decision of the Chair, but 
may I be permitted one moment? This was the exact proposition the 
Chair passed on a little while in the case of the amendment pro- 
posed by the Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco]. 
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Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Iam a member of the Committee on Claims, 
and will state that the difference between the two propositions is that 
the other was an amendment proposed by the Committee on Claims and 
sent here to be referred to the Committee on Appropriations. In the 
amendment the Senator from Virginia presents that was not the case; 
it was simply a bill favorably reported from the committee. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is a technical difference. We ought not to 
stand on that. 

Mr. HARRIS. On page 45, at the end of line 18, I move to insert: 

To pay S. M. Stockslager the difference between the salary of Commissioner 
and Assistant Commissioner of the General Land Office from November 17, 1897, 
to March 26, 1888. both inclusive, being the period of service of said S. M. Stock- 
slager as Acting Commissioner of the General Land Office from the date of the 
resignation of William A. J. Sparks, Commissioner, to the qualification of his 
successor, $358.48. 

Mr. HALE. I raise the point of order upon that amendment. 

Mr. HARRIS, I have nothing to say if the Senator raises a point of 
order until the Chair disposes of it. 

Mr. HALE. I raise the point of order. Ido not know whether this 
has been referred by a committee to the Committee on Appropriations, 
but even if it has been, it seems to me a clear case of a claim. 

Mr. HARRIS. Upon the contrary, it is a matter estimated for. It 
has not been reported by any committee so far as I know, but it has 
been offered in the Senate and referred to the Committee on Appro- 


priati 
Was it estimated for by the head of 


ons. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
a Department? 

Mr. HARRIS. It was. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senator refer the Chair 
to the Book of Estimates? 

Mr. HARRIS. I have not the estimates before me. 

Mr. HALE. If estimated at all, it is only estimated in the sense of 
submitted items that are sent in not as estimates proper but only as sub- 
mitted. Itis a clear case of an addition to the salary ofan official who 
has for a time served in a higher grade ih the same office, 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the or from Maine allow me to correct 
his facts? It isa clear case of a very different character. 

Mr. HALE. Then I am mistaken in the case. 

Mr. HARRIS. I suppose the Senator is. 

Mr. HALE. Will the Senator not state what the case is? 

Mr. HARRIS. The facts are exactly these: When the Commis- 
sioner of the General Land Office resigned his position Mr. Stockslager, 
as the Deputy Commissioner, performed the duty of Commissioner an 
Deputy Commissioner for some three months. 

Mr. HALE. Yes; that is as I understand it. 

Mr. HARRIS. He was then appointed Commissioner and became 
Commissioner, but for the three months or morethat he performed the 
duties of both positions he received only the lower salary of the lower 

ition. 
Pie HALE. But that was before he was appointed Commissioner. 

Mr. HARRIS. It was; but it is not the pad, ees case where the 
superior officer is absent and the subordinate acts instead of the su- 
perior. There was no salary being paid to a Commissioner during that 
period; the office was vacant; and in that respect it is exceptional. 

Mr. HALE. But it is just like a lieutenant performing the duty of 
captain if the captain is dead. Nobody would claim that the 5 
ant could get the pay of a captain. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
fer the Chair to the estimate? 

Mr. HARRIS. I chance not to have it before me. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. In the absence of evidence that this 
item was estimated for by the head of a Department, the Chair will be 
compelled to sustain the point of order. 

Mr. HARRIS. I hope the Chair will hear the Senator from Iowa. 
I do not know what statement he is going to make. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not care to make any statement now. 

Mr. PALMER. On page 9, after line 22, I move to insert: 

Duluth Harbor, Minnesota: 

For establishing range lights at Duluth Harbor, $3,284.12, 

I will state that the bill creating this light-house was last 
year. I am informed by the clerk of the Committee on Commerce that 
it was omitted inadvertently from the sundry civil appropriation bill 
by the House. Therefore I think it should go in here. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Michigan [Mr. PALMER]. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. TELLER. I have a couple of amendments here from the Com-, 
mittee on Public Lands which I desire to offer. After line 5, on page 
47, I move to add: ‘ 

For payment to the State of Kansas, on account of 5 per cent. fund arising from, 
the sale of public lands in said State from July 1, 1884, to June 30, 1885, as per de- 
cision of the First Comptroller of the „Of date May 6, and as stated 
by the Commissioner of the General Land Office, $43,790.32. | 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to hear that explained. 

Mr. TELLER. That is for the 5 per cent. due the State of Kansas 


Will the Senator from Tennessee re- 


1889. 
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for land that was within Indian reservations which all the States have 
had except the States of Colorado and Kansas and Nebraska. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Land not sold? 

Mr. TELLER. Land sold; the Indian land when that was sold. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Colorado. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us divide. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont asks for 
a division. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, Ishould like to say a word abont that. I do not 
suppose there is any use at this time of night in trying to stop anything 
that is to be ridden onto this bill; but the law of the United States 
has only pledged, as I understand it, to the States that come in 5 
cent. on the proceeds of sales of the public lands, and not lands that 
belong to somebody else. The States of Ohioand Iowa and Michigan, 
and I do not know how many others, have tried over and over again 
for the last forty years to get something more out of the Jands that 
were appropriated to other uses and that belonged to the Indians, and 
soon, and soon. If we go into it in fair detail, it would take an hour 
or two to explain the whole thing. Now, to put on an appropriation 
bill without investigation and without the report of a committee tell- 
ing us exactly what the facts are, a provision that we are to pay to these 
States the money that has been got from the sales of lands that belonged 
to the Indians and were only sold on account of a contract and agree- 
ment with the Indians, appears to me to be entirely wrong. I do not 
suppose it is possible to stop it, but I should like to have the yeas and 
nays on it all the same. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont asks for 
the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. TELLER. I want to say to the Senator from Vermont that the 
States of Mississippi, Louisiana, Ohio, Indiana, Illinois, Michigan, 
Wisconsin, Iowa, Missouri, Arkansas, and Florida have all had this 
money, and I say to the Senator that this case has never been presented 
to the Senate before, and the cases that he refers to as to land warrants 
have nothing to do with this question. The Comptroller has decided 
that we are entitled to this money, but it can not be paid except by an 
appropriation, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to hear the decision of the Comp- 
troller read, and if he has decided as wisely about this as he did about 
the paper used in the circuit court of the United States in New York, 
perhaps we should all agree to it. R 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The yeas and nays having been or- 
dered, the roll will be called. : 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from New York Oar. Hiscock]. If he were present 
I should vote yea.“ I withhold my vote unless it be necessary to 
make a quorum. 

Mr. PADDOCK (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Eustis]. 

Mr. PASCO. Iam paired with the Senator from Illinois [Mr. Fan- 
WELL]. In his absence I withhold my vote. 

‘The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Is there a quorum recorded ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is not. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, Then I vote ‘‘yea,’’ 

Mr. BLAIR. I vote ‘‘yea.”’ 

Mr. PADDOCK. Iam paired, but am at liberty to vote to make a 
quorum. I vote ‘‘yea.”’ 

The result was announced—yeas 23, nays 14; as follows: 


YEAS—28. 


Colquitt, Jones of Arkansas, Stewart, 
Bui Daniel, Jones of Nevada, | Stockbridge, 
Bowen, Davis, Mitchell, Teller, 

wn, Dolph, ddock, Turpie, 
Butler, Frye, Palmer, Voorhees, 
Call, Hoar, Pugh, Walthall, 
Coke, Ingalls, Quay, Wilson of Iowa, 
NAYS—l. 
Allison, Gorman, Harris, Reagan, 
Bate, Gray, Hawley, Vest. 
Cockrell, ale, Hearst, 
Edmunds, Hampton, , Ransom, 
ABSENT—AA. 

Aldrich, Eustis, Manderson, Saulsbury, 
Beck, Evarts, Morgan, i Sawyer, 3 
Blackburn, Farwell, Morrill, Sherman, 

Faulkner, Pasco, Spooner, 
Cameron, George, Payne, Stanford, 
Chace, Gibson, Platt, Vance, 
Chandler, Hiscock, Plumb, Wilson of Md. 
Cullom, Kenna, Riddleberger, 
Dawes, McPherson, Sabin, 

So the amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. TELLER. Ihave another amendment for the State of Colorado, 
exactly like that for the State of Kansas, only for a smaller sum. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 


The Secretary read as follows: 

For payment to the State of Colorado, on account of 5 per cent. fund arising 
from sale of public lands in said State prior to June 30, 1888. as provided by 
the act of admission, $16,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iask for the yeas and nays on that. 

Mr. DANIEL. Is the amendment reported by a committee? 

Mr. TELLER. It is reported by the Committee on Public Lands 
in the same way and audited by the Department. ` 

Mr. BERRY. Ido not remember that this amendment was sub- 
mitted to the members of the Committee on Public Lands. Theamend- 
ment which has just been agreed to was submitted to me as a member 
of the Committee on Public Lands by the Senator from Colorado [Mr. 
TELLER], As I understood the proposition atthat time, it did not re- 
fer toor make any claim except the same claim which has been allowed 
all the other land States; that is, 5 per cent. upon the lands sold. 

Mr. TELLER. That is it exactly. 

Mr. BERRY. The other States have received 5 per cent., but for 
some reason in the act of admission of these States they did not receive 
the 5 per cent. which had continuously been received by all the other 
land States, and therefore I agreed to support the other amendment, 
and I voted forit. The pending amendment I know nothing about. 
I do not know how it comes here or why it was not put in with the 
other amendment. K 

Mr. TELLER. Iwill say to the Senator that it was presented to 
him at the same time the other amendment was. The two were to- 

ether. 

z Mr. BERRY. The other case was to pay the 5 per cent., which all 
the land States were entitled to and which all the others were receiv- 
ing; and that being the fact, as a matter of course I thought it was a 
just claim. The pending one I do not understand, and I should like 
the Senator to explain why it is in a separate amendment and not in- 
cluded in the other. 

Mr, TELLER. I will say to the Senator that the reason is that one 
is for the State of Kansas and the other for Colorado, This is for Colo- 
rado. One was for $43,000 and this is for $16,000. 

Mr. BERRY. Is the claim of Colorado the same as that of Kansas? 

Mr. TELLER. The same precisely, and audited and allowed upon 
the books of the General Land Office. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. On the question of agreeing to the 
amendment the Senator from Vermont asks that the yeas and nays 
may be entered on the Journal. 

Pa cad and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). I in announce my 
pair with the Senator from Illinois [Mr. FARWELL], and withhold my 
vote. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. BLAIR, I am paired with the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. 
GEORGE]. 

The result was announced—yeas 29, nays 11; as follows: 


YEAS—29. 
Berry, Dolph, Mitchell, Teller, 
Bowen, Frye, Palmer, Turpie, 
Brown, Gray, Platt, Voorhees, 
Butler, Hampton, Pugh, Walthall, 
Call, sf „ Quay, Wilson of Iowa. 
Coke, Hoar, Spooner, 
Daniel, Ingalls, Stewart, 
Davis, Jonesof Nevada, Stockbridge, 
NAYS—IL 
eae . a Ransom, 
mun arris, Reagan. 
Chandler, Gorman, Hawley, 
ABSENT—36, 
Aldrich, Daw Kenna, Riddleberger, 
Beck, Eustis” McPherson, iain 2 
Blackburn, Eva: Manderson, Saulsbury, 
kei | a ee 
‘aulkner, 0 e 
88 George, 8 Paddock, ‘ord, 
Chace Gibson, sco, Vance, 
Colquitt, Hiscock, Payne, Vest, 
Cullom, Jones of Arkansas, Plumb, Wilson of Md. 


So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I offer an amendmenttocome in immedi- 
ately after the amendment which was offered by the Senator from Wis- 
consin [Mr. SPOONER] and adopted by the Senate some time since. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to insert as a new section the 
following: 


To pay W. Jasper Blackburn the sum of $5,417, the remainder of salary due 1 3 — 


and unpaid asa member of the House of Representatives of the United States 
for the Fortieth Congress. 

Mr. HALE. I raise the point of order on that. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. If the Senator from Maine will allow me 
a moment I will explain the matter. ; 

I offered this amendment and sent it to the Committee on appropri 
ations some time since, but I understand they did not have e to 


_| consider it and it was not inserted on that account, 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Was the amendment reported by 
any standing or select committee of the body? ` 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. It was not, but I ask indulgence to make 
a word of explanation. y 

Mr. Blackburn wasa member of the delegation from Louisiana which 
was admitted in the midst of the Fortieth Congress. At first the mem- 
bers of that delegation were paid for only the time they actually served. 
Subsequently the other members of that delegation were paid for the 
balance of their term, as he states in his petition, which has been pre- 
sented frequently, but he, never having been a member of Congress 
subsequently, was never paid for the remainder of his term. 

I think there is no question that Mr. Blackburn is entitled to this 
amount under the precedents which have been established. I have two 
or three times introduced bills for his relief, but they have failed to be 
finally enacted into law. I think this gentleman should be allowed the 
balance of pay due him. He is an old and a poor man and entitled, in 
my judgment, to the amount named in the amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The point of order is sustained, 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I did not understand the Senator from 
Maine to insist on the point of order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understood the Senator 
from Maine to raise the point of order. 

Mr. HALE. I made the point of order, and I do not withdraw it. 
I wish I could do so consistently. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But this is such an old claim. 

Mr. HALE. Yes, this is an old matter. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Not as old as the Seminole war. 

The PRESIDENT pro The point of order is sustained. 

Mr. HARRIS. I offered an amendment to pay Mr. Stockslager the 
difference between the salary of Assistant or Deputy Commissioner ot 
the General Land Office and Commissioner, but I was ruled out of or- 
der because I was not able to show the estimate. I have exhibited the 
estimate to the Chair since that time, and I now renew the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. HOAR, Let the estimate be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will first be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to add as a new section— 

To pay S. M. Stocks! the difference between the salary of Commissioner 
and Assistant Comm er of the General Land Office from November 17, 
1887, to March 26, 1888, both inclusive, being the period of service of said S. M. 
Stockslager as Acting Commissioner of the General Land Office from the date 
of the resignation of William A. J. Sparks, Commissioner, to the qualification 
of his successor, $358.48. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The estimate will now be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 15 of House Executive Document No. 
376, Fiftieth Congress, first session: 

Salaries, General Land Office: To pay S. M. Stockslager the difference between 
the salary of Commissioner and Assistant Commissioner bf the General Land 
Office from November 17, 1887, to March 26, 1888, both inclusive, being the iod 
of service of said S. M. Stockslager as Acting Commissioner of the General Land 
Office from the date of the resignation of William A.J. Sparks, loner, 
to the qualification of his successor, $358.48, 

Mr. HALE, Is not that a submitted item? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Does it not say submitted“ there? 

Mr. HALE. ‘There are two classes of estimates, one made according 
to existing law, to carry out existing laws, and there are others that 
are called suggestive items that are simply submitted“ by the De- 


partment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is ‘‘submitted,’’ but the Chair 
holds that the question of the propriety of adopting the amendment is 
with the Senate, and the amendment plainly is admissible, having been 
estimated for by the head of a Department in accordance with the rules. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us have the yeasand nays on the amendment. 

‘The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. This is a very small matter of itself, but the 
standing Jaws of the United States in force for a great many years 
have provided that no inferior officer shall be paid anything extra 
for performing the services of some other superior officer whose place 
he takes for the time being; and if some other officer than this had 
been nominated for the principal office it would have been contrary to 
all that Congress has done and all that the law has provided to give 
him extra compensation while he had the honor and while he did the 
duty of an officer whose duties he was carrying on. The only distinc- 
tion is that he happened to be nominated himself instead of somebody 
else for the higher place, and it inyolved therefore a principle that 
will cover, if you do not stand on the statute of limitations, as we are 
not inclined to do to-night, more than $5,000,000 in my belief—cer- 
tainly three millions—to pay away back the people like the old case 
we have had in the Senate for years and years, until at last it has gone 
but it will come up again, I suppose—to pay Asbury Dickins, so long 
Secretary of the Senate, and before that an Assistant Secretary of State, 
I believe, for performing the duties of Secretary of State when there 
was not any or while that Secretary was sick or away. It involves a 
great deal in point of principle, and if we are going to do it for one 
man, if we are fair and just, we must do it for Therefore it is an 
important matter, and so I ask for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. HARRIS. I want to say to the Senator from Vermont and to 


the Senate that he does not conceive the facts exactly as they are ip 
this case, and his argument is not applicable to the case presented. 
have myself seen since I have been a member of this body more reports 
than one on the claims of subordinate officers for increased pay when’ 
they were acting for the chief in the temporary absence of the chi 
In those cases the salary of the chief was being paid day by day 
month by month, and the salary of the subordinate officer also pai 
and his acting as chief was one of the incidents of the position that 
held. To that extent I quite agree with the Senator from Vermont, 
and have in every instance reported against paying the larger salary to 
the subordinate officer in such cases. But in this case the office of Com- 
missioner was vacant, there was no Commissioner being paid; there 
were duties devolving upon both the Commissioner and deputy com- 
missioner, and Mr. Stockslager performed both. 

Whether he had been nominated and confirmed as Commissioner or 
some other person had been nominated-and confirmed as Commissioner 
I should have favored paying him the difference between the salary of 
deputy and the salary of Commissioner from the time the office of 
Commissioner was vacated up to the time that a Commissioner was ap- 


inted. . 

That is the whole case, and I am quite content to allow the Senate 
to determine the question. 

Mr, EDMUNDS. So am I, after we understand it. Every depu 
of every officer when he is doing the duties of his chief and there is 
not a subdeputy to take the place of the deputy, performs the duties 
of both officers; but the deputy is merely an assistant to his chief, and 
if his chief is gone away or is dead or anything else, he becomes the 
head for the time being and the master of the situation, so to speak, 
but the law has said by a standing statute that in such a case extra 
pay shall not be allowed. That is all there is of this case. This 
gentleman did do the duties of chief and deputy in the same sense that 
every other deputy does the dutiesof chief and deputy when the chief 
3 doing his duty and the deputy comes to be the head of the 
office. 

Therefore this is in the face of the standing statutes of the United 
States, and involves the principle and the duty, if it be right to pay 
this gentleman, of paying thousands and tens of thousands if we do 
not stand on the statute of limitations as we have said to-night we will 
not—of gentlemen who for fifty years have done the same thing. It 
may be right, but if itis you had better change your standing stat- 
utes, 

Mr. HARRIS. The only thing I desire to say is that I do not quite 
agree with the Senator from Vermont that this amendment isin the 
face of any statute, and to follow his view he goes directly in the face 
of every principle of justice and right. Thatisall I care to say about it. 

Mr. BERRY. I desire to ask the Senator a question because it will 
determine my vote. Does the present statute prohibit the payment of 
extra pay where there is a vacancy in the chief office or only where the 
chief is temporarily incapacitated and still draws the salary? If the 
law says in neither case shall it be paid, then I will not vote to pay it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I will try to find the statute, as we have plenty 
of time to-night or this morning, whatever it may be. 

Mr. STEWART. While that law is being looked up we might of- 
fer further amendments. I suggest to the Senator from Vermont and 
the Senator from Tennessee that we might dispose of some other mat- 
ters while they are looking up the law. 

Mr. HARRIS. Ihave no objection to that course being pursued. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, Let this question be laid aside temporarily. 

Mr. STEWART. I offer the following amendment, to come in on 
page 50, after line 6: 

To reimburse the estate of D. O. Adkison, late postmaster at Virginia City, 
Nev., for moneys paid by him on money-orders on October 25, 1875, and not 
credited in the settlement of his accounts by reason of the destruction of the 
vouchers for said payments by fire, the sum of $174.95, to be paid to Lucy A, 
Adkison, the only surviving heir of D. O. Adkison. 

The amendment was a: to. - 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ithink I have found thestatute now that relates 
to the amendment of my friend from Tennessee. The law in the first 
place, that I need not refer to now, because this gentleman was not 
a clerk, says that no clerk shall receive any extra compensation for 
doing any other duty than that which belongs to a clerk; but this gen- 
tleman is not a clerk, and he is not within that literally. Now I come 
to section 1763: 

Src. 1763. No person who holds an office the sal or annual compensation 
attached to which amounts to the sum of $2,500 shall receive compensation for 
discharging the duties of any other office unless expressly authorized by law. 

Ido not know what the com tion of this gentleman was as Dep- 
uty Commissioner of the Land Office. If it was above $2,500, then 
that hits it. Now comes the next section: 

Src. 1764. No allowance or compensation shall be made to any officer or clerk 
by reason of the discharge of duties which belong to any other officer or clerk 
in the same orany other Department; and no allowance or compensation shall 


be made for any extra sei whatever which any officer or clerk may be re- 
quired to perform unless expressly authorized by law. 


That is all I have to say. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Is the Senate ready for the question 
on the amendment of the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS]? 

The amendment was rejected. 
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Mr. MePHERSON. I offer an amendment. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I would ask what amendment it was that was 
disagreed to?. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by the 

tor from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS}. 

Mr. COCKRELL. T hope action will not be had upon that. The 
Senator from Tennessee just stepped out. He will be back in a mo- 
ment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Lhope so, too. Let it be reconsidered and laid 
aside until the Senator from Tennessee comes in. 

Mr. McPHERSON. On page 86, after line 6, I move to insert: 

‘That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized to allow and pay, out 
of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to pay the claims 
for interest of the North German Lloyd Steam-ship Company of Bremen, the 
Hamburg-American Packet Company of Hamburg, and the Norse American 
Line of Sweden a sufficient sum to pay said lines interest at the rate of 4 per 
cent. per annum on such moneysas were exacted from such companies in contra- 
vention of treaty provisions and heretofore refunded under the act of June 19, 
1878, said payments to be made to the duly accredited ministers of the German 
and Swedish Governments at Washington. 

Mr. HALE. Does this come from a committee? 

Mr. McPHERSON. I understand that there has been a recom- 
mendation by the Committee on Claims in favor of this measure, and 
it has been referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 

Mr. SPOONER. Task leave to say about this amendment that a 
bill was reported at the last Congress favorably by the Committee on 
Claims. The payment of these sums was recommended by the Pres- 
ident in his message, and there came to the Committee on Claims from 
the Secretary of State a communication in which he advised the pay- 
ment of these claims, suggesting that we had exacted from other gov- 
ernments interest under similar circumstances, and that it would em- 
barrass us 

Mr. MCPHERSON. It has been recommended by the President, 
by the State Department, and by the Committee on Claims, 

Mr. SPOONER. I had not finished my sentence. And at this ses- 
sion the Committee on Claims instructed me to report the item as an 
amendment intended to be offered to this bill, and it was referred in 
time, under the rule, to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. HOAR. I would like to be informed, to govern my vote, what 
earthly reason there is why this claim should not be paid. We prom- 
ised a foreign government we would not exact these sums, and by amis- 
take our officers exacted them from a foreign steamer. We never have 
made a claim against a foreign government under the circumstances on 
the face of the earth, in my opinion, where we did not demand, and if 
we were able, compel the payment of interest in like circumstances, 
Now the German Government make this demand upon us. I do not 
mean a formal demand, but makes the representation to our State De- 
partment. The President of the United States thinks we are bound 
in honor to pay it, and sends in a message recommending its payment. 
The Secretary of State says that he will be exceedingly embarrassed 
in our foreign relations if it is not paid, and he writes a letter on the 
subject to Congress. 

The only doubt I have is whether we ought not to pay what was the 
current rate of interest which such companies had to pay at the time, 
which would be 6 or 7 per cent., and I consented in the committee to 
reduce it to the sum of 4 per cent., understanding that the agents of 
these steam-ship companies had said that they would be content with 
that rather that have any further delay. 

Mr. McPHERSON. In regard to the Alabama claims the Govern- 
ment of the United States demanded and received interest. This was 
a matter which was governed and controlled by treaty stipulations. 
The Government of the United States did pay back the amount of the 
tonnage dues, but without interest. It is claimed by the German Gov- 
ernment that there has been no whole indemnification of the German 
Government without the payment of interest, and I quite agree with 
the Senator from Massachusetts that the full measure of interest ought 
to have been paid instead of the reduced rate before the Senate. Cer- 
tainly there is no ground in the world, I think, on which opposition 
to this payment can be based. 

Mr. HOAR. Imay add that, as that Senator is not present, the former 
Secretary of State, Mr. EVARTS, also very urgently pressed this claim 
upon the attention of the committee. 

Mr. HALE. I hope we may settle this without the yeas and nays. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. We can not settle it without the yeas and nays, if 
we can get them, for I wish to have the recorded judgment of the Sen- 
ate upon this question. The United States has never engaged to pay 
interest upon claims to foreigners any more than it has to its own citi- 
zens in respect of their claims. I suspect that it will be found as in 
respect to some other very large cases that have been sent to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations, of which I happen to be a member, and 
so know about them, of similar exactions as is alleged of tonnage dues 
imposed, as it is claimed, contrary to treaty stipulations, that the 
‘United States is under no obligation whatever, moral or legal, to do to 
the foreigner who does business in our ports any other kind or sort of 
justice than it does to its own citizens doing business in our ports and 
owning ships that come in in the same way; and therefore it is that 
such matters, which ought to be considered as separate and independ- 


ent ones upon bills that could be fairly considered in time enough to 
do it, and to endeavor to do right, but, when they are ridden in upon 
appropriation bills in the last days of the session, I simply wish to get 
the recorded vote of Senators to stand as a precedent, right or wrong— 
right, of course, if the majority think so—for governing everybody else 
in like cases. 

I myself am notable to see any distinction between exactions that 
are made illegally or contrary to law and treaty from a man who owns 
a ship that sails under the American flag trading in our ports, and a 
man who owns a ship sailing under the British or German or any other 
flag that sails to out ports. It is all the same, and I can not see any 
distinction. Therefore it is that I wish to have the yeas and nays upon 
this amendment, because there is no time to explore it now and get the 
messages and papers so that we may know whether the exaction in the 
first instance was legal or illegal. We only take thestatements of gen- 
tlemen that are intended to be correct; possibly they are; I make no 
question about that, but it is quite impossible to understand the case 
fully in all its bearings on amendments sprung at a time when no one 
of us wishes to take up time to explore these things; and so it is that I 
simply wish to say nay,“ even without prejudice to the matter being 
considered by itself. So it is that I ask the yeas and nays. 

Mr. BUTLER. Let us have a vote. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Senator from Vermont asks for 
the yeas and nays. 

Pre ead and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 

e roll. 

Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
junior Senator from Illinois [Mr. FARWELL]. If he were present, I 
should vote yea. 

The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced —yeas 
30, nays 11; as follows: 


YEAS—30. 
Brown, Davis, Ingalls, Spooner, 
Bowen, Dolph, Jones of Arkansas, Stewart, 
Butler, Gorman, Jones of Nevada, Stockbridge, 
Call, ray, McPherson, ‘eller, 
Chandler, Hampton, Mitchell, Vest, 
Cockrell, Hawley, Palmer, Wilson of Iowa. 
Coke, Hearst, Pugh, 
Daniel, Hoar, Quay, 
NAYS—11 
Allison, Edmunds, Platt, Voorhees, 
Bate, Hale, n, Walthall, 
Berry, Harris, Turpie, 
ABSENT—35 
Aldrich, Dawes, Kenna, Riddleberger, 
k, Eustis, Manderson, Sabin, 
Blackburn, Evarts, Morgan, Saulsbury, 
Blair, Farwell, Morrill Sawyer, 
Blodgett, Faulkner, Paddock, Sherman, 
eron, Frye, Paseo, Stanford, 
Chace George, Payne. Vance, 
Colquitt, Gibson, Plamb, Wilson of Md, 
Cullom, Hiscock, m, 
So the amendment was agreed to 


Mr. PADDOCK, I offer an amendment to come in after the last 
amendment. ; 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator from Nebraska yield to me to say 
that after looking at the statute referred to by the Senator from Ver- 
mont, I shall not press my amendment that remains pending to pay 
Mr. Stockslager. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be disagreed 
to, if there be no objection. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I offer an amendment to come in after the last 
amendment of the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER]. It is on all 
fours with the two amendments he offered, one as to Colorado and one 
as to Kansas, and stands in the same relation, and is the last of the 
States which are entitled to the 5 per cent. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


For NN to the State of Nebraska, on account of 5 per cent, fund arising 
from the sale of public lands in said State prior to June 30, 1888, as per decision 
of the First Comptroller of the Treasury, and as stated by the Commissioner of 
the General Land Office, $35,500. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I ask for the yeas and nays on that. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr, REAGAN. I want to say that I voted "nay upon several of 
these claims simply because they are not deficiencies, but they are 
brought in here as claims on a deficiency bill. I wish to be understood 
as voting without prejudice against the merits, but because I do not 
believe it is right to load down a deficiency appropriation bill with all 
sorts of claims. 

The yeas and nays were taken. 

The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced—yeas 
27, nays 13; as follows: e 


YEAS—27. 
Berry, Davis, Mitchell. Stockbri 
Bowen, Hampton, Paddock, Teller, 
Brown, Hawley, Pugh, Turpie, 
Butler, Hen Quay, Voorhees, 
Call, Hoar, Sabin, ‘Walthall, 
Coke, Ingalls, Spooner, Wilson of Iowa, 
Daniel, Jones of Nevada, Ste 
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NAYS—13, 
Allison, Edmunds, Harris, Vest. 
Bate, Gorman, Platt, 
Chandler, Gray, Ransom, 
Cockrell, Hale, Reagan, 

ABSENT—36. 
Aldrich, wi H k, ne, 
Beck, Dolph, Jones of Arkansas, Plumb, 
Blackburn, E 3 Kenna, iddleberger, 
Blair, Evarts, McPherson, Saulsbury, 
Blodgett, Farwell, Manderson, Sawyer, 
Cameron, Faulkner, Morgan, Sherman, 
— - e, ar Si eer’ 
Colquitt George mer, ance, 
Cullom,” Gibson, Pasco, Wilson of Md, 
The amendment was to. 


Mr. CHANDLER. By direction of the Committee on Naval Affairs 
I offer the following amendment to come in, on page 40, after line 18: 
To pay the difference between the pay of cadet-engineers and assistant engi- 
neers of the United States Navy in second fiye years from July 1, 1883, and July 
1, 1884, to August 9, 1888, $58,403.32. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to have the Senator explain that if 
he will. Ofcourse it is a very small sum, but it might be explained. 

Mr. CHANDLER. It is a very large sum, but it is easy of explana- 
tion. These cadet-engineers were refused admission into the naval serv- 
ice as assistant engineers and afterwards went to the Supreme Court of 
the United States, and the Supreme Court decided that they should have 
been appointed as assistant engineers. ‘Thereupon the Secretary of the 
Navy appointed them as assistant engineers, but did not then give them 
the rank to which they were entitled; that is, did not give them the rank 
as of the date when they should have been appointed. Then they came 
to the Congress of the United States, and on the 9th of August, 1888, an 
act was passed directing the Secretary of the Navy to put them upon 
the register in their appropriate order of rank and to give them their 
commissions as of the date when they should have received them under 
the decision of the Supreme Court; and under the decision of the court 
and the act of Congress they are as much entitled to this compensa- 
tion as any creditors of the United States. 

I offer the amendment by direction of the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs because I was instrumental in keeping these young men out of 
the service; but the Supreme Court having decided that they were en- 
titled to their commission and Congress having further ratified that 
decision by giving the specific directions to the Secretary of the Navy, 
there is no propriety and no fairness in withholding from them the 
money to which they are entitled. 

The Senator from New Jersey [Mr. McPHERSON] introduced the bill 
to which I have referred and gave attention toits passage through Con- 
gress, and he can make a further statement on this subject if it is nec- 


Arbe Senator from Vermont has asked me where the decision of the 
Supreme Court is to be found. I do not have it now before me, but 
there is no mistake about the decision, first, of the Court of Claims, and 
secondly, of the Supreme Court of the United States. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to ask my friend from New Hamp- 
shire how anybody could make a claim in the Court of Claims or in the 
Supreme Court of the United States or anywhere ese in a judicial court 
for payment or any other thing because he had not been appointed to 
an office. Ican not understand what the decision could have meant, 
and I should like very much to see it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I did not understand it myself, but like the 
Senator from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES] in reference to the receiving- 
ship claims I was overruled by the Supreme Court of the United States. 
I resisted it, but Congress at a later period and within the last year 
decided that the present Secretary of the Navy was not only bound to 
give these young men their commissions but that he was bound to 

ive them their commissions according to the dates when they would 
ve been promoted if they had not been wrongfully dismissed the 
service. 

A suit was brought in the Court of Claims for the difference in pay, 
to answer the Senator specifically, between that of a cadet-engineer 
and assistant engineer; or rather, a suit was brought for the pay ofas- 
sistant engineers, and the Court of Claims and the Supreme Court de- 
cided that they were in the service and entitled to their money and 
were wrongfully dismissed or attempted to be dismissed by the Secre- 
tary of the Navy. 

The Supreme Court decided that they were never out of the Navy. 
If we do not give this money, a large sum as it is, in accordance with 
the decision of the Supreme Court and in accordance with our own 
decision in a recent act, we shall simply send these young men into the 
hands of claim agents who will charge them 20 per cent. or 40 per cent. 
of the amount of the claim, and in the course of two or three years later 
the money will be appropriated and the claim agents will get a large 
part of it and the young men will get the balance. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, there is no doubt that if there is 
a color or a pretext for getting money from the Treasury the claim 
agents will beon hand and will get their 30, or 40, or 50 per cent., and 
Congress at last will very likely be badgered and seduced into giving 
everybody everything that he wants. That is what we are for, but I 


should like to have somebody show me that decision, and I should like 
to have my friend, as he does not know where the decision is, tell me 
where the act of Congress is that has recognized the propriety of this 
claim, so that we can see that. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I told the Senator that that was the act of Au- 
gust 9, 1888, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Have you a copy of it there? 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator has the laws at his desk. 

Mr. McPHERSON, Will the Senator from Vermont yield to me for 
a moment? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think we had better finish this just now. 

14 McPHERSON, I wish to make an explanation to him on this 
subject. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. While my friend from New Hampshire is looking’ 
for the law we can go on with the debate just the same. Of course the 
most appropriate time to settle these private claims is on a deficiency 
bill. That we have agreed upon, and the Chair has ruled that the only 
really proper time to dispose of a private claim is in the next to the 
last day of the sitting of Congress and on a deficiency bill, because there 
is ample time then to consider each claim by itself carefully and act 
upon each claim independently and on its own merits. 

Mr. BLAIR, I understood the ruling of the Chair would include the 
last day of the session as well as next to the last day. Was I not cor- 
rect? The Senator intimated that the ruling of the Chair was for next 
to the last day of the session. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I only referred to the ruling of the Chair (which 
I sup has been entirely correct) in a jocose way, and I beg pardon 
of the Chair if he understood it in any other sense. This is supposed 
to be the act of Congress: 

That for the purpose of placing certain cadet-engineers (; uates) in their 

roper grade and rank in the Navy, the President of the United States be, and 
H hereby, authorized to a; int and, by and with the advice and consent of the 
Senate, commission as assistant engineers in the Navy the cadet-engineers of 


the classes of 1881 and 1882 now in the Navy: Provided, That the commissions 
of the class of 1881 be dated from July 1, 1883— 


Two years afterwards instead of two years backwards to rectify an 
injustice, as it is suggested ! 
and their names be ‘placed on the Navy Register immediately after thename 
of William D. Weaver, and that they take precedence in their e and corps 
according to their proficiency as shown by their order of merit at the date of 
Geer: and that the commissions of the class of 1382 be dated from July 1, 

Two years afterwards— 
and their names be placed on the Navy Register immediately after the name 
of Charles E. Rommell, and that they take precedence in their grade and corps 
according to their proficiency as shown by their order of merit at the date of 
graduation: ed, That any ofsuch et-engineers who failed to pass the 
physical examination atthe Naval Academy o atthe time of their gradua- 
tion shall be subjected, etc. 


Very likely I am wrong, as this is an appropriation bill—everybody 
is wrong who is against any amendment to it—but I do not see how 
this act of Congress has any tendency to prove that the United States 
owes these young gentlemen anything at all, and we have not here this 
supposed decision of the Supreme Court that we do owe them any- 
thing. Therefore it is, as my friend from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] very 
well said a few moments ago, that holding in reserve the question of 
what may be the ultimate merit of this thing it is not right to ride it 
on an appropriation bill at the end of a session when it can not be care- 
fully considered and examined so that we may know all the facts about 


it and the considerations that led the Supreme Court to decide what- 


ever ors they did decide. We do not know precisely for what 
that decision was; we have not got it before us now. And so holding 
in reserve what may be the ultimate merit of this thing it does not ap- 
pear to me that it is right to put it on this bill. 

Mr. BROWN. I desire to make an inquiry of the Senator who has 
charge of this bill. Some of us have remained here about as long as 
we have the physical endurance to remain, and it is now about half 
after 2 o’clock, and I doubt if there is a quorum present. If it is not 
disagreeable to the Senator in charge of the bill, I will move toadjourn. 

Mr. HALE. I appreciate the force of the appeal of the Senator from 
Georgia, and I appreciate the fact that the Senate has staid here very 
indulgently, because I think that everybody has felt that it is of great 
importance to close this bill to-night. The Indian appropriation bill 
has been reported and will come up in the morning, and if this bill 
goes over until morning no one can tell how long it will take then. 

I will say to the Senator from Georgia that I am going to try to fin- 
ish this bill to-night, and I hope this will be the last amendment that 
will be offered. If I find that others in any number come in that can 
not be kept off on points of order, I shall not ask Senators to stay, but 
I hope we shall finish the bill in the next fifteen minutes. 

Mr. BROWN. You have not much of a margin now on a quorum, 

Mr. HALE. No, but I hope we shall finish the bill in a few min- 
utes. 

Mr. BUTLER. Let us have a vote on the pending amendment. 

Mr. ALLISON, Iam not very familiar with the rules, and I desire 
to ask if it is not necessary that this amendment should have been re- 
ported from the Naval Committee and referred to the Committee on 


Appropriations? 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It should have been referred one day 
before it is offered for consideration. 

Mr. ALLISON. Then I make that point of order. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask the Senator not to make the point of order. 
The amendment was reported from the Naval Committee and was sent 
to the Committee on Appropriations. It is now half past 20’clock. It 
was sent there yesterday about the middle of the day and the twenty- 
four hours will soon be up. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It must have been sent prior to the 
last adjournment, which marks the legislative day. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire, with great respect, to call attention especially 
to the fact that the language of the rule, as I understand, is not one 
day ” beforehand, but twenty-four hours, making a distinction between 

e two. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The rule provides that— 

All amendments to general appropriation bills moved by direction of a stand- 
ing or select committee of the Senate, proposing to increase an appropriation 
already contained in the bill, or toadd new items of appropriation, shall, at least 
beens ges before they are considered, be referred to the Committee on Appropri- 

Mr. HALE. Now, I by a to Senators to allow us to have a vote 
on the bill. The Senate has remained here very patiently. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I have remained here patiently to get an amend- 
ment in. 

Mr. HALE, I will make the point of order on it betorehand. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to say to the Chair that that which he read 
must have been a change by a later edition of the rules, tor I looked at 
the rule within three days in relation to that very question. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The last edition of the rules is the 
one by which the Chair is governed. 

Mr. HOAR. Undoubtedly, 

Mr. McPHERSON, Is the amendment of the Senator from New 
Hampshire ruled out of order? 
se PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair sustains the point of 

er. 

Mr. MITCHELL. On page 5, after line 5, I move to insert: 

For the pepon of reimbursing B. F. Bonham, United States consul-general 
at Calcutta, India, for transit pay for mea days’ unavoidable detention at 
San Francisco, by sickness, on his way from his home at Salem, Oregon, to his 
post of duty at Calcutta in December, 1885, $271.74. 

Mr. HALE. That is a clear case of a private claim. 

Mr. MITCHELL, He is entitled to this amount, and it is reported 
from a committee. 

Mr. HALE. It isa private claim, whether reported from a commit- 
tee or not, if anything is a private claim. 

Mr. MITCHELL, I think it is rather late in the night to make that 
point now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Has the proposed amendment been 
1 from any standing or select committee? 

r. MITCHELL. This amendment was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce on the 10th day of January last, and was reported back 
from that committee ſavorably and referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations. 

Mr. HALE. Notwithstanding that, is it not a clear case of a private 
claim, not offered, under the language of the rule, to carry out any 
existing law or treaty stipulation??? 

Mr. MITCHELL. I should like to know the distinction between 
this claim and at least a baker’s dozen of others that have been placed 
on the bill to-night? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. This is small, and the others were big. 

Mr. MITCHELL. That is a fact. 

Mr. HALE, Clause 4 of Rule XVI provides that— 

No amendment, the object of which is to provide for a private claim, shall be 
received to any general appropriation bill, unless it be to carry out the provis- 
ions of an existing law or a treaty stipulation, which shall be cited on the tace 
of the amendment. 

Mr. MITCHELL, I will state in addition that this amendment was 
put in the last appropriation bill by the same committee and adopted 
by the Senate, and given away or lost for some reason or other in con- 
ference. 

Mr. HALE. It was not as late then as it is now, and I desire to get 
the bill through. Ifthe Senator from Vermont would not call for the 
yeas and nays on it, I would not make the point of order, but Iam con- 
an do so after the appeal of the Senator from Georgia [Mr. 

ROWN]. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I submit to the President of the Senate whether 
the 3 of order is good as against this claim in view of the decisions 
to-night. 

Mr. SPOONER. There has been a good deal said to-night about 

rivate claims and theimpropriety of putting anything in this bill which 
is not strictly in its nature a deficiency. In this bill I find, as re- 
ported from the Committee on Appropriations, items which are neither 
deficiencies nor anything else, it seems to me, than private claims. 
Here is the case of Mrs. Hancock or the estate of General Hancock, 
and there are various other items of the same sort that are in no sense 
deficiencies. 

r. HALE. Iam doing the best I can to bring the bill to a close. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair sustains the point of or- 
der against the amendment, 

A ties I offer an amendment, to come in after line 10 on 
page 51. 

9 HALE. I do not know what it is, but I shall raise the point 
of order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 51, after line 10, it is proposed to in- 
sert: 

That the Postmaster-General be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed 
to credit Aquilla Jones, postmaster at Indianapolis, Ind., in the settlement of 
his accounts as such postmaster, with the sum of $2,438, being the amount of 
funds stolen from the money-order department of said office on the 31st of De- 
cember, 1888, 

Mr. TURPIE. That amendment was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations and also referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads. There is no printed report from the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post- Roads in reference to it; but the chairman of that com- 
mittee, the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SAWYER], informed me this 
evening that it was reported back and recommended to be e by 
that committee the day before yesterday, and the payment of this sum 
is recommended by the Postmaster-General. It represents the amount 
of n loss by theſt last December in the post-office at Indianapolis. There 
is no dispute about the facts, but merely about the allowance. It is 
not a private claim at all. 

Mr. HALE. It is purely a claim. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment does not appear to 
have been reported from any standing or select committee. 

Mr. TURPIE. I asked the chairman of the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads, and he said he did not have it reported to save 
the expense of reprinting it. The Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SAw- 
YER] made this statement to me. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The point of order is sustained. 

Mr. HALE. Now let us have a vote on the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Are there farther amendments to 
this bill? 

Mr. MITCHELL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. TURPIE. I move to add to the bill the following paragraph: 

Soldiers and sailors who were honorably discharged from the military and 
naval service of the United States of the war of the rebellion and the widows 
and children of deceased soldiers and sailors shall be eligible to appointment, 
transfer, and motion, subject only to such examination as may be pre- 
scribed by the rade of Departments, and without competitive examination. 

Mr. HALE. That is general legislation. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The point of order is sustained. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think it is special legislation instead of gen- 
eral. 
Mr. TURPIE. What is the point of order? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That it is general legislation, which 
can not be received upon an appropriation bill. 

Mr. TURPIE. I move to add to the bill a new section, as follows: 


Sec. —. For refunding the taxes erroneously collected, as set forth in Senate Ex- 
ecutive Document No. 46, Fiftieth Congress, second session, transmitted to Con- 
gress 4 the de pe ANT the Treasury January 2, 1889, the sum of $14,515.01, or 
so much thereof as shall be shown to the satisfaction of the Commissioner of 
Internal Revenue to have been paid by the firms therein named as tax on dis- 
tilled spirits in excess of the quantity withdrawn from warehouse, 

Mr. HALE. That is a claim, Mr. President. 

Mr. TURPIE. It is a claim that is recommended for repayment by 
the officers of the Treasury. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is it estimated for by the head of a 
Department? 

Mr. TURPIE. I do not think that it is. 

Mr. HALE. No, sir; it is not. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is it reported from any standing or 
select committee of the Senate? 

Mr. HALE. No. 

Mr. TURPIE. No, sir; it is not. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks the point of order 
should be sustained. 

Mr. MITCHELL, After line 25, on page 48, I move to insert the 
following paragraph: 

To Bartholomew Coffey, for services of farmer in charge of the Umatilla 
agency in Oregon, from August 6 to 26, 1886, both ore inclusive, at the rate of 
$1,200 per annum, $68.47, and covered by the order of the Secretary of the Interior 
of July 7, 1887. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL]. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I was requested this evening by a member of the 
House of Representatives from the State of Ohio, who called in expect- 
ing to find one of the Senators from that State in the Chamber, to offer 
an amendment. I move to insert, after line 17, on page 68: 


EXHIBIT A. 

To pay Mathew S. Priest $600 for services as engineer on the steamers Sil- 
ver Wave and Moderator, in running the batteries at Vicksburg and Grand 
Gulf, Miss., in 1863, under the direction of General Grant. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Oregon. 
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Mr. ALLISON. I make the point of order on that amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks the point of order 
must be sustained. e 7 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no amendment reserved 
for a separate vote, the question will be taken on agreeing in the amend- 
ment made as in Committee of the Whole in gross. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish to reserve the Florida claim amendment. 

Mr. WALTHALL. I wish to reserve for a separate vote the amend- 
ment for the benefitof Mr. Post, which was moved by the Senator from 
Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER]. : 

‘The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further amendment 
reserved, the question is on concurring in the remaining amendments 
made as in Committee of the Whole. 

The amendments were concurred in. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The first reserved amendment will 
be stated. 

The Curer CLERK. The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
agreed to add a new section, as follows: 

Src. 5. That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to pay to PHILIr S. Post, out of any money not otherwise appro- 
22 the sum of $5,668.40, in reimbursement of expenses necessarily incurred 

defense of his title to his seat as a member of the Fiftieth Congress. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on concurring in the 
amendment made as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. DANIEL. Has this gentleman received the $2,000 that is al- 
lowed by the act of Congress in such cases? 

Mr. SPOONER. I think so. 

Mr. DANIEL. He got his seat and the $2,000 allowed by law. It 
is now proposed by the Senate to give him five thousand and some odd 
dollars for expenses in the contest for his seat. 

Mr. President, I have just a word to say on this proposition. I have 
a great deal of sympathy with it. That is to say, if that gentleman 
spent this money in contesting his seat and if I were a member of the 
House I should feel disposed to vote for it, because I think the policy 
of the law is to give every one who contests a seat a full and fair allow- 
ance; but I think the House, which is the judge of the election and 
qualification of its members, ought to have control over the matter, 
and that it is not proper for the Senate in an altogether exceptional 
case, ignoring the great body of cases of the same nature (and I have 
personal knowledge of cases in which the same circumstances exist), 
to override a statute and a fixed policy of law, and to put aspecial case 
of this sort on the deficiency appropriation bill. Therefore I can not 
vote for it. ’ : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is, Will the Senate 
concur in the amendment made as in Committee of the Whole? 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The next reserved amendment will 
be read, or, if there be no objection, the question will be taken without 
reading it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. We all understand the Florida case. I should 
like to have the yeas and nays, but I think under the circumstances 
I shall not ask for them, but only state, as it will go in the record, my 
belief that this claim ought not to go on this bill even if it be a good 
one, which I very much doubt. But I shall not call for the yeas and 


nays. 

‘The PRESIDENT protempore. If the reading of the amendment be 
not called for, the question is, Will the Senate concur in the amend- 
ment made as in Committee of the Whole? 

The amendment was concurred in, there being on a division—ayes 
20, noes 19. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. ALLISON. I present the conference report on the sundry civil 
appropriation bill. I shall not ask the Senate to consider it to-night, 
but I give notice that I shall call it up the first thing in the morning. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Shall it be printed? 

Mr. ALLISON. I should be glad to have it printed between now 
and 8 
Mr. EDM Yes, it must be printed. I move that the Senate 
adjourn. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate adjourn until 11 o’clock to- 
morrow. 

Mr. PALMER. Will the Senator from Iowa withhold his motion 
for a moment? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. We can not do that now. 

Mr. PALMER. It is a small matter and will not take a moment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It must wait until morning. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator 
the Senate adj until 11 o’clock to-morrow. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 2 o’clock and 52 minutes a. m., 
Saturday, March 2) the Senate adjourned until Saturday, March 2, 
1889, at 11 o'clock a. m. 


m Iowa moves that 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, March 1, 1889. 
The House metat10 o’clock a.m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. 
H. MILBURN, 


The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. GLASS. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. GLASS. To ask the consideration of a House bill. 

The SPEAKER. That can not be done at this time. The rule of 
the House provides that after the reading of the Journal the Speaker 
shall call the names of members alphabetically until 11 o'clock. There 
is in the hands of the Chair a large number of House bills with Senate 
amendments, Senate bills, executive communications, and other papers 
which ought to be laid before the House at this time, or on this day, and, 
2 1 be no objection, the Chair will now proceed to lay them before 
the House. 

Mr. RANDALL. Well, there is objection if it is outside of the rule 
of reference. 

The SPEAKER. It is until after 11 o'clock. The Chair thinks that 
under the permanent rule of the House the Chair is bound to lay them 
before the House at some time to- day, and what the Chair was desirous 
of doing was to lay them before the House before 11 o'clock, if there 
was no objection. 

Mr. RANDALL. Iam willing to have them laid before the House 
for reference under the rule; or, if concurrent action be involved, I do 
not object; but I do not want the hour until 11 o’clock interfered with 
in this way. ý 

The SPEAKER. From an examination of the special rule made re- 
cently by the House, requiring the Chair, immediately after the read- 
ing of the Journal, to call the names of members alphabetically until 
11 o’clock, the Chair is under the impression that he can not lay these 
matters before the House until after that hour, except by consent; be- 
cause the rule says that the Chair shall, after the ing of the Jour- 
nal, proceed to call the names of members alphabetically; and it then 
goes on to provide that unanimous consent may be obtained at other 
times to concur or non-concur in Senate amendments to House bills, or 
to consider Senate bills when laid before the House by the Chair; which 
seems to proceed upon the idea that the Chair must lay them before 
the House at some other time. 

Mr. RANDALL. I have no objection at all to the references. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will reserve them until that time, and 
will then lay them before the House for reference. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT WINONA, MINN, 


The SPEAKER. The call rests with the gentleman from Michigan 
[Mr. ALLEN]. The bill called up by him—the bill (S. 2455) to in- 
crease the appropriation for the erection of a public building at Winona, 
Minn.—was under consideration, and the question was on ordering it 
to a third reading. 

Mr. BLAND. This, I believe, is the bill on which the call rested 
yesterday and on which I had the report read. 

The SPEAKER. It is. . 

Mr. BLAND. While I do not know that there is any more merit in 
this bill than in others which have been passed by the House, espe- 
cially one that passed yesterday by the vote of a quorum, and while I 
want to enter my protest against the passage of bills of this character, 
I presume this will go through as others have done; I am in hopes, 
however, that this may be the last one called up [laughter], and in 
order that business of a less objectionable character may be reached, 
and trusting that this is the last raid on the public Treasury in the way 
of public-building bills, I propose to give the House an opportunity to 
consider and pass this bill if it so desires. 

The bill was ordered toa third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ST. LOUIS AND SAN FRANCISCO RAILWAY COMPANY. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi (when his name was called). I ask 
unanimous consent to call up and put on its passage the bill (S. 1697) 
to grant right of way through the Indian Territory to the St. Louis and 
San Francisco Railway Company for the purpose of constructing a rail- 
way, and for other purposes. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the bill. 

Mr. PERKINS (before the reading of the bill was concluded). Mr. 
Speaker, this bill contains all the provisions which have been incor- 
porated in bills of like character which have received the considera- 
tion of the House. This bill has passed the Senate and been exam- 
ined by the Committee on Indian Affairs. I ask unanimous consent 
that the further reading of the bill be dispensed with. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I object. 


r 
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e Clerk concluded the of the bill. 
‘his bP e Is there objection to the present consideration of 
Mr. BYNUM. I object. 


COMMERCIAL UNION WITH CANADA. + 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa (when his name was called). I ask unan- 
pom consent for the present consideration of the joint resolution (H. 
129) to promote commercial union with Canada. 
The joint aola Bon was read, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senaleand rover oy 
whenever it shall be dul e President of the United States that the 
Government of the Do ion eG 8 has declared a desire to establish com- 
mercial union with the United States, having a uniform revenue system, like 
internal taxes to be collected, and like reste. J Aas to be imposed on articles 
brought into either country from other nations, with no duties upon trade be- 
tween the United States and Canada, he shall appoint three commissioners to 
meet those who may be likewise designated to represent the Government of 
Canada, to prepare a plan for theassimilation of thei import duties and internal- 
revenue taxes of the two countries, and an peat espace vision of receipts, in a 
commercial union; and said commission 1 report to the President, who 
shall Jay the report before Congress. 


There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consideration 
of the joint resolution. 
The question is on or- 


latives of the United States, etc., That 


The SPEAKER pro tempore(Mr. SPRINGER). 
dering this joint resolution to be en and read a third time. 

Mr. BLAND. This resolution is up for consideration, I believe. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is. 

Mr. BLAND. I think we had better have the report read or some 
explanation made. This is a very important matter. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read the report of the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 
4 The Clerk proceeded to read the report (by Mr. Hrrr), which is as 

follows: 


Our commercial relations with Canada have recently awakened a oes ape in- 
terest and received a more thorough discussion than ever before, on 
ofthe border. The tendency of — opinion is plainly towards the enlarge- 
ment of trade between the two countries. In 
advanced from what was a few years ago an effort for partial reciprocity, ky a 
wide ression in favor of unrestricted intercourse and commercial union. 
The evidence of this fact is abundant. 


3 one. Already y. 
ads, the test of all the 8 an 9 for what is called commercial 
th the United States. Commercial union with the United States means 

ricted trade between the United States and the Dominion of Canada and 
a ggasi tariff against the mother country. If Canada desires that Canada 
can have 

And speaking of the relation of Canada to the United States and Great Brit- 
ain on asubsequent occasion the right honorable gentleman further said that— 

“Commercial union with the United States meant that Canada was to give 

reference to every article of manufacture from the United States over manu- 
Kanis from Great Britain, If the people of Canada desired an arrangement 
of that kind he did not doubt that they Tonla be able to secure it.“ 

Within a few weeks a conferencê was held at Quebec of the prime ministers 
of all the provinces constituting the pa Donio of Canada, and after a very full 
exchan nge of views these representatives ofthe executive powers of all portions 
of the Dominion unanimously adopted the following declaration 

“This conference, comprising all political parion, so of the opinion that a fair 
proper conditions, for unrestricted trade relations be- 

e Dominion of Canada, would be of advantage to 


unrest: 


measure, thoy under p 
tween the United States and 


all the provinces of the n, and would, in connection with an adjustment 
of the ery dispute, 1 tend to b ily settle the grave difficulties which have 
from time to time arisen betw: 


reat Britain and | the United States.” 
of e of the leading cities of maa 
and conventions have ad 


union or unrestricted trade between 


The chambers of commerce and 
ada and more than fifty farmers’ instit 
lutions declaring in favor of comme: 
the twocountries. 

‘The answer made by their 8 4 and those most closely attached to Eng- 
lish trade and English rule has that the United States has given no indica- 
tion that it would receive or even consider an 7 ope however friendly in 
spirit or however favorable to usin itsterms ito might be. 

The 3 resolution now submitted does not contemplate — action on our 
puiar resent; but whenever the Dominion of Canada shall have declared a 
or commercial union, with acommon tariff, rests ora Ia BE taxes, 
like "duties on articles 33 into — — feo abroad, and no duties 
on trade between the United States and en the President is author- 
ized to appoint three commissioners to meet eee cae who may da designated to 
represent Canada, in order to prepare a plan for commercial union, by assimi- 


lating the tariffs and internal-revenue taxes of the eee now not very 
wid aly different, and an equitable method of di Hoey, Soba e recei Vhs they 
shal! report to the President, who — 5 lay it before he wholesub- 
ject of our relations Canada is under the ee of 


It is not deemed necessary to Soa iscuss the great merits of commercial 
union or the details of eee, that will be n Your committee 
believe that the power herein conferred upon the President can do no harm, 
bes ob abe be T pes poe. 1 me 8 results, promoting thein- 

Ph ‘he es if 5 recommend the adoption of t of the joint resolution. 

Mr. BLAND (before the 8 of the report was concluded). Mr. 
Speaker, unless some other gentleman desires the further reading of 
the report, I do not ask that the reading be continued, as I now un- 
derstand the nature of the proposition. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
3 and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa, moved to reconsider the vote by which the 
joint resolution was passed; and also moved that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


Mr. HITT. I ask consent of the House that members have leave to 
print remarks on the resolution just passed, which is one I introduced 
last March, and which I thank the gentleman for calling up 

The SPEAKER pro tompore. If there be no objection that leave 
will be granted. 

Mr. BYNUM. I hope there will be general leave. 

Mr. JACKSON. Yes, I trust such leave will be given. It is in the 
annesi of public business that we should not consume time in discus- - 

now. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection, pret leave 
to print on the joint resolution just era be granted. The Chair 
hears no objection. 


JULIA A. THOMAS, ADMINISTRATRIX. 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Mississippi (when his name was called). I ask 
unanimous consent for the consideration of the resolution rted 
from the Committee on War Claims in reference to the claim of Julia 
A. Thomas, administratrix. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the claim of Julia A. Thomas, administratrix of the estate of 
I. S. O. G. Greer, deceased, be, and the same is hereby, referred to the Court 
of Claims under section 14 of an act entitled An act to Doida for the bringin: 
of suits against the Government of the United States,” were March 3, 
to be there proceeded in and reported on as required by said ac 

Mr. BLAND. Reserving the right to object, I call for ie reading of 
the report on this matter. I desire to know what this claim is. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is of opinion that this claim 
may be referred to the Court of Claims by the committee without any 
action of the House. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Mississippi. No, sir; section 14 of the act of 
March 3, 1887, requires action by the House in a case of this kind. 

Mr. NELSON. This is not a reference under the Bowman act, as it 
is called; the object is to authorize a regular suit and judgment. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Then this is under the Tucker act—a 
enlarge- | subsequent act. 
Mr. NELSON. It is under the general law allowing a suit to be 


3 and judgment entered in regular form—an entirely differ- 
ent matter from- a proceeding under the Bowman act. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, Then the Chair is of opinion that this 
should be a joint resolution. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Mississippi. No, sir; section 14 of the act of 
March 3, 1887, provides that either the House or the Senate may by reso- 
lution refer a matter of this kind to the court. It is a case where the 

ty failed to present the claim to the Southern Claims Commission 
intime. Affidavit is made that the claim was sent to an attorney for 
presentation, but through his neglect it was not presented. The proof 
is embraced in the report. The present request is that this claim be 
referred to the Court of Claims. It is owing to no fault of the claim- 
ant that the matter did not go through before, and it is only by the ac- 
tion of the House that the claim can be referred. 

Mr. RANDALL. What is the amount involved ? 

Mr. BLAND. We had better have the report read, or have some 
explanation. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Mississippi. I can tell the gentleman in a mo- 
ment 

Mr. RANDALL. Is this a House resolution? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Mississippi. Yes, sir. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The fourteenth section of the act ap- 
proved March 3, 1887, covers this case, which may be referred through 
the House; and the question is on agreeing to the resolution. 

Mr. BLAND. I demand the reading of the resolution, or some ex- 
planation of it. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Mississippi. This claim is for supplies taken 
by the Federal Army, and comes strictly within the provisions of the 
Bowman act. It should have been referred to the Southern Claims 
Co: because otherwise the Court of Claims would have no 
jurisdiction; but the beneficiary makes affidavit that she sought through 
an attorney to bring it before the Court of Claims, but by neglect it 
was not done until too late. She asks now only to be allowed to go . 
to the Court of Claims. It has been done several times by the House 


in similar cases. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I understood that the reading of the report was 
demanded. Now, we have not been able to hear a word that was said 
here as to the character of this claim. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Mississippi. I hope the report will be read. 

The report (by Mr. STOCKDALE) was read, as follows: 


This claim was transmitted by this committee to the Court of Claims on the 
10th of February, 1888, and was by that court dismissed for waht of jurisdiction, 
on the ground that the claim did not appear ever to have been submitted to the 
Southern Claims Commission. 

The following affidavits, submitted to your committee since the receipt of the 
report of the Court of Claims, show that the claimant forwarded her petition 
and proofs in time for the presentation of the claim to the commission, and its 
ss to appear on the dockets of the commission can be ascribed only to the 

5 negligence of the attorney to whom the petition and proofs were 
so 


“THE STATE OF MississirPi, County of Scott: 


“On this the 4th of January, 1888, 
dersigned, clerk of * the chancery court 


before me. a ; 


eer 
— county, Mrs, Julia 


4 


— 
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s 
Thomas, well known to me as a lady of high character and standing in this 
community, who, after being duly sworn by me as the law directs, upon her 
oath declares that she is the identical Julia A. Thomas who forwarded to one 
T. W. Jordan, an attorney and claim agent in Washington, PD. C., a certain peti- 
tion containing an itemized list of a large amount of stores, stock, and arm 
supplies which ber husband furnished the United States Army within the mon 
of February, 1864; that said petition and account was made, executed, and at- 
tested in accordance with the law, and the testimony of a la number of eye- 
witnesses taken before a special commissioner of the Southern Claims Com- 
mission, then in Washington, D. C., on the 18th day of May, A. D. 1872. She fur- 
ther declares that with said petition, account, and proofs as to the oymi of her 
husband, I. S. O. G. Greer, and herself, also abundant evidence of the furnish- 
ing of said property, stock, and army . e to Quartermasters Warner and 
Williams, of the Sixteenth and Seventeenth Army Corps, she sent by the United 
States mail all of said papers, with the postage prepaid, to the said T. W. Jor- 
dan, in Washington, D.C. She further declares that at the same time, but in a 
different package, with the postage prepaid, she sent to said T. W. Jordan the 
receipts of the said Quartermasters Warner and Williams, of the Sixteenth and 
Seventeenth Army Corps; also, a letter of General S. A. Hurlbut, who was then 
a guest at the house of her husband, the said I. S. O. G. Greer; also, sundry pa- 
and permits from General B. F. Butler while commanding in New Orleans, 
That long before and up to the beginning of the war, and for a few days after 
the secession of Alabama, her husband, the said Greer, was en d in the busi- 
ness o! cotton factor and commission merchant in the city of Mobile, but, being 
outspoken as a friend to the Unjon, he abandoned that avocation and came to 
his home in the town of Meridian, Miss., near which place he also had exten- 
sive farming interests, er with a large amount of live-stock and a large 
ee. of groce which he had provided in anticipation of the rebellion. 

“She further declares that she never knew that her claim had not been pre- 
sented to the Commissioners of Southern Claims until after said commission 
had ired by limitation of the law of March 3, 1871, as passed gd the United 
States Congress for the benefit of loyal citizens in States lately in insurrection. 

“JULIA A. THOMAS. 

“ NoTE.—This claim referred to in the affidavit was presented to Congress in 
1881, and a |: amount of additional evidence filed with it, both as to the loy- 
alty of I. S. O. G. Greer and Julia A. Thomas, and also to the merits of the case. 

~“ Sworn to and subscribed before me on this the 4th day of January, 1888, and I 
certify that Mrs. Thomas (Julia A.) came before me in person and read over and 
commented upon the above and foregoing affidavit before she swore to and 
subscribed the same. 

“Given under my hand and seal this the date above written. 

[SEAL] N. T. LILES, 

“ Clerk of the Chancery Court, Scott County, Mississippi. 
“Tae STATE or Misstsstrrr, County of Scott: 

“On this the 6th day of January, 1888, personally fi before me, the un- 
dersigned, clerk of the chancery court in and for county, Josiah Thomas. 
also well known to me as being a gentleman of unimpeachable 8 and 
who, after being duly sworn as the law requires, upon his oath says: That he 
has read over the affidavit of Mrs, Julia A. Thomas referring to the execution 
and forwarding certain papers in the claim of said Mrs, Julia A. Thomas against 
the United States Government for property, stock, and army supplies furnished 
the United States Army in 1864, in the month of February, at, Meridian, Miss., 
and that he knows the statements contained in said affidavit to be true; that he 
Was an eye-witness to the taking of the testimony and the execution and for- 
warding said petition, account, proofs of loyalty and merits, together with 
vouchers given N eee Warner and Williams, of Sixteenth and Sev- 
enteenth Army also a letter of General Hurlbut and several permits, 
pesa ete., given said I. S. O. G. Greer by General B, F. Butler, through the 

ni States mail, and addressed to T. W. Jordan, attorney and claim agent, 
Washington, D. O., on the 20th day of May, A. D. 1872. He further says that he 
has no interest whatever in any way in the prosecution or proceeds of the claim 
of Mrs, Julia A. Thomas, 

“JOSIAH THOMAS, 


“Sworn to and subscribed before me this the 6th day of January, 1888, and I 
certify that the foregoing affidavit was read over and commented upon by afi- 
ant before swearing and signing. I further certify that I have no interest. 
neither direct nor indirect, in the prosecution or proceeds of the claim of Mrs, 
Julia A. Thomas, 

“ Given under my hand and seal this the date above written. 

“ [SEAL] N. T. LILES, 

* Clerk of the Chancery Court, Scott County, Mississippi.” 


In view of the fact that the proper presentation of the claim in the Southern 
Claims Commission is thus shown by good prima facie evidence to have been 
due to no fault or negligence on the part of the claimant herself, your commit- 
tee think that she ought to have the opportunity to establish her claim, and for 
that purpose your committee report herewith a resolution referring the claim 
to the Court of Claims, under section 14 of the act of Congress approved March 
or 24 Statutes at Large, page 505, and recommend the passage of said reso- 

Mr. KERR, What evidence has the gentleman to show that this 
was ever transmitted to the Southern Claims Commission ? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Mississippi. The affidavit of the party herself, 
and the evidence is satisfactory to the committee that an effort was 
made to bring it before the commission, but through neglect of an at- 
torney it was not presented in time. 

Mr. BLAND. T called for an explanation of the origin of the claim; 
for what purpose it was presented. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Mississippi. It was for supplies. 

Mr. BLAND. I understood the gentleman to say it was for sup- 
plies, but what supplies, when taken, and under what circumstances? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Mississippi. It was for provisions, corn, stock, 
and things of that character, taken by the Federal Army. It is one 
of the usual war claims, and the reference to the Court of Claims is for 
the purpose of acertaining exactly whether the supplies were actually 
taken and whether the parties are entitled to compensation. 

Mr. BLAND. I have no objection. 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Mississippi, moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the resolution was adopted; and also moved that the motion to re- 
consider be laid on the table. à 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


CLAIMS OF ILLINOIS. 


The name of Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois, was called. 
Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois. I ask consideration of the bill (H. R. 


8028) to authorize the State of Illinois to commenceand prosecute suits 
against the United States in the Supreme Court of the United States. 

The bill was read at length. 

The SPEAKER. The hour of 11 o’clock having arrived, the time 
for the consideration of bills by unanimous consent has expired; but 
the request of the gentleman from Illinois will be pending in the next 
hour when this character of business is reached. 

Mr. KERR. I move to amend this bill 

The SPEAKER. It is not before the House now. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will proceed to lay before the House 
Senate bills, and also House bills with Senate amendments. 


VENEZUELA STEAM TRANSPORTATION COMPANY. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the joint resolution (S. R. 83) 
for the relief of the Venezuela Steam Transportation Company. 

Mr. WHITE, of New York. I ask by unanimous consent that this 
resolution be reported. It will provoke no discussion I am sure, and it 
is of great importance to the dignity of the United States that action 
should be taken upon it. 

Mr. BLAND. I think this had better be read and let us know what 
it is. 

Mr. HOLMES. I object if there is to be any discussion. 

Mr. WHITE, of New York. Then I ask that the bill be withheld 
for the present. 


FRAUDULENT USE OF THE MATIS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the amendments of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 9268) to punish dealers and pretended dealers 
in counterfeit money and other fraudulent devices for using the United 
States mails. 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Speaker, that was the bill pending on yesterday 
morning, to which I had called the attention of the House and asked 
unanimous consent for action upon it, but objection was made by the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

en RANDALL. If this does not occasion any debate I will not 
object. 

Mr. ENLOE. I donot care to discuss it at all. The bill has already 
been read. 

Several MEMBERS. Let us have it read. 

Mr. ENLOE. The demand for the reading of the bill will defeat it 
at this time, and I will request unanimous consent that the Senate 
amendments be non-concurred in and the request of the Senate for a 
conference agreed to. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The SPEAKER appointed Mr. SENEY, Mr. ENLOE,and Mr. CASWELL 
managers at the conference on the part of the House. 


PUBLIC LANDS, L@UISIANA. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the amendments of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 9423) to restore to the public domain and to 
regulate the sale and disposition of certain lands east of the Mississippi 
River, in the State of Louisiana, 

Mr. GAY. Mr. Speaker, the amendments to this bill have already 
been read, and I ask unanimous consent now that the action which I 
have sought heretofore to have taken on the bill may be agreed to. Is 
it necessary that these amendments should be again reported? 

The SPEAKER, Not unless their reading shall be demanded by 
some member. 

Mr. GAY. I move concurrence in the Senate amendments, 

Mr. HOLMAN. The only point of disagreement between the two 
Houses on this subject was as to the- right of the State of Louisiana to 
claim lands under the swamp-land act in lieu of the lands provided for 
in the bill. That has not been before the Committee on the Public 
Lands that amendment of the Senate but the reservation made by the 
House is not of special importance, and I do not insist upon it. 

Mr. WEAVER. How much land does it cover? 

Mr. JACKSON. Let the amendments be read. 

Mr. McRAE. It grants no land at all. 

Mr. RANDALL. I have no objection to the reading of the bill, but 
I object to discussion upon it. 

The SPEAKER. The amendments will be read. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the amendments, 

Mr. JACKSON. I withdraw further request for the reading of the 
amendments. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Louisiana toconcur in the Senate amendments? 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


GULF AND CHICAGO AIR-LINE RAILROAD BRIDGES. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following House bill 
with Senate amendments. : 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 5509) to grant to the Gulf and Chicago Air-Line Railway Com- 
pany the right to construct bridges over navigable water courses. | 


Mr. CRISP. I ask, by unanimous consent, to concur in the Senate 
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amendments. They are of a character usually made in these bridge | Mr. TOOLE. I ask unanimous consent to agree to the Senate 


bills, and are formal matters. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and 
it is so ordered. 


BRIDGE ACROSS MISSISSIPPI RIVER AT LYONS, IOWA. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following House bill 
with Senate amendments. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 12489) to authorize the construction of a wagon and foot passen- 
ger bridge across the Mississippi River at or near Lyons, Iowa. 

Mr. CRISP. I ask that the House concur in the amendments to 
that bill. They are of the same character as in the last bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and 
the Senate amendments are agreed to. 


BRIDGE BILLS WITH SENATE AMENDMENTS. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair has on his table a number of House 
bills with Senate amendments authorizing the construction of bridges. 
The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Cui} states that he has examined 
them, and if there be no objection the Chair will lay them all before 
the House and gentlemen can make such requests as they think proper. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 11785) to amend an act entitled An act to authorize the Fort 
Smith and Choctaw Bridge Company to construct a bridge across the Poteau 
River, in the Choctaw Nation, near Fort Smith, Ark.;“ 

A bill (H. R. 12389) authorizing the construction across the Osage River at some 
accessible point in the county of Benton, in the State of Missouri; 

A bill (H. R. 12524) to authorize the construction of brid, over Green and 
Barren Rivers, in the State of Kentucky, by the Hendateon Hekto Line Railroad 


Com $ 

A Bill (B. R.10721) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the Arkan- 
sas River at or near Cummings Landing, Lincoln County, Arkansas; 

A bill (H. R. 11782) to approve and ratify the construction By the Vicksburg, 
Shreveport and Texas Railroad Company of the bridge over the Red River at 
Shreveport, La., and the bridge over the Ouachita River, at Monroe, La., and 
to authorize said railroad company to maintain said bridges over said water 
ways, subject to certain stipulations and conditions; 

A bill (H. R. 10319) to authorize the Natchitoches Railroad Company to con- 
struct and maintain a bridge across the Red River, in Louisiana; and 

A bill (H. R. 11573) to authorize the construction of bridges across the Ken- 
tucky River, 

The SPEAKER. All these bills have Senate amendments. 

Mr. CRISP. I ask, by unanimous consent, to concur in the Senate 
amendments. They are formal in their character. In one or two of 
them there was some usual provision left outin the House bill. They 
all look te the protection of the navigation of rivers. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Georgia to concur in the Senate amendments? The Chair hears 
none, and it is so ordered. 


RIGHT OF WAY THROUGH SHOSHONE INDIAN RESERVATION. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 10028) 
granting to the Wyoming Midland Railway Company the right of way 
through the Wind River or Shoshone Indian reservation, with Senate 
amendments. 

Mr. CAREY. I ask unanimous consent to concur in the Senate 
amendments. 

Mr. PERKINS. I think that bill had better go to the committee. 
Poy AEEA EDIR The bill will be referred to the Committee on In- 

ian rs, 


LIGHT-HOUSE AT OTTER CREEK, LAKE CHAMPLAIN. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 5716) for es- 
tablishing a light-house at the mouth of Otter Creek, Lake Champlain, 
with Senate amendments. 

Mr. CRISP. Is a conference asked? 

The SPEAKER. Itis. 

Mr. CRISP. Then I ask by unanimous consent to non-concur in the 
Senate amendments, and agree to the conference requested. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, that order will be made. 

There was no objection. 


UNITED PEORIAS AND MIAMIES IN INDIAN TERRITORY. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 11634) to 
provide for the allotment of land in severalty to the United Peorias 
and Miamies, in Indian Territory, and for other purposes, with Senate 
amendments. 

Mr. PEEL. Lask by unanimous consent to non-concur in the Sen- 
ate amendments and agree to the conference requested. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, that order will be made. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The SPEAKER subsequently appointed as conferees Mr. PEEL, Mr. 
SHIVELY, and Mr. PERKINS. 


SALE OF INDIAN LANDS IN MONTANA. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 7777) to 
rovide for the sale of lands patented to certain members of the Flat- 
ead band of Indians in Montana Territory, and for other purposes, 

with Senate amendments, 


amendments. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and it 

is so ordered. ` 
é FORT DODGE MILITARY RESERVATION, KANSAS. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 8740) to 
authorize the Secretary of the Interior to sell to the Methodist College 
Association of Southwestern Kansas certain lands in Kansas, with 
Senate amendments. 

Mr. PETERS. Iask unanimous consent to concur in the Senate 


amendments. 
Mr. HOLMAN. Let the amendments be read. 
‘The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out after the OF to,” where it occurs the second time in line 4, down 
to and including the words herein set forth,“ in line 17, and insert the follow- 


ing: 

The State of Kansas the following-described lands, being the remaining por- 
tion of the Fort Dodge military reservation in said State, to wit: Lots num- 
bered 3, 5,6, and 7 of section 3, township 27 south, of range 24 west, on condition 
that said State shall, within twelve months from the 2 of this act, pay or 
cause to be paid therefor the sum of $1.25 per acre, and shali within three years 
establish and provide for the maintenance thereon a home in which provision 
shall be made for the care and maintenance of officers, soldiers, sailors, and ma- 
rines who have served in the Army, Navy, or Marine Corpsof the United States, 
their Say ae pape parents, widows, or orphans, under such rulesand regulations 
as said State may provide.“ 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Kansas [Mr. PETERS]. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The bill as it the House provided for the 
sale of this land to the Methodist University. The Senate hasamended 
itso as to sell it to the State of Kansas for the founding of a soldiers’ 
home, as I understand. The amendment of the Senate has not been 
considered by the House Committee on Public Lands; but I will not 
oppose the of the bill. 

Mr. TRACEY. I object. 

Nr. PETERS. Then I ask that reference of the bill be withheld by 
the Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection it will be withheld. 

Mr. PETERS. The gentleman from New York [Mr. TRACEY] now 
withdraws his objection, and I ask unanimous consent to concur in the 
Senate amendments. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas asks to concur in the 
Senate amendments. If there be no objection that order will be made. 

There was no objection. 


POLICE FORCE OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 6677) to 
amend an act entitled An act to increase the police force of the District 
of Columbia, and for other purposes, approved January 31, 1883. 

The SPEAKER. The House concu in the Senate amendments 
to this bill, but afterwards, upon motion of the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. TAULBEE], reconsidered its action and recalled the bill 
from the Senate. 

Mr. RANDALL. I ask that it be referred. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Mr. Speaker, I wish to inquire whether that bill 
will have privilege if it is reported back from the Committee on the 
District of Columbia? 

The SPEAKER. It will not. 


s NICHOLAS J. BIGLEY. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R.3074) for the 
relief of Nicholas J. Bigley. 
Mr. HOLMAN. I object to the consideration of that bill. 
The SPEAKER. It will be referred to the Committee on War 
Claims. 
PROTESTANT EPISCOPAL THEOLOGICAL SEMINARY, VIRGINIA. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 515) for the re- 
lief of the trustees of the Protestant Episcopal Theological Seminary 
and High School, in Virginia. 

Mr. WISE. I ask unanimous consent that that bill be now consid- 
ered and put on its passage. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the bill, after which the Chair 
will ask for objections. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That there be, and is hereby, 3 out of any 

money in the Treasury not otherwise appro) riated, the sum of „000, to be 

d 5 8 trustees of the Protestant Episco) Theological Semi and High 

8 in Virginia, that amount having been found due them by the Court of 
ms, 


Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the report of the Court of Claims will be 


read. 

Mr. WISE. I will say to the gentleman from Indiana that this bill 
has been already discussed and considered and passed by the House. 

Mr. HOLMAN. When? 

Mr. WISE. More than two months ago. 

Mr. HOLMAN. How does it happen, then, that the Senate has 
passed this bill? 
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Mr. WISE. L suppose the bill was pending in both Houses. 
Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, if a bill has passed the House in the 
‘ : same terms as this one of course I ought not to object. 

Mr. WISE. It has passed the House. 

Mr. DORSEY. Of course it has passed the House. 

Mr. HOLMAN. In the same terms? 

Mr. WISE. Yes, sir. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. WISE moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed; | Po 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MILITARY RESERVATION, FORT LEAVENWORTH, KANS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 3653) to au- 
thorize the sale of a tract of land in the military reservation at Fort 
Leavenworth, in the State of Kansas. 

Mr. MORRILL. I ask unanimous consent that that bill be now con- 
sidered. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. ` I reserve the right to object. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read. 

Mr. MORRILL. I ask unanimous consent to amend by striking out 
all after the enacting clause of the Senate bill and inserting the lan- 
guage of the bill on the same subject which has been reported by the 
House Committee on Military Affairs. 

The SPEAKER. The bill must be read before the Chair can ascer- 
tain whether there is consent to consider it. 

The Clerk read the bill. 

Mr. MORRILL. I ask to have the House bill read. 

. House bill (H. R. 12655) was read, as follows: 

it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized 
Dr directed to lease to the Leavenworth City and Fort Leavenworth Water 
Company the following-described tract of land in the military reservation at 
Fort Leavenworth, in the State of Kansas: inning at the northwest corner 
of the 20-acre-tract of land formerly in said military reservation granted to the 


Leavenworth Coal mei gi, by the act of Con pag Aten July 20, 1868 ; 
thence north in extension of the west line of sai Tp enna feet; thence 


zc. 2. That the act of Congress entitled “An act to authorize the sale of a 
in the military reservation at Fort Leavenworth, in the State of 
Kansas,” 5 the 6th day of June, A. D. 1888, be, and the same is hereby, 


EC. 3. That this act shall take effect and be in force from and after its passage. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Retaining the right to object, I shall be glad to 
hear a statement as to the merits of this bill. 

Mr. CUTCHEUN. This bill simply authorizes the leasing of the 
property instead of its sale. In June last we passed the act referred 
to in the second section, authorizing the purchase of this tract by the 
water company. 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, if this leads to debate I shall object. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. As I have said, the House bill simply provides 
for the leasing, instead of the sale, of the land. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Kansas for the present consideration of this bill? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. MORRILL] asks 
unanimous consent to amend the Senate bill by striking out all after 
the enacting clause and inserting the lan, of the bill of the House 
just read. If there be no objection, that will be done, and the Senate 
bill will be ordered to a third reading. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The Senate bill as amended was ordered to a third reading; and it 
was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MORRILL moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The title will beamendedso as to authorize a lease 
instead of a sale of this tract of land. 


LAND DISTRICTS IN NEBRASKA. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 3870) to es- 
tablish two additional land districts in the State of Nebraska. 

Mr. DORSEY. I ask by unanimous consent for the present consid- 
eration of this bill. 

Mr. BLAND. Let us have the report read. 

Mr. RANDALL. Oh, no; let that bill go to the committee. 

Mr. DORSEY. Iaskthat the bill be retained on the Speaker’s table. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the Chair will withhold 
the bill for the present, 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT ALLENTOWN, PA. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 3381) for the 
erection of a public building at Allentown, Pa. 

Mr. BLAND. I call for the reading of the report in this case, 

The SPEAKER. No request has thus far been made in regard to 
the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. SOWDEN. Mr. Speaker, I ask the immediate consideration of 
otic A House bill similar in its terms has heen favorably re- 

T 

Mr. BLAND. Reserving the right to object, I call for the reading 
of the report. 

Mr. COX. Is this the bill that was vetoed ? 

Mr. BLAND. I understand that this is a bill which has been vetoed. 

Mr. SOWDEN. This bill is in different form from the one which 
was vetoed. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] asks 
that the report be read. 

The report was read. 

Mr. BLAND. I view of the fact that this bill seems to have been 
framed so as to obviate the objections presented in the veto, I do not 
object to it. 

he eae aa Is there objection to the present consideration or 
the ? 

Mr. BLANCHARD, What is the bill? 

Mr. RANDALL. It is for a public building at Allentown, Pa. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I think it had better be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Several MEMBERS. Oh, no. 

TheSPEAKER. Thegentleman from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD] 
objects to the present consideration of the bill. 

Mr. SOWDEN. I ask that it be retained on the Speaker’s table. 

The SPEAKER. If there is no objection, the Chair will 
bill for the present. 


RIGHT OF WAY TO DULUTH AND WINNEPEG RAILWAY COMPANY, 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 2918) granting 
to the Duluth and Winnepeg Railway Company the right of way through 
the Leech Lake and White Earth Indian reservations, in the State of 
Minnesota. 

Mr. NELSON. This bill meets the approval of the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. It merely grants right of way through a reserva- 
tion which is in my district. I ask, by unanimous consent, for the 
immediate consideration of the bill. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Let the bill be read. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I hope the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. CHEADLE] will not insist on that, but let the bill go through at 
once. 

Mr. NELSON. It is in the usual form, and there is no necessity that 
it should be read. e 

By unanimous consent, the reading of the bill was dispensed with; 
and the House to the consideration of the bill; which was 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. NELSON moved to reconsider the sole by which the bill was 
paed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


BRIDGE ACROSS THE TALLAPOOSA RIVER. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 3995) to au- 
thorize the Montgomery and Sylacauga Railroad Company to construct 
a bridge across the Tallapoosa River. 

Mr. CRISP. This is a Senate bill authorizing the construction of a 
bridge over a navigable stream. It contains all the provisions neces- 
sary for the protection of navigation; and I ask unanimous consent 
that the bill be considered now without reading and passed. 

There being no objection, the reading of the bill was dispensed with, 
and the House proceeded to its consideration. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; an and it wasaccordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. CRISP moved to reconsider the vote by which 5 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the ta 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ESTATE OF WILLIAM B. THAYER. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 2001) for the 
relief of George F. Roberts, administrator of the estate of William B 
Thayer, deceased, surviving partner of Thayer Brothers, and others. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Lask that this bill remain on the Speaker’s table 
for the present. 

Fit dens If there be no objection, the Chair will withhold 

e 

FOREST CITY AND WATERTOWN RAILROAD COMPANY. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 2029) granting 
the right of way to the Forest City and Watertown Railroad Company 

the Sioux reservation. 

Mr, GIFFORD. Iask, by unanimousconsent, for the present consid- 


retain the 
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I > 
eration of this bill. It meets the approval of the Indian Committee of 
8 ah = as the een 

r. MILLS. It grants nothing but right of ; there wil be no 
discussion in regard to it. bei 

Mr. HOLMAN. Lask that the bill be read. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the Clerk will omit the 
reading of the merely descriptive part of the bill, and will read only 
the substantial part.’ 

, The Clerk proceeded to read the bill. 

Mr. SPRINGER (before the reading was concluded). This bill ap- 
pears to be in the usual form. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I only ask the reading of the third section. 

The third section was read. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MACDONALD moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


COMPENSATION FOR RIGHT OF WAY TO RAILROADS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 2805) to au- 
5 Secretary of the Interior to fix the amount of compensation 
I 


1 


be paid for the right for railroads through Indian reservations in 
certain contingencies; whieh was read a first and second time, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


JAMESTOWN AND NORTHERN RAILROAD COMPANY. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 1228) granting 
right of way to the Jamestown and Northern Railroad Company through 
the Devil's Lake Indian reservation, in the Territory of Dakota; which 
was read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on 
dian Affairs. ' 

HAMPTON AND OLD POINT RAILWAY COMPANY. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 2828) granting 
right of way and other privileges to the Hampton and Old Point Rail- 
way Company. 

Mr. BOWDEN. I ask, by unanimous consent, that this bill be now 
considered. A bill in similar terms has twice been unanimously re- 
ported by the Committee on Military Affairs. This will lead to no dis- 
cussion, 

The bill was read. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I did not understand from the reading of the 

bill whether it contains any provision with reference to the prior 
grant to the Chesapeake and Ohio Railroad Company. It was stated 
in the committee that the other bill conflicted with a previous t. 
Mx. BOWDEN. There is no reference to that in this bill. is 
in the exact termg of the bill reported by the committee. 

The SPEAKER. There is nothing in the bill in regard to the Ches- 
apeake and Ohio Railroad. 

Mr. BOWDEN. This billis for the construction of a street railroad, 
and it is in the same terms as the bill reported from the gentleman’s 
committee. 

i Mr. SPRINGER. I think the bill ought to be amended by striking 
out ten cents“ and inserting “five cents“ as the limit of fare to be 
charged over this road. It seems to me that 10 cents is a very high rate. 

Mr. BOWDEN. It was not considered too high by the committee 
which unanimously reported the bill containing this rate. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was aceordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BOWDEN moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MARRIAGE AND DIVORCE, 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House joint resolution (S. R. 
142) to print 20,000 copies of the special report of the Commissioner of 
Labor on the statistics of and relative to marriage and divorce; which 
was read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on 
Printing. 

INAUGURAL ADDRESSES OF PRESIDENTS. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House joint resolution (S. R. 141) 
to print 10,000 copies of a compilation of the inaugural addresses of the 
Presidents of the United States, from George Washington to Benjamin 
Harrison, inclusive, for the first century of Presidential inaugurations, 
‘and for other purposes; which was read a first and second time, and re- 
ferred to the mittee on Printing. 

ADDITIONAL ASSOCIATE JUSTICE, SUPREME COURT, IDAHO. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 3419) provid- 
ing for an additional associate justice of the supreme court of Idaho, 
and for other purposes; which was read a first and second time. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be referred to the Committee on the 
Territories and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. DUBOIS, Mr. Speaker, a similar bill has been reported unani- 
mously in this House, and I ask that this bill be put upon its passage. 


Mr. SPRINGER. This billshould pass, and unless it is passed now 
it will fail. 

Mr. DUBOIS. The Attorney-General has written a letter in favor 
of the passage of this bill. 

Mr. SCOTT. I object te that bill on the ground that confirmations 
are now hung up in the Senate. 

Mr. SPRINGER, I hope the bill will be allowed to remain on the 
Speaker’s table. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be retained on the Speaker’s table. 

WARREN HALL. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 902) for the 
relief of Warren Hall; which was read a first and second time. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I trust there will be no objection to the passage of 
that bill. Itis in favor of a colored man whose case been before 
this House for many years. - 

Mr TOWNSHEND. Let the bill be read, 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Court of Claims is hereby given original jurisdic- 
tion to hear and adjudicate according to ee and right the case of Warren 
Hall, as originally tried and ie pace in the ninth Court of Claims Reports, 

170, and known as “ Hall and Roche's case,” notwithstanding the former 7 
and the bar of limitation is hereby removed. And for this purpose the co 
shall hear and consider the new testimony and any other proper testimon: 
which may be offered at the trial by the claimant or on the part of the defen 
ant Government; and the testimony considered by the court in the original trial, 
so far as the same may be applicable to the new trial, shall also be available. 

Mr. HOLMAN. ask to submit a single word. 

Mr. RANDALL. I object to debate. 

Mr. BAYNE. Let it go to the committee. 

Mr. HOLMAN. A single word on the bill. I think a colored man 
is entitled to a fair hearing. [Great laughter. ] . 

Mr. WEAVER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania thought he was 
a white man. [Renewed laughter. ] 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the question will be put 
on the peseaze of the bill. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. Regular order. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I thought the gentleman merely objected to 
debate. 

Mr. RANDALL. I objected to debate. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Only one word. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. Iobject, and shall object to every other bill. [Cries 
of “Order!” ] 

Mr. HOLMAN, Let it remain on the Speaker’s table. 

The SPEAKER, It will be so retained. 


ABSENTEE SHAWNEE INDIAN LANDS, KANSAS. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 2407) to au- 
thorize the conveyance of certain Absentee Shawnee Indian lands in 
Kansas; which was read a first and second time. [Cries of Regular 
order!“ 

Mr. PERKINS. Task that that bill be allowed to remain on the 


Speaker's table. 
The SPEAKER. It will be so retained. 


BRIDGE ACROSS ILLINOIS RIVER. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 3951) to es- 
tablish a railway bridge across the Illinois Riverextending from a point 
within 5 miles of Columbiana, in Greene County, to a point within 5 
miles of Kampsville, in Calhoun County, in the State of Minois; which 
was read a first and second time. . 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois. Task, by unanimous consent, that that 
bill be considered. 

Mr. CHIPMAN, I object. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois. Let it remain on the Speaker’s table. 

The SPEAKER. It will beso retained, there being no objection. 

BRIDGE ACROSS THE EASTERN BRANCH. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 3900) to au- 
thorize the Secretary of War to make a survey, plan, and estimate of 
the cost of constructing a bridge across the Eastern Branch of the Poto- 
mac River, in the Distriet of Columbia; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time. 

Mr. RANDALL. Let it go to the District Committee. 

The bill was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
and ordered to be printed. 


BRIDGE ACROSS MISSISSIPPI RIVER AT RED WING, MINN. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 3923) to au- 
thorize the Duluth, Red Wing and Southern Railroad Company to con- 
struct a bridge across the Mississippi River at or near the city of Red 
Wing, in the State of Minnesota, and to establish it as a post-road; 
which was read a first and second time. 

Mr. MACDONALD. Task, by unanimous consent, that that bill be 
considered at the present time. The chairman of the Committee on 
Commerce approves of it. 

The SPEAKER., Is the reading of the bill dispensed with? 

Mr. MACDONALD. I move that the reading of the bill be dis- 
pensed witb. 

Mr. LYNCH. Iobjecte 
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The SPEAKER. The bill will bereferred to the Committee on Com- 


merce. j 

Mr. MACDONALD. I thought objection was made only to the read- 
ing of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman object to the reading of the 
bill, or to its consideration ? 

Mr. LYNCH. To its consideration. 


Mr. MACDONALD. Lask that the bill be retained on the Speaker's 


table. 
The SPEAKER, It will be so retained. 


RIGHT OF WAY THROUGH INDIAN TERRITORY. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 3721) granting 
the right of way to the Cherokee Central Railway Company through 
the Indian Territory, and for other purposes; which was read a first and 
second time, 

Mr. PERKINS. I ask unanimous consent that that bill be also re- 
tained upon the Speaker’s table. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


MIDLAND RAILROAD COMPANY, ARKANSAS, 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 3728) author- 
izing the Midland Railroad Company to build a bridge over White 
River, at Aberdeen, Ark.; which was read a first and second time. 

Mr. CRISP. Does the demand for the regular order cut off requests 
for unanimous consent? 

The SPEAKER, The Chair understands the gentleman from Ar- 
kansas as objecting to the particular bill. 

Mr. CRISP. en I ask unanimous consent that this Senate bill be 
considered. I have the bill before me, and it is in the usual form. 

Mr. LYNCH and Mr. CHIPMAN demanded the regular order. 

Mr. CRISP. Then I ask unanimous consent that it retain its place 
upon the table. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection that order will be made. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

APPOINTMENT OF SENATE CONFEREES. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House an order of the Senate ex- 
cusing Mr. PLUMB and Mr. PADDOCK as conferees on the part of the 
Senate on the bill (S. 2511) to 2 for the disposal of certain public 
lands of the United States under the provisions of the homestead law 
only, and appointing Mr. DOLPH and Mr. BERRY as conferees in their 
place. 


RETURN OF BILLS TO THE SENATE. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House an order of the Senate of 
ehe Bost 28, requesting the return of the bill (S. 283) toamend sections 
2724 and 2725 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, setting apart 
a certain tract vol land lying near the headwaters of the Yellowstone 
River as a public park. 

The SPEAKER, If there be no objection the Clerk will be directed 
to return the bill to the Senate. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House an order of the Senate 
of February 28, requesting the House to return to the Senate the bill 
(H. R. 4961) to provide for the organization of the militia of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

The SPEAKER. Without objettion this request will also be com- 
plied with. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Mr. Speaker, I am advised 
that the gentleman from Pennsylvania withdraws his objection to the 
requestiof the gentleman from Georgia in regard to the Arkansas bridge 
bill. 

TheSPEAKER. Butseveral gentlemen demanded the regular order, 
as the Chair understands; and the Chair is proceeding, for the present, 
to lay before the House some concurrent resolutions of the Senate. 

REPORT ON INDIAN EDUCATION. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a concurrent resolution of 
the Senate providing for the printing of 5,000 copies of the report on 
Indian education and civilization, by Allen C. Fletcher; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Printing. 

REPORT OF COMMISSIONER OF FISH AND FISHERIES, 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a concurrent resolution 
of the Senate providing for the printing of the report of the Commis- 
sioner of Fish and Fisheries for the year 1887. 


Mr. RANDALL. Let that also go to the Committee on Printing. 
They have the privilege of reporting at any time. 


Mr. DUNN. I hope the gentleman will allow that to be taken up 
and considered. It is quite an important matter. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Besides, the committee would not have the 
privilege of reporting upon that matter. 

Mr. RANDALL. I do not know that itoughtto pass anyhow. Let 
it go to the committee. 


The resolution was referred to the Committee on Printing, 


TITLE TO CERTAIN PROPERTY, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre 
of War, transmitting a report from the officer in charge of public build ~ 
ings and grounds in regard to a certain plat of land in the city of W: 
ington, D. C., shown by old records to be the property of the Uni 
States; which was referred to the Committee on Public Buildings an 
Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 


PENSION EXAMINERS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre 
of the Interior, transmitting, in nse to a resolution of the Ho 
a report from the Commissioner of Pensions showing the exam. 
iners originally appointed under the act of March 3, 1884, and also show- 
ing what changes have been made; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


WITHDEAWAL OF PAPERS. 


By unanimous consent, Jeave was granted to withdraw papers with- 
out leaving copies in the following cases: 

To Mr. HOPKINS, of New York, in the case of Romantus Lake; 

To Mr. Rusk, papers relating to the bill (H. R. 2441) for the relief 
of James Hooper; an 

To Mr. HALL, papers filed in support of the bill (H. R. 11843) grant- 
ing a pension to William H. Malorie. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. GRIMES, 
on account of sickness. 


RIGHT OF WAY ACROSS FORT HAYS MILITARY RESERVATION, 


On motion of Mr. CANNON, by unanimous consent, the Committee 
of the Whole House was di from the consideration of the bill 
(S. 3696) granting a right of way across the Fort Hays military res- 
ervation; and the same was ordered to remain on the Speaker’s table, 

WYOMING MIDLAND RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Mr. PERKINS. Mr. S. er, while it will not enable me to secure 
the of my own bill, yet I wish to withdraw my objection to 
the bill (H. R. 10028) granting to the wyoming Midland Railway 
Company the right of way through the Wind River or Shoshone Indian 
3 and ask that it may remain on the Speaker’s table for the 


present. 
The SPEAKER. Without objection, that order will be made, 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I understand the tleman 
from Pennsylvania will withdraw his demand for the regular order, 
and the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. CarpMAN] withdraws his ob- 
jection to the bridge bill called up by the gentleman from Georgia. 

The SPEAKER, But the gentleman from Pennsylvania has just 


demanded ESCRI order. 
Mr. RAND. I have no objection, Mr. S. er, to the consid- 
eraon of the Arkansas bridge bill, provided it does not lead to de- 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (S. 3728) authorizing the Midland Railroad Company to build a bridge 
over White River at Aberdeen, Ark. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection ? 

Mr. LYNCH. I object. 


VETO MESSAGE—GEORGE COLWELL. 
The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message from the 
President. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
To the House of Representatives : 


I return without approval House bill No. 12047 entitled “An act granting an 
increase of pension to Colwell.” 
ace record shows that this beneficiary was enrolled in the military service 
gust 10, 1862, and was mustered out June 1,1565. There is no record of any 
Herbie ‘during theservice. He was pensioned at the rate of $2 a moe for a 
dog bite i above the ankle in Sy smear 1865. Three months after his dis- 
he strained the knee of the which had been bitten, In 1587 he ap- 
plied for an increase of pension, alleging increased disability. This increased 
disability appears plainly to be the result of the strain or injury to the knee and 
in no way connected with the bite for which he was oon 


OVER CLEVELAND. 
EXECUTIVE Mansion, February 26, 1889, 


During the reading, 

Mr. MILLS said: Iask by unanimous consent, that these m of 
the President be . to lie on the table, and we proceed wi with the 
matter pending last night. 

Mr. HOLMAN, Iask ‘the message be read. 

The SPEAKER. If the reading is insisted upon, the gentleman has 
the right to have it read. j 

The reading of the message was concluded. 

Mr. MATSON. Lask, by unanimous consent, that the message lie on 
the table until the special order is disposed of. H 

The SPEAKER. There is no special order. There was a matter, 
pending when the House took a recess yesterday evening. Is t 
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objection to the request of the gentleman from Indiana that the mes- 
sage lie on the table? The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 
Mr. MATSON. If there are any other messages of a similar nature 
I ask unanimous consent that they remain on the Speaker’s table until 
f. 


this order has been aig 0 
The SPEAKER. There are other Executive communications which 
the Chair will lay before House. 


MADAGASCAR AFFAIRS AND BARCELONA AND BRUSSELS EXPOSITIONS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following messages 
from the President; which were severally referred to the Committee 
on N Affairs, and, with the accompanying papers, ordered to be 
printed: 

To the House of Representatives: 


I transmit herewith, in response to the resolution of the House of Representa- 
tives of the 2ist of December last, a report of the Secretary of State and ac- 
companying documents touching affairs in 

GROVER CLEVELAND. 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, 
Washington, February 27, 1889. 
To the House of Representatives: 


I have the honor to transmit herewith a report of the Secretary of State, re- 
specting the representation of the United Stai States at the Barcelona Exposition of 


GROVER CLEVELAND, 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, 
Washington, February 28, 1889. 


To the House of Representatives: 


I have the honor to transmit herewith a report of the Secretary of State, con- 
Expoalt the Prag ape of the representation of the United States at the Brussels 
L 


ion in 1888, 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 
EXECUTIVE MANSI 
Washington, Weicker 28, 1889. > 
DANIEL M. MAULDING. 


Mr. LANE. Mr. Speaker, I submit a conference report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagree 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 717) ting an increase of pen- 
sion to Daniel M. Mauldi having met, after full and free conference have 

to recommend and ane recommend to their ve Houses as follows: 

‘That the House recede from its disagreement to the Senate amendment to the 
said bill, and agree to the same. 

EDWARD LANE, 


S. S. YODE 
H. J. SPOON 
Managers on the part of the House. 


isagreeing votes of the two Houses on 


PHILETUS SA 
DAVID TURPIE, 
C. K. DAVIS, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
STATEMENT OF HOUSE CONFEREES. 

This soldier is now drawing a pension of $20 per month, and the House bill 
provides for an ino rate per month, leaving it to the Pension Department 
to determine the amount,but the Senate amendment fixes the amount to be paid 
at $30 per month, 

EDWARD 
S. S. YODE 
— H. J. SpOO 
Managers on the part af the House. 


The report was agreed to. 
Mr. LANE moved to reconsider the vote by which the conſerence re- 


rt was to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
id on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. è 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 

Mr. HOLMES. There is a question pending as to the veto of the bill 
(H. R. 1368) to quiet title of settlers on Des Moines River lands, in the 
State of Iowa, and for other purposes. 

Mr. WHEELER. It was agreed the bill which I hold in my hand 
should be called up. It is a matter of privilege. 

Mr. CRISP. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it, 

Mr. CRISP. I ask to call up the contested-election case of Sullivan 
vs. Felton, which is a matter of higher privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that under the rule and practice 
of the House these matters are of equal dignity, and the one first called 
up must first be put to the House. The Constitution provides wherea 
1 z BaS With the objections of the President that the House 

Bade Sa ah it. It is mandatory in its form. 

aos Cc en I raise the question of consideration. 
ap: HO MES. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 
I ask the regular order. 

git not true that a veto meee is of 5 855 priv- 

Miel up by the gentleman from Georgia 
The Chair has decided that question. The gen- 
raises the question of consideration. 

. I hope the Chair 
The question is, Shall the House now consider 
f the President? 
nd the Speaker announced that the ayes 


ats, HO the 
nies 


115 
e qu 


A di 


— ‘was pu 
‘on pi dead dd 
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The House divided; and there were —ayes 92, noes 49. 

Mr. CRISP. I demand the yeas and nays. 7 

Mr. BLAND, I hope we can make some arrangement about this 
bill, and I ask just a moment to make a short statement. I ask unani- 
mous consent that we may proceed 

Mr, RANDALL. Regular order. 

Mr. BLAND. As soon as the contested-election case of Sullivan 

Felton is disposed of we will take up your Des Moines River case. 

Mr. RYAN. It is up now. 

Mr. BLAND. I am in sympathy with those settlers and this side 
of the House is anxious to dispose of that bill, but the contested-elec- 
tion case must be first di of. 

Mr. RANDALL, I object to debate. 

The SPEAKER. Upon this question the yeas are 92, and the noeg 
are 49. 

Mr. BLAND. No quorum. 

Mr. CRISP. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered 

Mr. TAULBEE. Mr. Speaker, 1 should be glad to have the Chair 
state again what this bill is. 

The SPEAKER. That has been stated two or three times. It is the 
bill known as the Des Moines River lands bill, which has been vetoed 


by the President. - 
Mr. TAULBEE. And the question is whether or not we shall now 
proceed to its consideration. 


The SPEAKER. That is the question. The Clerk will call the roll. 
The question was taken; and it was decided in the affirmative— 
yeas 136, nays 114, not voting 73; as follows: 


YEAS—136. 
5 Cutcheon, Johnston, Ind. Reed, 
Allen, Mich. Dalzell, Johnston, N. C. Rockwell, 
derson, Iowa Darlington. ean, Romeis. 
Anderson, Kans. Davis, Kelley, Rowell, 
Arnold, Dorsey, - Kennedy, Russell, Conn. 
Atkinson, Dunham, Kerr, Ryan, 
er, N. V. Farquhar, Laffoon, Scull, 
er, III. Felton, Laidlaw, Seymour, 
Bayne, Finley, Lehlbach, Smith, 
Bingham, Lind, Sowden, 
Boothman, Fi Long, Spooner, 
Bound, Faller, Mason, Steele, 
Boutelle, Gaines, McComas, Stephenson, 
Bowden, 4 McCormick, Stewart, Vt. 
Bowen, Gay, McKenna, Stockdale, 
Brew Gear, McKinley, Stone, Mo. 
Browne,T. H.B.,VaGest, Moffitt, Taulbee, 
Browne, Ind, Greenman, Morrill, Taylor, a D., Ohio 
Brown, Ohio Grosvenor, Morrow, Thomas, K =. 
Brumm, Grout, Nichols, Thomas, Wis. 
Bryce, Guenther, O'Donnell, Tillman, 
Buchanan, Harmer, O'Neill, Pa. Vance, 
Bunnell, Haugen, Osborne, Vandever, 
Burrows, Hayden, Owen, Wade, 
Butler, Henderson, Iowa Patton, Warner, 
Butterworth, Henderson, son, Weaver, 
Cannon, Hermann, Perkjns, est, 
Caswell, Hitt, Peters, White, Ind 
Cheadle, Holmes, Phelps, White, N. Y. 
Clark, Hopkins, III. Plumb, Whiting, Mass. 
Conger, Hopkins, N. Y. Posey, ic 5 
Cowles, Howard, ‘ost, Williams, 
Crouse, Hunter, Pugsley, Woodburn, 
Cummings, Jackson, Ran . ost. 
NAYS—114. 
Abbott. Culberson, Kilgore, Perry, 
Allen, Miss. Davenport, Lagan, Rayner, 
Anderson, Miss. Davidson, Ala. Landes, Rice, 
Anderson, III Davidson. Fla. Lane, Richardson, 
Bacon, De Lano, Lanham, TS, 
Bankhead, Dibble, I Rowland, 
Barnes, Dougherty, Lawler, Sawyer, 
nr Dunn, yneh, Sayers, 
Blan 5 Elliott, ansur, tt, 
Bland, Enloe, Martin, Seney, 
Blount, Ermentrout, n, haw, 
Booher, Fisher, McAdoo, Snyder, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Forney, McClammy, Springer, 
Breckinridge, Ky. French, M Stewart, Tex. 
Buckalew, Gibson, McKinney, Stone, Ky. 
Bynum, Glass, M = Thompson, Cal, 
Campbell, 0 Grimes, McRae, y, 
Campbell, F. ms N. T Hall, Mills, Townshend, 
Candler, Montgomery, ‘Turner, Ga. 
Carlton, Hatch, Moore, Walker, 
Catchings, Ha Morgan, Washington, 
Chipman, 1 N.C. Norwood, ler, 
Clardy, Herbert, ales, Whiting, Mich, 
Clements, Holman, O’Ferrall ilkinson, 
Cobb, Hooker, O’Neall, Ind. Wilson, Minn, 
Compton, Hopia Va. O'Neill, Mo. Wilson, W. Va 
Cothran, Hudd, Outhwaite, 5 
Cox, Hutton, Parker, 
Crisp, Ketcham, Penington, 
NOT VOTING—73. 
Allen, Mass, Caruth, 
TTY, Cockran, 
Belden, well, 
. Collins, 
rower, Cooper, 
Brown, J. R., Va. Crain, 
Burnett, Dargan, 


— F., N. X. Dingley, 
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Lee, Morse, Sl erman, Thompson, Ohio 
Lodge, Neal, Shively, Turner, Kans. 
Lyman, Nelson, Simmons, eber, 
onald, Newton, Spinola, Whitthorne, 

Maffett, Nutting, Stahinecker, Wilber, 
Mahoney, Peel, Stewart, Ga, Wilkins, 

ish, Phelan, Struble, ardley, 
McCullogh, Pideock, Symes, Yoder. 

cShane, Tarsney, 

Merriman, Russell, Mass. Taylor, E. B., Ohio 
Milliken, usk. Thomas, III. 


So it was agreed to consider the veto message. 

On motion of Mr. PAYSON, by unanimous consent, the reading of 
the names of members voting was dispensed with. 

The following members were announced as paired until farther 
notice: 

Mr. STEWART, of Georgia, with Mr. Ezra B. TAYLOR, 

Mr. DARGAN with Mr. THOMPSON, of Obio. 

Mr. GRANGER with Mr. DINGLEY. 

Mr. JoNES with Mr. COOPER, 

Mr. CocknAN with Mr. NUTTING. 

Mr. Hoae with Mr. Symes. ‘ 

Mr. BURNETT with Mr. GOFF. 

Mr. NAL with Mr. HOUK. 

Mr. MCSHANE with Mr. LAIRD. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE with Mr. LYMAN. 

Mr, CoLLINS with Mr. ALLEN, of Massachusetts. 

Mr. WILKINS and Mr. STRUBLE were announced as paired for this 
day. 
The following members were announced as paired on this vote: 
Mr. SPINOLA with Mr. BELDEN. 

Mr. CARUTH with Mr. CoGSwELL. 


Mr. CARUTH. Mr. Speaker 


The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise ? 

Mr. CARUTH. I desire to withdraw my vote. Ivoted by mistake. 
I notice that I am paired, and therefore-I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. FINLEY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to have my vote recorded. 

The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman in the Hall when his name 
was called ? 

Mr. FINLEY. I was, at the second call. 

TheSPEAKER. The Clerk will call the gentleman from Kentucky. 

Mr. FixLxv's name was called and his vote recorded. 

The vote was then announced as above recorded. 


PUBLIC LANDS, 


Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I rise to present a conference report. 

Mr. HOLMES. Mr. Speaker 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] states 
that he rises to present a privileged report, which, under the rule of the 
House, of course suspends this business, but this matter is up for con- 
sideration. f 

Mr. HOLMAN. This report will take but a few minutes. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the House to the bill (S. 2511) to provide for the disposal of 
certain public lands of the United States under rovisions of the homestead 
laws, having met, after full and free conference have to recommend 
and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its amendments numbered 1, 2, 3, with an 
amendment as follows: Strike out all of section 1 of the bill after the word 
“aot,” in line 3, and insert in lieu thereof: No public lands of the United 
States except those in the State of Missouri shall be subject to private entry.“ 

That the recede from its 8 to the amendment of the House 
numbered 4, and rs nt ns same with amendments as follows: Add to sec- 
tion 2 as follows: „That all pre-emption settlers upon the public lands 
whose claims have been initiated prior to the passage of this act may change 
such entries to homestead entries and proceed to perfect their titles to their re- 
spective claims under the homestead law, notwithstanding they may have here- 
tofore had the benefit of such laws; but such settlers who perfect title to such 
claims under the homestead law shall not thereafter be entitled to enter other 
lands under the pre-emption or the homestead laws of the United States;“ and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendmentof the House 
numbered 6, and to the same with an amendment as follows: After the 
word destruction, in line 5, section 3 of the bill, insert the words or failure.” 

Add to section 6: Provided also, That this section shall not be construed as 
affecting any right as to the location of soldiers’ certificates heretofore issued 
under section of the Revised % and the Senate to the same. 

Add to section 5 as follows: And provided, That if the original entry should 
fail for any reason prior to the patent, or should appear to be illegal or fraudu- 
lent, the additional entry shall not be permitted, or if having been initiated, 
shall be can ed;” and the Senate agree to thesame, 

After the word “enter,” in line 7, page 4, of the bill insert the following: “As 
a personal right and not assignable,” 

the word “so,” in line 15, page 4 of the bill, insert the word addition- 
ally ;” and the House agree to the same. 
d additional section, as follows: 

“SEC, 7. That the act to A ere additional regulations for homestead and 
pre-emption entries of public lands approved March 3, 1879, shall not be con- 
strued to forbid the taking of testimony for the final proof within ten days fol- 
lowing the time advertised as-upon which such final proof shall be made, in 
cases where accidents or unavoidable delays have prevented the applicaut or 
witnesses from making such proof on the day specified.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Add as an additional section : 

„Sc. 8. That nothing in this act shall be construed as suspending, repealing, 
or in any way rendering inoperative the provisions of the act entitled An act to 
3015 84 ‘or the disposal ofabandoned and useless military reservations,approved 

y 5, 1884. 


1 | 
Amend the title so as to read: “An actto withdraw certain public lands from 
private entry, and for other purposes; and the Senate to the same, 
THO O. McRAE, 
L. E. PAYSON, 
Managers on the part of the House, 
J. N. DOLPH, 
J. H. BERRY, 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 


STATEMENT. 


The managers on the part of the House of the conference on the di: in, 
votes of the two Houses on certain amendments of the House to the bill (S. 251 
to provide for the disposal of certain public lands of the United States under the 
provisions of the homestead laws only submit the following written explana- 
tion of the action which is recommended by the majority of the conference com- 
mittee on each of the amendments in the accompanying conference report: 

1,2,3. The House amendments 1, 2, and 3, if agreed to, would repeal all the 
public-land laws by which land could be xcquired, except the homestead law, 
and would also repeal the commutation section of that. This first section, to 
which the said House amendments were pro; as n in confer- 
ence, will only prevent the further sale of any public lands of the United S. > 
except in the State of Missouri, without repealing any of the other laws soi 


to be repealed by the House. 

4. The amendment to section 2 will allow pre-emption settlers, whose claims 
have been heretoforc initiated and still org Py to pamos such filin dentry 
toa homestead to be completed under that law by the additional residence and 


cultivation required. 

5. This amendment wiil make certain the meaning of this section. 

6. This amendment is intended to leave the question of the validity and of the 
right of location of soldiers’ certificates heretofore issued as under present law 
to be in no way affected by this act. 

7. This amendment will make the additional entry allowed de 
the good faith and honesty of the original entry, and forfeits 
fraud in, or cancellation of, the latter. : 

8. This amendment prohibits any assignment of the right to make the addi. 
tional entry allowed by this section by declaring that it is a personal right, and 
prohibiting assignment. \ 

9. The new section, numbered 7, is in the interest of settlers making fi 
proof. It allows them ten days from the day fixed for taking proof in 
where accident or unavoidable delays have prevented the applicant or witnesses 
from attending on the day fixed in the notice. 

10. The other new section, numbered 2 inserted out of caution so as to pre- 
venta repeal by implication of the act of July 5, 1884, respecting abandoned and 
useless military reservations, The conferees on the part of the House who have 
agreed to this report do so under protest, not being at all satisfied with the lim- 
ited concessions made. They strenuously insisi upon the re of the pre- 
emption and timber-culture law and the commutation clause of the homestead 
law, and earnestly ed that all the public lands of the United States ada: 
to or valuable for agriculture should be disposed of only under the geor 
of the homestead law, and that in view of the policy adopted 
Con; looking to the reclamation of the desert Jands, th 
opinion that the desert-land law should be repealed or grea’ 
vent fraud stooge but as none of these objects could be accomplished 
they have a to the recommendation that the proposed changes of the law 
should be accepted, still indulging the hope that the important reforms in the 
public lands system which have been so earnestly urged by the House for many 
years past, securing the remaining panna lands adapted to agriculture to parse 
settlers, will be enacted into law while there is still remaining a portion of th 
once great public domain. 


y 
dent upon 
© former for 


WM. S. HOLMAN, 
THO. O. MCRAE, 
L. E. PAYSON. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I will detain the House but a few 
minutes, as our time is so limited. The bill as it passed the Senate 
provided for disposing of the public lands under the provisions of the 
homestead law. The Senate bill, as amended by the House, had the 
effect of repealing the pre-emption and timber-culture laws; placed all 
lands adapted to, or chiefly valuable for, agriculture, under the home- 
stead law, but the result of this conference defeated this general pro- 
vision and for that reason I was not willing to sign the conference re- 
pors, although I did sign the statement of the facts now submitted to 
the House. : 

This conference in its results is in harmony with the other confer- 
ences between the two Houses on the land question, the House insist- 
ing on the repeal of the pre-emption and timber-culture laws, under 
which the public domain has become merely a source of speculation, 
and demanding that the public lands should be disposed of to actual 
settlers only under the homestead law, the Senate conferees persistently 
resisting that policy. 

The result of this conference on the main point is simply that no 
public lands of the United States (except those in the State of Mis- 
souri) shall be subject to private entry.“ The subsequent provisions are 
provisions favorable to the homestead settler and others settling on 
the public lands, but the important fact in this agreement is that it 


simply provides that no public lands of the United States (except 
those in the State of Missouri) shall besubject to private entry. Gen- 
tlemen, understand that that only applies to what are ‘f offered 


lands, lands that have once been offered at public sale. 

Mr. RYAN. Where they can be taken in any quantity. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes; when lands are subject to private entry they 
ean be taken in any quantity at $1.25 per acre; there is no limit. The 
“offered lands“ which are subject to cash entry are mostly confined! 
to the five publie- land States of the South, but there are some lands i 
that condition in the State of Minnesota, some in Colorado, and perhaps 
some in Michigan. There is nothing encouraging in this bill, no move- 
ment favorable to the homestead policy, nothing of real value except, 
to the extent that offered lands shall not be hereafter sold; no cash 
sales shall be made except under the pre-emption and desert- laws. 
These laws still remain in full force; the most fatal to the estead 
policy that could be devised. 
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Mr. WEAVER. The pre-emption law and the timber- culture law? in this effort because the Senate would not agree to the amendment of 


Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, they remain in force. 

Mr. WEAVER. And the commutation clause? 
in Mr. HOLMAN. Yes; so far as this bill is concerned that remains 

force. The House has adopted an amendment repealing that upon 
another bill—the bill confirming the purchase of the Seminole Indian 
lands. But will the Senate agree to it? I think not. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. That bill has not passed? 

Mr. HOLMAN. No, sir; it is still in the Senate. ‘The most unfor- 
tunate fact inthe present state of things is this: We have avery 
important measure looking to the irrigation of the desert in the 
West. Major Powell, the accomplished Director of our Geological Sur- 
vey, informs me that an unexampled state of things is a upin 
that section of the Union. 

Residence in any State or Territory where these lands are situated is 
not required, not even personal presence is required, in order to make 
entry; and the result is that in all sections of the country where the 
desert lands are situated extensive entries are being made under the 
desert-land law for speculation in anticipation of the great profit tó re- 
sult from this action of the Government. Yet, Mr. Speaker, we can 
not secure the repeal or even modification of that desert-land law. 

Mr. WEAVER. Why? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Simply because the Senate will not agree to it. 

Mr. DUNN. Did not the act authorizing the survey of lands for ir- 
rigation purposes provide for a reservation of irrigable lands for reser- 
voir sites? 

Mr. HOLMAN. It will be seen that the language of that provision 
is very ambiguous—so ambiguous that up to the present time no man 
can say positively, as a matter of legal construction, that a single acre 
of those desert lands has been withdrawn from entry under the desert- 
land law. 
aie r. PETERS. T understand that you make no change in the desert- 

d law? 

Mr. HOLMAN. None whatever; the pre-emption law, the timber- 
culture law, and the desert-Jand law still remain in force; all these, in 
the interest of the honest settler, the House is anxious to repeal, but 
no concession will be made by the Senate as to either of those laws— 
laws under which the public lands are given over to capitalists and 
speculators. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. What advantage is this con- 
ference? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I will try to explain. Apart from conditions 
favorable to homesteaders as to a second right of homestead entry 
under certain conditions and the like, the only benefit of this bill, if 
it becomes law, is simply this: That no lands of the United States 
except in the State of Missouri shall be subject to private entry; that 
is, persons can not go into the South after the 4th of March, as other- 
wise they could, and enter at $1.25 an acre any amount of land they 
might think proper. The same is true as to some States of the North, 
but the lands are inconsiderable. That provision of law that allows 
private entries for cash, and that only, is repealed. 

Mr. HERBERT. In the bill as now agreed upon, what are the words 
descriptive of the lands set aside for homestead entry? How are they 
described? How broad is the language? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I have just referred to the provision. It is that— 

No panie lands of the United States (except those in the State of Missouri) 
shall be subject to private entry. 

Of course all these lands are subject to the homestead law. 

The bill as it went to the Senate put all agricultural lands under 
the homestead policy; that was the effect of the bill as it the 
House. It was intended to be a real homestead bill, but the Senate 
conferees would not agree to that, and of course the House, as usual, 
will yield. All real reform in our land system has been abandoned for 
the purpose of reaching a conclusion. None could be reached without 
such abandonment. That is the only reason I did not sign this report. 

Mr. HERBERT. But the effect of the bill, if passed, will be to leave 
those lands still subject to homestead entry, and homestead entry alone? 

Mr. HOLMAN. And pre-emption also. 

Mr. WEAVER. And the desert-land law and the timber-culture 
law. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I wish to ask the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
HoLMAN] whether this bill contains any provision excepting from the 
operation of the measure lands in abandoned military reservations. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, yes; that provision is in the bill. I will vote 
for this report only under t. I now yield a few minutes to the 
gentleman from Arkansas [ Mr. MCRAE]. 

Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Speaker, I only desire to occupy a short ttme in 
discussing this bill. It is evident from the statement made by my col- 
league on the committee [Mr. HOLMAN] that the bill ought to pass. I 
am strongly in favor of it and have Iabored hard in the Jast and pres- 
ent Congress for it. 

The bill as it came from the Senate did not propose to repeal of 
the laws referred to. The Housesought byan amendment to sei ot dae 
laws, as it has endeavored to do upon several other occasions. It failed 


the House. But, having thus failed, we should not fail to pass so im- 
portant a measure. The bill saves for settlers—either pre-emption set- 
tlers or homestead settlers—the greater part of the public lands in the 
Southern States. These lands have been protected by a joint resolu- 
tion since last May. Without legislation all of the offered lands will 
be subject to sale after next Monday. They may be, and I think will 
be, taken within thirty days after this Congress adjourns. 

With leave to print the bill in the RECORD I will move the previous 
question. 
An act to withdraw certain public lands from private entry, and for other pur- 

poses, 


Be it enacted by the Senale and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That from and after the passage of this act no 
public lands of the United States, except those in the State of Missouri, shall be 
subject to pohly entry. 

SEC. 2. any person who has not heretofore perfected title toa tract of land 
of which he has made entry under the homes law, may muke a homestead 
entry of not exceeding one q on of publie land subject to such en 
such previous filing or entry to the contrary notwithstanding; but this ri $ 
shall not apply to persons who perfect title to lands under the re-emption 
or homest ws already initiated: Provi That all pre-emption settlers 
upon the public lands whose claims have been initiated poke to the passage of 
this act may change such entries to homestead entries and proceed to 
their titles to their res; ve claims under the homestead law, notwithstanding 
they may have heretofore had the benefit of such law, but such settlers who per- 
fect title to such claims under the homestead law shall not thereafter be entitled 
ore other lands under the ion or laws of the United 

Sxc, 3. That whenever it shall be made to appear to the register and receiver 
of any public land office, under such regulations as the Secretary of the Interior 
may ee that any settler u the public domain under law isun- 
able by reason of a total or destruction or failure of cro) ness, or 
other unavoidable casualty, to secure a support for himself, herself, or those de- 
pendent upon him or her upon the lands settled upon, then such register and 
receiver may grant to such settler a leave of absence from the claim upon which 
he or she has filed for a period notexceeding one year at any one time, andsuch 
settler so granted leave of absence shall forfeit no by reason of such ab- 
sence: Provided, That the time of suchactualabsence: not be deducted from 
the actual residence required by law. 

Sec, 4. That the price of all sections and parts of sections of the ie lands 
within the limits of the portions of the several grants of lands to aid in the con- 
struction of railroads which have been heretofore and which may be 
forfeited, which were by theact makingsuch aren or have since been increased 

and also of all er ee such 


tion of the additional ent 
has been made for the ori 


ided, That 
not apply to or for the benefit of any person who at the date of ee Spp 
y 


d occupy the lands cove: b; 
original entry: And provided, That if the A ra 
be illegal or fraudulent, the additional 


to the quantity previously so entered by him shall not exceed 160 acres: Pro- 
vided, That in no case shall patent issue for the land covered by such additional 
entry until the 328 making such additional entry shall have actually and in 
conformity with the homestead Jaws resided upon and cultivated the land so 
additionally entered and otherwise fully complied with such laws: Provided 
also, That this section shall not be construed as affecting any rights as to the 
location of soldiers’ certificates heretofore issued under section 2306 of the Re- 


vised Statutes, 

Sud. 7. That the “act to provide additional regulations for homestead and 
pre-emption entries of public lands,” approved March 3, 1879, shall not be con- 
strued to forbid the taking of testimony for final proof within ten days follow- 
in e ad as upon which such final proof shall be made, in cases 
where ident or unavoidable delays have prevented the applicant or wit- 
nesses from eesin] such proof on the date specified. 

Sec. 8. That nothing in this act shall be construed as suspending, re ng, 
or in any way rendering inoperative the provisions of the act entitled “An act 
to provide forthe disposal of abandoned and useless military reservations,“ ap- 
proved July 5, 1884. 

Mr. ADAMS. I desire to ask one question. This bill prohibits the 
assignment of a certain class of soldiers’ certificates, does it not? 

Mr. McRAE, No, sir; it prohibits the assignment of the right of an 
additional entry allowed. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It does not affect that. 

Mr. MCRAE. It leaves the soldiers’ certificates just as they now 
stand. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER (having put the question on agreeing to the report) 
said: The ayes seem to have it. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I call for a division. 


The question being again put, there were—ayes 82, noes 9. 

Mr. BLAND. We had better have a quorum. 

Mr. MCRAE. I demand the yeas and nays. - 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope that will not be done. 

Mr. McRAE. Yes, I insist on the demand. ‘ 
The yeas and nays were ordered; 54 voting in favor thereof. 
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The question was taken; and it was decided in the affirmative—yeas 


245, nays 7, not voting 71; as follows: 


YEAS—245. 
Abbott, Culberson, Johnston, Ind. 
Adams, Cummings, Johnston, N. C. 
Allen, Mich. Dalzell, Lean, 
Allen, Miss. Darlington, Kelley, 
Anderson, Jowa Davenpor%, Kerr, 
Anderson, Miss. Davidson, Ala. Kilgore, 
Anderson, III. Davidson, Fla. Laffoon, 
Anderson, Kans, Vis. La Follette, 

old. De Lano, n, 

A n, Dibble, Laidlaw, 

n. Dockery, e, 
Baker, N. X. Dorsey,. Lanham, 
Baker, Dunham, Latham, 
Bankh Dunn, Lawler, 
Barnes, Elliott, Leh! 
Bayne, Enloe, Lind, 
Belden, Ermentrout, Lodge, 

ees, z Macdonald, 
Bingham Felton, Mahoney, 
nchard, Finley, Maish, 

d, tch, Mansur, 
Blount, Flood, Martin, 

her, Foran, Matson, 
Forney, McAdoo, 
Bound neh, M y. 
Boutelle, Gaines, McCo: 
Bowden, Gallinger, McCormick, 
wen, y, 3 
Breckinridge, Ark, Gear, McKenna, 
wer, McKinley, 
Browne, T. H. B., Va. Glass, McKinney, 
Browne, In Greenman, MeMillin, 
Brown, Ohio Grimes, Rae, 
Brown, J. R., Va. Grosvenor, Milliken, 
Brumm, Grout, 1s, 
Buchanan, Guenther, Moffitt, 
Buckalew, Hare, Montgomery, 
Bunnell, Harmer, Moore, 
Butler, Hatch, Morgan, 
1 —— n, Norwood, 
ynum, „ y 
Campbell, F., N. Y. Hayes, O'Donnell, 
Campbell, Ohio Heard, Ferrall, 

* Campbell, T. J., N. X. Henderson, Iowa O. Neall, Ind. 
Candler, Henderson, N. O. O'Neill, Pa. 
Carlton, Henderson, O'Neill, Mo. 
Caruth, Herbert, Osborn 
Caswell, Outh > 
Catchings, Hiestand, Owen, 
Cheadle, Hires, Parker, 
Chipman, Hitt, n, 
Clardy, Holman, Payson, 
Clark, Holmes, Peel, 
Clements, Hooker, Penington, 

„ Hopkins, III. Perkins, 
Compton, opkins, Va. Perry, 

nger, Hopkins, N. Y. Pete 
Cothran, o 5 id 
Cowles, Hudd, Plumb, 
Cox, unter, Posey, 
Crisp, Hutton, Post, 
Crouse, n, Pugsley, 
NAYS—7. 

Breckinridge, Ky. Fuller. Lynch, 

ryce, Landes, eaver, 

NOT VOTING—i71L. 
Allen, Mass, Funston, McCullogh, 
Barry, Gibson, McShane, 
Bliss, Glover, Merriman, 
Brower, Goff, Morrill, 
Burnett, Granger, Morrow, 
Burrows, „ Morse, 
Cannon. Hemphill, Neal, 
Cockran Hogg, Nelson, 
Co well, 2 Newton, 
Collins, — oe 
Cooper, ennedy, utting, 
Crain, Ke elan, 
Cutcheon, Laird, — 
Dargan, Lee, 
55 — 
ug ' 3 
Fisher, Matfett, Russell, Conn, 
. Ford, Mason, Russell, Mass. 


During the roll-call 


the names. 
Mr. BLAND objected. 


laid on the table. 


Mr. HOLMES rose. 
Mr. HOOKER. 


to file them at the Clerk’s desk. 


Mr. MILLS. I object. 


36 ue ae Re eee eel 


Mr. LEE was announced as paired 
litical questions for the remainder of the day. 

The vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. McRAE moved to reconsider the vote by which the conference 
report was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 


So the conference report was adopted. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. HOLMES. I make that motion. 


Tarsney, 
3 A i D., Ohio 


Thomas, Ky. 
III. 


Wickham. 


Sherman, 
no! 
Stahineck 


Mr. WHITE, of New York, moved to dispense with the reading of 


with Mr. CoGswELt on all po- 


I hope the gentleman from Iowa will now make 
the motion that those having reports from committees will be allowed 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. ENLOE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found duly enrolled bills of the House of the 
following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 8039) to secure to the District of Columbia a compila- 
tion of the laws of said District, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 10319) to authorize the Natchitoches Railroad Com- 
pany to construct and maintain a bridge across the Red River, in 
Louisiana; 

A bill (H. R. 11782) to approve and ratify the construction by the 
Vicksburg, Shreveport and Pacific Railroad Company of the bridge 
over the Red RiveratShreveport, La., and the bridge over the Ouachita 
River at Monroe, La., and to authorize said railroad company to main- 
tain said bridges over said water ways, subject to certain stipulations 
and conditions; and 

A bill (H. R. 11917) making appropriations for fortifications and 
other works of defense, for the armament thereof, for the procurement 
of heavy ordnance for trial and service, and for other purposes. 


FORFEITURE OF WAGON-ROAD GRANTS, 


Mr. STOCKDALE. I rise to make a privileged report. 

The SPEAKER. Is it a conference report? 

Mr. STOCKDALE. No, but a report from the Committee on Puh 
lic Lands. I report back the bill (S. 1939) providing in certain cases 
for the forfeiture of wagon-road grants in the State of Oregon. 

Mr. HERMANN. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
Homes] has kindly consented to give way and permit consideration 
a the bill relating to forfeiture of certain wagon-road grants in my 

tate. 

Mr. HOLMES. I have no objection to that being taken up, pro- 
vided it does not give rise to debate. 

Mr. HERMANN. I am assured that there will be no debate. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Whereas the United States have heretofore made various grants of publio 
landsto aid in the construction of different wagon-roads in the State of O 
ce upon me condition that such roads should be completed within 23 

mes; an 

Whereas said grants were transferred by said State to sundry corporations, 
who were authorized by the State to construct such wagon-roads and to receive 
therefor the grants of land thus made; and 

Whereas the Department of the Interior certified portions of said lands to the 
State of Oregon upon the theory thatsaid roads had been completed as required 
by the granting acts of Congress, and upon the certificate of the governor of the 
State of Oregon as to such completion; and 

Whereas the Legislature of the State of Oregon has memorialized Congress 
and therein alle, that certain of said Wagon ras; in whole or in part, were 
notso completed, and that to the extent of the lands coterminous with uncon- 
structed portions the certifications thereof by the Department of the Interior 
were unauthorized and egn : Therefore, 

Be it enacted, ete., That it is hereby made the duty of the Attorney-General, 
within six months after the of this act, to cause suit or suits to be 
brought, inthe name of the United States, in the United States circuit court for 
the district of oragon, against all persons, firms, and corporations claiming to 
own or to have an interestin the lands granted to the State of Oregon by the fol- 
lowing-enumerated acts of Congress, to wit: 

“An act granting lands to the State of Oregon to aid in the construction of a 
niy, nasa * Eugene City to the eastern boundary of said State,“ ap- 
prove y ; 

“An actgranting lands to the State of Oregon to aid in the construction of a 
military road from Albany, Oregon, to the eastern boundary of said State,” ape 
proved July 5, 1866; and 

“An act granting lands to the State of Oregon to aid in the construction of a 
military n- road from Dalles City, on the Columbia River, to Fort Boisé, on 
the Snake River,” approved February 25, 1867; 

To determine the questions of the seasonable and proper completion of said 
roads in accordance with the terms of the granting acts, either in whols or in 
part, the legal effect of the several certificates of governors of the State of 

regon of the completion of said roads, and the right of resumption of such 

nted lands by the United States, and to obtain ju ents, which the court 

s hereby authorized to render, declaring forfeited to the United States all of 
such lands as are coterminous with the part or parts of either of said wagon- 
roads which were not constructed in accordance with requirements of the grant- 
ing acts, and setting aside patents which have issued for any such lands, saving 
and preserving the rights of all bona fide either of said grants or 
of any portion of said nts for a valuable consideration, if any such there be. 
Said suit or suits shall be tried and adjudicated in like manner and by the same 
pripone and rules of jurisprudence as other suits in equity are therein tried, 
with right to writ of error or appeal a or any as in other cases; 
and if any person, firm, or corporation or g an interest in any of 
said lands shall be made defendant in such suit or suits, and in the judgment of 
the said court be a necessary or proper party defendant, and shall not be an in- 
habitant of or found within the said district, and shall not voluntarily appear 
thereto, it shall be lawful for the court to make an order directing said t 
defendant or defendants to appear, plead, answer, or demur by a day certain to 
be designated, which order shall be served upon such absent defendant or de- 
fendants in the manner provided by section 8 of an act entitled “An act to de- 
termine the jurisdiction of circuit courts of the United States, and to regulate the 
removal of causes from State courts, and for other 1 approved March 
3, 1875: Provided, That in the said circuit court said suit or ts shall be ad- 
vanced to ing in preference to all other civil cases on the dockets: And pro- 
vided further, That no right of appeal shall exist after six months from the en- 

Be o niet tne Sate of Oregon, and ay ton eal 

EG. the State of Oregon, and any person or corporation ming any 
interest under or through the grants aforesaid in the lands to be affected by 
said suit or suits,and whether made a party eto or not, may intervene 
therein by sworn petition to defend his interest therein, as against the United 
States, or against each other, and affecting the said question of forfeiture, and 
may, upon such petition for intervention, put in issue and have adjudicated 
and 5 any other question, whether of law or of fact, which may be in 
dispute between said intervener and the United States, and affecting the 3 7 

ds claimed to have been embraced Within the 


or title to any non 
u 


of n 
pus of lands by the United States to or for either of said wagon-roads, 
e lands embraced 


within said ts or either of them or any portion thereof, 
be declared forfeited by the final determination of said suit or suits, the puna 
shall be immediately restored to the public domain and become subject to 


* 
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posal under the general land Jaws; and should the final determination of said 
suit or suits maintain the t of the aforesaid wagon-road tees or their 
assigns to the lands emb) in said grants, the Secretary of the Interior shall 
forthwith adjust said grants in accordance with such determination, and shall 
cause patents to be issued for the lands inuring to said grantees under said 
wagon-road grants and which have been heretofore unpatented: Provided 
ther, That the lands actually settled upon or occupied and used as a homestead 
or for agricultural or grazing purposes, in cases in which such settler or occu- 

nt uired the title of the State of Oregon under the grants recited in 
he first section of this act to the same, not exceeding one section to any one 
settler or occupant, shall not be included in such suit, and such settler or occu- 
pant shall not be made a party thereto, anything in this act to the contrary not- 
withstanding. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. I do not desire to detain the House [cries of 
“Vote!” Vote!“ ' J, and if no gentleman desires to submit any remarks 
on the subject I will demand the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair understands that House 
bill 9854, the committee report be laid upon the table. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill before the House is Senate 
bill 1939, which has just been read. 

Mr. WEAVER. I would suggest to the gentleman from Mississippi 
that he had better allow this to remain on the Speaker’s table for the 


present. 
ergs HERMANN. Oh! I appeal to the gentleman not to object to 
is now. 
Mr. WEAVER. If itis going to lead to an extended debate it had 
better go over. 


Mr. HERMANN. I have an assurance that it will not. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the Chair understand the gentle- 
man from Mississippi as demanding the previous question ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Before that I wish to submit a substitute for the 


Senate bill. 
But the gentleman from Mississippi is 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
entitled to the floor. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think the gentleman will yield to me to offer a 
substitute for the bill. 

Mr. WHEELER. I want it understood if this is called up that I 
wish to be heard upon it. : 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the gentleman from Mississippi 
give his attention? The Chair asks the 1 if he has yielded 
to allow the gentleman from Indiana to offer an amendment. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. I yield to him to offer an amendment in the 
nature of a substitute. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 'The Chair has been endeavoring toas- 
certain 

Mr. STOCKDALE. I yield for the purpose of having it read. 

Mr. WEAVER. I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. I understood 
that this bill was being read subject to objections. Now 

Mr. HERMANN. I did notunderstand that it was subject to objec- 
tion. It was understood that no protracted debate would be had upon 
it; but it will only take a short time to dispose of it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill was presented to the House 
as a privileged matter, and the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HOLMES] 
yielded to the gentleman from Mississippi to submit the report. 

Mr. HOL . I yielded under the express statement and under- 
standing that it was to provoke no discussion. 

Mr. WHEELER. It will not provoke any unless an attempt is 
made to bring in this substitute bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on ordering the pre- 
vions question. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I rise to a question of order. The gentleman has 
paa to ae to allow a substitute to be reported, and I ask now to 

ve it read. 

Mr. HERMANN. The gentleman yielded merely to have it read, 
as I understand it. I think it proper that it should be read that the 
House may have before it both propositions, 

Mr. HOLMAN. The gentleman yielded to me to offer the substi- 
tute. 

Mr. HERMANN. But modified his statement by saying that he 
yielded to have it read. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The gentleman from Mississippi is on the floor now, 
and I ask him if I am to have the right to offer this as a substitute for 
the report he makes? 

Mr. HERMANN. I understand all that the gentleman desires is 
simply that it be read for information. 

Mr. HOLMAN. No; I want it voted on also. 

Mr. HERMANN. But that will lead to such delay and possible fil- 
ibustering as to defeat any measure. Time is precious. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Mississippi will 
state whether he yields for that purpose. 

Mr, STOCKDALE. I withdraw my consent and demand the pre- 
vious question, 

Mr. MILLS. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. If the previous 
ee is ordered will there not be thirty minutes for debate under 
the rules? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under the rules of the House thirty 
minutes will be allowed for debate after the previous question is 
ordered. 


Mr. MILLS. Because I want some explanation of this matter. 

Mr. HERMANN. I can assure the gentleman that the bill refers 
the whole matter to the courts and authorizes a judicial declaration of 
forfeiture if the evidence shall warrant it. 

The question was taken on ordering the previous question; and there 
were on a division—ayes 129, noes 17. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. No quorum has voted. I 
want to secure an explanation of this bill. 

Mr. HERMANN. I hope the gentleman from Kentucky will not 
insist upon the point of order. It leads to delay, and we may as well 
abandon all hope of any settlement. I know the gentleman would not 
do that. I appeal to him again. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. The previous question cuts 
off, of course, all amendments to the bill, and we are required to vote 
upon it without knowing what it is. 

Mr. HERMANN. This is the last opportunity we will have to get 
this through. It is a matter of great importance to my State. The 
gentleman understands the question. The bill has been read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Debate is not in order. The Chair 
will Pipes tellers, the point of order being made that no quorum has 
voted. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, and Mr. HERMANN were ap- 
pointed tellers. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 158, noes 7. 

So the previous question was ordered. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I understand, Mr. Speaker, that under the rules 
we are entitled to a half hour debate. 

I desire to occupy fifteen minutes 

Mr.STOCKDALE. Before that I move to reconsider the vote order- 
ing the previous question and lay it on the table. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to control the time 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Mississippi, in charge of the bill, to control the time in favor of 
the bill, which, under the rule, will be fifteen minutes, and there will 
also be fifteen minutes in opposition to the bill. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Which I suppose I will con- 


trol. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Which will be under the control of the 
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE]. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Then I yield seven minutes 
of that time to the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN], five min- 
utes to the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. MCRAE], and the remain- 
ing two minutes to the gentleman from Oregon [Mr. HERMANN], as I 
wish to hear an explanation of this bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, the condition of this matter is this: 
Many years ago there were granted lands to aid in the construction 
of certain wagon-roads in the State of Oregon, and under certificates 
obtained from officials in the State patents were subsequently issued 
for portions of the land in question. Within a year or two past the 
Secretary of the Interior has caused an exhaustive inquiry to be made 
into all of the facts with regard to the construction of the roads and the 
perenne of these lands, and that report has been published, showing 

yond any question that the certification of these lands was fraudulent; 
that the roads were not constructed in conformity to law or in con- 
formity to any material requirement of the law, and that the lands 
should be forfeited entirely. The President sent a message to Congress 
embracing the bill I hold in my hand and recommending a direct for- 
feiture of all of these lands by an act of Congress, except where patent 
had issued; and also directing that the Attorney-General should bring 
suit to declare forfeiture of any such lands held under the patent. That 
I understand to be the true facts of the case and its present condition. 

In the Senate a bill was introduced differing from this, referring the 
whole subject to the courts. The bill passed the Senate and came to 
the House, and the House Committee on Public Lands decided in favor 
of the Senate bill. It is in more complete form, and has been carefully 
prepared by an impartial officer of the Government. I think it is en- 
titled to a fair consideration, and I have sought to offer it as a substi- 
tute for the pending bill. I admit that if this 88 bill 
can not be it is better to pass the bill now before the House. 

Mr. COX. In what regard do these bills differ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. In one the whole subject is referred to the courts; 
in the other the President and the Secretary of the Interior seek to 
declare forfeited directly by the Government all these lands not cov- 
ered by patent. I think that is a correct statement of the bill. 

Mr. COX. Both are good bills, and you prefer the Senate bill? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think the bill that comes to us from the Secre- 
tary of the Interior is the better bill, but if that bill can not be passed 
I will submit to the other one. I ought not to oceupy any further 
time. I am aware that the gentleman from Oregon [Mr. HERMANN] 
is for this bill, but at the same time he is exceedingly anxious that 
some measure should pass, and pass this Congress, and while he favors 
the bill of the Interior Department, if he sees that that bill can not be 
passed he will accept the bill now before the House. I think there 
should have been a respectful consideration of the bill which I hold in 
my hand. If the House will not take that bill up for consideration, 
then the best that could be done is to pass the bill as it came from the 


Senate. If I have time I will have this bill read. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the several acts of Congress entitled “An act granting 
lands to the State of Oregon to aid in the construction of a mil. road from 
Eugene City to the eastern boundary of said State,” approved July 2, 1864; “An 
act granting lands to the State of Oregon to aid in the ion of a military 
road from Albany, Oregon, to the eastern 3 said State,” roved 
July 5, 1865; An act granting lands to the te of Oregon to aid in the con- 
struction of a military wagon-road from Dalles City, on the Columbia River, to 
Fort Bois4, on the Snake River,“ approved February 25, 
anactentitlen An act granting lands to the State of Oregon to aid in the construc- 
tion of a military n-road from Albany, Oregon, to the eastern boundary of 


said State,“ appro July 15, 1870; An act to amend an act entitled ‘An act 


granting ds to the State of Oregon to aid in the construction of a military 
road from Eu e City to the eastern boundary of said State, approved De- 
cember 26, 1846; An act to authorize the issuance of patents for lands granted 


to the State of Oregon incertain gases,“ approved June 18. 1874, be, andthe same 
are hereby, repealed. and that all rights, titles, and privileges as to any of the 
public lands granted or conferred hy, through, or under said several acts and 
provisions of law be, and they are hereby, declared forfeited and determined, 
and all lands within the terms and scope of said several acts of Congress be, and 
they hereby are, restored tothe publio domain: Provided, however, That all such 
sales of any of said lands as in the next section are declared to have been made 
to an innocent purchaser by any grantee of the United States or subsequent 

tee are hereby excepted, and as to such lands the patents heretofore given 
Ey the United States are herewith confirmed. 

Sec. 2, That within six months from the of this act the Attorney-Gen- 
eral of the United States is directed to cause to be brought, in the cireuit court 
of the United States for the district of Oregon, such suit or suits as may be nec- 
essary to cancel all patents, certifications, or other evidences of title heretofore 
issued for any of the lands mentioned in any of the granting acts hereinbefore 
set forth.and to restore the title thereto to the United States, saving and except- 
ing only such specific lands as shall have been conveyed to settlers or persons 
occupying the land for the purpose of using or improving it, upon payment of 
compensation in good faith therefor by either of the several corporations upon 
which said grants were respectively conferred by the State of Oregon, or by 
some subsequent grantee of the said land grants from said companies, not ex- 
ceeding in any case one section in quantity. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
The gentleman from Arkansas will be recognized for five minutes. 

Mr. MoRAE. Mr. Speaker, since the previous question has been 
ordered it is hardly necessary to discuss the bill. I would like to have 
an op ty to present and discuss the substitute that I have pre- 
pared, but it is not now in order to vote upon it, and I do not care to 
detain the House any considerable time when there is no chance to ac- 
complish anything by it. The substitute is printed with the views of 
the minority. It is substantially like all the bills passed by the House 
forfeiting railroad grants during this Congress. 

It recognizes all bona fide purchasers for value and submits the ques- 
tion of good faith first to the Department. And, Mr. Speaker, that is 
the important question in these cases, for all of the lands in question 
have been sold to persons who assert that they are innocent purchasers 
for value without any knowledge of fraud in procuring the certificates 
or failure to construct the roads. If this be true, then, should Congress 
pass any act to disturb their titles? Patents have been issued from 
the Government and the grantees have sold to others. The gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] is hardly justified by the testimony in 
stating that there is no proof of construction. The testimony of wit- 
nesses upon this point is conflicting, but the governor, whose duty i 
was to ascertain the fact at the time, so certified. Should purchasers 
be required to go behind this? 

After a careful examination of the testimony taken by the agents of 
the Government, Iam not prepared to say that the roads were not con- 
structed as contemplated in the grants. The testimony was taken 
without notice to either the companies or those now holding the Jands, 
and still there is much of it that shows the opening of the roads. It 
has been a long time, and of course many of the witnesses know but 
little about what was done at that time. The grant ought never to 
have been made, and the roads have been of but little value to the 
United States. I presume it was intended at the time to be a gift, to 
a very considerable extent, but that is no reason why we should do in- 
justice to the present owners. 

There is not the slightest evidence tending to show that the present 
owners had any part in the fraud, if there was any. Before we instruct 
a suit brought at the expense of the United States to cancel patents is- 
sued, we should, I think, understand the claim of those to be sued. Let 
the Executive Department examine to see if there isany complicity be- 
tween the owners of the lands and the companies first. If there is, then 
will be time enough tosuethem. The bill of the majority provides for 
an action at once. In thatit will settle this matter, itis better than 
nothing at all. 

The p tion of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN ] recog- 
nizes the titles of settlers who have purchased not exceeding 640 acres, 
or if more, then to that extent. I see no reason why we should stop 
on 640 acres. If the principle is good for that much it ought to extend 
tothe whole purchase. Itis nota question of how much was bought, but 
whether the purchase was in good faith and the purchaser without 
knowledge of fraud. The Government can not afford to defraud pur- 
chasers because it has been defrauded by the companies’ grantees. This 
feature of the substitute can not be justified on the ground that so much 
is due to settlers, because it is not the policy of this Government to give 
so much land for settlement. It only gives one-fourth this quantity. 

Mr. HOLMAN, I know, but the President put it upon the ground 
that where the land was purchased and actually oceupied, then that 
exception should be made. ‘ 

Mr. MoRAE. Then you ought not to go beyond 160 acres, the max- 
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imum. quantity given to settlers, The moment you go beyond that 
you exceed the quantity recognized in the homestead laws to the ex- 
tent of 480 acres. To that extent itis Wrong. Taking the position 
you assume to be correct, admitting for argument’ sake thatitisa 
grant that ought to be forfeited, then, if we can confirm title to these 
purchasers to 640 acres of land, I can see no reason why we should not 
do so to the whole purchase if for more. That is the difference, and 
Thad hoped that my friend would allow this to be voted upon. 

I have read the report carefully, and have candidly told the House 
what my views and conclusions are, after giving a thorongh exami- 
nation of the testimonyand the report, and after listening to able argu- 
ments both pro and con. If I have any time left, I give it to the 
gentleman from Oregon. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has two minutes re- 


maining. 

Mr. HERMANN. Mr. Speaker, Ihave agreed with the gentleman 
from Iowa [Mr. HoLMES] who has very courteously (and I thank him 
à thousand times for it) extended to me this opportunity for the pur- 
pose of calling up these wagon-road forfeitures, and I desire to say 
that no one can be more radical than myself as to the remedy to be 
adopted. Iagreed with the gentieman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] in 
committee, and I agreed in and out of committee, to unite upon the 
most radical measure that we should deem practicable at this time. I 
also united, permit me to say, in a minority report, in which I 
that, so far as this Congress was concerned, it ought to forfeit all of the 
lands of these various grants which have not yet been patented, amount- 
ing to something like 1,457,000 acres. I believed that that was fair 
and just to the Government, fair and just to the settlers, and that no 
less remedy than that should be had atthe hands of this Congress. The 
Legislature of Oregon has memorialized Congress for action upon this 
matter many times. : 

I hold in my hand a petition signed by nearly one thousand settlers 
upon the frontier, scattered over an area of 500 miles, begging, plead- 
ing, and entreating this Congress to do something towards adjusting 
these matters, These grants as now existing constitute a black spot 
upon that territory; settlersare kept ont, the development of the coun- 
try is impeded, and the whole of that region, as large as the State ot 
Pennsylvania, is urgently demanding some action upon the part of Con- 
gress. Iam in favor, however, now of the Senate bill, because I believe 
it is the very best measure that we can get at this late day. We can 
not pass a substitute, we can not even amend the Senate bill, and in 
the interest of expediency and success I advocate it as a last alternative. 
I have done the best I can in the interest of my constituents. I accept 
now the best terms which I think it possible to obtain. It would be 
wrong to reject what is now offered. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The time of the gentleman from Ore- 
gon has expired. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, was recognized. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I give notice 
that I will move to recommit the bill to the committee, with instruc- 
tions to report the bill that was prepared by the gentleman from Ar- 
kansas [Mr. MCRAE], which sets out the views which he has elabo- 
rated in his argument here. 

Mr. STOCKDALE was recognized. 

Mr ä withholds his remarks for revision. [See Ap- 
pendix. 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. Speaker, when the subject-matter now before 
the House was considered in the Committee on Public Lands that com- 
mittee gave it a most patient and exhaustive examination. 

The third and fourth sections of the act of July 2, 1864, granting the 
lands, are in these words: 

Src. 3. And be ti further enacted, That said road shall be constructed with such 
width, graduation, and bridges as to permit of its regular use as a wagon-road, 
and in such other al manner as the State of Oregon may prescribe. 

SEC. 4. And be it A the lands hereby granted to said State 
shall be disposed of only in the following manner, that is to say, tbat a quantity 
of land not exceeding 30 sections for said road may be sold; and when the gov- 
ernor of said State shall certify to the Secretary of the Interior that any 10 con- 
tinuous miles of said road are completed, then another quantity of land hereb 
granted, not to exceed 30 sections, may be sold, and so from time to time antl 
said road is yee ype and if said road is not completed within five years no 
further sales shall be made, and the lands remaining unsold shall revert to the 
United States. 

The State of Oregon accepted the grant, and the Oregon Central Mili- 
tary Road Company was duly incorporated for the purpose of construct- 
ing the road contemplated in the act. 

Work was commenced, and it appears that by July 27, 1866, the 
governor of Oregon ascertained that 50 miles of the road had been com- 
pleted, and pursuant to the requirements of the act he executed a cer- 
tificate to that effect, which I will read: 

STATE or OREGON, EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENT, 
Salem, July 27, 1866. 
: Ih 

san, g g eats Se A 
construction of a military road from Eugene 8 the southern or eastern 
boundary of said State,” and in accordance with the act of the Legislative As- 
sembly of the State of Oregon ap; October 24, 1864, entitled An act do- 
nating certain lands to the Oregon Central Military Road Company.“ I have 

over and carefully examined the first 50 miles of the Oregon central mil- 
Bary road, epee City and extending eastward and toward the 
southern or eastern of the State of Oregon, 
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the laws of Oregon. 

In witness whereof I have hereunto set my hand and caused the great seal of 
the State of Oregon to be affixed. 

` ADDISON C. GIBBS, 
Governor of 
By the governor: 
l 1 SAMUEL E. MAY, 
Secretary of State, 
The SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 
By November 26, 1867, it appears that 42} miles of additional road 

had been completed, and that fact was certified to by Governor George 


L. Woods in these words: 
STATE OF OREGON, EXECUTIVE OFFICE, 


November 25, 1807. 
To all to whom these presents shall come, greeting: 


This certifies that the section of the central military road extending from the 

int to which it has already been approved to Crescent Lake, in the valley of 

e Deschutes, being 42} miles, more or leag, having been carefully inspected 
and found to be well and faithfully built and fully up to the requirements of 
the law, therefore the same is approved and received. 

In witness whereof I have hereunto signed my name and caused the seal of 
the State of Oregon to be affixed the day and the year first above written. 

GEO. L. WOODS, 
Attest: 


[sean] SAMUEL E. MAY, 
Secretary of State. 

Thereafter other sections were completed, and as the work progressed 
certificates were issued by the governor in due form. Finally a cer- 
tificate was issued to the effect that 448.7 miles were completed, which 
carried the road toits terminus. Whereupon the then governor, Hon. 
L. F. Grover, afterwards United States Senator, issued a final certificate. 
Maps were duly filed in the General Land Office, and in 1871 Willis 
Drummond, the Commissioner of the General Land Office, issued a cer- 
tificate in conformity with law, and all other requirements having been 
complied with, Congress, on June 18, 1874, passed the act ,which is in 
these words: 


Whereas certain lands have heretofore, by acts of Congress, been granted to 
the State of Oregon to aid in the construction of certain eT, wagon-roads 
there formal patent 

for said lands: Therefo: 


Be it eto., That in all cases when the roads in aid of the construction 
of which said ds were ted are shown by the certificate of the governor 
of the State of „asin said acts vided, to have been constru: 


Btate of Oregon shall by public act have 
any corporation or corporations, in which case the patents shall issue from the 
General Land Office to such 3 or corporations upon the payment of 
their necessary expenses thereof: Provided, That this shall not be construed to 
revive any land grant already expired nor to create any new rights of any kind, 
a to provide for issuing patents for lands to w the State is already en- 
titl 


During the twenty-five years which have elapsed since the passage 
of the original grant a large portion of the granted lands has passed 
into the hands of innocent purchasers. 

The bill which the chairman of the committee [Mr. HOLMAN ] seeks 
to substitute for the bill under consideration to all the 
laws by which these lands were granted, and with some exceptions to 
forfeit all rights accruing or claimed under them, 

The Committee on Public Lands deemed such a measure unwise and 
unjust. They felt that the enactment of such a law would only lead 
to litigation and harass the people, and the courts would ultimately 
hold that Congress had exceeded its powers, while the bill the com- 
mittee recommend proposes to subject the title to said lands to judicial 
decision. 

The bill, however, affirms the title of bona fide settlers or occupants 
to the land they now hold. 

The gentleman from Oregon [Mr. HERMANN] has a numerously 
signed petition favoring the direct forfeiture of these lands, as pro 
by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN], and I believe he is in 
accord with the views of his constituents and advocates the adoption 
of such a measure. 

Mr. HERMANN. More particularly the forfeiture of the unpatented 
lands. 

Mr. WHEELER. Yes, I believe that is the position assumed by my 
friend from Oregon; but I believe that upon more careful consideration 
he will conclude that the of the bill sought to be substituted 
would ultimately fai) to aid the people whom he is anxious to benefit. 

As for myself, I am quite convinced that the Senate bill is the best 
for all parties, in which view I am supported by a large majority of the 
committee who have reported that bill. 

The records show that the grantees have complied with all the con- 
ditions of their purchase. The roads were built and have carried pro- 
visions, etc., to the forts, as intended by the grant; all the conditions 
were complied with and the roads have been operated for ten years 
and more, or until railroads were constructed and the wagon-roads 
were superseded. 

T hope the bill will and thus insure the submittal of the ques- 
{tion, which is of a judicial character, to the courts, where it properly 


Ongs. 
_ [Here the hammer fell. y 
The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it wasaccordingly read 
the third time. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I move to recommit the bill 
with instructions to strike ont all after the enacting clause and insert 
the substitute which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

Mr. HERMANN. I appeal again especially in behalf of the thou- 
sands of settlers of Eastern Oregon to the gentleman from Kentucky 
not to insist upon his motion. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. After consultation with the 
gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. McRza] who knows more about this 
matter than I do I will withdraw the motion to recommit. 

The bill was passed. 

Mr. STOCKDALE moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
= passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid onthe 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


SETTLERS ON DES MOINES RIVER LANDS, 


Mr. HOLMES. I now call up the bill (H. R. 1368) to quiet title of 
settlers on the Des Moines River lands in the State of Iowa, and for 
other purposes, returned by the President with his objections thereto. 

Mr. WHEELER. What understanding has been reached about the 
time to be consumed in debate? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. There has been no understanding in 
reference to the matter. 

Mr. HOLMES. I ask by unanimous consent that the debate shall 
be limited to one hour, after which the previous question shall be con- 
sidered as ordered. 

Mr. HERBERT, Before the gentleman proceeds with this Des 
Moines bill, I ask him to yield to me to ask to have a conference re- 
port submitted. 

Mr. HOLMES. I can not yield further. I have yielded now as 
often as I think I ought to yield. I makea proposition now for unan- 
imous consent to close the debate in one hour. 

Mr. WHEELER. I object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will submit the request of 
the gentleman to the House. 

Mr. MILLS, Mr. O’NEALL of Indiana, and Mr. WHEELER ob- 


ected. 

Mr. PARKER. If the gentleman from Iowa wishes the House to 
agree upon a proper time for the debate we are ready to do so, but we 
pa wish to be crowded in the matter of argument on this important 
subject. 

Mr. HOLMES. I will say that for myself I do not desire that the 
debate shall be limited; but the gentleman knows that there is very 
little time of this session remaining, and that many important matters 
are crowding upon the House. I am appealed to on all sides to cut the 


debate short. 
Mr. PARKER. I suggest that the opponents of the bill will want 
two hours and a half. 


Mr. WEAVER. Oh, no. 

Mr. HOLMES. We can not agree to that. 

Mr. PARKER. The gentleman will probably see that it will pro- 
mote a vote upon his bill if he is reasonable in according time. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. There is no doubt about that. 


APPOINTMENT OF CONFEREES. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore announced the appointment of Mr. 
CLARDY, Mr. Davis, and Mr. ANDERSON of Kansas as managers at 
the conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the bill 
(H. R. 35 for establishing a light at the mouth of Otter Creek, Lake 
Champlain. 


SETTLERS ON DES MOINES RIVER LANDS. 


Mr. HOLMES. Mr. Speaker, at the end of one hour Iwill move the 
previous question and test the sense of the House upon ordering it. 

Mr. PARKER, And we give notice that we will antagonize that 
motion by all the privileges which the rules of the House confer upon 


us. 

Mr. RANDALL. That is of course your privilege. 

Mr. HOLMES. Mr. Speaker, this bill does not take one dollar out 
of the Treasury of the United States, nor does it give to these parties 
who are to be benefited by its passage one acre of land of the United 
States. It simply provides that they shall have their day in court like 
any other citizens. ‘ 

I shall only be able, sir, in a brief way to state the merits of the case, 
and I am more satisfied to do this because it does not occur to me that 
it needs any extended discussion. It is a measure which has been be- 
fore the House and before the people of the United States for more than 
twenty years, and still after all of that delay, after all these years that 
justice has been withheld, itis proposed to still further delay action upon 
it. There have been thousands of names appended to petitionssent here 
in support of it, nearly every Legislature of the State of Iowa has peti- 
tioned Congress to take action upon it, and the Representatives of the 
State on this floor have sought for years to secure such action. This 
legislation has been requested in every form, and after all of this time 
this is the nearest approach we have ever made to recognition of the 
rights of the parties which are presented in the pending bill. 

In 1846 a grant of public lands was made by the United States Gov- 
ernment for the improvement of the navigation of the Des Moines 
River. That grant was likeany ordinary railroad grant. Certain con- 


2552 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


Marcu 1, 


ditions were appended to it. It provided that the company or the 
State acting as trustee should have the lands, the odd-numbered sec- 
tions, from 5 miles on each side of the river up to a certain f arg! for 


the p of improvingtheriver. It was provided farther that they 
should do $30,000 worth of work and then $30,000 worth of land should 
be certified for it; and as fast as each certificate of $30,000 of land was 
issued it was to be certified by the Government and the land issued. 
A further provision was to the effect thatthe mails of the United States 
and its property should be ted over the river as a matter of com- 
merce under certain rules nam That was the condition of the gran 
but what is the result? This company, the Des Moines Navigation an 
Railway Company, received the assignment from the State of Iowa of 
the right to earn the lands. 

They claim that they have a deed to the lands, but as a matter of fact 
they never had anything but the right which the State held to earn the 
lands. The State conveyed nothing but a quitclaim of the State, and 
the company assumed the right to earn. Not an acre of the land was 
conveyed by it which the Government granted, but the right to earn 
the lands and that right only. This company has never earned the 
lands, I challenge the gentlemen who may get up to argue the ques- 
tion on the other side to discuss that point, and to show to this House 
and to the country that these men who have three or four million dol- 
lars represented in these lands have rendered a dollar’s worth of benefit 
to the people of the United States or to the State of Iowa for the valu- 
able lands which they hold, and you will see that they shirk the ques- 
tion. They will point you to the decision of the United States court, 
and in the languageofShylock they will say, Here is the bond.“ But 
they do not answer the question. The Congress of the United States 
makes the law; it is above the law, and sits here as a court empowered 
to do justice, nothing more and nothing less. 

These lands have got into a peculiar situation. In the first place, 
after the grant was made, the agents of the river improvement com- 
pany procured the extension of the grant to the north line of the State— 
that is to say, above the Raccoon Fork of the river—and took into it 
the lands now in dispute. That is by the act of June 12, 1862. But 
that grant likewise provided that the grant of 1846 should be com- 
plied with, and that the lands should be earned just as they were 
provided for in the original granting act. In 1856 the company refused 
to go on with the work any longer, and declined in toto to earn the 
land by improving the navigation of the river, and never completed 
one lock or dam of all they were to complete on the line of the river 
in compliance with the grant—not a single one. After the act of 
1862 was passed the Secretary of the Interior withdrew the land from 
market, and here is where the question of the gentleman’s law and 
the decision of the United States court will comein. Now, it is well 
known to the members of the House that when land is withdrawn 
from market it can not be entered again by homestead or pre-emption 
entry or otherwise until proclamation has been issued putting it again 
upon the market. 

Now, this land was withdrawn, but unfortunately it was never again 
put upon themarket, and itstandssountilthis day. Therefore it was 
that when thesesettlers came into court they were treated by the United 
States courts as trespassers, It was said they could not enter these 
lands because no proclamation had been made opening them to settle- 
ment or puiting them on the market again, and it was on this very 
question that every decision that has been rendered in the United States 

- court has been rendered upon this question. The men went before the 
General Land officers, and their paper was accepted; their money was 
taken. They were given patents to the land, and the Government took 
their money. It was a fraud upon the rights of these men to say that 
the Government officers should be allowed to recognize them in this 
manner and then the Government deny its own acts. These registers 
of the land office and the Government officers did not know whether 
these lands had been withdrawn from market; and if they did not, how 
could these settlers? Iholdinmy hand a sample of the patents. Here 
is one of George Nest, of Hamilton County, Iowa, ificate No. 5215, 
issued on the 15th day of June, 1866. 

A MEMBER. Who was it signed by? 

Mr. HOLMAN. It was signed by Andrew Johnson, and it states 
that it is executed in the General Land Office of the United States, is 
signed by the register of the land office at Fort Dodge, whereby it 
appears that full payment has been made by the said George Nest, and 
yet that man’s widow and his family have been evicted from that land. 
There is the evidence of the patent by the great seal of the Land Of- 
fice or by the Government of the United States. Yet he has been 
evicted from this land; and as in his case so it is in the cases of hun- 
dreds and hundreds of others. 

Again, as to the compliance of this company a little further. They 
have never complied with this act. This question is not a political 
question. It is nothing but a question of simple justice. I ask this 
House to consider this question merely as they consider any question 
on a land grant upon conditions, and whether or not the conditions of 
that grant have been complied with. The Government of the United 
States is not engaged in the business of giving great corporations large 
bodies of public land without getting a quid pro quo and value received. 
They have long since ceased that. This land was to be given for im- 
provements to the river, and the river was never improved in any de- 


gree. They tore down the mills on the river and created ten times 

much harm as any good that would have resulted if they had poset 

out their plans. 

eo WEAVER. But this land was not included in what was given 
em. 

Mr. HOLMES. No; they were given indemnity lands. Indemnity 
lands were received for these lands, so that this company, or its assign- 
ees, have received twice over the amount of land they were entitled to 
have received. For instance, four railroads were surveyed to cross the 
State, and they claimed these lands for 6 miles on each side of their 
a eas were taken out of the lands where the river would cross 

e road, 

Mr. WHITE, of NewYork. If the gentleman will permit me there, 
I would say that he has unconsciously misstated the facts. The de- 
cisions were against these four roads. 

Mr. HOL Oh, no. I am right. I will get to that presently. 
These roads appealed to the courts, and the courts decided they were 
not entitled to the lands. 

This railroad and navigation company had got their lands as in- 
demnity lands, and now they hold both. That is the fact. Now, then, 
they have secured a certificate from the governor of Iowa saying that 
they expended three hundred and thirty-two thousand and odd dollars, 
when they can not show that they have expended $10,000, aside from 
lobbying measures through Congress and in various attempts to control 
legislation for the läst twenty years. The whole thing had its incep- 
tion in corruption, and one member of this House was expelled from 
this House for his participation with the Des Moines Navigation Com- 
pany in trying to bribe its way through Congress. If gentlemen chal- 
lenge discussion on that point, I will fully prove it by the documents 
of this House; and that has been the condition of this matter from that 
time to this. It has been a stench in the nostrils of the people of Iowa. 
Tuy have controlled the affairs pertaining to that country and that 
valley. 

These coal lands are worth $100 an acre. The lands that these set- 
tlers occupy and have been living on for twenty-nine or thirty-three 
years, and upon which they have raised their children and their grand- 
children, are the very best lands in this country, and yet this railroad 
and navigation company proposes to take them and absolutely sequester 
them, without any value received to the State or to the nation in any 
manner whatever. Why? Because the courts of the United States 
have said that the settlers were trespassers upon the mere technical 
ground that the lands had never been put again upon the market after 
having been once withdrawn. That is the ground upon which these 
cases all rest. 

Now, what does this bill seek to do? It seeks to let the settlers 
come into court and inquire—an issue, by the by, that has never yet 
been raised in any court in this country—it seeks to let the settlers 
come into court and inquire whether or not this railroad and navigation 
company did as a matter of fact comply with the terms of the grant. 
It proposes that these settlers be allowed to do that which the Govern- 
ment of the United States, through its Attorney-General, should have 
done long ago—that is, ask this question and make it an issue in the 
courts. That never has beendone. Weaskthatit bedonenow. That 
is all that this bill seeks to do. It is the smallest and scantiest measure 
of justice that could possibly be asked. 

I yield now thirty minutes to the opponents of the bill. 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. Speaker, one gentleman on this side, Mr. 
weer of New York, wants thirty minutes, and I want thirty minutes 
myself. À 
Mr. WEAVER. But gentlemencan not get that much time, because 
there is not that much time to spare. 

Mr. HOLMES. There are numberless gentlemen who would like 
two hours, but the gentlemen from Alabama [Mr. WHEELER] kuows 
very well that the present condition of the business of the House does 
not warrant any such consumption of time. 

Mr. WHEELER. Well, give us an hour and a half on this side. 

Several MEMBERS. Oh, no. 

Mr. WHEELER. Then we shall have to filibuster. 

Mr. RANDALL. Let them filibuster. Let them show their hand. 

Mr. HOLMES. As I have said, I am willing to yield half an hour 
v the opponents of the bill, and they can divide the time as they 

ease. : 


P 

Mr. PAYSON. What is the proposition? 

Mr. HOLMES. I say that Lam willing to yield thirty minutes to 
the opponents of this bill, to be divided among themselves as they 
choose, 

Mr. WHEELER. I have certainly a right, Mr. Speaker, to take 
the floor in my own right. : 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
HoiMeEs] has not yielded the floor. If the gentleman from Iowa yields 
the floor, the Chair will then recognize the gentleman from Alabama. 

Mr. HOLMES. If the gentlemen opposing this bill do not 13758 
my proposition I will go on. Is that proposition acceptable? If it 
not, I will call the previous question now. 

Mr. WHEELER. Well, if you do that you will not get your bill 
through until Congress adjourns. 

Mr. RANDALL. Well, goon. We do not care about threats. 
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Mr. WEAVER. We will take the responsibility of that. 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. Speaker y 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair can not reco; any other 

tleman until the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HoLMEs | states whether 
e yields the floor or not. 

Mr. HOLMES. I ask the gentlemen who are opposing this bill if 
my proposition is acceptable to them? 

Mr. WHEELER. Ifthe gentleman yields the floor, I will take it in 
my own right. 

Mr. HOLMES, Mr. Speaker, I ask the previous question upon the 
bill. Ido not see any other way of disposing of the matter. 

; Mr. PARKER. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now ad- 
ourn. 

Mr. RANDALL. Thatis right. Go ahead, gentlemen. 

Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, I think this matter might be reconciled. 
2 3 from Iowa [Mr. Hotmes] has already spoken at some 

gth— 
shor PREA RER pro tempore. The gentleman has consumed fifteen 
utes. 
F aria Why should not the gentleman let this matter be dis- 
cu: 
7 D e SA Mr. Speaker, I desire—— [Cries of “Vote!” 
0 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Iowa Mr. HOLMES] 
demands the previous question, and pending that, the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. PARKER] moves that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. MILLS. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Hotes] had better 
let this debate run awhile. 

Several MEMBERS. Oh, no. 

Mr. COX. There never was a bill that needed to be debated more 
than this bill. 

Mr. WHEELER. It was passed before by cutting off debate in this 
same way. 

Mr. HOLMES. It has been debated for twenty years. Every man 
in the House understands this bill, Whenever you have had an op- 

rtunity you have never made any defense on the merits. I am will- 

g ares to allow unlimited time, but other gentlemen will not con- 
sen 

Mr. WHEELER. I want an hour myself, but Iam willing to put 
up with twenty minutes. [Laughter.] 

Mr. COX. There are other gentlemen on the other side who desire 
to be heard. 

Mr. HOLMES (to Mr. WHEELER). Let the gentleman make what- 
ever proposition he wishes to make. 

Mr. WHEELER (after consulting with several other members), We 
will take an hour on our side. 

Mr. HOLMES. And make no dilatory motions? 

Mr. WHEELER. Not one. 

Mr. HOLMES. Will you agree to come to a vote then? 

Mr. WHEELER. Yes. We have been fair to you all along. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. As the Chair understands, the motion 
that the House adjourn is withdrawn. = 

Mr. WHEELER. I want to know what the understanding is. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. - Does the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
HoLMEs] withdraw the demand for the previous question? 

Mr. HOLMES. With this understanding, that the gentlemen in 
opposition to this bill shall have an hour, and that we shall have thirty- 
five minutes additional on our side, and that no dilatory motion what- 
ever shall be made; that the vote shall then be taken on the bill. 

Mr. WHITE, of New York. That is our proposition. 
eae HOLMES. And that the previous question be considered as 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 

Mr. WEAVER, With the understanding that the previous question 
be considered as ordered 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state the proposition. 
The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HOLMES] asks unanimous consent that 
the debate on this question may be closed in one hour and thirty-five 
minutes, one hour to be given to the opponents of the bill and thirty- 
five minutes additional to the friends of the bill, at which time the 
previous question shall be considered as ordered upon the proposition 
pending, which is, whether this bill shall be passed notwithstanding 
the veto of the President of the United States. 

Mr. HOLMES. And that there shall be no dilatory motions. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. No dilatory motions to be made, Is 
there objection to the proposition? ‘The Chair hears none, and the 
order is made. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. WHEELER] is rec- 
ognized to control the time of the opposition. 

Mr. WHEELER. I yield twenty minutes to the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. WHITE]. 

Mr. WHITE, of New York. Mr. Speaker, the plea which is put forth 
in favor of the passage of this bill seems specious and fair. It is that 
there should be an opportunity for the consideration and settlement of 
the titles to these lands by the courts. I propose to show to the House 
that the bill is a legislative decree, defying the decisionsof the Supreme 
Court of the United States for twenty years—decisions which have been 


made over and over in cases coming before that court, which have been 
protean in their form, and which haye presented the question in every 
possible phase in which it could be brought before that tribunal. 

Now let us look at the first provision in this bill. Gentlemen sa 
that the measure is not intended for the purpose of interfering wi 
vested rights, but only to give the courts an opportunity to settle this 
question. What does the bill say? 

That all the lands improperly certified to Iowa by the Department of the In- 
terior under the act of August 8, 1846, as referred to in the joint resolution of 
March 2, 1861, for which indemnity lands were selected and received by the 
State of Iowa, as provided in the act of 1862, are, and are hereby declared to be, 
public lands of the United States. 

That is the first legislative decree in this bill. What has the Supreme 
Court of the United States said upon that question? In the case of 
Wolsey vs. Chapman, 101 United States Reports, page 766, the court 
says: 

At the December term, 1872, of this court, after full consideration, the cases 
of Wolcott vs. Des Moines Company and Riley vs. Wells were distinctly affirmed 
in William vs. Baker (17 Wallace, 144); and in Homestead Company vs. Valley 
Railroad (Tb. 153) it was said to be no longer an open question that neither the 
State of Iowa nor the railroad com: ies for whose benefit the grant of 1856 was 
made took any title by that act to the lands ed to belong to the Des Moines 
River grant of 1846, and that the joint resolution of the 2d of March, 1861, and act 
of July 12, 1862— 

Did what ?— 
transferred the title from the United States and vested it— 

Where ?— 

in the State of Iowa for the use of its grantees under the river grant.” 

After the Supreme Court of the United States has said that the title 
has entirely passed out of the United States the first clause in this bill 
declares that these lands are to be regarded as public lands. You might 
as well undertake to provide that the real estate upon which the heart 
of the city of New York is built shall be declared to be public lands, 
This is a legislative decree against a right. 

Mr. OATES. Is the gentleman aware that the Supreme Court of 
the United States decided the same point in 122 United States Reports? 

Mr. WHITE, of New York. Iam aware of it; I have the book be- 
fore me, and shall cite from it before I sit down. 

Mr. OATES. ‘There is an unbroken line of decisions to that effect. 

Mr. WHITE, of New York. Yes, an unbroken line of decisions from 
1867 to 1887, embracing more than a half dozen cases. 

Let us look at the second branch of this decree. 

The clause read and commented upon is followed by these three pro- 
visos: 

Provided, That the title of all bona fide settlers under color of title from the 
State of Iowa and its tees, or the United States and its grantees, which do 
not come in conflict with . or homestead claimants are hereby rati- 
fied and confirmed and made valid: further, That the claims ofall per- 
sons who, with intent, in faith, to obtain title thereto under the pre-emp- 
tion or homestead laws of the United States, entered and remained upon any 
tract of said land prior to January, 1880, not exceeding 160 acres, are hereby con- 
firmed and made valid in them or their heirs, and upon due proof thereof, and 


payment of the usual price or fees, where the same has not been paid, shall be 
carried to patent: Provided further, That the title of all bona fide cla: tsunder 
color of title from the State of Iowa and its grantees, or the United States and 
its ntees, which do not come in conflict with persons who, with intent, in 
good faith, to obtain title thereto under the pre-emption or homestead laws of 
the United States, settled upon the said lands prior to January, 1880, are con- 


firmed and made valid. 


The effect of these decrees, if they were constitutional and were to 
be carried out, would be this: The Congress of the United States, with- 
out having the parties litigant before them, would by legislative enact- 
ment confirm the titles of all persons holding color of title, although 
the Supreme Court of the United States has held, in a contest between one 
holding color of title through a patent, as against one claiming title under 
the grant made by the act of Congress approved July 12, 1862, that 
the latter held the paramounttitle. I cite the unreported case of Riley 
vs. Willes, of the December term, 1869, which was an action against a 
33 who had obtained a patent and was in possession, brought 

y a grantee under the Navigation Company, in which the paramount 
title was declared to be in the purchaser under the act of July 12, 1862, 
of the Navigation Company's title. 

The decision is short and conclusive and not regularly reported, and 
I insert the opinion in full. 


Hannah Riley, appellant, vs, William B. Welles. No.397. Appeal from the cir- 
cuit court of the United States for the district of Iowa. 


Mr, Justice Nelson delivered the opinion of the court. 

This is an appeal from the circuit court of the United States for the district of 
owa. 

This case is not disti ishable from that of Wolcott vs. The Des Moines Com- 
pany (5 Wall.,681), Welles, the plaintiff below, derives his title by deed from 
this company, the same as Wolcott in the former case. The suit in that case 
was brought to recover back the consideration money from the Des Moines 
Company, the grantors, on the ground of failure of title. The court held that 
Wolcott received a good title to the lot in question under his deed. 

In that case it was insisted that the title was notin the Des Moines Company, 
but in the Dubuque and Pacific Railroad Sent. 

In the present case the defendant claims title under and in pursuance of the 
pre-emption act of September 4, 1841. 

Her husband took ion of the lot in 1855, and she was permitted by the 


register to prove up her possession and occupation May, 1862, The patent was 

issued October 15, 1863. 
It will ap; from the case of Wolcott vs. The Des Moines Sepen that the 
land of which drawn from 


tract of the lot in question was a part had been wii 


2554 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


Marca 1, 


sale and entry on account of a difference of opinion among the officers of the 
Land Department as to the extent of the original | nem by Congress of 
in aid of the improvement of the Des Moines River from the year 1346 down to 
the resolution of Congress of March 2, 188}, and the act of July 12, 1862, which 
acts we held confirmed the title in the Des Moines Company. As the husband 
of the plaintiff entered upon the lot in 1855 without right, and the possession 
was continued without right, the permission of the register to prove up the pos- 
session and improvements and to make the entry under the pre-emption laws 
were acts in violation of law and void, as was also the issuing of the patent. 
The reasons for this withdrawal of the lands from public sale or private entry 
are stated at large in the opinion of the case of Wolcottvs. The Des Moines Com- 
v, and need not be repeated. The point of reservation was materialin 
case, and we have seen nothing in the present one, either in facts orin 
the argument, to distinguish it. 
The decree below affirmed. 


The Supreme Court held that because the pre-emption claimant en- 
tered upon the land without right, because it was reserved from sale or 
pre-emption, he took nothing by his wrongfulentry. This bill declares 
that the title which the Supreme Court held to be wrongful ‘‘shall be 
confirmed and made valid. Which shall decide upon title, the Su- 

me Court, after a judicial trial, or this Congress, on an ex parie 
ing? 


I want to come now to another proposition which has been advo- 
cated, and that is that the Supreme Court of the United States when 
it was making these decisions was misled. It is urged that in all the 
cases in which this matter has been decided the court has followed the 
case of Wolcott vs. The Navigation Company (5 Wallace, 684), and 
that Wolcott vs. The Navigation Company was a made-up case—a 
“<trumped-up’’ case, Mr. Speaker, it has been settled from almost 
the earliest adjudications in this country—in 9 Peters it was decided, 
and it has been decided ever since—that you can not mislead the Su- 
preme Court of the United States in regard to the laws of any State of 
this Union; that the court is bound to take judicial knowledge of every 
State law without its being pleaded or offered in evidence, and that 
where the decisions of the State courts are uniform and have settled 
the law that court takes judicial knowledge of the law as settled. 

Mr. HOLMES. I do not wish to go on record, as stated by the gen- 
tleman from New York, asstating that the Supreme Court of the United 
States was misled. I have not made any such statement. 

Mr. WHITE, of New York. Iam referring to a speech made by m 
friend from Illinois [Mr. Payson], who claimed thatit was a trumped- 
up case and should not be binding. 

Mr. PAYSON. Does the gentleman refer to the Wolcott case? 

Mr. WHITE, of New York. I do, and that I may not do my friend 
from Illinois an injustice in my statement I read his remarks, found on 

50 and 51 of the RECORD of the present session of Congress, being 

o. 3, December 6, 1888: 


The difficulty in the situation is this: I have insisted, time and time again, 
have asserted it upon this floor for many years, that the Wolcott case was 


courts of this country. and u 
holders of adverse title, and that statement is based upon the record of that 


case. 

Here is the statement of the agreed case between the atlorneys for Wolcott 
and attorneys for the defendant: 

“The lot in question is one section of land, which is selected and approved by 
the Secretary of the and duly certified by the governor of the State to 
the President, according to the second section of the and was duly sold and 
conveyed, among other parcelsof lands, by the State to the defendants.” 

There is the ment in the record upon which the Supreme Court decided 
that the navi company had good title; and there is not the first sentence 
in that admission that is true in fact. 

In addition, it was never before contended that there was an acreof land 
above the forks duly certified under the act of 1846 by the governor of the State 
to the President, or that there ever was an acre of this land in dispute that had 
been duly sold and conveyed to the navigation company or anybody claiming 
by, through, or under it. 

And need I say to lawyers who are giving me the honor of their attention 
that where an case is made, and the case made by the plaintiff against 
himself, the court can do nothing else than give judgment for the detendant? 
And that has been the condition of that Wolcott case down to this time. 

Mr. HERBERT, Will the gentleman permit me a question? 


that won the suit. “A trumped-up case,“ as suggested by my frie: 

Gran, who has had very much to do with 

the same character that have got into the courts, and in every case but one it 

has the ear-mark upon it of mag collusive litigation that the parties manu- 

factured to bolster up the claim of title. 3 
Mr. WISox, of esota. Was not the question that this was a collusive 

case made in the subsequent cases before the Supreme Court of the United 

States, and did not the court decide that there was no basis for the charge? 
Mr. Paxsox. Not in my knowledge or observation. 

ate Wus0x, of Minnesota. As you assert it so distinctly, I take your word for 


Mr. Payson. I speak with some caution as to that point. I have been ex- 

amining this question for four different sessions of Congress, and I have never 

heard from any one at any time until the question was made by the gentleman 

5 that such a decision had been made, if the question implies that 
made. 

I have asserted this freuuently, and have asserted it in the presence of the 
Ja of the na on company time after time, and never had them dispute 
it. I have it in the room of the Committee on Public Lands. The 
question may have been so presented, but I do not recall it, and feel sure it was 


never decided that the Wolcott case was not collusive, 


I now quote from Williams vs, Baker, 17 Wallace, 152, from the 
opinion by Judge Miller, and place the two quotations side by side: 

It is now said that Wolcott and the navigation company were in collusion to 
procure this decision, there being no real contest between them, and that the 
object was to from this court a decision adverse to the title of the rail- 

ies, none of whom were parties to the suit. Much evidence is 
found in record of the cases now before us, as heard in the circuit court, to 
establish and to refute this allegation. We do not here intend to pass upon it, 
and we must be mitted to question both the taste and legal competency of 
testimony offi in an inferior court to show that a decision in this court was 
obtained by fraudulent devices, when that decision is not relied on as evidence 
of any fact, or Brewery as an estoppel, but merely because it may be referred to 
as a principle of law applicable to the case at bar. 

There is in the record of that case, as it remains in this court, sufficient answer 
to this objection to the opinion as an authority on the law of this case. 

The writer of this opinion, though then a member of the court, declined to 
take any were in its decision, because he had been of counsel for the navigation 
company in a general way, and did not know how far he might have been en- 

in that case. But when it was submitted on printed arguments on both 

es he saw at once that the legal = tions involved did affect materially 

the title of several railroad companies in Iowa to the lands in question, and he 

felt it to be his duty to call the attention of those of his brethren who must de- 

cide the case to that fact. On this suggestion an order was made that those 

———— be notified of the pendency of that suit, with liberty to intervene, 
and be heard on the question in which they were interested. 

They did intervene. The case was postponed for over a year, and several 
arguments were submitted in favor of the railroad companies by able counsel 
on the very question now under consideration, and an o was made inviting 
all parties interested to do so. It was after a full consideration of all these ar- 
guments that the decision was made. But there was an additional security that 
the court would carefully consider the question on the fact that there was sub- 
mitted at the same time the case of Burr vs. The Des Moines Na tion and Rail- 
road Com y on a similar warranty of title. Now, suits were de- 
cided in the eireuit court for the southern district of New York, they were de- 
cided by different judges, and the decisions were in conflict. This of itself would 
demand ofthe courta careful consideration ofthe point of difference, which was 
the very point now under consideration, 

_Thesame question Weed came up shortly afterwards in the case of Har- 
riet Reily vs. W. B. Wells, and was again fully argued, and from the opinion of 
the court, which remains on file, though unreported, the following is 
taken: The reasons for this withdrawal of the lands from publie sale or private 
entry are stated at large in the opinion of the court in Wolcott vs. The Des 
Moines Company, and need not be repeated, The point of the reservation was 
very material in that case, and we have seen nothing in the present one, either 

facts or in the arguments, to it.” Whate 


ver, therefore, may 
have been the d the original 


parties to the suit of Wolcott vs. The Des 
Moines Company, it is clear that the question here involved was argued fully 
by parties deeply interested on both sides, and received the attentive considera- 
tion of the court, and as an authoritative exposition of its views is entitled to 
the same weight as other well-considered cases, 

Now, by what ruleshall we test the dignity and validity of that pro- 
ceeding? By the report and the speech made by the gentleman from 
Illinois in this case, or by the deliberate utterances of the court made 
in a case where they say evidence was taken under a direct issue ot 
collusion? 

For my part I would rather trust the court as to what they did than 
to take the opinion of my friend as to what he thinks they did. 

That was decided in 1873, six years after the case of Wolcott had 
been decided, and is acase which received careful and painstaking care 
from this court. 

Mr. PAYSON. Will the gentleman permit me to make an inquiry ? 

Mr. WHITE, of New York. Certainly. 

Mr. PAYSON. What is the opinion of the gentleman as to the effect 
of the point of reservation? What does the gentleman think of that? 

Mr. WHITE, of New York. The point of reservation is an act of 
the United States. 

Mr. PAYSON. What is its application in this case? 

Mr. WHITE, of New York. I will answer the gentleman. The 
United States, acting within its just powers, through an administrative 
officer empowered to regulate the sale of its lands, and whose orders 
had the force of law in their effect, did, in 1850, through Mr. Ewing, 
the Secretary of the Interior, reserve those lands from sale or settle- 
ment. 

This act has been commented upon uniformly by the Supreme Court 
of the United States as a link in the chain of title which made the title 
of the navigation company complete and perfect; and when Mr. Secre- 
tary Ewing in 1850 reserved these lands from pre-emption and sale b 
acts which have been continued from that time down to this, it follow: 
standing upon the fundamental basis of the decision of the Supreme 
Court of the United States, that no man could be there under color of 
law, but that whoever was there was a trespasser ab initio when he 
went there in violation of the law and the decisions of the Department. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, allusion has been made to the constitutionality 
of this question under the constitution of the State of Iowa, adopted in 
1857. The constitutional provision which is relied upon and which 
came into force in that year is in these words: 

The General Assembly shall not locate any of the public lands which have 
been or may be granted by Congress to this State, and the location of which 
may be given to the General Assembly upon lands actually settled without the 
eonsent of the occupants. The extent of the claim of the occupant soexempted 
shall not exceed 330 acres. 

Now, the provision is that the Legislature shall not locate lands to 
which they are entitled, but at the time of the adoption of that con- 
stitution these lands, by the extension of the grant of August 8, 1846, 
made in 1862, and which was in 1857 construed and claimed by Iowa 
to be in force, were 5 miles broad on each side of the Des Moines 
River, which runs from the Minnesota line north to the extreme south- 
west, to its union with the Mississippi River on the Missouri border. 
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Mr. PAYSON. That these lands had passed to the State of Iowa? 

Mr. WHITE, of New York. The lands it was claimed by Iowa at 
that time 
ee HOLMES. No; the State of Iowa had no claim in 1862 to these 

ds. 

Mr. PAYSON. Let me understand the gentleman from New York. 
Does he claim that when the constitutional provision to which he re- 
fers was adopted in Iowa that State had any title to these lands lying 
north of the forks of the Coon under the act of Congress? 

Mr. WHITE, of New York. I stated that it had not. I stated 

Mr. PAYSON. The constitution was operative, was it not? 

Mr. WHITE, of New York. Of course the constitution was opera- 
tive, but the people of the State understood and claimed through their 
proper representatives that these lands belonged to the Des Moines 

t. 


Mr. PAYSON. But the Supreme Court, in the Litchfield case, de- 
cided that they took no title. p: 

Mr. WHITE, of New York. Yes; that decision was made in 1860, 
against what Iowa had here and elsewhere claimed to be her right. It 
was decided 

Mr. PAYSON. And in 1862—— 

Mr. WHITE, of New York. Now, I hope the gentleman will allow 
mé to get in one word to his two. The Congress of the United States 
decided in 1862 that the grant of land of August, 1846, should be ex- 
tended above the forks of the Raccoon River. 

This act of Congress was passed upon the urgent entreaty of the mem- 
bers from Iowa, who were truly representing the popular sentiment of 
Iowa and the wishes of the State government of Iowa, z 

It was passed after a settlement had been made between the navi- 
gation company in the interest of the Des Moines Valley Railroad and 
the State. 

The settlement was a harmonious one, and was then admitted to have 
been for value received in the expenditure of nearly $350,000; and at 
that time, when the effects of the panic of 1857 were upon that people, 
you could have bought more than 350,000 acres of these lands for that 
money. 

I speak advisedly upon these questions, knowing from my residence 
there both the scarcity of money and the abundance of wild lands 
there. 

Now I want to indulge a word in the general statement that thereis 
nothing, and that there can be nothing, in the way of equity shown by 
that Des Moines company or its grantees. Gentlemen now urge here 
inadequacy of price, but they forget the advance in the value of lands 
since they were sold. There is also this difference between now and 
thirty-one years ago—that is to say 1858—when the State of Iowa 
made the settlement with the Des Moines company in behalf of the 
Des Moines Valley Railroad Company (which substitution of the rail- 
road company as beneficiary was r i also in the act of July 12, 
1862), and that is that the State of lowa was then pleading with peo- 
ple who might have the money and means to go into the State and fin- 
ish the works of internal improvement which had been begun, but 
which the State was not able to carry on. 

The difference is that now they have got these improvements in the 
shape of railroads, and what difference now isit that the Des Moines Navi- 
gation Company have not built these dams successfully? They built 
‘three dams which did operate successfully, but not enough to open 
navigation to any considerable extent. In the mean time railroads took 
the place of slack-water navigation, and all works of that character be- 
came useless, But aided by that grant the Des Moines Valley Rail- 
road Company built their railroad the entire length that it was intended 
that the river should be improved by aid of the grant, from the mouth 
of the river, at Keokuk, to the Raccoon Fork, at Des Moines. 

Mr. HOLMES. Does the gentleman claim that the Des Moines Nay- 
igation Company did that? 

Mr. WHITE, of New York. They made an arrangement with the 
Des Moines Valley Railroad as their successors, and the Des Moines Val- 
ley Railroad did it, and the State of Iowa acknowledged it. The State 
of Iowa was a y to it, and the Congress of the United States, by its 
act of July 12, 1862, agreed to the substitution of the railroad. 

Mr. HOLMES. Does not the gentleman know that they werea dis- 
tinct corporation? ` 

Mr. WHITE, of New York. Ido; and the second one got the ben- 
efit of what would have accrued to the other under an arrangement with 
the State ratified by Congress. 

Mr. HOLMES. Will the gentleman permit me—— 

R Mr. WHITE, of New York. The gentleman can answer in his own 
me. Š 
The attitude of the State of Iowa to capitalists at that time had all 
the blandishments of a seductive lover. Polonius told Ophelia 
I do know, 
When the blood burns, how prodigal the soul 
Lends the tongue vows. 

Then they were ready to protest much and concede much to capital- 
ists if thereby they could get capital enough for their operations. But 
now the State is a mesh of railroads, and a millionaire has lost the 
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bloom from his cheek and the languishing loveliness from his eye and 
is scoffed at and spurned as a drab. 

One word, Mr. Speaker, upon the question of whether the members 
on both sides of this House will unite and pass this bill over the dig- 
nified, carefully-prepared, and logical veto of the President of the 
United States. Now, it would have been on the part of Mr. Cleve- 
land much easier to have fallen in with the common, popular current 
and signed this bill, but the man showed that he had a conscience in 
this business. And I say, all honor to the man who dares to do an 
unpopular act against the popular voice because he knows it is wrong. 
If I am speaking to any member here from Iowa or Illinois who 
is a lawyer, although he may be in favor of this bill, I say to him I 
would not want any better tribunal if he sat as judge and-I were 
making a presentation of this case, feeling sure that he would hold 
that the Supreme Court has settled this question, and not only settled 
it in one decision, but shingled it over in every direction and in every 
form in which it could be presented, in favor of the President’s posi- 
tion. To my Democratie friends who did not pass this bill over his 
veto last Congress I ask them to stand by the President, the man who 
dares to stand by the right. I believe some one has said: 


Are we so soon forgotten when we are gone? 


I remind my friends that Cleveland has not gone yet. [Lond ap- 
plause on the Democratic side.] And this principle remains, as long as 
he dares to do an unpopular thing from conviction his memory will re- 
main in this country. [Applause.] I have no doubt that in stump 

ches made during the late campaign I had not much to say in his 
behalf or in behalf of his policy, but I have spoken of his honesty, and 
I honor him over and over again on account of it. [Applause.] 

Mr. FUNSTON. ‘‘ When the devil was sick the devil a monk would 
be. The devil is a monk now. 

Mr. WHITE, of New York. I will sit down with a little homely 
analogy drawn from the school-books with which my friends at least 
were once familiar. When I studied rhetoric there was an inverted 
style or figure of speech, an inverted way of stating principles, that was 
called a hysteron proteron, which was a kind of Greek phrase, and signi- 
fied harnessing the cart before the horse. 

But never before was there a hysteron proteron to equal a legislative 
proceeding under our Constitution where Congress sets aside the decrees 
of the Supreme Court of the United States. 

We had supposed that the court might hold a law invalid, but in this 
political inversion the court is itself invalidated. Gentlemen say the 
country needs a decision. On the contrary, it needs to stand by the 
seven uniform decisions already given. In that course only is oursafety. 

Let us adhere to the wisdom of the maxim, Stare decisis et non 
movere quicta.”* 

Now, I call theattention of this House and the country tothe fact that 
the most magnificent hysteron proteron in the world is where the Legisla- 
ture of this country is guarantied a judicial power, the right to give by 
decree titleszand rights to property, where the legislative power of this 
country turns about and says after twenty years have gone by, You 
did not know what you were taking when you said those rights were 
vested; that this title had from the United States, and that now 
the decree, jndgment, and verdict of the Supreme Court of the United 
States, notwithstanding that the title that these shall be public lands 
and the title shall be decreed in the settlers.” 

Mr. WHEELER withholds his remarks for revision. [See Appendix. ] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has consumed sixteen 
minutes of his time. — 

Mr. WHEELER. I will yield now four minutes of my time to my 
colleague [Mr. OATES]. 

Mr. OATES. Mr. Speaker, I shall not attempt in that brief time to 
deal with the facts. Iam somewhat familiar with them and my sym- 
pathy has gone out to those who have suffered and are suffering in Iowa 
in consequence of the errors for which they were not responsible. 

But, sir, there must be an end to litigation in a given case. This ques- 
tion has been decided in every phase pretty well in which it could be 
presented by the Supreme Court, and whether it operates harshly or 
mildly is not, in my judgment, a question to be considered. 

The veto message of the bill is before the House. Now can we pass 
this bill and declare that the law is otherwise than is therein set forth? 
We can not, because it is founded upon the decisions of the Supreme 
Court; and in passing upon this we should not be governed by sympa- 
thy of one or the other. 

Nor do I consider the question of the President, whether defeated or 
re-elected, or his status in the country, to be a cireumstance to influ- 
ence any man’s vote. The question is, will we pass this bill after this 
adjudication so fully made, which to every legal mind is an opinion so 
overwhelming and conclusive thatif this bill should become the law it 
would not be held valid, and in the end would involve these people in 
further litigation and expense and disappointment? I do not wish to 
detain the House further. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. There are two minutes remaining. 

Mr. WHEELER. I will occupy those two minutes in adding a word 
or two to what I have already said. 
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Now, why is it, Mr. Speaker, you do not find the grantees of the 
navigation company around here? It is, sir, because they relied on 
the decision of the Supreme Court, They have sent no one here to 
lobby in their interest. The pressure here comes from a lobby organized 
in behalf of those who are opposed to these grantees, 

Mr. HOLMES. That is a mistake. 

Mr. WHEELER. Here are the papers. 

Mr. WEAVER. They have had attorneys here every session to my 
knowledge. 

Mr. WHEELER, I have not seen them. 

Mr, WEAVER. Ihave. 

Mr. WHEELER. These grantees of the navigation company have 
no lobbyists here, but the lobbyists are on the other side. These grant- 
ees have relied upon the decisions of the Supreme Court. They have 
no lobbyists here. These lobbyists who are making the pressure for 
the passage of this bill, just so soon as it is passed will avail themselves 
of its provisions to go upon these lands held by these grantees and com- 
pel them to pay a dollar an acre for every acre which they hold. 

I will yield now the remainder of my time to the gentleman from 
New York on the other side [Mr. PARKER]. 

Mr. PARKER withholds his remarks for revision. [See Appendix. ] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
Homes] is entitled to thirty-five minutes. 

Mr. HOLMES. I now yield five minutes to my colleague from Iowa 
[Mr. GEAR. ] 

Mr. GEAR. Mr. Speaker, I am somewhat familiar with this case. 
From 1846 to 1862 one-eighth of the whole State of Iowa was given to 
corporations. It is too late now to criticise the reasons which governed 
Congress in making those grants. Sufficeittosay that the value of those 
grants to those corporations has been, in round numbers, fifty millions 
of money. And yet, with all the change of views that has come over po- 
litical es with reference to reclaiming land grants, there has never 
before an opportunity offered to the people of Iowa to reclaim one 
single acre of the lands granted except under this bill. 

Now, I lived in Iowa long before those lands were granted. I know 
the men who went upon the lands. I know many of them personally, 
and I know the condition in which they have been and in which they 
are now. They went on those lands by and with the consent of the 
Government and in good faith. They went on those lands in their 
young manhood, and to-day, in their old age, they are liable to be 
evicted; evicted by a decree of a court which was made, in my judg- 
ment and in my honest opinion, upon a clear case of collusion. If it 

is true that these men went on there in good faith, why not give them 
an opportunity to establish their rights in court? That is all that this 
bill proposes. ‘These men have spent years of honest toil and have paid 
the value of these lands to the Government, and have the patents ot 
the Government as evidence of their title. Now, Mr. Speaker, I hold 
that when a man has paid for his land he is entitled to it unless it can 
be shown that the title was procured by fraud. There is no element 
of fraud in the claims of these settlers. 

These men are not b rs. They do not come here and ask you to 
grant thema penny. ‘hey simply come to Congress, which in this 
matter is the supreme court, the only court to which they have a right 

to appeal, and ask you to give them a oy. in court so that they may 
establish their rights. Shall we deny to those people these rights? I 
hope not. 

Gentlemen say that there has been a large lobby here in the interest 
of this bill. Why, Mr. Speaker, the lobby has been on the other side. 
There was not a day last winter when I was not besought by men from 
my own State to vote PES this measure. These settlers went on in 
good faith and established their homes; and why do gentlemen come 
in here now and deny the right of Congress to enact a law which shall 
give them their day in court? 

The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. WHEELER] said that if these 
a had been wronged we could make an appropriation for their 

nefit, Can you make an appropriation which will pay them for a 
lifetime of toil? These are people who went upon that wilderness of 
prae of centuries in their youth, and by lifelong toil have made it 

lossom like the rose. Are you going to make these men come here 
and hang around year after year as claimants for a beggarly pittance 
at the hands of Congress to satisfy them for a quarter of a century of 
work? 

Why, Mr. Speaker, year in and year out the General Assembly or 
Iowa, for nearly thirty years, has memorialized Congress to do this act 
of justice. Time and again when I was a member of the Iowa Legis- 
lature I voted for such memorials; time and again I joined as a Repre- 
sentative of my State in asking this justice at the hands of Congress. 
It does seem to me that the time has now come when Congress should 
rise to the demand of this situation and do these poor perpin justice. 

I do not criticise the President for having Radi this bill; but from 
my investigation not only of the billitself, but ofthe right under which 
he makes his veto, he appears to me to take ground which does not 
warrant him in interposing his will as a part of the legislative body or 
this country. Has it come to this, that we are to have some other au- 
thority than the Senate and House of Representatives to enact laws? 
It seems to me that to Congress alone is given, under the Constitution 


and according to the views of those who framed the organic law under 
which we live, the supreme power to enact laws. Are we to sit idly 
by and waive our rights as members of this body while we permit jus- 
tice to be denied to these poor settlers? 

Ido not impugn the motive of the President in vetoing this bill, 
Mr. Speaker, but I desire to call the attention of Congress and the 
country to what, in my opinion, is the unwarranted use by the Pres- 
ident of the power conferred on him for a limited purpose iy the or- 
ganic law, and to the frequent, and what appears to me the alarming, 
use of this extraordinary power by the present Chief Executive. 

The Constitution provides clearly the line of duty for the President 
to follow in regard to the enactments of Congress. He may approve; he 
may prevent a law going into operation by limitation by withhold- 
ing his signature thereto; or he may exercise the veto power. If he 
does disapprove by veto, it is incumbent on him to return the bill to 
the House in which it originated, giving his reasons in writing for his 
disapproval. 

Let me call your attention for a moment to the origin of this power 
by which the will of the people through the members of this body as 
expressed in proposed statutes has been thwarted. 

Like many features of our policy, the veto power comes down to us 
from the old Roman Republic. History tells us that the plebeians, 
after a long contest, secured the appointment of a body of officers 
called ‘tribunes,’ whose duty it was to protect the rights of the peo- 
ple. Their powers were absolute. They could not only prevent the 
passage of a law, but they could also ‘‘stop the discussion of any meas- 
ure by simply pronouncing the word ‘ veto,’ and no one dared to ques- 
tion their motives on penalty of death.” 

At first this absolute veto, as vested in the tribunes, was exercised 
for the best interests of the people, but it soon became, by an unscru- 
pulous abuse of the power in the hands of ambitious men, an injury 
to the people, so that it was abolished. 

In the early history of the British Government the monarch prac- 

tically enacted the laws, Parliament giving consent thereto. In the 
course of time the enacting power was vested in Parliament, the 
king retaining the veto power. From the frequent attempts of the 
British crown to encroach on the rights of the people, as expressed by 
Parliament, this extraordinary power became exceedingly distasteful 
to the English people, and in that country, since the revolution of 
1689, it has become practically obsolete, not having been used in nearly 
or quite two hundred years. 
The power was placed in the hands of the President by the Constitu- 
tion under which we live to-day. While the debates of the constitu- 
tional convention are meager on this as on many other questions, yet, 
fortunately, in the writingsand public utterances of many of those who 
were members of that great body of patriotic statesman may be found 
what was their opinion of this tremendous power; and in addition, able 
commentators have placed on record their opinions on this extraordi- 
nary power. 

Let me call your attention to the views of one who was the foremost 
statesman in the convention, Alexander Hamilton, who held the veto 
to be chiefly designed to resist an immediate attack upon the constitu- 
tional rights of the Executive;’’ or, when the public good was evi- 
dently and palpably sacrificed.” Kent and Story both agree that this 
power was given for special purposes. The one says: 


It was principally to give the President a constitutional weapon to defend 
the executive department, as well as the just balance of the Constitution, against 
the usurpations of legislative power. 


The other says it was to prevent the enactment of— 
rash, immature, and imperfect laws. 
Kent also says that— 


to enact laws is a transcendent power— 


Meaning that to Congress alone is given the enacting power. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I hold with Kent that the power to enact laws 
is a ‘‘ transcendent power,“ that it is a power conferred by the people 
when they adopted our Constitution on Congress alone. 

Mr. Webster, the great exponent of the Constitution, said in regard 
to the powers of Congress that— 

Each branch of the legislature has an undoubted right, in the exercise of its 
functions, to consider the constitutionality of a law proposed to be passed, 

Who composes Congress? Why, sir, itis composed of a certain num- 
ber of men who are chosen partly by a direct and partly by an indirect 
vote of the people. Hence itis that the power of Congress to enact laws 
becomes a ‘‘ transcendent power, derived as it is directly from the peo- 
ple themselves, who, under our form of government, are the source of 
all power, ' 

Does it not therefore follow that the veto power, except when it is 
used within the limits and in accordance with the spirit of the Consti- 
tution, becomes a usurpation of the rights of the people? 

Hamilton, in combating the idea that this power might be abused, 
said that it would only be resorted to within the limit I quoted first, or 
on extraordinary occasions and circumstances. On this phase of the 
question he says: 


Ifa magistrate, so powerful and so well fortified as a British monarch, would 
have seruples about the exercise of the power under consideration, how much 
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greater caution may be reasonably expected in a President of the United States, 
clothed for the short period of four years with the executive authority of a gov- 
ernment wholly and purely republican. ` 

It should be remembered that Hamilton was an advocate of astrong 
constitutional government; in short, he was an extreme Federalist; 
and when he advocated placing this weapon in the hands of the Exec- 
utive he did it with the expectation that it would be used. I say 
used, but what was its use to be according to Hamilton’s idea of it, 
may I ask? Why, sir, Mr. Hamilton answers this question. It 
was— 
to resist an immediate attack upon the constitutional rights of the Executive 
or when the public good was evidently sacrificed. 


And it is recorded of Hamilton, who was the trusted friend and 
counselor of Washington, that he never advocated the use of the veto 
power except in a solitary instance, and that was when a violation of 
the public faith was threatened. 

Mr. Clay said it should only be used on extraordinary oecasions;”’ 
and again: 

The veto power is an extraordinary power, which, though tolerated by the 
Constitution, was not expected to be used in ordinary cases, 

Again Mr. Clay says: $ 

Ought the opinion of one man to override that of a legislative body twice de- 
liberately expressed? 

Mr. Webster said of the use of this power by the Executive: 

He denies to the judiciary the interpretation of the law, and demands to di- 
vide with Congress the origin of statutes. It extends the grasp of Executive 
pretension over every power of the Government. 

James Buchanan, in a speech in the Senate February 2, 1842, in op- 
position to a proposed constitutional amendment offered by John Quincy 
Adams that contemplated allowing a majority of all the members of 
the Houses to overrule a veto, said: 

Perilous, indeed, is the exercise of the veto power, and no President shall 
ever venture to use it— 

Quoting Jefferson— 
unless from the strongest sense of duty and the strongest conviction that it 
will receive the public approbation. 

George Ticknor Curtis, the learned historian of the Constitution, 
Says: 

That a negative of some kind upon the acts of the legislative was essential to 
the independence of the Executive was a truth in political science not likely to 
escape the attention of many of the members of the Constitution. * * * It 
was reat er that, although the boundaries of the legislative authority might 
be marked out in the Constitution, the Executive would meet some check 
against unconstitutional interference with its own prerogatives, and that, as 
the judicial department might be exposed to the same dangers, the power of 
resisting these also could be best exercised by the Executive. 

When President Polk vetoed the French spoliation bill, Senator John M. Clay- 
ton said that it was the first instance, he believed, in which the President of the 
United States had interposed his veto to the passage of a bill which involved no 
constitutional principle, no question of constitutional rights, but which was 
founded entirely upon the ground of expediency. It was the first instance in 
which an Executive veto had been applied to what might properly be considered 
a private bill upon any unds whatever. * * * This opened a new chapter; 
it was the nning of a new volume in the history of Executive proceed- 
ings, which, he would undertake to maintain, transcended anything that was 
ever heard of before, or that was ever contemplated by the Constitution. 


Mr. Webster characterized the same veto as being a new and alarm- 
ing extension of executive authority, not justified, not contemplated, 
finding no precedent, no apology in any previous exercise of power 
under this Constitution. 

How many of Mr. Cleveland’s messages have not been obnoxious to 
these criticisms? Very few of them have been addressed to anything 
but the expediency of the measures proposed. 

Yet, Mr. Speaker, notwithstanding the opinions of many of the fore- 
most statesmen and most eminent jurists, who have both spoken and 
written on this subject, the American people are to-day confronted 
with the fact that the present Chief Executive has thwarted their will 
as expressed by their representatives in Congress a greater number of 
times than has been done by all our other Chief Executives since the 
foundation of our Government. Is it not time to call a halt on these 
repeated usurpations? 

To me the frequent use of this weapon, when addressed only to the 
expediency of the measures, is a menace to the liberties of the people and 
should be promptly rebuked by us, their servants. It is, Mr. Speaker, 
well worthy of note that this power, which was seldom applied by the 
early Presidents of the Republic (some of whom were members of the 
constitutional convention) has with their successors come into frequent 
use, or, more properly speaking, abuse. Especially with the present 
Chief Executive a veto has become of common and at times of almost 
daily occurrence. 

Why the sone was so seldom used in our early history may be found 
in the fact that the early Presidents understood the reason for clothing 
the President with this extraordinary power. They also knew and re- 
alized how jealous the people of the then infant Republic were of any 
encroachment of power that might by any possible means be construed 
3 on the rights of the popular government or to savor of mon- 

y- 
Sir, the two Adamses ‘‘ did not exercise the power at all; and when 
one remembers that the younger Adams’s administration had to con- 
tend with en opposition majority in both Houses, and when we reflect 


that of all the statesmen of his time that Presidentstood among the fore- 

most, we may infer how solemn a thing he thought it to undertake to 

thwart the will of the people as expressed by their servants in Con- 
75 


President Jefferson, who is claimed to be the founder of the Demo- 
cratic party, never used this tremendous power at all. He knew, and 
none perhaps appreciated the fact more highly, that unless used as con- 
templated by the founders of our organic law it was a usurpation of 
the rights of the people. Let me call your attention to an incident in 
the history of Jefferson. 

The people of the colonies were keenly sensitive on this question, 
and were justly made jealous of the veto power, from the fact that 
when the house of burgesses of Virginia, in obedience to public senti- 
ment, prohibited in 1769 the importations of negroes to be sold into 
slavery,” the act was vetoed by the governor of Virginia in obedience to 
the command of George III, then King of England. This order of the 
king to put in force a power which neither he nor his predecessors had 
used in England for over a century aroused great indignation among 
the people of the colonies, and it is a matter of history that Jefferson, 
in his draught of the Declaration of Independence, was so indignant at the 
action of King George that he fiercely arraigned the whole system of 
slavery, but— 

In deference to the prejudices of South Carolina and Georgia this clause was 
struck out by Congress, 

The immortal Lincoln, who was President at a critical time in our 
history, and when if ever legislation might be as the result of the pe- 
culiar circumstances of the times stretched to the utmost limit, never 
vetoed a measure. He was at first in doubt as to the constitutionality 
of the act to suppress insurfection,’’ etc., and had prepared a mes- 
sage to Congress giving his views on the question. He, however, a 
proved the measure, and when he sent in the notice of his approval it 
was accompanied by a m Sir, if you will read that message 
with care you will find it to be a model of deference to the legislative 
body, and that he fully agreed with the framers of our organic law 
and the writers thereon that a veto could only be applied as contem- 
plated by the Constitution itself, and never on grounds of expediency, 
thereby recognizing in the fullest measure the ‘‘ transcendent power’? 
of Congress to enact laws. 

What excuse, may I ask, can be made for the common use of this by 
the present President? I have failed to see in his many veto messages 
to this Congress that he or his party followers claim that the many 
bills vetoed were ‘‘unconstitutional’’ or rash,” and, save only in 
two or three instances, can it be claimed that they were ‘‘immature 
and imperfect’? measures. To my mind, the many measures of Con- 
gress vetoed by the present President do not by any mode of reason- 
ing come within the limit of the power granted by the Constitution as 
interpreted by the framers of that instrument. If they do not come 
within the province of this power, is not the use of it an abuse? If it 
be an abuse, how can it be justified? 

Have we, who claim to be a free people and in advance of all other 
nations, gone back to the days of the ancient French monarchy, when 
the rule was What the king wills the law is?“ Have we come to 
the time that what the President wills not to be the law, by the exer- 
cise of the veto power, be not law? Has the time come when we must 
accept the rule that what Congress, in the legitimate use of its func- 
tions frames into law the President shall by his veto deny to the people? 

Sir, in England this power, as we know, has been used by the crown 
but once in nearly two hundred years. So jealous are the English peo- 
ple of its use that it is certain thatan application of it to a parliament- 
ary act would cause a political revolution. Yet we find the Ameri- 
can Congress tamely submitting to encroachment on popular rights 
by the exercise of this power, which, if applied in England as it is here, 
would shake the throne to its very foundations and possibly might de- 
prive the English monarch of her crown! f 

Let me quote once more from the illustrious Story, who says of its 
use: 

If from the oppression of this power— 

The veto : 
aroyal, hereditary executive thus indulges serious scruples in its active exer- 
cise, surely a republican President chosen for four years may be presumed to be 
still more unwilling to use it. 

It would seem that our Chief Executive, from his frequent use of the 
veto, does not indulge the ‘‘serious scruples’’ alluded to by Judge 
Story. On the contrary, it seems as if he considered ita power 1 
in him for the special purpose of disapproving laws without to 
their merit or the fact that they are enacted in accord with the solemn 
judgment of Congress. 

Perhaps the present Executive is possessed of a clearer intellect and 
greater breadth of culture, and has had better opportunities to famil- 
larize himself with proper needs, and hence can better measure the 
effect upon the people of any proposed measure of legislation than any 
of his illustrious predecessors; but I fancy it will be difficult to make 
the people believe it. And if he is not more highly endowed than 
those statesmen of the past, how can the freedom with which he uses 
the exceptional power of the veto be justified ? 

It isa notable fact that many of the people of the original States 
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Were especially jealous in to conferring this power on their 
chief magistrates; so much so, that it is not found in the constitutions 
of Rhode Island, Delaware, or North Carolina; neitheris it to be found 
in the original law of the great State of Ohio, which was the first State 
created out of the Northwest Territory, which was by solemn act of 

dedicated to freedom, and it will be found that the legisla- 
tion of those States has not been immature or imperfect.’ 

Sir, at the door of the Roman senate the chosen tribunes of the 
people stood with the prz of forbidding any encroachment on the 
rights of the people. History repeats itself, and I warn you that at 
the door of the nation’s Congress stand sixty millions of free Ameri- 
cans, each a tribune of the people, each jealous of any encroachment 
on popular government. 

Sir, this great body of tribunes re on the 6th day of last November 
a free expression of their views on this question, in the fact that they 
sane for their Chief Magistrate a man in full harmony with popular 

ts. 

In accordance with that popular vote, I appeal to you, not as Demo- 
crats, not as Republicans, but as men clothed by the people with au- 
thority to guard their rights, to declare by your votes that this measure 
shall be law netwithstanding the attempts of the Executive to thwart 
it. Let it not be said that the American Congress has denied justice 
to the claimants who only ask the rights they are justly entitled to in 

uity. 

ES HOLMES. Iam requested by several gentlemen on the floor 
to ask consent that all members who have spoken on this bill have 
leave to extend their remarks, and that there be a general leave to print 
to those who have not spoken. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection, that leave will 
be granted. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HOLMES. I now yield to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
Payson] as much time as he may desire. My colleague [Mr. WEAVER], 
and I believe one or two others, wish to speak briefly. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair the gentleman 
from Illinois [ Mr. farmor] to control the remainder of the time. 

Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask the Clerk to read the newspaper 
extract which Isend to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

WORSE THAN IN IRELAND—OVER SEVEN HUNDRED EVICTIONS THREATENED IN 
THREE IOWA COUNTIES. 
Fort DODGE, IOWA, February 27.* 


id had seven hundred —.— 
ton, and Boone Counties t 
first week of March 


to regain en: 


lr PAYSON. Mr. Speaker, that is from the Evening Star of this 

city, of date 27th instant. 
This is from the Chicago Tribune of the 26th; 
The Clerk read as follows: 


WHOLESALE RIVER LAND EVICTIONS—IOWA SETTLERS TO BE TURNED OUT BY 
HUNDREDS EARLY IN MARCH, 
[Special.] š 
Fort DODGE, IOWA, February 26. 

James B. Weaver: a member of the firm of Gatch, Connor & Weaver, of Des 
Moines, attorneys, controlling the Litchfield river land estate, was in the city 
yen a — arrangements preparatory to the evictions of all settlers on the 

ito! n 


Weaver stated that seven hundred R for possession 
of lands in ha precy De Hamilton, and Boone Counties against 


ve been issued 
four hundred farm: 
In the first week of of March ey Dags 2 5 of them will be served and evictions made. 
Tho selection of this early date aA settlers putting in crops and thus 
Bamia a lien on the property. Th tchfeld possessions form the largest por- 
nofthe the riverlands, and comprise thousands of acres of the finest farming lands 
in the counties named. Announcementof the commencement of this wholesale 
batch of evictions creates great excitement ato thia sr river settlers, who, al- 
though e evictions, did not anticipate th . 15 ee of writs. 
Weaver says that the threatened passage of the river lan over the Presi- 
dent's veto hastens the evictions, and has made the land-owners determined to 
regain entire possession of the land before such an occurrence, Lively times 


are expected. 

— PATTON I cause them to be read to show that the reports are 
gen 

Similar m to thatwere found in the telegraphic columns of all 


the papers of this country during the months of December and January 
last in regard to suits pending in Iowa, where one Snell was plaintiff. 
My friend from New York [Mr. PARKER] has suggested to the 
House that these dispatches, and such as they, are ‘‘back-fires’’ as 
t this tion. Mr. S. er, if the gentleman from New 
ork should ever be a defeated defendant in an ejectment suit and a 
writ of should be issued against him and be placed in the 
hands of a United States marshal backed N o7 a eee, and 
he and his home, the earnings of years of toil, all that in life he holds 
dear, about to be torn from him, and he and and his family be sent out in 
a January snow and the pitiless storm, as these men have been, he 


will understand that these things are not ‘‘back-fires,’’ but consuming 
flames as against him and others in like situation. He, as a lawyer, 
as well as I, knows what these things mean; and exactly this is being 
done to these poor people in Iowa at this very hour by heartless claim- 
ants under the navigation company title. 

Mr. WEAVER. ‘Those statements represent the exact facts, and 
they can not be too strongly put. 

Mr, PAYSON. I repeat the words of the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
WEAVER] when I say that I am uttering the exact facts as to the peo- 
ple on these Des Moines lands being evicted by the holders under the 
navigation company titles. I know from statements made to me by 
men who claim under this title that this process of eviction has been 
going on month after month; and these men who are made homeless by 
this course of judicial legislation—these men whose property is being 
taken from them under the form of law by legalized robbery, are the 
men in whose behalf I speak here to-day. None of them are constitu- 
ents of mine ; all are strangers to me; but the knowledge I have of 
their situation and the harsh, cruel, pitiless treatment’ they are receiv- 
ingis the inspiration of my appeal for them here and now. 

Mr. WHEELER, Who speaks for the grantees of the navigation 
company ? 

Mr. PAYSON. I will tell the gentleman, gladly; yes, I will answer 
him, and promptly. Who speaks for the millionaires and the naviga- 
tion company’s title to these lands, not an acre of which was legally 
earned? The gentleman wants to know. I will tell the gentleman 
and the House. The paid attorneys and the lobbyists for the naviga- 
tion compy s title, who have been about the Halls of Congress ever 
since this legislation has been pending. [Applause.] They speak for 
the navigation company. And when the gentleman from Alabama 
says, as he said in his earnest speech, that he never saw them, I will 
undertake to correct his recollection, for he knows the fact, and I know 
the fact, that ex-members of Congress, with the money of the naviga- 
tion company in their pockets, as their paid attorneys, in defiance of 
their privileges as ex-members of this House, have come upon this floor 
in violation of its rules, to stifle and defeat this legislation, and these 
men have conferred with you during this session of = [Ap- 
plause.] Iwill answer the gentleman when he asks me who speaks for 
the navigation company. I will tell the gentleman who speaks for 
tha ane Iwill give the gentleman the names if he wants them. [Ap- 
plause. 

Mr. WHEELER. And for the seven hundred farmers, the grantees 
on this land, who are being evicted ? 

Mr. PAYSON. I will come to the seven hundred farmers. Not one 
of the grantees of the navigation company has ever been evicted; the 
gentleman does not know what he is talking about when he says ‘they 
are being evicted. I am not talking of them now. I say if the gen- 
tleman wants the names of the men abe have been upon this floor in 
violation of their privileges as ex-members of this body, it will afford 
me great pleasure to give them to him. He knows as well asI to 
whom I refer. 

[Cries of Name them!“ Name them!“ 

Mr. MARTIN. Let us have their names. 

Mr. PARKER. Will the gentleman permit an inquiry ? 

Mr. PAYSON. No, sir} not a word out of my time. 

Mr. PARKER. I desire to ask the gentleman this question 

Mr. PAYSON. I do not yield to the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. PARKER. The gentleman has made a assault, and I 
have a right to ask him a question whether remotely or otherwise he 
includes me in anything he is now saying. 

Mr. PAYSON. ‘The gentleman is utterly mistaken. Ido not refer 
sarees I said ex-members of Congress, I use my language advisedly 
when IS 

Mr. PARKER, I wish to ask whether directly or indirectly — 

Mr. PAYSON. Neither directly or indirectly did I refer to the gen- 
tleman from New York on my left. 

Mr. PARKER. That is satisfactory. 

Mr. PAYSON. I refer to ex-members of Congress coming here as 
paid hg saris e and the bill which the ee from Alabama says 
ought to have been passed, and which had the honor of offering, 
was draughted by an ex-member of Congress and presented by that ex- 
member, and was taken charge of by him, as I know, and as he knows 
I know. [Applanse. ] 

Ay, Mr. Speaker, upon weakertelegrams than I have read here 

Mr. MARTIN. Mention the names. 

Mr. WHEELER rose. 

Mr. PAYSON. Any man who is opposed to what I am saying can 
obtain the ee from me, and I will mention them with pleasure, 

Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. OATES] said in his 
speech that omy) had nothing to do with legislation. He plants 

„in the ent he makes in opposition to the bill and in 
favor of standing by the President’s veto, upon the cold, harsh, and 
hard rule of law that tramples all whocome beforeit. Sym y, sir, 
ought always to find lodgment in the hearts of members of Congress 
when such legislation as this is under consideration; and telegrams 
less significant and much weaker than that which I have caused to be 
read at the Clerk’s desk, detailing the evictions in Ireland at the hands 


* 
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of inexorable English landlords, have never failed to awaken upon this 
floor the sentiment that ought to be awakened on the part of the con- 
science of the American people here represented, sympathy with the 
poor, down-trodden people of the Emerald Isle. [Applause.] 

It is a creditable exhibition always. But yet, shall it be said, Mr. 
Speaker, that the time has come in the history of the American Con- 
gress thatit shall be imputed as a discredit to American R ives 
that they feel and exercise a sympathy with men who are placed in the 
position of the seven hundred men whoare the defendants in the eject- 
ment suits on these lands referred to in the telegram I have had read 
upon land, too, which they believed they owned and were protected in by 
a title from the United States—men who had paid their money for these 
landsintothe Treasury of the United States twenty years ago, and which 
money we have there to-day, and because of that harsh rule of law of this 
land, which is, that when the public land is in a state of technical res- 
ervation, no valid settlement can be made upon it that the laws of the 
country will recognize? It is conceded that these lands have been in a 
state of technical reservation since 1849, and because of this, if no other 
reason existed, no valid settlement could be made which the courts will 
recognize, and that is the precise difficulty this bill seeks to remedy; 
to validate the claims of settlers under the general land laws when made 
in good faith, and quiet all other titles to these disputed lands. That 
is all there is in it. 

I do not stand here, Mr. Speaker, at this late hour of this session to 
undertake to debate the technicalities of the law as to whether or not 
the men who are the beneficiaries of this bill have such a title that it 
can be successfully defended in a court of law if the condition of reser- 
vation shall be removed inthis case. It is enough for me to know that 
this state of reservation as to this public land has been a stumbling- 
block upon the threshold of all this litigation that has been had affect- 
ing the settler. As the Supreme Court said in the case cited by the 

ntleman from New York [Mr. WHITE], The point of reservation“ 

very material.“ 

What does this bill propose to do? Simply to revoke that reserva- 
tion. Simply to give these men a standing that they have never had 
before. And that I have asserted upon the floor of this House time 
and time and time again—for I am not a stranger to this proceeding. 
This bill has passed under my direction three different times in the 
House of Representatives, and I hope will now pass again. I am no 
stranger to the subject. I haveinsisted and I continue to insist and 
challenge denial now on the part of any distinguished gentlemen who 
represent the opposition to this bill, that there has never been a case 
where a settlerupon the public land has had his case presented in court 
free from the disqualification of the reservation of which I have spoken. 
Not one, I say that—witha full sense of the broadness and latitude of 
the expression—there has never been a case presented in the Supreme 
Court of the United States or in the State courts of Iowa, a case where 
the constitutional question has been presented to which I referred when 


the gentleman from New York [Mr. WHITE] had the floor. Never. 
And this bill simply proposes in behalf of men who in good faith go upon 
the land which they believe to be public land and have remained m, 


that they shall have a standing in the courts ta assert their title 

Mr. PARKER. Will the gentleman permit me 

Mr. PAYSON. Not now. 

Mr. PARKER. I understood the gentleman to call ſor an answer. 

Mr. PAYSON. It has been denied them by the opponents of this 
bill and by the President of the United States. 

Mr. PARKER. Did the gentleman ask for an answer as to their be- 
ing collusive? 

Mr. PAYSON. I have not. I have been unfortunate in the use of 
plain language if I have failed to make myself understood by the dis- 
tinguished lawyer from New York [Mr. PARKER]. Ihave said nothing 
about collusive litigation yet. I will come to the Wolcott case later, 
if I have time. I will demonstrate, I think, that the Wolcott case was 
a collusive case, but I have not reached that phase of the case yet. 

Mr. PARKER. I understood the gentleman to speak of collusion. 

Mr. PAYSON. Then the gentleman misunderstood me. Iam sur- 
pee as oher ee Hio gentea fiom New York [Mr. 

Ank En], who departs from the fairness which ordinarily character- 
izes his statements here in public debate, when he asserts that it is ex- 


Mr. Speaker, I say it with the utmost respect to my friend, there is 
not a shadow of foundation for the statement made by the gentleman 
from New York. Let me read from the bill itself: 
VV 6 

ption or homestead States entered 
on eoi lands prior to the lst day of January, 1830, dich 

These are the we protect, bona fide settlers only. We pro- 
pose to revoke this impediment in the reservation of which I have 
spoken, and why does the gentleman from New York say that this bill 
is in the interest of speculative squatters or in the interest of some one 
Who wants to undertake to gobble the land up for nothing? The lan- 
guage in the bill in express terms is, and is only, to validate the title 


of the men wle have entered upon the land in good faith and with in- 
tent to procure title under the public-land laws of the United States to 
a quantity not exceeding 160 acres. That is what the bill proposes to 
do and all it proposes todo. Now, why should not this be done? 

Mr. Speaker, gentlemen have asked—the distinguished gentleman 
from Alabama Ar. WHEELER] has asked—what avail is this; what 
possible good could come out of it? The answer was made that it 
could do nobody any good. 

Let me say, Mr. Speaker, that this bill in substance has been before 
Congress for fourteen years. It has been favorably reported in every 
Congress of the United States, commencing with the Forty-third down 
to this, and it has passed repeatedly, first in one House and then the 
other, never succeeding in obtaining the concurrent action of both 
Houses until in the Forty-ninth Congress, when the President of the 
United States, after twenty-four hours’ consideration, interposed his ob- 
jection by a veto. 

The President had it from Saturday until the following Monday. I 
have no controversy with the President of the United States on the 
question of his sincerity here. I have no doubt but that he lived up 
to the best light he had; but everybody knows, all connected with legis- 
lation know, as well as we know of our own existence, that the Presi- 
dent feels that if he had been a member of Congress and would have 
voted against a certain proposition, he feels that itis within his preroga- 
tive to exercise the veto power in this as in private ion cases, 

He has the power to do that if he chooses. It is simply his judg- 
ment against mine, his judgment against the judgment of every Con- 
gress that has met here from the Forty-third to the present, inclusive 
of both. His judgment as to the right as well as the policy of this bill 
is met and opposed by the judgment of Legislature after Legislature in 
the State of lowa, by the judgment of her executive officers, and the 
judgment of the leading lawyers in the United States who have for 
years been attorneys for these settlers and for the Settlers’ Union, 
which has been declaimed against so much here by the gentleman from 
Alabama [Mr. WHEELER]. Men whose reputations as lawyers will 
survive as long as the system of law under which we live shall endure 
have time after time expressed the confident opinion that if this state 
of reservation“ as to this public land should be removed by Congress 
and the settlers be allowed a standing erect and free in a court of jus- 
tice, they would maintain their holdings as against the holders of this 
speculative title on the part of the navigation company. 

I do not go into the merits of the controversy between that corpora- 
tion and the State of Iowa. Iwill not go into any consideration of the 
corruption which is alleged as between them and the State authorities 
from whom they secured this land. That is nothing to me here. It is 
enough for me to know that here are hundreds of land-holders, hun- 
dreds of citizens of the United States, the peers of you and me, whoare 
entitled under the law to the same protection of their rights and the 
same measure of remedial justice that the conscience of the nation rep- 
resented here should extend to all; and they simply ask the poor boon 
of being allowed to go into a court of justice free from the trammels 
and the obstacles placed upon them by the illegal action of the officers 
of the Interior Department in 1849. 

There is all there is in this bill. Whom does this proceeding harm? 
All the inconvenience that can arise is the inconvenience of a lawsuit 
by the holder of the navigation company’s title. And I assert, sir, 
that there is not an acreof that land held to-day by the men whoclaim 
it that cost them over $3. Two hundred and eighty thousand acres of 
land involved in this controversy cost the holders of it less than $3 an 
acre, and all the inconvenience that is imposed upon those men is the 
inconvenience of a lawsuit, and that at the hands of men who now are 
at their mercy and at whose throat at this very hour stands the Fed- 
eral Government, represented by a United States marshal, with a posse 
comitatus behind him, to force evictions in this wintry weather. 

Mr. WHEELER. I want to correct the gentleman. 

Mr. PAYSON. Very well. 
Mr. The gentleman states that this bill was sent to 
me by an ex-member—— 

Mr. PAYSON. Ido. 

Mr. WHEELER. The gentleman is mistaken. 

Mr. PAYSON. Egbert L. Viele or Benton J. Hall, both ex-mem- 
bers, wrote that bill; and Mr. Viele has all the time been here repre- 
senting the company title before the committee, and on the floor of the 
House; and you told meso. [Applause. 

Mr, WHEELER. The bill was handed to me by Mr. OATES; Ire- 
vised it with the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Payson], and then I 
introduced it. 

Mr. PAYSON. Well, what difference does it make? Mr. Viele 
counseled with you time and again about this. You have shown me 
telegram after telegram received from Mr. Viele, a former member of 
this House, and now attorney for the navigation company’s title, ask- 
ing postponement of the hearing by the committee of the bill. You 
showed me the telegram, and afterwards Mr. Viele came here. 

Mr. WHEELER. I never knew he was the attorney for the com- 


ny. 
8 PAYSON. Oh, I have seen him around here often; and he has 
more frankness than the gentleman from Alabama has; for he openly 
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avows that he is their attorney and here in their interest. There has 
never been any concealment about his relation to this bill since he went 
out of Congress; none whatever. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I amaboutthrough. I submit what I believe to 
be a fairepitomeof the case. Every settler upon them had the right to 
the benefits of the provision of the constitution of the State of Iowa, 
adopted in 1851 and carried into the present constitution: 

The General Assembly shall not locate any of the public lands which have 
been or may be | pre by Congress to this State, and the location of which 
may be given tothe General Assembly, upon landsactually settled, without the 
consent of the occupant. The extent of the claim of the occupant so exempted 
5 exceed 820acres. (Sec. 7, art. II, constitution of 1851, page 1004, revision 
0 

This is an express prohibition upon the State to accept and select any 
lands ted to it as trustee for any improvement or corporation as 
against actual settlers without their consent, and this, Mr. Speaker, 
was in force before the act of 1862, which purported to convey the land 
to the State north of the forks, 

This seems too clear to need argument. 

All claim of title by the navigation company of course comes 
through the State and subsequent to this provision of the constitu- 
tion, and is therefore void by this provision as against settlers. 

It should be kept in mind that proper title from the Government is 
shown in two ways—by a patent or by certification“ under the act 
of August 3, 1854, which provides— 

Thatin all cases where lands have been, or shall hereafter be, granted, by 
my law of Congress, to any one of the several States and Territories, and where 
said Jaw does not convey the fee-simple title of such lands, or require patents 
to be issued therefor, the lists of such lands which have been, or may hereafter 
be, certified by the Commissioner of the General Land Office, under the seal of 
said office, either as originals or copies of the originals or reco: shall be re- 
garded as conveying the fee-simple of all the lands embraced in such lists that 
are of the r contemp! by such act of Congress, and intended to be 
granted thereby; but where lands embraced in such lists are not of the character 
embraced by such acts of Congress, and are not intended to be granted thereby, 
said lists, so far as these lands are concerned, shall be perfectly null and void, 
and no right, title, claim, or interest shall be conveyed thereby. 


Now, in this case there were 271,413 acres of land conditionally“ 
and confessedly improperly certified to the State above the forks; this 
certification by the statute and the decision in the Litchfield case was 
void; 55,991 acres of this had been sold by the State to settlers, and 
this was confirmed by the joint resolution of 1861, and the certification 
by the Department, July 8, 1867. None of these lands were patented, 
and the certification of July 8, 1867, of the 55,991 acres was the only 
act of that kind by the Department. 

The balance of the land (less some other adjusted claims of 1,929 
acres), 213,493 acres, was the unpatented, uncertified lands upon which 
settlers went, and, so far as their claims go, the lands embraced in them 
are the lands in dispute now. 

There are, as we are advised, about two hundred and fifty settlers 
claiming rights to their homes here, and their claims involve about 33,- 
000 acres of this land. 

For all these lands, 213,493 acres, the State received indemnity in 
the Harvey settlement, as shown. It was all held in reservation,” 
from the Stuart certification, and this reservation has never been re- 
moved. Because of the reservation no filings can be made by a set- 
tler which the courts will 
these lands, for which the State received indemnity, and which have 
never been patented or certified, shall be declared public lands. This 
will remove the reservation, and, for the first time, and will enable the 
settlers to make filings and proofs which the courts must hea re if 
the lands are public lands. They can then have the benefit of the act of 
1853. 


Under this act, and the uniform practice of the Government, settlers 
were entitled to go upon lands reserved as belonging to any grant, and 
to pre-empt the same ‘‘ after the lands have been released from reser- 
vation in the same manner as if no reservation existed.“ After the 3d 
of March, 1853, it was not illegal to settle upon the lands in question. 
They had been conditionally certified without prejudice. (See New- 
hall vs. Sanger, 2 Otto, 763; Huff vs. Doyle, 3 Otto, 564.) 

The balance of the land, about 172,000 acres, the bill pro; oses to 
confirm to the navigation company or its grantees, and end this con- 
troversy of conflicting claim of title; it will set at rest the title to all 
the lands not held by settlers, and place their claims where their va- 
lidity can be tested, freed from the technicalities of the reservation.“ 
perio Pin courts then hold against the settlers the whole matter will 

ended. 

But it is claimed by the opponents of the bill that all the questions 
that can arise between the settlers and the Des Moines Na on Com- 
pany have been passed upon, and with some little asperity it is publicly 
stated, and in the public prints, that the bill proposes to reverse decis- 
ions of the Supreme Court. É 

An examination of the cases will show that they all, where the ques- 
tion of the navigation company’s title was di y involved and ques- 
tioned, are treated as settled and decided in the Wolcott case (5 Wall, 
684) set out supra. z 

This Wolcott case ought not to be regarded as an authority, because 
it was made on an agreed assumption of material facts, which did not 
exist, and because it was evidently a collusive case to secure an adjudi- 
cation of the company’s title favorable to it. 


, and therefore the bill declares that | pan 


The suit was by Wolcott against the company for a breach of war- 
ranty of title. He had bought the land of the navigation company, 
and he claimed the railroad act of 1856 the land, and so the title 
5 the navigation company had failed, and he claimed the considera- 

ion. 

Now, Wolcott was a member of the navigation company, and no- 
body had questioned his title or sought to evict him, nor had he paid 
a dollar on an outstanding title to buy it in; but he sues the company, 
of which he was one, for a breach of the warranty of title which, as to 
his land, nobody was questioning. 

Besides, we are advised that the records show that, except a small 
amount of advance costs, paid always by an appellant, all the balance 
of the costs of the litigation were paid by the navigation company, al- 
though it won the suit. 

But stronger, and stranger, in stating the case upon which the decis- 
ion is based (page 684), the court expressly stated: 

The land in question is one of the sections thus selected and approved by the 
ome, of the Treasury, and duly certified by the governor oF the State to 


dent according to the second section of the act, and was sold and con- 
veyed among other parcels of land by the State to the defendants, 


The Secretary of the Treasury never certified an acre of these lands; 
nor were they ‘‘ certified by the governor to the President according to 
the second section of the act, and the conditional certificates of Sec- 
retary Stuart to Iowa, ‘‘improperly’’ made, had been canceled by the 
court, declared null and void.” l 

` It should be emphasized that not an acre of these lands was ever cer- 
tified to the President under the second section of the act; and the 
only certification ever made of these lands, or any portion of them, in- 
volved in the Stuart certification (which was held void in the Litch- 
2 case) was that approved in 1867, of the 55,000 acres sold to set- 
ers. 

Of course, on that assumed state of fact, the court was bound to hold 
the title in the navigation company good. 

But suppose Wolcott had set up that the land had never been certi- 
fied; that no action was ever taken under the second section of the act 
of 1846; that when the act of 1862 was passed the company had aban- 
doned the work, and did nothing after 1856; that the deed of 1858 only 
e to convey the lands granted by the act of 1846, and this was 

fore the Litchfield decision was made; that the constitution of Iowa 
prohibited the State from taking as a grantee as against a settler, we 
think the decision would have been different. 

But the only prominent point in the case outside of the concession of 
the navigation company title in the first instance was the point that 
the land had been granted under the act of 1856 for ru road purposes; 
and the court held that the lands in question were reserved, and were 
not conveyed by the act of May 15, 1856, to any railroad company. 
This decision was made in the spring of 1867; but the question of the 
settlement between the State and the United States of all claims under 
the joint resolution of 1861 or the act of July 12, 1862, was not before 
the court. 

Williams vs. Baker (17 Wall., 152) was a case of contest between a 
grantee of the navigation company and a grantee of the railroad com- 

y. It was sufficient for the decision in that case to hold, as was 
held in the Wolcott case, that the railroad company took no title under 
the act of 1856. In this case the settlers were not notified to inter- 
vene, but only the railroad companies claiming title under the act of 
1856 (page 151). 

The case of Riley vs. Wells was decided upon the ground that the 
land at the time pre-emption was sought to be made was not liable to 
pre-emption; and the court followed the Wolcott case in deciding this. 
A copy of the opinion is appended, as follows: 


December term, 1869. Hannah Riley, appelant s; William B. Wells. No. 397. 
Appeal from the circuit court of the United States for the district of Iowa. 


Mr. Justice Nelson delivered the opinion of the court. 
This is an appeal from the circuit court of the United States for the district of 


Iowa. 

This case is not distinguishable from that of Wolcott vs. The Des Moines Com- 
pany (5 Wall., 681). We the plaintiff below, deri ves his title by deed from this 
company, the same as Wolcott in the former case. The suit in that case was 
brought to recover back the consideration be pe ei the Des Moines Com- 
pany, the grantors, on the ground of failure of title. The court held that Wol- 
cott received a good title to the lot in question under his deed. 

In that case it was insisted that the title was not in the Des Moines Company, 
but in the Dubuque and Pacific Railroad Company. 
resent case the defendant claims title under and in pursuance of the 


In the 
pre-emption act of September 4, 1841, 
Her husband took ession of the lot in 1855, and she was permitted by the 


register to prove u possession and occupation May, 1862. The patent was 
issued October 15, 1863. ) 


It will appear from the case of Wolcott vs. The Des Moines Company that the 
tract of land, of which the lotin question was a pars, had been withdrawn 
from sale and entry on account of a difference of fop ion among the officers of 
the land department as to the extentof the —. grant by Congress of lands 

ver, from the year 1846 down 


to the resolution of Neg age lap eg 2, 1861, and the act of July 12,1862, which 
acts we held confirmed title in the Des Moines Company. * che husband 


ws, were-acts in violation of law, and void, as was also 
The reasons for this withdrawal of the lands from public sale or 


vate entry 
are stated at large in the opinion in the case of Wolcott vs, The Des 


ines Com- 
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„and need not be repeated. The point of reservation was material 
In that case, and we have seen nothing in the present one, either in the facts or 
in the argument, to distinguish it, 

The decree below affirmed. 

The Homestead Company vs. The Valley Railroad Company (17 
Wall., 162, 163) was a contest between the grantee of the railway 
companies and the Valley Railroad, the Homestead Company claiming 
under the land grant of 1856, the Valley Railroad Company claiming 
under the act of July 12, 1862, the adjustment by the State May 21, 
1866, and confirmed by the State on the 31st of March, 1868, and by 
Congress on the 3d of March, 1871. 

Again, it was held that the railroad companies took no title under 
the act of 1856. The court say: 

It is admitted in the record that the State has conveyed to the Des Moines 
Valley Railroad 88 one of the defendants to this suit, for good and val- 
uable considerations performed by the company, all the land received by the 
State under the act in question July 12, 1862, except those only which had been 
conveyed by the State under the act of August 8, 1846, and the legislation pur- 
suant thereto. 

These admissions are not facts; the State did not, by its deed, con- 
vey any but the lands granted to it, namely, the lands below the fork. 

Woolsey vs. Chapman, 101 U. §., relied on confidently, was a case 
to test the extent of a school-land grant, and the courtexpressly said 
in that case that it was not asked to disturb the finding in the Wolcott 
case. 

The recent case of Ballard, 122 U. S., is in the same line. 

In all of them the point of reservation was regarded as essential where 
a settler’s claim was considered, and patents were defeated because of it. 

No suit has yet been decided in which either the State of Iowa or the 
United States was a party, or in which the question of the rights of 
either the State or the nation was directly presented. On the contrary, 
the suits have in the main been collusive, and in all but a single one 
the court proceeds upon the basis of admission made in the record by 
the parties, the facts of which, if put in issue bona fide, might have 
made necessary an entirely different decision from that rendered. The 
title of the navigation company has never been attacked by any one 
entitled to plead its defects. 

The veto of the President was placed on the ground that if there was 
any point yet unsettled, he believed there is no difficulty in present- 
ing it to the proper tribunal.’’ 

The answer is that the state of reservation“ as to these lands has 
not been removed. This is conceded by all, and until it is removed, 
as by this bill, or equivalent action, a settler has no standing in court, 
and can have none. All lawyers agree as to this. 

No attempt is made to divest titles by the bill; only to remove disa- 
bilities where existing, that settlers’ rights may be litigated without 
technical impediment. 7 

The President suggests: 

If parties labor under disabilities as prevent them from appealing to the 


courts, etc., a peia statute directed simply to a remedy for such disabilities 
would not be objectionable. 


When understood, that is just what the bill seeks—that isits object; 
and added to it a quieting of the title of all the rest. 

ape substance of the case, then, may perhaps be concisely stated as 
follows: 

The grant was only of land below the fork; this the Litchfield case 
(23 Howard, 66, April, 1860) settles; and all certificates and patents 
as to lands above the fork under the grant were void. 

Prior to this decision Secretary Stuart had construed the grant to 
embrace lands on either side of the river above the fork to the north- 
ern boundary of the State, and had conditionally certified to the 
State, in these boundaries, 271,572 acres of land. 

Of these the State had sold 55,990 acres, the title of which is not in 
contest. These lands were ‘‘ duly certified,“ after the passage of the 
joint resolution of 1861 and the act of 1862; after the Harvey settlement, 
which was approved by Congress in 1871, from which settlement the 
navigation company’s claim was excluded, and which lands were all 
that were ever certified to the State of the lands embraced in the 
Stuart illegal certification. The balance are the disputed lands, 213,- 
493 acres, and for which the State received indemnity in the Harvey 
settlement. 

There are three classes of people claiming these lands: 

1. Settlers claiming under the general land laws, but as against 
waoe: claims, at the threshold, the reservation“ is fatal, while it 
stan 

Looking to the relief of this class of persons, a bill was passed in the 
Forty-second Congress as follows: 

An act to authorize the President to ascertain the value of certain lands in the 


State of Iowa, north of the Raccoon Fork of the Des Moines River, held by 

settlers under the pre-emption and homestead laws of the United States. 

Be it enacted, etc., That the President of the United States shall be, and he is 
hereby, authorized to appoint three commissioners, who shall ascertain the 
number ofacres,and by appraisement or otherwise the value thereof, exclusive 
of improvements, of all such lands lying north of Raccoon Fork of the Des 
Moines River, in the State of Iowa, as may now be held by the Des Moines Nav- 
igation and Railroad Company, or persons claiming title under it, adversely to 
persons holding said lands, either by entry or under the pre-emption or home- 
stead laws of the United States,and on what terms the adverse holders thereof 
will relinquish the same to the United States; and that they report the facts at 
the commencement of the next session of Congress; but nothing herein con- 


xxX—161 


eri shall be held to affect in any manner the question of title to any of said 
a 


nds, 

Seo. 2. That the compensation of said commissioners shall be $8 per diem dur- 
ing the time they sball be engaged in said service. 

Approved 3, 1873. 

In pursuance of this act a commission was appointed by the Presi- 
dent, who made their report, and the same was presented to Congress 
at the commencement of the present session, and is Executive Docu- 
ment No, 25, Forty-third Congress. 

This action was not, however, satisfactory to those who had settled 
upon the lands in question under Government invitation and assurance 
of title. Much of the settlement dates back to 1855, and some portion 
even to a prior period, and numbers of people went upon the land, fol- 
lowing the decision of Secretary Browning in the Battin case, in 1868, 
All those who are upon the lands claiming to enter them under the 
general land laws of the United States are there in the most perfect 
good faith and reliance upon the acts of the Government through its 
duly authorized agents. They have an abiding faith still that the 
lands in question are the property of the United States, and will beso 
held by the Supreme Court in a case where the Government is a party 
asserting its claim of title. 

2. Settlers holding claim and color of title from the navigation com- 


pany. 

3. The holders of the navigation company title, as color of title or 
title from the State of Iowa, not in possession. | 

The bill proposes to remove the reservation by declaring all lands for 
which the State received indemnity public lands; to validate all bona 
fide entries made before January 1, 1880, this date being fixed to pre- 
vent ‘‘speculative squatting’’ on the lands since this legislation has 
been pending, and as to the other two classes to validate them, except 
as against settlers in the firstclass where there shall be a conflict. 

The navigation company bases its claim to these lands, as against 
the claims of settlers, upon the deed from the governor of Iowa of May 
18, 1858, and the subsequent enactments of Congress, as well as judi- 
cial construction noticed in this report. 

This deed, we think, only conveys ‘‘all lands granted by an act of 
Congress,“ etc., and this has been decided to be lands below the fork. 

Because of the Stuart conditional certification“ the State assumed 
to have the power to sell, and many people bought, to the extent of 
55,990 acres, and when Litchfield’s case was decided they were with- 
out title. This necessitated the passage of the joint resolution of 
March 1, 1861, and, as the public and Secretary Browning believed, 
opened the lands to settlement above the fork. A 

But the navigation company, after a lapse of several years, comes in 
and asserts that it is a ‘‘ bona fide purchase,” under this resolution, 
and that by the deed of May, 1858, and the subsequent legislation itis 
entitled to all these lands, and hence the contest. 

The difficulty with the settleris that his claim rests only ona filing’? 
or a purchase while the land was reserved,“ and possession; and on 
refusal by the Land Office officials to recognize him he can not have a 
standing in court so long as the reservation“ is unrevoked. The liti- 
gated cases which have been decided have all turned on other ques- 
tions; many of them are clearly collusive, and decided upon erroneously 
agreed states of fact,” not one of them presenting squarely the precise 
question atissue, and we recommend what is asked, an assumption by 
the United States of any lands in place in the grant above the fork, and 
a recognition of the rights of pre-emptors and settlers, with a saving to 
all bona fide purchasers whose purchases do not conflict with such set- 
tlers, and a validation of their titles. 

If the bill is passed it will become the duty of the Attorney-General 
of the United States to bring suits in the name of the United States to 
test the title of persons claiming under the State. 

And it will permit the settler also to bring a suit to test the strength 
of his entry as against the navigation company title, and if in any such 
litigation, on all the facts, the courts should hold that as against the 
settler, the navigation company has no title under the joint resolution 
of 1861, or the act of 1862, the Government can confer title on the set- 
tlers even where the former patents have been canceled. Where they 
have not been canceled, or where the parties hold pre-emption or home- 
stead certificates, the settlers can intervene, and have the asserted title 
of the navigation company set aside as a cloud upon their title. 

This controversy has continued for now over thirty years. During 
all that time a considerable portion of the lands in question have been 
in the actual occupancy of persons claiming to enter them under the 
general land laws of the United States. There are persons still resid- 
ing on them who have been there continuously for over a quarter of a 
century. Others, again, are those who went upon the lands following, 
and on the faith of, the decision of Secretary Browning in the Battin 
case in 1868. 

All these men join in one request, and have now, as always, but one 
theory about the controversy in which their all is at stake. Thoy be- 
lieve the Government has title to the lands they occupy, and ask that 
this one question, so vital to them, shall be decided by the United 
States courts in a suit brought for that purpose, and in which the Gov- 
ernment, in their behalf and its own, shall attack the title of the 
navigation company. This they can not do for themselves, for the 
reason that, having no patent, they can not, in the present state of the 
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law, get into court; and even if they had patents they would be 

confronted at the threshold with a decision against them, upon the 

technical ground that even if the lands were still the of the 

Government, they are in such a state of reservation by the act of the 

Secretary of the Interior, under the law of 1846, that they are not sub- 
ect to settlement and entry under the general land laws of the United 
tates. 

The committee, while believing that the claim of the settlers is well 
founded, do not claim that the case is free from doubt. Itis possible 
the Government has no title and that that of the navigation company 
is good in law. But even putting the case in its strongest possible as- 


pect against the settlers, there is, in the opinion of the committee, ample | A ams, 


warrant for the passage of the bill proposed. Such asuit as is author- 
ized therein will settle promptly and forever ali the questions at issue 
and give peace to a community now torn and di as can only be 
the case where there is a controversy, long continued, about titles to the 
homes of its members. 

While the number of persons who are in possession of these lands, 
holding adverse to the navigation company’s title, is not large, the 
doubt growing out of the controversy affects injuriously the entire body 
of lands conveyed to the company by the State. The question of the 
validity of this title has been the principal subject of discussion in the 
locality for now nearly a generation, and has lost nothing of intensity 
by the lapse of time. At local elections it is the one supreme issue, 
overshadowing all others, It has retarded improvement, both moral 
and material, has been the cause of numerous tragedies, and operated 
as a general blight, growing more and more serious with the lapse of 
time. The agitation has had a still wider effect. It has engaged the 
attention of the people of the entire State of Iowa, and the Legislature 
of that State has repeatedly memorialized Congress for the passage of 
a bill similar to that now proposed. 

It is to be observed that this question does not affect merely the lands 
to be made the subject of the proposed litigation. While they are more 
directly at stake, still the entire list of lands certified above the Raccoon 
Fork areallinjuriously affected. The existing doubt as to the validity 
of the title prevents sale or other disposition of thesame. Parties who 
have purchased from the navigation company, and who are satisfied 
with their titles, but who find themselves cutoff from the opportunity 
of sale and mortgage by reason of the doubt referred to, have urgently 
appealed to the committee in behalf of the of some measure 
whereby authentic and final settlement of all doubts concerning title 
may be disposed of. The navigation company can not dispose of the 
titles remaining unsold, norcan they enforce the payment of money due 
on account of sales already made. 

Every interest, near or remote, connected with this unfortunate con- 
troversy, will be promoted by the passage of the proposed bill; but the 
committee feel that the duty of is especially to the poor and 
unfortunate people who went upon the lands in response to the invita- 
tion of the Government and in faith of its title. What they ask is 
moderate compared with their deserving, and it is difficult to see how 
objection can be made to a proposition that so serious and injurious a 

«controv: shall be settled by the judgment of the highest court in the 
land. True, it is alleged in opposition that it has already been settled 
by the decision of the Supreme Court, but it was a settlementmade in 
suits to which neither the General Government, the State of Iowa, nor 
the persons claiming title under the general land laws were parties, and 

consequently they are not bound by the result; and these decisions 
have not settled“ the difficulty, and it is manifest that it will not 
be settled except in some such way as proposed by the bill under con- 

sideration. i 

It will be observed that the bill limits the actual controversy to a 
small portion of the lands in question, and quiets the title to the re- 
mainder. The only lands the title to which can be directly affected 
by the result of the suit to be instituted are those which are oceupied 
by actual settlers claiming the right to obtain title thereto under the 


ption and homestead laws prior to January, 1880. The benefit | Bliss, 


to the navigation company and its grantees if the bill under consider- 
ation shall pass is very great, relieving their title to much the larger 
proportion of their lands from doubt and taking from the title the 
shadow now resting upon it. 

The only inconvenience which can be worked by this bill is a suit at 
law as toa small part of the grant, and which will put at rest all vexed 
questions, now regarded by many of the ablest lawyers in the Union as 
unsettled after the most careful study of the whole subject. 

Mr. Speaker, my duty has ended. I trustit has been notilly performed; 
and my earnest hope is, and probably the last I shall have to express 
as to these matters, that these poor people may have at the hands of 
this House the substantial exhibition of sympathy that we are always 
ready to express toward the I have no feeling in the mat- 
ter beyond that inspired by a desire to relieve those in distress—the 
ordinary promptings of humanity, warranted by the law. 

I thank the House for its courteous attention, and yield any time I 
may have to the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. WEAVER]. [Applause. ] 

Mr. WEAVER. I do not want to take up time on this question. I 
yield the time back to my colleague [Mr. HOLMES], nabs loos he will 
call for a vote. [Cries of Vote!“ Vote!“ 


Mr. HOLMES. If my colleague does not wish to speak, I ask now 
for a vote. We waive the use of our remaining time. Let the vote 


be taken. 
The SPEAKER pro The question nowis, Will the House 
upon reconsideration pass bill, the objections of the President to the 


contrary notwithstanding? On this question the Constitution re- 
guiren Aiak e by yeas and nays. The Clerk will call 
e ro 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 147, nays 104, not 
voting 72; as follows: 


YEAS—147. 
Conger, Johnston, Ind, Russell, Conn, 
Allen, Mass, Crain, j Ryan, 
Mich. Kerr, Sayers, 
Allen, Miss. Cummings, don, Scull, 
erson, Iowa Cu La Follette, Seney, 
Anderson, Kans. ham, Seymour, 
Arnold, Dockery, Lehlbach, Shively, 
Atkinson, Dorsey, Lind, Smith, 
Paker, N. T. —— "nid. Snyder, 
er, ey, on: mer, 
Belden. Panis MeCom Steph 
jen, n, mas, enso; 
Bland, Gaines, McCormick, Stone, Mo.” 
— oe ME = Taree 
ay, enna, ey, 
Bound, ` McKinley, Taul 4 
Boutelle, Gest, McKinney, Taylor, J. D., Ohio 
Bowden, Greenman, Merriman, Thomas, Ky. 
Bowen, Grosvenor, Morgan, Thomas, III. 
Brewer, Grout, Morrill, Thomas, Wis. 
Brower, Guenther, Morrow. Tillman, 
idea ge hig momen Nelson, Townshend, 
Brown, J. R., Va. Ha s O’Ferrall, Turner, Kans, 
Brumm, Hayden, O'Neill, Mo. Vance, 
Buchanan, ea Osborne, Vandever, 
Bunnell, Henderson, Iowa Owen, Warner. 
Burrows, Henderson, III. Patton, Washington, 
Butler, Hermann, Payson, ‘Weaver, 
Bynum, Hiestand, Perkins, ober. 
Campbell, Ohio Hires, Peters, Whiting, Mich, 
Cam pbell,T.J.,N.¥.Hitt, Pideock, Whiting, 
Cannon, Holman, Plumb, Wi n, 
Caswell, Holmes, Posey, Williams, 
Cheadle, Hopkins, Post, Y: x 
Chipman, Hopkins, N. X. Pugsley, Yoder, 
Clark, unter, Rockwell, Yost. 
l, Jackson, Romeis, 
NAYS—1L04. 
De Lano, Lane, 
Anderson, Miss, Dibble, Latham, Richardson, 
8 — jott, 3 e 
oon, joe, s TS, 
Bankhead, Fisher, Maish, Rowland, 
Barnes, Flood, Mansur, Russell, Mass, 
Blount, Forney, Martin, Sa 4 
Breckinridge,Ark, French, McClammy, Booth. 
Gibson, Jreary, Shaw, 
Bryce, Glass, Sherman, 
Campbell, F., N. Y, Grimes, Mills, Simmons, 
Candler, Hall, Montgomery, Sowden, 
Cariton, oore, ringer, 
FFV 
ugs, em ¥ e 
Clements, Hen: N. orwood, Stone, 
Cobb, Herbert, tes, Tracey, 
Compton, Hooker, O'Neall, Ind. Turner, Ga, 
Cothran, Hudd, O'Neill, Pa. Walker, 
Cowles, Hutton, Outhwaite, West, 
Johnston, N. C. Parker, er, 

: Ketcham, Peel, White, N. Y. 
Culberson, Kilgore, Penington, ki 
Davenport. Perry. Minn. 
Davidson, Ala. dla w. Phel Sao n Wilson, W. Va. 
Davidson, Fla. des, `: 

NOT VOTING—72, 
Barry, Dougherty, Kelley, Rayner, 
Biggs, Dunn, Laird, Reed, 
Bingham, Ermentrout, Lee, Rowell, 
Blanchard, Farquhar, Long, Rusk, 
Felton, Lyman, la, 
Browne, Ind. ett, 
Brown, Ohio. Foran, Mahoney, Stewart, Ga. 
5 Ford, Mason, Stewart, Vt. 
Glover, McAdoo, ymes, 
Butterworth, Goff, McMillin, Taylor, E. B., Ohio 
Clardy, > NI. ompson, Ohio 
5 Hayes, Milliken, pson, 
Collins, Hogg, Moffitt, ade, 
8 Hopkins, Va. Neal, White, Ind. 
Da x Houk, Nichols, Whitthorne, 
B Howard. Nutting, Wilber, 
vis, Jones, O'Donnell, Wilkins, 
Dingle, Kean, Phelan, Woodburn 


So (two-thirds not having voted in the affirmative) the bill was not 
passed over the veto. 

During the roll-call, 

The following additional pairs were announced for the rest of the 


da . 


y: 
Mr. CoLLIxs with Mr. KELLEY. 


Mr. BiaGs with Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. 
Mr. DOUGHERTY with Mr. FELTON. 
Mr. Fonp with Mr, O' DONNELL, 


Mr. CLARDY with Mr. WADE. 
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Mr. SPINOLA with Mr. REED, on this vote. 
Mr. MCMILLIN with Mr. FARQUHAR, on this vote. 
The vote was then announced as above recorded. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
agreement to the amendment of the House to the bill (S. 2475) to in- 
crease the appropriation for the erection of a public building at Winona, 
Minn., and also agreement to the amendment of the House to the bill 
(8. 1631) to incorporate the Washington my Sandy Spring Narrow 
Gauge Railroad and Street Railway Compan, 

a farther requested the return to the re of bills of the following 
titles: i 

A bill (S. 308) for the relief of Faran & McLain; and 

A bill (S. 2442) to increase the appropriation fora public building at 
Detroit, Mich. 

It further announced that the Senate had passed House bills of the 
following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 2157) granting a pension to Ann E. Mussman; 

A bill (H. R. 2737) granting a pension to Anna Krumpholz; 

A bill (H. R. 2862) granting a pension to William Ford; 


A bill (H. R. — granting a pension to Jacob Wolf; 

A bill (H. R. 4203) granting a pension to the widow of Adam Shrake; 

A bill (H. R. 5390) granting a pension to John Limeric; 

A bill (H. R. 5398) granting a pension to Catherine Hays; 

A bill (H. R. 5758) granting a pension to Lovina Wright; 

A bill (H. R. 6763) granting a pension to John Mann; 

A bill (H. R. 8100) granting a pension to Anna J. Weaver; 

A bill (H. R. 8225) for the relief of William S. Kellington; 

A bill (H. R. 8327) for the relief of Joseph Lawless; 

A bill (H. R. 8429) granting a pension to W. W. Wilson; 

A bill (H. R. 8580) granting a pension to Sarah A. Harrison; 

A bill (H. R. OTTA for the relief of Antonia Wiener; 

A bill (H. R. 9113) granting a pension to Frank M. Martin; 

A bill (H. R. 9159) granting a pension to William A. Taylor; 

A bill (H. R. 9227) for the relief of Mary Newton; 

A bill (H. R. 10167) increasing the pension of Nathaniel Crain; 

A bill (H. R. 10644) granting a pension to Elizabeth Peterson; 

A bill (H. R. 10725) to increase the pension or Elizabeth M. Allen; 

A bill (H. R. 11043) to restore to the pension-roll the name of Cath- 
arine Buchanan; 

A bill (H. R. 11184} for the relief of Jesse Isherwood; 

A bill (H. R. 11627) granting a pension to Mary Horning; 

A bill 2 R. 11663) granting a pension to M. Josie McClain; 

A bill (H. R. 11707) granting a pension to Gertrude Northrop; 

A bill (H. R. 11884) to grant a pension to William Hawkins; 

A bill (H. R. 11984) granting a pension to Mrs. Helen Sutherland; 
pay bill (H. R. 12062) granting an increase of pension to Frank Wol- 

A bill (H. R. aos for the relief of Newton C. Ridenour; “ 

A bill (H. R. 12275) to increase the pension of John W. Smith; 

F ua (H. R. 12403) graphing: a pension to Bennett Cooper; 


4 bin (H. R. 12420) granting. a pension to Lucy, widow of Muck-a- 
pec-wah-keu-zah, or John,“ an Indian who served the United States 
and saved the lives of many white persons in the Indian outbreak or 
war of 1862, and died from the effectof wounds received therein; 

A bill (H. R. 12428) for the relief of Martha Rhodes; 


A bill (H. R. 12446) granting an increase of pension to Jacob 8. Shu- 
man; 

A bill (H. 1 pension of Elizabeth L. Snell; 

A bill (H. R. 12491 . Mewman; 

A bill (H. R. 12510) granting a pension Hunter; 

A bill (H. R. 12540) 5 e pension of Theodore White; 

A bill (H. R. 12542) for the relief of the heirs of Noah W. Yoder; 

A bill (H. R. 12575) to increase the pension of James M. Barrett; 

A bill (H. R. 12604) to restore the pension of Ann G. Barker; 

A bill (H. R. 12607) to grant a pension to Ira Wells; 

A bill (H. 3 to pension William J. Martin; and 

A bill (H. R. 12619 granting a pension to Littleberry W. Baker. 


It further announced the passage of bills and a joint resolution of the ing 


following titles, in which concurrence was requested: 

A bill 8 3192) granting increase of pension to Daniel H. Kent; 

A bill (S. 3960) ting a pension to Mary B. Hunt; and 

Joint resolution (S. R. 144) authorizing the printing of 11,000 copies 
of the special report of the Commissioner of Fish and Fisheries on the 
exploration of the fishing grounds of Alaska, Washington Territory, 
and Oregon by the United States Fish Commission steamer Albatross 
during the summer of 1888. 

It farther announced that the Senate had agreed to the report of the 
coinmittee of conference on the di ing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6106) for the relief of 
ee volunteer and regular soldiers of the late war and the war with 

exico. 

It also announced that the Senate had passed without amendment 


the bill (H. R. 4961) to provide for 5 of the militia of the | be 


District of Columbia. 


NATURALIZATION LAWS OF THE UNITED STATES, 


Mr. SENEY, from the Committee on the Judiciary, submitted the 
views of the minority of that committee on the bills (H. R. 12577) to 
amend the naturalization laws of the United States, and (H. R. 11393) 
to amend the naturalization laws of the United States: which were 
ordered to be printed with the majority report and recommitted. 


DEBT DUE UNITED STATES BY ARKANSAS. 


Mr. JACKSON, from the Committee on the Public Lands, reported 
the views of the minority on the bill (H. R. 3288) for the settlement of 
the debt due the United States by theState of Arkansas; which were re- 
ferred to the House Calendar, and ordered to be printed with the report 
of the majority. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. ENLOE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, that 
they had examined and found duly enrolled bills of the following 
titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 717) granting an increase of pension to Daniel M. 


Maulding; 

A bill (H. R. 4961) to amend the act entitled An act more effect- 
ually to provide for the organization of the militia of the District of 
Columbia,“ passed March 3, 1803; 

A bill (H. R. 7777) to provide for the sale of lands patented to cer- 
tain members of the Flathead band of Indians in Montana Territory, 
and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 9423) to restore to the public domain and to regulate 
the sale and disposition of certain lands east of the Mississippi River, 
in thé State of Louisiana; 

A bill (H. R. 10721) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Arkansas River at or near Cummings Landing, Lincoln County, 
Arkansas; 

A bill (H. R. 11735) to amend an act entitled An act to authorize 
the Fort Smith and Choctaw Bridge Company to construct à bridge 
across the Poteau River, in the Choctaw Nation, near FortSmith, Ark. ;” 

A bill (H. R. 12389) authorizing the construction of a bridge across 
the Osage River at some accessible pointin the county of Benton, in 
the State of Missouri; and 

A bill (H. R. 12524) to authorize the construction of bridges over 
Green and Barren Rivers, in the State of Kentucky, by the Henderson 
State Line Railroad Company. 

Mr, FISHER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found duly enrolled bills of the following titles; 
when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (S. 575) for the relief of the trustees of the Protestant Episco- 
pal Theological Seminary and High School in Virginia; 

A bill (S. 2029) granting the right of way to the Forest City and 
Watertown Railroad Company through the Sioux reservation; 

A bill (8. 3132) to provide for trial by jury in the police court of the 
District of Columbia, and for other purposes; 

A bill (S. 3995) to authorize the Montgomery and Sylacauga Rail- 
road Company to construct a bridge across the Tallapoosa River; 

A bill (S. 2475) to increase the appropriation for the erection of a 
public building at Winona, Minn.; and 

A bill (H. R. 8740) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to con- 
vey to the State of Kansas certain lands therein. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that body had di to the amendments of the House to the bill 
(S. 3993) to provide for the protection of the salmon fisheries of Alaska, 
asked a conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, 
and had appointed Mr. SHERMAN, Mr. EDMUNDS, and Mr. MORGAN as 
conferees on its 

It also announced that the Senate agreed to the report of the com- 
mittee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 11970) to divide a portion 
of the reservation of the Sioux Nation of Indians in Dakota into sepa- 
rate reservations, and to secure the relinquishment of the Indians to 
the remainder, and for other purposes. 

It further announced that the Senate had passed bills of the follow- 
titles, in which concurrence was requested, namely: 

A bill (S. 3860) granting a pension to Mary Ellen Fitzgerald; and 
A bill (S. 3942) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary T. Burnes. 
SALMON FISHERIES OF ALASKA. 


Mr. DUNN. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the House to the con- 
ference requested by the Senate on the bill (S. 3993) to provide for the 
rotection of the salmon fisheriesof Alaska. I will state that this bill 
ba reached the stage where it is privileged. 
Mr. HOLMES. Let me inquire, Mr. Speaker, whether a conference 
report can take the gentleman from New York off the floor? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that it can sus- 
pendia any business for the time being. 
‘he Senate non-concurs in the House amendments and requests a 
saute The gentelman from Arkansas asks that the conference 
asked by the Senate be agreed to; and without objection that order will 


There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore announced the appointment of Mr. DUNN, 
Mr. MCMILLIN, and Mr. FELTON as conferees on the part of the House. 

Mr. Tuomas, of Illinois, at his own request, was excused from service 
as conferee on the bill (H. R. 12339) for the allowance of certain claims 
reported by the accounting officers of the United States Treasury De- 
partment, and Mr. HARMER was appointed in his place. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. MILLS. I call up the bill for the relief of George Caldwell, a 
bill vetoed by the President, for present consideration. 

Mr. RANDALL, And I raise the question of consideration. 

The SPEAKER. This bill has been already laid before the House. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to say a single word in regard to this matter. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas calls up a bill the title 
of which the Clerk will report, and the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
Taises the question of consideration. 

Mr. CRISP. I raise the question of consideration witha view of pro- 
ceeding with the election case. 

Mr. RANDALL, I wish to move to dispense with private business 
for to-day. [Cries of Regular order !”] 


FRAUDULENT USE OF THE MATIS, 


Mr. ENLOE. I rise to submit a conference report. 

Mr. MILLS. That has priority. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I ask unanimous consent, before the report is 
submitted, that members having reports to make from committees may 
be permitted to hand them in at the Clerk’s desk. 

Mr. MILLS, _ I object. 

The SPEAKER. The report submitted by the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


‘The committee of conference on the eeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 9268) to punish dealers and pre- 
tended dealers in counterfeit money and other fraudulent devices for using the 
United States mails, having met, after full and free conference have agreed to 
recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Senate, 


d to th e. 
EE Hite GEORGE E. SENEY, 
B. A. ENLOE 


L. B. CASWELL, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


JOHN H. MITCHELL, 

PHILETUS SAWYER, 

JOHN H. REAGAN, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


The statement accompanying the report is as follows: 


The effect of the report as agreed to by the conferees of the House and Senate 
will be to enlarge the scope of the original bill, and to make it more effective by 
making it a felony to use a false, fictiti or assumed name or address in the 
conduct of the sawdust swindle,and kindred devices, or other unlawful busi- 
ness. The Postmaster-General is authorized, upon satisfactory evidence that 
any person is usin: n false, fictitious, or assumed name or address in the con- 
duet of such business, to direct the local postmaster to hold matter addressed 
to such false, fictitious, or assumed name or add: and to notify such person 
to appear for identification; and ifthe person so notified shall failto appear and 
be identified, or if it shall satisfactorily appear that such matter is addressed to 
a false, fictitious, or assumed name or address, it shall be forwarded tothe Dead 
Letter Office as fictitious matter. 

Its effect will also be to authorize the Postmaster-General to have forwarded 
to the Dead Letter Office matter which he is satisfied has been directed to places 
not the residence or business address of the addressee to enable such person to 


escape identification. 
e GEORGE E. SENEY, 
B. A. ENLOE 


L. B. CASWELL, 
Managers on the part of the House. 

Mr. ENLOE. I demand the previous question on the adoption of 
the report. 

‘The previous question was ordered. 

Mr. MILLS, I believe that under the rules of the House we have 
fifteen minutes for debate. 

The SPEAKER. Under the rules of the House thirty minutes are 
allowed for debate, fifteen in support of and fifteen in opposition to 
the report. 

Mr. MILLS. I want my friend from Tennessee to explain the pro- 
visions of this bill. It has been brought in here in the midst of such 

t confusion that an explanation is necessary to understand the ef- 
fect of the amendment. 

Mr. ENLOE. I have no desire to occupy any of the time allotted by 
the rules for debate in explanation of the provisions of this bill. [Cries 
of Vote!“ Vote!“ ] As far as I am concerned I am perfectly will- 
ing that the vote shall be taken now. 

Mr. HOLMAN, It has been utterly impossible to hear a word of 
what was read. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has been endeavoring to secure order 
upon the floor, but of course can not succeed unless ‘gentlemen will 
lend their efforts. 

Mr. MILLS. I was serious in trying to get an explanation of the 
bill, because it was not possible to hear the reading. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish the language of the amendment which is 
adopted by the report may be read, orelse that the gentleman will ex- 
plain what it means. 

Mr. ENLOE. Let the statement of the conferees be again read. 


The SPEAKER. It has just been read, and also the report of the 
conference committee. 

Mr. ENLOE. I can appreciate the fact that gentlemen may desire to 
know something about the merits of this proposition, and therefore I 
desire to call attention to a single statement embodied in the letter by 
Mr. Anthony Comstock, who is one of the post-office inspectors and 
now employed by the Government, in regard to the methods pursued 
by some of those persons engaged in the business of conducting what is 
known as the ‘‘sawdust”’ swindle, and I ask that the Clerk read that 
portion of the report of the committee which I send to the desk. 

Mr. BLAND. I hope the Clerk will read the whole of the report. 

Mr. ENLOE. I only want the portion of the letter read which I 
have marked, which will only take three or four minutes. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


That there are numerous organizations, headed by some of the sharpest, 
shrewdest, and most unscrupulous tricksters, conducting the business of pre- 
tending to sell counterfeit money through the mails, 

Since January, 1887, I have received in this office more than fifteen hundred 
complaints. One gang, whom I exposed and partially broke up,-were using more 
than seven hundred and sixty different names; and Iam y to produce these 
names before your committee, if desirable. Another gang, out of whom I caused 
five arrests under State laws in New Jersey, who went over from New York 
City last February and began operations through the Jersey City fiice, I 
have discovered since then using over two hun and thirty ‘erent names 
and aliases. These I am also prepared to present to your commi! if the com- 
meen oere There are other gangs now operating in Hoboken, N. J., and in 

New Yor y. 4 

Recent investigations disclose the fact that they will send out thousands of 
circulars a day from the city of New York, with a fictitious address at the bottom 
of the circular, to which their . Heed to be sent, sometimes to some 
office far away from New York City. For instance, the last two ies whom 
I arrested in New York City, under State law (as the | ders) United States stat- 
ute is entirely inadequate), used the first address on ir circular of C. Row- 
ley; care J. Godwin, Oriskany, N.Y.” A letter from a correspondent writing to 
this address would go to Oriskany, and then, by the accommodating 
there, would be forwarded to an address in Orchard street, New York City. 
The fraud would there receive it, and would 8 the second reply to bo sent 
to another fictitious name, to wit, Charles J. aight, 1479 Third avenue, New 
York City.“ It took this office nearly two months to secure the legal evidence 
necessary to prosecute the two scoundrels operating this scheme. 

A recent gang in Jersey City o as follows: The first circulars were sent 
out by a mailing agency in New York City, mailed at New York, 1,000 being sent 
to each alias. These first circulars, although mailed in New York, contained an 
address in some post-office box or to a street and number in Jersey City. Some 
of 9 boxes had as many as twenty different names; and this 
gan, about twenty different post-office boxes in that one office. A corre- 
spondent writing to one of these Jersey City addresses inthe majority of cases 
would have a new address sent him to nd to, the address being located in 
New York City or Hoboken, it being either a liquor saloon, cigar store, or 
private post-office.” One member of the gang will go and receive the mail at 
certain boxes to-day; another man to-morrow. Then, again, there are other 
men who go to those other places, and by changing off their employés it is 
almost im ible, by the most faithful efforts on my part, or the of any 

t-office inspector, to bring the crime home to the heen offender, or even 

x it upon any member of the gang. It requires weeks, and months sometimes, 

of patient perseverance and application, even under our State statutes, to bring 
one of these offenders to justice. 


Mr. ENLOE. I yield now to the gentleman on the other side if he 
desires-to occupy the time allotted to him in opposing the report; but 
before that I desire to yield two minutes of the time accorded to me to 
the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. ALLEN]. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, this bill appears to be 
one that was brought in here by the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads, the object of which is to suppress and prevent frauds from 
being perpetrated through that great Department of our Government, 
I do not know whether I can have ingrafted on this bill or not an 
amendment I want to propose, but I wish just one minute to call the 
attention of the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads to one 
great outrage and fraud perpetrated daily through the mails. 

It is a custom, that people here in Washington are availing them- 
selves of, to take their advertising cards or circulars, put them in little 
square, neat-looking envelopes, and have them addressed in a nice, 
lady’s hand, and mark them personal“ and send them to members 
of Congress. [Laughter.] Sir, I have seen so many disappointed 
members here, when they get their mail in the morning [laughter], 
when they slip off the little, square envelopes, put them in their pock- 
ets, and get off to one side to o them and find nothing but an ad- 
vertisement [great laughter], that I think the Post-Office Committee 
ought to do something to suppress this fraud. 

That is the matter to which I wished to call the attention of the 
nee for the purpose of securing some relief. [Laughter and ap- 

lause. 
£ Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Speaker, this question, I think, is sufficiently un- 
derstood, and I have no idea that I will be able to influence any votes 
by further occupying the time. I therefore ask a vote. 

Mr. BLAND. t has become of the time on this side? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee has not exhausted 
his time. 

Mr. ENLOE. I hope the gentleman will now allow this bill to come 
to a vote, because it is a very important matter. 

Mr. BLAND. I ealled for the reading of the report, and it has not 
yet been read. [Cries of Vote!“ 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can only have the report read by 
taking the floor and having it read as part of his remarks. 

3 ENLOE. Now, Mr. Speaker, I suppose that I am entitled to 

e floor. 
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TheSPEAKER. The Chair supposed that the gentleman had yielded 
the floor, but if the gentleman from Tennessee did not yield the floor 
he is entitled to it. The Chair will state the situation. The previous 
question has been ordered, and under the rules of the House thirty 
minutes are allowed ſor debate, and if the gentleman from Tennessee 
does not occupy the floor, then any other gentleman who takes the floor 
can occupy it. 

Mr. RANDALL. This is the counterfeit bill, is it not? 

Mr. ENLOE. I only wish that the bili should pass, and have no 
other purpose in taking the floor. The time is very short in which to 

the bill. The gentleman from Missouri has demanded the read- 
ing of the report, and I will be compelled to claim the floor, 

Mr. BLAND. As the gentleman irom Tennessee is so anxious for a 
vote, I will not further insist on haying the report read. 

The SPEAKER. The question, then, is on the adoption of the re- 
port. 

The question was put; and the Speaker announced that the ayes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, and Mr. BLAND. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 112, noes 8. 

Mr. BLAND. No quorum. 

Mr. HERBERT. I present n privileged matter 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will appoint as tellers the gentleman 
aom 5 (Mr. BLAND] and the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 

Lor]. 

Mr. HERBERT. I desire to present a privileged report. 

Mr. RANDALL. It is not privileged at this time. 

The SPEAKER. It can not be taken up unless the gentleman from 
Tennessee yields for it to be done. Several gentlemen have objected. 
[After a pause.] The hour of 5 o’clock having arrived, under previous 
order the House stands in recess until 7.30 p. m. 


EVENING SESSION. 


The recess having expired, the House reassembled at 7.30 o’clock p. 
m., and was called to order by Mr. MCMILLIN as Speaker pro tempore. 
The Clerk read the following: 
SPEAKER’S Room, House OF REPRESENTATIVES, March 1, 1889. 
I hereby designate Hon. BENTON MCMILLIN to preside as Speaker pro tempore 
at the session of the Honse this evening. 
à JOHN G. CARLISLE, Speaker. 
Hon. Jonx B. OLARK, Clerk. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. MATSON. I now move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole for the purpose of considering bills under the spe- 
cial order. 

The motion was agreed to. P 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the Committee of the 
Whole on the Private Calendar, Mr. DOCKERY in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole under 
the special order, and if there be no objection the order heretofore pur- 
sued will be adopted. The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 


HENRIETTA BROWN. 


Mr. KILGORE called up (for Mr. FRENCH) the bill (S. 2977) grant- 
ing a pension to Henrietta Brown. 

The bill was read, as follows: * 

Beit — | That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby directed to place 


on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pomak ws, 
the name of Henrietta wn, ow of Charles F. Brown, late of Company F, 
First Connecticut Cavalry. 


The report (by Mr. FRENCH) was read, as follows: 


The facts in the case are fully set forth in the report of the Senate Committee 
on Pensions, which is as follows: 

“ This is a bill to pension Henrietta Brown, widow of Charles F. Brown, late a 
private in Company F. First Connecticut Cavalry. 

“The soldier enlisted January 14,1864,and was discharged March 1, 1865, at 
Campbell Hospital, Washington, D. O., because of amputation of left leg, inci- 
dent to his service. He died January 5, 1885. The cause of death is the only 
consideration involved in the case, and upon this point the opinions of the medi- 
cal men are conflicting. The immediate cause of death is stated to have been 
disease of the heart; and Dr. Hood, formerly medical referee of the Pension 
Office, and who attended the soldier in his illness, says: 

There is, in my opinion, scarcely a doubt that the disease of heart was 
caused in Brown’s case, as it was caused in thousands of others, by the chan 

oe of the blood and its slowed current by the amputation of his leg 
ng the war. 

Dr. Bliss was the surgeon who amputated the leg, and his statement, which 
frai follows, is referred to in refutation of the opinion of Dr, Hood. Says Dr. 


At the time I carefully examined his lungs and heart as to the propriety of 
administering anesthetics, and found valvular deficiency and cardiac dilatation, 
which was, in my opinion, incident to the service, aggravated by the gunshot 
injury and the amputation in 1868,’ 

So the Pension Office and the Secretary of the Interior, to whom the appeal 
Was made, assume that heart disease antedates amputation and furnishes 
ground forrejection. It is proper to add that Dr. Campbell, the present medi- 
3 and successor to Dr. Hood, also fails to identify the pathological 


disease. 
“The one resort left for the Department is the statement of Dr. Bliss that he 


discovered ‘ valvular deficiency’ when about to proceed to amputate; but Dr, 
Bliss’s statements, taken in their candid connection, do not justify the conclu- 
sion that heart disease antedated amputation. The ‘ valvular deficiency’ 

in his epinion, incident to the service, aggravated by the gunshot injury an 
second amputation. 

“ The soldier was sound when he enlisted. He was badly wounded, Dr. 
Bliss found him suffering in consequence of his torn limb, and in expectation 
of being maimed and deformed for life, and at the precarious moment it is no 
marvel that he discovered ‘valvular deficiency.’ In 1868 he had to haveanother 
amputation: and it is apparent that from the close of his service to the end of 
nh — he was a sufferer in consequence of heart disease and his physical de- 

‘ormity. 

The bill is reported favorably, with a recommendation that it do pass.“ 

Your committee concur in the conclusion reached by the Senate, and there- 
fore return the bill with the recommendation that it do pass, 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


LEVI B. SMITH. 
Mr. LANE called up for consideration the bill (S. 1719) granting a 
pension to Levi B. Smith. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be tt enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Levi B. Smith, late sergeant of Com- 
pany oe the One hundred and twenty-second Regiment Illinois Volunteer 


The report (by Mr. LANE) was read, as follows: 

The committee to whom this bill was referred, beg leave to report that the 
have considered the same, and they adopt the report of the Senate made in this 
case as their own, and recommend that this bill do pass. 

[Senate Report No. 1397, Fiftieth Congress, firat session.] 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1719) granting 

a pension to Levi B. Smith, have examined the same, and report: 

he claimant under the bill, who was a sergeant of Company B, One hundred 
and twenty-second Illinois Volunteers, states that while on the march with Sher- 
man’s army from North Carolina to Alexandria, Va., and on detached service 
with pioneer co: in 5 ete., he suffered a fall which caused 
“varicocele or e ent of right ic cord, or, in other words, the 
veins communicating with the right testicle,” which has since been painful and 
aggravating whenever he has undertaken severe labor or been subject to intense 
strain, impairing his capacity for work and rendering life a burden. 

The fact that the injury was incurred while on detached service has made it 
impossible for him to procure such evidence as meets the uirements of the 
Pension Bureau, although he furnishes the testimony of his family physi- 
cian for twenty-five years, who knew him asa sound man in that 8 be- 
fore enlistment, and who treated him for the testicular misadventure within 
three weeks after his discharge. The continuance and depressing nature of the 
disability is certified to by an official board of medical examiners. 

Your committee are disposed to take into account the negative and contin- 
gent as well as positive ahd direct disabilities and disadvantages resulting from 
the alleged injuries; and finding that these injuries were ineurred in 
and that they exist to the extent aforesaid, they report favorably upon the bill, 
and recommend it for passage. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass, 
MARGARET J. CASH. 
Mr. LANDES called up for consideration the bill (S. 1384) granting 
a pension to Margaret J. Cash. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be iienacted, elc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisionsand 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Margaret J. Cash, widow of Henry 
Cash, late of Company A, Ninety-eighth Regiment Illinois Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. LANDES) was read, as follows: 
Your committee, to whom was referred Senate bill 1384, beg leave to report 


that 4. have considered the same and adopted the report of the Senate made 
on said bill as the report of this committee, which is as follows: 


Senate Report No. 444, Fiftieth Congress, first session. ] 


“The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1384) granting 
a pension to Margaret J. Cash, have examined the same, and report: 

The claimant is the widow of Henry Cash, late a private in Company A, 
Ninety-eighth Regiment Illinois Infantry. The husband was a pensioner at 
the time of his death, which occurred November 7, 1881. The pension had been 
5 to him on account of disability arising from dissase’of the back and 

idneys. He died, however, of ‘typho-malarial fever.’ The claim of the widow 
was rejected because the disease of which he died was not pathologically the 
result of that for which he had been pensioned. 

“The attendin Pde during his last illness and for some time prior 
thereto, was Dr. William B. Wilson, of Clay County, Illinois. He testified, un- 
der date of October 26, 1885, that he is a practicing physician of thirty-five years’ 
standing; that he had been Cash’s physician for eight or ten years previously; 
that Cash, the soldier, had lumbagoand kidney disease; that he suffered from 
it in such d that ſor the last two years he was in an almost pelgas con- 
dition; that he had to be assisted to turn over in bed, and when walking only 
moved with great difficulty, in a stooping posture, on account of the pain in his 
kidneys; thatabout the Ist of October, 1881, he was attacked with typho-malarial 
fever, and died about a month afterwards, He declares that his disease was 
gravated and made worse, and finally proved fatal, although it was of a mild 
type, because the system or constitution of the patient had been so much weak- 
ened 3 by his disease of the kidneys, and that it was this debility so 

oceasioned his death. Although it may be true that typho-ma- 
larial fever is not a pathological result of lumbago and kidney disease; that is, 
that a patient having the latter may ec necessarily catch the former, 7o we 
think it certain that death resulted from the debility occasioned by the disease 
contracted in the service. 

“The claimant is a widow without any means, with three dependent chil- 
dren, earning her living at the washtub. 

Passage of the bill is recommended.“ 


And in view of the facts recommend that said bill do pass. 
The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
LIFE-SAVING SERVICE PENSIONS. 
Mr. LAWLER. I have a bill here that I ask unanimous consent to 
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MAROH 1, 


take up for consideratien It has been reported from the Committee 
on Pensions, and is a bill to pension the widows of those who lost their 
lives in the Life-Saving Service. There can be no more meritorious act 
by Congress than to pension those unfortunate women, and I ask unan- 
imous consent that the bill be considered now. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would state to the gentleman from 
Illinois that this bill is not in order, and could not even be considered 
by unanimous consent. It is a general bill that is on the Calendar for 
consideration in the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 
It can not be called up under the special order. 


CATHARINE G. BODFISH. 


Mr. MACDONALD called up for consideration the bill (H. R. 382) 
granting a pension to Catharine G. Bodfish. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, elc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the 8 and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Catharine G. Bodfish, widow of tho 
late Oliver Bodfish, a soldier of the war of 1812. 


The report (by Mr. Biss) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 382) gran 
ing a pension to Catharine G. Bodfish, have considered the same, and 9 rf 
follows: 

Oliver Bodfish, upon whose service pension is now claimed, was a soldier in 
the war of 1812, married the claimant uly 27, 1879, and died April 8, 1883, The 
claimant had been previously married to one Alvan Bodfish, a brother af Oli- 
ver, who had also served in the war of 1812, in the same com y. As the 
widow of Alvan she drew 3 at the rate of $8 per month March 9, 
1878, until her remarriage in July, 1879. 

Her claim as the widow of Oliver has been rejected by the Pension Bureau 
on the ground of insufficient service. 

The service of Oliver is shown by the following statement of the Deputy Third 
Auditor of the Treasury Department: 


“Treasury DepartMwentT, THIRD Avprron's O 
October 26, 


“ Respectfully returned to the Commissioner of Pensions with the information 
that a rolls of Capt. Calvin Crocker's company of Massachusetts Militia show 
that Oliver Bodfish served from September 18, 1814, to October 5, 1814. He was 
paid 5 only one day’s service. The rolls do not show travel. No remark, 

“A. M. GANGEWER, 
8 Auditor.” 


From this statement it appears that Oliver served eighteen days in that war. 
It does not appear why he was paid but for one. 

This claimant is seventy- eight years old and in needy circumstances, She is 
the widow of two soldiers of the war of 1812. 

Your committee reeommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mehdation that it do pass. 
: JOSEPH B. SELLERS. 


Mr. MATSON called up for consideration the bill (S. 2886) granting 


increase of pension to Joseph B. Sellers. 


The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Seeretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the on laws, the name of Joseph B. Sellers, Com y 
I, Twenty-seventh Indiana Volunteers, and pay him at the rate of Us per 
month in lieu of that which he is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. Matson) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to vkoa was referred the bill (S. 2886) 
granting increase of pension to Joseph B. Sellers, after a careful consideration 
of the case, submit the following report: 

The petitioner is now N the 3 yy by special act, $36; but 
your committee are of the opinion that in view of the constant suffering of 
claimant, and his total incapacity sy n any kind of manual labor, he is clearly 
entitled to an increase. The evidence does notshow that he requires the regular 
aid and attendance of another, so would hardl rf be entitled tothe highest amount 
allowed by the law to those who are totally disabled. We therefore adopt the 
Senate report, and recommend the passage of the bill with the following amend- 


ment: Strike out “fifty,” in line 7, and insert forty-five.” 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to, and 
the bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 

BENJAMIN F. CLAYTON. 

Mr. McCORMICK called 9 5 consideration the bill (H. R. 9455) 
l a pension to Benjamin F. Clayton. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


r 


Beit ete., the Secretary of the Interior and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to e ee Benjamin F. . 
in 3 F. One hundred and second 5 New York Volunteers, on 


the pension-roll, and pora him a pension at the rate of $112.50 per month from 
and after the passage of this act. 


The report (by Mr. CHIPMAN) is as follows: e 
R. 9455) 
dered the 


t, soon out of the rebellion, ned a recruiting 
office in the city of New York under Col. A. J. H. Duganne, who had authori 
under Governor Morgan to raise troops under the call for 75,000 troo; 0 
served eee officer, doing valuable service until, on January 
he was mustered into the United States service as of 
hundred and second Regiment New York Volunteers. 
Virginia, August 9, 1962, while leading his men forward to 
columns of the enemy, he was severely wounded 
ords show that he was confined by the enemy in r 
in hospital until he was paroled at Aiken's „October 6, 1862,and ad- 
mitted to Chesapeake Hospital at Fortress Monroe, $ an October 5 
ot wound of the left Ider. In Jan he returned to his com- 
ny, although severely disabled, and remained in co command until ‘the last of 
pone _ when he dite sent to General ery tal at precast, 3 Ly 
g in May, 1863, Spaen battle ancellorsville, an n under 
fire at Freder: icksburgh. V. > 


He was under treatment for his wounds in June and July, 1863, and on July 25, 
1863, was transferred to the Veteran Reserve Corps, — hog eee as cap- 
tain therein on that date. His resignation from the Veteran Corps was 
accepted for disability December 10, 1864. 

The record describing the wound states thatthe “bullet sopana into the cavity 
of the chest, wounding the upper lobe of the left Jung, lodging beneath the 
scapula, where it remains at present, 

Captain Clayton was brevetted for gallantry at the battle of Cedar 
Mountain; brevetted lieutenant-colonel for gallantry at the battle of Chancel- 
eae. and was brevetted colonel for long and meritorious services at the close 
of the war. 


8 and second Regiment; B, » Tiue Col. Robert of the same reg- 
iment, now of United States Arm: retired; “o” Maj. Lewis St an, of na 
samo ee and D,“ First utenant and Adjutant Francis is At 


the ent. 

In 1865 1865 the claimant applied for 
sion examining surgeon sho 

o rate of $20 


sion, and the medical examination by the 
ng him totally disabled, he was oes at 
month for the gunshot wound of the chest, the hig! 
then allowed for his rank. His pension has remained at that retin x 
The extraordinary and desperate character of his wounds has left this officer in 
a condition of disability both severe and unusual. From the certificates before 
the committee of eminent physicians of undoubted personal and professional 
standing the case appears as follows: 

There is a double gunshot wound of shoulder and chest (two bullets entering 
at the same spot, Sr one split in two at the moment of entering thron; — 
collar-bone), one piece or Panes glancing down in the thorax and lodging 
ate eb 8 e third and fourth ribs, over the „the other — occ qad 
wi the main nervo of left arm, injuring the windpipe, and 
ledeg i 3 1 shoulder-blade at the Seon and outer angle, thus mak 
a doub! rented Both bullets or pieces at the points indi 
The nerves and muscles of the left side of t — and left arm are — 
alyzed, so that any attempt at lifting or violent exercise produces . bom. hem- 
orrhage, and any extended use of the vocal powers is impossible. The left lun 
is 5 hepatized, and he is totally incapacitated for performing 1 


ae yton was educated for the practice of law, but was compelled by 
sical N to abandon it and N tho profession as meet buthe 
— found his wounds to greatly interfere with his ocoupation. Dr. J. H. Gird- 
ner, of New York, who has the officer under his care as ient since 1881, 
makes oath to the following statementas to the location of the bulletsandeffects 
of their presence: 

October 7, 1881, he was examined medically, vas by the aid of the induction 
balance there was found a bullet located over t recordial space, causing the 
chest wall to bulge forward and outward. The bullet is evidently encysted in 
the pleura over heart. In SENAAT at which timo I examined 
him again with the a er balance, I again located 
February or March, 1887, I made another examination of N and found 
with the induction sid and telephonic probe a second let (or some me- 
tallic mass) underneath the scapula on the left side and in a direct line from 
po of entrance of the bullet which wounded patient at the battle of Cedar 

ountain. A few days after this last examination an attempt was made to re- 
move this last bullet by an operation, but it failed, as the bullet is under the 


scapula, and that bone required trephining in order to remove bullet, and for 
several reasons it was thought best not to continue tion at that time. glow} 
bull me arm in its 8 = 


by ita destruction 7 the 9828 supplyi 
arnt of the left arm, and 


doubtless by its 
way, in my opin 3 for manual at all times. 

Attention is called here to the statement of Professor 893 Bell, 
the electrician, whose invention was used in locating the bullet and who con- 
pian e first experiment referred to by Dr. Girdner, which will be found in a 

B asf c een the use of the — 
and board of five pension surgeons, on December LI, 1872, 

abl ew ZR 5 J A jais eh ee the officer, and state as follows: 
rnal end of left clavicle, with wound of apex of left lung; top 
of Palina bon down by adhesions, giving dullness on n and absence 
of ao tory murmur. A A erent cicatrix just above clavicle at point 
of wound. 


Dr. Clarence C. Rice, of New teng specialist and lecturer at on Post-Grad- 
uate Medical School on diseases of the throat and lungs, in an affidavit made 
= 1 1887, sa; 
ve e 


plicant twice, and find the ee 
Paralysis ofthe Mt 2 of the tongue, so muscles of N 
of the mouth; this is caused by the injury of et nerveat the point 
of entrance of the bullet, at upper part of chest on left side; Bich ae 
muscles in back part of mouth causes the Penney Bao 5 w. o u 
cant suffers from. Ihe injury done by the bull the lei 
ung and to bronchial tubes on oft aido 2 shows itself i the following e 
Me 85 nsolidation of the area about the gunshot wound, which eds that 7 —5 
the lung of little value; (2) pressure on the large bronchial tubes on the left 
side of this inflammatory conso! „and Rene oe diminution of the size of 
the bronchial tubes, so that a smaller quan’ of air is admitted to the left lung. 
All these conditions produce a chronic b FN d inflammation of the throat. 


the muscles of the throat, and 
the wo and that any 

— Makes choo attempted would ri i Me on — hemorrhage, and that he is en- 
tirely disabled for performing manun. 

Dr. Clarence E. Beebe, specialist in 8 ‘ead lung diseases at the New York 
ee Hospital, in an e April 19, 1887, also co: the 
alysis of the throat, palatal and Spigo also states there was in- 
jury to the trachea by the bullet, with probable . of recurrent laryn- 
geal nerve, causing the paralysis and chronic irritation,” 

The wound for which pension has been gran was the chest wound Ror eA 
without its severe sequences which followed, the 8 character not ao ft 
known then, The general laws are inadequate to furnish relief by 2 fi 
this case. The disabilities are much more severe an amputation of 
arm at the shoulder joint, and as the wound under the clavicle never oe 
in the rating, your committee think that relief should be granted. Had this 
officer been Felired at the close of the war he would have been entitled to $112.50 
per 1 as a retired officer had he availed himself of the statute applying to 
mas officers. 

t. Col. Robert Avery, of his regiment and next above him in rank, under 
this Ja =e (passed bce shawn Acar ae fen into the regular service and im- 
mediately retired as o e held when ana e that is, lieuten- 
ant-colonel of volunteers. 


1 committee believe this to be so extraordinary ex a case 

the passage of the bill is recommended by adı to the 7 
NN N mas now ving,” and 

ing it by inserting “forty-five” before the wo rd “dollars” in the seventh line, 


and by striking out and Sny cents” in the eighth line. 
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A. 
CERTIFICATE OF COL, JAMES c. LANE. 
3 New Yorx, Aprd 3, 1888. 
I hereby certify that Capt. Benjamin F. Clayton, in command of Company F, 


of the One hundred and —— Regiment New + York Volunteers, led his com- 
mand at the battle of Cedar Mountain on the 9th day of August, 1862. In this 


engagement he was severely wounded (supposed at d ume —.— be 
wounded), having received a minie ball in breast. taken from the 
field on the retiring of the regiment, b: >y — enlisted men ng gers his regiment, and 
proposal by the sah a commandingand other officers during our retreat toward 
On 8 to the hospital oe VA: After a care- 


ful examination of the wound by the surgeon in charge, he reported that Cap- 
Sa Soren had received a mortal wound, and that Se mags pousibty live a 


re pas days afterwards the Union forces were ordered back toward Washing- 
ton, and in the emergency of a necessarily rapid movement were compelled to 
leave the severely wounded at the Culpeper ital at the mercy of the Con- 
federates, who, in course of .... ens re 
Richmond, Va. n was 8 piy ens the other 
Clayton rejoined his Aa 


Y, 
iment 10 the following January (1863), an rieipated in the su uent cam- 
his SORANA 2 Seater took an 
active eh very ereditable part during the three days’ fight, taking prisoner a 
Confederate officer on the field. 
Captain Clayton e in the march to Gettysburgh, but his wounds (still un- 
healed) so disabled him and reduced his strength chat he was unable to march, 


and was ordered to Washington by General Slocum, g, for treat- 
ment, After that he was transferred to the Veteran Reserve Corps, and I saw 
no more of him until the closing of the war. 
JAS. C. LANE, 
Tate Major Com Commanding, 


manding, 
Colonel Commanding, One hundred and second 


New York Veteran Volunteers, 


B. 
CERTIFICATE OF LIEUT. COL. ROBERT AVERY. 
98 Seconp PLACE, Brooklyn, N. F., April 9, 1888. 
To the Congress of the United States: 

Bvt. Col. Benjamin F. Clayton, formerly Company 
and second Regiment New York Volunteers (war of the re 
whose intelligence, energy, zeal, patriotism, 9 courage were none, 
is an applicant for increase of pension on account of wounds which —— for 
more than twenty-five disabled him from active business —— and 
caused him almost intolerable pain. The United States can not do too much 
for Colonel Clayton. 

Iam, with high respect, 


Lieut. cor U. 8. Army (retired), Late Bot, Maj. Gon E K gieo M 


One hundred 
), = officer 


. 
CERTIFICATE OF MAJ. LEWIS R. STEGMAN, 

Together with Capt. Benjamin F. Clayton, I joined the One hnndred and sec- 
ond New York State Volunteers in 1861, Captain Clayton having command of 
Company F, and the eg orion ser of Company O; that, as officers of the same 
regiment, they were thrown into constant association together, and served 
through the same campaigns and battles up to the summer of 1853. 

That in March, 1862, their regiment was ordered to the front, their service 
extending to Langley, Dranesville, Acquia Creek, Virginia, and in defense of 
3 Ferry, May, 1862; that with Banks’s corps d'armée, of which they were 

„ they pursued and skirmished with the forces of Stonewall Jackson; 
Bad they actively 8 Captan ch until August 9, 1862, when, at the battle of Cedar 
Mountain, Seis aa guyton received a gunshot woundin the left breast, 
above the heart, w: him for some months. 

When he felt able 1 5 Wee shee having been a ner in the hands of the 
enemy at Culpeper, Va., having been abandoned by our troops on account of 
his precarious condition and inability to move, he at once entered upon active 
duty again, participating in the movements of his to F. Oc- 

uan Shoais, Dumfries, Stafford Court-House, and Acquia In the ter- 
rible campaign of Chancellorsville, from April into May, anaie the battieof 
three days, Captain Clayton’s constitution gave way. woundson 
person, from which the balls had never been ex s broke kopas a splendid 
Physique. With the suffe from his wounds, the 
and the want of proper n ment and care, the captain was finally 
ese for a transfer to the Veteran Reserve Corps, in which corps he afterwards 


In ve service no more competent, reliable, daring, and courageous officer 
1 8 
too much honor upon such a man. 

Respectfully, 


k LEWIS R. STEGMAN, 
Late Major One hundred and second New York Volunteers, 
Brevet Colonel United States Volunteers, 


D. 
CERTIFICATE OF ADJUTANT FRANCIS M. CRAFTS, 


BROOKLYN, March 22, 1888. 
This is to certify that Capt. Benjamin F. Clayton entered the battle of Cedar 
[Mountain on the 9th day ot August, 1862, in eommand of Company F, One hun- 
dred and second Regiment New York Volunteers. In this 
Beene (then su mortally) wounded, having received a minie ball inthe 
On the following day, August 10, he was removed to hospital at Oul- 
peper, Va. Here the surgeon, after making a careful examination, reported 
that Captain Clayton had received a mortal wound, and that hem live three 
days, but not more than a week, ro few days subsequent to this battle the 
Union forces found it necessary to fall back in order to protect the Capitol at 
Washington. In making this move they were compelled to leave all the se- 
verely wounded at the mercy of the Confederates, who, in course of time, re- 
co them to Libby Prison at Richmond, Va. Captain Clayton was rem 


engagement he fell 


riso: oved 
with o — De orgie 75 ih ee he remained Salse weeks; but finally 
being exe e join n 0 "th 
e aus E E aS EN bie te cera, sea ie 
leara dai n Ean fiyr too! t e of Chancellorsville, where he 
laistinguished for bravery, disarming a rebel officer, taking his sword 


and revolver, and making the officer a prisoner. During this engagement, as 
well as through the entire Chancellorsville campaign — suffered great pain 
from the still open wound in his breast, and it was nst earnest request 
of the colonel commanding that he continued to the end. 

Again he started on the campaign that ended in the battle of Gettysburgh, 
but his wound still remaining open and discharging, he o too weak to 
remain with his iment, and the colonel commanding, seeing that he was 

th and suffering as with pain, ordered him sent to 
From this he did not return to the regimen 

Since the close of the war I have S ean fig him, and havealways found 
him suffering from the effects of this wound. He has always complained that 
the was giving him much trouble and often a good deal of pain and 

anguish. By the governor of the State of New York he was brevetted major 
for gallantry at the battle of Cedar Mountain, and lieutenant-colonel for gal- 
lantry and bravery at the battle of Chancellorsville. 

FRANCIS M. CRAFT, 
Late A Adjutant and Brevet Colo 
One hundred and second Regiment New York Vol 

During the reading of the report, 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Mississippi, said: I ask unanimous consent to 
dispense with thé further reading of the report. 

There was no objection, and the further reading was dispensed with. 

The amendments were agreed to, and the bill as amended was laid 
aside to be reported to the House with the recommendation that it do 
pass, 

WILLIAM CRUDGENTON, 


Mr. MORGAN called up for consideration the bill (H. R. 1168) for 
the relief of William Crudgenton. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, di- 
page to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of 
Bea Wwiltiee 5 name of William Crudgenton, late a private in Company 
ilpin’s Missouri Volunteers, Mexican war, 


The report (by Mr. BLISS) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 1168) grant- 
ing a pension to William vraag, mr ton, have considered the same, and re 5 

Phat the the claimant, W dgenton, isshown by the records on file in the 
Colonel Gilpin’ to have served as second lieutenant in Company B, Lieutenant- 
Colonel Gilpin’s battalion, Missouri Volunteers (Mexican sean es September 
11.184 i July 10,1848, when he was di on surgeon’s certificate of 

Sabila. . He was present with his company,and performed duty during the 

—- pee of his period of service. 

He fil — gensioa in May, ridia 

pera w great 

form manual labor. In 3 


— G that while in ee he 


T before your committee 8 evidence of good and reliable witnesses 
which shows the history and nature of the disabilities of the claimant, both while 
he was Mexican war and each year since. This includes the testimony on 


in the 
file in his claim before the Pension Office. The old gentieman is now in his sey- 
enty-fourth year, and for a period of more than twenty-five years he has been 
confined to his bed, lying utterly helpless from the effects of rheumatism and 


Hos. K. M. 22 a Representative from Missouri in the Ss Gaon pee 
in a letter to the Commissioner of Pensions, dated May 19, 1584, said of this claim: claim- 


ant: 
“I know of my own personal knowledge that Mr. Crudgenton has been con- 
fined to his bed over twenty years.” 
Dr. Zenas L. 3 a ey GET ofhigh standing, in an affidavit made in 1877, 
he had known the claimant since the M 


exami ion, in 1877, he found the ——— condition of 9 as follows: 
“There is ‘immobility of the elbow and knee joints, leaving both upper and 
lower extremitiesabnormally flexed. The 9 the hands are distorted; the 
fogas ttooneside; the muscles — Geen Ie istotally 
less, can not move or walk, butis lifted an carri can not even feed him- 
mn; | sel, ba but lies constantly on his and on 
physicians testify i to the helpless and 83 condition of the time of 
time 


by 
the service, Thomas Jones, in an affidavit also executed in 1849, 
the ineurrence of his diseases in service, and that the extremities were 
so disabled as to be useless in a great degree. 


William R. Barnes and William 8 comrades of the claimant, also tes- 
5 affected his legs and arms while he was still in the mili- 


o only p e adverse statement of any kind in the claim is one by claim- 
ant in 1879 to the effect that the rheumatism first made its n een in —— 
and this statement is satisfactorily explained away in cate = vit . 
furnished by claimant, in which he states he meant to ha 
rheumatism ga 3 on ox about the Ist of . 1868. and that 5 
became hel ae by reason thereof in 1863. The testimony in the case shows, as 
a matter of fact, that the disease had its existence Aton’ prior to 1863, and in fact 
during 5 and your committee are satisfied that the statement of the con- 
traction by the claimant of the disease in that year was a clerical A ay. 
explained by the helpless condition of the applicant at the time of maki 

The ts loyalty during the war is shown not only by his own afidavit, 
but by reliable testimony filed. He was not only loyal to the Federal 
ment, but he also exerted himself in raising Union troops early in the ee 
In view of all the facts before them, your committee are of the opinion that 
the claimant’s helpless condition is clearly attributable to his military 
and that he should be pensioned at a rate commensarate with his disability. 
The committee recommend that the bill do pass. 


During the reading of the report, 
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Mr. MORGAN said: The remainder of the evidence is simply cumu- 
lative, and therefore I ask that the further reading be dispensed with. 

Mr. KILGORE. Ithink we had better hear the report read. [After 
further reading of the report.] I did not hear the reading of that bill, 
but I do not insist on the further reading of the report. 

Mr. MORGAN. This soldier was formerly on the roll at$15 a month. 
He was dropped under the act of 1862. Heis nowin hisseventy-fourth 
year, and this is to place him on the pension-roll again. 

Pita 5 I am willing that the reading of the report may be 
with. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Does the bill restore him to the pension-roll, or 
simply place him upon the roll? 

Mr. MORGAN. It restores him to the roll. 

Mr. TAULBEE. That gives him a pension from the date when he 
was dropped, at the same rate at which he was formerly on the roll? 

Mr. MORGAN. No, sir; it simply places him on the roll. 
pact saben But it gives him a pension from the time he was 

p 
Mr. MORRILL. The present Commissioner of Pensions has ruled 
that to restore a man to the rolls does not give him the back pension. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I was not aware of that fact; but even so, that is 
simply an opinion of the present Commissioner of Pensions, and is sub- 
ard to revision by his successor or by his superior, the Secretary of the 

nterior. 

I do not wish to object to this bill. I simply desire to call attention 
to the fact that the effect of it would be to give this man a-pension 
from the time he was dropped. 

Mr. MORGAN. Not at all; the bill has no such purpose. 

Mr, TAULBEE. If it reads to place him on the pension-rolls”’ it 
will not be retroactive; otherwise I think it will be. 

Mr. HEARD, Let the bill be read. 

The Clerk read a portion of the bill, as follows: 

That the 3 the Interior be, and he hereby is, directed to place on 
su 


= pension-roll, ect to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, 
ete. 


Mr. TAULBEE. That is all right. I understood that the bill pro- 
to restore him to the ion-roll. 
The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass, 


ALFRED T. M’KINSEY. 


Mr. MORRILL. Mr. Chairman, I call up the bill (S. 3453) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Alfred T. McKinsey. j 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Alfred T. McKinsey, of Com- 
pany G, Twenty-seventh Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
pension of $50 per month, in lieu of the pension he is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. MORRILL) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3453) 
granting an increase of pension to Alfred T. McKinsey, submit the following re- 


rt: 
PeThe report of the Senate Committee on Pensions sets forth the facts clearly 
in this case. There seems to be no relief for this man under the existing pen: 
sion Aws and yet it would seem that in his deplorable condition he should re- 
ceive a higher rating The report of the Senate committee is hereto attached 
and the passage of the bill recommended. 


Senate Report No. 2252, Fiftieth Congress, first session.] 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3453) granting 
an increase of pension to Alfred T. McKinsey, have examined the same, and beg 
leave to submit the following report: 

This bill proposes to increase the pension of Alfred T. McKinsey to $50 per 
month, “in lieu of the amount he is now receiving.” The claimant enlisted 
Au 20,1861, as a private in Meera meet G, Twenty-seventh Regiment Illinois 
Volunteer Infantry, and served until September 20, 1864, when he was honorably 
discha . He made application for pension May 10, 1879, alleging “scrotal 
tumor,” which claim was fully established, and the claimant is now in receipt 
of a pension at the rate of $24 per month. He made application for increase, 
which was rejected the Commissioner of Pensions. In support of his claim 
for increase Mr. McKinsey has filed the testimony of disinterested neighbors, 
who swear “to an acquaintance of twenty years, and very intimate; have ex- 
amined him and know his condition; he has a very large tumor in the scrotum; 
that he suffers a great deal, and that he is entirely unable to perform any man- 
ual labor. He is a carpenter by trade and a poor man with a family dependent 
upon him for support.” 

The claimant swears that he has tumor hernia and paralysis of left side; 
$ è „ that he is a carpenter and farmer; that he can neither ride on horse- 
back or in a wagon, nor walk, sit down, or lie down.” This affidavit is accom- 
panied by a picture showing the claimant to be in a terrible condition. 

Your committee are of the opinion that the present condition of the claim- 
ant is clearly a sequence of the disability for which he is pensioned, and there- 
fore recommend that the bill do pass. y 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 

mendation that it do pass. 
MARIA A. ROUSSEAU, 
Mr. McCREARY. I call up the bill (S. 3713) granting an increase 
ion to Maria A. Rousseau. 
e bill was read, as follows: 

Be tt enacted, elc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Maria A. Rousseau, widow of Lo- 


vell H. Rousseau, late a brigadier-general in the United States Army, and pay 
her at the rate of $100 per month, in lieu of that which she is now 3 


of 


The report (by Mr. Matson) was read, as follows: 


ern boundary of the conntry. 

General Rousseau served his country through two wars, He was a gallant 
and meritorious officer. In the war with Mexico he was a captain in the Sec 
ond Indiana Volunteers, a company enrolled by his personal efforts, and with 
= company performed gallant service on the well-remembered field of Buena 


In the late civil war he peg ha his services to his country, and through 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. WISE. Mr. Chairman, my colleague [Mr. LEE] is absent from 
the city, and I ask unanimous consent to call up a bill in his name. 

The CHAIRMAN, Mr. LEE’s name was passed without any request 
that it should retain its privilege, and to do now what the gentleman 
from Virginia [Mr. WisE] asks would be out of order, 

Mr. WISE. I understand that the names of several other gentlemen 
have been in that way. 

The CHAIRMAN. But Mr. Ler’s name was passed without any 
request being made that his rights should be reserved, and it would 
not be in order to return to his name now. 


CATHARINE QUIGLEY. 


Mr. LAWLER, I call upthe bill (H. R. 9394) for the relief of Cath- 
arine Quigley. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, au- 
thorizedand directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisionsand 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Catharine Quigley, widow of John 
Quigley, formerly of Company D, Fifth Regiment New York ‘Artillery. 


The report (by Mr. LANE) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 9394) 
for the relief of Catharine Quigley, submit the pire de i report: 

The soldier in his lifetime received a pension for injuries received in the Army, 
which resulted in liver complaint, and the widow applied for a pension and it 
was rejected on the ground that the death of the soldier was not the result of 
his Army service. The soldier was received by the Government as a sound and 
healthy man, and the testimony of Dr. J. W. Meek, now on file with the com- 
mittee, states that in January, 1843, the soldier began to suffer from an acute 
liver trouble which proved to be cancerous, and which caused his death Feb- 
ruary, 1883; and he further says that he 8 affirms that the develop- 
ment of the cancerous condition was solely due to the debilitated condition of 
the soldier and which condition was a result of the injuries received in the Army. 
We think that from a full consideration of the testimony the death of the soldier 
is properly due to his Army service, and therefore recommend that this bill do 


pass. 
The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


ELIZA CAMPBELL. 


Mr. O'DONNELL. I call up the bill (H. R. 5793) granting a pen- 
sion to Eliza Campbell. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, au- 
thorized and instructed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Eliza Campbell, widow of 
George W, e late a private in Company H, Sixty-sixth Regi- 

t Ohio Infantry. 
ERC. 2. That this act will take effect from and after its passage. 
The report (by Mr. CHIPMAN) was read, as follows: ! 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
5793) nting a pension to Eliza Campbell, have examined the same, and sub- 
mit the following report: 

The husband of the applicant enlisted December 14, 1863, and was discharged 
Au 31. 1866. hile in the service he received a gunshot wound in the neck 
and right shoulder and was shortly after discharged for that cause, being unfit 
for duty. He was pensioned for these wounds April 29, 1807, and received same 
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until the date of his death, October 16, 1883. The widow applied er 
but was rejected, the Department not being convinced death was cau: by serv- 
ice in the Army. The evidence of the attending physician was to the effect 
tps ep monna received in the Army were a predisposing cause of the death of 
e soldier, 
oes committee are of the opinion that the bill should pass, and so recom- 
mend. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri (when his name was reached). Mr. 
Chairman, the bill that I propose to call up is on the House Calendar, 
and I now move that the committee rise for the purpose of enabling 
me to have that bill considered in the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. MCMILLIN having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. BYNUM reported that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar had had under con- 
sideration the special order and had directed him to report to the House 
sundry bills with various recommendations. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I now call up the bill 
(S. 2549) for the relief of Mary Isabella Clements. 

Mr. CRAIN. I move 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
O’ NEILL] is recognized. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. I yield to the gentleman from Texas. 

Mr. CRAIN. I move that while the gentleman from Missouri is get- 
ting his bill from the document-room, we take up the bills just reported 
from the Committee of the Whole and dispose of them. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that the clerks 
are searching for the bill called up by the gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. O'NEILL], and if they are taken from that work it will be delayed 
by just so much. Does the gentleman from Texas insist upon the regu- 
lar order as to these bills reported from the Committee of the Whole? 

Mr.CRAIN. Ido. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the bills. 


BILLS PASSED. 


House bills of the following titles, reported from the Committee of 
the Whole with a favorable recommendation, were severally ordered 
to be engrossed and read a third time; and being engrossed, they were 
accordingly read the third time, and passed: 

A bill (H. R. 382) granting a pension to Catharine G. Bodfish; 

A bill (H. R. 1168) for the relief of William Crudgenton; 

A bill (H. R. 9394) for the relief of Catharine Quigley; and 

A bill (H. R. 5793) granting a pension to Eliza Campbell. 

Senate bills of the following titles, reported from the Committee of 
the Whole with a favorable recommendation, were severally ordered to 
a third reading; and they were accordingly read the third time, and 


passed: 

A bill (S. 2977) granting a pension to Henrietta Brown; 

A bill 8 1719) granting a pension to Levi B. Smith; 

A bill (S. 1384) granting a pension to Margaret J. Cash; 

A bill (S. 3453) granting an increase of pension to Alfred D. McKin- 
sey; and 

A bill (S. 3713) granting an increase of pension to Mary A. Rousseau. 

BENJAMIN F. CLAYTON. 


The bill (H. R. 9455) granting a pension to Benjamin F. Clayton, 
reported from the Committee of the Whole with an amendment, was 
taken up, the amendment agreed to, and the bill as amended ordered 
to be engrossed and read a third time; and being engrossed, it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


JOSEPH B. SELLERS. 


The bill (S. 2886) granting an increase of pension to Joseph B. Sellers, 
reported from the Committee of the Whole with an amendment, was 
taken up, the amendment agreed to, and the billas amended ordered toa 
third reading; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. McCREARY moved to reconsider the votes by which the bills 
were severally passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

MARY ISABELLA R. CLEMENTS. 


Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. I now call up the bill (S. 2549) for the 
relief of Mary Isabella R. Clements. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Beit enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to increase the pension of Mary Isabella R. Clements, widow 
of the late Bennett A. Clements, surgeon United States Army, and pay her a pen- 


sion at the rate of $50 per month from and after the passage of this act, in lieu of 
the pension she is now receiving. 


Mr. CRAIN. I hope thegentleman from Missouri will give some ex- 
planation of this bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Texas de- 
mand the reading of the report ? 

Mr. CRAIN. No, sir; but I would like to hear some explanation. 

Mr. MATSON and Mr. WISE called for the reading of the report. 


The report (by Mr. Horron) was read, as follows: 
The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill S. 2549) granting 


an increase of pension to Mary Isabella R. Clements, have considered the same, 
and report the bill back to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

The report of the Senate committee fully sets forth the facts in the case. They 
are as follows: 

[Senate Report 1424, Fiftieth Congress, first session.] 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2549) for the re- 

lief of Belle R. Clements, have re-examined the same, And report: 

is claim was reported adversely May 8, 1888, on the ground that there is 
no testimony on file showing that the pension she is now receiving is not ade- 
quate for the present support of claimant, and her own statement that she is 
entitled to $50 per month on account of her late husband's long and faithful 
service is not deemed sufficient to warrant favorable action.“ 

The bill was recommitted May 25, 1888, additional testimony having been filed, 
as follows: In affidavit executed May 22, 1888, claimant states thatshe was mar- 
ried under the name of Mary Isabel Clements, but that, her maiden name be- 
ing Rutherford, the initial R. has since been habitually inserted in her corre- 
8 and so used as a part of her name, and that the name Belle is sim- 

y a contraction of Isabella; that atthe time of her late husband's death he was 

he senior major in the Medical Corps of the Army, and had been for three months 
eligible and entitled to promotion to the e of lieutenant-colonel, which va- 
cancy was caused by the retirement of Surg. Gen. Robert Murray, and that 
he failed to receive his promotion for the reason that the vacancy in the grade 
of Surgeon-General remained unfilled for several months; that the late surgeon’s 
service was exceptional, owing to his long marches on the frontier, in the Semi- 
nole war, and the war of the rebellion; that he was principal operator in the 
field hospitals of the Army of the Potomac, and was constantly engaged in most 
difficult and trying surgical operations; that the constant strain to which he 
was subjected undermined his health and made him less able to resist the attacks 
of disease than he otherwise would have been ; that his death was due primarily 
to eee which resulted in the rupture of a blood vessel; that she has no 
other source of income than that now allowed by the Government; and that she 
hastwo minor children receiving eacha pension of $2 per month; that her neces- 
sities are pressing and hard to endure. 

Inaletter May 23,1888, John Moore,Surgeon-General United States Army, 
states that he knew the late oflicer from the first year of his service in the swamps 
of Florida to the time of his death; that there was not another medical officer 
in the Army who was so continuously on duty, or so frequently on kinds of 
duty where t ips were undergone or great responsibility incurred ; 
that during thirty years of service, with the exception of three or four 
months at the close of the war, when broken down by sickness, he never had 
but three months’ leave of absence; in this respect a record unequaled in the 
service; that as there is no similar example of devotion to duty in the medical 
service in the Army there can be no good reason to fear that this increase of 
pension would become a precedent for other claimants; that the widow is 
greatly in need of the increase asked for, and that the writer sincerely hopes the 
claim may receive favorable consideration. 

Claimant's explanation of her change of signature, referred to in the former 
report, a copy of which is hereto appended, seems to be satisfactory, as all of 


the papers signed by her are in the same handwriting; and her statement that 


her necessities are pressing and hard to endure is corroborated by Surgeon” 
General Moore, General George Crook, and Surg. Gen. John B. Hamilton, of 
the Marine-Hospital Service. 

The facts in the claim seem to warrant favorable action, and your committee 
therefore recommend the passage of the bill, 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. MATSON. I move that the House resolve itself into Commit- 
w of the Whole for the further consideration of bills under the special 
order. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
Mr. DOCKERY in the chair, and proceeded to the consideration of pen- 
sion bills on the Private Calendar. 


ANDREW J. FOUST. 


Mr. PETERS. I ask the consideration of the bill (S. 2683) granting 
a pension to Andrew J. Foust. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place upon the pension-roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the general pension laws, the name of Andrew J. Foust, Com 
pany B, One hundred and twenty-eighth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry 


The report (by Mr. MoRRILL) was read, as follows: 


The report of the Senate Committee on Pensions sets forth this case fully, and 
is herewith adopted with the recommendation that the bill pass, 


[Senate Report No. 1317, Fiftieth Congress, first session.] 
The claimant under this bill enlisted November 23, 1863, in Company B, One 
hundred and twenty-eighth Regiment Indiana Infantry. He was discha: 
3 22,1865. On February 18, 1884, he made application for a pension, alleg 


“At or near a place called Buzzard's Roost, near New Hope Church, Georgia, 
May 25, 1864, he got in an altercation with Benjamin Brown and brother; was 
struck on the head with a stone, which has resulted in a loss of memory anda 
running sore.” 

In addition to the above declaration he more fully sets forth the cause of the 
alleged altercation as follows: The difficulty arose from the fact of claimant 
having reported the said Browns to Colonel Hart for having showed a white 
flag to the ee and he was ordered to shoot them if they repeated it by Col- 
onel De Hart. The 
time afterwards, and are so borne on the rolls. The records of the War Department 
show him present and sick; nature of sickness not stated. The Su n-Gen- 
eral reports claimant admitted May 12, 1864, from Rin ld, Ga., “wi unshot 
fracture ht temporal bone, transferred to Brown General Hospital, Louis- 
ville, Ky., May 22, 1864, with incised wound of head.” 

Comrade Andrew J. Young corroborates fully the affidavit of claimant and 
in addition testifies to prior soundness; and, in addition, says: 

The Browns were rebels at heart, especially David, and were always com- 


said Browns both deserted the company and regimentsome _ 
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898 of siis rations and canse; and aflant often heard David Brown say he 
ore 2 t after 


B. Powell, of the claimant’s company, 
e claimant and corroborates 2 — cogs 1 ae and 
The difficulty arose from the ported to Colonel De Hart 
that the said Browns had displayed a eats der 


again. Claimant was badly hurt; fracture of th 
Browns were undoubtedly rebels. 
ant was a stont, active man, a brave soldier, always ready to do his duty with- 
5 
The War Department reports David Brown missing in action, ” and that 
“Benjamin F. Brown deserted January 1. 1808, while on furlo 
' The board of examiners at Logansport, Ind., under date of Y 14, it e- 


Special Examiner J. . ison, who; the nonm n that it is meritorious and 
recommends n. mentions the —— destitution of the 
claimant, 1 D. M. Greene sa; 

alleged injury of 


and beer recommend that 


the be rejected, As the claim can not è admi I did not deem it nec- 
essary to take testimony. * * The personal alte m in which the claim- 
ant was when he received the alleged injury of the head took place in 


the presence of nearly the entire company, 


*eye-witnesses.’”” 

e Commissioner of Pensions rej April 16, 1887, after special examina- 
W injury to head was not incurred while in line 
of du 

roan 3 incline to the belief that this injury was incurred in the line 
the Browns were not friendly 
d threatened on a 


act of treason as 


the 3 the continuance is not clear, his present impoverished 
condition and n friends and comrades for — dis- 
abili head shown by latest the board at Iola, which 
rates total, your feel justified in recommend- 


— — e bill. 
The bill was laid aside FE 
mendation that it do pass. 


FEANCES H. L. PRESCOTT. 


Mr. NICHOLS. I ask the consideration of the bill (S. 1144) grant- 
a pension to Frances H. L. Prescott. 
The bill was read, as follows: 

„That the Secretary of the Interior and he is hereby, 
r to place on the eee — to the ee eee 
limitations of the 9 laws, the name of Frances daughter 
of the late rge W. Prescott, United States Army, and pay her a pen- 
sak te ip oreo canna 

The report (by Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 2 — bill (S. 1144) granting 
a pension to Frances H. L. Prescott, have considered the same, and report it 
back recommending its 

The facts in the case are shown correctly in the accompanying report of the 
Committee on Pensions of the Senate, as follows: 


[Senate Report No. 553, Fiftieth Congress, first session.] 
The Committee on to whom was referred the bill (S. 1144) ting 
a pansion ta Mine Braces Baniy ̃ ß the 
— and report that in their opinion it ought to pass, and submit the follow- 


statement of facts; 
ne claimant, now in her seventy-fourth year, is the only surviving child 


of Capt. Geo: a soldier in the United States Army in the war 
of 1812, wate service under General W. Henry 
This Galant is dependent on friends for her support, at t having a tem- 


arg i home with a nephew, who isa clergyman of limi means. Her father 
z graduate of Dartmouth College, bred to the bar, an aier. 
eni 


family is approved by a large number of influential 2 arya iow her 


destitute condition ‘ana of the honorable service of h ic father. 
are many precedents for such a on, —— that to the 
daughter of General an increase of whose pension has been voted by 


of General James Miller by e F ; an pension 
ted in the Forty-seventh to a sister of Midshipman J. Wilkes 
— reports in the: last two cases being hereunto appended. 
The Payne on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 813) granting 
a Miss Rebecca Miller, have examined the — a 
Miller ist is the only — — ote nies of whose 
response, when called dag e battery. Tia „sir.“ has eee 


history. Man asp china med the cede of m of General Miller, 
but al 8 55 is now in want and extreme old age. 
pis pend her panion, which is sustained by many affidavits of leading 

uding medical evidence of her led condition, and recommend 
mon passage of the bill. 


To the honorable Senate and He of Representatives 
of the — Congress assembled : 


Miller, of 
lames Miller, a distinguished soldier of the 


and that in aid and furtherance of the FFF 
am was presented to them, signed by tcitizens of New 
Ham: re, Maine, usetts, a copy of w memorial and 


father, and practi 

penses of voxel household between the younger and stro nger sister 
also of the burden of its dally duties and of the care of bent invalid 
—— who oy arith and decrepit, were thereby enabled to live just beyond the 

mit of want. Miss Augusta Miller, the younger sister, died in Septem- 
— 1885, and Miss Rebecca Miller, the elder and feebler, survives at the ad- 
vanced age of seventy-two years. an invalid, badly deformed by chronic rheu- 
matism, almost helpless, and requiring constant attendance and service, and 
deprived in her feeble old age of the faithful care and watchful ministrations of 
her devoted sister and life-long companion. She is compelled to employ aman 
tocare for the farm and orm necessary out-door service, which largely con- 
sumes the income from old farm, and it is a 5 for her, in 
her state te of health, to subsist, not to say live comfi on her income of 
$15a month. Besides, she is likely to become more hel 8 and dependent 
as she ws older. 

Miss Miller has no near relatives with means to render her assistance, and we 
are deeply impressed with the duty and obligation that is laid upon the nation 
to see to it that this invalid daughter of one of the noblest and bravest of our 
country’s defenders in time of peril be not left to suffer or become an object of 
charity in her helpless old age. 

All that was so forcibly —.— in the memorial above referred to in favor ot 

these Indies their original meek eg RENTS applies now with greatly added 
orce to the surviving one, 3 2 2 — deformed; stricken with be- 
rea vement and burdened isease and infirmity, and ee de niyo has) of 
ono the small sum hitherto received from the Government for 
e belles (eyes l ld gladi f regard to the 
e eve the American people would gladly, out o memory 
of her honored father, place this lady during her few remaining days beyond 
the reach or chance of actual want and above the anxiety and fear of 
ible coming penury and suffering; and we earnestly urge upon Con 
for the zoas above stated and by all the considerations contained in and sug- 
y the above-mentioned memorial, that the pension now paid to Miss 
8 to such a sum as will suitably and amply provide for the 
necessities and comfort of General Miller’s surviving daughter during the short 
time she has to live. 
Moody Cunier, io A. Weston, Lewis W. Daniel Clento, S. 
N. Da John M. III. A. B. Thomp- 


vid John H. Geo: 
.. — S. H. Fink, A. A. Hanscom, 
8 8 B. F. 3 


— Daw 
ees: Charles Tevi Va Leopold Morse, Thomas Mack, 


William Claflin, N. P. 
To the Senate and House of Representatives o of the United States 
ia of Americain Congress assembled: 
We, the und ly recommend that a pension bo 


ted leaving but little 
“no man saved — money from his 


These E eden have occupied the farm left by him in senpa N. H., which 
in their earlier days, when they had youth and strength, aff them a com- 
fortable support, * now that age is fast ing on, and one of them already 
is almost y rheumatism, and the has been stripped of its val- 
uable timber for 8 support, and deteriorated, too, by inadequate cult- 
ure, the buildings all in a decaying and dilapidated condition, and the farm to 
be carried on by hired Tiro isbot Atoan Ail together take away almost entire 
sup) 

These ladies are worthy descendants of their noble 2 — of whom every 
man and woman in New Hampshire is justly proud. They have delayed to 
the last moment to make any uest for a pension, ag ty has no law. 
They feel that their claims upon the liberality of the country are well founded. 
Their father’s services in the war of 1812 were faithful, arduons, and unremit 
ting. He was always at his and he was never sufficient! tly remunerated for 
the t danger and hardship he incurred. 

e do most sincerely recommend to Congress the careful consideration of the 
request of these ladies. It is, in fact, but paying off a debt long since contracted, 
but nevertheless binding on a nation always ready to reward all valuable serv- 
a rendered, = proud of her sons when they enact in her service such deeds 

of gallantry and heroism as were exhibited by General Miller. 
B. F. Prescott; E. A. Straw; Dan Clark: James A. Weston; Ira 
Cross; P. * Cheney; S. N. Bell; Frederick Smythe: Levi W. 
Barton: Walter Harriman; J. E. Sargent; A. Thompson ; 
Joseph Wi, ; Ichabod Goodwin; W. H. V. Hackett; Alex- 
ander H. Rice; Henry K. Oliver, mayor of Salem; Levi Stock- 
bridge; Joshua L. Chamberlaine, e; Aaron F. Stevens. 


ee e Lucius Robinson, of New York, also signed the same memo- 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 1147) grant- 
ing a pension to Elizabeth Vernor Henry, have carefully examined the same, 
and report favorably, recommending its 8 
3 „ adopt the statement of facts contained in the House report, as 

follows: 

“The claimant is aged about fi hoe years. Her brother, J. Wilkes Hi Henry, 
was a midshipman, and was killed while serving in the line of his duty by thie 
Fiji Islanders in 1840. Her brother, Edmund Wilkes — fl was acommander 
in the Navy, and died of Bright's disease of the kidneys in March, 1873, con- 
tracted, it ‘believed, while Pe the line of his duty in the naval service. 

“She has another brother civilly dead. Neither of said deceased brothers left 
any widow or descendant, Neither parent of claimant is living, and she is very 
poor, and was dependent upon said Edmund Wilkes Henry at the time of his 
death for her support. : 

“This application — — before — — in the Forty-sixth Congress, and the 
bill was 1 3 the Committee on Invalid Peusions, but 
was not reached for want of t 

Hon. Horatio Seymour, Hon. “Ward Hunt, Hon. John Jay, and others in- 
dorse the on as meritorious and commend the applicant as deserving 


y the 
left no 8 relatives save pony yow committee eem this a proper caso 
fora pension, and recommend of the bill 9 R. 1147) grante, 
ing a pension to geome ape ee Henry, 5 same by striking out 
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. Mr. CRAIN. Mr. Chairman, under ordinary circumstances I would 
have nothing to say against the passage of this bill; but it does seem 
to me, when we take into consideration the illustrious performances of 
the individual whose widow and heirs are the beneficiaries of the bill, 
there ought to be a fuller House to consider the question whether there 
should be an increase of pension or not. It has been charged here re- 
tedly—notably within the last week by the gentleman from Ohio 
Hr. KENNEDY ]—that the Democratic party is opposed to pensions. 
That accusation is met to-night by the statement which I make, that, 
while we have at least twenty-five or thirty Democrats present, there 
are but fifteen on the Republican side of the House to consider the 
question whether this individual sbould have a pension or not. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. My friend will observe that some of the 
Republicans are sitting over on his side. 

Mr. CRAIN. I do not consider ‘‘Mugwumps’’ in this connection. 
[Laughter.] I speak simply of stalwart Democrats and stalwart Re- 
publicans. In referring to the gentleman from Ohio, who, unfortu- 
nately, is absent to-night, I have this to say without reference to the 
pending bill: A day will come in the distant future when he will have 
paid the debt which we all owe to nature, and perhaps the only debt 
that he pays. A day will come in the distant future when he will be 
wrapped in his burial sheet, and his friends will follow him in mourn- 
ful funereal procession to the grave. A day will come in the distant 
future when they will march around his last resting place, and each 
as he casts a clod upon his coffin will say, ‘‘ Memento, homo, quia pulvis 
es, et in pulverem reverteris. [Laughter and applause. ] 

It is perfectly evident to me, Mr. Chairman, from the plaudits of 
these gentlemen that they do not understand the Latin language. 
[Renewed laughter.] A day will come in the distant future when his 
friends will erect a headstone at his grave, upon which will be in- 
scribed this epitaph: ‘‘Here lies ROBERT P. KENNEDY—all he ever 
did.“ 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the bill will be laid 
aside to be reported to the House with a favorable recommendation. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

ELIJAH POTTS. 

Mr. PIDCOCK. I call up the bill (H. R. 8522) restoring the name 
of Elijah Potts to the pension-rolls. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Beit etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and heis hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to restore to the pension-xrolls the name of Elijah Potts, 
late of Company B, Thirty-eighth Regiment New York Volunteers, 


The report (by Mr. Prncock) was read, as follows: 


fro 

man at time of his enlistmentin the Army. The pensioner is corroborated in 
this statement as to time of the attack and lation of the disability by the testi- 
mony ef the attending physician and others. Therheumatism for which he was 
3 is located in the left side, no rheumatic troubles being found in right 
side by the medical officers of the Pension Bureau. 

A close examination of the voluminous evidence does not seem to warrant 
denial of claimant's request for relief. The rheumatism of right side before en- 
listment evidently had disappeared, leaving no structural changes. The attack 
of rheumatism of left side in the service and the present disability therefrom 
must be held as 5 of the former. The claimant, as well as the wit- 
nesses who have fied in his behalf, are shown to be le ms. The 
disability is 6 to have increased since the dropping of the name from 
the pension-rolls in June, 1887, so as to prevent him from obtainipg subsistence 
by manual labor. These facts are personally known te the writer of this report. 

Believing the claimant justly entitled to the relief asked for, your committee 
report favorably on the accompanying bill, and ask that it do pass, 

Mr. KILGORE. So far as I could understand the reading of the re- 
port (there was a great deal of confusion in the Hall), the purpose of 
this bill is to restore to the ion-roll some man who has toſore 
been dropped. Now, I want to know whether the bill will have the 
effect of paying him a pension from the date when he was dropped until 
the present time. i 

Mr. TAULBEE. I did not catch from the reading of the report the 
date when this pensioner was dropped. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Let the report be read again. 

Mr. KILGORE. And if we should not have order this time during 


the reading it would be a good idea to read it a third time. [Laugh- 


ter. 

* MATSON. There seems to be a discrepancy between the bill 
and the report. The bill describes the soldier as having belonged to 
the Thirty-eighth Regiment New York Volunteers, while the report 

of him as a member of the Thirty-eighth New Jersey. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Letthe report be read again. 

The report was again read. 

Mr. TAULBEE. This is a bill, as has been remarked, to restore an 
individual to the pension-roll. Now, notwi ing the statement 


yet under former rulings, when a special act of that kind has been 
passed, it has been the practice to allow pension from the date when 
the individual was dropped from the roll. 

On farther examination of the report I find that this bill will give 
the claimant pension from June, 1887, provided there should be such 
a ruling of the Pension Office, as I think is most likely to occur. I 
merely wish to call attention to this fact. z 

Mr. LEHLBACH. I move to amend the bill by striking out New 
York” and inserting ‘‘ New Jersey.“ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. KILGORE. I think the report ought to show the reason why 
he was dropped. 

Mr. LEHLBACH. It does. My colleague [Mr. Prpcocx] person- 
ally knows the man. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. KILGORE having taken the 
chair as Speaker pro tempore, a m from the Senate, by Mr. Mc- 
Cook, its Secretary, announced that that body had agreed to the report of 
the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the bill (H. R. 9418) to incorporate the Washington and Western 
Maryland Railroad Company. 

It also announced that the Senate had agreed to the report of the 
committee of conference on the bill (S. 1430) for the relief of certain 
lands heretofore granted for the purpose of aiding in the construction of 
railroads, and for other purposes; insisted upon its disagreement to the 
amendments of the House to the first section of the bill, asked a further 
conference with the House thereon, and had appointed Mr. PLUMB, 
Mr. Dorn, and Mr. WALTHALL conferees on its part. r 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The Committee of the Whole resumed its session. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, Iam unavoidably compelled to leave 
the Hall, and ask unanimous consent that the gentleman from Virginia 
[Mr. Wise], when my name is reached on the roll, may have Ieave to 
call up a bill. 

There was no objection. . 

Mr. SPRINGER. I ask unanimous consent that when my name is 
reached my colleague [Mr. LANE] may be permitted to call up a bill. 

There was no objection. 

JAMES PARKER. 


Mr. ROCKWELL. L ask consideration of the bill (S. 3183) grant- 
ing a pension to James Parker. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to piace on the pension-roll, to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of James „late a private in 
Company E, Thirty-sixth Regiment lowa Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. MORRILL) is as follows: 


The committee adopt the report of the Senate Committee on Pensions and rec- 
ommend the passage of the bill. 
[Senate Report No. 1612, Fiftieth Congress, first session.] 

The petitioner for pension en as private in Company E. Thirt; Towa 
Volunteers, in August, 1862, and was discharged for disability in March, 1863, 
He made application for pension in May, 1880, on the ground of- disability from 
varicose veins in leg from improper treatment, His application was rejected 
on the ground that the disease of varicose veins exi: prior to enlistment; 
and this decision was based on the certificate of disability on which claimant 
was discharged, issued by the assistant surgeon of the regiment, and which 


Stu es: 

“Veins Dee e F eee re leg below knee and Koop ipina: Dis- 
ease of veins has existed for-many years prior to enlistment, though much in- 
creased since that time. Within the last three months several large varicose 
ulcers have appeared, now partially healed, leaving extensive cicatrices. Mo- 
tion of lower joint much impaired. Has been unfit for duty now three months; 
ane h m opinion, camp or hospital treatment can not render him efficient as 
a soldier. 

On notice of the rejection, claimant appealed to the Secretary of the Interior, 
where the decision was affirmed, February 15, 1888. in an opinion which, after 
stating the facts herein detailed, concludes as follows: 

“The claim was rejected 28, 1882, upon the ground that the varicose 
veins existed prior to enlistment, as shown by the record. Since the rejection 
appellant has filed testimony tending to show negatively that he was sound at 
enlistment, but it is not considered sufficient to controvert the adverse record in 
the certificate made by the assistant surgeon of the regimentat thetime, which 
is held to establish the facts otherwise until it is overthrown by unquestionable 
evidence ee or fraud is shown in the record. The 
porn wad in appeal contends that the weight of evidence filed establishes his 

m. 

“This case is not without its difficulties and doubts, and it may be that Con- 
gress may give claimant relief in view of the fact that the record shows that the 
disability was much increased in the service after enlistment; but under the law 
and the evidence and former decisions the Department can not do otherwise 
than to affirm your decision.” 

The case would have been entirely free from “difficulties and doubts,” and 
the claimant would long ago have been in receipt of his pension, had there not 
existed in the Department a 5 as to the character of e 
testimony. The evidence which in decision is classed as negative is in part 
as follows: 

“Strate or Iowa, County of Marion, ss: 

“ Personall: go e, Samuel Schoonover, post-office Pella, Marion County, 
Iowa, — heffer,of Peoria, Mahaska County, Iowa, who, being duly sworn, 
upon their oath declare as follows: 

ows > ever or 
to the date of his enlistmentinto the service, in the year 1862; that we were well 
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and fully acquainted with him at the time of his said enlistment; that we were 
in his company and with him a great deal prior and up to the time of the said 
enlistment; that at that time he was a healthy, stout, and able-bodied man, free 
from any physical ailments as far as could be discovered; that he was never 
troubled with any ailment in his left leg; that we have seen his left leg un- 
covered as well as other parts of his body, and we are confident that he was en- 
tirely free from varicose veins in his said leg, or any other troubleor ailment; 
and we further say that our knowledge of the above is obtained from the 
following sources, namely: Personal acquaintance and immediate personal ob- 
servation, and that we have no interest or concern in this matter. (Subscribed 
and sworn toin usual form by Samuel Schoonover and John Shefferon January 
25. 5 N. J. Gorman, notary public, and filed in Pension Office February 

1887.. 

Monto baerT, 1887, the following afidavit of John Wilson, Elias Sheffer, and 
John Sheffer was filed in the Pension Office: 

“ The said John Sheffer, Elias Sheffer, and John Wilson, each on oath declare 
that they were well acquainted with James Parker, of Com y E, Thirty- 
sixth Iowa Infantry, just previous to his enlistment; that each of us for him- 
self says that he personally knew said James Parker to be astrong, able-bodied 
man at that time; that frequently just previous to such enlistment we were 
swimming with him, and frequently saw him stripped, and frequently saw him 
wash his feet and legs, and are certain that at that time he did not have any 
lumps or veins on either of his legs. We have this day examined his 
left leg and find large knots 3 veins on it, and we are positively cer- 
tain that there were no such en veins on either of his legs at that time. 

He was a strong, hearty young man, and considered one of the best runners 
and wrestlers in the ne g borhood; that the said John Wilson lived for six 
months, just previous to the said James Parker’s enlistment, within about one- 
half mile from him, and saw him uently and knew him well; that the said 
John Sheffer and Elias Sheffer lived in the same house with the said James 
Parker, and farmed with him during the summer of 1862 up to the time of his 
enlistment; that all of affiants en at the same time in the same company 
with the said James Parker; and we further say that knowledge of the above 
facts is obtained from the following sources; By personal association with him 
and frequent observation: and that they have no interest in said matter, and 
are no relation to said James Parker.” 

This evidence, which was filed in the Pension Office from two to twelve 
months before the decision of the Assistant Secretary of the Interior was ren- 
dered, is in no sense negative, but fulfills every requisite of direct, positive, af- 
firmative testimony of the highest grade—that based on intelligent personal 
free from selfish interest and the bias of rela- 


the claim, accord- 
“unquestion- 


ven, but which Spat cole to superfluously 


rsons of good standing, showing that he was a sound man when he enlisted, 
z= Strong, stated that his leg was diseased prior to enlist- 
ment, he was in error or jum at a conclusion, or must have got my case 
mixed up with that of some er soldier. I further state that Strong never ex- 
amined me until some nine months after I was in the service, and after I 

disease. I was examined when I went into the service by Dr. 
ven me by Strong was at Helena, Ark. I claim to 
be nce and know my statement of the incurrence of 
the disability is true.” 

February 24, 1888, the petitioner forwarded the affidavits of four members of 
his family and near relatives—his wife, son, daughter, and son-in-law—who all 
swear, from the personal knowledge that close relationship gives, that his legs 
before enlistment were free from any sign of varicose veins, and that he had 
never been afflicted with such before that time; but the committee do 
not think it necessary to burden the report with their recital. The only adverse 
pointis fully met and disposed of by the disinterested testimony already pre- 
sented, and the committee ress not merely the Department's on, 
but their own sincere hope, Congress may give claimant relief, which he 
has long deserved and for which he has patiently waited. — 

They therefore recommend the passage of the bill which is herewith pre- 
sented, 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. ` ° 


MARIA*‘N. ABBEY. 


_ Mr. ROMEIS. I ask consideration of the bill (S. 3429) granting a 
pension to Maria N. Abbey. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Maria N. Abbey, a volunteer nurse 
during the late war, and to pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 


The report (by Mr. MORRILL) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3429) 
granting a pension to Maria N. Abbey, submit the following report: 

The facts in this case are fully set forth in the report of the Pension Committee 
of sas W which is herewith annexed, and the passage of the bill is recom- 
meni 


[Senate Report No. 2156, Fiftieth Congress, first session.] 


It appears from the testimony in the case that the claimant was a volunteer 
nurse at Union Hospital at Georgetown, D. C., in 1861, and that she su! uently 
kept a home for destitute and bled soldiers in Washington during the war 
of the rebellion. 

The claimant’s statement alleges that she left New York on the Ist of May, 
1861, and early next morning began looking up and caring for sick and needy 
soldiers. Three weeks later, by ission of Surgeon-General Finley, she 
was assigned to the Union Hospital, where she acted as nurse, defraying her 
own expenses, until soon after the first battle of Bull Run, Her health failing 
on the 3d of September, she was obl to relinquish for a time her labors, but 
shortly after opened a house in W: gton as a sick soldiers’ home, where, for 
a number of years, she, at her own expense, nursed and cared for numbers 
of soldiers in the city, and where she remained until May, 1887. The claimant 


states that she is now more than seventy years of age, in poor health, and de- 
pendent for her future in securing a pension. 
l R. Bugby, of Hartford, 1 in an affidavit executed March 14, 1888, 
es— ; 


test 

“That he was a member of Company A. First Connecticut Volunteer In- 
fantry, and was wounded June 16, 1861, and taken to Union Hospital, George- 
town, D. C.; and placed under the care of claimant, who was a nurse at said hos- 
pon that he remained there from June 20 to September 1, 1861, receiving the 

indest attention and best of care; that the hospital was afterwards filled with 
wounded men who were kindly attended to by claimant; that claimant was 
always ready and Shinar, deg do anything in her power for the comfort and hap- 
piness of the sufferers ; t he was afterwards at the hospital or home of claim- 
ant, in Washington, D.C., for destitute soldiers, and that she also visited hos- 
pitals and distributed such things as were needed and wrote letters for the men 
without compensation; that he believes that claimant is entitled to a pension, 
and that every soldier who received her kindness would support the proposi- 
tion to place her name upon pads igen ype 
3 affidavit executed M „1888, David Lewis, of Washington, D. C., 

es— 

That he was wounded while on duty in the service during the late war, and 
taken to Union Hospital, Georgetown, D.C., where he was cared for by Maria 
N. Abbey, who was a nurse in the hospital; that her services were given vol- 
untarily for the good of the sick and the wounded, and that her presence was 
looked for with anxiety in the rooms of the sick, for she seemed to bring cheer 
and sunshine whenever she came.“ 

Fria — allldavit executed March 30, 1888, Isaac Alexander, of Washington, D. C., 
es 

“That claimant is a woman of good character and noble qualities; that in 
1862 she attended to many wounded soldiers at her home on Twelfth street, 
Washington, D. C.“ 
= = affidavit executed March 29, 1888, Dr. J. T. Conkling, of Brooklyn, N. V., 

estifies— 

“That he has known claimant for many years as a large-hearted, unselfish 
woman, ready, with marked ability, at all times to assist others; that her work 
in Washin during the war was in accord with the promptings of her heroie 
nature, and her name should be placed among those en red by a grateful 


A petition signed by J. T. Fenn, W. M. Taylor, J. H. Streeter, R. F. Tare, 


r 
Bates, citizens of Illinois, prays that claimant's name be placed 
sion-roll on unt of he ar. 
In view of the long and philanthropic service of the claimant in the cause of 
her country, during which she expended large sums of money and for which 
she has received no remuneration,and in view of her age and poverty, your 
committee would recommend ee of the bill with the following amend- 
ment: In line 7 strike out the word “fifteen” and insert the word twelve.“ 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. . 


WILLIAM BITTINGER, 


Mr. MAISH. Mr. Chairman, consent was given to allow my name 
to be passed over temporarily in the call. I now ask consideration of 
the bill (S. 3047) granting increase of pension to William Bittinger. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of William Bittinger, late of Company 
G, Twelfth Baimen Tone Reserves, and pay him at the rate of $86 
per month, in lieu of that which he is now receiving. ` 


The report (by Mr. LYNCH) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3047) 
granting increase of pension to William Bittinger, having had the same under 
consideration, adopt the Senate report thereon, which is as follows, and recom- 
mend the passage of the bill : 

Through inadvertence the bill introduced for the benefit of the soldier named 
failed to express the object desired, and upon its former reference to the com- 
mittee it was reported adversely. The bi proposes now, as before, to pay the 
soldier a pension of $24 per month. This sum he is now receiving. What heis 
entitled to is an increase to $36. He is a poor man with a large family depend- 
ent on him fog support. The character and extent of his disability are shown 
in his affidavit herewith: 

“STATE OF PENNSYLVANIA, County of York, ss: 

“Personally appeared before me, the subscriber, a justice of the peace in and 
for said county and State, duly authorized to r oaths, this 30th day of 
July, ene eh ee Bittinger, aged forty-five years, who, being duly sworn, 
says as follows: 

I am a pensioner of the United States Government under pension certificate 
No. 43271. I believe that from the uliar nature of my case I am entitled to 
an increase. My disability is as follows: Left sya shot out, half of upper eyelid 
shot off, and a deep scar or gutter cut through the bone from the eye to the to 
of the ear, cheek bone ken, the ser to hang down, leaving a bat 
A bag unsightly wound, over which I am compelled to wear a covering 
allt e. 

“ The sight of the ri eye is affected, being very weak; can not see to read 
only on clear, bright The broken ed; of the bones that protrude are 
very sensitive and painful to the touch. am also troubled with rheuma- 
tism in my left leg and hip, and stiffness of both knees, I attribute my rheu- 
matic troubles to exposure of about two months in Chickahominy swamps. I 
was wounded in the Seven Days’ battle. I lay three days on the fieid without 
shelter, drink, food, or medical attendance. From there I was taken a prisoner 


to Libby Prison. 
“WILLIAM BITTINGER. 


“Sworn and subscribed before me this July 30, 1883. 
“D. W. BEITZEL, J. P.” 


5 Appended to this affidavit of claimant is one from four of his neighbors, as 
follows: 


“We, the unde ed citizens of Dillsburgh, Pa., being duly qualified ac- 
— ner as nei a wo William 


claiman' years. From alm 
know that the wound is as he describes it, which —— Aen mans very much, 
that the state 
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ments he makes are true. His disability unables him to perform manual la- 
bor, He is a poor man, with a large family, and worth consideration, 

“A, BILLIFELT. 

“JOHN UNDERWOOD, 

“O, L. BENDER. 

“MICHAEL BENDER, 
“Subscribed and sworn before me this 30th of July, 1888, 
z s D. W. BEITZEL, J. P.” 
The claimant’s family physician testifies as follows: 
“DILLSBURGH, PA., July 30, 1888. 

“T hereby certify that I have examined the claimant, William Bittinger, and 
find the following injury and disability: The left eye is shot away, also half of 
upper lid; groove through bone from eye to top of ear; fracture of malar bone, 
with consequent deformity; there is a discharge from eyes which requires daily 
attention. Applicant complains of tenderness over bones at seat of fracture; 
is much deformed and compelled to wear a protective covering at all times, 
Com ns of rheumatic pains in left leg and hip. 

“There has evidently been some inflammatory or other trouble in the knees, 
as on motion I find a peculiar crackling sound, such as is found following ar- 
thritis. Applicant is unfitted to make living by manual labor alone, being 
unable for a number of gona to work continuously. Have known applicant 
for many years, and believe his representations in the matter to be true, and 

he is a credible person, Ihave no interestin this application further than 


to make the examination, 
“M. L. WOOLFORD, M. D. 
“YORK COUNTY, ss: 
“ Personally a; before me, a justice of the peace in and for said county, 
M. L. Woolford, M. D., and being duly affirmed, says that the facts above stated 


are true, 
“D. W. BEITZEL, J. P” 


The facts appear to avg? é the increase asked for, and the bill is therefore 
amended by striking out the words “twenty-four” in the seventh and eighth 
lines thereof, and inserting the words thirty-six;“ and so amended it is re- 
ported favorably and recommended for passage. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

JANE REILLY. 

Mr. ROWLAND. Lask consideration of the bill (S. 2677) granting a 
pension to Jane Reilly. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacied, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he 18 hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to — on the pension-roll the name of Jane Reilly, 
Y, 


widow of Alexander M. late sergeant of Company M, First New York 
(Lincoln) Volunteer Cavalry, subject to the limitations and provisions of the 
pension laws. 


The report (by Mr. CHIPMAN) was read, as follows: 


The claimant is the widow of Alexander M. Reilley, t Company M. 
First New York Cavalry, commanded by Col. Andrew T. McReynolds, whites 
account of his death is contained in the following letter, namely: 

"HEADQUARTERS First New YORK CAVALRY, 
“ Camp Kearny, Virginia, December 24, 1861. 

““Mapam: It becomes my painful duty to announce to you the melancholy 
tidings of your husband's death. He was shot by a soldier of his company in 
our camp to-day about 3 o’clock, while 5 his murderer and 
another soldier, who were engaged in a scuffle. His death was instantaneous. 
The guilty man is now in irons to await the 8 of his fatal act. I have tele- 

p. = to the sergeant’s brother, at New York, the sad news, and now await 
is reply. 

Rui doubtless be a consolation to you (sad though it be) to know that he 
was universally esteemed by the officers and men of the regiment, and his death 
is deeply deplored by all. is remains will be preserved until the wishes of his 
friends as to their disposition can be communicated, and will, in any event, be 
treated with the most tender regard. May He who has promised to be a father 
to the fatherless and a husband to the ow be your stay and support in this 
your sad bereavement is the prayer of 

“Your friend, 


“Mrs. ALEXANDER REILLY.” 

in du a sergeant w 
cell T but the Pecan N — 
ifferently, and rejected his widow's claim. 

We recommend that the act do pass. q 

Mr. CRAIN. Mr. Chairman, I would like to know, in view of the 
fact that the Democratic party is charged with opposing the passage 
of pension bills, how many Republican members are here to-night. 

Mr. SOWDEN. Regular order. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. I hope the gentleman will not object to the pas- 
sage of this bill. 

Mr. CRAIN. Mr. Chairman, if they call the regular order on the 
Democratic side of the House, I think I have the right to raise the 
question of no quorum. I serve notice on these gentlemen to that ef- 
fe 


ect. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. PETERS in the chair). The question is upon 
laying the bill aside with a favorable recommendation. 

. CRAT Upon the passage of this bill I shall make the point 

of no quorum if the fact be developed that no quorum is present. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. I hope my friend from Texas will not do that. I 
am sure I did not raise the point on the gentleman’s bill. 

The CHAIRMAN, The question is on laying the bill aside and re- 
porting it favorably to the House. 

The question was taken; and the Chairman decided that the ayes 
seemed to prevail. 

Mr. CRAIN, I demand a division. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. Do not make the point of no quorum. 

Mr. CRAIN. L ask a division. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. My friend from Texas, I hope, will not 
call a quorum on this bill, which grants a pension to some poor widow, 


A. T. McREYNOLDS, Colonel. 


but if he desires to do it, will call it on some live man. Let this case 
go through. 

Mr. CRAIN. There is no human being on earth for whom I have 
more consideration and commiseration than a poor widow. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Then withdraw your objection. s 

Mr. CRAIN. Ihave no objection to withdraw, because I have not 
presented any. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is the objection withdrawn? 

Mr. CRAIN. There has been no objection made, 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection the bill will be laid 
aside 

Mr. CRAIN. But I do object now. I have demanded a division. 

The question was taken; and on a division there were —ayes 40, 
noes none. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Texas insist upon the 
point of no quorum? : 

Mr. CRAIN. Mr. Chairman, by actual count there are eleven Re- 
publicans present and voting for pension bills to-night. I withdraw 
my demand for a division and withdraw my objection. 

So (no further count being demanded) the bill was laid aside to be 
reported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

FRANCES THATCHER. 

Mr. RUSSELL, of Connecticut, called up for consideration the bill 
(H. R. 12421) granting a pension to Miss Frances Thatcher. 

The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Miss Frances Thatcher, the daughter 
of Abijah Thatcher, who served as a soldier in First Company, Twentieth Con- 
necticut State Militia, in the war of 1812, and the 1 of Union John 
Thatcher, who served as a soldier in the war of Revolution. 


The committee recommend the adoption of the following amend- 
ment: 
Aaa to the bill the words: and to pay her a pension at the rate of $18 per 


month, 

Mr. MATSON. Task unanimous consent to omit the reading of the 
report in that case, as the bill itself describes the merits of the claim. 

‘There was no objection. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to; and 
the bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with the 


recommendation that it do pass. 
J. H. ROCHELLE. 


Mr. WISE called up for consideration the bill (H. R. 11762) to re- 
move the political disabilities of J. H. Rochelle. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That all disabilities im upon and incurred by J. H. 
Rochelle, of Southampton County, in the of Virginia, by virtue of the 
fourteenth amendment of the Constitution of the United States, be, and the 
same are hereby, repealed. 


The report (by Mr. CULBERSON) was read, as follows: 
The Committee on the Judiciary, having considered the bill (H. R. 11762) to 


remove the political disabilities of J. H. Rochelle, report the same to the House 
with the recommendation that it do pass. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


JOHN J. FREELAND. 


Mr. SHIVELY called up for consideration the bill (H. R. 12513) to 
restore John J. Freeland to the pension-roll. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to cause the pension of John J. Freeland, late corporal 
Company I 8 Indiana Volunteer Infantry, for disability resulting 
from amputation of right foot, to be restored, subject to the limitations and pro- 
visions of the pension laws. 


Thereport (by Mr. MATSON) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
12513) to restore John J. Freeland to the pension-roll, have had the same under 
consideration, and now submit the following report: 

The claimant enlisted in Company I, Seventy-fourth Regiment Indiana Vol- 
unteer Infantry, August 9, 1862, and was honorably discharged January 28, 1865. 
He filed his original declaration for pension February 17, 1865 at 
the battle of Kenesaw Mountain, Georgia, on June 20, 2 he was wounded 
by a musket ball from the enemy in the left instep, making a very painful 
wound; and that while on wounded furlough, October 18, 1864, a railroad train 
ran over the right foot, making amputation at the lower third necessary. 

In his declaration, filed February 9, 1876, he gives the following account of 
the injury which resulted in the loss of his right foot: 

Having been wounded, as alleged above, in the left instep, he was sent to the 
ee on the field, and afterwards to Chattanooga, Nashville, Louisville, 
Jeffersonville, and from there to Madison, Ind., where he was furloughed and 
ordered to his home at Millersburgh, Ind., where he arrived the latter part of 
Se ber or early part of October, 

n obedience to the order contained in his furlough he started to report to the 
authorities at Madison, Ind., before the time specified in his furlough should ex- 
pire. When claimant arrived at Indianapolis on his return, some time in Oc- 
tober, 1864, the wound in his left instep was in such a condition that it was with 
great difficulty that he could walk, and the commanding officer at Indianapolis 
caused him to be stopped at that place, and indorsed an order upon claimant’s 
anon 2 Cireng him to return to his home and report to him in twenty days 

m R ate. 


He also furnished claimant with transportation to his home. 

On‘the 18th of October, 1864, claimant arrived at Millersburgh, Ind., in pur- 
suance of said order, and in undertaking to “p off the cars, the 
very slightly in motion, he stepped on the wounded foo! hich 
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stiff, him to fall. TTT wheel of 
the car. and was so mangled as to render amputation necessary 

On September 6, 1865, a Rige was granted yas at the rate of per month, 
commencing January 28, for wound of leſt ankle. 

On March 9, 1867, a men: for amputation of right leg was granted him at $8 
pao from January 28, 1865, ‘and increased to $15 per month from June 5, 

On information received from the — pag i who assisted in the am on of 
claimant's right leg—which was deemed suficient by the Bureau of Pensions— 
that the injury to said wina result of ess on the part of claimant, 
the pension was suspen ember 17, 1867. 

mis claimant made —— on for restoration, showing that he was proceed - 

ce with instructions from his superior officers at the time the in- 

jer we incurred. The same was rejected on account of loss of right foot not 

ing incident to the service, but the result of his own carelessness and impru- 
dence, as stated by the Commissioner in his order of rejection. 

After a careful examination of all the evidence in this case, there seems to be 
but one question for the committee to consider, and that is whether the claim- 
aai was in the service of the United States and in the line of duty at the time the 

ry to his right foot was incurred. 
Wert think it is fully shown that he was regularly in the service at that time, 
and that he was discharging his duty under his furlough when the accident oc- 


curred, 

In consideration of all these facts, it is the opinion of the committee 8 = 
DAIAN was in line of duty when he one ne BY? siyay for which he was 
sionedand which was afterward that the relief asked for be ft the 
claimant in the bill ought to be 
= therefore submit 8 report and recommend the passage of the 


r. WILSON, of West Virginia (Sarta the reading). I move to 
dines with the further reading of the report. 
There was no objection; and it was so ordered. 
The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


THOMAS BLAZER. 


Mr. SOWDEN called up for consideration the bill (H. R. 6880) grant- 
ing a pension to Thomas Blazer. 

The bill is as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior and he hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, — to the provisions ‘and 
-limitations of the pension laws, the name of Thomas Blazer, late a private in 
Company E, One hundred and twenty-second Ohio Volunteers, 


The report (by Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio) was read, as follows: 


He all that at Catlett's 
psia, brought on by unsuitable e diet and exposure. is 
Aiaabillt , he alleges, in the hospital at Baltimore, Md., and constantly since his 


discharge. 
His comrades that he suffered a peo ous from indigestion during the 
ice and that he would his food. 
that he treated im — d for the two 


a rt of the 
. T. McPherson testifies that 

18 following the close of the war, * he moved away, and that he was 

ag ay pet to work half the time. 


was not able to work at all, and that — 
His prior soun: has been 
peli 


peace, 

3 J 14, 1887, hi “ From th i- 
JJ; ⁵—... timp celia, i ave sis 
doubt it is a meritorious one.” 

Phen committee think thi this a deserving case and recommend that the bill 
o pass, 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 

mendation that it do pass. 
EUGENIA A. HELSTON. . 

Mr. LANE (for Mr. SPRINGER) called up for consideration the bill 
(H. R. 10806) granting a pension to Eugenia A. Helston. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the of the Interior be, bet to the provisions 


ons 


of Joseph Helston, lato „ and K. Second Regiment 
of Illinois Cavalry Volunteers. 
The report (by Mr. LANE) was read, as follows: 


Tb Seite oe bevels Sea 2 Cae referred this bill, beg 


lea aig eee $e ect pete omy and find from the testimony 
filed with the —— vice in uly, da, the husband of the claimant, en- 
tered the United States service i: ar 1861, 2275 the Second Ilinois Cavalry and 
served four three months, n days. was not m into 
the servi: 171.1... OARA iioi br LOISA She PERITA 
and at Holly ngs, Miss., in 1862, he was wounded from a gunshot in the 
rightleg the ball ranging down and ‘remaining in the leg. He was taken pris- 

and paroled led as a prisoner of war, and w. e aa A 


roy — 8 his menting sim he made a; mustered into the 


Quincy McNeil Line, colonel of said regiment, swears that this soldier— 
Was not mustered into the service; that said Helston was particularly bright 
and active in his duties as a soldier, always on the alert to see what was wanted, 
and seemed to take poet pele in beingasoldier, He borearmsand went with 
the com: asa r duties of a soldier.” 
Eli J. a comrade of the soldier, testifies to the same facts, and that 


until — 8 These facts are 
comrades, so that there can be no 


said Helston was with the compan 
further proven by hey war other afi 
question about these facts. 

Dr. Sharp Field, a 3 in good standing, testifies that he was in attend- 

ance on the soldier uring his last illness, and that the soldier died Febru: 
18, 1884, of blood poisoning from a carbuncle located on the sacrum, compli- 
cated with a severe gunshot wound on the right leg below the knee, ‘received 
in the United States service during the war. He further says that during the 
soldier's sickness his leg became violently inflamed and much swollen, and 
that, in the opiuio of the physician, the said wound was the immediate cause 
of the death of the soldier. 

John L. Card, a hospital nurse in the late war, testifies that he attended this 
soldier in his last illness as a nurse, and that he died from blood poison from a 
wound received in the er A while serving in the Army in the late war. 

The committee find that the soldier served over four years in the Army; that 
he was wounded, and that his death is dne to his military service, and the com- 
mittee therefore report the bill back with a recommendation that the same do 
pass, 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


RICHARD D. M’ KINNEY. 


Mr. TAULBEE called up for consideration the bill (H. R. 752) grant - 
ing a pension to Richard D. McKinney. 
The bill was read, ~ follows: 


Beit cenacled, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed 70 place on the roll. su to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Richard “McKinney, } late of Com- 
pany I, Forty-eighth Regiment Illinois Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. LANE) was read, as follows: 


Your committee, to whom was referred said bill, have carefully examined 
the same, and beg leave to submit the following report 

That the claimant bases his claim for pension on the ground that while in 
the service and in line of dut; ag contracted epileptic fits. 

His claim was refused by n on the ground that disability ex- 
isted prior to 1 James M. Stout, being first duly sworn, says that his 
age is fort; 22 ears; that his post-office ‘is as urn, III. He further says that 
heknew mant r e years before the war; that he lived 
on his father’s farm for two and that claimant and himself worked to- 
| oma a for three years; thatclaimant was a very strong man, and that he never 

new him to be sick. Deponent further says that up to the time of his enlist- 
ment he had no epilepsy or sickness of any kind. 

Alexander Orr, of Auburn, III., being duly sworn, says that his age is sixty-five 
years; that heknew t five or six years before the war; 9 
worked for him on his farm ; OTO aI man physically; that he was 
never sick; that t he was one d strongest men he ever knew, arid that he 
never heard of him havin: 21e e fits until after the war. 

Tobias Rudesill, being duly sworn, also testifies that he knew the claimant 
well before enlistment; that he lived on his brother's farm, and they were 
neighbors; that he knew the claimant to be a sound, healthy man, and free 


from epil: fits prior to his enlistment in the Army. 
Thomas Wilson and T. N. ae. physicians, after being duly sworn, tes- 
tify that while the claimant was doing duty i in the hospital at Pitts h Land- 


* was attacked and disabled by epileptic fits. 

N. Bryan, examining su n, further states that in his opinion the dis- 
anny. was incurred in line of duty. 

A number of other affidavits on Sle in fhis case alsó show that the claimant 
was free from epile; at the time of enlistment. 

Your ponosa think that the mony In this case fully warrants the con- 
clusion that the claimant contracted his disability while in the service and in 
line of duty and is entitled to a pension, and we therefore ully recom» 
mend that this bill do pass. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


SARAH JACKSON. 


Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR called up for consideration the bill (H. 
R. 6411) granting a pension to Sarah Jackson. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, 3 to the ee ln 
limitations of the n laws, the name of Sarah J: n. an le daugh- 
ter of James pppn aog iate ofCompany G, Thirtieth Regiment of Ohio Volun- 
teers, at the rate of $30 per month. 


Mr. CHIPMAN. Task unanimous consent that the reading of the 
report be dispensed with. 

Mr. KILGORE. Oh, no; let the report be read. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. It is very short. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. I did not suppose that the gentleman from Texas 
N 1 when he knew what the case was; and it was shown in 

e 

The report (by Mr. Tompson, of Ohio) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensons, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
6411) grantinga ponon to Sarah Jackson, submit the following report: 
This claimant is the daughter of James Jackson, who was a private in Com- 
pany G, Thirtieth Ohio Volunteer Infantry, who was killed in battle at South 
untain on the 16th of September, 1862, whose widow, Eliza Jackson, drew a 
nsion till she died in September, 1878; that the said James and Eliza iza Jackson 
three children who are still living, one son and two daughters; that one of 
the daughters is this claimant, Sarah Jackson, who is an imbecile and wholly 
helpless; that her sister, Mary Jackson, who is now struggling to su rt her 
insane sister, ix seriously afflicted with spinal disease and not able to more 
than support herself. 

Her brother, Lewis Jackson, who is the main support of these three children, 
who are all older t sixteen years, is a very delicate young man, and notos 
his manent Sy: by carrying the mail from the ra e station to the post- 
distance of about a f mile, and by ca: people to and fro aeross the Ohio 
River; that these three children, whose father was killed in battle and whose 
mother has since died, have no means of support or income maior på what they 
earn by their daily labor, and that the support of this imbecile helpless sis- 
ter is too greata burden for the other two to bear, and in view of the cireum- 
stances your committee recommend the passage of this bill, and they recom- 
mend that it be so amended thatthe rate of pension be fixed at $18 per month, 


Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Mr. Chairman, those who have heard 


1889. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


2575 


this report read will agree with me that the amendment ought not to 
be made. This is a very extraordinary case. These three orphans 
have no means of support and they are all substantially invalids. Be- 
sides that, the claimant, Sarah Jackson, as the report shows, is an im- 
becile and wholly helpless, Now, it seems to me that $30 a month is 
as little as ought to be granted in such a case. Her father was killed 
in battle at South Mountain, in 1862, and the widow drew pension 
until her death. I ask that the bill remain at $30 per month. I move, 
also, after the words per month ” to insert, payable to the legally- 
appointed guardian.“ 

Mr. MATSON. The amount as provided by the bill as recommended 
to be amended by the committee is precisely the amount that is given 
in all such cases. We have reported and passed a number of such bills. 

Mr, JOSEPH D. TAYLOR, I think this is avery peculiar case and 
a very deserving one. 

Mr. MATSON. They have all been given 818 a month—$6 a month 
more than a widow gets, Of course, as there is some expense attending | EI 
guardianship the committee have recommended $18 a month. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. This woman requires assistance and 
attendance. 

Mr. MATSON. She is no more helpless than any other imbecile, 
and those are all given the amount I have mentioned. It would be 
wrong to a large number of others to make that difference. 

The amendment recommended by the committee eee out ‘*$30 
per month and inserting ‘'$18 per month ’’ was agreed to 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Ohio, which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Fag the words “per month” insert “ payable to the legally-appointed guard- 

The amendment was agreed to; and the bill as amended was laid 
aside to be reported to the House with the recommendation that it do 


pass. 
BETSY COLE. 


Mr. TOOLE. Icallup the bill (H. R. 10943) granting a pension to 
Betsy Cole. - 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted. 
thorized and direct 


The report (by Mr. 8 was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 101. R. 

10943) granting a pension to Betsy E. Cole, submit the following ae ser 
"Betsy E. Cole is the widow of James A. Cole, late a private in pany E, 

First Michigan Volunteer Infantry, She isnowseventy-three years rate berada no 

roperty or means of support, and is dependent on others. Her husband served 

rom 1862 until near the end of the war. He was a healthy man when he en- 
ee ag had chronic diarrhea from the time of the battle of Shiloh until his 

esth, in 1882. 

Shortly before he was mustered out with his ent he returned home on 
sick 8 suffering from the disease of which he died. He was pensioned 
for u disability arising from that disease, and had a pension until death, The 
fact is therefore decisively settled that he incurred the disease in the Army,and 
suffered from it as long as he lived. The proof is abundant that he was more or 
less incapacitated from work by reason of it. 

The physician who attended him in death certified that he died of heart dis- 
ease. There is no doubt that he — 3 enfeebled ins of heart his latter a 
The testimony is overwhelming no „ 


ing all his life up to a short 8225 ome his decease. ical ran piaren E ie 


ports that Mrs. Cole’s case is meritorious; another Ghat 18 it one not. Thisindicates 
adoubt, which this great Government ought to solve in favor of an woman 
who is the widow ofa 8 The Pension Bureau rej The 


committee believe it ought to be granted, and recommend that the bill do pass. 
The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
MARGARET DURAND. 


Mr. VANCE. I call up the bill (H. R. 11295) granting a pension to 
Margaret Durand, hospital nurse. 
ied bill was read, as follows: 


at enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of D Ag tho 
rand, as attendant nurse at Mound City Hospital, near Cairo, III., during the 
war of the rebellion, at the rate of $12 per month. 


The report (by Mr. Matson) is as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
3 8 a pension to Margaret rand, have considered the same, and 
now 

The el Samant herein was a nurse and matron of 5 0 General Hospital, Mound 
City, III., in 186162, as e by a certificate of the Surgeon-General and by 
the davits of Sister Athanasius and Sister M. Celesta, now residing at St. 

's Academy, Notre Dame, South Bend, Ind. They testify, in a joint affida- 
vit, in substance as follows: 

“We were attendant nurses at Mound City Hospital, near Cairo, in the — 
of Illinois, in the years 1861 and 1862; that Mrs. Margaret Durand, of S0 
Bend, Ind., came as n nurse to said hospital in December, 1861, and attended 5 
regular 2 of the soldiers sick and disabled in said hospital until the 

of 1862; that her health failed her at that time and she was sent home wil the 
hope that she | she might recover and return, but that her health was not re-estab- 
she was unable to return to the hospital. 
nd is now in advanced age 
of a pension from the Government, and that we have no inter- 
est in her claim.” 

As stated, the claimant is in advanced age, and by herservices among thesick 
and wounded in the hospital where the served she impaired her health to such 
that she has never fully recovered, She is without adequate means 


and impaired health to earn suf- 


of support and unable by reason of her a: 
e committee that the small amount 


ficient means of support, and it seems to 
asked forin the bill ought to be granted. 
We therefore submit a favorable report, and recommend the passage of the bill. 
The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
Mr. WHEELER moved that the committee rise, but, at the request 
of several members, withdrew the motion. 


MARY DOCKHAM. 


Mr. WHITING, of Michigan. I call up the bill (H. R. 9264) for the 


relief of Mary Dockham 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to place upon the pension-roll, subject to the ‘provisions and 
5 of the pension laws, the name of Mary Dockham, mother of Charles 

W. Johnson, late corporal Company ©, Tenth Regiment Michigan Volunteer 
Infantry, and also late widow of Marrett Johnson, late private Company A, 
Regiment Michigan Volunteer Infantry, and afterward private Com- 

— 8. Twenty-seventh Regiment Michigan Volunteer Infantry. 


The report (by Mr. CHIPMAN) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
9264) for the relief of Mary Dockham, submit =~ * report: 


The claimant, Mary Dockham, is, as stated in the accompanying aa R. 
9264), the mother of Charles W. Johnson, late corporal in Compan th 
ment Michigan Volunteer Infantry, and that the said Charles 1e 


died at Nashville, Tenu., Jan 1, 1863, of hoid fever, contracted whil 
the service and line of duty; an further, that he left no wife or children, 

Mary Dockham was the widow of Marrett Johnson, Charles W. Johnson's 
father, from 1863 until June 8, 1884, when she was married to one John H. Dock- 
ham, upon his representations that he was a man of property and able to an a 
port her. His representations proved false, and in February, 1886, he entire 
deserted her, since which time she has no knowledge of his whereabouts, 

She is in needy circumstances, haing, nothing but a small amount of house- 
hold goods, valued at perhaps $200. She is sixty-seven years old and is left with- 
out su port, and in our opinion she Should be ea charge of the Govern- 


ment, in the absence of her son, who died in our 3 is service, 
Your committee recommend that the bill do pass, w the following amend- 
ment: Strike out all after the word “Infantry,” in ine 8. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was to, and 
the bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with the 
recommendation that it do pass. 


JOHN W. COMBS, 


Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. I call up the bill (S. 2363) for the 
relief of John W. Combs. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 8 au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of John W. Combs, 
zy a — 5 rivate e D, Third Regiment West Virginia Volunteers, atthe rate 
per mon 


~“ The report (by Mr. LANE) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2363) 
granting an increase of pension to John W. Combs, having had the same under 
consideration, adopt the * report thereon, which is as follows, and recom- 
mend the passage of the bi 

The claimant served 5 5 in Company D, Third Regiment West Vir- 
ginia Volunteers. He was pensioned at the rate ol $2 per month from August 
16, 1864, for rheumatism and piles. This pension was increased to $6 per month 
from June 18, 1864, and to $12 per month from March 23, 1887, which amount he 
is now receiving. 

“His application for farther increase was rejected by the Pension B 
e 4, 1887, on the ground that there there is ‘no increase of disability 
due to pensioned causes, 

“The claimant does not ask an increase of pension by reason of increased 
1 but claims that he is entitled to a higher rating upon the evidence 
filed by him and the reports of the medical examining boards. 

The evidence in support of his claim for an increase of pension is as follows: 

“Under date of July 21, por Dr. M. T. Powell testified: 

Have known t only three or four years. His diagnosis 
chronic 5 rheumatism and piles a and internal), also prolapsus 

— Syring 5 eee 
uses u ge. producing an 8 piles, w are con! nae 
worse at intervals. My first treatment was in May, 1885; his condition 
not able to perform Disan labor. believed him totally disabled from 

manual labor, and had done nothing since September, 1884. . o 
woran aeran July 21, 1887, T fully believe 8 
better than in June, 1855. 
30, 1887, Dr. John F. Michael testified: 

AD ned in March, 1886, and found him affected with internal and 
external piles, and prolapsus ani; have treated him since that date. 

After the examination believed him wholly inca) from VA omlag 


manual 

“Dr, Sidney Mosher testified September 7, 1887, that he— 

“*Made a personal examination of this case July 4, 1887, and diagnosed his 
case as a complication of rheumatism and piles. affecting the whole system 
head, heart, spine, and kidneys -en great relaxation of the muscles of the 
bowels, and 8 188 incapacitating him for manual labor.’ 

„On July 26, 26, 1: two of his neighbors—W. M. Grimes and Barnabas Ball— 


The porn is n 8 — performing manual labor.’ 

3 . atin nis thi Ae eq beT, iles, . — ightee tebe rhe 
ant ten-eighteen r e ra ‘or and two-ei n U- 
matism, or two-thirds disabl: p 

“The medical examinin sp 5 8 which examined him on September 28, 1887, 
rate him as three-fourths disabled. The committee is mt e inion thatthe kar 
8 in this case clearly shows the claimant to be entitled to a higher ratin 

ill is reported favorably, with the recommendation that it do pass.“ 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
RUTH AMES. 
1 YOST. I call up the bill (S. 3137) granting a pension to Ruth 
es. 
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The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, eto., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject tothe provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Ruth Ames, widow of George 
Ames, late of Company D, Sixth Regiment Minnesota Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. MORRILL) is as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3137) 
granting a pension to Ruth Ames, having had the same under consideration, 
submit the following report: 

The report of the Senate Committee on Pensions is herewith adopted, and 
the passage of the bill recommended, 


[Senate Report No. 1749, Fiftieth Congress, first session.] 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3137) granting 

a pension to Ruth Ames, have examined the same, and report: 

the husband of the widow claimant served from August, 1862, to August, 
1865, as private in Company D, Sixth Minnesota Volunteers, and was pensioned 
to his death, in 1877, for rupture incurred at Helena, Ark., in July, 1864. His 
death, in 1877, was re by the attending physician to be caused by phre- 
nitis, after an illness of but a few days. 

It ap from the testimony that the old soldier, from being a man unusu- 
ally robust before enlistment, became a permanent invalid from the effects of 
the rupture, able to work only a portion of the time, and then to do work only 
of the lighter sort. Complicated with the hernia was chronic diarrhea, which, 
though con in the service, was not included in the allowance of his claim 
for pension. Its effect, however, was to aid in breaking down his constitution, 
so that when he was attacked by an acute disorder, he lacked the strength to re- 
sist and died. Dr. C. S. Stoddard, the oy A physician, testified that— 

“At the time of his death, June 26,1877, he was receiving a pension for disa- 
bility resulting from hernia, which disability continued up to the time of his 
death, and, in my opinion, contributed to and hastened his death by disease of 
the brain and nervous system.” 

In another affidavit, Dr. Stoddard, reaffirming his belief that the hernia had 
doubtless contributed to the general disability and weakened constitution which 
rende is less capable of withstanding more acute disease,” refers 
to the fact that the soldier “had doubtless been a very strong man, but when 
he first saw him (since the war) he gave evidence of a broken constitution, being 
considerably emaciated,” eto. 

The P. ion Bureau rejected the widow's claim on the ground that the fatal 
disease was not contracted in the service; but, on the whole, the committee 
consider the presumption reasonable that the disease for which the soldier was 
pensioned not only seriously impaired and undermined his health after the war, 
and threw upon his widow the burdensome responsibility of family a Yaad 
but that it was at least secondarily the cause of his sudden and premature death; 
and, so believing, they report the bill favorably and recommend that it do pass, 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. MATSON. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee rise. 
The motion was agreed to. 


The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. MOMILIIx having taken 


the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. DocKERY reported the Committee 
of the Whole House on the Private Calendar had had under considera- 
tion the special order and had directed him to report back sundry bills 
with various recommendations. 

Mr. CARUTH. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a privil motion. 

The SPEAKER pro re. The gentleman state it. 

Mr. CARUTH, I desire to callup a bill which is unfinished busi- 
ness in the House. It will take but a moment to dispose of it. 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore. Is it one of the bills that have come over? 

Mr. CARUTH. It is. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks that those bills stand 
on the Calendar ahead of the work of the committee this evening, and 
that the gentleman’s motion is in order. The Clerk will report the 
title of the bill. 

GENERAL s. W. PRICE. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill (S. 433) granting an increase of pension to General S. W. Price. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized to increase the Pert of General S. W. Price, late of the Twenty-first 
Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, from $72 per month to $100 per month, 
the said S. W. Price having become totally blind, the loss of his eyesight being 
the direct result of a gunshot wound received by him while in the service of 
the Government in the United States Army, at the battle of Kenesaw, during 
the late war of the rebellion, totake effect and after the passage of this act. 
The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and 
Mr. CARUTH moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
ble. : 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
JULIA M. EDIE, 


Mr. WHEELER. Mr. Speaker, I have a Senate bill which I desire 
to call up, on which the previous question has been ordered, and I 
move that it be now put upon its passage. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is it one of the bills heretofore re- 
ported from the Committee of the Whole? 

Mr. WHEELER. It is. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks the gentleman's mo- 
tion is in order. The Clerk will report the title of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 3325) granting an increase of pension to Julia M. Edie. 

* fae el . Mr. Speaker, has the previoug question been ordered 
on 


ez : 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is informed by the Clerk 
that the previous question has not been ordered upon the passage of 


the bill. 

Mr. WHEELER. It has been ordered upon the third readingof the 
bill, as will be seen by reference to page 1001 of the RECORD, 

Farce SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the third reading 
of the bill. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I will say to the gentleman from Alabama that if 
he wants the other bills reported from the Committee of the Whole to 
go through here to-night he had better withdraw that one. 

The question was taken on the third reading of the bill, and the 
Speaker pro tempore declared that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I ask for a division. 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. Speaker, I am surprised at the action of the 
=e from Indiana [Mr. CHEADLE]. His course is inconsistent 

the extreme. He has sat here and made no objection to the passage 
of bills granting pensions of $50, $75, and $100 per month, and now he- 
threatens to prevent the passage of all bills which have been reported 
unless I consent to withdraw this little bill, which grants but $40 per 
month. 

The gentleman knows that I have no knowledge of the beneficiary 
of this bill. He knows that the bill was introduced in the Senate and 
pana through that body by a very distinguished Senator from the 

orthwest, and that it is that Senator’s request that I ask the passage 
of the bill. He knows the personal efforts I have made to comply with 
that Senator’s request, and I am determined that Ishall not besingled out 
and that he shall not conduct himself in this manner without the facts 
being known to the House. 

I will, however, withdraw the bill, as I am not willing to see an 
injury done to my colleagues and their constituents, which the gentle- 
man says he shall inflict upon them unless I comply with his demand 
and withdraw the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Debate is not in order. ; 

Mr. CHEADLE, I desire to say a word in reply to the gentleman, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Debate is not in order, 

Mr. DOCKERY, Regular order. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I rise to a 8 of privilege. The gentleman 
said he was not going to stand this. 

Mr. WHEELER. I said I was not going to be singled out 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks that is not a ques- 
tion of privilege. 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 21, noes 3, 

Mr. MACDONALD. No quorum. a 

Mr. WHEELER. Iam not willing to make other members suffer 
because the point is made on this bill, and I withdraw the bill for the 
present. 

HOUSE BILLS PASSED, 

House bills of the following titles, reported from the Committee of the 
Whole House without amendment, were severally taken up and ordered 
to be engrossed and read a third time; and being engrossed, they were 
accordingly read the third time, and passed: : 

A bill (H. R. 12513) restoring John J. Freeland to the pension-roll 
(title amended on motion of Mr. SHIVELY so as to read: A bill for the 
relief of John J. Freeland”); 

A bill (H. R. 6880) granting a pension to Thomas Blazer; 

A bill (H. R. 10806) granting a pension to Eugenia A. Helston; 

A bill (H. R. 752) ting a pension to Richard D. McKinney; 

A bill (H. R. 10943) granting a pension to Betsy Cole; and 

A bill (H. R. 11295) granting a pension to Margaret Durand, hospital 
nurse. 

House bills of the following titles, reported from the Committee of 
the Whole House with amendments, wereseverally taken up, the amend- 
ments concurred in, and the bills as amended ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time; and being engrossed, they were accordingly read 
the third time, and ~ 

A bill (H. R. 8522) restoring the name of Elijah Potts to the pensions 


rolls; 
A bill R. 12421) granting a pension to Mrs. Frances Thatcher; 
A bill (H. R. ory ting a pension to Sarah Jackson; and 
A bill (H. R. 9264) for the relief of Mary Dockham. 
J. H. ROCHELLE. 


The bill (H. R. 11762) to remove the political disabilities of J. H. 
Rochelle, reported from the Committee of the Whole House without 
amendment, was taken up and ordered to be en and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed (two-thirds voting in favor thereof). 

SENATE BILLS PASSED. 

Senate bills of the following titles, reported from the Committee of 
the Whole House without amendment, were severally ordered to a third 
reading; and they were accordingly read the third time, and passed: 

A bill (S. 757 granting a pension to Andrew J. Foust; 

A bill (S. 1144) granting a pension to Frances H. L. Prescott; 
bill 8 3183) granting a pension to James Parker; 
bill (S. 3429) granting a pension to Maria N. Abbey; 
bill (S. 3047) granting an increase of pension to William Bittinger, 
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il] (S. 2677 ting a pension to Jane Reilly; 
iii A 22850 or the relief of John W. Combs; and 
ill 


Mr. MATSON moved to reconsider the several votes by which bills 
reported from the Committee of the Whole House were passed; and 
also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

Thé latter motion was agreed to. 
JULIA M. EDIE. 


Mr. WHEELER. I now call up the bill (S. 3325) for the relief of 
Julia M. Edie. ) 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. A vote was being taken on this bill 
when the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. CHEADLE] made the point 
that no quorum had voted. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I desire to correct the Chair. It was the gentle- 
man from Minnesota [Mr. MACDONALD] who raised that point. 

Mr. MACDONALD. I made the point, and continue to make it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will appoint as tellers the 

gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. MACDONALD] and the gentleman from 
Alabama [Mr. WHEELER]. The hour of 10 o’clock having arrived, 
the House, under the standing order, adjourns until 10 O to-mor- 
row morning. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and gepen were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: ; 

By Mr. GLASS: Petition of Mary A. Sullivan, of Madison County, 
Alabama, for reference of her claim to the Court cf Claims—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LODGE: Memorial of John M. Raymond and 36 others, cit- 
izensof Massachusetts, in favor of international arbitration—to the Com- 
mittee on Labor. 

By Mr. TRACEY: Resolution of New York State Legislature re- 
questing Senators and Representativesin Congress to advocate adequate 
appropriations for completing and repairing dikes and other necessary 

k on the Hudson River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

sy Mr. WILLIAMS: Petition of Alexander Post, Piqua, Ohio, ask- 
ing the printing of the records of the war of rebellion—to the Com- 
mittee on 8 

By Mr. W. L. WILSON: Petition of Simms Powell and others, of 
Parkersburgh, W. Va., in favor of amendment of interstate- commerce 
law in relief of commercial traveling to the Committee on Commerce. 


The following petitions, praying for a constitutional amendment pro- 
hibiting the manufacture, importation, exportation, transportation, and 
sale of all alcoholic liquors as a beverage, were received and severally 
referred to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic: 

By Mr. CUTCHEON: Of citizens of Holland, Mich. ‘ 

By Mr. KEAN: Of 230 citizens of Plainfield, N. J. 

By Mr. PHELPS: Of 13 citizens of Hackensack, and of 80 citizens 
of Hackensack, N. J. 

By Mr. RICE: Of 55 citizens of St. Paul, Minn. 

By Mr. C. A. RUSSELL: of 12 citizens of Canterbury, Conn. 

By Mr. SPOONER (by request): Of 25 citizens of Johnson, R. I. 

By Mr. THOMAS WILSON: Of 58 citizens of Wasioja, Minn. 


The following petitions for a national Sunday-rest law were received 
and severally referred to the Committee on Labor: 

By Mr. DARLINGTON: Of 269 citizens of Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. JOSEPH: Of 4 citizens of New Mexico. 

By Mr. KELLEY: Of 30 members of the Princeton Presbyterian 
Church of West Chester, Philadelphia, Pa. 
By Mr. RYAN: Of 82 citizens of Kansas. 

By Mr. SAWYER: Of 103 citizens of Perry, N. Y. 

By Mr. WARNER: Of 40 citizens of Missouri, and of 102 citizens of 


Magnet, Mo. 


SENATE. 
SATURDAY, March 2, 1889. 


The Senate met at 11 o’clock a. m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BorLER, D. D. 


THE JOURNAL. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I ask unanimous consent that the reading of the 
‘Journal of yesterday’s proceedings be dispensed with this morning. 
| The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont asks 
unanimous consent that the reading of the Journal be dispe with. 
It is = ordered if there be no objection, and the Journal will stand ap- 
proved. : 
STATUES OF FULTON AND MUHLENBERG. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following res- 


— 


XX— 162 


olutions from the House of Representatives; Which were read, and or- 
dered to lie on the table: 


Whereas b; 


an act of Congress roved the 2d day of July, 9 80 the Presi- 
dent of the ta 


a 
hited States is authorized to invite each and all the 


determine to be worthy of that national commemorat; on, and 
when so furnished the same shall be placed in the — Hall of the House of Re 


Whereas the State of Pennsylvania has provided the statues of Robert Fulton 
and John Peter Gabriel Muhlenberg, both natives of the State, and illustrious 
and distinguished citizens thereof: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the thanks 
of Congress be presented to the governor and through him to the people of the 
State of Pennsylvania for said statues. 

Resolved, That these works of art are accepted in the name of the nation, and 
anien a place inthe old Hall of the House of . already set 
aside by act of Congress for statues of eminent citizens; and that a copy of this 
resolution, signed by the President of the Senate and the Speaker of the House 
of Representatives, be transmitted to the governor of the State of Pennsylvania. 


FORT LEAVENWORTH MILITARY RESERVATION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 3653) to authorize the 
sale of a tract of land in the military reservation at Fort Leavenworth, 
in the State of Kansas. 

The amendment of the House of Representatives was to strike out 
all after the enacting clause and insert: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to lease to the Leavenworth City and Fort Leavenworth Water 
Company the following-described tract of land in the military reservation at 
Fort venworth, in the State of Kansas: inning at the northwest corner 
of the 20-acre tract of land formerly in said military reservation granted to the 
Leavenworth Coal Company by the act of Congress approved July 20, 1868; 
thence north in extension of the west line of said 20-acre tract 500 feet; thence 
east parallel to the north line of said 20-acre tract 820 feet, more or less, to the 
railroad right of way ; thence southerly on the west line of said right of way 503 
feet, more or less, to the north line of the said 20-acre tract; thence west on the 
said more ag 5 Da pos of — containing 9} e — w 8 
serving e Unit tates or gns the coal, or royalty for the coal, under- 
lying said lands, for the purpose of constructing and maintaining thereon a res- 
ervoir and such other works as may be necessary to enable said company to 
supply the troops at Fort Leavenworth and its other patrons with pure water: 
Provided, That the company shall have the free and uninterru use of said 
tract of land for the purposes above named, under the direction and control of 
the ry of War, so long as it is so „and that when they ceasc to oc- 
* and use it for such purposes the lease shall be null and void. 

EC, 2. That the act of Congress entitled An act to authorize the sale of a 
tract of land in the military reservation at Fort Leavenworth, in the State of 
Kansas,” approved the 6th day of June, A. D. 1888, be, and the same is hereby, 
re 


3. That this act shall take effect and be in force from and after its passage. 
Mr. PLUMB. I move that the Senate concur in the améndment of 
the House of Representatives. 
The amendment was concurred in. 


CATHARINE G. BODFISH. 


The bill (H. R. 382) granting a pension to Catharine G. Bodfish, re- 
ana yesterday from the House of Representatives, was read twice by 
its title. 

Mr. HOAR. Iaskunanimous consent that that bill be now put upon 
its passage. Iam authorized by the chairman ofthe Committe on Pen- 
sions to make the request. He would make it if he were present. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to place on the pension-roll 
the name of Catharine G. Bodfish, widow of the late Oliver Bodfish, a 
soldier of the war of 1812. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills; in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 752) granting a pension to Richard D. McKinney; 

A bill (H. R. 6411) granting a pension to Sarah Jackson; 

A bill (H. R. 6880) granting a pension to Thomas Blazer; 

A bill (H. R. 8028) to authorize the States of Illinois; Indiana, and 
Ohio to prosecute suits against the United States in the Supreme Court 
of the United States; 

1 bill (H. R. 8522) restoring the name of Elijah Potts to the pension- 
rolls: 

A bill (H. R. 9264) for the relief Mary Dockham; 

A bill (H. R. 10806) granting a pension to Eugenia A. Halston; 

A bill (H. R. 11230 ting a pension to Betsy Cole; 

A bill (H. R. 11295) granting a pension to Margaret Durand, hospital 


nurse; 

A bill (H. R. 11762) to remove the political disabilities of J. H. Ro- 
chelle; and 

A bill (H. R. 12421) granting a pension to Miss Frances Thatcher. 

The message also announced that the use had non-concurred in 
the amendments of the Senate to the bili (H. R. 12807) making appro- 
priations to supply deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1889, and for prior years, and for other purposes; asked 
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a conference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
thereon, and had appointed Mr. SAYERS, Mr. RANDALL, and Mr. Mc- 
Comas managers at the conference on the part of the House. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had signed 
the following enrolled bilis; and they were thereupon signed by the 
President pro tempore: 

A bill (I. R. 2737) granting a to Ann Krampholz; 

A bill (H. R. 6106) for the relief of certain volunteer and regular sol- 
diers of the late war and the war with Mexico; 

A hill (H. R. 11573) to authorize the construction of bridges across 
the Kentucky River; 

A bill 11. K. 11970) to divide a portion of the reservation of the Sionx 
Nation of Indians in Dakota into separate reservations and to secure 
the relinquishment of the Indian title to the remainder, and for other 


purposes; 
A bill (H. R. 12403) granting a pension to Bennett Cooper; 
A MOLE E TANI granting a pension to W. Andrews; 


A bill (H. R. 12619) granting a pension to Littleberry W. Baker; 
A bill (H. R. 12607 senting 6 ion to Ira Wells; 

A bill J. Martin; and 

A 


H. R. 12608) to pension 
H. R. 12604 to restore the pension of Ann G. Barker. 


DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


bill 


p 
e Senate to the bill (H. R. 12571) making a 
deficiencies in the appropriations for the 
1889, and for prior years, and for other purposes, and 
ference on the votes of the two Houses. 
I move that the Senate insist upon its amendments and 
agree to the conference asked by the House of Representatives. 
‘The motion was agreed to. 
By unanimous consent, the President pro was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on tha gart of the Henao aad MS Hare, Mr. 
ALLISON, and Mr. COCKRELL were appointed. 


UNDERVALUATIONS, ETC, 


775 before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the , transmitting, in further re- 
to the rslaton ofthe 190 imo, a report from Appraiser 


B. Stearns in relation to irregular atte eras erie 

e ee — whith which, 

papers, Seth, wean anlai ts Ti PAASA Claeieelltng to Texeunine tata fee tier 
on 


of the Civil Service, and ordered to be printed. 
SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the report 
the managers of the conference on the part of the Senate on the bill 
(H. R. 12008) making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the 
Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1890, and for other pur- 
poses; which was read, as follows: 


55 REPORT. 

The committee of conference 2 4% e En votes of the two Houses on 
e R. 12008) making appropria- 
fi eee —— 

n ving mah, after fall and free conference 
agreed to recommen! d do eee to their respective Houses as 


9922 5 55 212 15 1 1 15 TETT Sl 2 8 8 8 2 15 

222 5 BS a 1 , 

92, 96, 97, 1 amet 138,143, aKa 13.15 125 
amendments of the Senate 


25 Sa D 30S B, 1 12 19 7 49, 


the House 
umbered 1, 2, 4,5, 6,7, 18, 80 
Bl, 52, 89; 90, i, 7 102, 103, ERTA 5 185 Ul. 17 122, 126, 127, 1 129, 130, 134, 137 
40,145, 1,17, 149,130,103, 130,180 174,177,179, bo, 18 183, and igs, and 

agre to tk the — — from its ent to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 3, and to the same with amendments as follows: In lieu of the 
sum proposed in amendment insert $5,000, “and strike out from said amend- 
ment the word “grading” and insert in lieu thereof the irra ine DES And grad- 

within the limits of pte ” and the Senate agree to the 

hat the House recede from its disagreement to the 8 the Senate 
numbered 14, FFC amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the matter stricken out by said amendment insert the following: 

“That hereafter commissions shall not be paid for disbursements on account 
of sites for public buildings; nor on account of 3 of.public buildin, 
except for moneys actually handled and paid ng agents; an 
payments for sites for public buildings Soy the. eden of the. Treasury De- 
partment shall be made by the Treasury ment, at Washington, DG. C., by 
eredt or checks — to the grantors of such sites or their legal represeni- 
atives 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its 3 to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 36, and agree to the same with amendments as follows: In lieu of 
the sum proposa in said amendment insert $200,000; ” and after the werd 
jet,“ in line 5 of said amendment. insert the follo : “For e struct- 


ure, at a total cost of not exceeding $500,000; ” and the agree to same. 
That the House recede from its ent to the amendment of the 
num 78, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the sum pro; 2812, 0%; “ and the agree to same. 
‘That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of Senate 
the rr tothe 9855 < 
sum 8 agree same. 
the House recede from ——ů amendment of the Senate 
eee eee . In lieu of 
the sum pro . andl tine Senate nanos the same. 


ouso recede from its disagreement to theamendment of the Senate 


numbered Of, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the sum proposed in said amendment insert “$100,000;” and the Senate agree tô 
e same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of 
numbered 95, and e eee . e 
the matter 


“Pr 
shall be audited by the ae ting officers of the Treasury.” 
And the Senate agree to i “pce 
That the House recede from its 8 the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 100, and agree to the same with an . as spite In licuof 
the sum proposed insert. 8500, 000; and the Senate agree to 
That the Senate recede from its — to the er ofthe House 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 101; and agree to the same. 
Thatthe House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 108, and 2 to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
ei proposed in said amendment insert 53,000; and the Senate agree to 
e same. 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendmentof the Senate 
numbered 108, and — the same with 
3 sum proposed in said amendment 


‘That the House r recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 


of the Senate 
In lien of 


numbered 117, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: After the 
word and” in eee insert the words for ascertaining; and the 
agree 


agree to the same 

insert $55,000;” and the s Senate ier to the — 

ouse recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 124, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the 5 proposed to be inserted by said amendment, insert the following: 


the above sum no more shall be for sa! and wages in 
this institution during the fiscal year 1890 than shall with the ments from 
year of $28,000 


5 sources make a total for such salaries and wages for 


And the Senate agree to the same. 

‘That the House Toaster from its entto the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 125, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In line 16, 
Page 42 of the bill. strike out the w words “except when absolutely indigent ;” 

Senate agree 
‘That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendmentof 38 


numbered 132, and — to the 5 an amendment as Saone] In lieu of 
the sum insert 815,000; and the agree to the sam 
That the recede from its to the . of the Senate 


numbered 135, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike 
amendm thereofthe word 


ent the word “gas” and insert in lieu “light; 
and the Senate to the same. ; 
‘That the House recede its disagreement the amendm Senate 
numbered and agree to the same with an amendmen as follows: Addat 
the end of said the following 
“Provided, That no of this appropriation shall be expended until a con- 
tract is made for said bi heating apparatus 
and approaches, within limit of th — — ad 
Senate agree to the same. 


disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 

numbered 144, and spree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the sum aby regen and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the from its to the amendment of the Senate 

numbered 148, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 

of the matter FFF 


of 825,000.“ 


numbered 151, and 9 with amendments as 
—— FE 


thence along the 
Outlet, the Yellowstone 
River to the Palle and Grand Cafion, thence from the Falls down the Yellow- 
stone River to a junction with the -prenens road to Cook City; in all, $50,000.” 

And the Senate agree to the sam 

That the House — from its ä to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 154, — wanna seer amendment as follows: In lieu of 
said amendment insert 85,000; and the Senat 


ze sum proposed in o agree to 
e same, 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 155, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Epress 
the sum proposed in said amendment insert 88,000; and the Senate agree to 


the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 158, and agree to the same ) with an amendment 3 In 
lieu of the sum proposed insert “$12,500; and the Senate 

That the House teorde from its disagreement to the amendment Kette theSenate 
numbered 164, and to the same with amendments as follows: After the 
word committee,“ in line 6 of said amendment, insert the following: 

Who shall have power to settle and approve vouchers notwithstanding the 
dissolution of the committee.” 

And add at the end of said poy pear the following: 

‘hat one-half of said sum shall be paid out of the revenues of the 
District of Columbia and one-half out of the Treasury of the United States.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 173, and agree | to — — same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 


the sum pro insert — the Senate agree to the same. 
That the House recede from its ent to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 176, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 


8 sum pro insert 815 Pare and the Senate agree to the 
$ ihe House recode its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 


Seaver tier er aud saree fo the sume With an acntudmantes allows: In lieu of 
. —— „000;“ and the Senate —— 

ts numbered 60,6 1, 62, 141, 142, 182, and of con- 
ference have been to 


Managers on the part of the Senate, 
— RANDALL, 


THOS. RYAN 
Managers on the part of the House, 


1889. 
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Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish the Senator from Iowa would kindly tell 
us what are the points of disagreement that are still left open. 

Mr. ALLISON. The three amendments relating to the Bureau of 
Engraving and Printing are still open. It is really one amendment, 
but it involves three. Amendments141 and 142, relating to the Li- 
brary building. The House conferees would not agree to our provis- 
ion respecting the Library building. Amendment 182 is the com- 

nsation to Mrs. Waite, and amendment 197 is the provision respecting 
an addition to the Government Printing Office. All the other amend- 
ments have been agreed on by the conferees, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the report of the committee of conference? If there be 
none, the question is, Will the Senate concur in the report? 

The report was concurred in. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate still further insist upon the 
amendments not agreed on by the committee of conference and ask for 
a further conference with the House of Representatives on those amend- 
ments. 

The motion was agreed to. 


By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 


appoint the managers at the further conference on the part of the Sen- 
até, and Mr. ALLISON, Mr. HALE, and Mr. GORMAN were appointed. 


PRIVILEGE OF THE FLOOR. 


Mr. BLAIR. General Marston, who has been designated by the gov- 
ernor of New Hampshire for appointment as a Senator to fill a vacancy 
occurring on the 4th of March, is in the city, and I would esteem it a 
great courtesy if I might be allowed unanimous consent by the Senate 
to invite him upon the floor. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection, and 
leave is granted. 


GEORGETOWN AND TENNALLYTOWN RAILWAY. 


Mr. DAWES. There isa very little bill which will take but two | th 


minutes that I should like to have 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
quest except by unanimous consent. 
Is the morning business over? 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It has not been called. The Chair i 


has been disposing of business on his table which takes precedence of 
morning business. The Chair lays before the Senate a bill from the 
House of Representatives. 

The bill (H. R. 11811) to amend an Act to incorporate the George- 


town and Tennallytown Railway Company of the District of Columbia; 


came a law without his approval, was read twice by its title. 

Mr. FAULKNER. The bill which has come over from the other 
House is the same as the bill reported unanimously by the Committee 
on the District of Columbia of the Senate, and I ask unanimous con- 
sent to put the bill upon its e. : 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It will have to lie aside to be examined. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I desire to say that there is but one difference 
between the two bills. This bill provides for the track to be laid alon 
the side of a road that is not improved, whereas the Senate bill eat 
by the committee did not have that precautionary provision in it. There 
is a strip in the center of this road, and the House bill provides that 
that shall not be utilized for the purpose of these tracks. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I objectfor the time-being. Iwill probably with- 
draw the objection if I have time to examine the bill. 

INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. DAWES. Is there anything to preventcalling up, by unanimous 
consent, the Indian appropriation bill at this time? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is not. 

Mr. DAWES. Then I move to take up that bill. 

Mr. PLATT. Idesire to present a report when that order is reached. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts 
asks unanimous consent that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 12578) making appropriations for the current and 
contingent expenses of the Indian Department, and for fulfilling treaty 
stipulations with various Indian tribes for the year ending June 30, 1890, 
and for other purposes. Is there objection? 

Mr. DAWES. If the bill is taken up, Ishall yield informally to the 
Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT]. 

Mr. PLATT. The Senator from Massachusetts saysif the bill comes 
up he will yield to me informally to make a report. I shall not be 
able to be in the Senate all the morning, as I shall have to be engaged 
in business of the Senate, and I desire to make the report at this time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair asksif there be objection 
to the present consideration of the bill moved by the Senator from 

usetts, The Chair hears none. The bill is before the Senate 
as in Committee of the Whole, and will be read at length. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Appropriations with 
amendments. R 

Mr. DAWES. Iask that when the bill is read the amendments 
proposed by the Committee on Appropriations may be acted on as they 
are reach 


The Chair can not entertain the re- the 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendments of the Committee 
on Appropriations will be acted upon as they are reached in the read- 
ing of the text of the bill, if there be no objection. 

Mr. DAWES. Now I yield to the Senator from Connecticut. 

INDIAN TRADERS. 


Mr. PLATT. The Select Committee on Indian Traders was consti- 
tuted originally by the resolution of the Senate of June 3, 1886, to 
make an investigation and an inquiry. In behalf of the committee I 
desire to submit the report of the committee relating to the investiga- 
tion which was ordered by the resolution of June 3, 1886, and also to 
submit the testimony which has been taken. The Senator from West 
Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER] has a minority report. 

. FAULKNER. I ask the leave of the Senate to present the mi- 
nority report upon the same subject embraced in the majority report. 
It was prepared by the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN]. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from West Virginia asks 
leave to submit the views of the minority of the same committee, 

Mr. PLATT. Let them both be printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection, The 
minority views will be received and printed with the report. 


SELECT COMMITTEE ON PACIFIC RAILROADS INDEBTEDNESS. 
Mr. STEWART. I ask the Senator from Massachusetts to give way 


for 2 moment to allow the resolution in regard to the special commit- 


tee on Pacific which was laid over yesterday, to be passed. 

Mr. DAWES. I do not object if it does not cause debate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read, if there 
be no objection. 

The SECRETARY. The resolution was reported from the Committee 
to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the word ‘‘ Resolved, and insert: 


That the select committee appointed under the resolution of the Senate of 
January 24, 1858, to which was referred the President’s message 
of the Pacific Railway Commission. „55 rs 
power and authority on it conferred by Senate resol of Febru- 
ary 23, 1888, until the indebtedness of the Union Pacific Railroad Com 5 

Kansas Pacific Railway Company, the Central Branch Union Pacific 

road Company, and the Sentral Pacific Railroad Company as the successor 
to the Central Pacific Railroad Opany of California, and the Western Pacific 
Railroad Company, to which the su! y bonds of the United States were ad- 
vanced in aid of the construction of the roads of said companies, shall be adjusted 
by Congress. And said committee is hereby instructed to personally examine, 
during any recess of Con preceding the meeting thereof in December next, 
the roads of said companies and the country through which they pass or which 
is immediately contributory to theirincome, for the purpose of ascertaining the 
ability of said companies to pay their indebtedness to the Government, and how _ 
the indebtedness of said companies can be so adjusted and paid as to advance 


which was received by the President August 10, A. D. 1888, and be- tpe derelopment of the country :ttrongh which gald roads. pass, and aiford to 


inhabitants thereof reasonable rates of transportation for passe: and 
freight. Said committee may hold its sessions at any place in the United States, 
8 pr expenses attending its investigation shall be paid out of the contingent 

Any subcommittee appointed by said committee shall have all the powers of 
the full committee. k 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment to the resolution. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I ask if the resolution is reported from the select 
committee ? 

Mr. STEWART. It was reported yesterday and laid over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution was referred to the 
Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Sen- 
ate, and reported from that committee. 

Mr. SHERMAN. What I wish to inquire is whether the resolution 
was reported originally from the special committee authorized to ex- 
amine into the Pacific railroads? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The chairman of the select commit- 
tee is present and can reply. 

Mr. FRYE. It was not reported from the select committee. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Then I object to its consideration. 

Mr. DAWES. If the resolution is to cause debate Ishall be obliged 
to ask the Senate to with the appropriation bill. 

a SHERMAN. Unless that committee asks forthis power I shall 
object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made. 

Mr. SPOONER. I ask the Senator from Massachusetts to yield to 


me. 
Mr. DAWES. If it does not cause debate. 
Mr. SPOONER. It will not cause debate. 


Mr. STEWART. I should like to inquire of the chairman of the 
committee — 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair has recognized the Sena- 


tor from Wisconsin. 

Mr. STEWART. I ask the Senator from Wisconsin to give way for 
a moment so as to let this matter be disposed of. 

Mr. SPOONER. I am occupying the floor by the of the 
Senator from Massachusetts, and do not feel at liberty to parcel out the 
time that is accorded to me. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Wisconsin will 


proveed. 
THOMAS D. FISTER—RECUSANT WITNESS. 
Mr. SPOONER. Some days ago I reported from the Committee on 
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Public Buildings and Grounds the facts showing the contempt of a 
witness who had appeared before the committee, with a resolution di- 
recting the Sergeant-at-Arms to take the witness into custody, the reso- 
lution being in the usual form. Notice was given by the Senator from 
Alabama [Mr. MorGAn] and other Senators of a desire to debate the 
question as to whether the Senate had power to punish for contempt. 
The lateness of the session and the pressure of business render it abso- 
lutely impossible to enter upon that discussion. 

After a careful investigation of the subject I have no doubt myself 
of the power of the Senate to punish a recusant witness in an investiga- 
tion into the conduct of a public office, the witness being a public official; 
but in view of the situation the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds have instructed me to withdraw the resolution and to leave 
the report standing as the report of the facts, under which, by section 
104 of the Revised Statutes, it becomes the duty of the President of the 
Senate to report the facts to the district attorney of this District for 
investigation by the grand jury. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution reported by Mr. SPooNER from 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds February 21, 1889, 
as follows: 


Resolved, That the President of the Senate issue his warrant, directed to the 
Sergeant-at-Arms of the Senate, commanding him forthwith to arrest and to 
bring to the bar of the Senate the body of Thomas D. Fister, to show cause why 
he ps tai not be punished for contempt, and in the mean time to keep the said 
Fister in his custody to await the further order of the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution the Chair under- 


stands the Senator from Wisconsin to withdraw, if there be no objec- 


tion. 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes, sir; it being the desire of the committee that 
the report should stand as a report of the facts under thestatute to the 
Senate, and that authorizes certain action by the President of the Sen- 
ate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, leave is 
granted to withdraw the resolution. Will the Senator from Wiscon- 
sin submit his further motion in writing? 

Mr. SPOONER. I think it requires no motion. The statute clearly 
defines the duty of the Presiding Officer upon the facts being reported. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. VEST. Will the Senator from Massachusetts permit me to pre- 
sent some petitions? . 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is it the pleasure of the Senate that 
morning business shall be received? 

Mr. DAWES. I will yield for formal morning business. 

Mr. VEST presented two petitions of citizens of Gill and Magnet, in 
the State of Missouri, praying for the passage of the Sunday-rest bill; 
which were referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented two memorials of citizens of Joplin, Mo., remon- 
strating against the passage of the Sunday-rest bill; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. VOORHEES presented a memorial of citizens of Cates, Ind., re- 
monstrating against the passage of the Sunday-rest bill; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. DAWES presented the petition of P. F. Barnard and 21 others, 
citizens of Wendell, Mass., and the petition of Arthur P. Smith and 49 
others, citizens of Sunderland, Mass., praying for the proposal of a con- 
stitutional amendment prohibiting the manufacture, importation, ex- 
portation, transportation, and sale of alcoholic liquors as a beverage; 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. WILSON, of Maryland, from the Committee on Claims, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 8002) for the relief of Elizabeth Mulve- 
hill, submitted an adverse report thereon, which was agreed to; and 
the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. FAULKNER, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 2067) for the relief of James H. Gilbert, sub- 
mitted an adverse report thereon, which was agreed to; and the bill 
was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. CHANDLER, I desire to make a report from the Select Com- 
mittee on Indian Traders and also to submit the evidence taken by the 


committee. 
The report will be received if there 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
be no objection, and printed. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The minority desire to submit a minority re- 
port. TheSenator from West Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER] will submit it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understood that the Sen- 
mog from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] submitted a report from that com- 

ttee. 

Mr. CHANDLER. This isa report on another branch of the case. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Iask leave to present the views of the minority 
in reference to that branch of the investigation on which'the report has 
just been made by the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER]. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The views of the minority will be 
received if there be no objection, and printed. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I ask that the views of the minority be printed 
with the report of the majority. 


ane PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be so ordered if there be no 
objection. ; 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I submit a report in writing which I gave no- 
tice some time ago would be filed with the bill (S. 3299) authorizing. 
the Secretary of the Navy to contract for certain guns and ammunitio 
therefor. I ask that the report be filed with the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be received, filed, 
and printed. ‘ 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. TOWLES, 
its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed a bill (II. R. 
11660) for the relief of Martha E. Flesschert; in which it requested the 
concurrence of the Senate. 

f Tne mamago also announced that the House had passed the follow- 
ing $ 

A bill (S. 3696) to authorize the Omaha, Dodge City and Southern 
Railway Company to build its road across the Fort Hays military res- 
ervation; and 

A bill (S. 3951) to establish a railway bridge across the Illinois River, 
extending from a point within 5 miles of Columbiana, in Greene County, 
to a point within 5 miles of Kampsville, in Calhoun County, in the 
State of Illinois, 

The message also announced that the House receded from its disa- 
greement to the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 9268) to 
punish dealers and pretended dealers in counterfeit money and other 
fraudulent devices for using the United States mails, and agreed to the 
same. 

The message further announced that the House insisted upon its 
amendments to the bill (S. 3818) for the establishment of a light-house 
and fog-signal at Old Orchard Shoal, in Princess Bay, New York, and 
for other p disagreed to by the Senate; agreed to the conference 
asked by the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, 
and had appointed Mr. CLARDY, Mr. LAGAN, and Mr. JohN R. Brown 
the managers at the conference on the part of the House. 

The message also announced that the House non-concurred in the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 9674) to regulate t ẹ 
course at the Naval Academy, agreed to the conference asked by the 
Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had 
appointed Mr. HERBERT, Mr. ELLIOTT, and Mr, HARMER the mana- 
gers at the conference on the part of the House. 

The message further announced that the House had concurred in th 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of thé 
two Houses on the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 9418). 
to incorporate the Washington and Western Maryland Railroad Com- 


ny. 
The m Also returned, in compliance with the request of the 
Senate, the bill (S. 2442) to increase the appropriation for the publie 
building at Detroit, Mich. 
The message further returned to the Senate, in compliance with its 
request, the bill (S. 308) for the relief of Faran and McLean, 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed 
by the President pro tempore: - 

A bill (H. R. 95 for the relief of Mary Newton; 

A bill (H. R. 8225) for the relief of William S. Kellington; and 

A bill (S. 1939) providing in certain cases for the forfei of wagon- 
road grants in the State of Oregon. 


BILL INTRODUCED, 


Mr. WILSON, of Iowa (by request), introduced a bill (S. 3999) fi 
the relief of John Burns; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Patents, 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. DAWES. I ask that the Indian appropriation bill be now pro- 
ceeded with. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded 4 3 
bill (H. R. 12578) making appropriations for the current ahd contingent 
expenses of the Indian Department, and for fulfilling truly stipula- 
tions with various Indian tribes, for the year ending June 30, 1890, 
and for other purposes. l 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. The first amendment of the, 
Committee on Appropriations was, on 1, line 9, before the word 
e seii to strike out ‘‘fifty-eight’’ and insert ‘‘ fifty-seven; soas to 
read: 


For pay of fifty-seven agents of Indian affairs at the following-named agen- 
cies, AnA rates respectively indicated, namely: . = 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriation for of agents of! 
Indian affairs, on 5, line 14, before the word do: R4 tò 
out es thousand and insert one thousand eight hundred; so as! 
to read: y 

At the Union agency, at $1,800. 

The amendment was agreed to, 
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The next amendment was, in the same clause, on page 5, to strike 
out line 22, as follows: 

At the Mackinac agency, at $1,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the same clause, on page 6, line 5, after 
the word all, to strike out eighty-eight thousand four’? and in- 
sert ‘‘eighty-seven thousand two; so as to read: 

In all, $87,200. ; 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the same clause, page 6, to strike out 
from line 9 to line 12, inclusive, as folloys: 
To pay Charles A. Ruffee balance of salary as 
agency, in Minnesota, for the fiscal year ending 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 7, to increase the appropriation 
for the expenses of the commission of citizens serving without compen- 
sation appointed by the President under the provisions of the fourth 
section of the act of April 10, 1869, from $3,000 to $5,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ Chickasaws,’’ on page 
9, to strike out from line 5 to line 10 on page 10, inclusive, as follows: 

Amount necessary to reimburse the general fund of the Chickasaw Nation 
for moneys improperly disbursed from said fund, as ascertained by the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, as required by article 4 of the treaty with the ws, 
dated June 22, 1852, $140,854.17. 

Amount necessary to reimburse the Chickasaw incompetent fund for mone 
improperly disbursed from said fund, as ascertained by the Secretary of the In- 
— or, as required by article 4 of the treaty with the Chickasa ws, dated June 
1852, $99,280.41; total, $240,164.58. 

The appropriation hereby made shall be fae egy and continuing appro- 
priation, not subject to la or to be cove into the Treasury; an sum 
of $140,384.17 shall be paid from time to time upon requisitions by 

ickasaw governor, national secretary, natio: treasurer, and auditor of 
public accounts, in pursuance of authority to be conferred upon said officers 
the Legislature of the Chickasaw Nation; and said sum of $99,280.41 shall be paid 
to such persons as the said Legislature shall, by joint resolution, declare entitled 
to receive the same: Provided, That no interest be paid on this amount 
after the approval of this act. 

And in lieu thereof to insert: 

For reimbursement of the general fund of the Chickasaw Nation for moneys 
improperly disbursed from said fund, as ascertained by the Secre of the In- 
terior, as required by article 4 of the treaty with the Chickasaws, June 
22, 1852 (less payment of $56,021.49 to assignee of W. H. Gwinn), $84,862.68, 

For reimbursement of the Chickasaw incompetent fund for moneys improp- 
erly disbursed from said fund, as ascertained by the Secretary of the Interior, 
Pt 2 ih by article 4 of the treaty with the Chickasaws, dated June 22, 1852, 


The appropriation hereby wade shall be a poan and continuing appro- 
priation, not subject to lapse or to be covered into the Treasury; and said sums 
shall be paid, from time to time, under requisitions ed by the Chickasaw 

vernor, national secretary, national treasurer, and auditor of public accounts: 
Provided, That said payment to the assignes of W. H. Gwinn be referred to the 
Secretary of the Interior for consideration. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DAWES. In the ninth line on page 11, and the eighteenth line 
on page 10, the name should be William M. Gwin.” I move that 
amendment. 

‘The amendment was agreed to, 

The next amendment was, under the head of Cherokees,” on page 
11, line 24, to strike out ‘‘and also in paying and refunding said sum 
of $53.33 per head to any of said Indians who may now or may here- 
after desire to remove from North Carolina to said Indian Territory, 
to strike out the following provisd: 

Provided, That e; riated 
ated by the act Oeon 57 ane 29. 1848, to the be paa ioin 5 

North Carolina Cherokee Indians. 

So as to make the clause read: 


Cherokees: 

To out the CAGE ere of article 8 of the treaty of =. $ 1826, and the 
treaty of mber 29, 1835, and the further treaty agreemen Sosy 18, 1838, 
made with the Cherokee Indian Nation, there is hereby appropri the sum 
of $20,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, to be expended under the 
direction of the of the Interior, in paying and refunding the sum of 
said Indians as have removed themselves at their own 


tat the White Earth Indian 
une 30, 1880, 8800. 


after such removal. The said money when paid as aforesaid to be accepted by 
said Indians as and in full com: n and satisfaction for their in 
removing as aforesaid and in su themselves for the first year their 
arrival in said Territory, 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. DAWES. I move tostrike out the whole paragraph on page 11, 
beginning with line 11, as follows: 
Cherokees: f 
To S= out — Proy aona z aes = of a treaty of May oa — — 5 
treaty x „an further treaty agreement 
made with the Cherokee Indian Nation, there is hereby 3 ihe sum 
f 20,000 dollars, or so much thereof as may be n to be expended un- 
jer the direction of the Secre of the Interior,in paying and refunding the 
sum of $53.33 per head to such of said Indians as have removed themselves at 
their own cost to the Indian Territory, and who have subsisted themselves for one 
ga after such removal, and also is paying and refunding said sum of $53.33 per 
ead to any of said Indians who may now or may hereafter desire to remoye 
from North Carolina to said Indian Territory. The said money when paid as 
aforesaid to be accepted by said In as and in full compensation and satis- 
faction for 8 inremoving as aforesaid and in su g 
for the first year è their arrival in said Territory: Pr , That the money 
so 4 7 riated shall be paid from the fund 5 the act of Con of 
July 29, for the removal and subsistence of North Carolina Cherokee In- 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore, If there be no objection, the two 
amendments proposed by the committee to this paragraph will bedis- 
agreed to and the entire paragraph stricken out as justread by the Sec- 
retary. The Chair hears no objection; and it is so ordered. 

The reading of the bill was resumed and continued to line 11 on 
page 16. j 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair calls the attention of the 
Senator from Massachusetts to line 6 on page 16, where the word “‘ex- 
pend” should be ‘‘expended.’’ 

Mr. DAWES. Let it be so amended. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 16, line 6, before the word under,“ 
strike out ‘‘expend”’ and insert ‘‘expended;”’ so as to read: 

For interest on $675,168, at the rate of 5 per cent. per annum, to be expended 
under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, under the head of Creeks, on page 
16, to strike out from line 12 to line 9, inclusive, on page 17, as follows: 

To pay the expenses of transportation of two hundred and seventy-four Creek 
Indians at $30 each, and subsistence fortwelve months at $25 for one hun- 
dred and sixty Creek Indians, said Indians being named and described in a list 
appended to the letter of A. B. Upshaw, Acting Commissioner of Indian Affairs, 
dated 19th of June, 1888, set forth in Executive Document No. 188, Fiſtietn Con- 

first session, and being entitled to the sums per capita due them under 

the treaty of ——, 1826, and the treaty of ——, 1832, with the Creek Indians, the 
sum of $12,220, to be paid to the person authorized to receive and pay out the 
same to the persons entitled thereto by the Legislature of the Creek tribe of In- 
dians; and said sum shall be distributed only to the Indians named in said list, 
and shall be paid to them personally or their legal representatives, and the p 
om 


ment under this act shall bea full and final discharge of the United States 
all further liability to any Indian of said tribe on account of any claim for trans- 


portation or subsistence under said treaties or underany act of Congressrelating 
to said treaties. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, after line 23 on page 18, to insert: 
Indians at Blackfeet agency: 


For second of ten installments of $150,000 each, to be expended under the di- 
rection of the Secretary of the Interior, for the support and civilization of the 
1888 255 attached to the Blackfeet agency, Montana, as per act approved May 1, 


„000. 
Indians at Fort Belknap T AE 
For second of ten installments of $115,000 each, to be expended under the di- 
rection of the Secretary of the Interior, for the support and civilization of the 
Indians attached to the Fort Belknap agency, Montana, as per act approved 
May 1, 1888, $115,000. 
Indians at Fort Peck agency: f 
For second of ten installments of $165,000 each, to be expended under the di- 
rection of the Secretary of the Interior, for the support and civilization of the 
BE ioe to the Fort Peck agency, Montana, as per act approved May 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 19, under the head of ‘‘ Iowas,’? in 
line 24, after the words “‘eighteen hundred and to strike out “ eighty- 
eight and insert eighty-nine;“ so as to read: 

Towas: 


For interest, in lieu of investment, on $57,500, balance of $157,500, to July 1, 
1889, at 5 per cent. per annum, for education or other beneficial purposes. 


The amendment was to. 
The next amendment was, under the head of Pottawatomies’’ on 
page 25, to strike out from line 19 to line 12 on page 27, as follows: 


Fulfilling treaty stipulations with the Pottawatomie Nation. 

For this amount, to fulfill the stipulations of the second clause of article 10 of 
the treaty of August 7, 1868, with the Pottawatomie Nation of Indians and the 
award made thereunder, the sum of $178,953.43, with 5 per cent, per annum 
interest thereon from the date of award, approved January 28, 1869, of which 
sum there shall be paid the Pottawgtomies of Huron, Mich., the sum of $9, 400, 
with interest at 5 percent. from date of award; and the balance of said sum, less 
whatever sums may be legally and equitably due the delegates of said Indians 
by virtue of powers of attorney and contracts on file in the Depart- 
ments of the Treasury or Interior, and which have been, or may be, approved 
by the Secretary in whose Department the same is filed, shall be distributed 
per capita, as follows: Fourteen hundred and twenty-one hundred and 
eightieths to the Citizens band, and seven hundred and eighty twenty-one 
hundred and eightieths to the Prairie band of Pottawatomies of Kansas. 

To carry out and fulfill the first clause of article 10 of said treaty of August 7, 
1868, and the awards made thereunder the sum of $48,358.80, to be distributed in 
names and amounts to those members of the Citizens band of Pottawatomie 
Indians or their l representatives named in the communication of J. H. 
Morris, agent of said Indians, to the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, of date 
November 9, 1871, and transmitted to Congress by the Secretary of the Interior 
on December 20, 1871, there being ninety of said names and amounts, the said 
sum to be subject to such amount as may be due the delegates of said Indians 
by virtue of contracts or yea of attorney on file in the Departments of the 

ry or Interior, and is or may be approved by the Secretary in whose 
Department it may be filed, and that the clause in the act approved March 3, 
1885, twenty-third Statutes, page 372, referring said elaim tothe Court of Claims, 
be, and the same is hereby, repealed. 


Mr. DANIEL. Before passing from the clause on page 25, line 19, 
Fulfilling treaty stipulations with the Pottawatomie Nation, I wish 
to be heard. 

I see that in the bill as it comes before the Senate the Committee 
on Appropriations has stricken out the provision from line 19 on page 
25 to line 12 on page 27, inclusive, for carrying out treaty stipulations 
with the Pottawatomie Nation. These two clauses comprise two items 


of claim of the Pottawatomie Nation against the Government, and it 
seems to me they ought to be considered separately. Le 
ims presented in these two clauses of the appropriation bill 


The claims 
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have been time and again before Congress for many years. They have 
been also time and again the subject of very careful and close examina- 
tion by committees and have been reported upon by the Secretary of 
the Interior and by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, 

reports which have been received from the Department have stated 
that these were just claims. I hold in my hand a letter from the Sec- 
retary of the Interior of January 3, 1889, inclosing one addressed to 
him by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, and I beg leave to read 
from a paragraph of the letter of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs: 
ae ly to the call . REAR Ri Lome SCT ME A the Department is 

yi 


sum of $43,897.95 as interest at 5 percent. on the sum of $160,540.48, thesum 
awarded to be due the Pottawatomies by the Committee on Claims of House 
of Representatives December 19, 1862. This interest allowed is for six years 
one month and three days, dating from December 19, 1862, the date of the award 
made by the committee, to January 22, 1869, the date of the supplemental report 
of the commissioners. ‘The two sums named as awarded by said . 
ers, namely, $178,953.43 and $48,897.95, make up the a; of $227,851.33 named 
in the bill, and the interest at 5 per cent. on this amount to be allowed should 
date from January 22, 1869, in lieu of December 29, 1869, as named in the bill. 
The above awards of the commissioners are found in House Executive Docu- 


the Pottawatomies of Huron $5, under treaty of August 21, 1805; also, to the 
same band, the sum of $4,400 under 
of $9,400 due to the Huron band. Pro should be made for the tof 
...... ...... AOA tex MIRA. 
second section of the bill— 
That is now the second paragraph or clause, which the committee 
have recommended to be stricken out. 
The second section of the bill— 
Says Mr. Oberly, the Commissioner— 


vo for an r of the sum of $48,332.80, to be paid to certain in- 
ividual members of the Pottawatomie tribe, in compensation for depredations 
committed upon the stock, timber, or other as required by the first 
clause of the tenth article of treaty of August 7, 1568, above claims were ex- 
amined by the Department and the amount. named fixed as equitably due, a 
saat We ee Congress December 20, 


In connection with this item, attention is invited to a clause in the act roved 
March 3, 1885 (23 Stats., 372), which provides that the above claims be re- 
ferred to the o r adjudication. 


f Claims fo 
‘The above claims have been by this office and the 


ment a number of times since 1869, and the letter of the committee and inclos- 
ures are returned herewith, with recommendation for favorable action and final 
disposition of the claims in question. 

Mr. President, as a subcommittee of the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs I had occasion to examine as critically and as exhaustively as the 
records of the Department permitted the basis of theseclaims. I made 
‘them the subject of a voluminous report in which the whole history of 
the matter was set forth. 

Since 1871 they have been ripe for action by Congress, I can find 
nothing in any record which throws the slighest doubt or suspicion upon 
the integrity or justice of these claims, and to postpone them merely 
to necessitate their iodical presentation to Congress is a waste of 
time and of labor of the committees and of the Department in 
again and again and over again their equity and justice. It seems to 
me, sir, that when there is a just claim against the Government recog- 
nized by its Cabinet ministers and by its Senators and Legislators to be 
a just one, the only proper disposition to make of it is to pay it. It 
will be a saving to the Government to pay this elaim now, and I there- 
fore hope it will be embodied in this appropriation bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PLATT in the chair). Does the 


Mr. DANIEL. Yes, sir. ` 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is, then, Will the Senate 
agree to so much of this amendment as is included between line 19 on 

25 and line 16 on page 26? 

Mr. DAWES. It is true, as the Senator from Virginia has stated, 
that this claim has been before Congress for a great many years. It has 
been examined in the Interior Department and has been examined by 
several committeesof both branchesof Congress and has been frequently 
recommended for payment, but upon discussion at different times in 
this branch and in the other there has been so much doubt thrown upon 
the justice of it as to induce Congress to hesitate and to decline to make 
the appropriation, and that is why it is still before Congress. It was 
referred to the Indian Committee during the last session of this Con- 
gress and in that committee to the Senator from V: and the Sen- 
ator from Virginia made a report to that committee which, although not 
adversely acted upon by the committee, has never, according to myrec- 
ollection, been acted upon affirmatively. The Senator may correct me 
if I am wrong. 

Mr. DANIEL. As to the first item it was acted upon affirmatively; 
as to the second, not. 

Mr. DAWES. The Committee on Appropriations of the Senate find- 
ing it in this bill from the House discussed it at some , and the 
same objection which has always appeared throwing some sort of doubt 
upon the merits of the claim induced the Committee on Appropri- 
ations to come to the conclusion that it ought not to be put into an 


appropriation bill on the last day of the session, when its merits could, 
not be discussed, but that it should come from one of the standing. 
committees of the House or the Senate, as was proposed in the report’ 
which the Senator from Virginia has prepared to submit to the Senate 
from the Committee on Indian Affairs. were in doubt about the 
merit of this claim. It isa claim. It to be disposed of 
either affirmatively or adversely, but this appropriation bill is not the 
place to consider these large claims, and much that oughtto be brought 
to bear in coming to a correct conclusion upon such a claim as this it 
is impossible to discuss in these last hours of the session. I am in- 
9 that committee, therefore, to insist upon its being kept out 
of this bill. 

I am not to say that it is not a just measure, certainly the. 
first part of it which received the approval of the Senator from Virginia 
as a member of the Indian Committee, nor am I quite red to say 
that I have no doubt about it. I wish to state the case just as it stands 
before the Committee on Appropriations. It is a claim—— 

Mr. TELLER. I want to ask the Senator if this has not been ap- 
proved by the ent on several occasions, . 

Mr. DAWES. I have stated already that it had been approved 
several times. If I was asked to put my finger the bad places 
in this provision, I should not be able to do it without a good deal of 
time, and yet those members of the Committee on Appropriations who 
insist upon it that it should not be crowded into the appropriation bill 
will be able, I am sure, to justify this conclusion. 

I represent the Committee on Appropriations in stating fairly the 
conclusions which led that committee to insist upon its stricken 
out. I do not know but that the Senator from Colorado, who inter- 
rupted me a moment ago, was one of the officials who approved of this 
measure. I am not certain about that. 

The Senator from Virginia has read a letter from the present Com- 
missioner of Indian Affairs, but not a very strong one. Some points 
are touched gently and with such proper precaution as would e 
the mind of a man who felt that there was some merit in claim 
and that something ought to be paid but not quite all this amount 
asked. I think I have stated the position of the committee fairly. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Mr. President, if the Senator from Massachu- 
setts, who has charge of this bill, will give me his attention for a mo- 
ment, I would like to be informed on this point. It is very evident 
that the Indians are not increasing in numbers but decreasing from 
year to year, and inasmuch as the Government has 
sums of money in the attempt to apportion to them their lands in sev- 
eralty, I ask how it is that every year there is an increase of appropri- 
ations for the Indian Department until to-day it has become one of the 
most oppressive of the appropriation bills we have. Really I think if 
we were to take the amount of appropriations made here annually for 
the Indians we might hire for each one of them a flat in the city of 
Washington and support him here on less money than is appropriated 
by this Government for the support of the Indians. I should like to 
know, if the Senator will inform me, how, now, as they are decreasing 
in numbers, the appropriations are increasing in amount. 

Mr. DAWES. One way to keep this bill down will be for the Sena- 
tor to help me to keep out this Pottawatomie claim of about $200,000. 
I will state to him, however, that when we get through with the Pot- 
tawatomie elaim I will answer more directly his inquiry, and as well 
as I can. This Pottawatomie claim and a good many more that are 
found in this bill with black lines drawn through them make it swell 
up to the large amount which has properly and justly alarmed the Sen- 
ator from New Jersey. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. It is the large amount already found in the bill 
of which I complain; and yet the Senator from Massachusetts, if I un- 
derstand him aright, concedes the justice of the Pottawatomie claim. 

Mr. DAWES. I do not want to leave the impression upon the Sen- 
ate that I conceded the justice of it. I did not condemn it with the 
language that I would many claims. I have some doubts about it. 

Mr. DANIEL. It isan old saying. Mr. President, that a house which 
is divided against itself can not stand. My friend, the Senator from 
Massachusetts, it seems to me, on this occasion represents a house di- 
vided against itself, and the best that it can do for itself is to intimate 
that it has a doubt without being able to tell the Senate where it de- 
rives that doubt from. Lord Thurlow’s doubts were considered almost 
as weighty as some other people’s opinions, and when the Senator who 
is chairman of the Committee on Indian Affnirs says he has a doubt 
about some proposition to pay the Indians something, I well know that 
a doubt so expressed is apt to have more weight than the opinion of 
some one occupying a less eminent position. 

The Senator can speak of his own doubts, but he has no justification 
for attributing doubt to me. If any reliance whatsoever is to be placed 
upon the Cabinet ministers of this Government of the present Adminis- 
tration or upon the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, and if any relianceis 
to be placed upon the records of the Department, upon the reports ot 
its ian agents, and upon the estimates and statements made to Con- 
gress from 1862 to 1889 without a flaw in the testimony and without 
the expression of a doubt from any official who has dealt with this mat- 
ter, then I can well understand that the Senator is at a loss for a place 
to put his finger upon in intimating where doubt arises, 
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I care nothing in the world for this ease except to see this Govern- | and Wo penn bridge across the Mississippi River at or near Lyons, 


ment do justice, and I will reply to the question which was asked 
the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. McPierson], why it is that 
successive year the Indian grows more expensive as he grows fewer in 
numbers? It is because this Government permits his claims from year 
to year to accumulate and treats him with an utter disregard of his 
rights and itself with contempt for its own treaty stipulations. 

I do not care to detain the Senate at this late hour of its session with 
any lengthy dissertation upon this subject, but it seems to me that 
when a claim has been carefully examined into, when Cabinet minis- 
ters, and commissioners, and agents have through a period of a quarter 
of a century with one unbroken voice indicated that it was all right, 
and when thatclaim, by reason of the impossibility of the Indian get 
ting justice through the ordinary channels of Congress, has been put 
upon an Indian appropriation bill, those who contend that the propo- 
sition is a just one, and who parade such strong items of proof to show 
it, are entitled to something better in the nature ofan argument from 
its opponents than that a Senator has a doubt, though he can not put 
his finger upon the place where the doubt comes in. 

I think I know, sir, where the doubt comes in. The honorable Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts is a member of two committees. Asa member 
of the Committee on Indian Affairs, to which this proposition in the 
nature of a bill has been committed, he can find no objection to the 
bill, but as a member of the Committee on Appropriations, which wants 
to keep up a sort of quasi reputation for economy, and does not want 
to have its bills loaded down with large amounts, the Senator discovers 
adoubt. The doubt comes in through the appropriation side of the 
Senator’s meditations. It is a spontaneous doubt, generated not by 
oyining i in the record, not by anything that he has heard outside of 

e reco: 

Mr. SHERMAN. I ask the Senator from Virginia to yield to me 
that I may make a report. 

MESSAGE. FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. To 
its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed a bill (H. R. 
12513) for the relief of John J. Freeland; in which it requested the 
concurrence of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the bill 
(8. 2182) to e sections 4488 and 4489 of the Revised Statutes re- 
quiring life-saving appliances on steamers with an amendment in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had signed 
the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by the 
President pro tempore: 

A bill (H. R. 12383) making appropriations for the support of the 
Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1890, and for other purposes; 


A rn H. R. 8429 granting a pension to W. W. Wilson; 
A bill (H. R. 6763) granting a pension to John Mann; 
A bill (H. R. 5758) granting a pension to Lovina Wright; 
A bill (H. R. 12575) to 1 to increase the pension of James M. Barrett; 
A bill (H. pages granting a pension to Anna J. Weaver; 
A bill (H. R. 8580) granting a pension to Sarah A. Harrison; 
ae bill (H. R. 11707) granting an increase of pension to Gertrude 
pz 
A bill (H. R. 12273) for the relief of Newton C. Ridenour; 
A bill (H. R. south granting a pension to George Hunter; 
A bill (H. R. 12540) to increase the pension of Theodore White; 
A bill (H. R. 12542) for the relief of the heirs of Noah W. Yoder; 
A bill (H. R. 5398) granting a pension to Catharine Hays; 
A bill (H. R. 2862) granting a pension to William Ford; 
A bill (H. R. 12275) to increase the pension to John W. Smith; 
A bill G. R. 12428) for the relief of Martha Rhodes; 
A bill (H. R. 12446) granting an increase of pension to Jacob S. Sher- 
man; 
R. 12482) to increase the pension of Elizabeth L. Snell; 
R. 12491 er a pension to Lucinda Newman; 
Š = 17 5 t a pension to William Hawkins; 


e a pension to Mrs. Helen Sutherland; 
. R. 12062) granting an increase of pension to Frank L. Wol- 


R. . granting a pension to Jacob Wolf; 
R. 4203) granting a pension to the widow of. Adam Shrake; 
K. 2157) granting a pension to Ann E. Mussman; 

A bill (H. R. 5390) granting a pension to John Limeric; 

A bill (H. R. 12420) granting a pension to Lucy, widow of Muck- 
apec-wak-keu-zah, or! John,“ an Indian whoserved the United States 
and saved the lives of many white persons in the Indian outbreak or 
war of 1862, and died from effects of wounds received therein; 

A bill = R. 8327) for the relief of Joseph Lawless; 

A bill (H. R. 5509) to grant to the Gulf and Chicago Air-Line Rail- 
way Company the right to construct bridges over the Tombigbee, War- 
rior, and Tennessee Rivers, and across Grand Pass to Dauphin’s Island, 
in the Gulf of Mexico; 

A bill (H. R. 12489) to authorize the construction ofa railroad, wagon, 


s 
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for the relief of Antonia Wiener; 

A bill (H. R. 9113) granting a pension to Frank M. Martin; 

A bill (H. R. 9159) granting a pension to William A. Taylor; 

A bill (H. R. 10167) increasing the pension of Nathaniel Crain; 

A bill (H. R. 10644) granting a pension to Elizabeth Peterson; 

A bill (H. R. 10725) to increase the pension of Elizabeth M. Allen; 

A bill (H. R. 11043) to restore to the pension-roll the name of Cath- 
arine Buchanan; 

A bill (H. R. 11184) for the relief of Jessie Isherwood; 

4 bill (H. R. 11627) granting a pension to Mary Horning; 

A bill (H. R. 11663) granting a pension to M. Josie McClain; 

A bill (8. 1384) granting a pension to Margaret J. Cash; 

A bill (S. 1631) to incorporate the Washington and Sandy Spring 
Narrow-Gauge Railroad Company; 

A bill (S. 1701) authorizing the construction of a high wagon bridge 
across the Missouri River at or near Sioux City, Iowa; 

A bill (S. 1719) granting a pension to Levi B. Smith; 

A bill (S. 2511) to withdraw certain public lands from private entry, 
and for other purposes; 

A bill (S. 2549) for the relief of Mary Isabella R. Clements; 

A bill (S. 2828) granting right of way and other privileges to the 
Hampton and Old Point Railway Company; 

A pill S. 2977) granting a pension to Henrietta Brown 

A bill (S. 3453) granting an increase of pension to Alfred T. MeKin- 


sey; 
3 bill (S. 3713) granting an increase of pension to Maria A. Rous- 


and 
SA bil (S. 3918) granting to the Duluth and Winnepeg Railway Com- 
pany the right of way through the Leech Lake and White Earth In- 
dian reservations, in the State of Minnesota. 


POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. PLUMB submitted the following — 


The committee of conference on the disagree ings votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill . K. 2490) making appropriations 
for the service of the Post-Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1890, and for other purposes, having met, nares full and hes conference have 
to recommend and do recommend to irrespective Houses as follows: 
hat the Senate recede from its amendments 1 1 and 7. 
That the House recede from its dares tothe sa to the amendments of the Sen- 
esame, > 


ate numbered 2,3, 4. 5. and 9, —.— 
Amendment numbered 8: House recede from its disagreement to the 


amendment of the Senate ee 8, and agree to the same with an amend- 
ment as follows: Strike out from said amendment the following words: Pay- 
able out of this appropriation ;” and the Senate agree to the same. 
P. B. PLUMB, 
W. B. ALLISON, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
JAMES H. BLOUNT, 
ALEX. M. DOCKERY, 
HENRY H. BINGHAM, 
Managers on the part of the House, 
The report was concurred in. 


COMMERCIAL UNION WITH CANADA. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I am directed by the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions, to whom was referred the joint resolution (H. Res. 129) to pro- 
mote commercial union with Canada, to report it favorably. Lask that 
it now be read for information. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PLATT in the chair). The joint 
resolution will be read. 

2 Secretary read as follows: 

Resolved, eic., That whenever it shall be duly certified to the President of the 
United States that the Government of the Dominion of Canada has declared a 
desire to establish commercial union with the United States, bayin a uniform 
revenue system, like internal taxes to be collected, and like im uties to be 
imposed on articles brought into either country from other na baw no du- 
ties upon trade between the United States an he shall appoint three 
commissioners to meet those who may be likewise d ated to represent the 
Government of Canada, to prepare a plan for the — o of thei import du- 
ties and internal-revenue taxes of the two countries, and division 
of receipts, in a commercial union; and said porian arae eas; shall report to the 
President, who shall lay the report before Congress. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS] re- 
quests me to say that he does not coneur in this re Iam directed 
by the Committee on Foreign Relations to ask for the immediate con- 
sideration of the joint resolution, if there be no objection. 

Mr. BLAIR. I object. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I suppose then it goes over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection being made, the joint reso- 
lution goes over. 

RELIGION AND SCHOOLS. 


Mr. BLAIR submitted the following resolution; which was referred 
to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of 


the Senate: 
Resolved, That the ste her Committee on Education 
and Labor to report the c int resolution (S. R. 86) 


posing an amendment to the Constitution of the United States res; 
— schools aa . 


out of the con 
— —é 


establishments of and public 
fund of the Senate, and that said committee 
ings printed for its use. ` 
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SILK CULTURE IN THE UNITED STATES. _ 


Mr. BLAIR submitted the following resolution; which was referred 
to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the 
Senate: 

Resolved, That the stenographer employed by the Committee on Agriculture 
and Forestry to report the hearin: ore it upon the bill (S. 3128) for the devel- 
opment and encouragement of silk culture in the United States under the su- 
pervision of the Commissioner of culture be paid out of the contingent fund 
of the Senate, and that the notes of said hearing be printed for the use of the 
committee, 

LIGHT-HOUSES, ETC. 

Mr. PALMER submitted the following report: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 10832) for the establishment ofa 
light-house and ſog-bell on Oyster-Bed Shoals, in the Hudson River, New York, 
having met, after full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do 
recommend to their respective Houses as follows: x 

That the Senate recede from its amendments. 

T. W. PALMER, 

8. M. CULLOM, 

M. W. RANSOM, 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 

MARTIN L. CLARDY, 

M. D. LAGAN, 

T. H. BAYLY BROWNE, 
Managers on the part of the House. 

The report was concurred in. 

Mr. PALMER submitted the following report: a 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 12430) providing for the estab- 
lishment of the lightand fog-signal at Humboldt, California, upon a more secure 
site, and for the establishment of a light-ship at or near the wreck of the steam- 
ship Oregon, in New York Harbor, having met, after full and free conference 
have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as fol- 


lows: . 
That the Senate recede from its we 


Managers on the part of the Senate, 
MARTIN L. CLARDY, 
M. D. LAGAN, 
T. H. BAYLY BROWNE, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
The report was concurred in. 
Mr. PALMER submitted the following report: 

The committee of conference on the di ing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill R. 12324) making appropriations 
for the establishment of a light-house station on St. Catharine aan State of 
Georgia, having met, after full and free conference have agreed to recommend 
and do recommend to their res ve Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendment, 

T. W. PALMER, 
S. M. CULLOM, 
M. W. RANSOM, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
MARTIN L. CLARDY, 
M. D. LAGAN, 
T. H. BAYLY BROWNE, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
The report was concurred in. 
Mr. PALMER submitted the following report: 

The committee of conference on the di ing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill . R. . for the erec- 
tion of sundry light-houses and fog-signals in Lakes Erie, Huron, Michigan, 
and Superior, having met, after full and free conference have agreed to recom- 
mend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments, 

T. W. PALMER, 


Managers on the part of the Senate. 


MARTIN L. CLARDY, 

M. D. LAGAN. 

T. H. BAYLY BROWNE, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


The report was concurred in. 


DETROIT PUBLIC BUILDING. 


Mr. PALMER. I move that the bill (S. 2442) to increase the ap- 
propriation for the public building at Detroit, Mich., which was re- 
called from the House of Representatives the day before yesterday on 
my motion, be now returned to the House of Representatives and that 
the House benotified of its return. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there is no objection, it will be so 
ordered. 

INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 12578) making appropriations for the current and 
contingent expenses of the Indian Department, and for fulfilling treaty 
stipulations with various Indian tribes, for the year ending June 30, 
1890, and for other purposes. 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, as long ago as 1861 the Secretary of 
the Interior was requested by Congress to examine and to make a re- 
port upon the nature and validity of thisclaim. Heobeyed his instruc- 
tions, and his detailed report was made on the 19th of December, 1862, 
and is found in House Executive Document 19 of the third session of 
the Thirty-seventh Congress. In that report he stated that thesum of 
$160,540.48 was due to the Pottawatomie Indians, and notwithstand- 


ing that report no payment was made. After seven years had passed 
Congress again took cognizance of the matter and a treaty was made 
with the Pottawatomies, and by the latter clause of article 10 of that 
treaty it was provided 

That the claim of the Pottawatomies heretofore examined and reported on by 
the Secretary of the Interior under the act of Congress of March 2, 1861, shall be 
submitted to two commissioners to be named by the President of the United 
States for examination, etc. 

In pursuance of that treaty commissioners were named by the Pres- 
ident, were sworn, examined the claim, and reported their judgment, 
together with the evidence upon which it was based, and they found 
that the United States owed the Pottawatomie Indians the sum of 
$178,953.43 with 5 per cent. interest from December 19, 1862, and this 
is the item thus solemnly ascertained to be due to these Indians by a 
commission appointed by the President of the United States under a 
treaty, and which is now embodied, which constitutes the first clause 
or paragraph of the amendment now pending. 

All of the testimony and the itemized matters upon which their con- 
clusion is based are found in House Executive Document No. 61, of the 
Fortieth Congress, third session. Since that time Secretary after Sec- 
retary and Commissioner after Commissioner have affirmed that this 
was a just conclusion and have submitted to Congress recommenda- 
tions for the payment of the amount found to be due. 

A year ago, as a member of a subcommittee of the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs, I went in person to the Interior Department, and, in con- 
sultation with the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, went over the de- 
tails of this transaction, and in order to be precise and particular sub- 
mitted to the Department a copy of the detailed report which I had 
drawn. In regard to the first item—at least, the one which I charac- 
terize as such in order to discriminate between the two propositions— 
the Commissioner of Indian Affairs says, in a letter addressed to the 
Secretary of the Interior, under the suggestions of inquiry from the 
Committee on Indian Affairs in a letter dated March 15, 1888: 

In rd to the first sum named in the bill it will be found by reference to 
House Executive Document No. 61, Fortieth Congress, third session, that the 
commissioners, Charles Rowland and Stephen D. Mills under date of the 18th 
of January, 1869, submitted their report and award to the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior, and that the said Secretary on the 28th of January, 1869, transmitted the 
said report to Se apes as provided by the tenth article of the treaty of the 7th 
of August, 1868. In said report the commissioners’ award amounts to $178,953. 
and the bill should be amended by the substitution of this sum for the amount 
named in the bill, with interest from December 19, 1862. 

This sum has been awarded these Indians by this Government under 
a commission appointed by the President, which has lain before the 
Congress of the United States for twenty years without a challenge from 
any source and without any dispute as to its integrity, as to its aceu- 
racy, as to its justice, or as to its wisdom. As to that item I will say 
that I was authorized by the Committee on Indian Affairs when the 
report was submitted to them to report it favorably. 

Now as to the second item. This morning, from conversation with 
the Senator from Massachusetts, I have heard the first doubt intimated 
about that item which has ever reached my mind. If there is any 
doubt about it and any ground of fair doubt can be stated, I certainly 
would not press it; for I do not desire to be instrumental, however in- 
nocently, in urging any appropriation before this body which is not 
sustained by every element of just and complete proof. 

I will submit this matter to the Senate without further detaining it, 
simply stating that these claims have every show of justice and pro- 
priety upon their face and are sustained by all the proofs which are 
customary in such matters. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 


Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent to make a 
personal statement which will take but a moment. It relates not to 
myself, but to another Senator. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I do not want to object, but I have under. 
stood to-day that the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS] last night 
served notice on the Senate as to what should and should not be done. 
If that be the case, I intend to serve notice that I am quite as big a 
Senator as the Senator from Vermont. 

Mr. DAWES. I hope now Senators having served their notices the 
appropriation bill may be proceeded with. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I object unless the Senator from Vermont 
gives us to understand that he did not mean what he said. 

Mr. HOAR. I submit to my friend from Virginia that it is a little 
hard to punish me and the Senator who is concerned in the statement 
Iam about to make for the defaults of the Senator from Vermont. 
The Senator does not understand that I have ever served any such 
notice on anybody or been guilty of any discourtesy. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. No, sir, I do not; but I think the Senator 
from Vermont should have notice served on him by the rest of the 
Senate that he does not control it. 

Mr. DAWES. I hope the reading of the appropriation bill will pro- 


ceed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Hoar] desires to make a personal explanation. 

Mr. DAWES. I beg pardon. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, two days ago whena resolution was re- 
ported to pay Mr. J. J. Finley, who had been duly appointed by the 
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governor of Florida to a seat in this body, his salary for the time which 
elapsed between the beginning of the term and the election by the Leg- 
islature of the present Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco] the Senator 
from Vermont Hur. EDMUNDS] observed that he thought Mr. Finley 

Is entitled to his pay, although it is a very curious thing that another gentle- 
man has been paid for precisely the same length of time already by the e, 

And then, after making an observation in support of that resolution, 
the Senator added: 


We ought, however, to take some order at some time so that we shall not be 
paying three Senators from the same State during the same period of time, 


I have been requested by the Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco] on 
reading this observation of the Senator from Vermont, lest he may be 
sup) where the matter is not fully understood, to have been guilty 
of some indelicacy in to the matter, to make a statement in re- 
lation to it. There is no such implication, at least, conveyed in the re- 
marks of the Senator from Vermont, but as the Senator from Florida 
desires me to state the facts, I will state them. 

After the Senator from Florida had taken the oath of office he stated 
to the official in theSecretary’s office, who has charge of these accounts, 
that he was in doubt whether he could properly receive the salary from 
the beginning of the constitutional term or not. That official informed 
him that the precedents would entitle him toit. The Senator from 
Florida, however, preferred, before taking the money, to consult the 
President pro tempore of the Senate, the present occupant of the chair 
[Mr. INGALLS]; and the present occupant of the chair brought the mat- 
ter informally to the notice of the Committee on Privileges and Elec- 
tions, who had dealt with that class of subjects. That committee, not 
of course as a committee, but the membersof that committee examined 
the precedents very carefully; and they were satisfied that under the 
precedents of the Senate that Senator wasentitled to receive this salary. 

When Senators are not sworn in until December, or when members 
of the other House are not sworn in until December, they receive their 
salary from the beginning of the constitutional term. All the duties 
of the term, all the preparation for legislation, all the care for the in- 
terests of the constituent at the seat of government for the entire six 

ears, devolved upon the Senator from Florida, and that has equally 
Seen true whether the election of a Senator took place before the begin- 
ning of his term or afterwards. So it seemed to the members of the 
committee that the Senator from Florida was clearly entitled to his com- 
pensation from the beginning of the term under a uniform, ancient prac- 
tice, both of the Senate and House of Representatives; and they ex- 
pressed that opinion. 

So the Senator from Florida was not only not indelicate, but he was 
scrupulously careful and delicate not to receive this compensation if 
there refhained in the mind of the persons who had given the most at- 
tention to that class of subjects any reasonable or considerable doubt. 

Now, it is equally true that Mr. Finley was entitled to the seat to 
which he was appointed, but he never qualified, he never performed 
the duty, but he was the duly appointed official for a few weeks, and 
he was of course bound to arrange his business so as to be ready to at- 
tend the Senate if a special session had been called, and it was there- 
fore a case where the usages of the Senate somewhat conflict or over- 
lap, and provide where the peculiar facts happen here for the compen- 
sation of two persons for the same office. The compensation in the case 
of Mr. Finley was paid out of the contingent fand, and it seems to me 
that the N and action was proper in both cases. But whether 
I am right or wrong in that matter, I make this statement only to have 
it go on the record that the Senator from Florida is not liable to any 
imputation or blame in the matter. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I entirely agree with what the 
Senator from Massachusetts has said regarding the personal demeanor 
of the Senator from Florida, His conduct about it, as I knew when I 
made the remark I did, had been entirely and scrupulously delicate, 
and I did not intend and I do not think my language would lead any- 
body to infer or to make the slightest criticism upon the simple fact 
that the Senator had received the salary, for he took it according to 
the ancient law and practice of the Senate in all cases. My remarks 
were intended to be directed entirely to the seeming incongruity in 
the course of the action of the Senate during these years of doing what 
had been done in respect of which both these gentlemen were clearly 
within the regular usages of the Senate. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the House had announced the 
appointment of Mr. WISE in the place of Mr. HERBERT, excused, as 
one of the managers of the conference on the part of the House on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the bill (H. R. 9674) to regulate 
the course at the Naval Academy. 

INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HAwLEyinthe chair). The Sen- 
ate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumes the consideration of House 
bill 12578, being the Indian e nie bill. 

Mr. PLUMB. I am somewhat familiar with the last provision found 


on page 26, about which the Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL] has 
spoken. Some years ago as a member of the Committee on Appropria- 


tions I had occasion to look over the testimony which was presented 
in support of this claim. In my judgment that testimony prima facie 
was far from conclusive as to the merits of the claim, and I can say 
also that on account of facts within my own knowledge I was entirely 
convinced that it was a claim without merit, at all events, except as 
to a very small portion of it. d 

It is a claim for depredations. The testimony was taken by the In- 
dian agent under circumstances which clearly pointed to collusion. No 
adverse testimony was submitted; practically no identification of the 
persons or the timeand places at which the depredations were committed 
was furnished. It is a claim which I think, is substantially a fraudu- 
lent claim, and ought not to be allowed. I do not know about the first 
claim and therefore do not express any opinion about it; Iam referring 
to the second item. 

All [ want to say in connection with this subject further is that itis 
not always safe to take the report of a Department officer in regard to 
the merits of a claim. That is not a reflection especially upon the head 
ofa Department. He acts through subordinates. Weall of us know 
moas claims do slip through the Departments which areentirely devoid 
of merit. 

The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. DAWES] and myself had occa- 
sion some years ago in the Committee on Appropriations to look up 
some claims that were put on an Indian Appropriation bill in the House 
of Representatives and it became entirely manifest that in regard to 
every single one of them the grossest carelessness had been exhibited by 
the officers in charge of the investigations and that carelessness affected a 
very large portion of each claim, and while I do not say that the De- 
partment’s recommendation is not entitled to weight, I do say that it 
is not conclusive except in a very limited class of cases. 

I beg to say to the Senator from Virginia that when he says any 
member of the Committee on Appropriations feels constrained to pre- 
vent the padding of the appropriation bills that come from that com- 
mittee, whatever his design may be, he utters a compliment to the 
committee. That is my judgment. In the first place, the committee 
is not for the purpose of investigating claims. By the rules of the Sen- 
ate claims are especially excluded from its jurisdiction. Such amend- 
ments are subject, if offered in the Senate to an appropriation bill, to 
a point of order. There is a Claims Committee, there is an Indian Af- 
fairs Committee, and there are forty other committees of the Senate to 
which the various subjects of this and similar kinds are committed, 
and to whom the Senate yields as to persons with authority, and who, 
if they discharge in an apt and timely way their duty—I do not say 
that they do not—this and such claims as this would never have oc- 
casion to be put upon an appropriation bill, but would go through the 
ordinary processes of legislation in the Senate. . 

It is to some extent a familiar and frequent recourse to put upon an 
raga psi bill a measure which for some reason or other, through 
the tardiness of a committee, through accident, misfortune, or some- 
thing of that kind, was not able to go through the scrutiny of the ordi- 
nary legislative processes, and thereby to prevent that consideration 
by both bodies acting independently which is usually applied to other 
matters of legislation. 

The Committee on Approprisuons have endeavored to carry out the 
rules of the Senate. They are only human. They may have erred, 
They may have erred some times in the line of too strict an economy. 
It is a very good direction in which to err. They have endeavored to 
keep out, so far as they possibly could, matters that came within the 
jurisdiction of other committees and such things as they were forbid - 
den by the rules, not alone because of the legislative propriety involv: 
but for-the further reason that they did not desire to do what would 
any way incur the animosity of other committees, as would be the 
case if they should seem to invade the jurisdiction of those commit- 
tees. 

When this measure was presented to the Senate some time since and 
went to the Committee on Indian Affairs, being strongly pressed by 
those who had charge of it and knew something about it, the committee 
said, We will commit this to the Court of Claims.“ For some reason 
or other it has not gone to the Court of Claims. The parties who are 
interested in this measure do not seem to care to engage the scrutiny 
of that court, and they now come in and seek to do with reference to 
this claim, which is of the character of which I have spoken, if I am 
not entirely mistaken, not only to put it on the appropriation bill but 
to repeal the act of Conyress submitting the matter to the jurisdiction 
of that court. 

It seems to me that once having had this privilege they now ought 
to be required to exercise it, and that especially we ought not to puf 
upon this bill in the closing hours of the session, under circumstances 
which preclude its investigation, any measure in regard to which there 
is not the most absolute and-conclusive proof of its genuineness as to 
every single authority involved and also as to the liability of the Gov- 
ernment for its payment. I admit that under the treaty the United 
States was to respond to the Pottawatomie Indians in whatever sum 
might legitimately be determined to have been their loss by reason or 
depredations committed upon them by white persons; but that did not 
bind us to accept of everything that might be suggested in that direc- 
tion, We are not required to take anything that is not conclusively 
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proven. Here we are obliged to submit to ex parte statements, and it 
is not proper that we should, . 

I have observed with great regret that on this bill there have been 
brought forward claims forty and fifty years old which, if they were 
correct, ought either to be embraced upon appropriation bills current 
to the time when they accrued, or to have been made the subject of 
separate and individual bills which were 2 sea to the odi 
nary legislative processes and pressed upon their merits. There have 
‘been brought in here claims arising under the provisions of the Chero- 
kee treaty of 1825, and claimsarising under the treaty with the Creeks, 

back as far as 1839. While it is true that the Government does 
often fail to respond to its obligations as it ought, yet that is no reason 
why we should take up and dispose of in this hasty way claims in re- 
gard to which there is not only substantial doubt, but in to 
‘which there is a belief on the part of some, at least of those who have 
heretofore examined them, as to a state of facts which entirely dis- 
eredits them. 

As to the first claim I do not speak, because I do not recall definitely 
enough facts which were developed before the committee, but as to 
the last claim I can say with entire sincerity and full belief that it is 
not a claim which t to be put upon this bill. 

Mr. DANIEL. The remarks of the Senator to-day contain the first 
intimation to my mind, after an investigation of this matter which 
has been going on for over a year, that there was any doubt whatso- 
ever as to the validity or propriety of the second item embraced in the 
clause which the committee has recommended to be stricken out. In 
view of the fact that the Senator from Kansas has a doubt 
upon that subject, I am perfectly willing to withdraw any objection 
to that item being stricken ont in order that it may come up upon its 
merits in a separate bill. But as to this other item about which no 
doubt has been at any time and which rests upon recom- 
mendations contin through so many years and upon testimony 
which nobody has disputed, it seems to me that here and now is the 
time to make an end of that continuous claim. 

The Senator referred to the fact that by an act of Congress of some 
years ago the latter one of these claims was authorized to be referred 
to the Court of Claims. Perceiving that fact I addressed a note to the 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs to know whether that claim had ever 
been to the Court of Claims, and if so, what was the result of 
the reference. I have before me now his letter in reply of date April 
5, 1888, in which he states: 


That the claim of said nation for back annuities has never been before the 
Court of Claims, for the reason that no law has ever been passed 3 
tion to said court, and altho: not officially informed, I am of opinion that 
the claim for depredations not been presented to the said court owing to 
the ambiguity of the law of March 3, 185, giving said court jurisdiction of said 


I acknowledge the force of what the Senator from Kansas has said 
as to the scrutiny which the Committee on . must of 
necessity give to every claim of this character. it has to be rigid, 
it is a fault that leans to virtue’s side, and is one which I would not 
severely criticise. But in view of the fact that it is the practice of the 
Senate, whatever may be its rule, to put upon appropriation bills claims 
of this kind which are thoroughly established, in view of the fact that 
within twelve hours claims less meritorious for the Senator’s own State 
have been put upon an appropriation bill 

Mr. PLUMB. No. 

Mr. DANIEL. Yes, sir, last night. 

Mr. PLUMB. Will the Senator state upon whose motion it was? 

Mr. DANIEL. It was the claim of Nebraska, Kansas, and Col- 
orado. ; 

Mr. PLUMB. On whose motion? 

Mr. DANIEL. I do not remember on whose motion. Iwas paying 
more attention to the matter than to the mover. 

Mr. PLUMB. As the Senator is mentioning it as a matter of re- 


proach to me—— 
Mr. DANIEL. Not of reproach. 
Mr. PLUMB. As involving the exercise of some preference on the 
of—— 
"e DANIEL. Indeed, I do not, sir. Indeed, I do not. I make no 
. Iam referring to the practice of the Senate. 

Mr. PLUMB. But there must be some significance in the fact that 
it was an amendment relating to my State, or the Senator would not 
have mentioned it. . 

Mr. DANIEL. Not at all. 

Mr. PLUMB. Is the Senator prepared to say that that was a claim 
in the sense that this is a claim, burdened with the doubt which ob- 
tains in regard to this matter, originating entirely er parte some forty 
years ago? 

Mr. DANIEL. It was an old claim of the State of Kansas. 

Mr. PLUMB. I beg the Senator’s pardon, it was not an old claim 
of the State of Kansas. y 

Mr. DANIEL. How old was it? 

Mr. PLUMB. Probably six or eight months. 

Mr. DANIEL. Then it was a new claim of the State of Kansas; 
and the State of Kansas can get its claims put upon 5 pimp 
bills that are but six months old, while the poor Indian in can 
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not get his puton if it is twenty years old. So if the Senator thinks! 
that he has bettered his argument By insisting on the recency of the! 
Kansas claim I confess that I can not see it that way. è 

I did not mention the matter as any reproach to the Senator from 
Kansas. It is no reproach to him, and there is no element of sugges- 
tion in it that could be fairly interpreted into a reproach. Iam only 
referring to the fact that the proposition now before the Senate is con- 
sistent with the habitual practice of the Senate and the practice which 
has been freshly and within a few hours carried on before this body. 

Now, sir, did this provision originate here as did the Kansas, Colo- 
rado, and Nebraska claim? It is in an appropriation bill which comes 
from the House of Representatives. I ask the Senator from Kansas, 
without reflecting upon anybody, if it is consistent with the fair trans- 
action of business by the Senate to put claims of its own motion upon’ 
appropriation bills of the like character, and at the same time to be o- 
eupied in striking out equally meritorious claims that have come to us 
from the other branch of Congress ? . 

Mr. PLUMB, The Senator is talking of something that he does not 
know anything about. He is talking about the relative meritsof these 
claims. He does not know anything about the Kansas claim at all, 
and consequently there is no foundation for any comparison or any re- 
flection. When the Senator spoke of it as being an old claim I only 
corrected him as to the matter of fact. He can attach any importance 
to it as being an old or a new claim as he pleases, That is not of my 
making; it is of his making. 

In the next place, the Committee on Appropriations did not put the 
Kansas claim on the bill; it was done by the Senate. This claim the 
Committee on Appropriations do propose to the Senate to strike out. 
For that they are responsible. They have done, in my judgment, ex- 
actly what as honest public servants they ought to do, and whatif they 
had not done with the knowledge they have upon that subject they 
would be properly characterized as unfaithful servants. 

Now, if the Senate proposes to put that on and thereby to do that, 
which the committee thinks is wrong, the committee will bedi 
of responsibility; but as the Senator has made his fight on the commit- 
tee in this case, apparently designing to be offensive to me, I think it 
is proper to say that the committee to strike this out and the 
committee did not put the Kansas claim on; the Senate put it on. If 
the Senator wants to institute a comparison between the and the 
Senator is willing to listen I will endeavor to instruct him upon that 
question. 

Mr. DAWES. I hope we may now have a vote on striking out the 
first paragraph. 

Mr. DANIEL. The offensiveness of the Senator from Virginia to 
the Senator from Kansas and to the Appropriations Committee is a 
matter that dwells entirely in the imagination of the Senator from 
Kansas. I have not attacked the committee; I have not attacked him. 
When he assumed that he was attacked without justification I have 
disclaimed it. So far as I am concerned, sir, there the matter can rest. 
The gentleman is better prepared to confess his own ignorance than he 
is to confess mine. It is true I was not thoroughly advised as to the age 
of the Kansas claim, because I do not keep any register of births or 
deaths of things of that sort, and the substance of the matter is much 
more im t to be remembered than any little incidental thing 
about it as to when it originated. 

But I think I may justly refer to the practice of the Senate. Not 
caring sufficiently either to criticise the committee or to praise it, as to 
the parliamentary practice I think I may properly observe, when I am 
criticised for urging the Senate to accept the bill as it came from the 
House, that it would not seem to my mind the proper thing for the 
Senate to be putting any claims of that sort upon appropriation bills 
and at the same time to be striking them out when of equal merit 
when they have already been approved by the other House. 

Mr. DAWES, I hope we may have a vote on striking out the first 
paragraph. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question has beendivided. The 
qnestion is on striking out the first paragraph of the proposed amend- 
ment; that is to say, from line 19 on page 25 to line 16 on page 26, 
inclusive. : 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. I hope that if either of these paragraphs is to 
be stricken out, the first one will be retained. It covers a very much 
smaller amount than the other and pertains to Indians in Michigan and 
Indiana. I have given some attention to an examination of the mat- 
ter, and I think it is proper and right that the first paragraph should 
be restored to the bill. As to the second ph I have not any- 
thing to say. I hope the first paragraph will be retained in the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the committee to strike out the paragraph. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. DAWES. Thereshould bea few words changed in the paragraph 
that is retained. In the tenth line, I move to strike out the words— 


And which have been, or may be approved, by the Secretary in whose De- 
partment the same is filed. 


And to insert in place thereof: 
And approved in conformity with law. 
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So as to read: 


SS ee Sa 1 of recognized —— 
contracts on file in the of the Treasury or or, and ved 
in conformity with law, be per capita, as follows: Fourteen 
hundred twenty-one hundred and tus to the and seren 

and eightieths to the band ot 


hundred twenty-one hun 
88 cameos 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the committee striking out the second paragraph from line 17 on 
26 to line 12 on page 27, inclusive. 
Mr. DAWES. I understand the Senator from Virginia does not ob- 
ject to striking out the second paragraph. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Glerk, announced that the Speaker of the House had signed the follow- 
ing enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by the President 
pro tempore: 

A bill (H. R. 9418) to tnea e Washington and Western Mary- 
land Railroad Company; an 

A bill (H. R. 9268) F Aa aii os soc 
terfeit money and other fraudulent devices for using the United States 


INDIAN WAR CLAIMS. 


Mr. HEARST. I submit a resolution for consideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HAwIxx in the chair). The res- 
olution will be read ſor inſormation. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the resolution, and was interrupted 
by— 

Mr. DAWES. I must object to the consuming of the time of the 


Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Massachusetts ob- 
jects to the present consideration of the resolution. 

Mr. HARRIS. As the resolution has been partly read, let it be 
printed in the RECORD, so that it may appear in its enti 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair hears no objection, and 
that order will be made. What action, then, will be taken? 

Mr. HARRIS. Let it lie on the table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the resolu- 
tion will be printed in the RECORD, and lie over. 

The resolution is as follows: 


of War, through the Board of War Claims Ex- 
on 2of the act entitled “An act for the benefit of 


proved August 4, ishereby, . 

all vouchers, — pa ger which tofore been or 
which hereafter may be su tted to him in of the Indian war 

and Indian war obligations of the State of caren sm ary Ta 
amount of money actuall ed and by said * 


The War is authorized directed to ascertain the 
amount of interest paid and assumed by said State on obligations incurred for 
purposes here fore and which has not heretofore been re 

imbursed by the United States. 
‘ar shall report to the Senate the tof which 
ee ene have been and assumed State 
rnia on account of the matters above enumerated, including amount 
of interest PFF 
„ and not heretofore reimbursed by the United 
And the Secretary of Selb camel geese oo meraes under 
which, and the authority by which, such and what 


payments have been made on account thereof by the Un United £ States, 


Mr. BLAIR. Siding ong E eigen o 

to-day is the last legislative day, and the Senator from California de- 

sires to move the resolution as an amendment to the Indian appropria- 

tion bill, I understand. 

jane DAWES. .. hase aoak I must 
ject to e 


California that the regular order is the reading af the bill for the pur- 
pose of considering the amendments of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. Then further amendments will be in order. 

Mr. BLAIR. If the Chair will permit me—— 

Mr. DAWES. I object. 

Mr. BLAIR. I rise to a question of order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Hampshire 
will state his question of order. 

Mr. BLAIR. The resolution which has just been read will be tabled 
and destroyed. The Senator from California desires to be in a position 
to move it as an amendment to the bill, and the disposition just made 
‘of it inadvertently is wrong, and it should be rectified now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The Chair will then change the 
words he used, and have the resolution temporarily laid aside. The 
Senator from California will be quite at liberty to offer it after the 
amendments of the Committee on Appropriations have been acted on. 

Mr. BLAIR. That will save his rights. 


YELLOWSTONE NATIONAL PARK. 


Mr. VEST. I ask the Senator from — isabel ab Se 
call up from the table Senate bill 283, which was returned by the House 
of Representatives for immaterial amendments that will create no de- 
bate, in order that it may go back to the other House at once. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
message from the House of Representatives; which will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

In TRE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, March 1, 1889. 

That the Clerk be directed to return to the Senate, in compliance 
—— Fo Nae BRAA 283) to amend sections 2474 and 2475 of the Revised 

e United States, setting apart a certain tract of land lying near the 
3 of the Yellowstone River as a public park. 

Mr. VEST. I move that the Senate reconsider its action in passing 
the bill in order that I may offer certain amendments. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri asks 
unanimous consent that the votes by which the bill was passed and 
ordered to a third may be reconsidered. It will be so ordered 
if there be no objection. The bill is open to amendment in the Senate. 

Mr. VEST. In section 1, line 3, after the word Park,“ I move to 
strike ont the words as now fixed by section 2474 of the Revised 
Statutes;’’ so as to read: 

. the boundaries of the Yellowstone National Park shall hereafter be as 
WS. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. In section 7, line 33, I move to strike out the words 
the police and insert gry policemen.” 

So as to read: 

Or to any policemen therein. ' 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. In line 4 of section 8, after the word and, I move to 
strike out the comma. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. In the same section, in line 7, after the word “the,” I 
move to insert the word willful;’’ so as to read: 

The willful violation. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. VEST. In the same section, in line 10, after the word the,“ 
I move to insert the words tion of the,” and after the word 
property,“ to insert the words and objects of interest;’’ so as te 

d: = 


And the preservation of the property and objects of interest therein is hereby 
declared to be, eto. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. In line 12, in the same section, after the word ‘“* ix 
I move to insert the word such.“ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

OTTER CREEK LIGHT, 
Mr. PALMER submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the di ng votes of the two Houses on 

B.5716) for establishing a light at 

met, after full and free con- 

do recommend to their respective 
Houses as fellows: 

‘That the Senate reeede from its amendment numbered 1. 

‘That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Senate 
numbered 2 and 3. 


W 
The report was coneurred in. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed consideration 
of the bill (H. N. 12578) 3 appropriations for the current and eon - 
tingent expenses of the Indian Department, and for fulfilli 
stipulations with various Indian tribes, for the year ending Jans 30, 30, 
1890, and for other purposes. 

The reading of the bill was continued to line 17 on page 30. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HAWLEY in the chair). Will the 
Senator from Massachusetts inform the Chair whether in line 17 on 
page 30 the word dollars“ should not be inserted, so as to read 
“€$6,00027? 

Mr. DAWES. The word dollars“ should be inserted there. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be done if there be no objec- 
tion. The reading will 

The Secretary continued the reading of the bill to line 1 on page 32. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. In line 1 on page 32 the word ‘‘dol- 
lars“ apparently should be inserted, so as to read 8530.“ 

Mr. DAWES. The word ‘‘dollars” has again been left out there. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The correction Will be made. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. ‘The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, on page 33, in the appropriations for 
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‘Sioux of different tribes, including Santee Sioux of Nebraska,“ in line 
22, before the word thousand,“ tò strike out and twenty-five;”’ so 
as to make the clause read: 
For twentieth of thirty installments, to purchase such articles as may be con- 
sidered proper by the Secretary of the Interior, at $20 per head, for persons en- 
in agriculture, as per tenth article of same treaty, $100,000, or so much 
ereof as may be necessary. > 
The amendment was agreed to 
The next amendment was, on 
support, to strike out: 
And after such census has been taken only those Indians that are found to be 


unable to support themselves by reasonable exercise shall receive rations from 
the Goyernment of the United States. 

So as to make the clause read: 

For subsistence of the Sioux, and for purposes of their civilization, as per 

ment ratified by act of Congressapproved February 28, 1877, $900,000; 

ded, That this sum shall include transportation of 1 from the termina- 
tion of railroad or steam-boat transportation; and in service Indians shall 
be employed wherever practicable: And provided further, That the Secretary of 
the Interior shall cause a census of the Sioux tribe of Indians to be carefully 
taken by a special agent, to be appointed for such purpose, with a view of 
ascertaining how many of them are able to su rt themselves, and, in ascer- 
taining this fact, their physical capacity to work the land owned or occupied 
by them, either individually or collectively, the value of the land, its nearness to 
market, and general productiveness shall be considered, and such other factsand 
circumstances as will aid Congress in determining how many of such Indians 
are capable of self-support: And provided, That the expenses incident to the 
taking of such census be paid from the money hereby appropriated. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 35, line 12, before the word 
„thousand,“ to strike out ninety-three“ and insert ‘‘sixty-eight;’’ 
so as to make the clause read: 

For pay of second blacksmith, and furnishing iron, steel, and other material, 
per eighth article of same treaty, $1,600; in all, $1,168,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was continued to line 2 on page 36. 

Mr. DAWES. In the second line on page 36 I move to strike out 
the words anno Domini beſore 1886.“ 

The amendment was to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, in the items for ‘‘Sioux, Medawa- 
kanton band, on page 37, line 4, after the word “receive, to insert 
t'as nearly as practicable;’’ and in line 8, before the word lands,“ to 
strike out possible“ and insert practicable;’’ so as to read: 


And provided also, That the Secretary of the Interior may appoint a suitable 
person to make the above-mentioned e diture under his direction; and all 
of said money which is to be expended for lands, cattle, horses, implements, 
seeds, food, or clothing shall be so expended that each of the Indians in this 

mentioned shall receive, as nearly as practicable, an equal amount 

ue of thisappropriation and that made by said act of June 28, 1888: And 

provided further, That as far as practicable lands for said Indians shall be pur- 

chased in such locality as each Indian desires, and none of said Indians shal! 

be required to remove from where he now resides and to any locality or land 
against his will. 

The amendment was agreed to. . 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations for ‘“‘ Utes,” to strike 
out the clauses from line 11 on page 39 to line 12 on page 40, inclusive, 
as follows: 


Second of ten installments of $150,000 each, to be expended under the direction 
of the Secretary of the Interior, for the support and civilization of the Indians 
attached to the Blackfeet agency, Montana, as per act approved May 1, 1888, 


50,000, 

Second of ten installments of $115,000 each, to be expended under the direc- 
tion of the Secretary of the Interior, for the support and civilization of the In- 
. 1 to the Fort Belknap agency, Montana, as per act approved May 

"Interest on $69 120, at 5 per cent, per annum, being value of 54 sections of land 
treaty of June 2, 1825, for educational purposes, per Senate resolu- 


page 35, line 1, after the word ‘‘self- 


ciently advanced 
affairs for the purpose of making final settlement and payment of such sums as 
may be due them from the United States either as permanent or limited annui- 
ties, or otherwise, and that said contracts be by him reported to Congress for its 
consideration and action. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 40, after line 13, to insert: 


Peoria, Wea, Piankeshaw, and Kaskaskia and Western Miami Indians of 

the Indian 5 & t 
That the sums of money heretofore . for the use and benefit ofthe 
Peoria, Wea, Piankeshaw, and Kaskaskia and the Western Miami Indians of 
the Indian Territory by the act of October 2, 1888, volume 25, United States Stat- 
utes at Large, page 528, is hereby made payable per capita to said Indians in 
manner as follows: To adults in person; to parents for their minor children, 
when such parent or parents are competent, competency to be determined by 
the chief of the respective tribes and the Indian agent; to guardians for their 
orphan „if any; and in case no 1 have been ly appointed, 
the money due such orphan children shall be deposited in the Treasury of the 
United States to their credit, and shall be payable thereafter to properly ap- 
pointed 1 or the individual Indian upon his or her beco: g of lawful 
age, and in case of death, then to his or her legal heirs; guardians to be appointed 
by the probate court in and for Cherokee County, Kansas, in manner and form 
‘as provided by the act of March 3, 1881, volume 21, United States Statutes at 
ioe ge 433, providing for the appointment of 1 for minor children 
of t estern i Indians of Indiana, then residing in the Indian Territory. 


The amendment ws agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 41, after line 13, to insert: 


Cherokee en: 
To enable the Secretary of the Interior to ascertain who are entitled to share 


in the mate distribution of the sum of $75,000 appropriated by the act ap- 
proved October 19, 1888, entitled . An act to secure to the Cherokee freedmen and 
others their proportion of certain proceeds of land under the act of March 
1883,” and to make parions thereof, and to compensate in such sum as hè may 
deem reasonable any duly authorized agent or agents acting for said freedmen 
in the matter of the distribution of said $75,000, who, in his judgment, are en- 
titled thereto, the sum of $12,000, or so much thereof as may be u ; and 
the amount so expended shall be c against the Cherokee ion on ac- 
count of its lands west of the Arkansas River, and shall be a lien on said la 

and shall be deducted from any payment hereafter made on account of sai 
lands, And said Secretary is hereby authorized ana directed to make ing 

and report to the next session of Congress what other sums of money, if anz 
have been appropriated by the Cherokee Nation in violation of their treaty 
ligations in reference to men in said nation, and what zum would be 
quired to secure to said freedmen those treaty rights in respect to the same. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of Miscellaneous sup- 
ports,“ on page 44, line 21, before the word thousand,“ to strike out 
the word ‘‘ fifty’? and insert seventy;“ so as to make the clause read: 


For this amount, to subsist and properly care for the Apache and other In- 
dians in Arizona and New Mexico who have been or may be collected on res- 
ervations in New Mexico or Arizona, $170,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, to strike out the clause from line 22 on 
page 45 to line 2 on page 46, inclusive, as follows: 


For continuing the work of constructing ditches and reservoirs for the Navajo 
Indians, including pay of employés, $15,000, $7,500 of which shall be taken from 
the funds of said ndians, now in the Treasury belonging to said Indians, 


And insert in lieu thereof: 

For su rt and civilization of the Navajo Indians, including pay of em- 
ployés, $17,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was continued to line 6 on page 47. 

Mr. DAWES. The next amendment of the committee, to strike out 
from line 7 on page 47 to line 25 on page 50, should be considered in 
connection with an amendment at the end of the bill, which is designed 
to bea substitute for it, and therefore I ask that it be informally passed 
over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be so ordered. 

The Chief Clerk resumed the reading of the bill. 

The next amendment was, under the head of general incidental ex- 
penses of the Indian service,’’ on 51, line 21, before the word 
*‘ thousand,” to strike out on“ and insert ‘‘one;”’ so as to make the 
clause read: 


Incidental expenses of Indian service in Colorado: For general incidental ex- 
penses of the Indian service, including traveling expenses of agents, $1,500. 


The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of miscellaneous, on 
page 54, line 12, before the word thousand, to insert and fourteen;’ 
so as to make the clause read: 


Pay of Indian police: For the service of not exceeding seven hundred privates, 
at $1 2 month each, and not erg seventy officers, at $12 per month each, 
of Indian police, to be employed in maintaining order and prohibiting illegal 
trafficin liquor on the several Indian reservations, and for the purchase of equip= 
ments and rations for policemen of non-ration agencies, $114,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 55, after line 11, to insert: 


Surveying and allotting Indian reservations 9 : 

To enable the President to complete the work already undertaken and com- 
menced under the third section of the act of February 8, 1887, entitled An 
to provide for the allotment of lands in severalty to Indians on the vario 
reservations, and to extend the protection of the laws of the United States and 
the Territories over the Indians, and for other purposes,” including the necessary 
clerical work incident thereto in the field and in the office of Indian Affairs and 
the delivery to the Indians entitled thereunder of the trust patents authorized 
under said act, $10,000, to be immediately available. 

To enable the President to cause, under the provisions of the act of February 
8, 1887, entitled An act to provide for the allotmentof lands in severalty to Ins 
dians on the various reservations, and to extend the protection of the laws of the 
United States and the Territories over the Indians, and for other purposes,“ such 
Indian reservations as in his judgment are advantageous for agricultural and 
grazing eles erage to be surveyed, or resurveyed, for the purposes of said act, and 
to complete the allotment of the same, including the necessary clerical work in- 
cident thereto in the field and in the office of Indian Affairs, and delivery of trust 
patents, so far as allotments shall have been selected under said act, $30,000; and 
no allotments shall be ordered or commenced upon any reservation unless the 
allotments upon such reservation so selected and the delivery of trust patents 
therein can be completed under this 1 

For this amount, to be expended under the direction of the Secretary of the In- 
terior in aiding Indians who have taken land in severalty, under the act of Febru- 
ary 8, 1887, entitled An act to provide for the allotment of lands in severalty to 
Indians on the various reservations,and to extend the protection of the laws of the 
United States and the Territories over the Indians, and for other purposes,” to 
establish themselves in homes thereon, to procure seeds, ſarm in apenan and 
other things necessary, in addition to means already provided by law or treaty, 

or the commencement of Sees AD, The amounts provided for in the 

ree preceding paragraphs shall be repaid io the Treasury proportionately out 

of the proceeds of the sales of such lands, if any, as may be acquired from the 

Indians under the provisions of the aforesaid act. And a report in detail of the 

nditures made to ber 1 next, under the appropriations provided by 

said paragraphs, shall be made to Congress at the commencement of the next 
session. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment was, on page 58, line 20, before the word ‘‘six,’’ to 
strike out at; and in the same line, after the words per annum,“ 
to strike out in all, $660;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

For one female laborer, to be employed in Indian Office, $660 per annum, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of for support of 
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schools,“ on page 59, line 10, after the word building,“ to insert 
exclusive of outbuildings;’’ so as to make the clause cae 
For support of Indian day and industrial schools, and for other educational 
purposes, not hereinafter provided for, $685,000; for the construction on Indian 
reservationsof school buildings and repair of school buildings, $55,000; and for 
urchase of horses, cattle, sheep, and swine for schools, $10,000; in all, $750,000: 
ided, That the entire cost of any boarding-school building, exclusive of out- 
buildings to be built from the moneysappropriated hereby, . 
shall not exceed $10,000, and the entire cost of any day- school building to be so 
built shall not exceed $600, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 60, line 21, after the word pu- 
Pils,“ to strike out at $175 per annum each;’’ so as to read: 

For support of Indian pupils, and for necessary repairs to buildi and fenc- 
ing, and for pay of 555 at $1,500, at the Indisa school at Grand June- 
tion, Colo., $10,000; and Indian pupils, other than children of Ute Indians, may 
be allowed in said school, in the discretion of the Secretary of the Interior. 

The amendment was agreed to. , 

The next amendment was, at the end of the same clause on page 16, 
after the word Interior,“ to insert: 

But nothing herein shall be construed to prevent the President from appro- 
priating funds belonging to the Ute Indians for educational purposes, as pro- 
vided in section 1 ofan act entitled “An act to accept and ratify the . paS 
submitted by the confederated bands of Ute Indians of Colorado, for the sale of 
their reservation in said State, and for other purposes, and to make necessary 
appropriation for carrying out the same,” 

The amendment was agreed to. ; 

The next amendment was, on page 63, line 5, before the word ‘‘In- 
dian,” to strike out ‘‘Chippewa,”’ and after Indian“ to strike out 
‘‘ boys and girls” and insert ‘‘ pupils;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

For the education and support of one hundred 8 Indian boys and 
girls at St. John’s University and at St. Benedict's Academy, in County. 
State of Minnesota, at $150 each per annum, $15,000; and for the education an 
support of one hundred Indian pupils at St. Paul's Industrial School, at Clon- 
tarf, in the State of Minnesota, at $150 each per annum, $15,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 63, line 13, after the word pu- 
pil,” to strike out “ fifty thousand six and insert ‘‘ sixty-three thou- 
sand one; so as to make the clause read: 

For support, and education of Indian aig es at industrial, agricultural, 
mechanical, or other schools, other than those herein provided for, in any of 
the States or Territories of the United States, at a rate not to exceed $1 
each pupil, $63,180, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 64, after line 8, to insert: 


That in the ere of money appropriated for any of the purposes of 
education of Indian children, those children of Indians who have taken lands 
in severalty under any existing law shall not, by reason thereof, be excluded 
from the benefits thereof. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 64, after line 13, to insert: 


To enable the Secretary of the Interior, in his discretion, to purchase for In- 
dian industrial school purposes the buildings and other improvements in what 
is known as Keam's Cafion within the reservation in the Territory of Arizona, 
established for the use and e aye f of the Moquis and other Indians by Ex- 
ecutive order dated December 16, L and to 1 therefor such sum as he shall 
deem just and reasonable, not exceed! ng $10,000: Provided, That upon payment 
therefor the owner of said buildings and other ene pipet shall execute and 
deliver to the Secretary of the Interior a full relinquishment of all his right, 
title, and interest in and to any and all buildings and other improvements of 
whatsoever character owned by him within the limits of said reservation. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DAWES. I desire to offer an amendment from the committee, 
which was left out by mistake, to come in immediately after the amend- 
ment just agreed to. On page 65, after line 3, I move to insert: 

For the purpose of erecting and furnishing shops, outhouses, and fencing the 
school-grounds, and for furnishing the building and organizing the Indian 
school in Ormsby County, Nevada, authorized by the Indian appropriation act 
approved June 28, 1888, 810,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, under the head of Interest on trust- 
fund stocks,’’ in section 3, to strike out the clause from line 4 on page 


for 


66 to line 25 on 68, inclusive. 
Mr. DAWES. L ask that that amendment be passed over until we 
reach the end of the bill. 


_ The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment, by unanimous con- 
sent, will be passed over informally, if there be no objection. 

The amendment was, on page 69, to insert as follows: 

Prairie Band of Pottawatomies and Kickapoo Indians of Kansas: 

The sum of $5,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby appro- 
priated to enable the President to negotiate with the Prairie Band of Pottawat- 
omies and Kickapoo Indians-in Kansas for the sale of all ox a portion of their 
lands in Kansas, and the allotment of the remainder in severalty; such agree- 
ments as may be made to be submitted by the President to Congress at the next 
session, said sum to be immediately a ble. 

Mr. BUTLER. I reserve the right on that amendment to ask the 
Senate to disagree to it at the proper time. I ask the Senator from 
Massachusetts to allow it to be passed over for the present. 

Mr. DAWES, _ I do not object. 
pbe ERER IDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be passed over 

o Ye 

The next amendment was, on page 69, line 11, to insert the subhead 
„Sioux Reservation.“ 5 5 

The amendment was agreed to. 
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The next amendment was, on page 69, line 22, after the words to 
carry out,“ to strike out ‘‘ the provisions of this act and the duties of 
said commission“ and insert this provision;’’ so as to read: 

The President of the United States is hereby authorized and empowered to 
appoint three commissioners for the purpose of entering into negotiations and 
agreements with the Sioux Indians occupying the Great Sioux Indian rese: 
tion in Dakota for a full and complete cession and relinquishment to the Uni 
States of a portion of their reservation, and to divide the remainder into sepa- 
rate reservations, and for such other purpose as they may find necessary touch - 
ing said Indians and said reservation; and such ments, when made, to 
by them submitted to the first session Fifty-first Congress for ratification; 
to carry out this provision the sum of $25,000, or so much thereof as may 
found necessary, to be expended under the direction of the Secretary of the In- 
terior, is hereby appropriated, this amount to be immediately ayailable. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, under the head of Sioux reservation,“ 
on page 70, to strike out section 4, in the following words: 


SEC. 4. That the President may, at such times as he may deem it necessary, 
direct land offices to be Jocated upon the lands opened to settlement by thisact, 
not to exceed two in number, and may nominate and, by and with the advice 
and consent of the Senate, appoint the usual officers to conduct the business of 
said land offices. J 


Mr. VEST. I ask that that amendment of the committee be passed 
over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment willbe passed over 
informally, if there be no objection. A 7 

The next amendment was, on page 70, to insert as section 4 the fol- 
lowing: 

Sec. 4. That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to negotiate with the Cœur d'Alene tribe of Indians for the purchase 
and release by said tribe of such portions of its reservation not agricultural and 
valuable chiefly for minerals and timber as such tribe shall consent to sell, on 
such terms and conditions as shall be considered just and equitable between the 
United States and said tribe of Indians, which purchase shall not be complete 
until ratified by Congress; and for the purpose of such negotiation the sum of 
$2,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby appropriated, out of 
any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated; the action of the Sec- 
war a the Interior hereunder to be repo: to Congress at the earliest practi- 
cable time. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The spelling of the word “‘agricult- 
ural” in line 14 will be corrected 


Mr. BUTLER. I ask that that amendment be passed over inform- 
ally. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be passed over 
informally, if there be no objection. ; 

Mr. DAWES. That does not have any connection with the other 
matter, It is a different proposition. 

Mr, BUTLER. It seems to me to be of the same character with the 
other legislation. I ask that it be passed over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Theamendment will be passed over 
informally, if there be no objection. 

The reading of the bill was continued. The next amendment was, 
under the head of Sioux reservation,“ on page 72, line 14, after the 
word ‘‘farmers,”’ to insert and in aiding such Indians as have taken 
allotments to build houses and other buildings for residence or im- 
provement of such allotments;’’ so as to make the proviso read: 

And provided further, That the Secretary of the Interior, under the direction 
of the ident, may use any sums appropriated in this act for subsistence, and 
not absolutely necessary for t urpose, for the purchase of stock cattle for the 


benefit of the tribe for which such appropriation is made, or for the assistance 
of such Indians to become farmers, and in aiding such I 


as have taken 
allotments to build houses and other buildings for residence or vement of 
such allotments, and shall report to Congress, at its next session thereafter, an 
account of his action under this provision, 


The amendment was to. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I should like to ask the Chair whether it 
would be in order, pending the reading of the bill, to move to proceed 
to the consideration of executive business? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Virginia has a 
right to make the motion. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I make the motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Virginia moves 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. ‘The 
question is on agreeing to the motion of the Senator from Virginia. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

The reading of the bill wasresumed. The next amendment was, un- 
der the head of Sioux reservation, on page 74, in line 15 of section 
10, after the word schools,“ to strike out ‘‘who shall from time to 
time“ and insert whose duty it shall be to; and in line 23, after 
the word exist, to insert and to perform such other duties in con- 
nection with Indian schools as may be prescribed by the Secretary of 
the Interior; ’’ so as to read: 

Sec. 10. That there shall be appointed by the President, by and with the advice 


and consent of the Senate, a person of knowledge and experience in the manage- 
ment, training, and practical education of children, to be superintendent of 
Indian schools, whose duty it shall be to visit and inspect the schools in which 
Indians are taught in whole or in part from appropriations from the United 
States and report to the Commissioner of Indian Affairs what, in his 
j 5. are the defects, if any, in any of them, in syao, in 3 
or in means for the most effective advancement of the pupils therein ward 
ei n and 8 and what changes are needed to 5 such 
defects as may exist, and to perform such other duties in connection with 
schools as may be prescri! by the Secretary of the Interior. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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ENROLLED BHIS SIGNED. 


A message from the House of tatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the House had signed the follow- 
ing enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by the President 


pro tempore: 

A bill (H. R. 382) granting a pension to Cutharine G. Bodfish; 

A bill (S. 3653) to authorize the Secretary of War to lease a certain 
tract of land to the Leavenworth City and Fort Leavenworth Water 


Company; 
A pill (S. 3696) to authorize the Omaha, ag. eet and Southern 
Railway Company to build its road across the Fort Hays military res- 
ervation; 

= = (8. 3137) granting a pension to Ruth Ames; 

WILIS 3047) granting increase of pension to William Bittinger; 

r bill (S. 2677) granting a pension to Jane Reilly; 

A bill (S. 2683 granting a pension to Andrew J. Foust; 

A bil (S. 3183) granting a pension to James Parker; 


granting : 

granting a pension to Frances H. L. Prescott; and 
A bill (8. 433) granting an increase of pension to General S. W. Price. 
DISTRICT APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. PLUMB. I desire to present at this time a report of the com- 
mittee of conference on the District of Columbia tion bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be received, if there 
be no objection. 

The report was read, as follows: 

The committee of conference.on the d 

certain amendments of the ee the 
tions ee the expenses of 


otes of the two Houses on 


for the ending June 30, 1880, and for other ee 
after full and eee ve agreed to recommen — ao. do recommend to 
their respective Teinar — 

“nan its amendments numbered 26, 28,29, 39, 43,47, 48, 

That the House recede from its to the amendments of the Sen- 
ate numbered 27, 42, and 65, and agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 18: That the House recede from its disagreement tothe 
amendment of ‘the Senate r 
ment as follows: AES lieu of the matter ing n be said amend- 
ment insert the follo see street between Ivunia 
and New Vork avenues, the Senate agree to the same. 


3J5ꝙ) ol Abe DAA nataberes ILA „ 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum pro and agres 1o insert "$57,350; and the 
Senate to the same. 

Amen numbered 22: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 22, and to, the same with an 
amendment as yen In lieuof the sum proposed 224, 0; and the 


8 
Amen —— „ t to 


the amendment of the Senate 23, to the same with an 
amendment as follows Koen the sum proposed 89,900; and the 
Senate agree to the sam 

Amendment enue 24: That the House recede from its disagreement to 


the amendment of the Senate numbered 24, and to the same with an 


a ee In lieu of sum insert 889,900; and the 
Senate to 
Amen ent numbered 25: 7 vocndin tien tie EEN 


the amendment of the Senate numbered 25, and 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum 
Senate to the same. 

Amendment numbered 80: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 30, and agree to oe same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter proposed to be inserted by said 
amendment insert the following: 

these conditions asto — — and depth of base shall not appl 
to the authorized by this act on Fifteenth street, between Pennsyl- 
vania and New York avenues.” 

And the Senate agree to the same, 

Amendment numbered 37: That the Lene de ent to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 37, and tothe same with an amend- 
ment as follows: In lieu — are to be inserted by said amend- 
ment insert the followin ‘That any es Éire rening E by law to run cars 

in the District of Columb: ia is hereby authorized to 


electric power by storage or 

er · ground wire, or underground cable moved by steam poner, on 

the whole or any 2 of its roadway, with authority to purchase and use 
any terminal grounds and facilities necessary for the purpose; and any such 
paige lyre Ser TTT on 1 
trucks or beds on the streets of aes District of Columbia shall, re doing 
beds to be laid with a flat grooved rail and made 

ee) each side of said tracks or road-beds, 


cles over said tracks: 
d companies, or or ae shall fail for 
of thi act to exercise the powers and 


companies are hereby required to cause said 
rails and road-beds to waste bo tela with the fiat gr tail hereinbef. 


fore men- 
tioned, so as to be level with the of the streets upon each side of said 
the before 


to the same with an 
“$115,475 ;" and the 


company, which certifi- 
10 per cent. per annum until paid, and 
remain and be a lien upon the property on or 


—- which — mda 
certificates are not 
ihis T District of ‘Columbia one napa 


sith tie fenh ie of anid ooma >and 
—— one F eens the said — — 


property aguinst which the 
FFF FVV 
such saleto — — —.— — one week in some ne por pub- 
lished inthe city of Washington, and sold at public auction to — 


bidder. 
— ͤ—T—— — 
— eatin be laid — Eare as inthe streets of Washing- 
r extensions by the 
fanicth-Conaness P AEEA have ae em one year’s time within which to lay 
their tracks. So much of thecharters of the street-railway companies of ey ae 
trict woh pay as 8 with this section is hereby repeal 


and road-bed shall not. apply to 


Street-railroads outside the of Georgetown 

oir ected, Suma Aega rira d o a asara te atest partiou- 
au in 

lar shall be exercised only the ap; of the commissioners of the Dis- 


by resol on of said board.” 


agree 

Amendment numbered, 44: That the House recede from its disagreemen 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 44, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of h insert the following: 


“To widen. de, and ghtwood avenue, 
patina mikes anaes the same. 

8 : That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate F 
. In lieu ot the sum proposed insert 8135,25; and the 
Senate to 
Amendment numbered 61: That the House recede from its disagreement to 


the amendment of the Senate numbered 61, and 


amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum 890,000; and the 
= tothe same. 


nt numbered 64: That the Senate recede from its disagreement to 

the amendment of the House to the amendment of the Senate numbered 64. 
and agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 100: Lee eS 

ear eee e ns, eran ane 

B. PLUMB. 


H. I. DAWES, 


F. M. 
Managers on Sparen poy A 
J, O. CLEMENTS. 
FELIX CAMPBELL, 
D. B, HENDERSON, 
Managers on the part of the House. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the report? If there be none, the question is, Will the 
Senate concur in the same? 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Missouri rise 
to debate this question? 

Mr. VEST. I rise to make an inquiry of the Senator in charge of 
the conference report. There was so much ee 
that I could not understand that portion of the conference re 
gard to the tracks of the street-railroads in the District of ect i 
As far as I could understand it, it seems to eee railroad 

companies shall have two years before re required to do any- 
thing, and then that ninety days’ notice shall be served upon them, 
and $ at the end of that time they do not comply with the law, then 
the District commissioners shall issue certificates and make sale of the 
property, ete. Is that substantially it? 

Mr. PLUMB. That is substantially it. Under the constraint which 
occurs often, of course, in the adjustment of these matters, the Senate 
conferees agreed toincorporate into the bill thesubstance of the provision 
which was incorporated by the Senate on the motion ef the Senator 
from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN ] in the sundry civil appropriation bill, which 
gave to the street-railroad companies theright, added to what they now 
have, of using new motive power in lieu of horse-power, and requiring 
them if they did use these new appliances to put downa flat rail. Then 
it was provided thatifthey did not exereise this privilege within two years 
the District commissioners should require them to proceed to put down 
the flat rail, giving them ninety days’ notice, and req them to 
complete the putting down of the rail within one year after the expi- 
ration of the ninety days. 

But it is further to be observed in regard to this provision that we 
prescribe that there shall be no putting down of rails upon any track 
of any street-railroad in this District Within the limits of Washington 
and poet iy ee unless it is the flat rail. They can not put down any 

can not do anything, they can not replace one rail with 
e si oat so on, except by substituting the improved rail for the 
present form of rail. 

While I want to say that this is not what I should like to have had, 
while it was not what the Senate designed, the compromise which has 
heen agreed upon was inevitable—that is to say, it was necessary to do 
that or to do nothing in order that the bill might ao: through. If we 
had not conceded so much as we have conceded to the House conferees, 
I am warranted in saying that we should have been obliged either to 
have lost the bill or to have given up the entire provision. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I should like to have the clause to which the Sen- 


‘to the same with an 


tions, | ator has just alluded read. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be read. 
The Chief Clerk read as follews: 
That the House recede from its ment to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 87 and. 8 . 5 
the matter said amendment insert 


be inserted! by 
s thorized by la cars 
the District. of f Colum zane hereby — Se — by Borses 


d by steam-power,on the whole or any its 
roadway, with purchase and use any facili- 
ties necessary for the and —— 


so, cause such part of its rond- beds 
e level with the surface of the streets 
— err ryt A 


or eitherof them, shall fail for 
popan 


mentioned, so as tobe level wi ne Saai DE DOA a 8 

rn e a . wing 9 
or 0 or 

railroads; And . of the Dis- 


street after notified commissioners 
trict of Columbia in writing to comply with the terms of this act, the said cor- 
porations, or either of them, shall not, within ninety days t! r, begin the 
work required, and complete the same within a reasonable not more than 
twelve months from the expiration of said period of ninety it shall be 
the duty of the commissioners to cause the necessary changesin said rails and 
road-beds to be made as soon as peels and ory issue certificates of in- 
debtedness against the property, real o of such railway company, 
which certificates shall bear interest at the rate of 10 nb cent. per annum until 
paid, and which, until they are paid, aaa remain and be aun upon 8 


erty on or against which they are 
company; and if the said certificates are > nob — goa pred a said 
commissioners of this District of Columbia may proceed to the 

against which they are issued, or so much thereof as may be necessary 53 © pay 


the amount due, such sale to be first pps advertised J for one weck 
some newspaper ele in the city of and to be sold at public 


auction to the highest bidder, - 
“Pr urther, ‘That after the of thisact no other rail than that 


passage 
herein m shall be laid by any street railway oom ny in the streets of 
Washington and Georgetown, an: companies franchises or axten- 
sions by the Fiftieth Congress shall have extension of one Fee. time within 

which to lay their tracks. So much of the charters of the street railwa: pani 
—— of the District of Columbia as is inconsistent with this section is 


pealed. 
P Provided further, That the foregoing requirements asto motive power, a 
and road. shall not apply to street railroads wine a the city of 9 
and the boundary limits of the city of Washington: 
thority hereinbefore ted in each and e shall be 8 
only with the roval of the commissioners of the District of Columbia, ex- 
pressed by resolution of said board.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think that is probably in the main as good a 
pro rovision as could be made on an appropriation bill. There is one thing | longer 

king, which I hope may not turn out in point of law to be essential, 

and that is a reservation of the power of ome change the nature of 
this grant or to withdraw it altogether. 


icv eet echoes at its pleasure, 
and believing that to be probably the true legal interpretation I shall 
not urge anybody to disagree to this on that ground. If it were 
a grant of a right that could not be recalled or regulated in the future 
then we ought not to do it, but as it strikes me at the moment, it is 
really and in fact a police regulation that without any reservation of 
power Congress or a State Legislature might exercise. 

Mr. PLUMB. So far as it is a grant the Senator will bear in mind 
that it is only a grant for the next two years, and we do not affect, as 
I think, in any way our right to amend the charters further by snying 
that we amend them now in accordance with this provision. 

Mr. EDMONDS. Ido not think we do, but as to its being a 
to be exercised within two years, if they do what is suggested t 
and Congress ten years hence should think it right to require that they 
should do something else and have a different and . ee rail from 
the one we are now speaking of, they might raise question that 
they had got a positive grant to do that thing which we could not re- 
call. But I think myself at this moment, speaking hastily, that it is 
merely a police in dope which would not stand in the nature of a 
contract. 

Mr.. VEST. I should like to ask the Senator from Kansas his con- 
struction (for I did not catch clearly his statement about it) in regard 
to the provision as to rails hereafter laid by the companies that now 

te roads in the District. For instance, if the Pennsylvania avenue 
toad should conclude to repair their track by taking up a mile of their 
present track of the old T-rails which they use now, «could they under 
this provision be compelled to use new rails or could they put down 
the same sort of rails by way of repair which they have down now? 

Mr. PLUMB. I believe under this provision they could put down the 
same rails, but nota new rail of another kind, because the 
is specific that no rail except the kind named in the bill shall 
be laid by any of these companies. While I doubt if we would ex- 
clude them from relaying the old rails which they may take up, I re- 

it as absolutely certain that they can not bring in and lay down a 
new rail of another kind on any portion of their track. Whenever the 
3 rails are exhausted they have got to replace them with new 

of the kind named in the provision. 

ae SHERMAN. And within two years? 

PLUMB. And within two years. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Or if they do not do the thing, as my friend from 
Missouri suggested, within two years, at the end of two years the change 
must be made. 

Wer eee Saria FFV that un- 
e operation of repairs the railroad „„ ves, accept- 
jing the inevitable, as we said we must, down from time to 


| So it is practicable for these 


time this new construction provided for in such a way as not to have 
it all done at once, but allow it to be done by a gradual process which 
would be in accordance with their own financial resources and the 

ite, EDMUNDS. Would the same kind of car-wheels, for instance, 


pon the two different kinds of rails? 
Mr. PLUMB. Jes, it would. It is true there is agrooved rail which 


requires the use of what is called a central flange, but a rail can be so 


laid, a flat rail like the rail, for instance, in such a way as to 
accommodate itself to the outside flange which is now used by the cars. 
ies to put down a flat grooved rail 
which shall bes ibleof use in eonnection with the existing service. 
They would have to change it when they finally come to adapt their entire 
Iine to the new condition of things; they would probably have to set 
the rails in some inches, and soon, but they could now put them down 
in such a way that the groove would accommodate itself to the flange 
which now wicks inside the existing rail. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. So the two kinds of rails may be used on the 
same line? 

Mr. PLUMB. Undoubtedly, continuonsly, and interchangeably on 
the same line of road. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. And the new kind of flat rail that can be adapted 
to that circumstance is one that will be convenient for the passage of 
vehicles? That is clear? 

Mr. PLUMB. It will be flush with the streets; but in the mean 
time it must be observed that the obligation which is provided in this 
amendment is to be exercised under the specific authority of the com- 
missioners of the District of Columbia, and the authority which they 
exercise about it is to be exercised by resolution of the board as such, 
and will be carried upon their record in such a way that whatever is 
done is to be done probably, after due consideration by, the board, in 
such a way that I have no doubt there will be an adjustment between 
the companies and the publie so as to bring about the object 
which the Senator from Vermont has in mind. 

I want to say that while the provision was not as stringent as was the 
one adopted by the serge at the same time the conferees on the par- 
er longer period of 2 ee eee 

time, but a period not very much 
tially what the Senate designed by the adoption of the amendment pro- 
by the Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. The suggestion occurs to me whether that 
is the way to compel the eommissioners of the District of Columbia. 
We know who run the Washington and Georgetown Railway, but we 
do not know to-day who are the commissioners. I know perfectly well 
that the Senator from Kansas has never run a street-railroad, or he 
would have known better than to have said that the Washington and 
Georgetown Railway would make its track level with the surface of 
the avenue. I have served upon the Committee on the District of Co- 
inmbia until I hardly know the difference between the Eckington Rail- 
road and the Washington and Georgetown road. I think we had just 
as well settle first the question as to who are to be the commissioners 
and then let the other question be settled afterwards. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘Will the Senate concur in the re- 
t] port of the committee of conference? 

The report was concurred in. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills, received from the House of Representatives, were 
32 read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 

ensions: 

A bill (H. R. 752) granting a pension to Richard D. McKinney; 
A dill (H. E. 1250 grm granting a pension to Sarah Jackson; 

H. R. 6880) granting a pension to Thomas Blazer; 

H. R. 12421) granting a to Miss Frances Thatcher; 
R. 12513) for the relief of John J. Freeland; 
R. 8522) restoring the name of Elijah Potts to the pension- 


R. 9264) for the relief of Mary Dockham; 

R. 10806) granting a pension to Eugenia A. Halston; 

R. 11996) granting a pension to Betsy Cole; 

R. 11295) granting a pension to Margaret Durand, hospital 


R. 1168) for the relief of William Crudgenton; 

R. 5793) granting a to Eliza Campbell; 

R. 9394 dor the relief of Catharine Quigley; and 

R. 9455) granting a pension to Benjamin F. Clayton. 
OLD ORCHARD SHOAL LIGHT, EDC 

. CULLOM. Task the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. DAWES 

to report from the commitiee of conference the bill 

establishment of a light-house and fog-signal at Old Or- 

Princess Bay, New York, and for other purposes, with a 

view to ask that the amendments made to the bill by the House of 

be 
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MARGE 2, 


The CHIEF CLERK. In line 1 strike out all after the word that” 
‘down to and including establishing“ in line 2, and insert there 
established;’’ in line 3, strike out the word for; at the end of line 


4 add ‘‘at a cost not to exceed $60,000;’’ so as tomake the bill read: - 


That there be established a light-house and fog-signal at or near Old Orchard 
Shore Princess Bay, New York, and a new tower at Waacaach light-station, 
. êw Jersey, ata cost not to exceed $60,000, 

Mr. McPHERSON. May I inquire of the Senator from Illinois—— 

Mr. DAWES. Iam obliged to object to the further consideration 
of this matter. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report of a committee of con- 
ference is privileged, and if objection is made to its consideration the 
question of proceeding must be determined by the Senate without de- 
bate. 


Mr. McPHERSON. I wish to make a simple inquiry. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts ob- 


jects. 
Mr. DAWES. I withdraw the objection. 
Mr. CULLOM. Isimply desire to say that it is impossible to get 


the bill through without agreeing to it as the other House has amended 
it. It establishes the light-house, but does not make a specific appro- 
priation. Unless we take it that way we shall not get it at all. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on concurring in 
the amendments made by the House of Representatives, 

The amendments were concurred in. 


JOSEPH B. SELLERS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 2886) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Joseph B. Sellers. 

The amendment of the House of Representatives was, in line 5, be- 
fore the word . dollars,“ to strike out ‘‘fifty ’’ and insert ‘‘forty-five.’’ 

Mr. SAWYER. I move that the Senate concur in the amendment 
of the House of Representatives. 

The amendment was concurred in. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL, 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 12578) making appropriations for the current 
and contingent expenses of the Indian Department, and for fulfilling 
treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes, for the year ending June 
80, 1890, and for other purposes. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, in 
section 10, on page 74, in line 25, after the word Interior,“ to strike 
out: 


The superintendent shall also have authority to make,with the approval of the 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs, such rules and regulations for the conduct of 
the schools as in his judgment their good may require; and shall, subject to the 
approval of the Secretary of the Interior, employ and e superintend- 
ents, teachers, and such other persons as are permanently employed in carry- 
ing on Indian schools under the management of the Government, and, with his 
approval, make such rules and regulations for the conduct of such schools as in 
his judgment their good may require. The Secretary of the Interior shall cause 
to be detailed from the employés of his Department such assistants and shall 
furnish such facilities as shall be necessary to carry out the fo! ing provis- 
ions respecting said Indian schools, one of which said ts shall be desig- 
nated by the superintendent of Indian sehoolsas a chief clerk. : 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, to add to the bill: 
Seminole lands: 


Src, 12. That the sum of $1,912,942.02 be, and the same hereby is, appropriated, 
out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, N in full the 
Seminole Nation of Indians for all the right, title, interest, and m which said 
nation of Indians may have in! and to certain lands ceded by article 3 of the 
treaty between the United States and said nation of Indians, which was con- 
cluded June 14, 1866, and proclaimed August 16, 1866, and which lands was then 
estimated to contain 2,169,080 acres, but which is now, after survey, ascertained 
tocontain 2,037,414.62 acres, said sum of money to be paid as follows : One million 
five hundred thousand dollars to remain in the Treasury of the United States to 
the credit of said nation of Indians and to bear interest at the rate of 5 per cent. 
per annum from July 1, 1889, said interest to be ps semi-annually to the treas- 
urer of said nation, and the sum of $412,942.20 to be paid to such person ox persons 
as shall be duly authorized by the laws of said nation to receive the same, at such 
times and in such sums as shall be directed and required by the] tiveauthor- 
ity of said nation; this appropriation to become operative upon the execution by 
the duly appointed delegates of said nation, specially empowered so to do, of a 
release and conveyance to the United States of all the right, title, interest, and 
claim of said nation of Indians in and to said lands, in manner and form satis- 
factory to the President of the United States, and said release and conveyance, 
when executed and delivered, shall operate to extinguish all claims o 
every kind and character ofsaid Seminole Nation of; Indians in and to the tract 
of country to which said release and conveyance shall apply, but such release, 
conveyance, and ishment shall not inure to the benefit of or cause to 
vest in any railroad company any right, title, or interest whatever in or to any 
of said lands, and all laws and of laws so far as they conflict with the fore- 
going, are hereby repealed and all grants or pretended grants to said lands or 
any interest gu i ht ese 1 . in od on ees coran — — 
pany, exce ts of way and depot grounds, are hereby or- 
ever bertel for breach of condition. 
anki 13, That the lands 3 by the United States under said agreement 

be a part of the public domain, and sections 16 and 36 of each township, 
hether suryeyed or unsurveyed, are hereby reserved for the use and benefit of 
lan 


wi 

1 to be established in the Indian Territo: 

ditions ——— as may be hereafter enacted by 
That from 


—— by conveyance the Seminole hereunder, 
except sixteenth and thirty-sixth sections, shall be of to actual set- 
ters the homestead laws o except as herein eee (ex- 
cept section 2301 of the Statutes shall not apply), entry to be 


in square form and no person to be permitted to enter more than one quarter 


\ 


section thereof, but until said lands are opened for settlement by proclamation 
of the President in conformity to law no person shall be permitted to enter 
upon and occupy the same, and no person violating this provision shall ever be 
permitted to enter any of said lands or acquire any right thereto. 

The Secretary of the Interior may permit entry of said lands for town-sites 
in his discretion, under sections 2387 and 2383 of the Revised Statutes, but no 
such entry shall embrace more than one-half section of land. 

That all the foregoing provisions with reference to lands to be acquired from 
the Seminole Indians shall apply to and regulate the disposal of the lands ac- 
quired from the Muscogee or Creek Indians by articles of cession and agree- 
ment Mando ann concluded at the city of Washington on the 19th day of Jani 
uary, A. D. 5 

The President is hereby authorized to appoint three commissioners, not more 
than two of whom shall be members of the same political party, to negotiate 
with the Cherokee Indians and with all other Indians owning or claiming lands 
lying west of the ninety-sixth degree of longitude in the Indian Territory for 
the cession to the United States of all their title, claim, or interest of every kind 
or character in and to said lands, and any and all agreements resulting from 
such negotiations shall be reported to the President and by him to Con, at 
its next session for ratification; and for this purpose the sum of 925,000, oF 80 
mes 8 may be necessary, is hereby appropriated, to be immediately 
available, 


Mr. DAWES. On page 77, line 5, after the word nation,“ I move 
to insert ‘‘to be immediately available.“ 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DAWES. On page 77, line 20, after the word grants where 
it occurs the second time, I move to strike out to“ and insert of; 
so as to read: 

And all grants or pretended grants of said lands, ete. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DAWES. On page 78, line 1, after the word domain, I move 
to insert ‘‘to be disposed of only as herein provided.“ 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DAWES. On page 78, line 19, after the word may, I move 
to insert after said proclamation, and not before;’’ so as to read: 

The Secretary of the Interior may after said proclamation, and not before, 
permit entry of said lands for town sites, in his d tion, eto. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BUTLER. On page 79, line 15, after the word session,“ I 
move to insert the following words: 

And to the council or councils of the nation or nations, tribe or tribes, agreeing 
tothe same. 

So as to read: 

The President is hereby authorized to appoint three commissioners, not more 
than two of whom shall members of the same political party, to negotiate 
with the Cherokee Indians and with all other Indians owning or claiming 
lands lying west of the ninety-sixth degree of longitude in the Indian Territory 
for the cession to the United States of all their title, claim, or interest of every 
kind or character in and to said lands, and any and all agreements resulting 
from such negotiations shall be reported to the President and by him to Con- 
gress at its next session, and to the council or councils of the nation or nations, 
tribe or tribes, agreeing to the same for ratification. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
as amended. i 

Mr. PLUMB. During my absence the amendment on page 69 was 
passed over, and I should be glad to have the Senator from Massachu- 
setts in charge of this bill state the reasons for the delay in the adop- 
tion of that amendment. 

Mr. DAWES. When we reached the first of these amendments, on 
page 66, at my request that was passed over until we should consider 
the amendment which has just been read. When we came to the amend- 
ment now inquired of by the Senator the same request was made by the 
Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER]. I suggested that it did 
not have any connection with this matter, but the Senator thought he 
desired to have it considered in the same connection. 

Mr. PLUMB. By a mistake made in the House at the time these 
amendments were under consideration there was a merging of two 
amendments in a very heterogeneous and a very unsatisfactory way, 
whereby, if anything at all could be made out of it, it appeared to be 
designed that the commissioners should negotiate with the Cherokee 
Indians and also negotiate with the Pottawatomie Indians. t 
would be a physical impossibility. 

The Pottawatomie Indians are located in Kansas and the commis- 
sioners to negotiate with the Indians in the Indian Territory will have 
all they can possibly do; and in view of the fact that there is a stron 
desire on the part of the people living in Kansas in the neighborh 
of the Pottawatomie Indians that they should go to the Indian Terri- 
tory, if they are willing to doso, it was deemed desirable to provide for 
a commission to go to them; and I hope the Senator from South Caro- 
lina will not make the adoption of a proposition of that kind hinge 
upon something else about which there is more or less controversy per- 


hay 

Mr. BUTLER. I have no objection to the amendment, but it 
curred to me that it was in the line of some other amendments whi 
were perhaps liable to criticism, and I therefore asked that it be passed 
over without prejudice. Ihave no objection to the amendment. 

Mr. DA . hope that may be considered as agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be reported. 

The SECRETARY. On page 69 it is proposed to insert: 


Prairie band of Pottawatomies and Kickapoo Indians of Kansas: 
The sum of $5,000, or so much thereof as ere be farrea pin is hereby appro- 
priated to enable the President to negotiate with the Prairie band of Pottawat 
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omies and Kickapoo Indians in Kansas for the sale of all or a portion of their 
lands in Kansas, and the allotment of the remainder in severalty; such agree- 
ments as may be made to be submitted by the President to Congress at the next 
session, said sum to be immediately available, 4 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from South Caro- 
lina withdraw his request that this be passed over? 

Mr. BUTLER. Yes, sir. ; 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, It will be agreed to, if there be no 
objection. ;- 

Mr. DAWES. Before taking this up for consideration I desire the 
unanimous copsent to insert a single word on page 62, line 9. Before 
the word ‘‘including’’ I move to insert ‘‘not;’’ so as to read: 

For support of sixty Indian pupils at White’s Manual Labor Institute of Wa- 
bash, Ind., not including transportation, $10,020, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DAWES. I desire to say that this amendment is designed by 
the committee to take the place of the two amendments which have 
been over on the sixty-sixth page and on the forty-seventh page, 
and they should be considered together. 

Mr. PLUMS. Before that comes up—as it will probably attract 
some debate—let me call the Senator’s attention to the proviso of the 
amendment adopted by the Senate on page 11 of the bill. It wasa 
mere formal matter. The amendment of the committee is a little care- 
less, and instead of providing there for incurring the payment to the 
assignee of William M. Gwin, it should be the allowance of the claim 
of Gwin, so that the merits of the entire controversy might be inquired 
into by the Secretary of the Interior. As it is now it is only the 
question of the payment to the attorney or to the assignee of the attor- 
ney of these Indians that is to be considered. 

Mr. DAWES. I have no objection to that amendment. 


Mr. PLUMB. It should read: ‘‘Provided, That the allowance of the 
claim of the assignee of William M. Gwin.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proposed amendment will be 
stated. 


The SECRETARY. On page 11, line 8, after the word ‘‘that,’’ it is 
ro to strike out said payment to“ and insert allowance of 
the claim of;’’ soas to read: 
Prov That the allowance of the claim of the assignee of William M. Gwin 
be refi to the Secretary of the Interior for reconsideration. 
The amendment was agreed to. E 
Mr. VEST. On page 79, I move to strike out the clause from line 
6 to line 18, inclusive, and insert what I send to the desk as a substi- 


tute. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read. 
The SECRETARY, In the amendment of the Committee on Appro- 


priations, on page 79, it is proposed to strike out from line 6 to line 18, , 


inclusive, as follows: 8 


The President is hereby authorized to appoint three commissioners, not more 
than two of whom shall be members of the same political party, to negotiate 
with the Cherokee Indians and with all other Indians owning or claiming lands 
lying west of the ninety-sixth d of 8 in the Indian Territ for 

e cession to the United States of all their title, claim, or interest of every kind 
or character in and to said lands, and any and all agreements resulting from 
such negotiations shall be reported to the President and by him to Congress at 
its next session for ratification, and for this purpose the sum of $25,000, or as 
pee Soret, as may be necessary, is hereby appropriated, to be immediately 
a e. 


And in lieu thereof to insert: 


The President of the United States is hereby authorized and directed to ap- 
int three commissioners; not more than two of whom shall be of the same 
political party, whose duty Ít shall be to enter into negotiations and agreement 
with the Cherokee Nation or tribe of Indians in the Indian Territory for their 
full and complete cession and relinquishment to the United States of all their 
title, claim, or interest in and to the land or country knowr as the Cherokee 
Outlet, such agreement, when made, to be submitted to Congress and the na- 
tional council of said Cherokee Nation forratification. Said commission isalso 
authorized and empowered to negotiate with any or all of the nations or tribes 
of Indians in said Indian Territory for a full and complete cession and relin- 
uishment of any title they may have in and to any lands west of the ninety- 
sixth meridian of longitude in the Indian Territory embraced in the bill now 
pending in Congress known as the Oklahoma bill; such agreements as may be 
made to be submitted to Congress and tothe council of the nation, tribe, or 
band of Indians so making the same for ratification. And for the purpose of 
carrying out the object of this act the sum of $25,000, or so much thereof as may 
be necessary, to be expended under the direction of the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior, is 8 riated, to be immediately available. 

Provided, al commission is authorized to propose to the Cherokee Na- 
tion or tribe of Indians an es providing for the complete cession and 
relinquishment to the Uni States of all their right, title, and interest in 
and lands known as the Cherokee Outlet, and the pu of the same 
by the United States upon the same terms as were contained in the agreement 
recently entered into with the Creek Nation and ratified by act of Congress at 
this session, and if such agreement is made and entered into by the parties re- 
spectively and ratified by the national council of said Cherokee Nation, the 
lands embraced in such cession shall become a part of the public domain and 
be opened to settlement under the homestead and town-site laws of the United 
States and for no other purpose, in the same manner and under the same condi- 
tion as is provided in this act with reference to the lands recently ceded to the 
United States by the Creek and Seminole nations or tribes of Indians, and the 
President of the United States is authorized to issue a proclamation, after the 
ratification of said agreement, fixing the time when settlers may enter upon 
the lands embraced in said Outlet: Provided, That no part of said sum be 

refreshments for Indians attending meetings with commis- 
sioners or in any wise entertaining or presenting gifts to said Indians or their 
representatives. 


are BUTLER. Where isit proposed that that provision shall come 


expended in bu: 
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The SECRETARY. On page 79, to strike out lines 6 to 18, inclusive. 
88 PRESIDENT pro tempore. And insert what has been read by the 

retary. 

Mr. BUTLER. That is a substitute, as I understand, for the provis- 
ion reported by the Committee on Appropriations, Upon that I make 
the point of order that itis general legislation and has not been reported 
by a standing or select committee and referred, one day before it is 
brought up for consideration, to the Committee on Appropriations. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senator from Missouri in- 
form the Chair if the amendment has been reported from any stand- 
ing or select committee of the Senate? 

Mr. VEST. It has not. s 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will be compelled to sus- 
tain the point of order. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I was aware that the amendment was 
subject to the point of order, but I supposed that under the circum- 
stances surrounding this Oklahoma question it was desirable that some 
just solution of it should be arrived at if possible, and I assumed that 
the matter would be met by the opponents of the Oklahoma bill with- 
out availing themselves of any technicality with regard to the amend- 
ment having been reported by a committee or coming from the head of 
a Department. 

It is known to every one that some solution in the interest of peace 
and justice and civilization must be arrived at in regard to this vexed 
question. It may be delayed, Mr. President, but it will come just so 
certainly as the decree of fate has been entered that every human being 
upon this continent shall assist in working out the problem of free 
government which is now pending in this Western world. 

To-day we have the remarkable spectacle of 6,200,000 acres of the 
public domain held by a few cattle barons for their own purposes under 
a pretended contract with the Cherokee Indians. 

Whilst I offered that amendment, which is fair and just in every 
line, which proposes to send commissioners to treat with these Indians 
and to pay them whatever may be just and proper as the price of their 
lands, I do not concede—and I wish now to enter the statement upon 
record—that the Cherokee Indians in letter or in spirit own anything 
in this Cherokee Outlet at all. ; 

I have here before me the patent which was issued to them by the 
Government of the United States and wnich has been stated to give 
them a fee-simple title from the center of the earth to the heavens 
above, and that patent gives them no such title, and no lawyer worthy 
of the name would pretend that any such title was conveyed to them 
by that patent. 

Here is the granting portion of it, and I make the statement as 
briefly as possibly, because I recognize the value of time at this por- 
tion of the session. It is not my fault that this question comes up on 
an appropriation bill. I have been anxious to bring it up in what is 
known as the Oklahoma bill in order that a fair, free, open, unlimited 
discussion might be had of this whole question in the interest of the 
Indians as well as of the people of the United States. 

Mr. CULLOM.. Will the Senator yield to me for.a word? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr.CULLOM. I desire to say that some time ago—I believe on the 
18th of February—I reported the Oklahoma bill from the Committee 
on Territories as it passed the House of Representatives and had it 
placed upon the Calendar for consideration, and it has been my desire 
almost every day since, when there were not other measures actually 
before the Senate for consideration, to call up that bill. 

There have been efforts, I know, to reconcile differences of opinion 
as to the provisions of it, going to the extent of eliminating many of 
the provisions of the bill, and I hoped by that means that eventually 
we should be able before this session ended to pass a bill creating a 
Territorial government over that country and especially over the out- 
let that the Senator refers to. It seems that it has been almost impos- 
sible to get the bill before the Senate, and I desire now to state that I 
agree with the Senator from Missouri, after a pretty thorough investi- 
gation of the subject, that the Indians have no sort of claim to that 
6,000,000 acres of outlet as it is called, so as to prevent the Government 
substantially doing as it pleases with it in throwing a Territorial goy- 
ernment around it. 

I still hope if the honorable Senator’s amendment is not agreed to, 
or whether it is agreed to or not, that we may yet have an opportunity 
of presenting that bill before the Senate in the hope that we may pass 
it, because I believe that if some such bill is not passed we shall have 
trouble in that section of the country, and we shall have very great 
difficulty in protecting the rights of the Indians as well as of the com- 
mon people who go there in their going into that Territory. In my 
opinon there is nothing but such a measure that will save us from 
trouble. 

Mr. HARRIS. Irise to a question of order. 

Mr. CULLOM. Let me finish the sentence and you may. 

Mr. HARRIS, I will. 

Mr. CULLOM. There is nothing that will save us from trouble 
but some local civil government there which will be on the ground to 
protect the rights of all classes of people, whether they be Indians or 
white men, who desire to go there for settlement. 
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Mr. HARRIS. My point of order is this: The Senator from South 
Carolina [Mr. BUTLER] raised the question of order upon the amend 
ment and the Chair sustained it. The amendment being out of order 
is not a debatable question, and while I always hear the Senators from 
Missouri and Illinois with pleasure and profit, in these brief expiring 
hours of the session I think we had better 

Mr. HOAR. Is it in order for the Senator tostate his own purposes 
in that regard? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will hear the Senator. 

Mr. VEST. I do not care whether the Senator from Tennessee sup- 

poses Iam speaking on the amendment that I offered or that of the com- 
mittee. I have the floor on this bill, and I do not think any point of 
order will take me from it until I state what I think about it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair did not understand the 
Senator from Missouri to be debating the point of order. 

Mr. VEST. No, sir; I am debating the amendment of the Commit- 
teeon Appropriations. The point of order was decided, and I took no 
appeal. Although I am not much of a parliamentarian, I suppose that 
disposes of the point of order. 

Mr. HARRIS. May I inquire of the Senator if he is debating the 
Fe tier on which the point of order was made? 

Mr. VEST. Iam debating the amendment proposed by the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

Mr. HARRIS. And that is the amendment the point of order was 
made upon? 

Mr. VEST. It is not. 

Mr. HARRIS. If it is not, then I beg pardon of the Senator. 

Mr. CULLOM. That is the amendment of the Committee on Ap- 
propriations. I understand that the Senator from Missouri, his amend- 
ment having been ruled out of order, desired to give his opinion on 
that eee and I wanted to make a suggestion or two on my own 
part, having reported the Oklahoma bill from the Committee on Ter- 
Titories, which I think we ought to pass. 

Mr. VEST. That is right. 

Mr. BUTLER. If the Senator will permit me to interpose one word 
in reply to what has fallen from the Senator from Illinois, I wish to 
say that while it is true that the bill known as the Oklahoma bill was 
reported from the Committee on Territories, it is due to the minority 
of that committee to say that it was not a unanimous report. 

Mr. CULLOM. It is true that there was not a unanimous report, 
but a very considerable majority of the committee were in favor of the 
bill as it passed the House of Representatives. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I appreciate the necessity for economiz- 
ing time, and I would, as I said before, have said nothing upon this 
subject but I realize that the Oklahoma bill can not be considered or 
as at this session of Congress. It is within the power of any one 

r to prevent the passage of any bill in the present condition of 
business. 

But this matter isso important and so dangerous even, and the crisis 
is so imminent, that I should consider myself false to every considera- 
tion of duty to my constituency and to the country at large if I did not 
say somethingin regard to it, brought as it ishere now before us. 

I did not intend to allude to the fact that there is imminent danger 
of collision and trouble upon the border unless some legislation is 
adopted by Congress, but since the Senator from Illinois alludes to it 
it is an open secret well known that 30,000 people are now awaiting 
the action of Congress, many of them with mistaken and false views as 
to the condition of this question, men who can not understand why it is 
that a few speculators and cattle barons can hold 6,200,000 acres of land 
without an Indian upon it except those that were placed there by the 
Government of the United States, other than the Cherokees, whilst the 
white people of the United States, the men who sustain this Govern- 

ment, and upon whose energy and brain our civilization at last depends, 
are excluded by the action of the Federal Government from entering 
into that domain. 

Sir, there have been wiser men puzzled by such questions, and ifthe 
plain, simple people of the frontier, if the immigrants to that country 
cau not understand it, it is not their fault, but ours. 

Now, Mr. President, returning to this matter—and I will dispose of 
it as rapidly as possible—I have no disposition to do these Indians any 
harm, and I think I can appeal to my record, I can appeal to my friend, 
the chairman of the Committee on Indian Affairs “Tair. Dawes], the 
peculiar friend of the red man in this body, and to all my brother Sen- 
ators to attest the fact that I have never failed to stand between what 
I thought an injustice and wrong to the Indians, no matter who might 
be the aggressor; but I recognize the fact that the large body of these 
Indians to-day are not correctly represented in regard to this question. 

They are but eee ec in the ways of civilization —and a 
few men are putting them forward and in their names claiming what 
the laws of the United States and the demands of the age absolutely 
forbid, and amongst other things they claim what to a lawyer and a 
law-abiding man, if true, would be absolutely conclusive of the whole 
question. They claim that these Indians have a fee-simple title with- 
out reserve or limitation which gives them these 6,200,000 acres of this 
Cherokee Outlet, and that the United States has no right to control the 
disposition of these lands at all. 
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Now, what is that patent? Here is the granting part of it: 


To have and to hold the same, together with all the privileges, and 
eee eee belonging sey said Cherokee fete forever, 3 

owever, tothe right — the United States to to permit other tribes of red men to get 
salt on the salt plain, o Western prairie, referred to in the second article 
of the treaty of the ooh ¢ of December, 1835, which salt plain has been peop hse 
to be within the limits prescribed for the outlet agreed to be granted b: 
article; and subject, also, to all the other rights reserved to the United —— 
in and by the articles hereinbefore recited, to the extent and in the manner in 
which the said rights are so reserved; and subject also to the condition pro- 
vided by the act of Ree as the 28th of May, 1830, referred to in the above re- 
cited third article, and which condition is that the lands hereby granted shall 
revert to the United States if the said Cherokee Nation becomes extinct or 
abandons the same. 

In the treaty of 1828 and every subsequent treaty. and in this 
patent these lands are spoken of as the outlet, not so many acres of 
land marked out and governed by metes and bounds, but an out- 
let, a right of way. An outlet to what? Why, sir, all the contem- 
porary facts and circumstances show what was meant by this grant. 
It was to give these Indians what they considered the chief end of 
man, the right of way to the vast hunting-grounds of the West, then 
covered with innumerable herds of buffalo; and they stipulated with 
the Government that they would not give up one inch of their domain 
east of the Mississippi River unless the right to go to these immense 
hunting-grounds, which in their imagination seemed equal to the 
hunting-grounds of the blessed, was open to them; and they wanted 
that more than anything else. 

To show the nature of this grant, as early as October 8, 1821, John 
C. Calhoun, then Secretary of War, wrote the following letter to the 
chiefs of the Arkansas Cherokees: 

SECRETARY CALHOUN’S LETTER. 
DEPARTMENT OF WAR, October 8, 1821. 

BROTHERS? I have received your communication of the 24th of July last, com- 
piaining that the promises of the Government in relation to 9 upon your 

ands and to an outlet to the west have not been performed. DAK MINANE DORA 
iis intention to carry into effect fully — promise made ‘a son and which I 
was under the impression had been done, particularly upon the ts com- 
— of, as orders were issued some time since for the removal of the whites 

m your lands and from the tract of country to the west of your reservation 
commonly called “ Lovely’s Purchase,” by which you would obtain the outlet 
promised. Copies of these orders are herewith inclosed for your information, 

Governor Miles, who is now here, on his return to the Arkansas Territory, 
informs me that he knows of but one person who has settled upon your lands, 
and he believes that person resides there with the permission of the nation. N 

He is, however, authorized to call the attention of Major Bradford to the 
orders above referred to,and if they should not have been previously carried 
into effect, to uest him to do so, without further delay. It is to be always 
uuderstood that in removing the white settlers from Lovely’s purchase for the 
purpose of giving the outlet promised you to the west you acquire thereby no 
right to the soil, but merely to an 5 of which you appear to be already aj 
prised, and that the Government reserves to itse —— 5 ht of making su 
disposition as it may, think proper with regard to the springs upon that 
tract of country. * 

J. C. CALHOUN. 
W. WEBBER, THOS. GRAVES, 

Chiefs of the Arkansas Cherokees. 

Now, to show that the Indians understood that this was an outlet 
and that at that time they could not possibly have thought they had 
this fee-simple title or anything like it, I read from the treaty of 1828, 
which is the substratum of all their right, upon which all subsequent 
treaties have been based and upon which they must stand to-day in 
regard to their claims, in that patent. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, iis 
Clerk, announced that the House had concurred in the report of the 
committee of conference on the di g votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 12008) making ap- 
propriations for sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1890, and for other purposes, and that the House 
receded from its disagreement to the one hundred and forty-first and 
one hundred and forty-second amendments of the Senate to the bill and 
agreed to the same; and that it further insisted upon its disagreement 
to the amendments of the Senate numbered 60, 61, 62, 182, and 197, 
and agreed to the further conference with the Senate on the di 
ing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. RANDALL, 
Mr. FORNEY, and Mr. RYAN the managers of the farther conference 
on the part of the House. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by 
the President pro 

A bill (S. 2363) for the relief of John W. Combs; and 

A bill (H. R. 10832) for the establishment of a light-boat with fog- 
bell on Oyster-Beds Shoal, in the Hudson River, New York. 

FARAN & M’LEAN. 

Mr. PAYNE. I move that the bill (H. R. 308) for the relief of Fa- 
ran & McLean, which was passed and afterward recalled from the House 
of Representatives, be returned to that body. 

The motion was agreed to. 

REPRINTING OF BILLS. 

Mr. BLAIR. Lask the Senator from Missouri to yield to me while 

I request an order for the reprinting of certain bills. 


TEKE-E-TOKE, JOHN JOLLY, BLACK Fox, 
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Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. BLAIR. I submit an order for the reprinting of certain bills 
and joint resolutions, the files being exhausted or very nearly so. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The order will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Ordered, That the following be reprinted: Bill S. 371, as it passed the Senate, 
the education bill; S. R. 86, free school joint resolution; S. 2083, Sunday-rest 
bill; S. R. 101, union with Canada; 8.3356, naturalization bill. 

Mr. HOAR. May I inguire if all those bills have the Senate? 

Mr. BLAIR. No; but the country has absorbed all the printed copies 
and want some more, and I submit an order for reprinting them. 

The order was agreed to. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri is en- 
titled to the floor on the Indian appropriation bill. 


LINE-CARRYING PROJECTILES. 


Mr. CHANDLER. I ask leave to call up Senate bill 2182 with the 
House amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 2182) to amend sections 
4488 and 4489 of the Revised Statutes ah life-saving appliances | 2 
on steamers; which was to add to the bi 

Src, 2. This act shall take effect February 1, 1890. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I move that the Senate concur in the amendment. 

The amendment was coi in. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 12578) making appropriations for the current 
and contingent expenses of the Indian Department, and for fulfilling 
treaty stipulations with kes Indian tribes for the year ending June 
30, 1890, and for other p 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, 1 have read the preliminary letter of 
John C. Calhoun to these Indians preceding the execution of the treaty 
of 1828. Neither time or my strength permit me to read all the other 
treaties, but they were based upon that treaty of 1828 and repeated 
almost in the same language the same statement and amounted tosub- 
stantially the same thing. 

Mr. DAWES. If it will not interrupt the Senator I wish to make 
an inquiry. The Senator proposed an amendment a few moments 
since contemplating a commission, which was ruled out of order. If 
that amendment contains the views of the Senator as to what should 
be done in the exigency, I should like to have him point out what the 
amendment in the bill fails to accomplish which his amendment does, 
I do it in the interest of saving time. 

Mr. VEST. I want nothing else but a fair statement of the ques- 
tion and au honest debate about it, without excitement and without 
any misstatement, and I am not trying to make any. 

Mr. DAWES. If the Senator will allow me, I want to say in this 
connection that the committee in preparing that amendment have 
considered and ap all the difliculties which the Senator has 
alluded to, and they are of the conviction that the best possible way to 
meet them is by the measure suggested there, and I wish the Senator, 
if he could, would point out why that does not meet the exigency of 
the case in the best possible way. 

Mr. VEST. The amendment proposed by the committee is simply 
the act of 1885, now upon the statute-book, and the same law which I 
had the honor to propose myself which was adopted by Congress and 
under which we have lately purchased the Creek and Seminole lands. 

Mr. DAWES. I do not wish to interrupt the Senator, but he will 
observe that is substantially true, except that it is not under that that we 
have obtained the Creek lands. But no matter as to that. The ques- 
tion wich the committee was between the statute of 1885 and this pro- 
posed statute. The difficulty of the present situation, if the Senator 
will allow me, appears to the committee to be the omission up to this 
time on the part of the Executive to avail himself of the statute ot 
1885. 

Iam not censuring anybody, but the omission to proceed in 1885 to 

do just what is contemplated there has brought upon us this complica- 
tion. Iam not censuring anybody by that remark, and if we had all 
addressed ourselves with an appropriation under the statute of 1885 to 
the question which confronts us now and which was foreshadowed in 
the debate of 1885, we should have been relieved of all this trouble, in 
my opinion. 
Now; the condition is as the Senator represents it. Whether the 
Senator’s construction of the title be true or not, what better, I ask 
him in the interest of brevity, can possibly be proposed than that sug- 
gested by the committee? 

Mr. VEST. If the committee had put in that amendment a portion 
of the provision that came from the House of Representatives, that 
portion which provided that if the Cherokee Indians agreed with these 
commissioners to take the same price paid to the Creeks and that then 
the President by proclamation would open these lands to settlement, I 
would accept it with pleasure. But as it is the friends of Oklahoma 
get nothing under this amendment. 


* 


It is simply a naked repetition of the provisions of law already upon 
the statute-book, and we run the same risk of the same result that 
has come upon us in the present administration, and that is the same 
interminable disturbance upon the borders of our States with this In- 
dian Territory not open to settlement, and like a Upas tree casting its 
baleful shadow ant the contiguous territory in the States of Texas, 
Arkansas, Kansas, and Missouri, a refuge for criminals, a Botany Bay, 
with no law, a blank, anoccupied piece of territory, so far as civiliza- 
tion is concerned, upon the map of the United States, and no redress 
to be given from one session of Congress to another. 

If, I repeat, that committee had conceded to us that if these Indians 
accepted the same terms that the Creeks did, and upon which they 
have lately sold their lands to the United States, and that then the 
President could act, I for one would have been gratified and would have 
accepted it with pleasure. But I am simply now outlining why I do 
not approve of this amendment of the committee. 

In the treaty of 1828, as I was proceeding to say, they accepted the 
construction of Mr. Calhoun upon this grant of the Cherokee Outlet. 

And whereas the present location of the Cherokees in Arkansas being un- 
favorable to their present repose, and tending, asthe past demonstrates, to their 
future degradation and misery ; and the Cherokees being anxiousto avoidsuch 
consequences, and yet not questionin their right to their lands in 

as secured to them by treaty, and resting also upon the pledges given them by 
the President of the United States and the Secretary of War, of March, 1818, and- 
8th October, 1821, in regard to the outlet to the west. 

That is the letter incorporated in their treaty, which I have read, 
from Mr. Calhoun to the Cherokee chiefs and in which he tells them 
that they do not own the soil and tells them that it is only an outlet 
to the hunting grounds in the west, and yet they succeeded after- 
wards in the turmoil and confusion and uncertainty that followed the 
war in obtaining this treaty of 1866, in which there was a quasi recog- 
nition of what is called now a fee-simple title to the Cherokee Outlet. 

Mr. President, if time permitted I should like toread the opinion of 
the Attorney-General of the United States, Mr. Garland. Here is his 
opinion, delivered to the Secretary of the Interior on July 21,1885. It 
is a résumé of all these treaties, and I will ask that it be incorporated 
in my remarks, and I will not detain the Senate by readingit. In 
that he explicitly declares, as explicitly as is possible, that a fee-simple 
title does not exist in these Indians and they have no right to lease 
these lands, and that the statute of the United States forbids any such 
lease, and yet to-day they have leased, for $200,000, 6, 200, 000 acres, with 
not one of their tribe upon it, and they stand before the Congress and 
people of the United States and say to our civilization and our instita- 
tions thus far shall you go and no farther, and here you are stayed. 

The letter referred to is as follows: re : 

DEPARTMENT oF Justice, Washington, July 21, 1885. 

: By your letter of the 8th instant, inclosing a communication from the 
8 Indian Affairs of the 7th, the following questions are, at his 
suggestion, submitted to me with request for an opinion thereon: 

er there is any law empowering the Interior Department to authorize 

Indians to enter into contract with any parties for the lease of Indian lands for 

grazing purposes; and also whether the President or 2 3 Department 

has mgd authority to make a lease for grazing popoe A cad of any In- 
reservation, or whether the — 8 al by the . or the Secretary of 


fhe Interior would render render any such lease made by Indians with other parties 
Jawful and valid.“ 
2425 questions are propounded with reference to certain Indian reservations, 
— y: 
The Cherokee lands in the Indian Territory west of ninety-sixth degree of 
3 — 21 as have heretofore been appropriated for 


cept such thereof 
and 1 The Chey to friendly tribes of Indians. 
ps —.— and Arapaho reservation in the Indian Territory. 
Kiowa and Comanche reservation in the Indian DUTT 

Sure Government has ever claimed the right, and from a rAr 5 period its 
settled policy has been, to ulate and con: the alienation or o! 

tion by Indians, and especial y by Indian nations or tribes, of their — his 

policy was originally adopted in view of their peculiar character and habits, 

which rendered them —— of — Tene other relation with the 

whites than that of dependence and ipupilage bere. was no other way of deal- 

ing with them than thatof keeping them subordinate, and dependent, 

with a guardian care thrown around them for their pr ‘otection. Kent Com., 

381; Beecher vs. oe S., 517, where — or the cases on this subject 


are cited and 
Thus, in he the Con of the Confederation, by a proclamation, 
g settlements on lands inhabited or claimed 


A similar pro was agai 
Rires E pe ager) 
any title or claim thereto, from any E or tri f aaas ihin 
the bounds of the United States.” The provision was further extended by sec- 
tion 12 of the act of May 19,1796, chapter 30, so as to embrace any 


grant, lease, or other conveyance of lands, or of any title or claim thereto,” As 
thus extended it was re- by the act of March 3, 1799, chapter 46, section 
12. and also by the act of March 30, 108 chapter 3 anstlon 


Ser the above legislation the 8 in terms applied to purchases, grants, 
etc., from individual Indians as well as from Indian Ton or nations; 
bat by a the tweihh section of the act of — onya es N 161, it was limited 


255 Indian 3 And the 
vision of the act ust referred has 2216, 
provisio Statutes, — 154, Jom in force, 2 
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The last-named section declares: “No purchase, grant, lease, or other con- 
ce of lands, or of hee f title or claim thereto, from any Indian nation or 


ve 
tribe of Indians, shall be of any validity in law or equity unless the same be 
made by treaty or convention entered into pursuant to the Constitution.“ 

This statutory provision is very general and „ Its operation 
does not depend upon the nature or extent of the title to the land which the 
tribe or nation may hold. Whether such a title be a fee-simple, ora right of oc- 
cupancy merely, is not material; in either case the statute applies. It is not, 
therefore, deemed n or important, in connection with the subject under 
consideration, to inquire into the cular right or title to the aboye- mentioned 
reservations held by the Indian tribes or nations 1 which claim them. 
Whatever the right or title may be, cach of these tribes or nations is precluded, 
by the force and effect of the statute, from either alienating or leasing any part 
of its reservation, or imparting any interestor claim in and to the same, with- 
out the consent of the Government of the United States. 

A lease of the land for grazing purposes is as clearly within the statute as a 
lease for any other or for general purposes, and the duration ofthe term is imma- 
terial. One who enters with cattle or other live-stock upon an Indian reservation 
under a lease of that description, made in violation of the statute, is an intruder, 
and may be removed therefrom as such, notwithstanding his entry is with con- 
sent of the tribe. Such consent may exempt him from the penalty imposed by 
section 2117, Revised Statutes, for taking his stock there, but it can not validate 
the lease, or confer upon him any legal right whatsoever to remain upon the 
land; and to this extent and no further was the decision of Judge Brewer in 
United States vs. Hunter, 21 Fed. Rep., 615. 

But the present inquiry in substance is (1) whether the Department of the In- 
terior can authorize these Indians to make leases of their lands for grazing pur- 
poses, or whether the approval of such leases by the President or the Secretary 
of the Interior would make them lawful and valid; (2) whether the President 
or the Department of the Interior has authority to lease for such purposes any 

of an Indian reservation, 

I submit that the power of the Department to authorize such leases to be made, 
or that of the President or the Secretary to approve or to make the same, if it 
exists at all, must rest upon some law, and therefore be derived from either a 
treaty orstatutory provision. Iam not aware of any treaty provision, applicable 
to the cular reservations in question, that confers such powers. 

The Revised Statutes contain provisions lating contracts or agreements 
with Indians, and eee ee they shall be executed and approved (see 
section 2103); but those provisions do not include contracts of the r de- 
scribed in section 2116, hereinbefore mentioned. No general power appears to 
be conferred by statute upon either the President or Secretary, or any other 
officer of the Government, to make. authorize, or approve leases of lands held 
by Indian tribes; and the absence of such power was doubtless one of the main 
considerations which led to the adoption of the act of February 19, 1875, cha 
ter 90, to authorize the Seneca Nation of New York Indians to lease lands 
ö Cattaraugus and Allegany reservations and to confirm existing 
eases. 

The act just cited is, moreover, significant as showing that, in the view of 
Congress, Indian tribes can not lease their reservations without the authority of 
some law of the United States. 

In my opinion, therefore, each of the questions proposed in your letter should 
be answered in the negative, and I so answer them. 


I am, sir, very res ully, 
A. H. GARLAND, Allorney-General. 
The SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 


Mr. VEST. Not only that, Mr. President, but afterwards Mr. Vilas, 
the Secretary of the Interior, when he heard that this lease was about 
to be made, on September 21, 1888, served formal and official notice 
upon these Cherokees that they could not make this lease and have it 

ized by the Government of the United States; that it was illegal; 
that they had no right to make it; and yet with that notice they de- 
fied the authority of the Government and went on and made it—made 
it under such circumstances as, to say the least, were not creditable to 


pe? parna engaged in it. * 

e have before us here a letter from the Secretary of the Interior, 
transmitted in response to a resolution of my friend from Illinois [Mr. 
FARWELL], and I will ask the Secretary to read it. I will take that 
much time without giving it to my argument. I want to show how 
that lease was made that is now paraded before the Congress of the 
United States as a sacred obligation that is to preserve that Cherokee 
Outlet there, as far as we know, for all time to come against the civili- 


zation of this country. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The paper will be read. 


The Secretary read as follows: 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, Washington, February 26, 1889. 

Sim: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of a resolution of the Sen- 
ate, adopted n in the following words: 

“Resolved, That the tary of the Interior be directed to furnish the Senate, 
without delay, ay information in his Department touching the bribery of the 
Cherokee council by cattle-men and their mts for the purpose of obtaining 
Jeases and renewal of leases of lands of the Cherokee Nation; and especially to 
transmit to the Senate a copy of the report of Special Agent Owen touching 
such alleged bribery.” 

In response thereto I transmit a copy of a communication of this date from 
the Commissioner of Indian Affairs and accompanying papers. 

These papers, the Commissioner, rts, contain all the information on file in 
his office upon the subject of the resolution. 

Very respectfully, 


WM. F. VILAS, Secretary. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore of the Senate. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, OFFICE OF INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
é Washington, February 26, 1889. 

Sm: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt, by the Department refer- 
ence of this date, for immediate report, of a Senate resolution calling upon the 
Secretary of the Interior to furnish that body without delay, any information 
in his Department touching the bribery of the Cherokee Council, by cattlemen 
or their agents, for the purpose of obtaining leases and renewal of leases of 
lands of the Cherokee Nation; and especially to transmit to the Senate a copy 
of the report of Special Agent Owens touching such alleged bribery.” 

In reply, I have the honor to transmit herewith copies of the following docu- 


ments: 

-I. The official report of Agent R. L Owen upon the matter, dated April 29, 
1887, with the inclosures belonging thereto. 

“2, The letter of this office to the Department inclosing the report of fans 
— above referred to, with suggestions as tothe proper action to be en 

ereon. 


“3. The communication of the Secretary of the Interior submitting the mat- 
ter to the Attorney-General. 
“4, The letter of the De ent to this office authorizing the remoyal of cer- 
tain persons from the Indian Territory.” 
The fo: ing documents embrace all the information on file in this office 
upon the subject of the resolution above mentioned, 
Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 


JNO. H. OBERLY, Commissioner, 
The SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, OFFICE or INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
Washington, June 11, 1887. 

Sim: I have the honor to inclose herewith a letter from Agent Owen, Union 
Agency, Ind. T., dated the 29th day of April last, in relation to the manner in 
which the representatives of the Cherokee Strip Live-Stock Association acted 
in attempting to negotiate for a renewal of the lease of the Cherokee Outlet 
lands last fall. 

It ap that on November 1. 1886, the Cherokee council met and organized 
for their annual session, and on the same day the representatives of the Chero- 
kee Strip Live-Stock Association established their headquarters in the National 
Hotel at Tahlequah, Ind. T. 

The association was represented by Thomas Hutton, Charles Eldred, and John 
F. caper esqs., all United States citizens, the last named being also an adopted 
aneen of the Cherokee Nation by intermarriage; his wife, however, being now 

ead. 
They came to the council for the avowed purpose of re-leasing the Cherokee 
rip Gap Jands), although their existing lease does not expire until the 
spring o! 

Their methods are illustrated by the affidavits of John Holland, Stephen Te- 
chee, and John Miller (therewith inclosed), showing that they were introducing 
large quantities of whisky into their room for the purpose of corrupting the In- 
dians and effecting the lease at a ion of its real value. 

November 26, 1886, they were defeated by a decisive vote. 

According to Agent Owen’s statement there appears to be no doubt of the 
fact that a lavish use was made both of liquor and money, for the purpose of 
securing the franchise, 

It is suggested that upon the case presented the persons named have made 
themselves liable to exclusion from the Indian Territory, and to a criminal pros- 
ecution in the United States courts for violation of section 2139, Revised Statutes, 
relating to the liquor trafic with Indians. 

Instructions in the matter are ly requested, 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 


J. D. C. ATKINS, Commissioner. 
The SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 


Mr. VEST. I ask now that that whole document be printed in the 
RECORD as a portion of my remarks, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection. 

The remainder of the document is as follows: 


[Strictly confidential.] 


UNITED STATES INDIAN SERVICE, 
Union Agency, Muscogee, Ind. T., April 29, 1887. 
Sır: In accordance with your direction I have the honor to reduce to writing 
the manner in which the representatives of the Cherokee Strip Live-Stock Asso- 
ciation acted in attempting to negotiate a release of the Cherokee strip during 


the last council, 

On November 1,1 the Cherokee Council met and organized for their annual 
session, and on this ay the representatives of the Cherokee Strip Live-Stock 
Association established their headquarters in the best room of the National 
Hotel. The association was represented by Thomas Hutton, esq., Charles El- 
dred, esq., and John F, arona .. all United States citizens, the latter also an 
adopted citizen of the Cherokee Nation by intermarriage, his wife, however, 
being now dead, . 

They came to the council for the avowed purpose of re- lensing the Cherokee 
Strip, although their lease does not ire until the spring of 1888. Their 
methods are illustrated by the affidavits of John Holland, Stephen Techee, and 
John Miller, which show very plainly that they were introducing la: quanti- 
ties of whisky into their room for the purpose of corrupting the — and 
effecting the lease at a fraction of its real value. On November 26, 1886, the 
were defeated by a decisive vote, and 9 Muscogee how they had bee: 
using whisky I wentover and got there late that night and made the inquiries 
whose results are submitted. 

Mrs, Eliza Alberty, hostess of the National Hotel, told me that these men 
were Gying is every way to induce the council to re-lease them the Cherokee 
Strip, and that they were evidently introducing large quantities of whisky for 
the purpose of pean and influencing the members. She told me that she had 
seen a 2-gallon demijohn, three 2-gallon jugs, and one I-gallon jug, and forty 

uart bottles in their room or 5 out of it; that atin nose ot Cunge Saun- 

ers, Soghee, Richard Wolf, Albion Spears, and John Gritts being drunk in their 
room; that the Indians had been working like bees in their room; that it had 
been notorious; that John F. Lyons told Blue Alberty, „that Charles Starr, 
esq., high sheriff, had obligated himself not to search this room. 

Mrs. Alberty further told me that on account of the disgraceful tramping into 
this room all night F and the bad odor it was bringing upon the house, that 
she told them it would have to stop or they would have to leave her house. 
Mrs. Alberty I know well. She is a truthful anda woman, and is a sister 
of Dennis ceo sarge ae re chief of the Cherokee Nation. She is corrobo- 
rated by numbers of other people. 

The affidavit of John Harland shows that he mally knew of 13 gallons of 
whisky going into his room, and he mentioned seventeen Indians to whom he 
saw these men give whisky, besides others not named, Charley Fry, a young 
Cherokee of some prominence, told me, and I made at the time, November 17, 
1886, a memorandum, that he saw them give whisky to Jake Lipe, Bullett Fore- 
man, Dick Dennenberg, Dick Wolf, John Schrimscher, Soghee, Bill Young, 
Mage Lipe, Billy Ho , George Downing, George Lewis, Robert Hanks, Di 
Glenn, and Jim Keys; that Dick Wolf three 2-gallon ke; 

9 he was there; that he heard Dick say that he 
whisky. 

I do not think there is any doubt about the fact that these men and their work- 
ers made a lavish use of money and whisky for the purpose of securing this fran- 
chise. Gus away told me that they paid him $500 foran old claim he had against 
some individ out there fora private lease. This was not an obl: ion of the 
association, and they were under no obligation to pay it. They d it to Ive: 
really to silence his opposition; and Ivey told me that when they made this 
payment apparently on an old claim they at once solicited his offices in 
securing them the renewalofthelease. Thishedeclinedtodo. Ivey informed 
me that they paid various other men of influence, and one of them, a senator, 
a similar claim. 

These claims, if paid at all by this association, should have been paid three 
and one-half years a ago; when this association had a surplus in their treasury; 
and I believe the purpose in paying this moi atthis time and in this 
manner was to buy the friendship and uence of men, who would the 
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with more or less unconsciousness be ‘receiving a bribe. It might be proper to 
ag re explanation of these claims, they arise in the following manner: 

rtain citizens of the Cherokee Nation went out on the strip and made con- 
tract with certain stockmen by which the United States citizen was to put up a 
wire fence, covering such pasturage as he saw fit, and call it the pee of the 
eae citizen, and pay him a certain royalty for this use of his name and 
y ts. e 

hen this lease was made these private agreements were set aside and ig- 
nored by the Cherokee counsel, the individual stockmen, and the Cherokee 
Strip Live-Stock Association, 

These so-called claims are the ones now referred to as being paid by the asso- 
ciation in a sudden spirit of generous virtue. In view of the conduct of these 
men, I would recommend that neither they nor their re ntatives be al- 
lowed to lobby the council in their behalf, but that they uired, if they 
w o make any proposition, to make the same in ng, — 

ish t k ition, to make th in writing, subject to the su 
porcen of your office, or some similar method pursued, by which the Chero- 

ees can consider it without being subject to any undue and improper pres- 
sure. 

The land is very valuable for grazing porpowee, being probably worth $300,000 
a year. The Cherokees need this money, or such revenues as they may derive 
from it, for the advancement of their schools and the perfection of their gov- 
ernment, and 1 of internal improvements, You know of the destruction 
of their splendid female 5 by fire. 

I am of the opinion that it would be best that these lands should be re- leased 
in whole or in part to the men who now occupy it, provided they are willing to 

ive its fair market value, and I would be pleased to assist the kee Nation 

n securing the marke! value by negotiating with Texas cattle-men for the oc- 
cupation ofsuch portion of this range as the present occupants are unw! to 
pay the market value for. s 

Ibeg you to give this your immediate consideration and advise me in the prem- 
jses, because on the of May the Cherokee national council meets in relatio; 
to the burning of their seminary, and these men in all human likelihood willbe 
on band to utilize the occasion. 

Please this communication, in so far as it is proper to do so, as strictly 
confidential, and do not for the present place the evidence submitted to you in 
the files of the Indian Office, but return it to my office for preservation and pos- 
sible use before the Federal court. 

I have the honor to be, your obedient servant, 


ROBT, L. OWEN, 
United States Indian Agent. 
Hon. J. D. C. ATKINS, 

Commissioner of Indian Affairs, Washington D. C. 


TAHLEQUAH, IND, T., November 27, 1889. 
and says: 


John Harland, duly sworn, de 
herokee Nation, and am nineteen years old 


Iam an adopted citizen of the 
November 18, 1886. I work at National House. On the first Monday of council 
John F. Lyons, Thomas Hutton, and William Eldred came to the National 
House and occupied the lower front room on the west er, On Sunday 
morning I got a 2-gallon jug. of whisky for Mr. John F. — hae under his direc- 
tion; he gave me a dram of it. The next Sunday, November 14, he got a hack, 
with Mr. Hutton and Mr, Eldred and another man, and went off; they came 
og 3 night, and Mr. Lyons sent me over in the square to get three 2-gallon 

gs of w A 

Mr. Lyon said: John Henry, go and get them things by the fence inside the 
square. There are three; go get them.“ They contained whisky, for I gota 
drink of it. The next Saturday I heard Mr. Lyons tell Bill Ross (colored), out 
by the National House gate, that I would get it. They called me, and told me 
to go and tell a fellow by Catcher Teehee’s that he should bring “that stuff.“ I 
went off and saw him. He hada5-gallon keg; und Itold him. He said he was 
afraid, and I then went back and told Bill Ross, and me and Bill went back to- 
gether, and Bill and the fellow, whose name I don't know, came up this way 

ith the keg, and we parted, and about an hour anda half Bill came in my 
room behind the hoteland told me he had made it. Iasked him, Bill, did you 
make it?“ and he said. Yes,” 

To-day a week a Sgaron keg left here and a demijohn (: lon) in Mr. Al- 
berty’s wagon, bound for Mr. Quarles’s house. I saw two other jugs and one 
other demijohn, I guess I got about 7-quart and 2-pint bottles out of the room 
named, and when Loghi George Landers was drunk I got five bottles out of 
the parlor where he and Mr. Lyons had been together with other men. I saw 
these men, Mr. Lyons, Hutton, and Eldred, give numbers of the Indians whis- 
ky; for instance, Jake Lipe, Major 5 Geo Landers, Joel Bryant, Mr. 
George Lewis. Mr. Robert Hanks, Mr. ick Wo f, Mr. Houston Benge, Pomo 
Brown fn), Bill Ross [n], Dick Glenn, Frank Adair, Caleb Starr; and lots of 
others, J. ¢., Dick Halfbréed, Hooly Bell, Jim Keys, John Schrimsher. 

JOHN HOWLAND, 

Duly sworn and subscribed to before me November 29, 1886. 

ROBT. L. OWEN, 
United States Commissioner. 


TAHLEQUAH, IND. T., November 27, 1888. 

This day personally appeared before me Stephen Teehee, who being duly 
sworn, says: 

I have held many offices in the Cherokee Nation; since the war, except two 

ears, I have been an officer; lastly, circuit judge over Going Shake, Flint, II- 

nois, and uoyah districts. I am now a senator in the Cherokee National 
Council. On Tuesday or Wednesday morning before Keay nes bhp day, Rich- 
ard Wolf came to me at Lacy Hawkin’s house, and John Teehee was with me, 
Richard Wolf called me off to one side and told me he was attorney for the cattle- 
men. 

He said the Cherokee Nation could not get more than $500,000 for the Jan 
but at the same time individuals ought to make something off of it; that I ough 


to make something off of it. He said he was authorized to get that bill through 
council and was authorized to use money in getting it ; that he a 
big pile of money in his charge; that he would give me in case it became a 


law; that if that was insufficient and I called for even more he might do so. 

I told him that was nst my will; that he knew me what kind of a man I 
was. (I did not name it, but I alluded to his having offered me $100 last year 
for my vote to him as Delegate, and my having declined to accept it.) Hethen 
gave me a long explanation in regard to that land west of 96°; that the value 
of it had gone down by the grass and timber haying been used off of it; that if 
we did not release it the new council to be elected next council might not 
to lease it, but might sell it, and he was opposed to selling the land; I told him 
I was no land er-either, but I did not come here to make money for myself. 

I got tired of it, talking to him, and I said, “I'll see about it; he said to name 
the time I'd answer. I said, “Next Monday.” He said that was too long; he 
wanted to know by 12 o’clock that day. I said that was too shortatime. He 
asked me if I'd be ready by sundown. I said, “I will.” 

Then I went and told my best friends of offer; I told Gus Ivey, and not 
to tell; I've got plan to find out what all they were doing. And 1 told William 
Holt and John Teehee and others. Since then Richard Wolt don’t see me, and 
don’t say a word to me. Somebody must have told him. When having the 
conversation above-named Richard Wolf told me he had Hooly Bee and pe 
Gritts all right, but I did not believe that. 


I thought he was trying to mislead me into accepting the offer.. He said he 
ust wanted one or two more votes in the senate, He said he had the lower 
ouse all right, that he had a majority there. He talked a heap, but these are 


the main points, 
STEPHEN TEHEE, 


Sworn and subscribed to by and before me on this the 27th November, 1886. 
ROBT, L. OWEN, 
Uniled States Commissioner. 


TAHLEQUAH, IND, T., November 27, 1886. 
John M. Miller, duly sworn, says: rai i 5 


Iam a member of the council branch of Cherokee National Council, and from 
Delaware district. On Friday morning Mr. Wolf Coon introduced a bill to re- 
lease to the Cherokee Strip Live Stock Association the Cherokee Strip for same 
rate as before, to wit, $100,000. 

It was immediately referred to the committee of which Dick Drunenberg, 
chairman, Dickin Waters, George Downing (Tah), Bill Howell, and myself were 
members, The chairman proposed we should vote upon it at once, but by in- 
sisting it was too important to act on hastily I got the vote put off till 2 p. m. 
Then it was voted on. 

George Downing proposed to amend it to $120,000 a year. I 8 $300,- 
000 a year, but they overruled me and put it at $120,000 a year. Ithen proposed 
to make a minority report. Dick Drunenberg said I no right to do so, as it 
was not customary to do so. [insisted on it; and my report was accepted bya 
vote of 23 to 13, I believe, when presented to the house. It was then Wolf Coon 
tried to withdraw it. That was not permitted, and then he proposed tosu: d 
the rules and put the bill on its ge without the amendment ado; It 
was tabled till this morning, and this morning it was tabled till next by sim- 
ple motion without vote. 

JOHN MILLER, 


Sworn and subscribed to by and before me on this the 27th day of November, 


ROBT. L. OWEN, 
United States Commissioner, 


— 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, Washington, June 13, 1887. 
Str: Inclosed herewith is a copy of Department letter of 13th instant ad- 
dressed to the honorable Attorney-General upon the subject of reported violation 
of section 2139 of the Revised Statutes of the United States by Thomas Hutton, 
Charles Eldred, and John F. Lyons, at Tahlequah, Indian Territory, last fall, 
as representatives of the ee ee Strip EA k 


Agent Owen should be instructed that if he is satisfied the statements as to 
violations of the law referred to by the es named are true and well founded 
to remove them from that portion of Indian Territory within the jurisdic- 
tion of his agency whenever they may be found there without permit from 
proper authority. 

Very respectfully, 


The CoMMISSIONER OF INDIAN AFFAIRS. 


— 


L. Q. C. LAMAR, Secretary. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Washington, June 13, 1887. 


Sin: It has been brought to the attention of this Department that Thomas 
Hutton, Charles Eldred, and John F. Lyons, citizens of the United States—the 
last named being also an adopted citizen of the Cherokee Nation by intermar- 
ringe, his wife however being dead—representing the Cherokee Strip Live-Steck 
Association, in attempting to negotiate for a renewal of the lease of the Chero- 
kee Outlet lands last fall, were guilty of a violation of section 2139 of the Re- 
vised Statutes of the United States, by introducing large 5 of liquors 
into their rooms at the National Hotel at Tahlequah, Ind. T., and giving it to 
the Indians for the purpose of influencing their action in the Cherokee Na- 
tional Council in favor of the said association. 

The Commissioner of Indian Affairs recommends that the nba rag United States 
attorney be instructed to investigate this subject with the view to such action as 
may be found to be right and proper in the matter. 

I concur in the Commissioner's recommendation. 

I have the honor to be, very respectfully, 
L. Q. C. LAMAR, Secretary. 


The ATTORNEY-GENERAL. 

Nore.—The Attorney-General, by letter of June 17, 1887, informed this Depart- 
ment that he has referred the matter of the introduction of liquor into the In, 
dian Territory by the Cherokee Live-Stock Association to the United States at- 
torney, western district of Arkansas. 

Mr. VEST. These affidavits, made by reputable citizens, show that 
this lease was obtained by bribery and corruption, and the men that se- 
cured that lease in that way are to-day held for trial in the United States 
court. The lady who kept that hotel, who was the principal witness, is 
the sister of Chief Bushyhead, the principal chief of the Cherokees, and 
she says the bribery and corruption was so and notorious that she 
informed these cattle kings that they must find other quartersin order 
to preserve the honest character of her hotel, and her affidavit is there 
to that effect. 

I wish I had time to discuss this question more at length, but I want 
to say this: It has been charged in the public prints that railroad cor- 
porations and town-site companies and speculators want to open Okla- 
homa. I do not know one single human being that within my knowl- 
edge is interested in any railroad, in any town-site company, or any 
speculation in connection with that Territory; but I do know that the 

ple of my State bordering on this Territory for years have been 
olding up their hands to the Congress of the United States and asking 
that upon just and equitable terms this portion of the national capi- 
tal, of the resources of the country for advancement and civilization 
shall be utilized, and against us to-day, asking as we do only what is 
right and just and proper, and in the interest of religion, in the inter- 
est of government, in the interest of civilization, stand these cattle 
kings and their dupes with 6,200,000 acresof the public domain closed 
against the advance of the spirit of progress that to-day is throbbingin 
every portion of our common country and proclaiming that they rep- 
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resent the Indians, when the only interest they represent is their own 
greed and avarice. 

Sir, we have proposed eve to these Indians in the way of leg- 
islation and they have refused it; and now I make no threat, but I say 
deliberately that it is just as impossible to close up that Territory to 
honest immigration and to the institutions of the United States as it 
would be for an infant to hold motionless in its hand the wheels of 
the car of Juggernantitself They can profit by the statement. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had concurred in the report of the 
committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 12490) making appro- 

iations for the service of the Post-Office Department for the fiscal year 
Fading June 30, 1890. 

The message also announced that the House had concurred in the 
resolution of the Senate tendering the thanks of Congress to the gov- 
ernor and through him to the people of the State of Michigan for the 
statue of Lewis Cass, 2 

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 

A from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had on 
the 28th ultimo approved and signed the joint resolution (S. R. 137) 

viding for additional telegraphic facilities in the city of Washington 
uring the inaugural ceremonies on the 4th day of March, 1889. 

The message also announced that the President had on the Ist in- 
stant approved and signed the following acts and joint resolution: 

An act (S. 3640) to amend the laws relating to the selection and 
service of jurors in the supreme court of the District of Columbia; 

An act (S. 1128) to create ports of entry at Tacoma and Seattle, in 
Wi Territory; 

An act (S. 3920) to ratify and confirm an agreement with the Mus- 

(or Creek) Nation of Indians in the Indian Territory, and for 


An act (S. 3645) granting to the Astoria and South Coast Railway 
Company the right to construct a bridge across Young’s Bay, a navi- 

le stream in the county of Clatsop and State of Oregon; 

An act (S. 3146) authorizing the construction of a bridge over the 
Missouri River at or near Kansas City, Kans., and not over 10 miles 
above the Hannibal and St. Joseph Railway bridge at Kansas City, 
Mo.; 

An act (S. 3666) to amend an act entitled An act granting to the 
city of Grand Forks, Dak., the right to build two free bridges across Red 


River,“ approved May 21, 1888; 
An act (S. 24) to extend the limits of the port of Portland as a port 
of entry; 


of Tampa, and for other pur- 


poses; 
An act (S. 1319) granting a pension to Anna Slater; 
S. 2334) granting a pension to Mary J. Byrd 
2758) granting a pension to Susan P. Murdock; 
2759) granting a pension to James M. Frost; 
3091) granting a pension to John Corr; 
3269 Fichter; 
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Kalamazoo, Mich. ; 

A Aoh N. e Tucker and others; 

An act (S. 3778) to establish the Lincoln land district, in the Terri - 
Jule estas ff and ) 1 

oint resolution (S. R. 140) authorizing the printing , copies 
of the fourth and fifth annual reports of the Barenn of Animat Tar 
dustry for the years 1887 and 1888. 

INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL, 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 12578) making appropriations for the current 
and contingent expenses of the Indian Department, and for fulfilling 
treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes, for the year ending June 
30, 1890, and for other purposes. . 


Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, I wish very much that the time of 
the Senate itted a full and complete discussion of the question 
which the Senator from Missouri has touched upon, but I am admon- 
ished that the hours are passing rapidly, and that it would be improper 
for me to oceupy the attention of the Senate for any length of time. 

The Senator from Missouri declares that no lawyer will say that the 
Cherokee Indians have a title to what is known as the Cherokee Out- 
let. Ofcourse I do not propose to set myself up as a lawyer in com- 
parison with the distinguished Senatorfrom Missouri; but fortunately 
for those of us who differ with him and unfortunately for him, I an- 
nounce that there has never been an officer of the United States Gov- 
ernment, ofany department of it, legislative, executive, orjudicial, with 
the single exception of the opinion of the present Attorney-General, 
which the Senator has had printed in the RECORD, who has not recog- 
nized the absolute title of these Indians to this land. I have at my 
desk four decisions, two in the United States district courts and twoin 
the Supreme Court of the United States, in which the title to this ident- 
ical land is passed upon, and without qualification or exception they 
have sustained it as good and perfect and valid in every icular. 

The Senator says that Mr. Calhoun as Secretary of War in 1821 set- 
tied the character of the title by which these people held this prop- 
erty. Mr. Calhoun never referred to the Cherokee Outlet. He could 
have had no reference to it, for the treaty by which the Cherokees re- 
ceived that land was not made until 1828. It was supplemented in 
1833, in 1835, in 1846, and in 1866 by the Executive of the United 
States, and the Congress of the United States has recognized it on at 
least a half dozen occasions by making appropriations to carry into ef- 
fect the treaties made by the Executive. 

More than that, the United States Government has stood by and has 
seen the Cherokee Indians make five different fee-simple titles out of 
this very identical land to friendly Indians whom the Governmentset- 
tled on it in pursuance of the treaty stipulations of 1866. The very 
bill which the Senator himself says He is so anxious to get through 
this body, the Oklahoma bill, recognizes that title in terms, because 
it proposes to pay the Indians $1.25 an acre for the land. And are we 
to be told that we are to be guilty of such stultification as paying to the 
Indians a dollar and twenty-five cents an acre for something to which 
they have no title? } 

The Senator, I will not say intentionally, but with a curious con- 
venience at least, omitted to read from the eres clause of that pat- 
ent a very important part. I will supply what he has omitted. 

That patent was issued by Mr. Van Buren in 1838 in pursuance of 
the treaties of 1828, 1835, and 1836, and in pursuance of the third sec- 
tion of the act of Congress of 1830. Gentlemen say that the act of 
President Van Buren was ura vires, that he had no authority under 
the law or under the treaties to do it, and therefore it is of no effect, 
of no avail. The patent recites the articles of the treaties of 1828, 
1835, and 1836 in substance, and then says: 


Therefore— 


And this is the part of the granting clause which the Senator from 
Missouri omitted: 

Therefore, in execution of the agreement and stipulations contained in the 
said several treaties,the United States have given and granted, and by these 
presents do give and grant— 

What? To whom? 


unto the said Cherokee Nation, the two tracts of land so surve: 
payne taining in the whole 14,374,135 acres an 


and here- 
fourteen one- 


There are but 6,000,000 acres in the Cherokee Outlet. Where does 
the Senator get the rest of the land conveyed in that granting clause, 
if it does not include the 7,000,000 acres which is spoken of as the 
home of the Cherokees. I will insert the entire patent in my remarks; 


ton e beU ited —— sho uaranty, d by 
n: and convey, 
patent, to the sa d Cherokee Nation, pertain trate of land; the description of 
which tracts and the terms and conditions on which they were to be conveyed 
forth in the second and third articles of the treaty of the Decem- 


ians, the following tract of coun 3 
territorial line Arkansas Territory, . — es north from 


territorial 
thence down said Verdigris River to the Arkan- 
sas; thence down said Arkansas to a point where astone is opposite the 
east or lower bank of Grand River, at its junction with the Arkansas; thence 
running south 44 degrees west | mile; Ë reena a straight line to a point 4 
es ly from the mouth of the north fork of the Canadian; along 
the said 4-mile line to the Canadian; thence down the Canadian to og age 


Missouri 
line of the Senecas to Grand River; thence up said 
far as the South line . aaar pasa akmang J 
and between said South Osage line extended westif x 
due west from the point of beginning to a certain distance 
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north and south from said Osage line to said due west line will make 
7. aores within the whole described boundaries. 
TTT for and bounded, the 


United States further guaranty to the Cherokee Nation Py arama outlet west, 
and a free and unmolested use of all the country west of the 

of said 7,000,000 ee ea 1 e as . the United States and 

however, That 8 or salt plain on 

r said outlet the 


on said Èy tie Umi in —— with the Cherokees, And !. 
soon as practicable, for the — 


mings . — to contain 80,000 acres of land; but it is Se — a 
in the aforesa 


“Ant, 3. The United States also ade n the lands above ceded 9 

of February 14, 1833, including the .. +8! 

all be included in one patent, executed to the (regent? Nation of 

the President of the United States according to the provisions of the act. of May 
28, 1830. It 185 ee wa, ger that the military reservation at Fort Gibson 
shall be held But should the United States abandon said 
post, 3 —— no bag da use for the same, it shall revert to the Cherokee Na- 
tion, The United States shall avers have the right to make and establish such 
Doss and military roads and forts in any part of the Cherokee country as they 


y deem r for the interest and protection of the same, and the use 
one 8 — fuel, rege aaron ofall g —5 the construction and 
support of the 


hat if the private ri; 
shall be e” 


line of Arkansas . 25 miles north of Arkansas River; thence south 21 
miles and 28 chains to a on the northeast bank of the Verdigris River, 


dian River at its junction with , from 
diam: „bears north 18 degrees east 40 links, and a cottonwood, 15 inches 
east 14 links; thence down the 
with Arkansas 


boundary Arkansas, 
west corner of the N of Missouri; thence north on the western boundary 
of the State of Missouri 8.miles 49 chains and 50 links to . 
iver, aè a mound d feet square at baso and feet high; in which 
south side, cor. me ; thence west on the south- 
Senecas, 11 miles’ 


of the 

the east bank of the Neosho R 
territory 

and 66 links to a mound of 


. — east along 
ds 273 miles 55 chains and 66 links to the 
F A ters Ye AP 
ted States have also caused the 


degrees west 1 chain and St links, 
from which post oak 10 inghes diameter bears north 4 degrees 3 minutes 


ith the western boundary of the State 
miles to m mound of earth 8 fect aquare at baso and 4} feet ig thence west 25 
ilesto the northeast corner of the lands of the eseribed 


d so — adria 
— m To have and to — t tho 


— ia gob oait on the salt —— referred to in 
the —— of the 29th of „ 1835, salt plain 
has to be within the limits prescribed for the outlet agreed to 


in the manner in which the said rights are so reserved; and subje 

condition ded by the act of Congress of the 28th of May, 1830, referred to 
in the above recited third article, and which condition is that the lands hereby 
granted shall revert to the United States ifthe said Cherokee Nation becomes 
extinct or abandons the same. 

In testimony whereof, I. Martin Van Buren, President of the United States of 
America, have caused these letters to be made patent and the seal of the Gen- 
eral Land Office to be oe gore affixed, 

Given under ane Bans at the city of Washington, the 3ist day of December, 
in the year of our Lord 1838, and of the Independencs of the United States the 


sixty-third. 
LL. S.] M. VAN BUREN. 


By the President: 
H. M. GARLAND; 
Recorder of the General Land Office. 


Mr. President, as I said awhile ago, that deed from the Government 
of the United States to the Cherekee Indians has been passed upon 
by the United States courts, repeatedly passed upon, and in every single 
instance has been sustained as a good, bona fide, valid title; and yet 
now we are confronted with the proposition that because there are 30, 
000 would-be settlers hovering upon the borders of this land who want 
to get it from the Indians, the Congress of the United States and the 
President of the United States must violate and trample under foot the 
solemn obligations and pledges and guaranties of the Government, and 
we in this body, controlled, as I hope, by that decorum and composure 
upon questions of this kind which should govern a court of justice, are 
asked to yield to that clamor, and in defiance of right and justice say 
to these people yes, go into the Indian Territory, destroy the property 
of the Indians, run them out, because they are weak and feeble and not 
able to protect themselves.“ That is the argument. 

Mr. President, I shall not oceupy the attention of the Senate by read- 
ing from authorities which I have before me to sustain the proposition 
I have stated. 

I will not reply to the observations of the Senator from Missouri in 
regard to the demand and the power of cattle barons. I will say in that 
connection that the executive department of this Government has rec- 
8 the right of the Cherokee Indians to lease that land for par 

gp and the honorable and distinguished Senator from Colo- 
pin, [Mr. TELLER], whilst a Cabinet minister in the Cabinet of Presi- 
dent Arthur, wrote a letter, which I wish I had time toread, but which 
I will ask to have included in my remarks and printed in the RECORD, 
in which he took the ground that the Government of the United States 
had nothing to do with the question of the Cherokee Indians leasing 
or licensing, or whatever you choose. to call it, this land to anybody 
— grazing purposes; that it was theirs and they had a right to do as 

ey pleased with it, except that they could not sell it to a foreign 
ee and that when they did sell it it must be to the United 
States Government. That is the only qualification upon that patent. 

The letter referred to is as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE ISTERIOR, Washinglon, January 3, 1888. 

Sm: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of a resolution of the Sen- 
ate on the 3d ultimo. of which the following is a <r - 

“ Resolved, That the Committee on Indian Affa be instructed to inquire 
what leases of lands in the Indian Territory or Indian reservations for grazing 
or other purposes have been made by the tribes therein, the number of acres 
83 by each of said leases, the terms thereof, and the rsons, Corpora- 
tions, peo en named therein as lessees. Also, that the committee in- 
quire as to the circumstances under which said leases were made, and the means 
used for obtaining the same, and whether said leases are authorized by existing 
legislation or are conducive to the welfare of the Indians in said Territory or 
s | “Tat the committee have power to send for persons and papers and lo; 

commi e 
a stenographer, and . — ball or otherwise ; and that the actual and pepe a ai 
i | sary expenses of said vestigation be ron the approval of the chairman of 
committee, out of the contingent und of the Senate. 

This resolution does not call for any report from me, but as the chairman of 

the Committee on Indian Affairs has sent a copy to me and requested me to 
suggestions, L — herewith copy of the report of the Commissioner 
Indian Affairs of the 3d instant, inclosing copies of correspondence on the 
Se and beg leave to submit the following: 

For many years the people living in the vicinity of an Indian reservation have 
been accustomed to look upon the reservation as public property, and to pasture 
their cattle thereon, cut hay and timber therefrom, with little or no compensa- 
tion to the Indians, This. has been true of the Indian cram within the Indian 
Territory as well as the reservation outside of that Territo: 

The Indian T valuable black-walantand 2 timber. This 


timber has been cut in large epee carried out of the Territory 
ut payment to Indians, who are the timate owners thereof. Thou- 
sands of cattle have on Indian landsof that Territ by eat- 


tle-men who have paid in some few instances a mall sum per head for the cattle 


so or more frequently nothing at all. Even where thecattle-men have 
— . — they have rarely paid on the true number of cattle pastured, 
ut on a non, giving to some Indian chiefs a few dollars to keep 


them quiet. Just how the old system worked can be seen from the Bemisia 
aes ATES of March 16, SAS Seen Quapaw 


hogs belonging to 
lines run in here, free from any tax; as t 
. a nAn know of no law to com 
matter was ted to you last season, 

the tax, as a rule what little 


are not neraed — ean not 
of 
Uhder the old systems, where the Indians 
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stuff they received the larger part went to the chiefs, who have in a manner been 
opposa 2 wae collecting the tax, as I have stated to you in former 
ers on su 

The right to pasture cattle on the Indian lands with the consent of the Indians 
has never been doubted until very recently. It can not be seriously contended 
by any one that section 2103 of the Revised Statutes is an interdiction of the 
granting of such grazing pernye: That provision of the statute has no rela- 
tion to the use or occupation of the lands of the Indians, but refers to contracts 
made for services to be rendered to the Indians by whites. That the section re- 
fers to service and service alone can be readily seen by an examination of sec- 
tion 2!04, which must be taken in consideration with section 2103. 

Section 2116 of the United States Revised Statutes reads as follows: 

“No 1 grant, or lease, or other conveyance of lands, or of any title or 
claim thereto, from any Indian nation or tribe of Indians, shall be of any valid- 
ity in law or equity, unless the same be made by treaty or convention entered 
into pursuant to the Constitution.“ = * + 

This section applies to purchase, grant, lease, or other conveyance of lands, 
but it makes no reference to the products thereof. No prohibition is imposed 
upon the Indians as to the disposition of the products of the soil, They are 
not prohibited from Pro gong of the grass wing upon their lands any more 
than they are prohibited from disposing of the wheat, corn, or vegetables raised 
thereon as the fruits of their labor. 

United States circuit court, St. Louis, Boudinot vs. Hunter, Evans et al. 
Suit brought under section 2116, Revised Statutes. Judge Brewer held that sec- 
tion 2116 did not prohibit Indians from granting grazing privileges. 

Section 2117 of the Revised Statutes provides as follows: 

* Every person who drives or otherwise conveys any stock of horses, mules, 
or cattle to range and feed on my land belonging to any Indian or any Indian 
tribe, without the consent of such tribe, is liable to a penalty of $1 for each ani- 


mal of such stock.” 

This section ‘izes the — 25 of the Indians to dispose of the grass grow- 
ing upon their lands; for if their consent be given to graze stock thereon, the 
statute is not violated, and the owner of the stock is not liable to the penalty 
imposed. If this conclusion be correct, by ty of reasoning it would seem 
that they would have the power to enter into agreement, fixing the price to be 
paid, and for the protection of their interests. 

Now, if any doubt exists as to the right of the Indians generally to dispose 
of the grass growing on their lands for grazing or other purposes, [ think the 
doubt will be removed by applying the principles enunciated by the Supreme 
Court in the case of the United States vs. George Cook (19 Wall., 591). 

In this case the court held— 

The fee was in the United States subject only to the right of ocon; ey. This 
is the title by which other Indians hold their lands. The richt of use and 
8 by the Indians is unlimited. They may exercise all their discretion. 
+ è * These are familiar 1 in this country, and well settled, as Apr 
cable to tenants for life and remainderman. But a tenant for life has all the 
rights ofoccu oy inthelandsofaremainderman. The Indians have the same 
rights in the lands of their reservations. What a tenant for life may do bg 
the lands of a remainderman, the Indians may do upon their reservations, but 
no more, 

It is a well-settled principle of law that a tenant for life may rent or lease the 
freehold, There is no restriction as to his disposition of the products of the soil, 
poms g in certain cases denominated waste, such as the cutting of timber, etc., 
and he is not liable to the remainderman except for waste. If we are to be gov- 
erned by the principles laid down by the Supreme Court, we must conclude that 
an Indian has the same rights; and it must be remembered, too, that this decis- 
jon was rendered with the knowledge that the ninth section of the act of 1834 
was upon the statute-book. The ninth section of the act of 1834 is section 2117 
of the Revised Statutes. In this case the Government had not conveyed the land 
to the Indians. Right of occupancy alone was recognized. and while this a 
plies to the most of the Indian tribes . described the tenure by whi 
they hold, it does not apply tothe tribes holding a patent from the Government. 
The privilege to graze cattle is but a license and not a lease. It conveys no in- 
terest in the lands occupied, It is true that the Indians did attempt to make 
leases with a fixed period during which the parties would, if the power existed, 
have all the rights of lessees, but doubting the power to make, as well as the 
policy of such leasing, I declined to approve the same as a lease, but did treat 
them as amounting to a license to be revoked by the Indians at will. 

All application to the Department to lease lands have been uniformly denied 
for want of authority in the Department, but such refusal did in no wise inter- 
fere with the rights of the Indians to make such use of the lands as was con- 
sistent with the character of their title. The permits now complained of as hav- 
ing been given by the Cherokees were given without even notice to the Depart- 
neither the Cherokee Nation nor the parties holding such permits 
have ever asked the De ent to approve the same. The Cherokees have a 
fee-simple title to their lands and they do not recognize the right of the Depart- 
ment to interfere in the management of their affairs with reference thereto. 
Patent was issued to this nation of Indians December 31, 1838, for their lands 
in the Indian Territory, under the provisions of articles 2 and 3 of the treaty of 
2 (7 Stat., 428), and in accordance with the terms of the act of May 28, 1830 (id., 


2). 

the United States Supreme Court, December term, 1872, in the case of Holden 
vs, Joy (17 Pet., 250), in referring to the clause in the patent issued to the Chero- 
kees which provides that the lands covered thereby shall revert to the United 
States if the Indians become extinct or abandon the same, said: 

“ Strong doubts are entertained whether that condition in the patentis valid, 
as it was not authorized by the treaty under which it was issued, the treaty 
the United States covenanted and agreed to convey the lands in fee-simple title, 
3 may Pag be held that if that condition reduces the estate to less than a 

ee it is void. 

In the case of the United States vs. Ben Reese, at the May term, 1879, of the 
United States district court for the western district of Arkansas, after reviewing 
the various treaties and laws and decisions of the courts with reference tothe 
Cherokee lands in the Indian Territory, the court held that there is no limita- 
tion on the title conveyed by the United States to the Cherokees by the treaty 
of 1833, and that if said treaty was inconsistent with the act of 1830 it repealed 
so much of it as was inconsistent; that the language of the second article of the 
treaty of 1835 wasa recognition of the cession of these lands, and that ifthey had 
already been ceded tothe Cherokees by the treaty of 1833, the agreement by the 
United States, by the third article of the treaty of 1835, to give them a patent for 
these lands according to the N of the act of Congress of May 28, 1830, 
was a mere nudum pactum. It was an attempt to place a restriction upon the 
title which had already passed, and which, according to the first article of the 
treaty of 1833, was to be evidenced by a patent. The court, after discussing the 
question upon the supposition that the condition in the patent is valid, wey igs 

This Indian title being a base, qualified, or determinable fee, with only the 
possibility of reversion, and not the right of reversion in the United States, all 
the estate is in the Cherokee Nation of Indians.” 

Attorney-General Devens, in his opinion of January 21, 1880, in the Kansas 
school land-grant indemnity case (16 Opinions, 430), speaking of the 800,000 
acres purchased by the Cherokees under the last clause of the second article of 
the treaty of 1835, and which are included in the patent issued to the Cherokees 
as provided by article 3 of that treaty, 1 

“ The effect of the conveyance by the United States to the Cherokee Nation of 
this tract of land upon the purchase made by them under the treaty of 1835 was 


to vest in the tribe a fee-simple to said tract (Holden vs. Joy, 17 Wall., 211). 
This tribe did not hold this tract of land by the ordinary Indian title, which 
one of occu cy only, which may be continued indefinitely. In such case 
the fee-simple to the land is in the United States. The effect of this sale (to the 
Cherokees) was to separate distinctly the tract from the public lands of the 
United States and vest it in private ownership.” 

The sixteenth article of the treaty of 1866 (14 Stat., 804) provides that— 

“The United States may settle frien Indians in any part of the Cherokee 
country west of 96 degrees, to be taken in a com form, in quantity not ex- 
ceeding 160 acres for each member of said tribes thus to be selected, the bounda- 
ries of each of said districts to be distinctly marked, and the land conveyed in 
fee-simple to each of said tribes, to be held in common or by their members in 
severalty, as the United States may decide, * the Cherokee Nation to re- 
tain the right of possession and jurisdiction over all of said country west of 96 
degrees of longitude until thus sold and occupied, after which their jurisdiction 
and right 5 to terminate forever as to each of said districts thus sold 
and occupied.” 

‘The article does not change or modify the title of the Cherokees or vest any 
title in the United States to the lands west of 96 d. It simply gives the 
United States the right, with certain conditions to follow, to settle friendly In- 
dians in that country. is the country which is supposed to have been 
leased. Judge Parker, of the United States district court for the western district 
of Arkansas, in a letter of July 17, 1883, in answer to one addressed to him by one 
O. W. Rogers, says that if persons take cattle into their (the Indians’) country- 
to graze them, they oas Indians) have the right to collect a grazer’s tax.” 

The Senate Committee on Indian Affairs, in a report made June 22, 1874, hay- 
ing had under consideration the petition of sundry citizens of Kansas remon- 
strating against the imposition by the Cherokee Nation of a tax upon cattle 
driven through their territory from Texas to northern markets, say, after quotin 
the ninth section of the act of June 30, 1834, ulating trade and intercourse wi 
the Indians, now section 2117 of the Revised tes: 

“Now, this is conclusive in regar 


rivi of grazin 
fixed by law for 


land full th ths, It onl „ ire i the legali 
nd fu ree mon only remains, then, to inquire into ity 
th the country.” * è è (Senate 


tage or 3 and the Govern- 
ment can not interfere with their rightful use and occupation 


y of 1866, which at m. 


and occupancy is ally reserved. 
It has been said that 


y may deem 
necessary for the governmentand protection ofthe personsand propesty 4 —— 
vo connec 


as have 
been or may be passed regulating trade and intercourse with the Indians; and 
also, that they shall not be considered as extending to such citizens and Army 
of the United States as may travel or reside in the Indian country by permission 
according to the laws and regulations established by the government of the 
same. 

Under provisions of the treaty of 1835 the Cherokees adopted a constitution and 
organi: a government, not on the plan of the former Indian government, but 
on a plan very nearly resembling that of the several State governments. 
constitution provides for an elective chief and the election of members of the 
council and house of representatives, By the provisions of the treaty of 1846 the 
— — were recognized as a nation, and the Government stipulated with 

m that— 

“Laws shall be passed for equal protection, and for the security of life, liberty, 
and property; and full authority shall be given by law to all or any portion o 
the Cherokee people peaceably to assemble and petition their own government, 
or the Governmentof the United States, for the redress of grievances, and to dis- 
cusstheir rights. All armed police, light horse, and other military organizations 
shall be abolished, and the laws enforced by the civil authority alone, 

“No one shall be panished for any crime or misdemeanor except on convic- 
tion by a jury of his country and the sentence of a court duly authorized by law 
to take cognizance of the offense. And it is further agreed all fugitives from 
justice,except those included in the general amnesty herein stipulated, seeki: 
refuge in the territory of the United States, shall be delivered up by the authori- 
ties of the United States to the Cherokee Nation for trial and punishment,” 

This was in co uence of some disorders that had arisen among the differ- 
ent bands of this tribe. The right of the Cherokee Nation to control its ee 
erty is especially guarantied by the provisions of article 5 of the treaty of L 
and the subsequent treaties. This is inlly the case in the treaty of 1 as 
may be seen by reference toarticle 16of that treaty, wherein it is stipulated t 
the lands to be taken by the United States to settle monay Indians on should 
be paid for at such price as the Cherokees and such anane ndians might agree 
on, subject to the approval of the President of the United States. The rightsre- 
served to the United States are clear] pag a in the several treaties, and the 
right of the United States to control the Cherokee Rooney and prevent the na- 
tion from having the full and absolute control of the products of these lands is 
= even suggested, On the contrary, the Government guaranties, in article 26, 
as follows: 

“The United States nty to the people of the Cherokee Nation the quiet 
and ble possession of their country and protection inst domestic feuds 
and 3 and against hostilities of other tribes. They shall also be pro- 
tected inst interruptions or intrusion from all unauthorized citizens of the 
United States who may attempt to settle on their lands or reside in their terri- 
tory. In case of hostilities among the Indian tribes, the United States agree 
that the party or parties commencing the same shall,so far as p e, make 
reparation for the damages done,” 

‘The Department has not considered it the duty of the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs or the Secretary of the Interior to interfere with the affairs of the Chere 
kee Nation, except in the case especially provided for by treaty with that nation, 
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It has been asserted that the military power of the Government has been used 
to keep the parties claiming leases in ee of the premises claimed by 
them, and to keep those not having such permits from the Indians from inter- 
fering with them, This is an error. The Department has not been called on 
to take any measures to protect the parties in possession, nor to keep off parties 
who are intruding on such possession, nor in any manner to interfere, except 
in one instance, when it was claimed that the Kiowas and Coman n- 
terfered with the stock on the Cheyenne and Arapaho reservation; but in that 
instance the Department did not consider it a matter for interference and noth- 
ing was done. There has been no confict, so far as I am aware, between the 
parties holding permits and those not holding permits, and the Indians have 
not asked to have removals made either of parties holding permits or occupy- 
ing the country with stock without such permits, 

‘The title to the lands occupied BE the Osages, Kaws, Pawnees, Poncas, Nez 
Perces, Otoes, and Missourias, in the Indian Territory, is held by the United 
States in trust for such Indians, by deed from the Cherokee Nation. The Goy- 
ernment is the trustee without interest, and the Indians are the cestwis que trust, 
being the real owners of such land. But these Indians are not the tenants of the 
trustees and can not be dispossessed, because their right of occupation and use 
of the lands was fixed in the statute creating the trust; the United States is the 
naked trustee and whatever the Indians might do with the fee in them they 
may do with the fee in the United States in trust for them, except to sell the 
lands, 7 

Bome of the Indians named have bought and paid for their lands, and are en- 
titled under the treaty with the Cherokees to a fee-simple title in themselves. 
Their right to occupy and control the possession of such lands and to receive 
the products thereof can not be questioned; and Con, can not interfere to 
prevent the cestuis que trust from having the usual and natural use of the lands 
go occupied by them. Any attempt to do so would be a confiscation of the lands. 
The laws excluding white men from Indian reservations were enacted for the 
benefit of the Indians. In all cases where the Department has felt thatthe 
ence of white men on the reservation was injurious to the Indians, they have 
been removed. In all cases where the Indians have asked their removal the 
Department has acceded to the wishes of the Indians and caused their removal 
without reference to the Ne whether their presence was injurious or not. 
On the other hand, if the Indians favored their remaining, they have rarely been 
disturbed, and never, unless as before stated, 6 was clearly injurious 
to the Indians, This applies to the uncivilized tribes. 

But it is manifestly unfair to the Indians to exclude white men from their 
midst whose presence they desire and declare to be beneficial to them, and it 
should not be done unless their presence is clearly injurious to the Indians. It 
can not be demonstrated that the Sigel eg given by the Indians to the owner 
of cattle to graze them on the Indian lands is injurious to the Indians. Isola- 
tion of the Indian from the white man was once thought n to protect 
him from the vices of civilization, but such isolation, even iſ desirable, has now be- 
come impossible. But such isolation is not desirable, and the Indian will become 
civilized much more readily when he comes in daily contact with white men, 
and certainly so, if such contact is of his on choice and seeking. If the lands 
so occupied by cattle-men are not required for the grazing of the herds of the 
Indians or for agricultural purposes, the Indians are not only benefited by con- 
tact with the whites, but by the compensation received for such grazing priv- 
ileges. Prior to 1883 the Indians received but a small amount for the privileges 
of grazing on the lands to what they have received during the years 1883 and 
1884. I have no data by which I can arrive at the amount received by the Chero- 
kees or other civilized tribes prior to 1884, but the Cheyennes and Arapahoes, 
Osages, Kiowas, Sac and Fox, Pottawatomies, Absentee Shawnees, and Qua- 
paws, for the year 1881-1882, only received the sum of $1,922.38, while the whole 
number of persons who had cut grass and cattle on said Indian reser- 
vation was one hundred and twenty individuals and firms. 

During the year 1881-1882 the Cheyennes and Arapahges received nothing 
except a few dollars paid to their chiefs, notwithstanding a large number of 
cattle were grazed on the reservation during the greater part of both years. It 
is this class of persons who cama the cattle on Indian lands without pay to the 
Indians who aro now complaining of favoritism in allowing the Indians to ex- 
act a suitable compensation for the privileges granted, and notwithstanding the 
fact that the Indians are now . for every dollar received under the 
old system, they insist that there must be a return to the old system, because the 
statute is being violated. Free pasturage was not complained of. Lawless per- 
sons might, and did for years, invade the Indian lands, stealing their timber and 
33 their cattle on the grass, without any warning cry being raised, but when 
the Indians are compensated partially at least for these privileges, the ory goes 
up from their former despoilers that the statute is being violated. 

During the year 1881 there has been paid to the Cheyennes and Arapahoes, 
$77,351.60; to the Poncas, $1,700; to the Otoes, $2,100; Pawnees, $4,500; Sac and 
Fox, $4,000; Osages, $18,160; Quapaws, $3,000; Kiowas $2,080; making a total of 
$107,891.60, In addition to this, the Cherokees have received $100,000 for grazing 
on the lands known as the Cherokee Stri „ox Outlet. 

It will be seen by the foregoing that the Interior Department has for years 
recognized the right of the Indians to receive compensation for the urage 
of stock on the reservation; that such right has been recognized by the courts 
and by a Senate Committee, In my report of November 1, 1883, I called atten- 
tion to these proposed leases, and recommended that Congress should legislate 
on the subject both in the interest of the Government and the Indians. Again, 
in my report of November 1, 1884, I called attention to this subject, and said: 

In my last report I called attention to the occupation of certain Indian reser- 
vations by stock-men with their herds, under an arrangement made with the 
Indians. I declined to treat these arrangements as leases made on the part of 
the Indians, but did treat them as liconses on the part of the Indians recognized 
by section 2117 of the Revised Statutes. I do not understand that the parties so 
occupying these lands with the consent of the Indians are there in violation of 
law, but their condition is not a satisfactory one either to themselves or the De- 
partment, The Department, in allowing them to remain, reserved the right to 

ut them off of such reservation, notwithstanding such permit or license, if the 

epartment considered it necessary to do so in theinterestot theIndians. How 
far the Government may disregard the license so given by the Indians is a 
question that need not be discussed until it is 1 should the Depart- 
ment attempt such exclusion against the wishes of the Indians, it would cer- 
tainly lead to trouble. The amount paid for such 5 is understood to be 
about 2 cents per acre for the landssooccupied. This amount is not a fair com- 
pensation at this time for the use of such lands, or for at least a considerable 
portion thereof. 

Much of the land so occupied could be leased at from 4 to 6 cents per acre. 
The Cheyenne and Arapaho Indians attempted to lease 3,867,890 acres of their 
reservation, leaving unoccupied by stock-men about430,000 acres. From the 
land so occupied by stock-men the Arapahoes and Cheyennes received last year 
2 cents per acre, amounting to $77,357.60, or an average of $12.33 per capita. As 
it is believed that this reservation might be leased at from 4 to 6 cents per acre, 
the amount may be increased to $24.66, or $36.99 per capita. It is believed that 
the cattle-men will very readily consent to double or treble the price now paid 
if they can have some assurance that they will not be disturbed at the whim or 
caprice of the Indians, 

The amount now received, $12.33 per capita, is a sum quite sufficient, if the 
Department could control its payment to the Indians, to aid very materially in 
their support and civilization. A family of five persons would receive $61.65 
per annum at 2 cents per acre. At 6 cents per acre the amount realized would 
go far toward their support without further aid from the Government. Other 


tribes also have good grazing lands that might be leased at fitable rates, 
leaving the Indians a sufficient quantity of land for their A weeny either for 


‚agriculture or grazing. Some legislation should be had on the subject to enable 


the Government to demand and receive for the Indians the full value for the 
occupation of their lands, and to prevent conflicts between rival claimants hold- 
ing such licenses or rivileges. ch occupants are not on the reservation in 
violation of law if they have the consent of the Indians; yet, should their cone 
duct be such as to convince the Department that their presence is injurious to 
the Indians, it is quite difficult to say what would be the result of an attempt on 
the part of the Department to remove them if the Indians continue to consent 
to their remaining. 

“ While there can be no objection to allowing the Indians of the Indian Ter- 
ritory to lease their lands for grazing purposes, there is a serious objection to 
sewing the Indians on reservations outside of the Indian Territory to lease 
lands valuable for agricultural purposes for the purpose of grazing only. If 
the reservation is larger than is required for the use of the Indians occupying 
it, there should be a reduction thereof, and all that is not needed for the use of 
the Indians should be opened to settlement. The time has passed when large 
and valuable tracts of land fit for agriculture can be held by Indians for either 
hunting or grazing lands to the exciusion of actual settlers,” 

I desire to emphasize what I then said about allowing Indians to control 
large and valuable tracts suitable for agricultural purposes, of which they make 
but little or no use, and thus prevent the settlement and developmentof the 
country. I do not propose that the Government shall confiscate these lands, 
or open them to settlement without proper compensation to the Indians, and 
while the title is held either by the Indians, or the Government for them, they 
should be prohibited from intrusion by unauthorized persons,and allowed to 
receive all the advantages that can be had from the ownership or occupation 
ofsuch lands, But the interest of the Indians and people of the United States 
demands that they should not be allowed to own large and valuable tracts to 
the exclusion of the settlers, when such lands are not needed by the Indians. 
It is a misfortune to any country to have its lands held in large tracts by few 
owners, and it is the more so if held by owners who neither make use of it them- 
selves nor allow others to do so, 

Very respectfully, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore of the Senate. 

Mr. BLAIR. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. BUTLER. Certainly. 

Mr. BLAIR. I should like to inquire of the Senator what relevancy 
the validity of the lease he has spoken of has to the real issue here. 
It does not occur to me that if the Indians have made even an invalid 
lease it has any bearing upon the question as to whether the United 
States Government can seize their land. 

Mr. BUTLER. I think not myself, but that has been the chief argu- 
ment of those who have been in favor of what is called the Oklahoma 
bill, that the Indians had no title, that they had no right to say we 
should not extend territorial limits over that Territory in the face of 
the treaty stipulations that the United States Government would not 
extend the jurisdiction of a State or Territory over that land, except 
with the consent of the Indians. But I will not consume time by re- 
plying to observations of the Senator from Missouri on that point. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. May I ask the Senator whether he will 
yield to me for a motion that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of executive business ? 

Mr. BUTLER. Ishall bethrough ina few minutes, and ifthe Senator 
will just pardon me, I prefer not to yield because I am not going to 
speak long. 

I was going to say that if I felt inclined to indulge in recrimination 
with anybody, I should say to the Senate and to the country that dur- 
ing my term of service in the United States Senate I have never known 
so disgraceful, so flagrant, so shameless a lobby around this Capitol as 
has been here in the interest of the passage of this Oklahoma bill. So 
unblushing and so bold and so reckless has been that lobby that, I am 
creditably informed, they have been peddling in the city of Washing- 
ton town-site certificates in the very land which they want to take from 
the Indians, and have placed those town-site certificates on this very 
identical land in the city of New York at 40 cents on the dollar. If I 
had the time and the occasion required it, I could convince the Senate 
that the so-called cattle barons, not one of whom have I ever known 
or heard from, are put up as a pretended foil for the reckless and dis- 
graceful attempts that have been made to thrust this legislation down 
the throat of Congress in defiance of right and justice and of the obli- 
gations of this Government. 

But, sir, I am making no charges. 
and what I believe. 

The substitute which I had the honor to offer, representing the views 
of the minority of the Committee on Territories, is substantially the 
last clause coming from the Committee on Appropriations in this Indian 
appropriation bill. It is, in substance, that the President of the United 
States be authorized to do what I believe he has a right to do now, ap- 
point a commission of fair-minded, honorable men who shall go to these 
Indians, who are standing upon their treaty rights, and say to them 
what they realize and what I realize, that the time has come when the 
demands and progress of civilization, so eloquently referred to by my 
friend from Missouri, require that this land shall be sold to the Gov- 
ernment of the United States, and we ask you as people having rights 
to meet us upon terms of fairness and justice and equity and amity 
and treat with us. Sir, my word for it, if that line of policy is pursued 
by this Congress, twelve months will not have passed before all the 
questions in controversy, cattle leases, railroad rights, Indian rights, 
the rights of the Government, of the settlers, of the cattle barons, will 
be adjusted; and then we shall have in that way the solution of the 
difficulty which, in my judgment, will be only aggravated by the pas- 

e of a bill like that known as the Oklahoma bill. ; 
want to say one word more, Mr. President. It may de egotistic, 


H. M. TELLER, Secretary. 


I simply state what I have heard 
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it may be presumptuous, but I want to take upon my shoulders, if I 
can, the entire responsibility for the defeat, if it shall be defeated, of 
what is known as the Oklahoma bill. In the first place, it was unjust 
to the Indians, it was unjust to the settlers, it was unjust to the Gov- 
ernment, and was crude, imperfect, improper, and unwise, and upon 
that ground, and that alone, I planted myself in opposition to it. I 
announced to its friends from the beginning that I would defeat it if 
I could. If I have done so I am glad, sir; and there is no act of my 
official life that I shall look back to with more satisfaction than the 
defeat of that legislation as it came before this body. 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, I do not suppose that it is entirely 
proper on this occasion that we should enter into a general discussion 
of the merits of the Oklahoma bill or the treaties that are referred toin 
it, and I rise now to say that, so far as the influences are concerned 
which have surrounded this Capitol, the remarks of the Senator from 
Sonth Carolina, so far as I know, are entirely inapplicable to the Com- 
mittee on Territories, of which the honorable Senator is a member, 

Mr. BUTLER. Why, Mr. President, anybody who knows the Sen- 
ator from Illinois knows that he is absolutely free from any such in- 
finences. 

Mr. CULLOM. I take it for granted that the Senator was not re- 

ing upon me or any member of the committee. 

Mr. BUTLER. No; nor on the committee either—far from it. 

Mr. CULLOM. But I desire to say that so far as the Committee on 
Territories have been concerned, I believe that outside of two or three 
members of the other House, we have heard nobody, except the friends 
of the view that the Senator from South Carolina takes upon this ques- 
tion. In other words, we have heard the Indians, we have heard their 
attorneys, we have heard every man whom they desired that we should 
hear before the committee, against the Oklahoma bill, while we have 
heard nobody on the other side except one or two honorable members 
of the other branch of Congress, I believe. 

Mr. BUTLER, There were four. 

Mr. CULLOM. Perhaps there were four. Ido not remember the 
exact number. 

Mr. BUTLER. There were four who made arguments. 

Mr.CULLOM. And those four men occupied but a very few mo- 
ments of the committee's attention, while the friends of the honorable 
Senator occupied more than two or three days, and we heard him and 
heard that side of the question as fully as anybody desired to be heard 
80 far as I know. 

Mr. VEST. My friend speaks of attorneys. 

Mr.CULLOM. Yes, sir. 

Mr. VEST. Were they attorneys for the Cherokee Indians? 

Mr. CULLOMu. I do not know for whom they wereattorneys, Some 
said they were attorneys for the Cherokee Indians, and some said they 
were for the cattle- men on that outlet. Ido not know whom they par- 


8 ted. 
Mr. BUTLER. I can inform the Senator who the attorneys were. 
They were Hon. Joseph E. McDonald and his partner, Mr. Fay, who 
re ted the Cherokee Indians. 

PLATT. And said they did. 


I want simply to remark that I do not know anything 
about it; I do not know anybody connected personally with this matter. 
All the eloquence and vituperation of the Senator from South Carolina 
do not affect me or my interest in this matter, because I know nobody 
in-it except my constituents and the people at large. 

But the statutes of the United States prohibit those Indians from 
making contracts with white men unless by the approval of the In- 
terior vepren, and there is no record in that Department showing 
their authority to hire lawyers for this or any other purpose, 

Mr. CULLOM. Technically there was no record for that 
nor was there any authority to make the leases between the Indians 
upon that outlet of the Cherokee country and the cattle-men who have 
= aoe of that whole outlet there, with their wire fences around 

e land. 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. President, I do not question the right of Sena- 
tors—I do not speak in reference to any particular Senator to debate 
the subject of Oklahoma or the title to the Cherokee Outlet or to de- 
bate any other subject as long as they please. I do not question that 
right, but I want to appeal to Senators to try if they can cut short this 
debate, for I say to them that its continuance imperils the bill and may 
force upon us an extra session of Congress. 

Mr. CULLOM. I would not have talked as long as the Senator has 
been admonishing me to be short. 

I simply rose because the honorable Senator from South Carolina 
[Mr. BUTLER] seemed to attempt to create the impression that what- 
ever has been sought to be done by this Congress with relation to the 
e eee, of Oklahoma Territory has been done under the stress and 

uence of persons who had some sinister personal interest in property 
down there in the way of town sites or something else. I know noth- 
ing about the persons who have been attem to put such town 
sites on the market. I have only investigated this subject so far as I 
have been able to do in the light of the treatiesand in the light of the 
history that pertains to the subject, and I have come to the conclusion 


` 


under Judge Brewer’s decision and that of other judges that we had 
the right to extend a Territorial government around that outlet, tak- 
ing that in connection with No Man’s Land and the land we have 
recently bought from the other Indians in that region. 

I say again, Mr. President, that so far as the Committee on Terri- 
tories or the majority of the committee has been con we have 
been governed in our judgment by what we understand to be our rights 
in the premises as legislators, and by what we understand to be the 
best interests of the people of the country, taking into consideration the 
peace and quiet of the lives of the people down there, both Indians and 
whites, who are crowding upon that Territory. 

Isay to the Senator from South Carolina that unless something is 
done by this Congress the administration of this Government will 
itself, I fear, having great trouble to protect the rights of the people 
there, whether they be red men or white men. I believe it is in the 
interests of everybody, Indians as well as whites, that a Territorial 
government should be placed over that outlet and over the other un- 
disputed territory, including No Man’s Land. 

As the honorable Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST] has said, there 
we have that No Man’s Land filled up with twenty thousand or thirty 
thousand people, a perfect Botany Bay, with murder and every other 
crime continually perpetrated there and no single item of law that 
affords protection to the people within that territory, and yet we are 
unable to get anything done to spread over those people any sort of law- 
ful authority so that the honest people can be protected. 

Mr. President, I shall not take up the time of the Senate longer, but 
I do say that in my honest judgment a bill creating a Territorial gov- 
ernment there ought to be passed to surround those people, so that 
there may be civil government, armed, if you please, with the power 
of the bayonet if necessary to protect the rights of the Indians as well 
as those of white men. 

Mr. FARWELL. I desire to offer an amendment to this bill which 
will give a government over the land which the United States now 
owns and as to which there is no dispute. It does not touch the Chero- 
kee Outlet at all. If this amendment can pass a government will be 
thrown over at least twenty thousand American citizens who now have 
no government at all. 

1 the amendment as an additional section to be added to the 

Mn 1 ee it be read for information. i 

e PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proposed amendment will be 
read for information. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to add to the bill: 


hich is embraced in the 
Nation of Indian: 
gress, and the lands emb in 


the pro cession of the Seminole Indians to the United States, which isau- 
tho: this and also that part of the area of the United States, 
on the south by the State of Texas, on the west by the Territory of New Mexico, 


tem government ry 

Constitution and laws of the United States, which are not locally ina — 
shall have the same force and effect in said Territory as elsewhere in the U 
States. The provisions of Titl tutes 
the United States, rel 


act, and be opened to 
town-site lawsas herein provided, but the 
sixteenth and thirty-sixth sections shall be reserved for school purposes. All 
lands in the Indian Territ west of the lands owned and occupied by the five 

relinquished as _ Indian sh: 


rnment of said Ter- 
the question of title 
Texas shall have been finally 

determined in favor of the U ~ 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I reserve all points of order on that. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I do not intend at this late hour of 
the session to be led into a general discussion of the Indian title to the 
land, or what should be our course of dealing with the Indian tribes 
either in the Indian Territory or anywhere else. 

The Senator from Illinois who has just addressed the Senate [Mr. 
CULLOM] appealed in the interest of the honest people of the country 
for legislation on this subject. If there is any man inside of that Ter- 
ritory without the consent of the Indians, he is there in violation of 
the laws of the United States. Iam speaking now not of No Man’s 
Land, but of the Indian Territory. We tied to the civilized 
tribes, as they are known, in the early days of their advent west of the 
Mississippi River, the absolute control of their property, the absolute 
political control of the Territory which we had given to them by the 
most solemn engagements that it was possible for a government to 
make, and for fifty years no man has risen anywhere who was worthy 
of attention, who was worthy of respect, until within the last few 
months, to deny their right to the soil which we had given them by 
patent, which we had guarantied to them the exclusive enjoyment and 
unobstructed on of, 

Mr. President, if the Senator from Illinois thinks it isnecessary that 
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'tbero should be a government put over this region of country to pro- 
i nO oro WANA oe EADAE ETOO SE IAI ere ae sree 
with any force to my judgment or to my conscience, and I say thatis 
the class of men who ought to be excluded and forever kept out. 

; Ladmit the right of this Government to put a political government 
‘over the territory known as the Indian Territory, and I admit the right 
to put it there in opposition to the contract made in 1817 and reiterated 
wich these Indians on various occasions since. Why? Because after 
‘all a treaty is but a law subject to be revoked by the legislative power 
of the Government. Whenever we think it isn in the interest 
of the Indians to put over this country a civil government of our own, 
we have the unquestioned power so to do. I have never hesitated upon 
that proposition. Iam supported by not only the law of nations but 
by our own law, by the decisions of our courts. It is for us to say 
whether the emergency has come, it is for us to say whether the time 
has now come for us to disregard our solemn obligations, and whether 
we should put a government over this country, and when we do it, I 
trust it will be not at the demand of men who profess and declare their 
intention to become violators of the law, not in the interest of men who 
say that they will not be restrained either by law or by property rights. 

Mr. President, I had anticipated if the Oklahoma bill came before 
the Senate, presenting this case upon its legal aspects, and I donot think 
Ishall be charged with egotism if I say that for any man within the 
sound of my voice who has spent a quarter of an hour on this subject 
Ihave spent an hour. Other men may be better able to grasp the dif- 

culties and the intricacies of this question, but no man here has given 
it the attention that I have given it, because it has been my duty to do 
so when it was not the duty of Senators here on this floor. If I had 
the time I should like to take treaty for treaty, go over its provisions, 
and show that in the very inception we began with the distinct decla- 
ration that this was to be their property, not to be held as common In- 
dian property, but it was to be theirs in fee, it was to be theirs by the 
highest title by which man can hold mother earth. 
was astonished to hear the Senator from Missouri rise here and say 
that no lawyer would say that they had a title. The Supreme Court 
of the United States have declared that they have a title in fee; more 
than one j who is entitled to as much respect as any judge in this 
country has that they have a title in fee. I know it is said 
there is a qualification; I know it is said it is a base or qualified fee. 
A base fee gives to the holder of that fee absolute control over his prop- 
erty as much as an absolute fee-simple title. I need not attempt to 
amplify or argue a proposition that the merest novice in our profession 
understands, I say here that no man who is fit to be a justice of the 
ce in this country can take up this question and deliberately study 
it as a lawyer ought to do who will not come to the conclusion that 
the Supreme Court was right when it said these Indians had a fee—the 
same conclusion that Judge Parker did when he declared they had a fee; 
and Judge Brewer has declared that they had a fee. The opinion the 
Senator cites does not settle that question at all. 

Mr. VEST. In what case did the Supreme Court so decide? 

Mr. STEWART. I should like to know what that case was. 

Mr. TELLER. Iwill answer the — when I get toit; I do not 
care about being interrupted by gentlemen who bave not, in my judg- 
ment, even read the patent upon which the title is based. If 
Senators had read it they would never have made the statements which 
have been made here when they say there is no title. The words give 
and grant are words of conveyance, and conveyanceof a fee, as every 
lawyer knows. And yet gentlemen say there is no fee and no title. 
The Supreme Court must be set aside, Judge Parker must be set aside, 
Judge Brewer must beset aside, and the whole thing must turn upon the 
question whether cattle barons and cattle kings have or have not 
bribed the legislative council of the Cherokees in the matter of the 
Cherokee Strip. 

Mr. VEST. Will the Senator from Colorado point me to any decis- 
ion of the Supreme Court of the United States which said that these 
Indians had a title? 

Mr. TELLER. Yes, I can. 

Mr. VEST. Ofcourse you can, but you leave off the words“ a quali- 
fied ſee. You say a fee,” and every lawyer supposes that means a 
fee-simple unless it is qualified. The Senator leaves out the very words 
that determine what was the title. 

Mr. TELLER. Must J. in a Senate of American lawyers, stop to dis- 
cuss the question of the difference between a qualified or base fee and 
an absolute fee? 

rs . ought e to use the word fee.“ 

r. ave spent a lifetime in } litigation 

Mr. VEST. So have I. ot us 

Mr. TELLER. And I supposed every lawyer knew the distinction 
between a base fee, a ov fee, and an absolute fee, and that any 
one of them gives a ti D hire 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the tor from Colorado allow me to ask the 
unanimous consent of the Senate that at 6 o’clock the Senate take a re- 


cess until half past 8? 
The PRESIDENT protempore. DoestheSenator from Colorado yield? 
Mr. TELLER. Certainly, for that purpose. 


Mr. HARRIS. I make that request. 


tempore. The Senator from Tennessee 


The PRESIDENT 
unanimous consent that at 6 o’clock the Senate take a recess until 
o’clock and 30 minutes p. m. 


Mr. DAWES. Unless the Senate continue in session until this bill 
goes into conference they might as well face now as atany time the fact 
that the bill will fail. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Massachu- 
setts sy 

Mr. DAWES. I must object. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I will not, after what has been said 
by the Senator from Massachusetts, continue my remarks at length, 
I will simply say that I shall be most happy to meet this question in 
this arena or in any other. If the Senator from Missouri does not 
know the difference between a qualified fee and no fee at all,I shall, I 
hope, have an opportunity to present to him some of the elementary 
principles of our profession from which he may learn it. 

Mr. President, I have before me the decision of Judge Parker on this 
very question, where he decided that there was a fee, a qualitied fee, 
and he said it gave to the Indians the same rights exactly that it would 
have given them if they had an absolute fee, and the difference was 
simply in the possibility of reversion. : 

. BUTLER. That is all. ` 

Mr. TELLER. That is all there is in it. It is possible there may 
be areversion some time, but it is not probable that there ever will be. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I will ask the Senator if he will yield to 
me to make a suggestion that when we come back here I shall have the 
floor to move to go into executive session. 

Mr. TELLER. I will not yield for anything now. I shall be 
through in a few minutes. 

- Mr. President, I want to state ina few words more some of the rea- 
sons why I have said these Indians hold this land by a title in fee. I 
want to repeat what the Senator from South Carolina said, that every 
department of the Government—legislative, judicial, and executive— 
has declared the same thing. 

In 1826 a law was giving to the President the power to ex- 
change with Indians lands east of the Mississippi River for lands west, 
and Grag him the power then to issue a patent. Need I say that 
everybody here understands that a patent conveys a fee—not always a 
fee absolute, but a fee of some kind, qualified, or absolute? In 
1828 we made a treaty with the Indians by which we agreed to guar- 
anty to them the possession and the unmolested use of this region. 
In 1833 we made a treaty with them which Judge Parker declares to 
have been a grant, a conveyance of the land, a vested title in these In- 
dians without any need of a patent at all. In 1835 we repeated it 
with the declaration that it should be a fee title. We gave them a 
patent under it, and we described this outlet accurately in every pat- 
ent. In all these treaties we tied the natural and unobstructed 
use of all this land, including the Outlet. In 1835 the land was sur- 
pores and in 1838 it was patented to these Indians in accordance with 

t survey. 

Not only did the act of 1828 and the act of 1833 and the act of 1835 
ize the fee te be in these Indians by the declaration that they 
should have a patent in one case and by the decluration that they should 
hold it in fee in another, but at the same time practically while we 
were making those conveyances in fee wo made a conveyance to the 
Creek Indians in which we declared that they should also hold their 
title in fee. So it was no mistake; it was no accident; it was no inad- 

vertence, 

In 1846 we concluded another treaty with these Indians, in which 
we again recognized their title to this property. In 1866 3 rec- 
ognized their title to this property by legislative action of the most 
solemn kind, and four times since that period. Ishall not take the 
time to go over all these acts in detail, but four times since that has 
there been a legislative declaration by the Congress of the United States 
that these Indians were the owners of this property, and that if we had 
any title at all it was a title which we had bought of them for the use 
of certain other Indians. 8 

Mr. GRAY. Will the Senator yield to me for a question? 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. : 

Mr. GRAY. Is there any proposition anywhere in the so-called 
Oklahoma bill or in the present provision to take any Indian lands 
without the consent of the Indians, buying them and treating with the 
Indians for them? 

Mr. TELLER. I was just coming to that. It is said that they do 
not have an absolute fee. The Senator from Missouri admits that 
they have a fee, but he says it is a qualified or a base fee. 

Mr. VEST. I beg pardon; I did not admit any such thing. Isaid 
that practically they had no title at all, in my ju t. 

Mr. TELLER. Very well; the Senator then comes in conflict with 
the Supreme Court of the United States, with Judge Parker and Judge 
Brewer, and with at least two Attorneys-General of the United States 
who upon this subject. 

Mr. VEST. It was denied by the Su Court. 

Mr. TELLER. -No Attorney has ever denied that they had 
a title, and we are again to recognize their title. Why does not the 
Senator from Missouri have the courage of his convictions and pro- 
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to take this land by the strong hand of the General Government? 
kaako he knows asa lawyer that it can not be done; because as a lawyer 
he is seeking an end; he is seeking to put settlers on this land, and he 
knows that unless he can treat with the Indians there are courts in this 
country which will protect such an Indian in his title. Therefore he 
roposes to buy from these Indians what he says they have not got. 

e proposes to buy it as a matter of gratuity and charity, I suppose! 

It has been said that the only restriction upon Parliament was that 
it could not legislate property out of the possession of one man into the 
pee of another. With a patent from the United States it would 

folly to suppose that we could legislate this title out of the Indians. 
Therefore it is proposed to buy, and to buy under compulsion, to com- 
pel them to sell whether they want to sell or not. We have the strength, 
and it is proposed so to do because it is supposed we can terrorize these 
people—not to repeal a law, not to set aside a treaty, not to abrogate 
a contract made with them, but to destroy a deed. That is the pur- 
pose; and if you can not destroy it by legislation it is proposed to de- 
stroy it by saying that the property shall not be used according to the 
legitimate use that a party would have who holds a fee, whether he 
holds any other title. 

These Indians have a riſcht to use this property as they use any other. 
When this matter was before the Committee on Territories I noticed 
that a letter a former Secretary of the Treasury had sent here was read, 
and when it was said that they had the same right to use it that a 
white man with the same title a Senator said that could not be cor- 
rect because they could not sell it. He who can not distinguish be- 
tween use and alienation can not have given much attention to this 
question, and is not, inmy judgment, qualified to speak for those who 
have. 

Mr. President, I propose to leave this question. I know this is not 
a good time to discuss it, but I promise that when this question comes 
up hereafter it will be found to be a live question, not only as to the 
right to maintain the Indians on this land for all time, but their right 
to lease it. Ishall show by decisions of the Supreme Court that they 
have a right to lease it, and I shall show by their history that for thirty 
years, unquestioned and untrammeled, they have leased thisland. I 
shall show that it has been the policy of the Department charged with 
their protection, for more than ten years, not to interfere. It so de- 
clared more than once, and more than ten years ago. These Indians 
can not be frightened into disposing of their land for less than it is 
worth, because the Senator from Missouri and the Senator from Illinois 
throw their great weight of position and national prominence and emi- 
nence against their title. 

With the courtesy of the Senate I should like to put into the report 
of my remarks, which I do not desire to take the time to read, some ex- 
tracts from Judge Parker’s opinion, as well as an extract from the de- 
cision of the Supreme Court, and one or two provisions of the statutes 
which I will designate to the Reporter. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection. 

The matter referred to is as follows: 

In the case of the United States vs. Reese (Dillon’s Circuit Court 
Reports, pages 406-414) Judge Parker delivered the following opinion: 


The first ground of the demurrer is the only oneI propose to notice; because, 
inst the defendant is one which is decla: 


if this act charged red an offense by the 
section referred to in the statement of the case, I have no doubt the court has 
jurisdiction. Of course, if it is no offense, then it has no jurisdiction to try and 


unish, because there is nothing to which jurisdiction can attach. It is conceded 
In this case that the timber 9 to have been cut by defendant was cut on 
lands formerly ceded by the United States to the Cherokee tribe of Indians. 

There are certain things which make up thisoffense. These are the elements 
which enter into it and go to constitute it. They consist of the positive acts of 
the party charged as well as the existence of other facts, all of which must exist 
8 it can be held that the defendant is subject to the penalty prescribed by 

o law. 

In this case there must be p cutting of the timber by the defendant. It must 
be unlawfully done—that is, done wrongfully, without authority of the United 
States or her agents. These are the itiveactsof the defendant. In addition 
thereto the cutting must be done on lands of the United States which, in pursu- 
ance of law, may ls or purchased for military or other purposes, 

The 3 in this case is, was this done upon lands of the United 
States?” It is conceded that it was done upon lands which have been heretofore 
granted by the United Statesto the Cherokee Indians, Does the United States 
still havesuch a title to these lands as that they can be called lands of the United 
States in the sense of the law N which this prosecution is based? If she has 
such a title thereto this act of the defendant is a penal offense and he is amen- 
able to the punishment prescribed by the section above reſerred to. If she docs 
not have such a title this prosecution must fail as being an act, althoughagross 
ou and a grievous wrong, not prohibited by law. 

To determine the question whether these are lands of the United States re- 

uires a consideration of the title by which they are held by the Cherokee Na- 
tion. To any one who has given any attention to this subject it presents a 
goeien not free from doubt or intrinsic 1 The Cherokee Nation of 

dians derived their title to their lands from the United States by grant, This 
= different treaties made between them and the United States. 

y the second article of the treaty of May 6, 1828 (Rev. Ind. Treat., 54), “the 
United States to and guaranty to the Cherokees, 1 


= passed a law the first section of which provided that it shall and ma 
lawful for the President of the United States to cause so much of any Terri- 
tory belonging to the United States west of the river Mississippi, not included 
in any State or o Territory, and to which the Indian title has 

to be divided into a suitable number ot 


Jan 


of any such exchange or exchanges it shall and may be lawful for the Presi- 
dent solemnly to assure the tribe or nation with which the exchange is made 
thatthe United States will forever secure and guaranty to them and their heits 
or successors the country so exchanged with them, and if they prefer it, that 
the United States will cause a patent or grant to be made and executed tothem 
for the same: Provided always, That such lands shall revert to the United States 
— r become extinct or abandon the same.” (Vol. 8, Lawsof the United 

a 

By section 1 of the treaty of the 14th of February, 1833, concluded between the 
Cherokees and the United States (Rev. Ind. Treat., 63), the United States agrees 
to pone the Cherokees, and to guaranty to them forever, and that guaranty 
is hereby pledged, of 7,000,000 acres of land, to be bounded as set out in said 
article. By the third article of the treaty of the 29th of July, 1835, it is pro- 
vided “that the lands ceded by the treaty of the 14th of February, 1833, in- 
cluding the Outlet and those ceded by this treaty, shall all be included in one 

tent executed to the Cherokee Nation of Indians by the President of the 


nited States, according to the provisions of the act of May 1830." In pur- 
suance of the terms of this treaty, the President of the United States, on the 
Sist day of December, 1838, executed to the Cherokee Nation a ent for the 
7,000,000 of acres of land for the outlet west, as well as the 800,000 acres of land 
granted to them by the treaty of the 29th of July, 1835. 

The granting clause of this patent is as follows: ‘‘ Therefore, in execution 
of the agreement and stipulations contained in the said several treaties, 


the United States have pen and granted, and by these presents do give 
and grant, unto the said Cherokee Nation the two tracts of lands so surveyed 
and hereinbefore described, containing in the whole 13, 374,135.14 acres; to have 
and to hold the same, together with all the rights, privileges, and appurtenances 
thereunto belonging to the said Cherokee Nation forever, * * * subject 
also to all the rights reserved to the United States in and by the articles hereto- 
fore recited, to the extent and in the manner in which the said rights are so re- 
served, and subject also to the condition provided ig Bie act of Congress of the 
28th of May, 1830, and which condition is that the lands hereby granted shall 
revert to the United States if the said Cherokees become extinct or abandon the 
same. . 

Now, the question arises, what kind of a title do these several treaties and this 
law of 1830 give the Cherokees to their lands? If it were not for the treaty of 
1835 the treaty of 1833 is broad enough in its terms to convey a fee-simple title. 
This treaty is subsequent in date to the act of 1830, which contained the clause 
that the lands should revert to the United States if the Indians “ become extinct 
or abandon the same.” There is no limitation to the title conveyed by the 
United States under the treaty of 1833. If such treaty is inconsistent with the 
law of 1830, it repealed so much of it as was inconsistent. Besides, the act did 
not make any grant; it only provided that it might be done. 

The 6 Was not limited by its terms, as the authority to 
make a treaty with the Indian tribes was one which the nines faye.) power 
derived from a source higher than an act of Con: to wit, the Constitution; 
and by this power the President and Senate of the United States could make a 
treaty with any Indian tribe, extending to all objects which, in the intercourse 
of nations, had usually been regarded as the proper subject of negotiation and 
treaty, if not inconsistent with the nature of our Government and the relation 
between the States and the United States. t -makin wer could 
make a sale or grant of land without an act of Congress. It could Inwfull pro- 
vide that a patent should issue to convey lands which belong tothe United States 
without the consent of 5 and in such case the grantee would havea 
good title. (Holden vs. Joy, 17 Wall., 247; United States rs. Brooks, 10 How,, - 
442; Meigs vs. McClung, 9 neh, 11.) 

Congress has no constitutional right to interfere with rights under treaties, 
except in cases purely political. (Holden vs. Joy, 17 Wall., 247; Wilson vs. Wall, 
6 Wall., 89; Insurance Company vs. „1 Pet., 542; Doe vs. Wilson, 23 How, 
461; Mitchell vs. United States, 9 Pet., 749; The Kansas Indians, 5 Wall., 737; 3 
Story on Constitution, sec. 1508; Foster vs. Neilson, 2 Pet., 254; Crews vs. Bur- 
cham, 1 Black, 356; Worcester vs. Georgia, 6 Pet., 562; Blair vs. Pathkiller, 2 
Yerg., 407; Harris vs. Burnett, 4 Blackf., 369.) If title passed by the treaty of 
1833 there were no restrictions upon it. 

But it may be asked how could this title be held to be a title in fee when the 
word heirs was not used in the grant. At the common law, by a rule which in 
this country is purely technical, the word heirs is necessary. But this rule did 
not apply to grants to a corporation e. The fee passed without the 
words heirs or successors, because in judgment of law a corporation never dies 
and is immortal by means of perpetual succession. (4 Kent's Commentaries, 
7.) This tribe of Indians may be regarded under the law as a corporation ag- 
gregate. It has been claimed by some that this title, obtained under the treal 
of 1833, could not be a fee-simple title it was taken under the gen 
law prohibiting the alienation of Indian lands, and that this was such a restric- 
tion upon the title as to take away its fee-simple character. But this act was 
not in existence until the 30th day of June, 1834. But it is said the treaty of 1833 
did not operate to convey the lands described therein. This point is not en- 
tirely free from doubt. But it does seem to me that the words used in the first 
section of the treaty are sufficient to operate as a cession of the land mentioned 
in the treaty. The United States agrees to the Cherokeesand to guar- 
anty to them forever, and that guaranty is hereby pledged of 7,000,000 acres 
of land.“ The United States agrees to possess what? Why, the land descri 
And to guaranty what, and for how long? Why, not the ion, but the 
land. and forever. It does seem to me that this was a cession of the land de- 
scribed. This opinion is confirmed b; 


the Cherokees forever by the treaty of 1833, then the agreemen 
e of the treat; 


to the Indians to induce them 
to take a title of less e, under the third article of the treaty of 1835, when they 
by the terms of the first article of the treaty of 1833 had one of higher grade. 
Now unless the treaty was modified by some other treaty or law, 
and my construction of it is the correct one, it can not be held that these lands 
of the Cherokees are lands of the United States,“ in the sense of the language 
of section 5388 of the general statutes. Although the construction may be at 
fault, still it throws some light on what must have been intended by the treaty 
of 1835. 

But suppose the condition contained in the patent is valid—let us see what ef- 
fect that upon the title. The condition is that the lands revert to the United 
States if the said Cherokees me extinct or abandon the same. Now, 
first of these conditions is one which would be silently engrafted on the grant 
independent of any express words, When there is a grant, and the grantee and 
his heirs become extinct. the land escheats to the State, whether the 8 be 
an individual or a body of individuals. In an ——— patent, absolute from 
government, the 7 right of escheat to the sovereign lies behind the pat- 

expressed. 


ent. In this case it R 
Theretore that expressed condition does not take away the character of a 
fee-simple title; but the other one, lonment, does. This leaves 


against 
the title less than a fee. But what character does it have? Blackstone (book 
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2, chapter 7, 109) says: A base or qualified fee is such a one as hatha 
qualification subjoined thereto, and which must be determined whenever the 
qualification annexed to ſt is at an end, asin the case of a grant to A and his 
heirs, tenants of the manor of Dale. In this instance whenever the heirs of A. 
cease to be tenants of the manor the nt is entirely defeated. * * * This 
estate isa fee, because by possibility it may endure forever in a man and his 
heirs. Yet, as that duration depends upon the concurrence of collateral cir- 
cumstances which qualify and debase the purity of the donation, it is, there- 
fore, a qualified or base fee.” Chancellor Kent (volume 4, 10, of his Com- 
mentaries) says: A qualified, base, or determinable fee is an interest which 
may continue forever; but the estate is liable to be determined without the 
aid of a conveyance, by some act or event, circumscribing its continuance or 
extent. It isthe uncertainty of the event and the possibility that the fee may 
last forever that renders the estate a fee and not merely a freehold.” If the 
condition attached to the fee is one which is certain to happen, then there isa 
reversion. If such condition is one which may never happen there is not a 
reversion, but only a possibility of reversion. (4 Kent’s Commentaries, 9; 
1 Washburn on Real. Property, p. 90; pl. 86, 87, 88.) Mr. Washburn (in pl. 88, 
vol. 1, p. 90) says: If the estate be to and his heirs till B comes back from 
Rome the right to have it when he comes back is not a reversion, but a mere 
possibility. He may not come back, and if he were to die before he came back 
the estate would become absolute in the grantee.” 

Here isa gas made to the Cherokees, having conditions which may never 
happen, and, in view of the facts that the Cherokee Indians are not likely to be- 
come extinct, and that they are now occupying the lands, with no intention of 
abandoning the same, there is = remote possibility of either event happen- 
ing. In such case there is not an absolute right of reversion in the United States, 
but only a possibility of reversion. There is a broad distinction between the 
rights of the grantee in case of a reversion and a mere possibility of reversion, 

hen there is only a possibility of reversion, all the estate is in the feoffee, not- 

~ withstanding the qualification. (4 Kent’s Commentaries, II; 2 Bouvier's Insti- 
in sec. 1699, p ; 1 Washburn on Real Pro y, pl. 89, p. 90.) 
This Indian title being a base, qualified, or determinable fee, with only the 
bility of a reversion, and notthe right of reversion in the United States, all 
estate isin the Cherokee Nation of ndians. I can not, therefore, see how 
these lands, which have been depredated upon, can be held to be lands of the 
United States in the sense of the language used in section 5388. 

It must be remembered that this is a penal statute, and it must, therefore, be 
construed strictly. In the office of the interpretation of statutes, courts, par- 
ticularly in statutes that create crimes, must closely regard and ever eling to 
the language which the Legislature has selected to express its pu: nd 
when the words are not technical or words of art, the presumption is a reason- 
able and strong one that they were used by the ure in their ordinary, 
popular, and general signification. Statutes enjoin obedience to their require- 
ments, and, unless the contrary appears, it is to be taken that the Legislature 
did not use the words in which its commands are expressed in any unusual 
sense, Therefore, the law is settled that in construing statutes the lan used 
is never to be lost sight of, and the presumption is that the language is used 
in no extraordinary sense, but in its common, every-day meaning. The legiti- 
mate function of courts is to interpret the legislative will, not to supplement it 
or to supply it. Thejudiciary must limit themselves to explaining the law; they 
can not make it. It belongs only to the legislative department to create crimes 
and enjoin punishments. Accordingly. courts, in the construction of statutable 
offenses, have always ed it as their plain duty cautiously to keep clearly 
within the expressed will of the Legislature, as otherwise they may hold an act 
or an omission to be a crime, and punish it, when in fact the Legislature had 
never so intended. (United States vs. Clayton, 2 Dillon, 219). 

Statutes creating crimes will not be extended by judicial interpretation to 
cases not plainly and 1 within their terms. If there is a fair doubt 
whether the act charged in the indictment is embraced in the criminal prohibi- 
tion, that doubt is to be resolved in favor of the accused. (United States vs. Whit- 

er, 7 Cent. Law Jour., 51, S. C. ante. p., 85; United States vs. Morris, 14 Pet., 64; 
United States vs. Wiltberger, 5 Wheat., 76; United States us, Sheldon, 2 Wheat., 
119; United States vs. Clayton, supra), Therefore, in the face of these principles 
of the law so well sustained by on ne wp Ne it does not clearly appear to the 
judicial mind that these lands granted to the Cherokee Indians are “lands of 
the United States,” in the sense intended by its makers to be attached to the 
statute, then the act of the defendent is not one covered by the terms of the law. 
and he is not subject to its penalty. It is to be regretted that it can not be held 
to be an offense, as the complaints of depredations upon the timber of the Indian 
lands are constantly being made to officers of this court. There is a class of 
men on the borders of the Indian country who revel in the ideathat they have 
an inherent, natural right to steal from the Indians. This right is not to be 
questioned. They think ita tyrannical use of authority if they are interfered 


with, 

There should be a law enacted, the penalty of which would teach persons that 
Indians have rights which should be respected as well as the rights of citizens. 
This is with the lawmaking power, and not with this court. That it is the right 
of Congress to pass a law protecting the timber on the lands of these people is 
clear; the duty of Congress to do so, in the face of the pledges of the Govern- 
ment of the United States made by her treaties and her laws to protect these 
Indians from unlawful intrusions from without, and from violations of their 
rights by any and all persons, is manifest. 

the lawmaking power will es us a law,we will lay its mailed hand upon 

its violators in such a way that the timber in that Indian Territory will be pro- 
tected from the rapacity of those who are not stealing it. It remains with us 
to execute the law, not to make it. And it is with regret that we must hold in 
this case that the offense, for the reasons already given,is not within the terms 
of section 5388. 

The demurrer is therefore sustained. 

Judgment accordingly. 


And in the case of Holden vs. Joy, 17 Wallace, Mr. Justice Clifford, 
in delivering the opinion of the court, used this language, on page 245: 


Possessed as the United States were of the fee-simple title to the neutral lands, 
disch of the right of occupancy by the Osage Indians, it was clearly com- 
tent for the proper authorities of the United States to convey the same to the 
erokee Nation. Subsequent acts of the United States show that the stipula- 
tions, covenants, and agreements of the treaty in question were regarded by all 
the Departments of the Government as creating binding obligations, as fully ap- 
pears from the fact that they all concurred in 9 the provisions into full 
effect, e dooney were made for surveys, and surveys were ordered, and 
plats were made, andon the Ist of December, 1838, a patent for the land promised 
was issued by the dent in full execution of the second and third articles of 
the treaty, Among other things it is recited in the patent that it is issued in 
execution of the agreements and irate contained in the said several trea- 
ties, and that the United Statesdo give and grant unto the Cherokee Nation the 
two described tracts of land as surveyed, containing the whole quantity therein 
mentioned, to have and to hold the same, together with all the rights, privileges, 
and appurtenances thereto belonging to the said Cherokee Nation forever, sub- 
ject to certain conditions therein specified, of which the last one is that the lands 
hereby granted shall revert to the United States if the said Cherokee Nation be- 
¡comes extinct or abandons the premises. 
| Objection is made by the appellant that the treaty was inoperative to convey 


the neutral lands to the Cherokee Nation, which may well be admitted, as none 
of its provisions pors proprio vigore to make any such conveyance. Noth- 
ing of the kind pretended, but the stipulation of the second article of the 
treaty is that the United States covenant and agree to convey to the said In- 
dians and their descendanta, by patent in fee-simple, the described additional 
tract, meaning the tract known as the neutral lands; and the third article of 
the treaty stipulates that the lands ceded by the treaty, as well as those ceded 
by a prior treaty, shall all be included in one treaty, to be executed to the Cher- 
okee Nation of Indians by the President, according to the provisions of the be- 
fore-mentioned act of Congress. 


Suppose tliat it is so, still it is insisted that the President and Senate, in con- 


cluding such a treaty, could not lawfully covenant that a patent should issueto 
convey lands which belonged to the United States without the consent of Con- 
gress, which can not be admitted. Onthe contrary, there are many authorities 
where it is held that a treaty may convey to a grantee a good title to such lands 
without an act of Congress conferring it, and that Congress has no constitutional 
power to settle or interfere with rights under treaties, except in cases purel 
political. Much reason exists in view of those authorities and others whic! 
might be referred to for holding that the objection of the appellant is not well 
founded, but it is not necessary to decide the question in this case, as the treaty 
in question has been fully carried into effect, and its provisions have been re- 
peatedly recognise by Congress as valid. Congress, on the 2d of July, 1836, 
appropriated $4,500,000 for the amount stipulated to be paid for the lands ceded 
by the Cherokees in the first article of the treaty, deducting the cost of the land 
to be conveyed to them west of the Mississippi under the second article of the 
same treaty, which is the crocs amount stipulated to be paid for the conces- 
sion, deducting the consideration which the Indians agreed to allow for the 
neutral lands. Appropriations were also made by that act to fulfill and execute 
the stipulations, covenants, and agreements contained in the fourth, eleventh, 
seventeenth, and eighteenth articles of the treaty, and for the removal of the 
Cherokees, and for surveying the lands set apart by treaty stipulations for the 
Cherokee Indians west of the Mississippi River. 


And on page 250 the court say further: 

Strong doubts are entertained whether that condition in the patent is valid, 
as it was notauthorized by the treaty under which it was issued. By the treaty 
the United States covenanted and agreed toconvey the lands in fee-simple title, 
and it may well be held that if that condition reduces the estate conveyed to 
less than a fee itis void; butit is not necessary to decide that point, as itis 
clear that if it is valid it is a condition subsequent which no one but the grantor 
in this case can set up under any circumstances. 

Even if the rule was otherwise, still the point could not avail the appellant, 
as the parties manifestly waived it in this case; nor is it true that the sale in 
trust by the Cherokee Nation to their former grantor constitutes such an aban- 
a of the premises as that contemplated by the condition inserted in the 
paten! 

«usupported in that proposition, the appellant in the next place contends that 
the provisions of the seven article of the treaty are a mere agreement, 
that the article did 3 to convey the lands to the United States; but the 
court is entirely of a different opinion, as the proposition is contradicted by the 
practice of the Government from its origin to the present time, 


EXTRACTS FROM TREATIES, 
The treaty of 1828 provides: 


Art, 2. The United States agrees to possess the Cherokees and to guaranty it 
to them forever, and that guaranty is hereby solemnly pled of 7,000,000 of 
acres of land, to be bounded as follows, namely: * * In addition to the 
7,000,000 of acres thus provided forand bounded, the United States further guar- 
anty tothe Cherokee Nation a perpetual outlet west and a free and unmolested 
use of all the country rer: Sep of the western baun of the above-described 
limits, and as far west as sovereignty of the United States and their right of 
soil extend. 

By the treaty of 1833, article 1, it is provided: 

The United States agree to possess the Cherokees, and to guaranty it to them 
forever, and that guaranty is hereby pledged of 7,009,000 acres of land, to be 
bounded as follows, namely. 

a s & ¢ * e * 

In addition to the 7,000,000 of acres of land thus provided for and bounded, 
the United States further guaranty to the Cherokee Nation a perpetual outlet 
west and a and unmolested use of all the country lying west of the western 
boundary of said 7,000,000 of acres as far west as the 8 of the United 
States and their right of soil extend: Provided, however, That if the saline or salt 
plain on the great western prairie shall fall within said limits prescribed for 
said outlet, the right is reserved to the United States to BY paisa other tribes 
red men to get salt on said plain in common with the Cherokees; and lette 
patent shall be issued by the United States as soon as practicable for the land 

ereby guarantied. 

The treaty of 1835 provides: 

Arr. 2. Whereas by the treaty of May 6, 1828, and the 5 treaty of 
February 14, 1883, with the Cherokees west of the 1 pi the United States 
guarantied and secured to be conveyed by patent fo the Cherokee Nation of In- 
dians the following tract of country, * * * 

In addition to the 7,000,000 acres of Jand thus provided for and bounded the 
United States further guaranty to the Cherokee Nation a perpetual outlet west 
and a free and unmolested use of all the country west of the western boundary 


of said 7,000,000 of acres, as far west as the sovereignty of the United States ahd 


their right of soil extend. 
And then by— 


Ant.3. The United States also agree that the lands above ceded by the treat; 
of February 14, 1833, including the Outlet, and those ceded by this 3 
all be ineluded in one patent executed to the Cherokee Nation of Indians by the 
ce of the United States according to the provisions of the act of May 28, 


Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Mr. President, at the conclusion of what 
I shall have to say I shall make a motion to go into executive session. 
I suppose that motion is not debatable and therefore I shall have to 
speak to the Oklaho.ra bill in order to make any suggestions at all. 

Mr. DAWES. The Senator from Virginia allows me to ask that the 
amendment on the seventieth page may be acted upon. It does not have 
any connection with this discussion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposing to strike 
out section 4 was passed over informally. The amendment proposing 
to insert a new section as section 4 was also passed over informally. 

Mr. DAWES. The Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER] 
asked that the amendment inserting a new section as section 4 be 
passed over informally. He now withdraws his request. The section 


> 
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4 which is proposed to be stricken out will go out if the other matter | The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Virginia is enti- 


is striken out, but the new item as section 4 I want to get in the bill. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the committee inserting section 4. 

Mr. STEWART. I want to make some remarks before this matter 
is disposed of. I have been trying to get the floor. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Virginia [Mr. 
RIDDLEBERGER ] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. DAWES. The Senator from Nevada has discovered that he does 
not want to debate that section, so that I should like to have the Sen- 
ate upon that provision which the committee proposed to insert in 
the bill as section 4, it having no reference to the other provision. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the committee proposing to insert a new section as sec- 
tion 4. 

The amendment was agreed to. à 

Mr. DAWES. Now, there is nothing left in the bill undisposed of 


but the question of the land title in the Indian Territory. It is all one 
subject. y 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Virginia is en- 
titled to the floor. 


Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. The Senator from Nevada has asked me to 
give way to him for a few minutes. Shall I be recognized on the re- 
assembling of the Senate at 8 o’clock if I give way? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair can not make any con- 
tract with Senators as to the floor. The first Senator addressing the 
Chair will be recognized. 

Mr. HOAR. Has the Senate made any order for a recess? 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I so understand. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There has been no order yet made 
for a recess, 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Then the Senator from Nevada will have 
plenty of time. He will have ample opportunity to speak to the amend- 
ment. It is only because I can not move to go into executive business 
and debate the motion that I do not make the motion now, but I think 
the Indian question pending is broad enough to accommodate me so 
that I can discuss the matter on that. I must say that I think the 
Republican party is falling very far short of its duty when it stands 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senator pause until the 
Senate is in order? 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I have never seen it in order. 

Mr. FRYE. Will the Senator from Virginia yield to me for a 
moment for a suggestion? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Virginia yield 
to the Senator from Maine? 


ee RIDDLEBERGER. If I do not lose my right to the floor to- 
ght. 

Mr. FRYE. It is impossible for the Senator to lose his right to the 
floor. Every Senator has that right. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I have lost nearly every right I ever had. 
Very well; I will yield the floor for the present. 

Mr. FRYE. It is now nearly half past 5. I move that the Senate 
take a recess until 8 o’clock. 

Mr. GORMAN. From now? 

Mr. FRYE. From now. 

Mr. DAWES. I wish to appeal to the Senate to let this bill go into 
conference and then take the recess. Otherwise there is no need of it; 
you may take your recess until next December. I appeal to the Sen- 
ate to let the bill go without further debate into conference. 

Mr. FRYE. I understood that the Senator from Massachusetts as- 
sented to the proposition for a recess. 

Mr. DAWES. I am eppealing to the Senate to let the bill go into 
conference without furthér debate. 

Mr. FRYE. I withdraw the motion. 

The 1 pro tempore. The Senator from Virginia is entitled 
to the floor. 

Mr. STEWART. I think the Senator from Virginia is willing to 
yield to me for a few minutes. 

Mr. DAWES. I wish to appeal to the Senators 

The PRESIDENT protempore. TheSenator from Virginia is entitled 
to the floor. Does he yield? 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I yield on the condition that I shall be en- 
titled to the floor when the Senate reassembles at 8 o'clock. 

Mr. DAWES. I want to appeal to the Senator from Nevada [Mr. 
STEWART]. Nobody listens with more interest than I do to anything 
he says, but I want to ask him if he prefers to lose this bill for the sake 
of expressing the views he has upon the general question of Oklahoma, 
which is not involved in the bill and can not be put into the bill. 

Mr. STEWART. I think I have some rights. I have been trying 
for a couple of hours to get the floor for five minutes. 

Mr. DAWES. I am not trenching on the Senator’s rights. Iam 

ting the case to him. 
om STEWART. I will promise not to occupy more than five or ten 
utes, 

Mr. GORMAN, Task the Senator from Nevada to yield to me for 
a moment. 


tled to the floor. 

Mr. GORMAN. Task the Senator from Virginia to yield to me. 
Mr. RIDDLEBERGER,. I see that there is trouble ahead, and we 
had just as well keep this warfare up now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Virginia 
yield to the Senator from Maryland, who appeals to him? 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. That depends upon what the Senator from 
Maryland wants to bring up. 

Mr. GORMAN. I only want to make a tion, that by unani- 
mous agreement we shall take the vote on the bill at 6 o’clock and 
then take a recess. The Senator from Massachusetts has said that un- 
less the bill can be acted upon before the recess and got into conference 
there is not a possibility of its bein at this session. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I should like to say to the Senator from 
Massachusetts that I do not want to defeat his bill. I do not want to 
go into the merits of it, as far as that is concerned, but I have another 
object in view. I can not see why we should not proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business, but I am not going to make the mo- 
tion now. I have learned better than that. 

Mr. STEWART. Will not the Senator from Virginia yield to me for 
ten minutes? 

i ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the House had signed the en- 
rolled bill (H. R. 12490) making appropriations for the service of the 
Post-Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1890; and ib 
was thereupon signed by the President pro tempore. 

FINAL VOTE, AND HOUR OF RECESS. 


Mr. GORMAN. I ask unanimous consent that the final vote on the 
Indian appropriation bill may be taken at 6 o’clock and that immedi- 
ately thereafter the Senate take a recess until 8 o’clock; and that then 
the Senator from Virginia shall be entitled to the floor. 

Mr, RIDDLEBERGER. That just knocks me out of the time I in- 
tended to devote to the discussion of this matter. It is only thirty-five 
mien until 6 o’clock, and I wanted to get in some work ahead of 6 
o'clock. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maryland asks 
unanimous consent that the final vote on the pending bill be taken at 
6 o'clock, and that the Senate then take a recess until 8 o'clock. Is 
there objection? 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Ishall notobject unless it cuts me off from 
the floor, and in that case I shall object. 

Mr. GORMAN. My request included the 1 that the Sen- 
ator from Virginia should be recognized as entitled to the floor on the 
Senate’s reassembling after the recess. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. With the farther understanding that 
the Senator from Virginia shall be recognized at the expiration of the 
recess. Is there objection? 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Florida rise 
to object? ` 

Mr. CALL. I only wish it to be understood, as there aresomeamend- 
ments yet to be offered to the bill, that that right will be preserved, 
but that there shall be no further debate after 6 o'clock, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Florida ob- 
ject? 

Mr. CALL. I do not object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is so ordered, then. The final vote 
on the pending bill will be taken at 6 o’clock, at which hour the Sen- 
ate will take a recess until S o’clock, the Senator from Virginia to be 
recognized as entitled to the floor. 

Mr. HOAR. I understood that the order was that the final vote 
should be taken at 6 o’clock, and immediately thereafter the recess to 
take place. 

Mr. HARRIS. That was the agreement. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. ‘That was the statement of the Chair. 

Mr. BUTLER. That was the agreement precisely. 

Mr. HOAR. On the contrary, the Chair stated that at that hour the 
recess would take place, which would postpone the final vote on the 


bill until 8 o’clock. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That hour being 6 o'clock. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HALE submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the d ig, — of the two Houses op 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. ) making appropriations 
for the naval service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1890, and for other pur- 
poses, having met, after full and free conference have agreed to recommend 
and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 11, 12, 13, 
18, 19, 21, 22, 30, 32, 33, and 35. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Sen- 
ate numbered 16, 17. 28. and 29, and agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 9: That the Senate recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the House to the amendment numbered 9,and agree to the 
same. 

Amendment numbered 15: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate n 15, and agree to the same with an 


1889. ` CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 2607 


id amendment insert 8884, 000; and the agree to the 


0. $ 

Amendment numbered 25: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 25, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Insertafter the word “thereon,” in line 1 of said amend- 
ment the following: And inclosing and grading the same; and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 31: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 31, and agree to the same with an 
———: as follows: In lieu of the matter proposed to be stricken out and 

rted by said amendment, insert the following: 

And according to the plans approved and recommended by a naval board in 
their report to the Secretary of the Navy and by him refe to and approved 
in his letter to the chairman of the Committee on Naval Affairs of the House of 
Representatives, dated January 9, 1889,” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 34: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 34, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter proposed to be inserted by said 
amendment, insert the mowing { 

The President is hereby further authorized to have constructed by contract 
two steel cruisers or gunboats ofthe most approved type, of 800 to 1,200 tons dis- 

lacement, to cost in the aggregate, exclusive of armament, not more than 700, 

; and one ram for harbor defense of the general type approved by the Na- 
val Advisory Board in their report to the Secretary of the Navy of November 7, 
1881, of the highest practicable speed.” 

And the Senate to the same, 

Amendment numbered 36; That the House recede from its prom, prcs to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 36, and agree to the same with an amend- 
ment as follows: Strike out in line 4 of said amendment the following words: 
The 2,000-ton cruiser; ™ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 37: That the House recede from its ment to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 37, and agree to the same with an amend- 
ment as follows: Add to the end of said amendment the following: “Provided, 
1 75 no part of this money shall be expended until the owners of the patents 

for such guns and ca: shall contract at such a price as shall be satisfactory 
to the of the Navy for the exclusive right on the part of the Govern- 
ment to manufacture by contract or otherwise such guns and cartri with- 
out the payment of any royalty upon the same; the option of the Governmentto 
make such contract to be exercised within a period to be fixed by said contract; 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 38: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 38, and agree to the same with amend- 
ments as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘* $3,055,000;"" and add at 
the end of the amended paragraph the following: “Of which sum $55,000 is 
hereby authorized to be expended by the kanena f of the Navy upon the elec- 
tric lighting of the Miantonomoh, Terror, Mo nock, Petrel, and Vesuvius, 
iu addition to the amounts heretofore authorized to be expended on the said 
vessels ;"’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 30: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 39, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert $2,500,000; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

EUGENE HALE, 


C. B. FARWELL, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
H. A. HERBERT, 
WM. MCADOO (by HERBERT), 
A. 0. HARMER, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


— ee as follows; In lieu of the sum named in the matter proposed to be 
rted by sai Senate 
sam 


The report was concurred in. 
INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 12578) making appropriations for the current 
and contingent expenses of the Indian Department, and for fulfilling 
treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes, for the year ending June 
30, 1890, and for other purposes. 

Mr. STEWART. r. President, I do not intend to discuss the 
origin or history of the Indian title. It is not very material. One 
thing is certain about the Indian title, that it is only a title of 
sion which terminates with the extinction of the tribes or their aban- 
donment of the lands. These Indians have been treated with exceed- 
ing liberality. They are enormously rich. They were granted by 
various treaties as a home-place 7,000,000 acres of land, probably the 
best land in the United States. They thought that would not be suf- 
ficient, and they were subsequently granted 800,000 acres more in 
Kansas. They were also granted a right of way to go to their hunt- 
ing-grounds in the far West, and were given an easement for that pur- 


But the condition of the whole grant and of all Indian titles rests 
upon possession. They have no power to sell the land to anybody or 
to dispose of it except to the Government of the United States. It 
never was intended they should be dealers in lands or that they 
should colonize settlements in their territory. That was in plain vio- 
lation of the treaties. 

There has been paid to these Indians in cash, according to the letter 
of the Secretary of the Treasury, as I will read, dated February 21, 


The 

JJ... aati aes SIE TINO an, 
HUGH S. THOMPSON, 
Assistant Secretary. 

This is a large amount of money. Nobody proposes to take from 
‘them any of their lands or any of the land they claim. It is simply 
proposed by the provision of the House to negotiate with them for this 
outlet, which was never granted to them as a home but simply as an 
outlet, which they have ceased to use for any such purpose, which they 
have made it impossible to use for any such purpose by leasing it to 
cattle-men. 


I have a map [exhibiting] which shows the different ranches upon 
the Cherokee Strip in different colors here with the name of the ranch- 
men who occupy it. It would be impossible for the Indians to use it 
for the purpose for which it was granted. They have colonized upon 
it cattle-men; they have subverted it to another purpose, and if the 
United States was disposed to deal with them according to strict law, 
Ido not care what has occurred previously, as they have abandoned 
the land it belongs to the United States. But in order that there may 
be a speedy settlement I am willing that they shall be bought out. 
However, I give due notice that if this is to go on and the people are 
to be deprived of this land, and if it is to be a rendezvous for thieves, and 
blacklegs, and murderers, and cut-throats outside of civilization, if it 
is to remain in that condition I shall insist, to be plain, that the United 
States shall resume title, exercise its power, and treat it as abandoned 
land, land that is not used as an outlet, and that never will be used 
again as an outlet to any other country. The only thing for which it 
was granted was for that p When it is abandoned for that pur- 
pose, by the terms of the treaty and of the law it becomes the property 
of the United States. 

The proposition which comes from the other House is to pay to these 
rich Indians over seven and a half million dollars. They are talking 
about four, five, and six dollars an acre for this land that the Indians 
have abandoned, after having received fifteen and three-fourths million 
dollars from the United States and after the land has been made valuable 
by the labor of the white people and not of the Indians. This value 
has been added to it after the Indians have abandoned the use of this 
outlet and abandoned all right to it by colonizing it with cattle-men. 
I am not speaking of cattle-men more than any other men, but the land 
has been colonized with white men contrary to the provisions of the 
treaties and contrary to the spirit of the whole transaction. 

If it can be settled, and settled speedily, I am willing to pay to these 
rich Indians, the richest people in the United States, according to their 
number, seven and a half millions more, making about $23,000,000 or 
$24,000,000, for how many Indians? The greatest number that is 
claimed of all the Cherokees is 23,000, and it is admitted that about 
half of those are white men who have gone in there and married squaws 
and become a part of the population. They are very able men, and I 
would protect them in all their rights. They are as able to defend 
themselves as anybody. They give their attention to the business of 
negotiating treaties; they understand all about it. They have got the 
best of every trade they have ever made with the United States. They 
are ably represented, and they were ably represented before our com- 
mittee. i 

After having received this land as an outlet, having received aright 
of way and having abandoned that right of way, the Indians are op- 

to the United States exercising any jurisdictionover it. We can 
not tolerate such a state of things as exists there. We can not havea 
country in the heart of the United States, surrounded by States, sur- 
rounded by settlers, surrounded by white people, industrious people 
we can not have, I say, in the heart of the nation a country dedica- 
ted to barbarism, a country dedicated to crime, acountry dedicated to 
monopoly. I say itis intolerable, and to get rid of this intolerable 
condition of things, although they have abandoned their title onevery 
principle ofjustice, equity, and law, by introducing into it a popula- 
tion which they had no right to do, if the House provision can pass at 
this session I shall not object, but I do object to the Senate amend- 
ment. Ido not want any commission that shall commit us to $30,- 
000,000, or $40,000,000 as some of the Indians claim they would be en- 
titled to receive. 

Let the House provision be passed, and if these Indians are entitled 
to this land, abandoned by them as it is, let the proposition be made 
to pay them $1.25 an acre, and if they accept it, let the Government 
carry it out; but am opposed to making an unlimited proposition, I 
am opposed to leaving the commission unlimited, as I understand the 
amendment of the Senate Committee on Appropriations does, because 
we do not owe any such money. There are not really over tenor twelve 
thousand Indians there. They have already received $16,000,000, and 
if they get $7,500,000 more it will be quite enough; but to leave this 
matter open and negotiate with them to pay a sum beyond that I am 
opposed to. The substantial difference between the two provisions is 
that one proposes to appoint a commission with a limitation that they 
shall not pay over $1.25 an acre, and the other, as I understand it, has 
no limitation. 

Mr. PLATT. The House provision has no such limitation on it. 

Mr. STEWART. It limits the price to be paid. 

Mr. PLATT. Fot at all. There is no limitation of that sort in 
either of the provisions. 

Mr. STEWART. It refers to the terms of a treaty which had a lim- 
itation. 

Mr. PLATT. Not at all. 

Mr. STEWART. We shall see. 

Mr. PLATT. I think I can explain it to the Senator. The House 
proposition provides that if they agree with the commission on the 
terms which have been made with the Creeks and the Seminolas, then 
the land shall be open to settlement, but if they do not agres it does 
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not limit the power of negotiation for another price; they can go right 
on and endeavor to make another bargain. The bill provides that if 
they do agree to that then the lands shall be open to settlement. 

Mr. BLAIR. Can the commission make a final agreement at any 
price they please? 

Mr. PLATT. If they make an agreement at $1.25 an acre, the same 
agreement which has been made with the Creeks and Seminoles, that 
ends it, provided it is ratified by the Cherokee council; but if they 
make an agreement to pay a higher price, it has to come back to Con- 
gress for ratification. I think that statement is correct, I appeal to 
the Senator in charge of the bill to know if it is not. 

Mr. STEWART. But there is some limitation fixing the price that 
will probably guide the commission and make them very reluctant to 
agree toa higher price. That is better than the Senate amendment, 
which is without any restriction upon the commission. 

I hope that there will be action, and action now, because this is a 
contest between barbarism and civilization, and a contest between cat- 
tle barons and the people. As to what is said of railroads and town- 
lot men, I know none of them have approached me, but I have got my 
information from the documents, from the speeches in the other House, 
from what was represented to us before our Committee on Territories, 
from what the counsel for the Cherokees stated there, and from the 
Cherokees themselves, 

It is perfectly manifest that this is a contest between the cattle-men 
on the one side, who occupy this country and have it now to the ex- 
clusion of settlers, and the settlers on the other hand. There is no 
proposition to give this land to town-site men. It is to be disposed of 
under the pre-emption laws, and there has been no . to do 
otherwise. I hope Congress will never do otherwise than to give land 
to actual bona fidesettlers. Here is a place for a home for 700, 000 peo- 
ple. It can be made speedily. It is the best opening there is now in 
the United States where people can go at once. 

The time is short and I shall not occupy the floor any longer. 

Mr. PLUMB withholds his remarks for revision. [See Appendix. ] 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, as a member of the Committee on 
Appropriations which reported this bill, I desire simply to enter my 
protest against each and every clause in it providing for general legisla- 
tion. I think the debate has demonstrated thatit is utterly impossible 
in this mld sige bill to properly guard the interests of the United 
States or of the Indians. I do not think either has been accomplished 
by the bill as it comes here. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore (at 6 o’clock p. m.). It was agreed 
that at this hour the Senate should vote upon the bill. The question 
recurs upon the amendment proposed by the Senator from Illinois [Mr. 
CuLLom ]. 

Mr. DAWES. Was therenota question oforder made on that amend- 
ment? 

Mr. BUTLER. I raise a point of order on the amendment of the 
Senator from Illinois. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is pure legislation. I reserved all points of 
order on it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair sustains the point of 
order upon the at l that the amendment proposes general legisla- 
tion. The question recurs upon the amendment proposed by the Com- 
mittee on 5 

Mr. STE T. Will the Chair state what that amendment is? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The statement of the Senator from 
Massachusetts was that all the reserved amendments related to a sin- 
gle subject, both those proposing to strike out and to insert. If it 
suits the convenience of the Senate, the Chair will submit the various 
amendments as one question. 

Mr. PADDOCK and others. That is right. 

Mr. STEWART. I understand the portion to be inserted comprises 
sections 12 and 13. * 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Section 4 has been already agreed to? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Section 4 has been to. 

Mr. BUTLER. May I inquire of the Chair what will be the vote 
in order to sustain the committee? The vote will be ay,“ as I un- 
derstand. 

Mr. DAWES. If the Chair will allow me I will state what the com- 
mittee think will be the effect of the vote. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks debate is not in 
order except by unanimous consent. 

Mr. GORMAN. Let the Chair state it. 

The PRESIDENT pro lempore. It was agreed that debate should 
cease at 6 o'clock., $ 

Mr. BUTLER. Iask the Chair to state the question. 

Mr. DAWES. Iwasgoingtogive the reasons. Let the Chair state it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The first amendment reserved was 
the amendment of the Committee on Appropriations, striking out the 
= beginning on page 47, line 7, and extending to the bottom of 

e 50. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us take the question on that. 

Mr. DAWES. The next is on page 66. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The next reserved amendment is on 
page 66, beginning with line 4 and closing with line 25 on page 68, 


Mr. DAWES. Then on page 70. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment on page 70, pro- 
posing to strike out section 4, has not been agreed to. 

Mr. DAWES. That is what will go out if the amendment is agreed 


to. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The remainder will be found begin- 
zing on page 76, line 3, section 12, and continuing to the close of the 


Mr. PLUMB. Let me suggest that there is not any necessary con- 
nection between those amendments; as the Chair seems to think, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish to ask the Chair whether the amendment 
to strike out on pages 74 and 75 has been agreed to? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. In section 16? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The amendment to strike out the part at the end 
of section 10. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, That has all been agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. Task unanimous consent that the recess agreed upon 
to terminate at 8 o' clock may continue until half past 8. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa asks unani- 
mous consent that at the close of the voting on this bill the Senate take 
a recess until 8.30 o’clock p. m. Is there objection? The Chair hearg 
none, and it is so ordered. The question recurs on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Committee on Appropriations, 

Mr. STEWART. I ask for the yeas and nays. : 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, That is on agreeing to the amendment proposed 
by the committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. To which the Chair has called the 
attention of the Senate. ` 

Mr. PLUMB. Will the Chair please state the question? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The first amendment passed over be- 
gins on page 47, at line 7, proposing to strike out from that point, in- 
clusive, to the bottom of page 50. The nextis on page 66, proposing 
to strike out from line 4 to the bottom of page 68, line 25, inclusive. 

Mr. PLUMB. Will the Chair permit me to state that there is no 
necessary connection between these two amendments? The subjects- 
matter are entirely different, and that with which it is proposed to re- 
place them is entirely different, and in fact, as I understand it, there 
is no controversy about striking out on page 47 and inserting what the 
Senate committee has proposed on 76, 77, and 78, down to line 5 
on page 29. The amendment which the Senator from Missouri pro- 

was to that part of the bill. 

Mr. VEST. The Senator from Kansas made an unfair and violent 
speech here, and he is now debating—— 

Mr. PLUMB. Iam only explaining. 

Mr. VEST. I object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair has no power to enforce 
a unanimous agreementof the Senate. It rests solely upon the consent 
of Senators. 

The Senator from Kansas asks for further information. The next 
amendment is on page 70, section 4, which the Committee on Appro- 
priations propose to strike out, the section 4 proposed to be inserted 
having been agreed to. 2 

Mr. EDMUNDS. We may as well take them one by one. We shall 
get through quicker in that way if there is any question. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The first question then will be on 
the amendment on page 47, proposing to strike out, beginning at line 
7, down to and including line 25 on page 50. 

Mr. DAWES. And inserting anything in place of it? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No; we can insert afterwards, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is to strike out the clauses. Does 
the Senator from Nevada ask for the yeas and nays on this amendment?! 

Mr. STEWART. No, sir. { 

Mr. VEST. That is the very amendment we want the yeas and nays 
on. That strikes out the House provision, and is the direct issue be- 
tween the friends of the Oklahoma bill and those who are opposed to 
it. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 
a roll on the question of striking out the following clauses of the 

That the sum of $1,912,942.02 be, and the same hereby is, appropriated, out of 
any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to pay in full the Semi- 
nole Nation of Indians for all the right, title, interest, and claim which said na- 
tion of Indians may have in and to certain lands ceded by article 3 of the treaty 
between the United States and said nation of Indians which was concluded June 
14, 1866, and proclaimed August 16, 1866, and which land was then estimated to 
contain 2,169,080 acres, but which is now, afte» survey, ascertained to contain 
2,037,414.62 acres, said sum of money to be paid as follows: One million five hun- 
dred thousand dollars to remain in the ury of the United States to the 
credit of said nation of Indians and to bear interest at the rate of 5 per cent. per 
annum from July 1, 1889, said interest to be paid semi-annually to the treasurer 
of said nation, and the sum of $412,942.20, to be paid to the treasurer of said na- 
tion, or to such person or persons as shali be duly Aothorised by the laws of said 
nation to receive the same, at such times and in such sums as shall be directed 
and required the legislative authority of said nation; this appropriation to 
become 3 upon the execution by the duly appointed dele of said 
nation, empowered so to do, of a re-lease and conveyance to the United States 
of all the ight, title, interest, and claim of said nation of Indians in and to said 

ds, in manner and form satisfactory to the President of the United States; 


and said re-lease and conveyance, when fully executed and delivered, shall o 
erate to extinguish all claims of every kind and character of said Seminole Na- 
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tion of Indians in and to the tract of country to which said re-lease and convey- 
ance shall apply. 

Sc. 2, That the lands acquired by the United States under said agreement 
shall be a part of the public domain, and sections 16 and 36 of each 3 
whether surveyed or unsurveyed, are hereby reserved for the use and benefit 
of the public schools, as provided by the act ie panned the Territory of Da- 
kota; and whether surveyed or unsurveyed, said sections shall not be subject 
to settlement or entry under the provisions of this act or any of the land laws 
of the United States; that the lands uired under said agreement, except the 
sixteenth and thirty-sixth sections, shall be disposed of by the United States to 
actual settlers only, under the provisions of the homestead law (except section 
2301) of the Revised Statutes of the United States, which is hereby re led, but 
all rights initiated under the same shall remain unimpaired and under the law 
relating to town sites: Provided, The rights of honorably discharged Union sol- 
diers and sailorsin the late civil war as defined and described in sections 2304 and 
2305 of the Revised Statutes shall not be abridged. 

It is hereby made the duty of the Commissioner of the General Land Office to 
carefully examine each claim taken under the provisions of this act before is- 
suing a patent to the claimant; the sy man shall be required to make full 
proofs, and unless it shall appear that the claim was taken in good faith, and 
that there has been full performance of all the terms and requirements under 
this act, he shall refuse a patent and declare all prior proceedings before had in 
such case to be null and void; and all persons settling on lands under the pro- 
visions of this act shall be required to select the same in square form, as near as 
may be, and to maintain a continuous personal residence, as required by law, 
on the Jand, and to improve and cultivate the same for that period in the man- 
ner required by the homestead laws, and to break up and plow not less than 40 
acres of the land filed upon before obtaining title thereto: Provided; That any 
pereon who having attempted to, but for any cause, failed to secure a title in fee 

o a homestead under existing law, or who made entry under what is known 
as the commuted provision of the homestead law, shall be qualified to make one 
additional homes entry upon said lands. And all of the provisions of this 
section shall apply and be in full force as to the lands included in the recent ces- 
sion of the Muscogee or Creek Nation of Indians heretofore ratified by the pres- 
ent Congress, and any person who may enter upon any part of said lands in said 
agreements contained prior to the time that they are opened to settlement by 
the proclamation of the President shall not be permitted to occupy or to make 
entry of such Jands or lay any claim thereto: Provided, That all rights of any 
friendly Indians who may have been settled on ay partof said lands, ys to 
be conveyed, shall not be affected by said sale and transfer to the Un States: 
And provided further, That said sale and transfer of said lands shall in no way 
3 the rights and interests of any other of the five semi-civilized Indian 

es, 


Mr. DAVIS (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sen- 
ator from Indiana [Mr. TURPIE]. 
Mr. FRYE (when his name was called). On this bill I am paired 


with the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. BERRY]. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from New York [Mr. Hiscock]. 

Mr. PADDOCK (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Eustis]. 

Mr. STEWART (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from South Carolina [Mr. HAMrTON J. I should vote “nay” 
if I were not paired. i 

Mr. WILSON, of Maryland (when his name was called). Iam paired 
with the Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILSON. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Iam paired with the Senator from Nebraska 
[Mr. MANDERSON], who is detained by sickness from the Chamber. 
If he were here, I should vote yea.“ 

Mr. HARRIS (after having voted in the affirmative). I am paired 
with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL], who is absent. I 
recorded my vote yea.“ If the colleague of the Senator from Ver- 
mont states that he thinks it is proper for me to observe the pair, I 
will do so. 

Mr. HOAR. I engaged to pair with the Senator from Tennessee 
[Mr. Bate], the colleague of the Senator. Ifthe Senator has no ob- 
fection, I will transfer that pair to the Senator from Vermont [Mr. 
MORRILL], and he and I can both vote. 

Mr. HARRIS, I cheerfully agree to that suggestion. 

Mr. HOAR. Then I vote yea.“ 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Which way would the Senator’s colleague vote? 

Mr. HARRIS. I have already voted, and I was going to withdraw 
my vote. 

Ir. EDMUNDS. Iam sure my colleague [Mr. MORRILL], if pres- 
ent, would vote yea“ on this proposition. 

Mr. HARRIS. I voted ‘‘ yea” myself. 

Mr. HOAR. I withdraw my vote, and announce my pair with the 
Ponajor from Tennessee [Mr. BATE]. 

Mr. HEARST. I am paired with my colleague [Mr. STANFORD]. 

Mr. HARRIS. Did I understand the Senator from Massachusetts 
to withdraw his vote? 

Mr. HOAR. I was requested to pair with the Senator’s colleague 
[Mr. BATE] by the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER 
who sits next tohim. I yoted inadvertently, forgetting that pair. 
now withdraw my vote. 

Mr. HARRIS, I thought the Senator from Massachusetts and I 


had agreed that we would transfer our pairs. 


Mr. HOAR. But after that was stated the Senator from Vermont 
[Mr. EDMUNDS] rose and said that his colleague, he was sure, would 
vote the same way with the Senator from Tennessee and myself. 


‘Therefore it would destroy two votes. I thought the Senator from 


Tennessee understood what had been said. 

Mr. HARRIS. I did not quite understand. 

Mr. SAWYER. Iam paired with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. 
BAULSBURY] upon this question. 
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Mr. McPHERSON. I m paired with the Senator from Colorado 
[Mr. Bowen]. 


The result was announced—yeas 27, nays 13; as follows: a 
YEAS—27. 

Allison, Dawes, Harris, Ransom, 
Blair, Dolph, Hawley, Sabin, 
Brown, Edmunds, Mitchell, Spooner, 
Butler, Evarts, Palmer, Stockbridge, 
Chace, Gorman, * Platt, Teller, 
Chandler, Gray, Plumb, Voorhees. 
Colquitt, le, Quay, 

* * 

NAYS—13. o 
Cockrell, George, Pasco, Walthall. 
Coke, Jones of Nevada, Pugh, 
Cullom, Kenna, Reagan, 
Faulkner, Morgan, Vest, 
ABSENT—%6, 

Aldrich, Daniel, Hoar, Saulsbury, 
Bate, Davis, Ingalls, Sawyer, 
Beck, ustis, Jones of Arkansas, Sherman, 

Farwell, McPherson, Stanford, 
Blac burn, Frye, Manderson, Stewart, 
Blodgett, Gibson, Morrill Turpie, 
Bowen, Hampton, Paddock, Vance, 

1, Hearst, Sayna, Wilson of Iowa, 

Cameron, Hiscock, Riddleberger, Wilson of Md. 


So the amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The next reserved amendment is 
on page 66, beginning with line 4 and ending on line 25 on page 68. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think there is no objection, now that the main 
question is settled, to taking the vote on the remainder all together. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the remainder 
of these amendments being treated as one question? 

Mr. PLUMB. LIobject. I want them acted upon separately. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Then the pending question is on the 
amendment of the Committee on Appropriations to strike out the clause 
beginning with line 4, page 66, and ending with line 25, page 68. 

The amendment was agreed to, striking out the following clauses: 


The President of the United States is hereby authorized and directed to ap- 
point five commissioners, whose duty it shall be to enter into negotiations and 
agreements with the Cherokee Nation or tribe of Indians in Indian Terfitory 
for their full and complete cession and relinquishment to the United States of 
all their title, claim, or interest in and to the land or country known as the 
Cherokee Outlet, such agreements,when made, to be submitted to Congress and 
the national council of said Cherokee Nation for ratification. Said commission 
is also authorized and empowered to negotiate with any orall of the nations or 
tribes of Indians in said Indian Territory for afull and complete cession and re- 
linquishment of any title they may have in and to any lands embraced in the bill 
now pending in Congress known as the Oklahoma bill; such agreements as may 
be made to be submitted to Congress and tothe council of the nation, tribe, or band 
of Indians so making the same for ratification. Said commission is further em- 
powers to enter into negotiations and stipulations with the five civilized tribes 

nown as the Cherokees, Creeks, Seminoles,Choctaws, and Chickasaws, or with 
either ofthem, either with their separate national councils, or their international 
council, or with ere committee, delegation, or commission that they or either of 
them may eg ante or that purpose, or with any other tribe or band of Indians lo- 
cated in said Indian Territory not embraced in the provisions of the bill now pend- 
ing known as the Oklahoma bill, looking to the admission of their Territory or 
country, or any part thereof, into the United States as a State or Territory there- 
of, on equal footing with the other States or Territories of the United States, 
and tothe admission of their people to full and complete citizenship of the 
United States; such agreementsas may be made under this act to be submitted 
to Congress and to the council or councils of the nation, or nations, tribe or 
tribes agreeing to the same for ratification, And for the pu of carrying 
out the object of this act the sum of $25,000, or so much thereof as may be nec- 
essary, to baa ore ig under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior, is 
hereby sppropr ated, to be immediately available: Provided, That said commis- 
sion is authorized to pro to the Cherokee Nation or tribe of Indians an 
agreement providing for the complete cession and relinquishment to the United 
States of all their right, title, and interest in and to the lands known as the Chero- 
kee Outlet, and the 4 f ofthe same by the United States upon the same terms 
as were contained in the agreement recently entered into with the Creek Nation 
and ratified by act of Congress at this session, and if such agreement is madeand 
entered into ay. the parties respectively and ratified by the national council of said 
Cherokee Nation,the lands embraced in such cession shall become a part of the 

ublic domain and be opened to settlement under the homestead laws of the 

nited States in the same manner and under the same condition as is provided 
in this act with reference to the lands recently ceded to the United States by the 
Creek and Seminole Nations or tribes of Indians, and the President of the United 
States is authorized to issue a proclamation, after the ratification of said agree- 
ment, fixing the time when settlers may enter upon the lands embraced in said 
Outlet: Provided, Thatno part of said sum shall be expended in buying refresh- 
ments for Indians attending perigee with commissioners orin any wise enter- 
taining or presenting gifts to said Indians or theirrepresentatives and said com- 
missioners for the purpose ofentering into negotiations and ments with the 
Prairie band of Pottawatomies and the Kickapoo Indians in Kansas for the sale 
of a portion of their reservations and the allotment of the remainder, and such 
agreement when made to be by them submitted to the first session of the Fifty- 
first Congress. And to carry out the provisions of this act the sum of $5,000, or 
so much as may be necessary, to be expended under the direction of the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, is hereby appropriated, to be immediately available. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The next reserved amendment is on 
page 70, to strike out section 4. 
The amendment was agreed to, striking out the following clause: 


Sud. 4. That the President may, at such times as he may deem it necessary, 
direct land offices to be located upon the lands opened to settlement by this act, 
not to exceed two in number, and may nominate and, by and with the advice 
ana 9 of the Senate, appoint the usual officers to conduct the business of 

offices. 


Mr. PLATT. The new section 4, as reported by the committee, has 
been inserted? 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The section 4 which is printed in 
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italics has been agreed to. The next reserved amendment is on page 
76, inserting from line 3 on page 76 to line 5 on page 79. 
‘The amendment was agreed to, inserting the following words: 


Seminole lands: 
Src. 12. That the van of $1,912,942.02 be, and the same hereby is, appropriated, 
e Treasury nototherwise apna te y in fall the 
Seminole Nation of shoe es for ail the right, x terest and ci which said 


tes to the credit of said 
per cent. per annum from July 1, 1889, said interest to be 585 semi-annually 
to the treasurer of said nation, and the sum of $412,942.20 paid to such per- 
son or persons as shall be duly authorized by the 7 e said nation to receive 
the same, at such times and in such sums as shall be directed and required by 
the legislative authority of said nation, to be . available; this appro- 
priation to become operative 5 — the execution by the duly appointed dele- 
tes of said 3 specially empowered so to do, of a release and conveyance 
fo the U United States of all the sright, title, interest, and claim of said of 
Indians in and to said lands, in manner and form to the President 
of the United , and said release and conveyance, when y executed and 
delivered, shall operate to uish all claims of every kind and character of 
said Seminole Nation of Indians in and to the tract of country to which said re- 
lease and conveyance shall apply, but such release,conveyance, and extinguish- 
ment shall not inure to the benefit of or cause to vest in Say rece company 
any right, title, or interest whatever in or to any of said lan andall laws and 
of laws, s0 far as they conflict with the foregoing, are hereby — 


are here declared 


surve 
t of the public 
and 


hereby reserved for the use and ben 
ditions regu! 


in the Indian 889 under such con: 


no person to be to enter more one-q pos 
1 Pat un Tsai ands tro opened for settlement by of 

:... rar be permitted to enter upon 
and occupy the same, and T 


or 
the Interior D meter . EE EES 


lands for town-sites in his discretion, under sections 238- snd 
TBS of tke Barini Statutes, but no such entry shail euntepen ners — 
e tive foregotn with reference to lands to be from 
3 8 EJadlans . 

an 

ad © and concluded at the city of Washington on the 19th 19th day of January, in 
the pear of our Lord 1889, 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The next reserved amendment isto 
insert the words beginning with line 4 on page 75 and ending with line 


5 on page 79, as already amended. 
The amendment was agreed to, adding the following words: 


The President is hereby authorized to three commissioners, not more 
than two of whom shall be members of the same political party, to negotiate 
= 1 Indians i ndians owning or — 

ng west ninet; . Are Indian 
— 5 United States of their claim, or interest of every kind or 

n to lands, and any ts resulting 


ately available, 

Mr. DAWES. There is an amendment at the desk that I propose | pro 
now for the Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL]. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read. 

The SECRETARY. On page 47, after line 6, it is proposed to insert: 


For the support and education of the Seminole and Creek Indians in Florida, 
Sex tho erection and rr 
ers, and for the purchase of seeds and . other neces- 


sary articles, $6,000. This money or any part thereof may be used in the dis- 
purchase 


cretion of the Secretary of the Interior for the of land for homes of 
said Seminole Indians. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. DAWES. I move that the Senate insist on its amendments and 
ask for a conference with the House of Representatives on the bill and 
amendments. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. DAWES, Mr. 
PLUMB, and Mr. CALL were appointed. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HALE. I ask unanimous consent that a message be sent to the 
House of . recalling the conference report on the naval 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be so ordered, if there be no 
of the order heretofore made, 

minutes p. m. 


Objection. The Senate now, in 
takes a recess until 8 o’clock an 
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EVENING SESSION. 
The Senate reassembled at 8 o’clock and 30 minutes p. m. 
RETURN OF DIRECT TAXES—VETO MESSAGE. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read: 
To the Senate: 


I herewith return without approval Senate bill No. 189, entitled “An act to 
credit and pay to the several States and Territories and the ‘District of Columbia 
all rece collected under the direct tax levied by the act of Congress approved 


na 
object of this bill is quite clearly indicated in itatitle. Its provisions 
See e 
I fully appreciate the interest which it has exci 
led to tation made | in n its, 


0 'On the ih day of August, 1881, a Federal statute was passed 
o eke increased reyenue from imports to pay interest on the public debt, 
an 


This law was — a time when immense sums of money were needed 

by the Government for „ of a war ſor the Union, and the purpose 
the law was to increase in almost possible way the Federal revenues. 

The first seven sections of che statute were devoted to advancing very largely 

the rates of duties on Pe ies a to — — this the nth 

vided that a direct tax 


amounts therein specified should be apportioned to ive 
3 2 law . fifty sections, contained the most 5 
a ed provisions for lection of the tax through Federal ma- 


It was declared, among other things, that the tax should be assessed and laid 
on all lands and lots of ground with their im vements and dwelling houses; 
that the annual amount of said taxes should be a lien upon all lands and cen 
estate of the individuals assessed fo: 
be collected by distraint and sale of the goods, chattels, 


wer conferred upon the General Gov- 
ernment for that purpose by the Constitution. It was an exercise of the right 
of the Government to tax its citizens. Itdealt with 8 and the strong 
arm of Federal power was stretched out to exact from ho owed it sup- 
pon and allegiance their just sbare of thes sum it had N should be raised 
direct taxation for the eral good. The lien created by this tax was upon 
land and real estate of the individuals“ assessed for the same, and for its 
collection the distraintand sale of personal ofthe persons delinquent” 
But while the direct relationship and responsibility between the e 
taxed and the Federal Government were thus created by the exercise of the 
highest attribute of sovereignty, it was provided in the statute that 
or Territory and the District of Columbia Might lawfully "assume, assess, 
and pay into the Treasury of the United States“ its quota of tax in itsown 
way and manner, and by thro: its own officers, assessors, and collectors; 
it was further provided that such States or 3 — e ayen no- 
tice of their intention to thus assume and pay, or to 8 
the Treasury of the United 3 such direct tax, should u = 
the compensation, pay per diem, and percentage fn said act Nele bed and 
lowed to assessors, assistant assessors, and collectors of the miied Stale, to 0 
deduction on 15 Sporon cent. of the 3 of Se ae tioned to such 
and coll through their — — 

It was arog ore by this law and r —— certain 
claims of the States and Territories nited States be applied 
in payment ofsuch quotas. 8 be said as to the 2 of these pro- 
Met of the law, it can hardly Do GAA 9 — thereof or under any 

under them the apportioned quotas of this became debts t 
poea sev States and Territories, or that were liable to the General Gov- 
sat poner ha therefor in every event and as pal debtors bound by an enforce- 

obligation. 

In the forty-sixth section of the law it is provided that in case any State, Ter- 
ritory, or the District of Columbia, after notice given of its — to assume 
and pax, or to levy, collect, and pay said direct tax ned to it, should 


fail to pay the amount of said direct tax, or any part thereof, itshould be lawful 
for thes Booey of the a — appoint —— — officers as in the 


provided, whose duty it should be ‘orthwith 
of said direct tax, the same as thot h said State, Territory, or 
myo notice nor assumed to levy, collect, and pay said taxes or any part thereof.” 
A majority of the States un ertook the collection of their 
counted for the amount thereof to the General 


money or by 


lection and payment. In the No zor such as were then called the loyal, 
States nearly the entire quotas were collected and paid through State i 
The mone for this purpose was gen y coll from the citizens 


have been canceled, whether 


inst the Government, itis safe to say, asa pro tion. tho 
of these States have individually been obli assessments made 
upon Can on account Syr oe *. — . 25 ted it to their several 
States to be transmitted 
FF E 
upon this tax was collected directly 5 without the 
ö ot or — machinery; and a part of fp quota has been credited to 


onthe eating —.— ied this tax, incl: 
upon u. 

tion, was credited to amount applied up several States and Terri 

ee hether collected through their instrumen 


the 15 per cent. for collec- 
w opon the books of the 
or by Federal offi- 


$2,646,214. remained due upon the quotas appor- 
Howell to thone Staten 
In this condition of affairs the bill under consideration directs the Secretary 
to credit to each State and 


of the Treasury “ te Territory of the United States and 
the District of Galumisin a sum equal to to all collections, by set-off or otherwise, 
made from said States and Territories and the District of Col pret — 

ngress 


of the citizens or 5 thereof or other persons, under 
oe Pee wee Gp ... sires enn ion 
1 such a may be necessary to to reimburse each Terri- 
tory and the District of Cc Columbia for all money found due to it under pro- 
visions of the bill, and it is provided that all money still due to the United 
on said direct tax shall be remitted and relinquished, 


entitled “An act 


r the same, and that in default of payment 
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Tue conceded effect of this bill is to take from the money now in the Treasu: y 
ce 


the sum of more than — „000, or 8 the ee allowed is not 

moro than $15,000,000, pay back to the respective States and Territories the 

uns the avid by or iheir oi ais paid more than 55 years ago upon a direct 
po Government of the United States for its defense and safety. 

Tuis my belief that this appropriation of the public funds isnot within con- 
stitutional power of the Congress. Under the limited and de authority 
conferred by the Constitution upon the General Government the statement of 
the purpose for which money may be lawfully raised by m in any form 
‘declares also the limit of objects for which it may be expended. 

All must that the direct tax was lawfully and constitutionally laid, and 
that it was rightfully and correctly collected. It can not be claimed, therefore.. 
nor is it pretended, that any debt arose Governmentand in favor of 
any State or individual by the exaction of this tax. Surely, then, the appropria- 
tion directed by this bill can not be justified Serene debtof the United 


States is 8 provided for or promoted. This gen- 

exal welfare of the United States,“ as used in the Constitution, can only justity | ap 
sears mad for national objects and for purposes which have to do with the 
p growth, the ponos, or the peace and of the gens Fe 

A sheer, ion on gratuity bestowed either upon States or 
no better reason than jon for th the gift pro; this 
claimed to be a provision for the general More than 
surplus of public money in the Treasury was buted 
the unconstitutionality of such distribution, considered as a of money, s 

to have been conceded, for — was pond into the State treasuries under 
Entec of a deposit or loan, subject to the demand of the Government. 

If it was r TTT 
to refund the 8 upon this direct tax I am sure many who are 
now silent would insist upon the limitations of the Constitution in Comision 

suchascheme. A lus in F 


are. 


fascination, and praz rise to plans and pretensions that an un- 
8 never could exci 
But if the constitutional question —— in the consideration of this bill 
should be determined in its favor, there are other objections remaining which 
prevent my assent to its provisions, 
There should be a certainty and stability about the enforcement of — 
which should teach the citizen that the Government will only use the 
tax in cases where its necessity and justice are not doubtful, and whi should 
also discourage the disturbing idea that the exercise of this power may be re- 
voked by reimbursement of taxes once collected. Any other theory cheapens 
and in a measure discredits a process which more than any other jen mauler: 
taon of sovereign 3 
eens isnot only kind but performs its — when it restores 
tizen taxes unis collected, or 75 
its agents or officers; 
familiarized with the e of their Government 
repenting the collection of taxes and restoring them. 
a direct tax levied in 1861 is not even of — there never 
its justice can not be questioned. 


5 taxes are laid. There are always delinquents, and 
while the more thorough and complete collection of taxes is a troublesome 
problem of government, failure to solve problem has never been held 
to call for the return of taxes actuall e 
The deficiency in the collection of this tax is found almost entirely in the in- 

surrectionary States, Sane the quotas a: to the other States 
gonda Sala. fully and three-f or four-fifths of the it 

proposed in this bill 7 5 return would be paid into the treasuries 
States, But no valid reason for such payment is found in the fact that the G 
ernment at first could and afterward, for reasons probably perfectly valid, 
did not enforce collection in the other States. 

There were 5 were not paid by the people in the re- 
paan States; oe eee non-pas; by them of this direct tax entitles the 


er States to a do: . B rare ifs 
„C.... other internal taxes paid entirely by the 
citizens of loyal States be also into the treasuries of these States? Con- 


siderations which recognize onal divisions or the eg toys of the different 
r SS NO ˙ a nea discussion of 
mea 


The betaal effect of a surplus in the 8 nes General Government is 
daily seen and felt. Ido not think, however, thatthissurplus should be reduced 
throughout the States by such as are provided 


; There — N objection to the bill, ar from w 
j perature ij ising hat seems to me its 


iscriminati legislation o 
f at least doubtful constitutionality, and 
. the — which recommend it should always be 


by this bill is to be paid . 


(eri ed through said 2 Rear fh es directly “ from — 
v 4 of 
inhabitants ti thereof or other persons;” and itis further i any of the a ti 


offi 
ernment by such States and Territories, are to be paid unconditionally to 
igen other while the same nog ere pen in payment of said — — the United States, 


in other words, h chinery purpose, 
by said States or . the bemeBs.of — che 


| 1 5 unable to understand how this discrimination in 9 those who have 
made payment of this tax directly to the officers of the Federal Government, 


and against those who made such pa; ts through State or Territorial age: 
cies, can be defended upon fair aaa 55 principles. we the re Ro 
Government in every case which exacted this tax from its citizens and people 
in the different States and Territories, and to provide for reimbursement to a 
part of its citizens by the creation of a trust for their benefit, while the money 
exacted in pa: 8 at this tax from a far greater number is paid uncondition- 
tate and Territorial treasuries, is an unjust and unfair proceed- 
hich the Government should not be implicated. 


will hardly do to say that the States and Territories who are the recipients 


2 in many cases are neither alive nor re: 
alive, they can not be found. Fraudulent claims would often outrun honest 
i ae Yat and innumerable and bitter contests would arise between claim- 


apera difficulty in the way of doing perfect justice in the operation of this 
plan of reimbursement is found in the fact that the money to be appropriated 
therefor was contributed to the Federal Treasury for entirely different 22 
by a a many of whom were not born when the direct tax was levied 

and paid, who have no relation to said tax, and can not share in its distribu- 
tion. While they stand by and see the money they have been obliged to pay 
into the public Treasury, prefessedly to meet present necessities, expended 
to reimburse taxation long ago fairly, legally. ape testy. collected from others, 
they can not fail to see the unfairness of the transaction 

existence of a surplus in the Treasury is no answer to than the dist 

It is still the people's money, and better use can be found for it than 
bution of it upon the plea of the reimbursement of ancient taxation. A more 
desirable plan to reduce and prevent the recurrence of a large su 3 
be adopted—one that, instead of creating injustice and in promotes 
justice and equality by leaving in the hands of the people and for 1 rE use the 
money not needed by the Government “to E Ee Sarg Pong debts and provide for the 
common defense and general welfare of the United 
epee ds of making a just re . direct tax, 


instead of excusing the rfections of the bill under consideration, furnish 
reasons why the n arara te it proposes should not be entered upon. 
Iam constrained, upon the considerations herein 3 to withhold my 


assent from the bill herewith returned, because I Bon —.— it to be without con- 
— warrant; because I am of opinion that there exists no adequate 
reasons, e ither in right or equity, for the return of the tax in said bill mentioned, 
and because I believe its execution would cause 9 and unfairness, 


EXECUTIVE Mansion, March 2, 1889. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

During the reading of the President’s veto message a message was 
received from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its Clerk, 
announcing that the House had concurred in the report of the com- 
mittee of conference on thedi ing votes of the two Houses on cer- 
tain amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 11651) making appro- 

ms to provide for the expenses of the government of the District 
of Columbia for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1890, and for other pur- 


Also, that the House had concurred in the rt of the committee of 
conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amend- 
ment of the House to the bill (S. 3993) to provide for the protection of 
the salmon fisheries of Alaska. 

The message further announced that the House had concurred in 
the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the amendments of the House to the bill (S. 2851) 
to amend an act entitled An act to regulate commerce,’’ approved 
February 4, 1887. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The reading of the veto message will 


proceed. . 

Mr. SHERMAN. In order to expedite business I ask that the re- 
port of the committee of conference on the Alaska bill be submitted to 
the Senate. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think the message of the President ought to be 
read as a matter of decorum. It will only take a short time. 


RETURN OF DIRECT TAXES—VETO MESSAGE. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading will proceed. 
The Secretary resumed and concluded the reading of the veto mes- 


ge. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Shall the bill pass, the objections of 
the President of the United States to the contrary notwithstanding? 
Mr.SHERMAN. Mr. President 


INTERSTATE COMMERCE, 


Mr.CULLOM. I ask leave to present a conference report which re- 
quires no action by the Senate. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
The Secretary read as follows: 
The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
om) 9 of the House to the bill (5.2851) to amend an act entitled “An 
to regulate commerce,” approved February 24, 1887, having met, full 
cad free conference have agreed 
spective Houses as follows : 
That the House recede from its amendments numbered 3 and 7. 
S. M. CULLOM, 
O. II. PLATT, 
ISHAM G. HARRIS, 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 
CHARLES F. CRISP, 
CHARLES O'NEILL, 
Managers on the part of the House, 


The report will be received. 


to recommend and do recommend to their ro- 
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from its amendments; so I suppose the report requires no action by the 
Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. No action by the Senate is required. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to make an inquiry. This confer- 
ence report states that the House recedes from amendments of certain 
numbers, which plainly implies that there are others. I should be 
glad to know what has become of those and what is the state of the 
bill. 

Mr. CULLOM. ‘There were no amendments in dispute between the 
two Houses at this conference except amendments numbered 3 and 7. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The others have been agreed to? 

Mr. CULLOM. The others have been agreed upon before, and no 
action is necessary on the part of the Senate upon this report. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Very well. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I have no objection, if Senators so desire, to allow- 
ing the veto message to lie on the table for a time, but I wish to make 
some remarks upon it. 

Mr. HALE. Will the Senator yield to me that I may make a request 
about a conference report. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly. = 

Mr. HALE. I move to reconsider the vote by which the conference 
report on the naval apppropriation bill was adopted. There is a mis- 
take in the report which, I am bound to say, is not the fault of the 
clerks but of the conferees, and it can be easily corrected when the 
conference meets again. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the recon- 
sideration will be ordered. 

Mr. HALE. Will it be necessary to ask unanimous consent that the 
report be committed to the same conferees? If so, I make that request. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks it will be neces- 
sary. 

Mr. HALE. I make that request. y 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be so ordered, if there be no 
objection. 

Mr. HALE. I move that the Senate further insist on its amend- 
ments and ask a further conference thereon. 

The motion was agreed to. 

RETURN OF DIRECT TAXES—VETO MESSAGE. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the message of the Presi- 
dent of the United States returning with his objections the bill (S. 139) 
to credit and pay to the several States and Territories and the District 
of Columbia all moneys collected under the direct tax levied by the act 
of Congress approved August 5, 1861. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, I do not think itis n or 
proper for me to discuss this message of the President of the United 
States at any length, or perhaps at all. The President in his message 
has the right to state his objections if he feels that it is his duty to do 
so, but there is not a single point made in that message which has not 
been fully debated and considered in both Houses of Congress. The 
proposition contained in the bill has been recommended by every Sec- 
retary of the Treasury under four or five different administrations. It 
grows out of the absolute impossibility of doing justice among the 
several States in executing the direct-tax law, a constitutional law 
for the apportionment among the States of a tax according to their 
population. The attempt failed utterly on account of the condition of 
civil war; and the inequalities which existed in the assessment and in 
the levying of the tax still continued and will continue an annoyance 
and trouble. 

I consider, with due respect to the President of the United States, 
that his objection to this measure as unconstitutional is scarcely worthy 
of much reply. He says that Congress has no constitutional power to 
refund this money. If it had the power to levy the tax it has the 
power to refund the tax. If it had power to levy a tax which could 
not be enforced fairly and evenly among the States so as to do justice 
between them, for reasons beyond the control of the Government at the 
time, it ought to be refunded to those States that paid their share of 
the tax, and the States that did not pay their share ought to be relieved 
from the charge of the amount on the Treasury books. It is simply a 
measure to dispose of the public money so as to create equality among 
the States and justice among the people of the States. 

The point that the States in the South can not be trusted, as I un- 
derstand he says they ought not to be trusted, with the return of the 
tax to the persons who paid it, I do not think is worthy of considera- 
tion. We all agreed that in certain States where the citizens of the 
States paid the tax, the better way was to refund itto the States, leay- 
ing it to the States to do justice to their citizens, and I have no doubt 
every State will do so. 

Probably there has never been a bill upon our Calendar which was 
more thoroughly considered. It was fully considered by the Commit- 
tee on Finance, and I think I do not mistake when I say—the Senator 
from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS] will remember how the fact was—that 
it was agreed to unanimously. When so reported to this body it was 


passed by an overwhelming vote. It was considered by the proper 
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Mr. CULLOM. The bill is on the table and the House has receded 
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committee of the House of Representatives, reported favorably with 
general unanimity, and carried by a very large vote, after full discus- 
sion. 

It is a question upon which the opinion of every Senator is just as 
good. as that of the President; and it can not be said that his judgment 
exceeds that of all the rest of us. It is a question upon which every 
Senator can pass judgment as well as anybody else. 

It seems to me, with due respect to the President of the United 
States, that this is nof the occasion for a veto. Itscarcely raises a con- 
stitutional question. It is simply the disposition of the public money; 
to restore money to some of the States that paid the tax, and relieve 
the other States that did not bear their share of the burden. There- 
fore I do not think it necessary to go over the message and to reply to 
the various arguments made in it. I simply ask for the vote required 
by the Constitution of the United States. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, if the position taken by the Senator from 
Ohio be correct, it absolutely obliterates from the Constitution the 

ower and the duty of the President of the United States as to legis- 
ation which comes to him from either branch of Congress. If it bean 
argument against the exercise of the veto power that the bill sent to 
the Chief Executive comes with unanimity from eitheror both branches 
of Congress, then as a matter of course it is simply a question of the 
enumeration of votes as to the action of the President of the United 
States, and not the exercise of that power and discretion whichis vested 
in him for wise purposes by the Constitution. 

The President of the United States is called upon to approve every 
bill sent to him or to return it to the House in which it originated 
with his objections, and unless he discharges that duty without regard 
to the number of votes for or against a measure he is false to his oath 
of office, and he does not discharge the functions which the Constitu- 
tion has imposed upon him. 

It may be that this bill has received the consideration of both 
branches of Congress, but if the President, honestly believing that it 
is unconstitutional, should sign it in deference to the opinions of Con- 
gress he would commit an act of perjury as absolutely as if he put 
upon record a false oath knowing it to be false, 

Sir, the Senator from Ohio said, as I understood him, that the further 
collection of this tax in the Southern States would be attended with 
hardship and with difficulty. Why, sir, I thought it was established 
with lawyers, and I think it can be demonstrated beyond any sort of 
question, that this direct tax can not now be collected from individn- 
als in the Southern States. It was a personal tax. It died with the 
people from whom it was due at that time. It was abandoned and 
there never was but one single assessment for one year ever collected 
or attempted to be collected. 

If it be a hardship that some of the States paid it and some did not, 
and therefore it ought to be refunded, why is it that to-day there are 
$28,000,000 due from the States to the Federal Government under the 
deposit of 1836 and no attempt and no suggestion is made to pay back 
that amount to the Federal Government which belongs to the entire’ 
people of the United States? There are to-day States in this Union 
that received not one dollar of that money. It was distributed amongst 
States that owe it to-day and who have not paid it back, and I takeit 
for granted that no demand will ever be made upon them. 

As to the constitutionality of this measure, I do not propose to go 
into that thrice-fought field as to the power of Congress in regard to 
general appropriations, or unlimited appropriations, or into the ques- 
tion of the specific grants to and the implied powers of the Federal Con- 
stitution, It has come to this point in our country, that the man who, 
attempts to question anything under a constitutional grant of power is 
looked upon as an effete and worn-out fossil who lives in ancient his- 
tory and is unfit for the active life of to-day. 

But I want simply to remark that in 1836 when this same question 
of the distribution of a surplus came up before the Congress of the 
United States, which had in it the men we are accustomed now to re- 
gard as giants in statesmanship and finance, not one of them risked his 
reputation upon the assertion that Congress had the power under the 
very same Constitution we have to-day to take money lawfally as- 
sessed and properly collected and give it back to the States as a gra- 
tuity—not one. They made that distribution under the guise of a 
loan—a loan which exists to-day, and the money of which loan is now 
due from the States that received it to the Treasury of the United. 
States. 

I honor the President for this veto, and if there be no other Senators. 
to record his vote in favor of it, I take pleasure in saying that I am 


one. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, this is the only veto that has come 
in during the present Congress for which the President of the United 
States has assigned any constitutional reason. It is as clear as any- 
thing from the debates when the Constitution was formed that the 
veto power was only to be exercised to veto unconstitutional 1 
tion. The power was for that reason incorporated in the Constitution, 
and Mr. Hamilton, as we all know, said it would only be used on such 
occasions, and from the fact that it had not been used from the tim 
of the revolution of 1688 in England, it would be very rarely used in | 
this country. 


1889. 
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We have had several hundred vetoes for which there has been no 
retense of assigning any constitutional reason, but in this case the 
President has assigned one. As to what he says of the unconstitution- 
ality of the measure, I very much differ with him and shall take pleas- 
ure in voting to pass the bill over his veto. 

I rose, however, to call attention to the fact that this is the first time 
that the President has assigned for any veto of his a reason that was 
contemplated when the Constitution was formed. Whether that rea- 
son be sound or not—I think it is not, and I think he errs in his views 
of the Constitution—he has placed it upon that ground, which is the 
only i reget ground for a veto. 

I wish to say further that this country will some day be very sorry 
that the Executive has become a part of the ordinary legislative de- 
partment of the country in the sense that he votes on all bills without 
regard to whether they are constitutional or not. Every person who dis- 
cussed the veto power in the constitutional convention said vetoes for 
other than constitutional reasons would not apply. Franklin thought 
they might and the veto might be traded on as it had been in Penn- 
sylvania, but the others said it would be impossible that an American 
President should exercise this function except for constitutional rea- 
sons. 

Now, the President has assigned a constitutional reason; that is, he 
believes the bill to be unconstitutional. That is a legitimate exercise 
of the function. As I have said, I differ with him as to the ground of 
the veto, but if he believed the bill to be unconstitutional there is no 
2 according to the theory of our Government, heshould have ve- 

t. 


Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, my view of the Constitution of the 
United States is that the President of the United States finds no lim- 
itation in the exercise of his discretion upon the veto power. He has 
the same discretion in exercising that power that Senators have in 
voting for or against a bill. That view of the case is necessary in or- 
der to preyent hasty and unwise legislation, and I think the President 
of the United States has a perfect right whenever he considers that a 
bill has been unwisely passed through the Congress of the United 
States to return it with his objections in order that it may be recon- 
sidered. He does not defeat or destroy a bill by stating his objections 
to it. He merely produces the constitutional requirement for a recon- 
sideration, and thereupon each Senator in reconsidering the bill after 
having heard the President’s objections to it does precisely what the 
President did in vetoing it, acts according to his own conscience and 
his own enlightened judgment. It is not necessary, in my opinion, 
that the President of the United States, in order to justify himself in 
vetoing a bill, should state reasons that affect its constitutionality at 
all. He has just as broad a discretion in voting against a bill as any 
Senator upon the floor of the Senate. 

I shall vote for this bill, the veto of the President to the contrary 
notwithstanding, because I differ with him in respect of the constitu- 
tional question. The situation in the United States upon this bill is 
peculiar. God grant that it will never occur again, and I think that 
in the estimation of all the men who now live it can never possibly oc- 
cur again. This situation grew out of a civil war where it was im- 
racticable for the Government of the United States to execute its 

aws within ten or eleven of these States. In some of the States it 
could partially execute its laws, and in those parts where the Army ot 
the United States had military control the laws of the United States 
were executed to the extent of the collection of this tax as far as pos- 
sible. 

After that event passed away and we come to consider what was right 
to be done as between the States, some of whom had paid the tax and 
others had not, the suggestion was made—and I dare say it is a correct 
suggestion—that even leaving this law unrepealed upon the statute- 
book, its subsequent enforcement was absolutely impossible. It was 
not possible in the enforcement of that law, in the spirit in which it 
was enacted, or according to the methods provided in the enactment 
for its own execution and completion, to collect the tax equally out of 
the different States of the American Union, and in some of the States 
it was not possible to collect out of the remaining part of the people 
that portion of the tax which they had not paid. 

We have recognized from the foundation of this Government the duty 
of the Government of the United States to assume the expenses which 
the States have been compelled to pay towards the maintenance of great 
public wars. Ido not remember an instance in which a debt of this 
kind or an obligation of this kind has been left unattended to or unex- 
tinguished. Old Revolutionary claims have been passed since I have 
had a seat upon this floor refunding to the States of the South and other 
States of the American Union expenditures which they made in the 
Revolutionary war. Why did we assume the debts of the Revolution- 
ary war if it was not competent for the Government of the United States 
to recognize the high moral obligation couched in such a debt as that 

as a debt against the Governmentof the United States to be paid by it? 

Precedent after precedent has been spread upon the statute-books for 
a century or nearly so, under which and in pursuance of which we have 
left not one single moral obligation resting upon the Government of 
the United States undischarged in respect to different States who were 
compelled by force of circumstances or who were enabled by their re- 


sources in time of general need to contribute largely to the support or 
the armies of the United States. We remunerate individuals and we 
remunerate States and communities for expenditures in Indian wars. 
The fact is that there is nothing attending a general public war of the 
United States that the Government of the United States has ever re- 
fused to assume as an obligation resting upon it. 

It may not be a debt in strictness of law. It may not be such an 
obligation as if it rested between individuals it could be enforced and 
collected through the powers of a court; but who can deny that in a 
Government constituted like ours, and where the power to declare war 
and to conduct war of a public character is expressly confided to the 
Federal Government and where that power is equally denied to the 
States except in self-defense, who can deny when expenditures have 
been made necessary by the different States in the maintenance of the 
war that there isa high moral duty resting upon the Government of 
the United States which we have a perfect right to resolve into the 
character of an admitted debt and pay it? 

We admit debts continually and pay them in behalf of individuals 
where there is no actual legal obligation. Scarcely a week passes over 
us here that we are not found recognizing obligations of this kind and 
putting them into the statute-books with appropriations for their dis- 


ge. 

Sir, I regard this as a duty resting upon the Government of the United 
States in the nature of a high moral obligation, accompanied also with 
the support and sustenance of a high public policy, supported also by 
another view which strikes me with t foree—the necessity of our 
cleaning off from our records all of the débris of the war in order that 
we may hereafter progress breast to breast, no man or no State in front 
of any other State, in the maintenance and support of whatever concerns 
this great commonwealth of ours. 

I, therefore, sir, in my vote recognize this moral obligation, this high 
political obligation, an obligation resting in public policy and firmly 
resting there if it had no other foundation. I give my vote, sir, to 
recognize that as an obligation of debt and duty, and I resolve it into 
the form of a debt and agree to pay it. 

This is no loan like the loan of 1836 out of the surplus money in the 
Treasury of the United States. There was a surplus fund which we 
had no need for, it appears, at that time, and we resolved, in order to 
get rid of it, to loan it out. I believe that that was an unwise act, I 
believe that it was a dangerous act, because when the Government of 
the United States creates a debt by itsown act betweenit and a State, 
it gets too much power over the State if it gets any at all. In that in- 
stance it appears not to have gotten any power over the State, because 
we now by taxing our ingenuity to the uttermost would find ourselves 
still unable to devise any means by which to secure that loan of 1836 
from these different States, 

The cases are not parallel. They are not in the slightest degree akin 
to each other. Here there was a duty resting upon the States of this 
Union to preserve it and restore it to its integrity if it were possible to 
do so, and here were States standing out that declared their independ- 
ence and formed a Confederacy and made public waragainst the United 
States, and that war was ized as being public. It results from 
the very nature of things that if the States thus in rebellion, as it is 
said, were so powerful at the time as that this tax could not be collected 
in those States, it becomes the duty of the Government of the United 
States in some way or other to balance up the account after peace has 
been restored to the country so that hereafter there shall be neither 
e nor any other cause of complaint against any of these 

Under these circumstances, Mr. President, I can not close my eyes to 
the high moral obligation, to the great equity of the case, and I resolve 
it, so far as I am concerned by my vote, that this was a debt which we 
had the right to assume and that it is our duty to pay it. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Mr. President, I believe it was agreed that 
I should have the precedence in the contest for the floor at 8 o’clock. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let us take the vote on the pending matter. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I have yielded now for hours to requests 
of that kind. If Senators are ready to vote, then I am ready to vote, 
but with a distinct understanding that I shall have the floor for the 
purpose of moving that the Senate proceed to the consideration of ex- 
ecutive business, 

Mr. EDMUNDS, Ishall not occupy the time of the Senate further 
than to say that as I voted against the bill on its passage in the form 
in which it stood (but not at all upon the broad grounds on which the 
President puts his objection), Iam compelled to vote against its 
now. only make this explanation that my position on the main sub- 
ject may not be misunderstood. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Constitution requiring the vote 
to be determined by yeas and nays, the Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BLACKBURN (when his name was called), Iam paired with 
the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON], who, by illness, is de- 
tained from the Chamber, and I withhold my vote. 

Mr. DAVIS (when his name was called). The Senator from Arkan- 
sas [Mr. BERRY] is unable to be in the Senate owing to illness. The 
pair which I had with the Senator from Indiana Mr. TuRPIE] has been 
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transferredtohim. Ithereſore refrain from voting. Otherwise Lshould 


vote “yea?! 

Mr. FRYE (when his name wus called). I desire to ask the Senator 
from Maryland [Mr. Gorman] whether he understands how his col- 
league [Mr. WILSON] votes upon this question. Iam paired with the 
Senator from Maryland [Mr. Wursox]. 

Mr. KENNA. The Senator from land [Mr. Witson] would 
vote for the passage of the bill. 

Mr. HOAR. He voted for it beſore. Ihave the Journal in my hand. 

Mr. Witson, of Maryland, entered the Chamber. 

Mr. KENNA. The Senator from Maryland is here now and can an- 
swer for himself. 

Mr. FRYE.. I vote yea.“ The Senator from Maryland is present. 

Mr. McPHERSON (when his name was called), Iam_psired with 
the junior Senator from Colorado [Mr. Bowrn]. I do not know how 
he woul vote upon this question. If he were present, I should vote 

“'nay.?? 

Mr. HOAR: The Senator from Colorado [Mr. Bow x] voted “yea” 
before. I have the Journal before me. 

Mr. MCPHERSON, Then I shall let my pair with the Senator from 
Colorado stand. 

Mr. MORGAN (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from New York [Mr. EVARTS]. I do not know how hewould 
vote on this question. 

Mr. COCKRELL. He would vote yea. 

Mr. MORGAN. Does his colleague, the Senator from New York 
[Mr. Hiscock], think I am at liberty to vote? 


Mr. HISCOCK. My colleague would vote yea.“ Ithink he voted 
“ven”? on the passage of the bill originally. 

Mr. MORGAN. I vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. PADDOCK (when his name was called). Tam with the 


Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Eusris]J. I do not know how he would 
vote, and L withhold my vote. 

Mr. . his name was called), L am paired with the 
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH], who, if present, would 
vote yea. I should vote nay.“ 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. BLACKBURN, T have the authority of the Senator from Ne- 
braska [Mr. PADDOCK] to release me from my pair with his colleague 
[Mr. MANDERSON], and I ask that my name be recorded. I vote 

“yea”? 

Mr. HARRIS. I desire to say that my colleague [Mr. BATE] is de- 
tained from the Senate to-night by reasonof indisposition.. If he were 

present, he would vote yea. 
ET dae a te 45, nays 9; as follows: 


YEAS—45. 
Aseo Faulkner, —— = Sabin, 
Blodgett, George, Kenna, Sherman, 
77... ia 
merom, ray, 0 
Chace, Hale, Palmer, Stockbridge, 
Chandler, Ham Payne, ` 
Cockrel Ha: Piatt, 
Cullom, Hawley, Plumb, Wilson of Iowa, 
Daniel, Hearst, Quay, 
Dawes, Ransom. 
Farwell, Hoar, Riddleberger, 
NAYS—9. 
Blair, Paseo, Saulsbury, 
Call, Jones of Arkansas, Reagan, Vest. 
Coke, 
ABSENT-2> Žž 
Aldrich; Colquitt, McPherson, Tarpie, 
Baie, Day derson, Vance, 
Beck, Dolph, Mitchell, Voorhees; 
—.— Eustis, a rg Wilson of Md. 
er — — 
The PRESIDENT pro Two-thirds of the Senators present | ate 
having voted in the a ve, the bill is passed notwithstanding the 
objections of the Executive. 


SALMON FISHERIES OF ALASKA. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Task that the action of the House of Representa- 
tives on Senate bill 3993 be laid before the Senate. 
The resolution of the House of Representatives was read, as follows: 


In THe Hover or REPRESENTATIVES, March 2, 1889. 

Resolved, That the House concur in the reportof the committee of conference 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendment of the House to 
the bill (S. 3998) to provide for the protection of the salmon fisheries of Alaska. 


Mr: SHERMAN submitted the pens report: 


The ee of conference on the d ng votes of the two Houses on 
the ts of the Senate to the bill ( ey) to provide for the protection 
of the salmon fisheries of Alaska, acter met, after full and free conference 
eee to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as 

ollows;: 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the House, 
CCC 

“Sito, 8. ‘That section 156 of the Revised Statutes of the United States is hereby 
declared to include and ayply to all the dominion of the United States in the 


ted States port of entry on 
1 waters for the —— of Sera 
shall cause one or more vessels nit 
said waters and srrest all persons and all vessela 
been en; in any vio! of the laws of the United een therein.” 
And the House agree to the same. 
JOHN SHERMAN, 
JOHN T. MORGAN, 


GEORGE F. EDMUNDS, 
Dean on the part of the Senate, 
INDEXTER DUNN, 
BENTON ants 
G. N. FELTO: 
Managers on the ay of the House. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the report, the question is upon concurring in the 
same. 

The report was concurred in. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION: BILL. 
Mr. HALE submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 2 Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (II. R. 12329) ions 
for the naval service for the fiscal year en June 30, 1800, and 4 © other pur- 
poses, having met, after full and free ce have agreed to recommend 
and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 2, 3, 4,5, 6, 11. 12, 13, 
18, 19, 21, 22, 30, 32, 33, and 35. 

"Phat the House recede —.— its disagreement to the amendments of the Sen- 
ate numbered 16, 17, 28, and 29, and agree to the same. 

‘That the Senate recede from its c 
to the amendment numbered 9, pov agree to the 

That the House recede from its disagreement to “the a amendmentof the Senate 

th an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
matter to be inserted by said amendment insert 
~ $954,000;"” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to theamendment of the Senate 
numbered 25, and agree to thesame with an amendment as follows: Insert. aftor 
— word “thereon,” in line I of said amendment, the following: and inclos- 

mm, =r and grading the same; and the Senate agree to the same. 


the House recede its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 31, and to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the matter pr: to be stricken out and inserted by said nt insert 
“the following: 
“And aseording 6b the plans appro ved and recommended by a naval board in 
thet reper to the Beeretary of the Navy and Dy haus to an eee 
in his letter to the chairman of the Committee on N Naval Affairs-of the House of 


talives dated —— 9, sagen 
And the Senate agree to the sam: 

That the House recede from 833 to tho amendment of the Senate 
numbered 34, and to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
by said amendment insert the following: 

further authorized to have constructed b 
displacement, to cout fn t of the most. 
the aggregate excl 
for harbor defense, of the r wed by the 
Naval A Board in their report to the Secretary of ‘avy of November 

practicable speed.“ 


to the amendment of the Senate 

mbered 36, and agree tothe same withan ———— follows: Strike out, 
to line of said amendment, the following words: Tho 2,000-ton cruiser; “and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its d t to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 37, and agree to the same w. 3 ———— Add, at tho 
end of said 8 the following: 

That no part of this money shall be expended until the owners of 

1 shall contract, at such a price as shall 

o the of the Navy, for the exclusive right on the part 

of the pira — to man ure, by contract or otherwise, such guns and 

ent of any yovaliy coos the same, the option of the 
tract to be exercised 


cartridges without the pa; 
make eon! within a period to be fixed 


Government to 
by said contract.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from m ita disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
.... with amendments as follows: ig atmo) 
nsert ** $4,055,000 ;" und add at the end of the amended para- 

“Of which sum $55,000 is authorized to borane ex- 


nomoh, ani 
heretofore Auitiortind toe ependied on the said vessels ;” and the Senate agree 
to the same. 


ate A O O Poeseergpine patente Miya 

eee po cane ge 60075 8 9 In lieu 

o! sum proposed insert $2,500,000 ; and the Senate e same, 
EUGENE HA : 
O. B. PARWELL, 
A. P. GO 


RMAN, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


The report was concurred in. 
STEAMER I. N. BUNTON. 


Mr. QUAY. Task the unanimous consent of the Senate to proceed 
to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 6050) referring the claim of the 
owners of the steamer I. N. Bunton to the Court of Clai 

Mr. BUTLER. I of course am not going to object. to the considera- 
tion of that bill, but I give notice that after it is disposed of I shall 
ask unanimous consent.to to the consideration of the unob- 
jected Honse bills on the 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Pennsylvania 
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asks unanimous consent thatthe unfinished business may be inform- 
ally laid aside for the consideration of the bill named by him. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported from the Com- 
mittee on Claims with an amendment, to strike ont all after the enact- 
ing clause and insert: 

That the Secre of the Treasury be, and is hereby, directed to pay to Joseph 
Walton and Isaac N. Bunton, partners doing business under the firm name and 
style of Joseph Walton & Co., of Pittsburgh, in the State of Pennsylvania, the 
sum of $32,185, for the loss by them by the collision of the steamer I. 
N. Bunton, belonging to them, with the pier of Davis Island Dam, in the earl 
morning of the 2d day of January, 1884, y reason of the negligence of the 
cers, employés, and agents of the United States in failing to place per lights 
on said pier, as fully found and set forth by the Court of Claims in their findings 
of fact dated February 8, 1885. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the committee. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to hear the report read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

The Secretary read the report submitted by Mr. Hoar February 28, 
1889, as follows: 


The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 6050) referring 
the claim of the owners of the steamer I. N. Bunton to the Court of Claims, have 
considered the same and respectfully report: 

It appears that in the year 1883-’84 the United States was constructing a dam 
and locks at Davis Island, on the Ohio River, about 5 miles below Pittsburgh. 
The works included a Jock 700 feet in length, near the north bank of the river, 
and adam beginning 559 feet south of the lock-wall and extending abont 828 
feet south to Davis Island. At the north end of the dam was a pier, which was 
a part of said works, rising some 3 feet above the water. 

‘he channel between the pier and the lock-wall. ‘There are three 
other piers between the land and Davis Island. Orders were given by the ofli- 
cer in charge of the work to pina a light on the north pier, as well as lights on 
the east end of the lock-wall. ‘This arrangement was necessary for the safety 
of fiavigation. The workman whose duty it had been to place a light on the 
said pier was discharged on the 3lst of December, 1883. No light was placed on 
said pier during the two succeeding nights. This light was necessary for the 
safety of navigation, and the failure to place it properly was gross negligence, 

On the evening of January 1, 1854, the steamer I. N. Bunton, having on board 
a fall and sufficient complement of officers, a sufficient crew and a duly licensed 
and competent pilot, started down the river from Pittsburgh. The night was 
dark. She had in towthreecoal barges. The steamer and the barges were the 
property of the claimants. Solely by reason of the failure to place said light at 
the north pier of the dam and without any fault or negligence on the part of the 
claimants, their officers, or employés, the boat struck the piling just above the 
pier, swung to the left, collided with the pier next south, erushing a hole and 
causing a total wreck of the steamer, which caught fireand burned to the 
water's edge and sunk, causing the loss of two of the coal barges with theircar- 

oes and sinking the third, which was subsequently raised and the cargo saved. 
Four lives were lost. There was no insurance of the property. 

Wie annex the findings of the Court of Claims which these facts appear. 

The committee think that the Gevernment of the United States is not liable 
for loss or damage occasioned to private citizens by reason of any imperfection 
in the performance of the ordinary functions of Government, or by reason of 
the acts, omissions, or negligence of its officers or agents in the of 
such functions, This principle we suppose to be A e not only to the Gen- 
eral Government but to the governments of the States and to municipal and 
other similar corporations to whom certain public funetions are sangoa, even 
though such corporations may be made parties, defendant or plaintiff, tosuits in 
law or equity. In some casessuch corporations are stimulated to due care in the 
exercise of publie duties imposed them by rendering them liable fordamage 
occasioned by their negligence. But this liability is created only by express 
statute. Such hasbeen the well-settled rule in regard to actions nst towns 
and cities for defects in highways or injuries suffered by individuals for want of 
repair of public buildings erected or maintained by the municipality for m 
ast purposes aly. 

e are not in favor of extending the liability of the United States to such 
cases. But we are of opinion that there are two classes of cases where sound 
blic policy requires United States and all otber sovereign governmentsto 
old themselves responsible for injuries occasioned by the neg! of their 
agents, One is where the Government, ronpi its agents, manages or con- 
trols property from which it receives a benefit or profit, in the same way as 
private owners receive such benefit or profit, as by receiving rents or other ad- 
vantage for what might be termed its private emolument, although the profits 
so received are ultimately thereafter disposed of for public ig Bo This ob- 
ligation is recognized by the courts in many of the States, and by the House of 
Lords in England. Many of the leading cases on this su are collected in 
Oliver vs. Worcester, decided by the supreme court of Massachusetts in 1869 and 
reported in 102 Mass., 480. 5 

Another class of cases where this responsibility is is where the 
Government is using or managing property through its spona under circum- 
stances where these agents mingle on terms of equality with the general mass 
of citizens and where the security of the citizens requires that the same obli 

1 . 3 . 
as e case v ns. Congress ways 9 
tion of the Government for injuries occasioned by the fault of the officers of its 
naval and other v: in collisions. e have no doubt thet an in- 
jury occasioned to a private person by the carelessness of the driver of a mail- 

le through the streets and in business of 
the Government ought like manner to be the subject of responsibility, We 
rivate citizen 


cent to public highways, whether these highways be navigable streams or the 
bap Py Mpa darwin ne 
Tf, in construction of a post-office or a custom-house, ame eng area 
in 


5 by sufficient 
rail or other guard, and a person traveling on the ay in tbe night time, 
and h if using due care, in and be 1 80 


ment was a party and present, it is unnecessary to bg magician Fm 
We therefore report an amendment providing directly for the payment of the 
Joss, and reeorsrmend — tha hill peas, 


Court of Claims, Congressional Case No, 68. J h Walton and Isaac N. 
t Bunton vs. The United States. 
FINDINGS OF FACT. 


This case, referred to the court by the Committee on Claims of the House of 
Representatives March 14, 1884, under the act of March 3, 1883, ch. 11 (22 Stat. 
L., 485), having been heard by the court, the Attorney-General, by his assiste 
ants, appearing for the defense and protection of the United States, as required 
by said act, the court, upon the evidence, finds the facts to be as follows: 


L 


In the year 1884 and previously the United States were constructing a dam 
and locks at Davis Island; on the Ohio River, about 5 miles below Pittsb 
Pa. The lock was 700 feet in length, near the north bank of the river. The 
dam commenced 559 feet south of the lock-wall, and extended about 828 feet 
south to Davis Island. There was a pier at the north end of the dam, rising 
some 3 feet above the water. Between that pier and the lock-wall was the chan- 
ik 3 were three other piers in the dam between the first pier and Davis 


II. 


The orders of the Government officers in charge of the work were that a light 
should be placed every night on the north pier, as well as lights at the east end 
of the lock-wall. This was done uniformly up to January 1, 1884, when, on the 
night of that day, the light on the pier was omitted by oversight or neglect of 
some officer or employé of the defendants. 

The workman whose duty it had been to placo the light there had been dis- 
charged on the 31st of December, 1883, and that duty was neglected for the next 
two nights without any sufficient cause. 

aon lights were necessary for the safety of navigation on the river at that 
point. 

III. 


On the evening of January 1, 1854, the steamer I. N. Bunton, belonging to the 
claimants, having on board a full complement of officers, a double crew, and a 
duly-licensed experienced pilot, about 10 o'clock started down the river from 
near Pittsburgh. The night was dark and somewhat foggy. The water was 


high and there was considerable flow of ice. She had in tow three coal barges 


loaded with coal, all of which belonged to the claimants 
IV. 


Soon after midnight, approaching the works at Davis Island, a sharp lookout 

was kept for lights which were supposed to be there as they had been before. 

When within abont 200 feet of the east end of the lock-wall, as was supposed, 

the lights on that wall were first geen. But owing to the darkness and fogginess 

of the night it was not possible for the officers of the boat to determine the real 
istance of the wall. 

Thag kept the boat to the south to avoid the lock-wall, and not seeing nor 
knowing where the north pier was situated, by reason of there being no light 
upon it, the boat struck the piling just above that pier, swung to the left, and 
collided with the pier next south, crushing a hole in her hull and causing a 
total wreck of the steamer, which caught fire and burned to the water and sunk. 
Two of the coal-boats, with their cargoes, were lost, and the third coal-boat 
drifted down the river and sunk, but was 5 raised and saved. 

Four lives were lost—the chief engineer, cook, and two deck-hands. The 
property was insured. y. 


The loss was not caused by any fault, negligence, or want of skill on the part 
of the claimants, their officers, or employés, but was attributable to the gross 
negligenes of the officers or employés of the defendants in omitting to place a 
light on the north pier of the dam at Davis Island. 


vi. 

The following are the losses to the claimant: 
Value of the steamer I. N. Bunton... 
Value of 50,000 bushels of cal, at 9 ce 
Expenses of raising the third coal- 
Detension of steamer Coal City, belongin claim: 

Lighting and clothes for men who lost their clothes by the accident...... 
Funeral expenses of the men lost. „ eee eee 7i 


Ordered by the court that a copy of the foregoing findings of fact, duly cer" 
tified, be reported to the Committee on Claims of the House of Representatives: 
together with a copy of this order. 


FEBRUARY 8, 1885. 


5 


Court or CLams, WAsHINGTON, D. C. 


I certify that the foregoing is a true copy of the findings of fact filed by the 
court in said cause. 
Test, this Lith day of December, A. D. 1885, 
[SEAL.] JOHN RANDOLPH, 
Assistant Clerk Court of Claims, 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Ihave read those findings of fact before. Iam not 
quite so clear as the committee is that this is a claim which falls within 
the principle the committee lays down, but there is no time to go into 
any extended consideration of it, and I shall not take up any time in do- 
ing so. I only let it go now under a caveat that I do not wish 
to be considered as agreeing entirely to the application of the principle 
the committee has stated, although the statement I think is extremely 
plausible and very likely may turn out to be correct. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment reported by the Committee on Claims. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to he engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: A bill for the relief of Joseph 
Walton & Co.“ 8 

Mr. QUAY. I move that the Senate insist on its amendments and 
request a conference with the House of Representatives on the bill and 
amendments. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President was authorized to 

t the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. Hoar, Mr. 
QUAY, and Mr. FAULKNER were appointed. 
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HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills, received from the House of Representatives, were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred as indicated below: 

The bill (H. R. 11762) to remove the political disabilities of J. H. Ro- 
chelle—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The bill (H. R. 11660) for the relief of Martha E. Flesschert—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

The bill (H. R. 3737) for the relief of the holders of District of Co- 
lumbia special-assessment lien certificates, and for other purposes—to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

The bill (H. R. 8028) to authorize the States of Illinois, Indiana, and 
Ohio to prosecute suits against the United States in the Supreme Court 

of the United States—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


LIQUOR TRAFFIC. 


Mr. BLAIR. I ask the unanimous consent of the Senate that the 
joint resolution (S. R. 12) proposing an amendment to the Constitution 
of the United States in relation to the manufacture, importation, ex- 
portation, transportation, and sale of alcoholic liquors be now consid- 
ered. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? 

Mr. HARRIS. I object. 

Mr. BLAIR. Before the question is put as to their being objection, 
I ask unanimous consent to say that this proposition has been pending 
in Congress for fourteen years. It has been twice favorably reported 
by committees of the Senate in different Congresses. I do not now ask 
the Senate to proceed to consider the joint resolution by debating it, 
bunt I should like the report to be read, which is brief, and that there be 
a vote. I desire a record upon the subject, and I think it is none too 
much to ask that this great subject may have at least ten minutes’ 
consideration out of fourteen years’ time. I hope no Senator will ob- 


- ject. 
i The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the joint resolution ? 

Mr. HARRIS. I object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate resumes consideration of 
the unfinished business, : 

Mr. BUTLER. Pending that—— 

Mr. BLAIR, I ask leave—I have the right perhaps—to move to pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the joint resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hampshire 
moves that the Senate proceed to the consideration of joint resolution (S. 
R. 12) proposingan amendment to the Constitution of the United States 
in relation to the manufacture, importation, exportation, transporta- 
tion, and sale of alcoholic liquors. 

The question being put, there were, on a division—ayes 8, noes 28. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. No quorum has voted. The Secre- 
tary will call the roll of the Senate, 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators answered 
to their names: 


Blackburn, Dawes, Ingalls, oe 
Blair, Dolph, Jones of Arkansas, Riddleberger, 
Blodgett, Edmunds, Jones of Nevada, in. 
Bowen, Farwell, McPherson, Saulsbury, 
Brown, ulkner, Mitchell, Sherman, 
Butler, Frye, Morgan, Stewart, 
Call, George, Morrill, Teller, 
Cameron, Gorman, Paddock, ie, 
Chace, Gray, Paimer, Vance, 
Chandler, Hampton, Pasco, Vest, 

ke, Payne, ee 
Cullom, Hawley, Platt, Wilson of Iowa, 
Daniel, Hearst, Quay, Wilson of Md. 

vis, Hiscock, nsom, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
to their names. 

Mr. BLAIR, I ask for the yeas and nays on the pending propo- 
sition. 

The PRESIDENT p tempore. The Senator from New Hampshire 
asks that the yeas and nays may be entered on the Journal upon the 
motion to proceed to the consideration of the joint resolution. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. R, 

Mr. BLACKBURN (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON]. If he were present, I 
should vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. DAVIS (when his name was called). I am paired for this even- 
ing with the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. BERRY]. 

Mr. FRYE (when Mr. HALE’s name was called). My colleague 
[Mr. HALE] is absent on the business of the Senate and is paired with 
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Breck]. 

Mr. DAWES (when Mr. Hoar’s name was called). My colleague 
[Mr. Hoan] is paired with the junior Senator from Tennessee [Mr. 
BATE}. 

= PADDOCK (when his name was called), Iam paired with the 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Eustis]. I do not know how he would 
vote, and I withhold my vote. 

Mr. SPOONEK (when his name was called). I am paired with the 

m the Cham- 


Fifty-five Senators have answered 


Senator from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES], who is absent 
ber because of illness. 


Mr. TELLER (when his name was called), I am paired with the 
senior Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Geson]. If he were present, I 
should vote yea.” 

Mr. VANCE (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH]. If he were present, I 
should vote nay.” 

Mr. TURPIE (when the name of Mr. VooRHEES was called). My 
colleague [Mr. VoornzEs] is paired with the Senator from Wiscon- 
sin [Mr. SPOONER]. If my colleague were here, he would vote nay.““ 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa (when his name was called). Iam paired 
with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Witson]. If he were present, I 
should vote yea.“ 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. EDMUNDS (after having voted in the affirmative). I am re- 
minded, correctly, that I am paired with the Senator from Alabama 
[Mr. PuGH], who is absent. I must therefore withdraw my vote. 
If he were present, I should vote yea.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont with- 
draws his vote. 

Mr. CHACE (after having voted in the affirmative). I wish to with- 
draw my vote. I am paired with the Senator from Georgia [Mr. COL- 


QUITT]. 
The Senator from Rhode Island 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore, 
withdraws his vote. 

Mr. HARRIS. Iwish to announce that my colleague [Mr. BATE] 
is detained at home by sickness. If he were present, he would vote 
“nay.” Heispaired with the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HOAR]. 
I make the announcement for the day. Ishall not make it again. 

The result was announced—yeas 13, nays 33; as follows: 


YEAS—13. 
Blair, Frye. Palmer, Stockbridge. 
Bowen, Hawle Platt, A E 
Daw Jones of Nevada, Quay, 
Dolph, chell, Sawyer, 

NAYS—33. 
Blodgett, Faulkner, Kenna, Sabin, 
Brown, George, McPherson, Saulsbury, 
Butler, Gorman, Morgan, Stewart, 
Call, Gray, Morrill, Turpie, 
Cameron, Hampton, Pasco, est, 
Coke, Harris, Payne, Walthall. 
7705 ne Ransom, 
Dan n „ 

s Jones of Arkansas, Riddieberger, 
ABSENT—30. 

Aldrich, Cockrell, Hearst, Stanford, 
Allison, Colquitt, Hoar, Teller, 
Bate, E h Manderson, Vance, 

s Edmunds, dock, Voorhees, 
Berry, Eustis, Plumb, Wilson of Iowa, 
Blackburn, Farwell, Pugh, Wilson of Md. 
Ch Gibson, Sherman, 

Chandler, Hale, Spooner, 
So the motion was not agreed to. 


Mr. BLAIR. I ask unanimous consent in connection with the vote 
just taken that there may be oe in the Recorp the report of the 
Committee on Education and Labor on the subject, which consists ot 
three sheets, as a part of my remarks, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection. 

The report referred to is as follows: 


Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Education and Labor, submitted the fol- 
lowing report, to accompany S. R. 12: 

By direction of the Committee on Education and Labor Mr. BLAIR submits 
the following report on Senate resolution No. 12, entitled Joint resolution pro- 
skin, byes amendment of the Constitution of the United States in relation to the 
man ture, importation, exportation, transportation, and sale of alcoholic 
liquors,” recommending its submission to the States to become valid as a part 
of the Constitution when ratified by the Legislatures of three-fourths of the sey- 
eral States as provided in the Constitution. 

The joint resolution is in the following words: 


“[Fiftieth Congress, first session, S. R. 12.] 


“ Joint resolution proposing an amendment of the Constitntion of the United 
States in relation to the man , importation, exportation, transporta- 
tion, and sale of alcoholic liquors. 


“ Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United Slates of 

America in Congress assembled (two-thirds of each House concurring therein), That 

the following amendment to the Constitution of the United States be, and 

hereby is, proposed to the States, to become valid when ratified by the Legisla- 

tures of three-fourths of the several States as provided in the Constitution. 
“ARTICLE —, 

“Section 1. The manufacture, importation, tation, rtation, and 
sale of all alcoholic * as a beverage ahell ba, and hereby in forever pro- 
hibited in the United States and in every place su to their jurisdiction, 

“Seo. 2, Congress shall enforce this cle by all needful legislation.” 7 

In submi this favorable report upon the aforesaid joint resolution it is 
proper to say that there are members of the committee who concur in the re- 
port recommending the submission of the proposed amendment to the States 
who do not, by such action, indicate r approval of the adoption of the 
amendment as a part of the Constitution, nor that they would themselves ad- 
vocate its ratification by the atures of States; but in deference to the 
immense mass of petitions for this amendment of the organic law, coming from 
the people in all parts of the country, and believing that an opportunity ald 
be given to them to be heard upon the merits of their cause in the forum of the 
States, where alone it can be heard and decided, the majority of the committee 
would deem a refusal to submit the 1 amendment to the States for con- 

i „„ the right of a party to be heard in court 


si 
upon a question of private 
The method provided in Constitation for its own peaceful amendment 


1889. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


2617 


would be destroyed by failure to submit the proposition for amendment in cases 
of grave moment involving the approva and prayers of multitudes of the peo- 
le, for where the remedy sought is admitted to be without the jurisdiction of 

e fundamental law, the petition is really addressed to the only tribunal which 
can enlarge that jurisdiction, that is to say, to the States themselves. Should, 
then, Con; in such case refuse to submit the pro Ito the States, such re- 
fusal would constitute a substantial denial of the right of petition itself. 

The changes in the national Constitution made indispensable by the devel- 
opment of the nation can only be ully accomplished by a judicious and 
Aberal exercise of the power of Congress to propose amendments to the States 

n the petition of those who desire to be heard in the great court of the - 
ple exercising their sovereignty through the States as in the formation of the 
Constitution, 

Itis well known that, but for the belief in the conventions of the States that 
the opportunity to amend the Constitution would be most liberally afforded by 
Congress in accordance with the forms provided in that instrument, the original 
ratification never would have been obtained. Some of the States ratified only 
because it was 8 believed that, whatever might be the opinions of Con- 
gress upon the modifications desired by those who considered the instrument 
proposed for ratification as fatally defective without them, the suggested amend- 
ments would be submitted to the subsequent action of the States almost asa 
matter of course. 

While the committee would by no means justify the submission of trifling or 
uncalled-for propositions for the consideration of the States, yet they firmly be- 
lieve that the perpetuity and peace of the country under the forms of constitu- 
tional government demand that there be no de ee or arbitrary denial of the 
9 of petition for the amendment of the fundamental law through the forms 
of Congressional submission to the tribunal of the people in the States. 

The agitation for national legislation for the extirpation of the traffic in al- 
coholic poison made and sold to be used as a beverage will never cease to dis- 
turb and finally destroy pee political parties until they submit the question 
5 see cbt of national constitutional jurisdiction so as to include control 
of the subjec' 

When this proposed amendment is submitted to the action of the States the 
subject will pass in its important features from the national arena to that of 
the several States, until the fate of the proposed amendmentisdecided. When 
decided, if adversely to the ratification, the subject will be eliminated from na- 
tional politics, at least for many years. 

If, on the other hand, the pro: amendment should be ratified and become 
a part of the national law, the chief curse of the world would be summoned to 
the block of national justice and die by the hand of the only power which can 
wield an ax big and sharp enough to cut off its hydra head. 

Then we should have A oye ped 

But the agitation for the destruction of the liquor traffic can not cease until 
the 3 which it infliets upon mankind are removed or the human race is de- 
stroyed, 

It is useless to cry peace, peace, when there is no peace. It is time to face the 
subject. Evasion has become almost impossible, and the effort requires an ac- 
tivity which is too exhaustive for its long continuance. 

Judging from the petitions which have been presented to Congress during the 
last few years, many of which are representative of great bodies and of com- 
munities whose individual signatures have not been obtained, it can hardly be 
doubted that at least ten millions of the American ple are desirous of na- 
tional legislation for the destruction of poisonous, that is to say, of alcoholic, 
drinks, 

These people represent a power of thought and a moral force far greater than 
their mere numbers. Whoever expects to withstand the shock of their charge 
will yet regret that its irresistible power was not seasonably realized. 

These petitions for the opportunity to amend the national Constitution must 
be heard and will be h. . Those who will oppose them in the States will yet 
demand that they shall be heard in the States upon the proposition of a prohib- 
itory amendment of the national Constitution. 

To deny this is to subvert the republican form of government, and the honor- 
able opponents of the measure will not always refuse to its friends that hearing 
in court which is the sacred right of every American, and especially in a mat- 
ter of so great national concern. 

It is claimed by the advocates of this amendment that the liquor traffic is a unit 
of evil which submerges the whole nation, and that there can be no complete 
and certainly no permanent elevation of any t above this sea of trouble,” 
which is not the result ofa lifting force exerted continuously by the nation in its 
organic capacity everywhere throughout the whole country, co-operating with 
and supplementing, and, when necessary to accomplish the end, overruling and 
subordinating the action of the States. 

At the present time the police power in the States is fettered and thwarted in 
its efforts to suppress this evil within the limits of the States, ively, by 
the national guaranties of protection to transportation and the rig ts of manu- 
facture and sale existing in all the States and localities which decline to impose 
the necessary restriction. 

This evil runs with the blood throughout the whole system of national life, 
and nothing but national constitutional treatment will cure it. 

It is not a local disease. To be sure there are local ulcerations, but they ex- 
tend all over the body. It has become a confluent eruption which must be med- 
icined from within as well as from without. It can not be cured by the exter- 
nal application of patches of plaster upon the States, whose combined surfaces, 
with that of the Territories, cover that of the entire national body. 

The police power in government, the power of the people to preserve order, 
health, and morals, is said to be vested in the States. The liquor traffic is 
believed by the advocates of this resolution for the amendment of the Constitu- 
tion to be directly destructive ofsociety and consequently of all the ends for which 
the police power exists. From the very nature of the liquor evil, and the fact 
that we are a nation and but one nation, this omnipresent national evil can not 
be controlled by the feeble efforts of States. From their juxtaposition they 
could hardly protect themselves against each other, even if they were absolutely 
independent nations. But now the nation controls both interstate and fore! 
commerce, protects the manufacture, wherever local law permits it, and the 
distribution and sale to such extent everywhere that without national action 
the evil must be perpetual so far as its removal depends upon law. 

National constitutional legislation, therefore, becomes necessary to preserve 
the police 3 itself, which, under existing national laws and the relations 
between the States themselves, as well as between the General Government 
8 nullified, and the health, morals, and good order of society 

ved. 

Such are a few of the arguments by which the advocates of this measure press 
its consideration upon us. 

The proposal to amend the Constitution in this regard has been pending in 
Congress since the first session of the Forty-fourth Congress. 

The form of the proposition as now submitted has been modified so as to har- 
monize the conflicting views of its own friends and to secure, so far as the com- 
mittee is aware, the universal support of all who desire the national prohibition 
of the traffic in alcoholic poisons made to be used as beverages, 

The report of the committee of the last Congress in favor of a like amend- 
ment is herewith submitted as a part of together with the able and ex- 
haustive address before the committee by A. M. Powell, esq., who represented 
the National Temperance Society, and the lucid and comprehensive argument 
of Mrs. Ada M. Bittenbender, the accomplished attorney of the Woman's Na- 


tional Christian Temperance Union, both of which are incorporated asa partof 
this report and will render further ussion by the committee unnecessary. 

This form of amendment was proposed and 8 by the chairman of the 
committee in the House of 1 of the Forty-fourth Congress, and 
in every Congress since until the present, the Fiftieth, Congress: The form in 
which the amendment was introduced at this session by the chairman of the 
committee, and in which it is now reported without alteration, has been 
upon hy the leading temperance organizations of the country, by all of whom 
it is indorsed and supported. 

[Senate Report No. 1563. Forty-ninth Congress, first session.] 


Submitted by Senator BLAIR: 

The Committee on Education and Labor, to whom was referred joint resolu- 
tion of the Senate No. 6, " proposing an amendment to the Constitution in re- 
lation to alcoholic liquors and other poisonous beverages,” have considered the 
same, and by a majority of their number report the joint resolution back favor- 
ably, and recommend its passage, and that the proposed amendment be sub- 
mi to the Legislatures of the States for their action, with a view to the rati- 
fication thereof, as provided in the Constitution. 

The committee does not deem it necessary to discuss the evils wrought by 
the use of alcohol, in its various forms and degrees of purity and of adultera- 
tion, asa beverage, upon the life, health, industry, property, morals, character, 
and destiny of the American people and of the world. 

Whatever remedy, whether by the enactment and enforcement of laws, by 
the forces of education, and motives add to the moral nature and willof 
the individual, or by a combination of all restrictive ncies, the whole pa 
ple, with very few exceptions, admit the existence of the curse itself, an oF. 
out, “ Who and what shall deliver us from this body of death?“ Yourcommi 
tee believe the public sentiment is ripe for the consideration and adoption of 
the best means, and of all the means, and the exertion of all the forces, both in 
the nation and the States, to effect the extirpation of the alcoholic evil. 

Thus far the people have struggled to accomplish this end with no help from 
national law. On the contrary, the recognition and protection given to alco- 
holic drink as property, as a legitimate article of manufacture everywhere and 
for all uses, and of commerce, both interstate and international, by the Consti- 
tution and laws of the United States, have always constituted one of the chief 
obstacles to the success of that great movement known as the temperance re- 
form, and until there be a change in the fundamental law of the nation giving 
complete jurisdiction over the mohe to assist, and, if necessary, to reverse the 
action ofthe States by the power of the whole bod. litic throughout the whole 
national domain, the efforts of the people through State and local agencies will 
always be greatly hindered and generally in the end will fail. 

But, however that may be, the question considered by the committee is not 
one primarily touching the merits of the proposed amendment itself, but whether 
there is a sufficient public sentiment in favor of the submission of the amend- 
ment to the action of the people to require the of the joint resolution. 

The majority of the committee believe that the minds of the most carefuland 
conservative students of the liquor problem are rapidly coming to the conclu- 
sion that this evil must and only can be removed by national | lation en- 
forced by the national will in co-operation with the efforts of the State. 

In nearly every voting precinct of this country there are American citizens 
who desire the pro amendment tothe national Constitution, Rie are 
determined upon political action. They will have it through existing political 
organizations, or they will destroy one or both the great parties of to-day and 
form one which will consent to take the sense of the 3 upon the question 
of amending the Constitution so as to give national jurisdiction over the traffic 
in strong drink. Why should they be denied the opportunity to be heard in 
the only forum which can upon the question? When any considerable 
and respectable portion of the American people desire to plead their cause in 
the great tribunal of sovere who, in a free country, decide every fundamen- 
tal issue in the last resort, it is the duty of Congress to enact such . leg- 
is!ation as is here pro so that under the forms of the Constitution they can 
be heard on the question of its own amendment. To deny this is of the ve 
essence of despotism, and for Con, unreasonably to refuse the hearing 
just cause of revolution, The people will eee e eee large and 
respectable minority, and to grant this opportunity is the p of this 
resolution. Whatever may be the result all must abide by it. But there can 
be no justification of a denial of the Dp to be heard. $ 

Until that right is granted there will be, there can be, no peace to political 
88 in this country. It there could be, it would prove that the nature of our 

overnment was already changed, and that under the forms of a progressive 
free republic we are become a hide-bound despotism, haying a name to live, 
but really already dead. 

Your committee are unable at this late period of the session properly to pre- 
sent the great cause the promotion of which is the purpose of this resolution, 
Fortunately it is not necessary. We appeal to the universal sentiment which 
is the very basis of our political institutions, the right of every voting citizen to 
be heard at the polls upon every greatquestion which concernsthe public weal, 
Than this there can be none more important, and we earnestly hope the reso- 
lution may be adopted in the furtherance of the exercise of the primal rights of 
American sovereignty, which is that of each citizen to be heard by all, and of 
any considerable portion of the people to demand a verdict of the whole upon 
great issues which concern the general weal. 

The following is the joint resolution as reported by the committee of the 
Forty-ninth Congress: 


{Forty-ninth Congress, first session, S. R. 6.] 


Joint resolution proposing an amendment to the Constitution in relation to aleo- 
holic liquors and other poisonous beverages, 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of America 
in Congress assembled (two-thirds of each House concurring therein), That the fol- 
lowing amendment to the Constitution be, and hereby is, proposed to the 8 
to become valid when ratified by the Legislatures of three-fourths of the sey: 
States, as provided in the Constitution: 

“ARTICLE —. SECTION 1. From and after the year of our Lord 1900 the manu- 
facture and sale of distilled alcoholic intoxicating liquors, or alcoholic liquors 
any part of which is obtained by distillation or process equivalent thereto, or 
any intoxicating liquors mixed oradulterated with ardent spirits or with any 
poison whatever, except for medicinal, mechanical, chemical, and scientific 
purposes, and for use in the arts, anywhere within the United States and the 
Territories thereof, shall cease ; and the importation of such liquors from foreign 


states and countries to the United States and Territories, and the exportation 


of such cs 5 from and the transportation thereof within and rai any 
pat of this country, except for the use and purposes aforesaid, shall be, and 
ereby are, forever thereafter prohibited. 

"Sec. 2, Nothing in this article shall be construed to waive or abridge any ex- 
isting power of 3 nor the right, which is hereby recognized, of the peo · 
ple of any State or Territory to enact laws to prevent the increase and for the 
suppression or regulation of the manufacture, sale, and use of liquors, and the 
ingredients thereof, any part of which is alcoholic, intoxicating, or poisonous, 
within its own limits, and for the exclusion of such liquors and ingredients 
therefrom at any time, as well before as after the close of the year of our Lord 
1900; but until then, and until ten years after the ratification hereof as provided 
in the next section, no State or Territory shall interfere with the transportation 
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3 wherein ee fn e sale, and use 


thereof for other purposes.and use than those 2 
be lawful: Provided, That the true destination . 


ed thereon. 

“Seo. 3. Serge eee be ratified by three-fourths of the States on or 

before the last day of December, 1890. then the first section hereof shall take 

effect and be in foreeat the expiration of ten — from such ratification; and 

the assent of any State to this artic!» shall not be rescinded nor reversed, 
“Sec, 4. Congress shall enforce this article by all needful legislation.“ 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed a joint resolution (H. 
Res. 252) appointing A. A. Markham, of California, a manager for the 
National Homes for Disabled Soldiers, to fill the vacancy caused by the 
death of William Blanding; in which it requested the concurrence of 
the Senate. 

ENROLLED. BILLS SIGNED. 

The messagealso announced that the Speakerof the House had signed 
the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by the 
President pro tempore: 

Abill (1.1 R. 11678) providing for the erection of sundry light-houses 
mer fi sin Lakes Erie, Huron, Michigan, and Superior; 

(H. R. 12324) for the establishment of a light-bouse station on 
St. Catharine Island, State of Georgia; 
A bill (H. R. 12430) providing for the establishment of the light saa 
at Humboldt, California, upon a more secure site, and for 
the establishment of a light-ship at or near the wreck of the steam-ship 
in New York Harbor; 

A bill (S. 2182) to amend sections 4488 and 4489 of the Revised Stat- 
utes, requiring life-saving appliances on steamers; 

A bill (8. 8 granting increase of ion to Joseph B. Sellers; 

A bill (S. 3818) for the establishment of a light-house and fog signal 
at Old Orchard Shoal in Princess Bay, New York, and for other purposes; 


and 
A bill (S. 3951) to establish a railway bridge across the Illinois River, 
between a point within 5 miles of Columbiana, in Greene County, and. 
a point within 5 miles of Kampsville, in Calhoun County, in the State of 
Tlinois. 
HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The joint resolution (H. Res. 252) appointing A. A. Markham, of 
California, a manager for the National Homes for Disabled Soldiers, to 
fill the va caused by the death of William Blanding, was read 
twice by its Hilla and referred to the. Committee on. Military Affairs 


FOURTH OF JULY CLAIMS. 


Mr. SPOONER. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 12384) for the allowance of certain claims re- 
ported by the accounting officers of the United States Treasury Depart- 
ment. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I should like to ask the Senator from Wis- 
consin whether he is one of the general objectors at this late day of the 
session who will not allow nominations to come up. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, I am not a general objector. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Wisconsin moves 
that the Senate e to the consideration of the bill indicated by 
him. 

Mr. RIDDLE BERGER. I object, sir. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from Wisconsin. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, ed to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Claims with amend- 
ments. 

The first amendment was, in line 4, after the word pay,“ to strike 
out the words, upon the requisition of the of War,” and 
insert in such manner as he shall direct, and without the requisition 
of the Secretary of War; so as to read: 


That the Seeretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and re- 
uired to pay, in —— manner as he shall direct, and without the requisition of 
the Secretary of War, etc. 


Mr. SPOONER. I ask that the amendment reported by the com- 
mittee be not agreed to. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Pending the consideration of this bill I 
move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive busi- 


ness. 

Mr. SPOONER. I appeal to the Senator from Virginia to withhold 
that motion for afew moments. This is the last of the 4th of July bills. 
The items are small 9 for Union men in the South, and 
the accounting officers of the Treasury and the Quartermaster-General 
report that they are entitled to these claims. It will only take a few 
moments to pass the bill. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Iam willing to respect that motive, but I 
care very little about the Union men in the South just now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Virginia with- 
draw his motion? 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I withdrawit only to await the action of 
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the Senate on this matter in order to take care of the poor Union men 


ause of the South. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The next amendment reported from 
the Committee on Claims will be stated. 
The next amendment was, after line 297, to insert: 


— — — of Jonathan Te: deceased, 
‘Tener, o ner, 
Adams County, Ohio, $30. 85 j 

Mr. SPOONER. L ask that these three items reported by the com- 
mittee be disagreed to. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. SPOONER. I ought tosay that my request was not based upon 
any objection to the amendments, but simply for the purpose of not 
endangering the passage of the bill by requiring its return to the other 
House for 2 for action upon the amendments. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


STATUES OF CASS, MUHLENBERG, AND FULTON. 


Mr. 8 Lask the Senate to consider a joint resolution for 

printing the ings relating to the reception of the statue of the 

tite Genel seg a House resolution that needs only our concurrence, 
and it ought to be given. 

By unanimous . the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the joint resolution (H. Res. 268) to eee 
the printing of the proceedings in Congress in accepting the statue of 
the late Lewis Cass, an illustrious citizen, presented by the State of 
Michigan, and the statues of the late Maj. Gen. John Peter Gabriel 
Mublenberg and Robert Fulton, illustrious citizens, presented by the 
State of Pennsylvania. 

The joint resolution was pe to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, and read the third time. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I desire to ask the Senator from Connecticut 
if this is a House joint resolution? ; 
Mr. HAWLEY. It is a House joint resolution, and only needs our 

concurrence. 

Mr. McPHERSON. No amendments have been made in the Senate 
to it? 

Mr. HAWLEY. No amendments have been made in the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Shall the joint resolution pass? 

The joint resolution was passed. 


LIEUTENANT-COLONEL EYRE. 


Mr. STEWART. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 3106) for the relief of Lieutenant-Colonel Eyre. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It p to release Lieut. 
Col. Edward E. Eyre, late lieutenant-colonel of the First California 
Cavalry, from all further liability on account of his receipts and dis- 
bursements of funds as acting quartermaster. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us Po the report. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report submitted by Mr. STEWART 
February 16, 1889: 


‘The Committee on Affai whom was referred the bill (H. R. 3106) 
for the relief of Lieutenan — beh submit the following report: 
Your committee find the facts in the case set forth fully in the 


report of the House Committee on Military Affairs, which is adopted as part 
this report, as follows: 


“ [House Report No, 1792, first session Fiftieth Congress.] 

“The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
3106) for the relief of E. E. Bre; meane lieutenant-colonel of the First Regi- 
mentof California Cavalry, have Shaul Stee cathe —ů— „and 
submit the following report: 

From an examination of the records of the War Department and from other 


reliable information we find the facts 
lonel with his — 
commanding 


from Las — $ . Mex., 
paana Sesh forty-seven 
days’ time, from eee ia Ione September 1862, he had disbursed and ox: 
pended in oe and in purchase of forage and quartermasters’ 
stores the sum of $3,668.91. 
That on September 1, 1862, he turned over to Lieut. A. H. French, of the First. 
California Volunteers, the sum of $200; on the Sth of a 1892, to Col. J, 
R. West, of the First California Volunteers, 8 of $3, vob 7 9 — in 5 avs. on 


the 30th of September, 1862, to Lieut. B. olun- 
teers, assistant quartermaster, the seithateunmet As together — rh his ao- 
counts and vouchers for the disbursement of the sum of $3,668.91, to the said 


quartermaster’s clerk, one J. S. Barbey, w. amount, 

of moneys, equaled the amount he had received while uartermaster, 
or $17, Ae and was then and there relieved from —— quartermaster and 
resumed his duty as lieutenant-colonel California 


1889. 
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stood debited with the exact sum of his.expenditures; to wit, $3,- 


Abet had he been notified within any reasonable time ho could have availed 
of the law of June 23. 1870, made aud d provided for the settlement of such cases 
as his (whose existence was li to two years), and have settled the said bal- 
ance now standing to his debit, 

“We. find that the character of Colonel Eyre for truth and veracity is not nor 

never has been questioned; that he has been and is a man of means and hi 
social standing, well known and universally respected; and believing that t 
deficiency, as represented in his accounts, was. tho uses and bene- 
ere Unit States, we therefore recommen: paas of the bill as.an 
act of justice. 

Your pons N report back the bill favorably and recommend its passage. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 


a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. BLAIR. I ask unanimous.consent to present certain petitions 
of citizens of Michigan, in favor of the joint resolution proposing an 
amendment to the Constitution prohibiting the liquor traffic in all 
forms, which has been reported favorably. I move that the petitions 
lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr, DAWES presented two memorials of citizens of Massachusetts, 
remonstrating against the passage of any law as to Sunday observance 
or for religious instruction in public schools; which were referred to 
the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. BLAIR presented a petition of 25 citizens cf New Hampshire, 
and two petitions of citizens of the United States, praying for the pas- 
sage of the Sunday-rest bill; which were referred to the Committee on 
Education and Labor. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT NEW BERNE, N. d. 

Mr. RANSOM. I move thatthe Senate proceed to the consideration 
of the bill (S. 3929) to provide for the erection of a publie building at 
the city of New Berne, N. C. 

Mr. BUTLER. Iam not going to object tothe consideration of that 
bill, but I give notice that after it is of I shall object to tak- 
ing up any other bill unless we go tothe Calendarof unobjected House 
bills. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from North Carolina to. proceed to the consid- 
ation of the bill he has indicated. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported from 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, with an amendment 
in line 13, before the word thousand,“ to strike out one hundred 
and insert “seventy-five,” and in line 23, before the word’ “‘ thou- 
sand, to strike out one hundred” and insert seventy-five;“ soas 
to read: 


The site, and building thereon, when completed upon plans and . 
1 ons to be previously made and a; fetes by the Secretary of the Treasury, 
shall not exceed in cost the sum of $75,000; norshallanysite be purchased until 
estimates for the erection of a building which will h sufficient accommo- 
dations for the transaction of the ae noes and which shall not exceed 
in cost the balance of the sum herein limited after the site shall 


alleys. 

‘The amendment. was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time; and passed. 

ORDER.,OF BUSINESS. 

Mr.SAWYER. From the Committee on Pensions I report favorably 
the bill (H. R. 6411) granting a pension to Sarah Jackson. Lask unan- 
imous consent that the bill be put on its passage. It will take but a 
moment. 

Mr. BUTLER. I gave notice awhile ago that aſter the bill moved 
by the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER] had been disposed of I 
should ask unanimous consent to proceed to the consideration of the 
unobjected House bills on the Calendar; and IL now make that request. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from South Carolina 
asks unanimous consent that the Senate now proceed, under Rule VIII, 


to the consideration of House bills on the Calendar: favorably reported | na 


to which there is no objection. Is there objection: to the request? 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER:.” I object, sir. 

The PRESIDENT pro: tempore. The unfinished business will be 
stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK.. A resolution, by Mr. Hoan, authorizing the 
Committee on Privileges. and to investigate. alleged election 
outrages in certain States. 

5 pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution. 

Mr. SAWYER. Task that the unfinished business he laid aside in 
ie to pass the pension bill which F have just reported. It is a House 

1 great distress ſor it. 
rn 8 eer Aik A AE A of House 


ceed to the consideration of executive business. 


The PRESIDENT pro The Senator from South Carolina 
asks unanimous consent that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of House bills, favorably reported, on the Calendar, under Rule VIII, to 
which there is no objection. Is there objection to the request? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont objects. 
Is the Senate ready for the question on agreeing to the resolution of 
the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoan]? 

Mr. GORMAN. T move to postpone the consideration of the reso- 
lution until to-morrow for the purpose of mi that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 9623) to provide for printing 
Government securities in the highest style of art. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maryland moves 
that the consideration of the resolution be postponed until to-morraw. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator who introduced the resolution is not. 
here. I dislike to see it displaced. 

Mr. FRYE. It is a motion to indefinitely postpone it. 

Mr. SPOONER. Task that the resolution be informally laid aside, 
I hope the Senator will agree to that. 

Mr. HARRIS. To postpone it until to-morrow does not displace it. 

Mr. SPOONER. That is an indefinite postponement. 

Mr. HARRIS.. It may work out that result, but it does not dis- 
place it. 

Mr. SPOONER. I ask that the resolution be informally laid aside. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the Senator 
from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER] to make a request that the Senate 
ee, to the consideration of House bills on the Calendar favorably 
reported. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That has been objected to already. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I ask the Senator from Sonth Carolina 
whether this proposition of his contemplates more than the consider- 
ation of one b. 

Mr. BUTLER. I could not hear the Senator. I beg him to repeat, 
his question. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands the Senator 
from Vermont to object to the request of the Senator from South Caro- 
lina. 

eee e I do not think we ought to do that at this stage 
to-night. 

Mr. SAWYER. I move that the pending Order of Business be laid 
aside so as to call up the pension bill which I 

a PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair can not entertain that 
motion. 

Mr. BUTLER. Iwill. make a motion, if I have the right to do so, 
notwithstanding the objection of the Senator from Vermont, that the 
Senate proceed to the consideration of unobjected House bills on the 


5 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair can not entertain that 
motion. 


Mr. GORMAN, T rise toa parliamentary inquiry. The resolution 


which is the unfinished business was laid before the Senate. The Chair 


recognized me and I made a motion to postpone the resolution until 
to-morrow. Isubmit to the Chair that until that motion is disposed 
of no other business can intervene, 

So the Chair thinks. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 

Mr. GORMAN. Task permission to make a statement. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection, and 
the Senator from Matyland will proceed. 

Mr. GORMAN. I made the motion to take up the House bill which 
determines the question whether we shall continue the use of steam- 
presses in the Bureau of Engraving and Printing. That question must 
come before the Senate within the next hour on the sundry civil bill 
and the discussion can be had upon this bill. The Senate will remem- 
ber that in the sundry civil appropriation bill there is practically the 
same proposition to abolish the steam-presses. The on must come 
before the Senate and it would save time if the whole matter could be 
discussed upon this bill. Hence I made the motion to postpone the 
unfinished business with the view of proceeding to consider this meas- 
ure, which is a matter of public concern, and which the Senate must 
decide, or at all events ought to decide, for if nob it may lead to the 
failure of one of the great appropriation bills when the session termi- 


tes. 
Mr. SPOONER. ask the Senator from Maryland not to move to 
displace the resolution in the absence of the Senator who has it in 
charge. He will accomplish his purpose just as well by asking that it 
be informally laid aside, to which there is no objection. 

Mr. GORMAN. I more to postpone the resolution for five hours. 

Mr. SPOONER. Let it be informally laid aside. ‘ 

Mr. GORMAN. Very well: I have no objection to that course. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Is there objection to the unfinished 
business being informally laid aside? The Chair hears none. 

Mr: GORMAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of ae bill (H. R. 9623) to provide for printing Government se- 


the highest style of art. 
Mr. HARRIS. Pending that motion I move that the Senate pro- 
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Mi. HAWLEY. I hope the Senator will withdraw that for a mo- 
ment to allow me to make a request. 
Mr. HARRIS. Certainly I will do so. 


MANAGERS OF SOLDIERS’ HOMES. 


Mr. HAWLEY. There isa vacancy in the Board of Managers of the 
Soldiers’ Homes through the death of the member on the Pacific coast. 
The House of Representatives has sent here a resolution appointing a 
man, and I wish the Senate to concur, because I do not wish it to go 
over until next winter without a member from that coast. I ask the 
Senate to take it up. It will take but a second to pass it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Does the Senator report it? 

Mr. HAWLEY. I report the joint resolution from the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. TheSenator from Connecticut, from 
the Committee on Military Affairs, reports favorably the joint resolu- 
tion (H. Res. 252) appointing A. A. Markham, of California, a mana- 
ger for the National Homes for Disabled Soldiers, to fill the vacancy 
caused by the death of William Blanding, and asks the Senate to con- 
sider the same. = 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I perhaps ought to explain that the Senate Mili- 
tary Committee has already reported a joint resolution in favor of the 
appointment of Mr. Waymire, but as both these gentlemen are excel- 
lent men and capable, the Committee on Military Affairs instructs me 
to move, after this shall have been passed, the indefinite postponement 
of the other joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and z 

Mr. HAWLEY. I move that the joint resolution (S. R. 128) ap- 
pay | James A. Waymire, of California, a manager for the National 

omes for Disabled Soldiers, to fill the vacancy caused by the death of 
William Blanding, be indefinitely postponed. This action is made 
necessary by the joint resolution which has just been passed. 

The motion was agreed to. - 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had agreed to the report of the com- 
mittee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on cer- 
tain amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 12008) making ap- 
propriations for sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1890, and for other purposes; that the House still 
farther insisted upon its ent to the amendments of the Sen- 
ate numbered 60, 61, 62, and 182, asked for a further conference with 
the Senate on the ing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had 
appointed Mr. RANDALL, Mr. FORNEY, and Mr. RYAN the managers 
at the further conference on the part of the House. 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I move that the Senate take a recess for one hour. 
We are just killing our clerks. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I believe the last motion was that made 
by the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS] to proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I withdraw the motion for the moment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
message from the House of Representatives, which will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

In THE HoUsE OF REPRESENTATIVES, March 2, 1889. 

Resolved, That the House still further insists upon its disagreement to the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 12008) making appropriations for 
sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1890, and for other . 60, 61. 62, and 182, and ask a further con- 
ference with the Senate on the Segone votes of the two Houses thereon, 

Ordered, That Mr. RANDALL, Mr. Fo: „and Mr. Ryan be the managers at 
the further conference on the part of the House. 

Mr. GORMAN. Task that that matter be temporarily laid aside. 
The Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] will be here in a few moments, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be withheld for the present. 


PIPESTONE INDIAN RESERVATION. 
Mr. SABIN. I ask the Senator from Tennessee to yield to me for a 
moment. 


Mr. HARRIS. Certainly; if I have the right to yield I yield to the 
Senator from Minnesota. 

Mr.SABIN. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
the bill (H. R. 11128) for the disposition of the agricultural lands em- 
braced within the limits of the Pipestone Indian reservation in Minne- 


The motion was to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill which had been reported from 
the Committee on Indian Affairs with amendments, 

The first amendment was, in section 2, line 8, after the word same, 
to strike out was“ and insert shall be;’’ so as to read: — 


the land (not exceeding 160 acres) so occupied and improved by such person at 
the price at which the same shall be appraised by said commissioners, exclu- 
sive of improvements, 

Mr. SABIN. I ask the Senate to disagree to the amendments which 
were reported from the Committee on Indian irs. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the committee which has been read. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Indian Affairs was, in sec- 
tion 2, line 13, after the word bidder,“ to insert under sealed bids 
or at public auction, as he shall determine,“ and in line 17, after the 
word ‘‘located,’’ to insert ‘‘and after such notice thereof as he may 
prescribe;’’ so as to read: 

But if the payon entitled to make such purchase shall fail to avail himself of 
his prior right within the time stated, then the Secretary of the Interior shall 
cause said lands, or such thereof as remain unentered, to be sold to the highest 
bidder, under sealed bids or at public auction, as he shall determine, and ata 
price not less than the appra valuation of such lands and improvements; 
such sale to be held at the local land office for the district in which they are lo- 
cated, and after such notice thereof as he may prescribe. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The next amendment was, in section 3, line 5, after the words con- 
sent to, to strike out the words the entry and sale of such right of 
way, or of said appraised lands, or of any part of the same,“ and to 
insert “‘the provisions of this act, which consent shall be obtained in a 
manner prescribed by the President of the, United States;” so as to 


This act shall take effect and be in force and authorize the entry and sale of 
the said right of way, or of any tract or parcel of land so appraised, as soon as, 
and not until, a majority of the adult male Indians of the Yankton tribe of Sioux 
Indians consent to the 5 of this act, which consent shall be obtained 
in a manner prescribed by the President of the United States. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The next amendment was, in section 3, line 23, after the word act,“ 
to insert ‘‘and in addition thereto such actual and necessary expenses 
as shall be approved by the Secretary of the Interior;’’ so as to read: 

That the commissioners hereunder shall be paid the sum of $5 per day forthe 
time actually occupied in performing the duties conferred upon them by this 
act; and in addition thereto such actual and necessary expenses as shall be ap- 
proved by Secretary of the Interior. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ST. JOSEPH COMMERCIAL COLLEGE. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I ask unanimous consent for the consideration of 
House bill 5426, Order of Business No. 2761. I have been trying to 
get it considered, and it will only take a moment. It is for the relief 
of a college. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 5426) for the relief of St. Joseph 
Commercial College, of St. Joseph, Mo. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Claims with an amend- 
ment to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 


ment of the United States Army 

character, alleged occupation by the United 
authorities, for Government urposes, during the war, of 

ings and grounds of St. „ College, of St. Joseph 

Mo., an is actual value of the use and occupation of the same, and to find an 
award, and to certify to the Secretary of the Treasury what amount, if any, is 
equitably due to the trustees of said college from the United States as the reason- 
able value of such use and occupation; and that the Secretary of the Treasu 
be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to to said trustees, or their 
successors, out of any 2 the Treasury not . —— appropetated, the 
amount, if any, so found to be due from the United States; and the acceptance 
by said trustees of any sum paid under the provisions hereof shall be in full satis- 
faction of all claim, of every name and nature, for said occupation, or in any 
manner arising or growing out of the same. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us hear the report, Mr. President. 
eee COCKRELL, The report will only take a minute. It is only 
a page. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. . 
The Secretary read the following report submitted by Mr. SPOONER 
February 20, 1889: 
The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 5426) for the 
relief of St. Joseph Commercial College, of St. Joseph, Mo., having had the same 


under consideration, respectfally report: 
The evidence submitted shows that the college buildings and grounds were 


y 
Government, 
ing amendment, and that the bill, when so amended, do pass : 

Strike out after the ng clause, and insert the following: 
That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authori and directed to 
cause to be investigated by the Quartermaster's ent ofthe United 2 — 


Army the circumstances, character, and extent of alleged occupation by 
United States military authorities, for Government pu: — 2 Eepe late 
war, of the college buildings and grounds of St. Joseph Commercial College, of 
St. Joseph, Mo., and the actual value of the use and occupation of the same, and 
to fin and award, and to certify to the Secretary of the what amount, 
if any, is equitably due to the trustees of said college from the United as 
the reasonable such use and occupation; and that the Secretary of the 
be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to pay to said 
or their successors, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
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ated, the amount, if any, so found to be due from the United States ; and the ac- 
ceptance Ly sald trustees of any sum paid under the provisions hereof shall be 
in full satisfaction of all claim, of every name and nature, for said occupation, 
or in any manner arising or growing out of the same.“ 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I think this is a very unfortunate 
time in the session to consider these war claims and to leave an un- 
bounded and unlimited discretion in the Secretary of War to deter- 
mine whether the United States is liable or is not liable; but I have 
discovered that it is rather useless at this stage of the session to have 
the Senate consider very carefully what onght to be done, and ex- 
pressing my opposition to passing this bill to-night my duty will be 
done, as far as I am concerned, and I so express it. If the Senate want 
to pass it they can do so. 

‘The amendment yas agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. pa. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the Senate insist on its amendment, 
and ask for a conference with the House of Representatives on the bill 
and amendment. - 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. SPOONER, Mr. 
Hoar, and Mr. FAULKNER were appointed, 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had agreed to the reports of the com- 
mittees of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the following bills: 

A bill (H. R. 12329) making appropriations for the naval service for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1890, and for other purposes; and 

A bill (H. R. 9674) to regulate the course at the Naval Academy. 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. ALLISON. I present the conference report on the sundry civil 
bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the d ing votes of the two Houses on 
certain amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 12008) making appropria- 
tions for sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1890, and for other purposes, having met, after full and free conference 
th agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as 
follows: 
‘That the Senate recede from its amendment numbered 197, 
On amendments numbered 60, 61, 62, and 182 the committee of conference have 
been unable to agree. 
W.B. ALLISON, 
EUGENE HALE, 
A. P. GORMAN, 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 


SAM. J. RANDALL, 
WM. I. FORNEY, 

THOS. RYAN, 
Managers on the part of the House, 

Mr. ALLISON. At the last conference the disagreements were all 
disposed of except as to the Congressional Library, the three amend- 
ments cg Sige the Bureau of Engraving and Printing, the amend- 
ment for the enlargement of the Public Printing Office, and the special 
appropriation for Mrs. Waite. The House has receded from its dis- 
agreement to the Library amendments and agreed to the Senate amend- 
ments in that regard. 

In thesecond conference the conferees on the part of the Senate agreed 
to recede from the provision for an additional building for the Public 
Printing Office; so that but two questions only are left open in this bill, 
the one being that relating to Bureau of Engraving and Printing, and the 
other the special appropriation for the widow of the late Chief-Justice. 
‘The conferees were unable to on these matters. 

I merely state the situation of the bill to the Senate, and without any 
debate upon the question will allow it to take such action as it chooses 
upon these two amendments, The Senate can either recede from these 
amendments or further insist and make another effort to secure an 


agreement. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move that the Senate recede. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection to the con- 
ference report, it will be regarded as agreed to. The first amendment 
left undisposed of will be stated by the Secretary. 

Mr. GORMAN, _ I want to say a word in connection with this re- 

rt. 

. PLUMB. I withdraw the motion which I made. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is no question then before the 
Senate concerning the conference report. 

Mr, GORMAN. Mr. President, I only desire to say that, as the 
Senator from Iowa, the chairman of the committee, has stated, under 
the circumstances the conferees on the part of the Senate recommend 
that the Senate recede from the amendments for the public buildings, 
that is to say, the city post-office and the improvement of the Govern- 
ment Printing Office. I consented to that very reluctantly, but the 


House insisted that we should not originate propositions of that sort on 
an appropriation bill. 

When this matter was heretofore under discussion in the Senate I 
made certain statements in regard to it, and afterwards the Senator 
from New Hampshire [Mr. BLAIR] offered a resolution directing the 
Committee on Public Printing to inquire into the condition of that 
building. The clerk of the Committee on Public Printing by direc- 
tion of the committee addressed a communication to the Public Printer 
and I hold his answer in my hand, and his present statement as to the 
needs of that building is stronger than that which I made upon the 
floor of the Senate. But the other branch of Congress, as it had a 
perfect right to do, declined to accede after many conferences to permit 
this amendment to be made. So there is nothing left for me to do ex- 
cept to ask permission of the Senate to have this letter of the Public 
Printer printed in the RECORD as part of my remarks. 

The letter is as follows: 


GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., February 25, 1888. 

Sir: I beg to acknowledge the receipt of your communication referring to the 
resolution introduced in the Senate on the 20th instant by Senator BLAIR, direct- 
ing the Committee on Printing of the Senate to ascertain what alterations, re- 
p rs, and additions are required at this time to render the Government Print- 

ng Office more convenient and gress too to meet the demands upon it for the 
execution of the public printing, and make it safer and more comfortable and 
healthful to the sopoae: 

In the absence of any copy of the resolution referred to by you and of knowl- 
edge of any specific inquiry that may be contained therein I can only follow the 
ray matters of inquiry indicated in your letter and su ed in the debate 

nthe Senate in connection with the consideration of the sundry civil bill, as 
published in the Recorp of the 21st instant. 

In this connection I desire to express the personal satisfaction I feel that the 
urgent recommendations I have repeatedly made to Congress as to the lack of 
working space and bad sanitary condition of this office, and the danger of life 
and property on account of the weakness of the H-street wing of the build- 
ing and the location of the steam-boilers within the walls inclosing the various 
working divisions, have at last received the attention that the dictates of hu- 
manity and the best interests of the public service demand. 

Every statement made in the Senate on the 20th instantas to the lack of work- 
ing space, the pressing need of additional room, the insufficient ventilation and 
light, either natural or artificial,and the dangerous condition of the H-street 
wing was strictly true and can not be made the basis of legislative action with 
a view of securing proper remedy too quickly. - 

The statements made by Senator GorMAN are in direct accord with facts that 
were presented to Congress by me incommunications dating back as early ag 
three months following the date upon which I assumed the duties of Publio 
Printer, and which I made the basis of a request that certain extraordinary ex- 
penditures should be at once undertaken in the interests of safety, I expressly 
stated to Con; that the steam-boilers were not of sufficient ty, and that 
it was in the highest degree unwise and dangerous to continue their use, as they 
had reached the extreme limit of age that was compatible with safety and a 
proper for the lives of the employés of the office. I enden to im- 
press on Congress the imperative necessity of making provision for new boilers 
and having them placed in a separate building adjoining the main office, and I 
— that 994 be app ee Med — purpose. wind 

ngress to provide such'fun: A pagir pro; on, as 
I felt so 9 with the dangerous condition of the balers that I 
amination made by the United ins or of steam-boilers, who officially 
reported them to be unsafe, and upon the basis of this inspection I ordered a 
new steel boiler of 133 horse-power and discarded one of the old boilers of 60 
horse-power which had been in use for upwards of twenty years. The new 
boiler was completed and put in use during November, 1887, being paid for out 
of the general printing appropriation. 

Last year, at my ar proce conor made an nig BMD for an additional 
engine and boiler, and, in acco; ce therewith, I nave had ano new steel 
boiler, a duplicate of the first mentioned, put in place beside it, and these two 
new steel boilers are now in use, and are sufficient to furnish ample heating and 
motive power, and all danger and inconvenience from the use of old and — 
ficient boilers is at an end. I regret that 8 did not provide for erecting 
these boilers in a separate building, outside the limits of the main office, Any 
danger that might exist from this cause I had no power to obviate, under 
the r act, no provision was made for the purchase of or the 
erection of a building es: y to contain the steam-plant, as requested by me 
on ber 4, 1886. The present steam-plant, however, is a great advance in 
utility and safety over the old, inadequate, and dangerous plant I found in use. 

The new engine is now in process of erection, and in a few days the office 
will not have to depend as heretofore on the eon eg shaftof an engine that has 

seventeen years, 


ive 


exten meet immediate Sapas withoutregard 
to independent connections and cut-offs such as should ha 

The pipes generally are now old, and the additional 
new boilers has caused additional leakages, The 
whole system should be renewed during the coming summer, and independent 
conn: ns with the boilers established for each division of the office, so that 
the proper d of heat can be carried to each wi 
3 and Irecommend the appropriation of a sufficient sum to meet this 


want, 

There is also u t demand forthe extension of the electric-light plant to all 
pos of the working divisions of the office. This improvement, which I have 

eretofore urged, I trust will be carried out under the appropriations in the 
House deficiency bill, now under consideration, which provides for a new 650- 
lamp power dynamo and for its connection with the present electric-light sys- 
tem. Its adoption will obviate much of the inconvenience and detriment to 
the employés arising from the use of gas in crowded and illy-ventilated work- 
ing divisions, and willalso prove of economic advantage in the reduction of 
the large annual gas bills. 

The plans are completed and material mostly under contract for the erection 
of the additional story for the new electrotype and stereotype foundry in con- 
nection with the south center wing of the office, and the work will be com- 
pleted during the coming spring. is improvement will not only free the 
working divisions contiguous to the present foundry from deleterious fumes 
and heated 8 but will afford the employés of the foundry every pos- 
sible advan of health and convenience consistent with the carrying on of 
their work. vacant quarters of the present foun will afford means of 
relief to other divisions now overcrowded with employés and anda 
reform that I have persistently sought to carry out will be accom 

The expenditure ofthe fire appropriation, as made jointly by the Archi- 
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msider the 
present and system for the prevention and extinguishment of fire in 
TTT properly kept in order and employed in 
case of need. 

Much has been accomplished in the two years 
tary condition of the office, and it is, as far as 
utmost care. The water-closets which were located 


offi. viding hundreds of square feet of working space, and increased light 
8 . These joie ents,and those now in ok ape oad ep 
y e within 


building does not show 


office structure, and was never carry the ivy weight of employés, 
machinery, and material which it is forced to bear daily. ds upon 
the office for work daily I 80 to my 
foremen in the matter of overl the floors,and I sole emp d,in my 
daily in: i that I am com ig of the floors without 
regard to the mcy of the work in hand. I see no immediate remedy aside 
from exercise of the greatest vigilance in the matter of overloading the floors. 


A thorongh expert 

of the floor timbers should be made, so as to determine the fullest extent to 

which the building can continue to be used with safety and with the least pos- 
interruption of the public printing, and this should be pending the ay — 

cation of the true remedy, which is the erection of a new building as has 

urged byme. I trust, now that the first steps are taken to meet 

will not fail as they did last year. Ifthey do fail, 

this office by reason of the 8 of the steam- 


the 2 
safety and comfort of the employés of the 
urgent necessities of the public service. eir early accomplish- 


Go 
TH. E. BENEDICT, Public Printer. 
Mr, W. H. Mron. 


Clerk of Printing 3 Records, Uniled States Senate. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is well that the Senate should understand what 
is involved in the first amendment relating to the Bureau of Engrav- 
ing and Printing. The effect of the House provision respecting the 
Engraving and Printing Bureau is to foree out by indirection the nine- 
teen steam-presses which are now at work there. This is done by pro- 
viding 1 cent per thousand sheets for the use of these steam-presses, 
which is a notoriously inadequate sum. The Senate Committee on 
Appropriations previded for 50 cents per thousand sheets, being one- 
half of the amount now paid and one-third of that which has hitherto 
been paid for the use of these steam-presses, 

It does not seem to the Committee on A riations or to the con- 
ferees on the part of the Senate that this is a proper way to adjust this 
question, especially when there is a bill pending upon the subject 
which may be acted upon at any time; and as it is a new proposition 
of legislation upon this bill on the partof the House of Representatives, 
the Senate conferees thought the House should surrender this provision; 
and the same rule may apply to the Senate as respects the item regard - 
ing the appropriation to the widow of the late Chief-Justice. 

‘That is all there is in this question. Every Senator understands it. 

Mr. HISCOGK. I should like to inquire of the Senator from Iowa 
by what sum it will be necessary to increase the appropriations that 
will be required to do the work in the Bureau of Engraving and Print- 
ing if we turn out the steam-presses ? 3 

Mr. ALLISON. ‘The estimate of the intendent of the Bureau 
of Engraving and Printing is that it will cost $102,000 annually in ad- 
dition to the cost under the existing condition of things. Others, ex- 

who claim to know, state that the cost will probably be about 
Baz, 000 additional. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. May I inquire of the Senator from Iowa, the 
chairman of the committee, what the real dispute between the con- 
ferees of the respective Houses is? Doesit relate entirely to the com- 
pensation to be paid to the owners of these machines? 

Mr. ALLISON. Nominally that is the question, but really the ques- 
tion is whether, by force of legislation, we shall compel the disuse ot 
these steam-presses and add from fifty to one hundred thousand dollars 
a year to the appropriations for the work of this bureau. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. The question is whether 50 cents royalty per 
thousand sheets shall be ch or 1 cent, as I understand it. 

Mr. ALLISON. No, sir; 

shall be used, and 


ing and Printing. 

Mr. McPHERSON. If the amount fixed in the House bill as the 
royalty for the use of these machines is by the owners of the 
patent, there will be no removal of the If they do not, then 


probably the machines may be removed. So thereal question at issue 
at this time is whether we shall agree to the House provision or to the 
Senate amendment. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator will permit me to remind him that these 
machines belong to the Government now, and it is only a question 
whether the Government shall cease to pay a royalty when ceasing the 
use of its own machines, upon the theory that the hand- press does bet- 
ter work and prs us better currency. 

Mr. McPHERSON. They are used upon the condition of the pay- 
ment of a certain amount of royalty each year by the Government. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Government has the privilege to make a machine 
which it owns by paying annually a certain royalty to whoever has the 


-| patent. The Government buys the privilege of making the machine, 


and makes the machine, is at the expense of its construction, and owns 
it. It can stop using it whenever it sees fit. It is under no obligation 
to pay any royalty if it does not use the machine. There is nobody es- 
pecially interested in perpetuating the machines excepting the invent- 
ors or those who claim to own the patents, and it is alleged that they 
got their patents through the inventive genius of men who were at the 
time in the employ of the Government. However that may be, the 
machine isa Government machine, The hand-press makes better cur- 
rency, avoids the counterfeiting of the currency, protects the people, it 
may be, to the extent of $500,000 or $5,000,000 annually by reason of 
giving them a currency which can not be so easily counterfeited, and 
at the worst the only question is whether the Government shall be at 
the expense of $47,000 to $110,000 annually in order to get better cur- 
rency, and disuse these machines of its own and cease to pay the royalty, 
which it is under no obligation to pay at all. 

In the argument the other day proof was introduced on the floor of 


of | the Senate that the existing building had been used toaccommodate a 


larger number of workmen than it will be necessary to employ in case 
the hand-press is substituted entirely for these steam-presses. There 
is no truth in the allegation that thete will be any necessity for con- 
structing a single particle of addition to any building of the Govern- 
ment on this account, There is sufficient accommodation in that re- 
gard. 

There is no excepting the additional expense, which many 
say does not extend even to the use of the hand-press over the steam- 
press, the steam-press still belonging to the Government, and nobody 
haying any right to enforce its further use, because nobody has any 
right to the royalty, and the Governmentis entirely at liberty to cease 
using these machines, which it owns itself, whenever it pleases; and I 
take it that it is well demonstrated by the admissions of those in favor 
of the continued use of these steam-machines by the Government be- 
cause they make money out of them; it is demonstrated by their ad- 
missions and by the sworn statements of all the upon all sides, 
even by the statement of the superintendent of the Bureau of Engraving 
and Printing himself, that the quality of the work done is better when 
done by the hand-press, the danger of counterfeiting is less, the se- 
curity to the people much greater, and if there be a saving to the Treas- 
ury of from $47,000 to $110,000 a year by continuing to use these steam- 
presses, which corrupt and debase the currency, in effect making us 
participes criminis, as I stated the other day, in the crime of counter- 
feiting the currency of our country to the cheating of our own people— 
if, I say, there is this saving nominally, nevertheless the people who 
pay these taxes are obliged to endure the loss resulting from the in- 
creased counterfeiting, to say nothing about the questionable effect 
upon the morals of the people of the Government setting the example 
of conniving at the use ofa machine which debases the currency of the 
realm. 

Mr. HALE. The whole question lies in a nut-shell. The House of 
Representatives has sought to force out of use the steam- and it 
has taken a well-devised method to do it. It has ed that the 
royalty to be paid by the Government for the use of the steam-presses 
shall be but 1 cent per thousand sheets. That is so small that it in 
effect says that if the measure passes, being assented to by the Senate, 
the steam-presses go out. 

The Committee on Appropriations, following largely the investiga- 
tion that has been set afoot in this body in Committee on Finance, 
which has determined upon the report made by the Senator from New 
York [Mr. Hiscock] and the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS], 
that the work performed by the steam-press is as good, if not better, 
than that by the hand-press, has determined that this effort on the 
part of the House of Representatives to drive out the steam-press shall 
not succeed, and has reported in favor of what is believed to be a fair 
royalty to the owners of the steam-press, to wit, 50 cents per thousand 
sheets. That is the whole question. 

If the recommendation of the committee is sustained by the Senate 
now upon the disagreeing votes, then the two Houses will again go into 
conference upon this subject. If, on the other hand, the Senate re- 
cedes from the tion that it took when the question was last con- 
sidered by the body, then the House of Representatives will have its 
way, and that willend the matter. 

The committee recommend that the Senate insist upon its amend- 
ments, and that the report made by its Committee on Finance on this 
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subject be sustained; that the work is as well or better done by the 
steam-presses and cheaper to the Government by from fifty to one hun- 
dred thousand dollars. That is all there is of it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, thereis one thing more that ought 
to be added in respect of preserving the respective rights of the two 
Houses, and the safety of legislation by having two Houses, 

Apart from the intrinsic merit or want of merit of this proposition, 
the House of Representatives is proposing to say to the Senate that it 
will not.appropriate money to carry on the Government unless the Sen- 
ate will agree to a change of the law as it now stands in regard to car- 
rying on the business of the Government, and make a new law regu- 
lating the transaction of the business of the Government about a me- 
chanical piece of work. The Senate, by a very large majority and on 
a fall discussion, declared that it was not willing to 3 that leg- 
islation. 

Now, if the House of Representatives chooses to occupy the attitude 
of saying that it will not appropriate any money to carry on this branch 
of the business of the Government, and all the branches embraced in 
this bill, unless the Senate will assent to affirmative legislation on it 
that the Senate does not like, I should be glad to have it tested by a called 
session on the 5th day of March. 

Mr. GORMAN. I desire to make a short statement. 

When the sundry civil bill was under discussion I stated fully my 
view of the merits of this case, that I had rather come to the conelu- 
sion that better work could be done by the hand than by the steam- 
presses. I was opposed to no prepad legislation on an appropriation 
bill, and at that time I insisted that the bill from the House of Repre- 
sentatives, No. 9623, providing for printing the Government securities 
in the highest style of the art, in which the whole question was to be de- 
termined, should be considered by the Senate, and I supposed from the 

general concurrence at that time "that the bill would have been taken 
up ere this. I have made quite a number of efforts to have the bill 
considered, but at every stage it has been defeated. Therefore I signed 
this conference report representing the views of the Senate. Person- 
ally I do not concur with the view that these presses are equal to the 


hand-presses. 

Mr. BLATR, In reply to the Fy carr aes the Senator from Ver- 
mont, it ought to be stated that it hardly seems to be precisely a fair 
one. He says the question is whether the House of Representatives 
shall coerce the Senate by refusing a to sustain the Gov- 
ernment unless the Senate will submit to legislation on this appropria- 

tion bill. That is not the question, for the Senate proposes affirmative 
legislation in regard to these same and while it does not 
go to the length that the House thinks it right to go by reducing the 
royalty to 1 cent per thousand sheets, the Senate does propose to re- 
duce that royalty down to 50 cents, which is one-half, and that is af- 
firmative legislation just exactly as much as the legislation proposed 
by the House of Representatives. So that the Senator's point is not a 
point atall. Itis only a division of nothing. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I think the Senator to-morrow— 
meaning Monday of course—if he willlook at this bill in print will see 
that he is mistaken. The House of Representatives sent this bill here 
with the affirmative l ionuponit. The Committee on Appropria- 
tions, instead of doing what I think they ought to have done, and pro- 
posing to strike the whole thing out and stop there, having nothing said 
on thesubject excepting the pi pie of money necessary to carry 
on the work, said undoubtedly and agreed to report to the nite that 
perhaps the House would be better contented to have their amendment 
modified and limited to make it somewhere near reasonable in respect 
of the amount of royalty to be paid than to have it struck out alto- 

ther and leaye it to the discretion of the Department as to the price 
ede agree to pay, which would be the true legislation as respects 

the purchase of any material for the use of the Government. It is very 
rare indeed that you will find in any of the appropriation bills or leg- 
islation of Congress provisions fixing the prices of things that the ex- 
ecutive officers must purchase for the ee Government. That is 
what the committee did, and the Senate said, Very well.“ Now the 
House will not either allow the whole thing to be stricken out nor agree 
to the Senate amendment, but they sayit must stand as the House had 
it; and if that is not insisting on affirmative legislation at the expense 
of not carrying ap propriations, I can not un what is. 

Mr. BLAIR. This is the first revelation of obtuseness I have ever 
witnessed on the part of the Senator from Vermont, but I think the 
obtuseness must be very manifest. Like the tail of acomet, the Sena- 
tor’s addendum to his explanation doesnot reach the pithof the proposi- 
tion. He started out with the question whether the Senate orthe House 
is right as to the exact amount of royalty that should be paid. The 
Senator’s proposition was that the House of Representatives was insist- 
ing upon affirmative legislation upon this appropriation bill or it would 
stop the wheels of Government, but on examination of the bill he will 
find that the Senate not what he says the Senate ought to 
propose, but affirmative legislation in the same direction, but not quite 
so far as that of the House; that is to say, the royalty having been 
originally, if I remember, $1.25 or $1.50 a thousand 

Mr. ALLISON. One dollar. 

Mr. BLAIR. Very well; one dollar then. The Senate makes affirm- 


ative l and puts into this bill a provision that the royalty 
shall be 50 cents. That is the position of the Senate and it is affirma- 
tive legislation just exactly as much as the provision of the House 
that it shall be 1 cent per thousand, and that is just as much a change 
of the existing law and affirmative legislation. There is no escape 
from that point. 

Now, the Senator from Vermont in order to make good his original 
proposition, being obliged to admit this, says that the Senate is nearer 
right than the House. That is a question for the House to decide upon 
or for the Senate to decide upon. Ifthe Senator from Vermont will 
say that the Senate should recede from its proposed amendment and 
should adopt another amendment, that is to say, strike ont the House 
popoio in toto, his position then would bave logic in it, but not till 

en 


Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, from a somewhat careful investiga- 
tion of this question of plate-printing, I became thoroughly satistied 
that the work which is being done upon the steam-presses isdone quite 
as well and I think upon the average better than the same class of 
work being done by the hand-presses, and is being done certainly at 
ee or less than one-half of the cost to turn out the same work by 

The Government owns nineteen of these presses now in use, and if 
they are abandoned the testimony of the superintendent shows that it 
would be a year or more before the bureau could procure and put in oper- 
ation the hand-presses and secure the hand-pressmen necessary to do 
the current work, and the bureau would fall far behind the necessities 
of the present time. 

Believing as I do that this is simply the effort of a class to put down 
a labor-saving machine for the benefit of a very small class of artisans, 
and believing that every consideration of economy and sound policy on 
the part of the Government demands that these machines be con- 
tinued in use, so far as my vote or my utterances can control it, I would 
lose the sundry civil bill before I would recede from the Senate amend- 
ment on that question, and just so far as my vote can go it will go in 
the direction of losing the bill, if the bill must be lost, sooner than I 
would consent to the demand of the House of Representatives in re- 
spect of that matter. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, the stalwart devotion which the Sena- 
tor from Tennessee exhibits to the cause he espouses I can not but ad- 
mire, and having expressed himself to that extent and in that direc- 
tion, I will call attention to one or two errors in the conclusions, based 
upon the evidence, into which he has fallen. 

All the evidence that we have heard anything of, or that I have 
heard of at least, in the report and from other directions, was to the 
effect that it would only be necessary to employ some forty-seven men 
more, as some intimated, and the highest estimate was some ninety or 
ninety-four more employés with the hand-presses already existing, and 
these persons are at hand anxious for the work, in order to transact - 
the business in as large volume and of far better quality than is now 
furnished the Government by the employment of the steam-presses, 
Every time the Senator speaks upon it the evidence coming from his 
own lips seems to grow stronger and stronger and stronger as his con- 
viction increases, and his heat grows warmer and more intense, his de- 
ductions from the facts, and his allegations of the effect of the testi- 
mony seem to become more and more forcible and intense, and thus 
his convictions grow and his facts grow with equal step every time he 
repeats himself upon this proposition. 

The simple, naked truth, as claimed by those in favor of the steam- 


the committee or from the letter of Mr. Bell or from the statement of 
other parties who appear to be experts and who know. 

Mr. President, on the ee of sitting here until the Guyot jaag- 
ment and losing everything and calling an extra session rather than 
to yield this point, we ought to recollect that here is the House of Rep- 
resentatives, the co-ordinate branch of the legislative power, and that 
it has investigated far longer and more thoroughly than has the Sen- 
ate this very question, and that it has come to the conclusion that the 
quality of the work done by the steam-press is very inferior. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

eae yt ee jokin py eee by Mr. CLAnR, its Clerk, 
announced that the House had the amendments of the Sen- 
ate to the bill (H. R. 12578) ee eee, for the current and 
contingent expenses of the Indian Department, and for fulfilling treaty 
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stipulations with various Indian tribes, for the year ending June 30, 
1890, and for other purposes, to the conference asked by the Sen- 
ate on the di ing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had ap- 
pointed Mr, PEEL, Mr. ALLEN of Mississippi, and Mr. PERKINS man- 
agers at the conference on the part of the House. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had signed 
the enrolled bill (H. R. 11651) making appropriations to provide for the 
expenses of the government of the District of Columbia for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1890, and for other purposes; and it was thereupon 
signed by the President pro tempore. 

SARAH JACKSON. 
I ask the Senator from New Hampshire, who I be- 
It is 


Mr. SAWYER. 
lieve holds the floor, to yield to me to call up House bill 6411. 
the last pension bill on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. DoLPH in the chair). The Sen- 
ator from Wisconsin asks unanimous consent for the consideration of 
a bill named by him. 

There being no objection, the bill (H. R. 6411) granting a pension to 
Sarah Jackson was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 

to place on the pension-roll the name of Sarah Jackson, imbecile 
daughter of James Jackson, late of the Thirtieth Regiment Ohio Vol- 
unteers, at the rate of $18 a month, payable to her legally appointed 
guardian. 

Mr. HOAR. Ishould like to hear from the Senator from Wisconsin 
the facts in regard to that case. 

Mr.SAWYER. I do not wish to take up the time of the Senate. I 
can state them if the Senator desires. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to hear the Senator. : 

Mr.SAWYER. Ido not want to take up the time of the Senate. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS, 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had this 
day approved and signed the following acts: 

An act (S. at for the relief of Henry M. Rector; 

An act (S. 751) for the relief of the estate of J. J. Pulliam, deceased; 

An act (S. 1974) for the erection of a public building at Fort Worth, 
Tex.; and 

An act (S. 2816) to authorize the construction of a bridge for railway 
purposes across the Mississippi River between the States of Wisconsin 
and Minnesota, to be located north of and in the vicinity of the 175 of 


Alma, Wis. ; 
SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. ALLISON. -I object to any further yielding until the matter 
under consideration is disposed of. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Dorn in the chair). Theamend- 
ments not disposed of in the conference report on the sundry civil ap- 
propriation bill are now before the Senate. 7 

Mr. BUTLER. I ask my friend from Iowa to yield to me. 

Mr. ALLISON. As soon as this matter is disposed of there will be 
ample time for all the work that Senators have to do. This is the 
sundry civil bill, and surely the Senator from South Carolina does not 
want to delay this great bill. 

Mr. BUTLER. I will not insist upon my report. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Hampshire 
[Mr. BLAIR] has the floor. The Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] 
gives notice of his objection to any further unanimous consent during 
the consideration of the pending bill. 

Mr. BLAIR. I am under the necessity of proceeding. I feel obliged 
to decline to yield on account of the statement of the chairman of the 
committee and the great public necessity for prompt action on the bill. 

It has not been claimed by anybody on the part of the Senate, until 
this last address of the Senator from Tennessee, that anything was in- 
volved but the question of an additional expenditure of from $47,000 
to $110,000 in deterioration of the quality of the currency. Now the 
question is, whether, in deference to the wishes and judgment of the 
House of Representatives (who have investigated it much more 
thoroughly than we, and we have their report), we shall yield just for 
one year to their judgment on this subject? That is all there is in it. 
That, of course, will cost us somewhere from $47,000 to $110,000; but 
we shall have the machines. They will be here next year and you 
can set them to work again if it be found necessary. That is all that 
there is involved. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I do not care to have the statements made by the 
Senator from New Hampshire in reference to this matter go unchal- 
lenged. When this subject was under discussion before the Senate 
heretofore the evidence and the report upon it both asserted unquali- 
fiedly that the printing which is done by the steam-presses on an av- 
erage is superior, if there is any difference, to that done on the hand- 
presses; that is, that the er which is done by the steam- presses 
is equal if not superior to the other. The facts were stated then and 
were not controverted then, and were supported by testimony. It 


was also shown that the additional expense to the Government would 
be from $250,000 to $350,000. The evidence which was furnished 
then, and which has not been controverted, was that there has been no 
increase in counterfeiting by reason of the use of steam-p ; that 
on the contrary it has decreased rather than otherwise with the use of 
the steam-presses. There have been but two counterfeits of currency 
or of silver certificates since steam-presses came into use. 

I simply desire to state these facts that there may be no misappre- 
hension when the Senate votes on this question. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate still further insist on its 
amendments numbered 60 and 61. 

Mr. BLAIR. I simply desire to say that I do not understand the 
statement of the Senator from New York to be correct 

Mr. ALLISON. And on the motion I have made I ask for the yeas 
and nays. a ` 

Mr. BLAIR. Well, Mr. President, under the circumstances here 
presented, when in order to carry a point the Senator from Tennessee 
thinks it worth while to be burned up bodily, to have an extra session, 
and all that, I donot know any way by which I can be prevented from 
answering the allegations of the Senator from New York or any other 
Senator on this floor on this question, even by the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

Mr. ALLISON, I did not propose to interfere with the Senator from 
New Hampshire. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator from Iowa did not propose to do it, but 
he actually did it. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Chair recognized me to make a motion. There 
was no motion pending before the Senate. I made that motion and 
sat down. Certainly the Senator from New Hampshire does not sup- 
pose that I intended in any way to interfere with his opportunity to 
discuss this question. He can discuss it all night if he chooses to do 
so, and I shall not dispute his right to do it. 

Mr. BLAIR. I shall not be likely to discuss it all night. 

Mr. President, I do not understand that the Senator from New York 
states fully the effect of the evidence before the Committee on Finance 
as it appears in print, so far as I have known of the report of the com- 
mittee, and therefore he does not state it correctly. Ido not under- 
stand the force of that evidence or that report to be that the work of 
the steam-press is as good as that of the hand-press. It only shows— 
and no one claimed the other day that it showed more than this, as I 
recollect—that the bad work that was being done by both, comparing 
the bad work with the ordinary work that was being done by the hand- 
press and the steam-press, the work of the steam-press averaged as 
good as the bad work of the hand-press; and the testimony all showed 
that the quality of the currency was deteriorating, that the work by 
the hand-press was not up to its proper quality, that the work by the 
steam-press up to its best quality was not any better than it ought to 
have been nor so good as it ought to have been for the real substantial 
and necessary and proper excellence of the currency itself. 

It was conceded all around in the former debate that the currency 
can not be too well executed, and that it was not being well enough 
executed at the present time, and it was shown by the testimony of 
the Treasury detective, Mr. Bell, that counterfeits were increasing, 
that the debasement of the currency was increasing, and he testified 
in the letter which he sent here that that deterioration was in his judg- 
ment owing to the increased use of the steam-press, and that the qual- 
ity of the currency could be improved and ought to be improved by 
giving to it the highest and best work of the hand-press, because only 
with the use of the hand-press could the highest degree of excellence 
be attained, and the currency required that highest degree of excellence 
for the safety of the people. That I understand to be the conceded 
effect and force of the testimony from every source whatever. 

In regard to the expense, on the other hand, the Senator from New 
York did claim that this would involve over $300,000 additional ex- 
penditure, but the Committee on Appropriations have told us to-night 
that it was only a question of whether we should expend from $47,000 
to $110,000 more; and some experts, those favoring the use of the steam- 
press, say it will cost $110,000 more if we discard the use of the steam- 
press. The friends of the hand-press say it will cost only $47,000 more. 

Those are the facts before us coming from the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations here to-night, and those statements I sup- 
pose we should act upon so far as the question of e is concerned, 

Now, sir, getting back to the main proposition, whether we are to 
die here on the floor of the Senate rather than yield to the convictions 
of the other House, at the uttermost we simply discard for one year the 
use of machines which we own, and I think it was stated that there 
are only four other of these machines in existence on the face of the 
earth 


So it seems that the men who do the private work which does not re- 
quire to be of the high excellence of the currency of the country, that 
immense amount of private plate-printing that is done throughout this 
country, throughout Great Britain and everywhere where this patent 
can be used, only these four additional presses are used, showing that 
all this immense mass of work private men will not permit to be done 
by the steam-press at all; and yet here we are using nineteen of these 
steam-presses in doing the little printing of the Government of the 
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United States, and the men who own this patent which we invented 
and which they never got hold of properly depend on us to the extent 
of nineteen twenty-thirds of their income from this patent which we 
invented for them; and they come here and insist that our currency 
shall be perpetually debased and that we shall continue to pay them 
for this very year for nineteen out of the twenty-three of all the ma- 
chines that are in existence in order to give them some income from this 
Government which they expect to get out of us in some way. 

If we hesitate, if we yield to the convictions and the more thorough 
investigation and report of the House of Representatives, we lose from 
$47,000 to $110,000, as the committee themselves tell us. 

Mr. President, I submit that it is absurd to talk about the friends 
of the hand-press coming here and insisting upon turning back the 
wheels of progress and returning to chaos and old night, back to the 
time when our ancestors lived in the trees, and so on; that it is a 
question between labor-saving machinery and old forms and old styles 
of utensils, when we have shown that they do, and it is conceded that 
the steam-presses do not do equally good work, and generally it is 
claimed by disinterested parties, and it may be by some interested 
parties, butitis conceded by those interested against the hand-presses, 
that we do better work when we do the best work that can be done 
by the hand-press, 

If there is any fault to be found with the work of the hand-press, 
it is simply because those who have supervision of the workmen fail to 
exact from them the highest quality of work. That is all. 

I think it absurd to say that rather than lose this fifty or one hun- 
dred thousand dollars we should lose this great bill in a controversy 
with the other House, as the Senator from Tennessee proposes to do. 
Why not yield for just one year and get along the best way we can? 
It will be just exactly the same as the way that we have pursued the 
last few years in the employment of the steam-press. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Did I understand the Senator to say that out- 
side of the nineteen machines used by the Government of the United 
States there were only four other machines used in all the rest of the 
world? 

Mr. BLAIR. Of this kind, as I understand, I will ask the Sena- 
tor from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN] if that is not true? 

Mr. GORMAN. I believe it is true. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Only four other machines for all the bank-note 
printing done outside of our Government establishment ? 

Mr. BLAIR. The printing of bank notes, mining and stock certifi- 
cates, railroad certificates, and the immense amount of plate-printing 
of that description outside of the Government work is all done by the 
hand-press, with the exception of that done by those four machines. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Would not the fact that only four of these ma- 
chines are used outside be evidence that they were not as good as the 
hand-presses ? 

Mr. BLAIR. It would be evidence that business men had discarded 
and condemned them, and that these men had palmed upon the Treas- 
ury Department of the United States Government a worthless patent, 
and that we had made it profitable to them; and the Committee on 
Appropriations and the Committee on Finance having investigated this 
great subject come in here and insist that this patent shall be kept 

d as far as income is concerned to these men over in New York, 
while business men in New York right under their own noses will 
not touch this machine or the work of this machine, and, as I under- 
stand, they do not use it. Why is it not used in Europe? The pat- 
ents are available to them there if they are good foranything. Apart 
from the steam-presses used by the Government in Washington there 
are but four others in the United States, and the nineteen used by the 
Government are used to the corruption of our currency and the robbery 
of our people, and to the stimulation of counterfeiting, to which crime, 
as I have stated several times, we have made ourselves particeps criminis 
under the dictation of the men in New York who own these worth- 
less patents. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I am not sure about it, but my recollection is that 
the robbers who own these patents are the widow and children of the 

atentee, who left to them as their fortune this patented machine which 
e invented. With respect to one of these presses—and I think it is 
the one which is principally used—I am sure that is true. 

Mr. BLAIR. Will the Senator state which one that is? 

Mr. HISCOCK. The Milliken press. 

88 oe Did those widows and children appear before the com- 
mittee 

Mr. HISCOCK. They did not; but that statement has been made 
and they are the robbers referred to. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Will the Senator answer a single question? 

Mr. HISCOCK. I willif I can. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I wish to know if there is a contract existing 
between the Government and the patentees or the owners of the pat- 
ents, as I understood the chairman of the committee to say, at $1 per 
thousand sheets, by what anthority the Committee on Appropriations 
reduce that 50 per cent.? I understand the royalty now proposed to 
be paid by the committee is 50 cents a thousand sheets instead of $1 
by the existing contract. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I do not know anything about it; but I imagine 
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that the contract is made from year to year, and practically depends 
upon the a «phe else bill as passed from year to year. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Then Isuppose this is simply a contract exist- 
ing for a year. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Ido not know; but I do not imagine that there is 
any contract existing for aterm of years. I believe there is a general 
statute which prohibits contracts from being made in excess of the 
sum which is appropriated for the purpose of carrying ont the con- 
tract, and the contract is doubtless made from year to year. 

Mr. McPHERSON. If it is simply a question of how much Con- 
gress shall appropriate, it would seem to me that 1 cent per thousand 
sheets would be just as legitimate and proper as 50 cents, ` 

Mr. HISCOCK. It would be as legitimate and proper but for th 
fact that 1 cent a thousand is merely nominal and would amount to 
nothing, would be no compensation whatever, and I suppose the com- 
mittee came to the conclusion that perhaps 50 cents a thousand was a 
fair compensation. 

So far as the number of presses that are used in the country is con- 
cerned, I do not remember now how many there are. This is true in 
respect to these steam-presses, that in their case, as in the case of other 
steam printing-presses, they are very expensive indeed, and the vol- 
ume of business done by those who are using them must be large to 
justify them in the expenditure of the money necessary for the pur- 


chase. That is the reason, I suppose, why there are but few of them. 


in the hands of private printing houses. One of them does an immense 
amount of work, and one of these presses is practically sufficientin any 
one establishment to print the bonds or stock certificates or certificates 
of indebtedness and other papers of that kind, and one is enough to 
do the work which a company has to do. There is no doubt that a 
few of them are sufficient for all the uses to which they are applied in 
this country. 

I simply say, then, what I said before, that I can not consent that 
this reiterated challenge of the facts in this case, as made by the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire, shall pass unheeded. He reiterates what 
he said about counterfeiting, when the truth is that since these steam 
printing-presses have been in use there have been but three counterfeits, 
and the evidence was conflicting as to whether one of them was not of a 
bill or of a certificate which was printed before the steam-presses went 
into use, and all the counterfeits that stand unchallenged and undis- 
puted as having been counterfeits of certificates printed by steam- 
pre:ses are two. 

It is unnecessary for me to call attention again to the evidence of 
bankers and business men who were heard upon this subject, all of 
them bearing testimony to the satisfactory character of this work and 
speaking of it in the highest terms, and expressly stating that the cur- 
rency printed by the steam-press was not more easily counterfeited than 
the currency printed by the hand-press. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Dorn). The Senator from Iowa 
moves that the Senate still further insist upon its amendments num- 
bered 60, 61, 62, and 182, disagreed to by the House of Representa- 
tives, and agree to the further conference asked by the House. 

Mr. ALLISON, I will state to the Chair that the House does not 
ask for a further conference, and I merely moved that the Senate in- 
sist. I wanted to test the sense of the Senate on these amendments. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator will please state his mo- 
tion again. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate still further insist upon the 
amendments named by the Chair; and that is the only motion I make 
at this moment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. Now I will move that the Senate ask for a further 
conference on these four amendments. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed by the Secre- 
tary that the House of Representatives has asked for a further confer- 
ence. The motion, then, will be that thé Senate agree to the further 
conference asked for by the House. If there be no objection, that or- 
der will be made. The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

By unanimous consent, the Presiding Officer was authorized to ap- 
point the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. ALLISON, Mr. 
HALE, and Mr, GORMAN were appointed. 


LOUISA H. HASELL. 


Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business, 

Mr. BUTLER. Lask the Senator from Virginia to yield to me for 
one moment. ` 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Ihave yielded until I hardly know whether 
Iam livingor dead now. I have been yielding ever since 3 o’clock. 

Mr. BUTLER. I ask the Senator to yield to me for just one mo- 
ment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Virginia yield 
to the Senator from South Carolina ? 

Mr. BUTLER. Why, of course he will, 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Yes, sir; I will yield to the Senator. 

Mr. BUTLER. I ask the Senate to proceed to the consideration of 
the bill (H. R. 2875) for the relief of Mrs. Louisa H. Hasell. 
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Mr. EDMUNDS. Let it be read for information. 

The Secretary read the bill, as follows: 

Beit enacted, ete., That there be, and hereby is, appropriated from the Treasury 
of the United States the sum of $350, in full compensation for the use by the 
United States Army of the house and other buildings in Summerville, S. C., be- 
longing to Mrs. Louisa H. Hasell, during the years and 1866, and in full sat- 
isfaction for any damage to said property arising from or incident to the oceu- 

tion of the same by thesaid Army ; and the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby 

Mirected to pay that sum to Mrs. Louisa H. Hasell or her legal representatives. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
ed to consider the bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let the report be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The report will be read. 

The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. SPOONER 
February 20, 1889: 

The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 2875) for the 
relief of Mrs. Louisa H. Hasell, have considered the same, and adopt the report 
made by the House Committee on Claims at the last session of Congress. 

The report is as follows: 

The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 2875) for the 
relief of Mrs. Louisa H. Hasell, have had the same under consideration, and 
report that a similar bill and for the same amount was introduced into the 
Forty-ninth rong, weeks and on April 6-a favorable report was made n, 
8 Lee ing satisfied with the same, adopt it as their own, which re- 

rt is as follows: 

Par The bill proposes to pry Mrs. Hasell $350 in fuli compensation for the use, 
by the United States Army, of her house and other buildings in 5 
S. C., in the years 1885 68. and for all damages to said property incident to sai 
one From i 

— m the papers accompanying it appears that the property consisted of a 
dwelling of six rooms, a wooden building for seryants, and stable. These build- 
ings were in order and habitable when N were taken possession of b; 
Colonel Beecher, United States Volunteers, and used as a smal!-pox hospital, 
from the 6th day of July, 1865, to May 6, 1866. Petitioner was paid $50, or atthe 
rate of $ per month, for this use, there being no contract at the time possession 
was taken. The kitchen and stable were almost, if not quite, destroyed, and 
the pro y otherwise very much injured. Those dying of small-pox were 
buried in and upon the lot, and since the surrender petitioner has been unable 
to rent or use the premises. The testimony is abundant that, for the use of the 
premises and the damages sustained, petitioner would be entitled to as much 
and probably more than she claims. 

“These facts are shown by several affidavits of parties cognizant of the cir- 
cumstances, and all of the correspondence of the Army officers to whom the 
claim was referred, and they are fully corroborated in the report of a board of 
Arny officers especially detailed to examine this claim, said report concluding 
as follows: 

First. That the pro y was occupied by the Government as a small-pox 
hospital from July 6, 1865, to May 6, 1866, a period of ten months, and that $50 
in currency was paid, at the rate of $ per month, as rent for the same. 

Second. That the amount of damages sustained is all and probably more 
than set forthin the accompanying affidavits (which was $350, as now claimed). 

“ ‘Therefore the board do recommend that the sum claimed ($350) be awarded 
1 mg to the said Louisa H. Hasell.’ 

This report was returned by the acting assistant adjutant-general (Louis V. 
Caziarc) to the chief quartermaster, approved, and payment was suspended 


in rebellion. 
It also appears that the rent of this ty was the only income of the pe- 
titioner, who has herself and two — bear sup 


somewhat after the proclamation declari ing the insurrection at an end in South 
Carolina, as also the strong indorsement of the justice of the claim by the Army 
officers, and, after looking at the facts, we conclude to report the bill back, and 
recommend its passage.” 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 

a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
COURSE AT NAVAL ACADEMY. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I call up the conference report upon the bill in 
relation to the cadets at the Naval Academy. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I have held this floor now for four hours, 
and I think I am entitled to recognition by the Chair. 

Mr. CHANDLER. It will take but a moment to have this disposed 
of, and it is a privileged matter. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. There have been many moments taken be- 
fore. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed that the re- 
port has not been sent up. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The chairman of the committee has the report. 
I supposed it was at the desk. 


BENJAMIN F. CLAYTON. 


Mr. SAWYER. I ask the Senator from Virginia to yield a moment 
until I report a pension bill. I report 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Virginia yield 
to the Senator from Wisconsin? 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. If anybody is in a good humor to-night, I 
think Iam that man. If gentlemen will just make their reports with- 
out making any speeches, because I am going to stay here until my 
time is out, I shall be satisfied. 

Mr. SAWYER. I report, from the Committee on Pensions, the bill 
(H. R. 9455) granting a pension to Benjamin F. Clayton without 
amendment. Lask unanimous consent to put the bill on its passage now. 

By unanimous consent, the bill was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to place on the pension-roll at $45 a month Benja- 
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min F, Clayton, late of Company F, One hundred and second Regi- 
ment New York Volunteers, in lieu of the pension he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ESTATE OF JOHN W. WHITFIELD. 


Mr. REAGAN. Task the Senate to take up House bill 4624, Calen- 
dar No. 2839. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 4624) for the relief of the estate 
of John W. Whitfield. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Claims with an amend- 
ment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 


That it is hereby made the duty of the Attorney-General of the United States 
to the suit now pending in the circuit court of the United States for the 
western district of Texas, brought by the United States against Sarah B. Whit- 
field and John A. Whitfield, heirs at law of John W. Whitfield, deceased, as a 
surety on the official bond of William W. Dennison, dated 10, 1857, as In- 
dian agent; and the said John W. Whitfield, deceased, and his heirs at law, be, 
and they are r released from any and all obligations under said bond; 
and that Sarah B. Whitfield, administratrix of the estate of the said John W. 
Whitfield, deceased, late register of the land office of the Delaware land district 
of Kansas, and ial register or agent for the sale of the Delaware and Iowa 
Indian trust lands under the treaties of 1854, be, and she is hereby, authorized 
to bring suit in the Court of Claims. That on the trial of said suit the said 
Sarah B. Whitfield, as administratrix of the estate of John W. Whitfield, de- 
ceased, may present for the determination of the court the following matters: 

First. What amount of money is due the estate of said John W. itfield, de- 
ceased, on account of moneys expended by said Whitfield for rent, fuel, and 
lights while he was register of the land office of the Delaware land district of 


Second. What amount of money, if any, the said John W. Whitfield, deceased, 
paid to the United States on account of fees collected by him for locating mili- 
tary bounty land-warrants as register of said land office, which fees he by law 
was entitled to retain for his own use, and the court determine under what 
la w, if any, the said fees were made accountable to and payable into the Treas- 
ury. 


What amount of money, if any, is due the estate of said John W.Whit- 
field, deceased, on account of salary, per diem, and commissions while he was 
register of said land office and s; register or agent for the sale of the Dela- 
ware and Iowa Indian trust lands. t 

And said court shall hear and determine all of said claims according to law, 
and said claims shall not be barred by any statute of limitations; and said court 
shall file a written opinion in said cause and render j ent therein; andany 
amount that said court may find to be due to the John W. Whitfield, de- 
ceased, late register and special agent as aforesaid, shall be certified to the Sec- 
retary of the ary, who shall re the same to Congress, 

It is hereby made the duty of any head of any Department or any bureau to 
furnish said administratrix, free of charge, with certified copies of any official 
letters, papers, documents, or accounts appertaining to a proper trial of said 
seme which she or her duly appointed agent or attorney may apply for in 
writing. x 


Mr. REAGAN. This is a House bill which has been favorably re- 
ported by the Senate Committee on Claims. I will not ask for aread- 
ing of the report, but I ask for a vote on the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment reported by the Committee on Claims. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. : 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question now is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the committee to strike out the preamble. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SPOONER. I move that the Senate insist on the amendments 
and ask for a conference with the House of Representatives thereon. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the e e was authorized to ap- 
point the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. SPOONER, Mr. 
Hook, and Mr. Pasco were appointed. 


COURSE AT NAVAL ACADEMY. 


Mr. CAMERON. I rise to present the report of a conference com- 
mittee. ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The report will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: - 


The committee of conference on the d ing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R.9674) to regulate the course at 
the Naval Academy, having met, after full and free conference have agreed to 
recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Sen- 
ate numbered 1, 2, 3. 4, 13, and 14, and agree to the same. 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 6,7, 8, 9, 10,11, and 12, 
with an amendment as follows: 

Strike out in line 9, page 2, from and ineluding the word but" down to and 
including the word Fears,“ in line 19, page 2, and in lieu insert the following : 

But nothing contained herein or in the naval appropriation act of August 5, 
1882, shall reduce the number of appointments of final graduates at the end ot 
their six years’ course below twelve in each year to the line of the Navy, and 
not lean than twoshall be appointed annually tothe Engineer Corps of the Navy, 
nor less than one annually to the Marine Corps; and if the number of vacan- 
cies in the lowest grades aforesaid occurring in any year shall be ter than 
the number of final graduates of that year, the surplus vacancies 1 be filled 
from the final uates of following years, as they shall becom: 
And itis ed that in addition to the appointments to the Engineer Corps 
of the Navy hereby authorized, there may also be a inted five assistant en- 
gineers from the graduates in the order of merit of the Naval Academy of the 
class which finished its six years’ course in June, 1886, to take rank and receive 
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larged for the purpose of the additional appointments hereby authorized. 
“Seo. 2. Thatafter the 4th day of March, 1889, the minimum age of admissi 
of cadets to the Academy shall be fifteen years and the maximum age twenty 


And the House agree to the same, 


GEORGE D. WISE, 
WILLIAM ELLIOTT, 
Monagere om the past of ths Zi 
fanagers on ouse. 
The report was concurred in. 


J. W. PARISH & Co. 


Mr. MITCHELL, There is on the table a bill (H. R. 9718) for the 
relief of J. W. Parish & Co., which I ask may be now taken up. - 

Mr. HARRIS. Pending that I move that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of executive business. = 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Tennessee moves 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill named by the Senator from Oregon? 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I desire to state to the Senator that the 
pending motion now is to proceed to the consideration of executive 
business, and I just yield for a moment. 

Mr. MITCHELL. This will only take a moment. 

The bill was read; and, by unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. It proposes to 
pay to Joseph W. Parish, George C. Hadley, and William L. Huse, 
composing the firm of J. W. Parish & Co., $18,500 for losses sus- 
tained by the firm by reason of the refusal of the officers of the United 
States to receive and pay for 5,000 tons of ice which Parish & Co. had 
been directed to furnish under a contract dated December 30, 1863, and 
signed by the medical purveyor of the United States Army stationed 
at Louisville, Ky., and by Parish & Co., and approved by the Acting 
Surgeon-General of the United States. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

SELECT COMMITTEE ON PACIFIC RAILROADS. 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada. I ask the indulgence of the Senate to take 

up a resolution introduced by my colleague [Mr. STEWART], which lies 


on the table. 
The Senate proceeded to consider the resolution, which was reported 


from the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of | Be 


the Senate with an amendment, to strike out all after the word Re- 
solved’? and insert: 

That the select committee appointed under the resolution of the Senate of 
January 24, 1888, to which was referred the President's message transmitting 
the report of the Pacific Railway Commission, be, and it is hereby, continued, 
with all the power and authority on it conferred by Senate resolution of Febru- 
ary 23, 1888, until the indebtedness of the Union Pacific Railroad Company, 
the Kansas Pacific Railway Company, the Central Branch Union Pacific Rail- 
road Company, and the Central Pacifie Railroad COnpane #s the successor 
to the Central Pacific Railroad 888 of California, and the Western Pacific 
Railroad Company, to which the subsidy bonds of the Unite St des were ad- 


by Congress. And said committee is hereby instructed to pe so ally examine, 
during any recess of Con ng the meeting the in December next, 
the roads of said com and the country through which they pass or which 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The resolution as amended was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. DANIEL. Task the Senate to consider the bill (H. R. 6862) for 
the relief of John R. Wood, John T. Ballard, and John T. Belew. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the request ot 
the Senator from Virginia ? 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I object. 

Mr. DANIEL. I ask my colleague not to object to this bill. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I do not know what the Senator’s bill is. 
I have wanted to move an executive session, and let my colleague vote 
for or against it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be read for informa- 


tion. 
Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I insist on my motion to go into executive 
session, aad do not intend to yield another minute to any Senator. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Virginia objects to 
the consideration of the bill, and moves that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of executive business. The question is on that motion. 
[Putting the question.] The noes have it. 


Mr. RIDDLEBERGER and Mr. HARRIS called for the yeas and 
nays, and they were ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BLACKBURN (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON], who is detained by 
illness from the Chamber. If he were here, I should vote yea.“ 

Mr. CHACE (when his name was called), I am paired with the 
Senator from Georgia [Mr. COLQUITT]. 

Mr. HEARST (when his name was called). I am paired with my 
colleague from California [Mr. STANFORD]. If he were present, 
should vote yea.“ 

Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Illinois [Mr. FARWELL]. In his absence I withhold my 
vote. 

Mr. TELLER (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. GIBSON]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iam paired with the Senator from Alabama [Mr. 
PuGu], whom I do not see in the Chamber this evening, and I there- 
fore withhold my vote. 

Mr. CULLOM (after having voted in the negative). I desire to in- 
quire if the junior Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY] has voted ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. He has not. 

Mr. CULLOM. I therefore withdraw my vote. I am paired with 


Mr. PADDOCK. I am paired with the Senator from Louisiana 
[Mr. Eustis]. 

Mr. HARRIS (after having voted in the affirmative). I have voted, 
but I have a pair with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL], who 
is absent, and I therefore think it best for me to withdraw my vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 15, nays 15; as follows: 


YEAS—15. 
Chandier, Soares Guy. Derpees 
g umay, - u 
Cockrell, Hampton, Ransom, Vest, 
Coke, Kenna, Riddleberger, 
NAYS—L. 

Allison, Gorman, Palmer, Walthall, 
Blair, Hale, Platt, Wilson of Iowa, 
Evaris, Mitchell, Spooner, Wilson of Md. 
Frye, Morgan, Stockbridge, 

ABSENT—46. 
Aldrich, Cullom, Hearst, Pugh, 
Bate, Davis, Hiscock, Reagan, 
= WW 

rry. oip. ngals, ur, 

Blackburn, Edmunds, Jones of Arkansas, Sawyer, z 
Blodgett, Eustis, Jones of Nevadu, Sherman, 
Bowen, Farwell, Manderson, Stanford, 
Brown, Faulkner, Morrill, Teller, 
Call, Gibson, Paddock, ance, 
Cameron, Gray. Pasco, Voorhees 
Chace Harris, Payne, 
Colquitt, Hawley, Plumb. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is nota quorum voting. The 
Secretary will call the roll of the Senate. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators answered to 
their names: 


Blackburn, Frye, Mitchell, Stewart, 
Butler, George, organ, Stockbrid, 
Chandi oan rane Turple 
Chandler, ray, er, % 

Coe! Hale, Pasco, Vest, 

Culiom, Hampton, Platt, Walthall, 
Daniel, actin Quay, Wilson of Iowa, 
Davis, Hearst. Ransom, Wilson of Md. 
Dolph, H 3 Riddleberger, 

Evarts, Kenna, Sabin, 

Faulkner, McPherson, Spooner, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Forty-one Senators have answered to 
their names. A quorum is present. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Mr. President 

Mr. HALE. Irise to present a conference report. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The report will be read if the Sena- 
tor from Virginia yields for that purpose. i 


Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I do not. My motion is pending now be- 


cause there was no quorum voting, but now that a quorum has been 
ascertained to be present that motion is the pending question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is of opinion that the con- 
ference report can only be considered by unanimons consent until this 
motion is disposed of. 

Mr. HALE. If the Senator from Virginia will yield we can take up 
his motion as soon as this report is disposed of. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Virginia yield ? 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. No, sir; I will not yield. Ihave yielded 
enough. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will call the roll on 
the motion of the Senator from Virginia. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I want to have a roll-call and let us know 
whether the Senate is going into executive session or not. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion sub- Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). 


mitted by the Senator from Virginia that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of executive business. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BLACK BURN (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON]. I withhold my vote. 
I should vote yea“ if he were here. 


Mr. CHACE (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sen- 
ator from Georgia [Mr. COLQUITT]. 
Mr. DAVIS (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sen- 


ator from Arkansas [Mr. BERRY]. 

Mr. EDMUNDS (when his name was called). 
pe with the Senator from Alabama [Mr Puck]. 

should vote ‘‘nay’’ and he would vote“ yea. 

Mr. HISCOCK (when his name was called). 
Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JONES]. 

Mr. McPHERSON (when his name was called). 
the junior Senator from Colorado [Mr. Bowen]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. PASCO. Iam paired with the Senator from IIlinois [Mr. FAR- 
WELL], reserving to myself the right to vote if necessary to make aquo- 
rum. I vote nay.“ 

Mr. HARRIS (after having voted in the affirmative). Being paired 
with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL], I voted thoughtlessly, 
and I withdraw my vote. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Tennessee with- 
draws his vote. 

Mr. TELLER. Iam paired with the Senator from Louisiana Hir, 
GIBSON], but I transfer that pair to the Senator from Vermont [Mr. 
MORRILL], and both the —— from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS] and 
myself can vote. I vote ‘ 

Mr. HARRIS. I vote — 

Mr. HEARST. I am paired with my colleague [Mr. STANFORD], 
but I believe if he were here he would vote nay, and therefore I 
vote nay.“ 

The result was announced —yeas 11, nays 21; as follows: 


J again announce my 
If he were present, 


I am paired with the 
Iam paired with 


YEAS—u. 
Chandler, Daniel, Harris, Stewart, 
C Gray, Quay, Turpie. 
Coke, Hampton, Ransom, 
NAYS—21. 

Allison, Frye, Mitchell, Walthall 
Blair, George, Morgan, Wilson of Iowa, 
Cameron, Gorman, Pasco, Wilson of Md. 
Cullom, Hale, Sabin, 
Evarts, Hearst, Spooner, 
Faulkner, Kenna, ler, 

` ABSENT—4. 
Aldrich, Colquitt, Ingalls, Pugh, 
Bate, v Jones of Arkansas, Reagan, 
Beck, Dawes, Jones of Neves.” Riddleberger, 
Berry Dolph, McPherson, Saulsbury, 
Blackburn, Edmunds, Manderson, Sawyer, 
Blodgett, Eusti Morrill, Sherman, 
Bowen, Farw Padd Stanford 
Brown, Gibson, Palmer, Stockbridge, 
Batler, Hawley, Payne, Vance, 
Call, iscock, P! Vest, 
Chace, Hoar, Plumb, Voorhees, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. No quorum having voted, the Secre- 
tary will call the roll of the Senate. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators answered to 
their names: 


Allison, Evarts, Ingalls, Sabin, 
Rlackburn, Faulkner, Ken Spooner, 
Blair, Frye, McPherson, Stewart 
Cameron, George, Mitchell, Stockbridge, 
Chandler, Gorman, organ Teller, 
Cockrell Gray, Morrill Turpie, 
Coke, le, 2 Ves 

Cullom, eet py Palmer, Walthall, 
Daniel, 2 S Wilson of eh 
Davis, Hawley, Ransom, Wilson of Mi 
Dolph, earst, ey eee 

Edmunds, Hiscock, Riddleberger, 


Mr. PADDOCK. My colleague [Mr. MANDERSON] is detained at 
his home by illness. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Forty-five Senators have answered 
to their names. A quorum is present. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I believe the motion before the Senate is 
to proceed to the consideration of executive business, a quorum having 
been ascertained to be present. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will call the roll on 
the motion of the Senator from Virginia that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of executive business. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. DAVIS (when his name was called). 
ator from Arkansas [Mr. Berry]. 

Mr. EDMUNDS (when his name was called). I am paired, as I 
have stated before, with the Senator from Alabama [Mr. Pon], and 
can not vote. 


Jam paired with the Sen- 


Being paired with the 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL], and the pair having been trans- 
ferred to the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. GIBSON], I vote yen.“ 

Mr. McPHERSON (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Colorado [Mr. BOWEN]. 

Mr. PADDOCK (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Eustis]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I am with the Senator from Nebraska 
[Mr. MANDERSON]. If he were here, I should vote yea. 

The result was announced—yeas 15, nays 15; as follows: 


YEAS—15. 
Butler, Daniel, Kenna, Stewart, 
Chandler, Gray, Quay, Turpie, 
Cockrell, Hampton, igan, Vest. 
Coke, Harıis, Riddleberger, 
= NAYS—15, 

8 Bee; — vine HY 

meron eor; organ. n of Io 
Cullom, d Connan, Pasco, ' Wilson of Ma” 
Faulkner, Hearst, Spooner, 

ABSENT—46. 
Aldrich, Davis, Ingalls, Ransom, 
pet V 
s p ones of Ne 

Berry, Edmunds, Manderson, Sawyer, 5 
Blackburn, Eustis, McPherson, Sherman, 
Blair, Evarts, Morrill, Stanford 
Blodgett, Farwell, Paddock Stockbridge, 
Bowen, Gibson, Palmer, Teller, 
Brown, Hale. Payne, Vance, 
Call, Hawle A P Voorhees. 
Chace, Hi Plumb, 
Colquitt, Hoar, A 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. No quorum having voted, the Secre- 
tary will call the roll of the Senate. 

‘The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators answered 
to their names: 


Allison, Evarts, Hiscock, Sabin, 
Blackburn, Farwell, I s Spooner, 
Blair, Faulkner, Jones of Nevada, Stewart, 
Cameron, e, McPherson, Teller, 
Chandler, George, Mitchell, Turpie, 
Cockrell, Gorinan, Morgan. Vest, 

Coke, Gray, Paddock, Walthall, 
Cullom, Hale, ý Wilson of Iowa, 
Daniel. Hampton, Platt, Wilson of Md. 
Davis, II Quay, 

Dolph, Hawley, n, 

Edmunds, berger, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Forty-five Senators have answered to 
their names. 

Mr. HALE. I present the conference report on the deficiency a 
propriation bill and ask the Senate to proceed to its consideration. 1 
soon as that is completed and sent to the other House, for one I am 
willing to go into executive session, but it is very important that this 
appropriation bill should be sent to the other House with the action 
of the Senate on the conference report. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I hope the Senator from Virginia will yield. It 
will only take a few moments to dispose of the conference report. 

Mr. HALE. It will take only a few moments, and then for one I 
shall be willing to have an executive session. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I have been censured for yielding too much. 
There was no reason why the Senator from Maine should not have voted 
to go into executive session and then have presented his conference re- 
port by asking that the doors be considered open for that purpose, and 
he would have saved a half hour. If he can not vote for an executive 
session, then I shall ask the Chair whether one objection will not ob- 
tain against action on the amendments to the appropriation bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, Does the Senator from Virginia yield 
to me Senator from Maine for the consideration of the conference re- 


port 

Me RIDDLEBERGER. I ask if one objection will carry that re- 

rt over? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair has already announced 
that the motion of the Senator from Virginia, in the opinion of the 
Chair, is in order, and the conference report, while that motion is un- 
Benes of, can only be received and considered by unanimous con- 


Si RIDDLEBERGER. Then I object. 

Mr. HALE. All I ask is that the Senator from Virginia will yield 
until we can get the conference report through, so as to send it to the 
other House. It will not take three minutes, and then we can, I 
fancy, by unanimous consent, go into executive session. 

Mr. HARRIS. I appeal to the Senator from Virginia, in view of 
what the Senator from Maine has just said, that he and all the rest of 
us consent to allow the conference report to be considered. It will not 
take exceeding three or five minutes, and the Senator from Maine has 
suggested that an executive session can be had afterwards. Iam sat- 
isfied that it can. 

Mr. HALE. After that is disposed of an executive session will come’ 
as a matter of course. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. That is a very seductive suggestion, but 1 
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am not in the habit of making that kind of contracts, It was prom- 
ised yesterday, last night, and to-day that we should have an execu- 
tive session; and the conference report of the Senator from Maine does 
not amount to anything if we have no quorum here. 

Mr. HALE. There is a general consent that there shall be an ex- 
ecutive session after the conference report is disposed of. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Will you give your bond and security for 
that? I should like to have it now. 

Mr. HALE. There is a general feeling, evidently, that after the 
conference report is disposed of we shall go into executive session, and 
the Senator from Virginia must see that he wiil accomplish that much 
sooner by allowing the conference report to be considered and sent 
over to the other House. It will not take three minutes to do that, 
and after that we shall go into executive session. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. _Lhope the Senator from Virginia will agree to that. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. If a Senator makes a fool of me the first 
time, it is his faalt; the next time it is mine. I do not see where the 
votes are to come from to secure an executive session. 

y a * Everybody will vote for it after the conference report 
is dis of. 

Mr. GORMAN. Les, everybody will vote for it. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Will the Senator from Vermont vote to go 
into executive session? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. He will. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. This is the first time I have ever been on 
first-class relations with the Senator from Vermont. I believe I will 
let it go now, if he will keep up that relation. I withdraw the motion 
for the present, and consent to the report being received. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had disa to the amendment of 
the Senate to the bill (H. R. 5426) for the relief of St. Joseph Commer- 
cial College, of St. Joseph, Mo., agreed to the conference asked by the 
Senate on the bill and amendment, and had appointed Mr. DOCKERY, 
Mr. BOOHER, and Mr. KERR the managers at the conference on the 
part of the House. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had signed 
the enrolled joint resolution (H. Res. 268) to authorize the printing of 
the proceedings in Congress in accepting the statue of the late Lewis 
Cass, an illustrious citizen, presented by the State of Michigan, and 
the statues of the late Maj. Gen. John Peter Gabriel Muhlenberg and 
Robert Fulton, illustrious citizens, presented by the State of Pennsyl- 
vania; and it was thereupon signed by the President pro tempore. 


DAMS OR WING-FACINGS IN THE RIO GRANDE. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. DOLPH) laid before the Senate 
the following message from the President of the United States; which 
was read, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed: 


To the Senate: 

I herewith transmit for the information of Congress a report from the Secre- 
tary of State, with its accompanying correspondence, in re to the construc- 
tion of certain dams or wing-facings in the Rio Grande at del Norte (Ciu- 
dad Juarez), opposite the city of El Paso, Tex. 

GROVER CLEVELAND. 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, 
Washington, March 2, 1889. 


DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. There being no objection to the con- 
sideration of the conference report submitted by the Senator from 
Maine [Mr. HALE] it will be read. 

The report was read, as follows: 


The committee of conference on the di ing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill a R. 12571) making appropriations to 
supply deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year aay scr June 80. 1889. 
and for p years, and for other purposes, having met, after full and free con- 
22 ve agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses 
as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 4, 6, 11, 12. 17, 18, 20, 22, 
30, 34, 39, 40, 43, 49, 53, 61, 62, 63, 64, 65, 66, 68, 69, 70, 71, 72, 73, 74, 75, 76, 80, 82, and 83. 

‘That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Senate 
numbered 1, 2, 3, 7, 10, 13, 14, 15, 19, 21, 23, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28, 29, 31, 32, 35, 38, 41, 44, 
45, 50, 51, 52, 54, 55, 56, 57, 59, 60, 67, 77, 78, 81, 84, 85, 86, 87, 88, 89, 90, 91, 92, 93, 94, 95, 
96. 97, 98, 100, 101, 102. 104, 105, 106, 107, and 108, and agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its 3 to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 5, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the sum named in said amendment insert 83,000; and the Senate agree to the 


same. 

That the House recede from its ent to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 8, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
= sum named in said amendment insert $50,000;” and the Senate agree to 
‘the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 9, and apes to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the sum pro nsert 830,000; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 16, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the sum named in said amendment insert 81, 000;“ and the Senate agree to the 


game. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 33, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows; Strike out 
the amended paragraph ; and the Senate agree to the same. 


That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 42, and to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
lieu of the sum pro; insert “*$11,000;"’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 46, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike 
out ofthe amended paragraph the words ‘‘ex-Secretaries of the Navy Borie and 
Woodbury” and insert in lieu thereof the following: Adolph E. Borie and Levy 
Woodbury ;"’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 47, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the sum named in said amendment insert ‘* $2,500;"" and the Senate agree to the 
same. - 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 48, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike out 
all after the word “eighty-nine” in line 11 of said amendment; and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 58, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the sum named in said amendment insert &, 000; and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 79, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Add at the 
end of said amendment the following: 7 

“And for preparing suitable rooms and other necessary accommodations for 
the United States court at Muscogee, in the Indian Territory, and the expenses 
(including fees of jurors) of said court for the current year, $5,300; in all, $10,000.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its ment tothe amendment of the Senate 
numbered 99, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Insertas 
anew ph after said amendment the following: 

“To pay Henry Talbott, clerk of the Committee on Wa: 
of oo peer gee for extra services rendered during 


And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to theamendment of the Senate 
numbered 111, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the matter proposed to be inserted by said amendment insert the following: 

“Sec. 5. That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to examine the claim of the State of Florida reported in the let- 
ter of the Secretary of War, dated May 22, 1882, and under previous acts of Con- 
gress,and to make a report upon the same to the next regular session of Con- 
gress,and in connection therewith to report the amount of all claims in favor 
of the General Government against the State of Florida, and in said report to 
state the account between the General Government and the State of Florida.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

On amendments numbered 36, 37, 103, 109, and 110 the committee of conference 
have been unable to agree. 

EUGENE HALE, 

W. B. ALLISON, 

F. M. COCKRELL, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 

JOSEPH D. SAYERS, 

SAMUEL J. RANDALL, 

LOUIS E. McCOMAS, 

Managers onthe part of the House. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on concurring in the 


report. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Lask the Senator from Maine whether the re- 
port strikes out the item giving one month’s extra pay to the employés 
of the two bodies. 

Mr. HALE. No, it does not. The Senate made an amendment to 
that proposition involving the pay of the Library employés and the 
Reporters. The House conferees refused to agree to that, and so the 
whole matter was left open in the conference. ° 

Mr. EDMUNDS. This is not a complete report? 

Mr. HALE. It leaves three items unsettled. 

Mr. FAULKNER. What I wanted to know was, whether there was 
any action of the conference between the two Houses which involved 
the effect of the action of the House of Representatives in this respect, 
regardless of the amendment put upon the provision by the Senate. 

Mr. HALE. The House conferees refused to agree to the amend- 
ment of the Senate to put in the Reporters and the employés of the Li- 
brary, and that question is to be left to a vote of the House and the 


Senate. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Then it does not affect the other employés of 
the House and the Senate? 

Mr. HALE. Not in the least. 

Mr. PASCO. I should like the Senator from Maine to state whether 
the understanding is that the account of the State of Florida is to be. 
i up upon the principle involved in the present amendment to the 
Mr. HALE. Yes; the Secretary of the Treasury is directed by the 
amendment agreed to by the conference committee to report the sums 
due to the State of Florida and any offset that the United States has 
against the claim to the next Congress. 

Mr. PASCO. Recognizing the right to charge and receive interest on 
each side? 

Mr.HALE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But still subject to the future consideration of Con- 
gress ? 

Mr. HALE. Subject to the action of the next Congress. 

Mr. PASCO. Undoubtedly; but I wished to understand whether it 
was wae up on the principle established in the amendment to the pres- 
ent bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on concurring in the 
report of the committee of conference. 

The report was concurred in. 

Mr. HALE. Is it necessary for me to ask for a further conference? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Does the other House request one? 


and Means, House 
e Fiftieth Congress, 
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Mr. HALE. I move that the Senate insist on its amendments not 
disposed of by the report just acted on. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Maine moves that 
the Senate further insist on its amendments remaining disagreed to, 
and ask for a further conference thereon. 

Mr. HALE. No; I do not ask for a further conference until the 
House acts. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Maine moves that 
the Senate insist upon the amendments which have not been disposed 
of by the conference report. 

The motion was agreed to. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The question now recurs on the motion of the 
Senator from Virginia, which was laid aside by unanimous consent. 

Mr. HALE. I hope that an executive session will be agreed to by 
unanimous consent. 

Mr. GORMAN. Task the Senator from ' Tennessee to withdraw the 
demand for the yeas and nays on the motion of the Senator from Vir- 


ginia. 

Mr. HARRIS. I withdraw the demand for the yeas and nays if the 
Senate will allow me to do so. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there unanimous consent to the 
request of the Senator from Tennessee? If there be no objection, the 
demand for the yeas and naysis withdrawn. The question now recurs 
on the motion of the Senator from Virginia [Mr. RIDDLEBERGER] that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After twenty-five minutes spent in ex- 
ecutive session the doors were reopened. 


CLASSIFIED SERVICE OF NATIONAL MUSEUM. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from S. P. Langley, secretary of the Smithsonian Institution, 
transmitting, in response to a resolution of the Senate, a schedule of 
the classified service of the officers and employés of the National Mu- 
seum; which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Se- 
lect Committee to Examine into the Condition of the Civil Service, and 
ordered to be printed. 


REPORT OF CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSION. 


The PRESIDENT pro e laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was ordered to 
lie on the table and be printed: 


Zo the Congress: 


J herewith transmit the fifth rt of the Civil Service Commission, covering 
the year which ended June 30, 


The cause of civil-service reform, which in a t degree is intrusted to the 
commission, I regard asso firm] Me established and its cabana ad sofully demonstrated 
that I should deem it more n useful if at this late day in the ses- 
aie of Congress I was permitted ie pide Bam upon its importance and present con- 

tion. 

rusal of the report herewith submitted will furnish information of the 
os which has been made during the 2 ear to which it relates, in the ex- 
par gor of the operations of this reform and in the improvement of its methods 
and rules. 

It is cause for congratulation that watchfulness and care and fidelity to its 

are all that are necessary to insure to the Government and our people 
benefits which its inauguration promised. 


GROVER CLEVELAND, 
Executive MANSION, March 2, 1889. 


BRUSSELS EXHIBITION OF 1888. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate of the United States: 

I have the honor to transmit herewith a communication from the Secretary 

of State covering the report of the commissioner of the United States to the 


exhibition of 1888, 
GROVER CLEVELAND, 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, March 2, 1880. 
ALASKAN BOUNDARY. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read, and, 
’ with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, and ordered to be printed: 
To the Senate and House of Representatives: 
herewith transmit rt of the Secre of State and d 
E A gr 


ish Columbia. 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, March 2, 1889. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the House had the follow- 
ing enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by the President 

o tempore: 

EA bill (S. 2851) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to regulate com- 
merce,’’ approved February 4, 1887. 


A bill (H. R. 6411) gran a to Sarah Jackson; and 
A Mill H K 19990 ans pena ions for the naval service for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1890, and for other purposes. 


ST. JOSEPH COMMERCIAL COLLEGE. 


Mr. SPOONER submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 5426) for thereliefof St. Joseph Com- 
mercial College, of St. Joseph, Mo., having met, after full and free conference 
8 to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as fol- 

WS: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to theamendmentof the Senate 


and agree to the same, 
JOHN C. SPOONER, 
CHAS. J. FAULKNER, 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 
ALEX. M. DOCKERY, 
CHAS. F. BOO. 
DANIEL KERR, 
Managers on the part of the House, 
The PRESIDENT protempore. The report requires no action by the 
Senate. 


JOHN R. WOOD AND SURETIES. 


Mr. DANIEL. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 6862) for the relief of John R. Wood, John T. Bal- 
lard, and John T. Belew. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to felieve John R. 
Wood, as principal, and John T. Ballard and John T. Belew, as sure- 
ties, of the payment of the tax on 154 gallons of brandy, amounting 
to $138.60, the brandy having been destroyed by fire on the 3d of Au- 
gust, 1887, near the village of White Hall (Moorman’s River post-office), 
in the county of Albemarle, State of Virginia, and relieves them of 
all penalties incident to the non-payment of the tax. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I ask the Senator from Virginia, as there is no 
written report, to explain the bill if he will be kind enough to do so. 

Mr. DANIEL. John R. Wood was a distiller of fruit brandy in the 
county of Albemarle, State of Virginia, for seven or eight years. After 
this brandy had been assessed for the tax, but before he paid the tax, 
it was burned. It is reported that he was a very correct man and a 
very poor man. The building and the brandy were destroyed by fire. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It was in a building, and the building was de- 
stroyed ? 

Mr. DANIEL. Yes, sir; the buildings were destroyed by fire. There 
was a total loss and no insurance, and it is recommended that he be re- 
lieved from the payment of the tax, the property having been destroyed. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Allright; I am satisfied. 

Mr. DANIEL. I know the parties, and the bill is all right. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WIDOW OF ARNO VOSS. 


Mr. FARWELL. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 2070) for the relief of the widow of Arno Voss. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceedéd to consider the bill. Itdireets the Secretary of the 
Treasury to audit the account of Col. Arno Voss for $607 and pay the 
same. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us hear the report. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

The Secretary read the report submitted by Mr. Spooner March 1, 
1889, as follows: 


The Committee on 8 to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 2070) for the 
relief of the widow of oss, have had the same under consideration, and 


cn as follows: 
ae has passed the House of Representatives at boned present session of 


lating to the 
into „TT Twelfth Illinois Cavalry, Are 
February from occ AAEE Pele 


1863. That he was at Harper's eed with his regiment under order of onal 
Miles in September, 1862, when Harper’s Ferry was besieged N 
forces under Gene and Stonewall Jackson, federate 


hat on the 13th of September, 1862, said Voss received an order from Colonel 

Miles, commanding, to take command of all the cavalry then present at Harper's 

bridge into Maryland, prr ray through . linen ena TSA 
into cut wa: 

hat d Voss followed the 1 —— of 


General George B. McClellan. 

Colonel Miles, and did cut his wi through the Confederate lines, reaching Green- 
castle, Pa., having captured on — a rebel train of eighty-five wagons, each 

rawn by six m with arms, ammunition, and provisions, which he 
turned over to the en States quartermaster Pa., 

who did receipt t 

“That under the near of Colonel Miles referred to he was instructed to leave 

s Ferry out or h. 


hat at that 
with a full outfit of wearing purchased by 
cost of $607, which, said order, he was compelled to leave behind, and) 
and finally lost from no fault of his own., That he 
afterwards bought an outfit of clothing to take the place of the lost one, which 
„ 5 85 

* The evidence of Brig. ee — was t at Harper’s 
at the date referred to, shows that the order — —d 
stated. and that the leaving behind baggage, wagons, and led horses 
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possible serious loss upon the enemy by eapture 
transportation train, as above related. The committee is informed that since 
the introduction of this bill Colonel Voss has deceased, leaving a widow, Mrs. 
Voss. Your committee would recommend the insertion of the words ‘widow 
of,’ in the caption of the bill, and that the bill as amended do pass.“ 


STATE or ILLINOIS, County of Cook, ss: 

Arno Voss, of Chicago, in the county of Cook and State of Illinois, being duly 
sworn, de and says that according to the best of his knowledge and belief 
for war as colo- 
„lost by him in the military service of the 
r's Ferry, in September, by reason of the order of 
States Army, referred to in affiant’s petition to Con- 


the following is a list of thisaffiant’s property, being his outfit 
nel of the Twelfth Illinois Ca 
United States at H. 
Colonel Mil 

gress for relief: 


Uni 


g 
One-half dozen flannel undershirts, at $2 
half dozen flannel drawers, at 82 
One dozen pairs of socks, at 50 cents 
One gentleman's dressing-ease. 


8823833888883 


One cavalry officer’s saber and s 
One shotgun. . . . e 


—— 


S| Seesggekese b 
8 8 


And further this deponent says not. 
ARNO VOSS, 
Subscribed and sworn to before me at Chicago, III., this 5th day of December, 


A. D. 1878. 
[SEAL] PHILIP A. HAYNE, 
United States Commissioner, Northern District Illinois, 
Mr. EDMUNDS. When the matter began to be read, as the bill 
was vague, I thought it opened the question about the date of muster 
to regiments that were not full according tothe law. I see it is to pay 
a claim for lost property under the circumstances stated, and I have 
not the least objection to the bill. 
Mr. DANIEL. I beg leave to make an inquiry as to who the man 
was. We understand that he was a Federal officer. 
a FARWELL. The bill and report show that he was a Federal 
officer. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM WHITEHOUSE. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 2598) for the relief of William Whitehouse. It 
is a bill reported from the Committee on Claims to pay the beneficiary 
about $250 for some property lost during the war. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to pay William 
Whitehouse, of Jackson County, Missouri, $247.50, in fall payment 
for two sets of blacksmith’s tools taken in 1863 by the United States 
Army from the shop of Whitehouse, in the county of Jackson, Missouri. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us hear the report. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the report submitted by Mr. WiLson, of Mary- 
land, February 27, 1889, as follows: 

The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill — R. 2598) for the 


relief of William Whitehouse, have considered the same and leave to report 
as follows: 


and iron they used, the tools they carried away with them upon 
their departure from that locality for their future use, so that he never recov- 
ered them, nor has he received any compensation therefor. In 1836 he placed 
his claim in the hands of an attorney, who filed the same in the War Depart- 
ment, but nothing was ever done with it. 
+ The claimant is a poor and ignorant man, and had sup his claim was 
being duly prosecuted. He finally enlisted the attention of his member of Con- 
gress in the claim, and it has been passed by the House of Representatives. 
/ The proof clearly shows him to bea loyal man, and your committee think 
the bill for his relief should become a law,and therefore recommend its pas- 
sage. 
i Mr. EDMUNDS. I have no objection to the bill. It is stated that 
he was a loyal man, and it is a small sum. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 


a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
LUCY M. SWINNEA AND MARY E. HANSERD. 
Mr. WALTHALL. Imove that the Senate proceed to the considera- 


tion of the bill (H. R. 8127) for the relief of Lucy M. Swinnea and 
Mary E. Hanserd. 


The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to pay Lucy M. 


Swinnea and Mary E. Hanserd each $640, being their respective shares 
of the value, as found by the Southern Claims Commission, of certain 
property taken for the use of the Army of the United States known as 
the Army of East Tennessee. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ishould like to hear the report read. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 
The Secretary read the report submitted by Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, 
February. 26, 1889, as follows: 


The House of Representatives the first session, present Congress, made 

the following report in this pi nE 
House Report No. 2427, Fiftieth Congress, first session.] 

The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 8127) 
for the relief of Lucy M. Swinnea and Mary E. Hanserd, ully report: 

“John B. Bridgforth, of De Soto County, Mississippi, died in 1852 the owner 
of about 2,000 acres of land situate in said county. e left surviving him four 
minor children, two sons, William D. and Thomas H. Bridgforth, and two 
daughters, Lucy M.and Mary E. Bridgforth. 

“About May, 1863, the Federal forces encamped in the neighborhood and took 
property, ae to these minors of the value as hereinafter more particularly 


“The two sons resided with their guardian, Thomas P. Bridgforth; the 
daughters with their guardian, 

A claim was made on behalf of the sons before the Southern Claims Com- 
mission for their one-half of the property taken, but the guardian of the daugh- 
ters made no claim for their interest, 

The commission found that the property taken, consisting of 15 mules, 8 
oxen, 14 cows, 2,000 pounds of bacon, 100 bushels of corn, 4 stacks of fodder, was 
of the value of $2,560, and the one-half of this was allowed and paid to the two 
sons; but no action having been taken on behalf of the two daughters, nothing 
was allowed and paid to them, all of which fully appears by reference to’ the 
records and files of the commission in the case now on file in the Treasury De- 

riment, These two daughters have since intermarried, Lucy M. with Mr. 

jwinnea and Mary M. with Mr. Hanserd, 

“Itis doubtless due to the fact that no attention was given to the matter that 
the interests of these parties were not presented to the commission and they 
were not paid their shares respectively. 

“Your committee see no reason why they should not be paid the same sum 
that was paid to their brothers, namely, $1,280, or $640 to each. The claim is 
obviously a just one, and we therefore recommend the passage of the said bill.“ 

This committee believe that this report fairly sets forth the facts in this case, 
and ‘ully recommend the passage of the bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think from the report that this is a fair claim 
upon the equity of Congress. These two children did not have their 
judgment in the court that we provided for such claims and which de- 
cided in favor of the claim, and it is stated that their brothers received 
only one-half of it. 

But I wish to say to my friend from Mississippi and to all other Sen- 
ators who do me the honor to listen, that passing bills of this kind, no 
matter how meritorious, as late in the night as this is on the last day 
of the session, is throwing upon the President of the United States 
probably from fifty to one hundred bills, taking the last twenty-four 
hours of the two Houses, that it will be impossible for him to examine, 
and it is a mere waste of time. I shall not object to the passage of the 
bill on that account, but when this one is disposed of I shall move to 
take a recess tosome suitable time. If my friend from Mississippi 
thinks there is any hope of getting the bill signed, I am perfectly will- 
ing to let it go. 

Mr. WALTHALL. I want to get the bill passed if I can. I think 
probably it can reach the President in time to be approved. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. A motion to take a recess is equivalent to 
a motion to adjourn, and it is not debatable, and a Senator can not 
make the motion after he has made a speech. I therefore ask the Chair 
to understand that to-morrow evening at 8 o’clock I shall have the floor 
on a motion to pursue the Calendar without reference to the motion to 
lay over a resolution to discharge the Committee on the Judiciary I 
beg pardon of the Chair for asking if I am to be recognized to-morrow 
as to my right to the floor without regard to the resolution to discharge 
the Committee on the Judiciary? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will recognize the Senator 
from. Virginia if he desires. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. To-morrow evening at 8 o’clock? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Now. 

Mr. HAWLEY. If the floor is open, I should be glad to be heard. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is a bill before the Senate. 
The Senator from Virginia rose to address the Chair. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Yes, sir; and I yielded yesterday evening, 
or I believe it was this morning, for a motion to take a recess until 8 
o’clock to-night. 

Mr. WALTHALL. Will the Senator yield to me for one instant? 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. No, sir. 

Mr. WALTHALL. Lask that this bill be disposed of, unless the 
Senator proposes to speak to the bill. Ihave the floor, sir. I had the 
floor when the Senator rose. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. The Senator has not got the floor yet. 

Mr. WALTHALL. I had the floor when the Senator from Virginia 
rose, and I ask that the pending bill be disposed of. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The pending question is upon the 
bill now before the Senate as in Committee of the Whole. Does the 
Senator from Virginia desire to speak to the bill? 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I do, sir; and I do not intend to allow the 
Senator from Mississippi to interrupt me either. 

Mr. WALTHALL. The Senator seems to have forgotten what has 
transpired. He interrupted me, and I was about to say that he did so 
in a rather impertinent manner in speaking of a matter that did not 
bear upon the question before the Senate. I did not interrupt him, 
and I trust that he will allow the vote to be taken on the bill. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I wish the Senator would withdraw the 
word impertinent. He should make himself much more careful in 
the use of language. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks the Senator from 
Mississippi did not intend to express what his words would seem to 


imply. = 

A. WALTHALL. I meant to say that the remarks of the Senator 
from Virginia were not pertinent to the question before the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. So the Chair understood. If there 
is no amendment to the bill as in Committee of the Whole, it will be 
reported to the Senate. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

GEORGETOWN AND TENNALLYTOWN RAILWAY. 


Mr. FAULKNER. I ask the consent of the Senate to call up House 
bill 11811, which was passed by the House as a substitute for the bill 
(S. 3674) to amend An act to incorporate the Georgetown and Ten- 
nallytown Railway Company of the District of Columbia,“ which was 
received by the President August 10, A. D. 1888, and became a law 
without his approval. It is the bill which the Senator from Vermont 
[Mr. EpmMunps] desired time to examine when it was laid before the 
Senate this morning. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish to say to my friend from West Virginia 
that I do not think the bill ought to be passed, and I think he will be 
satisfied that it ought to be certainly further considered when I ex- 
plain it to him. 

The effect of it is to authorize this railway from Georgetown to Ten- 
nallytown (instead of being required as it was by the law that author- 
ized it to keep outof the street between Georgetown and Tennallytown) 
to go on one side of the street. If it is allowed to go on one side of the 
street, no property-holder on that side of the street will be able to even 
have a sidewalk, as the House has passed the bill, and it will injure the 
value of property to the extent of a great many thousands of dollars. 
That part of the District is building up, and if you authorize this rail- 
road company to lay its track right along the side of the street line, by 
the very side of the private property, it will almost destroy it. A bill 
of that kind ought not to pass without consideration. 

Mr. FAULKNER. The Senator is entirely mistaken as to the sub- 
stance of the bill. It simply provides that the company shall not take 
the improved part of the street. That is a suggestion of the other 
House which the Senate District Committee thought was a proper one. 
This being a road out in the country and this line of road being for 
the purpose of developing that suburban part of the District, the House 
bill authorizes the railroad company to lay its track on a part of the 
proper road of the District outside of the improved part. 

The object of that provision is simply this: The center of the road 
being macadamized, the purpose was to throw the track on the side 
so that it would not affect the driving on that macadamized road. 

The Senator will see that the provision requiring the railroad to go 
through the land outside of the road was unfair and unjust. It is the 
same width of road as F street, and there is no difficulty in running 
two tracks along there and having plenty of room to drive. 

It is an exceedingly important bill for the interests of those persons 
who are living along the Tennallytown road, and unless there is some 
serious objection to it, I sincerely hope that the Senator will not make 
any objection to its being brought before the Senate this evening. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President—— 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I hope my friend from Towa will allow me one 
minute to reply to my friend from West Virginia. 

I did not make the objection on the ground that the driving-track 
is going to be interrupted, but I made it on the very ground that he 
states the facts to be, that the railroad company is required not to lay 
its track in the driving part of the road, but is authorized to lay it just 
as close to one side as it pleases, and it may therefore run its cars so 
that they will not be six inches away from the front of any poor man 
up there who builds his house or has it already built. 

I do not propose, without further consideration, to be a party to do- 
ing a wrong of that kind to every man who owns land on the side of 
the street where the company chooses to lay its track. That is the way 
it looks to me, and therefore I must object, as the bill is subject to 
objection. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Do I understand that one objection carries my 
motion over? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes, the bill came over to-day. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made to the request of 
the Senator from West Virginia. 


HOUR OF RECESS. 


Mr. ALLISON (at 2 o’clock a. m. Sunday, March 3). I ask unani- 
mous consent that when we take a recess it shall~be until 3 o’clock 
this afternoon, for the purpose only of signing enrolled bills, and that 
at 8 o’clock this evening legislative business shall be resumed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa asks unani- 
mous consent that when the Senate take a recess it be until 3 o’clock 
in the afternoon, for the purpose of signing enrolled bills only, and 
5 be resumed at 8 o' clock in the evening. Is there objec- 

10n 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. That is, legislative business at 8 o’clock ? 

Mr. ALLISON. I propose that we shall resume business at 8 
o’clock, whatever business may be on hand at that time. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Chair hears no objection to the 
request, and it is so ordered. 


DISTRICT PAWNBROKERS. 


Mr. SPOONER. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 12154) to regulate and license pawnbrokers in 
the District of Columbia. s 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported from 
the Committee on the District of Columbia with amendments. 

The first amendment was, in section 1, line 5, after the word per- 
sons,” to insert ‘‘ citizens of the United States;’’ so as to read: 

That the commissioners of the District of Columbia may from time to time 
grant licenses, under their hands and seal, to such persons citizens of the United 
States as shall produce to them satisfactory evidence of their good character, to 
exercise or carry on the business of a pawnbroker, which license shall designate 
the building in which said person shall carry on said business; and no person 
shall exercise or carry on the business of a pawnbroker without being duly 
licensed by the commissioners of the District of Columbia, nor in any other 
building than the one designated in said license, except by the consent in writ- 
ing of the said commissioners, under the penalty of for each day he or she 
shall exercise or carry on said business without such license, or in any other 
buyang san the one so designated, except by the consent of the commissioners 
as afo! 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, in section 5, line 6, after the word ‘‘sec- 
tion,” to insert ‘‘excepting as to the description of the person; so as 
to make the section read: 

, SEC. 5. That every pawnbroker shall, at the time of each loan, deliver to the 
person pawning or pledging any goods, article, or thing a memorandum or 
note, signed by him or her, containing the substance of the entry required to be 
made in his or her book by the last preceding section, excepting as to the de- 
scription of the person. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 7, line 2, after the word than,“ 
to strike out 24 per cent. per annum and insert 3 per cent. per 
month;’’ in line 5, before the word per cent.,“ to strike out 12“ 
and insert 2, and in the same line, aſter per,“ to strike out an- 
num” and insert ‘‘month;’’ so as to make the section read: 

Sec. 7, That no pawnbroker shall ask, demand, or receive any greater rate of 
interest than 3 per cent. per month upon any loan not exceeding the sum of 


$25, or more |than 2 per cent. per month upon any loan exceeding the sum of 


$25, under the penalty of $100 for every such offense. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to add to section 10 the following proviso: 

Provided, That said person shall call for said surplus within one year from 
date of said sale. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. In section 13, line 4, the word con- 
vention“ should be ‘‘conviction,’’ so as to read upon conviction be- 
fore a court of competent jurisdiction.’’ : 

Mr. SPOONER, Let that amendment be made. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be agreed to. 

Thebill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. SPOONER. I move that the Senate request a conference with 
the House of Representatives upon the bill and amendments. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. SPOONER, 
Mr. FARWELL, and Mr. HARRIS were appointed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate take a recess until 3 o’clock. 

Mr. BLACKBURN addressed the Chair. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Will the Senator from Iowa allow me to request 
concurrence with the House in a printing resolution, which I think is 
very reasonable and useful? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That can be done this evening. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Bat it will not get signed. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If the Senator from Iowa yields to one he will 
have to yield to others. 

Mr. HAWLEY. This is different from a bill. It is a matter of pub- 
lic business, It is not a bill of private interest to anybody. Lask per- 
mission to have it read for information. 

Mr. ALLISON. What is it about? 

Mr. HAWLEY. It is concerning the question of Western irrigation. 
It is a report of the chief of engineers and the principal secretary of 
public works in Egypt. The House asks for a small edition of 3,000 
copies in view of the hundred thousand dollars we have appropriated 
for considering that subject. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will yield. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will recognize the Sena- 
= a Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN] if the Senator from Iowa yields 

e floor. è 

Mr. BLACKBURN. ask the Senate to take up and consider the 
bill (H. R. 328) for the allowance of certain awards made by a board ot 
claims to certain citizens of Jefferson County, Kentucky. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill is before the Senate as in 
Committee of the Whole, if there be no objection. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish to make a parliamentary inquiry. Under 
the present order of the Senate, would it be competent for the Senate 
to take the recess that has been agreed upon without a voting quorum? 
' ThePRESIDENT pro tempore. If the want of a quorum should be 
disclosed, the Chair would feel at liberty to announce the recess until 
3 o'clock. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I thought that was the law. 

Mr. CAMERON. Suppose the want of a quorum is not disclosed ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will not take any notice 
of the want of a quorum unless it is disclosed. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. There are only about twelve Senators present, and 
we have passed more bills now than the President can possibly sign 
unless he signs them without examination. I therefore feel bound to 
insist that the Senate shall now take a recess. 

Mr. HAWLEY. There is nothing that anybody controverts in the 
matter I wish to call up. There is absolute unanimity in regard to it. 

RECESS, i 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate take a recess until 3 o’clock 
this afternoon. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 2 o’clock and 15 minutes a. m. 
Sunday, March 3, 1889) the Senate took a recess until 3 o’clock p, m. 


SUNDAY’S SESSION, 


At 3 o’clock p. m. (Sunday, March 3) the President pro tempore re- 
sumed the chair. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


At 3 o’clock and 10 minutes p. m., Mr. JOHN B. CLARK, the Clerk of 
the House of Representatives, appeared at the bar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate will receive a message 
from the House of Representatives. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the House had signed the follow- 
ing enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by the President 


pro tempore: 

A bill (H. R. 2875) for the relief of Louisa H. Hasell; 

A bill (H. R. 92800 for the relief of Lieutenant-Colonel Eyre; 

A bill (H. R. 9455) granting a pension to Benjamin F. Clayton; 

A bill (H. R. 9674) to regulate the course at the Naval Academy; 

A bill (H. R. 9718) for the relief of J. W. Parish & Co.; 

A bill (H. R. 11128) for the disposition of the agricultural lands em- 
braced within the limits of the Pipestone Indian reservation in Minne- 


sota; 
A pill (H. R. 12384) for the allowance of certain claims reported by 
the accounting officers of the United States Treasury Department; 

A bill (S. 3993) to provide for the protection of the salmon fisheries 
of Alaska; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 252) appointing A. A. Markham, of Cali- 
fornia, a manager for the National Homes for Disabled Soldiers, to fill 
the vacancy caused by the death of William Blanding. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


At 3 o’clock and 40 minutes p. m. a message from the House, by 
Mr. TowLes, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had receded 
from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. 
R. 5426) for the relief of St. Joseph Commercial College, of St. Joseph, 
Mo. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had signed 
the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by the 
President pro tempore: a 

A bill (H. R. ae for the relief of Arno Voss; 

A bill E R. 2598) for the relief of William Whitehouse; 

T bill (H. R. 8127) for the relief of Lucy M. Swinnea and Mary E. 

anser d , 

A bill (H. R. 5226) for the relief of St. Joseph Commercial College, 
of St. Joseph, Mo. ; 

A bill (H, R. 4624) for the relief of the estateof John W. Whitfield; 


ani . 

A bill (H. R. 6862) for the relief of John R. Wood, John T. Ballard, 

and John T. Belew. ; 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

At 6 o’clock p. m. a message from the House of Representatives, by 
Mr. CLARK, its Clerk, announced that the House had concurred in the 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 12578) 
making appropriations for the current and contingent expenses of the 
Indian De ent and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with various 


Indian tribes for the year ending June 30, 1890, and for other pur- 
poses. 
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MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


At 6 o’clock and 10 minutes p. m. a message from the Honse of 
Representative, by Mr. CLARK, its Clerk, announced that the House had 
concurred in the report of the committee of conference on the di 
ing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill 
(H. R. 11634) to provide for allotment of land in severalty to United 
Peorias and Miamies in Indian Territory, and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the House had concurred in the 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 5716) 
for establishing a light at the mouth of Otter Creek, Lake Champlain. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by 
the President pro tempore: 

A bill (S. 2442) to increase the appropriation for the public building 
at Detroit, Mich, ; 

A bill (S. 308) for the relief of Faran & McLean; 

A bill (S. 3929) to provide for the erection of a public building at 
the city of New Berne, N. C.; and ; 

A bill (S. 3960) granting a pension to Mary B. Hunt. ‘ 


ALLOTMENT OF LANDS IN SEVERALTY. 


Mr. DAWES (at 8 o’clock and 2 minutes p. m.). Is a conference re- 
port in order at this time? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is. 

Mr. DAWES submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the A. Eran votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 11634) to provide for the allot- 
ment of lands in severalty to the United Peorias and Miamis in Indian Terri- 
tory, and for other purposes, having met, after full and free conference have 
agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 2 and 4. - 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Senate 
numbered 1 and 3, and agree to the same. 

H. L. DAWES, 


J. K. JONES. 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 

B. W. PERKINS, 

8. W. PEEL 
Managers on the part of the House. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Ifthere beno objection to the present 
consideration of the report, the question is on concurring in the same, 
The report was concurred in. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION. BILL. 
Mr. DAWES submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the di ing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 12578) making appropriations 
for the current and contingent expenses of the Indian Department, and for ful- 
filling treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes, for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1890, and for other e erage having met, after full and free conference 
— agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as 

follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 2 and 60. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Sen- 
ate numbered 1, 3,5, 6,7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 26, 27, 28, 29, 
30, 81, 32, 33, 34, 35, 36, 37, 38, 39, 40, 42, 44, 45, 46, 47, 48, 49, 50, 51, 52, 53, 54, 55, 56, 57, 58, 59, 
61, 63, 64, 65, 66, 67, 68, 69, 70, 71, 72, 78, 74, 75,76, 77, 79, 80, and 81, and agree to the 
same. 1 

That the House recede from its d ment to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 4, and to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike out 
ear weer “two” in said amendment and insert four;“ and the Senate agree 

e same. 
the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 13, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike 
out in the proviso of said amendment the words “the allowance of the claim 
of" and insert the question of the obligation of the Government on account 
of the payment to;“ and the Senate agree to the same, 

That the House recede from its 8 to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 25, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike out 
the words proposed to be inserted, and insert in lieu thereof and which have 
been duly approved ;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its d ment to the amendment of the Senate ` 
numbered 41, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In line 23 
of said amendment, strike out Western;“ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House e from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 43, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lines 
of said amendment, after the word “thereof,” insert the sum of $5,000, or so, 
much thereof as may be necessary.“ | 

Also, in lines 10 and 11, strike out the words “in the matter of the distribu- | 
tion” and insert in lieu thereof the words “and rendering them aid in obtain- 
ing the allowance,” 

Also, in lines 11 and 12, after the word dollars,“ strike out who, in his 
judgment, are entitled thereto.” 

Also, in line 12, strike out twelve“ and insert " fifteen.” i 

Also, in line 14, after the word “expended,” insert “in ascertaining to whom 
said money shall be paid.“ ` 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 62, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: That the 
by bash “not including transportation” be stricken out; and the Senate agree to 

e same. i 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 78, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Add to the 
words proposed to be inserted by said amendment: and section 8 of the act 
entitled ‘An act making appropriations for the current and contingent expenses 
of the Indian Department, and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with various In- 
dian tribes for the year ending June 30, 1889, and for other purposes,’ approved l 
June 29, 1888, is hereby repealed;” and the Senate agree to the same. j 


That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 82, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In line 7 
of said amendment strike out “in the Indian Territory” and insert in lieu 
thereof within the limits of said lands.” 

ad provided 4 nber, 1 2 5 attempted to but fi 

“An rther, any person who E or any 
canse failed to secure a title in fee to a homestead under existing law, or who 
made entry under what is known as the commuted provision of the homestead 
law, shall be qualifed to make a homestead entry upon said lands: And pro- 
vided further, 'That the rights of honorably ‘discharged Union soldiers and sail- 
ors in the late civil war as defined and described in sections 2304 and 2305 of the 
Revised Statutes shall not be abridged: And provided further, That.” . 

Also, in line 15, strike out to“ and insert in lieu thereof shall.“ 

Also, in line 15, insert after “form ” the words as nearly as practicable,” 

Also, in line 16, after the word person,“ strike out the word to.“ 
| Also, in lines 18 and 19, strike out in conformity to law.“ 

Also, in line 25, strike out "in his discretion.” 4 

Also, in line 31, after Indians,“ insert “including the provisions pertaining 
to forfeiture.” 

Also, at the beginning of line 37, insert “section 14.” 

Also, add at the end of the amendment the following: 

“Provided, That said commission is further authorized to submit tothe Chero- 
kee Nation the proposition that said nation shall cede to the United States in the 
manner and with the effect aforesaid all the rights of said nation in said lands 
upon the same terms as to payment as is provided in the a: ment made with 
the Creek Indians of date January 19, 1889, and ratified by the present Congress; 
and if said Cherokee Nation accept, and by act of its legislative authority 
duly passed ratify the same, the said lands shall thereupon become a part of the 
public domain for Sag ead e of such disposition as is herein provided; and 
the President is autho as soon thereafter as he may deem advisable by 
proclamation to open said lands tosettlement in the same manner and tothe same 
effect as in this act provided concerning the lands acquired from said Creek In- 
dians; but until said lands are opened for settlement by proclamation of the 
President no person shall be permitted to enter upon and occupy same, 
and no person violating this provision shall be permitted to enter any of said 
lands or acquire any right thereto. 

“Src. 15. That the President may, whenever he deems it necessary, create not 
to exceed two land districts,embracing the lands which he may open to settle- 
ment by proclamation as hereinbefore provided, and he is empowered to locate 
land offices for the same, appointing thereto in conformity to existing law reg- 
isters and receivers; and for the purpose of carrying out this provision $5,000, 
or so much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby appropetnted.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 


S. W. PEEL, 
JoHN M. ALLEN, 
B. W. PERKINS 
Managers on the part of the House. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senate concur in the report 
of the committee of conference? 
Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Mr. President 
The PRESIDENT pro-tempore. The Senator from Virginia 
> Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I expect that the conference report will 
- have precedence, but I beg that I may have now an opportunity, pend- 
ing the report, to move an executive session. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair did not hear the Senator 
from Virginia. 
Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I say that pending the report I move to 
into executive session. I have so many of those reports that 
think it is about time to consider some other business, 
Mr. DAWES. The report is before the Senate, and the Senate is 
ready to vote on concurring in it. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on concurring in the 
report of the committee of conference. 
he report was concurred in. 


REPORT OF A COMMITTEE, 


Mr. SPOONER, Will the Senator from Virginia yield to me to en- 
able me to present a report from the Committee on Claims? 

I am instructed by the Committee on Claims to report favorably 
without amendment the bill (S. 409) for the relief of the First Na- 
tional Bank of Newton, Mass., and to submit a report thereon. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar, and the report printed. 


JAMES A. STEWART. 


Mr. SHERMAN. There are two small bills, and very worthy ones, 
on the Calendar reported from the Committee on Claims. On account 
of my absence from the Senate at different times recently, I have not 
had an opportunity to move their consideration. I ask the consent or 
the Senate to move to proceed to the consideration of those bills. The 
first one is House bill 9271. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Do I understand the President of the Sen- 
ate to say that I shall have the floor to move an executive session im- 
mediately after those claims are passed or rejected? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Imove that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 9271) for the relief of James A. Stewart. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Claims with amend- 
ments, in line 6, before the word hundred,“ to strike out four thou- 
sand seven” and insert ‘‘twenty-five;’’ and in line 7, after the word 
payment,“ to strike out and discharge of the amount due the said 
James A, Stewart;“ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary ofthe Treasury be, and he is „au- 
thorized and directed to pay James A. Stewart, of Cincinnati, Ohio, out of an 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, $2,500, said sum tobe in fail 


* 
i 


for services rendered of ernment transports gunboats 
From October 6, 1868, to April 30, T. B. 18057 ene Pit 


The amendments were to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in, 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. : 

Mr. SPOONER. I move that the Senate insist on its amendments, 
and request a conference with the House of Representatives on the bill 
and amendments. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. SPOONER, Mr. 
Hoar, and Mr. Pasco were appointed. 


D. M. SPRAGUE AND WILLIAM TILTON. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 4856) for the relief of D. M. Sprague and Will- 
iam Tilton. 3 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to pay the claim 
of D. M. Sprague and William Tilton for $943 for damages accruing to 
them in 1865 by reason of the failure of the Quartermaster’s Depart- 
ment to comply with its contract. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I ask whether I have not the right to the 
floor, not having yielded it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator yielded the floor to me for the con- 
sideration of these two bills. I think it will take but a moment to 
pass the pending bill. If there is any objection to it, it will go over. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PROPOSED EXECUTIVE SESSION, 


Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 3 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Benator from Virginia moves 
that the Senate proceed to the considerationof executive business. The 

uestion is on agree to the motion of the Senator from Virginia. 
[Putting the question.] By the sound the noes have it. The noes 
have it, and the motion is not agreed to. : 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, Mr. President—— 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER, I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Arkansas is rec- 
ognized. 

ESTATE OF BENJAMIN F. RICHARDSON, 

JONES, of Arkansas. I movethat the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 8276) for the relief of the estate of Ben- 
jamin F. Richardson. 

The motion was to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Claims with amend- 
ments. 

The first amendment was, in line 9, after the word ‘‘ rebellion,” to 
strike out the words: 


And he may consider the evidence heretofore taken on said claim, so far as 
applicable, and such other legal evidence as may be adduced before him in be- 
half of the claimant or in behalf of the United States. 

So as to read: 


That the Quartermaster-General of the United States is or authorized 
and directed to examine the claim of the estate of Benjamin F. n, 
ceased, late of Jefferson County, Arkansas, for stores and supplies belonging to 
said Richardson alleged to have been taken by the United States or the armies 
thereof, in Jefferson County, in the State of Arkansas, during the war of the, 
rebellion, and shall report the facts to Congress, ete. 


Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I hope the Senate will not agree to the 
committee amendment. It is not material, as I think, in any particu- 
lar respect. This is a House bill, and if it is amended of course it is, 
bound to fail. It is a bill which should pass, and the amendment as 
made by the committee I do not think is of any material consequence. 
I wish to call the attention of other members of the Committee on 
Claims to the fact that I ask the Senate not to concur in the amend- 
ment proposed by the committee. 

Mr. SPOONER. I ask that the committee amendments may be 


again read. 

The amendment of the Committee on Claims was read. i 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. The amendment which the committee 
reported I hope the Senate will not agree to, and that the bill will be 
passed without amendment. Both the Senator from Wisconsin | Mr. 
SPOONER] and the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar], who are 
on the committee from which the bill came, have had their attention 
called to the amendment, and if either of them objects I shall with-j 
draw my proposition. — 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I object. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. There is no chance for the bill to become 
a law if it be amended. 

Mr. SPOONER. If the matter were to go to the Court of Claims I, 
should insist upon the amendment, but as it is an instruction to the} 
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Quartermaster-General I regard the amendment as not material. If 
its adoption will e GS the passage of the bill, I am quite willing 
that it shall be 

Mr. HOAR. Tan inclined to-thiak-on looking at the bill that its 
legal effect is absolutely the same with the amendment as without. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. That is the way it occurred to me. 

Mr. HOAR. The Quartermaster-General is not bound to be gov- 
erned by the ordinary rules of evidence, and if there be a document 
necessary for the protection of either party he would have the right to 
consider it whether expressly authorized to do so or not. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I hope the Senate will not agree to the 
amendment, and that the bill will be passed as it came from the House, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the committee. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I ask the Senator from Massachusetts 
whether he knows anything about this bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I do not ask him for his eonfidence, 

The amendment was rejected. i 

The next amendment was, in line 3, after the word Congress,“ to 
strike out the words to be considered with other claims reported by 
the Quartermaster-General.”’ 

The amendment was rejected. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered toa 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


TARIFF STATISTICS AND TESTIMONY. 


Mr. MORRILL. I ask for the adoption of the following order: 

Ordered, That the.Committce on Finance have authority 8 the 
compilation and index of tariff statistics and testimony in connection with House 
bill 9.51, the expense therefor to be paid from the contingent fund of the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The order will be agreed to, if there 
be no objection. ‘The Chair hears none, and it is agreed to. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Will an objection carry it over for a day? 

The PRESIDENT pro.tempore. It will not now. The order has 


been agreed to. 
PATRICK C. M’QUEENY. 


Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate to the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 9949) for the relief of Patrick C. McQueeny. 

The motion was to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to pay to Patrick 
C. McQueeny, late sergeant Company B, Seventeenth Regiment United 
States Infantry, $50, for additional bounty due him. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN T. HIGGINS. 
Mr. PASCO. I ask the consent of the Senate for the consideration at 


the present time of the bill (H. R. 8307) for the relief of John T. Higgins. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Florida moves that 


the Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 8307) for the | of 


relief of John T. Higgins. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to pay John T. 
Higgins, of Lincoln County, Kentucky, $130, necessary expenses as 
general store-keeper and gauger for two months and six days in the 
revenue service of the eighth district of Kentucky. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Claims with amend- 
ments. 

The first amendment was, in line 7, after the word e, to 
strike out or so much thereof as may be necessary. 

Mr. PASCO. The amendments are not essential, and by the consent 


and with the authority of the Committee on Claims I ask that they be Pause 
disagreed to. 


The amendment was rejected. 

The next amendment was, in line 7, after the word for, 8 
the words actual and. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senate agree to the amend- 
ment? 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I object. 

The amendment was rejected 

The next amendment was, in line 8, before the word expenses, 
to insert traveling.“ 

The amendment was rejected. 

The next amendment was, in line 8, after the word “ expenses, to 
insert ‘‘ while acting temporarily.” 

The amendment was rejected. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JAMES DEVINE. 


Mr. DAVIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 3765) for the relief of James Devine. 

The mction was agreed to; and the Senate, as in pyrene of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It pay to James 
Devine, of the county of Brown, Minnesota, $700, for —.— done to 


his land by the United States troops in cutting timber ſor the building 
of Fort Hanska, and for fuel and other purposes, while in possession of 
troops during the outbreak of the Sioux Indians in Minnesota. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SAMUEL HOWARD. 


Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
er bill (H. R. 1029) for the relief of J. S. Flake, guardian of Samuel” 

oward. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to pay $100 to 
James S. Flake, guardian of Samuel Howard (a lunatic), of Hender- 
son County, Tennessee, for quartermaster’s stores, consisting of one 
horse, taken from Howard and appropriated by the military forces of 
the United States. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without rege and or- 
dered to a third reading. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


FLORA A. DARLING, 


Mr. STEWART. Owing to a mistake in the statement of facts 
found by the Court of Claims, upon which the report is based; I move 
that the bill (S. 3833) for the relief of Flora A. Darling be recom- 
mitted to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


On motion of Mr. STEWART it was 

Ordered, That leave be granted to General Joseph Dickinson to withdraw the 
papora in his case from the file files of the Senate, there having been no adverse re- 
po 


INDIAN WAR CLAIMS, 


Mr. HEARST. I offer a resolution which I ask may be read, and I 
hope the Senate will take action upon it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read if there 
be no objection. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War, through the Board of War Claim Ex- 
aminers, appointed under section 2 of the act entitled “An act for the benefit of 
the States of Texas, Colorado, Oregon, Nebraska, California, Kansas, and Ne- 
vada, and the Territory of Washington, and Nevada when a Territory,” ap- 
proved August 4, 1886, be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to examine 
all vouchers, accounts, papers, and evi ence which heretofore have been or 
which hereafter may be submitted to him in support of the Indian war claims 
and Indian war ob pe a of the State of ifornia, and to ascertain the 
amount of money y expended and 8 y said State, 
growing out of Indian Sian Baie ages pon the borders thereof, and 
which have not heretofore been . be the e United States. 

The Secretary of War is hereby authorized and directed to ascertain the 
amount of interest paid and assumed by said State on obligations incurred for 
the purposes 5 and which has not heretofore been re- 


herein 
3 by the United 
The Secretary of War shall report to the Senate the amount of money which 


y be thus ascertained to haret been actually paid and assumed by the State 
fornia on account ot R matter above enumerated, inch 


uding the amount 
of interest actually paid assumed by said State on moneys borrowed for 


the purposes above enumerated and not heretofore reimbursed by the United 


aens the ‘te 3 3 expenditures ser —— and what 
autho w 
— irog l ve been 5 account thereof by the United States. x 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That resolution goes beyond what I think such 
resolutions ought to cover, and I must pak object to it. The mat- 
ter of undertaking to pay interest or inquiring into the payment of in- 
terest on money that States 

Mr. STEWART. I can not hear the Senator from Vermont. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senator from Vermont 
until order is restored in the Chamber? The Chair admonishes 
the occupants of the galleries that it is impossible to transact the pub- 
lic business while so much disorder and confusion prevail. The Chair 
is confident that this suggestion will be sufficient to prevent audible 
conversation, 

_ Mr, EDMUNDS. Iof course am not entitled to debate the resolu- 


never thought it ough stage i 
not think that we ought to adopt a resolution of this kind in warm 
haste, and I object to it. 

Mr,STEWART. I think the resolution might be amended by strik- 
ing out what relates to interest. I suggest that amendment, and I 
have no doubt the Senator from California will accept it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nevada moves to 
amend the resolution 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I understand this to be a resolution which is 
now presented. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is now presented. 

oe ae ac I make the point of order that it must lie over 
one day. 
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MARCH 2, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont objects 
to the further consideration of the resolution, and it lies over under 
the rule, 

INDEBTEDNESS OF PACIFICO RAILROADS, 


On motion of Mr. FRYE, it was 


Ordered, That the bill (S. 3401) to amend an act entitled “An act to aid in the 
construction of a railroad and tel ph line from the Missouri River to the Pa- 
aific Ocean, and to secure to the Government the use of the same for postal, 
military, and other 2 approved July 1, 1862; also to amend an act ap- 
proved July 2, 1864, and also an act approy May 7, 1878, both in amendment 
of said first-mentioned act; and to provide fora settlement of claims growing out 
of the issue of bonds to aid in the construction of certain of said roads, and 
to secure to the United States the payment of all indebtedness of certain of the 
companies therein mentioned be recommitted to the Select Committee on the 
forse tas Message transmitting the Report of the Pacific Railway Commis- 

on. 

MARGARET T. HIGGINS, 


Mr. VOORHEES. I desire to call up the bill (H. R. 7800) for the 
relief of John De Bree, executor of Margaret T. Higgins. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
1 to consider the bill. It provides for the payment to John 

Bree, executor of Margaret T. Higgins, $3,236.66 in full for and 
final discharge of the claim examined, investigated, and reported favor- 
ably by the Court of Claims, under the provisions of the act of Con- 
gress approved March 3, 1883, commonly called the Bowman act. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I will say that the bill has been reported from 
the Committee on Claims unanimously by the Senator from Arkansas 
[Mr. Jones] without amendment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us hear the report, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. JONES, of 


Arkansas, February 23, 1889: 
The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 7800) for the 
z Has of John De Bree, executor of Margaret T. Higgins, beg leave to report as 
‘follows: 

. he bill provides for the payment of the sum of $3,236.66 for the use of a cer- 
tain warehouse and w belonging to Mrs. Higgins, in the city of Norfolk, 
Va. The claim was transmitted to the Court of Claims by the House Commit- 
tee on War Claims of the Forty-eighth Con under the provisions of the act 
entitled An act to afford assistance and relief to Congress and the Executive 
Departments in the investigation of claims and demands against the Govern- 
ment,” approved March 3, 1883. 

claim was returned by the Court of Claims to the House Committee 
oa wee Claims of the Forty-ninth Congress with findings of fact by the court as 
follows: 


Court of Claims. Congressional Case No. 70. John De Bree, executor of 
Margaret Higgins, vs. The United States.] 


“FINDINGS OF FACT. 


At a Court of Claims held in the city eee on the l4th day of De- 
cember, A. D. 1885, the court filed the following findings of fact, to wit: 

This case, referred by the Committee on War Claims of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, under the 3 of the act of March 3, 1883, chapter 116 (22 Stat. 
L., 485), having been heard by the court, the Attorney-General by his assistants 

pearing for the defense and protection of the interests of the United States, 
the court upon the evidence finds the facts to be as follows: 


“J, 


From October 15, 1862, to the date of his death, February 2, 1864, John A. 
Higgins was the owner of a warehouse and wharf attached thereto upon Wide 
Water street, in the city of Norfolk, Va. 

“After February 2, 1864, said warehouse and wharf were owned by 2 
T. Higgins, who was the widow of said John A. Higgins and executrix of and 
sole devisee and legatee under his last will and testament. 

“The said Margaret T. Higgins died, and by her last will and testament the 
petitioner was constituted her sole executor. 

LL II. 

„October 15, 1862, said warehouse and wharf were seized by Capt. Edwin 
Ludlow, assistant quartermaster, United States Army, as a military necessity, 
and were used by Quartermaster’s De ent from said date to June 26, 
1885, when they were restored to the said ret T. Higgins. 

At the time of said seizure it was represented by said Ludlow that compen- 
gation would be made to the owner on proof of loyalty. 

“Such promise was not approved by the Quartermaster-General, and no rent 
was ever paid for said property. 

No evidence was ever adduced of the disloyalty of said John A. or Margaret 
T. Hi , and both of them, so far as appears, were loyal to the Government 
of the United States, 21 


1 to repair 
81.640 A pal for such repairs by the said Margaret 
T. Higgins on the 12th of Aven, 1865, which sum has never been paid to her or 
her representative by the United States. 

“March 20, , Col. William L. James, chief quartermaster in the De = 
ment of Virginia, reported that the rental value of the premises was $1,200 a 
year. This report was approved by the Quartermaster-General. 

“The cours finds that 217200 a year was a fair compensation for the use of the 


premises, 

The premises were occupied by the United States, as appears in Finding II, 
for two years eight months and eleven days. At $1,200a year the rent amounts 
to $3,236.66. Add to this the cost of repairs, $1,640, gives the sum total $4,876.66. 

February 14, 1885, a motion by the counsel for the defendant was made to 
dismiss the case for want of jurisdiction under the third section of the Bowman 
act, which provides that ‘the jurisdiction of said court shall not extend to or 
include any claim against the United States for the use and occupation 
of real estate by any part of the military or naval forces during the said war, at 
the seat of war.’ 

“ May 11, 1885, motion overruled by the court. 

By the court. 

Filed December 14, 1885.” 

The committee, concurring with the Court of Claims that the city of Norfolk, 

in Virginia, was not the “seat of war” during the time of the occupation of the 


said warehouse and wharf by the military authorities, deem it not inappropri- 
ate to call attention to the following well-known historical facts: 

1. The President, by his proclamation issued August 16, 1861, declared that the 
inhabitants of the State o MEE chores ee the inhabitants of that part of the 
State lying west of the Alleghan: ountains, and of such other parts of that 
State as may maintain a loyal a ion to the Union and the Constitution, or 
may be from time totime occupied and controlled by forces of the United States, 
are in a state of insurrection, etc. 

2. The President, by his proclamation issued September 22, 1862, declared that 
he would, on the Ist day of January, 1863, designate the States and parts of States 
in which the people thereof should be in rebellion against the United States. 

3. The President, in his 1 of Janury 1, 1863, designated as the 
States and parts of States wherein the ple thereof were on that day in rebell- 
ion against the United States the following, to wit: Arkansas, Texas, Louis- 
ana (except certain parishes named, including the city of New Orleans), Missis- 
sippi, Alabama, Florida, Georgia, South Carolina, North Carolina, and Virginia, 
except the forty-eight counties designated as West Virginia, and also the coun- 
ties of Berkeley, Accomac, Northampton, Elizabeth City, York, Princess Anne, 
and Norfolk, including the cities of Norfolk and Portsmouth. 

4. At the first election occurring after the Federal occupation in May, 1862, the 
county and city of Norfolk were reorganized as a part of the loyal State of Vir- 
ginia, and have eversince been represented in her restored government. 

5 Thesaidcounty and city sent representatives to the Virginia convention 
which assembled at Alexandria, and which abolished slavery in Virginia. They 
also sent representatives to the ture at Alexandria, which ratified the 
anti-slavery amendment to the Federal Constitution and gave the assent of Vir- 
ginia tothe creation of West Virginia as a State. 

6. From the time of the Federal oceupation in May, 1862, until the close of the 
war, the said county and city were in constant and uninterrupted commercial 
intercourse with New York, Philadelphia, Baltimore, Washington, and other 
places within the Federal lines. 

It appears from the findings of the court that the claimant was loyal, that her 
warehouse and wharf, after the occupation of the city of Norfolk by the Federal 
forces in 1862, were seized by ve Edwin Ludlow, assistant quartermaster, 
United States Army, were occupied for two years eight months and eleven 
days, and that $1,200 a year would be a fair compensation for the premises, 
amounting in the aggregate to $3,236.66, 

Your committee therefore report back the bill which has been referred to 
them, and recommend its passage. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


STEAMER I. N. BUNTON. 


Mr. QUAY. I ask unanimous consent of the Senate to offer a reso- 
lution to recall a bill from the House of Representatives. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The resolution will be read. 

The SECRETARY: 

Resolved, That the House of Representatives be requested to return to the 
Senate House bill 6050. 

Mr. EDMUNDS and Mr. SPOONER. What isthe title of the bill? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be reported. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (H. R. 6050) referring the claim of the 
owners of the steamer I. N. Bunton to the Court of Claims. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Pennsylvania 
moves that the House of Representatives be requested to return this 
bill to the Senate. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


. IRRIGATION IN EGYPT. 


Mr. HAWLEY. I ask for the consideration of a House concurrent 
resolution to print 3,000 copies of Maj. A. M. Miller’s translation of Har- 
ris’s report on irrigation in Egypt, to which I referred at the last sitting. 
It is reported from the Committee on Printing favorably. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be read. 

The SECRETARY: 

IN THE HOUSE oF REPRESENTATIVES, February 19, 1889. 


Resolved by the House 1. r b (the Senate concurring), That there be 

printed 3,000 copies of Maj. A. M. Miller's translation of Harris's report on irri- 

tion in Egypt, of which 1,000 copies shall be for the use of the Senate and 2,000 
for the use of the House, 


The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and concurred 


AGRICULTURAL REPORT FOR 1889. 


Mr. HAWLEY. Owing to the illness of the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Printing, I reportand ask for its present consideration a joint 
resolution to print the agricultural report of 1889. * 

The joint resolution (S. R. 145) to print the agricultural report for 
1889 was read the first time, and the second time at length, as follows: 

Resolved, etc., That there be ae 400,000 copies of the annual report of the 
Commissioner of Agriculture for the year 1889, 70,000 copies for the use of the 
members of the Senate, 300,000 copies for the use of the members of the House, 
and 30,000 copies for the use of the Department of Agriculture, illustrations for 
the same to be executed under the supervision of the Public nter in accord- 
ance with directions of the Joint Committee on Public Printing, said illustra- 
tions to be subject to the approval of the Commissioner of Agriculture, and the 
copy for the illustrations of said report shall be placed in the hands of the Pub- 
lie Printer not later than the 20th day of December, 1889, and the copy of the text 
not later than the Ist day of February, 1890. 

Sec, 2. That the sum of $200,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is 
hereby appropriated out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro-! 
priated, to defray the cost of the printing of the said report. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
joint resolution. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I should like to inquire of the Senator having the 
resolution in charge if this number provided for the next year is the 
same as the number heretofore printed? 

Mr. HAWLEY. I understand it to be the same. 

Mr. PADDOCK. No reduction? 


1889. 
>. 
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| Mr. HAWLEY. No reduction. The Committee on Printing tried 
that several years, but gave it up. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER, Mr. President 

Mr. HAWLEY. I hope the Senator will allow the Agricultural Re- 
‘port resolution to pass. > 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and 
passed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had disagreed to the amendments of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 9271) forthe relief of James A. Stewart, agreed 
to the conference asked by the Senate on the disagreeing vote of the two 
‘Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. STONE, Mr. LANHAM, and Mr. 
BUTTERWORTH managers at the conference on the part of the House. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I submit the following order that I ask to have 
adopted: 

Ordered, That Mrs. Rachel Dyer have leave to withdraw from the files of the 
Senate the papers in her case. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Under the rules? . 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Subject to the rules. It is so or- 
dered. 

HEIRS OF JOHN R. TREUTLEN. 


Mr. BUTLER. I ask that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 2896) for the relief of the heirs of John R. Treutlen. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore, If there be no objection, the bill is 
before the Senate as in Committee of the Whole. - 5 
The PRESIDENT protempore. The bill moved by the Senator from 


South Carolina will be read. 
The bill was read; and the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
roceeded to its consideration, It proposes to pay to the heirsof John 
k. Treutlen, late an employé in the House of Representatives, $333.33, 
being the difference in the salary paid to laborers and that paid to 
messen which latter office he filled from the 7th of April, 1881, to 
the 17th of December, 1881, performing all the duties of messenger 
and receiving only the pay of laborer. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us hear the report, Mr. President. 
The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. WILSON, 
of Maryland, February 16, 1889: 


The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 2896) for the 
relief of the heirs of John R. Treutlen, respectfully report: 

The object of this bill is to pay to the heirs of John R. Treutlen $333.33, being 
the difference between his pay as a laborer in the employment of the House of 
Representatives and the ak of a messenger of said House, the duties of which 
latter office the said John R. Treutlen whilst being a laborer satisfactorily per- 
formed from the 7th day of April to the 17th day of December, in the year 1881, 
during which period he only received the pay of a laborer. . $ 

Whilst not intending to indorse the proposition that as a rule a man who fills 
a subordinate position in the Government service and in the line of service is 
made to temporarily 8 the duties of a higher position should receive 
the salary attached to such higher place during such temporary service, we rec- 
ognize the fact (to quote the language of a report from this committee in a for- 
mer case similar to this) that— y i 

“It has been the custom of the Senate to recognize it as fairly within the prov- 
ince of the House to decide for itself as tothe number of its employés, as to their 
duties, and as to the „ which they shall receive.” 

In conformity with ious precedents, your committee report back this bill 
with a recommendation that it pass, 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


UNITED STATES PROPERTY IN PITTSBURGH, 


Mr. CAMERON. I move to proceed to the consideration of the bill 
(S. 3905) authorizing and directing the sale of certain property belong- 
ing to the United States, situate in Pittsburgh, Pa. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, Is there a report in that case, Mr. President? 

Mr. CAMERON. I will say to the Senator from Vermont that there 
is no report on the partof the Senate. There was a report made in the 
House of Representatives which our committee adopts. The report 
accompanies the bill which I send to the desk. 

The Secretary read the following report submitted by Mr. CAMERON 
February 15, 1889: 

The Committee on Military Affairs have considered Senate bill No. 3905 au- 
thorizing and directing the sale of certain property belonging to the United 
States situate in Pittsburgh, Pa.” 

The property in question constitutes a portion of what was originally Fort 
Fayette, situate on the banks of the Allegheny River. By an act of Congress 
approved August 2, 1813, all of the property originally owned at this place by 
the United States was authorized to be disposed of by public sale, and subse- 

uently all was so disposed ofexcepting the portion now embraced in this bill. 

his has been for some years under the control of the Quartermaster’s Depart- 
ment It has on it a two-story brick house and some other buildings of no im- 

nee, 

Owing to the growth of the business portion of the city of Pittsburgh the 
property has now become very valuable, and would command a high price in 
the market if exposed tosale. As long ago as 1874 this property was the sub- 
ject of special examination and report by the Quartermaster’s De ent, In 
‘a communication dated June 2, 1574, addressed to the Adjutant-General, C. G. 
Sawtelle, quartermaster and brevet brigadier-general of the United States 


2 who had made a special examination of this property, reported as fol- 
lows: 


The 5 is centrally located, is admirably adapted for business 
purposes, and is yery valuable. There seems to be no probability of it ever be- 
ing needed for military purposes. I am therefore of opinion, and I recommend, 
that the whole property be sold at public auction, after due public notice, as 
soon as requisite authority therefor can be obtained.” 

Following this report Quartermaster-General M. C. Meigs, in June, 1874, in 
his report to the Secretary of War, made the following statement: 

As this real estate of the United States is said to be worth $100,000, and is not 
now needed for use of the Quartermaster's Department, it is believed to be ad- 
visable that the question of its sale at public auction should be submitted to 
Congress, Six per cent. of the estimated value of $100,000 is $6,000 per annum, 
which is probably greatly in excess of what the rent of any quarters and store- 
houses needed in the future at Pittsburgh will cost.“ 

This report to the Secretary of War was sent to Congress with the favorable 
indorsement of the then Secretary of War, Hon. William W. Belknap. For 
some reason or other no action was taken by Congress in the premises. 

Since the proceedings recited were had the value of this property has very 
greatly increased, and itsretention by the Government is now, in the judgment 
of the committee, very unwise, It does not seem to be needed for Government 
purposes, and the amount that it would bring at a fair sale would yield in inter- 
est a rent which the Government is not justified in paying for property that is 

ractically useless to it. A communication to the committee signed S. V. 

nét, brigadier-general, Chief of Ordnance, and Acting Secretary of War,” 
under date of March 7, 1888, says: £ 

This land is not needed for the use of this Department, but the United States 
should sell what it owns—all its right, title, and interest—for cash, at publie 
auction, the proceeds of the sale to be covered in the Treasury.” 

For these reasons your committee have no hesitation in recommending the 
passage of the bill. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Will the Secretary Read that part of the bill again 
which provides for the notice of the sale? 

Mr. CAMERON. The last section. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Sec. 2. That said sale shall be by public auction, after due advertisement daily 
for three weeks in three newspapers of the city of Pittsburgh, and after publica- 
tion of notice by printed hand-bills posted for that length of time on P- 
erty and in ten of the most conspicuous places in the said city, and shall be of 
toe property as a whole or in parts, for cash, as in the judgment of the Secretary 
of War may best subserve the interest of the United States and secure the best 
price for said entire property. : 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is enough. _ i 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 


a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
_ SILK CULTURE IN THE UNITED STATES. 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada, from the Committee to Audit and Control 
the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred the fol- 
lowing resolution, reported favorably thereon, and it was considered 
by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the e e ee employed by the Committee on culture 
and Foresty to report the = rith it upon the bill (S, 3128) for devel- 
opment and encouragement of silk culture the Uni States the su- 

on of the Commissioner of A; ture be paid out of the contingent 


und ofthe Senate, and that the notes of said hearing be printed for the use of 
the committee. 
RELIGION AND SCHOOLS. 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada, from the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred the following 
resolution, reported favorably thereon, and it was considered by unani- 
mous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the stenographer oe by the Committee on Education 
and Labor to report the h ngs ‘ore it upon the joint resolution (S. R. 86) 
proposing an amendment to the Constitution of the United States respecting 
establishments of religion and free public schools be paid out of the contingent 
fund of the Senate and that said committee may have the notes of said hear- 
ings printed for its use, 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT KANSAS CITY. 


Mr. SPOONER. Iam instructed by the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds to report an original bill, and I ask that it may be 
considered at this time. 

The bill (S. 4000) for the erection of a public building at Kansas City, 
Mo., was read the first time by title. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read the second time 
at length for information. 

Mr. SPOONER. I ask that the reading of the bill may be dispensed 
with. It has already poe the Senate upon a favorable report of the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 
$ The 5 pro lempore. It is an original bill, as the Chair un- 

erstan 

Mr. SPOONER. A bill precisely like it I meant to say had passed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill has been read the first time 
by title. The Senator desires that the bill may be now considered as 
read the second time and considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
Is there objection to the present consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had non-concurred in the amend- 
ments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 12154) to regulate and license 
pawnbrokers in the District of Columbia, to the conference 
asked by the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, ' 
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and had appointed Mr. HEMPHILL, Mr. COMPTON, and Mr. GROUT 
managers at the conference on the part of the Honse. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the follow- 
ing resolutions; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 
A A resolution to print the report of the Director of the Mint on pro- 
duction of the precious metals in the United States for the calendar 
year 1888; 

A resolution for the printing (in addition to the usual number) of 

15,000 copies of the eleventh number of the Statistical Abstract of 

the United States for the year 1888; and 

A resolution directing the Clerk of the House as to the enrollment 
of the bill (H. R. 12571) making appropriations to supply deficiencies 

in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, and for 

prior years, and for other purposes. 

The message further announced that the House had concurred in the 
resolution of the Senate for the printing of the report of the Commis- 
sioner of Fish and Fisheries for the year 1887. 

The message also announced that the House returned to the Senate 
in compliance with its request the bill (H. R. 6050) referring the claim 
of the owners of the steamer I. N. Bunton to the Court of Claims. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed 
by the President pro tempore: 

A bill ca R. 8276) for the relief of the estate of Benjamin F. Rich- 
ardson; and 

A bill (H. R. 4856) for the relief of D. M. Sprague and William Til- 
ton. 

COMMITTEE ON PRINTING. 


Mr. HAWLEY. [I offer the resolution which it is usual to pass at 
the close of a Congress to continue the work of the Printing Commit- 
tee, which I ask may be now considered. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed 
to, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Printing as at present constituted be, and is 
hereby, authorized to sit during the coming recess, 
LIGHTS AT OTTER CREEK, ETC, 


Mr. CULLOM. I present a conference report for consideration by 
the Senate. : = 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be received and read 
if their be no objection. 
The Secretary read as follows: = 
The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 5716) for establishing a light at 
the mouth of Otter Creek, Lake Champlain, having met, after full and free con- 
ference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective 
Houses as follows: 
That the Senate recede from its amendment numbered 1; that the pen 25 
cede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Senate numbered 2 and 
S. M. CULLOM, 
M. W. RANSOM, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


JNO. A. ANDERSON 
Managers on the part of the House. 


The report was concurred in. 
WASHINGTON AND GREAT FALLS RAILROAD, 


Mr. VANCE. Lask unanimous consent to take up Senate bill 3321, 
Order of Business 2542. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (S. 3321) to incorporate the ‘Washington 
and Great Falls Narrow-Gauge Railroad Company. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, and was read the third time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Having been read three times, shall 
the bill pass ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If there were the slighest possibility of this bill 
passing and being sent to the President, I should think it not only 
worth while but a duty to call the attention of the Senate to the very 
extraordinary powers that appear in one section, to say nothing of some 
others conferred upon this company, not merely to condemn Jand for 
right of way, but 8 go anywhere and take anything of any sort re- 
quired ſor the purposes of the company, and apparently not only in 

tbe District of Columbia, but in the State of Maryland. But, as of 
course it is perfectly obvious that this bill is not to become a law, I 
only wish to express my opposition to it as it now stands, 

The bill was passed. 

STEAMER I. N. BUNTON. 


Mr. QUAY. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
House bill 6050, which has just been returned from the House of Rep- 
resentatives in pursuance of a resolution passed by the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the a Mil (H. R. 6050) rel. ing the claim of the owners of the steamer 
I. N. Bunton to the Court of Claims, returned to the Senate in accord- 
ance with its request. 


Reg RUAT: I move to reconsider the vote on the final 
e bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
moves to reconsider the vote by which this bill was passed by the = 
ate. 


pamass of 
The Senator from Pennsylvania 


The motion was to. 
Mr. QUAY. I now move to reconsider the vote by which the titl 
was amended. $ 
The motion was agreed to. | 
Mr. QUAY. I move to strike out the amendment inserted by the 
Senate on the report of the Committee on Claims. ’ 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator should first move 
reconsider the vote by which the bill was ordered to a third 
in the Senate. | 
Mr. QUAY. I make that motion. : 
The motion was to. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator now moves to — 
the vote by which the amendment was agreed to. 

The motion was to. 
Mr. QUAY. I understand the bill is now before the Senate in i 
original form. d 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question now is on agreeing to 

the amendment heretofore made to this bill in the Senate. 
Mr.QUAY. I hope the amendment will be voted down. { 
The amendment was rejected. Ì 
The bill was ordered toa third reading, read the third time, and' 


Mr. MITCHELL. I offer the following resolution, and ask for its, 
present consideration. ! 
COMMITTEE ON MINES AND MINING. 

Mr. MITCHELL submitted the following resolution: £ 


Resolved, That the Committee on Mines and Mining be authorized to con- 
tinue the inv: ion into the cause of delay in the consideration of uncon-} 
tested cases in the mineral division of the General Land Office, with leave to: 
report at the next session of the Senate. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Is this reported from the committee? 

Mr. MITCHELL, I will say to the Senator from Ohio that the Pe 
ate adopted a resolution directing the Committee on Mines and Min-| 
ing to inquire into the causes of delay in considering uncontested cases, 
in the mineral division of the e Land Office. A subcommittee 
of that committee was designated in pursuance of that instruction and 
certain questions were propounded to the Secretary of the I nterior,| 
quite a number of them. It was very late in the session when this 
was done, and of course it necessarily took considerable time to answer 
the questions, and the answer only came in a couple of days since, a 
very full answer to the question. j 

Mr. SHERMAN. I inquire whether the Committee on Mines and 
Mining authorized the Senator to offer the resolution ? 

Mr. MITCHELL. It is done with the consent of the chairman of the 
committee, and I do not think there can be any possible objection to it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If the Senator says it is done with the concurrence 
of the Committee on Mines and Mining, I make no objection. 

Mr. MITCHELL. There was no formal meeting to consider it, but 
the committee would like to finish the investigation. 

Mr. SHERMAN. My impression is that the rules require such reso- 
lutions to be sent to the Committee on Contingent Expenses. 

Mr. MITCHELL. There is no expense whatever connected with it. 

Mr. GORMAN. I wish to hear the resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be again read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I will state for the information of the Senator 
from Maryland that my impression is, so far as I have looked into the 
matter, that the cause of delay is occasioned by lack of force, and we 
wish to get the facts and present them to the Senate so that proper 
steps may be taken in order to increase the force if it is found neces- 


sary. 

Mr. GORMAN. Ishall be compelled to object to the consideration 
of that resolution. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Objection being made, the resolution 
will lie over under the rule. 

ENROLLMENT OF DEFICIENCY BILL. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
concurrent resolution from the House of Representatives; which was 
read: 


i 


. Is THE HOUSE or REPRESENTATIVES, March 2, 1889. 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the Clerk 
of the House is ean directed in the enrollmentof the bill (K. R. 12571) — 
appro’ to supp iy deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal y 
ending June 30, 1889, and for prior years,and for *. * —— to omit the fol. 
8 provision in lines 18, 19, and 20. page 23, ot copy of said 

Bureau of Construction and Repair: To ay deficiency in the ap; ris- 
tion for construction and repair of vessels, $ Boog” oi 2 

And to omit the following provision 10 . 3, 4. and 5, page 5, of the Senste 
amendment red 108, and to by both Houses: 

For pay of the Navy, $201,443.71.” 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Chair calls the attention of the 
sonata era EER Rags na ETOT E E 
resentatives. 
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Mr. HALE. Will the Chair have the communication again read? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be again read. 

The Chief Clerk read the House resolution. 

Mr. HALE. That is right. I hope the resolution will be passed. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Is not that an unprecedented way of legislat- 
ing with a bill not in the possession of the Senate? 

Mr. HALE. I will say to the Senator that it has been done once 
before this session to correct a mistake in the making up of a bill in 
conference after it had passed through the two bodies, as P ehis bill has. 
It is only to correct a mistake. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. This is not an additional a) 5 then, as 
I understand, but it is to omit something from a 

Mr. HALE, It is to omit where there are duplicate appropriations. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Do I understand there is an error in the enroll- 
ment of the bill? 

Mr. HALE. This is to correct an error in the making up of the bill 
by the conferees and before enrollment, and where there will be dupli- 
cate appropriations for the same subject unless the resolution passes. 
I ask that it may be put on its passage. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine moves that 
the Senate concur in the resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of War, transmitting a copy of Senate Executive 
Document No. 131, and inviting attention to the fact that certain par- 
agraphs on page 2 of that document do not occur in the copy of the let- 
ter of the 19th ultimo from Col. John M. Wilson, which was transmit- 
ted to the Senate with a letter of the 25th ultimo, and recommending 
the correction of the error; which was read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. What disposition shall be made of 
this communication ? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I suggest that it be printed and lie on the table. 

Mr. GORMAN. I suggest that the document referred to be printed 
and corrected as suggested by the Secretary of War, and printed with 
the letter of the 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be so ordered if there be no 
objection. The Chair hears none, 


DISTRICT CHARITABLE INSTITUTIONS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the commissioners of the District of Columbia, transmitting, 
in response to a resolution of the 5th ultimo, reports received from 
charitable and reformatory institutions, concerning the exclusion from 
such institutions of persons on account of race, color, or previous con- 
dition ofservitude; which was ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a memorial of citizens of 
Plainville, Kans., remonstrating against the passage of the Sunday-rest 
bill; which was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. SABIN presented petitions of citizens of St. Panl, Moorhead, 
and Madelia, in the State of Minnesota, praying for the submission to 
the States of a constitutional prohibitory amendment; which were or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

Mr. PADDOCK presented memorials of citizens of Omaha, Chester, 
and Mission Creek, in t in the State of Nebraska, remonstrating against 
the passage of the Sunday-rest bill; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented petitions of citizens of Inman, Nebr., and petitions 
of citizens of Yankton, Fargo, Centennial Park, and De Voe, in the 
Territory of Dakota, praying for the submission to the States of a con- 
stitutional prohibitory amendment; which were ordered to lie on the 
table. 

Mr. CAMERON presented the petition of Stuart Mitchell and other 
citizens of Mount Carmel, Northumberland County, Pennsylvania, 
earnestly praying Congress to pass the Sunday-rest bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented the petition of citizens of Bingham, Centre County, 
Pennsylvania, earnestly praying Congress not to pass the Sunday-rest 
bill; which was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. BLAIR. I present the petition of Thomas Graham, Eben C. 
Jayne, William T. Cunningham, and about 75 other leading citizens of 
the city of Philadelphia, praying for an amendment of the national 
Constitution prohibiting the grant of any school-fund or school-tax 
or any part thereof, either by legislative, munici pal, or other authority, 
for the benefit or aid, directly or indirectly, of any religious sect or 
denomination, which I move be referred to the Committee on Educa- 
tion and Labor. 

The motion was agreed to, - 

JOHN R. HARRINGTON. 

Mr. GRAY. I ask that the Senate take up for consideration Senate 
bill 3904, Calendar No. 2796. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The title of the bill will be stated. 
n Tug SECRETARY. A bill (S. 3904) for the relief of John R. Harring- 

n. 


The PRESIDENT pre tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? 

Mr. COCKRELL, I do not think that bill ought to be passed to- 
night. When a man has had an exclusive right and monopoly of any- 
thing for seventeen years he can not get a bill for an extension through 
at this time of the session of Congress. 

Mr. GRAY. Does the Senator object to the present consideration 
of the bill? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Ido. I hope it will not be passed. Iam com- 
pelled to object to any bill extending a patent-right which has existed 
for seventeen years as a monopoly. 

Mr. GRAY. Does the bill go over under objection? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It does not. The Senator has a 
right to move its consideration. 

Mr. GRAY. I move the consideration of the bill, notwithstanding 
the objection. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from Delaware will see that, under the 
rule which requires the successive reading a bill on separate days, even 
if he were able to take up his bill by a majority vote, he could not get 
it passed through the Senate without the delay of one day. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The bill is on the Calendar. 

Mr. GRAY. If the Senator from Missouri insists upon his objec- 
tion—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iam compelled to insist on my objection. Isay 
frankly to the Senator that we have not time to investigate such ques- 
tions now. We have not passed any bill extending patent-rights during 
this session. Every patentee has had an exclusive monopoly for sev- 
enteen years, and I do not think we are justified, without a very full 
investigation, in passing any bill extending such a monopoly. 

Mr. GRAY. The bill was reported favorably from the Committee 
on Patents after a very thorough investigation and was before the com- 
mittee a long while. A printed report accompanies the bill, which I 
think explains the exceptional character of the claim. The report is 
not very lo: 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Delaware moves 
that the Senate do now proceed to the consideration of a bill the title 
of which has been stated by the Secretary. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I say very frankly that I hope the Senator 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question of consideration is not 
open to debate. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I ask unanimous consent to be allowed to say to 
the Senator that I hope he will not press this bill at present. It is 
now within a short time of the final adjournment, and this is a bill to 
extend a patent-right which was granted in 1856, over thirty years ago, 
and I shall be compelled to resort to every means known to parlia- 
mentary usage to prevent the passage of this bill. 

Mr. GRAY. That is sufficient, Mr. President. I merely wish to 
say that the bill proposed for consideration is one that rests upon ex- 
ceptional circumstances, but, inasmuch as the Senator from Missouri 
will resort to the means that are plainly within his power to prevent 
its consideration, at this late hour in the session of the Senate I shall 
not press the matter. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message fromthe House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. TOWLES, 

its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had receded from its disa- 


greement to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 9271) for 
the relief of James A. Stewart. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. : 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had signed 
the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by the 
President pro tempore: 

A bill (E R. 3765) for the relief of James Devine; 
A bill (H. R. 7800) for the relief of John De Bree, executor of Mar- 
garet T. Higgins; 

A bill (H. R. 8307) for the relief of John T. Higgins; 

A bill (H. R. 9949) for the relief of Patrick C. McQueeny; and 
mo bill (H. R. 1029) for the relief of J. S. Flake, guardian of Samuel 

oward. 

JAMES ALBERT BONSACK. 


Mr. DANIEL. I ask the Senate to consider Calendar No. 1998, be- 
ing the bill (H. R. 593) for the relief of James Albert Bonsack. 

Mr. TELLER. That bill can not pass without a good deal of dis- 
cussion, and I hope the Senator will not try to call it up 

Mr. DANIEL. I shall not press it if the Senator thinks it will lead 
to any lengthy debate. 

Mr. TELLER. I know it will. I know there are several Senators 
here who do not think that that bill ought to pass, and I do not think 
it should pass. 

Mr. DANIEL. Ifthe bill is taken up the Senator can give his vote 
after stating his objections. Ishould be very glad to have a vote of 
the Senate on the bill. 

Mr. TELLER. I shall object to it if one objection will prevent its 


passage. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. One objection will not suffice, The 
Senator from Virginia has the right to make the motion. 
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Mr. COCKRELL. I join the Senator from Colorado. 

Mr. DANIEL. I shall not press it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I join the Senator from Colorado in his objection 
to the bill, and I will state that the bill can not pass under six oreight 
hours of discussion. I have records here that will take two hours to 
read on that important question, which I have kept in my table for a 
year in order to meet the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
draws the motion. 


The Senator from Virginia with- 


G. M. WOODRUFF. 


Mr. VANCE. I ask unanimons consent to call up Senate bill 1712, 
a very short bill. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (S. 1712) for the relief of G. M. Wood- 
ruff. It proposes to pay to G. M. Woodruff, of North Carolina, $150, 
for a horse taken from him by the United States in 1865. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I ask for the reading of the report. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. WILSON, 
of Maryland, October 10, 1888: 

The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1712) for the re- 
lief of G. M. Woodruff, have considered the same, and reepectful report: 

This is a claim for a horse alleged to have been taken OY the United States, 
put into the mili service in the year 1865, and before the end of the war of 
the rebellion, and thereby lost to the claimant. The claimant has presented a 
certificate given by a competent United States officer of the taking of such horse 
for the public service and of the value thereof, to wit, 8150. The loyalty of the 
claimant is clearly proven and a satisfactory reason given wh claim for 
payment was not presented to the Quartermaster-General for allowance under 
the act of March 3, 1879. The claimant is a man of very little education, has 
always lived ina wild and unsettled part of Western North Carolina, far away 
from railroads, and reads and writes but little. He never heard of the provis- 
ions of the said act of 1879 and would have gladly availed himself of its provis- 
ions if he had known of them. Your committee therefore recommend the pas- 
sage of the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SUNDAY REST. 


Mr. DOLPH. As there is nothing before the Senate at this time I 
move that the Committee on Education and Labor be discharged from 
the further consideration of Senate bill 2983, and that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the same, it being the bill commonly known 
as the Sunday-rest bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from O n moves 
that the Committee on Education and Labor be discha: from the 
further consideration of a bill, the title of which will be stated. 

Mr. BLAIR. I should like to hear what there is to be said in sup- 
port of the motion. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let the bill be stated. : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read by title. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (S. 2983) to secure to the people the en- 
joyment of the first day of the week, commonly known as the Lord’s 
day, as a day of rest, and to promote its observance as a day of reli- 
gious worship. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Oregon moves to 
discharge the Committee on Education and Labor from the further con- 
sideration of the bill. 

Mr. HOAR. I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. I desire to inquire 
of the Chair whether that is not a motion which under the rules must 
go over one day? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks it is. 

Mr. HOAR. Then I make that objection, as clearly it is not proper 
to work upon that subject on Sunday. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. All motions to discharge a commit- 
tee and all subjects from which a committee are di must lie 
over for consideration one day, unless by unanimous consent otherwise 
ordered. So the motion goes over. 


JAMES A. STEWART. 


Mr. HOAR submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the 1 votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 9271) for the relief of James A. 
Stewart, having met, after full and free conference have agreed 
and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 


to recommend 


That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Senate 
and agree to the same, 
JOHN C. SPOONER, 
GEO. F. HOAR, 
8. PASCO, 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report requires no action on the 
part of the Senate. 


WAR CLAIMS—JEFFERSON COUNTY, KENTUCKY, 


Mr. PASCO. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 328) for the allowance of certain awards made by a 
board of claims to certain citizens of Jefferson County, Kentucky. Itis 


a matter in which the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN] is. 
interested. s 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the bill is| 
2 the Senate as in Committee of the Whole, and will be read at 
ength. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Subject to objection. | 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Subject to objection. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill. e j 

Mr. PASCO. There is an amendment reported from the Committee 
on Claims. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. Itis proposed to add to section 1 the following 
proviso: 

Provided, That before any ofthe said amounts are paid the claims of the parties 
herein named shall be referred to the Secretary of War to find and determine 
whether or not the United States received the benefit of the articlesand supplies 
for which compensation was allowed by said board, whether the prices fixed 
were fair and just, and whether the several claimants were loyal to the United 
States during the late civil war, and he is authorized to asce and determine 
what sum, ifany, is justly due to each of said parties on account of the claims 
examined and allowed by the said board, and herein included. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I do not think that the Senate should consider 
that bill at this time. I therefore object toitsconsideration. It would 
require the reading of the report, and if the amendment were adopted 
it would certainly prevent the passage of the bill even if the merits 
were ever so strong. It would be impossible to have the bill become 
a law, and it ought not to pass at this stage. 

Mr. PASCO. hope the Senator from Ohio will examine the amend- 
ment to the bill before making that objection. The bill was very thor- 
oughly considered for some months by the Committee on Claims, and 
this is a unanimous report. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It ought to have been brought up at an earlier 
stage. I must object to it unless the report is read and we go intoa 
full consideration of it. 

Mr. PASCO. The bill was reported to the Senate in the last few 
days. I should be glad if the Senator from Ohio would examine the re- 
port and see if he can not withdraw his objections. It fell tomy duty 
as a subcommittee to examine into this claim, and for that reason I 
feel desirous that it should be disposed of at the present session, if pos- 
sible. I will furnish the Senator from Ohio with a copy of the report, 
and perhaps he may then withdraw his objection. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I do not think we ought to consider such a bill 
at this period. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Florida in- 
sist on his motion to proceed to the consideration of the bill notwith- 
standing the objection? 

Mr. PASCO. Yes, sir; I move that the bill be considered notwith- 
standing the objection. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I must call for the reading of the report. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
mop of the Senator from Florida to proceed to the consideration of 

e bill. 

The motion was not agreed to—ayes 8, noes not counted. 

REPORT OF DIRECTOR OF MINT. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Iam instructed by the Committee on Printing to 
move to take from the table a House concurrent resolution, which is a 
matter of printing, and to ask for its immediate consideration. { 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
concurrent resolution from the House of Representatives. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the report 
of the Director of the Mint on “ Production of the precious metals in the United 
States“ for the calendar year 1883 be printed, and that 9,000 extra copies be 
printed, 4,000 copies for use of the House of Representatives, 2.000 copies for! 
use of the Senate, and 3,000 copies for use of the Director of the Mint. 


The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to. 
ELEVENTH STATISTICAL ABSTRACT, , 


1 
Mr. HAWLEY. I am likewise instructed by the Committee on 
Printing to ask the Senate to take from the table and pass a concurrent' 
resolution of the House of Representatives which is similar to one the 
House has already d, but it is easier for the Senate to concur with| 
the House at this stage of the session than for the House to concur with 
the Senate; and I ask concurrence in the House resolution. | 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the concurrent 
resolution of the House of Representatives; and it was considered by| 
unanimous consent, and agreed to, as follows: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That there be 
rinted in addition to the usual number 15,000 copies of the eleventh number of; 
tatistical Abstract of the United States for the year 1883, of which 5,000 copies 

shall be for the use of the Senate and 10,000 for the use of the House of Repre-! 
sentatives, Í 
> JAMES CALER. 

Mr. DANIEL, I ask the Senate to consider the bill (H. R. 2661) 

for the relief of James Caler. l 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read for inſorma- 

tion. 

The bill was read, as follows: , l 

th 


Be it enacted, etc., That the proper accounting officer of the Treasury of | 
United States be, and he hereby is, authorized and directed to pay to James} 


1889. 


Caler, of Stamford, Conn., the sum of $8,445, for work done by him under a con- 
tract with the United States in the dredging and excavation of the bar at Ruther- 
ford Park, in the Passaic River, New Jersey. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us hear the report. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the report, submitted by Mr. FAULKNER Feb- 
ruary 20, 1889, as follows: 

The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred House bill 2661, have had 
the same under consideration, and respectfully report: 

That the facts set forth in House Report 481 are fully sustained by the record 
and is adopted as the report of this committee, with amendments, as follows: 
In line 6, after the word of.“ strike out eight“ and insert “seven;” in same 
line strike out “four” and insert two;“ so that it will read: seven thousand 
two hundred and forty-five.” 

The House report is as follows: A 

That on the 25th day of June, 1873, the petitioner entered into a contract with 
the United States of America for dredgin and excavating the barat Rutherford 
Park, in the Passaic River, New Jersey. For this work he was to receive, when 
it was completed, the sum of $14,500. The work has been completed according 
tothe requirements of the contract. In the specifications, which were made 
pes of the contract, the material was 8 as consisting of loose stone, 

wilders, sand, and gravel.” After quite a large part of the work had been 
done it was discovered that the remaining portion of the material to be re- 
moved consisted in part of a hard blue clay and hardpan, the removal of which 
was attended with an expense much greater than would have attended the re- 
moval of such materia] as the contract specified. For extra expense Mr. 
Caler claims compensation. 

“Lieut. Col. John Newton, who was engineer in charge of the work, and who 

represented the United States in making said cont: and executed it for them, 

its that there was a mistake made in the description in the contract of the 
character of the material to be removed, and that the claimant is entitled to 
some relief; and your committee are of that opinion. The question as to the 
amount that should be allowed him in full compensation is one of some difi- 
culty. Ina communication addressed to your committee, dated May 1, 1878, 
he says: In arriving ata conclusion as to the extent of Mr. Caler’s claim against 
the Government there must be some uncertainty in spite of allthe care that 
can be taken. As to the fact that he has some claim there can be no dispute, 
because the materials—sand, gravel, broken stone, and bowlders—which he con- 
tracted to remove were underlaid in some parts by a hard clay very difficult to 
dredge, and which was not specified in the contract.’ 


215. 
House bill 2661, as amended, is reported favorably with a recommendation 
that the bill do pass. 


Mr. BUTLER. I object to the r of that bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I hope my friend from Virginia will withdraw 
this bill. It ought to be considered when we have all the papers here, 
for I can not understand why the claimant could not go to the Court 
of Claims, and, in the next place, why we should pay for dredges for 
dredging harder soil than soft soil. The dredges are needed in both 


cases, 

Mr. DANIEL. It is not proposed to pay for the dredges, but for the 
wear and tear and the harder work. 

Mr. BUTLER. [I object to it. 

es I did not hear the remark of the Senator from South 

Mr. BUTLER. I said I should object to the consideration of the 
bill, or rather to its passage, if I have the right to do so. 

Mr. DANIEL. I shall not at this hour urge any matter which 
would elicit any lengthy debate. It would be useless to do so, al- 
though I think that the merit of the claim is very fairly established. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Virginia 
withdraw the motion? 

Mr. DANIEL. I withdraw the motion, sir. 


RECESS. 7 


Mr. ALLISON (at 10 o’clock and 45 minutes p. m.). I move that 
the Senate take a recess until 12 o’clock p. m. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate took a recess accordingly. 

The Senate reassembled at 12 o’clock midnight. P 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. TowLEs, 
its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed to the report of the 
committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 12571) making appro- 
priations to supply deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1889, and for prior years, and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the House had receded from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate to the foregoing bill 
numbered 36; furtherinsisted upon its disagreement to theamendments 
of the Senate numbered 37 and 103; asked a further conference with 
the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amend- 
ments of the Senate numbered 37, 103, 109, and 110, and had appointed 
Mr. SAYERS, Mr. RANDALL, and Mr. McComas managers at the 
further conference on the part of the House. 3 
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ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had signed 
the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by the 
President pro tempore: 

A bill (H. R. 5716) for establishing a light at the mouth of Otter 
Creek, Lake Champlain, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 6050) referring the claim of the owners of the steamer 
I. N: Bunton to the Court of Claims; 

A bill (H. R. 11634) to provide for allotment of land in severalty to 
United Peorias and Miamies in Indian Territory; 

AMN (H. R. 2896) for the relief of the heirs of John R. Treutlen; 


an 
A bill (H. R. 9271) for the relief of James A. Stewart. 
ELIZABETH MULVEHILL. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
CocKRELL], being detained from the Chamber by business of the Sen- 
ate, has asked the Chair to present a request for the reconsideration of 
the vote by which the bill (H. R. 8002) for the relief of Elizabeth Mul- 
vehill was indefinitely postponed, and that the same may be placed on 
the Calendar with the adverse report of the Committee on Claims. It 
will be so ordered, if there be no objection. 


BUSINESS IN EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENTS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
CocKRELL] also asks the adoption of an order, which will be read. 

The order was read, and agreed to, as follows: 

Crdered, That the Senate Select Committee to Inquire into and Investigate 
the Methods of Businessin the Executive Departments and the causes of delay 


in its transaction be continued during the coming called session of the Senate, 
with leave to report at any time during such session. 


DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the action of 
the House of Representatives on the amendments of the Senate to the 
bill (H. R. 12571) making appropriations to supply deficiencies in the 
appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, and for prior 
years, and for other pu 

Mr. PLUMB. I move that the Senate further insist on its remain- 
ing amendments and accede to the request of the House of Represent- 
atives for a further conference. 

The motion was to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. HALE, Mr. 
ALLISON, and Mr. COCKRELL were appointed. 


DISTRICT PAWNBROKERS, 


Mr. SPOONER submitted the following report: 

The committee of conference on the d ng votes of the two Houses on 
the amendmenis of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 12154) to and license 
pawnbrokers in the District of Columbia, having met, after full and free confer- 
a agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses 
as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Senate 
numbered | and 2, and agree to the same. 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 3, 4, 5, and 6. 

JOHN C. SPOONER, 
C. B. FARWELL, 
Conferees on the part of the Senate. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on concurring in the 
report of the committee of conference. 

Mr. CHACE. I should like to have the Senator from Wisconsin ex- 
plain what are the amendments the Senate conferees recede from. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senate conferees receded from the amendment 
relating to the rate of interest. We agreed to the provision of the 
House fixing the rate of interest on sums over $25 at 12 per cent. We 
also agreed to recede from the amendment requiring that where there 
was a surplus in the hands of the pawnbroker the owner of the surplus 
could apply within a year for it. 

Mr. CHACE. What is the rate of interest fixed by the bill for sums 
under $25? 

Mr. SPOONER. Twenty-four per cent. 

The report was concurred in. 


DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HALE submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate numbered 37, 103, 109, and 110 to the bill (H. R. 
ie making appropriations to supply deficiencies in the appropriations for 
the year ending June 30, 1889, and prior years, and for other pu 
having met, after full and free conference have 
recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 37, 109, and 110. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 103, and agree to the same with an amendment, as follows: 

In lieu of the matter proposed to be inserted by said amendment insert the 
following: And the Senate and House Reporters, and all persons paid out of 


to recommend and do 


2642 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


MARGA 2, 


and pamphlets who were 


the contingent fund of the Senate for folding speeches 
said fund from the 15th day of August 


continuously employed and paid out of 
to the 20th oy oF October, 1888. 
And the Senate agree to the same, 


J. RANDALL, 
LOUIS E. McCOMAS, 
Managers on the part of the House. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. If there be no objection to the present 
consideration of the report, the question is on concurring in the same. 

Mr. HALE. In explanation of this report, which, if 22 set- 
tles the controversies between the two Houses on this bill, I may say 
that of the items in di 
amendments touching the water supply for Washington, which were 
reported from the select committee which has for the last three months 
or more been investigating thatsubject. Upon those two amendments 
the House receded from its ent to the one numbered 36, which 
was the large item of a half million dollars for su; ing temporarily 
Washington with additional water by means of a pipe 4 feet in 
diameter, which will bring the water to every altitude in the city. 
The second amendment of the Senate upon that subject, numbered 37, 
was the amendment providing for a resurvey, having in view a more 

ent disposition of this question for the long future. On that the 

conferees have receded and it goes out of the bill, mainly upon 
the consideration that the larger amendment, upon which the House 
gave way, will provide water for from ten to fifteen years and perhaps 
more, and in the mean time other proceedings can be taken looking to 
the far future. 

The next matter in disagreement was the provision which the Senate 
had added to the House clause giving a month’s extra pay for the last 
session of Congress, the long session, to the employés of the House and 
Senate. That has been left, with the addition to the House clause of 
the official reporting force of the two Houses and certain employés of 
the Senate who were not included in the original provision, but were 
permanently engaged in the work of folding in October last; and that 
settles that matter. 

Theother two amendmentsin dispute, covering one subject, were num- 
bered 109 and 110, embracing what are known as the French iation 
claims. The conferees on the part of the Senate felt that the body which 
they represented had committed itself distinctively in favor of these 
ee the justice of the claims, and of the appropriation of 
money which the Senate had made to cover them; but it was evident 
to the friends of these spoliation claims that the condition in the other 
House was such (and the friends of the measure there recognized it as 
well as those here) that it was impossible for the deficiency appropria- 
tion bill to pass the House of Representatives this session with those 
provisions contained upon it. 

A long contest took in that body, running through the and 
the night, At last it was felt by those in that body who were in 
of the measure that if it was continued longer the bill itself would be 
in peril. It also from its position in the business of the House lay 
across other important matters which could not be considered while 
the dead lock into which the House had been forced continued. 

Therefore, that the bill might not fail, and that other legislation, in- 
cluding the sundry civil i a bill, which lay behind it, should 
not be stayed and destroyed, the Senate conferees yielded, most reluc- 
tantly, in no way admitting or agreeing to any suggestion that these 
claims do not stand before the Senate as a just debt which the Govern- 
ment is in duty bound to pay, with the hopeand that early 
in the next Congress, at a period when no obstructive tactics can turn 
the current away, these most just and righteous claims will be em- 
bodied either upon the first appropriation bill that comes to the Senate 
or in some distinctive measure covering them and nothing else, and 
passed and sent to the President, as it is the belief that both Houses 
are in favor of them. I hope and expect to see that done at an early 
day in the next Congress. 

In view of these difficulties, which I have imperfectly stated, the 
Senate conferees felt constrained by the situation to yield and to recede, 
and thus the report has been broughtin. Itsettles everything in this 
way, and so far as can be seen the bill itself in the course of the next 
hour will be ready to be sent to the President of the United States. 

That is all I have to say, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on concurring in the 
report of the committee of conference. 

The report was concurred in, 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr, CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the House hadsigned the enrolled 
bill (H. R. e e rade iati =o current and contin- 

nt expenses of the i t, and for treaty stipu- 
ations with various Indian tribes, for the e song, e 1890, 
and for other purposes; and it was thereupon signed by the President 
pro tempore. 


te between the two Houses were the two | fo! 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. EDMUNDS (at 1 o’clock a. m. Monday, March 4). I move that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
8 executive busi 

After thirty-five minutes spent in executive session, the Senate 
ceeded to the consideration of legislative business. ` * 

SUNDEY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. ALLISON submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the votes of the two Houseson 
certain amendments of the Senate to the approp! 
tions for sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiseal year ending 
June 30, 1890, and for other purposes, having met, after full and free conference 
have to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Isthere objection to the present con- 
i ion of the report? 

Mr. HARRIS. I do not object to its consideration, but I 
want to ask the Senator from Iowa what the effect of the agreement is 
ee Dae es te en Seren of KORAT An 
Printing. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is impossible to say what the effect will be un- 
til we know whether those owning the patent for the use of the steam- 
presses are willing for the ing fiscal year to take the amount fixed 
in the bill as compensation for the use of the presses. 

Mr. HARRIS. Whatis the amount fixed according to the agreement 


of the conferees ? 
One cent per thousand sheets. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The phrase the present fiscal year“ means be- 
ginning next July? 

Mr. ALLISON. It means for the fiscal year beginning next July 
and ending the 30th of June followi If the owners of the patent 
shall refuse to take the amount fixed the effect of course will be that 
the presses will not be used during that fiscal year. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. There are nineteen of those presses now in use, 
are there not, in the Bureau of Engraving and Printing? 

Mr. ALLISON. There are nineteen of them in use. The conferees 
have provided, or propose to provide, in the bill $80,000 to meet the 
conti of a refusal on the part of the owners of the patent to al- 
low the use of the presses for the substitution of hand-presses. 

I will say tothe Senate that every provision in the bill relates to 
the appropriations made in the bill itself, and there is no legislation 
contained in the bill. Ofcourse the whole question will depend upon 
what those who own the right to the patent on these presses shall see 
proper to do. 

Mr. HARRIS. I desire to ask the Senator from Iowa if the effect of 
the agreement of the conferees is not to abandon the use of the steam- 
presses and yield to the demands of the hand-plate pressmen ? 

Mr. ALLISON. That will be the effect if those who own these 
presses or the right to use them shall refuse to accept the conditions 
imposed in the provision. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, having spent some months in a care- 
ful consideration and investigation of question, having arrived at 

i presses is eminently proper 
in the Bureau of Engraving and Printing, and that they do the work 
they are doing quite as well as or better than any other presses, and do 
it at one-half or less than one-half of the cost, I am to ask 
that a majority of the Senate shall agree to this report bya yea-and- 


nay vote it becomes a law. 
Mr. ED I must my extreme regret that the con- 
ferees on the part of the Senate have yielded in this matter, because 


it was not a proposition of ours, but one of the House of Representa- 


tives, upon which the House conferees made to all the appro- 
priations in the bill that 8 N 
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carry on the Government. I do not thinkit ought to have been done, 
at whatever hazard a refusal to do it might have incurred; but it has 
been done, and I am not disposed myself to ask for a division upon the 
question. Ifthe Senate were full and it were day before yesterday, I 
certainly should. 

However, I wish to ask the Senator in charge whether the words 
“after the close of the present fiscal year,“ taken in connection with 
the bill and its title, and the period of which it speaks, namely, the 
fiscal year beginning on the Ist of July next, mean from now until the 
30th of June, or whether they mean from the 30th of June on in the 
fiscal year in which the bill operates ? 

Mr. ALLISON. That language is the language of the House of 
Representatives. It, I think, must have been the intention of the 
House of Representatives to make it begin on the Istof July. Itseems 
to me that is the natural construction of the provision; and the same 
view was taken by, I think, a very large majority of the Senate. But 
that is a matter which need not be decided now. If it so happens that 
the provision means that the steam-presses shall not be used until after 
the end of the next fiscal year, there would be ample time to correct 
any error or injury that we may have done to the persons interested on 
the other side of this question. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Is there a contract for the payment of this royalty? 

Mr. ALLISON. There is a contract with the owners of the patent. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. _ How long does the contract run? 

Mr. ALLISON. I think it is an indefinite contract. It runs forthe 
bie ee or words to that effect. 

Mr. HALE. It is a contract which it is understood may be termi- 
nated at any time by either party. 

Mr. ALLISON. We had a copy of the contract before the commit- 
tee. The of the contract, as I remember it, was that $1 per 
thousand shee uld be paid during the time the Government used 
the presses. 100 not think there will be any difficulty about it. If 
we had had more time to consider this question the conferees on the 
part of the Senate would not have yielded; but it certainly is impor- 
tant that this bill, which is one of the great app bills neces- 
sary to be passed at this session, shall be on its way to a final conclu- 
sion at the earliest ble moment, and unless within an hour or two 
we shall have the signed by the Presiding Officer of this body it 
is e that it will fail to become a law. 

r. HARRIS. The testimony taken before a subcommittee of the 
Committee on Finance, of which I unfortunately chanced to beamem- 
ber, and I regret that I was, has satisfied me beyond all controversy or 
doubt that the work done by the steam-presses has been even better 
done than the same character of work done on the hand-presses, and 
done at one-half or less than one-half of the cost of the hand-press work; 
and that there was a demand upon the part of six, eight, or ten hun- 
dred hand-press plate-printers that the steam-presses should be abol- 
ished. That is really the question and the only question involved in 
this amendment. 

I am not, for one, ready to yield to that demand. I think it is the 
duty of the Government to adopt that method, which is equally safe 
and equally secure, does the work as well and does it at one- of the 
expense, rather than to abolish the nineteen steam-presses that do it. 
So believing, I intend that a majority of the Senate, upon the yeas and 
nays, shall determine whether the steam-presses shall be abolished. 

‘That is all I have to say, sir. I do not want to consume time. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, justa word. Of course I controvert 
what the Senator from Tennessee says as to the steam-presses doing the 
work better or even as well. They never have ventured to put 
upon nice work at all. They do not print the face of any bill with 
them, for they know the steam- can not do the work as well. 
They never have been used on better kind of printing; they are 
never used in printing the face of the bill. 

But that is not the question here now. We have argued that before. 
I would not myself for the good of the currency have those steam- 
presses. Ido not say itis fatal that they should be used in printing 
the back, which is rather uniform in color and lights, but simply that 
I would not use them in general on the fine part of the work. But 
that is not the question now. 

If I were going to quit the use of the steam- I would not do 
it in the way the House provision does it. I confess it is vexatious to 
see this great Government, instead of stopping this work, if that is the 
intention, saying. We will give a cent a thousand hereafter and 
make you keep your own presses in order,“ because that meanssimply 
to drive them out. It is a back-handed, left-handed, disagreeable way 
of doing the thing sought to be done. I do not like it at all. Iam 
soy e — 1 9 feel compelled, for the sake of saving all the 

to 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to ask the Senator from Iowa if the 
am 3 agreed upon by the conferees prohibits the use of the steam - 


presses ? 
ous ALLISON. It does not. On the contrary, it provides for their 
te COCKRELL. Then I understand the amendment provides for 


the continued use of the steam-presses, and only regulates the price 
the owners shall receive. 


Mr. ALLISON. That is all. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Itis manifest that under that condition the steam- 
presses will be used. This amendment does not prohibit the use of 
them. It only reduces the price to 1 cent per thousand instead of $1 
as now. 

I do think that the Senator from Tennessee is not justified at this 
late day, and in this condition of the business, in insisting upon a vote 
by yeas and nays. I voted with him upon the proposition when it 
came before the Senate. This is not settled against the Government. 
This is not settled against the report made by the Senator from Ten- 
nessee. The conferees simply agreed to cut down the price, and the 
Government will go on and use those steam-presses. They have a ne 
fect right to doit, and they will do it. 

I believe that when the matter comes up in the next Congress, the 
Congress itself will do justice, and if the work of the steam-presses is 
worth 50 cents a thousand, it will make the appropriation to pay that 
amount, and no harm can be done. 

We can not each one of us have our individual way in all these mat- 
ters. Legislation is compromise, and it must beso. However earnest 
and zealous we may be in our views on a particular question, we ought 
not to prevent legislation; we ought not to insist on our own notions 
to the inconvenience of everybody else. 

While I am willing to stand by the Senator from Tennessee when- 


ever it will not interfere with this bill and its final passage at this time, 


and in the present condition of the Senate, and will hereafter stand by 
him in securing justice to the owners of these presses and a reasonable 
compensation, I hope that he will not insist upon what seems to me 
to be unreasonable and unjust. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, I do not want to use words that are 
grating upon the sensibilities of the Senate, but this is a pandering 
to a small faction and a class who make unjust demands in the light of 
the facts that I have learned from a six months’ investigation. I am 
not, for one, inclined to yield to it. Of course I yield when a majority 
of the Senate shall say that this yielding on the part of the Senate con- 
ferees is proper; but believing as I do that it is improper and wrong, I 
do not intend to yield. I follow my own convictions with regard to it. 
If I am in error, a majority will correct me, and then I shall yield as 
gracefully as any other man can. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I would submit to my friend from Tennessee 
that if upon a division here there is held to be clearly a decided ma- 
jority of the Senate in favor of receding from the amendment he ought 
not to insist further. 

Mr. HARRIS. I will say to my friend from Missouri that 1 do not 
know a human being who is interested in this question except as af- 
fects the interestsof the Government. Ihave noearthly concern about 
it except that upon a five or six months’ investigation I arrived at con- 
clusions. Ido not pander to classes; I do not pander to a special in- 
terest; and it is only special interests which are demanding that we 
should yield to the House proposition in respect to this matter. 

Of course I do not desire to put any one of my brother Senators to 
any inconvenience, but so profound are my convictions that I do not 
intend to yield in respect to this question until a majority of the Sen- 
ate has said that we ought to yield. 

Mr. BUTLER Will the Senator from Tennessee be content with 
the vote of a majority of those present? 

Mr. HARRIS. ad rather lose the sundry civil appropriation bill 
than to allow this yielding on the part of the Senate upon this ques- 
tion. 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator has not quite answered my question ? 

Mr. HARRIS. Ianswer no, I will not. 

Mr. ALLISON. I wish to say to the Senator from Tennessee that 
the question is not decided in this bill. The provisions of the bill 
relate wholly and only to the appropriations made in it, and this 
whole question can and will be argued undoubtedly again in this 
Chamber and in the other. It will necessarily be argued when the 
next appropriation bill appears here embracing items for the support 
of the Bureau of Engraving and Printing 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator silo me to ask him if the main 
ee question has not been yielded in this bill by the Senate 


Mr. COCKRELL. Not a bit. 

Mr. HARRIS. I do not quite understand it as the Senator from Mis- 
souri does. 

Mr. ALLISON. In a sense the Senate conferees have yielded a very 
important point in this contest between the patentees of the steam- 
presses and the people who use hand-presses, or the plate-printers, so 
called; but it is not a yielding which puts anything in the form of law. 
Therefore, when another appropriation shall come to be made for the 
conduct of this bureau next year this whole question will be absolutely 
open for reargument and consideration upon that bill, and I hope then 
we shall not be, as we are now, compelled to count time by minutes 
and moments or else lose a bill the failure of which would inevitably 
require an immediate extra session of Congress. 

Mr. HARRIS. It is the duty of Senators to be here when the Senate 
is in session so that the Senate may be able to decide whatever questions 
are submitted toit. It was by no seeking of mine, and I regretted it 


2644 


at the moment, thatthe duty of investigating this matter was assigned 
to me in the Finance Committee of the Senate. It was, however, so 
assigned, and the Senator from New York [Mr. Hiscock] and myself 
sat for five or six months hearing all that was to be said upon this ques- 
tion. I arrived at convictions that were absolutely clear in respect to 
the question, and I am not willing to yield them upon the demand of 
a class of people in the United States who aggregate from eight to ten 
hundred in the maximum. 

I regret beyond measure that the Senate conferees have yielded the 
question. So far as I am concerned, I shall not yield it. If we have 
not a quorum now, bring a quorum here and let them decide it. 
I will, of course, yield, because I have no alternative; but I have véry 
profound convictions with regard to it, and I shall stand on them. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PAsco in the chair). The ques- 
oe is, Will the Senate concur in the report of the committee of con- 

erence? 

Mr. HARRIS. Upon that question I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered, one-fifth of the Senators not 
sustaining the call. 

Mr. HARRIS. It is the first instance, Mr. President, that I have 
known in twelve years’ service here when a Senator could not get the 
yeas and nays upon any question he desired. 

Mr. HAWLEY. It has many times occurred. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on concurring in the 
report. [Putting the question.] The ayes appear to have it. [A pause. ] 
The ayes have it, and the report is concurred in. 

Mr. HARRIS. I move to reconsider the vote by which the report 
was adopted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Tennessee moves 
to reconsider the vote by which the report was concurred in, The 
question is on agreeing to the motion of the Senator from Tennessee to 
reconsider, 

The motion to reconsider was not agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had agreed to the report of the com- 
mittee of conference on the di ing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 12154) to regulate and 
license pawnbrokers in the District of Columbia. 


- ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. EDMUNDS (at 2 o'clock a. m.). I ask unanimous consent that 
during the remainder of this session, which goes until 12 o’clock, no 
other business be done than that pending between the two Houses. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, we shall have nothing done by unan- 
imous consent from this time on. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then I cannot get it agreed to. Iask everybody 
not to bring anything forward or agree upon anything to be brought 
forward. I will put it that way. 

Mr. HARRIS. I have never known before any instance where the 
yeas and nays were not granted to a Senator who asked that they be 
called. f 

Mr. BUTLER. Iam not advised as to the state of public business, 
but if it will permit, it would seem to me to be a sensible thing to take 
a recess until some hour to-morrow morning. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will say to the Senator from South Carolina that 
there are two appropriation bills not yet signed by the presiding offi- 
cers of the Senate and House, and unless they are signed before a recess 
be taken, they can not reach the President in time. We might take 
an informal recess until half past 2, or something of that kind. 

Mr. SPOONER. I desire to state that the Senator from Kansas [Mr. 
Pluun] on leaving the Chamber a few moments ago requested me to 
say, if the proposition were made to take a recess, that in a short time 
he expected to present to the Senate a conference report on a land-grant 
forfeiture bill. 

Mr. BUTLER. Then I withhold my motion. x 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed that the two 
appropriation bills will be 8 2 for the signature of the Presiding Of- 
ficer in a few minutes, so that that obstacle in the way of a recess will 
be removed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


At 2 o’clock and 30 minutes a. m. a message from the House of Rep- 
resentatives, by Mr. CLARK, its Clerk, announced that the House had 
concurred in the reports of the committees of conference on the disa- 
greeing votes of the two Houses on certain amendments of the Senate 
to the following bills: : 

A bill (H. R. 12008) making appropriations for sundry civil ex- 
penses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1890, and 
for other purposes; and 

A bill (H. R. 12571) making appropriations to supply deficiencies in 
the 9 for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, and for prior 
years, and for other purposes. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
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signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by 
the President pro tempore: 

A bill (H. R. 12008) making appropriations for sundry civil expenses 
of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1890, and for 
other p and 

A bill (H. R. 12571) making appropriations to supply deficiencies in 
the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, and for 
prior years, and for other purposes. . 

RECESS, 


Mr. PLUMB (at 2 o’clock and 43 minutes a. m., Monday, March 4). 
I move that the Senate take a recess until half after 9 o’clock. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas moves that 
the Senate take a recess until 9.30 o’clock. s 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate took a recess accordingly. 


MONDAY'S SESSION. 
The Senate reassembled at 9 o’clock and 30 minutes a. m. (Monday, 
March 4, 1889), when the President pro tempore took the chair and 
called the Senate to order. 


FORFEITURE OF MICHIGAN RAILROAD GRANT. 


Mr. PLUMB submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the House to the bill (S. 858) to forfeit lands granted to the 
State of Michigan to aid in the construction of a railroad from Marquette to 
Ontonagon, in said State, having met, after fulland free conference have 
to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement tothe amendments of the House 
numbered 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, and 6, and agree to the same with an amendment as fol- 
los: Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof as fol- 

ows: 

That there is hereby forfeited to the United States, and the United States here- 
by resumes the title thereto, alllands heretofore granted to the State of Michigan 
by virtue of an act entitled ‘An act making a grant of alternate ons of the 
public lands to the State of Michigan to aid in the construction of certain rail- 
roads in said State, and for other pu ? which took effect June 3, 1856, which 
are opposte to and coterminous rich the uncompleted portion of any railroad 
to aid in the construction of Which said lands were granted or applied, and all 
such lande are hereby declared to be a of the public do: n: ided, 
That this act shall not be construed as forfeiting the right of way or Sees 
of any railroad company heretofore granted: And provided „ That nothing 
in this act contained shall be construed as limiting the rights granted to pur- 
chasers or settlers by ‘An act to provide for the adjustment of land grants made 
by Con to aid in the construction of railroads and for the forfeiture of un- 
earned lands, and for other purposes,’ approved 8, 1887, or as repealing, 
altering, or amending said act, nor as in any manner affecting any cause of action 
2 Pr, 2 of any pure against his grantor for breach of any cove- 
nants of title. 

“Sec. 2, That nothing in this act shall be construed as forfeiting any lands that 
have been heretofore earned by the location and construction of any portion of 
any railroad hereinbefore mentioned under any act of Congress making a grant 
of public lands in the State of Michigan: Provided, That such lands lie opposite 
such constructed road, or if ot lands are provided in such nts the 
same shall be selected from the public lands within such indemnity ifnits lying 
nearest to such constructed : And ided further, That this act shall not 
be construed to prejudice any right of the Portage Lake Canal Company, orthe 
Ontonagon and Brulé River Company, or any person ing under 
them, to apply hereafter to the courts or to Congress for any legal or equitable 

whic 


relief to they may now be entitled, nor to 5 any right of forfeit- 
ure, as hereby declared, or recovery of the United States in respectof any of the 
lands claim by said companies, nor to the prejudice of the right of any person 


claiming adversely to said companies or their assigns, under the laws of the 
United States. 


rsons 
rmed: 


tary of the Interior shall be satisfied have 
out fraud and in the belief that they were thereby obtaining valid title from the 
United States. That nothing herein contained shall be cons'rued to confirm any 
sales or entries of lands, or any tract in any such State selection, upon which 
there were bona fide pre-emption or homestead claims on the Ist day of May, 
1888, arising or asserted by actual occupation of the land under color of the laws 
of ere — States, and all such pre-emption and homestead claims are hereby 
confirmed. 

“Sec, 4. That no lands declared forfeited to the United States by this act shall 
inure to the benefit of any State or corporation to which lands may have been 


granted by Con except as herein otherwise provided; nor this act be 
construed to en the area of land originally covered by any such grant, vA 
n 


to waive or release in any way any right of the United States now 
have any other lands granted by them, as recited in the first section, forfeited 
for any failure, past or future, to comply with the conditions of the grant. Nor 
shall the moiety of the lands granted to any road company on account of a 
main and a branch line 3 to uncompleted road, and hereby forfeited, 
within the conflicting limits of the grants for such main and branch lines, when 
but one of such lines has completed, inure, by virtue of the forfeiture hereby 
declared, to the benefit of the completed line. 

“Src. 5. That all persons who may have settled upon and are now in posses- 
sion of any of the lands hereby forfeited, and who may desire to enter the same 
under the homestead law shall be allowed, when making final proof, for the time 
they have already resided upon and cultivated the same.” 

And the House agree to the same. 

P. B. PLUMB, 


H. W. BLAIR, 
Hanagers on the part of the Senate, 

WM. S. HOLMAN, 

J. L. MACDONALD, 

L. E. PAYSON, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- | gan to aid in the construction of a railroad from Marquette to Onton- 


sideration of this report? ` 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Notat all—no objection, but I would like my 
friend to explain it. 

Mr. PLUMB. This is the bill as it passed the Senate which has 
heretofore been under consideration, except that it refers only to lands 
in the State of Michigan, as to which it forfeits what are known technic- 
ally and actually as the unearned lands only. It then proceeds to set- 
tle also the controversy which existed in the State with reference to the 
conflicting claims of persons claiming under the State in the shape of 
holders of the rights of the Portage Lake Canal Company grant, and the 
persons who have made what are known as cash entries, and those who 
claim under the homestead or pre-emption laws, and it adopts as to all 
these classes of claims the compromise or adjustment which has here- 
tofore been adopted by the Senate. It disposes of all the land grants 
in the State of Michigan. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I ask the Senator, with his permission, what ar- 
rangement has been made as to the rights of the railroad companies as 
between themselves and the United States in regard to not completing 
their roads within the time specified in the granting acts? 

Mr. PLUMB. It gives them all the lands to which they would have 
been entitled if they had completed the roads within the time named 
in the granting acts. £ 

Mr. EDMUNDS. As to construction already made? 

Mr. PLUMB. Yes, as to the construction they have already made. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Does it protect the rights of the settlers? 

Mr. PLUMB. It protects the rights of the settlers and all other 
claimants under the United States or under the State of Michigan or 
under the railroad companies. 

I move the adoption of the report. . 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the report, the question is on agreeing to the same. 

The report was concu: in. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


Am from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. TOWLES, 
its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had concurred in the amend- 
oa of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6753) for the relief of P. Gough 

elin. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had signed 
the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by the 
President pro tempore: 
A bill K. R. 6753) for the relief of P. Gough Edelin; and 
A bill (H. R. 12154) to regulate and license pawnbrokers in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 
CREDENTIALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented the credentials of JAMES 
McMILLAN, chosen by the Legislature of Michigan a Senator from that 
Btate for the term beginning March 4, 1889; which were read, and or- 
dered to be filed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. TOWLES, 
its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had concurred in the report 
of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the amendments of the House to the bill (S. 858) to forfeit 
lands granted to the State of Michigan to aid in the construction of a 


railroad from Marquette to Ontonagon, in said State. 
THANKS TO PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE. 


Mr. HARRIS. I offer the resolution which I send to the Chair, and 
ask for its present consideration. 

The P. ING OFFICER (Mr. MORGAN in the chair). The reso- 
lution will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

‘That the thanks of the 4 

gr erring pry A tg tert 
ri pn and impartial manner in which he has presi: over its deliber- 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution offered by the Senator from Tennessee. 

The resolution was unanimously agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. TowLEs, 
its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following 
resolutions: 

Resolved, That the Sergeant-at-Arms of the H tak ecessary steps 
secure forthwith to members and officers of 3 to the me 
ridors of the Capitol. 

Resolved, That this resolution be communicated to the Senate. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had ed 
the enrolled bill (S. 858) to forfeit lands granted to the State of Mon 


agon, in said State; and it was thereupon signed by the President pro 


tempore, 
ACCESS TO CORRIDORS OF CAPITOL. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I ask the Chair to lay before the Senate the reso- 
lutions of the House of Representatives that just now came over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
message of the House of Representatives, which will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

In THE HoUsE, March 2, 1889. 

Resolved, That the Sergeant-at-Arms of the House take the necessary steps to 
secure forthwith to members and officers of the House free access to the corri- 
dors of the Capitol. 

Resolved, That this resolution be communicated to the Senate. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I move that the Senate accede to 
the request of the House of Representatives under such regulations as 
to identity, etc., as the Chair may prescribe. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate has heard the motion of 
the Senator from Vermont. The question is on the motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. = 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had this 
day approved and signed the following acts: 

An act (S. 2511) to withdraw certain public lands from private entry, 


and for other p 5 

An act (S. 1939) providing in certain cases for the forfeiture of wagon- 
road grants in the State of Oregon; 
An act (S. 3995) to authorize the Montgomery and Sylacauga Rail- 
road Company to construct a bridge across the Tallapoosa River; 

An act (S. 3762) granting a pension to Nancy Polock; 

An act (S. 3429) granting a pension to Maria N. Abbey; 

An act (S. 433) granting an increase of pension to General S. W. 

ee: 


, 

An act (S. 3047) granting an increase of pension to William Bittinger; 

An act (S. 1701) authorizing the construction of a high wagon bridge 
across the Missouri River at or near Sioux City, Iowa; 

An act (S. 3951) to establish a railway bridge across the Illinois River 
between a point within 5 miles of Columbiana, in Greene County, and 
47 pont within 5 miles of Kempsville, in Calhoun County, in the State 

ois; 

An act (S. 2475) to increase the appropriation for the erection of a 
public building at Winona, Minn.; 

An act (S. 2027) granting right of way to the Forest Cityand Water- 
town Railroad Company through the Sioux Indian reservation; 

An act (S. 2851) to amend an act entitled An act to regulate com- 

approved February 4, 1887; 

An act (S. 3818) for the establishment of a light-house and fog-sig- 

nal at Old Orchard Shoal, in Princess Bay, New York, and for other 


An act (S. 3960) granting a pension to Mary B. Hunt; 

An act (S. 3929) to provide for the erection of a public building at 
the city of New Berne, N. C.; 

An act (S. 2442) to increase the appropriation for the public build- 
ing at Detroit, Mich.; 
An act (S. 308) for the relief of Faran & McLean; 

An act (S. 3653) to authorize the Secretary of War to lease a certain 
ie of land to the Leavenworth City and Fort Leavenworth Water 

mpany; d 

An act (S. 3696) to authorize the Omaha, Dodge City and Southern 
Railway Company to build its road across the Fort Hays military 
reservation; 

An act 6. 1145 granting a pension to Jane Reilly; 

granting a pension to Frances H. L. Prescott; 
FE — |. 7 — granting @ pension to ennha Brown; 
ing a ion to t J. Cash; 

Ån aob (S. 2363) for the ehe ef Jahn W. Gene 
An act 8 2549) ſor the relief of Mary Isabella R. Clements; 
An act (S. 3713) granting an increase of pension to Maria A. Rous- 


seau; 
‘An act (8. 3453) granting an increase of pension to Alfred T. Me- 


Kinsey; 
5 An act (S. 2886) granting an increase of pension to Joseph B. Sel- 
ers; 

An act (S. 3183) granting a pension to James Parker; 

An act (S. 2182) to amend section 4489 of the Revised Statutes, re- 
quiring life-saving appliances on steamers; 

An act (S. 2828) granting right of way and other privileges to the 
Hampton and Old Point Railway Company; 

An act (S. 3918) granting to the Duluth and Winnipeg Railway Com- 
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pany theright of way through the Leech Lake and White Earth Indian 
reservations in the State of Minnesota. 

An act (S. 3993) to provide for the protection of the salmon fisheries 
of Alaska; and 

An act (S. 858) to forfeit lands granted to the State of Michigan to 
a ae eee a railroad from Marquette to Ontonagon, in 

tate. . 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed a resolution for the ap- 
pointment of a committee of three members on the 8 House, 
to join such committee as may be appointed by the to wait on 
the President of the United States and inſorm him that Congress hav- 
ing finished its business, unless he may have some further communi- 
cation to make, the two Houses are now ready to close the session by 
an adjournment sine die. 

NOTIFICATION TO THE PRESIDENT. 
The PRESIDENT pro . The Chair lays before the Senate a 
from the Hone of Representatives, which eae: read. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 
IN THe House OF W 
That a committee of three members be appointed on the part of the 


m 


Resolved 
House, to join co as may be appointed by the Senate, to wait on 
the President of the United States an — — Congress, having fin- 


ished its business, unless he may have some further comm: tomake the 
te rence of Congress are now ready to close its session by an adjournment 


Mr. SHERMAN. I offer for adoption the resolution which I send 
to the desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That a committee of two Senators bea; im Bevan) gat he en 
a similar committee inted by the House of 
the President of the ted States and inform him * — beg tn ne 
completed the business of the present are ready to adjourn, unless the 
President has some further comm: make to them. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair ints the Senator 
from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] and the Senator from Delaware [Mr. 
SAvLSBURY ] as the committee on the part of the —.— 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. TOWLEs, Chief 
Clerk, announced that the Speaker of that body had appointed Mr. 


MCMILLIN, Mr. KELLEY, and Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas to be ceed 


the committee on the part of the House to wait upon the President of 
the United States and inform him that Congress is ready to adjourn 
sine die. 

Mr. SHERMAN and Mr. SAULSBURY, of the joint committee who 

were appointed to wait upon the President of the United States and 
inform him that Congress was ready to adjourn, appeared at the bar 
of the Senate at 11 o’clock-and 50 minutes a. m.; and 

Mr. SHERMAN said: Mr. President, the committee appointed on 
behalf of the two Houses to wait upon the President of the United 
States and inform him that the two Houses had completed their busi- 
ness and to inquire of him whether he had any farther communication 
to make have performed that duty, and the President replied that he 
had no further communication to make. 

At 11 o’clock and 58 minutes a. m. the Vice-President-elect of the 
United States, escorted by Mr. CuLLom, of the committee of arrange- 
ments, entered the Senate Chamber. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Vice-President-elect of the 
United States will come forward and receive the oath of office. 

Hon. LEVI P. Morton, of the State of New York, the Vice-President- 
elect, advanced to the desk of the President pro tempore, and the oath 
of office was administered to him. 

FINAL ADJOURNMENT. 


journed without 775 


NOMINATION. 
Executive nomination received bythe Senate the 2d day of March, 1889. 
PROMOTION IN THE ARMY. 

Medical Department. 


Capt. Julius H. Patzki, assistant surgeon, to be surgeon with the 
rank of major, February 28, 1889, vice Webster, re z 


CONFIRMATION. 
Executive nomination confirmed by the Senate March 2, 1889. 
RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 
Thomas M. Vance, of North Carolina, to be receiver of public mon- 
eys at North Yakima, Wash. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, March 2, 1889. 
The House metat10o’clock a.m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. 
H. MILBURN, 


The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. FISHER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
the committee had examined and found truly enrolled the bill (H. R. 
11970) to divide a portion of the reservation of the Sioux Nation of 
Indians in Dakota into separate reservations and to secure the relin- 

ent of Indian title to the remainder, and for other purposes; 
when the Speaker signed the same. 

Mr. ENLOE, from the same committee, reported that the committee 
had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the following titles; 
a 5 7 125 the same: 3 

R. 12403) granting a pension to ett Cooper; 
A bill (H. R. 12404) granting a pension to George W. Andrews; and 
A bill (H. R. 12619) granting a pension to Littleberry W. Baker. 


SUITS BY ILLINOIS AGAINST THE UNITED STATES, 


The SPEAKER. The first business in order is the request of the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. ANDERSON], left ing at 11 o'clock 
yesterday morning, for the consideration by unanimous consent of the 
bill (H. R. 8028) to authorize the State of Illinois to commence and 
prosecute suits against the United States in the Supreme Court of the 
United States. 

The bill was sige as 9 


respect to claims against the 
tations or in the nature thereof, in the . iyya en the United States, 
action for the recovery of an od date nose w Mine may be lawfully due and owin 


if any there be, by the Uni said States under the laws of the Unite: Si 
said State. 


cases. 
Sec. 3. That nothing in thisactshall be deemed or construed to in any manner 
recognize the existence of any debt or duty of the United States in respect to 
the matters in this act mentioned or referred to. 


The amendments reported by the Committee on the Judiciary were 
as follows: 


In line 4, section 1, strike out the w “State” and insert States.“ 
In the eimo line, after the word “Illinois,” the words Indiana and 


In line 10 and Tine 12 strike out “State” and insert „States.“ 

In line 8 strike out “an action“ and insert “actions.” 

In line 2 stealer: 2 strike out “under said State” and insert “said States,” 
Tn line 4 of the same section, after Saw word = — insert or petitions.” 
rer he oy poop ene cretion ba and insert States re- 


Ohio 


States of Illinois, In- 


the 
and Ohio „„ r 


or hs United States. 

Mr. BLAND. I would like to have the in this case read. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois. The report is long. I ean explain the 
matter, I think, to the gentleman’s satisfaction. 

Mr. BLAND. I think we had better have the report read. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the report. 

Before concluding the reading, 

Mr. BLAND said: Iwithdraw the demand for the reading of the re- 
port, unless some other gentleman desires to have it read. 

Mr. KILGORE. I would like either to have the report read or hear 
some statement in reference to this bill. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois. I can state in a few moments what 
are the purposes of the bill. The act of each of the States 
mentioned in the bill, when admitted into the Union, contained the 
same clause as was contained in thatof every other State admitted into 
the Union, that is to say, a clause allowing 5 per cent. of the sales of 
the public lands under the act of Congress for public-school purposes 
and 3 per cent. for the building of roads. 

Shortly after the admission of the States the Government commenced 
the building of what is known as the Cumberland road,“ which was 
to extend out through these States to Jefferson, Mo. Long before this 
road reached the borders of the State of Illinois, and when but little 
work was done in the State of Indiana on account of the building of 
railroads through that region, work upon this Cumberland road was 
abandoned; but the Commissioner of the Land Office, instead of pay- 
ing over the 3 per cent. of the proceeds of the public lands to the 
—— eer charged against them the expense of building this Cum- 


Mr. KILGORE. Which was never built. 
Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois. It was only partially built. 
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10 15 ee But, as I understand it, not in the States affected 
this bill. > 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois. No, sir; and the Comptroller of the 
Treasury called for a settlement, holding that it was erroneous to 
charge against the States this expense, but on account of the conflict- 
ing views of the Treasury and the Interior Department the matter has 
never been adjusted. 

Mr. KILGORE. And this bill, as I understand it, is simply to al- 
low that adjustment to be made? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois. That is all, sir. 

Mr. BREWER. I would suggest that the gentlemen try to have a 
private conference in the cloak-room, and settle the matter, because 
we can not hear a word of what they are saying here. 

Mr. KILGORE. Ihave no objection to the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The first question ison agreeing to the 
amendments recommended by the committee. 

The amendments were adopted. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. : 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection the title of the bill 
will be amended to conform to the amendments adopted in the bill. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, itsSeeretary, announced 
the passage with amendments, in which the concurrence of the House 
of Representatives was requested, of the bill (H. R. 12571) making ap- 
propriations to supply deficiencies in the appropriations for the 
year ending June 30, 1889, and for prior years, and for other purposes. 


DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I ask, by unanimous consent, that the 
House non-concur in the Senate amendments. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I make the point of order 
- Mr. BLAND. I reserve the point of order, unless consent is given 
to non-concur, that this must go to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I was going to make the point 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will submit the request of 
the gentleman from Texas. The gentleman asks, by unanimous con- 
sent, that the deficiency appropriation bill be now considered, and that 
the Senate amendments may be non-concurred in, and, as the Chair 
understands it, that a committee of conference be requested on the dis- 


ing votes thereon. 
Mr. SAX ERS. That is my request. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. there objection ? 
There was no objection. 


Mr. RANDALL. I move to reconsider 

Mr. CANNON. Before that consent is given, I it is under- 
stood that there are some items in the bill which will be submitted to 
the House later. But I think it is important that there should be a 
formal non-concurrence, and let it go to conference. 

Mr. SAYERS. I move to reconsider the vote by which the House 
agreed to non-concur-—— 

Mr. PAYSON. One moment before this consentis given. I object 
for the present. 

Mr. JACKSON. It is too late. 

Mr. PAYSON. No, it is not too late; but after the statement of the 
ra from Pennsylvania, which he has just made, I withdraw the 
objection. 

So (no further objection being made) the request of Mr. SAYERS was 

to. 


Mr. SAYERS moved to reconsider the vote by which the House non- 
concurred in the Senate amendments; and also moved that the motion 
to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. SaxRxs, Mr. 
RANDALL, and Mr. McComas as conferees on the part of the House. 


CHICAGO, KANSAS AND WESTERN RAILWAY COMPANY. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas (when his name was called). I ask 
unanimous consent to di the Committee of the Whole House 
from the further consideration of the bill (S. 1903) granting the right 
of way through the Fort Riley military reservation, Kansas, to the 
Chicago, Kansas and Western Railway Company and put it on its pas- 


sage. 

The bill was read at length. 

Mr. BLAND. Let us have either the report read in this case or 
some explanation of what it proposes to do. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. The report is very brief, and I ask 
that it be read. 

The report was read at length. 


* 


The SPEAKER pro 
sideration of the bill? 
Mr. LYNCH. I object to its consideration. 


PUBLIC BUILDING PAWTUCKET, R. I. 


Mr. ARNOLD (when his name was called). I ask, by unanimous 
consent, to discharge the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union from the further consideration of the bill (S. 164) for the 
erection of a public building in the city of Pawtucket, R. I. » 

The bill was read at length. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? 

Mr. LYNCH and Mr. KILGORE rose. 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Texas and the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania object. 

Mr. KILGORE. I did not rise to object, but I rose for the purpose 
of asking a question in regard to the bill, which I believe contains a pro- 
vision making an appropriation which has not been the practice in such 
bills heretofore. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair understood the gentleman 
from Texas to rise to object. 

Mr. LYNCH. I rose to object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection is made. 

JOHN R. HARRINGTON. 


Mr. ATKINSON called up for consideration the bill (H. R. 2660) 
for the relief of John R. Harrington. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


e. Is there objection to the present con- 


within three months from and after the 
Commissio; 


tee, or his assignee, from the time of the iration of . bere — 
en or m the on sal ni un 
extension as combatnplated by the fires sestion of this ack. * 


Mr. ATKINSON. Lask that the report be read. 

Mr. BLAND. Let the report be read, subject to objection. 

Mr. MACDONALD. see the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
1 has left his seat; and as he is not present to object, therefore 

object. 

Mr. WEAVER (to Mr. MACDONALD). This is a poor blind man. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. ATKINSON] asks that the report be read. 

Mr. MACDONALD. Ido not object to that; but I will object to the 
consideration of the bill. 

Mr. ATKINSON. I appeal to the gentleman not to object to the bill 
until the report shall have been read. I think it is not fair to object. 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks 
unanimous consent that the report in this case be read before objection 
is asked for on the consideration of the bill. Is there objection to the 
reading of the report? 

Mr. MACDONALD. Ido not object to the reading of the report, 
but I shall to the bill. 

Mr. ATKINSON. Task that the report be read. I hope the gen- 
tleman is open to conviction; and if the report is read he may recog- 
nis, MACDONALD. Tho geatl 

5 8 e gentleman must appeal to his colleague 
[Mr. Lynou]. I objected to be in harmony with him. 

Mr. DUNN. Ishall object to the reading of the report. I do not 
object to the consideration of the bill, but other gentlemen do, and we 
may as well dispose of it at once. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT NEWBURGH, N. Y. 

Mr. BACON called up for consideration the bill (H. R. 7312) for the 
erection of a public building at Newburgh, N. Y. 

Mr. ATKINSON. I object to that bill. 

Mr. WEAVER. I now ask, before consideration of this bill is en- 
tered upon, that the bill called up by the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. ATKINSON] shall be considered. I want to say that it is a bill 
for the relief of a poor blind man who is lying on his back. 

Mr. ATKINSON. I object to the bill or to the reading of the bill. 

Mr. MACDONALD. I appreciate the position, and I say that there 
are just as many meritorious measures as that of this man that the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. LYNCH] has objected to. 

Mr. LYNCH. I object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that a gentleman 
who calls up a bill is entitled to have the bill read before objections 
are asked for. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the bill. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I do not understand that the gentleman present- 
ing the bill desires to have the bill read. 

6 I do not know of any objection having been made to 


2648 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


MARCH 2, 


z Mr. BLAND. Let us have the bill and report read, subject to objec- 
ion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is of the opinion that the 
gentleman submitting the bill is entitled to have the bill read before 
objection is asked for by the Chair. 

Mr. BLAND. I will have the report read or I will object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The report is in the nature of debate, 
and can not be read except in the gentleman’s own time. 

Mr, LYNCH. I object. 

Mr. BACON, I think there is a misapprehension here. I under- 
moog there was objection to the reading of the report, but not to the 

Mr. LYNCH. No; I did not say so. I object to the whole thing. 


CENTENNIAL DEMONSTRATION AT NEW YORK, 


Mr. BAKER, of New York. I desire to call up a resolution which 
I understand has been reported from the Committee on the Judiciary, 
providing for a committee of thirteen members-elect of the Fifty-first 
Congress, to be appointed as a committee to attend the centennial 
demonstration at New York on the 30th of April. My colleague [Mr. 
Cox] has got the resolution and report, but is not here at this time. 
The SP ER pro tempore. The Chair will state that the resolu- 
tion is not at the desk, and it must be before the House can take ac- 
ron onit. The Chair has sent to the file-room to see if a copy of it is 

ere. 

Mr. KILGORE. Does it provide any appropriation for the payment 
of expenses? 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. It doesnot. Mr. Speaker, I desire to 
have the resolution read as soon as my colleague comesin. I ho; 
that it may now be passed without prejudice, and that I may be able 
to call it up when my colleague arrives. : 

Mr. SCOTT. If this resolution were called up would it be in order 
to move to amend it and make an appropriation to enable this commit- 
tee to di these duties? I see by the proceedings of the Senate 
that there are about half a dozen roving committees appointed there 
with funds for the purpose of summer excursions—to visit the Pacific 
coast in palace cars, for the purpose of examining railroads, or pre- 

stending to examine railroads; and I can not understand, sir, why a 
committee that might be appointed by this House should not be en- 
titled to the same privil and prerogatives; or why junketing ex- 
peditions to be fitted out for the summer vacation for the members of 
this House should not be provided with champagne, cigars, and all 
the accessories calculated to make such trips pleasant and agreeable 

Mr. BIGGS. I rise to a point of order. 

Mr. SCOTT. And so beneficial to the public interest. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is informed that the resolu- 
tion has not been introduced nor printed, and that the original copy is 
in the 8 of the gentleman's colleague. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. I ask that it may be temporarily laid 
aside. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, If there be no objection, this matter 
will be passed for the present, and the gentleman from New York may 
call it up in this hour. N 

MARTHA E. FLESSCHERT. 


Mr. BAKER, of Illinois (when his name was called). I call up the 
bill (H. R. 11660) for the relief of Martha E. Flesschert. 

The bill was read, as]follows: 

Be iten etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to pay to Martha Elizabeth Flesschert, née Stevenson, of 
St. Louis, Mo., out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, 
the sum of $212.50, for services rendered by her as hospital matron in mat for the 
One hundred and thirtieth and One hundred snd seventeenth Regiments of Il- 
linois Volunteers for seventeen months, from October, 1862, to March, 1864. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, Is there objection to the ‘present con- 
sideration of this bill? 

The report (by Mr. LAWLER) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 11660) for 
the relief of Martha E. Flesschert, report as follows: 

The claim is for services rendered by Martha E. Flesschert as hospital matron 
for the One hundred and seventeenth Regiment of Illinois Volunteers from Oo- 
tober 18, 1862, to March, 1864. Claim stated at $212.50. 

‘The proof filed in support of the bill shows that the claimant served con- 
tinuously as hospital matron to the above-mentioned regiment for seventeen 
months, and that she has not been paid for said services. 

Your committee are of opinion that the claimant should be paid for her serv- 
ices and report back the bill and recommend its passage. 

Mr. O’NEALL, of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I trust that Ishall be par- 
doned forintruding at this time upon the House. I feel, however, that 
this is perhaps the last opportunity I shall have to talk about this Cal- 
ifornia election case. [Laughter.] Gentlemen upon the other side of 
the House charge that the evidence contained in the record in that case 
is hearsay testimony, and that the committee who made the report 
based their report upon hearsay testimony. I wish to call the atten- 
tion of the House to the character of that ‘‘hearsay’’ testimony. If it 
be hearsay testimony, then I have read the law-books in vain. What 
is the character of some of that “ hearsay’? testimony? Let me call 
the attention of honorable gentlemen who talk about hearsay testimony 
to that testimony, or some little portion of it, but for a moment or two. 
I wish first to take up the second precinct of the forty-eighth assembly 


J 


district in the city of San Francisco and inquire into the character of 
the testimony tending to show the perpetration of frauds in that pre- 


cinct. The first evidence we have is thestatement of the man who was 


appointed and who acted as rinthat precinct. I me that 
gentlemen on the other side of the House will say that statement 
is hearsay testimony—— 

Mr. BAKER, of Illinois. I rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 


Mr. BAKER, of IIlinois. I wish to inquire whether this is in order 
under the rule under which we are now proceeding? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is of the opinion that this 
debate is not strictly in order under the rule. 

Mr. O’NEALL, of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, this is a good way to de- 
feat this bill, and I have a right to defeat it in any way that is within 
my power. 

r. MCKENNA. Mr. Speaker, I claim that the gentleman is not 
in order, nor has he the right to defeat a bill in any way in his power 
by talking out of order. 

Mr. O’NEALL, of Indiana. This is a parliamentary way. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. The gentleman is not speaking to the question. 

Mr. O’NEALL, of Indiana. Oh, yes; Iunderstand. There is a good 
deal of difference—— 

Mr. BLAND. I submit that the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
O’NEALL] has a right to proceed. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair desires to remind the gen- 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. O’NEALL] that the House is now in session 
and that we are not in Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, where a larger latitude of debate is given. We are now in the 
House, and this bill is called up for consideration under the special 
rule permitting a member to call up a bill when his name is reached 
in regular alphabetical order. This bill being now the sole subject 
under consideration, the Chair is of opinion that the gentleman from 
Indiana can not discuss an election case or any other matter than that 
which is directly before the House. 

Mr. BLAND. The Speaker ruled yesterday that where a gentleman 
rises and states that he does not think the bill under consideration, 
or any other measure, ought to be taken up or passed until the House 
first considers the contested-election case, he has the right to state rea- 
sons why the pending bill, or any other bill, should not pass until that 
election case is considered, and, under that ruling of the S er, the 
gentleman from Indiana would have the right to tell the House why 
he opposes proceeding with the pending bill or any other measure until 
the contested-election case is decided. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is of the opinion that the 
gentleman can not enter properly into the merits of any other bill than 
the one under consideration. 

Mr. O’NEALL, of Indiana. It does occur to me, Mr. Speaker, that 
it is always in order to insist on taking up questions which are of 
higher privilege than the one before the House. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Speaker, I make the additional point that 
the special order runs until 11 o’clock, and that no election case would 
be in order until that time. 

Mr. O’NEALL, of Indiana. This being a question of higher priv. 


ilege— 

Mr. MCKENNA. Regular order. 

The SPEAKER tempore. The House will be in order. The 
Chair having decided that the contested-election case is not before the 
House, the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. O’NEALL] can not now dis- 
cuss it in order, and the Chair requests that he will either conform to 
the ruling of the Chair or appeal from it and let the question be de- 
cided by the House. 

Mr. O’NEALL, of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, am I not in order when 
I am endeavoring to show the reasons why neither this bill nor any 
otlier should pass this House until these questions which are questions 
of higher peng. are disposed of? Iam urging that under the cir- 
cumstances this House ought to feel ademand made upon it to try these 
questions of higher privil 

Mr. CUTCHEON. If the gentleman is dissatisfied with the decision 
of the Chair, why does he not take an appeal? 

Mr. O’NEALL, of Indiana. Well, if necessary, I appeal from the 
decision of the Chair. 

Several MEMBERS. Oh, no; do not do that. 

Mr. HERMANN. I rise to 55 inquiry. 

Mr. O’NEALL, of Indiana. I withdraw the appeal, and make this 
parliamentary inquiry i eu 

Mr. HERMANN. [rise to a parliamentary inquiry—whether these 
interruptions are to come out of the hourset apart for the consideration 
of matters called up by members in the alphabetical order of their 


names. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore, This hour will expire at II o’clock. 
This is not a question of considering the pending bill for one hour; this 
order of business expires by limitation at 11 o’clock each day. 
Mr. O’NEALL, of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, can the gentleman from 
Oregon [Mr. HERMANN] take me from the floor by a parliamentary 


inquiry? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Oregon has not 
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taken the gentleman from Indiana from the floor. The gentleman from 

n rose to a parliamentary inquiry, which the Chair has answered. 
The Chair will state the question before the House. The gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. BAKER] haying raised the question that the gentle- 
man from Indiana was discussing the election case and not the bill 
under consideration by the House, the Chair sustained that point of 
order 

Mr. DOCKERY. The appeal has been withdrawn. 

Mr. BLAND. ‘The gentleman from Indiana has already stated that 
under the rulings made yesterday by the Speaker he proposes to proceed 
by showing that this bill ought not to pass; that no other measure ought 
to be passed or taken up until the election case shall bedisposed of. He 
is giving his reasons for that position, which was ruled to be in order 
yesterday by Mr. Speaker CARLISLE, as it has been ruled on several 
occasions. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. On the point of order raised by the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. BAKER] the Chair held and now holds 
that it is not in order to discuss the merits of an election case upon 
this bill. From that decision, as the Chair understands, the gentle- 
man from Indiana appeals, 

Several MEMBERS. He withdrew the appeal. 

Mr. O’NEALL, of Indiana. I have withdrawn the appeal. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. Lask the gentleman to yield a moment. 

Mr. O’NEALL, of Indiana. I have withdrawn the appeal; and I 
want to ask by way of parliamentary inquiry 

Mr. MCKENNA. appeal from the decision of the Chair. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks that the gentleman 
from California [Mr. MCKENNA] does not understand the situation. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. I asked unanimous consent to present 
a resolution—— 

Mr. BLAND. The gentleman from New York [Mr. BAKER] can 
not take the gentleman from Indiana from the floor without his consent. 

Mr. COX. Irise to make an inquiry, if the Speaker please. I will 
not take anybody off the floor. The resolution which my colleague 
[Mr. BAKER] desires to present las reference to the appointment of a 
committee of the Fifty-first Congress to attend the celebration in New 
York on the 30th of April next. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. It was laid aside informally. 

Mr. COX. It was laid aside informally when the name of my col- 
league was called in alphabetical order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is of opinion that the gen- 
tleman from New York, being now ready to call up his resolution, is 
entitled to the floor. 

Mr. BLAND. Can that be done pending the consideration of an- 
other matter? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will be much obliged to 
gentlemen if they will permit the Chair to state questions as they 
come up. The gentleman from New York [Mr. BAKER] now rises 
and asks to resume the floor with the request to pass a resolution which 
could not be found at the time when he was recognized. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. It will take but a moment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair stated at the time that 
unanimous consent was asked to withdraw the resolution with leave to 
call it up within the hour. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York, and others. That is so. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That leave was given, and unless the 

ntleman should now be recognized he could not be recognized with- 
in the hour, as it now lacks only ten minutes of being 11 o’clock. The 
Chair holds that the gentleman from New York is now entitled to pre- 
sent his proposition under the leave given. 

Mr. BLAND. I raise the point of order against 

Mr. BAKER, of Illinois. I demand the regular order. 

Mr. BLAND. I make the point of order that pending the consid- 
eration of a measure which the House has already proceeded to con- 
sider by consent the gentleman from New York has no right to inter- 

another matter which he claims is introduced by a previous con- 
sent of the House, and which does away with the business on which the 
House is now engaged by consent. The House gave leave to the gen- 
tleman from Illinois to have considered a bill which is now before the 
Honse, and until that is disposed of the previous consent is abrogated. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Unanimous consent was given to the 
gentleman from New York to call up and resume consideration of a 
resolution at some time during this hour; and unless that order is now 
executed it will have been vacated by the House itself, although the 
consent was given. 

Mr. BAKER, of Illinois. I do not yield the floor, and demand the 
regular order. 

Mr. COX. If the gentleman will hear the resolution he will not ob- 
ject, I am sure. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The resolution called up by the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. BAKER] is entitled to consideration by 
the consent heretofore given, and the Clerk will now read it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


“Resolved, That the Speaker of the House of eee fee designate nine 
members-elect to the Fifty-first Con to attend the centennial celebration 
of the inauguration of the first President of the United States, to be held in the 


city of New York on the goth day of April, 1889, and to represent the House of 
Representatives of the United States at such ration.” 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the resolution? 

Mr. BAKER, of Illinois. I object. 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Speaker, I want to move an amendment. I do 
not rise to object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The resolution is not before the House 
The gentleman from Illinois objects. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Well, the celebration will be held whether he 
objects or not. ‘ 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House resumes consideration of 
the bill called up by the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. I think I ought to object to his bill 
now. [Laughter. ] $ 

Mr. SOWDEN. Irise to a point of order. It is absolutely impos: 
sible to hear anything whatever that is going on in the House dst 
this confusion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The point of order is well taken, and 
public business will be suspended until order is restored on the floor of 
the House. 

Mr. O’NEALL, of Indiana. If I may be permitted to extend my re- 
marks in the RECORD, I will subside. 

Mr. MCKENNA. I object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will submit the request of 
the gentleman from Indiana. Is there objection to permitting the gen- 
tleman to extend his remarks in the REcoRD? 

Mr. MCKENNA. I object. 

Mr. BLAND. Gentlemen on that side of the House are afraid to 
have the facts made known. Why do they exhibitso much apprehen- 
sion? 

Mr. MCKENNA. When the facts come from the right source we 
will not have any objection. 

Mr. BLAND. Oh! you are a beautiful set; afraid to let the facts in 
regard to your own political action be made known; a set of political 
cowards. [Cries of Regular order !’’] 

Mr. MCKINNEY. Afraid of a fair trial before a just jury. 

Mr. McKENNA. We know something about the jury. 

[The Speaker here resumed the chair. ] 

Mr. O’NEALL, of Indiana. I believe I have the floor. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is entitled to the floor if he was 
occupying it during the consideration of the bill called up by the gen- 
tleman from Illinois; but the present occupant of the chair was not 
presiding at the time, and does not know the rights of the gentleman 
in that respect. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. I understand my friend from Illinois 
has withdrawn his objection to the resolution I called up. 

Mr. BAKER, of Illinois. The bill that I called up was under con- 
sideration, and an effort was made to displace it by another proposition, 
to which I objected. The consideration was interrupted by a resolu- 
tion in charge of the gentleman from New York. Assuredly I have 
the floor on my own bill. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. ButI understood my friend to with- 
draw his objection to the resolution. Nobody has any objection to it 
Jam sure. 

Mr. BAKER, of Illinois. And nobody has any objéction to the lit- 
tle bill that I called up, and if that can be disposed of, which can be 
done in half a minute, then the gentleman may have a clear road and 
right of way for any measure he chooses to bring up. 

The SPEAKER. As the Chair understands the gentleman from 
Illinois, he does not object to the resolution of the gentleman from New 
York, but to its consideration until his own matter is disposed of. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. That is the exact point. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of the bill 
called up by the gentleman from Iliinois ? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. O’NEALL, of Indiana. I believe I have the floor. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana will proceed to dis- 
cuss the bill before the House. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. Will the gentleman from Illinois yield 
for one moment? I think it important to get this resolution through. 

Mr. COX. It wants but two minutes of 11 o’clock, and this matter 
ought to be disposed of. It is a matter of grace, and will take but an 
instan 


t. 

The SPEAKER. It is not before the House. The only matter be- 
fore the House now is the bill called up by the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. BAKER]. [Cries of Regular order !! The question is on order- 
ing the bill to be engrossed and read a third time. 

The bill was ordered to be e and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
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CENTENNIAL CELEBRATION OF FIRST INAUGURATION, 


Mr. BAKER, of New York. I now call up the resolution reported 
from the Judiciary Committee which was read a few moments ago. 

The SPEAKER. Is the reading of the resolution again demanded? 

Mr. PAYSON. Let it be read. 

The resolution was again reported. [Cries of ‘‘Vote!” Vote!“ 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. I believe there is no possible objection 
to this. 

Mr. COX. I ask the previous question 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Speaker, will this go over, when the hour of 11 
o’elock comes, as unfinished business? 

The SPEAKER. The hour of 11 o’clock has now arrived. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Then it will go over until after the 4th of March. 

Mr. COX (to Mr. Scorr). You have killed it. Now make your 
mortuary address, 


INTERNATIONAL EXCHANGE OF PUBLIC DOCUMENTS, 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of the Treasury, transmitting, with accompanying papers, a draught 
of and recommending the passage of a bill or resolution to provide for 
an international exchange of public documents; which was referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM A. SMITHERS, 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the clerk of 

the Court of Claims, transmitting findings of fact in the case of Will- 

jam A. Smithers against the United States; which was referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


FINDINGS OF FACT IN CERTAIN WAR CLAIMS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the clerk of 
the Court of Claims, transmitting the findings of that court in certain 
claims referred to that court by the Committee on War Claims under 
the provisions of the act approved March 3, 1883; which was referred 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


EXPENDITURES FOR REPAIRS, ETC., OF PUBLIC BUILDINGS. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to the chairman of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, with accompanying statement of expenditures from appropria- 
tions for the repairs and tion of public buildings, together with 
the employés engaged in them for 1880; which was ordered to be 
printed. 
LIGHT-HOUSE AND FOG-SIGNAL AT OLD ORCHARD SHOAL, NEW YORK. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 3818) for the 
establishment of a light-house and fog-signal at Old Orchard Shoal, 
in Princess Bay, New York, with House amendments disagreed to by 
the Senate, and a conference asked. 

TheSPEAKER. This bill has now reached a privileged stage. If 
there be no objection, the House will insist upon its amendments and 
agree to the conference, The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered, 
The Chair will appoint the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CLarpy], 
the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. LAGAN], and the gentleman from 
Virginia [Mr. T. H. B. BROWNE] conferees on the part. of the House. 


VENEZUELA STEAM TRANSPORTATION COMPANY. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the joint resolution (S. R. 
83) for the relief of the Venezuela Steam Transportation Company. 

Mr. WHITE, of New York. I ask, by unanimous consent, that the 
resolution be reported, which will take but a moment, and that I may 
be permitted to state the object of it, which will take still less time. 

Mr. KILGORE, I object. 

The SPEAKER, The resolution will be referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs, 

ADDITIONAL LAND DISTRICTS IN NEBRASKA. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 3810) to estab- 
lish two additional land districts in the State of Nebraska. 

Mr. DORSEY. I ask, by unanimous consent, that this bill be con- 
sidered. 

Mr. LYNCH. I object. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be referred to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands. 

Mr. BLAND. I move that the bill be referred to the committee to 
which it belongs. 

Mr. WHEELER. The House committee have reported the same 
bill. 
Mr. DORSEY. I ask, then, that the bill be permitted to remain on 
the Speaker’s table. 

Mr. BLAND. I did not understand that there was unanimous con- 
sent asked for it to remain on the Speaker’s table, or I would have ob- 

ected. 
: The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman insist that it shall go to the 
committee? 

Mr. BLAND. That is what I am insisting on. 

The question was put as to whether itshould be referred to the com- 


mittee; and the Speaker announced that the noes seemed to have it. 


Mr. BLAND. I wish to state simply this: I supposed that it re- 
quired unanimous consent for it to remain on the Speaker's table. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair states that it does require unanimous 
consent. The Chair will state to gentlemen on the floor that this per- 
haps is the last time that any of these communications will be laid be- 
fore the House, because in all probability there will be no further ad- 
journment; and the Chair is simply doing what the rules require, to lay 
these matters before the House after the reading of the Journal and the 
hour for unanimons consent. 


BRIDGE OVER WHITE RIVER AT ABERDEEN, ARK. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 3728) author- 
izing the Midland Railroad Company to build a bridge over White River 
at Aberdeen, Ark. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I ask that this bill be pu 
upon its e at this time. r 

Mr. LYNCH. I object. 

TheSPEAKER, The bill will be referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 


ADDITIONAL JUSTICE FOR SUPREME COURT OF IDAHO. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 3419) provid- 
ing for an additional associate justice of the supreme court of Idaho, 
and for other pu ` 

Mr. DUBOIS. I desire to state that a similar bill to this has been 
reported unanimously from the House committee, and the Attorney- 
General of the United States has written a letter recommending its 


passage. 

Mr. BLAND. This is a bill to which I have objected. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The bill to which the gentleman objected was a 
bill to create two additional land districts in the State of Nebraska, 

Mr. BLAND. But this bill was up about two weeks ago. 

The SPEAKER. This bill has been up several times. [Laughter.] 

Mr. SPRINGER. I hope the gentleman from Missouri will not ob- 
“te The Committee on the Territories have reported in favor or this 

Mr. BLAND. I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman insists upon his objection, and the 
bill will be referred to the Committee on the Territories. 


ABSENTEE SHAWNEE INDIAN LANDS IN KANSAS, 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 2407) to au- 
thorize the conveyance of certain Absentee Shawnee Indian lands in 
Kansas. 

Mr. RYAN. I ask for the present consideration of that bill. It is 
for the relief of only four settlers. Patents were issued fraudulently 
in regard to this land, to four Indians, and the Secretary of the Interior 
desires authority to cancel these patents and authorize these settlers 
to get these lands under existing law. A 

Mr. LYNCH. I object. 


WYOMING MIDLAND RAILWAY COMPANY. 


TheSPEAKERalsolaid before the House the bill (H. R. 10028) grant- 
ing to the Wyoming Midland Railway Company the right of way 
through the Wind River or Shoshone Indian reservation, with an amend- 
ment of the Senate thereto. 

Mr. CAREY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the Sen- 
ate amendment to that bill be concurred in, 

Mr. LYNCH. I object. 

The bill was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


DULUTH, RED WING AND SOUTHERN RAILROAD COMPANY, 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 3923) to author- 
ize the Duluth, Red Sete ere ge Railroad Company to con- 
struct a bridge across the Mississippi River at or near the city of Red 
Wing, in the State of Minnesota, and to establish it as a post-road; 
W. 


was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 
BRIDGE ACROSS THE ILLINOIS, 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 3951) to estab- 
lish a railroad bridge across the Illinois River between a point within 
5 miles of Columbiana in Greene County to a point wi 5 miles of 
Kampsville in Calhoun County, in the State of Illinois. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I ask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
eration of that bill. It is a bridge bill, and the rail is built to the 
river and can not cross without this bridge. The Committee on Com- 
merece have examined the bill and it is in the usual form. 

The bill was read. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] that this bill be now considered ? 

- There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. SPRINGER moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to, 


* 
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OMAHA, DODGE CITY AND SOUTHERN RAILROAD COMPANY. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 3696) to author- 
ize the Omaha, Dodge City and Southern Railroad Company to build 
its road across the Fort Hays military reservation. 

3 CANNON. I ask unanimous consent to consider that bill at this 
e. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Omaha, Dodge City and Southern Railway Com- 
pany, a corporation in the State of Kansas, be, and is hereby, 1 aright of 
way, not to exceed 100 feet in width, across the Fort Haysm tary reservation, 
upon such line as may be approved by the Secretary of War. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Ilinois [Mr. Cannon] that this bill be now considered? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered toa third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. CANNON moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
2 and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

EXPENDITURES OF CALIFORNIA ON ACCOUNT OF INDIAN HOSTILITIES, 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 3439) authoriz- 
ing the Secretary of War to ascertain the amount of money which has 
been expended and the obligations assumed by the State of California 
growing out of Indian hostilities therein and upon the borders thereof, 
not heretofore reimbursed by the United States. 

Mr. BIGGS. I ask unanimous consent for the present consideration 
of that bill. 

Mr. KILGORE. I object. 

Mr. BIGGS. It does not take a dollar out of the Treasury. 

Mr. KILGORE. I do not care. 

GEORGE F. ROBERTS. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 2001) for the re- 
lief of George F. Roberts, tor of the estate of William B. 
Thayer, deceased, surviving partner of Thayer Brothers, and others; 
which was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

WARREN HALL. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 90) for the re- 

lief of Warren Hall; which was referred to the Committee on Claims, 
PUBLIC BUILDING, ALLENTOWN, PA. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill G. 3381) for the 
erection of a public building at Allentown, Pa. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I move that that bill be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

The 3 That will be the proper reference unless some other 
action is—— 

Mr. RANDALL. I do not see my colleague from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
Sowden], who is interested in this bill, in his seat, and I ask that the 
bill be retained for the present on the Speaker’s table. 

MARY ELLEN FITZGERALD. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 3860) ) granting 
a pension to Mary Ellen Fitzgerald; which was referred to 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

CHEROKEE CENTRAL RAILWAY. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 3721) to grant 
the right of way to the Cherokee Central Railway through the Indian 
Territory, and for other purposes. 

Mr. PERKINS. Iask that that bill be retained on the Speaker’s 
table for the present. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be retained. 

MRS. MARY G BARNES. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 3942) granting 
a pension to Mrs. Mary C. Barnes; which was referred to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

DANIEL H. KENT. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 3192) . 
an increase of pension to Daniel H. Kent; which was referred to th 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

MARY B. HUNT. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 3960) granting 
a pension to Mary B. Hunt; which was referred to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

REPORT ON ALASKA FISHING GROUNDS, ETC. 


Mr. DUNN. I ask unanimous consent that that joint resolution be 
now considered. 
Mr. LYNCH. I object. 


The joint resolution was referred to the Committee on Printing. 


INVITATIONS TO CANADIAN OFFICIALS. 


Mr. RANDALL, from the Committee on Appropriations, reported 
back the joint resolution (H. Res. 265) authorizing the President to 
invite the several members of Parliament of the Dominion of Canada 
and the and cabinets of the several Provinces to visit the 
United States as guests of the nation, and making mtn there- 
for; which, with the accompanying report, was ordered to be printed 
and recommitted. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I reserve points of order on that. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution has been printed and recommitted. 


LIFE-SAVING APPLIANCES ON STEAMEBRS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 2182) to 
amend sections 4488 and 4489 of the Revised Statutes, requiring life- 
saving appliances on steamers. 

Mr. DAVIS. I would like to have that bill considered at the pres- 
ent time. 

Mr. RANDALL. Task to have the bill and report read. 

Mr. BLAND. Let them be read subject to objection. 

The SPEAKER. Of course that is understood. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That sections 4488 and 4489 of the Revised Statutes shall be 
amended by inserting, after the words “ life-preseryers” wherever they ocur, 
the words “I g projectiles.” 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I desire to say that the only effect of this bill 
is to provide that vessels shall carry upon them something which will 
enable them in case of wreck to projecta line to the shore. Thatisall 
there isin it. 

Is there objection to the present consideration of 


Let it be considered. Its purpose is the saving 


Mr. MCMILLIN. Task that the bill be reported. 

The SPEAKER. It has been reported. It is a very brief bill, simply 
requiring vessels to carry some additional apparatus for the protection 
of human liſe. 

Mr. DAVIS. It simply provides that they shall carry apparatus for 
projecting a life-line to the shore. 

MCMILLIN. Reserving ti the right to object, I would like to hear 
eee the gentleman from Massachusetts. 
Mr. DAVIS. I desire to offer the following amendment: 
Add as section 2: This act to take effect February 1, 1890.” 
The object is to give the Supervising Inspector—— 
Mr. MCMILLIN. We can not hear a word that the gentleman is 


saying. 

Peart There is a very short report that perhaps had better 
ren 

Mr. COX. I think I can obviate the reading of the report by one 
word of explanation. The present law in reference to the Life-Saving 
Service provides only for saving persons and property by appliances pro- 
jected from the land. This bill proposes to require appliances of that 
description on shipboard so as to assist persons in getting to shore in 
case of wreck. 

an 8 ing no objection, the House proceeded to the consideration 
of the bill. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. While personally I would have no objection to 
this bill, I wish to say that it has been protested against by the Lake 
marine; and the reason for this protest is that this board has never 
named the projectile to be required, which may cost from fifty to three. 
hundred dollars; and under this bill vessels may be obliged to adopt 
any kind of projectile that may be named by this board. I think it 
premature to pass a bill of this kind until the whole marine of the na- 
tion understand what this projectile is to be. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. The purpose is to leave this whole matter ofthe 
kind of projectile open to competition and to exempt the board from the 
necessity of adopting any particular patent. The bill has been put 
in thisform at the request, as I know, of the Supervising Inspector- 

The question pete = taken on the amendment submitted by Mr. 
DAVIs, it was 


of human life. 


the latter motion was agreed to. 

IRON BRIDGE NEAR FORTRESS MONROE. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 2299) for the 
construction of an iron bridge from the military reservation at Fortress 
Monroe to Elizabeth City County, Virginia. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is advised that this matter has already 
been provided for in the sundry civil bill. 

Mr. RANDALL. ‘That is the fact. 

Hip SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the bill will be indefi- 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 
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PUBLIC BUILDING AT DETROIT, MICH. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following: 
IN TRE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, March 1, 1889. 


Resolved, That the Secretary be directed to request the House to return to the 
TORS to K (8.2442) to increase the appropriation for the public building at 
troit, Mich. 


The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the request of the Senate 
for the return of this bill will be complied with. 
There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 
FARAN & M’LEAN, 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following: 
Is THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, March 1, 1889, 


Ordered, That the Secretary be directed to request the House of Representa- 
tives to return to the Senate the bill (S. 308) for the relief of Faran & McLean. 


The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, this bill will be returned 
to the Senate, as requested. 
There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 
COPYRIGHT BILL. 
Mr. BLOUNT, by unanimous consent, was granted leave to print re- 
marks in the Rxconp on the copyright bill. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND, by unanimous consent, was granted leaveof ab- 
sence for to-day, on account of sickness. 

LIFE-SAVING APPLIANCES ON STEAMERS. 

On motion of Mr. DAVIS, by unanimous consent, the Committee on 
Commerce was discharged from the further consideration of the bill (S. 
2182) to amend sections 4488 and 4489 of the Revised Statutes, requir- 
ing life-saving appliances on steamers, and the same was laid on the 
table for the present. 

MARY SHANK. 

On motion of Mr. SMITH, by unanimous consent, leave was granted 
for the withdrawal from the files of the House, without leaving copies, 
of the petition of Mary Shank. 

WILLIAM H. DOUGLAS. 

On motion of Mr. CRAIN, by unanimous consent, leave was granted 
for the withdrawal from the files of the House of the papers submitted 
by Mr. Douglas, relative to deep-water channel over the bar at Galveston, 
Tex., in order to return them to the said Douglas. 

REBELLION RECORDS. 


At the request of the Committee on Military Affairs, by unanimous 
consent, the testimony taken and reported to the House March 1, 1889, 
in pursuance of resolution directing said committee to ascertain whether 
unofficial matter was ordered to be printed in volume 20, part 2, Offi- 
cial Records of the Rebellion, was ordered to be printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. DUNN. I rise to a question of privilege. 

The SPEAKER. There is a question of privilege before the House 
already. 

Mr. DUNN. I ask, by unanimous consent, that my privileged mat- 
ter, as it will take but a little while, be considered at once, and the 
pending privileged matter can be resumed afterward. 

Mr. HERBERT. I rise to a question of privilege. 

The SPEAKER, There are two privileged matters pending already. 

Mr. HERBERT. I ask unanimous consent 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will recognize the gentleman as soon 
as the pending matters are disposed of. 

FUR-SEAL AND SALMON FISHERIES. 

Mr. DUNN, from the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fish- 
eries, reported back with the amendments ordered by the House the 
bill (H. R. 12432) to amend section 1963 of the Revised Statutes and 
to provide for the better protection of the fur-seal and salmon fisheries 
of Alaska, and for other purposes; which was laid on the table for 
the present, and the bill and amendments and the accompanying report 
ordered to be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
the passage of the bill (H. R. 12571) making appropriations to supply 
deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1889, and for prior years, and for other p insisted on its amend- 
ments, agreed to the conference asked, and had appointed Mr. HALE, 
Mr. ALLISON, and Mr, CocKRELL as conferees on its part. 

REGULATION OF COURSE AT NAVAL ACADEMY. 

Mr. HERBERT. I ask, by unanimous consent, to take up House 
bill 9674, to regulate the course at the Naval Academy, and non-concur 
in the Senate amendments. 

The Senate amendments were non-concurred in. 

Mr. HERBERT. I move to ask a conference on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER appointed as conferees Mr. WISE, Mr. ELLIOTT, and 
Mr. HARMuER. ; 


* 


FRAUDULENT USE OF THE MAILS. 


Mr. WHEELER. There was a privileged matter pending when the 
House took a recess yesterday afternoon, and tellers were on the floor. 

The SPEAKER. The House resumes the consideration of the con- 
ference report on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 9268) 
to punish dealers and pretended dealers in counterfeit money and other 
fraudulent devices for using the United States mails. The conference 
report and the accompanying statement have been already read and 
printed in the RECORD. 

The conference report was adopted. 

Mr. ENLOE moved to reconsider the vote by which the conference 
report was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


WASHINGTON AND WESTERN MARYLAND RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Mr. HEARD submitted the following privileged report. 
The Clerk read as follows: : 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to House bill 9418, to incorporate the Washing- 
na and Western Railroad Company, having met, after full and free conference 

ave a; 
lows: 

Thatthe House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Senate, 
and agree to the same with the following amendment: 

Page 6, line 24, strike out all after the word ‘full’ where it occurs in line 3 
in amendment of section 10, and insert instead: ‘Provided further, The construc- 
tion of suid road shall be commenced in one year and completed within three 
years from the passage of this act.“ 

JOHN T. HEARD, 


J. H. ROWELL, 
B. COMPTON, 
Managers on the part of the House, 
JOHN OC. SPOONER, 
O. B. FARWELL, 
O. J. FAULKNER, 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 
Mr. RANDALL. I ask for the reading of the statement which 
should accompany the report under the rule. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


STATEMENT. 


to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as fol- 


we think is reasonable and right, since it is as much trouble to 
receive, bill, and deliver a small „ as one of greater weight and value, 
excepting only the difference in handling; and the sum of 10 cents will not pay 
for the usual trouble of receiving, handling, and delivering any single package 
by arailroad company. r 

The second amendment is designed to require the company to secure the a 
proval of the commissioners of the District of Columbia to the laying of do 
tracks at any point in the said District, in case it should be desired to lay such 
tracks; and we think the restriction is a wise one. 

The third and fourth amendments are directed to the authority of the com- 
pany to issue bonds to aid in the construction of said road, and provide that 
while the company may still issue bonds to the extent of $20,000 per mile to aid 
in such construction, ete., as is provided in the ee bill, they change the 
section so as to autho: such issue after one-half capital be pea in. 
instead of the whole, but provide further that the stockholders shall be held 
individually liable for the full amount of their stock until it be paid for in full 
and also provide that said company shall the constru of its 
within one year from the date of the passage of this act and complete the same 
within three years from the same date. 

These amendments do not, in the judgment of your conferees, impair the 
rights or security of the public, and may be of some ance to the compan: 
in the construction of the road ; and at the same time they fix a reasonable aud 
proper N in 1 the road shall be constructed, an important thing omitted 


Q 
JOHN T. HEARD, 
J. H. ROWELL, 


B. CO b 
Managers on the part of the House, 

The conference report was adopted. 

Mr. HEARD moved to reconsider the vote by which the conference 
report was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
agreement to the report of the committee of conference on the disagree- 
ing votes ah 7 5 1 on the . gh the na te to the 
bill (H. ing a) ons for the sundry civil expenses 
of the Government for the rh ineas ending June 30, 1889, and for 


other purposes. 
HOUSE GALLERIES. 


Mr. BURROWS. Mr. S. er, I ask that an order be made open- 
ing the Executive and Diplomatic galleries to the public for the re- 
omoa of this calendar day, as they will probably be not otherwise 
occupi: 

Mr. McMILLIN. I would suggest to the gentleman the propriety 
of reserving one seat in each in „ desired to use them 
for the persons for whom they were set apart. 

Mr. BURROWS. I think that is proper. 

Mr. RANDALL. Let all the galleries be opened. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, all the galleries, with the 
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exception of the Press gallery and the Members’ gallery, which of course 
is under the control of the members themselves, will be opened to the 
public for the remainder of the calendar day, with the exception, as 
suggested by the gentleman from Tennessee, of one front seat in each, 
which the Chair will direct the Doorkeeper to reserve. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


INTERSTATE COMMERCE, 


Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, I submit a privileged report. 
Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. It is on this report, Mr. Speaker, that I 
raise the question of consideration. 
The SPEAKER. The report will be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: k 
The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the House to the bill (S. 2851) to amend an act entitled “An 
act to regulate commerce between the States,” approved February 24, 1887, hav- 
ing met, after full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do rec- 
ommend to their respective Houses as follows: 
hat the House recede from its amendments numbered 3 and 7. 
CHARLES F. CRISP, 
CHARLES O'NEILL, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
S. M. CULLOM, 
O. H. PLATT, 
ISHAM G. HARRIS, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
STATEMENT OF CONFEREES. 


The conferees on the part of the House on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the amendments of the House to the bill (S.2851) to amend an act 
entitled An act to regulate commerce,” submit the following in explanation 
of the re herewith submitted; 

The effect of the present report is to leave out of the bill House amendment 
No. 3, which relates to the transportation of oil in barrels and tank-cars, and 
also to leave out of the bill amendment No.7, which confers upon State courts 
concurrent jurisdiction with United States courts to hear and determine all cases 
arising under the interstate-commerce act. 

CHARLES F. CRISP, 


CHAS. O'NEILL, 
Managers on the part of the House, 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. Against that I raise the question of 
consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The question is, Will the House now proceed to 
consider the conference report? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. I only wish to say 

The SPEAKER. This is not debatable. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. Only for the information of the House, 
with reference to the reason for raising the question of consideration, 
that I desire to call up the privileged question, the California contested- 
election case, that my colleague, Mr. Crisp, has been so anxious to 
have brotight before the House for consideration. [Cries of Regular 
order!“ 

Mr. CRISP. I might be permitted to state in response that gentle- 
men on that side of the House do not control that case except by re- 
fraining from voting. 

The question was taken on considering the conference report; and on 
a division there were—ayes 76, noes 12. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. No quorum. 

Mr. CRISP. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the aflirmative—yeas 
215, nays 4, not voting 104; as follows: 


YEAS—215, 
Abbott, Carlton, Gaines, Ketcham, 
Adams, Caruth, Gallinger, Kilgore, 
Allen, Mich. Caswell, Gear, La Follette, 
Anderson, Miss. Catchiugs, t, N 
Anderson, III. Cheadle, Glass, Landes, 
Arnold, Clark, Greenman, Lanham, 
Atkinsen, Cobb, Grimes, Latham, 
Baker, N. Y. Conger, Grout, Lawler, 
Baker, Cooper, Guenther, Lehlbach, 
. 5 
es, wles, rmer, ng, 
Bayne, ci a Macdonald, 
7 Crisp, en, Maish, 
Bingham, Crouse, Hayden, Mansur, 
lan s Culberson, Hayes, Martin, 
Bland, Cummings, Heard. Matson, 
Bliss, Cutcheon, Hemphill, McClammy, 
Blount, Dalzell, Henderson, N. C. MeComas, 
Booher, Darlington, Henderson, ~ McCormick, 
Boothman, Davidson, Ala. Herbert, McCreary, 
Bound. Davidson, Fla. Hiestand, McKenna, 
Boutelle, De Lano, Hitt, McKinley, 
Bowen, Dibble, Holman, McKinney, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Dockery, Holmes, MeMillin, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Dorsey, Hooker, McRae, 
Brewer, Hopkins, III. Mills, 
Browne, T. H. B., Va. Eliott, Hopkins, N. Y. Moffitt, 
wne, Ind. Howard, Montgomery, 
Brown, Ohio „ Hudd, Moore, 
ryce, Felton, Hunter, Morgan, 
Bunnell, Finley, Hutton, Morrill, 
rrows, Fisher, Jackson, orrow, 
Butler, Fitch, Johnston, Ind. Newton, 
Butterworth, Foran, Johnston, N. C. 
Bynum, Forney, Kean, O'Donnell, 
5 N. V. French, Kelley. O’Ferrall, 
Candler, Fuller, Kennedy, O'Neill, Pa. 
Cannon, Funston, Kerr, O'Neill, Mo. 


88 Romeis, Stephenson, Walker, 
Outhwaite, Rowell, Stockdale, Warner, 
wen, Rowland. Stone, Ky. Washington, 
Patton, Russell, Conn. Stone, Mo. Weber, 
son, Ryan, Struble, Wheeler, 
Penington, Sayers, Tarsney, White, N. Y. 
Perry, tt, Ta x Whiting, Mass, 
Peters, Scull, Thomas, Ky. ickham, 
it Seymour, Thomas, III. Wilkinson, 
Plumb, Sherman, Thomas, Wis. Wilson, W. Va. 
Posey, Shively, ‘Thompson, Cal ise, 
‘ost, Simmons, Woodburn, 
ice, Smith, Tracey, Yardley, 
Richardson, Snyder, Turner, Ga, Yoder, 
Robertson, Sowden Vandever,’ ost. 
Rogers, . Spooner, Wade, 
NAYS—4. 
Anderson, Iowa Hall, Lynch, O’Neall, Ind. 
NOT VOTING—104. 
Allen, Mass. Dingley, Maffett, Sawyer, 
Allen, Miss. 88 Mahoney, Seney, 
Anderson, Kans. Dunham, Mason, Shaw, 
Bacon, Ermentrout, McAdoo, Spinola, 
= Flood, MeCullogh, - Springer, 
Belden, Ford, McShane, Stahlnecker, 
Bowden, Gay, Merriman, Steele, 
Brower, Gibson, Milliken, Stewart, Tex. 
Brown, J. R., Va. Glover, Morse, wart, Ga. 
Brumm, Goff, Neal, Stewart, Vt. 
Buchanan, Granger, Nelson, 3 
Buckalew, Grosvenor, Nichols, ylor, E. B., Ohio 
Burnett, Henderson, Iowa Norwood, Taylor, J. D., Ohio 
Campbell, Ohio Hermann, Nutting, Thompson, Ohio 
Campbell, T. J., N. V. Hires, Parker, Townshend. 
Chipman, Horg, Peel, Turner, Kans. 
Clardy, Hopkins, Va. Perkins, ‘ance, 
Clements, Houk, Phelan, Weaver, 
Cockran, Jones, P West, 
Cogswell, ‘oon, Pugsley, White, Ind. 
fins, Laidlaw, Randall, Whiting, Mich. 
Compton, Laird, Rayner, Whitthorne, 
Cox, Lane, Reed, ‘Wilber, 
X Todd R dl Nass Wit 
Daven: Lodge, ussell, „ 
eee Lyman, Rusk, Wilson, Minn. 


So the House determined to consider the conference Tepo 

Mr. CRISP. I ask unanimous consent to dispense wit 
of the names. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. I object. 

The Clerk then read the names of those eie 

The following pairs were announced on all political questions until 
further notice: 

Mr. STEWART, of Georgia, with Mr. Ezra B, TAYLOR. 

Mr. DARGAN with Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio. 

Mr. GRANGER with Mr. DINGLEY. 

Mr. CocKRAN with Mr. NUTTING. 

Mr. Hodd with Mr. Symes, 

Mr. BURNETT with Mr. GOFF. 

Mr. NEAL with Mr. HOUK. 

Mr. McSHANE with Mr. LAIRD. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE with Mr. LyMAN. 

Mr. CoLLINS with Mr. ALLEN, of Massachusetts. 

For this day: 

Mr. CLEMENTS with Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. 

Mr. RAYNER with Mr. CoGswE LL. 

On this vote: 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, with Mr. WILLIAMS. 

Mr. WILKINS with Mr. JosEPH D. TAYLOR. 

Mr. SENEY with Mr. STEELE. 

Mr. MAISH. Mr. TOWNSHEND, of Illinois, is detained from the 
House Proko 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, I was absent on a conference commit- 
tee when my name was called. Ifpresent, I should have voted for con- 
sideration. 

The vote was then announced as above recorded. 

SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. RANDALL. Will the gentleman from Georgia yield to me for 
a moment, to ask the House to consider the conference report on the 
sundry civil appropriation bill at this time? 

Mr. CRISP. I yield for that purpose. 

Mr. RANDALL, I submit a report from the conference committee 
on the sundry civil a bill. 

Mr. CRISP, I am perfectly willing to yield for that. 
ee TRACEY. Is that subject to an objection from any other mem- 

r? ; 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the gentleman from Georgia has 
control of it. 

Mr. TRACEY. Because if it is subject to objection, I object. 

Mr. RANDALL. I must push on. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would state to the gentleman from New 
York that it does not displace this matter except temporarily. 

Mr. RANDALL. It only displaces it temporarily. 

Mr. TRACEY. I object, if I have the privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the gentleman from Georgia con- 
trols the matter. - 


rt. 
the reading 
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The Clerk proceeded to read the report of the committee of confer- 
ence. 

Mr. RANDALL. I must ask the favor of order, both ou the floor 
and elsewhere, My voice is weak and the report is very elaborate. To 
save my voice the clerk has made it so; and if gentlemen will but 
listen to the report as it is read they will know in every case whether 
matters they are interested in have been favorably or unfavorably 
acted upon by the conferees, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair appeals to gentlemen on the floor and 
to the oe ate of the galleries to preserve order during the proceed- 
ings upon t rt. The clerks have been required to read so much 
that it is very 8 for them to make themselves heard, and es- 
pecially so if order is not preserved on the floor and in the galleries. 

Mr. RANDALL. Task that the Clerk read the statement accompa- 
nying the report. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman ask that the formal reading 
of the report be dispensed with? 

Mr. RANDALL. I ask that the statement be read, which gives both 
the numbers and effect of the amendments. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the statement, and omit the 
reading of the report unless it is demanded hereafter. 

The report is 9s follows: 


The committee of conference on the d 


oie 
53, 54, 55, 58, 59, 63, 69, 71, 7 5 7 1595 ER 2 5 
15) 180, 190, 


re oe 183.1551 75, 128.1518 


eee ee the Senate 
F 
139 4, 14541 AT 149.150. 152,158 150 100, 161, 174, 157, 178.150, 183, and 198, and 


That 1 ‘Howse pene recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 3, and agree to the same with amendments as follows: In lieu 


of the sum pro in said amendment insert $5,000,” and strike out . 
said amendment the word “ and insert in lieu thereof the torowy: 
ana g within the of the site;” and the Senate agree to 


That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 14, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
leno of tho matter stricken out by said amendment insert the following : 

for disbursemen: 


hereafter commissions shall not be ts on account 
of ‘tee ~ public buildings, nor on account of construction of ablic bt agenta; and 
except for handled and paid out by 


payments — te 2 — for Por de buildings ama the 88 of the Treas = 
partment shall paid ‘Treasury Departmen’ ashington, 
Sot or check, payable to the grantors of such sites or their legal ee 
ves.“ 
And the Senate agree to the 
That the House recede from ite di disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 36, and tothe same with amendments as follows: In lieu of the 
sum proposed i in amendment insert . $200, and after the word let 
in in line 5 of said be ee s insert the follow’ 


22 at 
a total cost of not exceedi: pase $00,000; and the enate agree to the same. 

That the House recede a a disagreement to the ponina of the Sen- 
ate numbered 78, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: a lieu 
98 . al and agree to the sam 

That the House nt to the amendment of the Sen- 


ate numbered 79, and agree to the same with an amendment hy — In lieu 
8 mos 7 roposed insert NN and the Senate agree to the sam 

ouse recede from its t to the amendment of the’ Senate 
ee 82, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the sum pro insert $140,000 ;" and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its d 1 to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 94, and agree to the same with an amendment as ws: In lieu of 
this sam proposed in said amendment raaka “ $100,000 ;™ and the Senate agree 
to the same. 

‘That the House 5 from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 95, and areo to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
9 edad: roposed to be inserted by said amendment insert the nown 

‘hat hereafter all expenses of the Interstate Commerce Comm 
aan hall be audited by the proper accounting officers of the Treasury;“ es 
the Senate to same. 
Kona recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
rana 2 N to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the sum a insert 8800, 000; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the nate eres from its ent to the amendment of the House 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 101, and agree to the same, 

That the House recede from its t to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 106, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
se sum proposed in said amendment insert 88.000; and the Senate agree to 
the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 108, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
— sum proposed in said amendment insert 850,000; and the Senate agree to 
the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 117, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: After the 
word and“ in said amendment insert the words for ascertaining; ” and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 123, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
witha the Ho insert . $55, 7 and the Senate agree to the same. 

at the 


the matter by said amendment insert the Slowing: 
That of ve sum pa 5 shall be expended for salaries and wages 
piu institution during th shall with the payments from 


other sources Tako a Lotaliioe sch ealarine and wages for said year of $23,000 in 
all;’’ and the Senate to the same. 

That the House o from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 125, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In line 
16, wits 42 of the bill, strike out the words except when absolutely indigent ;” 

Senate agree to to the same, 


Pitan the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
umbered and agree to the same with an amendment as follows; In lieu of 


from said amendment the word gas and insert in lieu thereof th 
“light;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede oie disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 138, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Add av 
the end of said amendment the following : “ Provided, That no part of this ap- 
pees shall be expended until a conten is made for finishing said build- 

ng complete, 1 a 233 3 and approaches, within the limit of 


of the 5 posed insert 8400, 000; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That ouse recede from its disagreement to the 8 the Senate 
numbered 148, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter to be inserted by said amendment insert the following: 
“Fort Monroe, Virginia: For construction complete of a sewerage system, 
825.000; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from! its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 151, and agree to the same with amendments as follows: In lieu of 
the sum proposed insert * * $25,000,” and add at the end of the amended paragraph 

on to said amount $25,000 to be expended in constructing a road 


the followin 
And in 
upon such route as may be surveyed and selected by the engineer officer de- 
tailed for duty in the park from the Upper 88 the Shoshone Geyser 
Basin, thence around the southern shore of Shoshone Lake and across the con- 
tinental divide to the west arm of the Yellowstone Lake, thence along the western 
shore of Yellowstone Lake to lake outlet and along the Yellowstone River to 
the Falls and Grand Cafion, thence from the Falls down the Yellowstone River 
to 1 with the Lee road 8 Cook City; in all $50,000.” 
And the 
J9JJ%˙% TW of the Senate 
numbered 154, SEE SE Sires to Eas Se WIR oe been amendment as follows: In lieu 
con the sum serene said amendment insert , 000; and the Senn 


JJ Tanada Sees ite TTA 


numbered 155, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the sum proposed in said amendment insert $5,000;” end the donado agres 10 
e same. 


That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 158, and to, the same with an amendment as follows: In 
lieu of the sum proposed 3 T 

That the House recede from its d isagrecmen to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 164, and agree to the same with sindon Ben as follows: After 
the word “ committee, in line 6 of said deere insert the following: Who 
shall have power to settle and e prove vouchers not the 8 
tion of the committee,” and add at the end of said amendment the followin 

“Pri ‘That one-half of said an snan be paid out of the 
FF the Treasury of the United States; and 


the 
That the House 8 ‘sos its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 173, and to the samefwith an amendment as follows: In 
lieu insert "$300,000; ” and the Senate agree 


of the sum to the same. 

the House recede from its = ut to the ausexicinient of the Sen- 

ate numbered 176, and polly Fg same with an amendment as follows: In 
lieu of the sum proposed sert 2 818,000 5 and the Senate to the same, 

That „ its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 

ate numbered 181, body Bie to — same with an amendment as follows: In 
lieu of the sum proposed $255,000; *? an and the Senate agree to the same. 

On ents numbered 60,61, 62,141 142, 182, and 197 the committee of con- 


ference have been unable to agree. 


P. G0 8 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
STATEMENT OF HOUSE CONFEREES. 

The managers on the part of the House of the conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to bill H. R. 12008, mak- 
ing appropriations for the sundry civil expenses of th eee submit the 
following written statement ee eee of the effect of the action recom- 
1 in the eee being in 8 with the 
bill asi ouse —.— otherwise gm cated, namely 

On 93 numbered 1, 2, 3. 4. 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, =e 10, relating: to public build- 
ings: 3 $8,000 for the court-houseand post-office at Fort Sc Scott, Kans. 
$3,000 for protecting the site of the lic building at Key West, Fla.; $5,000 Tor 
paving and curbi the ignite oft thesite of — public building 
at Lincoln, pip titule oak finish white-pine finish in Osh- 
kosh, 000 for purchase of site and com letion o of Able building at Se- 
dalia, Mo.; 8900 75 uliding use, N. Y.; 
for for purchase of additional land for marin Mass. 

es out proposed ap; —— for an out-building, repairs, eto. for Bureau 


of Engraving and Prin gi and strikes out posed increaso of $25,000 in the 
a he Poe the re; of publie buil: paon ® provision authorizing 
use of ne-hospital buildings. © 


On amendment 1 14: Inserts ‘the followi ny provis 
“That hereafter commissions shall not be paid for disbursements on account 
of sites for public buildi nor onaccount of construetion of public buildin, 
except for moneys act 7 noes and paid out by disbursing 8 
e eee of a 0 ae under the control of the Treas A. fa 
ent shall e by the Department at Washington, D by 
ne or 9 bee to the grantors of such sites or their legal representa- 
ves 


setts; 
Portsmouth depot, Virg North Carolina; steamer 
for 5 Service in the sounds of North Carolina; Hilton 3 ran 
beacons, th Carolina; Point Betsey lightstation, A m. Michi: nigan; nag binned 

ninth Hight howwedistrict light-house near the mouth iver, 
light-stati u. Gallforniae 
Island; and 


gon; on, California; Point Sur li, fe Ras d 

and for 3 cable to connect Cape Flattery Tatoosh 

modifies the provision for Diamond ‘Shoal light-station, North Carolina, so as to 
for the work, and seep ma a contract to be made for the 


appropriate 
— structure at EeP a 
d 63: Strikes out eee 


“Sa amendments 58, 59, an 
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$570,000 for salaries of clerks and em andthe 3 inters in the Bu- 
— for : e 95 * 
ree ert 
Ou amendments 71, Peace „, and eee 
detio Surxex: Strikes out proposed FF. 
81.800 to $2,000, and otherwise leaves the for the Survey exactly as 
T 


2ppropriation per plates, printers’ material, etc. 
‘On amendment ane : es out ropriation of $17,500 for repairs to 
as Pa proposed apr: 


for preservation of collections of 


On amendments 89, 90, and SI: Provides the establishment of three addi- 


tional stations. 

On —— 92: Strikes oe inerease in the appropriation for 
quarantine service from $50,000 

On amendment 94: “Appropries $100, 000, in addition to unexpended balance, 
for the prevention of 

On eee 95: pppoe a 1 hereafter all expenses of the In- 
terstate Commerce Commission shall be audited by the proper accounting offi- 
cers of the Treasury. 

On amendment 96: Strikes out proposed increase from $50,000 to $60,000 for 

9 Sain aut — 
es 


ment 100: ie la for assistant custodians and jan- 


ee s 5 1 TE 
amendment 101: Inserts vision ring that the ropriation 
)ꝓSVTCTSFVCVCCCCCCCC be LADENA DY toe of the 


eontraet, to be let to the lowest bidder after advertising four eon- 


secutive | “Regnery 
On amendment 1 Strikes out authorit —— ſor 
ing counterfei — 5 8 8 
for — the United States — other those 


dealers in fra 
aoe in the 8 
amendment 103: Die barney erod. ee ee e Agger mara 
viene of alien contract labor laws from the 
On amendment 105: Strikes out rot de eon ey mig arer the Senate appropriat- 


Ne eee 
. 


amendment 100: — $3,00 
in the State De 
On amendment 108: 1 $50,000 for the expenses of the international 
conference of American nations in addition to the sum of $75,000 appropriated 
by 3 24. 1888. 
22727000000 KK 
On amendment 112: Appropriates 510,000 for repair and rebuilding of the 
Goeth suomi in the Capitol 
On amendment 115: Increases the amount for salaries and commissions of 
isters and receivers from $524,000 to $550,000. 
amendment 116: Places the appropriation for engra sce of the Geological Sur 
maps of the United States under the control of the office of 
5 amendment 117: Provides for ascertaining the cost of sites and reservoirs 
and ee works necessary for the storage and utilization of water 
for irri, 
Onamendment 118: Makes $50,000 of the id gimp for irri; — 5 
uires the Direstor — Survey lo 


of each year the expendi- 


Grande, 
6 Strikes out proposed appropriation of $6,000 to enable the 
United States to ted at the convention of the international union for 


ta be 
the protection of industrial property. 
On amendments 121 and 9 to tho 
sane: Strikes out the 


riates $1,300 for alterations at stable and try house. 
On amendments Tzs. 124, and 125, relating to the Columbia — — for the 


m 
gave Rego the expenditures for salaries and wages in the institution to 1 
excee 
admitted from the States and Territories from forty to — 3 — and strikes out the 
authority to pay for the support of those Ngore aro absol indigent, 
On amendments 126, 127, 129, and 130, to Frostmane tapih 
lum: Increases the aggregate pproptiation P — 
e 


mbisa. 

“on amendments 131, 132, : Strikes 
out proposed increase from 850 to $45,000 for Meee re poran K; in- 
creases the amount for general “care, etc., from $10, 

inerease for care and eee, and Gene ie 

tracks, and uires that half hte ity of Hook Isla 2 

racks, an one- oi c 
Rock Island. 

Onamendment135: Appropriates $1,200 for waterand light supply forthe Ken- 
nebec arsenal, Maine. 

On amendment 136: Strikes out percent appropriation of $7,000 for officers’ 
quarters at Governor's Island, New York. 

On amendment 137: Strikes from a bill appropriation of $22,769 for paving 
88 in front of Watervliet arsenal 
On amendment 138: Appropriates $10,000 for the hospital building at the Au- 


. wings of inten i lediecal Museum building. 
On amendment 143: Strikes out proposed provision giving to the disbursing 
officer for the dallding for the 2 of Congress commissions on his — 


ments. 
On amendments 144 8 pisa 147. 5 ree and 150, ere to — rome F, In- 
creases the ap; to $400, 
at and the 2 military ee in the 3 ofthe 

appro) tes $1,500 for infantry an 3 school at Fort Leaven 

prov: that the existing appropriations of $30,000 each „ 


Fort Robinson and Fort Niobrara, Nebr., may be pe earners for continuing the 
of buildings st said $25,000 
a sewerage system at Fort M Va.; . 


and the i 
On amendment 151: A priates $25,000 for general improvements of roads, 
etc., in the Aaa Back’ bait EE A Gar hn Da T terpenes ot eae 
On amendment 12: svicesiations In the West indices 


On a ee 000 for repri war maps, and 
$5,000 for — . — ee to and — fore printing mar the survey of 


bia. 
on of $10,000 for rent of 


umbis militia. 
On and 174: Increases the amount from * to $300,000. 
for contin aid to State and Territorial homes for the support of disabled 
volunteer soldiers, and provides that hereafter no State under this a; * 
tion shall — paea a sum exceeding one-half the cost of maintenance o 
e Strikes out tro appropriation of $1,700 for improvin 
en! es proving 
the sanitary condition of the W. pewter creer 
t 176: Increases the amount from $12, 400to $15 000 for defending 
suits in claims against the United States. 
On amendments 177 and 178: . convicts of 
from $15,000 to $18,000, and requires that one-half of 
the revenues of the 


trict attorneys from $250, 000 to $255,000. 
amendment 183 : Appropriates $3,000 for expenses incurred by order of the 


of $10,000 for purchase 


189. 1 192, 194, and 195, relating to 
public printing and binding: iS Ia, 10, 19, 1 1, 14, and 195 re ust as pro- 


the House. 
amendment 196; Strikes out pro’ indefinite appropriation to 
additional accommodations for the Post-Office Department and other 
oan of the en in Washington City. 


ppropriates $3,000 for the centen- 
— anniversary of the inauguration of the first President of the United States, 
n amendment 199: in 


Strikes out 
ne District of 9 ä —ů— 
committee of conference have been unable to agree on the following 


namely: 
amendments numbered 60, Gl, and 62: — — of steam plate - 
Engraving and the payment 
On amendments 141 and 142: Increasing the limiton the cost of the Library of 
Congress building to $5,500,000, 5 of appropriations heretofore made. 
Onamendment inti; to the widow ofthe late Chief-Justice Waite 


5 
n 's salary of the Chief. Justice. 
a ie Goverment Printing Okete ee additional 


The bill, T 8 ppt ee. T ppropriates $25, a king 

10 80 fax as n 

$1,703,895 less than as it passed the Senate $ 24.749.806 more than as it 

House, $1,100,718.19 less than the appropriations for the current year for aint wd 
and $3,354,361.S1 less than the the estimates submitted for the fiscal year 


The amendments upon which the committee of conference have been unable 
to agree involve only the sum of $32,745. 
SAM. J. RANDALL, 
WM. H. FORNEY, 
THOS. RYAN, 
Managers on the part of the House. 

Mr. RANDALL. I move the adoption of the report; and on that 
I demand the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

Ee SPEAKER. Under therule thirty minutes are allowed for de- 

Mr. OATES. Mr. Speaker, I did not understand from the reading 
of the statement what the provision is with reference to the adjust- 
ment of marshals’ aceounts within sixty days. 

Mr. RANDALL. That goes out. The Senate refused 3 
that limitation, and we understood that they did so at the instance of 
the auditing department of the Treasury; but the gentleman from Ala- 
bama will remember that we have increased the amount of the appro- 
priation from three hundred to four hundred thousand dollars; so no 
embarrassment is likely to come te the Attorney-General’s office in 
that matter. 

Mr. OATES. Tam sorry the provision was stricken out. 

Mr. RANDALL. So am I. Ithinkit ought to have been retained. 

Mr. TRACEY. Mr. Speaker, I wish to inquire of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, the chairman of the committee [Mr. RANDALL], 
whether he can gres some explanation of the reasous why the ameni 


ment whieh the ted ap peopel biog KETM 9f e An 
a ea ot the week at the D eee Sar 
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upon. In hearing the statement read I observed that the Senate had 
p upon the bill amendments which were almost identical in 
character with the amendment offered by myself and adopted by the 
House some time ago, and it appears to me very extraordinary that the 
House conferees should be willing to strike out the very important pro- 
vision for the completion of the large gun factory at the Watervliet ar- 
senal in the district which I have the honor to represent. If I may be 
itted to say so, I understood that I had assurances upon this sub- 
ect from the gentlemen having charge of the bill at the other end of 
the Capitol, and I had every reason to expect that a concession would 
be made which would provide for retaining at least a portion of the 
appropriation in the bill. Therefore, if the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. RANDALL] will kindly give some explanation of the action 
of the conference committee, it will be a satisfaction to those who are 
interested in the completion of the work at the Watervliet arsenal, 
which was ordered at the first session of this Congress. 

Mr. RANDALL. In the first place, Mr, Speaker, there is nothing 
in this bill which is identical with the proposition to which the gentle- 
man alludes. In the second place, the conferees on the part of the 
House did adhere to the action of the House. The conferees on the 

rt of the Senate were unwilling to accede even to that—I state what 

know—and the House conferees were not willing to prolong beyond 
midnight a controversy with the Senate as to whether a horse-rai 
company should pay half the cost of the improvement of a street or 
not. S 
Mr. TRACEY. In regard to that I will say that that part had been 
eliminated in the amendment which I was led to suppose would be 
The question of the horse-railway did not enter into that 


Mr. RANDALL. There was a long time devoted to that item in the 
conference, perhaps as much time as to any other one subject. 

The report of the committee of conference was agreed to. 

Mr. RANDALL moved to reconsider the yote by which the report 
of the committee of conference was agreed to; and also moved that the 
motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, as appears by the report, there are 
four differences yet unsettled between the two Houses, upon which the 
conferees were unable to reach harmony. The first is on amendments 
60, 61, and 62. The conferees of the House with unanimity insisted 
upon the House provisions as to those amendments which relate to the 
Engraving and Printing Bureauand the farther use of the steam-presses 
there. 

r As to the appropriation necessary for that bureau, however, they have 
agreed exceptasto theroyalty to be paid and the use of steam printing- 

Inow haveto say that the te conferees were as firm insup- 
port of the Senate proposition as the House conferees were in favor of the 
position of the House. It will be remembered that the House proposed 
the payment of a royalty of 1 cent per thousand impressions, while the 
Senate provided for a payment of 50 cents per thousand impressions, a 
reduction from the nt price of $1, which would make an aggregate 
reduction of about $9,000a year. 

I now move that the House insist on its disagreement to the amend- 
ments of the Senate numbered 60, 61, and 62, and on that motion I 
ask the previous question, which, if ordered, will permit fifteen min- 
utes’ debate on each side. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. Thirty minutes are now allowed for debate on this 
question—fifteen minutes in support of the motion and fifteen minutes 
against it. 

EM r. LONG. I desire to ask a parliamentary question—whether a 
motion to recede is now in order? 

The SPEAKER. It is. 

Mr. LONG. ThenI move thatthe House recede; and on that motion 
I demand the previous question. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Lone] 
asks that the House recede from its disagreement to these amendments 
of the Senate, and on that motion demands the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. Thirty minutes are now allowed for debate. 

Mr. RANDALL. I presume the gentleman from Massachusetts, who 
makes the motion to recede, should have the control of fifteen minutes. 

The SPEAKER, Fi minutes in support of his motion. 

Mr. RANDALL. I ask the favor that he now proceed. 

Mr. LONG. Mr. Speaker, I have but a word tosay. This matter 
has already been very fully debated in the House, but it has been much 
more thoroughly examined and discussed in the Senate. Hitherto we 
have been paying for the use of these steam-presses at the rate of $1 for 
pressions, When this bill was reported to the House it 


Bering 


per thousand impressions instead of 1 cent, as recommended by the com- 
mittee. That proposition was argued in this House, a vote was taken, 
and the result was 85 in favor of the committee’s report against 82 in 
favor of the proposition which I had made. 

The bill went to the Senate, where it was referred to a committee of 
that body. Thatcommittee have examined this matter with the utmost 
thoroughness; their report has been printed, distributed, and largely 
read. Aſter a very thorough examination on both sides of the question 
it appeared clear to the Senate committee that the work done by the 
steam -presses is just as good as that done by the hand-presses, and that 
the result of the use of the steam-presses is a saving of hundreds of 
thousands of dollars a year. Thereupon the Senate committee recom- 
mended to the Senate an amendment to the House bill raising the price 
to be paid for the use of these steam-presses from 1 cent per thousand 
impressions (which is practically nothing) to 50 cents per thousand 
the same proposition that I made. The committee regarded this as a 
fair and reasonable proposition 

Mr. HEARD. Paying just one-half of the price paid at present ? 

Mr. LONG. Yes, sir. 

Now that proposition, having been adopted by the Senate, comes to 
us; and the question is whether we will agree with the Senate or not. 
I believe that the good sense of this House will agree with the Senate, 

Looking at the merits of the case I believe it is proved beyond ques- 
tion that as a matter of economy, as a matter of good work, as a mat- 
ter of sound business, we should concur: first, because the work is well 
done; second, because it is economically done so as tosave us hundreds 
of thousands of dollars a year; third, because to abandon these steam- 
presses is to go from civilization to barbarism; it is to discard the use of 
a labor-saving machine which not only saves labor but saves money. 

Another practical reason for concurring is, I believe, that the Sen- 
ate, having given this matter the most thorough consideration—more 
full consideration than we or our committee have been able to give— 
have arrived at a conclusion from which there is no reason to expect 
they will depart or ought to depart. 

Mr. ROGERS. The gentleman will permit me to ask whether the 
vote in the Senate was not practically unanimous, there being only one 
or two votes in the negative? 

Mr. LONG. The vote was practically unanimous. 

Mr. GALLINGER. What knowledge has the gentleman that the 
Senate committee gave this matter more consideration than the House 
committee? I am a member of the House committee, and I know that 
we gave the subject very careful consideration, and we made a unani- 
mous report. 

Mr. LONG. The gentleman misapprehends me. I refer to the ac- 
tion of the Appropriations Committee of the Senate, by whom this bill 
was considered, in comparison with the Appropriations Committee ot 
the House, by whom it was also 8 

Mr. GALLINGER. But the Committee on Expenditures in the 
Treasury Department had jurisdiction over a bill touching this matter 
exclusively. We gaveit very careful consideration and made a unani- 
mous report. 

Mr. LONG. Your committee considered the question of the use of 
the steam-presses; our committee considered the question of the price 
to be paid. That is the only thing pending here. Itisnot a question 
now in regard to dispensing with these machines. 

Mr. PETERS. Is there any other compensation to the inventors or 
proprietors of these machines than this payment per thousand impres- 
sions ? 

Mr. LONG. I think there is a royalty. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Les; $500 on every press. 

Mr. HEARD. I wish to ask the gentleman from Massachusetts 
whether an adherence to the position of the House would not amount 
practically to the exclusion of these machines and an abolition of their 
use in the Department? 

Mr. LONG. It would, unless the owners of the machines were will- 
ing to let them at the rate of 1 cent per thousand impressions, which 
would be about $180 a year. 

Mr. HEARD. I simply wanted to elicit from the gentleman from 
Massachusetts a statement whether or not in his view an adherence 
to our position would be practically ruling these machines out. 

Mr. LONG. I think it would practically amount to that. 

Mr. Speaker, I will reserve the remainder of my time. How much 
time have I? 

The SPEAKER. Eight minutes. 

Mr. RANDALL. Iyield three minutes to the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. ForAN], a member of the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. FORAN. Mr. Speaker, I did not, owing to the confusion, have 
the opportunity to hear all the distinguished gentleman from Massa- 
chnsetts [Mr. Lona] said. I want to most emphatically reiterate, 
however, that some of the gentleman’s statements are entirely mis- 
leading. He endeavors to impress upon the House, if I understand 
him correctly, that the only question here involved is opposition to the 
use of labor-saving appliances. That is not in any sense the question. 
That matter has becn debated here often before. Thisis a question as 
to the relative merits of the two kinds of work. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I submit that the testimony taken by the com- 
mittee of the House, the Committee on Banking and Currency, and 
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taken by the committee of the Senate, clearly demonstrates that the 
currency made by the use of these steam-presses is not equal in character 
to the currency made on the hand-presses, and that is the only ques- 
tion involved in this controversy. 

I Want to say further, and I say it to the House now witha full knowl- 
edge of all that my words imply, that there is a syndicate or a ring 
of persons connected with this Milliken steam-press, and that Mrs. Mil- 
liken, the widow of the inventor of this machine, is not the recipient 
of any of this royalty, or at least of very little of it. 

It has into other hands, and Mrs. Milliken does not receive it; 
but the attorneys and lobbyists and other persons who do receive this 
royalty have been besieging this Congress and have been around its 
doors for the last thirty or sixty days, annoying members and making 
false statements as to the real facts in this controversy. 

I want to say further that the testimony of Mr. Bell, the present 
chief of detectives, and the testimony of Mr. Brooks, the ex-chief, and 
the testimony of all the experts has been to the effect that the use of 
machinery was not, so far as the making of currency is concerned, as 
desirable as hand-presses. 

That is all which can be said about this subject, and the sooner these 
presses are thrown out of the bureau the better it will be for the peo- 
ple of the country as well as the Government. — 

There is no money saved by the use of these steam-presses when you 
take into consideration the $500 paid for the right to build each press, 
$400 for the use of the patterns, and the one-dollar royalty paid for 
each one thousand impressions, as well as the amount which is annu- 
ally paid for repairs. The life of a steam-pressis but eight 2 
while a hand-press lasts for a hundred years. Besides it must be re- 
membered that the currency made by these steam-presses is so inferior 
that it has to be replaced at least every six months. 

One other word, Mr. Speaker. The conduct of Mr. Graves all through 
this controversy has been anything but fair or honorable. It does 
seem that he is very deeply interested in the retention of these presses— 
in fact, personally so. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
the adoption by that body of the conference report on the bill (H. R. 
12490) making appropriations for the service of the Post-Office Depart- 
ment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1890. 

It further announced concurrence in the amendments of the House 
to the bill (S. 3653) to authorize the sale of a tract of land in the mili- 
tary reservation at Fort Leavenworth, in the State of Kansas. 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. RANDALL, I yield now to the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
FARQUHAR]. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Mr. Speaker, the House has now in its hands 
the opportunity of settling at least for twelve months to come this 
vexed question as to whether the notes and securities of this Govern- 
ment shall be put in process whereby they may be properly printed. 
I was a member of the House committee which made a searching and 
careful investigation into this whole question. Their report was sub- 
mitted to the House, and after a long debate the sense of the House was 
almost unanimously that these steam-presses ought to go. 

So far as the right of the Government is concerned in reference to the 
use of these 5 it seems to be in the clutches of a patent 
octopus. Five hundred dollars for a press, $400 for the use of the pat- 
terns and the machinery to assemble each press, and $1 for every thou- 
sand fair impressions are the terms nominated in the octopus bond. 

Now, sir, whatever the differences of opinion might be in this case, 
it is due to the péople of this country that the note or bill, the currency 
bill that is placed in the hands of the poor man, shall be the very best 
kind and quality that can be produced. We have in the Bureau of En- 
graving and Printing the most expert engravers in this country, and 
any practical printer, whether he be aplate or letter-press printer, will 
say this, that unless good press-work is done your apes get, goes 
for nothing. To make the judgment of the House fair and intelligent 
on this question, I want to say that the test of the inferiority of the 
steam-press is found in the fact that in no case has the face of one bill 
been ever printed on the steam-press, They can print the backs of the 
bills on them. They have not run the steam-presses on the finer work, 
but they keep them going on the inferior work; and I repeat the asser- 
tion that no steam-press, since they went into that office, has printed 
the face of one of your bills; because they can not doit. The simple 
question, then, is to get rid of this patented machinery, which can not 
do your work properly, and which is a premium on counterfeiting. 

Mr. RANDALL. I now yield three minutes to the gentleman from 
New Jersey [Mr. BUCHANAN]. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Speaker, I want, in the limited time ac- 
corded to me, to call the attention of the House first to the fact that 
this is no question of the sanctity of a contract. The contract made 
with these parties calls for a royalty of $1 on each one thousand im- 
pressions. The House bill calls for a royalty of but 1 cent, while the 
Senate amendment fixes the royaltyat 50cents. If the House, then, is 
is to be adjudged guilty of murder for its action in regard to the con- 
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tract, the Senate should be adjudged guilty of assault with intent to 
kill, because their amendment is in the same line. Neither proposi- 
tion is in accordance with the terms of the contract, but both of them 
arein direct violation of its terms if it is to be held a continuing con- 
tract. If it is nota continuing contract, then we are at liberty to con- 
sider whether from the testimony which has been taken in this case it 
would be better for the people of this country to have it discontinued 
or not. 

Mr. Speaker, when this matter was up before I stated that I had 
read very carefully every line of testimony taken upon the subject by 
the committee which investigated it, and that I would be compelled 
from that testimony, as a juror sitting to try the question of fact under 
the solemn obligations of my oath, to say that that testimony proves 
that the steam-press printing is not as good as that done by the hand- 
presses. It is true that a different verdict has been found by certain 
editors sitting in their sanctums, who possibly never saw a specimen of 
the work as a specimen, and who probably never saw or read a line of 
the testimony of the witnesses who were examined in connection with 
the matter by the House committee; but a careful study of that tes- 
timony must convince any unprejudiced mind that its weight is with 
the hand-presses. 

I have also read, so far as in the limited time allowed by other duties 
I was able to read, the testimony taken before the Senate committee; 
and so far as that reading has gone, especially in regard to the testi- 
mony of Chief Bell and Mr. Brooks, of the detective service, I am sat- 
isfied that the action of the House was correct. I am satisfied, if we 
rest the case upon the testimony of these experts, and they seem to be 
unprejudiced and very well-informed men, we must conclude that this 
steam-printing is not equal to the hand-printing and that steam-printed 
bills are more easily counterfeited than are hand-printed ones. Of 
course I have not time to refer except very briefly to the testimony, 
but can not refrain from reading a line of the testimony of Mr. Brooks, 
it bears so strongly upon the question. He says in regard to the qual- 
ity of these bills: 

„I could be deceived in them from the fact that there is no depth. Icould 


not be deceived 3 them if they were put into 17 hands while new and ipi 
pati after being subjected to wear fora month and its handling,why, then I might 
eceiv: 


And Mr. Bell gives equally strong testimony when he says in speak- 


ing of these bills: 

When a bill has been used some time I could not positively say thata five-dol- 
lar silver certificate of the 1886 issue is genuine if printed by steam. I can tell 
them when they are new; but we have a miserable-looking lot of genuine bills, 
I will tell you that. 

Irrespective of the question of cost it seems to me it is the duty of 
Congress in the interest of the people of this country to see to it that 
their currency shall be printed in such a way that it can not be counter- 
feited, if such a result can be attained, and if impossible of perfect at- 
tainment, that still every possible precaution be preserved. 

Mr. RANDALL. I now yield two minutes to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. BRUMM]. 

Mr. BRUMM. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Lona] is in error when he contends that this is a question against the 
introduction of Jabor-saving machinery, They have been going upon 
the theory for some time that the reason we wish to have these bills 
printed by hand is because it would give more work, and that it is 
going back into the age of barbarism to oppose the introduction of ma- 
chinery. That is an error in every respect. There is no question that 
was more thoroughly demonstrated than the fact that you can not print 
a fine vignette by machinery. This is proven by the statement of my 
friend from New York [Mr. FARQUHAR] when he told you a few mo- 
ments that the face of every one of your bills is printed by hand, 
although the back may be printed by machinery. And why? Be- 
cause the face has on it the vignette, the fine hand engraving which 
the machine’s printing can not reproduce properly, and therefore they 
are compelled to use the hand-presses for that p 

But, sir, there is another reason. You allow a royalty for this work, 
and it is a premium on fraud and stinting the work. If the men are 
not paid sufficient, increase the royalty on the amount, but do not pay 
according to the number of impressions made, for that is, as I have 
said, a premium on stinting the work. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. RANDALL. I reserve the remainder of my time. 

Mr. LONG. I yield a portion of the time remaining to me to the 
gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. ROGERS]. 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, I deem myself happy in not being an- 
noyed by either lobbyists or the attorneys of parties here, and I have 
yay little respect for a cause that can notstand upon its own merits, 
If this cause can stand upon its own merits, then why are ‘‘lobbyists” 
and Mrs. Milliken and herattorneys dragged into the debate? I know 
none of them, pro or con, and I care nothing for either of them, pro or 
con, when we areasked to considera business proposition. Thisisa war 
upon science, upon progress, upon labor-saving machinery. This is 
established by the fact that, coupled with the House provision, there 
was, either in the House or in the Senate, I forget which, a proposition 
to deny any money for the repair of these machines as they should get 
out of order. That develops the animus with which the attack is made 
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upon this labor-saving machine. I deny the proposition as stated by 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Foran} that the whole evidence is in 
favor of hand-printing. I assert, on the contrary, that after a most 
careful and the most deliberate investigation by two distinguished Sen: 
ators at the other end of the Capitol, the United States Senate, both 
sides of it, as a body, with one or two votes decided in favor 
of retaining these machines; and will it be said that they are to be re- 
tained in the face of all the evidence showing, as stated by the gentle- 
man from Ohio, that their work is inferior to hand-work? If the as- 
sertion made by the gentleman from Ohio is true, why do not these 
complaints with the bankers of our country who are respon- 

sible for the handling of the enormous sums of currency that are in 
circulation all over this continent? 

Mr. FORAN. The bankers have complained, and that appears in 
their testimony. 

Mr. WHEELER. Yes, the bankers have protested. 

Mr. ROGERS. I have heard statements to the contrary, Mr. 
8 ker. I have not examined the evidence, but I read the other day 

along article in the Evening Post, of New York, in which it was stated 
that these complaints have never originated with the bankers, but 
have originated in another quarter, which I need not now name. So, 
Mr. Speaker, I conclude as I began, by saying that this is simply an 
attack upon science, upon progress, and upon labor-saving machinery 
at a cost yf hundreds of thousands of 1 to the tax-payers of f the 
United States. 

Mr. RANDALL (to Mr. Lone). Do you want any more time? 

Mr. LONG. I do, if you are going to take any more. 

Mr. RANDALL. I yield now two minutes to the gentleman from 
New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER]. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RAN- 
DALL] has four minutes of his time remaining. 

Mr. RANDALL. I desire to divide that between the gentleman 
from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER] and the gentleman from Ala- 
bama [Mr. WHEELER]. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. Speaker, I had the honor to be a member 
of the committee to whose care was intrusted the duty of investigating 
this matter of the relative merits of engraving done by hand and by 
these steam-presses. The committee gave the matter very careful and 
conscientious consideration and made a unanimous report to this House 
in favor of the hand-work, and the House indorsed the report of the 
committee. $ 

It is perben Iopa aas I should say that I have some personal prac- 
tical knowledge of the art of printing, and I give as my deliberate 
iudgment, after a careful investigation of this question and a careful 
examination of the notes that were printed by hand and those that 
were printed by steam, that the hand-work is very much su to 
the work done by the steam-presses. The gentleman from u- 
setts [Mr. Lone] says that we ought to stand by the Senate in this 
matter. I say that we ought to stand by the unanimous report of the 
House committee and by the previous action of this House in adopting 
the ideas that that report contained. I trust that we shall stand by 
the House committee and by the action of the House as previously re- 
corded. 

Mr. RANDALL. I now yield two minutes to the gentleman from 
Alabama [Mr. WHEELER]. 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. deers the Committee on Expenditures in 
the Treasury Department t about two months in examining this 
matter. They went in a y to the bureau. They examined the 
machines and the work performed by them, and found that the work 
turned out by the steam-presses was very inferior in quality as com- 
pared with that turned out by the hand-roller presses. 

One fact should be em No one contends that the face of a 
note or certificate could by any 3 be 1 rinted on 
a steam- press; and when the most earnest 2 Print- 
ing are asked why „ n the work is too 
fine to be executed by machinery, which, they say, is entirely ade- 
quate for the coarser work on the backs of notes and certificates. 

And yet these same ardent advocates, in the heat of argument do not 
hesitate to assert that machine printing is superior to the printing done 
by the hand-roller presses. If that be true, why not use the steam- 
presses to print the faces of notes and certificates, and all other en- 


graved plates of the Government? 
aire a thorough and most exhaustive examination the committee 
determined that the duty of the Government to the e demanded 
the printer’s 


that this work should be executed in the highest sty’ 
art. 


I am informed that the committee of the Senate have never prose- 
cuted their investigation of the question in this manner; that they have 


not taken the trouble to go to the bureau and see for themselves the bese 
ractical results of the two methods of printing, and have gained no | ful): 


formation, except what those who certainly er be aera 
in the steam-presses have chosen to Jay before them. 

The gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. ROGERS] says that this is a war 
upon science. I say that his side of the question is a war upon art and 
skill, and a war upon the people. The Constitution of the United States 
provides, section 8, The Congress shall have power to pro- 


vide for the punishment of counterfeiting the securities * * * of 
the United States,’’ and I say they have no right, with that clause of 
the Constitution in foree, to make bills that are an invitation to coun- 
terfeiters, and are as easily counterfeited as the print you see on a piece 
of calico or a bolt of domestics. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Was there a singlewnember of the committee 


who could distinguish the notes printed by hand from those printed by 


machine-presses 

Mr. WHEELER. Every one of the committee could do so. 

Mr. RANDALL. The Senators could not. 

Mr. WHEELER. We went there and made an examination; and 
the difference was marked, so that we could not be deceived as to the 
work by either process. But the champions of rinting brought 
special bills before the Senate committee which, I believe, did. deceive 
cent Iam informed these bills were prepared to attain that very 
en 


I presume it is entirely possible, by running the steam-presses at the 
very lowest rate of speed and with the utmost care, to t on them 
much better specimens of work than can be turned off of the hand- 
roller presses when run at the highest speed and with the least pains 
by the plate-printer. 

But it is only by rapid work of the steam-presses that the boasted 
economy is secured, and it is not unlikely that it was by the reversal 
of the two processes I have just indicated that the notes and certificates 
were produced which were Jaid before the Senate committee and de- 
ceived some experts. 

A controlling influence with the committee in the conclusions they 
reached was the fact that the Government had deliberately and vol- 
untarily assumed the functions of a bank of issue—of the only Jawful 
bank oi issue in all this broad country. 

Section 3412 of the Revised Statutes reads: 


8 national banking association, State bank, or State banking association 

y a tax of 10 per . on the amount of notes of any person, or of any” 

State’ nk, or State banking association, used for circulation and paid out by 
em 


Section 3413 reads: 

Every national banking association, State bank, or banker, or association, 
shall pay a tax of 10 per p Hoary on the amount of any town, city, or municipal 
corporation currency paid out by them. 

Sections 3414, 3415, and 3416 provide regulations and penalties for 
the violation of the national-bank law, and 3417 exempts national- 
bank currency from this tax of 10 per cent., but as the national-bank 
currency is issued by the Government, the excessive tax imposed prac- 
tically makes the Government the sole lawful bank of issue in the 
country. 

Having, under severe pains and penalties, assumed the exclusive 
power to issue se paper money with which 65,000,000 of the most en- 
terprising comm people on earth must conduct their exchanges it 
is certainly incumbent upon the Government to adopt all possible pre- 
cautions to guard the currency thus forced upon the people against the 
nefarious ingenuity and skill of the counterfeiter. 

citizen of the United States is a stockholder in this govern- 
mental bank of issue, and therefore every successful counterfeit must 
entail loss on a stockholder in the bank whose issues have been coun- 
terfeited. The most obvious duty of every bank of issue is to protect 
the integrity of its issues, and to this end private banks have always 
sought to so engrave and print their issues and securities as to present 
the greatest difficulties le to the counterfeiter. 

That this can not be done by using the steam-presses for any part of 
our notes or certificates is abundantly shown by the evidence secured 
by the committee that made the in gation to which I have 
referred, and which will be found in full in House Report No. 3220, 
which I wish gentlemen would read. 

It is urged by the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. Roorrs] that the 
bankers of the country all unite in the opinion that the work of the 
bureau, as now conducted, is entirely satisfactory to the bankers and 
to the e It is easy to show that this is a mistaken assumption. 

The chief of the secret-service division of the Treasury Department, 
Mr. John I. Bell, and his predecessor, Mr. James J. Brooks, both tes- 
tified before our committee that the steam-press work was greatly in- 
ferior to the work done by hand-presses, and that that inferiority in- 


vited counterfeiting. This testimony criticised in a New York 
Peper, a prominent banker of New York addressed a letter to Mr. Bell, 
hich I will read some extracts: 


* * * Ihave been for twenty-five or thirt pea preemies, Byer nga much 
of that time engaged in handling bills as a te — . — me that your tes- 
and accord with 


of ee ee r. These notes are 


— who are not experts, and should 
as to make an tation of them obvious to even the uninitiated, 


This shows that all bankers do not think well of the work now turned 
out by steam-presses from the Bureau of Engraving and Printing. 
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In main FFF 
subject I made some remarks August 28, last year, in which I quoted 
an article from the American Banker and Financial Examiner of the 
25th of that month. The article was quite a lengthy appeal to the 
Government to skill 


silver certificate, and closed 


The currency is endan; because the administration imagines it saves 11 
DER OR feet ser work as now produced. If this is economy, pray let 
us have a period of extravagance, by all means, 

Again, I ask gentlemen if they think the Government should be less 
careful than the New York Stock Exchange in requiring the very 
highest style of the printing art. To reduce tothe minimum the losses 
of its members by the forgery or counterfeiting of any securities dealt 
in on the exchange, that organization insists that before any security 
or obligation ean be placed upon its list the security or obligation 
shall meet the requirements which I will read: 

It is required that a sample of each issue of stock or bonds shall be shown to 
the committee (to be left with the . may be as- 
3 have been taken : and no 


precautions 
form of stock certificate of bond will be aceepted unless it has been carefully 
some responsible bank-note engraving company whose work is 


coupon, or certifieate of stock must be printed from 
engraved in the best manner, with such varieties 
security against counterfeiting by hand. 
there must be at least two steel 


steel plates which have 
of work as will afford the 
. hich will be printed otographie co! 
8 tp mw. wi p an 
to underlie important ons of the face p; „ 
and 3 descriptive or promissory portion 
. black a color. 
These two printings must be so made upon . alfeat 
ofthe whole pl phed, would be a confused mass of lines and forms, to 


effectually secure against counterfeiting by scientific — All signatures 
securities written, Stamped. signatures will not be accepted by 


> must be 

Note the requirement, that the printing must be done by hand from 
steel plates which have been engraved in the best manner. We have 
the best possible engraving and the most inferior method of printing; 
that is, by steam-presses. 5 ‘ 

New York is the great commercial and financial center of the Union, 
and when the attention of the Legislature of that State was called to 
this subject they adopted the resolution which I will read: 


Whereas to prevent counterfei ', error, and 1 is 
issue of stam, — of ö nee de — 


cont 
of 


give the people a pure currency. 
[Here the hammer fell. } 
Mr. LONG. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
BUTTERWORTH}. 
Mr. BUTTERWORTH withholds his remarks for revision. [See 


ay N. L0 de I yield one minute to the gentleman from Wisconsin 


rp ai 
Mr. SMITH, of Wisconsin. I have not belonged for years to 
organization, but I have the of over athird of a century 


in Saving machinery; and I am proud to say to-day that Icanin 
canes Liston t tom ete kek hon aioe 
Applause. ee back on one-third of a 


eee ohh 


Mr. LONG. Mr. Speaker, it is late in the session for us to do any- 
thing else than toconcur with the Senate amendment rather than to enter 


machines, 
the Government one or two hundred thousand dollars annually. In the 
third place, it has beem well established that this work is done as well 
by the steam printing-presses as by hand. When the test was applied 
the experts appointed by the hand-pressmen oe rae ar ao — 
times out of four the notes printed on the steam plate- 


the best. Therefore, — — of quot work, 


and as a matter of practical common sense, at this stage of the session 
let us concur. I hope the House will adopt my motion to recede. 

Mr. RANDALL. If the House stands firm upon its own proposition 
it is likely to carry it. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 


Mr. LONG. 


I hope the Chair will state the effect of adopting the 


motion to recede. 
The SPEAKER pro iempore. It will be to coneur in the Senate 


amendment. 


Mr. RANDALL. A vote in the affirmative is to continue the steam- 
presses, and a vote in the negative is to continue hand-presses. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the negative—yeas i 
102, nays 119, not voting 102; as follows: 


YEAS—102, 
Abbott, Conger, Hopkins, Va. Rogers, 
2 Cothran, Hunter, Romeis, 
en, Crisp, Hutton, 
Anderson, Miss, Drones) Kean, — 
Anderson, III. Dalzell, Kennedy, . 
FFV 
n, 
Bacon, Davidson, Ala. Landes, Snyder, 
Bayne, 8 Fla. Lodge, er, 
Bland Dibble, Martin, Stewart, Vi 
— Base Mills Struble, 
I Mills, „ 
Breckinridge, Ky, Finley, Moore, Taylor, J. D., Ohio 
Brewer, Flood, Mo: Thomas, Ky, 
Browne, Ind, Fuller, Morrill, man, 
Brown, Gaines, Turner, Ga. 
Bunnell, Glass, OF Washingto 
unnell, 
Bu Grimes, O'Neal Ind. Wet 
Grout, Outhwaite, White, N. T. 
Caswell, Hayden, Parker, ` 
Payson, Wilson, Minn. 
Clark, Herbert, Peel, Wilson, W. Va. 
Cobb, Hitt, Perry, 
III. Reed, 
NAYS—119, 
Alien, Mich. Dockery, Lind Robertson, 
And Kans, Ei M nald, R: 
erson, iott, 0 ' 
Baker, III. Farquhar, Mahoney, . — 
Bankhead, es = is Matson, pon 
oran, MeClammy ney, 
Bliss, Ford, McComas, 72 
Blount, F 2 MeCormick, Shaw, 
Boothman, Gallinger, MeCallogh, . 
Bound. Gear, MeKinley, 8 
Browne PLB. G Momie” Stone, Bio. 
‘a. Greenman, me, 
Brumm, ss y Morrow, s$ Tho: III. 
mas, 
Buchanan, Hatch, N.G Newton, Thomas, Wis. 
Campbell, F., N. T. Henderson. I Donnell, — — 
oe Ohio Hiestand, O'Neill, Vandever, 
jer, Holman, O'Neill, Mo. ade, 
Cheadle, Hopkins, N W , 
* eaver, 
Chipman, J: Penington, Wheeler, 
Clements, Johnston, N.C. Per White, ma. 
Compton, Ketcham, ers, liams, 
Cowles, Lagan. — Woniburm, 
Culberson, Lanham, Randal, Yardley, 
Cummings, Lawler, Rice, Yost. 
Lano, Richardson, 
NOT VOTING—H2 
Allen, Fisher, Lane, Russell. Conn. 
Baker, N. X. Funston, Latham, Russell. 
Barry, Gay, Lee, Sawyer, 
Belden, Glover, L. Simmo: 
Bingham, fF, Matfett Spinola, 
Blanchard, nger, Maish, 
Bowen, Grosvenor, Mansur, Stahlnecker, 
Brower, : Guenther, Mason, wart, 
Barnett, 2 — —— 
urne! Ken 
Butler, Hayes, M 5 —.— 
Bynum, MeRae, Taylor, E B., Ohio 
Campbell, T. J, N. T. Iowa : 
Carlton, Merriman, 
Clardy, Neal. Townshend, 
Cockran, Hogg, Nelson, . — Kans. 
Collins, Hooker, Weber, 
S — Nutting, Whiting, Mich. 
en, iting, 
Cutcheen, Hudd, Phelan, Whittherne, 
Dargan, Ind. Pheips, 3 
Dingiley, Jones, Wilkins, 
Dougherty, Kelley. Plumb, i 
Dunn, La Follette, ey, Yoder. 
Ermentrout, Laidlaw, er, 
Felton, Laird. Rock well. 


So the House refused to recede. 
During the roli-eall, 
On motion of Mr. . ee en the read- 


ing ef the names was 
Mr. BYNUM. 


dispensed with. 
Ewas not in when my name was called; if I had been 


I would have voted in the negative. 
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The following additional pairs were announced: 

On this vote: 

Mr. SPINOLA with Mr. BAKER, of New York. 

Mr. STOCKDALE with Mr. ROCKWELL. 

Mr. MCMILLIN with Mr. BUTLER. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of California, with Mr. MCKENNA. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND with Mr. KELLEY, for the rest of the day. 

Pia WILKINS with Mr. RUSSELL, of Connecticut, for the rest of the 

N. 

Mr. LEE with Mr. PUGSLEY, for this day. 

The vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. RANDALL moved to reconsider the vote by which the House 
refused to recede from its disagreement to the Senate amendment; and 
also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. \ 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. RANDALL. I now move that the House insist on its disagree- 
ment to the amendment of the Senate. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. RANDALL moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and also 

moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. RANDALL. I now wish to direct the attention of the House 
to the disagreement of the House to amendments 141 and 142. I ask 
for the reading of the paragraph of the report of the committee of con- 
ference in reference to these two amendments. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The committee of conference have been unable to agree to the amendments 
141 and 142, increasing the limit of the cost for the Library of Congress building 
to $5,500,000 exclusive of appropriations heretofore made. 

Mr. RANDALL. I move that the House insist on its disagreement 
to those amendments. 

Mr. REED. I move that the House recede and concur in the amend- 
ments of the Senate. 

Mr. RANDALL. Does the gentleman demand the previous ques- 
tion? * 

Mr. REED. I do. 

Mr. RANDALL. I ask for the reading of Senate amendments 141 
and 142. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment 141: Insert, in line 6, after the words “ eighty-eight,” except as 
herein modified; ” so it will read: x 

“ For the building for the Library of Congress, as authorized by the sundry 
civil appropriation act approved October 2, 1888, except as herein modified, and 
for and every 8 connected therewith, $500,000,"" 

Amendment 142: Insert, in line 8, after the words “five hundred thousand 
dollars,” the following: 

“And said building shall be constructed in accordance with the plans marked 
D, submitted by the Chief of 1 with his annual report to Congress. 
being Miscellaneous Document No. 42, Fiftieth Congress, second session, and 
ata total cost therefor not exceeding $5.500,000 exclusive of appropriations here- 
tofore made, and no changes or modifications shall be ete that will increase 
the cost above the limitations herein prescribed.” 

Mr. SCOTT. Is the object of the Senate amendment to increase the 
limit of appropriation to $5,500,000? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This is not a parliamentary question. 

Mr. SCOTT. I desire some explanation on that point. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on ordering the pre- 
vious question. The House has not yet reached the stage when thirty 
minutes’ debate is allowed under the rules. 

The previous question was ordered. 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the gentleman from 
Maine control the fifteen minutes in support of his proposition, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will recognize the gentle- 
man from Maine for fifteen minutes in support of his motion, and the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania in opposition. 

Mr. REED. Mr, Speaker, the importance of this question to my 
mind is not bounded by the expenditure which is demanded by the 
adoption of the Senate amendment, although that amounts to the large 
sum of 82,000,000 x 

Mr. RYAN. One and a half millions of dollars. 

Mr. REED. Iam informed that the real .addition to the expense 
already provided by the House is only one and a half millions of dol- 
lars instead of two millions, as was the original statement of the Chief 
of Engineers in his report. It is a question whether the United States 
Government purposes enabling the construction of a Library building 
for the nation which shall be commensurate with its present and its 
future wants, or whether it will, by the expenditure of a smaller sum, 
erect one which in the course of a few years at most will be entirely 
unsuitable. It is not merely a question of an additional expenditure 
of one and a half millions of dollars, but this other question underlies 
it, whether the Congress of the United States will vote an appropriation 
for a building commensurate with the wants and the growth of this 
great nation. 

Last year the Congress proposed an appropriation for a building 
which would cost $4,000,000, and directed the Chief of Engineers to 

repare a plan arging out that design. He has prepared that plan; 
but, controlled as I believe by an ove g sense of public duty, 
he has also p another plan, more elaborate, but at the same 
time more nearly adequate to the present wants and the future growth 


of the nation. The new plan demands an increase of one and a half 
millions of dollars expenditure, but its advantages are so marked and 
so manifest over the old plan that I have no doubt of the adhesion to 
my views of every member of this House before whom I can fully pre- 
sent the facts. The four-million-dollar building, as the Chief of Engi- 
neers himself declares, will last but fifty-four years at the present rate of 
increase of the Library, and is in its very nature incapable of being eco- 
nomically increased in size to meet future wants; while, on the con- 
trary, the new building, which he proposes at this additional cost of 
one and a half millions of dollars, will last with some small modifications 
for a period of one hundred and thirty-four years, 

The increase of the expenditure is but 40 per cent.; the increase in 
utility is 150 per cent. Which will you choose? Surely no man who 
is economically inclined can for an instant hesitate in voting for the 
second appropriation rather than the first; and I beg to say in this con- 
nection to gentlemen upon the other side, that there is no injury done 
to them from a party point of view, because the actual appropriation 
that is asked is no greater under the Senate amendment than it is in 
the original House bill, and whatever responsibility there is in the in- 
creased expenditure for the next two years will have to be taken by our 
party; and I may be permitted to say in passing that I hope we may, 
have to incur that responsibility for a great many years to follow. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Will it disturb the gentleman to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. REED. The gentleman from Kentucky would not disturb me 
if the session was a great deal longer than it is. 

The real fact about this matter is that with five and a half millions 
of dollars we shall be able to obtain not only what is needed for 
the Library at present, but an abundance of room which can be used 
for other governmental purposes, If you construct the five-million- 
dollar building we shall then have 43,000 square feet of surface which 
can be utilized for the purpose of housing the Supreme Court, or for 
other governmental purposes; and every man who has been here in 
Washington long enough to notice the condition of our public business 
can not be ignorant of the fact that we are to-day without suitable or 
even satisfactory accommodations. We can, therefore, not only build 
a Library, a building which will be suitable for all reasonable future 
time, but we can also in the same way and at the same time procurea 
great amount of extra space, which, for the present, we can utilize for 
Government work. 

Upon the ground then, Mr. Speaker, of what is due to our peoplein 
the way of a great Library, upon the economical ground of furnishing 
housing for Government work at a reasonable basis, and for a slightly 
increased expenditure now to procure a building suitable in style and 
size so as to avoid a heavy expenditure hereafter, this amendment 
of the Senate must commend itself to the opinion of the members of 
the House who have taken the trouble to examine it. It is impossible 
for me to say more, in addition to that which I desire to be said by 
other gentlemen who have also given the subject somewhat of consid- 
eration, and I desire to yield a few minutes of my time to the gentle- 
man from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE]. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Maine has used 
six minutes of his time. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, the utmost ex- 
travagance in our public buildings has turned out to be parsimonious 
economy. There is no public building in the city of Washington that 
is not now known to be too small for the uses to which it will have to 
be put in the near future. This Capitol itself is a demonstration of how 
rapidly our public business grows, and how much more space we need 
than was anticipated either at the time the building was commenced 
or when the splendid wings were added. We have, therefore, had ex- 
perience to guide us for our future action, Now, the only question be- 
tween the Senate and House of Representatives is, shall we erect a Li- 
brary building that will answer the purposes for two generations, or 
shall we build one, on a mutilated plan, which will not last for the 
purpose contemplated beyond thirty years? For while it is estimated 
that it may be possible this mutilated plan will do for the mere accom- 
modation of books for fifty years, that estimate is based upon the hy- 
pothesis that we are not to have any larger population or print on the 
average a single book more each year than we do now. 

It will take six years to build the building; its available, proper 
space will be occupied in thirteen years, and all possible space occu- 
pied in fifty-four years, and that plan is incapable of enlargement; so 
that in comparatively few years our successors will be confronted with 
a more troublesome problem than we are. We will have a large, ex- 
pensive Library building, incapable of enlargement or of being made 
available for the uses for which it will be required. The building un- 
der the new and larger plan has been approved, substantially, by the 
Chief of Engineers, who, I say respectfully, is an inflexible as well as 
an ableand honest man—the three qualities which will make the con- 
struction of the work under him Aoao honest. We want this 
done not only for the dignity of the nation, but on the real economy 
that is involved in it. 

That the committee may be informed as to the relative merits of the 
two plans, I beg leave to have read extracts from the report of Gen- 
eral Casey. 


1889. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


2661 


As to the cheaper plan, which is a mutilated plan, and, like all at- 
tempts to alter plans to reduce expenditure, is ECR he says: 


room, three magazines adjo: ing am e secondstory the fase fiat At the 
resent rute of wth of the pana, say 30,000 volumes oe yan, shely- 
ng would be filled in about nineteen years from this about thirteen 


apacity in the 
building ott. 215,000 volumes. This space would be filled at athe rate of growth 
assumed in about fifty-four 2 ſrom the present time. Meantime the lus 
space, amounting to probably 26,000 square feet of floor, might be occupied for 
— are of the Government. 

3 by the law these plans have been made for a building complete 
bag en i design and arrangement, and therefore incapable of economical 
enlargemen 


I now ask the committee to hear his description of the unmutilated 
plan: 

The extent of the reer ned the par of the plan will be madé apparent 
by comparing the first-sto T agar aD IV, with the 299 — first-story 
plan, also herewith, mark: Th 3 ges do away with the extremely 
crowded arrangement of book m pape the 
and 3 the courts into we d give, 
wells, four large 5 De pee „light, and seid = 8 may at any future 
time, if necessary, be by low pyramidal nes, connected 
with the reading-room, and constructed so ae not 10 28 0 to any serious ex- 
tent the light and air to the main walls. Such magazines . as in- 
dicated in dotted lines in the = of the basement story, marked D. 

As represented in this set of the books would at first occupy only the 
alcoves in the reading-room and the stacks in the magazinesadjoining it north, 
south, and east. The full capacity of these alone is 1,608,000 volumes, 
and they would accommodate the growing li fora period of 8 
years from this time. Occupying in future the first and second stories of the 
north, east, and south curtains with alcoves and 
inereased to 3 537, aod 988 peat Pag ed b 
yard 8 above descri e capaci be again 
4,6 Ko he mane ate which would not be reached until the lapse of one hundred 
an rty-fo 

Until required by @ by the 9 proper the available floor- space for use of the 
Government other than the Library would be about 43,000 square feet. 

The building, constructed by this plan, would occupy and utilize the excava- 
tion, concrete foundation, and drainage system already provided, and would 
be completed in about eight years. 


Between these plans, who can hesitate on the simple ground of econ- 
omy? 

There is scarcely oy extravagance so Tekoha as the expensive 
construction of public buildings, unfitted for the uses for which they are 
designed, nor any economy more profitable than the proper rs hi 
tion at the outset of the sum necessary to construct such a building as 
the public necessities require. 

We are growing with unexampled rapidity; and our Lib: will in- 
crease proportionally with greater speed. The additions will become 
both more valuable and de As they increase those who will use 
it will also increase. There must be not only space for books, ‘‘ objects 
of graphic art and arts of design,“ but room for the scholars whose re- 
searches must be made in that building and the readers who will 
gather there. 

There can be no hesitation in the choice between these plans. 

Mr. RANDALL. The real point at issue is, first, e e we shall 


adhere to the law as passed at the last session of Con or whether 
we shall change the law for a structure which will ultimately cost, I 
think, about $6,000,000 of money. This question has been fully dis- 


cussed by the members of this House. I do not believe that there 1s 
any member here who needs the least enlightenment on the subject. 
They have, I believe, mostly made up their minds whether to continue 
the stracture of a 84, 000, 000 building, as provided for by law, or whether 
they shall go into the expenditure of two additional millions dollars. 
The conferees on the part of the House do not believe that they 
should accede to the suggestion of the Senate, for the reason that it 
changes existing law; and in addition to that the manner of doing it 
upon an appropriation bill, to their minds, is objectionable. It was, in 
other words, even if it should be a right measure, an pope waT way of 
legislating. It ought to come into this House and be co: 
separate and distinct matter. I reserve the rest of my time. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, requested 
the return of the bill (S. 2442) to increase the appropriation for the 
public building at Detroit, Mich. 

cet anaes announced agreement to conference reports on the follow- 

s: 

A bill (H. R. 11678) providing for the erection of sundry light-houses 
and fog- ls in Lakes Erie, Huron, Michigan, and Superior; 

A bill (H. R. 12430) providing for the establishment of a light and 
a at Humboldt, Cal., upon a more secure site, and for the estab- 

ment of a light-ship at or near the wreck of the steam-ship Oregon, 
in New York Harbor; 

A bill (H. R. 10832) for the establishment of a light-house for a fog- 
bell on Oyster-Beds Shoals, in Hudson River, New York, and 

A bill (H. R. 12324) for the establishment of a light-house station on 
St. Catharine Island, in the State of Georgia. 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. REED. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from Mississippi 
[Mr. HOOKER]; 

Mr. HOOKER. In the brief space accorded to me by the gentleman, 
who is in favor of the proposition toadhere to the Senate amendment, 
I can say but a word, and I will proceed directly to the subject-matter 
to which that motion refers, As I understand it, Mr. Speaker, General 
Casey, the present architect, under whose charge, under the bill of the 
last session, Congress then agreed the building was to be constructed, 
was to observe, as far as practicable, consistent with the demands of 
economy, the present foundation of the original plan for the Library 
building. That foundation cost half a million dollars, and if we are 
not to construct the building in accordance with the original plans we 
will necessarily lose much of the expenditure which has been made for 
the foundation, which, of course, is laid with a view to the superstract- 
ure to be reared upon it. 

As I understand, General Casey in his report proposes an increase of 
a million and a half dollars over the appropriation made by the bill 
of last session, which was $4,000,000, and which will make the build- 
ing cost in the aggregate $6,000,000. If this additional expenditure is 
made it will enable the architect to preserve the original plan as drawn 
by Smithmeyer & Pelz marked D.“ In the report of General Casey, 
if members of the House will look at this plan as thus drawn and upon 
which General Casey says’ he can now construct with an additional 
million and a half dollars this building, and then turn to plat A and 
look on that plat, they will see what the difference is. It is indescrib- 
able as far as the architecture of the outside is concerned, and equally 
indescribable so far as accommodation is concerned. 

The truth is that the true genius of the architeet ought not to be pre- 
vented from being exercised in the construction of this building, anda few 
thousands or a few million dollars is insignificant in comparison, when 
we haye such a structure which is to be useful for hundreds of years, 
and for the ornamentation of the country generally as well as the capital 
of the country. [Applause.] 

Mr. McCOMAS, From the very start, years ago, of this improvement 
the endeavor was made to be governed by economy. We have con- 
tinued it until it ended in absurdity. If the members of this House 
will take the report of Colonel Casey and look at the four-million-dol- 
lar building as it is given there, they will see it is like an intensified 
brewery or pension building. When you finish it it will be a mon- 
strosity, unfitted for a library. You will have wasted $4,000,000. If 
you finish it in six years it will be completed about the time when the 
books will fill all the space. The result will be that you will have a 
Library building unfitted for a library, and all done in the name or 
economy.“ 

Now, the other building, the six-million-dollar building, if the 
members of this House will look at it, is a broad, stately building, like 
the original building here. It will have room for all the books fora 
number of years, and there is more economy in spending the $6,000,- 
000 than the $4,000,000. If you adopt the four-million-dollar plan 
you will have wasted money in the name of economy. If you build 
the six-million-dollar building you have at least provided for one gene- 
tation. By building the four-million-dollar building you will have pur- 
sued a very short-sighted policy, very far from being wise, and you 
build an unsightly edifice, that will not supply the public need, in- 
stead of a more sightly building, which will supply us for a whole gen- 
eration. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
minutes left. 

Mr. REED. I reserve them. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the tleman from Pennsylva- 
nia [Mr. RANDALL] desire to occupy any further time? 

Mr. RANDALL, Ido not. I want to economize all the time I can. 

Mr. REED. I yield the two minutes to the gentleman from Kansas 
[Mr. Ryan]. 

Mr. RYAN. Mr. Speaker, there seems to be a desire all around me 
to vote, and therefore I shall not occupy even the two minutes assigned 
to me by the kindness of the gentleman from Maine, but shall simply 
ask unanimous consent that all members desiring to make remarks upon 
the propositions embraced in the disagreement between the two Houses 
upon the amendments to this bill may have leave to print them in the 
RECORD. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the motion of the 
gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] that the House recede from its dis- 
agreement to the amendment of the Senate and concur in the same. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker pro tempore declared that 
the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. RANDALL. I ask for a division. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I call for the yeas and nays. 

Several MEMBERS (to Mr. HOLMAN). Withdraw that demand. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I withdraw the demand for the present. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 132, noes 21. 

Mr. HOLMAN. No quorum. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 45 members voting in favor thereof, 


The gentleman from Maine has two 
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The question was taken; and it was decided in the affirmative—yeas Mr. REED moved to reconsider the vote by which the motion to re- 


_ 178, nays 56, not voting 89; as follows: 


YEAS—178. . 
Adams, Crouse, Hudd, Rockwell, 
Anderson, Iowa Cul Hunter, Romeis, 
Anderson, Miss, Cummings, Jackson, Rowell, 
Anderson,Kans, Cutcheon, Johnston, Ind. Russell, Mass. 
Arnold. Dalzell, Kean, Ryan, 
8 8 cee Kennedy, a 
Baker, N. Y. venpo! Ketcham, 
Bayne, Davidson, Lanham, Scull, 
en, De Lano, Lawler, Seymour, 
Dibble, Lehlbach, Shaw, 
Dockery, Lind, Sherman, 
Dorsey, Lodge, Sowden, 
A Spooner, 
Bound. Dun Ma‘ Steele, 
Boutelle, Enloe a Steph 
Bowden, Farquhar, Mason, Stewart, Tex, 
Bowen, Fisher, Matson, Stewart, 
„Ark. Flood, McComas, Stone, Mo. 
Breckinridge, Ky. Foran, McCormick, Strubie, 
Wer, N ma, g 
Browne,T.H.B., Va. Fuller, McKinley, Taulbee, 
Bro Ind. Funston, McKinney, mas, — 
Brown, y; R., Va. Gaines, Milliken, Thomas, III. 
Brumm, Gallinger, Moff Thomas, Wis. 
Buchanan, Gear, Morrill, Thompson, Cal. 
Buckalew, Morrow, Tillman, 
Bunnell, Gibson, Morse, Tracey, 
Burrows, Greenman, Norwood, Turner, Kans, 
Grosvenor, Vandever, 
a m O'Donnell, ade, 
Campbell, Ohio Guenther, O'Neall, Ind. Walker, 
Candi 5 Ha „ O'Neill, Pa. arner, 
Cannon, — pees O'Neill, Mo, West, 
Catchin; Hem Outhwaite, White, Ind. 
Cheadle” Hen „Iowa Patton, White, N. Y. 
Chipman, Herbert, 5 yson, bk arpa 
4 ‘erkins, 
Clark, Hiestand, Peters, Williams, 
Cobb, Plumb, Wise 
Cogswell, Holmes, Posey, Woodburn, 
8 8 
T, „ 
Cothran, Hopkins, N.Y. Reed, 
Cox, Rice, 
NAYS—56. 
Allen, Mich. Op Macdonald, Pidcock, 
Anderson, III. Da dson, Ala. Martin, 
Baker, III. Glass, M 5 
Bankhead, Grimes, M Rowland, 
Barnes, Hall MeMillin, Sayers, 
Bland, Hatch, Seney, 
Blount, Henderson, N. O. Mills. ons, 
Booher, olman, ontgomery, Snyder, 
Bynum, Johnston, N. ©, Morgan, Springer, 
Campbell, F., N. Y. Kerr, Newton, Ky. 
Carlton, Kilgore, O’Ferrall, Turner, Ga. 
Clements, Lagan, Peel, ‘Weaver, 
Compton, Landes, Penington, Whiting, Mich, 
Cowles, Lynch, Perry, Wilson, Minn, 
NOT VOTING—89. 
Abbott. Fitch, Latham, Shively, 
Allen, Mass. Forney, Lee, Smith, 
Bacon, Gay, Sheer" Slahincoker, 
Barry, Glover, Mahoney, — ala 
Bro Granger, 
wer, 
Brown, Ohio Hare, McShane, Taylor, E. B., Ohio 
Bryce, Harmer, Merriman, Taylor, J. D., Ohio 
Hayes, Moore, Thompson, Ohio 
Ganupbell r. „N. T. Henderson, III. Neal, ‘Townshend, 
Caswell, Hitt, Nelson, Vance, 
0 H Nichols, Washington, 
Collins, Va. Nutting, W. 
Orain, Houk, Owen, Whiting, Mass. 
a Hutton, Parker, 0, 
Da Jones, Phelan, Wilber, 
Dingley, d Phelps, Wil 
Diot La Follette, Tishardson, You Me 
Elliott, ex. 
Laidlaw, Robertson, 
Felton, Laird, Russell, Conn, 
Finley, Lane, Rusk, 
So the motion to recede was agreed to. 
During the roll-call 


1 

Mr. McADOOsaid: Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of privilege. I 
merely want to say that I was detained from the Hall by committee 
business when the vote was taken awhile ago upon the amendment in 
relation to the em of steam-presses in the Bureau of Engrav- 
ing and Printing, and that if I had been present I would have voted 
with the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] against con- 
curring in the Senate amendment. 

On motion of Mr. RYAN, the reading of the names of members vot- 
ing was dispensed with. 

The following additional pairs were announced. 

Mr. Moore with Mr. DARLINGTON, for the remainder of this day. 

Mr. Fonxxx with Mr. Harmer, for the balance of the day. 
8 CRISP with Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois, for the remainder of 

e day. 

Mr. RICHARDSON with Mr. LA FOLLETTE, on this vote. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 


cede was agreed to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to, 

ORDER ON THE FLOOR. 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, I trast the Chair will request gen- 
ee ee ee, The atmosphere here is very oppress- 
ve. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will have the rule read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

ule N $ Speaker tting a question dressi 
Tees So tenes ball wir act of or 8 the Hall; Saag oom 5 
is speaking, pass between and the Chair; and during the session of the 
House no member shall wear his hat, or remain by the Clerk’s desk during the 
call of the roll or the counting of ballots, or smoke upon the floor of the House; 
and the 555 and the Doorkeeper are charged with the strict en- 
forcement of this clause. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under this ruleit is made the duty of 
the Sergeant-at-Arms and the Doorkeeper to see that the rule is enforced, 
and the present occupant of the chair now instructs the Sergeant-at- 
Arms and the Doorkeeper to see that no further smoking upon the floor 
is indulged in during day. The Chair aleo calls attention to that 
part of the rule which requires that members shall not remain around 
the Clerk’s desk. 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. RANDALL, The next amendment is 182. I ask that it be 
now read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Page 73, after line 2, insert “for the t to Mrs, Amelia C. Waite, the 
widow of the late Chief-Justice of the States, the balance of one year’s 


salary of the Ghief-Justice, $8,745." 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. S the House conſerees were unwilling to 
agree to this amendment, use they regarded it as entering upon a 
new line of legislation for the payment of money in the nature of 
pensions to the widows of Federal judges; and if that poli¢y is to be 
entered upon, the committee considered that there were other widows, 
one or two who have recently lost their husbands, whose cases would 
be equally as meritorious as that of the proposed one. The committee, 
however, desire the action of the House, and will cheerfully abide by 
its instruction. j 4 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore. What motion does the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania submit? 

Mr. RANDALL, I move that the House insist on its disagreement; 
and on that motion I ask the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

Mr. GROSV ENOR. What time is now allowed for debate? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Fifteen minutes on each side. 

Mr. CRISP. I submit that as the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
debated this matter before calling the previous question there is now 
no further time for debate. 

The SPEAKER pro . The Chair thinks that was merely a 
preliminary statement of the gentleman from Pennsylvania—— 

Mr. CRISP. But the gentleman from Pennsylvania debated the 

tion. 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks that was not intended 
to cut off debate. 

Mr. CRISP. No matter what may have been the intention, the gen- 
tleman from pm be eee tery eee and under the rule, 
the proposition having fore previous question was 
ordered, there can be no debate afterward. o 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I move that the House recede from its 
ment to the amendment of the Senate and agree to the same; and on 
that motion I demand the previous question. 

The SPEAKER pro . That motion is in order. Pending the 
motion of the gentleman Pennsylvania, the gentleman from Ohio 
moves that the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment 
of the Senate and agree tothe same. Upon this motion the gentleman 
from Ohio demands the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is now on the motion 
submitted by the gentleman from Ohio. Does the gentleman desire to 
take the floor? 

ge I wish to say a few words in support of my 
motion. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman is entitled to the floor 
for fifteen minutes. 

Mr. RANDALL, I did not understand that time was claimed. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has submitted a mo- 
tion to recede, and on that the Chair him for fifteen minutes. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, Morrison R. Waite served the 
country ſor a period of almost twelve years as Chief-Justice of the United 
States. When he came to that position he lefta practice at the bar 
that was yielding him an annual income far beyond double the amount 
of the salary of Chief-Justice. When he died he left an estate concen- 
trated simply in the value of a small house in the city of Wash 
and he left his wife and daughter without any income whatever 
the rent of that property. 
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_ _ Chief-Justice Waite might have retired two years before his death. 
Had he done so the Treasury of the United States would have 22000 
him during those two years $20,000, and at the same time 000 
would have been paid to the gentleman who would have succeeded him 

on the bench. 

I have no time and no disposition to argue such a question as this. 
The House of Representatives always pays to the family or ~~ rep- 
resentatives of its deceased members the annual salary for the year 
during which they have died. It seems to me almost incredible that 
a committee of this House should have reported deliberately against 
paying to the family of this distinguished jurist the small sum of money 
carried in this appropriation. 

It may be said that there is no precedent for such a measure as this, 
because there has been ps no case where this same question has 
been made upon the salary of a judge; but the analogy runs through 
all the legislation of Congress. During the present Congress we have 
over and over again paid the whole annual salary of a deceased member 

to his family or legal representatives. At the death of Chief-Justice 
Waite the American people stood in mourning. It is due to the honor 
of the American people, it is due to their national that his wife 
and his family shall not be thrown upon the charities of the world. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the residue of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro t ve. The Chair now recognizes the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL]. 

Mr. RANDALL. I want to be recognized to ask a vote. The time 
is more valuable now for voting than for speaking. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROS- 
VENOR] has reserved the remainder of his time; the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. Cannon] desires now to speak in opposition to the mo- 
tion of the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. S „this amendment gives to the widow 
of Morrison R. Waite, who was Chief: Justice of the United States, over 
$8,000. It is not pleasant for me to stand here to oppose a proposition 
to give to any persons money of which they may stand in need; much 
less is it pleasant for me to stand here and oppose voting money to the 
widow of so good a man and eminent a jurist as was Morrison R. 
Waite. But, although it is unpleasant, I deem it my duty to vote 
against and to oppose the motion of the gentleman from Ohio that the 
House recede from its disagreement to the Senate amendment and 
agree to the same. 

_ There is no law upon the statute-book authorizing this ap 


the loss or saving of $8,000, but whether we shall establish a precedent 
that will give either a year’s salary or a pension to the widows of 
United States judges. It may be, Mr. Speaker, that the time will 
come in this country when the majority will believe that it is politic 
to grant pensions to the survivors of men who held civil positions. I 
believe that time has not yet come, and if it does come, I believe it 
should only be done after public sentiment has demanded it, and after 
it has been deliberately considered and a general law written upon 
your statute-books authorizing it and the amount in each case. 

The gentieman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] well said thatit 
was not a question of an ap . 
to the widow of Mr. Waite, but it involves a new 
know from conversations with him in the „ 2 
where, that FFT have died 
that he has in his mind to place on all fours with the of this 
amendmentif the House shall adopt it, and who ought to be placed 
there under the same circumstances. 

Mr. RANDALL. Certainly, if we enter upon that line at all, all the 
widows of the Federal judges should be placed in the same condition. 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly. 

Wier McMILLIN. D 


r. CANNON. Precisely. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. 2222 wad Speer aa Sees Bema 
doing—paying to the widows of the members and clerks and officials 
of the House, and in one case to the father of one of the clerks of the 
House. You have done exactly in principle what you are condemn- 
Re over and over again. 

r. CANNON. Not at all. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Oh, yes; you paid 2 Wintersmith, 
who happened to be one of our political friends, and your committee 
reported in his favor, and you paid the old man after the death of his 
80) 


n. 
Mr. CANNON. Well, the gentleman from Ohio reserved his time 
and can discuss that matterin his own way. I will merely say 
that it is true that the House of Representatives, which lasts for two 
years, and then goes back and is sent again, or somebody else by the 
ple, has adopted a practice, and it has long been a practice in the 
C t is well that where a 
member dies his representatives shall have his salary forthe remainder 
of his term. It isa custom. It may be right or wrong. Rut it is firmly 
fixed. Much can be said in favor of it, and the precedent is established. 
But we do not mean that you should go to work and establish a new prece- 


dent, fixing a civil- list for all the officers of the Government. United 
Statesjudges are not uponall fours with members of Congress. The ten- 
ure of the member is but twoyears, while the position of a judge is one of 
great honor and of profit both, far beyond the average hout the 
eountry earned asarule by themembersof the profession, letit 
It is an exalted position whose duties are not altogether unpleasant, 
held by men who retire at the age of seventy, with certain compensa- 
tion. I again state that if the civil-list for the United States judges 
and the other civil officers of the Government is established, let it be 
done by a general law after a full discussion and in pursuance of the 
demands of the people; and having said this much I will reserve the 
remainder of my time. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I yield five minutes of the time remaining to 
me to the gentleman from New York [Mr. WHITE]. 

Mr. WHITE, of New York. Mr. S er, we are the richest and 
yet the most niggardly people on the of the globe in reference to 
the treatment of our public servants. If Chief-Justice Waite, who 
stood in his lifetime the peer of any presiding justice of any govern- 
ment on this globe, had been the chief-justice of England he would 
have received £10,000 per annum instead of the $10,500 which we paid 
him. They talk about ‘Jeffersonian simplicity” in regard to these 
matters. I say, sir, the principle should be established beyond any 
question that when a man is called from his avocations to perform duties 
of great responsibility, and which require him to meet the talents and 
the leading men of the eountry at the capital of the nation or else- 
where, placing upon him obligations in regard to the expenditure of 
money which far exceed the small pittance provided for such officials 
as the Chief-Justice of the United States, there onght to be at least 
such liberality in behalf of his family after his death as we extend to 
our own fellow-members when they are gone. 

The gentleman from Illinois says that this is a “‘newdeparture;’’ but 
we have an old departure where we take great care of those who die 
out of a body of three hundred and thirty-three members here, includ- 
ing the Members and Delegates, to say nothing of the doorkeepers and 
clerks and their assistants, for whom such provision is made. 

I say, first, Mr. Speaker, that the judiciary of this country should 
have its salary increased until the amount would enable them to live, 
at least, respectably. It is a niggardly allowance at present. Mr. 
Chief-Justice Waite has passed beyond the reach of this relief; but 
before he went he gave two years of hard toil to this country, which 
saved the Government $21,000, for he could have been retired with 
full pay; and now when we find a man who saved the country this sam 
by continuous service beyond what the law required to be rendered, I 
for one am willing to make the new departure of which gentlemen 
speak, if this is the first case from the Federal judiciary, and I favor 
the adoption of an act which is not only an act of justice to his mem- 
ory but of kindness to his widow. If he had been a general of the 
Army men would have rushed with great acclaim in this Hall, as I 
have seen done over and over again, to give a ion to his widow. 
No ion is sought here; but to the widow of a man who saved the 
country $21,000 by doing the most efficient service when there was no 
demand for him to do it, we stand and higgle in regard to a paltry 
$7,000 or $8,000 for her relief. 

T say to gentlemen if they think the country wants and approves 
of that sort of ni towards men filling exalted public positions 
with meager salaries, that they mistake the good sense and liberal 
heart of the people of the United States. They do not want that kind 
of economy; and I repeat if we are to make a new departure which is 
to embrace the nine Federal judges, we have the old departure which 
embraces three hundred and thirty-three members of this body as a 
precedent for it; and I say make the new departure. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Ohio has four 


remaining. 3 3 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I yield two minutes to my colleague [Mr. BUT- 
TERWORTH]. 

Mr. B RTH. Mr. Speaker, no man ever sat upon the 
Supreme Bench of the United States who had a place nearer the hearts 
of his countrymen than Chief-Justice Waite. He was so clear in his 
great office that he challenged the confidence and respect of all the 


poopie of his country. 


position he eccupied devolved upon him social and other duties out- 
side of his judicial office which entailed expense far beyond his ability 
to meet them with the salary he received. When he died, by reason 
of overwork, he died with the harness on; and, as my friend from New 
York [Mr. WHITE] said, he had saved to the "Treasury of the United 
States by performing labor himself which he might have devolved 
upon others the sum of $21,000. And this devotion to duty cost Chief- 
Justice Waite his life. 

My friends, the judiciary is the rock upon which the waves of fac- 
tional strife and discord will break eventually. It will be found to be 
the rock of our salvation if the time of civil strife ever comes; and if 
there is a branch of the Government that we should cherish it is the 


Chief-Justice Waite left his family comparatively nothing. It is no 


mere charity to grant the small sum proposed in the pending amend- 


ment to his widow. It is scant justice. It is not a simple tribute to 
his memory, but is paid as a measure of just compensation for the 


eminent and distinguished services of her husband. 
It is not a dangerous precedent, I will say to my friend from Illinois 


[Mr. Cannon]. If a case like this arises again we can meet it. Let 
us hope that a proper sense of justice to eminent public servants for 
conspicuous usefulness in the office of Chief-Justice of the Supreme 
Court of the United States will secure such increase of salary as will 
remove all probability of such a case as we are considering occurring 
again in a century. 

This House can pay no greater tribute to itself than to vote the sum 
proposed to the widow of Chief-Justice Waite. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The gentleman from Illinois has stated that 
there is no precedent in this country for this. Let me call his atten- 
tion to the fact, and of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, that Edwin 
M. Stanton, who was appointed a justice of the Supreme Court, and 
who never qualified except upon his death-bed, was paid a year’s sal- 
ary as a judge. 

Again, Chief-Justice Waite was authorized by law to have employed 
a stenographer during the last years of bis service. He paid to this 
Government $20,000 by employing his own private secretary, and never 
made a charge against the Government for it. And we have this spec- 
tacle now of the great American nation turning out of her house, in the 
first year after his death, the widow of the great Chief-Justice of the 
United States, so that she can buy bread with the rental of the home- 
stead of the Chief-Justice. Oh, what a pitiful spectacle. There have 
been five Chief-Justices during the current century. In a hundred 
years we have had but five Chief-Justices of the United States, and the 
gentleman from Illinois says that is virtually establishing a civil pen- 
sion-list in this country. It is not a pension-list. 

This is to do what we would do for the wife and children of the gen- 
tleman from Illinois if he should die to-day, This does what we do in 
the case of the death of one of our members. I appeal to the Congress 
of the United States, are you willing that the wife and child of your 
‘Chief-Justice shall live upon public charity or to go to the home of 
friends for a living? 

Mr. CANNON. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Kansas 
(Mr. Ryan]. 

Mr. RYAN. I do not think we have any evidence that justifies the 
statement that has been made that the widow of the late Chief-Justice 
is in the impoverished condition which has been represented by the gen- 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR]. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I have just recently been informed by the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. Cox] that the widow has left her house 
in order to get the rental for her support. 

Mr. RYAN. Oh, but in my judgment we must legislate here upon 
a broader and more substantial basis than mere sympathy. We are 
engaged here in a new departure. There is no precedent for this. Ap- 
peals have been made to the fact that a custom has grown up in Congress 
of paying the families of deceased members a year’ssalary. That is not 
aprecedent. Ido not even say that that is justified. It is a very different 
thing to make an allowance for the payment of a year’s salary extra 
to the family of a member of Congress who comes here and dies, from 
what it is to pay a year’s salary extra to one who holds a lifetime posi- 
tion. A member of Congress comes here to attend to his public duties, 
leaving his business behind. He comes here only for a day as it were, 
and when he comes here and dies away from home, necessarily sustain- 
ing considerable expense, there is some reason why his family should 
have the year’s salary extra. Butin this case, I wish to ask gentle- 
men upon what principle, if we adopt this amendment, shall we deny 
it to the whole of the Federal judiciary ? 

I revere the memory of the late Chief-Justice, who was a great jur- 
ist and a pure man; but so are all the other members of the Supreme 
Court. I know of no greater jurist in this country or in any other 
country, I know of no purer man, than Justice Miller. Shall we vote 
for this and deny it to his widow, should Mrs. Miller survive him? 
Shall we vote it and deny it to the families of other members of the Su- 

reme Court? Shall we vote this and deny it to the widow of Judge 
errick? Shall we vote this and deny it to the widows of other Fed- 
eral judges? If you can appeal to the fact that the family of a deceased 
member of Congress is paid one year’s extra salary to justify this, can 
you not, if you vote this amount, appeal to it as a precedent to vote a 
year’s salary to every official in the land? 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. That is what it means. 

Mr. RYAN. That is what it means. We have gone far enough in 
this questionable legislation. There is no more desirable position than 
a lifetime position and it isourduty, if those who occupy that kind of 
position, are too poorly paid to properly sustain themselves and leave 
their widows and children provided for, at once to raise theirsalaries, and 
not adopt this questionable means of providing for their widows and 
children after they are gone. By this means we are tending toward a 
policy of class legislation which, in my judgment, is alarming, and it 
is time it was checked. 

Mr. CANNON. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from Tennes- 
see [Mr. MCMILLIN]. ° 
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Mr. GROSVENOR. Will not the gentleman from Illinois let me . 
just make a statement? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROS- 
VENOR] is not in order. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I am simply asking the gentleman to let me 
call the attention of the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. RYAN] to cer- 
tain facts, 

Mr. CANNON, If the House will grant the additional time, I will 
more SPEAKER 

e pro tempore. The timeof the gentleman from Kan- 
sas [Mr. Ryan] has expired. ty 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Iwason my feet and simply sought to be treated 
gentlemanly by the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. CANNON. Not out of the time; I wish to say that the gentle- 
man has been treated gentlemanly, and it does not come with a good 
grace from him to say to the contrary. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, in the one hundred years of our 
constitutional history that is closing there has been no instance of a 
payment like this, although Justice Waite was the fifth Chief-Justice 
of the United States, and the salaries in the beginning were less than 
they are now. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] has said 
that Chief-Justice Waite retained office after the time when he might 
have been retired. That is true; but the same is true of other judges 
who are now upon the bench, and I wish to know whether it is pro- 
posed that when those judges die their widows shall have a year’s pay 
given to them upon the same ground upon which it is proposed to make 
this appropriation? No manadmires Judge Waite’s ability more than 
I do; no one more his integrity; no one would more gladly do anything 
that would ameliorate the condition of his family; but the rule of this 
Government has been, and the rule should be to the end, to pay what- 
ever salary is necessary to support the official and then not to enter upon 
class legislation by way of giving largesses out of the Treasury when 
they come to Congress and, by family influences or other influences, 
ciamar 5 we yd 5 

e A pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. CANNON. I believe I have three 5 remaining. me 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has two minutes. 

Mr. CANNON, I intended to yield one minute to the gentleman 
from New Jersey [Mr. McAnoo], but not seeing that gentleman in his 
seat, I yield the time to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. JACK- 


sox]. 

Mr. JACKSON. Mr. Speaker, I think there is a broad distinction 
that fairly may be drawn between pensions given for military service 
and pensions in civil life, and I am not willing that this debate shall 
take the course it has taken without calling attention to that distinction. 
The generation around me well remember the time, from 1861 to 1865, 
when men who hesitated to risk the privations and severe service 
of the field, and shrunk from facing leaden rain and iron hail, were 
glad to take civil positions. The distinction as to kind of service was 
well drawn then, and the distinction, sir, is one that I think should 
always be drawn when you consider the question of pensions. Our 
Government is founded upon the principle of equality, so far as rights 
and privileges are concerned, and it is not proper that we should at 
this day or at any other undertake to build up a line of civil pensions. 

In the ordinary and usual course civil positions, whether legislative, 
judicial, or executive, are solicited, applied for, and sought for by 
reason of the distinction and advantages that accompany them. Men 
desire them on their own account and for the gratification of receiving 
and holding them. This is the light in which they are held when the 
affairs of government are taking their common and wonted course. 
Men are never compelled to accept civil office; it is always a matter of 
choice. Military service is the very reverse. If not offered volunta- 
rily the Government compels it. 

Instead of bringing ease, personal comfort, and adyan as civil 
positions do, it brings danger, toil, suffering, exposure, disability, and 
death as its common and usual rewards. Only the bravest andstrong- 
est can accept it. In time of war men seek civil positions frequently 
for the very purpose of avoiding military duty. Examples of this 
kind in our late war were not uncommon. 

I believe the South, where enthusiasm for the war had by long years 
of nourishment been raised to the highest point, had plenty of people 
of this kind; that with them civil positions were highly prized by cer- 
tain classes of their people who wanted to appear true to the Confed- 
eracy, and who also had a wholesome dread of bullets. 

My recollection is, our Southern friends coined a word for civil po- 
sitions in those days, and they called them bomb-proofs.’”) 

Far be it from me to throw discredit on distinguished civil services. 
Men in such positions have served their day and generation with signal 
ability and been the benefactors of their race. That is true of all po- 
sitions in life from the highest to the lowest. Ifthe heart is right a 
man can serve his fellow-men and do good no matter where he is placed. 
In fact for opportunity to do good there is but little difference in the 
positions in which our lots are cast. It more depends upon the char- 
acter of the man himself. 

Mr. Speaker, I enter here and now my protest and objection to the 
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Government of the United States creating a civil pension-list. This 
appropriation tends in that direction and Iam opposed to it. If there 
are precedents, which I hardly think has been shown, better not follow 
them. Ihave, during my time as a memberof this House, favored liberal 
appropriations for public works, public buildings, and the Post-Office 
and otherservices ofthe Government. Many of the men in subordinate 
and most laborious positions in the Government service are poorly and 
inadequately paid; but I must say that in my judgment the higher po- 
sitions in our civil service are well enough paid. The pay and emolu- 
inents of civil office ought to be large enough to comfortably support 
the incumbent and family, but they oughtnot to be so large that they 
would be sought after for the money. A man who proposes to devote 
himself to public life should not expect it to be the means of his becom- 
ing rich. I believe that men on as good salaries as we pay our higher 
officers ought not only to live comfortably, but should save some. 

Pensions for military service are only justified on the ground of the 
extraordinary character of the service. Liſe is offered and frequently 
given. The service very usually means a loss of comfort and health. 
It means the acceptance of wounds, disease, anddeath. Some unusual 
reward should be reserved for men who will render such service. To 
induce men to render it they should hope for some distinction, some 
recompense that the occupants of places of comfort and ease do not 
have. : 

I yield to no man in my admiration for the distinguished Chief-Jus- 
tice in whose memory and in behalf of whose family this relief is asked. 
Not only that, but I go further and say that the judiciary of the whole 
country is entitled to honor for the purity with which it has maintained 
its position in all the history of our Government. To maintain it in 
this position is the anchor of our political safety. Pensions and dona- 
tions to the judges and their families is not necessary to do this. I 
want the distinction to be broadly drawn and clearly borne in mind 
that a military pension is given to a man for having risked his life 
while a civil pension is not. 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. CANNON. [I yield the remainder of my time to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL]. 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, we ought to recollect that the judges 
of the Supreme Court of the United States, after ten years’ service, if 
seventy years old, have the right to retire upon full pay, and when 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. WHITE] suggests that there has 
been any niggardliness in that connection, I want to say, in reply, that 
there are no persons in this country holding official positions who have 
been so liberally dealt with as the judges of the Supreme Court of the 
United States. If this proposed policy in connection with the judges 
is to be entered upon, there are other cases that should be provided for 
as promptly and as liberally as the widow of Chief-Justice Waite. 

Mr. WHITE. Let us do it, then. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has ex- 
pired. The time allowed for debate has expired. The question is on 
the motion made by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] that 
the House recede from its disagreement to the Senate amendment and 
concur in the same; upon which the previous question has been ordered. 

The House divided on the motion to recede; and there were—ayes 
67, noes 103. : 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I call for the yeas and nays. 

Several MEMBERS. Oh, no. 

Mr. GROSVENOR withdrew the call. 

So the motion of Mr. GROSVENOR that the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate and agree to the same 
was rejected. : 

The motion of Mr. RANDALL that the House insist on its disagree- 
ment was agreed to. 

Mr. RANDALL moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was to. ii 

Mr. RANDALL. I now ask that we take up Senate amendment 
No. 197. 

‘The amendment was read, as follows: 


On page 76, after line 16, insert the following: 
“Sxo.3. That in order to orae additional accommodations for the Govern- 


ereinafter provided, the 
real estate in square No. 624 of the city of Was n, lying 


alley running from G street to Jackson alley; shall be closed and used for the 
aforesaid ag come 

That for the purpose ofacquiring said real estate the said board may purchase 
the same, or any part thereof, from the owner or owners; and if the said board 
shall be unable so to p thesame, or any part or parts thereof, at a price 
that, in their opinion, is reasonable, they may institute legal proceedings for the 


condemnation thereof in the manner provided forin section 2 of this act. 


Mr. RANDALL. The committee recommend that the House insist 
on its disagreement to this amendment. We do not think that this 


is the proper manner of purchase. I hope that the House will take a 
vot without further debate. 

‘The question being taken, the House insisted on its non-coneurrence 
in the amendment of the Senate. 

Mr. RANDALL moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. RANDALL, I move that the House request a further confer- 
ence with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair appoints as conferees on the part of the 
House at the. further conference the same gentlemen heretofore ap- 
pointed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. BLOUNT. I now desire to make a report from a conference com- 
mittee on the Post-Office appropriation bill. 

The SPEAKER. There isalready a conference report pending—the 
report submitted by the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Crisp] on the 
interstate-commerce bill. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Task my colleague to yield to me for a moment in 
order that this matter may be disposed of. 

Mr. CRISP. As this is an appropriation bill, I yield. 

POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The following conference report (submitted by Mr. BLOUNT) was 
read: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 12490) making appropriations 
for the service of the Post-Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1890, and for other purposes, having met, after full and free conference have 

to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 1 and 7. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Sen- 
ate numbered 2, 3, 4. 5, 6, and 9, and agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 8, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike out 
from said amendment the following words: ‘Payable out of this appropria- 
tion;“ and the Senate agree to the same. 

JAMES H. BLOUNT. 


ALEXANDER M. DOCKERY, 
HENRY H. BINGHAM, 
Managers on the part of the House, 
P. B. PLUMB. 
W. B. ALLISON, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


The following statement, submitted in accordance with the rule, was 
read: 


The conferees on the part of the House respectfully report that they have 
agreed to the accompanying conference report, and herewith submit their ac- 
tion to the House: 

he effect of the action of the conferees on Senate amendment numbered 1 
is to strike out of the classification of clerks in first and second class post-offices 
super intendents of weighers of second-class matter.” 

The citect of Senate amendment numbered 2 is to repeal all acts and parts of 
acts in conflict with the classification provisions of the bill. 

The effect of Senate amendments numbered 3, 4, and 5 is to increase the ap- 

ropriation for rent, light, and fuel, for first and second class fices, $10,000. 

he object of this is to pay for the rent of city post-office at Washington, D. O., 
and branch post-office on Capitol Hill, in the city of Washington, the latter not 
to exceed the sum of $900 per annum, 

The sixth amendment of the Senate limitsthe amount for the use of any third- 
class post-office for rent to a sum not to exceed $400, and for fuel and lights not 
to exceed $60 in any one year. 

The effect of the agreement on Senate amendment numbered 7 is to leave the 
3 for the free- delivery service for the next fiscal year ending June 

1890, at the amount fixed by the House, to wit, the sum of $8,000,000. 

The effect of the agreement to Senate amendment numbered 8 is to allow the 
Postmaster-General to make contracts for the necessary supplies for the free- 
delivery service for a term not exceeding four years, but limiting payments 
under the same to the amount appropriated for each fiscal year for such supplies, 

The ninth amendment of the Senate provides that the Postmaster-General 
may, in his discretion, withdraw the fund for necessary and special facilities on 
trunk lines—not only the whole, but any portion thereof—from any railroad 
bere ped when in his judgment the public interests require it. 

of which is respectfully submitted. 
JAMES H. BLOUNT, 


ALEX. M. DOCKERY, 
HENRY H. BINGHAM, 
Conferees on the part of the House. 


Mr. BLOUNT. Task the previous question on the adoption of this 


report. 

he revious question was ordered. 

The EPEAKER. There are now thirty minutes for debate. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from Georgia. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Task fora vote. 

Mr. PETERS. I did not understand the report exactly in regard to 
the limitation of the allowance for fuel and light in third-class offices. 
Is that limited ? 

Mr. BLOUNT. It is limited. 
the Senate amendment. 

Mr. PETERS. Is there a limit as to the amount that may be ex- 
pended for clerk-hire in third-class offices? 

Mr. BLOUNT. None except the amount of the appropriation; that 
is always a limit, 

Mr. PETERS, Then there is no limitation agreed upon as to the 
amount that may be expended in any one office so far as clerk-hire is 


concerned ? 
Mr. BLOUNT. Not at all. 


The House conſerees have agreed to 
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Mr. HOLMAN, IfIunderstood this report correctly, the only change 
made in regard to the classification of salaries is a provision for the re- 
peal of any law that may conflict with that classification. 

Mr. BLOUNT. That is all. 

Mr. COX. Idid not understand distinetly from the reading whether 
there had been any additional appropriation made for letter-carriers in 
connection with the free-delivery system. 

Mr. BLOUNT. The Senate receded from their amendment; and the 
report leaves the bill in that respect as it left the House. 

Mr. COX. Then the report embodies substantially the House bill 
in that regard? 

Mr. BLOUNT. That is so. : 

The question being taken, the report of the committee of conference 
was agreed to. 

Mr. BLOUNT moved to reconsider the vote by which the report was 
agreed to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
agreement to the report of the committee of conference on the disagree- 
ing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the 
bill (H. R. 11651) making appropriations to provide for the expenses of 
the government of the District of Columbia for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1890, and for other purposes. 

It also announced agreement to amendments of the House to bills of 
the following titles: 

A bill (S. 2886) granting increase of pension to Joseph B. Sellers; and 

A bill (S. 3818) for the establishment of a light-house and fog-signal 
at Old Orchard Shoal,in Princess Bay, New York, and for other pur- 


It also announced that the Senate had passed a bill (S. 283) to amend 
sections 2474 and 2475 of the Revised Statutes of the United States 
setting apart a certain tract of land lying near the headwaters of the 
Yellowstone Riveras a public park; in which concurrence was requested. 

It also announced the return to the House of the bill (S. 308) for the 
relief of Faran & McLean. 


INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMISSION. 


Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, I wantto say a word or two to the House 
about this report and seek to make the discussion as short as possible. 
My friend from Iowa [Mr. ANDERSON] may want time. How much 
time does he want? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. I should like an hour. I know it is 
late in the day and late in the session. I want an hour in which to 
be heard. 

Mr. DUNN. I hope gentlemen will allow me to put through a little 
conference report. 

Several MEMBERS. Let the gentleman from Iowa print. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. I may not take an hour. I am not sure. 
I have not measured myself in an oratorical way like my friend from 
Georgia, and do not know exactly how much time I may need. Per- 
haps I shall not take up more than twenty minutes, ifI may have per- 
mission to print in the RECORD. 

Several MEMBERS. You can have that now. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the gentlemen having leave 
to extend their remarks or to print remarks on this conference report 
in the RECORD? 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

Mr. CRISP. I will divide the time with the gentleman from Iowa, 
and that is fair enough. I will give him the largest half. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. I move that the House take a recess 
until 5 o'clock. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. What time has been given for debate on this 
question? ` 

The SPEAKER. There has been no agreement as to debate, and 
the debate will proceed until the previous question is ordered or some 
arrangement is made. 

Mr. CRISP. I will agree to yield forty minutes to the gentleman. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. I have no disposition to detain the 
House. I may not want more than twenty minutes. 

Mr. CRISP. How much time does the gentleman from Ohio want? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Fifteen or twenty minutes, if opportunity be 
allowed to extend my remarks in print. 

Mr. CRISP. That has been agreed to already. We can accommo- 
date this matter; and I will occupy as little time as possible in the 
pending case. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will proceed. 

Mr. CRISP. I should like to have the attention of the House for a 
few moments so that members may understand the effect of this con- 
ference report and why it is made. The House will remember that the 
Senate passed originally a bill to amend the interstate-commerce act. 
Th» Honse of Representatives amended that bill in several respects. It 
went to conference. The conferees on the part of the two Houses made 
a lu, tial agreement, which was reported to the House. The House rati- 


fied the agreement and approved the action of the House conferees in 
refusing to recede from two House amendments. Those two House 
amendments are, one in relation to the transportation of oil in barrels 
and tank-cars, and the other in relation to conferring on State courts 
concurrent jurisdiction with the United States courts to hear and de- 
termine all causes arising under the interstate-commerce act. 

I was myself earnestly in favor of both of these amendments, and 
am still in favor of them. The Senate a second time has rejected these 
two amendments, and we are placed in this position: Shall we accept 
the Senate bill without these amendments, or shall we insist on the two 
amendments and thus defeat for this session any amendment to the 
interstate-commerce law? 

Mr. Speaker, while I was in doubt as to what recommendation I 
should make to the House in that regard the conferees received from 
the Interstate Commerce Commission a communication which I ask the 
Clerk to read. I ask the attention of the House to this communica- 
tion, as it largely influenced our action. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
INXERSTATR COMMERCE COMMISSION 
Washington, February 23, 1880. 
To the In Commerce Committee of the Senate and the Committee on Commerce 


terstate 
5 8 a of Representatives, or the joint conference committee upon Senate bill 
0, 2851: 

GENTLEMEN: The Interstate Commerce Commission feels constrained by a 
sense of public duty to respectfully present for your consideration a brief state- 
ment of reasons why the present session of Congress should not be permitted 
to close without the enactment of the pending amendments to the act to — 
late commerce extending the provisions of the section to joint 
8 Fes notice vt proposed reductions of rates, imposing a penalty upon 

raw y shippers, etc, 

Section 6 of the act is the one which lies at the foundation of the administra- 
tive enforcementofthelaw. It requires the establishment of sched: 


fares, and cha 
printed and posted for public inspection; and it forbids the charge of a higher 
or lower rate for the transportation of passengers or property than the rate speci- 
This section, however, clearly e Sng between two kinds of tariffs; one 
er the joint tariff. The tariff of single 

thereto are clear 


ion. 

Interstate traffic by rail, however, is principally carried upon joint tariffs 
agreed upon by one or more lines o g continuous routes. y single 
roads and systems are interstate of themselves; but in the case, for 3 ol 


States is carried upon what are properly termed joint tariffs; and the samo is 
true 3 the long-distance commerce which the act was especially in- 
ten o ate. 

The jolas tariff, as the law now stands, is treated very briefly; the only direct 
provision for its regulation is found in the latter clauses of section 6, and they 
simply require that joint tariffs shall be filed with the commission, which may 
direct them to be made publicin its discretion. 

A tariff which is only required to be in the office of the commission 
affords little information to the public or to com: carriers; and in practice 
this requirement has tended to afford opportunity for the manipulation of rates 
and frequent changes in rates rather than to check those evils. 

Nor would the . end so long as 
eee e subject to be increased or decreased without notice. There is 

ittle practical value 2 when absolute uncertainty is an added factor; 
it would be trivial to advertise a rate that may be varied from at pleasure. 

Such a construction of the law is claimed os eran eee the argument in 
its favor is so strong that the regulation of joint rates can not be efficiently en- 
forced until the amendments are 


weight of the barrels as well as u 
lines from another city, and all 
to be sugar at the we 

of packages. The result was confusion and loss of confidence oe the car- 
riers, coupled with uncertainty and among shippers by differ- 
ent lines and from different points. Alth the margin was a narrow one it 
was maps to control the traffic, and the jobbing houses of the interior became 


justly alarmed. 

— — greater or I — — — rate, 560 
charging a or less sum e and the 
erly have been placed at once in the hands of the United States attorneys 
but for the fact that the business in question was on through 
br joint rates, and joint tariffs are not now clearly within the protection of the 

W. 
Again, grain rates have been recently the erage were 


pulations in many 
quarters. Arrangements are by which a rate from an initial 
point to an intermediate junction point is th a through rate from 
eee daca ge n to the ultimate terminal. The result is a re- 
uction 


ut public notice 
interested, forms 
traffic by 


to th 
e per eee. eno e UN a 
and n charges, beneficial tothe 
e where. In mites Ciia aaa „ s 
ee ee on of joint tariffs the statute is deprived of a great part 
usefumess. 
1 —W—W—WWW——————— Sen te: IEE 
words: 
* in such published rates, fares, or charges shall only be made after 
three days’ ee eee aE pa EE AE EE E E y heed 
ven. 
shown upon joint tariffs, except after ten days’ notice 
2 the to be made 


an advance in rates must 
rates, fares, and 
to the commission, which shall plainly state 
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5 JFF 
into effect. 


common ca! riar 
“It shall be unlawful for receive from a Sees en party to any joint to 
demand, collect, or rece’ 
compensation for 
in connection therewith, 
Sa named thereon, than is s; in the schedule filed with the com- 
mission in force at the time. 


“The 5 may determine and prescribe the form in which the sched- 
by this suai $0 ba ewes Goon to publia e mtn A 
eee ged, and may change the form from time to 
oun en 
The 55 of the immediate passage of these amendments can not be too 


Another amendment is designed to provide for the punishment of shippers who 
fraudulently procure preference in transportation. The commission 3 fre- 
quently urged the importance of this provision, and its suggestions have 
re- enſo by petitions from leading commercial organizations and . —— 
men in all parts of the country. 

Two cases of underbilling have been investigated during the 8 month. 
be b chit) Poagd f grain an 30,000 pocnds, K fread which, F nob detested, 

pounds of grain as pounds, a wi 
would have saved him $27.67 in freight, In the other a car-load ship 3 
a series of short weights from a weigh - master in charge of the company’s scales; 
. line upon two ear- only would have been $45.99. One shipper 


MEI you can figure any way to get around the ‘American Street Yard Seales’ 
> an d be glad to work something your way; or have you any country points 
acy ri poor moi elphia and Reading road that can be worked?“ 

“We think it would be a wise prossusion on yout park to pay thet ht your- 
selves on these cars we are shipping underbilled so that the trad not get 
on to it and make a stink as they did on a former oceasion; if poet 
thing mum, and the railroads do not find it out, we can do you some and 


The representative of a lead commercial organization writes as follows: 

“There is no doubt in my mind that if Congress adjourns without passing 
Senate bill No. 2851, underbilling and all frauds will be more rife than ever be- 
fore. I do hope that you will be able to secure the adoption of this law. If it 
fails to pass every decent or self-respecting man might as well go out of the 


business.“ 

Other im t modifications are contained in the amendments which have 
been a concurred in by both Houses of Congress. They are believed to 
be 8 , and therefore no further comment them need be 
made than to sa: they affect constitutional and practical questions relating 
to the work of commission in the enforcement of the law. 


The efficiency of the nistration of the act to regulate commeree is most 
deeply involved in the pending measure. 
See M. COOLEY, 
W. R. MORRISON. 
l SCHOONMAKER. 
W. L. BRAGG. 
ALDACE F. WALKER. 

Mr. CRISP. Iwant to add to the reasons stated by the commission 
one other. One House amendment to the Senate bill has been agreed 
upon in conference which in the judgment of many of the friends of 
the law to te interstate commerce is of great importance to the 
perfection of the law and its practical working. That amendment re- 
quires the Interstate Commerce Commission, wherever it is developed 
before them that there has been a violation of the law on the part of a 
common carrier, to notify the district attorney of the proper court hav- 
ing jurisdiction to hearand determine cases said carrier of such 
violation of law, and it further requires said district attorney to prose- 
cute the carrier for such violation. Under the law as it now stands no 
such duty is devolved upon the commission nor upon the United States 
district atto: 

DA A ROGERS. Will the gentleman permit me to interrupt him to 
ask in whose name is the tion conducted and for whose benefit? 

Mr. CRISP. There is no express provision in this amendment as to 
that. The original law, as I recollect, permits any person to sue for a | in 
violation of the law; that is, to bring a civil action Bree eee time 
interest in itor not. But my friend understands that the purpose of 
this amendment is to secure an indictment for a violation of the law. 

Mr. ROGERS. It is a criminal prosecution, then? 

Mr. CRISP. Tes. 

Mr. ROGERS. Thatis proper. Let me ask the gentleman further, 
does the amendment to the bill consider the question of regulating the 
express companies, or has the conference considered that question? 

a CRISP. The conference report does not take up that question 
at all. 

Now, tosum up the advantage of passing the bill as amended, it 
may be said that there is at present no law requiring the publication 
of joint tariff rates. Most of the Southern, Western, and Eastern 
freights pass over a great many different railroads from the time they 
leave their point of lading until they are discharged at the termination 
of their journey. In the original act there is no provision requiring a 
publication of these joint tariffs. There is no limitation upon the car- 
riers’ right to such rates whenever they see fit to do so. 


Under the present bill ten days’ notice must be given of an increase 
and three days’ notice of a decrease in such rates. 
Another important point is the punishment of the shipper as well as 
the railroad for underbilling; and in the communication which was read 
by the Clerk the commission cite two cases which have appeared before 
them in evidence within the last month, where by collusion between 


pict S per and the railroad agent the shipper has decidedly the advan- 
every other shipper from that point by reason of underbilling 


ow, Mr. Speaker, I have felt as a friend of the law, as a man having 
confidence in the commission, that it was not right, whatever my own 
convictions might be as to the propriety and importance of the two 
House amendments, to stand in the way of amendments which the In- 
terstate Commerce Commission say in their letter are essential to the 
satisfactory execution of the law. . 

Mr. ROGERS. Will my friend state on that point to which he has 
just referred whether the conference report has taken consideration of 
any measure to reach employés of the railroad companies who enter into 
= transactions in violation of the law as well asthe companies them- 

ves? 

Mr. CRISP. We think there is power to reach them. I reserve the 
remainder of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. MCCREARY in the chair). The 
gentleman has consumed twelve minutes. 

Mr. CRISP. I yield forty minutes to my friend from Iowa [Mr. 
ANDERSON] and request him if he does not occupy it all to give it back 
to me. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I regret very much as a 
member of this conference committee that I could not agree fo the re- 
port the committee has made. My difference in this report with my 
colleagues is radical, and I desire to state to this House, and as briefly 
as possible, the reason for my action, and it is simply based upon an 
entire want of confidence in the commissioner system as it is applied 
to the management and control of the railroad system of this country. 

It is true that there are many, at least that there are several, good 
things in these amendments as the report now stands; but the very 
trouble, the very difficulty with the whole question has been and is 
that there has been no administration of the law as it has existed from 
the beginning. The railroad management of this country is diseased 
and has been from its earliest stages, and the great difficulty in the 
management of the railroad system of the country is to be found in the 
total absence of common honesty. 

I do not make a grave and serious charge like that without under- 
standing fully the import of the language and the necessity there is or 
supporting it with abundant and sufficient proof. It is not only amat- 
ter of common notoriety throughout the country that these railroads 
have so managed their business as not only to demoralize it, but that 
they have managed it in such a way as to corrupt and sap the founda- 
tions of all honor in commercial enterprises throughout the length and 
breadth of this country, 

I disagreed with my colleagues for the reason chiefly, to state it 
briefly, that they have receded, as they have done time and again, from 
a proposition that has passed this House at least five times, to confer 
on local and home courts under this law jurisdiction to determine the 
liti cases that arise. I think that there has been quite enough 

asking for bread and giving a stone policy in this House in ref- 
erence to this matter, and there has been quite enough dictation with 
reference to the action of this House concerning all corporate questions 
from the other end of this Capitol. I think it is time that this House, 
sir, arises in its dignity and defends its own rights, and especially in 
reference to these great questions in regard to which it hasso long sub- 
missively yielded to the dictates of another body. 

Now, I want, sir, to submit some authorities in reference to the dis- 
honest and corrupt manner in which the railway system of this coun- 
try is managed, for two reasons: first, to show you that it is inherent 
and wor Saat peat ten the Con tae and secondly, that it has not 

FFC the system, but that it has 

uring the last two years to an alarming extent not withstand- 

28 interstate- commerce law and the great and august tribunal 
that i is supposed to be administering it. 

And in this connection, and parenthetically, as it were, I want ” 
call this House’s attention and that of the country to the fact that 
charges have been lodged against the Interstate eee ee ee 
here in this House in reference to its action in connection with a railroad 
meeting; that is, the meeting of railroad presidents of the country, 
which many of the best lawyers of this country think was an unlawful 
assembly, for the reason that it came together to agree to do an unlaw- 
ful thing. When grave and serious charges, reflecting on the official 
integrity of these men, were lodged in this House it went out on a 
question of no raised by the gentleman from New York in the 
interest of Wall street and the law-breaking highwaymen of this coun- 
try, and yet we find this commission swift, without invitation, sending 
to this House a written letter of instruction to members as to how they 
should vote. 

Yet in this connection this same gentleman undertook to arraign the 
district that I represent as being a district of communists and anar- 
chists, while the exact truth is that he was speaking for that class of 
law-breakers in this country which is above all other classes of law- 
breakers. I want to read you saan heey. M and it is a great authority. 
mit e na saa authority than Charles Francis Adams, one of the origi- 

nal members of the Massachusetts board of railroad commissioners, 
afterwards Government director of the Union Pacific Railroad, and now 
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its president. I want to read you an authority from him delivered 
twenty years ago with reference to the conduct of these railroad com- 
panies. I read from the North American Review, volume 112, 1871, at 
page 40: 

The power of these cre aco in the hands of corrupt men as a disturbing 
and degrading influence in our politics and the crying abuses so notorious in 
the internal administration of corporate affairs have of late occasioned no in- 
considerable degree of public solicitude, 

And they are to-day creating no little degree of public solicitude. 

Examples of both descriptions of evil referred to are always at hand, and the 
year just past has been peculiarly prolific of them. Certain instances, how- 
ever— 

Now, I want to invite the attention of the House and the country to 
what follows, as to how all this country, and especially the ordinary 
modern statesman, think in reference to the trespasses and sins of 
these high-handed, law-breaking highwaymen— 
pall by force of repetition; certain men succeed in acquiring a pre-eminence 
in infamy which actually destroys their value for purposes of illustration. The 
world grows weary of hearing them. 

Just as many and many a fellow-member around me has grown 
weary of hearing these things, and when a man arises and addresses 
himself to the House on the control of the American public highways, 
the greatést question that there is in this country, he finds the mem- 
bers here on this floor all around him ready to turn away and sneer 
that he is treading on forbidden ground, and to use a pugilistic phrase, 
striking a blow below the belt.“ 

The frauds and ou in the Erie management, for instance, have per- 
haps been dwelt upon nauseam, Not that justice has been, or, outside of a 
prison door, well can be done to their perpetrators, but nothing implicating 
them cun longer excite surprise. 

That is the point I wish to call the attention of the country to es- 
pecially. They have gone on from crime to crime until they can no 
longer excite surprise. 

From the leading criminals themselves to the counsel who revel in their dirty 
work, these men have now wrought all the discredit they can on everything 
with which they lived in contact from American credit down to the New York 
bar. It is therefore hardly worth while to go on with the contribution of an- 
other year of their long bead-roll of offenses. 

That is as it stood, Mr.Speaker and members of this House, in 1871, 
according to the very highest authority. Now, I want to turn from 
this authority at that time to the same authority again after many 
years and abundant experience, and after we have had two years of 
this Interstate Commerce Commission and the law that is said to be so 
efficient. But I want to say here that the trouble is not now with the 
law to such an extent as it is with the administration of the law. Let 
us refer now again to this distinguished authority upon railway man- 
agement, when, on the 15th day of December last, at the Commercial 
Club of Boston, he again spoke with reference to this matter, and, after 
a few preliminaries, said: 

‘That the general railroad situation of this couutry is at present unsatisfactory 
is apparent. Stockholders are complaining, directors are bewildered, bankers 
are frightened; yet that the interstate-commerce act is in the main rı nsible 
for all these acts remains to be proved. In my opinion the difficulty is far more 
deep-seated and radical. 

Now listen to what he says the difficulty is: 


In plain words, it does not lie in any act of legislation, State or national, but 
it does lie in the covetousness, in the want of good faith, and the low moraltone 
of those in whose hands the management of the railroad system now is; ina 
word, in the absence— 


It will be seen that I have used the identical expression that he uses 


here 


in the absence among them of any high standard of commercial honor. These 
are strong words, and yet as the result of a personal experience stretching over 
nearly twenty years, I make bold to say that they are not so strong as the occa- 
sion would justify. 

This is no crank who is speaking, gentlemen; this is no member of 
this House who has broken in here by virtue of the votes of anarchists 
or communists. This testimony comes from Charles Francis Adams, 
of illustrious ancestry, from Boston and the Common—one who has 
heard the old town-clock strike. 

He proceeds: 

The railroad system of this country, especially of the region west of Chicago 
is to-day managed on principles which, unless a change of heart occurs, an 
that soon, must inevitably lead to financial disaster of a most serious kind, 
There is among the lines com ng that system an utter disregard of the funda- 
mental ideas of truth, fair play, and fair dealing which lie at the foundation not 
only of Christian faith but of civilization itself. With them thereis but onerule, 
that many years ago put by Wadsworth into the mouth of Rob Roy: 

The simple rule, the good old plan, 
That he shall t. who has the power, 
And he shall keep who can, 


Mr. Speaker, literally, highwaymen are to-day managing the high- 
ways of this country, and they are absolutely, recklessly, wantonly, in 
i 55 of law, even of the o ie laws of their existence as well as 
those enacted for their control, dominating in every industry in this 
country, 

Go hvala plant of about 140,000 miles, that could be replaced 
to-day for about three billions of money, they have a stock and debt 
account, which is the basis for their charges for the commerce 
of the country, of about nine billions of money, thus, upon a false and 


fraudulent basis, extorting from the commerce of this country more 
than seven hundred millions of money every year in excess of a just 
compensation for the service rendered. Last year they took as gross 
receipts nine hundred millions of money from the commerce of this 
country for carrying it, and they did that on a cost of plant not to ex- 
ceed three billions; and, notwithstanding the law against rebates and 
notwithstanding this august tribunal, the five Interstate Commerce 
Commissioners, they gave back to their favorites, according to an emi- 
nent authority, more than one hundred millions of money in the way 
of rebate, thus making their gross receipts—for this was in addition to 
what I have already stated—one thousand millions of money, at least 
seven hundred million or seven-tenths of which was absolute, un- 
qualified extortion and robbery. i 

And yet, Mr. Speaker, to allude to this great wrong is very offensive 
to a class of statesmen who think they have a monopoly of handling 
all legitimate and proper political questions. But this class of states- 
men will learn sooner or later that this agitation will not down at their 
bidding, but will proceed till the water is distilled from fraudulent stocks 
and bonds and an honest basis for transportation charges reached. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, this brings me to a consideration of what is needed 
to meet the difficulty“ that Mr. Charles Francis Adams tersely puts 
beforethecountry. I want to read from this same great railroad author- 
ity what the railroads themselves think ought to be done. The whole 
theory of these railroad people, these highwaymen, is that they are not 
subject to the law, neither indeed can they be; that they are a law 
unto themselves; that they are sui generis; and that they must, with- 
out reference to State or national legislation, work out their own des- 
tiny in the fullness of time. Here is the authority for that statement. 
Mr. Charles Francis Adams in this same address says: 

The railroad system must heal itself. No act of Congress or repeal of any act 
of Congress will greatly help it. 

And then turning from that assertion he points a way out of this 
difficulty that he speaks of that is attributable to the entire absence of 
common honesty among the roads. 

If the anti-poolin, 

Sense be po nisadition Ines SON AA RENE SE AASS settee th tee cee 
proval of the Interstate Commerce Commission for the division of competitive 
traffic at reasonable rates may be made binding in law. 

Now, in pursuance of the proposition that they are not subject to the 
law and can not be made subject to it—in pursuance of this other state- 
ment as to the remedy to be applied—there met in New York on the 
7th of January last at Pierrepont Morgan’s, the railroad presidents 
of the trank lines in the West. At that meeting, which was attended 
by bankers and leading capitalists of this country and Europe, they 
sought some way out of the difficulty that Charles Francis Adams 
talked about. And what was that way out? 

It was the way that he suggested in the matter of the amendment of 
the interstate-commerce law, except that, in harmony with the lawless 
audacity which has ever characterized the system, they did not see fit to 
undertake to come to Congress to get their amendment to the interstate- 
commerce law, but they resolved themselves into an interstate-commerce 
association and enacted a statute themselves, taking the precaution be- 
fore they did so to send for the majority of this eminent Interstate 
Commerce Commission to examine it; and they did, according to the 
statement of Mr. Charles Francis Adams, examine it and approve it. 

In my humble judgment, and in the judgment of many good lawyers 
of this country, that combination or agreement is ultra vires—beyond 
the scope of the power of these corporations—and is a direct and fla- 
grant violation of the spirit if not the letter of the interstate-commerce 
act; and in my judgment that meeting at Pierrepont Morgan’s, as also 
the one that followed it in Chicago, is an indictable conspiracy; and 
the agreement which they call the ‘‘gentlemen’s agreement is an 
agreement to violate not only the interstate-commerce law but the 
common law of the country. And when, having made charges to this 
effect, I asked the action of the House on a resolution to make inquiry 
as to those charges, that resolution went out of this Congress on the 
call of no quorum” by an eminent gentleman of Wall street. ‘ 

Yet we find this same commission rushing into this House to-day un- 
invited to give their counsel and advice as to what we ought to do, al- 
though at their instance and in their interest, it is fair to presume, a 
call upon them with reference to whether they had approved this agree- 
ment entered into at Pierrepont Mo ’s, or at any subsequent time, 
and as to the purport and meaning of it from a legal standpoint, was 
refused any answer. P 

I will send to the desk and have read a press report found in the New 
York Daily Tribune of January 11 of that meeting in New York. 

The Clerk read as follows: 7 

FEATURES OF THE PLAN OF ORGANIZATION, 


The report included a plan of organization which had been approved by the 
Interstate € Commissioners. It provides for an association of pes K 


chan, 
Whenever there is any difference in either committee the question will be 
left toarbitration. Division of through rates on trafficis to be arranged through 


tled by the managers, will consist of three experienced 
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‘the association, and bidding for business by means of private concessions 
stopped. The board of managers will establish rules to limit needless and 
reckless outlay in striving to obtain business either through separate agencies 
or the payment of commissions. 

To insure the carrying out of established rates an auditor will have authori 
to examine and check station accounts, receiving and forwarding booksand a 
books, accounts, and vouchers kept in the auditor’s office of each company, No 
vouchers which might tend to reduce established rates or influence the direction 
of traffic will be allowed. 

The auditors of the several companies can not way bills; nse bills. 
or other youchers which might permit diversions from the autho: tariff, and 
the agents at all stations must report to the auditor of theassociation. Thecor- 
rectness of reports must be certified and in case of charges of inaccuracy the 
serpy aio believed to be familiar with the transactions may be examined under 
oath, 

One officer of each company will be held responsible for the strict maintenance 
of rates and rules established by the association. The penalty for any violation 
of the interstate-commerce act or of the rates and rules of the association will 
be a fine of not less than $250 for each offense and the report of the findings to 
the interstate commissioners. Employés found to be guilty will be discharged. 

The executive board, which will determine all questions that can not be set- 
men. They must be 
elected unanimously, but either may be removed by a two-thirds yote. One 
will be chairman and the two others will be vi irmen, one of the freight 
and the other of the * de ent. The president will hold stated 
meetings on the second Tuesdays of January, April, July, and October of each 
year, and special meetings may be called at the request of two presidents or of 
the executive board. 

APPROVAL OF THE COMMISSIONERS. 


The official report of the conference, published by Drexel, Morgan & Co., states 
that in presenting these papers Mr. Adams, on behalf of the committee, made 
the following verbal report of what took place at their interview with Messrs, 
Cooley, Walker, and Morrison, of the Interstate Commerce Commission: 

“The report and plan of organization as now to be submitted was read and 
discussed with the commissioners in detail. The commissioners were invited 
to criticise it. They expressed a decided ae that the plan was a vast im- 
provement on anything yet proposed which had come to their knowledge, and 
they farther suggested a few alterations in it relating tc matters of form and 
expression, and in no case affecting substance. All of these changes your com- 
mittee at once adopted, : 

“The commissioners were further invited by us to take part in the 
of to-day, but asked to be excused from so doing on the ground that they ha 
De (ee OI Ys to-dayin Washington, and the agreement as corrected expressed 
all they had said to your committee.“ 

The report of the committee was unanimously accepted, and the committee 
discharged by the representatives of the Western railroads. 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. Following that, Mr. Speaker, I wish to 
insert as a portion of my remarks, a press report of the subsequent 
meeting of the railroad presidents held at Chicago on January 30, this re- 
port being found in the New York Daily Tribune of Thursday, Jan- 
uary 31: 


In the amended document, which is now given to the public, the original 
agreement of the presidents, known as the agreement of January 1, is taken 
from the body of the contract and placed at the head, as a prelude or introduc- 
tion. This is followed by the articles of agreement, the first of which defines 
the objects of the association and the second the construction of the board of 


managers. 
Article 3 is amended to read as follows: “A rate committee appointed by the 
ger departments shall be consti- 


board of managers for the freight and 
tuted, whose province it shall be to estab’ rates, rules, and regulations on the 
trafic subject to this association, and to consider chan therein, and make 
rules for meeting competition with outside lines. eir conclusion, when 
unanimous, shall be made effective when they so order; but if they differ, the 
question at issue shall be referred to the board of ers; and if they dis- 
it shall be arbitrated by the executive board as hereinafter provided. 
Notwithstanding the decision of the arbitrators. the company claiming the right 
o pake T cular rate may, after such decision, make such rate on ten 
ays’ notice. 

‘Article 4, relating to diversions of through rates, is also amended. It provides 
that the divisions of through rates shall be arran; through the association, 
the intention being that the bidding for business means of private conces- 
sions shall cease, and that the divisions on corresponding traffic shall be open 
to and alike by all lines; provided, however, that when one road has a pro- 
prietary interest in another, the divisions between such roads shall be what they 
may elect, and shall not be the e bpd the association; provided, further, 
that as regards traffic contracts at this e actually existing between lines not 
having common proprietary interests, the same shall be reported, so far as the 
divisions are concerned, to the association, to the end the divisions with 
Lei sa esate lines may, if thought advisable by them, be made on equally ſavor- 
able terms. 

The penalty clause is so changed as to provide that $100 instead of $250 shall 
be the minimum fine for each violation of the agreement, but in addition it 
provides that the d so convicted shall forfeit the revenue secured by 
such violation. In cases of violations in which proceedings have been taken 
under the rules of auxiliary associations, and penalties collected, proceedings 
may be had under this article in order finally to determine responsibility, but 
penalties usly collected shall not be assessed a second time. 

Article 12 is amended by striking out the clause providing that an employé 
after once hanya for intentional violation of the rules of the agree- 
ment shall not re-employed by any road in the association. 

Article 13 defines territory to be covered by the association as follows: “ The 
business to be covered by this agreement shall be all the State and interstate 
traffic, both freight and passenger, which is competitive between the parties 
hereto, or any two or more of them, which business has origin or destination 
in the States of Illinois, Iowa, Missouri, Kansas, Nebraska, Colorado, Wiscon- 

n, and Minnesota, and the Territories of Utah, Wyoming, Dakota, New Mexico. 

ontana,and the Indian Territory; except Pacific coast business now covered 
under the present agreement of the Trans-continental Association lines; Texas 
——— now covered under the present agreement of the International Asso- 
ciation lines, and business between points north of the Ohio River and points 
south of the Ohio River, both of which are east of the Mississippi River. By 
unanimous action of managers of the interested lines, any may be in- 
cluded in this agreement or exempted from it.” 

The amendment to the arbi m article provides that questions on which 
the board of managers fail to agree shall be referred to the executive board, 
composed of the chairman and two others chosen from the chairmen of auxil- 
iary associations. The duration of the agreement is to be absolutely ninety 
days from January 1, 1889, subject to thirty days’ notice thereafter of the desire 
of any party to withdraw from or amend the same, and in case any such notice 
shall be given the chairman of the executive shall forthwith call the pres- 
idents together to consider the matter, A special article provides that the Wa- 


to this agreement only for that 
uis and Hannibal, via Tolona, 

My judgment is that these gentlemen in dabbling in that matter 
were as quick to put themselves on untenable ground as they have 
been prompt to come and instruct this House as to what its duty ought 
to be, and to amend this interstate-commerce law so as to make ita 
dead letter on the statute-book. I, for one, am not anxious to add 
anything further therefore to this law until some means is perfected 
somewhere by which it can be enforced. There are no legal tribunals 
which can enforce it as it now stands, and it really matters not whether 
we have a law or not so far as any good is accomplished. 

Tundertake to say these railroad corporations are an empire too strong 
for any one tribunal in this country to cope with. What do we see? 
After these railroad presidents have made an agreement and a combine 
and met together, and created a general agency to take charge of all 
the roads of the country, they created an office and attached a salary 
to it of $25,000, and they invade this honest tribunal as they have in- 
vaded others with this glittering bauble, and it will perhaps prove 
irresistible. 

That has been the rule of these railroad corporations throughout the 
country, and they have lured eminent jurists from the bench because 
they were able to offer them larger salaries than the Government could 
afford to pay. God knows these railroad men with more than thirteen 
hundred thousand employés, and with stocks and bonds running 
up to nearly ten billions, these railroad corporations with their influ- 
ences ramifying in every direction throughout the country, are in the 
matter of patronage and power more than a match for the Government 
or for the people. 

For these reasons, Mr. Speaker, that there is no tribunal to enforce 
the law as it now stands upon the statute- book or to regulate the law 
as it is now written, I am opposed to adding another single line to it. 
I believe it would be a farce to attempt to do so. I do not believe in 
putting any more chimneys to that structure until you support it with 
a better foundation. That is the reason, so faras I am concerned, that 
I take my stand upon this position, that to strengthen this structure 
would be to strengthen a honse of refuge for the most eminent scoun- 
drels in the country. Therailroad commission was created as a dump- 
ing-ground of Congressional responsibility, and it has more than met 
in its short career the expectation of the men who created it. 

There are some other things I wish to say, briefly, in conclusion. If 
there is anything good about it it is not found in the amendment, which 
makes the shipper particeps criminis with the common carrier. A com- 
mon carrier should in the first instance and solely be held responsible. 
In order to avoid that is one of the chief reasons, in my judgment, the 
Interstate Commerce Commission was pushing this amendment, un- 
asked and uninvited, onthis floor. They want to involve the Spona 
They tell us of some wicked shippers who ship 5,000 pounds and bill it 
at 3,000. ‘This is in keeping with the charge of the railroad presidents 
that their clerks and subordinates are the law-breakers, and that they 
are honest men and not responsible. The absurdity of such a position 
need not be commented on. 

There may De some virtue in requiring them to post their schedule, 
There may be some virtue in the amendment of my friend from Kan- 
sas [Mr. ANDERSON] permitting suits to be prosecuted in the State 
courts. Understand me, Mr. Speaker, I do not inveigh against this - 
commission personally. I am not acquainted with its members. I be- 
lieve it is as good as any commission could be in times of such extraor- 
dinary temptation. In my judgment it is in violation of the prayer of 
our Saviour, Lead us not into temptation, but deliver us from evil.“ 

They have put into the hands of every minister in the country with 
intent to bribe a speeial- rate or free ticket, which places them under 
obligations in a sense to these great corporations and makes them un- 
wittingly deaf to their sins and trespasses. Why, if the interstate- 
commerce law which provides that nothing therein contained shall be 
construed to prevent the railroad companies from giving special rights to 
ministers of the gospel, if it has said that nothing herein contained shall 
be construed to prevent railroad managers from bribing ministers of the 
gospel in this country, it would not have its meaning in any 
particular. In fact, such wording would be an improvement in the in- 
ee of good morals, as then the beneficiary would see the object of 

e favor. 

Mr. Speaker, until this tremendous power of discrimination which 
enables railroad companies to absolutely predominate every industry in 
this country can be taken out of the hands of the highwaymen who 
control it the country is absolutely in their power. And on the ques- 
tion of the power of Congress to confer jurisdiction under this act on 
State courts, I wish to submit and have printed as part of my remarks 
what I said in this House on another occasion: 


Mr. Speaker, it is only a few years ago that there was a contention on the part 
of the railroad inte: islative 


bash becomes a ion of its road from 
Chicago to East 


exercise of the tremendous power they have of Sheen ens or, which enables 

it was manifest 
that the power which the Supreme Court said existed must be exercised in the 
control of these corporations and in the interest of the people atlarge. In view 
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of that public demand the act to regulate interstate commerce was enacted and 
ved on 9 1887. 
ve t, notwithstandin; e enactment of that law, we find aor pe there isa sree 
deal of ditienlty yet thro ut the entire country arising out of the matter of 


porta- 
tion o! Leng modas Weare told by the very highest authority in rail- 
way circles that nd property. refusal 
on the of the railway companies to obey and observe the law. 

The Interstate Commerce Commission concede gross violation of the inter- 
state-commerce 717... we er agers rahe 
ew a letter and assume that the authorities are powerless to 

it unless they, the law-breakers, will condescend to take the matter of its 
enforcement into thelr own hands, ; oat * 

This is insolence wi — — ee w and order, and is 
6 provided ſor tho ä — 

is within LS sonal Of tne GORAI people Wheth vighin ens invaded, and who 
would seek redress of their grievances and the enforcement of the law in good 
earnest had they He tig ag Bi a 

So this brings me to the conclusion that the difficulty which to-day confronts 
this coun —_ reference to the control and management of these railway 


fact that such associations are controlled by the De ; that all 
— notes „ as 3 received — ne Compiroller of 


cases, is 
of y= —.— founded upon the er of 8 tion as an instrument of 


in such suits is un y vested in circuit, distri 
Territorial court of the United held within the district in whieh oii: 
sociation miy be established; but the decisive answer to the objeotion of the 
defendants is that the same Section of the act of Congress gives authority to 


companies executive one rather than a legislative one. And for that rea- tors to prosecute such versies in State, county, or municipal 
son, that the fault is not so much one of the law as of the executive in fulfill- | court in which said „ located’ in S appears that 
ment of the law, I am em ly in favor of the adoption of this amendment | such courts have jurisdiction under the State laws in similar controversies, * 
that sends these ms, like all other commercial corporations and all FFF under that act must, it 
other industries an all other’ citizens of this country, to the common courts of | is true, be tuted and proseented in a circuit, or Territorial court of 
the country. The same ies who said some years that railroad compa- | the United States, but the act allows creditors to sue in the proper State courts 
nies were not subject to ive control are see virtually thesame | in all sui and against the association, as specifically pro- 


end by a contention that it is unconstitutional to give the courts jurisdic- 


It has been stoutly affirmed on this floor and elsewhere that there was no 
power under the Constitution to confer jurisdiction on the State courts. But 
When ronte ong 3 e from the constitutional position they 
ind one of policy. This ition will be found as untenable as 
the others which they have been compelled to abandon; favre ye Lenten Megane 
m friend from Massachusetts that State court jurisdiction will lead to 
2 — ties because of the great difference and diversity of the railroad interests 
is but another means of compassing the original parece of defeating all real 
efforts in the direction of practical railway contro: 
A Now, I want to say in connection. Speaker, that the di here 


mais in my jud ont, Jost 1 kind of Givan 3 1 
sabl 83838 or panao ustice througho! country, an as 
ik necessary to — —— growing out of the busi: of rail- 


vided in the fifty-seventh section of the act. Authorities to support the p- 
osition are not necessary, as it rests upon an express provision in the act of Con- 


Mr. Speaker, . go ——— and cite still other authorities sustaining 
upon the local courts of the States that are 
the reach of the people, but iti ide to do so as no honest lawyer ques- 

9 this power. As Isai 3 3 judgment the the dim- 
culty is not so much in what the law is, or that it requires amendment, as that 
„ tribunal somewhere within the reach of the 


ple the same right to go into their home domestic courts that they now exer- 
mar pppoe fy syomapi regen yma’ y ergs postal laws, and the national- 
ae po es — will find that we have entered upon a solu- 
tion of whole "aay aud that it will be soon settled, as other questions 
like it joe been settled in the same way heretofore. 

This idea that the railroad system of S Soy HOT Hk that is not 


prod suc! ng the of the country, that | subject to the law, that it is swi generis, that it is a law unto itself, seems to me 
the railroad com: could not afford at the present time to make a un to be a most erroneous idea and one that is dangerous to the rights of the 
classification would be uniform coextensive with the system. ple. Itis wi the knowledge of almostevery member of ouse that, as 
ele their —.— e whatever it is worth, 2 the uniform classification | a rule, the United States courts are bey: reach of 

perty intended to prevent t discrimination argument in favor of | and that to compel him under this act to go to these courts or to the United 
hie diversity — jurisdiction of the courts that Alt de to the different | States commission is well nigh to deprive of che yucnnernem ones right to have 
and varying conditions a the country, Something been said with | his day in court. Then, Mr. Speaker, as ion to 
reference to the: 3 that it has not been the practice of the Congress heretofore | this amendment, and as there is no sound reason a4 policy why this amend- 
to 1 the line of policy indicated in the amendment under consideration. ment soa. not eee I hope the House will sustain the comm in its ac- 


fo the € Zab been the paiform A Sates to confer Jurisdiction Spon State 
ernment rh t rey Sa — 1 eUn es erapl i . — Why, a of defanlters to the extent of 5200, 000, 000 of liabilities 
to the Government, eminently respectable (?), can in defiance of the 
true intent and spirit of our fae dictate the nominees of a convention, 
and then with their ill-gotten gains furnish the money to carry the 


candidate triumphantly — the: the election. And in support of this 


nae beckon broken no 
„VFC of this coun! 
Tdesirebriely to allude to some of — 9 —— which 28 Congress of the United 


8 the State courts are granted allegation I t to t 
tho Federal Í ion 201 of tho R — ega wan submit proof from high authority, as such alle- 
B Bul, UANGA Bieken warebnle aay ce a Sat gations ought not to be made if they can not be supported with com- 


n 
fore the as well as Fe 
Again, I find that in suits and prosecution in State courts under the 
laws where the trial of claims and demands of as great value and of prosecu- 
tons whas ee are as great in extent as under the State laws in like 
found in section 3833, 


petent and reliable evidence. Hear what the Chicago Tribune said on 
the 26th of June, 1888, when the Chicago convention was in session: 
The Tribune ceased to feel confidence in Gresham's nomination as soon, as it 


cases, „CC discovered the power of a few great or crooked in the convention. 
page From the moment that railroad attorneys and lobbyists from California Ne- 
. bead 828 of tho — 9 — — a ae for — ra braska, Iowa. Wisco: and New York took their places in the convention and 
a voyage seamen, the courts; and agu made first display of strength 
in section , for the 77777... aama iA a aa to the tem Gresham's chances became clouded. 
Se sestica GD. See Canarsens of dontan Ar danatan vuavah wartani; soi madet When availa was thrown and the of Gouldism infused 
iomestic servants upon State courts. into the delegates foolish notion that the ultra plank would elect 
Then we come to the national-bank act, which, in plain l anybody, no matter how lar, to in au of 
That suits, actions, and against any association this act the Tribune saw who was pulling the wires. Yet while the 
be had in any cireuit, t, or cern sect: A xh at Hap crooked railroad attorneys talked about the tariff p el one, even 
within the district in which such association ma be established ae ee a len Indian, belied Some days ago 
county, or m court in the county or oity in which said association islo- | said the representatives of Gouldism in the conven- 
vin in similar cases. tion was “how to defeat Gresham and yet secure a candidate who could be 


y! 
elected.” 5 They sought to perform the work E a anore 
in accomplishing the 3 perl cna — wanted to se- 
cracking Seley. 5 88 


3 = oy work art aay Pent BAYO ASR ORRORE ET D 
States wer of Congress us confer 
jurisdiction o s Sepresme Coats sostaining the power shall refer to. It is the case of 


Pahq' Bank vs. The First National Bank of Bethel, Conn., re- 
| rene 2 CT EET .. ͤ vv 
“The First National Bank of Bethel, in Ccnnecticut, on the 2Ist of February, First. Jay Gould and the Wabash wrecking crew, forrevenge 
failed to some of its circulating notes. They were protested, Gresham for removing from control of tho 1 many 
on the 26th of February a receiver was — under the above quoted fiftieth | formerly of Iowa. who was on the ground a the secrets o 
section of the currency act, whoimm entered on the duties of his office. | every anti-Gresham cauens. Little seen by thes no man exercised a more 
The National Pahquioque Bank, o. ot Dan Fairfield County, in the same | potent influence on the result than Gould’s most and — 
State, asserted that it was a creditor of the abun, 3 and presented its claim | ant. ism as arrayed 9 — Gresham —— n 000, 000 of cap’ 
to the receiver. The receiver, however, disallowed Second. Central Huntington —— with — oe 
„The Pahquioque Bank ——— a fof May, 1888, broughtas- | plausible attorney, Creed Haymond, at the end of Se are California ¥ 
sumpsit in the superior court of nirfield Coun a court of Connecticut having Enis firm has in ite ts possession $150,000,000 of railroad President 
furistiction in similar cases, against the Bethel The 5 of the Gresham stamp might compe! it to disgorge. — — 
itself against the claim on these, in prevent the nomination of any such man. 
L. Tr.. depan aces ames pow — Third. The Union Pacific Crédit Mobilier crowd, represented by Lawyer 
and acceptance of the receiver.” Thurston, who is shrewd, brainy, and nervy, and a 


n packed 
„„ This has 000, 
of raliroad Mobilier and other boodle to t is deeply in debt to 
the G B whew hastat ahr it never intends to pay dur- 
ing the ime of any human being now in existence. It wants Mr. Lit- 
tler's free-and. eighty-year bill passed, which it knows Cleveland favors, 
and it feared that never would, ashe is not chat sort of a man. Hence it 
an oe tothe death. using the power of the granger State of Nebraska, nine- 
ten of whose population indorse him, to defeat Gresham. It now laughs like 
les over the success of ita schemes. 

the railroad attorney and official head of the 
great Vanderbilt t railroad syndicate, with with its $309,000,000 of capital and its doc- 
trine of the publie be d——d.” With Depew as helpers were Tom Piatt and 
Wood-Pulp Miller, 


Hans Justico Clifford, in delivering the opinion of the court upon this 85 
e rt to the first is su 5 rot 
PB cs pete — ws omen! con 


the business of ban — —— smt intrested and circulating Treasury notes 
on 
national — FT 


ernment to effect a national purpose they can not be impleaded in a 
State court. Confirmation of that view is also attempted to be drawn from the 


1889. 
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Fifth, The Wisconsin railroads were represented by Senator Jonx O. 


SPOONER, the well-trained railroad attorney, who mani; 


d h here thi Mi do the most oe nd the 
delegation and put the votes where they would m e 
* 8 Gresham was ignored and ed with 


2 sentiment of the State for 
e utmost san 
These were the leading representatives of corporate railroad monopoly, but 
with two or three exceptions there was hardly a delegation without a sprink- 
2 also repre- 
ve 


public land which they had 8 in violation of law. Like all the Gouldites 
who swarmed in from the and West, they wanted no ‘“‘d——d nasty par- 
ticular honest candidate, as they called Gresham—no man born in a log cabin 
and afflicted with homespun, granger notions about honesty and integrity, 
What schemes of and plunder might notsuch a man upsetif intrusted 
with the mighty powers of the Presidency! The Wabash decision showed 
Gresham's spirit, and it was time an example was made of him for the effect it 
would e on other judges and public men. 

And so dead is the spirit of the country on this great question, not- 
withstanding the conduct and the influence of these railroad magnates, 
that it is not only willing to let this state of things go on, but we are 
told, through the press and otherwise, that men implicated in these de- 
falcations are discussed seriously as Cabinet possibilities. Why, Mr. 
Speaker, if there was the proper feeling in respect to the outrages and 
wrongs perpetrated upon the people of this country at the hands of 
these highwaymen, the man who has been implicated in such crimes, 
and stands as a Government defaulter, or the representative of law- 
breakers and extortioners, would no more be considered as competent 
to hold an exalted position in this country than any other man of any 
other criminal class. 

For these reasons briefly stated, sir, I am opposed to the acceptance 
of this report and invite the House to vote against it, but I presumeit 
has become so usual et feo to the dictates of that august body at the 
other end of the Capitol that it will be an appeal made in vain. 

The commission, sir, as constituted are utterly helpless in the pres- 
ence of the condition of affairs that confronts them. I care not how 
honest they may be. I care not how efficient they may be in the dis- 
charge of their duties, it is a burden imposed upon them which they 
can not discharge, and they are as helpless in its presence, no matter 
what their integrity, as a Chinese joss. 

AE I would ask how much time the gentleman has con- 
sumed ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
sumed thirty-eight minutes. 

Mr. CRISP. I understand the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Gros- 
VENOR] desires to be heard for fifteen or twenty minutes. I ask unan- 
imous consent that he be recognized for twenty minutes, and that I 
then have the remainder of my hour, which I shall not probably use. 

There was no objection. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. MCMILLIN. Lask unanimous consent, Mr. Speaker, that gen- 
tlemen havin rts to make from committees, as well as mem 
desiring to submit minority views, may be permitted to file them dur- 
ing this calendar day. 

ere was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


REPORTS FILED. 


d ning revere were filed by being handed in at the Clerk’s 


REARRANGEMENT OF GRADES, ARMY SUBSISTENCE DEPARTMENT. 

Mr. STEELE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported back 
adversely the bill (S. 1248) to effect a rearrangement of grades of 
Office in the Subsistence Department of the Army; which was referred 
tothe House Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. . 

PURCHASE OF WILLIAM VANS MURRAY’S MANUSCRIPTS. 

Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida, from the Committee on the Library, 
reported back favorably the bill (S. 1929) to authorize the purchase of 
five pie tons volumes, being letter-books of William Vans Murray, 
formerly minister at The Hague and at Paris; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

ABSENTEE SHAWNEE INDIAN LANDS IN KANSAS, : 

Mr. PERKINS, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, reported back 
favorably the bill (S. 2407) to authorize the conveyance of certain Ab- 
sentee Shawnee Indian lands in Kansas; which was referred to the 


Hene Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
prin 


The gentleman from Iowa has con- 


Po eee 
r 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT WILKES BARRE, PA. 

Mr. SOWDEN, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
reported back favorably the bill (S. 2535) for the erection of a public 
building at Wilkes Barre, Pa.; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 

SURVEY OF THE OHIO RIVER. 

Mr. BLANCHARD, from the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, re- 

ported back favorably joint resolution (H. Res. 267) providing for a sur- 


vey of the Ohio River, and for other purposes; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

ADMISSION OF UTAH, 


Mr. SPRINGER, from the Committee on the Territories, submitted a 
report to accompany the bill (H. R. 4428) for the admission of the State 
of Utah into the Union on an equal footing with the original States; 
which was referred to the House Calendar, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. STRUBLE, from the same committee, submitted the views of 
the minority on the same bill; which wére ordered to be printed with 
the report of the committee. 


JOHN R. BROWN, 


Mr. GEAR, from the Committee on Military reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 2724) for the relief of John R. Brown; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


RELIEF OF MERCHANT MARINE OF UNITED STATES. 


Mr. MCMILLIN, from the Committee on the Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries, reported back adversely the bill (H. R. 4996) for the relief 
of the merchant marine of the United States en in the foreign 
trade; which was referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 

MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


Several messages from the President, by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his sec- 
retaries, were received. 
He also announced approval of House bills of the following titles, 


namely: 
An act (H. R. 82 granting a pension to Hannah McKee; 

An act (H. R. 8801) granting a pension to William Logan; 

An act . R. 9179) granting a pension to W. B. Green; and 

An act (H. R. 11300) granting a pension to George H. Burgess. 

Norz.— These bills were presented to the President on February 16, 
1889, and not having been returned by him to the House of Congress 
in which they originated within the ten days prescribed by the Consti- 
tution, have become laws without his signature. 

The following House bills and joint resolutions were approved by the 
President March 1, 1889: s 

An act (H. R. 11338) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Coosa River, at Gadsden, in the State of Alabama; 

An act (H. R. 6346) to provide for the settlement of the titles to the 
lands claimed by or under the Black Bob band of Shawnee Indians in 
Kansas, or adversely thereto, and for other ot Pe 

An act (H. R. 8557) for the relief of Dr. Da d Bell; 

An act (H. R. 325) for the relief of Mrs. T. Dunean; 

An act (H. R. 3721) authorizing the President to appoint William 

an officer in the regular Army of the United States; 
An act (H. R. 11643) providing for the establishment of a life-say- 


B. Hansell; 
R. 1874) to establish a United States court in the Indian 
and for other purposes; 
act (H. R. 341) for the relief of John Farley; 
act (H. R. 2688) for the relief pf Alfred Breuer; P 
act (H. R. 7801) for the relief of William F. C. Nindemann, for- 
seaman in the Navy; 
(H. R. 11658) making appropriations for the 
other pensions of the United States for the 
30, 1890, and for other purposes; 
(H. R. 5690) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to sell 
land 108, in the city of Houston, Tex. ; 
(H. R. 8272) to provide for the payment of F. H. as. 
instructor at Washington High School, District ot Columbia; 
act (H. R. 7864) to reappropriate to pay for alley condemned in 


square 493; 

. R. 1082) to amend an act entitled An act for the relief 
of the widow and orphan children of Col. William R. McKee, late of 
Lexington, Ky.;’’ 

An perh . R. 766) for the relief of H. L. Neuman; 

An act (H. R. 4489) for the relief J. M. Hogan; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 258) 1 for the printing of the eulo- 
gies on the life and character of Edward W. Robertson, deceased, late 
a Representative in Congress from Louisiana; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 262) to print 39,000 copies of the fourth 
annual report of the Commissioner of Labor; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 266) to print the enlogies of James N. 
Burnes, of Missouri. 


An act 


bred 


“<4 
* 


ment of in- 
year end- 
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INTERSTATE COMMERCE. 
fine GROSVENOR withholds his remarks for revision. [See Appen- 


J 
Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, I will detain the House only a moment 


or two not so much in reply to what has been said by the gentleman 


` lication of su 
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from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] as to put on record certain facts that ought 
to go along with the statements made by that gentleman as to the pur- 
pose of those persons who originally secured the passage of the iuter- 
state-commerce law. 

Mr. Speaker, in the House of Representatives for many years there 
was agitation of the question of the regulation of interstate commerce. 
There were perhaps as many as three or four bills passed by the House 
on this subject. There was no commission feature in any bill that 

the House of Representatives, so far as I now recollect. In the 
Forty-ninth Congress the House passed a bill without the commission 
feature. The bill went to theSenate; it was there amended by insert- 
ing that feature. 
is bill went into conference; it was in conference for weeks and 
weeks. The public fear was that nothing would come of it, because 
the two Houses seemed to be so far apart. But the conferees on the 
part of the House—I can speak for them because I was one of them 
concluded that, in order to make some response to the popular demand 
for a law regulating interstate commerce, they would make every con- 
cession that they could make so that there might be a start, at least, in 
this direction. We surrendered our objections to the commission feat- 
ure, and it went into the bill. It was put there, however, I want to 
say, at the instance of a Republican Senate, not a Democratic House; 
so that if there is any responsibility on anybody for the evil suggested 
by the gentleman from Ohio, it is on this side of the House where I 
now stand [the Republican side], and not on the side where I belong. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I make no issue with the gentleman from Ohio 
as to the merits of the amendment that he advocates. I believe in my 
heart that itisa good amendment and ought to be put on the bill. I have 
insisted that it was a good amendment. I came into this House, after 

i ing with the Senate conferees, and asked the House to insist 
that it was a good amendment; and the House again committed itself 
thoroughly in favor of that amendment. What I have said as to that 
I say also as to the amendment of my friend from Iowa [Mr. ANDER- 
son ]—the amendment proposing to allow ms injured to go into 
the courts of their own State; courts in their own vicinity—to have a 
hearing of the cause presented by them. 

We have insisted on these two amendments; but the question now 
presents itself in this way: If we insist further upon those amend- 
-ments there will be no legislation on this subject at this session of 
Co The House must determine for itself whether it will stand 
by those amendments to the exclusion of any other, or whether it will 
accept such others as may afford some substantial relief, and remit to 
the future the question of the contest between the two Houses over 
these amendments. 

The Interstate Commerce Commissioners, for whom I have the high- 
est respect, say to this House that unless we do pass these Senate amend- 
ments they will be unable to enforce the law as to joint tariff rates. 
The House understands that the original law provides for the publica- 
tion of single tariffs to the extent of the line of the railroad. It for- 
bids the raising such rates without ten days’ notice, and requires pub- 

aE rates, and other things of that sort. But there wasan 
omission to provide for the publication of joint tariffs and an omission 
to forbid the raising of joint tariff rates without giving ten days’ notice. 

The commissioners say that to allow the law to stand as it now is 
practically takes many questions on joint rates out of their jurisdiction; 
and these are the rates that are most complained of. By these rates 
the great wheat, corn, cotton, and meat crops of the country are trans- 
ported. The commissioners ask that this bill be passed so that they 
may be permitted to enforce reasonable rates as to joint tariffs, so that 
they may be able to enforce publicity of joint tariffs, so that the carrier 
shall not raise the joint rates without giving ten days’ notice and shall 
not lower the joint rates without giving three days’ notice. The com- 
missioners say substantially that unless you do this they can not en- 
force equity and justice. 

Gentlemen say that because the amendments which they desire are 
not adopted we ought not to accept the others. So far as I am con- 
cerned, Mr. § er, in view of the statements of the commissioners, 
for whom, as I have said, I have the highest respect, I was unwilling 
to take the responsibility of standing out and again reporting a dis- 
agreement to the House on these amendments. I want to divide with 
you my responsibility. I want you to understand the situation ex- 
actly as it is. Without any regard to the merits or demerits of the 
amendments upon which the House has insisted, the question now is, 
will you take that which the commission says is so necessary to enable 
them to enforce equity and justice under the law, or will you take 
nothing? I demand the previous question. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. Before the gentleman takes his seat I 
would like to ask him whether another disagreement on the part of 
this House, even though we have reached so late a stage in the session, 
might not work out the purpose for which this House has contended 
since the Forty-fifth Congress? 

Mr. CRISP. I am afraid it is too late. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. I trust not. 

Mr. CRISP. We will renew this struggle at some future period. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I understand my friend to say that the 
saree ment now reached by the conference does not accomplish all that 

esires, 


Mr. CRISP. No, sir; but half a loaf is better than no bread.” I 
call for the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered, which was upon agreeing to the 
report of the committee of conference. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered; only 9 voting in favor thereof. 

The conference report was adopted. 

Mr. CRISP moved to reconsider the vote by which the conference 
report was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


FORFEITURE OF LAND GRANT. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I rise to call up a conference report on Seyate bill 
1430 to declare forfeited certain lands; but if it is deemed desirable 
that appropriation bills shall be disposed of I will yield for that pur- 


TheSPEAKER. The conference report will be considered as offered, 
and the gentleman from Indiana will indicate to whom he yields. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I yield to the gentleman from Arkansas Mr. 
Dunn], who has a conference report to submit, as I understand it, 


ALASKA SALMON FISHERIES. 


Mr. DUNN. I submit the following conference report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill to pravico for the protection of the sal- 
mon fisheries of Alaska, having met, after full and free conference have agreed 
to recommend to their respective Houses and do recommend: 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Hause, 
and agree to the same with an amendment to read as follows: 

“Sec. 3. That section 1956 of the Revised Statutes of the United States is here- 
by declared to include and apply to all the dominions of the United States in the 
waters of Behring Sea, and it shall be the duty of the President at a timely sea- 
son in each year to issue his proclamation, and cause the same to be published 
for one month at least in one newspaper (if any such there be) published at each 
United States port of entry on the Pacific coast, warning all persons inst en- 
2 such waters for the purpose of violating the provisions of said section, 
and he shall also cause one or more vessels of the United States to diligently 
cruise said waters, and arrest all persons and seize all vessels found to be or to 
have been engaged in any violation of the laws of the United States therein.“ 

And the House agree to the same. * — 

POINDEXTER DUNN, 

BENTON McMILLIN, 

CHARLES N. FELTON, 
Managers on the part of the House. 

JOHN SHERMAN. 

J. T. MORGAN, 

GEORGE F. ED „ 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


The following is the statement accompanying the report under the 
e: 


STATEMENT. 


The effect of the amendment is to leave out of the House amendment the 
words that are descriptive of the boundaries of the waters of Alaska. 
POINDEXTER DUNN, 
BENTON MCMILLIN, 
©. N. FELTON, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
The conference report was adopted. 
Mr. DUNN moved to reconsider the vote by which the conference re- 
port was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. ENLOE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found duly enrolled bills of the House of the 
following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 2737) granting a pension to Anna Krumpholz; 

A bill (H. R. 6106) for the relief of certain volunteer and regular sol- 
diers of the late war and the war with Mexico; 

A bill (H. R. 11573) to authorize the construction of bridges across 
the Kentucky River; 

A bill (H. R. 12607) granting a ion to Ira Wells; and 

A bill (H. R. 12608) to pension William J. Martin. 

Mr. FISHER, from the same committee, reported that they had ex- 
amined and found duly enrolled bills of the House of the following 
titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 12383) making appropriations for the support of the 
Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1890, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 8429) granting a pension to W. W. Wilson; 

A bill (H. R. 6763) granting a pension to John Mann; 

A bill (H. R. 5758) granting a pension to Lovina Wright; 
A bill (H. R. 8580) granting a pension to Sarah A. Harrison; 
A bill (H. R. 12490) making appropriations for the service of the 
ost-Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1890; 
bill (H. R. 3916) granting a pension to Jacob Wolf; 
bill 

b 


following Senate bills: 
bill (S. 2549) for the relief of Mary Isabella R. Clements; 
S. 3453) granting an increase of pension to Alfred T. McKin- 
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A bill (S. 3918) granting to the Duluth and Winnipeg Railroad Com- 
pany the right of way through the Leech Lake and White Earth In- 
dian reservations in the State of Minnesota; 4 

A bill (S. 2828) granting right of way and other privileges to the 
Hampton and Old Point Railway Company; 

A bill (S. 1701) authorizing the construction of a high wagon bridge 
across the Missouri River at or near Sioux City, Iowa; 

A bill (S. 3713) granting an increase of pension to Maria A. Rous- 


sean; 

A bill (S. 1384) granting a pension to Margaret J. Cash; 

A bill (S. 1939) providing in certain cases for the forfeiture of wagon- 
road grants in the State of Oregon; 

A bill (S. 2977) granting a pension to Henrietta Brown; 

A bill (S. 1719) granting a pension to Levi B. Smith; and 

A bill (S. 1631) to incorporate the Washington and Sandy Spring 
Narrow-Gauge Railroad Company. 

Mr. CARLTON, from the same committee, reported that they had 
examined and found duly enrolled bills of the House of the following 
titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 11707) granting an increase of pension to Gertrude 
Northrop; 

A bill (H. R. Scant for the relief of Joseph Lawless; 

A bill tH. R. 8995) for the relief of Antonia Wiener; 

A bill (H. R. 12489) to authorize the construction ofa railroad, wagon, 
and foot-passenger bridge across the Mississippi River at or near Lyons, 
Towa; 

A bill (H. R. 9227) for the relief of Mary Newton; 

A bill (H. R. 12575) to increase the pension of James M. Barrett; 

A bill (H. R. 8100) granting a pension to Anna J. Weaver; 

A bill (H. R. 5509) to grant to the Gulf and Chicago Air-Line Rail- 
way Company the right to construct bridges over the Tombigbee, War- 
rior, and Tennessee Rivers, and across Grand Pass to Dauphin’s Island, 
in the Gulf of Mexico; 

A bill (H. R. oa for the relief of the heirs of Noah W. Yoder; 

A bill (H. R. 11663) granting a pension to M. Josie McClain; 

A bill (H. R. 180 granting a pension to Mary Horning; 

A bill (H. R. 11184) for the relief of Jessie Isherwood; 

A bill (H. R. 11043) to restore to the pension-roll the name of Cath- 
arine Buchanan; 

A bill (H. R. 10725) to increase the pension of Elizabeth M. Allen; 

A bill (H. R. 10644) granting a pension to Elizabeth Peterson; 

A bill (H. R. 10167) increasing the pension of Nathaniel Crain; 

A bill (H. R. 9159) granting a pension to William A. Taylor; 

A bill (H. R. 11884) to grant a pension to William Hawkins; 


A bill (H. R. 11984) granting a pension to Mrs. Helen Sutherland; 

A bill (H. R. 12062) granting an increase of pension to Frank L. Wol- 
ford; 

A bill (H. R. 9113) granting a pension to Frank M. Martin; 

A bill (H. R. 12275) to increase the pension of John W. Smith; 

A bill (H. R. 12428) for the relief of Martha Rhodes; 


A bill (H. R. 12446) granting an increase of pension to Jacob S. 
Shuman; 

A bill (H. R. 12420) granting a pension to Lucy, widow of Muck-a- 
pec-wah-keu-zah, or John,“ an Indian who served the United States 
and saved the lives of many white persons in the Indian outbreak or 
war of 1862, and died from effects of wounds received therein; 

A bill (H. R. 12491) granting a pension to Lucinda Newman; 

A bill (H. R. 12482) to increase the pension of Elizabeth Snell; 

A bill (H. R. 5390) granting a pension to John Limeric; 

A bill (H. R. 2157) granting a pension to Ann E. Mussman; 

A bill E R. 12540) to increase the pension of Theodore White; 

A bill (H. R. 12273) for the relief of Newton C. Ridenour; 

A bill (H. R. 12510) granting a pension to George Hunter; 

A bill (k. R. 12604) to restore the pension of Ann G. Barker; and 

A bill (H. R. 8225) for the relief of William S. Kellington. 

Also, the following Senate bill: 

A bill (S. 2511) to withdraw certain public lands from private entry, 
and for other ey. 

Mr. FISHER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found duly enrolled bills of the House of the 
following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 10832) for the establishment of a light-boat with fog- 
bell on Oyster-Beds Shoal, in the Hudson River, New York; and 

A bill (H. R. 382) granting a pension to Catharine G. Bodfish, 

Also, the following Senate bills: 

A bill (S. 2363) for the relief of John W. Combs; 

A bill (S. 3047) granting increase of pension to William Bittinger; 

A bill (S. 2677) granting a pension to Jane Reilly; 

A bill (S. 2683) granting a pension to Andrew J. Foust; 

A bill (S. 3137) granting a pension to Ruth Ames; 

A bill (S. 3183) granting a pension to James Parker; 

A bill (S. 3429) granting a pension to Maria N. Abbey; 

A bill (S. 1144) granting a pension to Frances H. L. Prescott; 

A bill (S. 433) granting an increase of pension to General S. W. 


A bill (S. 3696) to authorize the Omaha, Dodge City and Southern 
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Railroad Company to build its road across the Fort Hays military res- 
ervation; and 

A bill (8. 3653) to authorize the Secretary of War to lease a certain 
tract of land to the Leavenworth City and Forth Leavenworth Water 
Company. 3 

Mr. ENLOE; from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found duly enrolled bills of the House of the 
following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 9268) to punish dealers and pretended dealers in coun- 
terfeit money and other fraudulent devices for using the United States 
mails; and 

A bill (H. R. 9418) to incorporate the Washington and Western 
Maryland Railroad Company. 


DISTRICT APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. HOLMAN. I now yield to the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
CLEMENTS]. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. Isubmit the following privileged report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the 1 votes of the two Houses on 
certain amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 11651) making appropria- 
tions to provide for the expenses of the government of the District of Columbia 
for the l year ending June 30, 1890, and for other 8 having met, 
after full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to 
their ive Houses as follows; 

EAN 5 pi Senate recede from its amendments numbered 26, 28, 29, 39, 43, 47, 48, 

„and 63. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Sen- 
ate numbered 27, 42, and 65, and agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 18: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 18, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter proposed to be inserted by said 
amendment insert the following: “Including Fifteenth street between Penn- 
sy)vania and New York avenues, $762,000;" and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 20: That the House recede from its d ment to 


theamendment ofthe Senate numbered 20, and tothesame an amend- 
ment as follows: In lieu of the matter pro to be inserted by said amend- 
ment insert the following: Including Fifteenth street between Pennsylvania 


and New York avenues, $185,165;” and the Senate ugree to the same. . 

Amendment numbered 21: That the House recede from its disa; ment to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 21, and agree to the same with an amend- 
ment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert $57,350;" and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 22: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 22, and to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 8224, 210;“ and the 
Senate agree to the same, 

Amendment numbered 23: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 23, and e to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum pro insert 889, 900; “ and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 24; That the House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 24, and agree to the same with an amend- 
ment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 882. 900; and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 25: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 25, and to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu ofthe sum proposed insert 8115,75; and the 
Senate agree to the same, 

Amendment numbered 30: That the House recede from ils disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 30, and agree to the same with an 
amendment, as follows: In lieu of the matter proposed to be inserted by said 
amendment insert the following $ 

Provided, That these conditions as to price and depth of base shall not ap- 
ply to the pavement authorized by this acteon Fifteenth street between Penn- 
sylvania and New York avenues.” i 

And the Senate agree to the same, 

Amendment numbered 37: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 37, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter proposed to be inserted by said 
amendment insert the following: 

That any 8 authorized by law to run cars e by horses with - 
in the District of Columbia is hereby authorized to substitute for horses electric 
power by storage or independent electrical batteries or under-ground wire, or 
under-ground cables moved by steam-powey, on the whole or any portion of its 
roadway, with authority to purchase and use any terminal grounds and facili- 
ties necessary for the purpose; and Kat À such street railway company elec! 
to substitute such power on any part of its tracks or road-beds on the streets o 
the District of Columbia shall, before doing so, cause such part of its road-beds 
to be laid with a flat ved rail and made level with the surface of the streets 
upon each side of said tracks or road-beds, so that no obstruction shall be pre- 
sented to vehicles ing over said tracks. 

Provided, That in the event said companies, or either of them, shall fail for 
the jod of two years from the of this act to exercise the powers and 
privileges hereinbefore given, such companies are hereby required to cause said 
rails and -beds to be relaid with the flat-grooved rail hereinbefore men- 
tioned, so as to be level with the surface of the streets upon each side of said 
tracks or road-beds; and the cost of making the changes hereinbefore req 
shall be paid by the corporations or ns owning oro ing said street rail- 
1 amd it, r being notified by the commissioners of the District of Columbia 
in ting to owp with the terms of this act, the said corporations, or either of 
them, shall not within ninety days thereafter begin the work required and com- 
plete the same within a reasonable time, not more than twelve months from the 
expiration of said period of ninety days, it shall be the duty of the commissioners 
to cause the necessary changes in said rails and road-bedsto be made as soon as 
mpm | and shall issue certificates of indebtedness against the property, real 
or personal, of such railway company, which certificates shall bear interest at 
the rate of 10 per cent. per annum until paid, and which, until they are paid, 
shall remain and bea lien upon the property on or against which they are issued 
La igor? with the franchise of said company; and if the said certificates are n 
paid within one year the said commissioners of the District of Columbia may 
proceed to sell the property against which they are issued, or so much thereof as 
may. be necessary to pay the amount due, such sale to be first duly advertised 
daily for one week in some newspaper published in the city of W. gton, and 


Heede hon fiat afte th passage of this act no other rail than that 
X after the oi 

herein mentioned shall be laid by soy street railway com: y in the streets of 

Washington and Geo: wn, and all companies gran 1 


ranchises or exten - 
sions by the Fiftieth Congress shall have extension of one year’s time within 


ghest bidder. 
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which to lay their tracks. So much of the charters of the street railway com- 


panics et the District of Columbia as is inconsistent with this section is hereby |. 
re 


R Provided ‘urther, That theforegoing requirements as to motive power, rails, 
and road. shall not apply to street railroads outside the city of Geo: wn 
and the boundary limits of the city of Washington: And provided, That the 
authority hereinbefore granted in each and every A gags shall be exercised 
only with the approval of the commissioners of the District of Columbia, ex- 

by resolution of said board.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 44: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 44, and agree tothe same with an amend- 
ment as follows: In lieu of the amended paragraph insert the following: 

“To widen, grade, and regulate Brightwood avenue, 810, 000.“ 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 51: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 54, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘‘$135,525;” and the 
Senate to the same. ý 

Amendment numbered 61: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 61, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 890, 000; and the 

te to the same, 

Amendment numbered 64: That the Senate recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the House to the amendmentof the Senate numbered 64, and 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 100: That the House recede from its amendment 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 100, aa we to the same. 


Managers on the part of the House, 
P. B. PLUMB, 
H. I. DAWES, 


F. M. COCKRELL, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
The following is a statement accompanying the report under the rule: 


Th on the of the House of the conference on the i 
wake of! sy — er — e e of bee oop ye: 1 the b (Ht E 
11651) maki priations rovide for the expenses oi vernmen 

= Galumbia submit the following statement in . — of the 
effect of the action recommended on said amendments in the accompanying 


mference report, namely: 
rain amendments numbered 18, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26,27, 28, and 29, relating to 
work on sun streets and avenues in the District: Appropriates forsaid work 
$762,000 in all, distributed am the vario city on the of 


us 
the House, the whole sum bangan increase 


of ,000 

sum, $10,000 is specifically a jeer ving Twen 

— S street. and for paving street from 1 Twentieth street to Connecticut 
e provisions to grade and regulate Boundary street, 

C street, northeast, and T street, northwest, are stricken out, 


l 
tween Pennsylvania and New York avenues. 
On amendment 37: Inserts pear the bill a = eee is set forth 
fully in the accom ving ference report, em ng pro- 
— by Lati te tha ty of Washington . — electric power or under- 
ground cables operated by steam, and also requiring them to lay flat rails level 


à urface of the road 
n ammendmends 39. 42 43,44,4 48,51,52, and 54: Increases the amount for con- 
roads from being made 


vi 
1; Increases the amount for main and pipe sewers from 


the commis- 
replacing of 
the appropriations contained in the bill for the 
ment of school buildings available 


ru 
On amendment 64: Makes 
erection of school buildings and for 


2 — ‘smendment 65: Ap $15,000 and authorizes the President to ap- 
point three to examine and report upon the oi 


cernin 
. it passed the House 
as : 
$610,996.59 more than the current law, and 8202, 128.70 less 
submitted for the fiscal year 1890. 


. $5,687,406.91, being $744,213.30 
u „ * 
— 733 it the Senate, 


J. G. CLEMENTS, 
5. B. HENDERSON, 
Managers on the part of the House, 

Mr. CLEMENTS. T ask the previous question on the adoption of 
th rt. 

r question was ordered, under the operation of Which the 
report was adopted. : 

Mr. CLEMENTS moved to reconsider the vote by which the report 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. ENLOE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found duly enrolled bills of the following titles; 
when the Speaker signed the same, namely: f 

_ A bill (H. R. 11678) providing for the erection of sundry light-houses 
and fog s in Lakes Erie, Huron, Michigan, and Superior; 
A bill (H. R. 12324) for the establishment of a light-house station 
on St. Catharine Island, State of Georgia; and 

A bill (H. R. 12430) providing for the establishment of the light and 
fog-si at Humboldt, CaL, upon a more secure site, and for the 
esta tof a light-ship at or near the wreck of the steam-ship 
Oregon, in New York Harbor. 


MANAGER NATIONAL HOMES FOR DISABLED SOLDIERS. 


Mr. STEELE. Mr. Speaker, my colleague, Mr. HOLMAN, yields 
to me to submit a report on the joint resolution (H. Res. 252) appoint- 
ing a for the National Homes for Disabled Soldiers. I am in- 
structed by the Committee on Military Affairs unanimously to report 
back the joint resolution which I send to the desk, and ask its adop- 
tion with the amendment therein specified. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Joint resolution (H. Res. 252) cy? RS James A. Waymire, of California, a 
manager for the National Homes for Disabled Soldiers, to fill the vacancy caused 
by the death of William Blanding. 

The SPEAKER. The joint resolution will be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, ete., That 2 i y 
pointed a manager of the National Homes for Disabled Soldiers, to fil the vac 
cancy caused by the death of William Blanding. 

The committee recommend the following amendment: 

Strike out the name of “James A. Waymire” where it occurs in the joint res- 
olution and insert the name of H. H. Markham.“ 

The amendment was adopted. 

The joint resolution, as amended, was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the 
third time, and passed. 

The title was amended to conform. 

Mr. STEELE moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint reso- 
lution was passed; and also moved that the motion toreconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

. ORDER OF BUSINESS, 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. Speaker, I now move that the House take a recess 
mS o’clock this evening, as we have got to be here most of the 
nig 
1 question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 89, noes 
Mr, WHEELER. No quorum. 

Mr. MILLS. I appeal to my friend from Alabama not to make that 
point. We will have to be here very late to-night to get through with 
the business. 

Mr. WHEELER. I have been for weeks trying to get a privileged 
matter before the House, the case of Mrs. Edie, and have always been 
prevented by something or other. ` 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the gentleman from Ala- 
bama that if the House refuses to take the recess there is a conference 
report submitted by the gentleman from Indiana pending. 

t. BURROWS. I hope the gentleman from Alabama will with- 
draw his objection. 

Mr. WHEELER. _I always like to yield to the wishes of my friends, 
and will withdraw the point of no quorum. 

So, no further count being demanded, the motion of Mr. MILLS was 

to; and accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 12 minutes p. m.) the 

ouse took a recess until 8 o’clock p. m. 


EVENING SESSION. 
The recess having expired, the House, at S o’clock p. m., resumed its 


f | session. 


FORFEITURE OF UNEARNED RAILROAD LAND. 


Mr. PAYSON. I demand the a pa order. 

The SPEAKER, The regular order is the consideration of the report 
submitted by the gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. I supposeit is entirely proper to have the 
report and the accompanying statement read, but I wish to say now 
that I shall raise the question of consideration against it. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the report. 

The report is as follows: 


The committee of conference on the 1 votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the House to the bill (S. 1430) to forfeit certain lands 
heretofore granted for the purpose of aiding in the construction of railroads, 
and for other 23 ha met, after full and free conference have agreed 
to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from all after section 1 in the part proposed to be in- 
serted in its amendment. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to all after section 1 in the part 
pees to be stricken out by its amendment and agree to the same amended 
as follows: 

“Src, 2. That in all cases where persons are in possession of any of the lands 
affected by any such 5 —— and hereby resumed by and restored to the United 


igoa executed in 
faith prior to January 1, 1836, they shall be entitled to p: the same from 
the United States, in quantities not renea 320 acres to any one such person. 
within two years from the 


at the rate of $2.50 per acre, at any time 
this act, and on requisite proofs and payment to receive patents there- 
for at in all cases where with 


parties, persons, or corporatio: 
the permission of such State or corporation, or fs i 
sion of, and have made improvements upon, any of the lands herel 
and and are not entitled to enter the same under the provisions of this 
act, such persons, or corporations shall have six months in which to re- 
move any g crop, and within which time they shall also be entitled to 
remove ct buildings and other movable improvements from said lands: 4 
provided further, That the provisions of this section shall not apply to any lan 


1889. 


faith has made or as- 
settlement. 


without limitation as to 8 Provi 
to cause 


Assembly of the State of Oregon approved November 25, 1885, proving for the 
means to supply the city of Portland with an abundance oi 
wholesome water over and across the following-described tracts of lan 
19 and 31, in township 1 south, of range 6 east; sections 25,31, 33, and 35, in town- 
ship 1 south, of range 5 east; sections 3 and 5, in township 2 south, of range 5 
east; section 1, in township 2 south, of range 4 east; sections 23, 25, and 85, in 
township 1 south, of range 4 east,of the Willamette meridian, in the State of 
Oregon, forfeited by this act, are hereby as to such right of way and riparian 
rights granted and confirmed unto the said city of Portland, in the State of Ore- 
n, its successors and assigns forever, with the right to enter on the hereinbe- 
ore described strip of land, over and across the above-described sections for the 
purpose of constructing, maintaining, and repairing a water-pipe line as afore- 


d. 
“Sec. 4. That nothing in this act shall be construed as forfeiting any lands 
that have been heretofore earned by the location and construction of any por- 
gress making a grant of public lands in 
the State of Michigan: Provided, That such lands lie opposite such constru: 
road, or if E 2 lands are provided in such grants the same asa tye se- 
u 
And varana further, That this act shall not be construed to 
rejudice any right of the Portage Lake Canal Company, or the Ontonagon and 
Brulé River oad Company, or any person claiming under them, to appl 
hereafter to the courts or to Congress for any legal or equitable relief to w. 
they may now be entitled, nor to prejudice any right of forfeiture, as hereby 
d , or recovery of the United States in t of any of the lands claimed 
by said companies, nor to the prejudice of the right of any person claiming ad- 
versely to said com ies or their assigns, under the laws of the United States. 

“Sro.5. That in all cases where lands included in a grant of land to the State 
of Mississippi, for the purpose of aiding in the construction of a railroad from 
Brandon to tha Gulf of Mexico, commonly known as the Gulf and Ship Island 
Railroad, have heretofore been sold by the officers of the United States forcash, 
or with the allowance or approyal of such officers have been entered in 
faith under the pre-emption or homestead laws, the righi and title of the per- 
sons holding or claiming any such lands under such sales or entries are hereby 
confirmed. And on condition that the Gulf and Ship Island Railroad Company 
within sixty days from the of this act shall, by lution of its board 
of directors, duly 3 the 5 of the same and file with the Secretary 
of the Interior a valid relinquishment of all said company’s interest, right, 
title, and claim in and to all such lands as have been sold or entered as afore- 
said, then the forfeiture declared in the first section of this act shali not apply to 
or in any wise affect so much and such parts of said grant of lands to the State 
of Mississippi as lie south of a line drawn east and west through the point where 
the Gulfand Ship Island Railroad may cross the New Orleans and Northeast- 
ern Railroad in said State, until two years after the of this act. 

“Serc, 6. The price ofthe even sections of the pa c lands not reserved within 
the limits of the portions of the several grants hereby forfeited, and within the 
limits of all grants or portion of ts heretofore forfeited, and of all lands 
hereby and heretofore forfeited, is hereby fixed at $1.25 per acre. 

S. 7. That section 5 of an act entitled ‘An act for a grant of lands to the 
State of Iowa in alternate sections, to aid in the construction of a railroad in said 
State,’ approved May 12, 1864, and section 7 of an act entitled ‘An act extend- 
Ing the time for the completion of certain land-grant railroads in the States of 
Minnesota and Iowa, and for other purposes,’ ve March 3, 1865, and also 
section 5 of an act entitled ‘An act making an additional grant of lands to the 
State of Minnesota in alternate sections, to aid in the construction of railroads 
in said State,’ approved July 4, 1866, so far as said sections are applicable to lands 
embraced within the indemnity limits ofsaid grants, be, and the same are hereby, 
repealed; and so much of the provisions of section 4 of an act approved June 2, 
1864, and entitled ‘An act to amend an act entitled “An act making a grant of 
lands to the State of Iowa, in alternate sections, to aid in the construction of cer- 
tain railroads in said State,” 8 May 15, 1856,’ be, and the same are hereby, 
repealed so far as they e Secretary of the Interior to reserve any lan 
but the odd sections wi the primary or 6 miles granted limits of the road 
mentioned in said act of June 2, 1864, or to the act to which the same is amenda- 


tory. 

2820. 8. That all actual settlers on any of the publiclands in the State of Florida 
affected by the grants, who made actual settlement on any of said lands, after the 
time limited in the granting act for the construction of the said road, and before 
May 1, 1888, shall have the right to perfect their entries, respectively, under the 
homestead and pre-emption laws: Provided, That the title to the land described 
in the act entitled ‘An act granting lands to the States of Alabama and Florida to 
aid in the construction of certain lines of railway in said States,’ approved the 
17th of May, 1856, which lies adjacent to the part of the lines of ru built 
under and in pursuance of theact of the State of Florida entitled ‘An act to en- 
cou a liberal system of internal improvements in the State of Florida,’ ap- 
proved January 5, 1855, within the time limited by Congress in the ntin 
act, and which were ted to any of the said companies by the ure o 
the State of Florida in accordance with said act of 8 and are held by 
pores in good faith from said com ies, made fore the year 1866, are 

ereby confirmed to such purchasers : vided, That a mortgage or pledge of 
said 1 ony f said companies shall not ‘be considered as a sale for the 
pur) o s 7 


“Sec, 9. That in all cases when any of the lands forfeited by the first section 
of this act, or when any lands relinquished to, or for any cause resumed by, the 
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United States from grants for railroad purposes, heretofore made to the State of 

Michigan, have heretofore been disposed of by the proper officers of the United 5 
ö 
| 


States or under State selections in Michigan confirmed by the Secretary of the 

Interior, under color of the public-land laws, where the consideration received 

therefor is still retained by the Government, the right and title of all persons 

holding or claiming under such disposals shall be, and is hereby, confirmed: 
„ That where the original cash purchasers are the present 

owners act shall be operative to confirm the title only of such said cash pur- 

chasers as the Secretary of the Interior shall be satisfied have purchased with- 3 

out fraud and in the belief that they were thereby obtaining valid title from the 0 

United States. That nothing herein contained shall be construed to confirm an: 

sales or entries of lands, or any tract in any such State selection, upon which 

there were bona fide pre-emption or homestead on the Ist day of May, 

1888, arising or asserted by actual occupation of the land under color of the laws 

of th Tana States, and all such pre-emption and homestead claimsare hereby * 

confirmed. 


“BSEC. 10. That no lands declared forfeited to the United States by this act shall 
inure to the benefit of any State or corporation to which lands may have been 
granted by Congres except as herein otherwise provided; nor shall this act be 
construed to enlarge the area of land originally covered by any such t. or to 
waive or release in any way any right of the United States now existing to have 
— other lands granted by them, as recited in the first section, forfeited foran: 
failure, past or future, to comply with the conditions of the grant; nor shall 
the moiety of the lands granted to any railroad gee yd on account of a main - | 
anda branch line ining to uncompleted road, and hereby forfeited, within | 
the conflicting limits of the grants for such main and branch lines, when but one 
of such lines has been completed, inure, by virtue of the forfeiture hereby de- 
clared, to the benefit of the completed line. 

“SEC, 11, That all persons who may have settled upon and are now in posses- 
sion of any of the lands hereby forfeited, and who may desire toenterthe same 
under the homestead law, shall be allowed, when making final proof, for the 
time they have already resided upon and cultivated the same.“ 

On so much of the amendment of the House as relates to the first section of 
the bill the committee are unable to agree, 

WM. S. HOLMAN, 


L. E. PAYSON, 
Managers on the part of the House. — 


Mr. STONE, of Missouri. I raise the question of consideration. 

Mr. HOLMAN. There is a statement presented, signed by two of 
the conferees, the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. STONE] and myself. 
Accompanying this is another statement, being a statement of the case 
as submitted by the other member of the conference, the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. PAyson]; and inasmuch as the two statements very 
fully present the result of the questions at issue between the two 
Houses, I call for the reading of the statements, and ask the careful - 
consideration of the members of the House while they are being read. 

The statements were read, as follows: 


The conferees on the part of the House on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the amendment of the House to the Senate bill 1430, to forfeit certain 
lands heretofore granted for the purpose of aiding in the construction of rail- 
roads, submit the following statement: 

The real point in issue between the two Houses is as to the extent to which 
the rail land grants shall be forfeited. 

The first section of the Senate bill declares the forfeiture only of lands coter- 
minous with pattone of railroads not now completed. The House — a 

ares the 


forfeiture of all lands granted lying coterminous with the portions of railroads 
not ae within the time prescribed by law. 

Both the House and Senate measures provide certain details for the adjust- 
ment of the rights of settlers, 

The Senate bill also contained certain provisions concerning the lands granted 
in the States of Michigan, Mississippi, Alabama,and Florida. While from the 
beginning the prospect of an agreement on the main question in view of past 
experience was remote, it was still deemed advisable to consider the details, 
especially in view of the complicated condition of the grants in the States above 
named, 

These matters of detail were fair matters for adjustment. In all of those 
States at different times the General Land Office, considering these grants as 
long since forfeited by operation of law, sold lands and issued patents for them 
within the limits of the grants. This state of things produ serious compli- 
cations, and was sought to be provided for both by the Senate and House pro | 
ositions, so that in these details it will be found thatspecial provisions are made | 
touching the forfeitures in the States of Michigan, Mississippi, and Florida, 

The state of conflict between the railroad grants and the Portage Canal grant 
and settlers on granted land in the State of Michigan rendered a complicated 
adjustment inevitable. The other details relate to securing the rights of actual 
settlers on these granted lands, the main object in view being to confirm as far 
as it could be accomplished the rights of actual settlers, as a large portion of 
the land involved was settled years ago by persons claiming under the home- | 
stead and pre-emption laws, and in a large number of instances under patents | 
issued by the Government many years ago. 

The matters a upon by the conferees are specially referred to in re- 
gard to these matters of detail. 

The most important ofthese provisions agreed upon is the following section: 

“Src. 10. That no lands declared forfeited to the United States by this act shall . 
inure to the benefit of any State or corporation to which may have been 
granted by Congress except as herein otherwise provided; nor shall this act 
construed to enlarge the area of lands originally covered by any such t. o 
to waive or release in any way any right of the United States now existing to 
have any other lands granted by ee ee in the first section forfeited for 
any failure, pe or future, to comply with the conditions of the grant; nor 
shall the moiety of tho lands 838 to any railroad company on account of a 
main and a branch line appertaining to uncompleted road and hereby forfeited, 
within the conflicting limits ofthe grants for such main and branch lines, when | 
but one of such lines has been completed. inure by virtue of the forfeiture 
hereby declared, to the benefit of the completed line.” 

But matters of detail are of but little importance in comparison with 94 
real question between the two Houses as to the extent that these granted lan 
shall be forfeited. 

The House substitute for the Senate bill was ado: 
to the Senate on the 6th day of July, 1888, and has 
the two Houses some six mont 

The difference in result between the two measures is seen by the ge ber 2 


ted byene House and w: 
n in conference betwee 


sateen : The route. 1 would a . — 2 The H 
position woul as will be seen o fo! vin | t 
— in detail prepared by oner of the General Land OM ý 3 
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Estimated number of acres which will 
be forfeited— 


entire grant. 


Gulf and Ship Island . 652, 
Coosa and Tennessee.. rr 160 
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Oregon 
Oregon and California 
Southern Pacific....... 


Lands certified to State for this road prior to May 23, 1872, amounting to 440,- 
700.16 acres, were confirmed to State by act of that date (17 Stat. L., 159) for sole 
use and benefit of the Selma, Rome and Dalton Railroad Company. The lands 
so confirmed may not be subject to forfeiture. 


It will thus be seen that there is a difference of 48,696,560 acres—a territory in 
the aggregate exceeding twice the area of the State of Ohio, 

In the report submitted by the Committee on Public Lands to the House on 
the 17th day of June, 1888, and also by former reports from that committee, it is 
clearly shown in the jud ent of the House conferees that in justice and 
equity the forfeiture should be declared to the extent of the 54,323,996 acres; 
er ustice to the whole people demands this, as well as the highest public 


cy. 
Many of these ts were made more than kao 2 ago, and many years 
la after the time for the completion of the roa expired before even an 
effort was made to commence the construction of the railroad, and in no instance 
would a grant be declared forfeited by the House proposition to the extent that 
the construction of the road was entered upon and prosecuted in good faith 
within the time prescribed by law by the railroad corporation, and in no instance 
would the rights of these parties be impaired. 

The equity of declaring these forfeitures, as pro by the House and to 
the extent proposed by the House, can not be denied in the opinion of the House 
conferees. It seems impossible to suggest an equity against the forfeiture in be- 
half of these delinquent corporations, for although most of these nts were 
made more than twenty years ago, perhaps all of them, and yet within the past 
few years and after the ds have been increased in value by the enterprise 
and labor of the whole people and long after the period bad elapsed for their 
completion, the most of the work has been done. 

The doctrine of equitable estoppel can not apply, for the laws creating the 
grants declare the purpose of Congress, and the neglect of public officers to de- 
clare these forfeitures surely can not be set up against the positive provisions 
oflaw. Ifthe proposition of the Senate should become law there will be given 
up without consideration to monopoly a vast portion of the most valuable part 
of the public domain. 

‘The 5,627,436 acres proposed to be forfeited by the Senate bill are, in the main, 
of comparatively little value, while the greater portion of the land embraced in 
the House proposition is in the most favored sections of the country. 

The conferees have called attention to the tenth section as upon inthe 
details in which the rights of forfeiture as they now exist of other portions of 
these ts are declared. 

But it is obvious that the ustment of these land grants will go on, on the 
basis of whatever ! lation Congress shall now enact; and with patents issued 
and the hts of third es intervening, little hope could be indulged that 
further 1 ation could be secured providing for further forfeitures. 

The conferees on the part of the House have submitted to the Senate conferees 
several propon noi Among others they pro that the question of the 
right and power and the extent of the power of Congress to declare the forfeiture 
of these lands should be referred to the Supreme Court of the United States 
with original jurisdiction, the cause to be advanced on the Calendar on ac- 
count of its importance; also the proposition that the bill should be con- 
fined to the minor ts where complications have n growing out of the 
patenting of a portion of the lands within the grants at the time when the grants 
were treated as forfeited, leaving the grants, involving the larger portion 

a 


of the lands, open to r future consideration. 
These pı tions were declined by the Senate conferees, who were not will- 
ing to m in any degree the basis on which they proposed to declare the 


forfeiture; that is to say, as to cases where the corporation were making 
no claim whatever. So that the issue between the two Houses remains with- 
out 9 whatever. The railroad‘corporations do not resist, as far 
as the House conferees are informed, the proposi of the Senate—it does not 
come in conflict with theirinterest—but Sro. persistently oppose the propo- 
sition of the House. The majority of the conferees of the House garnet rec- 
8 — vee that the House do not recede from the position it . Gda 
fore occupied. 
They insist that high public policy and justice to th le demand t th 
ts of public lands lon sincs forteite in fact shall Poe decla ered o ted by 
757 „ e. indulge as belief that at an early day the force of public opinion 


WM. 8. HOLMAN, 
W. J. STONE. 


Ido not i stai t. Th sectio; 
el the Senate bill, if Ma ted, Wilt URSS ke ele all lands that are der and 


confessedly liable to forfeiture and at the same time preserves absolutely to the 
United States every that it now has to declare other and further forfeitures 
if Congress shall desire. Not a single t of the Government is waived; not 
one. All rights are carefully preserved by section 10. We save from all future 
claim by the railroads every acre of land as to which there is a clear os of 
forfeiture, leaving dispui lands to further legislation. Should the bill fail 
further construction of the railroads would confessedly embarrass if not en- 
tirely lose us the title of lands which can now be zan G without yielding any 
principle by the House, 
L. E. PAYSON, 


The SPEAKER. The question is, Will the House now proceed to 
consider the report? 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER, This question is not debatable. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. I desire simply a moment. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection the gentleman will proceed. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. This is a very important measure, one of 
the most important pending before this House or which has been before 
it. It is manifest that at this late hour, in the midst of the confusion 
incident to the closing scenes of a Congress, nothing like an intelligent 
or deliberate consideration of it can be had, and, sir, it is with a view, 
as far as I can accomplish that result, to prevent the adoption of this 
report under the circumstances that I now move to take a recess until 
11 o’clock and 45 minutes this evening. 

Tes question was taken; and there were, on a division—ayes none, 
noes 84. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. STONE, of Mis- 
souri, and Mr. PAYSON as tellers. 1 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported -ayes 2, noes 161. 

So the motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. I move that the House take a recess un- 
til 11.30 this evening. 

Mr. WISE. I ask the gentleman to withdraw that motion and al- 
low me to submit a conference report. 

Mr. PAYSON. I object. s 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois. I move to amend the motion by mak- 
ing it 11 o’clock and 35 minutes. 

Mr. SMITH, of Wisconsin. And I move an amendment to the 
amendment, by making it forty minutes after 11. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. DOCKERY in the chair). The first 
question is on the amendment to the amendment. 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 4, noes 


Mr. STONE, of Missouri. No quorum. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore announced the appointment of Mr. 
STONE, of Missouri, and Mr. PAYson as tellers. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE, 


The House again divided; and after some time spent in the count, 

Mr. PERKINS said: Pending this count, will it be in order to get 
a reference, which was erroneously made, changed? By mistake this 
morning the Speaker referred to the Committee on Public Lands a bill 
that I had theretofore reported and that should have been upon the 
House Calendar. I ask to have that order changed and let it appear 
that it was reported and placed on the Calendar. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read the title of the 
bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (S. 2407) to authorize the conveyance of certain Absentee Shawnee In- 
dian lands in Kansas. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. This sopone to have been an error, 
and if there be no objection the bill will be referred to the House Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. PERKINS. I reported the bill some days ago, and by mistake 
it got on the Speaker’s table, where it had remained until this mornin; 

7 was no objection, and the bill was referred to the House Cal - 
endar. 8 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA POLICE. 


Mr. HEMPHILL. I have a bill in rather a peculiar condition, 
somewhat similar to that mentioned by the gentleman from Kansas. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will call the attention of 
the gentleman from South Carolina to the fact that that was purely a 
clerical error. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I would like to ask unanimous consent to call 
up this matter. It is simply a bill that passed the two Houses, by 
mistake was sent to the Senate, and has come back under a resolution. 
It is a matter of the policing of the District. 

It was passed under the idea that it related to the temporary polic- 
ing, when it related to the ent force. Through an accidental 
mistake it ishere. It ought to have been in the hands of the Presi- 
dent, and I ask to discharge the Committee on the District of Columbia 
from the further consideration of the bill, put it upon its passage. 
Itis the bill that was objected to by the gentleman from Kentucky, but 
he withdrew his objection. 

Mr. CLEMENTS, Is that for the permanent force? 

Mr. HEMP Yes, sir. 

Mr. I would state that the number of policemen hag 

CAE 
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both Houses. It provides for substantially the same number as con- 
tained in that bill, and therefore that bill ought not to pass. 

Mr. HEMPHILL, Do you remember what the increase was? 

Mr. CLEMENTS. The total increase is about fifty-five in our bill, 
as well as I remember. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. If that is a fact I withdraw the request. 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. RANDALL. I desire to make a conference report. I believe 
that is privileged. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. A conference report has already been 
made against which the question of consideration has been raised. 
Pending that, a motion has been submitted to take a recess, motions 
have been made to amend that in the second degree, and the House is 
now voting. 

Mr. RANDALL. Ido not want to be embroiled in that controversy. 
I ask the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. PAyson] to yield to me to make 
a report in relation to the sundry civil appropriation bill. 

Mr. MILLS. I hope that will be done that we may get through with 
the appropriation bills. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of the 
. gentleman from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. I do not want to obstruct in any way 
panne of that character, if it does not interfere with the status of this 


1. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It will not in any way jeopardize the 
action of the gentleman. 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read the report of the 
committee of conference. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
certain amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. making > rag ris- 
tions for sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 
80, 1890, and for other purposes, having met, after full and free conference have 
agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as. follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendment numbered 197. . On amendments 


numbered 60, 61, 62, and 182 the committee of conference have been unable to 
ee, 
= S. J. RANDAL 
WM. H. FORNEY, 
THOS, RYAN, 


W. B. ALLISON 
EUGENE HALE, 


A. P. GORMAN, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 

Mr. RANDALL. I demand the previous question on the report; but 
I desire tomake a statement. The amendment 197, which the Senate 
recedes from, relates to the purchase of land for the building of an ad- 
ditional structure at the Government Printing Office. The section as 
adopted by the Senate is very imperfect as the House conferees think, 
and in this the Senate conferees agree, and they have receded from that 
disagreement. The othertwo upon which they have insisted relate to 
the steam-presses with the royaltyattached on their use in the Bureau 
of Engraving and Printing. The amendment numbered 182, the other 
subject, is the appropriation to pay to the widow of the late Chief-Justice 
Waite the balance of one year’s , $8,745. I ask the previous 
question, and if there be no debate shall ask the House to reaffirm the 
conferees in their decision on each of these two points. 

The previous question was ordered. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, is not the question upon these 
propositions divisible? 

TheSPEAKER. It is, but the matter has not reached that point yet. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I want to demand a separate vote on the amend- 
ment in relation to the proposed payment to the widow of Chief-Justice 
Waite. 

The SPEAKER. The question will be first on the adoption of the 
report, and then will follow any motions that may be made in refer- 
ence to the amendments about which there is disagreement. 

The report of the commitiee of conference was adopted. 

Mr. RANDALL moved to reconsider the vote by which the confer- 
ence report was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. RANDALL. I now move that the House further insist on its 

i ent to the amendments of the Senate numbered 60, 61, 62, 
and 182, and ask a further conference. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I ask a separate vote upon the amendment in 

to the payment to the widow of the late Chief-Justice. 
e SPEAKER. The Clerk will report that amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Amendment 182, page-73, after line 2, insert: For the payment to Mrs. 
Amelia C. Waite, widow of the late Chief-Justice of the United States, the bal- 
ance of one year’s salary of the Chief-Justice, $8,745.” 


Mr. GROSVENOR. I move that the House recede from its disagree- 


ment to that amendment. > 
Mr. RANDALL. Upon that I demand the previous question. 
The previous question was ordered. 


debate. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. Ido not desire to debate the question further, 


but I demand the yeas and nays. 


Mr. RANDALL. Why not take a rising vote first? 


Several MEMBERS. Let us take a rising vote. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. Well, Mr. Speaker, for the time being I with- 
draw the demand for the yeas and nays and ask for a division. 
The Honse divided; and there were—ayes 63, noes 69. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. No 


ter have the yeas and nays. 


quorum. 
Mr. RANDALL. If,the gentleman makes that point, we had bet- 
{ 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was taken; and it was decided in the negative—-yeas 


77, nays 121, not voting 125; as follows: 


YEAS—77. 
Adams, II. Ketcham, 
Allen, Mass, Darlington, La Follette, 
Baker, N. Y. vis, Lehl 
e, Dibble, McKinley, 
Belden, Dorsey, Moffitt, 
Boothman, Dunham, Morrow, 
Bound, So es Morse, 
Boutelle, Fitch, O'Donnell, 
Bowden, Gaines, O'Neill, Pa, 
Browne, T. H. B., Va. Gallinger, Osborne, 
Buchanan, Gear, Outhwaite, 
Burrows, Grosvenor, Owen, 
Butler, Grout, Parker, 
Butterworth, Harmer, Piumb, 
Caswell, Henderson, III. Posey, 
Clark, Hermann, Pugsley, 
Cogswell, Hitt, kw 
Cox, Holmes, Romeis, 
Crouse, Kean, Rowell, 
Cutcheon, Kennedy, Russell, Conn, 
NAYS—121. 
Davidson, Ala, Laffoon, 
Allen, Mich. Davidson, Fla. Landes, 
Mi Dockery, Lane, 
Anderson, Iowa Dougherty, La: 
Anderson, Elliott, Lawler, 
Anderson, Kans, Enloe, Lind, 

n, Fisher, Lyn 
Baker, Ill. Fl acdonald, 
es, Forney, aish, 

Blanchard, n T, 
Bland, Fuller, Martin, 
Booher, Funston, Matson, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Gest, M 55 
Brewer, Gibson, McKenna, 
Buckalew, Greenman, McKinney, 
pa — 8 thi omen 
um, uenther, 
Campbell, Ohio Merriman, 
cannon. a ee o 
augen, ontgomery, 
Cheadle, Heard organ, 
Chipman, Hemphill, Morrill, 
Clardy, Henderson, N. C. Newton, 
Clements, Herbert, Norw 
Cobb, Iman, 
Compton, Hopkins, Va. O’ Ferrall 
Conger, oward, O'Neall, Ind. 
Cowles, ackson, l, 
isp, Johnston, Ind. n, 
Culberson, err, Pete 
Cummings, Kilgore, Pid “ 
NOT VOTING—13. 
Ard“ teams Lodge, 
old, ntrou z 
Atkinson. Felton, Long, 
ead, niley, Lyman, 
3 ‘oran, Maffett, 
B Ford, Mahoney, 
Bingham, Y, Mason, 
Bliss, Glass, MeAdoo, 
Blount, Glover, McClammy, 
Bowen, off, McCo: 
Breckinridge, Ky. Granger, McCormick, 
Brower, Hare, McCullogh, 
Browne, Ind. Hayden, e. 
Brown, Ohio Hayes, Milliken, 
Brown, J. R., Va. Henderson, Iowa oore, 
mm, d, eal, 
Bryce, Nelson, 
Burnet Hogg, icho! 
Campbell, F., N.Y. Hooker, 98 
Campbell, T. J., N. V. Hopkins, III. O'Neill, Mo 
Candler, Hopkins, N. V. tton, 
Carlton, Houk, Payson, 
Catchings, Hudd, Perkins, 
Hunter, Perry, 
Collins, Hutton, Phelan, 
Cooper, Johnston, N. ©. Phelps, 
Cothran, Jones, Post, 
Crain, Kelley, Rayner, 
J * U 
Davenport, Lafiaw, Rice, 
De Lano, Laird, n. 
Dingle, Latham, Russell, Mass. 


So the motion to recede was not agreed to. 


During the vote, 


| 
been provided for in the District appropriation bill which has now passed | The SPEAKER. Under the rule, thirty minutes are allowad for 


N. V. 
Whiting, Mich, 
Whiting, Mass, 
Wickham. 
Williams, 
Yardley, 
Yoder, 

Yost, 


1 55 

yers, 
Seney, 
Sherman, 
Snyder, 
Spinola, 
Sener. 
pringer, 
Stahlnecker, 


Taulbee, RP 

Taylor, Aay Ohio 
omas, Ky. j 

Thompson, Ohio 


Woodburn. 


‘ 
On motion of Mr. SOWDEN, by unanimous consent, the reading 8 


the names of members voting was dispensed with. 
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Mr. LANHAM. Mr. Speaker, I wish to say for my colleague [Mr. 
Sayers], who is absent from the House on a committee of conference, 
that if he were present, he would vote no“ upon the motion to re- 
cede, 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

Mr. TILLMAN with Mr. McComas, on this vote. 

Mr. SENEY with Mr. SHERMAN, on this vote. 
gue ANDERSON, of Mississippi, with Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, on 

vote. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina, with Mr. HorkINs, of New York, 
on this vote. 

Mr. BLOUNT with Mr. BINGHAM. 

Mr. BANKHEAD with Mr. CuTCHEON. 

The vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. RANDALL moved to reconsider the vote by which the motion 
to reconsider was rejected; and also moved that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. RANDALL. I now move the House further insist and ask a 
further conference with the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. RANDALL moved to reconsider the vote by which the House 
further insisted on its disagreement; and also moved that the motion 
to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will appoint the same conferees, the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, Mr. RANDALL, the gentleman from 
Alabama, Mr. Forney, and the gentleman from Kansas, Mr. RYAN. 

Mr, HERBERT. Mr. Speaker, I rise to present a conference report. 

Mr. PAYSON. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. HERBERT. I ask the gentleman to withdraw that demand 
temporarily . permis this report to be presented. 

The SPEAKER. The report will be received without prejudice to 
the pending motion. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCoox, its Secretary, an- 
nounced nt to the amendments of the House to the bill €. 
2182) to amend sections 4488 and 4489 of the Revised Statutes requir- 
ing life-saving appliances on steamers. 

It also announced that the Senate had agreed to the report of the 
committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the nmendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 12329) making ap- 
propriations for the naval service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1890, and for other purposes. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. HERBERT submitted the following conference report: 
Th mmittee of conference on the di votes of 2e two Houses 
el 1 8. 2 tanking for 


the amendments of the Senate to the bil Spptoreiasions for 
the naval service for the fiscal year ending EET 1890, an: other pur- 
poses, having met, after full and free conference have to recommend 
and do to their tive Houses as follows: 


amendments numbered 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, II, 
15/19, eee ee 


the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Sen- 
ate numbered 16,17, 28, and 29, and agree to the same. 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the House 
to the amendment numbered René agree to the same. 

‘That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 15, and to the same with an ———— as follows: In lieu of 
the sum nanied in the matter proposed to be said amendment in- 
sert 895,000; and the Senate a; to the same. 

That the House recede from its isagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 25, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Insert, 
after the word “thereon,” in line 1 of said amendment, the following: “and 
inclosing and grading the mamas and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numi 81, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
oo _ atter proposed to be stricken out and inserted by said amendment insert 

e following: 

“And to the plans approved and recommended by a naval board in 
their report to the Secretary ot · e Navy and by him 5 to and a Rea 
in his letter to the chairman of the Committee on Naval Affairs of the H ouse of 
Representatives dated January 9, 1889.“ 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
Apear 34, and to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 

to be inserted by said amendment insert the following: 

The The President is hereby further authorized to have constructed by contract 
two steel cruisers or of the most approved type, of 800 to 1,200 tons’ 
displacement, to cost in the —— exclusive of armament not more than 
$700,000; P: ana 5 rum for harbor di tto the! the general type approved by the 


Naval A in their report to the Secretary of the Navy of November 
7, 1881, of the practicable speed.“ 85 258 2 
And the Senate agree to the same. 


That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
inlineé ofuaidamendment, the folowing wows; 782 4 580 0 Sea 
0 0 w 
the Senate to the pigs 
ouse sooda Rom ls — an am to ewe ees of the Senate 
agree same an ame ollows: A 
end of said amendment, Set pide = = ane 
That no part money shall be expended until the owners of 
the patents for such guns and cartri -H contract, at such a 8 
be on the pere 


shall 

ry VVT 

of the Government to by contract or otherwise, such 

cartridges without the paymentof any royalty upon the same, the stuns 


Government to make such contract to be exercised within a period to be fixed 
8 
d the Senate agree to the same. 
That the House —.—. from — disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 


Be * th amendments as follows: In lieu of 
e sum ae 
h the following: Of which sum À $55,000 is hereb: Seam 
e Secretary o the Navy upon the electric lighting of the Miantonomoh, 

‘erent. Monadnock, Petrel, and Vesuvius,in addition to the amounts hereto- 
fore. authorized to be expended on the said vessels;” and the Senate agree to 
the same, 

That the House recede from its disagreementto the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 39,and agree to the same with an amendment, as follows: In lieu of 
the sum proposed insert $2,500,000; ” and the oo agree 5 same. 


È WILLIAM McADOO, 
A. C. HARMER, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


Managers onthe part of the Senale. 
The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman desire to have this report 
read? 
Mr. HERBERT. I ask unanimous consent to dispense with reading 
of the report, and that there be read instead the statement of the man- 


agers. 
The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, that course will be taken. 
The statement, submitted in accordance with the rule, was read, as 
follows: 


The managers on the part of the House of the conference on the d ing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the (H. R. 
12329) making a ger anion for the naval service for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1890, and for other poe per submit the following written statement in 
explanation of the effect o 7 raed action recommended in the accompanying con- 
ference report on the amendments of the Senate: 

Amendments 2,5,and 6: Appropriate $55, = for the electric lighting of the 
Miantonomoh, Terror, Monadnock, Petrel, and Vesuvius. The House agreed to 
these amendments, and they are consolidated and transferred to the appropri- 
Son for construction and steam machinery,” and become part of amendment 


5 Appropriates $2,600 to the electric lighting of the Baltimore; Senate re- 
es. 

4. appropriates $2,600 to the electric lighting of the Charleston; Senate re- 
Sa Appropriates $6,000 for electric lighting of the Vermont. The House re- 


9. Provides for construction of a building for naval war college and torpedo 
station. The House amended by providing that the sum be 6 haem 9 should 
be in full for all expenses of designing, building, and furnishing; and the Sen- 

ate agrees to the same, 

Pie 12, and 13. Senate agrees to the House amendment changing the name of 

Se SAVA Asylum to Naval Home. 

House agrees to the amendment of the r with an amendment re- 
aucin the appropriation for provisions, etc., by $11 
House recedes from its disagreement to the Senate amendment speci- 
fying $11,000 as the amount to be expended for water for drinking purposes. 
17. Is a verbal amendment. 
18. The Senate reced: 


es with an amendment, adding to the a 88 ſor 
ika and expenses in general store-houses, cte., $11,000. 9 17, 
and 18, as agreed on, is to leave the sum total same as in that bill of the 
19. Senate recedes from its disagreement to the reappropriation of $17,135.29 
E = —— = from its disagreement to appropriate and make imm 
es from - 
— available — nate the Bureau — Construction and a 
. Senate amendment raising the a priation for construc- 
tion and Tom $850,000 to $900,000, = 


the purchase of etc., 

ing that-it shall be also for inclosing and grading the grounds pu: 
28 and 29. House recedes from its disagreem to th 

which reduced the appropriation for transportation, etc., Marine Corps, by 


$2,500. 

30. Senate recedes from its amendment refusing allowance of pay to enlisted 

men emp 97 Acdece on N labor for a period exceeding ten da 

SL. The to the amendments of the Senate to provision for 
building a ship 8 to the plans of Hon. Joux R. Tuomas with amend- 
ments which will cause the provenon] to read as follows: 

“Of the and eee oft and recommended by a naval 
board in the! the Secretary o ys N. and by him referred to and 
approved in his elt, Jetter to the chairmain of the Committee on Naval Affairs of 
the House of 5 dated poet 9, 1889,” ete, 

32, 33. Senate recedes from its amendments requiring the above-mentioned 


shi ang ee ee 
House recedes from its to the amendment of the Sen- 


disagreement 
ato providing forthe the construction of two gunboats of from eight to twelve hun- 


tons each, one of 2,000 tons, and one ram, with an amen t striking out 
the vessel of 2,000 tons. 
35. The Senate 8 to strike out an amendment applicable only to the 


cruiser, agreed as above to be stricken from the h 
a Senate agrees to strike out another reference to the 2,000-ton cruiser, 
for the pur- 
hele an amend- 


the rapa the guns ana — 
with the Navy 
Government ORT Gales by; of ie ocebantes right to manufacture 


un 3 
patents. 

38. The House agrees that the — for construction and repair, in- 
pond df nage ab any erga de ip oer in the Senate amendm shal be, in- 
cluding the provision for electric — as heretofore menti: 055,000. 

39. In lieu of the sum 5 ue of $3,000,000 tow: armament 
and armor, the sum of $2,500,000 on 

ry A. HERBERT, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


Mr. HERBERT. Mr. Speaker, I desire to state that the bill as 
passed by the House carried $20,008,577.12. As passed by the Senate 
it carried $23,080,574.98. As agreed upon by the committee of confer- 
ence it carries $21,644,979.97. 
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I desire to state, further, that the conferees on the part of the House 
felt themselves constrained to agree, very much against their judg- 
ment, to the provision for the construction of three small ships. In the 
opinion of the House conferees—and I think I speak for a majority of 
the House committee; I know I echo the sentiment of the Secretary of 
the Navy—the relative proportion of these small and consequently slow 
ships to the rest of the Navy is already too large. Hence it was with 
reluctance that we consented to the provision for these three small ships. 
The cost, however, is relatively small. 

Unless some gentleman desires to ask some question, I will call for 
a vote on agreeing to the report. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. For the sake of information, I wish to ask the 
chairman of the committee whether I have understood correctly from 
the reading of the report that the House conferees have yielded to the 
Senate amendment in reference to the so-called cruising monitor? 

Mr. HERBERT. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. And the bill as now reported will carry an ap- 
propriation for that vessel upon the plans and designs indicated in the 
provision introduced originally in the House bill? 

Mr. HERBERT. Yes, sir. > 

Mr. BOUTELLE. But under a different nomenclature? 

Mr. HERBERT. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. What action have the House conferees taken in 
regard to the s of the ship? 

Mr. HERBERT. That remains as it was in the original bill—17 
knots an hour. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Then the provision of the original bill, which 
was that this vessel should be required to make a speed of 17 knots 
an hour, and that there be a bonus or premium of $50,000 for every 
quarter knot in addition thereto, and a deduction of $50,000 for every 
quarter knot below that speed—which provision was amended in the 
Senate by the substitution of 19 knots asa minimum—has been stricken 
out by the Senate receding from its amendment to that effect. 

Mr. HERBERT. It has been reinstated by the Senate receding. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. The Senate to place the limit of speed back 
at 17 knots, and pay a bonus of $50,000 for every quarter of a knot in 
excess of this ? 

Mr. HERBERT. Yes, sir; and I desire to say again, as I said when 
this question was before the House, when a monitor . armor 
such as this does, with 3,000 tons displacement, shall succeed in mak- 
ing a speed of 17 knots an hour, she will be the fastest coast-defense 
vessel afloat in any navy in the world. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. We have not time now to enter into a discussion 
of that question. I merely wished to have the record clear upon that 


point. 

Mr. HERBERT. I demand the previous question on the report. 

The previous question was ordered, under the operation of which 
the report was to. 

Mr. HERBERT moved to reconsider the vote by which the report of 
the conference committee was adopted; and also moved that the mo- 
tion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
the passage with amendments, in which the concurrence of the House 
was requested, of the bill (H. R. 12578) making appropriations for the 
current and contingent expenses of the Indian Department and for 
fulfilling treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes for the year 
ending June 30, 1890, and for other pu asked a conference with 
the House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had 
appointed Mr. DAWES, Mr. PLUMB, and Mr. CALL as conferees on its 

rt. 

i also announced that the Senate had agreed to the joint 8 
(H. Res. 268) to authorize the pinag of the proceedings in Co 

in accepting the statue of the late Lewis Cass, an illustrious cit 
presented by the State of Michigan; sega thestatues of the late Maj. Gen. 
John Peter Gabriel Muhlenberg and Robert Fulton, illustrious citizens, 
presented by the State of Pennsylvania. 

It also announced that the President having returned to the Senate 
the bill (S. 139) to credit and pay to the several States and Territories 
and to the District of Columbia all moneys collected under the direct 
tax levied by act of Congress approved August 5, 1861, with his ob- 
jections thereto, the Senate had proceeded to consider said bill, and that 
9 had been directed to communicate to the House the proceedings 

ereon. 

INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the Chair will cause the 
Senate amendments to the Indian appropriation bill to be printed. 

The Chair desires to state, however, that the Clerk has already caused 
the amendments to be printed in advance, and this order is made to 
cover the action heretofore taken. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. PAYSON. Regular order. 

Mr. PEEL. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask unanimous consent, if the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Payson] withdraws his demand for the 


regular order, to enable me to ask to non-concur in the Senate amend- 
ments to the Indian appropriation bill, and agree to the conference 
asked by the Senate thereon. 

Mr. PAYSON. Without prejudice to the existing status of the pend- 
ing report from the Committee on the Public Lands, I will agree that 
the gentleman may make that motion. 

Mr. PEEL. Then I ask unanimous consent to non-concur in the 
Senate amendments and agree to the conference. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. PEEL, Mr. AL- 
LEN of Mississippi, and Mr. PERKINS as managers at the conference on 
the part of the House. 


COURSE AT NAVAL ACADEMY. 


Mr. WISE. I ask the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Payson] to 
yield to me to submit a conference report. 

Mr. PAYSON. With the same understanding I have no objection 
to the gentleman presenting the report. 

Mr. WISE. I submit a conference report, of which I ask present con- 
sideration. 

The SPEAKER. The report will be read. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
The committee of conference on the disa; ing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 9674) to the course at 


the Naval Academy, having met, after full and free conference have agreed to 
recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to = amendments of the Sen- 
ate 1 1. 1, 2,8, 4, 13, and 14, and agree to the sam 

That the ate recede from its amendments 8 6. 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, and 12, 
with an 8 as follows: 

Strike out, in line 9, page 2, from and including the word “but” down to and 
including the word years. »'in line 19, of page 2, and insert: 

But nothing contained herein or in the naval appropriation act of August 

1882, shall reduce the number of appointments of final graduates at the end of 

their $ six years’ course below twelve in cach year to the line of the Navy, and 
not less than two shall be appointed annually to the Engineer Corps of the lavy, 
nor less than one annually to the Marine Corps; and if the number of vacancies 
in the lowest grades aforesaid, occurring in any year shall be greater than the 
number of final graduates of that year, the surplus vacancies shall be filled 
from the final graduates of following years, as they shall become available. 
And it is provided that in addition to the ap; intments to the Engineer Corps 
of the Navy hereby authorized, there ma; my yori grea five assistant en- 
gineers from the graduates in the order of merit of the Naval Academy of the 
class which finished its six years’ course in January, to take rank and re- 
ceive pay only from the date of their appointment; and the said Engineer Corps 
is + as ag enlarged for the purpose oft e additional appointments hereby au- 


“Seo. 2. That after the 4th day of 3 the minimum age of admission 
of cadets to the Academy shall be fifteen years and the maximum age twenty 


years.” 

GEORGE D. WISE, 
eee ELLI 

Managers on the part of the House. 
J. D. CAMERON, 
W. E. CHANDL R 
J. G. S. BLACKBURN, 

Managers on the part of the Senate. 

Mr. WISE. I demand the previous question on the adoption of the ` 
report. 

The previous question was ordered. 

Mr. PETERS. Mr. Speaker, I wish to ask the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia a question. Does this change the minimum age from fourteen to 
fifteen,and the maximum from eighteen to twenty ? 

Mr, WISE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PETERS. I approve that. I wish to know if there has been 
any change made in the examination and the degree of attainment 
necessary to pass the examination? 

Mr. WISE. None whatever. 

Mr. PETERS. Now, I wish to say that there is an inconsistency 
between the requirements for admission to Annapolis and the require- 
ments for admission to West Point that has a tendency to shut out 
many applicants from passing the examination. In the first place, the 
standard is somewhat higher, and in the next there is no reason 
why a cadet for admission to Annapolis should be required to pass an 
examination in algebra and not be required to do so to obtain admission 
to West Point. 

Mr. WISE. I can—— 

Mr. PETERS. But the ages are against the requirements for alge- 
bra. Thus the institution at Annapolis requires an examination in 
algebra in order to obtain admission, but at West Point that require- 
ment is not necessary. 

Mr. WISE. I would suggest to the gentleman from Kansas that it 
would be better to let that subject go over to the next session. This 
bill has nothing to do with that. 

Mr. PETERS. I think it ought to. 

Mr. BOUTELLE, This bill has nothing to do with the requirements 
for admission. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, has the statement accompanying this 
report been read ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is advised there is none. 

Mr. CANNON. I would like to know what there is accomplished 
in the way of legislation if this report is adopted. 

Mr. WISE. It changes the age at which cadets may be entered at 
the Academy; and when they arrive at the fourth year of their term of 
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service the cadets are divided into two divisions—one division that can 
be promoted to the line and the Marine Corps, and promotions from 
the other division to be to the Engineer Corps. 

Mr. CANNON. What is the change as to of admission ? 

Mr. WISE. The age of admission will be fifteen for the minimum 
and twenty for the maximum. 

Mr. HEARD. What are the ages now? 

Mr. WISE. Fourteen and eighteen. 

Mr. CANNON. What is the term—six years? 

Mr. WISE. Six years—the same as now. 

Mr. CANNON. How does it change the law as to the admission of 
cadets upon previous service, if at all? 

Mr. WISE. It does not change it at all. f 

Mr. STEELE. Does it not change the number that may be grad- 


nated? 

Mr. WISE. Oh, yes. As the law at present stands at least ten from 
every class must be admitted each year. If this amendment shall be 
adopted, at least fifteen must be admitted every year. 

Mr. STEELE. May not more than that number be admitted? 

Mr. WISE. Yes, sir, if a larger number of vacancies occur; but there 
must be fifteen every year. I will say to the gentleman from Illinois 
that it is almost absolutely certain that there will not be in the future 
a less number of vacancies than fifteen each year - the number provided 
for in this bill. 

Mr. STEELE. But does not the bill increase the number of offices? 

Mr. WISE. The bill makes provision to correct an error and an in- 
justice which was done by an interpretation of Secretary Chandler upon 
the act of August 5, 1882. By his decision a certain number of cadet 
engineers were ousted from the Navy. They carried their cases to the 
Court of Claims, and from that court an appeal was taken to the Su- 
preme Court of the United States, and the decision is that Secretary 
Chandler was in error. The object of this amendment is to correct that 
error and to restore these young men to the rights which they would 
have had if he had not made an erroneous decision. 

Mr. CANNON. That means to put them in the Navy. 

Mr. WISE, That means to put them in the Navy. 

Mr. CANNON. How many of them? 

Mr. WISE. Five. 

Mr. CANNON, And asd should have gone in at what time? 

Mr. WISE. They should have gone in in 1886. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, I desire to ask the gentleman how many 
cadets are there annually graduated from the Naval Academy ? 

Mr. WISE. Some thirty or forty, I believe. 

Mr. CANNON. And this bill makes place for at least fifteen? 

Mr. WISE. For at least fifteen. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, I wish to ask the gentleman one further ques- 
tion. How many officers are there now in the Navy? 

Mr. WISE. Iam not able to answer that question. 

Mr. PAYSON. Seventeen hundred, 

Mr. CANNON. How many at sea? 

Mr. WISE. I can not answer these questions. I will repeat to the 
gentleman from Illinois that the number provided for—fifteen a year— 
is no greater than will be needed in the future. We have information 
from the Navy Department that it is almost absolutely certain that 
there will be more vacancies than fifteen every year to be filled by pro- 
motions from the Naval Academy. : 

Mr. CANNON. Does the gentleman think with one thousand six 
hundred or one thousand seven hundred officers in the Navy, taking 
into consideration the size of our Navy, that itis best to change the law 
from what it now is, as it was made, I believe, in 1882 or 1883, so as 
to increase that number? 

Mr. WISE. In reply to that I will state to the gentleman that the 
recommendation which we have made to the House is in accordance 
with the recommendation of the Navy Department, and the report 
which we make is unanimously concurred in by the committees of both 
Houses, 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. I wish to ask the gentleman whether 
it is any part of the purpose of the Department to make up in officers 
what we lack in ships? [Laughter. ] 

Mr. WISE. The gentleman can address that inquiry to the next 
administration. : 

Mr. SOWDEN. I wish to ask the gentleman from Virginia aques- 
tion. At West Point all applicants for admission are first examined 
physically and the mental examination comes second, while the op- 
posite course is pursued at the Naval Academy, the mental examina- 
tion being first and the physical examination afterwards. I wish to 
ask the gentleman whether that is a matter of regulation or a matter 
of law, and, if it is a matter of law, whether any change is proposed 
by this amendment in that particular? 

Mr. WISE. I do not know of any law regulating that matter, but 
I will say to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. SowDEN] that 
this bill has nothing to do with examinations for admission. 

Mr. BLOUNT. As the law now is, ten of these cadets go into the 
Navy by force of law. 

Mr. WISE. Yes, sir. 
| Mr. BLOUNT. And this proposition puts fifteen in by force of law. 


Now, without this law, if vacancies exist, will there not be more than 
ten who will go in any way? . . 

Mr. WISE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Then this proposition is not intended to meet any 
emergency of the Navy, butsimply to declare that so many shall go in 
whether they are needed or not. 

The conference report was to. 

Mr. WISE moved to reconsider the vote by which the conference re- 

rt was agreed to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 

aid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

‘ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. PAYSON. I call for the regular order. 

Mr.SOWDEN. I ask the indulgence of the gentleman from Illinois 
for a moment. : 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. PAYSON] in- 
sists on the regular order. The regular order is the amendment moved 
by the gentleman from Wisconsin, that the House take a recess until 
11.40 instead of 11.30. 

The amendment was rejected—aye 1, noes 165. 

The question was taken on the motion that the House take a recess 
until 11.35, and it was rejected—ayes 8, noes 100. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER, The point being made that no quorum has voted, 
the Chair will appoint to act as tellers the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. PARKER] and the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. STONE]. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 3, noes 96. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman still insist upon the point of 
no A hays 2 

r. STONE, of Missouri. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CLARDY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that this 
order bes ded long enough for me to present a conference report. 

Mr. PA N. Regular order. 

Mr. LAWLER, Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is insisted on. 

Mr. LAWLER. I desire to ask unanimous consent for the 
ona ag boar of Senate bill No. 2626, granting a pension to 

yman. 
Mr. PAYSON. Regular order. 
ee I ask permission to make a statement in regard to 

e bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. STONE, of Kentucky). The gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. LAWLER] asks unanimous consent to make a 
statement in regard to the bill which he desires to have considered. 
Is there objection? 

Mr. PAYSON. Regular order. 

R de nee nes 

e pro tempore. o gentleman’s coll e, the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. Payson]. . 5 piz 

Mr. PAYSON. Regular order. 

Mr. SOWDEN. Mr. Speaker, does it appear from the vote recorded 
by the tellers that a quorum is present? 

The SPEAKER pro re, It does not. 

Mr. SOWDEN. Then I move a call of the House. 

Mr. DUNHAM. The members are here, and what is the use of a 
call of the House? : 

Bho ormas was resumed; and the tellers again reported—ayes 3, 
noes 113. 

Mr. SOWDEN. No quorum. Mr. Speaker, I move a call of the 


ouse. 
Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Pending that I move that the House 
do now adjourn. 
The question was taken on the motion to adjourn; and there were— 
Wr. BOWDEN called for th d b bseq 
5 or the yeas and na ut subsequently with- 
drew the demand. 73 7 


resent 
tlena 


The tellers resumed their places. 

Mr. CLARDY. Pending this division, I ask unanimous consent to 
t a conference report. 

Mr. PAYSON. I object. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. KILGORE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found duly enrolled a bill and a, joint resolu- 
tion of the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 11651) making appropriations to provide for the ex- 

of the government of the District of Columbia for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1890, and for other p an 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 268) to authorize the printing of the pro- 
ceedings in Congress in accepting the statue of Lewis Cass, ete, 

IMPEACHMENT OF JUDGE BARNES, OF ARIZONA. 

Mr. STEELE (during the count by tellers). Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to withdraw from the files of the House papers 
looking to the impeachment.of Judge Barnes, of Arizona, no report 
having been made. 

There being no objection, leave was granted, 
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ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. KEAN. I ask unanimous consent for the consideration of a 
little bill I have here which has been recommended by the Postmaster- 
General. I do not think there is any objection to it. There is no 
money in it. 

A MEMBER. That is the trouble. [Laughter.] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair understands the gentleman 
from Illinois as objecting. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I object. 

Mr. KEAN. No member rose in his place and objected. 

ahe SPEAKER pro tempore. As the Chair understands, objection is 
made, 

Mr. HERMANN. Has the result ofthe count been yet announced ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. There has been no final report. 

Mr. HERMANN. I ask that the result be announced. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. On this question the ayes are 4, the 
noes 130. 

Mr. HERMANN. Then there is no quorum. 
House. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. That was the last motion put, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks that is no reason why 
the motion should not be entertained, as there has been other business 
intervening. 

Mr. HERMANN. In the belief that a quorum will soon appear I 
withdraw the motion. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
the ge without amendment of House bills and joint resolution of 
the following titles: 

A biil 1 5 R. 6411) granting a pension to Sarah Jackson; 

A bill (H. R. 11128) for the disposition of the agricultural lands em- 
braced within the limits of the Pipestone Indian reservation in Minne- 


sota; 

A bill (H. R. 12384) for the allowance of certain claims reported by 
the accounting officers of the United States Treasury De ent; 

A bill (H. R. 3106) for the relief of Lieutenant-Colonel Eyre; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 252) appointing H. H. Markham, of Cali- 
fornia, a manager for the National Home for Disabled Soldiers, to fill 
the vacancy caused by the death of William Blanding. 

It also announced the passage with amendments of bills of the follow- 
ing titles; asked a conference with the House on said bills and amend- 
ments, and had appointed on the part of the Senate conferees as indi- 
cated respectively: 

A bill (H. R. 6050) referring the claim of the owners of the steamer 
I. N. Bunton to the Court of Claims—conferees, Mr, HOAR, Mr. QUAY, 
and Mr. FAULKNER. 

A bill (H. R. 5426) for the relief of St. Joseph Commercial College, 
of St. Joseph, Mo.—conferees, Mr. SPOONER, Mr. HOAR, and Mr. 
FAULKNER, 

It also announced the ee of the bill (S. 3929) to provide for the 
erection of a public building at New Berne, N. C.; in which concur- 
rence was requested. 


Sr. JOSEPH COMMERCIAL COLLEGE, ST. JOSEPH, MO, 


Mr. DOCKERY. There has just been returned from theSenate, with 
amendments and a request for aconference, a bill which was introduced 
by my late colleague, Mr. Burnes. It is for the benefit of a college in 
the city of St. Joseph, Mo. I ask unanimous consent that the amend- 
ments of the Senate be non-concurred in and the conference asked by 
that body granted. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. MCMILLIN). There is a matter 
pending before the House; and the request of the gentleman from Mis- 
gouri [Mr. DocKERY] can not be entertained except by unanimous 
consent. 


I move a call of the 


Mr. DOCKERY. My request is for unanimous consent, 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The title of the bill will be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


mee bill (H. R. 5426) for the relief of St. Joseph Commercial College, of St. Joseph, 
0. 


Mr. PAYSON. I call for the regular order. 

The tellers resumed the count. 

Mr. DOCKERY. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Payson] with- 
draws his objection to the proposition I made a few moments ago. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there further objection to the re- 
quest of the gentleman from Missouri? 

Mr. MACDONALD. I think I will demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is demanded. 

Mr. DOCKERY (after a pause), The gentleman from Minnesota 
withdraws his objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there further objection to the request 
of the gentleman from Missouri that the amendments of the Senate to 


the bill indicated be non-concurred in and that the House agree to the 
3 asked by the Senate. The Chair hears no objection, and it 
so ordered. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. HATCH. Mr. Speaker, I rise toa privileged motion. I believe 
it is now in order under the rules of the House to make at any time a 
motion to suspend the rules for the passage of a bill. j 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state to the gentleman , 
that there is i s 

Mr. HATCH. The Chair has already recognized me. I move to 
8 the rules and pass the bill which I have sent to the Clerk's 

esk. | 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state to the gentleman ` 
from Missouri that there is now pending a question on which the House 
is dividing, and it is impossible to entertain his motion. | 

Mr. HATCH. ‘‘The gentleman from Missouri“ will state to the 
Chair that he is satisfied there will be no objection to this proposition. 
I am assured that the tellers who are now acting will not object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. But the regular order has been de- 
manded, which cuts off all matters of that kind. l 

Mr. HATCH. I appeal to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. PAY- i 
SoN] to allow this bill to be read. i 

Mr. PAYSON. The appeal is overruled. [Laughter.] — 

Mr. HATCH: Mr. Speaker, this is simply a proposition—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state to the gentleman 
from Missouri that the regular order having been demanded debate is 
not in order. 

Mr. HATCH. This is a Senate bill now on the table, and I am satis- 
fied no gentleman will object to it when it is understood. [Cries of 
Regular order!” ] 

Mr. DIBBLE. Irise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

nr DIBBLE. What is the motion on which the Honse is now di- 
viding? 

The SPEAKER tempore. On the amendment to the motion for 
a recess, the amendment naming the hour at 11.35. 

Mr. DIBBLE. What was the original motion? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Eleveno’clock and thirty minutes. 

Mr. DIBBLE. Then I make the point of order that that time has 


passed. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is a matter for the House. 

Mr. HATCH. The gentleman from IIlinois [Mr. Payson] with- 
draws his objection; and both the gentlemen who are acting as tellers 
tell me they will not object to the consideration of the bill I now de- 
sire to bring up. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order has been demanded 
by other gentlemen. Any member may demand the regular order. 
The House is now dividing on a motion to take a recess; the point of 
no quorum has been made; and pending the count by the tellers no 
other business is in order. 

Mr. HATCH. But I rise to a question of unanimous consent, and I 
sae to the Chair that the gentleman who objected has withdrawn his 
objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. But the regular order has been de- 
manded, which cuts off all requests for unanimous consent, 

Mr. MILLS. Regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is demanded. 

Mr. HATCH. By whom is the regular order demanded ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. MCMILLIN in the chair). The gen- 
tleman from Texas [Mr. MILLS] demands the regular order. No quo- 
rum has voted. 

[The Speaker resumed the chair. ] 

The House divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 5, noes 158. 

So the amendment was not to. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I move that the House take a recess until 11 
o’clock and 55 minutes to-morrow morning. 

Mr. MILLS. I move to make it 1 o’clock. 

The SPEAKER. There is a motion pending and an amendment to 
an amendment. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I withdraw my amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. MILLS] mov 
that the House take a recess until 1 o’clock to-morrow. [Cries of 
„Question!“ 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. FISHER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found duly enrolled bills of the following titles; 
when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (S. 3951) to establish a railway bridge across the Illinois River 
between a point within 5 miles of Columbiana, in Greene County, and 
a point vitia 5 miles of Kamprville, in Calhoun County, in the Staté! 
of Illinois; . 

A bill (S. 2886) granting increase of pension to Joseph B. Sellers; 

A bill (S. 2182) to amend sections 4488 and 4489 of the Revised 
Statutes, requiring life-saving appliances on steamers; | 

A bill (S. 3818) for the establishment of a light-house and fog-signal 
at Old SE Shoal, in Princess Bay, New York, and for other pur- 
poses; an 

A bill (S. 2851) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to regulate com- 
merce, approved February 4, 1887. i 
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Mr. ENLOE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found duly enrolled the bill (H. R. 12329) mak- 
ing appropriations for the naval service for the fiscal year ending June 

, 1890, and for other purposes; when the Speaker signed the same. 

JOHN SAYLOR. £ 


The SPEAKER appointed as conferees on the disagreeing votes of 
a two Houses on the bill (H. R. 5436) granting a pension to John 
ylor, Mr. DocKERY, Mr. BROWER, and Mr, KERR, 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. HATCH. I ask that the pending motion be withdrawn until I 
can ask to call up a private bill which oat pce i ear pate 
favorably reported to the House. [Cries of Regular order!“ 

Mr. HATCH. I move to suspend the rules and pass the b 

The SPEAKER. The regular order has been demanded, and a mo- 
tion is also pending for a recess. A motion to suspend the rules there- 
fore is not in order. 

The question was put on Mr. MILLs's motion that the House take a 
recess until 1 o’clock to-morrow; and the Chair announced that the ayes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. KEAN. Division. : 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 68, noes 37. 

Mr. KEAN. Idemand the yeas and nays. 

Mr. DIBBLE. No quorum. : 

Mr. PAYSON. Does the point of noquorum take precedence of the 
demand for the yeas and nays ? 

The SPEAKER. That is one of the means of obtaining a quorum. 
The point remains that no quorum is t. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 31 voting in favor thereof—more 
than one-fifth of the last vote. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Will a motion that the House take a 
recess until 9 o’clock in the morning be in order? 

The SPEAKER. It will be in order as an amendment to the pend- 
ing motion. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Then I make that motion. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Is that in order when the yeas and nays have been 
ordered? 

Mr. CRISP. I move to reconsider the vote ordering the yeas and 
nays. 

The question was put; and the Speaker declared the ayes seemed to 
have it. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 76, noes 4. 

Mr. DIBBLE. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER. It does not require a quorum to dispose of the yeas 
and nays. 

So the motion to reconsider was agreed to, 
The question recurred on the demand for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were not ordered. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION, 


Mr. HATCH. I rise to a question of personal privilege. 

The SPEAKER. There is a question of privilege before the House. 

Mr. WHEELER. I rise to a question of higher privilege, affecting 
the character of a member. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of privilege. I 
send to the Clerk’s desk an extract from the speech of the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. Payson], taken from the RECORD of this morning, 

which I ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. WHEELER. Who s for the grantees of the navigation company? 

Mr. Payson. I will tell the gentleman, gladly; yes, I will answer him, and 
prompey. Who speaks for the millionaires and the navigation company’s title 


to these ds, not an acre of w. was yearned? Thegentleman wants 
tell the tleman and the House, The paid 


Congress ever since this legislation has been pendi 
m company. A ng the gentleman from 


fact, that ex-members o! bse ge 

in their pockets, as their paid attorneys, in defiance of their privileges as ex- 

members of this House, have come u 

stifle and defeat this legislation, and these men have conferred with you during 

this session of Congress. 
* s 


e s ð. * * 
Mr. Payson. I refer to ex-members of 9 here as d attor- 
n SAYS O tto have been 


neys; and the bill which the gentleman from 
. and which he had the honor of offering, was draughted by an ex-mem- 
of Congress and presented by that ex-member, and was taken charge of by 
him, as I know, and as he knows I know. 
* * * 5 * s * 

Mr. WHEELER. The gentleman states that this bill was sent to me by an ex- 
member 
Mr. Paysos. I do. 

Mr. WHEELER, The gentleman is mistaken. 

Mr. Paysos. Egbert L. Viele or Benton J. Hall, both ex-members, wrote that 
bill; and Mr. Viele has all the time been here representing the company title 
iw the committee, and on the floor of the House; and you told meso. [Ap- 
plause. 


Mr. WHEELER. The bill was handed to me by Mr. Oates; I revised it with 
the gentleman from n and then I introduced it. 
Mr. Payson. Well. what ce does it make? Mr. Viele 


you time and about this. You have shown me telegram afler telegram 
received from Mr. Viele, a former member of this House, and now attorney for 
the navigation company’s title, asking postponement of the — Ig the 
„ the bill. You showed me the telegram, and afterwards Mr. Viele 
came here. 

Mr. WHEELER. I never knew he was the attorney for the company. 

Mr. Paxsox. Oh, I have seen him around here often; and he has more frank- 
ness than the gentleman from Alabama has; for he spony Avene that he 
is their attorney and herein their interest. There has never any conceal- 
ment about his relation to this bill since he went out of Congress; none what- 
ever. 


Mr. WHEELER. Now, Mr. Speaker, I send to the Clerk’s desk a 
telegram which I wish to have read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


General Joszrn WHEELER, Washington: 


Payson's statement is utterly false. Am not ond never have been attorney 
in fact or in nume forany legislation of any kind. Have no interest of any name 
or nature, pecuniary or otherwise, in Des Moines bill, except sympathy for or- 
phaned children of a life-long friend. a 

Have this read by Clerk. ` 


New Yorx, March 2, 1889, 


EGBERT L. VIELE. 


Mr. WHEELER. Thestatements contained in the extract from the 
speech of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Payson] which have been 
read from the desk are made without any qualification and with an ap- 
parent confidence which would lead one to believe their author was per- 
fectly satisfied as to their verity. 

It is true, Mr. Speaker, that some time last spring I received a tele- 
gram, and possibly two, from General Viele, asking that some day should 
be set apart for the consideration of that bill before the committee. I 
presented those telegrams to the committee for their consideration. 

I will state, Mr. Speaker, that General Viele had been my colleague 
upon the Committee on Military Affairs of the House. Heand I were 
the only members of the House, who were formerly officers of the Army 
and graduates of West Point. This fact made a bond between us which 
seemed to make it proper that I should be the channel through whom 
he should communicate with a committee of this House of which I am 
amember. So much for that part of the chargemade here by the gen- 
tleman from Illinois regarding the telegram. 

The bill to which the tleman referred was bill H. R. 8389, and 
simply sought to give relief to some who are the apparent beneficiaries 
of the bill then under consideration. But it was so framed as not to 
injure the thousands of farmers who during the last twenty-five years 
had purchased homes from the Des Moines Navigation and Railroad 
Company. I submitted the bill to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
Payson ], and I certainly thought, from his language and manner, that 
it commanded his full approval. I will state now that he tells me he 
never approved of the bill. 

It was a copy of a bill previously introduced by my distinguished 
colleague [Mr. OATES]. His bill, or rather the two bills he introduced 
(bills H. R. 3276 and 8023) which related to this subject, having been 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, I made someslight changes 
in the more perfect of his two bills, which I submitted to the gentle- 
man from Illinois to get his approval of the changes, and thenintroduced 
the bill and had it referred to the Committee on Public Lands. The 
sole beneficiaries of this bill would have been the settlers of whom the 
gentleman from Illinois talks with such moving pathos. 

There was no lobby interested in the bill, and no one but the settlers 
could have benefited by it to the extent of one penny. 

This bill was framed strictly in accordance with the President’s veto 
message of March 11, 1886. His suggestion was in these words: 

Should there be meritorious cases of hardship and loss, caused by an invita- 
tion on the part of the Government to setile upon lands ap tly public, but 
to which no right nor lawful eee ean be secured, it would 2 better, 
rather than to attempt a disturbance of titles already settled, to ascertain such 
losses and do equity by compensating the proper parties through an appropria- 
tion for that purpose. 

These views were substantially reiterated in the veto message we are 
now considering. 

The bill advocated by the gentleman’ from Ilinois [Mr. Payson], 
I think itis clear, did have a lobby interested in its success, and my 
examination led me to the conclusion that the lobby would have been 
its greatest beneficiaries. 

Mr. PAYSON. The gentleman from Alabama, I am sure, desires to 
be accurate, and if it will not interrupt him, as he has prepared his re- 
marks 

Mr. WHEELER. Of course I desire to be entirely correct, and I beg 
the gentleman to correct me if I fall into error. It will not interrupt 
me at all to be corrected. 

Mr. PAYSON. IL am satisfied the gentleman wishes to be set right. 
I will state to him that I have never seen any one here representing 
the settlers upon the Des Moines River lands from the time that my 
connection with it began down to this hour. I never heard of such a 
thing until I heard it from the gentleman from Alabama in his speech 
the other day. 

I have seen and received letters myself from people there represent- 
ing themselves as poor people unable to employ attorneys, men I never 
heard of or saw, and only know of their position by reference of such 
letters as I have received to the gentleman from Iowa, Mr. WEAVER, 
the gentleman from Iowa, Mr. HENDERSON, and the gentleman from 
Iowa, Mr. HOLMES, all of whom corroborated the statements made 
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to me that they were humble farmers. If there has ever been such a | to-morrow—Sunday, I have made another motion, for a recess until 9 


lobby I never heard of it. 

Mr. WHEELER. I make no charge whatever against the gentle- 
man from Illinois. I simply state these facts in reply to the attack 
upon myself. But the gentleman from Illinois said this in his speech: 

ane 8 to eet co well = the poy, of here bill is opr i oe 
Tej ud J — — . aad the Fademnens ar the eee 
in the United States who have for years been attorn for these settlers and 
for the Settlers’ Union, which has been declaimed a; so much here by the 
gentleman from Alabama [Mr. WHEELER]. 

The Settlers’ Union made a contract, which Iread yesterday, which 
I think established the fact that the farmers have agreed to pay $1 an 
acre for the lands in case this legislation was provided. 

Mr. PAYSON. Let me ask the gentleman if that is what he under- 
stands to be the object of the Settlers’ Union? ‘ 

Mr. WHEELER. Yes; that is what the paper itself says; and my 
information led me to the conclusion that the Settlers’ Union would be 
benefited more than the farmers themselves. 

I desire to say in justice to myself that any gentleman who, by di- 
rect statement, by insinuation, or by innuendo, endeavors to convey, or 
does convey, the impression that I have ever been an associate of lobby- 
ists, or have ever lent my aid to secure the passage of any measure 
which was not avowedly in the interest of good government and hon- 
est purposes, is either ignorant of my public career or designedly mis- 
represents it. 

I have had read a statement from General Viele emphatically deny- 
ing the charge made against him, and I have, but a short time since, 
seen Hon. Benton J. Hall, who authorized me to state for him that he 
has never lobbied with any Congressman in opposition to the bill dis- 
posed of yesterday, and that he is not an attorney for the Des Moines 
company. I will state further, that so far as I can remember the 
gentleman, Mr. Hall, never spoke to me about the measure until my 
interview with him this evening. 

If General Viele was the attorney of the navigation company he 
would in all probability bave been here during the present week, and 
certainly as such attorney he would have been here when the bill was 
put upon its passage. 

If he was in the city during either of these periods I have no knowl- 
edge of the fact. I think this entirely refutes the insinuations which 
appeared in the gentleman’s speech, and this, Mr. Speaker, is all I wish 
to say upon the subject. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message,in writing, from the President, by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his 
secretaries, was received. 

Approval of House bills of the following titles was also announced: 

An act (H. R. 4581) for the relief of Thomas Mathews and others; 

An act (H. R. 6591) for the relief of S. Dillinger & Sons; 

An act (H. R. 329) for the relief of Chambers & Brown; 

An act . R. 10481) for the relief of Rev. William Gregston; 
ace, (HR. 884) for the relief of the heir of John H. Newman, 

eceased ; 

An act (H. R. 11216) to authorize the Union Gas Company to lay 
conduit pipes across the Ohio River; 

An act (H. R. 11901) to authorize the City of Lake View, III., to 
erect a crib in Lake Michigan for water-works purposes; 
ais act (H. R. 7028) to admit to registry the steamer George H. 

er; 

An act (H. R. 285) for the relief of the legal representatives of H. 
Corths, deceased; 

Ria act (H. R. 565) for the relief of Mary A. Howse and Lula H. 
owse; 

An act (H. R. 8053) to extend the time for the redemption of school- 
farms in Beaufort County, South Carolina; 

An act (H. R. 12431) providing for the construction of a steam-tender 
for service on the Great Lakes; =i 

An act (H. R. 12301) providing for the establishment of certain lights 
on the coast of Mississippi; 

An act (H. R. 12113) for the establishment of a light-house and steam 
fog-signal on the outer breakwater at the harbor of Chicago, III.; 

‘An act (H. R. 11342) providing for the re-establishment of the licht- 
house at Point Isabel, Tex. ; 

An act (H. R. 11527) to establish lights on the western end of Coney 
Island, New York; 

An act (H. R. 7066) providing for the establishment of a light-house 
at Heceta Head, near the mouth of Siuslaw River, in the State of Ore- 
gon, and not to exceed in cost the sum of $80,000; 

An act (H. R. 5032) to extend the limits of the port of Memphis, 
Tenn. ; and 

An act (H. R. 12414) to amend section 2579 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS, 

Mr. PAYSON. Regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the motion of the 
gentleman from Texas to take a recess until 1 o’clock p. m. to-morrow. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Ido not think it necessary to be here 


o’clock on Monday morning. 

Mr. MILLS. I withdraw my motion. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Then I withdraw mine. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I move to amend the motion so as to take a 
recess until 12.30 this morning. 

The question was put; and the Speaker announced that the noes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 11, noes 59. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE and Mr. VANCE. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will appoint as tellers the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. OUTHWAITE] and the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Wuite]. 

REPORT OF THE DIRECTOR OF THE MINT. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. - Mr. Speaker, the Committee on Printing have 
two or three little matters that I think ought to be passed, and I hope 
gentlemen will not object to the request which I make now to pass a 
resolution to print the report of the Director of the Mint on the pro- 
duction of precious metals. It is the usual report for last year, 1888. 
It ought to be printed. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Ohio with- 
draw his demand for the present to permit the gentleman from Tenues- 
see to make a report from the Committee on Printing? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I temporarily withdraw the point of no quorum 
for that p 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved by the Howse of Representatives (the Senate eee the report 
of the Director of the Mint on the production of precious metals in the United 
States for the calendar year 1888 be printed, and that 9,000 extra copies be printed, 
4,000 for the use of the House, 2,000 for the use of the Senate, and 3,000 for the 
use of the Director of the Mint. 


The question was put upon agreeing to the report; and the Speaker 


pro tempore announced that the ayes seemed to have it. 


Mr. JACKSON. Division. [Cries of “Oh!” „Oh! 

The House divided; and there were —ayes 49, noes 10. 

Mr. JACKSON. No quorum. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Then I withdraw the report. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. PAYSON. lar order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is demanded, and 
the tellers will resume their p! 

Mr. KERR. I move that the House take a recess until 6 o’clock on 
Monday morning. [Cries of Oh!? ‘“‘Oh!’’] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House is now dividing on a motion 
to take a recess until 12.30. 

After some time spent in the count, 

Mr. WILLIAMS said: I rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 


Mr. WILLIAMS. The motion is to take a recess until thirty minutes 


past 12. That time has now arrived. 
TheSPEAKER pro tempore, The House has not yet decided whether 
it will take a recess, 
Mr. WILLIAMS. The clock has decided it. That time has arrived. 
The tellers reported—ayes 2, noes 40. 
Mr. OUTHWAITE. Noquorum. 


NEW YORK CENTENNIAL. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. I ask unanimous consent to consider 
the resolution in reference to the centennial committee, which was 

nding on my motion at 11 o’clock this morning, at the close of the 

our for unanimous consent. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House is now dividing, 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. I suppose by unanimons consent it 
could be done, 

Mr. MILLS and Mr. JACKSON. Regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is demanded. 

Mr. SOWDEN. I ask unanimous consent that further proceedings 
on the division be dispensed with. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order isdemanded, which 
is an objection. 

REPORT OF THE COMMISSIONER OF FISH AND FISHERIES. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. This morning when the Speaker of the House 
laid before the House a Senate concurrent resolution to print the report 
of the Commissioner of Fish and Fisheries the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. RANDALL] objected to its consideration. He informs 
me now that he does not object, and withdraws the objection which he 
made. He authorizes me to say that to the House, and I want to ask 
the House to concur in the Senate resolution. [Cries of All right!’’] 
It is the annual rt of the Commissioner of Fish and Fisheries. 

Mr. JACKSON, Regular order. I object. 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore. Objection is heard. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. No gentleman arose and objected to the con- 
sideration of this bill. I think the rules require thata gentleman shall 
rise to make the objection. 
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Mr. SOWDEN. I rise toa point of order. The point of order is 
this: That the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. JACKSON ] remained 
in his seat and demanded the regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman did not address the 
House, but simply objected. That is simply a refusal to give unani- 
mous consent or a unanimous vote; and the gentleman is not required 
to rise in his seat to vote or to object. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
agreement to the reports of the committees of conference on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses on the following bills: 

A bill (S. 3993) to provide for the protection of the salmon fisheries 
of Alaska; and 

A bill (H. R. 9674) to regulate the course at the Naval Academy. 

It also announced that the Senate further insisted on its amend- 
ments disagreed to by the House to the bill (H. R. 12008) making ap- 

priations for the sundry civil expenses of the Government for the 

year ending June 30, 1890, and for other purposes, requested a 

further conference, and had appointed Mr. ALLISON, Mr. HALE, and 
Mr. GORMAN conferees on the of the Senate. 

It further announced that the Senate had passed House bills of the 
following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 9718) for the relief of J. W. Parish & Co.; 

A bill (H. R. 2875) for the relief of Mrs. Louisa H. Hasell; and 

A bill (H. R. 9455) granting a pension to Benjamin F. Clayton. 

Mr. SOWDEN. I move that the House take a recess until 12 o’clock 
and 1 minute to-morrow. The gentleman from Pennsylvania, my col- 
league [Mr. Jackson], has conscientiousscruples about the transaction 
of any business during the interval between 12 o’clock to-nightand 12 
o'clock to-morrow night, and therefore I move that the House take this 
recess, 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. I make the point of order that there is pending 
a motion to take a recess, upon which the House is dividing. 

The SPEAKER. There is a motion pending to take a recess until 
12.30, and the tellers are on the floor taking the votes. 

Mr. SOWDEN. I move to lay that motion on the table. 

The SPEAKER. That can not be done. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. I raise the point of order that it is im- 
possible to move to take a recess until 12.30, that hour having already 


The SPEAKER. That is a question for the House to determine by 
its vote, not for the Chair to decide. 

Mr. DORSEY. I ask unanimous consent that the House take up 
the bill S. 3810, and put it upon its passage. 

Mr. JACKSON. I object. 

Mr. WHEELER. I rise to a question of privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WHEELER. About a month ago Senate bill No. 3325 was re- 
ported favorably by a committee of the House and the previous ques- 
tion was ordered upon it—— 

The SPEAKER, That is not a question of privilege. 

Mr. WHEELER, But the bill is privileged, and I wish to explain 
why it is so. Last evening the previous question was ordered on the 

of the bill, but the hour of adjournment arrived before the vote 
could be taken, and as that was the only bill I called up last night, I 
now move that it be put upon its passage. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that is not a question of privilege, 
and the House is now engaged in taking a vote upon a motion to take 
a recess. 

Mr. WHEELER. I ask unanimous consent that the bill be put 
u its 

Sen MEMBERS, Regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded. The tellers will 
take their places. 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House take a recess 
until half past 3 p. m. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I withdraw the point of order. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. McCOMAS. ‘There has just been a disagreement on the defi- 
ciency bill and the committee of conference will be here in five min- 
utes. If we take a recess now, can the conferees be appointed during 
the interval? 

TheSPEAKER. The conferees can not be appointed until the House 
disposes of the 5 rs and there is no quorum present, so the House 
can not dispose of it at this time. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Nobody has demanded a quorum, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. But there are three or four controverted points 
upon which serious disagreement exists and upon which votes will have 
to be taken. 

Mr. FITCH. Mr. Speaker, is it in order to move a call of the House? 

The SPEAKER. It is. 

Mr. DUNHAM. It seems to me that we had better do one of two 
oe have a call of the House and bring the members here, or 
else take a recess, 


The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from Texas, that the House take a recess until half past 3 p. m. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I renew the point of order, Mr, Speaker, 

The SPEAKER. What point of order? 

Mr. DIBBLE. That there is a recess pending. 

TheSPEAKER, Thegentleman from Ohio [Mr. OUTHWAITE], who 
made that point, afterwards withdrew it. 

The House divided on the motion of Mr. MILLS that the House take 
a recess until half past 3 p. m., and there were—ayes 67, noes 4. 

Mr. DIBBLE. No quorum, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The point being made that no quorum has voted, 
the Chair will appoint to act as tellers, the gentleman from South Caro- 
lina [Mr. DIBBLE] and the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. DocKERY]. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I want to make an inquiry. I would 
be glad to know of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. SAYERS], or of 
somebody else who has the knowledge, whether it is necessary for the 
House to remain in session to-night in order to dispose of conference 
reports. Ifit is not, then clearly it is better for us to take a recess 
et some hour to-day, so that we may get a little sleep in the inter- 
va 

Mr. SAYERS. I will say in reply to the gentleman from Illinois 
that from a conversation which I had with the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations [Mr. RANDALL] I understood that he would 
not call up the sundry civil bill until some later hour to-day; and I do 
not think that in the present condition of the House it wont be worth 
while to call up the deficiency bill when it comes from the Senate. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will add that he has information from 
the chairman of the Committee on Indian Affairs that the Indian ap- 
propriation bill will not be ready to-night. 

Mr. CANNON. Then I want to make a suggestion, It behooves 
us to act sensibly, and if we can get a little sleep in the meantime and 
finish up the business of this session by meeting a few hours later, I 
think it would be well to do so. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. The gentleman is right about that. 

Mr. CANNON. Therefore I now ask unanimous consent that the 
House take a recess until whatever hour is agreeable to the gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. SAYERS]. 

Mr. SAYERS. Say 3 o’clock p. m. 

Mr. JACKSON. Half past 3 was the suggestion of the chairman of 
the Committee on Ways and Means [Mr. MILLS]. I do not think my- 
self that we ought to sit here to-morrow at all. 

Mr. CANNON. Then say half 3 o'clock, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that we take a recess until that time. 

Mr, DUNHAM. I object to that. 

Several MEMBERS. Do not object. 

Mr. DUNHAM. I do object. I will not allow one man to come 
into this House and undertake to dictate to it and have all the rest of 
the House yieldto him in this way. One man has demanded a quorum 
here on account of religious scruples, and if he can dictate to the House 
in that way, then any other man can also dictate to this House. 

Mr. MCMILLIN, But the gentleman [Mr. Jackson] says that the 
proposition to take a recess until half past 3 is satisfactory to him. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Exactly. The arrangement issatisfactory to him, 
and this House is yielding to the dictation of one man. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. But you are about to make it yield to the dicta- 
tion of one man by raising the point of no quorum, 

Mr. DUNHAM. Yes; but I do{not doit on any religious ground. 

Mr. CANNON. I hope my colleague [Mr. DUNHAM ] will allow me 
a suggestion 

Mr. DUNHAM. I demand the order. 

Mr. CANNON. I hope my friend will allow me to make a sugges- 
tion. Most of us are tired 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, an- 
nounced the with amendments of the bill (H. R. 4624) for the 
relief of the estate of John W. Whitfield, asked a conference with 
the House on said bill and amendments, and had appointed as con- 
3 855 on the part of the Senate Mr. SPOONER, Mr. HOAR, and Mr. 

ASCO. 

It also announced that the Senate further insisted on its amend- 
ments, disagreed to by the House, to the bill (H. R. 12571) mak 
appropriation to supply deficiencies in the appropriations for the 
year ending June 30, 1889, and for prior years, and for other purposes, 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. The tellers will resume their places. 

Mr. MILLS. I ask unanimous consent that the House take a recess 
until 1 o’clock. 

The SPEAKER, Objection has just bean made by the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. DuNHAM]. 

Mr. PETERS. I understand the gentleman from Illinois will not 
object to a recess till 1 o’clock. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas asks unanimous con- 
sent that the House now take a recess until 1 o’clock p. m. 

Mr. JACKSON. I object to that. 
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Mr. MILLS. Then, I will say 3 o'elock. 

Mr. JACKSON. I will not object to that. 

Mr. DUNHAM. That J object to. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Say 2 o’clock. 

Mr. MILLS. As a compromise, I ask unanimous consent for a re- 
cess till 2 o’clock. 

The SPEAKER (at 1 o’clock and 25 minutes a. m.). Is there objec- 
tion to the request for unanimous consent that the House now take a 
recess till 2 o’clock p. m.? The Chair hears none; and it is so ordered. 


SUNDAY’S SESSION, 


The recess having expired, the House (at 2 o’clock p. m., Sunday, 
March 3) resumed its session. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. There are in the hands of the Chair a number of 
Senate bills, executive communications, and other papers which ought 
to be laid before the House at this time if they are to be presented 
at all. A few days ago, by unanimous consent, the regular order was 
suspended and certain veto messages were withheld bythe Chair. The 
Chair will either present those now or at a later hour, as will suit the 
convenience of the House. 

L Mr. MILLS. I suggest that those messages be deferred until a later 
our. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will then withhold them, and will lay 
before the House Senate bills, that they may be disposed of in some 
way. 

LAND DISTRICTS IN NEBRASKA. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (S. 3810) to establish 
two additional land districts in the State of Nebraska; which was read 
a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 

FARAN & M’LEAN. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 308) for the 
relief of Faran & McLean. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I believe this bill has been favorably re- 
ported to the House several times. I would be glad if it could be 
taken up now and passed. It relates to the refund of internal- revenue 
taxes which were wrongfully and unjustly claimed and collected and 
were paid under protest. There is no doubt about the money being 
due. I ask unanimous consent that the bill be now considered. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair understands that the bill simply di- 
rects the accounting officers of the Treasury to re-examine the account. 
The bill will be reported, after which there will be opportunity for 
objection, 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Beit enacted, etc., That the Commissioner of Internal Revenue be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to reopen and reconsider the claim of Faran & 
McLean for the refunding of certain taxes alleged to have been improperly and il- 
legally assessed and collected, patiny Tor the amount of $2,260, as ed by 
them in the papers now on file in the — Department; and if, upon reopen- 
ing and reconsidering the claim, said Commissioner shall find sai taxes, or any 
part of the same, to have been pote rn or improperly assessed and collected 
from said claimants, it ishereby e his duty to audit and ascertain the amount 
of taxes so 3 and improperly collected from said claimants, 1 
however, any legal unpaid taxes which claimants should have = and did 
not, if any there shall be, under section 108 of the act of June 30, „entitled 
An act to provide internul revenue to support the Government, to eee 
on the public debt, and for other purposes; and the Secretary of the sury 
is hereby authorized and required to pay, out of any moneys in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated, the amount of taxes so found by said Commissioner 
of Internal Revenue as aforesaid to have been illegally and improperly assessed 
and collected to the said Faran & McLean, 


Mr. BLAND. I reserve the right to object until I hear some ex- 
planation. f 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I will state to my friend that Messrs. 
Faran and McLean were illegally and improperly assessed for certain 
taxes, which they paid under protest. They now make claim for re- 
payment. A bill for their relief has been favorably reported several 
times. This bill simply refers the matter to the accounting officers of 
the Treasury to re- examine the account, and if the taxes were illegally 
assessed and collected 

Mr. BLAND. Were they internal-revenue stamp taxes? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BLAND. I make no objection. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 


the bill? 
I will not object if it does not affect the 


, 


Mr. STONE, of Missouri. 
status of the question already pending. 

The SPEAKER. It does not; none of these proceedings affect that. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consideration 
of the bill, which was ordered to a third feading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH moved to reconsider the vote by which the 
bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to, z 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT DETROIT. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 2442) to in- 
crease the appropriation for the public building at Detroit, Mich. 


Mr, CHIPMAN, I ask by unanimous consent that this bill be now 


put on its ‘ 
Mr. BLAND. The bill and report had better be read. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the amount heretofore fixed as the limit of cost for the 
erection of a public building by the United States Government at Detroit, 
Mich., be, and the same is hereby, increased to $1,500,000, and that sum is hereby 
fixed as the limit of cost for the erection of said building, including cost of last 
site purchased therefor, 

SEC, 2. That the officers of the United States Government having charge of 
the erection of public buildings are authorized and required to be governed by 
e ereby prescri in making contracts for the erection of said 

uilding. 

Sec, 3. That the sum of $500,000 be, and the same is hereb: 
any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, 
pended for the purposes provided in this act. 


The report (by Mr. N EWTON) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, to whom was referred Sen- 
ate bill No. 2442, increasing the appropriation for the public building at Detroit, 
Mich,, respectfully report as follows: 

The increased appropriation called for in the pending Senate bill creates a 
limit of $1,500,000 as the total expenditure for the purchase of a site and the eree- 
tion of a building at the important and wing city mentioned in-said bill, 
Under appropriations made in the Forty-eighth and Forty-ninth Congresses the 
Secretary of the Treasury has purchased a commodious site for the proposed 
public building at Detroit, and after having designated the limit of money which 
the Government would expend in the purchase of a site, the people of Detroit 
cheerfully contributed the excess n to secure the splendid location now 
at the disposal of the Government. There is now left, out of 5 
heretofore made, the sum of about $700,000 for the completion of the proposed 
building, and the Secretary of the Treasury directed the Architect to proceed 
with plans for the construction of the building. 

3 a measure com the needs of the Government at Detroit and 
estimated the s to be made available for the proper transaction of the pub- 
lic business, it is found by the Architect, and by h n turn reported to the Sec 
retary of the Treasury, that a building with a stone foundation and with a brick 
and terra-cotta superstructure is the best that he can do in the composition of 
the building. The Secretary in turn, but with deeply expressed N. Fie, is 
obliged to accept such a plan, and the people of Detroit as well as the Govern- 
ment are now in imminent danger of having this anomalous structure forced 


upon them. 

Not only is the structure itself in its com) tion objectionable, but it is dem- 
onst: to the satisfaction of your co: ttee that in size it is not adequate to 
the present needs of the Government at Detroit. It fails to supply space for all 
of those departments of Government relating to the 1 of lakes, the 
Light-House and Life-Saving Services, the improvement of rivers and 
the Marine-Hospital Service, the inspection of steam and other rem ene the 
storage of the Treasury’s merchandise in bond. In other zon wM on for 
the immediate present is barely made for the postal, customs, an ternal-reye 
enue services, and for the judicial department of the Government. > 

The bare statement of these facts carries with it a conclusion that need not 
be argued. That the Government should proceed in its operations of this char- 
acter with the care, prudence, and wise economy that would characterize a 
business man in the conduct of his business is the simplest logic, That all 
these elements appear to be lacking in the projection and prosecution of th 
public work appears to be 1 and the responsibility clearly rests in 
the unwise economy that withholds from them (the administrative officers of 
the Government) the necessary funds to begin, continue, and end this work. 

The city of Detroit has a population of at least 225,000 souls. It is the metros 
politan city of the State of Michigan. It isa 2 city, not lacking in en- 
terprise or beauty. The Government of the United States can poorly tie stag 


a: priated out of 
to be aed and ex- 


refuse a fair measure of emulation of private enterprise in that city. It is situ: 
ated upon the frontier. It is upon a river which is a link in a of 

lakes, the tonnage of whose commerce exceeds that under our flag upon the 
high seas. Every department of governmental work that is conceivable has 
its governmental mts at Detroit, and it is to provide a workshop for these ag 
prick the convenience to its people that calls for this public improvement at 

The revenues of the Government, both postal, customs, and internal, are very 
large and steadily increasing, the amount collected in the fiscal year ee 
ing about $2,500,000, and yet the total cost of a permanent structure for the 
commodation of the Government business at that point, and as called for in th 
pending bill, is but three-fifths of this amount. 

In ot words, the revenues of the Government at that point, laid aside fo 
eight months, would complete theentire undertaking. A com made b 
your committee and presented by those who advocated the o of the city of' 
Detroit shows that the ratio of appropriation for a — structure at the 
cost of a million and a half is less than the minimum allowed to thirty-tw 
cities of the Union by nearly $1,000,000, reference being had to e revs. 
enue, and governmental needs at these various points selected, while in the num- { 
ber of cities less than one-half dozen will stand a fair comparison with the preg» 
ent and future of the city. + 

Your committee would therefore earnestly urge the prompt adoption of the 
Senate act, herewith reported, without amendment, ` 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consideration) 
of the bill, which was ordered toa third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and è 

r. CHIPMAN moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was, 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

BRIDGE OVER WHITE RIVER, ARKANSAS, 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 3728) au 
izing the Midland Railroad Company to build a bridge over 
River at Aberdeen, Ark. ; 

Mr. CRISP. Ihave examined this bill; it contains all the usual 
provisions for the protection of navigation. The gentleman who in- 
troduced it is very anxious that it should be passed. Task unanimous, 
consent that it be considered at this time, and if there be no objectiotf, 
I will ask that the reading of the bill be dispensed with. ‘| 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Crisp] asks 
unanimous consent to dispense with the reading of this bill and con- 
sider it at the present time. : 

Mr. LYNC. I object. 

Mr. CRISP. Is objection made? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 


or- 
ite 


* 
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LYNCH] object to the consideration of the bill or only to dispensing 
with the reading? 
Mr. LYNCH. Both, 
The bill was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 
YELLOWSTONE PARK. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 283) toamend 
sections 2474 and 2475 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, set- 
ting apart a certain tract of land lying near the headwaters of the Yel- 
lowstone River as a public park. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, all persons who are interested in the 
preservation of the timber lands, and the scientific men of this country, 
are exceedingly anxious that this bill shall be considered. Lask unani- 
mous consent that it be taken up now and put upon its passage. 

Mr. PAYSON. I can not agree to that. , 

Mr. CANNON. Let us understand first what this is. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I ask that it be read. 

Mr. PAYSON. Is that the bill which was returned at the request 
of the Senate a few days since? 

TheSPEAKER. This is the bill, and it has been amended by the 
Senate. 

Mr. PAYSON. I object to its consideration. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Then I ask that it be allowed to remain on the 
Speaker’s table for the present. 

‘There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

CHEROKEE CENTRAL RAILWAY. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 3721) to grant 
a right of way to the Cherokee Central Railway Company through the 
Indian Territory, and for other purposes; which was read twice, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 

MRS. MARY B. HUNT. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 3960) granting 
a pension to Mary B. Hunt; which was read twice. 

The SPEAKER. By an indorsement upon this bill it would seem 
that it had been referred on y to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions; but the Chair thinks that is a mistake, because it was not 
laid before the House on yesterday. 

Mr. REED. I ask unanimous consent for the present consideration 


of the bill. 
Mr. LYNCH. I object. 
Mr. REED. Will the gentleman from Pennsylvania allow a brief 


lanation in regard to this bill? 
2 LYNCH. Certainly. - 

Mr. REED. It simply provides a pension of $50 per month to the 
widow of General Hunt. The amount is very small and the services 
of General Hunt were very distinguished, as all gentlemen here know. 
I hope the gentleman from Pennsylvania will not interpose a formal 
objection to the bill, but that he will allow it to come before the House 
for consideration. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania withdraw 
the objection? 

Mr. LYNCH. I withdraw it. 

There being no objection, the bill was considered. 

It is as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Mary B. Hunt, 


widow of Bvt. Maj. Gen. Henry J. Hunt, d. „and pay hera pension at the 
rate of $50 per month, from and after the passage of this act, 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and being read the third 
time, was passed. 

Mr. REED moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

USE OF CERTAIN LANDS, HOT SPRINGS RESERVATION. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 3938) granting 
the use of certain lands in the Hot Springs reservation, in the State of 
Arkansas, to the Hot Springs Benevolent Association. z 

Mr. HOLMAN. If this is the bill I think it is I believe there is no 
objection to it, and I would ask unanimous consent forits present con- 
sideration. I think it was before the Committee on the Public Lands, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I think the gentleman from 
Indiana is mistaken, and that this is not the bill to which he alludes. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Then I ask unanimous consent that it be allowed 
to remain on the Speaker’s table until it can be examined. g 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, NEW BERNE, N. C. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 3929) to pro- 

vide for the erection of a public building at the city of New Berne, N. C. 
. SIMMONS. Mr. Speaker, a precisely similar bill has been re- 
3 by the committee of the House, and Task unanimous consent 
t this bill be now taken up and put upon its 
„ The bill will be read, subject to 
on. 
The Dill was read, as follows: 


| Bott T Secretary ofthe and ho is hereby, au- 
aA Tb ts Ms be of dere Ag paitcbio tio neh eae 


e right of objec- 


` 


T E EA 


to be erected thereon a substantial and commodious building, with fire-proof 
vaults extending to each story, forthe use and accommodation ofthe post-office, 
the United States courts, custom-house, internal-revenue offices, and other Goy- 
ernment oflices, at the city of New Herne, in the Stateof North Carolina, Thesite 


and building thereon, when completed upon plans and specifications to be previ- 


ously made and approved by the Secretary of the ury, not exceed in 
cost the sum of $1! ; nor any site be purchased until estimates forthe erec- 
tion of a building which will furnish sufficient accommodations for the transac- 
tion of the public business, and which shall not exceed in cost the balance of the 

erein limited after the site shall have been purchased and paid for, shall 
have been approved sA the Secretary of the Treasury; and no purchase of site 
nor plan for said building shall be approved by the Secretary of the Treasury in- 
volving an expenditure exceeding the sum of $100,000 for site and building; and 
the site purchased shall leave the building independentand unexposed to dan- 
ger from fire in adjacent buildings by an open space of not less than 40 feet, in- 
cluding streets and alleys; Provided, That no part of said sum shall be ex- 
pended until a valid title to said site shall be vested in the United States, nor 
until the State of North Carolina shall cede to the United States exclusive juris- 
diction over the same, during the time the United States shall be or remain the 
owner thereof, for all purposes except the administration of the criminal laws 
of said State and the service of civil processes therein. 


„ Is there objection to the present consideration of 
e bill? 

Mr. BLAND. Let the report be read. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the report. 

Before the conclusion, 

Mr. BLAND. I understand there is a court held there, and I do not 
ask the reading of the report. 

Mr. COWLES. Les, and a custom-house and post-office. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I ask that the bill be again reported. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I believe that this town is the site of a Federal 
court, and as the amount proposed is small I shall not interpose objec- 
tion to its present consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The question ison the third reading of the bill. 

Mr. WARNER. Mr. S er, I do not wish to object to the consid- 
eration of this bill. It is a bill that I think ought to pass; but this is 
the second bill this morning upon the opposite side of the Chamber for 
the erection of a public building, and while I do not object to that, I 
wish to make a statement which will not detain the House more than 
two or three minutes. I ask the gentleman from North Carolina also 
to give me his attention. 

I hold in my hand a Senate bill providing for the erection of a pub- 
lic building in the city of Kansas City, Mo., a bill that passed the 
Senate over a year ago—— 

The SPEAKER, There is a bill before the House 

Mr. WARNER. I wish to say, Mr. Spedker, but a word in that con- 
nection. Of all the post-offices in the United States the post-office at 
Kansas City ranks ninth in the number of pieces of mail matter han- 
dled. In the net revenue received by the Government it ranks thir- 
teenth; and it paid into the Treasury of the United States for the year 
ending June 30, 1888, $365,664, and in the quarter ending December 
30 last it paid in $100,000. This is an increase of over 100 per cent. 
in ten years. 

I do not object now to the consideration of the bill called up by the 
gentleman from North Carolina, for I am not in the habit of objecting 
in the House, but I do hope when this bill is through that this mat- 
eee be given consideration, when all of these other large bills 

ve passed. 

Mr. MILLS. I hope we will find some way to get up several of 
these meritorious bills and give them consideration. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Now, Mr. Speaker, if diplomacy is to 
be inaugurated here in order to secure the consideration of a bill I 
want to ask the attention of the House to a little matter of my own. 
[Laughter.] Ihave had a bill here for years and years making but 
a small appropriation for a public building, and I have never been able 
to get recognition to ask its consideration by unanimous consent, or 
even to move to suspend the rules and put it upon its passage. 

I do not now to secure the passage of this bill during this 
Congress, but I would like to have a vote upon if so as to show to my 
constituency that even this Congress, Democratic as it is, is disposed 
to do justice to my Republican constituents. 

The SPEAKER. There is a bill pending before the House. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. Like the other gentlemen who have risen here 
[laughter] I ask unanimous consent to make a brief statement. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
the passage with amendments of the bill (H. R. 12154) to regulate and 
license pawnbrokers in the District of Columbia; asked a conference, 
and had appointed as conferees Mr. SPOONER, Mr. FARWELL, and Mr. 
HARRIS. 

It also announced the e of bills of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 6862) for the relief ot John R. Wood, John F. Ballard, 
and John F. Belew; 

A bill (H. R. 8127) for the relief of Lucy M. Swinnea and Mary E. 

A bill (H. R. 2070) for the relief of the widow of Arno Voss; and 

A bill r. R. 2598) for the relief of William Whitehouse. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT NEW BERNE, N. C. 

Mr. DOUGHERTY. Now, Mr. Speaker, I concur in every word that 
f scsi who have just taken their seats have said. I, too, have 

here. It is a Senate bill. It is a matter of economy on the part 


the 
ab 
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of the Government, because labor is cheaper in the State of Florida 
following the epidemic than it will ever be for several years. Every- 
body on this floor knows what a terrible time we had in Jacksonville, 
and I think that it would now be a benefit to the laborers of that 
country and would also be a matter of economy on the part of the 
Government to spend public money there at this time. Labor is 
cheap, and I give notice now that unless I can be ized to callup 
that bill and ask unanimous consent I shall object to any unanimous 
consent being given for any purpose. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I rise to make a par- 
liamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. There is a list of bills for increase 
of pensions upon which the previous question has been ordered, and I 

ropose to ask the House to take up the bill to increase the pension of 
Mr Buchanan, a lady of eighty-three years of age. It is a Senate 
bill which passed more than one year ago. 

Mr. COX. Irise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. There is a bill before the House. 

Mr. COX. Is the New Berne bill before the House? 

The SPEAKER. It is. 

Mr. COX. Then I call for the regular order. e 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania that bills with the previous question ordered are not privi- 
leged, but are simply part of the regular order, and can not interrupt 
questions of privilege. 

The previous question was ordered on the passage of the New Berne 
public-building bill; and under the operation thereof the bill was or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and 

Mr. SIMMONS moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


VENEZUELA STEAM TRANSPORTATION COMPANY. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the joint resolution (S. R. 
83) for the relief of the Venezuela Steam Transportation Company. 

Mr. TEE, of New York. I ask for the present consideration of 
that bill. 

Mr. LYNCH. I object. : 

Mr. BLAND. Let us have the bill and report read. [Cries of 
Regular order !”] 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, is it not in order during 
the last six days of Congresses to move a suspension of the rule on the 
passage of a bill? 

The SPEAKER. It is whenever matters are not before the House, 
but not to interrupt matters that are privileged. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I would ask, then, whether I may not 
ask recognition? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair can not recognize the gentleman to in- 
terrupt matters of privilege and in pursuance of the regular order. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT ALLENTOWN, PA. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 3381) for the 
erection of a public building at Allentown, Pa. [Laughter.] 

Mr. DIBBLE. I ask that that bill be taken up. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I object. 

Mr. RANDALL. Then let it remain on the table for the present. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. That privilege has been granted already at the 
request of the: gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] and I 
decline to grant it a second time. I move that the bill be referred to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the noes 
seemed to have it. 

The SPEAKER. The bill remains, of course, where it was before. 


I. N. BUNTON. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 6050) to 
refer the claim of the owners of the steamer I. N. Bunton to the Court 
of Claims, with Senate amendments. 

Mr. BAYNE. I ask, by unanimous consent, to concur in the Sen- 
ate amendments to that bill. 

Mr. KILGORE. I would like to inquire of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania the amount involved in this bill? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the amendments will be read. 

The SPEAKER, The amendments will be read, after which the 
Chair will ask for objection. 

The amendments were read at length. 

Mr. KILGORE, I understand the purpose of the bil! 

Mr. SPRINGER. I reserve the right to object. 

Mr. KILGORE. I object. 

Mr. BAYNE. Then I ask unanimous consent that the House non- 
concur in the Senate amendments, and request a conference. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I will ask the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania if this is the bill which we had before Congress in which 
he attempted to havea bill passed allowing action to be brought in the 
Court of Claims for the loss of a steam-boat on the Ohio River near the 


city of Pittsburgh, where the claim was made that the contractors in 
building work had not put out the necessary and proper lights? If so, 
I would object to anything that would facilitate its passage. 
Mr. BAYNE. It is. 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I object, then. 
Mr. BAYNE. All right; we will attend to it in the next Congress. 
ESTATE OF JOHN W. WHITFIELD. 


The SPEAKER also laid before House a bill (H. R. 4624) for the re- 
lief of the estate of John W. Whitfield, with an amendment of the Sen- 
ate thereto. 

Mr. SAYERS. ask, by unanimous consent, that the amendment 
of the Senate be concurred in. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Let the amendment be read. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I would like to know what the Senate amend- 
ment is. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will cause the amendment to be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, March 2, 1889. 


Resoived, That the bill of the House for the relief of the estate of John W. 
Whitfield do pass with the following amendment: Strike out all after the en- 
acting clause and insert: 

“ t it is hereby made the duty of the Attorney-General of the United States 
to dismiss the suit now pending in the circuit court of the United States for the 
western district of Texas brought by the United States inst Sarah B. Whit- 
field and John A. Whitfield, heirs at law of John W. Whitfield, deceased, asa 
surety on the official bond of William W. Dennison, dated March 10, 1857, as In- 
dian agent; and the said John W. Whitfield, deceased, and his heirs at law be, 
and they are hereby, released from any and all obligations under said bond, 


and that Sarah B. Whitfield, administratrix of the estate of the said John W. 


. late register of the land office of the Delaware land district 


Mr. McCOMAS. Mr. Speaker, I do not ask for the further reading 
of the amendment. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. SAYERS] that the amendment of the Senate be con- 
curred in? 

Mr. OATES. Mr. Speaker, I would like to hear some explanation 
of this bill. X 

Mr. SAYERS. The explanation of the case is this: John W. Whit 
field was surety upon the bond of an Indian agent in 1857. At the 
same time he was a register of the land office. The Indian agent de- 
faulted, and what was due to Whitfield from the Government as regis- 
ter of the land office was retained to meet hisobligation upop the bond. 
The House passed a bill to enable the estate of Whitfield to plead what 
was due him from the Government as register of the land office against 
what he was responsible for as surety on the bond of the Indian agent. 
That bill went to the Senate, and the Senate amended it by simply pro- 
viding for the dismissal of both suits. The Government has got the 
money that was due to this man as register of the land office. 

Mr. OATES. Are the amounts nearly equal? 

Mr. SAYERS. Yes, sir. There was more due him from the Goy- 
ernment than was lost by the defalcation. 

The amendment of the Senate was concurred in. 


BOUNDARY BETWEEN ALASKA AND BRITISH COLUMBIA. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following message from 
the President; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives: 
I herewith transmita ne ihe of the Secretary of State, and accompanying docu- 


ments, relative to the undetermined boundary line between Alaska and British 
Columbla. 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, March 2, 1889. 


AFFAIRS IN MADAGASCAR. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following message from 
the President; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 
and ordered to ke printed: 
gi 2 House of Representatives : 

rewith transmit rt from the Secre! f Si in further respo! 
to the resolution of the House of Representatives of ihe 22d of December Tast 
touching affairs in Madagascar. 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, March 2, 1889. 
CIVIL SERVICE REFORM. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following message from 
the President; which was referred to the Select Committee on Reform 
in the Civil Service, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Congress: 

I herewith transmit the fifth report of the Civil Service Commission, also cover- 
ing the year which ended June30, 1888. The cause of civil service reform, which 
in a great degree is intrusted to the commission, I regard so firmly established 
and its value so fully demonstrated, that I should deem it more gratifying than 
useful, if, at this late day in the session of Congress, I was permitted to enlarge 
upon its importance and present condition. A perusal of the report herewith 
submitted will furnish information of the progress which has been made durin; 
the year to which it relates in the extension of the o; ons of this reform an: 
in the improvement of its methods and rules. It is cause for congratulation 
that watchfulness and care and fidelity to its purposesare all that are necessary 
to insure to the Government and our people the benefits which its inaugura- 


promised. 
7 GROVER CLEVELAND, 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, March 2, 1889. 


GROVER CLEVELAND, 
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LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, Mr. TOWNSHEND was granted leave of ab- 
sence for the remainder of the session, on account of illness. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 
Mr. SPRINGER, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to withdraw 
from the files of the House the papers in the claim of Frederick Klor 
by leaving certified copies thereof as required by the rules of the House. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker 


Mr. PAYSON. Regular order. 
Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I ask unanimous consent 
Mr. PAYSON. I demand the regular order. 

` Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker 


The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman from Texas 
[Mr. Sayers] rise? 

Mr. SAYERS. To present a conference report on the deficiency ap- 
propriation bill. 

? The SPEAKER. There is a matter of privilege pending before the 
ouse. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The pending order, I believe, is Senate bill No. 1430, 
to declare the forfeiture of certain lands. I ask permission to with- 
draw that bill temporarily, so that the appropriation bill may be con- 
sidered. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the gentleman has the right to 
mitaa it, because the House has not yet determined even to con- 
sider it 

Mr. HOLMAN. I withdraw it then temporarily, until this appro- 

riation bill is disposed of. The bill which I now withdraw will not, 
p presume, lose any of its Sens at all. 

Fhe SPEAKER. None tever; itis a privileged report which the 
gentleman can make at any time. 

ior SAYERS, I yield to the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. DOCK- 


ERY]. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I yielded only for the presentation of conference 
reports on appropriation bills. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair so understood. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Irise to a parliamentary inquiry: On the confer- 
ence report which the gentleman from Texas proposes to submit, will 
it be in order to raise the question of consideration after that report 
has been read? 

The SPEAKER. Of course; that is the ia time. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Let the report be reai 

Mr. SAYERS. I yield fora moment to the gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. Dockrry]. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana has yielded only for 
conference reports on appropriation bills, 

Mr. HOLMAN. I will yield for a moment to hear what the bill of 
the gentleman from Missouri is. 


ST. JOSEPH COMMERCIAL COLLEGE, ST. JOSEPH, MO. 


The Clerk read as follows: 

hcl be R. 5426) for the relief of St. Joseph Commercial College, of St. Jo- 
seph, Mo. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I ask that the bill may be read, reserving all rights. 

Mr. DOCKERY. This matter will not create any discussion at all; 
if if does I will withdraw it. It is a conference report that I desire 
to present. 

The Clerk read the conference report, as follows: 

The committee of conference on the r votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment ot the Senate to er bill ry ees — for the relief of St. com 5 


Commercial College, of St. Joseph et, after full and free co: 


ence have to recommen: an ae do "recommend to their respective 7 
as follows: 


That the House recede from its disagreement tothe amendment of the Senate, 


and agree to the same. 
ALEXANDER M. r 
. F. BOOHER 


Managers on the part J the House. 
JOHN O. SPOONER, 
CHARLES J. FAULKNER, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
The following statement, submitted in accordance with the rule, was 
read: 

The m rs on the part of the House on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on ER 5426 recommend that the House recede fron its disagreement 
to the ee of tof the Senate. The amendment of the Senate provides that 
the Secretary of War shall ascertain the actual value of the use and occupation 
of St. Joseph Commercial College by Worse States troops during the war and 
certify such amount to the Secretary of the Treasury for payment. The bill as 
it passed the House made an appropriation of $12,000 for said use and occupa- 


tion during the war. 
A. M. DOCKERY, 
Sy F. BOO 


Managers on the part of the House, 
oP HOLMAN. I yield for the consideration of this matter. 
e re of the committee of conference was adopted. 
KER moved to reconsider the vote by which the 
x 8 adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
e table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER O BUSINESS, 


Mr. McCREARY. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. SAYERS] has the 
floor. The gentleman from Indiana withdrew his report, stating that 
he did so 1 to allow conference reports on appropriation pille to be 
presented. 

Mr. KILGORE. I demand the regular order as fixed by that ar- 
ran ent. 

Mr. McCREARY. I only want to report a resolution to go on the 
Calendar; it can be done in a second. 

The SPEAKER. But the gentleman from Texas [Mr. KILGORE] 
demands the regular order. 

Mr. PAYSON. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded on both sides. 

Mr. BLAND. The only way we can get the Gee bills 
through is to insist on the regular order. 


DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. SAYERS submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the d 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill 


. Bia es of the two Houses on 
) making Fe wot e to 
tupply deficiencits in the ap 5 or the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, 
having met, 7 full and free confer- 
do recommend to their respective Houses 
as follows: 
Senate 


That the recede from its amendments numbered 4, 6, 11, 12,17, 1 22; 
30, 34, 39, 40, 43, 49, 53, 61, 62, 63, 64, 65, 66, 68, 69, 70, 6 
That the H e from its disagreement to the amendments of 1 


and for prior years, and for oi 
ence have agreed to — — 


, 98, 100, 101, 102, 104, 105, 106, 107; and 108, and agree to the same. 
That the House recede from its 5 the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 5, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the Seem named in said amendment insert“ $3,000; " and the Senate agree to the 


That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 8, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
— sum named in said amendment insert 850,000; and the Senate agree to 

e same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment 3 the Senate 
numbered 9, and 
the sum pro 

That the 


That the House recede from its disagreement to to theamendment of the Senate 
numbered 33, andagree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike out 
the amended paragraph; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 42, and agree to t the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the sum roposed insert 811.000; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Thatthe House Spe — 5 its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 46, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike 
out of the amended paragan ph the words ex-Secretaries of the Navy Borie and 
Woodbury and insert in lieu thereof the following: Adolph E. Borie and Levi 
Woodbury :' and the Senate to the same. 

That the House recede from its 5 to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 47, and agree to the same with an 5 as follows: In lieu of 
mo s named in said amendment insert ‘ * $2,500; ’? and the Senate agree tothe 


That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 48, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike out 
all me as word “eighty-nine” in line 11 of said amendment; and the Senate 
agree e same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 58, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
eee 5 named in said amendment insert 8,000; and the Senate agree to the 


That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 79, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Add at the 
end of said amendment the following 


And for preparing suitable rooms rand other necessary accommodations for 
the United court at Muscogee, in the Indian Territory, and the ex wage 
(including fees of jurors) of said court for the current year, $,300; in all, $10, 

And the Senate agree to the same. 


That the House crane from its disagreement tothe amendment of the Senate 
numbered 99, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Insert as 
anew h after said amendment the following: 

“To pay Henry Talbott, clerk of the Committee on Ways and Means, House 
33 for extra services rendered during the Fiſtieth Congress, 


And we 5 to the same. 
T House . from 


ter of the Secretary of War, dated May 22, 1882, and under 9 acts of Con- 
gress,and to make a report upon the. same to the next regular session of Con- 
gress, and in connection therewith to report the amount ofall claims in Ayo: 
of the the General Government inst the of Florida, and in said re 
state the account between the General Government and the State of Flor ia 
And the Senate agree to the same. 
On amendments numbered 36, 37, 103, 109, and 110 the committee of conference 


have been unable to agree. JOSEPH D. BA: 
SAMUE: 


YERS, 
L J. RANDALL, 

LOUIS E. McCo 
Managers on the part of the House. 

EUGENE HALE, 

y. E ALLISON, 

M. COCKRELL, 
anina on the part of the Senate. 
The following statement, submitted in accordance with the rule, was 
read: 


The managers on the of the House of the conference on the ark 13 
T of the Senate to the bill io 
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making appropriations to supply deficiencies in the appropriations for 1889 and 
prior years, and for other purposes, submit the eee eee statement in 
explanation of the effect of the action recommended in the accompanying con- 
ference report: 

The bill, as it passed the House, r 814, 728,954.31; as it passed the 
Senate it appropriated 818.683, 508.19, being an increase of 88,954,658. 88, proposed 
by the Senate amendments. 

Of this sum it is reeommended that the Senate recede from amendments mak- 
ing a net reduction of $223,909.48, The principal items involved in this amount 
are the following: Repairs of light-houses, $20,000; fuel, lights, and water, pub- 
lic buildings, $10,000; collecting internal revenue, $25,000; Coast Survey items, 
$4,500; fees and expenses of United States marshals, $116,000; payment of judg- 
ments under act of March 3, 1887, $16,304; printing aud binding, $18,000; Signal 
Service, 8,900; rent, Washington city post-office, $5,000. : 

The amendments upon which it is recommended that the House recede from 
its disagreement appropriate $1,494,305.35. The princi itemsinvolved in this 
sum are the following: Expenses collecting internal revenue, $50,000; pay or 
the Army, $355,888; payment to the States of Kansas, Colorado, and Nebraska, 
on account of 5-per cent. fund, $95,290; improvement Missouri River, $62,060; 
expenses of the Senate, $42,289; judgments Ceurt of Claims, $59,292; payment 
of claims audited after passage of the bill by the House, $611,397. 

The committee of conference have been unable to agree upon amendments 
involving the appropriation of $2,236,439.05, namely: 
On amendments 36 and 37, relating to the water supply of the District of Co- 
un amendments 109 and 110, iding for th t of French spoliati 
n amendmen an „providing for the payment o mch spoliation 
claims in the sum of $1,651,439.05. 

The committee have also been unable to upon amendment numbered 103, 

to pay to the emp]oyés in the e Library and to the Senate Reporters 


a Sum equal to one month’s pay. 
JOSEPH D. SAYERS, 
SAM. J. RANDALL, 


LOUIS E. McCo 
Managers on the part of the House, 

Mr. KILGORE. I want to make an inquiry, as I could not hear dis- 
tinctly the reading of the report. I wish to know whether the con- 
ference committee has agreed to the item put on the bill by the Senate 
authorizing the payment of certain spoliation claims. 

The SPEAKER. That is not a parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. SAYERS. That is one of the subjects on which the conferees 
have been unable to 

Mr. CUMMINGS. The point of order I raise is in reference to the 
employés of the Congressional Library. 

Mr. RANDALL, That item was disagreed to. 

The SPEAKER. There is so much confusion on the floor the Chair 
will have to suspend the business and request members to resume their 
seats, and that conversation shall cease on the floor and in the galleries. 
The gentleman from Texas is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. SPRINGER. For the purpose of reserving the right of special 
action on the French spoliation claims I raise at this time the question 
of consideration. 

The SPEAKER. There must be separate action on the amendments 
undisposed of by the report of the conference committee. The Chair 
understands from the conference report the matter referred to by the 
gentleman from Illinois has been disagreed to by the House, or that 
no agreement has been reported in reference to it, and it must be dis- 

of by separate action. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I wish to give notice, Mr. Speaker, that I shall 
resist the previous question being ordered, and that I shall object to 
other items being taken up and disposed of outside of the conference 
report. 

Mir. SAYERS. Idemand the previous question on the adoption of 
the report. 

Mr. KILGORE. What becomes of the other questions? 

The SPEAKER. After the report of the conference committee has 
been di of they will be open to the action of the House. 

Mr. SPRINGER, Ishall resist in every way agreement to the spoli- 
ation claims. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to state to the gentleman from 
Illinois that when the report has been agreed to, if it shall be agreed 
to by the House, the mattor on which disagreement has been reported 
will be before the House for consideration on motions to recede or to 
insist. Y 

The Chair desires further to state that the question of consideration 
can not be raised against a motion to recede or a motion to insist, be- 
cause they are questions of privilege and one vote decides them. The 
question of consideration can not be raised against a demand for the pre- 
vious question or a motion to lay on the table or a motion to adjourn, 
which are similar questions of privilege. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Then the adoption of the reportinvolves only the 
matters in reference to which the committee report disagreement. 

The SPEAKER. That is all. K 

a SPRINGER. Can amendments to which I object come up after- 
W. ? 

The SPEAKER. They do; and the Chair has made the statement 
in reference to the matter so that gentlemen may not be misled. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I know the question of consideration is not de- 
batable; but I wish to say to the House that while I have no objection 
to agreeing to the report of the committee where the committee has 
recommended agreement I do object to any parliamentary condi- 
tion being reached in the progress of the bill by which it would be in 
order to move to recede from the disagreement of the House and 
to the amendment of the Senate in favor of the French spoliation claims. 
In other words, I wish to give notice, Mr. Speaker, that I shall resort 
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to every parliamentary means to defeat that measure before it has been 
in upon the bill. . 
Mr. BLAND. What does the gentleman want? 
Mr. SPRINGER. I want the House to insist upon its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate. 
Mr. McCOMAS. Is it not in order to move to recede from our dis- 
ment ? 
The SPEAKER. When the report has been disposed of all matters 
outside of that report will be before the House for action. 
Mr. McCOMAS, Are they not questions of the highest privilege? 
The SPEAKER, They will be before the House and must be dis- 


posed of. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I have opposed the French spoliation claims by 
every parliamentary means, and having so said I now withdraw the 
question of consideration against the adoption of the report. 

The conference report was adopted. 

Mr. SAYERS moved to reconsider the vote by which the conference 
report was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SPRINGER rose. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. SAYERS] is enti- 
tled to the floor. 

Mr. SAYERS. I ask that the first amendment in reference to which 
there has been no agreement by the conferees be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert the 1 

Water supplx, rict of Columbia: To enable the Secretary of War to 
cause to be constructed and put in . a 48-inch cast-iron main from the 
present distributing reservoir above rgetown, easterly to Rock Creek at M 
street; and thence along M street to New Ham avenue; thence north- 
easterly along New Hampshire avenue to Rstreetnorth; thence along R sireet, 
bod 3 2 75 the ae 43-inch main he the Fra See, e Rand Fourth 

reets, an make the necessary connections an provide the necessary a 

tus for thereby specially supplying the present deficiencies of water at ihe 
igher levels of the city, and in eral to increase the water supply, $575,000. 
The said work shall be done under the direction of the Chief of En 
the shortest practicable time. If it shall appear to the Secretary of 
report of the Chief of Engineers, that for any cause the work can not be carried 
on, or material therefor can not be obtained as rapidly as is necessary for the 
best and most vigorous prosecution of it, he is authorized to provide material 
by 1 in open market or by special contract for the fabrication thereof, 
and to carry on the work by days’ work or otherwise, as it may seem to him 
expedient. This appropriation shall be charged against the revenues applicable 
to the expenses of carrying on the government of the District of Columbia, so 
that one half will be paid from the 8 of the United States and the other 
half from moneys derived from taxation in the District.” 


Mr. SAYERS. Inasmuch as the proposition involved in that amend- 
ment was one quite new, the House conferees were quite unwilling 
to assume the responsibility of advising the House to appropriate so 
large a sum of money without taking the wishes of the House on the 
question. I should be very glad to hear from the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. CLEMENTS] on the subject. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. Mr. Speaker, if I can have the attention of gen- 
tlemen fora few minutes only, I think we can show the propriety of 
adopting the amendment which has just been read. 

The joint select committee to investigate the condition of the tun- 
nel and the question of the water supply for this city have spent as 
much time as they possibly could during the session, and even before 
the session began, in making a very thorough and exhaustive exam- 
ination of the subject, and for the purpose of aiding them in the in- 
vestigation employed three of the most eminent civil engineers that 
could be found in the country to make an examination of the work 
done and report upon the feasibility of finishing the tunnel so as to 
make it available for the Ae fou originally contemplated. 

We have the report upon this subject, printed only within the last 
few days, and I will read but a few lines from the report of the com- 
mittee merely to show the condition of the tunnel. The pressing busi- 
ness of the House at this time will not allow me to quote at length 
either from the report or the testimony, but a few lines from the former 
will show the condition of the tunnel as we find it. I quote the fol- 
lowing: K 

It appears, from the report of the experts and from the testimony taken, to be 
beyondall gooo that substantially the whole and every part of the lining of 
the tunnel is absolutely and enormously defective, and that it is scarcely too 
much to say that there is hardly any continuous length of 10 feet in the whole 
lining where the backing, particularly over the arch of the lining, is not either 
absolutely wanting, or only partly filled in, or, when fully filled in, so badly con- 
structed as to make the whole backing of the lining entirely worthless. 7 

The expert engineers estimate the expense of putting a lining and a 
solid, sufficient backing into a condition of solid contact with the whole 
and every part of the solid, rocky surface of the tunnel, as excavated, 
so as to retain and convey the water from one reservoir to the other, 
to be $929,720. Then they say: 

Even if this work were carried out with the utmost integrity, and the closest 
inspection to insure roper construction, there would still remain some liability 
to leakage through defective places which might have escaped discovery, or 
which, if discovered, might be imperfectly filled where pumping grous into 
them had to be resorted to. While the loss of water would not seriously 
felt, the danger of injury to property would still exist. 

The experts also present estimates for other plans of water supply. 
One is the use of the tunnel as a chamber for a steel pipe 6 feet in di- 


eers, in 
ar, on the 
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ameter at a cost of $852,780. This plan would involve an additional 
cost, not estimated, for a permanent pumping establishment to keep the 
tunnel clear of water. Another alternative suggested is a gravity con- 
duit, the construction of which would, exclusive of land for 
right of way, cost not less than $1,247,920, and would take two years 
for completion. The joint committee recently charged with the investi- 
gation and required to report to Congress what in their opinion should 
be done do not believe that it is practicable at this juncture to secure 
that consideration necessary to a wise and judicious determination as 
to which, if any, of these plans should be finally adopted. 

The committee therefore concluded that, in view of the whole situ- 
ation and in consideration of the very urgent and pressing necessity of 
an immediate increase of the water supply, especially in the higher 
parts of the city—a necessity which is recognized by all—this commit- 
tee has with unanimity to recommend another plan to meet the 
present urgent demand, which, it is estimated, will be sufficient by the 
means suggested for the next ten or fifteen years—that is, by laying a 
48-inch water-main, as sug by the amendment, such as will bring 
in a supply of about 20,000,000 gallons per day and which will carry 
the water to the highest points on vr, Hill, and according to the 
opinion of the experts the amount of the flow through such a pipe will 
be sufficient for the city for the next ten or fifteen years. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, the reason why the committee has suggested this, 
which we admit is not intended as a permanent supply for the city for 
many years to come, is that the necessity for increasing the supply by 
some means is very pressing and very urgent. The question, then, that 
confronted us was how best to meet that demand. 

We did not feel justified in asking Congress to continue the experi- 
ment of this under-ground tunnel and complete it, which work, accord- 
ing to the estimates of the experts, in a manner sufficient to be at all 
available for the purposes intended, would involve an expenditure of 
nearly or quitea million of dollars, especially when so completed it would 
be more or less rous to the surrounding by reason of 
leakage. It is true, they say, it may be finished up according to the 

in the engineer’s office on the Ist of July at a cost of $190,000; 

ut they say in connection with it that the plans are wholly insufficient 
because the packing is not good and a large amount of the work done 
has been what is called dry packing” behind the brick lining; and 
it is believed that the immense pressure of water, which is estimated 
to be about 60 or 70 pounds to the square inch, making an average 
pressure from the interior of about 8,000 pounds to the square foot, 
would be beyond the capacity of the tunnel as at present constructed 
to stand; and in view of this condition, and because this plan, if it 
were carried out, would be, in the opinion of the expert engineers, in 
some measure an experiment, we thought that for the present at least 
something should be done which was not in the line of experiment, but 
which would meet the demand of the city for this additional supply 
of water. We thought that it would be better upon the whole that 
we should adopt 2 pen which would give a supply for ten or fifteen 
years, and at the of that time it will be entirely feasible to lay an- 
other pipe of about the size of the first one, at about the same cost; and 
if Congress saw proper, after a careful survey, to adopt the gravity-con- 
duit plan or to complete the tunnel, this expenditure as at present pro- 

could be utilized in the distribution of water. 

This is, of course, a well-known plan, and has the indorsement ot 
General Casey, the Chief of Engineers, as well as the several engincers 
employed by the joint coramittee, as entirely feasible for the amount 
of increase of supply I have stated. . 

That is the situation, and I will state again in favor of this plan, that 
ifhereafter a different method is adopted for a greater and more per- 
mauent supply, the expenditure for this pipe will not be a waste, for 
it will be of value in connection with the distribution of water though- 
out the city. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Will the gentleman permit me to ask 
him a question? I wish to know if the experts employed hold that 
the present plan upon which the work has been done would be unsatis- 
factory if completed ? 

Mr. CLEMENTS. They express doubt, afterit is finished in the best 
possible manner and at a cost of nearly a million of dollars, as to its 
safety; because there is a question as to the possibility of its standing 
the immense pressure, which they fear may force the water out in the 
surrounding neighborhood and cause damage to adjacent property. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Are they convinced that if the work 
had been done as contracted for it would be insufficient ? 

Mr, CLEMENTS. They think it would not be. They expressed 
doubt as to whether it would be sufficient if completed in a manner 
much better than according to the contract. 

Mr. LONG, Then, on the whole, you think we had better recede ? 

Mr. CLEMENTS. That is my judgment. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Is it not true that the reservoir to hold the water 
has already been constructed at great expense, and our purpose now is 
to have this pipe to utilize the right of way for the higher levels and 
supply them with water from the reservoirs pending the settlement of 
the tunnel question? 

Mr. CLEMENTS. That is the purpose of this amendment, to put 
in a pipe which will supply the city for the next ten or years. 


Mr. McCOMAS. From a reservoir already built? 

Mr. CLEMENTS. It is not intended to bring the water from that 
reservoir. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Does thisamendment make the amount 
immediately available? 

Mr. CLEMENTS. It does. The amendment was put there on the 
suggestion of the joint committee as the best solution of this question 
for the present. 

Mr. SAYERS, I now yield to the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
MCMILLIN]. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I will ask the indulgence of the 
House for a moment to make a statement concerning the abandonment 
of the extensive and expensive plans carried on by the Government to 
supply the city of Washington with water, and in explanation of the 
proposition now before the House looking to the supply by a pipe-line. 
it is strange that a plan upon which has already been expended about 
$2,000,000 should have been inaugurated and worked on for more than 
six years without ever having been adopted by Congress or a board of 
engineers of the Army; and yet that is the fact. 

I may qualify that statement only thus far, that the only adoption of 
the plan that has ever been made is that acquiescence which continued 
the appropriations to do the work, and a qualified or conditional ap- 
proval of the Chief of Engineers, wherein the plan was approved on 
condition that the rock was found, after test, to be suitable. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. Will the gentleman allow me 
right there? I think the gentleman will find that the original act au- 
thorizing the construction of this extension of water-works provided 
that it was to be made by the Secretary of War; and I think he will 
further find that the plan ofa subterranean tunnel was first approved 
by the Chief of Engineers and then by the Secre of War, 

Mr. McMILLIN. It was approved by the Chief of Engineers pro- 
visionally and by the Secretary of War; but I stand by my original 
statement that there was never called into consultation a board of en- 
gineers on this important work; no plan was submitted to Congress for 
the tunnel on its present plan, or for its completion after the present 
plan, so far as I know; and the only recognition of the work after it 
was commenced has been by continuing to appropriate for it. 

Now, what is the nature of the work, if I may ask the indulgence of 
the House upon that question? Originally when Congress entered upon 
it it had been represented that it could be carried out by inserting this 
tunnel 85 feet below the level of the earth, which would give a much 
slighter pressure than that to which it will be subjected as now con- 
structed. Major Lydecker, who undertook the work, found that ata 
depth of 85 feet the rock was not such as to contain the water with cer- 
tainty and to make the tunnel permanent. Being ex to the at- 
mosphere, the rock decomposed. Hence it was thought better to go 
down deeper and get into better rock. 

It seems it was never dreamed by the projectors of this plan that it 
would be necessary to line the greater portion of this tunnel, and to 
make the lining sufficient to resist the pressure to which it would be 
subjected, to wit, more than 8,500 pounds to the square foot. The 
average depth below the reservoirs is now about 150 feet. In other 
words, beginning at the old reservoir, where the supply comes down 
from Great Falls—under a plan which was inaugurated in 1859—a shaft 
has been sunk, and the water was to be po into the tunnel; then 
taken through it 20,700 feet to the distributing reservoir near the city. 

Now, the pressure, as I have said, would be eight thousand five hun- 
dred and some pounds to the square foot, and the committee that was 
appointed to investigate the question had great doubt whether the 
work when finished would be sufficient to stand that pressure. In fact, 
we were satisfied it would not, and hence that the tunnel would be a 
failure. We went out there, put on water-proof clothing, waded 
through the water in the tunnel and looked at the openings that our 
experts had made. We first sent experts there to see whether the 
backing had been put in according to contract. Soundings and open- 
ings were made at intervals for miles, so as to see the extent of defect- 
ive work,and it wasascertained. We found thatthere werespaces on the 
top of these three rounds of brick masonry upon which any member of 
this House could stand erect. 

There are places as long as across this Hall, where, but for the bulk- 
heads which seem to have been put in for the Be sr of deceiving the 
i rs or those who casually went into the tunnel, a man could 
walk erect or by bowing slightly. It is a serious question whether, if 
the-water had ever been turned in there, the linings would not have 
been rent and destroyed. Much of the water would inevitably have 
found exit elsewhere. Now, that is the condition of the work. 

Experts estimate that to complete the work in such a way as to come 
up to the original design would cost $929,000. They estimate that if 
the coutractors performed their work according to the contract, all 
through, it would cost $190,000 additional to complete it. But no 
bonds were taken of them when the contracts and plans were changed. 
I pass no judgment upon the liability of the bondsmen who under- 
took for the contractors under the first contract. Here is what the en- 
gineers say: 

In view of the great cost of reconstructing the tunnel, $925, so as to 
pare it for carrying water under pressure, and in consideration of the fact 
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even if the work be well done, some veges ge of danger, loss and damage to 
el would still remain, the 


perty, and possible failure in parts of the tunn 
— would hardly be Justified in recommending this pian. 


We find that after s g two millions of money we can now, for 
$550,000 only, a little over one-half of whatit would require to complete 
the tunnel, by a plan about which there is no doubt, through a 4-foot 
cast-iron main, supply the city of Washington amply for ten or fifteen 
years to come. And even after the ten or fifteen years have elapsed, if 
the tunnel should be completed or some other plan for supplying the 
city devised, this 4-foot main can be utilized through most of its length 
in supplying water from the new aqueduct. It would therefore be no 
loss in any event. 

The engineers make another repert, in which they say that the tun- 
nel in its present condition might be patched up and used for the inser- 
tion through it of a steel pipe 6 feet in diameter, which would supply 
the city for thirty-odd years to come, or possibly for el years. That, 
if it is desired, can be done in the future. The steel 1 755 would 
unquestionably resist the pressure, and if, after a most careful inyestiga- 
tion, I had to make a suggestion to the House as to whether the steel- 
pipe plan or the original pian should be carried out, I would unques- 
tionably recommend the adoption of the steel pipe, because it would 
cost about $100,000 less than the other plan and would be unquestion- 
able in its result. 

Now, gentlemen will probably want to know how it was possible 
that the work could be done in this way under the eye of the inspectors 
who were appointed by the Government of the United States to watch 
and supe its progress. The original contractors, Beckwith & 
Quackenbush, sublet the work to other parties, and the committee 
discovered the astounding fact that, under assumed names, the in- 
spectors appointed by the Government were paid by these subcon- 
tractors in addition to what the Government paid them. 

In view of that fact it is not strange that the tunnel is found to be 
improperly constructed. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, three plans are suggested as practicable: First, 
the completion of the tunnel on the original plan at a cost of $929,000; 
second, the use of the present tunnel as a e for a steel pipe 6 
feet in ‘diameter, at a cost of $825,000, and, third, the plan of supply- 
ing the city for ten or fifteen years from the present reservoir by means 
of a cast-iron main along a line which I could describe in detail if time 
permitted, and which would be found to go through the high parts of 
the northwest section of the city, now thickly settled, and to be capa- 
ble of supplying Capitol Hill, even, with smaller pipes and with suffi- 
cient pressure, at a cost of $550,000 or $575,000. 

That the House may have full information as to the proposed plan 
embraced in this bill and recommended by the joint select committee, 
I submit the following report on the subject by General Casey, Chief 
of Engineers: 

OFFICE OF THE CHIEF OF ENGINEERS, 
UNITED STATES ARMY, 
Washington, D. C., February 19, 1889. - 

DEAR SR: In reply to your verbal request of the 16th instant that I should 
locate a 48-inch main from the distributing reservoir to this city, furnish an es- 
timate of its cost, and give its probable effect upon the water supply of the city, 
I have the honor to state? 


1. The route recommended is shown on the accompanying map. From the 
— existing mains, to the intersec- 


selecting this route is that if a conduit is constructed to the new reservoir at any 
future time, this main will then form a valuable addition to the water 3 
of the city, dividing the small mains which have been laid i west 
section; while if one is laid on Lor M street (the shortest distance to New 
Jersey avenue) it would merely reinforce the 36-inch main, without cutting 
down the loss of head which resultsfrom long lines of small distributing mains, 
— 3 it will also reduce the area in the northwest in which pumping 

The — of the line recommended is about 23,200 feet. The length of the 
48-inch main already laid from Fourth streetand Rio Ne New Jersey avenue and L 
— —— about 3,300 feet, making a total length of 8 proposed of 


26,500 feet. 

There are two ravines along the proposed lines; i. e., at Foundry Branch and 
Rock Creek, for which ody plans for will require more extended study 
The existing mains cross 


than can be given in 


iaid across the road ream pAs w crosses 
pone Da Rock k can be crossed either by a siphon the stream or 
byan arch of 48-inch pipe similar laeto anes under the Penusyl venne 
or possibly upon tr iron bea: 

2. The portions of the city to be supplied by this main. 

On the accompanying map the 75-foot contour of the ee been drawn ina 
broken red line. This forms a natural division between h and low service. 
The position of the mains already laid will modify this nisdividing line to a slight 
a and the full red line marks the division between a and low 

the main to supply the high level, an ane 


ce 
mmended; mains 
of th the city the lowe: It will be seen that there are two sections of the high serv- 


ice, one on Capitol Hill, and the cers in the northwest, ted by a low serv- 
ice which extends across the ci To supply the eastern part of the low serv- 
ice, the iagh east of New Jersey avenue, connection must be made with the 36 
or 30 inch main under the line which supplies Capitol Hill. 

3. The effect this arrangement of mains will have upon the city service. 


The formula for wera pee: the flow of water in pipes give results very un- 
sat , due to the 8 ty of determining the value of a coefficient de- 
pendent upon the roughness of the pipe and the modifications due to bendsand 
connections. I havet — adopted the following method for determining 
the flow in 48-inch main: The pressure on the 36-inch and 30-inch mains 

at the aqueduct office, is 32 and 28.5 pounds, respectively, per square 


inch. This would correspond toa flow of 37,455,000 pions by Fanning’s formula ` 
for clean straight pipes without bends or valves. actual messurement of 
— AI 8 ord ie 3 alight 3 t fiia 
efficient co ye n Fanning’s es 
would avery nearly give this resuit, and it is assumed thata new on fa would 
soon be in the same condition as the mains alread ald If a 48. inch main ex- 
e eee eee f gallons of water, the sup- 
p Ply would be distributed between the 30, 36, and 48 inch mains in the proportion 

1, 1.58, and 3.24, the § power of their diameters, and the velocities with which 
the ‘water would flow under the new conditions would be approximately as 
medy | avs, OF less than one-half as fast, and as 17 5 e of head is proportional to 

square of the velocity the loss of head at this point would be one-quarter 

that which it is at present; fl. e., ö feet instead of 20. 


The pager table showing the relative capacities of the different mains 
under the conditions specified, computed for clean pipes will also indicate the 
effect of introducing a 48-inch main, the water in the distributing reservoir be- 
ing at the level of 146: 

| 
r ‘Elevation 5 Elevation at which 
Sizeof | Length | NO. of gallons de- | 19 090,000 15,000,000 gallons! 
main. feet. tion 185 per da can be de eared can be delivered 
P N per day. per day. 

30 inches. . 28, 000 5, 500, 000 = = 76.34 
36 inches... 28, 000 9. 000, 000 118. 43 
48 inches 000 20, 000, 000 141.2 139. 20 


ply to residences the daily expenditure of water will be 


With ee su 
largely in bly to at least 35,000,000 ons, and a yearly increase 
of at least 1 188850 000, 000 of gallonsis to be anticipa The ‘distribation of that in- 
crease can not be determined, but assuming that it will be largely in the higher 
levels, the 48-inch main will ‘afford ample relief until there will be required 
from . „000 gallons of water per day, say a period of from ten to 


fifteen 

4, The cosi cost of the 48-inch main. 

Basing the estimate on the cost of the 43-inch main laid in 18546, it being the 
4s.inch m main from the new reservoir, the following will be the cost per running 


Cast-iron pipe ... $12. 67 
Labor rand exikin 2.39 
Tools and material... 1.63 
Hauling pipe .......... 43 

Relaying payement ..... .... 2.00 


5. The necessary connections. 
A 86-inch geo inion should be made with the 36-inch main at Rock Creek, so 


asto ain in ease of a break in the other. The 12 and 20 inch 
crossing the main om Twenty-second and Seventeenth streets, respectively, 
should 14 be a zun — — e at Twelfth street ee e wia . e 
should L or nch pipes, though, Se: 1 or 
several y A 30-inch connection with the 8 e un- 
der the Jine i in New Jersey avenue for the purpose of pater e wey the eastern 
section of the low service. 

The 30 and 36 inch mains must be shut down at New Jersey avenue and the 
gate at the intersection of New Jersey avenue and B street north must also be 
closed. One large connection, say 24-inch, should be made between the 30 and 
36 inch mains in Fourteenth street. Under this arrangement the 12, 30, and 36 
inch mains will supply the low service (all below 75 feet elevation) while the 
48-inch will be devoted to the high service above 75 feet elevation. It is esti- 
=e $575,000 will cover all expenses for the 48-inch main with these con- 


6. The time necessn to put in this main. 
It is in could be put in use in twelve months from the signing 
of the psec hyo N52 the pipe, provided the pipe is delivered in that time. 
Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
THOS. LINCOLN CASEY, 
Brigadier-General, Chief of. Engineers. 
Senator GEORGE F. EDMUNDS, 


Chairman Joint Commission, Senate Chamber. 


The committee approve the 4-foot cast-iron main because there is 
no doubt about the efliciency of the plan, the adequacy of the supply 
it will yield, and because whilst sufficient it is cheaper. Other pipes 
can be added when desired. I will not further tax the House after 
the patience with which the members have favored me. 

Mr. RYAN. Mr. Speaker, I want to supplement the remarks of the 

entleman from Tennessee by adding that this proposed expenditure of 
$500,000 to secure this temporary supply for ten or fifteen years will 
not be lost when we come to secure a permanent supply, because we can 
utilize that pipe for the distribution of water. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I had so stated. I have stated that it could not 
only be used, but that much of it, in fact most of it, could be used with- 
out even taking it up, could be used in the position in which we would 
now place it. I do not wish to take up further time in this connection. 

Mr. SAYERS. I now yield ten minutes to the gentleman from West 
Virginia [Mr. WILSON]. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I did not know that 
this question was to come before the House at this time; otherwise I 
should have refreshed my memory as to some of the facts connected 
with this tunnel. Having had charge of the District of Columbia 
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8 bill in the Forty-ninth Congress in association with the 

mtleman from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON] and the gentleman from 

ryland [Mr. McComas], who are also members of this Congress, it 

fell to our duty to inquire into a deficiency appropriation which was 
asked for by the engineers in charge of the tunnel construction. 
We then found that Congress had passed in July, 1882, an act to in- 
erease the water supply of the city of Washington and had made an 
appropriation of nearly a million and a half of dollars for that p 
Included in that appropriation was the sum of about $600,000 for the 
construction of a tunnel or a conduit to convey the water from the 
present reservoir to some high point for distribution over the city of 
Washington, the difficulty at present being not only that the water 
supply is inadequate but that it has not sufficient head to reach houses 
in the highest elevations of the District. 

The act of 1882, making an appropriation, as I have said, of a mill- 
ion and a half of dollars, went 10 per cent. beyond the estimate sub- 
mitted to Congress from the Engineer Department. It took the high- 
est estimates that were submitted, and then added 10 per cent. to those 
estimates in order to meet all contingencies in the construction of the 
work. The estimates, however, were made fora surface conduit, which 
was to carry the water from the present reservoir to some distributing 
point, either upon Capitol Hill or at the point where the new reservoir 
is being constructed. 

The engineer in charge of this work reported to the Chief of Engi- 
neers in favor of chan the plan upon which the original estimates 
were made, and instead of having a surface conduit, going under Rock 
Creek as a siphon, proposed that thereshould be a tunnel which would 
begin at the present reservoir and go nearly 4 miles to the reservoir out 
beyond the Howard University. The report made contemplated that 
this tunnel was to be driven throngh solid rock for the entire distance 
of 4 miles, and that this rock would be a perfect tunnel in itself, strong 
and water-tight, needing no lining and no extra expenditure of any 
kind. That proposed change in the plans was submitted to the Chief 
of Engineers and approved by him. It was then submitted to the Sec- 
retary of War, upon whom the duty of constructing this work was im- 

by the act of Congress, and approved by him. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. The gentleman will find upon close examina- 
tion that the approval of the Chief of Engineers and the Secretary of 
War was a provisional one; it was to the effect that that plan should 
be adopted in the event that, upon the sinking of trial shafts at neces- 

points and after a thorough examination, sufficient solid rock gen- 
erally throughout the whole length of the tunnel should be found to 
answer the purpose without lining. After such examination the plan 
never was absolutely approved, but the matter just drifted along. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. Well, that may be an attempt on 

the part of somebody to lessen the responsibility for the approval of this 
plan; but it was testified before the subcommittee when I had charge of 
the District of Columbia appropriation bill, by such engineers as Colonel 
Casey, Colonel Craighill, and General Meigs, whom we called in to con- 
sult, that you could not tell what was to be the character of the rock 
between the two ends of that tunnel unless you should examine it from 
one end to the other; that no sinking of shafts a mile or half a mile 
apart could give you any information as to the rock through which the 
tunnel was to be carried throughout its whole extent. 
! Mr. CLEMENTS. I do not wish to be understood as saying that 
anybody should be excused from any responsibility in this matter, be- 
cause I think it was the duty of the Secretary of War and the Chief of 
Engineers at that time to have sufficient tests made to ascertain what 
could be done; and after this provisional approval some step ought to 
have been taken by the Department or by the Board of Engineers such 
as is usual in all such matters to ascertain whether or not the condi- 
tions required by the conditional approval existed or not. This was 
never done; and in point of fact the rock turned out to be full of seams 
and cracks 5 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. Iam coming to that. 

Mr. RYAN rose. 5 

ree Seren of West Virginia. I have only ten minutes and I can 
not . 

The original act directed the Secretary of War to extend theWash- 
ington Aqueduct from its present eastern terminus to the high ground 
north of Washington, near Sixth street, extended: and the estimates 
upon which the original appropriation was made, which were prepared 
in the office of the engineer commissioner of the District of Columbia, 
contemplated in general terms the extension of the aqueduct by a 9-foot 
conduit from the distributing reservoir to an available site east of 
Seventh street. 

Instead of the work being done according to the plan on which the 
appropriation was made, this more ambitious plan of driving a 4-mile 
tunnel through what was expected to be solid rock from the distrib- 
uting reservoir to the reservoir east of Seventh street was adopted, 
first by the Chief of Engineers and then by the Secretary of War. 
Captain Hoxie was in charge. He was soon transferred to some other 
point and Major Lydecker left in charge of its construction. - 

In the Forty-ninth Congress application was made for a deficiency for 
this tunnel construction amounting to about $400,000. It was found 
when they sank these shafts and attempted to drive through the inter- 
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vening rock that much of it crumbled as it was e to the air or 
moisture, and the tunnel had to be lined. Captain Hoxie contended, 
in a letter addressed by him to the chairman of the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, that if the tunnel had been sunk deeper solid rock would 
have been found, and also that the proper lining was of concrete for 
the surface walls of the tunnel, and not the more costly lining of brick 
with packing behind it. 

These were the two points investigated by the Committee on Ap- 
propriations having the District of Columbia appropriation bill in 
charge in the first session of the Forty-ninth Congress. Wereluctantly » 
recommended to the full committee the appropriation asked for as a 
matter of necessity, but using the following language: 

But recognizing the difficulty, the novelty, and the importance of these ques- 
tions, and the expediency of submitting them to competent experts, the com- 
mittee have, in recommending the amount called for by the estimates, pro- 
vided that the Secretary of War shall forthwith take the advice of the highest 
Engineer Board of the Army upon the plans and methods heretofore pursued, 

Accordingly we incorporated into the law making it, the appropria- 
tion, the following provision: 


But the Secretary of War is instructed forthwith to submit to the Board of En- 
gineers for Fortifications and for River and Harbor Improvements whether any 
changes are demanded for reasons of safety or economy in the method of lining 
said tunnel heretofore adopted and pursued, and whether any changes are re- 
quired in the method of lining and perfecting the reservoir. 


Thus bringing under the critical examination of that board the en- 
tire construction of this tunnel from one end of it to the other. 


Provided, That said board shall make full — as thereon, and pending such 
examination the work shall proceed upon such parts thereof as the Secret 
of War shall direct. 


In other words, we suspended the work on the main part of this tun- 
nel until this highest Board of Engineers in the Army should examineit 
personally and report to the Secretary of War as to the lining of the 
tunnel and reservoir. 

Now, sir, there is abundant responsibility from the beginning of this 
work to the present time if there had been any error or blunder in its 
construction. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. SAYERS. I now yield to the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. RANDALL]. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. For how much time? 

Mr. RANDALL. Not at length, for as a rule I am brief. $ 

Mr. Speaker, after the discussion this morning it must be manifest that 
the House conferees exhibited wisdom in refusing to take the least re- 
sponsibility in this connection. For myself I was on my guard in this 
connection, for as chairman of the Committee on Appropriations I had 
come to know all the facts stated by the gentleman from West Virginia 
[Mr. WILsoN] in reference to this matter, which makes me doubt as 
to what Congress should do. 

The conferees halted in this particular and determined to come back 
to the House with this proposition, because it had never been discussed 
or considered in any way except in the joint committee. The report 
thereon was but recently made, I think it not unwise to say to the 
House that we had better hesitate before we go too far in the direction 
that is recommended. . 

I confess I have not the information or knowledge in this regard to 
give any advice to the House upon it, but so far as I am concerned, I 
propose now and here to say, as a conferee, I mean to free myself in 
every particular from any responsibility in this matter. Two millions 
of money have already been expended there. Past appropriations are 
to all intents and purposes of little public benefit. I am not able yet . 
to decide for myself, at least, how this $575,000 is going to benefit the 
people of Washington, and give the desired water to the sections of the 
“7 now not properly supplied. 

am not altogether sure whether it is not better to wait until an- 
other session of Congress and we have read the report. I do not be- 
lieve one in ten of our members has yet read the report from the joint 
committee appointed to inquire into this matter. I have absolute con- 
fidence in the purposes of the gentlemen who have spoken from that 
committee, and I have almost full confidence in their judgment; but, 
Mr. Speaker, I would like to have, as one member of this body, a lit- 
tle more knowledge than I now possess or than any of us possess on 
this question before I could be willing to advise this expenditure. 

Mr. COX. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. RANDALL. Certainly. 

Mr. COX. I would like the gentleman from Pennsylvania to tell 
the House upon whom he fixes the responsibility for this atrocious job. 

Mr. RANDALL, I fix it in part upon the contractors, 

Mr. COX. That is what I supposed. 

Mr. RANDALL. That is where I place a part of the responsibility. 

Mr. COX. I waht it fixed there. 

Mr. RANDALL. I have no doubt that that is primarily the place 
where it should be fixed. 

There has been gross neglect on the part of the officials of the Gov- 
ernment in connection with this work, and the very report of the com- 
mittee which I have hastily glanced over shows a degree of fraud al- 
most unequaled in the past. 

The question is, what had we better do? That is the proposition that 
confronts us at this time. Shall we wait awhile and obtain further in- 


ary . 
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formation before going further in that direction, or shall we proceed 
still deeper? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Does not the inadequacy of the water sup- 
ply, in the opinion of the gentleman, require prompt action? 

Mr. RANDALL. I think it does. I think early action should be 
taken. I know that to be the case, for I am myself a resident of that 
part of the city which will be, as I understand, benefited in this connec- 
tion. But we had perhaps better wait. 

There is another suggestion I want to make. Iam not at all certain 
that this Government can not pursue these contractors and compel 
them to return some of the money which they have improperly taken. 
I do not know whether the bondsmen are responsible. 

Mr. LONG. That is another question. 

Mr. RANDALL. I admit that it is another question. 

Mr. LONG. Another issue entirely. 

Mr. RANDALL, I know; but there are so many bad issues about 
it it should cause us to pause and consider with a great deal of care 
what steps we take, so as to prevent further injury. 

Mr. COX. Will the gentleman from Pennsylvania be kind enough 
to tell us how, from his information upon this subject, he would advise 
us to vote on this proposition now pending between the two Houses? 

Mr. RANDALL. I would advise delay. 

Mr. COX. That would be a vote, then, to insist upon the disagree- 
ment to the Senate amendment? 

Mr. RANDALL, Yes, sir. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. And while we are delaying we are without 
water. 

Mr. RANDALL. The House conferees came back here feeling this: 
that they would not assume the least responsibility on this question. 
We wanted to free ourselves from the responsibility which action upon 
this amendment would entail; and I want to say now publicly that 
the conferees in this connection will feel themselves entirely free from 
any word of censure or criticism whatever may be the action of the 
House in regard to the amendment of the Senate. N 

Mr. SAYERS. I now yield to the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. 
McComas] ten minutes. x 

Mr. McCOMAS. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that if the proposition 
involved in this amendment, which is a proposition coming from the 
committee, be taken with proper limitations it is all right. If the com- 
mittee now undertake to say that after having expended two millions 
of dollars under-ground, because they have found a contractor who has 
cheated the people in working at a depth of 160 feet under-ground, the 
very best place possible for a contractor to cheat anybody, that because 
in the lining of the tunnel there has been fraud and irregularity that 
therefore we shall have delay in securing a supply of water for the pres- 
ent; I say if that is the logic I must di 

I was a member of the committee who investigated this matter, in 
connection with my friend from West Virginia [Mr. WILSON I, the gen- 
tleman from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON], and others, and the same ex- 
perts were before us; and while there was some difference of opinion, 
the general trend of opinion, as expressed before the committee, was, 
as engineers, that after theGovernment had digged the great hole for 4 
miles under-ground from a reservoir into a big city, at some time or 
other it would be only a proper thing to turn the water into the hole 
and see what the result would be, and what the millions of dollars 
expended amounted to. . 

Now, pending that, if it be desired to further investigate the ques- 
tion, because they have a tunnel of that sort in Boston and they are 
now lining one of the same kind in New York—I say if they want to 
further investigate the question they can wait for it, but the water 
supply of the city will not wait. Something must be done to meet 
that pressing demand, and this proposition on which we are now called 
toact means that the people need not wait. It means that the people who 
enn not get water in the upper stories of their houses, or even, in some 
parts of the city, an adequate supply on the lower floors, although 
there is plenty of water at the source of supply, shall not be compelled 
to wait. 

The reservoir is in good condition; the machinery for distributing it is 
available, and pending the consideration of the whole subject the enate 
amendment proposes to expend a half million of dollars to have a 48- 
inch cast-iron main laid so that we can have water while we are dis- 
cussing the feasibility of the tunnel. This Congress will adjourn, and 
if this bill and the sundry civil bill pass it may not meet until De- 
cember next; but meanwhile the Secretary of War, under the guidance 
of the Chief of Engineers, can have the pipes laid and give a present 
supply, and then examine further into the tunnel question. 

It will not do to say, because there are rascally contractors and be- 
cause there may have been careless observers and watchers of the Gov- 
ernment work, that this need of the people shall not be supplied. It 
will not do for this Congress, which has put upon the people of this 
city and District this enormous expenditure in adopting and carrying 
out this plan, to wipe out the whole thing after wasting, according to 
this theory, a million of money belonging to the Government and a 
million of their money without getting any water. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. If the gentleman from Maryland will per- 
mit me, I want to ask if I understood the gentleman from Pennsyl- 


vania to intimate that he doubted the practicability of the means pro- 
posed to Supply the water? 

Mr. RANDALL. I say this, that I have not had time, nor have I 
the knowledge or the information which enables me to make a recom- 
mendation whether this is right or wrong, but I have taken the evi- 
dence of the gentlemen who have made this investigation. 

Mr. McCOMAS. The amendment is: 

To enable the Secretary of War to cause to be constructed and put in opera- 
tion a 48-inch cast-iron main from the nt distributing reservoir above 
Georgetown, easterly to Rock Creek at street, and thence along M street to 
New pshire avenue; thence northeasterly along New Hampshire avenue 
to R street north; thenee along R street, to connect with the present 48-inch 
main from the new reservoir at Rand Fourth streets. 

Now, there is already one 48-inch pipe, and you are going to increase 
the supply by putting in another 48-inch pipe. There is no great prob- 
lem in that. The question of utilizing the tunnel can afterw be 
considered. The general belief of the engineers was that if they dug 
60 feet they would find a solid rock; but it was found that the rock 
was not good, as it decomposed when it was exposed to the air. Now 
General Meigs saysif they had gone below the frost-line and laid a pipe 
instead of a tunnel 6 miles long it would have been far less expensive to 
supply the water. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Is there any question that if we adopt the 
pending proposition it will secure to Washington the needed supply? 

Mr. McCOMAS, None whatever. There is no question but what 
the supply will be ample for ten or fifteen years; and if the water will 
run through one 48-inch main will it not run through another 48-inch 
main, if you put the other down? This is a temporary expedient. I 
must dissent from the proposition of the gentlemen here to let that 
tunnel go. I believe it ought to be inquired into in the future, and 
an effort should be made to try and line it; and pending that we can 
get this supply and give this water which the people ought to have. 
Therefore I shall move directly, aud take the responsibility as a mem- 
ber of this House, and also of this conference, to recede from this amend- 
ment, but not to amendment 37, and leave the question of completing 
the tunnel for future action of Congress. 

In a few years, if the tunnel is ultimately available, then the large 
amount of money that has already been expended will not be wasted. 
Meanwhile the additional 48-inch pipe will supply the country and 
supply the city. While it supplies a temporary purpose, it is a proper 
expenditure at all times. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. If this pipe is laid down I understand 
it will be useful in connection with the tunnel. 

Mr. McCOMAS. It will be a supplement to the tunnel. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. And will be worth all it cost. 

Mr. SAYERS. Inow yield to the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEN- 


mag ste 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I request this time more 
for the purpose of asking questions of the gentlemen who have been 
members of this committee of investigation than for the purpose of 
making observations. I want to ask the members of the committee 
who investigated this tunnel whether or not this plan is recommended 
by them. I wish to ask that of the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
MCMILLIN] or the gentleman from ia [Mr. CLEMENTS]. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I will state to the gentleman from Iowa that itis 
recommended by the committee. They thought that if any plan for 
additional water supply for the city of Washington is to be adopted 
this is the one that should be adopted. Whetherany shall be adopted 
is of course for Congress to determine. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Did the committee of investigation, 
from the information they obtained, consider that this water is now 
needed for the supply of the city ? 

Mr. McMILLIN. The committee say it ought to be done to supply 
the city with water. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. One question more. I understand 
that eminent experts from the ranks of civil engineers in the country 
were employed by your committee. 

Mr. McMILLIN. They were. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. They report in favor of this plan, do 
they not? 

Mr. McMILLIN. They gave two plans outside of the present tun- 
nel, either one of which may be adopted. The first was, as I said in 
my remarks a few minutes ago, to use the present excavation as a 
receptacle or conduit for a steel pipe 6feetindiameter. They say that 
either of these plans can easily be adopted. They also say that a per- 
manent supply of water for the city of Washington can be obtained by 
laying many of these pipes instead of laying one, and that this pipe 
that is now proposed to be laid may be added to by others, and by that 
means we can get an ample supply of water, and that the cost would 
be about $1,190,000. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Did the Government engineers agree 
with the civil engineers? 

Mr. McMILLIN. We did not consult the engineers in charge of this 
work a great deal. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. But yourcommittee had them before 

ou. 
5 Mr. McMILLIN. We had them before us as witnesses, I will state 
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to my friend from Iowa that General Casey, who is now in charge, 
recommends this plan above all others, 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. One more thing I want an answer to: 
First, whether the supply is needed and needed now; and, secondly, the 
judgment of the committee that have specially investigated this mat- 
ter. They state here as the result of their investigation that it is rec- 
ommended by engineers employed at a great expense; and we have got 
to depend afterall upon expert testimony. They unite in recommend - 
ing it, the Government engineers recommend it, and those who have 
given it special investigation recommend it. 

Water is not a thing that can be lightly disregarded in the service of 
the needs of a great city. We are the city council for the city of Wash- 
ington and the Districtof Columbia. We are loaded down with aduty 
which we owe to the people here, and we can not afford to adjourn this 
Congress without making ample provision for the tables and the pots 
and kettles of the people of this city and this District. Now, after 
patient investigation, we have light given to us. Bear in mind, too, 
the further fact that the laying of these pipes in the tunnel will not 
destroy the tunnel or prevent its future utilization if further investi- 

tion, as suggested by the chairman of the committee, shall show that 

t may be profitably utilized. 

Mr. BELDEN. It is not proposed to lay the pipes in the tunnel. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Well, wherever they may be laid the 
same remark applies. I submit, Mr. Speaker, that our duty is clear, 
as business men, to concur in this amendment in order to supply to the 
people of this District the water which they need. 

Mr. RANDALL. I wish the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Mo- 
MILLIN ] would give us his own judgment, after hearing all these plans 

as between the two plans—the 72-inch pipe to go within the 
tunnel or the 48-inch pipe to go on the surface. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. ‘The gentleman asks my individual opinion as to 
which of those would best give an adequate and permanent water 
supply to this District, and I do not hesitate to say that I should favor 
the placing of a 6-foot pipe in the present tunnel, I believe it would 
perform the required work. There is only one objection to it, and that 
is that it would be subject to the collection of silt or deposits from 
muddy water, just as the tunnel itself would be without the pipe. 
But, nevertheless, at the present I think the best thing that can be done 
is to adopt the proposition to lay the 48-inch main, and I will state to 
my friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] that I am influenced in 
coming to that conclusion by the fact, which is generally admitted, 
that a good portion of the 4-foot main which would be utilized, to 
wit, from the intersection of M and Fourth streets, in the 
direction of the Capitol, some three thousand and odd feet, can be used 
without any additional cost, In addition to that, the 4-foot main from 
where it strikes the intersection of Georgetown and M street after leav- 
ing the present main could be used for all time to come tosupply that 
part of the city with water. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. I wish to ask the gentleman 
whether it is proposed to connect the surface conduit with the reservoir 
out at Howard University. 3 

Mr. McMILLIN, It is not. 

Bas WILSON, of West Virginia. You propose to abandon that en- 
y? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Under this plan that would have to be abandoned, 
because instead of connecting with that reservoir it is proposed to con- 
nect with the present 4-foot pipe which leads from that, and it would, 
of course, be useless to pour the water in there only to draw it out into 
the same pipes that are to distribute it. 

Mr. SAYERS. I now yield the balance of my time to the gentle- 
man from Kansas [Mr. Ryan]. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has five minutes re- 


maining. 

Mr. RYAN . Mr. Speaker, as a member of the joint committee ap- 
pointed to investigate the subject of fraudulent work in the tunnel and 
the subject of water supply for this city, I desire to say a word regard- 
ing the situation. So far as the tunnel is concerned, all the engineers 
agree that danger will result to property and to the health of the city 
from its completion or from its utilization. They differ on this point 
only: Some of the engineers say that danger is imminent, while others 
say that it is only possible. In any event there is doubt whether it 
could be utilized for the purposes for which it was designed. 

Some one said—I think it was my friend from Maryland [Mr. Mo- 
Co»as]—that some of the Army engineers were in favor of turning the 
water in and trying the tunnel, but they tell us that it must first be 
suitably lined, and that would cost about a million dollars. Then what 
have we? Simply an experiment. It may be a success or it may not. 
So much for the tunnel. Now, what is the condition that confronts 
us? It is this: A great city, dependent on us for all legislation, and of 
course for water supply, is now absolutely suffering in health because 
of the want of an adequate supply of water. By reason of the absence 
of water in this city fevers have raged during the last year, I am in- 
formed, as never before, resulting in most extraordinary mortality. 

Now, what do the engineers tell us? All of them, without any dif- 
ference of opinion, say that if we will adopt this 48-inch pipe it will 
afford an ample supply of water to this city for the next ten or fifteen 


years at a cost of half a million dollars, or certainly not to exceed 
$600,000, About that they all agree. That will be no experiment. 
That will secure the people an adequate supply, absolutely beyond 
any question whatever. Hence, while the expert engineers recom- 
mend other methods of securing a permanent water supply, I need 
not discuss them now. It is sufficient to say that they involve an ex- 
penditure of about $2,000,000, and for obvious reasons can not be con- 
sidered by this Congress at this late hour of the session. 

All the engineers concur, and the joint committee concur, in recom- 
mending that this 48-inch pipe method of supply be adopted at once 
in order that the people of the District may have with as little delay 
as possible this greatly needed relief. There is another feature of the 
matter to which I wish to call the attention of gentlemen. That is, 
that when Congress shall hereafter undertake to furnish some method 
of permanent water supply for this city, every dollar that we expend 
here in securing this temporary supply for ten or fifteen years can then 
be utilized without any loss whatever. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Thetimeof the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. SAYERS. I now move that the House insist upon its disagree- 
ment to the amendment of the Senate. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I move that the House recede from its disagree- 
ment to the amendment of the Senate numbered 36 and agree to the 
same, and upon that I move the previous question. 

Mr. RANDALL. And on that we ask for the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state the proposition. 
The gentleman from Texas [Mr. SAYERS] moves that the House insist 
upon its disagreement to the Senate amendment, and upon that he de- 
mands the previous question, Pending that, the gentleman from Mary- 
land [Mr. McComas] moves that the House recede from its disagree- 
ment to the Senate amendment and concur in the same, and upon that 
motion he demands the previous question. The question is, Will the 
House order the previous question upon the motion made by the gen- 
tleman from Maryland [Mr. McComas] ? 

The previous question was ordered. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. Now, Mr. Speaker, if it isin order, I wish to be 
heard for about five minutes on this question. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The Chair will state to the gentleman 
from Georgia that general debate has been running on this question 
for a few minutes over an hour, and unless by unanimous consent the 
gentleman can not be heard at this time. [Cries of Vote!” Vote!“ 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman is entitled to debate this motion. 
The motion just now submitted by the gentleman from Maryland 
[Mr. McComas] has not been submitted heretofore, and the previous 
question is pending upon it, and upon that the gentleman from Georgia 
is entitled to be heard. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
SPRINGER] does not state the situation as it is. The Chair will state 
that no motion was pending. Both propositions were discussed, by 
general consent, under the rule of general debate, and the previous 
question cuts off all debate except by unanimous consent. e gen- 
tleman from Georgia [Mr. CLEMENTS] asks unanimous consent that 
he may be heard for five minutes. 

Mr. PAYSON, I object. 

Mr. COX. I rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr.COX. I make the point of order that the gentleman from Georgia 
[Mr. CLEMENTS] does not require unanimous consent to speak at this 
time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair overrules the point of 
order. The Chair hears no objection and the gentleman from Georgia 
will proceed. 

Mr. BAYNE. I shall object unless five minutes be given for reply. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Regular order. 

Mr. BAYNE. I withdraw my objection. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. The gentleman from West Virginia has referred 
to the approval of this plan by the War Department. I wish to say 
that I have no dispute with him as to the question of responsibility. 
The War Department was charged with the responsibility of seeing that 
the law was carried out in good faith in this whole matter; and the re- 
sponsibility for entering upon and prosecuting this under-ground plan, 
under conditions which it has been shown did not warrant it, must lie 
at the door of the War Department. I do not mean in anything I have 
said to intimate that there is any apology or excuse for this great neg- 
lect of official responsibility. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] expresses doubt 
as to what we should do, and says that he does not know but that we 
should pursue the sureties. On the contractor’s bond I have no doubt 
that we ought to pursue the sureties; they ought to be held to their 
responsibility on their bond as far as possible. But that will not bring 
a water supply to the people of Washington. Thegentlemanfrom Penn- 
sylvania testifies, what every member must know from personal experi- 
ence as well as from information, that there isan ar necessity for an 
additional water supply. It is well known here that I am not in the 
habit of advocating extravagant appropriations for this District, for I 
believe there are many unnecessary appropriations made in this behalf; 
but this is not an expenditure of that character. It was seen by Con- 


gress so far back as 1883 that there was this necessity; and this project 
was set on foot to bring about an additional supply; yet with this neces- 
sity increasing each year until the present time there isstill no increase 
of supply. 

Now it is proposed by the gentleman from Pennsylvania that we 
halt here and leave this whole question open for further investigation 


and longer delay. In view of the fact that we are not prepared to 
adopt any of these other plans, and in view of the fact that there is a 
pressing necessity for increased supply, and in view of the fact that 
the engineers, both in the Army and out of it, agree that this plan 
is perfectly feasible, that it is not an experiment, that it will bring 
an additional water supply sufficient for the next ten or fifteen years, 
it seems to me that our duty is perfectly clear. 

In coming to this conclusion I have no pride of opinion in regard to 
our rt. It has been a serious matter to make any recommendation 
on this question as to what should be done; but the necessity is press- 
ing and urgent; and this is the only way out of it that will give the 
people of this District promptly a sufficient supply of water. And I 
repeat it is not experiment; it has been tried; there is no difficulty 
about it. I think the House ought not to hesitate. 

Mr. BELDEN. Will the gentleman allow me a single remark? 
Contracts have been made under authority of act of Congress for this 
work, the work has ed under those contracts, and now after an 
investigation it is p that a new plan be adopted, although the 
effect of this of plan must be to let the contractors out entirely. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. We do not propose to let them out. 

Mr. BELDEN. Lou can not do otherwise, if you change the plan. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. Wedo not let them out. The contractors have 
failed in every particular to carry out their contract, and they are lia- 
ble on their bond so far as the bond is sufficient; it is only for $200,- 
000, There was a supplemental contract for which no bond was taken. 

Mr. BELDEN. I have done work of this a large part ot 
my life; and I assert that this work can be completed more quickly by 
following and enforcing the existing contracts than it can be by adopt- 

“ing the proposed change of plan. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. If the work were continued under the present 
contracts the whole thing would be a failure, as has been shown by the 
examination of experts, The specifications under which much of the 
work has been done were not sufficient, in the opinion of the experts, 
to make it secure undersuch great pressure, If the contract were car- 
ried out according to the specifications it would still be insecure; but 
this in no wise relieves the contractors from the consequences of their 
default. Nor does this amendment in any manner relieve them; it 
simply provides for a new and different work entirely distinct from the 
old plan or the existing contract. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is the motion of the 

ntleman from Maryland [Mr. McComas] that the House recede from 

ts disagreement to the amendment of the Senate and 
on which motion the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
has demanded the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. RANDALL. I hope the Chair will state that an ay“ vote 
on this question is in favor of the 48-inch surface pipe. - 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. An ay“ vote gives us water, and a 
no“ vote no water. 

Mr. McCOMAS. An “ay” vote means a 48-inch main; a no“ 
vote means no arrangement whatever. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the aflirmative—yeas 
164, nays 55, not voting 104; as follows: 


to the same, 
RANDALL] 


YEAS—164. 

Adams, b McMillin, 
Allen, Mich. Compton, Hen To Merriman, 
Anderson, Kans, Conger, Henderson. N. C. Morrill, 
Arnold, Cooper, H III. Morrow, 
Atkinson, Cowles, Hermann, Morse, 
Baker, N. X. Crisp, Nichols, 
Baker, III. Crouse, Hires, O'Donnell, 
Bayne, Culberson, Hitt, O'Ferrall, 

Cutcheon, Holmes, O'Neill. Pa. ~ 
Booth 8 Hopkins, IU. Outhwaite, 

ven ~ 

Bound, Davidson, Ala. unter, Perkins, 
Boutelle, Davidson, Fla, Hutton, Perry, 
Bowen, Dougherty, ohnston, Ind. Peters, 
Breckinridge, Ark, Dunn, ean, Plumb, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Elliott, Kennedy, Pugsley, 
Brewer, nloe, Kerr, 
Bromas Farquhar, Ketcham, Rice, 
Brown, J. R., Va. Felton, Kilgore, Robertson, 
Buckalew, Finley, Laidlaw, Rockwell, 
Bunnell, Funston, es, Romeis, 
Burrows, Gaines, 9 Rowell, 
Butler, Gear, Lawler, Russell, Conn, 
Butterworth, Gibson, Lehlbach, Ryan, 
Bynum, Glass, Lind, Sawyer, 
Campbell, Ohio Grimes, Lodge, Scott, 
Candler, ihe Long, Seull. 
Cannon, nenther, Mansur, ‘Seymour, 
Caruth, Harmer, Mason, Shaw, s 

Hatch, McClammy, Smith, 
Chipman, Haugen, McComas, Snyder, e 
Clardy, Hay McKenna, Sowden, 
Clark, Hayes, McKinley, —— 

Heard, McKinney, 


Steele, ‘Thomas, III. Weaver, Wilkinson, 
Stephenson, Thomas, Wis, West, Williams, 
8 ance, Wheeler, ise, 
Stewart, Vt. Vandever, White, Ind. Woodburn, 
Stone, Ky. Walker, White, N. Y. Yardley, 

ible, arner, Whiting, Mass, Yoder, 
Taulbee, Washington, Wi 

NAYS—5. 

Anderson, Miss, Fitch, McCreary, Russell, Mass, 
Anderson, III. Foran, McRae, Sayers, 

m, Forney, Mills, Seney, 
Belden, French, Moffitt, Sherman, 
Bland, U. Montgomery, Shivel 
Blount, Herbert, Moore, Stockdale, 
Booher, Holman, Stone, Mo. 
Campbell, F., N. Y. Howard, Parker, Taylor, J. D., Ohio 
Caswell, La Follette, Peel, Tracey, 
Cobb, Lanham, Penington, Turner, Ga. 
Cox, Lynch, Pidcock, Wilber, 
Cummings, Macdonald, Randall, Wilson, Minn. 
Dockery, Martin, Richardson, Wilson, W. Va. 
Dorsey, McCormick, Rowland, 

NOT VOTING—104. 
Abbott, vis, Jones, Payson, 
Alien, Mass, De Lano, Kelley, Phelan, 
Allen, Miss. Dibbie, Laffoon, Phelps, 
Anderson, Iowa Dingley, n, Posey, 
Bankhead, Dunham, rd, Post, 
Barnes, Ermentrout, Lane, Rayner, 
Barry, Fisher, Lee, gers, 
Biggs, Flood, Lyman, Rusk, 
Bhi z Maffett, Simmons, 
Bowden, Fuller, Mahoney, Spinola, 
Brower, Gallinger, Maish, hinecker, 
Browne, T. H. B., Va. Gay. Matson, Stewart, Ga. 
Brown, Ohio Gest, McAdoo, Symes, 
Brumm, Glover, M ‘Tarsney, 
Bryce, Goff, McShane, Taylor, E. B., Ohio 
Buchanan, ‘Granger, Milliken, — Ky. 
Greenman, M - Thompson, Ohio 
Campbell, T. J., N. V. Grosvenor, Neal, Thompson, Cal. 
Cheadle Hont areas Townshend, 
eadio, OgR. © Di 

Cockran, Hopkins, Va. Norwood, ‘Turner, Kans, 
Collins. Hopkins, N. Y. 3 ‘ada, 
Cothran, ouk, O'Neall, Ind, eber. 
Orain. Hudd, N. Whiting, Mich. 
ee Jackson, Owen, hitthorne, 
Darlington, Johnston, N. C. Patton, Wilkins. 


So the motion to recede was agreed to. 
During the roll-call, 
On motion of Mr. McCOMAS, the reading of the names was dis- 


pensed with. 
The following additional pairs were announced from the Clerk’s 
desk: 


Mr. TOWNSHEND with Mr. KELLEY, on all political questions, for 
this calendar day. 7 

Mr. TILLMAN with Mr. CHEADLE, on this vote. 

Mr. WILKINS with Mr. BROWN, of Ohio, on all political questions, 
for this day. 

Mr. Bidds with Mr. HOPKINS, of New York, on this vote. 
neue Rogers with Mr. McCULLOGH, on all political questions, for 

18 - 

Mr. THOMPSON, of California, with Mr. BOWDEN, on this vote. 

The vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. McCOMAS moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was to. 

Mr. SAYERS. I ask that amendment number 37 be now read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


. This 


This appropriation shall be against the revenues applicable to the 
expenses ot carrying on the government of the District of Columbia, so that 
one half will be from the Treasury of the United States and the other half 
from moneys derived from taxation in the District. 

Mr. SAYERS. I move further to insist on the disagreement of the 
House to this amendment, and on that motion demand the previous 
question. 

The previous question was ordered, and under the operation thereof 


the motion was agreed to. 


Mr. SAYERS moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SAYERS. I ask that amendment 103 be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Page 66, line 14, insert, after the word “police,” the words the employés of 
the 5 Library and the Senate reporters.” * 


Mr. SAYERS. I move that the House further insist on its disagree- 
ment to that amendment, and on that motion demand the previous 
question. 
` Mr. CUMMINGS. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 
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Manch 2, 


The SPEAKER pro The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. CUMMINGS. I would like to Pinon if that includes the whole 


paragraph. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It does not, but isa disagreement to 
what the Senate proposes to insert. 

The previous question was ordered, and under the operation thereof 
the motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SAYERS moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SAYERS. I now ask for the reading of the amendments 109 
and 110. 

The Clerk proceeded to read. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move, by unanimous consent, to disperse with 
the reading of the amendments, as they refer to the French spoliation 
claims. 

Mr. RANDALL. I object to anything passing this House which 
has not been read so members may hear it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I made that request by unanimous consent. If 
the motion that the Senate amendments be further disagreed to be voted 
down I shall object to proceeding further with this bill. 

The Senate amendments are as follows: 


FRENCH SPOLIATION CLAIMS, 


Sec. 4. To pay the findings of the Court of Claims on the following claims 
for indemnity for spoliations by the French prior to July 31, 1801, under the act 
entitled “An act to provide forthe ascertainment of claims of American citizens 
for e committed by the French prior to the 31st day of July, 1801,“ 
name 

On the schooner Industry, Benjamin Hawkes, master, namely : 

Thomas Cushing, 1 5 trator of Marston Watson, $6, 555; 

Charles F. Adams, administrator of Peter C. Brooks, $3,000 

William Sohier, administrator of Nathaniel Fellowes, 81. 000; 

II. W. Blagge, administrator, and Susan B. Samuels, administratrixof Crowell 


Hatch, $1,000. 

On schooner Deligh hen Curtis, master. eee 

Geo: Holbrook, 45 rator of olbrook, $6,302; 

Charles F. Ada administrator of Peter C. Brooks, $4,000; 

Ebenezer Gay, inistrator of executor of the assignee’ in bankruptcy of 
Thomas Engli * $500; 

Charles F. Hunt, administrator of Jose oe $1,000; 

W. II. Blagge, administrator, and Susan 1s, administratrix of Crowell 


Hatch, $1,000; 

On schooner Little Peg, William Auld, master, namely: Francis King Carey, 
administrator of Samuel Hollingsworth, $5,960.50 ; 

On ship The: James Brown, master, namely: R. Stewart Strobel and 
Henry L. Bruns, administrators of Thomas Stewart, $6,350: 

On the ship Eliza, John Borrowdale, master, namely: The president and di- 
rectors of the Insurance Company of North America, 900; 

On the schooner Industry, Jose 5 5 se 3 namely : William Gray, 
iam Gray, jr., 


administrator de bonis non of tee $5,882.67; 
On the schooner John, John C er, master, namely: William Gray, ad- 
ministrator of William Gray, dec 
William R. Hooper, administrator of William Blackler, deceased, $3,741.70: 
On the brig Eliza, Daniel Francis, master, namel 
sone Myers, ‘administrator de bonis non of Nathaniel Eaton, deceased, 
sno J. Boardman, administrator de bonis non of Daniel Francis, deceased, 
On the schooner Ind 


„Ben in Hawkes, master, namely: The New 
Vork Insurance Com yY, * T. B. Bleecker, jr., and Charles G. ry, receiv- 
ers, appointed February 19, 1887,in place of former receivers, deceased $7,000 


On the brig Anna, Peter r Po aaner; namely: The Insurance ee 
of the State of Pennsylvania, 

On the brig Dolley, Arnold Hee’ ins, reste namely: The Insurance Com- 
pany of the State of nam ri 031.5 

On the ship John 8 namely: William Gray, adminis- 
trator de bonis non er Willen e — jr., deceased, 8. 

Fisher Ames, administrator de bonis non of Fisher es, Seeed, $3,500; 

Fisher Ames, administrator de bonis non of John Worthington, deceased, 


$1,993; 

On the brig Volante, Thomas Barker, master, namely: William Gra min- 
1 — will annexed of the estate of William Gray, ir., of 2 
setts, 

On the schooner e Helena Plumsted. Thomas Co; — „master, namely: The 
Insurance Company of the State of Pennsylvania, $9, 

On the schooner Sallie, Benjamin Russell, master, namely: 

William Gray, administrator, etc., $8,597.08 ; 

Benjamin Russell, administrator, etc., $869.95 ; 

On the ship ‘Accepted Mason, Eph. Delano, master, namely: 

John P. Delano, administrator of Eph. cece 017; 

Richard H. T. Taylor, administrator of Joshua Hil ton, $8,017; 

Thomas H. Perkins, administrator of John C. Jones, H 

William Sohier, administrator of Nathaniel Fellowes, $700; 

On the schooner Nancy, Augustus Black, master, namely 

Francis King 2 administrator de bonis non of the at of Samuel Hol- 
lingsworth, $1,961.1 

Sands Smith, 8 of William Respass, $2,210; 

On the schooner Two Brothers, H. Fry, master, namely 

Francis King peer? administrator de bonis non of the estate of Samuel Hol- 
lings worth, $2,384.57 

On the brig Fortune, William Tuck, master, namely: 

Thomas H. Perkins, administrator of John C. Tona $1,500; 

Charles Francis Adams, administrator of Peter C. Brooks, assignee of Board- 
man, Gorham, and Homer, $2,000; 

Henry W. Blagge and Susan B. Samuels, administrators of Crowell Hatch, 


glam Sohier, administrator of Nathaniel Fellowes, $1,000; 

Francis M. Boutwell, administrator of Benjamin Cobb, $1,000; 

William Vernon, administrator of Samuel rown, $1, 000; 

On the schooner Expedite, Samuel Clapp. 5 namely: The Insurance 
Company of the State of Pennsylvania, $7,519.66 

On the brig Mary, John Choate, master, nam: ely 

Charles Francis Adams, administrator, etc., OF Peter Chardon Brooks, as- 
signee of William Smith, “ene 

les Francis Adams, administrator, etc., of Peter Chardon Brooks, as- 

signee of Stephen Gorham, $500; 


Charles Francis earn e administrator, etc., of Peter Chardon Brooks, as- 
signee of Daniel Sargent, $500 
“harles Francis Adams, administrator, ete., of Peter Chardon Brooks, as- 
signee of Isaac Rands, administrator of Caleb Ho ames 
Charles Francis Adams, administrator, ete., of bardon Brooks, assignee 


of John Brazer, 

„ nels Adams, administrator, ete., of Peter Chardon Brooks, assignee 

0 u 
Thomas H. Perkins, aged EES of John C. Jones, $500; 

Robert C. Mackay, executor of William Mackay, 

Ebenezer Gay, the younger, executor of Ebenezer Gay, the older, assignee of 
Thomas English, 

William Sohier, administrator of Nathaniel Fellowes, $500; 

90510; president and directors of the Insurance Company of North America, 
Napoleon Harvey, as administrator of the estate of Samuel Welch, $1,368.05; 
Napoleon Harvey, as administrator of the estate of Ezra Welsh, $1,368.05; 

On the schooner James, Hugh Gemmill, master, namely 

William E. Woodyear, administrator de bonis non of e n Yellott, de- 
ceased, $7,176.34; 

The Insurance Company of the State of pores Sigg $11,760; 

On the ship Hope, John Rogers, master, nam 

Susan Buchanan Shaeffer, administratrix, witht the will, ete., of James Buch- 
anan, 

George M. Gill, administrator of Gabriel weet * 

David Stewart, administrator of Henry Lee, $2 

On the schooner Bethia, John er, master, n y: 

John O. G. Allmand, administrator. 113.38 

R. Manson Smith, administrator of Francis Smith, $6,233.33; 

Gilbert R. Fox, jr.,administrator de bonis non of Thomas Willock, $6,233.33 ; 

The e. and directors of Insurance Company of North America, $3. 9205 

On the schooner ny, Thomas Gray, master, namely 

Charles Francis Adams, administrator bonis non of Peter C. Brooks, de- 
ceased, assignee of Tuch Hubbart, $600 

Hoste oe cis Adams, as assignee of Isaac Rands, administrator of Caleb 
opkins, $600 

iliam Sohier, administrator de bonis non of Nathaniel Fellowes, deceased, 


Pelham Holmes, administrator de bonis non of Ebenezer Lobdell, deceased, 


058. 

On the brig. Marcus, Isaac Miles, master, namely 

8 es F. Adams, administrator of Peter C. procki assignee of Tuthill Hub- 
bart, W illiam Smith, David Green, and Caleb Hopkins, $1,201 ; 

William Sohier, administrator of Nathaniel Fellowes, $210; 

Henry W. Blagge and Susan B. Samuels, administrators ‘of Crowell Hatch, 


On the schooner Pheenix, Solomon Babson, master, nam 

Thomas Cushing, administrator of Marston Watson, $10, 2 57; 

William Sohier, of Nathaniel 8 000 ; 

Charles Francis Adams, administrator of Peter C. rooks, assignee of Ste- 
phen Gorham, David G: and William Smith, $2,500; 

Thomas H. Perkins, admin r of J. C. Jones, $1,000 

Charles F. Cer administrator of Joseph Russell, Savvina partner of Jef- 
frey & Russell, $1,000 

Francis M. Boutweil, administrator of Lorene Cobb, s: 000; 

Frederick O. Prince, ‘administrator of James Prince, 

James C. Davis, administrator of Cornelius Durant, 8800 

On the brig Mary, Alexander Ross, master, — 1 2 

8 dams, admi: 


Francis M. Boutwell, 9 of Samuel Cobb, $340; 
William Vernon, administrator of Samuel Brown, $2,100; 
H. Burr Crandall, administrator of Thomas Dickason, 81.050 
Henry W. Blagge and Susan B. Samuels, administrators of "Crowell Hatch, 


050; 

William S. Bowden, administrator of James Scobie, 3 ; 
On the ship Hannah, Richard Fryer, master, nam 
George H. Gorman, administrator 8 John Cox, . $14,465 ; 
John A. Brimmer, administrator of John Gilliat, 


840. 44; 

On the ship John of Richmond, Edward Watson, master namely: . M. 
Banks, n de bonis non of John Banks, — 

On the ship Triumph, Thomas McConnell, master, nam 
2 oy and d Pras Company of Baltimore, pi poar paes A E of Alexander 

er, 

— L. De Dashiell and David Steuart, administrators of James Corrie, the 

older, 


300; 

On the ship Catharine, John Farraday, master. namely: 

Charles Biddle, administrator of John Craig, 

The Insurance ‘Company of the of 9 $14,873. 34; 

On the schooner Betsey, William Dennis, master, namely: William B. Ropes, 
administrator de bonis non of Hardy — $6,334; 

On the ship Louisa, Holden Tallman, master, namely: Samuel Wells, admin- 
istrator of John Clark, $15,650; 

On the ship Joanna, Philip Fosdick, at first, afterward Zebdiel Coffin, master, 


namel, 
N E S. Lamson, administrator de bonis non of Paul Gardner, George 
Gardner, Lubni Gardner, and Zenas Gardner, 819,746.62 
Philip administrator de bonis non of Obed Macy, $4,936.65; 
David P. E dridge, administrator de bonis non of Sylvanus Macy, $4,936.65 ; 
Robert F. Gardner, administrator de bonis non of Prince Gardner, $9,873.31 ; 
T. B. 8 Charles C. C. Leary, receivers of the New York Insurance Com- 


, $2,940 
von the brig Sally, James sos. master, namely: Cassius E. Lee, jr., ad - 


ministrator of William ohn Cashing m 
On the brig Betsey, John Cush peras 
James F. Breuil, administrato eee Breuil, deceased, $11,941.76 ; 


The 8 and directors of the Insurance Company ‘of North ‘America, 


$28,420 

The 1 Company of the State of roe pa aac — 000; 

On the brig Amelia, Benjamin Houston, ape 

Richard C. MeMurtrie, administrator of John Bohlen, “deceased, surviving 
assignee in bankru of Ross & Simson, $5,475.08 
12 55 president and directors of the Insurance Company of North America, 


The Insurance — — of the State of „ $2,450; 

On the rugh Sava’ homas Reilly, master, name 

D. Pank Ravens, administrator of John im Savages, deceased, $9,494; 

Henry Lis aln, surviving executor of Wa In, deceased, ‘surviving 
assignee in of Thomas M 


— 4 — urgatroyd. 
Henry Pettit, administrator of Andrew Pettit, . surviving assignee 
of Amiras Vasse, $784; 
— ere administrator of Andrew Bayard, deceased, surviving a» 
nee o 
ames Crawford Dawes, administrator of Abijah Dawes, deceased, $7845 
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M. H. Messchert, administrator of Jacob Garard Koch, deceased, $980; 
James Crawford Dawes, administrator of James Crawford, deceased „Surviving 
partasi of James Crawford & Co., $784 
chard C. MeMurtrie, 8 of John Bohlen, deceased, surviving as- 
—— of Ross & Simson, $784; 
rge Blight, administrator of Peter Blight. deceased, $539; 
William A. M. Fuller, administrator of John Leamy, deceased, $539; 
D. Fitzhugh o of John Savage, deceased, surviving as- 
2 5 of Rundle & 
George W. Guthrie, administrator of Alexander Murray, deceased, surviving 
partner of Miller & Monan Fa 
Francis A. Lew + fa op tor of John Miller, jr., deceased, $784; 
Henry Pratt McKean, surviving executor of Henry Pratt, deceased, surviving 
partner of Pratt & Knitzing, $784; 
James S. Cox, administrator of James 8. Cox, deceased, $688 ; 
The Pennsylvania e Fae, for Insurance on Lives and Granting ee 
= ng ore of Thomas M. Willing, deceased, surviving partner of Willing & 
rancis, 
William Rumford Howell, administrator of Samuel Howell, deceased, $490; 
Samuel Bell, administrator of John G. Wacksmuth, deceased, 
Francis R. Pemberton, administrator of John Clifford; . surviving 
partner of mioaa & John Clifford, $190; 
On the b rig Pratt, Joseph Hawkins, master, namely: 
Joseph T. robson, administrator of James Brobson, deceased, $3,777.50 ; 
Joseph T. Brobson, administrator of Isaac Starr, jr., deceased, surviving part- 
38 a0 5 aten, erate 8333 9 od 8 1, deceased, surviving part - 
* e, min r of Joseph mmer 
ner oft the firm of Summer! & Brown, $3,777.50: 
mares J. Rumford, administrator of Isaac Hendrickson; deceased, $3,777.50; 
On the Susan, Major Lines, master, namely: 
Jeremiah Bishop, administrator of Richard Tatler, deceased, $1,527.48; 
Jeremiah A. Bishop, administrator of Jeremiah Atwater, d. . $328,723 ; $ 
Jeremiah A. Bishop, administrator of Jeremiah Townsend, second, deceased, 


$628.72}; 
Jeremiah A. Bishop, administrator of Major Lines, deceased, $628.72} ; 
Jeremiah A. Bishop, administrator of Andrew Hull, deceased, $628.72}; 
Jeremiah A. Bishop, administrator of Seth De Wolf, deceased, $314.10; 
The New Haven Insurance Company, $3,822; 
On the brig Hope, Richard Toppan, master, msn do 
James G. Freeman, receiver of the Boston Marine Insurance Company, $3,465; 
Catherine C. Woodside, administratrix of William Stanwood, deceased, $2,- 


785.11 
niols A. McKeen, special administratrix of Richard Toppan, deceased, $4,- 


654.11; 
David D. . — 5 . de bonis non, will annexed, of estate of John 
Dun deceased, $1 


ras e brig Geo Ee Washington, John Devereaux, master, namely: 
S ben Eines M > administrator de bonis non cum testamento annezo of 
en Kingston, d 


E 


48, 
Insurance cr Mary, d of the — — of Pennsylvania, &. 840; 
— an, namely: 
—— $2,202.98 ; 


we 

The Island — Tene Company. 23300 
On the bels Sally, John Cruft master, nam ely irs 
Charles F. A s. administrator of Peter C. ks, deceased. 
Henry W. tense and S. B. Samuels, administrators of C. — $ 
Francis M. Boatwell, administrator of Mun e eee, 
gh Greene Haskins, jr., administrator of D. Greene, d 
John C. Ropes, administrator of Thomas Amory, deceased, 2 
John H. Moriarity, administrator of James Scott, deceased, $200: 
Thomas H. Perk administrator of John C. Jones, deceased, $500 ; 
William Sohier, administrator of Nathaniel Fellow deceased, $3,000 
On the sloop Farmer, Samuel Freeman, master, nam 
Charles Francis Adams, administrator of Peter CB 8 81.880; 
David Greene Haskins, jr., administrator of David Greene, $3, 638 ; 

and Samuels, administrators of Crowell Hatch, $1,100; 
On the ship bs ay John S. Billings, master, namely: 
Charles Francis Adams, administrator of Peter C. Brooks, deceased, $867.50; 
Henry W. Blagge and Susan B.Samuels, administrators of Crowell Hatch, 


William Sober, administrator of Nathaniel Fellowes, deceased, $1,433.75 ; 

John W. Apthorp, administrator of Caleb Hopkins, deceased, $1,000; 

William 8. administrator of William Smith, deceased, $1 000; 

Daniel D. Slade, administrator of Daniel D. Rogers, deceased, $500; 

Robert Grant, administrator of William H. Boardman, deceased. $400; 

Frank Dabney, administrator of Samuel W. Pomeroy, Caors; $600; 

On the schooner Elizabeth, Thomas Trott, master, namel 2 

Frederick J. 5 as administrator de bonis non of the estate of Jabez 
Huntington, deceased, $3,583.09; 

Charles Francis Adams, jr., as administrator as aforesaid, $1,600; 

Henry W. Blag e and Susan B. Samuels, as administrators as aforesaid, $800; 

On the bri ony, John Garrett, master, namely 

The presi ent 2 


Juche Crawford Dawes, er of James Crawford, surviving partner 
of James Crawford & t'o., $3,796. 

On the ship Areth Robert MisKown, master, pame William Keith and 
Ormus B. Keith. suryi execntors of Samuel Keith, 212; 
gare: president and directors of the Insurance Company ot North America, 

The insurance Company of the State of Pennsylvania, $1,764; 

On the brig Clarissa, Alexander Thomas, master, namely: : 

The Insurance Company of Pennsyl $11,363.13; 

On the ship Confederacy, Scott Jenckes, master, namely: 

Henry Pierrepont, executor of the will of Hezekiah B. Pierrepont, the last 
ber toe partner (deceased) of the firm of Leflingwell & Pierrepont, $160,478.29; 

T. B. Bleecker, jr., and Charles C. Leary, receivers of the New York Insur- 
ance Company, 12,000; 

On the schooner Isabella, Robert 2 e namely: 

M. H. Messchert, administrator of Jacob Gerard Koch, d deceased, $4,034. 

ieni TER and directors of the — — 8 of North ä 


rs of the Insurance 88 of North America, 


bni the b Maria, Samuel Taylor, master, namely: 
The p ‘Mont and directors of the Insurance Company of North America, 
orace B. Sargent, jr., administrator of Daniel Sargent, deceased, $14,916.93 ; 


eil, deceased, $2,968.19; 
The president and Errera of the 


A \ the ie William, Richard Barker, 1 namely: 3 
Gardner, administrator with will annexed of Caleb Gardn 
deceased, $41,578; É i 


rae president and directors of the Insurance Company of North America, 


William Vernon, administrator of Samuel Brown, deceased, $10,394.50 

Ay Harwood 1887 administrator de bonis non estate of William Ver- 
non, 

On the schooner Alert, Jacob Oliver, master, zA William Gray, admin- 
istrator of William Gray, jr. Jr., $2. 

On the ship Betsy, Jos iah Obear, master, name 

William Gray, ministrator of William Gray, i 814. 141.13; 

Francis A. Gray, administrator of Samuel Gray, $7,214.08; 

On the brig Alert, Robert Gray, master, namely: William Gray, administrator 
with the will annexed of the estate not administered of William Gray, de- 


, $1,500; 
On the schooner Elizabeth, Thomas Trott, master, namely 
John Wetherbee, administrator of the estate of James Tisdale, deceased, 8600; 
On the schooner Frederick, John Gilbert Clark. master, namely: 
Marion Adeline Caverly, administratrix cum testamento annexo estate of John 
Gilbert Clark, deceased, $13,660; 
apy Trust Company of New York, administrator of Jacob Doty, de- 


ceased, $2 

Willies, l Migan, ad administrator of George Wattles, deceased, $21,830; 

On the brig Ruby, William Bartlett, master, namely: 

Jeremiah Nelson, administrator of Jeremiah Nelson, deceased, $2, 92. 

Charles ROAA administrator of Moses Savory, $2,674.22; 

Charles G. Wood, administrator of Abner Wood, $2,150. 79: 

Charles Francis Adams, administrator of Peter C. Brooks, ‘assignee of William 
Smith and David Green, $2,000 

Charles H. Ladd, surviving oxecutat of Nathaniel A. Haven, $400; 

Amos No: 1 ee administrator of Zebedee Cook, $100; 

William Sohier, administrator of Nathaniel Fellowes, $1, 000 ; 

Henry W. Blagge and Susan B. Samuels, administrators of Crowell Hatch, 


000 ; 

On the ship Light Horse, John Hoff, master, namely : 

Julia M. — administratrix of Comfort Sands, $7,318.66; 

Ont eship Eliza, James Odell, master, namely: 

Wilmon „Blackmar, administrator de bonis non cum testamento annexo estate 
of Francis Armory, | EHA 40; 

Charles Francis Adams, adm inistrator of Peter Chardon Brooks, assignee, 


een Sohier, administrator of Nathaniel Fellowes, $664; 
William Vernon, administrator of Samuel Brown, $498 
Francis M. Boutwell, administrator of Benjamin Cobb, 5166; 
Abel H. Bellows, administrator of Fred. . Geyer, 8166; 
18 W. Blagge and Susan B. Samuels, ‘administrators of Crowell Hatch, 
Francis M. Boutwell, administrator of Joseph Blake, $166; 
William Gray, administrator of William Gray, $332; 
William G. Perry, administrator of Nicholas Gilman, was 
Charles K. Cobb, administrator of John Codman, $166 
John H. Moriarity, administrator of James Scot tt, 883: 
Edward I. Browne, administrator of Israel Thorndike, $83; 
John C. eS of Thomas Amory, $564; 
Thomas Cush nistrator of Marston Watson, $322; 
Robert Grant, a ministrator of William H. Boardman, $166; 
David G. Haskins, administrator of David Greene, $166; 
Horatio H. Hunnewell, executor of John Welles, $166; 
William Powell Perkins, administrator of Thomas Perkins, $166; 
Horace B. Sargent, jr., administrator of Daniel Sargent „883; 
Horatio H. Hunne well, administrator of Arnold W elles, jr., $116.20; 
Horatio H. Hunnewell, administrator of Arnold Weiles, $332; 
Edward I. Browne, administrator of Moses Brown, 256. 40; 
Frank Dabney, administrator of Samuel Wyllys Pomeroy, $166; 
Lawrence Bond, administrator of Nathan d, — 
Ed ward Hooper, administrator of Benjamin Bussey, $332 
On the shi 5 John Pollard, master, namely: Senses S. Humbird, 
trustee, ete. 
On the ship, 8 Daniel Brazier, master, namely: 

Fig cia L. Stephenson, administrator of Samuel 5 —— deceased, $2,- 
William Gray, administrator of the estate of William Gray, deceased, $2,000; 
On the Mary, Thomas Boyle, master, namely: 

John Mervin Carrere and David Stewart, administrators de bonis non of John 

Carrere, deceased, $2,207; 

John Stewart, receiver of the 2 Insurance — agi 811,000. 

On the brig Two Sisters, aes ng , master, namely: 

Sarah S. Owings and Francis R. Griffith, administrators 2 ‘bonis non of Nicho- 
las Owings, surviving partner of Rogers & 3 $5,633. 

William E. Phas pee administrator de bonis non of 3 Vellott, de- 

* 

John Stewart, receiver of the Baltimore Insurance Company, $10,000. 

On the ship Friendship, John Rodgers, master, namely 

Mary Ann B. Smith, administratrix debonis eee Smith, jr.. $13 519; 

John Stewart, receiver of the Maryland Insurance Company, $24,566; =i 

On the ship Port Mary, Thomas Hewitt, master, namely 

Alexander Maitland, administrator de bonis non of Robert Lenox, 88. 833; 

James K. Gracie, administrator de bonis non of Archibald Gracie, $6,833 

John N. A. Griswold, trustee of the United Insurance Company of New Vork, 


„280; 

On the brig 1 Mark Butts, master, namely 

Samuel R. Adams, administrator of Richard Veitch, surviving partner of 
Thompson & Veitch, $19,762; 

E. Francis Riggs, ‘administrator of James Laurason, surviving partner of 
Shreve & Laurason, $3,934.33; 

3 Hyde and Charles M. Mathews, executors of W. W. Corcoran, $79.09; 

James M. Johnston, administrator de Donte non of . W. Riggs, $79.09; 

Robert I. Chew, administrator of Richard Smith, $79.09 

On the schooer Hero, Thomas Hammett, master, namel ii 

Ann Elizabeth Marshall, administratrix de bonis non of William Robb, $8,475; 

On the sloop Endeavor, James Miller, — namely: 

Henry J. ner, istrator of Matthew Cobb, $5,452,39 è 

On the schooner Eliza, William Cheever, master, namely: ` 

William Gray, administrator of William Gray, jr. jen $6,000 

William P. Andrews, administrator of Samuel $5,651.50; 

On the schooner Trial, Daniel Ropes, jr., master, namely 

George M. Whipple, administrator de bonis non of John Bartle $11,867; 

On the schooner Richard and Edward, Ebenezer Giles Evans, master, namely: 

William ae oe men ger ser of William Gray, jr., $3,430; 

Richardson Knowland, administrator of E. G. Fans, „139; 

On the schooner Eutaw, William Smith, master, namely : 
3 Merven Carrere and David Stewart, 3 of John Carrere, 
e and directors of the Insurance Company of North, America, 

John Stewart, receiver of the Baltimore Insurance Company, $10,00Q; 
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On the schooner Sisters, John Bradish, master, namely: 
Robert S. O. Griffith, administrator of Nicholas Owings, surviving partner of 
the firm of Rogers & Owin 


50; 
`] Henry W. Rogers, admi 8 John Bradish, $3,414.50; 
John Stewart, receiver of the Baltimore Insurance Company, $4 
On the a Lydia, 8 Moors, gmr naand 3 
Augusta H. Chapman, administratrix o u Shapley, $8,270; 
Í TAADA W. Emery, administrator of Thomas Manning, $100; 
J. Hamilton Shapley, administrator of Edward Cutis, $1009 
George W. Haren, administrator of Moses Woodward, $100 
Stephen Decatur, administrator of Samuel Stover, $100; 
Francis E. Langdon, administrator of Clement Stover, tc: 
Fred. P. Jones, administrator of Martin Parry, $100; 
On the brig Minerva, Samuel Endicott, master. namely: 
William Gray. administrator of William Gray, $10,419.23; 
On the schooner Emily, William Emerson, master, namely: 
John Stewart, receiver of the Baltimore Insurance Company, $12,860; 
Robert T. Owings Griffith, administrator of Beale Owings, $3,822.12; 
On the schooner Taran b John Grant, master, ae? 
William D. Lee, Thomas D. Lee, Henry A. Lee, Jose step A. Lee, and Virginia 
Waters, administrators de bonis non estate of William uncan, $10,407.27; 
John Stewart, receiver of the deg Insurance Company, $8,000; 


$4,410; 


On the brig General Wayne, William Allen, master, nam: 
0 Francis Adams, istrator estate of Peter Chardon Brooks, 
456.40 


4 W. Blagge and Susan B. Samuels, administrators of Crowell Hatch, 

018. 

Thomas H. Perkins, 6 of John C. Jones, $509.40; 
William Sohier, administrator of Nathaniel peoe ta 018.80; 
N M. Bout well, administrator = Gre en. meg n Co 40; 


siesty administered of Samuel Page, deceased, testate, $6,593; in all, $1,651,- 


During the reading of the amendment, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection, the list of 
claims mentioned in the amendment will not be read. 

Mr. RANDALL, I object to dispensing with the reading of any 
part of a claim which may involve the Government in millions of dol- 
Jars. 


Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. In many millions. 
The SPEAKER protempore. Does the gentleman insist upon the 


reading of the list of names? 
that is embodied in the amendment. 


Mr. RANDALL. E 
The Clerk resumed, and ded the reading of the amendment as 
INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


above. 
. Mr. PEEL. Mr. Speaker, I rise to submit a privileged report, a 
conference report on the Indian appropriation bill. 

Mr. SAYERS. I will yield tem ly for that purpose. 
Mr. LODGE, Mr. McCOMAS, others demanded the order. 
Mr. PEEL. This will take but a few moments. It is a full report, 

there being no di between the conferees. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is informed that the report 
submitted by the gentleman from Arkansas is a final report, and it 
simply suspends the order before the House for the time being. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Can that be done without unanimous consent? 

suena tear teem eee re 535 

tleman from Texas, in e of the report, 
sit SAYERS. I have no objection. 

Mr. PEEL. It is not necessary, Mr. Speaker, to read the report of 
the conference committee, but I ask that the statement of the House 
conferees be read, which covers all the points of difference between the 
two Houses. 

Mr. STEELE. What becomes of amendment No. 62? 

Mr. PERKINS. It was not mentioned in the report; but as a mat- 
ter of fact the words not including transportation“ were stricken 
from the bill. 

The SPEAKER protempore. If there be no objection the reading of 
the report will be dispensed with. 

There was no objection. 

The statement submitted by the House conferees is as follows: 

The managers upon the of the House on the 
Houses on H. R. 12578. K u 
— NN — ending June 30, 1890, and for other 
ed leave to submit the following statement: 9 

e Senate recedes from a 2,60, and 62, 

Nos. 2 and 62, merely verbal. 

No. 60 removed the limit of $175 per pupil at Grand Junction Indian school, 


in Colorado. 
15 8 1 8 8 TOFA 122 25 — — 57,38,40, TH 45, 40,47; 48,49, 50; 
46, 47, 
52.50.57, 58, 59, 61, 63, 64, Waser aae Th 80 A. ait 6,27 48 49,5, 
terial 1 not changing the bject or purpose of 
43. Adds clause auth rc pe oe tg oe ES moneys 
an last session of e certain freedmen, Shawnees 
Delawares, in Cherokee N. ete., in which House concurs. 
wna. Adds $5,000 for support and of Seminole Indians in Florida, in 


VVV A. Ruftee late Indian agent in 
es out from House pay es 
Nas. Strikes out depreda from which the House recedes. 
es out depreda: tion claim of the individual * as 
ported by the Secretary of the Interior, amounting to over $48,000, from which 
House revedes, 


29. Strikes out increase to Sioux Indian subsistence funds, from which the 


e een J inH bill authorizing Secretary Interior to tiate 
es outclause ouse au or ton 

with various tribes in regard to making full payment of trust funds held in 
United Treasury, from which House recedes. 


6. I of Indian ithout — 
tion, lor traveling and contingent A aA tro NEO ve AEA Allon. 
and 9. Strike out claim of Chic! w Nation. 

11.4 12, and 13. Substitute same thing except as to claim of assignee of one 
3 in which the House concurs, 

Strikes out amount to pay a and subsistence of certain Creek 
Indians who claimed to a moved and subsisted themselves for one year in 
the West, amounting to 

53, 54, and 55. 3 $10, 000 to complete allotments of lands to Indians 
as provided in last appropriation. 

67. Appropriates $10,000 to purchase what is known as Keam's Cafion prop- 
erty for school purposes. 
int 4 see ig small amount to erectshops and house, etc., for Indian school 

n rig! n 
71. peeve a 35,000 to remove Kansas Pottawatomies to Indian Territory. 

75. Authorizes commission to tiate with Cœur d’Alene Indians in Wash- 
ington Territory for cession to United States for part of their reservation. 

79. Relates to defining duties of school superintendent, to all which the man- 
sgons upon part of the House concur. 

ving thus briefly stated the nature and substance of the Senate amend- 
ments and the conference action thereon, we ask the adoption of the report. 

S. W. PEEL. 
B. W. PERKINS. 

Mr. PEEL. I ask the previous question upon the adoption of the 
report. 

Mr. LANHAM. Beſore action is taken upon this report, I wish to 
ask a question of the gentleman from Arkansas. Is there an in 
the conference report with reference to the lands embraced in what are 
known as the Oklahoma lands which in any way affects the con- 
troversy between the State of Texas and the United States as to that 
portion of country known as Greer County?“ 

Mr. PEEL. Not at all. 

Mr. LANHAM. It does not prejudice the claim of the State of Texas 
in any respect? 

Mr. PEEL. No, sir; it does not allude to it in any manner. I de- 
mand the previous question on the adoption of the report. 

The previous question was ordered, and under the operation thereof 
the conference report was adopted. 

Mr. PEEL moved to reconsider the vote by which the conference re- 

rt was agreed to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 

aid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. RANDALL. I ask unanimous consent that gentlemen having 
reports to make from committees or resolutions from committees may 
be permitted to hand them in at the Clerk’s desk for proper reference. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


FILING OF REPORTS. 
toe following reports were filed by being handed in at the Clerk’s 


WILLIAM H. CAYCE, 


Mr. HOLMAN, from the Committee on the Public Lands, reported 
back adversely the bill (H. R. 12288) for the relief of William H. 
Cayce; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, reported as a substitute for the fore- 
going joint resolution (H. Res. 269); which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


THOMAS F. RILEY. 


Mr. HOOKER, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 9533) for the relief of Thomas F. Riley; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 


printed. : 
TRUSTS, ETC. 

Mr. BACON, from the Committee on Manufactures, submitted the 
testimony taken by them in relation to the whisky trust and the com- 
bination affecting the article of cotton-bagging; which was referred to 
the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

INTEROCEANIC CANALS AT THE ISTHMUS OF DARIEN, ETC. 

Mr. McCREARY, from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, reported 
back favorably the joint resolution (H. Res. 122) “ declaring Pegs sense 
of the Government of the United States in respect of the connection of 
European Governments with interoceanic canals at the Isthmus of Da- 
rien and in Central America; which was referred to the House Calen- 
dar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

O. P. PHILLIPS. 

Mr. STOCKDALE, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 378) for the relief of O. P. Phillips; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


1889. 
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ENROLLED BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION SIGNED. 

Mr. ENLOE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found trnly enrolled bills and joint resolution 
of the House of the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 12329) making appropriations for the naval service for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1890, and for other p 

A bill (H. R. 3106 Flor the relief of Lieutenant-Colonel pate 

A bill (H. R. 5426) for the relief of the St. Joseph Commercial Col- 
lege, St. Joseph, Mo.; 

A bill a R. 9455) granting a pension to Benjamin F. Clayton; 

A bill (H. R. 2875) for the relief of Louisa H. Hasell; 

A bill (H. R. 9674) to regulate the course at the Naval Acad 

A bill (H. R. 12384) for the allowance of certain claims fata 
the accounting officers of the United States Treasury cee 

A bill (H. R. 11128) for the disposition of the agricultural lands em- 
braced within the limits of the Pipestone Indian reservation in Min- 


nesota; 

A bill (H. R. 9718) for the relief of J. W. Parish & Co.; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 252) appointing H. H. Markham, of Cali- 
fornia, a manager for the National Home for Disabled Soldiers, to fill 
the vacancy caused by the death of William Blanding. 

Also the following Senate bill: 

1 a (S. 3993) to provide for the protection of the salmon fisheries 
of Alaska. 

Mr. FISHER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they bad examined and found truly enrolled bills of the following titles; 
when the Speaker si the same: : 

A bill (H. R. 2070) for the relief of Arno Voss; 

A bill (H. R. 4624) for the relief of the estate of John W. Whitfield; 
A bill (H. R. 6862) for the relief of John R. Wood, John T. Ballard, 
and John T. Belew; 

A bill (H. R. e for the relief of William Whitehouse; and 
3 R. 8127) for the relief of Lucy M. Swinnea and Mary E. 

anse 

Also the following Senate bills: 

A bill (S. 308) for the relief of Faran & McLean; 

A bill (S. 3960) granting a pension to Mary B. Hunt; 

A bill (S. 2442) to increase the appropriation for the public building 
at Detroit, Mich.; and 

A bill (8. 3929) to provide for the erection of a public building at the 
city of New Berne, N. C. 


THE HOUSE GALLERIES. 


Mr. BAKER, of New York. Mr. Bis por I ask unanimous consent 
that the Diplomatic and Executive eries may be opened to visitors 
for the remainder of this day. 

Phas SPRINGER. Banari the front seats, as was done on yester- 

y? 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. Very well. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection, the Chair will 
direct the Doorkeeper to open the galleries named to the public, re- 
serving the front seats in each gallery as under the oe of yesterday. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


THE DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. SPRINGER. Now, Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
an order be made that the House insist upon its t to the 
amendment of the Senate in regard to the French spoliation claims 
wa has just been read, and agree to the further conference asked 
ereon. 

Mr. McCOMAS. When I can be recognized I wish to move to recede 
from the disagreement. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will first submit the request 
of the gentleman from Illinois to the House so that the members can 
hear it. The gentleman asks unanimous consent that the House in- 
sist upon its disagreement to the Senate amendment which has just 
been read and agree to a further conference. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Iobject, unless I can be recognized to submit the 
motion I have indicated. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Then I move that the House now take a recess 
until 8 o’clock this evening. 

Mr. CRISP. I move to amend, that the recess extend to 8.30. 

Mr.WEAVER. And Imoveafurtheramendment, until 8.35. 

[The Speaker here resumed the chair. ] 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa moves that the House 
take a recess 

Mr. RANDALL. Let us have a vote on the proposition to take a 
recess until S. 30, as that is a convenient hour. 

Mr. WEAVER. Very well; I have no objection to withdrawing my 
amendment. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair will submit the question. 


LIGHT FOR OTTER CREEK, LAKE CHAMPLAIN, 


Mr. CLARDY. Mr. Speaker, I ask the 5 to yield to me ſor 
one moment to submit a conference 

The SPEAKER. Itis in order, deci the motion for a recess. 

Mr. BURROWS. How long will it take? 


Mr. CLARDY. Not more than two or three minutes. 

ae SPEAKER. The report will be read. 

Mr. CLARDY. I ask unanimous consent that the reading of the re- 
port be dispensed with, and that the statement accompanying it be read. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. I object. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses o 
the amendments of the Senate to eo bill (H. R. 5716) for establishing a light 
at the mouth of Otter Creek, I plain, having met,after full and free 
conference have agreed to 55 and do recommend io their respective 
Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendment numbered 1 
‘That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Sen- 

umbered 2 and 3, 


ate n 
MARTIN L. CLARDY, 
RoT: 8 
JNO, A. ANDERSON, 
Managers on the part of the House, 
S. M. CULLOM, 
M. W. RANSOM, 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 
STATEMENT OF HOUSE CONFEREES, 


ur conferees report that the Senate recedes from its first amendment, 
which; provides for the erection of a light-house at Gray's Harbor, Washington 
Territory, ade Lona not to exceed $60,000; and that the House recede from its 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 2, establishing a light- 

house at Patos 1 Island, Washington Territory, at a cost not to exceed . 
Amendment numbered 8 is merely a change 1 ae = 25 bill. 


CLARDY, 
R. T. DAVIS. 
JNO. A. ANDERSON. 


The report was to. 

Mr. CLARDY moved to reconsider the vote by which the conference 
report was agreed to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


UNITED PEORIAS AND MIAMIES, 


Mr. PERKINS. I present a privileged report. 
The SPEAKER. Is it a conference report? 
Mr. PERKINS. It is. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The committee of conference on the d 


ng votes of the two Houses on 


tive Houses as follows: 
red 2 and 4,and that the 


That the Senate recede from its amendments num 
disagreement the Senate numbered 1 


House recede from its to amendments of 
and 8, and agree to the same. 


. W. L, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
H. L. DAWES, 
J. K. JONES, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
STATEMENT OF HOUSE CONFEREES. 


There were but four amendments to the bill. 
The first was not very important, but was a limitation of the powers given to 
the Indians to lease their lands, and to this the House conferees agree. 
The third amendment gives the right of an appeal to the Supreme 3 of 
ee ene to this the House conferees agree. 
m the second and fourth amendments the Senate conferees 2 leav- 
ing the bill as it passed the Heuse, with the exceptions suggested in the first 


and third amendments, 
B. W. PERKINS, 
S. W. PE 
Managers on the part of the House. 


Mr. Mr. PERKINS moved moved o reconsider the vote Soy which the report of 
the committee of conference was agreed to; and also movedthat the 
motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. SPRINGER. I withdraw my motion for the present to enable 
the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. McCrary] and the gentleman 
from Vermont [Mr. GROUT] to present matters. 

The SPEAKER. There is a privileged matter pending. The gen- 
tleman from Kentucky asks unanimous consent to make a report at 
this time. Is there objection to the request? 

Mr. McCREARY. Mr, Speaker, I now make a privileged report. 
This House authorized the Committee on Foreign Affairs to at 
any time the Senate resolution *‘ declaring the sense of the Government 
of the United States in respect of the connection of European Govern- 
ments with interoceanic canals at the Isthmus of Darien and in Central 
America. 

The SPEAKER. Leave has already been given to-day to present re- 


Mr. McCREARY. Permission was given the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs some time ago to report this resolution, and three hours 
were allowed for debate, but appropriation bills, conference reports, and 
measures of higher privilege than the Senate resolution have prevented 
its consideration. It is now apparent that the resolution, which is of 
both national and international importance, and which should have full 
and fair consideration, can not be properly considered and discussed on 
this the last legislative day of the Fiftieth Congress. I therefore re- 
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port the bill favorably from the Committee on Foreign Affairs so that 
it may be placed on the Calendar and the report be printed. The gen- 
tleman from Georgia [Mr. Norwoop] desires to submit the views of 
the minority. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I demand the regular order. 

Mr. GROUT. I hope the gentleman will withdraw the demand for 
amoment. I desire to present a matter. 

The SPEAKER. But the gentleman from Maryland demands the 


regular order. 

a SPRINGER. The regular order is the motion to take a recess 
until 8.20. 

Mr. GROUT. The gentleman from Maryland withdraws the de- 
mand for the regular order. 

Mr. CASWELL. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. CASWELL, I wish to inquire whether the veto message of the 
President on the direct-tax bill has not lain on the table an unusual 
time? I desire now to take that up. á 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has several messages from the Presi- 
dent returning bills with objections to their passage. Some of them 
have been on the table for three or four days. This afternoon when 
the House met the Chair stated that these messages were on the table 
and unless there were objection he would place them before the House. 
The gentleman from Texas asked unanimous consent that they should 
be withheld, which was given. The Chair is ready to present them to 
the House if there be no objection. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Would they not, under the regular order, if laid 
paoe the House, have to be considered in the order in which they ar- 
rived ? 

The SPEAKER. They would. 

Mr. CASWELL, Then I ask that that message be considered at 
this time. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will lay them before the House; but 
there isa matter of privilege pending before the House. The Chair 
will state the situation to the gentleman from Wisconsin. Two or three 
days ago the Chair laid before the House a veto message, which was 
read. Its consideration was demanded by the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. HOLMAN]. Thereafter, by unanimous consent, it was suspended 
for the purpose of going on with a conference report and other matters 
before the House, and that is the first message before the House for con- 
sideration. Pending that the conference report which has been dis- 
posed of and the amendments to which there was a disagreement be- 
tween the two Houses have been presented. ‘These amendments, as 
privileged matters, are now before the House. If gentlemen will sus- 
pend the consideration of this measure so as to consider the messages 
the Chair will lay them before the House. 

Mr. BLAND. I understand that the gentleman from Indiana has 
withdrawn his land-grant bill merely for these appropriation bills. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair so understood; but the gentleman might 
present it against this measure. The Chair does not know what course 
the gentleman will take. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. Then, the regular order is the motion to take a 
recess. The question is on the motion of the gentleman from Georgia 
to take a recess until 8.30. [Putting the question.] The noes seem 
to have it. 

Mr. SPRINGER, I ask for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 37, noes 63. 

Mr. SPRINGER. No quorum. 

The SREAKER. The point being made that no quorum has voted, 
the Chair will appoint to act as tellers the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. SPRINGER] and the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. McComas]. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 41, noes 125. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I will modify my amendment so as to provide for 
taking a recess until 9 o’clock this evening. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. PAYSON. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. : 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. PAYSON. Ifthe motion to adjourn should carry, would not 
that be a sine die adjournment? 

TheSPEAKER. It would be a sine die adjournment, the close of 
the Congress. 

The question was taken on the motion to adjourn, and it was re- 


jected. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is on the motion of the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] that the House take a recess until 
9 0’clock p. m. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker declared that the noes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I demand the yeas and nays. 

ee and nays were refused, only 17 members voting in favor 


Mr. SPRINGER. I demand a division. 
The House divided; and there were—ayes 40, noes 51. 
Mr. SPRINGER. No quorum, 


The SPEAKER. The point being made that no quorum has voted, 
the Chair will appoint to act as tellers the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
SPRINGER] and the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. McComas]. 

The tellers took their places. 

Mr. SPRINGER. With the leave of the Honse I will withdraw 
my motion. 4 

Mr. McCOMAS. I ask unanimous consent that the House take a 
recess until 8 p. m. 

Mr. PAYSON. I object. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Then I move that the House take a recess until 
8 o’clock p. m. 

est ee e and the Speaker declared that the ayes seemed 
to have it. 

Mr. PAYSON. I ask for a division. 

The House divided; and there were —ayes 91, noes 9. 

Mr. PAYSON. No quorum. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I demand the yeas and nays. 

Mr. PAYSON. I withdraw the point of no qourum. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I withdraw the demand for the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. DocKERY). The gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. Payson] withdraws the point of no quorum; the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] withdraws the demand for the yeas 
and nays; the ayes have it, and the House stands in recess until 8 
o’clock this evening. 


EVENING SESSION. 


The recess having expired, the House (at 8 o’clock p. m.) resumed its 
session. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. SAYERS] is rec- 


ognized. 

Mr. CRISP. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. Would it bein 
order now to call up the contested-election case? 

The SPEAKER. There is a matter of privilege before the House. 

Mr. CRISP. Is not the election case a matter of higher privilege? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that the matter of privilege be- 
fore the House can only be taken away from the consideration of the 
House by the presentation of conference reports. This is a matter of 
disagreement between the two Houses, and is regarded as a question 
of very high privilege. 

Mr. CRISP. But is not the question of the right of a member to 
his seat a question of still higher privilege? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not, under the practice of the 


House. 

Mr. CRISP. The Chair will observe that the matter now pending 
is not the report of a committee of conference but a mere disagreement 
between the two Houses with a request on the part of the House for a 
new conference. It has not reached that stage where it is the report of 
a committee of conference, and I submit to the Chair that it is not en- 
titled to the same high degree of privilege that it would have if it were 
a conference report. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has stated that it is not a matter of as 
high privilege as æ conference report, because, as the gentleman from 
Georgia says, it is not itself a report from a committee of conference, 
but is a matter merely of disagreement between the two Houses. But 
it has reached the privileged stage under the practice of the House and 
under the rules of parliamentary law; and being a matter of privilege, 
and actually under consideration by the House, the Chair thinks it 
can not be displaced by any other matter of privilege except a con- 
ference report, to which by the rules is given the highest degree of 
privilege known in the practice of the House. The gentleman from 
Texas is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. SAYERS. I yield to the gentleman from Illinois. 

The SPEAKER. What motion does the gentleman make? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to ask the gentleman to permit me to move 
that the House take a recess until 9 o’clock this evening. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas is recognized. 

Mr. SAYERS, I yield to the gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. SPRING- 


ER]. 

Mr. McCOMAS (to Mr. SAYERS). Do you yield to the gentleman 
from Illinois for that motion? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Imovethat the House take a recess until 9 o’clock. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I understand that the gentleman from Texas has 
the floor by virtue of his right as being in charge of the bill—— 

The SPEAKER. . The Chair has ized him. 

Mr. McCOMAS. And being in charge of this bill he yields for a 
filibustering motion, 

Mr. SAYERS. I assume all the responsibility for what I do. 

Mr. CASWELL. I desire to ask the gentleman from Texas whether 
he intends by this course to cut off the consideration of executive mes- 

and vetoes which lie on the Speaker’s table? 

Mr. McCOMAS. Especially the direct-tax bill. 

Mr. CASWELL. Which the whole country is watching and which 
two-thirds of this House stand ready to vote for. 
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Mr. SAYERS. I will say to the gentleman that I intend if I can to 
pass this bill—— 

Mr. CASWELL. And we are willing to help you; but we are not 
willing to give you the floor in order that you may yield for a motion 
which is clearly for the purpose of delay. 

Mr. SAYERS. You can not help yourself. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. SPRINGER for a recess 
till 9 o’clock, 

The SPEAKER said: The noes seem to have it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. [I call for a division. 

The question being again taken, there were—ayes 15, noes 36. 

Mr. BLAND. No quorum. 

Acre were ordered; and Mr. BLAND and Mr. McComas were ap- 

nted. 
Perhe tellers took their places and proceeded with the count. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Pending the division of the House, Lask unani- 
mous consent to present two or three resolutions from the Committee 
on Printing in regard to the printing of some of the current annual re- 
ports of the different bureaus. I have no personal interest in these 
matters, but they are pana every year by order of Congress. This 
session we have been late in getting them before the House. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Ihave no objection to the gentleman from Ver- 
mont [Mr. Grout] presenting a request, and then the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. RICHARDSON] submitting these propositions for print- 
ing, provided there is no debate on any of these matters. 


PAWNBROKERS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. GROUT, I ask that the House non-concur in the amendments 
of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 12154) to regulate and license pawn- 
brokete in the District of Columbia, and ask a conference with the 

ate. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Lask that the amendments be read. 

The amendments were read. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, these amendments will be 
non-concurred in and a conference with the Senate requested. The 
Chair hears no objection; and it is so ordered. The Chair will appoint 
in a few moments the managers on the part of the House. 

The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. RICHARDSON] asks unanimous 
consent for the consideration of oS for the printing of certain 
public documents. Is there objection 

Mr. McCOMAS. I do not object provided these matters can be acted 
on without debate. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I will withdraw any proposition upon which 
there is debate. 

PRODUCTION OF PRECIOUS METALS. 


The following resolution, called up by Mr. RICHARDSON, was read: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the report 
of the Director of the Mint on the ease of precious metals in the United 
States for the calendar year 1888 be printed; and that 9,000 extra copies be 
printed, 4,000 copies for the use of the House of Representatives, 2,000 copies for 
the use of the Senate, and 3,000 copies for the uge of the Director of the Mint. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I move the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered; and under the operation thereof 
the resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. RICHARDSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the res- 
olution was agreed to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


REPORT ON FISH AND FISHERIES. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. I now ask consideration of the concurrent 
resolution which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Represenfatives concurring), That the report 
of the Commissioner of Fish and Fisheries for the year 1887 be printed; and that 
there be printed 11,000 extra copies, of which 3,000 shall be for the use of the 
Senate, 6. for the use of the House of Representatives, 1,500 for the use of the 
Commissioner of Fish and Fisheries, and 500 for eale by the Public Printer; 
the illustrations to be obtained by the Public Printer under the direction of 
the Joint Committee on Printing. 

The concurrent resolution was adopted. 

Mr. RICHARDSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the con- 
current resolution was adopted; and also moved that the motion to re- 
consider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


STATISTICAL ABSTRACT, 


Mr. RICHARDSON. I now ask the adoption of the concurrent reso- 
Iution I send to the desk: 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives oe Senate concurring), That there be 
printed, in addition to the usual number, 15,000 copies of the eleventh number 
of the Statistical Abstract of the United States for the year 1888, of which 5,000 
copies shall be for the use of the Senate and 10,000 copies for the use of the House 
of Representatives. 

The concurrent resolution was adopted. 

Mr. RICHARDSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the con- 
current resolution was adopted; and also moyed that the motion to re- 
consider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


CORRECTION OF ENROLLMENT, DEFICIENCY BILL. 


Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer a concurrent reso- 
lution, providing for a correction in the enrollment of that part of the 
deficiency appropriation bill to which the House and Senate have al- 
ready . ‘This is to correct two errors in the bill so as to enable 
it to be enrolled. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate Ae eh That the Clerk 
of the House is hereby directed, in the enrollment of the bill (H. R. 12571) mak- 
ing appropriations to supply deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1889, and for priar years, and for other purposes, to omit the fol- 
ba provision in lines 18, 19, and 20, on page 23 of the engrossed copy of said 

“ Bureau of Construction and Repair: To supply deficiency in the appropria- 
tion for the construction and repair of vessels, $150,000.” 

And to omit the following provision in lines 3, 4, and 5 on page 5 of the Senate 
amendment numbered 108, and agreed to by both Houses: 

For pay of the Navy $201,443.71.” 


Mr. RANDALL. As to the first item, the Committee on Appropri- 
ations did not report it in the deficiency bill, but it was put on at the 
instance of the Naval Committee in the Committee of the Whole. I 
find by an examination that the same item appears in the naval ap- 
propriation bill. Out of abundant anxiety to make provision for that 
appropriation it appears in both bills, and of course it should be stricken 
from this one, the naval bill having passed both Houses. Hence this 
had better go out of the deficiency bill. 

As to the second paragraph, it is an error. The bill as reported to 
the Senate embraced an item for audited claims, pay of the Navy.” 
In considering itin the Senate an amendment was offered in the nature 
of a substitute, but in engrossing the amendments to be transmitted to 
the House of Representatives the engrossing clerk of the Senate made 
an error and left both items in the bill. This amendment is to provide 
the necessary correction. 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. RANDALL moved to reconsider the yote by which the resolution 
was agreed to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


APPOINTMENT OF CONFEREES, 


The SPEAKER announced as the managers on the part of the House 
at the conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the bill 
(H. R. 12154) in relation to pawnbrokers in the District of Columbia 
Mr. HEMPHILL, Mr. COMPTON, and Mr. GROUT. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced. 
agreement to the report of the committee of conference on the disagree- 
ing votes of the two Houses on the bill (H. R. 12578) making appro- 
priations for the current and contingent expenses of the Indian Depart- 
ment and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes 
for the year ending June 30, 1890, and for other purposes, and on the 
bill (H. R. 11634) to provide for the allotment of lands in severalty to 
the United Peorias and Miamies in the Indian Territory, and for other 


urposes. 

x It further announced that the Senate had passed, with amendments 
in which concurrence was requested, the bill (H. R. 9271) for the relief 
of James A. Stewart, asked a conference with the House on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. 
SPOONER, Mr. Hoar, and Mr. PAsco as managers on the part of the 
Senate. 

It further announced that the Senate had passed without amendment 
bills of the House of the following titles, namely: 

A bill (H. R. 8276) for the relief of the estate of Benjamin F. Rich- 


ardson; 
A bill (H. R. 4856) for the relief of D. M. Sprague and William Til- 


ton; 

A bill (H. R. 1029) for the relief of J. S. Flake, guardian of Samuel 
Howard; 

A bill (H. R. 9949) for the relief of Patrick C. McQueeny; 

A bill H. R. 3765) for the relief of James Devine; and < 

A bill (H. R. 8307) for the relief of John T. Higgins. 

It also announced that the Senate had passed a resolution requesting 
the House to return to the Senate the bill (H. R. 6050) referring the 
claim of the owner of the steamer I. N. Bunton to the Court of Claims. 

It further announced that the Senate had agreed to the House con- 
current resolution for the printing of Maj. A. M. Miller’s translation 
of Harris’s report on irrigation in Egypt. 

It further announced that the Senate had passed the bill (H. R. 7800) 
for the relief of John D. Bree, executor of Margaret T. Higgins. j 


I. N. BUNTON. : I 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will lay before the House 
the resolution just received from the Senate, which the Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: : 
Is THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, March 2, 1889, | 


Ord That the Secre! be directed to request the House of Rep: n 
tives 8 to the — the bill (H. R. 6050) referring the claim of ifs 
owner of the steamer I. N. Bunton to the Court of Claims. $ 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection, the Clerk will 
be directed to return the bill to the Senate. The Chair hears none, and 
lit is so ordered. 

É JAMES A. STEWART. 

The SPEAKER pro lempore. If there be no objection, the House 
will agree to the request of the Senate for a conference on the bill (H. 
R. 9271) for the relief of James A. Stewart. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore announced the appointment of Mr. 
STONE of Kentucky, Mr. LANHAM, and Mr. BUTTERWORTH as man- 
agers on the part of the House. 

DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I withdraw the motion fora recess until 9 o’clock. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House further insist 
upon its disagreement to the amendment under consideration in the 
deficiency appropriation bill . 

Mr. McCOMAS. And I move that the House recede. 

Mr. SAYERS, I have the floor and decline to yield to the gentle- 


man. 

Mr. BLAND. Pending that I move that the House take a recess for 
one hour. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Have Inot the right to make a motion to recede? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. HATCH in the chair). The Chair 
will recognize gentlemen in order. 

The gentleman from Texas moves that the House insist upon its dis- 
agreement, and upon that demands the previous question. 

Mr. SAYERS. No, sir; I did not demand the previous question on 
the motion. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I have moved that the House recede from its dis- 
agreement to the Senate amendment and agree to the same; and on 
that 1 demand the previous question. 

Mr. SAYERS. But I have the floor. 

Mr. MILLS. The gentleman from Texas has the floor and declines 


to yield. 

Mr. REED. But the motion of the gentleman from Maryland is a 
privileged motion. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I have the floor for the motion which I have sub- 
mitted. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state there is no diffi- 


culty about it. Pending the motion of the gentleman from Texas, the 
gentieman from Maryland moves that the House recede—— 

Mr. MILLS. But the gentleman from Maryland has not got the 
floor to make that motion, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks it is a privileged 
question, and the gentleman from Maryland has the right to submit 
his motion, and the Chair will recognize the gentleman from Texas, 
who is entitled to the floor. b 

Mr. McCOMAS. And upon that I move the previous question, and 
claim the floor. 

Mr. REED. The gentleman from Maryland having the right to make 
a privileged motion must have charge of that motion and be entitled 
to the floor. It seems to me that the Speaker has not noticed the fact 
that the neers of a privileged motion gives to the person who makes 
it the right to the floor and not to another person. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. ‘There is no question about the right 
of the gentleman from Maryland to take the floor upon his own motion; 
but the gentleman from ‘Texas was on the floor to make his motion. 

Mr. REED. But his motion is prior to that and takes precedence. 
The Chair upon reconsidering the matter will see that it must be so. 
The rules of the House give to the gentleman from Maryland the right 
to make his motion, which is privileged, That is prior in considera- 
tion, and it can not be that the floor is to be given to aman whose mo- 
tion has passed out of sight. It would be like permitting a bill to 
come forward and then give to a gentleman in charge of another bill the 
right to the floor. ‘ 

Mr. McMILLIN. I rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I demand the previous question on the motion to 


recede; and u that I demand the floor. 
Mr. MoM . Mr. Speaker, the point of order I make is this: 
The gentleman from Texas makes a motion which is debatable, and 


for its debate holds the floor. He does not yield it, nor indicate a 
paspor to yield it; but, on the contrary, desires to hold it. Now, 
W. the motion to be made by the gentleman from Maryland takes 
precedence when we come to the vote upon it, that motion can not take 
the gentleman from Texas off the floor. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. There is no question about the proper 
construction of the rules or the former practice of the House. The 
tleman from Texas in charge of the bill submits a motion that the 
ouse insist upon its di ment to the Senate amendments, and is 
entitled to the floor for one hour in his own right upon that proposition. 
ean that proposition the gentleman from Maryland submits a mo- 
tion 
Mr. MILLS. But the gentleman from Maryland had not the floor. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. If the gentleman from Texas will allow 
the Chair to state the proposition fully [applause], the Chair will state 


the gentleman from Maryland had the right to submit his motion, which 
was that the House recede from its disagreement; but the effect of that 
is not to take the gentleman from Texas off the floor. 

Mr. MILLS. Then how could he make a motion that would take 


him off the floor? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. When the hour of the gentleman from 
Texas has expired the Chair will recognize the gentleman from Mary- 
land. When the question comes to submit the vote upon the proposi- 
tion, then the proposition submitted by the gentleman from Maryland 
must be first putto the House. That has been the universal practice. 
The gentleman from Texas is recognized for one hour. 

Mr. REED. Can it be possible that a gentleman is entitled to ad- 
dress the House upon a motion that he has not before it? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The motion of the gentleman from 
Texas is before the House, and pending that motion the gentleman 
from Maryland offered a motion. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Then what becomes of my further motion for the 
previous question upon the motion to recede? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That will have to be put by the Chair 
to the House when the gentleman from Texas yields the floor. 

Mr. CASWELL. If the motion of the gentleman from Maryland 
excels be adopted it would supersede the motion of the gentleman from 

exas. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is determining the point in 
accordance with the universal practice of the House. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I call the attention of the Chair toa ruling upon 
that point. It is stated in the Manual, on page 439: 

The motion to recede takes precedence of the motion to insist and ask a con- 
ference and to adhere. (And even though the previous question may be pend- 
ing on either of the last motions, the motion to recede may be entertained— 

Even though the previous question may be pending, the motion to 
recede may be entertained. 
because, if it prevails, th ment 
oe p ó e disagreement between the Houses is removed and 

I submit if it is to be entertained, and if it prevails, it cuts off the 
other motion, and thus the gentleman who makes the motion which 
takes precedence shall have the floor upon the motion, because, if it 
prevails, then the other matter is entirely disposed of. 

Mr. CASWELL, Let me read a little further 

Mr. SOWDEN. I rise to a question of order. 

Mr. CASWELL. I want to read exactly in point: 

On a motion to insist or to adhere— 

Which is the motion of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. SAYERS]— 
a motion to recede, which removes the disagreement between the Houses and 
passes the bill, may be made. 

Now, the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. McComas] makes that mo- 
tion, and therefore I insist that it is in order: 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The paragraph read by the gentleman 
from Michigan [Mr. CurcHEon] and the point made by the gentleman 
from Wisconsin [Mr. CASWELL] are in the same line with the ruling 
of the Chair. The Chair simply recognized the gentleman from Mary- 
land [Mr. McComas] to submit his motion pending the motion of the 
gentleman from Texas [Mr. SAYERS]. The effect of it is not to take 
the gentleman from Texas off the floor. He is entitled to the floor for 
one hour. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Isubmit, Mr. Speaker, that if a motion is priv- 
ileged to be made it is also privileged to be considered, because it takes 
priority of the other, and if it prevails the debate must occur upon 
the motion which has precedence. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. There is no precedent in the rules or 
the practice of the House that would give the gentleman from Mary- 
ag Seid right to take the gentleman from Texas off the floor after he 


8 by the Chair. 
Mr. CUT CHEON. It is a question of precedence. The debate is 
substantially the same debate in any event. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is simply a question of precedence 
when it comes to taking the vote. Does the gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. BLAND].insist upon his motion for a recess? 

Mr. BLAND. I insist upon the motion. 

Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, I understand that the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. SAYERS] has the floor. 

Mr. SAYERS. I have the floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair understood the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] to state that the gentleman from Texas 
(Mr. SAYERS] had yielded to him. 

Mr. BLAND. I want to make a statement. When the gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. Sayers] made his motion, I made a motion, pending 
that, to take a recess, and I also renewed it at the time the gentleman 
from Maryland [Mr. McComas] made his motion. 

Mr. McCOMAS. But the gentleman from Missouri had not the floor. 

Mr. SPRINGER (to Mr. McComas). You have not the floor either. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
BLAND] had no right to take the gentleman from Texas off the floor 
to make his motion unless the gentleman from Texas yielded to him, 
The gentleman from Texas is entitled to the floor for one hour. 

Mr. BLAND. If the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. McComas] 
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could take the gentleman from Texas off the floor, then the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] could take them both off the floor. 
[Laughter. ] s : 
Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, before I begin to use the hour which 
I am entitled to under the rule I would inquire of the Chair whether, 
under his ruling, the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. McComas] was 
entitled to make the motion that he did, I holding the floor at the 


time? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Upon reflection, the Chair is of opinion 
that the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. McComas], under the strict 
rule, 1 had no right to submit his motion until the expiration of 
the hour. [Applause on the Democratic side.] But the Chair had 
recognized the gentleman from Maryland simply to make his motion 
pending the motion of the gentleman from Texas, and the result is the 
same. The Chair has recognized the gentleman from Texas [Mr. SAY- 
ERS] for one hour. i 

Mr. McCOMAS. Then, Mr. Speaker, as my motion was recognized 
it is pending, is it not? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will recognize the gentle- 
man from Maryland at the proper time to submit his motion in order. 

Mr. McCOMAS. But is not my motion now pending? 

Several MEMBERS. Oh, no. 

Mr. McCOMAS, I ask the Chair. I want to know whether my 
motion to recede is not now pending. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will rule upon that at the 

time. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. SAYERS] is recognized 
and will either proceed or yield the floor. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I will occupy the floor in my time in 
accordance with my own judgment within the rulesof the House. I 
now yield fifteen minutes to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
BockaLxWI. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I ask the gentleman in charge of this bill [Mr. 
SAYERS] whether he intends to consume the whole hour upon one side 
of this question ? 

Mr. SAYERS. I will divide withthe gentleman. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Half an hour? 

Mr. SAYERS. Half an hour. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Then I will take charge of the half hour? 

Mr. SAYERS. No, sir. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I ask the gentleman to yield me half the hour. 

Mr. SAYERS. No, sir; I will give it ont myself. You select your 
speakers and I will give out the time. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. McCOMAS. Under the ordinary courtesy of debate I am en- 
titled to half the time. 

A MEMBER. Mr. Speaker, I hope the Chair will preserve order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
SAYERS] himself, who has the floor, is indulging in this conversation, 
and the Chair can not control it. It comes out of the gentleman’s time. 

Mr. SAYERS. I am not indulging in it at all. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. How much time does the gentleman 
from Texas yield to the gentleman from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. SAYERS. I yield fifteen minutes to the gentleman from Penn- 
Sylvania [Mr. BucKALEW]. 

JAMES A. STEWART. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House a bill (H. R. 9271) 
od the relief of James A. Stewart, with an amendment of the Senate 

ereto. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I ask unanimous consent that the House 
non-concur in the amendment of the Senate and agree to a conference. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of the 

tleman from Ohio? 

Mr. McMILLIN. Let us have the bill reported, so that we will 
know what it is, or let the gentleman make an explanation. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. It is a bill passed to pay James A. Stewart 
for services rendered as a pilot of Government transports from 1863 to 
1865. It the House and went to the Senate and was there 
amended, and I ask unanimous consent that wenon-concur and agree 
to a conference. 

Mr. McMILLIN. What is the amount involved? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. ‘Twenty-five hundred dollars. 

Mr. McMILLIN. What amendment did the Senate make? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. The Senate reduced the amount to $2,500. 
The House passed the bill nem. con. for $4,000, or about that sum, and 
the Senate reduced the amount to $2,500. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Is that the bill that was up here to-day before? 

Mr, BUTTERWORTH. Oh, no; this bill passed some time ago. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BUTTERWORTH }? 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
| The SPEAKER pro tempore appointed as conferees on the part of the 
House Mr. STONE of Kentucky, Mr. LANHAM, and Mr. BUTTERWORTH. 

DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. BUCKALEW. Mr. Speaker, on behalf of the ple of the 
United States, represented by us on this floor, I demand that there shall 
be a full and fair debate on the subject-matter of this Senate amend- 


ment, ing, according to information from the office of the Attorney- 
General, in the neighborhood of $30,000,000 in principle—$1, 600,000 of 
immediate appropriation, and the remainder to be voted by Congress in 
future years if this bill be passed. It is not reasonable, it is hardly de- 
cent, that claims, involving such a vast amount of money as this, 
should be passed upon at 2 o'clock of a night session in the Senate 
without a word of debate and should be presented in the House for 
consideration under a call for the previous question with thirty min- 
utes’ debate, one-half for and pa st. against the measure. Nor is 
it proper and just that such a measure should be placed as a rider upon 
an appropriation bill carrying $15,000,000 for the support of the Gov- 
ernment in its various branches of administration, having therefore 
enlisted in its behalf all the interest which members may feel in the 
success of other portions of this bill. 

What 2 shame it is that at this time and under these circumstances, 
and when any useful or prolonged debate is impossible, this House 
should be called to vote on this ancient claim—a claim now ninety years 
of age, which has survived three generations, and which, unfortu- 
nately, is not as well understood in this House as it ought to be—as it 
can be at the approaching session of Congress, because ree. in- 
vestigations during the Fiftieth Congress in committee and some little 
debate in the House and the individual efforts of gentlemen curious in 
historical matters have prepared the way for a full and fair debate and 
just decision on this subject at the approaching session of 

Observe, sir, you have in this bill only a small part of the whole 
amount—a million and a half. The remaining twenty or twenty-five 
millions, whatever the amount may be, is not involved at present, but 
is to be acted on hereaſter. 

There is no reason why this decision should not be postponed until 
a larger mass of these claims shall be before us and we shall be enabled 
to judge better than we can now judge their true character and the pre- 
tension which is so strongly made in their behalf that our Government 
made itself liable for the payment of this great amount of money in 
the year 1800. 

Sir, this bill is out of time, as I heve already explained; it is out of 
place also; and if I may be permitted the remark, it is an ungenerous 
and disallowable proposition for the Senate to make to us under these 
circumstances and at this time; and if it be indorsed by both Houses of 
Con; , can there be any question that it is absolutely insulting to 
the Executive of the United States, who is called upon to approve or 
disapprove our measures as a constitutional duty? The Constitution 
gives him, under ordinary circumstances, ten days to determine the ques- 
tion whether he will give his approval. To be sure, at the end of a 
session many bills go to him which he is required to act upon promptly 
and without the lapse of ten days. 

But observe that your rules inthis House confine appropriation bills, 
to outlays already authorized by law. In ordinary cases, according to 
your own rules, you vote in those bills to fulfill existing obligations 
of the Government. Here is a proposed appropriation for an object not 
provided for or covered by existing law. You have simply anadvisory 
report from the Court of Claims; and the President-elect of the United 
States put upon the bill in the Senate, when he was a member of that 
body, one of the stringent limitations upon the powers of that Court 
of Claims; so that complete jurisdiction over this subject is retained 
by Congress; the act of 1885 expressly provides that no recommenda- 
tion either of law or fact by the Court of Claims shall preclude the 
judgment of Congress upon the whole subject. 

And to conclude upon this point: This proposed appropriation of 
$1,600,000 could not under our rules be put on this bill by the House. 
Any member objecting, the Speaker would be bound to rule it out of 
order. Nine-tenths of the members could not put it on by their as- 
sent as an amendment proposition in this House. It is therefore now 
proposed that we shall permit the Senate to overrule the spirit and pur- - 
pose of the House rules, and irregularly, out of time and under cireum- 
stances which constitute the measure a palpable outrage, we are called 
to vote upon these claims. 

I repeat, then, what I said in the outset of my remarks, that as a rep- 
resentative of the people, as a member of this House, as a ive 
member of the next House, I demand that this great measure re- 
ceive fair and reasonable consideration — not at this time, because that 
is impossible, but from the next House when it shall have met and 
shall have organized under somewhat changed political conditions. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, it is utterly impossible, as I have already stated, | 
to enter into debate on this measure upon its merits, Do members 
know that $15,000,000, if the whole amount be thirty millions—that! 
whatever the amount may be, one-half of this whole mass of claims 
is held by insurance companies, by insurance companies that charged 
war premiums in 1798 and 1799—premiums in many cases of from 15 
to 30 per cent., premiums collected off the misfortunes of commerce? 

According to the report from the Attorney-General’s Office, one-hal 
of this whole money, whatever the amount may be, will pass to insur- 
ance companies. Whatever has been said or might be said upon the 
merits of individual claimants, is there a man in this House, coming 
to this subject unprejudiced and without bias of mind from sugges- 
tions which have been made to him, or from a partial examination of 


the subject, who will not say that at least this one-half of the whole: 


7 ; 


2704 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


MARCE 2, 


amount no Congress ought to vote? There is no equity in it. How 
will you vote it? Will you vote it to the insurance company of 1889? 
Will you vote it to the present stockholders? Will you vote a quar- 
ter or a half a million of dollars to stockholders of some of these in- 
surance companies who never paid a penny for their stock with any 
reference to this claim? Will you hand over to them the treasure of 
the people without condition, without reason, without cause? Is it to 
be paid to the present companies? The old stockholders of 1798, a gen- 
eration or two ago, sold their stock, or it was divided or transferred as 
the assets of their estates. Will you go back, can you go back, and 
endeavor to hunt up these old stockholders of 1798? 

But of course the merits of this proposition, which ought to be a 

parate bill, have not been considered and can not be considered at 
this late hour of the session. I point out one of the great departments 
of inquiry which it will be the duty of the next Congress to undertake, 
The Court of Claims does not give that information to the House which 
it must possess in order to act intelligently upon such a proposition as 
that presented. It does not decide who are the parties to whom the 
money is to be paid. Ina large portion of the cases they merely de- 
termine the question of the original liability, and the legal custodian 
of the fund, an assignee in bankruptcy, an assignee under a trust, an 
administrator of an estate, etc. The court say that it is for Congress 
to determine to whom the money shall be paid in each case. 

It is like bringing a suit in court. You put a legal party on record, 
but the actual party in interest, the beneficiary or use party, does not 
appear. Now, it is for Congress to determine how these moneys shall 
be paid and towhom. Take the case of a bankrupt and payment 

e to an assignee. The claims of creditors now are barred by the 
statute of limitations, many of them. Will you have the assignee, 
under such circumstances, disregard the statute and pay the itors 
notwithstanding? Will you have him pay over to the bankrupt him- 
self so as to escape payment to his creditors ? 

However, Mr. Speaker, I can not go into all of these details. Thus 
briefly I have sketched some of the difficulties that present themselves. 
It is a subject too great in itself to be determined in this manner. We 
are not ready fora bill upon the subject, even if prepared. We are not 
ready to vote intelligently upon it because the House does not under- 
stand the subject, and there is not time now to consider it intelligently. 

Mr. Speaker, in the hoarse condition of my voice to-night, and un- 
der the circumstances, the natural impatience that members feel to 
secure action, and in the manner that this subject comes before us, I 
will not detain the House by another word. I will leave it to the 
good judgment and the sound sense of the members of this House 
whether this midnight or 2 o’clock amendment thrust into this bill, 
where it is an intruder, shall be retained or rejected. 

Mr. SAYERS. Iyield thirty minutes to the gentleman from Mary- 
land [Mr. McComas]. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Of the thirty minutes I yield ten to the gentle- 
man from Missouri [Mr. MANsuR]. 

Mr. MANSUR. Mr. Speaker, four weeks ago I would not have trusted 
myself to undertake to debate this question at all. During that time I 
have studied it carefully. I have studied it until after midnight night 
aſter night, and I have even violated the law of the Sabbath to consider it, 
and this for the p of preparing a report, as directed by order of 
the Committee on Claims of this House. Limited to ten minutes’ time 
for reply, I do not undertake any argument to show the absolute jus- 
tice of these claims. It is a conviction of my mind that no man who 
will come to the discussion of this subject without puas and will 
give it a careful investigation from beginning to end can refuse to be 
irresistibly driven to the conclusion that justice demands that these 
old claims shall be paid. 

There are only two poinis urged against them: One, that this gen- 
eration ought not toassumeand pay the debts of another generation; and 
the other point is that these claims originated in a state of war. This 
last proposition I can not for want of time nowdiscuss, If it be true, 
orif the argument be worth anything that this generation ought not to 
pay the debts of another generation, then ten years from now it may 

urged against the bonds of the United States originating in the late 
war that they should not be paid because the generation then existing 
had not created them and was therefore not liable. But parties come 
and go, individuals live and die, and yet this Government goes on for- 
ever; and when, as in this case, it owes a debt, that debt exists in the 
mind of every man of justice until it is eventually paid and discharged. 

Daniel Webster, in his speech in the Senate on these claims in 1835, 
stated that there were just six hundred and fifteen of these vessels 
captured. It is, in my opinion, an exaggeration to say, in regard to 
these claims, that under the act of 1885 conferring jurisdiction upon 
the Courtof Claims the aggregate of these demands will reach anything 
like the sum of $30,000,000. I feel myself justified in saying that the 
cases which have been presented to the Court of Claims and passed 
upon by that body up to this time are the choice—the select cases, the 
ones in which the claims can be most readily established. What is 
the result? One hundred and forty-two vessels have been adjudicated 
out of the six hundred and fifteen, and the total valuation found is 
something over $1,600,000. 

Assuming, then, that all of the balance of these vessels shall on the 


same ratio be found to be of the same value, it will take only some- 
thing over seven millions, not quite eight millions, to discharge the 
whole of the indebtedness, But I believe myself, trom the investi- 
gation I have given to the subject and the inquiries I have made, that 
in many of these cases which are still unadjudicated the same ratio 
will not prevail, but a smaller percentage be allowed, and the proba- 
bilities are that the total findings of the Court of Claims under the act 
to which I have referred will not exceed the sum of between five and six 
millions of dollars, . 

The Attorney-General in his report in December, 1886, expressed the 
opinion that the amounts of all the claims would be about $15,000,000. 

What is certain, however, is that up to date the Court of Claims has tried 282 
penon on 142 vessels; that the aggregate amount prayed for in these cases was 

346,726.26, and that the total amount allowed by the court was$1,604,681.99, and 
that in addition thereto petitions amounting to $8,380,000 have been dismissed 
for want of any evidence whatever, naming no vessel, being general“ petitions, 

So much for their value, I agree that ordinarily these claims would 
be out of place on this bill. But these are extraordinary claims, and 
I feel that when! surrounded by extraordinary circumstances we may 
venture upon extraordinary exceptions. It is not new legislation in 
any fair sense of the term. And why? Atthe very beginning of this 
Congress, within ten days after the House assembled, by an overwhelm- 
ing vote, the House instructed the Committee on Appropriations to 
report an appropriation on a bill making provision for the payment of 
all these claims. You will remember that in the closing hours of the 
last session these claims were defeated, and the failure was because of 
a technical ruling and that a large number of the friends of the spolia- 
tion claims were not here to advocate and vote for them, and they went 
by the board. 

This session Congress has had several of these claims referred to it 
from the Court of Claims for investigation, which in its turn referred 
them to the Committee on Claims. That committee instructed me to 
make a favorable report, and in report 4151 will be found the views 
of the friends of these claims. In that shape, with a knowledge that 
it was thus pending and before Congress, and with the further knowl- 
edge of the Committee on Appropriations that in the last session it had 
been considered and discussed at great length, and I presume further 
that members knew it would come over to this House from the Senate 
on the deficiency bill, notice was given in the Senate that these claims 
would be sought to be placed as amendments on this appropriation 
bill; and the same were printed. A copy of these Senate amendments 
were laid upon my desk, as I presume they were upon the desks of all 
the members, 

Take all these facts and couple them with the further fact that Con- 
gress by the act of 1885 conferred jurisdiction on the Court of Claims 
to investigate these claims and report them to Congress from time to 
time, and we are driven to the conclusion that there was no snap judg- 
ment in putting them on this appropriation bill. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. MANSUR. I would prefer not in the short time I have. Re- 
ferring to the action of the Court of Claims, every one must remember 
that we sent Mr. Broadhead, a distinguished member of this body in 
the Forty-eighth Congress, to France to hunt up evidence, and Mr. 
Sommerville Tuck was sent to Spain and to the Windward Islands to 
hunt up evidence to aid the Government officials as well as those who 
had the claims, in order to have these questions fairly investigated and 
settled on the fullest evidence obtainable. 

This evidence was to be submitted to the Court of Claims, and it was 
not only to decide pending cases, but it was to continue this work from 
year to year, and make its reports from year to year and from session 
to session of Congress. It was a continuing order. Surely when that 
act was passed Congress meant that it was to be something more than 
a mere investigation. Otherwise it was a trap for all these claimants. 

This evidence has been carefully examined, the claims have been 
investigated in court, and the opinions and decisions of the court are 
learned. They are almost exhaustive of the whole subject. They are 
carefully prepared, and in every instance the court has required every 
person interested in any way, either in the vessel or in the carzo, to 
be made parties to the suit, over the value of the vessel and its cargo, 
and in this way had all the parties in interest before it, and frequently 
with conflicting interests. They have sifted these claims to the very 
bottom and are able to render judgments that undoubtedly ought to 
establish these claims and be binding on Congress and the Government, 

But limited as I am in time I must on as rapidly as possible. 
Says the gentleman who preceded me, ‘‘Much of this will go to the 
insurance companies.“ 

If I remember rightly, there were only nineteen or twenty insurance 
companies in the United States at that time, and nearly every one of 
them engaged in the business of insuring our merchant vessels became 
bankrupt. The larger amount of the insurance was done by under- 
writers who were merchants. This was done in this manner: A broker 
wrote up a contract for, say, $10,000 insurance, at a certain premium, 
on a certain vessel. Then these merchants underwrote the amount of 
insurance they would take, and get their share of the premium; this 
they did by writing at the bottom of the contract their names, say, 
„John Smith, $1,500; Tom Jones, $5,000;”? and so every other man 
the amount of insurance he took. Nearly all of these insurance claims 
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will go to the heirs of these underwriters and not to corporations. But 
it is said that the insurance companies have no real claims to this 
money, because it was a part ' of their business and done at high rates 
of war premiums, 

I venture the assertion every lawyer who will examine this question 
will be driven by the force of the cases, both English and American, to 
the conclusion that there is no higher principle of natural justice and 
equity than that of subrogation. If I pay another man’s debt I am 
entitled by law and by the highest dictates of justice and conscience to 
be subrogated to his rights, to be put in his place, and to have the op- 
portunity to realize out of the property or claim whatever it may be 
worth, That is a principle of natural justice which commends itself to 
every man’s mind who investigates it, and there is not a case in the law- 
books to be found to the contrary; and it applies as strongly to an in- 
surance company as it does to an individual. 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
The gentleman from Maryland [Mr. McComas] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Ver- 
mont [Mr. GROUT]. 

Mr. GROUT. Mr. Speaker, these claims, as every one at all familiar 
with the subject knows, grew out of the treaty of 1778, under which 
France furnished the American colonies men and munitions of war in 
aid of the Revolutionary struggle at an expense, as estimated by the 
French minister of finance, of some $280,000,000. The equivalent 
agreement on our partin that treaty was to guaranty to France her 
American possessions forever. Remember, the guaranty was forever. 
Those possessions consisted of certain West India or Windward Islands, 
seven or eight in number, which were very important to France at that 
time because they furnished her solesupply of sugar. This, remember, 
was in 1778. 

Within eight years from that time the French people, inspired by 
the success of the American experiment in self-government, struck for 
liberty themselves and established the republic, first under the Direct- 
ory and then under the Consulate. This audacious conduct on the 

t of France—audacious in the estimation of the crowned heads of 
urope—led to a combination ofall the great European powers against 
her, and they sought to crush the upstart republic, as they considered 
it. Great Britain, the chief of those allies, sent an expedition to the 
West India Islands to take possession of the French colonies there. 
France appealed to the United States to protect those ons in 
accordance with the stipulations of the treaty of 1778, but she ap- 
pa in vain. The United States never lifted a finger to protect the 
nch possessions. They professed and maintained absolute neutral- 
ity between the contending powers, and Great Britain, almost without 
firing a gun, took possession of the West India colonies of France. 

Now, clearly, under the treaty of 1778, the United States, upon every 
principle of international law, were liable to France for the value of 
those ons. There is no question about that. But France was 
in no condition to enforce her right by war, and she resorted to the 
only other method she had at her command, which was to make re- 
prisals upon our merchant marine. Accordingly she Tet loose her cor- 
sairs upon our commerce and captured American ships and American 

wherever she could find them on the high seas, and she did this 
to the amount of millions of dollars—some have said fifteen millions. 

That property was lost by American citizens, They could not en- 
force their claims against the French Government unless the Govern- 
ment of the United States took them in hand. In 1793, in August, 
Thomas Jefferson being Secretary of State, he issued a circular to the 
merchants and ship-owners calling upon them for a list of these losses. 
That list was furnished. The Government then promised to collect 
the claims from the French Government, and immediately made a 
demand through the State Department, and appointed a set of envoys 


and sent them to France to negotiate for payment. The French Gov- |- 


ernment would not receive them. They came home, and meanwhile 
the spoliations increased, The United States declared for war as the 
only means of protecting our commerce. France, learning of this, 
signified her willingness to treat farther on the subject. New envoys 
were sent, and (without going through the whole history of the trans- 
action) it was finally concluded, as the result of the negotiation between 
the First Consul and the United States Senate, to offset the claims of 
our citizens, presented by the United States Government, against the 
claims of the French people, and ever since that time American citi- 
zens have been trying to collect these claims, which are justly due. 

8 SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has ex- 
pired. 
Mr. McCOMAS. I now yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
South Carolina [Mr. DIBBLE]. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I am somewhat surprised to hear my friend from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. BucKALEW] speak of thismatter being brought be- 
fore this House to be acted upon without due consideration, when he 
no doubt well remembers that from the Ist day of August last until 
the 21st day of that month this House was occupied with the discus- 
sion of this subject upon its merits in connection with the general de- 
ficiency bill at the first session of this Con 

There were twenty-one members of this House who exhausted every 
branch of this subject during that debate; and I am therefore sur- 
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prised to hear the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BuCKALEW], Who 
himself made an exhaustive argument in opposition to these claims, 

say to this House, after our having been engaged on these measures 
for eighteen days, that now the matter is prematurely brought before 
the House. 

This House will well remember that after a committee had reported 
these claims under instructions they went out of the general deficiency 
bill of the last session, not upon the merits, but on the juling on a point 
of order which excluded this House from voting upon them. Nay, 
more, Mr. Speaker, this subject has been under discussion in Congress 
after Congress for the last three Congresses. It was discussed on the 

of the bill providing for a consideration of these cases by the 
Court of Claims. The same vehement opposition was manifested then; 
but the decision of this House was made on this subject by the act of 
1885 by which Congress decided that the Court of Claims should sift 
the merits of the proposition, should report to this House which of 
these claims were just, with the facts they found, with their conclu- 
sions of law, so that this House, in the exercise of its undoubted au- 
thority to vote the people’s money for claims that are just and with- 
hold the people’s money from claims that are unjust, should, with the 
— of sifting evidence which the machinery of that ‘court affords, 

able to discriminate and to decide rightfully upon this issue. 

And what is the state of the matter as it comes to us now? Why, 
Mr. Speaker, as appears by the able report recently filed by the Com- 
mittee on Claims of this House, which has given this matter during 
this session very careful and particular attention, these facts appear: 
It appears that under the act of 1885 the Court of Claims had 
favorably upon claims in which the claimants demanded $3,300,000. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. DIBBLE. I ask the gentleman from Maryland to give mea 
minute or two more. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I yield two minutes more to the gentleman from 
South Carolina, 

Mr. DIBBLE. Of the $3,300,000 thus claimed the Court of Claims 
on the evidence decided that the Government justly owed the claim- 
ants—not the amount claimed, but the amount of $1,600,000. Sothat 
the Court of Claims has passed upon what are probably the strongest 
of these claims; it has passed upon them to the amount of nearly three 
million and a half, and has allowed of that amount about 48 per cent. 
and rejected 52 per cent. Nay, more, Mr. Speaker, it has passed upon 
$8,380,000 of claims adversely to the claimants. It has dismissed 
claims to that amount, without making any allowance at all. In ad- 
dition to that it has dismissed seven other claims where the amount 
claimed was not stated. So that, in fact, of claims amounting to $11,- 
000,000 the Court of Claims has allowed only $1,600,000, or 16 per 
cent. of the amount passed upon. 

[Here the hammer fell. 1 

Mr. McCOMAS. I now yield three minutes to the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR]. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, if this were an original proposi- 
tion appearing here in the House of Representatives now for the first 
time the argument of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Bucka- 
LEW] that this measure ought not to be found upon an appropriation 
bill would be in accordance with our best judgment and would be in 
consonance with the general principles of the rules of the House. But, 
Mr. Speaker, since a time before you and I were old enough to know 
anything about the politics of this country this question bas been dis- 
cussed in the newspapers and in all the Congresses. The measure for 
the payment of these claims has passed and repassed—passed in the 
House of one Congress and in the Senate of another, vetoed by two 
Presidents, but always coming back and always the subject of discus- 
sion and agreement. 

The basis of these claims lies in the nature of a contract by the 
United States Government to stand in the place of men who had been 
spoliated by attacks upon American commerce by the French cruisers; 
and though gentlemen now undertake to say that no consideration was 
received by the Government, it is enough to say that the fule of equi- 
table estoppel operates against the United States on this question. It 
is enough to say that there never was a time after the treaty when 
these claimants could have successfully or properly or lawfully 
cuted their claims against the French Government. They would have 
been met by the stipulations of the treaty itself. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, this House understands this question just as well 
asitevercan. Why, sir, thegentleman from Pennsylvania str. BuCcE-! 
ALEW] occupied a whole hour in this discussion and published s| 
speech which was bat the iteration and the reiteration of that which 
had been said for more than half a century on this subject. Thestrong-| 
est arguments that ever were made against the payment of these 
were absorbed in the gentleman’s speech. There can be nothing new 
under the sun on this question. There is no obligation of this Sore 
ment which ought to be paid by fair adjustment that stands higher) 
than do these very claims. 

[Here the hammer fell.] E 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Maryland LAL. 
McComas] has five minutes remainin g j 

Mr. McCOMAS. Mr. Speaker, in the five minutes left me I shall: 


— 
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not undertake to go over again the threadbare arguments made by 
favorable reports in the Senate and the House at different times during 
nearly a century, or the long series of favorable reports made upon 
these claims until finally the Forty-eighth sent all these ques- 
tions to the Court of Claims for final sifting and decision. When they 
came back to this Congress almost the first effort was to declare on 
this floor, by a vote of 163 to 83, that the Committee on Appropri- 
ations ought to put these claims on an appropriation bill, and the 
House pointed out this very deficiency bill as the measure on which 
they ought to go. When this bill was considered in the House the 

tleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER], then in the chair, after long 
debate decided in the most non-partisan manner that they were not 
admissible; and the House was not allowed to vote upon them, when 
everybody knows that these claims could command a majority of the 
votes of the members on this floor - a clear majority on both sides of this 
Chamber. 

Now, the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER], to illustrate the 
absolutely partisan, extrajudicial temperament of his mind, he who 
made that ruling, now when the chance comes for a vote of the House 
is filibustering to prevent a vote by the members of the House, as he 
did before by his on that point of order. 

Mr. Speaker, it ill becomes gentlemen to say this comes at a late 

iod of the session. The gentleman who leads the onslaught of 
bustering prevented that vote against the expressed will of the 
House, 

-  Whatthen? They go to the Senate and that body decided these 
claims should be put on this bill. They now come here. It was the 
first action of this Congress and now it comes in the last hour. They 
have known all about them in the Senate, and they have known all 
abont them in this House. The country has known all about them. 
Now when a chance comes for a vote in this House gentlemen dare not 
let them be voted on, because they know that a large majority of the 
members of this House favor the proposition of the Senate. They keep 
it back and in order that they may defeat it, not by argument, not by 
justice, but by filibustering. By such Democratic ineptness they seek 
to defeat the Senate amendment by filibustering in this House upon 
this appropriation bill. I do not want my friend from Hlinois to blink 
the issue, for it is fairly presented and he can not evade the responsi- 
bility of his action. 

Here, Mr. Speaker, is the only chance we can have to consider this 
matter, and we should consider it in good faith. Vote it up or vote it 
down, but vote on it. It is the right of the people, it is right of 
these claimants, it is the right of this court to have its judgment voted 
on and put in or put out; and, sir, it is our right to take the responsi- 
bility to vote them up or to vote them down. 

Now, sir, we find this filibustering carried on upon this bill where 
we did put them by the action of the House. Is this to be the end of 
Democratic leadership and Democratic control in this House—afraid 
of yourselves on an appropriation bill which is the largest this country 
has ever seen? You fall back and will not vote on this proposition 
like men. You fall back to your favorite resort, which seems to be the 

level of your statesmanship, and pile up motions to adjourn and to 
ourn over and to take a recess, varied by demands for the yeas and 
nays and divisions in the House through the tellers, [Laughter and 
af vases 
e SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Gentlemen on the other side of the House seem to 
be delirious over a motion to take a recess or to adjourn. They seem 
to give themselves up to filibustering whereby they may defeat a vote 
on the pending proposition which comes to us from the Senate. [Cries 
of Order!“ on the Democratic side, and great applause on the floor 
and in the galleries. ] 


The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. HA ron in the chair). If there shall 


be again any exhibition of applause in the galleries the Chair will di- 
rect the Sergeant- at- Arms and Doorkeeper to clear them. 

Mr. SAYERS. I yield now for five minutes to the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. CANNON]. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, it is now a little over fourteen hours 
when this Congress will expire. The sundry civil appropriation bill, 
carrying between twenty and thirty millions of dollars, is not yet agreed 
to. This bill, the deficiency appropriation bill, carrying an appropria- 
tion of eight millions of dollars for the remainder of this year for pen- 
sions and many hundreds of items for back pay and bounty 
for the soldiers of the late war, and many items for the revenue serv- 
ice and almost every;branch of the publie service, hangs in this contest 
undisposed of. The bone of contention is this item of one and a half 
millions of dollars known as the spoliation claims, ninety years old. 

I want to be entirely frank and say there are two sides to this ques- 
tion. In former years, when most of us were boys, these claims met 
after full discussion and passage in the House and Senate with executive 
veto. A year or two ago we did refer these ninety-year-old claims to 
the Court of Claims, not to render judgment but to investigate and 
report to the House. As one member of this House I have read with 
great care the decision of that court. I believe from the best lights I 
e the Government of the United States three a after 

claims are due and payable ought to pay them. I say that, 


however, I want to say there is room enongh for gentlemen honestly 
to with me in that conclusion. I stand ready under the light 


of full ssion, with this measure resting on its own merits, and its 
own merits alone, to vote for the appropriation of money necessary to 
pay these claims; but while I say that, I want to say I doubt the pro- 
priety in the closing hours of the session of putting this amendment 
upon a bill which carries pensions and bounty and back pay, and for 
the service of the Government for the remainder of this year all al 
the line, and saying those items shall not pass unless these claims 


pass. 

For one I am willing to yote on or I am ready to vote 
to insist, but I believe it is the part of wisdom in these the closing 
hours of this Congress that the House shall send this bill back into 
conference and let the ninety years of waiting add another year to the 
investigation of these claims under circumstances where they can be 
fally and fairly investigated and discussed, and stand or fall upon their 
own merits alone. [Applause.] 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

JAMES A. STEWART. 


Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I ask the gentleman from Texas to yield to 
me for a moment to submit a conference . 

. With the understanding that it is not taken out of 
my time. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Certainly. 

I submit a report from a committee of conference. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the 8 votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 9271) for the relief of James A. 
Stewart, having met, after full and free conference have 
and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate, 


and agree to the same. 
WILLIAM J. STONE, 
S. W. T. LANHAM 
BENJAMIN BUTTERWORTH, 
Managers on the part of the House, 
JOHN C. SPOONER, 
GEORGE F. HO. 
SAMUEL PASCO, * 
on the part of the Senate, 


Mr. HOLMAN. What is the Senate amendment? Let it be read. 
Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I can state the substance of it in a moment. 
My friend willremember that the House passed a bill providing for the 
yment of $4,000, and the Senate amendment reduces the sum to 


500-—— 

Mr. HOLMAN. You accept the Senate amendment? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Yes, sir. 

The was adopted. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH moved to reconsider the vote by which the 
report was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


*DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. SAYERS. I now yield five minutes of the time to the gentle- 
man from Iowa . KERR]. 

Mr. KERR. . Speaker, these amendments embrace a proposition 
that for a short time has been before the Committee on Claims of this 
House. It did not have consideration in committee until alittle over a 
weekago. At that time the Committee on Claims was by the 
claim agents who represent these several hundred claims that in a body 
are ted here and to be allowed in a lump, combined as they are 
with other meritorious provisions in a bill the defeat of which would 
involve suffering and want to a large number of meritorious claimants, 
in a e TOE N A US ont igs Mr 
part of which are pension and bounty claims, as has been so forcibly 
stated by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNoN]. Those claim 
agents, as I say, besieged the Committee on Claims, They stood by 
the score at the door of the room of the Committee on Claims, pre- 
senting this demand; and I believe it is an admitted fact that in pro- 
portion as the actual claimants’ interest decreases and the interest of 
the claim agents increases the claims are pushed for consideration in 
this Congress and before that committee. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, there is no just foundation for these claims in my 
judgment. The gentleman from Vermont [Mr. Grout] alleges that 
this Government was under obligation to maintain the sup of 
France in the West India Islands. I assert that there is no foundation 
for that statement. That is the basis on which the gentleman from Ver- 
mont founds the justice of these claims. But the nation of France, on 
its own motion and by the act of its own legislative assembly, aban- 
doned all claim to the West India Islands, abrogated all government 
over those islands, and by that act declared them free. And yet the 
gentleman, in defiance of that historical fact, says that we were bound 
asa nation to maintain the supremacy of France in the West India 
Islands after France had abandoned those islands, and on this state- 
ment bases the argument that we also became a guaranty to the claim- 
ants for the payment of these spoliation claims. 

Mr. Clay in a report submitted in 1826 made the statement that 
France had never any claim at any time that was based on 


to recommend 
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the same foundation on which these claims were based; and that bein 
the opinion of Mr. Clay at that time, which is not denied as far as 
am aware, I can not see where there is any just basis for the claims 
now. The allowance of the claims would be a proclamation to the 
world that the American Congresses for the last ninety years have been 
faithless to the interests of the American people, and that those Con- 


gresses have been dishonest. Now, I protestagainst such a conclusion 
being arrived at. No man claimed that these claims ought to be paid 
until a few years before the report of Mr. Clay was made, and yet after 
a lapse of ninety years, during which the whole Mississippi Valley has 
been settled, these men, living along the coast, representing the grand- 
children of the men who kindled the blue-lights along our shores, and 
sympathized with England as against France, ask us to pay their de- 
scendants for the losses sustained in that trade which France said was un- 
lawful, and for which she steadily refused to make reparation. [Ap- 
plause]. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. SAYERS. I now yield the floor to the gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. BLAND]. [Cries of Vote!“ Vote!“ 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, a few days ago, in this House, in the 
course of a discussion, we heard the expression made use of ‘‘that where 
fraud was law filibustering was patriotism’’ [applause, and cries of 
“Vote!” „Vote!“ ]; and I say where profligacy in the United States 
Senate is the rule filibustering here is patriotism. [Loud cries of 
„Vote!“ ‘“Vote!’’] Very well, if gentlemen insist on this sort of 
proceeding I am perfectly content, because I can stay here all night. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will insist that the House 
shall be in order, and that the gentleman from Missouri may be per- 
mitted to proceed without interruption. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. I hope the Chair will insist hereafter 
on preserving order on the floor of the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It will of course be very disagreeable 
for the Chair to be compelled to enforce order on the floor by the means 
which every member of the House knows the presiding officer of this 
body hasaright toemploy. The Chair hopes that members will assist 
the Chair in preserving order. 

The gentleman from Missouri will proceed. 

Mr. BLAND. Because the money involved in this bill, and proba- 
bly $30,000,000 besides, is owned by millionaire i t 
have the power to get their claim on an appropriation bill; but one of 
my poor constituents, who has a claim that has been adjudicated as 
this has, by the Court of Claims, is denied that privilege. Under the 
rules of this House it does not belong on this bill, It was ruled out 
by the Chairman of the Committee in this House, and on appeal sus- 
tained by an overwhelming vote. Yet the United States Senate under- 
takes to coerce this House by putting it on an appropriation bill carry- 

ions and various other meritorious claims. 

Mr. Speaker, the Senate sends this bill here with the idea that they 
intend to make it go through this House in this coercive way or this 
bill shall fail. I meet them on that ground; and I say I will stand here 
until the 4th of March and all parliamentary means shall be used to 
defeat the coercive action of the Senate. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Oh! you havesaid that before. 

Mr. BLAND. The people of the United States have given the power 
of the purse-strings to the House, because they are the representatives 
of the people; andif there is any manhood in this House, and especially 
on this side of the House, they will not be coerced into this measure 
by the United States Senate. I move a further recess of two hours. 
[Langhter. ] 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move to strike out two hours“ and insert 
‘fone hour and thirty minutes.“ 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. I movetoamend that motion by making 
it one hour and three-quarters, 

Mr. McCOMAS. I make the point of order against both those mo- 
tions, and desire to be heard a moment on the point of order. 

pone SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state the point or 
order, 

Mr. McCOMAS. My motion is entered on the Journal to recede, 
and the previous question thereon. The Chair having decided my right 
to make that motion, I say that the gentleman in charge of the bill can 
not give up the hour for dilatory motions to cut out a motion of higher 
privilege—a motion to recede from the disagreement between the two 
Houses, - 

Mr. BLAND. Ihave the floor. The whole time was yielded up to 
me, and the bill, so far as that is concerned. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has no hesitation in decid- 


ing the point of order. 
Mr. DIBBLE. I desire to speak to the point of order. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will decide the point of order 


without further debate. There never has been a ruling by any occu- 
pant of the chair, so far as the Chair knows, that would give toa mem- 
r the floor that would hold against a motion to take a recess. The 
Chair overrules the point of order, and the question is on the amend- 
M — Mr Speak parli tary 
r. 5 er, a iamen in $ 
The SPEAKER pro lempore. The gentleman A port 


Mr. McCOMAS. When, then, does my right come in, as the Speaker 
decided that I had the right to make the motion? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman can be recognized when 
the House acts upon the motion now pending before the House, which 
von precedence, and when the gentleman gets the floor in his own 
ri 

Mr. McCOMAS. Is my motion now pending? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state to the gentleman 
it » ae pending. The gentleman has not obtained the floor in his own 
right. 

Mr. MCCOMAS. I will ask the Chair whether the Journal does not 
show that motion as pending ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is demanded. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I rise to the parliamentary inquiry. When shall 
T have that right? = 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has stated to the gentleman 
that he has not the right at this time to make the motion submitted 
by him. The Chair recognized the gentleman to submit a motion 
pending the motion of the gentleman from Texas, which is yet unde- 
termined. [Cries of Regular order!“ 

Mr. McCOMAS, I make another point of order, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. McCOMAS. My point is that the gentleman from Missouri was 
only yielded the floor for debate upon this conference disagreement, 
and not for the purpose of making a motion for a recess. 

Mr. BLAND. The gentleman yielded me the floor entirely. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that the gentle- 
man from Texas stated that he yielded the floor to the gentleman from 
Missouri, which placed him in control of all the time and all the rights 
the gentleman from Texas had. - 

Mr. DIBBLE. Bnt, Mr. Speaker, I make the further point of order 
that the gentleman who charge of the bill had no right to yield 
his of the bill to cut out a member of the committee who had : 
another motion of higher privilege when he could make the motion 
himself. But itis not in his parliamentary power to make a motion 
to defeat his own motion. 

The SPEAKER protempore. There is no motion of higher privilege 
PG O OOUR AKD LAO OE E S REON DISE mee ONE 
adjourn. 

The question was taken on the amendment of Mr. STONE, of Mis- 
om _ the Speaker pro tempore announced that the noes seemed to 

ve i 

Mr. BLAND. Division. : 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 16, noes 

Mr. BLAND. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER pro . The Chair will appoint as tellers the 

entleman from Missouri i Mr. BLAND] and the gentleman from Mary- 
[Mr. McComas]. - 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make a proposition to the — 
gentleman from Maryland [Mr. McComas] and the gentleman from 2 J 
Texas [Mr. SAYERS]... My proposition is that by unanimous consent 
the vote be now taken upon the motion of the gentleman from Texas 
that the House do further insist upon its disagreement to the Senate 
amendments. 

Mr. BLAND. Regular order. 

Mr. CANNON. I thought that was what the gentleman from Mis- 
souri wanted. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Maryland [Mr. 
McComas] and the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] will please ‘ 
act as tellers. | 

Mr. BLAND (pending the count by tellers). Mr. Speaker, I will | 
withdraw the point of no quorum if it is understood that the motion 
of the gentleman from Texas is to prevail, If the proposition of the 
gentleman from Texas is voted down, then I want it understood that 
I shall have the right to insist upon the point of no quorum and upon 
a vote on the pending motion to take a recess, 

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman has that right under the rule. 

Mr. BLAND. Well, I want to reserve it now. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I object. Mr. Speaker, what was the proposi- 
tion? 8 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state the proposition 
as the Chair understands it. On accountof the confusion on the floor 
the Chair is not certain that he understands the proposition correctly. 
The proposition of the gentleman from Dlinois [Mr. CANNON], as the 
Chair understands it, is that, pending the motion for a recess, a vote 
shall be taken on the motion submitted by the gentleman from Texas 
[Mr. SAYERS], that the House insist upon its disagreement to the Sen- 
ate amendments and agree to a conference. : 

Mr. SPRINGER. That is all right if we can have the vote without 
taking the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair understands the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] does not withdraw his motion for a re- 


cess. 
Mr. BLAND. I do not withdraw it unless upon the understanding 
T have stated. My proposition is that pending these motions for a re- 
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2 a oe be taken upon the motion of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
AYERS]. ; 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House will be in order and the 
Chair will again state the proposition. The gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. Cannon] asks unanimous consent that, pending the decision upon 
the several motions which have been submitted to the House for a re- 
cess, a vote shall be taken upon the motion made by the gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. SAYERS] that the House further insist upon its disa- 
ment to the amendments of the Senate and agree to a conference. 

there objection ? 

Mr. LYNCH. I object. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I did not demand thé yeas and nays. 
I insisted that the vote should be taken without the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Nothing has been said about the yeas 
and nays. The gentleman from Pennsylvania simply objects. The 
Chair does not know upon what ground and has no right to inquire. 

Mr. CANNON. I do not suppose the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
himself knows. [Laughter] 

Mr. SPRINGER. Some gentlemen seem to have misunderstood my 


suggestion. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the 
pending amendment be sent again to a committee of conference with- 
out instructions. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
DockERY] asks unanimous consent 

Mr. McCOMAS. Regular order. 

Mr. LYNCH. What is the proposition, Mr. Speaker? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. There is no proposition before the 
House. There is a motion to take a recess for one hour. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, informed 
the House of the passage without amendment of the bill (H. R. 6050) 
referring the claim of the owners of the steamer I. N. Bunton to the 
Court of Claims. 

It also announced agreement to the concurrent resolution ofthe House 
providing for the correct enrollment of the bill (H. R. 12571) making 
appropriations to supply deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1889, and for prior years, and for other purposes. 

It also announced the passage of the bill (H. R. 2896) for the relief of 
the heirs of John R. Treutlen. 

It further announced agreement to the report of the committee of con- 
ference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendments 
of the Senate to the. bill (H. R. 5716) for the establishment of a light- 
house at the mouth of Otter Creek, Lake Champlain. 

It further announced the passage of the bill (S. 3905) authorizing and 
directing the sale of certain property belonging to the United States, 
situated in Pittsburgh, Pa. f 

It farther announced that the Senate had passed the joint resolution 
(H. Res. 145) to print the Agricultural Report for 1889. 
DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. REED (during the count by tellers). I would like to inquire 
of the gentleman in charge of this bill why he does not bring it toa 
vote? [Cries of! Regular order !’’] ing in of the bill it is 
his duty to this House to bring it to a vote. [Renewed cries of Regu- 
lar order!“ 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded. 

Mr. REED. Perhaps the gentleman from Texas will give us the rea- 
son why he does not bring the bill to a vote. 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not now in order. 

Mr. REED. It is not a matter of debate, but by unanimous consent 
he could give his reasons. He is incharge of the bill, yet trying to de- 
feat it. 

Mr. BLAND. The gentleman from Maine is out of order. 

Mr. REED. Ithink the gentleman from Maine under our rules is 
in order. 

Mr. BLAND. Iam always in order and the gentleman from Maine 
always out of order. 

Mr. REED. It is a very strange spectacle to see a man in charge of 
a bill trying to defeat it. 

Mr. BLAND. I would like to.know if any gentleman on the floor 
me oe pt the proceedings by denouncing the member in charge ot 

The SPEAKER, Debate is not in order. The tellers will proceed 
with the count. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I desire to ask the gentleman from Maryland, who 
has entered a motion to recede, to withdraw that motion—— 

Mr. BLAND. There is no such motion pending. 

Mr. DIBBLE. And let the gentleman from Texas, who is in charge 
of the bill, submit such parliamentary motion as will enable us to pro- 
ceed with the measure, 

Mr. MoMILLIN. There is no motion to recede pending, I submit 
to the Chair. 
—.— DIBBLE. Well, if the gentleman from Maryland will with- 

wWw— 

Mr. McCOMAS, I made the motion, and it was entertained once. 


a McMILLIN. But the then presiding officer afterward ruled it 
ou 

The SPEAKER. This is not a matter for the Chair. The gentle- 
man from South Carolina [Mr. DIBBLE] is appealing to the gentleman 
from Maryland. ; 

Mr. SPRINGER. I ask, by unanimous consent, that the amend- 
ments to this bill which are not disposed of be referred to a committee 
ore conference—that another conference be authorized without any prej- 
udice. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Regular order. 

Mr. DIBBLE. As one of those who are in favor of the amendment 
which is now pending I am perfectly willing, so far as I am concerned, 
that no motion should be made by the friends of the measure, but that 
the gentJeman in charge of the bill be permitted to submit if he pleases 
a parliamentary motion to insist, and let the House vote upon it, and 
dispose of the bill. = 

Mr. BLAND. Regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is called for. 

8 Me REED. Let the gentleman in charge of the bill proceed with 
is 

The SPEAKER. Buta motion for a recess is pending. 

Mr. REED. It is his friends who are making that motion. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has no control over that. 

Mr. REED. The Chair has not, but the gentleman from Texas has. 
I am trying to reach the gentleman from Texas. 

Mr. BLAND. We had better have the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The tellers will proceed with the count. Gentle- 
men who have not voted will please come forward and vote. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I made a motion which was once entertained ani 
afterwards not considered. I am now willing to withdraw it—— 

Mr. BLAND. It is not pending at all. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I will not insist upon making that motion, but 
withdraw it in orderthat the peneman in charge of the bill may take 
what parliamentary steps he thinks proper to expedite the passage of 
this important bill. 

Mr. BLAND. Regular order. 

Mr. REED. Let the gentleman from Texas proceed. 

Mr. McCOMAS. So far as I can withdraw the motion I made, I do 
so for the purpose I have indicated. 

Mr. REED. The gentleman from Texas has abandoned the floor to 
the enemies of his own bill—a spectacle rarely seen in this House. 

Mr. BLAND. Let us have the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. Gentlemen who have not voted will please come 
forward and between the tellers. 

Mr. CASWELL. I ask unanimous consent that the House insiston 
its disagreement to the Senate amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair willstate the question. The gentleman 
from Wisconsin [ Mr. CASWELL] asked, by unanimousconsent, the House 
insist on its disagreement. Is there objection? 

Mr. DIBBLE. I object. 

Mr. REED. I would like to see the 
charge of his own bill. 

Mr. DIBBLE. What motion is pending? 

The SPEAKER. None except the motion made by the gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. SAYERS] that the House further insist on its disagree- 
ment to the Senate amendment. Pending that a motion was made that 
the House take a recess. 

Mr. REED. And pending that the gentleman from Texas yielded 
to the gentleman from Missouri and abandoned his position in charge 
of the bill and gave it over to its opponents, 

The SPEAKER. The House is dividing, and gentlemen who have 
not voted and desire to vote will do so. 

Mr. BLAND. I am taking care of it. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported—ay 1, noes 171. 

So the motion was to. 

The SPEAKER. The question recurs on the amendment of the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER]. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. I move that the House take a recess for 
one hour and a half. 

The SPEAKER. That is the motion now pending. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri, I will amend it by making it one hour 
and three-quarters. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I appeal to my colleague on the committee to take 
charge of the bill and expedite business, 

Mr. BLAND. I demand the regular order. 

Mr. REED. The gentleman from Texas has abandoned the charge 
of this bill and given it into the hands of its opponents. 

Mr. BLAND and Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, demanded the regu- 
lar order. 

The question recurred on the motion of Mr. STONE, of Missouri, to 
take a recess for one hour and three-quarters. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 18, noes 80. 

Mr. BLAND. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER appointed as tellers Mr. BLAND and Mr. McComas. 

Mr. SAYERS. I ask by unanimous consent of the House this bil 
be referred to the committee of conference without instructions. 


gentleman from Texas take 


1889. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


2709 


The SPEAKER. There is no committee of conference. 

Mr. SAYERS. I move, then, that a committee of conference be ap- 
pointed, to whom the bill shall be referred without instructions. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Without prejudice. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. DIBBLE. I object, unless I am permitted to make a state- 
ment. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DIBBLE. Mr. Speaker, I desire before withdrawing my objec- 
tion to the proposition which has been made by the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. SAYERS] to make some statement in relation to the ex- 
traordinary posture in which the gentleman who was in charge of this 
bill has placed himself. It is a well-known fact, Mr. Speaker, that 
here assembled on the floor of this House to-night, on both sides of it, 
a majority of the representatives of the people are ready to do that 
tardy justice to claimants to whom this country is indebted and who 
have waited for payment, generation after generation, for ninety years. 

It is equally well known this matter has been thoroughly sifted and 
discussed in two committees of this House. Having seen at the opening 
of this Congress, and having had some experience in past Congresses of the 
dilatory tactics of the opponents of the French spoliation claims, I 
took occasion to move the reference of these claims to the Committee 
on Appropriations, one of the high committees of this House, as far back 
as December, 1887, 

The members of this House, after a free, fair, and liberal discussion, 
on a yea-and-nay vote, resolved bya vote of 163 members of this body, 
a majority of all its members, in favor of the proposition, which I then 
submitted, and only 84 votes were opposed to it. 

Congress referredthese matters to the Court of Claims, and that court, 
aftersifting all of the claims, and after a thorough and elaborate exami- 
nation of all of the evidence, submitted its findings of fact to this body, 
and the claims were placed upon the appropriation bill, where, by the 
order of the House, they were directed to laced, and the question 
was debated before this House with a deliberation, which I may say has 
been unexampled in this Congress, day after day, from the 3d day of 
August, 1888, until the 21st. 

In that debate, Mr. Speaker, members on both sides of this House 
participated, and then the point of order was raised against the claims 
to prevent a majority of House from expressing its ng mas upon 
the matter, which is peculiarly within the province of the Representa- 
tives of the people. 

Now, sir, we have this question again before us to-night, and we have 
before us this alternative presented at the same time: that either we 
must give our consent to this request, or one of the great rf i, es 
bills of this country, carrying necessary appropriations for the Depart- 
ments of the Government, shall fail of its passage, and that another ap- 
propriation bill equally important to the country which is behind it, 
and which can not be reached until this is disposed of, shall also fail. 
And now, after we, the Representatives of the American people, have 
eee decided upon the moneys we shall vote to carry on the Gov- 
ernment, then comes the opposition of a minority, so that we the major- 
ity are compelled to say to that minority, Take what you will, and 
save the great appropriation bills of the country.” 

Deprive these claimants, if you will, of the justice that is due to them, 
and of their rights, after the judges have said that the Government owes 
them the money; let them go to another Co and another again, 
as they have been doing for the past ninety years; or we are told, The 
wheels of the Government shall be clogged for the want of money to 
carry it on, and we, the majority, are to be held responsible for a state 
well ofanarchy.’? And so, sir, this is the remarkable condition 
in which we find one House of the American Congress at this time. 
Hera we are within a few hours of the close of this Co: We 
have ce} alternative but to give way to the minority in its unreasonable 
deman J 

But still more remarkable, Mr. Speaker, is the fact that the gentle- 
man of the Appropriations Committee who has charge of this bill makes 
the regular parliamentary motion, which is the motion that he bona 
fide sup that the House insist upon its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate and ask a further conference, and upon that mo- 
tion, which, if it prevails, would give the opponents of these claims all 
they ask for, he is entitled to one hour for debate, and then those who 
favor these claims are entitled on their motion to their hour, and the 
matter to be then decided by the House. 

But instead of that, whatdoes he do? He consumes all but the last 
few minutes of his time; he is in charge of a great Government ap- 
propriation bill, and in his charge of it, after making the motion to 
insist, the motion which he desires to prevail, he then surrenders the 
remainder of his time and the floor to a member of this House who is 
not a member of the Appropriations Committee, and that member 
makes a dilatory motion, which is followed by other members rising 
here to make other dilatory motions, the necessary consequence of 
which will be to consume the remainder of this session, and defeat the 
appropriation bills. 

ow, sir, I say this is not parliamentary; it is not fair; it is not 
right. Why, then, was it done? Because the gentleman in charge of 


this bill was afraid to put his own motion before the House, because 
he knew that on a fair, untrammeled vote of this House, the motion to 
insist would have been defeated, and the sense of the House expressed 
in favor of fairness and justice to these claimants. But we are pow- 
erless. We have surrendered the bill for them to make any parlia- 
mentary motion they might desire to carry it through, and allow us 
the simple privilege, which we thought we had, as representatives of our 
respective constituencies, to have a vote upon the amendment, so that 
when it went into the conference again, it would go as the voice of the 
members of this body, instead of the voice of three members of the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

That was all the privilege we asked. But that privilege is denied us, 
and gentlemen of this House, sent here by their respective constitu- 
encies to do the public business, stand here and make dilatory motions 
that the House shall take a recess, and supplement it with similar mo- 
tions, and thus diminish the little bit of time that is left of the Fiftieth 
Congress, so that these great bills shall fail, unless the majority will 
surrender; because some men think that a minority should run the 
Government, and that the Government can not be carried on properly 
unless such minority of the House of Representatives runs it. 

Against any such doctrine, Mr. Speaker, I protest. Ihave to yield 
and give in to the unanimous consent sought, for the sake of i 
these bills; but I deem it due to my constituents and to myself that I 
should in this manner protest against the position in which we are re- 
luctantly placed, and while I will not object to this unparliamentary 
mode proposed for passing this bill, and now surrender to this minority, 
I protest against the necessity of doing it, as an abridgment of my 
right, as a member on this floor, to represent the views and the wishes 
of my constituents, [Applause.] 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection tothe request of the gentleman 
from Texas? ` 

Mr. McCOMAS. I desire, Mr. Speaker, to object unless I can make 
a brief statemeut. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Maryland that he may be permitted to make astatement? The 
Chair hears none. 

Mr. McCOMAS, Mr. Speaker [cries of Regular order!“ ], as a 
membo of this committee of conference—— [Cries of Regular 
order! 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota, I object. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Mr. Speaker, my objection is pending. 

Mr. KERR, Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. KERR. All objection to this proceeding and to the request of 
the gentleman in charge of this bill was withdrawn except a condi- 
tional objection. 

The SPEAKER. But still any gentleman on the floor has the right 
to ohject. The gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. DIBBLE] rose to 
speak for himself, and said that he would not object if he were allowed 
to make a statement. The Chair thereupon asked if there was objec- 
tion and there was none, and the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. Mc- 
ComAs] said that he would not object if he were also allowed to make 
a statement. 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent, which I 
think is a reasonable request, that the gentleman from Maryland have 
permission to proceed and make his statement. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognized the gentleman from Mary- 
land, and he was about to proceed when the gentleman from Iowa’ 
[Mr. KERE] stated that he objected, and demanded the regular order. 
The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] asks unanimous 
consent that the gentleman be allowed to make a brief statement. 
How long? 

Mr. McCOMAS. Five minutes or less. 

Mr. REED. It is, then, understood that there is no objection, and 
that that is to finish it. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to granting the gentleman from 
Maryland five minutes in which to make a statement? : 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. After five minutes are occupied in that 
way what will be the parliamentary status ? 

The SPEAKER. The request of the gentleman from Texas will 
then be acceded to. : 

Mr. McCOMAS. It has not been my desire, but my duty, as a mem- j 
ber of that committee and of that conference, when an amendment was 
put upon this bill by a co-ordinate body, to insist, out of respect to 
that body, that this House should take some action either for or against 
the amendment of the Senate. For hours, in my pleasure, I contended| 
for that right; and as I believed to be right, moved to recede from the 
disagreement. But after hours had passed, to my very great regret, 
my colleague, in charge of this bill, suddenly abandoned the bill; and 
when I gave notice that I would not even insist upon my right to have 
considered the amendement of the Senate, a co-ordinate body, that bill, 
in charge of my colleague, as a trust and involving millions, was thrown! 
upon the floor of this House and trampled upon by gentlemen who are 
filibustering, absolutely disregarding the decorum and orderly conduét! 
of this business. 

When notified that I waived any charge of the bill and that my! 
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colleague should proceed to have any motion he desired to advance the 
business of the House—to either recede or to insist—we had the spec- 
tacle of his standing still, in the last hours of the session, and abso- 
lutely abandoning this great appropriation bill, until it seems that 
everybody else who was opposing it was unmindful of the public inter- 
est; unmindful of the necessity it would create for an extra session; 
unmindfal of the sundry civil bill; unmindſul that this bill contains 
provisions for the military and naval establishments; $8,000,000 for 
pensions and pensioners; claims for Army and Navy supplies, and that 
every interest of this Government and every Department of the admin- 
istration in the coming current year were involved. 

When I found this to be so, that this bill was being abandoned, I be- 
lieved it tobe my duty at sucha juncture to surrender the right in the 
conduct of affairs which gives to this House and the membership here the 
right to havea vote for or against this measure, and to withdraw and abso- 
Iutely consent that, without a vote upon the proposition, when that 
vote would be largely affirmative, for the sake of the country and the 
appropriation bills, this irregular mode should triumph and the bill go 
back to conference. That duty is upon those who had the Executive 
to consider, and I will withdraw my objection. 

The SPEAKER. The order is now made, and the Chair will appoint 
the same managers, the gentleman from Texas, Mr. SAYERS, the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania, Mr. RANDALL, and the gentleman from 
Maryland, Mr. MCCOMAS. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. SAYERS. I ask unanimous consent that I may have five min- 


utes to make a statement. [Cries of Oh, no!” and counter-cries of 


That is fair!’?] 

Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules and pass 
the resolution which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. Speaker, what is the question now pending? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Payson] was 
recognized by the Chair and sent up a resolution, and the gentleman 
states that he moves to suspend the rules and pass it. 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a privileged question. I call up 
for consideration the contested-election case of Sullivan vs. Felton. 

The SPEAKER. That is a matter of higher privilege. 

Mr. CRISP. I have no objection to the gentleman from Texas hav- 
ing time in which to make a statement. 

The SPEAKER. Unanimous consent is asked by the gentleman 
from Texas for five minutes in which to make a statement. 

Mr. PAYSON. Regular order. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made by the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. REED. I think he ought to have a chance to explain. 

Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. PAYSON. If the request for unanimous consent made by the 
gentleman from Texas will not prejudice the existing condition of my 
resolution, I have no objection to his proceeding. 

The SPEAKER. It will not. 

Will the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Payson] repeat his parlia- 

mentary inquiry? 
Mr. PAYSON. My inquiry is this: If the request for unanimous 
consent made by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. SAYERS] shall be ac- 
quiesced in, does that prejudice the existing condition of the motion I 
have made? 

The SPEAKER. It does not. 

Mr. PAYSON. Then I make no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state the situation so that the gen- 
tleman from Illinois may understand it. The gentleman fiom Georgia 
[Mr. Crisp], after the gentleman from Illinois sent up his resolution, 
ae toa question of privilege, a contested-election case, which, of course, 

priority. 

Mr. PAYSON. And against that I rhise the question of considera- 
tion. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. SAYERS] asks 
unanimous consent to make a statement for five minutes. Is there ob- 
jection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr, SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, when the present Congress metand this 
House was organized you did me the honor to place me upon the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. I went to that committee with an earnest 
desire to perform my duty, not only to the Government and the country, 
but to each individual citizen. I soon found, aſter an experience of but 
a few weeks, that before that Committee on Appropriations there came 
claims of every conceivable kind and character, both ancient and mod - 
ern, the great majority of which ought not to be i 

When the deficiency bill of the first session of the present Congress 
came up for consideration what are known as the French iati 
claims were placed upon that bill in obedience to a resolution of this 
House. As one of the members of that.committee I gave those claims 
my honest and most careful consideration. I believed then, and I be- 
lieve now, that those claims, which have been repudiated for almost a 
century, which have been vetoed by two Presidents, ought not to be 
paid by this Administration. I opposed them at that time and have 
opposed them during the present session of this Congress. 


A gentleman who has ken here has referred to my action in re- 
gard to this defici Let me tell my friends upon the other 
side of this Chamber that if it had not been for me that bill would now 
be sleeping in the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 
Through my earnest solicitation and entreaty objections were with- 
drawn and that bill went into conference for the purpose, if possible, 
of securing an agreement with the Senate upon all the material prop- - 
ositions involved in the bill. If it be not a violation of parli tary 
courtesy I will say to the House that I told the Senators that it would 
be impossible to pass this bill with those amendments upon it, and I 
urged them to recede. 

Mr. REED. Did you tell them that you had refused to let the 
House vote on the amendment? 

Mr.SAYERS. The gentleman from Maine will keep his seat. I do 
not yield. 

Mr. REED. Why did you not explain to them why you refused to 
let the House vote upon the amendments? 

Mr. SAYERS, Iam not responsible to the gentleman from Maine, 
great a man as he is in his own estimation. I stand responsible to the 
House and to the country for my action. 

Mr. REED. Answer the question, why do you not? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine can not interrupt the 
gentleman from Texas without his consent. 

Mr. SAYERS. One word more, Mr. Speaker, because I have but a 
minute longer. So faras my action since this bill was reported from 
the conference is concerned, I have no apologies to make. Those who 
know me, those with whom I have lived and who have honored me, 
know full well that I would take no step unless it should be taken with 


an eye single to the best interests of the people. There were millions 


and millions involved in this deficiency bill, not only for the support 


of the Government but for the payment of pensions and the paymentot 
bounties, and why should they be compelled to bear the weight of claims 
that have been repudiated for nearly a century? 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. What 
is the question now pending before the House? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has assumed that the motions for a re- 
cess were withdrawn. If they are not withdrawn, they are pending be- 
fore the House. 

Mr. BLAND. I have not withdrawn the motion for a recess. 

Mr. REED. I object. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. I have made a motion for a recess, which 
has not been withdrawn. 

Mr. BLAND. I have not withdrawn my motion, but in the inter- 
est of the contested-election case I will withdraw it. 

Mr. CRISP. I appeal to my friend from Missouri to withdraw that 
motion and let us do tardy justice to the contestant in this case. 

Mr. REED. The tardiness has been in doing justice to the other 
side. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I withdraw the amendment which I offered. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman withdraws his amendment, as the 
Chair understands. 

Mr. BLAND. I have made the point of no quorum on the mo- 
tion made by the gentleman from Missouri. That has not been with- 
drawn; but I now withdraw it, in order that the gentleman from Geor- 
gia may call up the contested-election case. 

Mr. McKENNA. I renew it. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. STONE] de- 
clines, as the Chair understands, to withdraw his motion for a recess. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. I will withdraw it on the understand- 


18 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman can not withdraw it conditionally; 
he must either withdraw it or not withdraw it. s 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. I withdraw it. 

r papper tiie I move that the House take a recess until 12 
0 é 

Mr. WARNER. Would it be in order for me toask unanimous con- 
sent now that the House concur in the Senate bill to which I called 
the attention of members this morning? 

The SPEAKER. It is in order to ask unanimous consent at any 
time when the order is not insisted upon. 

Mr. WARNER. The bill to which I refer is a publie-building bill, 
in to which I gave the facts to the House this morning. ` 

Mr. CATCHINGS. order. 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. S er, would it be in order for me to ask what 
has become of the land-forfeiture bill which was reported yesterday 
afternoon at 4 o’clock, which has had the right of way before this House 
from that time until now at 12 o’clock to-night, but which the gentle- 
men who have had it in e have not called up—have not given us 
an 7 ty to vote upon it or speak upon it? [Cries of Regular 
order ! 7? 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will answer the question of the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. Scorr] by saying that the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. Payson] has sent to the Clerk’s desk a motion to 
suspend the rules and di of that subject; but pending that the 
gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Crisp] ealls up asa privileged matter 
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the contested-election case, and that the gentleman from Cal- 
aid [Mr. MCKENNA] moves that the House take a recess until 12 
0 

Mr. CRISP. On that motion I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and pays were ordered, 48 members voting in favor thereof. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the negative—yeas 
2, nays 191, not voting 130; as follows: 


YEAS—2. 
Hiestand, Plumb. 
NAYS—191. 
Abbott, Crisp, Ketcham, Post, 
Adams, Crouse, 7 Rice, 
Anderson, Iowa Culberson, La Follette, Romeis, 
Anderson, Miss, Cummings, Laidlaw, Rowell, 
Anderson, IIL Cutcheon, Landes, Rowland, 
Anderson, 1 Lane, Russell, 
Baker, N.Y. Darlington, Lanham, Sawyer, 
Baker, III Davidson, Fla. Latham, t, 
Bankhead, Davis, Lawler, Seull, 
es, De O, Long, Seney, 
Bayne, Dibble, Lynch, Seymour, 
Belden, Dockery, Macdonald, Shaw, 
Bingham, Dorsey, Mahoney, 
Blanc Elliott, Maish, Shively, 
Bland, En! Mansur, 
Bliss, Farq r. Martin, Smith. 
Blount, Fisher, Mason, Steele, 
Booher, Fitch, McAdoo, Stephenson, 
Bou Flood. McClammy, Stewart, Tex. 
Bowden, Fuller, McCormick, * Stockdale, 
Bowen, Gallinger, M : Stone, K 
kinridge, Ark. Gibson, MecCullogh, Stone, Mo. 
Breckinridge, Ky. Grimes, McKinley, Tarsney, 
Eoria, rout, McKinney, Taul 
Brow Hall, MeMillin, Taylor, J. D., Ohio 
Brow ne, T. H. B., Va. Harmer, McRae, 
Brown, J. R., Va. — Mills, ‘Thompson, Cal. 
Bryce. Ha Mofütt, eey, 
Buckalew, Hay Montgomery, Turner, Ga. 
Burrows, Hay maps Toore, Vance, 
Butler, Heard Morgan, Vandever, 
Butterworth, Hemphill, Morrow, ade, 
Bynum, Henderson, Iowa Nichols, Walker, 
Campbell, F., N.Y. Henderson, N. C. Norwood, Warner, 
Candler, enderson, III. tes, 
Cannon, Herbert, O'Donnell, Weaver, 
Carlton, Hern ann, O'Ferrall, ler, 
Carut ires, O'Neal, Ind. White, N. Y. 
Caswell, Holman, O'Neill, Pa. Whiting, aran 
Catchings, Hooker, O'Neill, Mo. 
Hopkins, III. Outhwaite, Wilkins, ° 
Chipman, Hopkins, Parker, Wilkinson, 
x Howard, Payson, Wilson, Minn. 
0 Laa * Pry cia: Baie vehi Va. 
emen ohnston, In enin; ey, 
bb, 5 Kean, Perkins, Yoder, 
Compton, Kennedy, Perry, Yost. 
Conger, Kerr, Posey, 
NOT VOTING—190. 
Allen, Mass, Ermentrout, Laird, Rogers, 
Allen, Mich. Felton, Lee. Russell, 
Allen, Finley, Lehibach, Rusk, 
Arnold, Foran, Lind, Ryan, 
Atkinson, Ford, Lodge, Sayers, 
Bacon, Forney, Arar Snyder, 
Barry, Fre: ett, Sowden, 
Biggs, Funston, Matso Spinola, 
Boothman, Gaines, McComas, Spooner, 
Bound, Gay, McKenna, Springer, 
Browne, Ind. Gear, McShane, Stahlnecker, 
Brown, Ohio Gest, Merri Stewart, Ga. 
Brumm, Glass, Milliken, Stewart, Vt. 
Buchanan, Glover, Morrill, Struble, 
unnell, Goff, Morse, Symes, 
Burnett, Granger, Neal, Taylor, E. B., Ohio 
Campbell, Ohio Greenman, Nelson, ‘Thomas, 
Campbell,T.J., N. V. Grosvenor, Newton, Thomas, W 
Cock Guenther, Nutting, Thompson, Ohio 
Cogswel! Hare, Osborne, Tillman, 
Hitt, Owen, 
Hogg, Patton, ‘Turner, Kans. 
Cothran, Holmes, Peters, Weber, 
Cow Hopkins, Va. Phelan, West, 
Cox, ouk, Phelps, White, 
—.— 5 — Whiting, Mass. 
utton, > rne, 
Pavenport, Jackson, Randall Wilber, 
D .vidson, Ala. am, N. C. * Rayner, W. 
Dingle. ones. 
Dou; * Kelley, Woodburn, 
Du € Laffoon, Robertson, 
Dunn, Lagan. Rockwell, 
So the House refused to take a recess. 
During the vote, 
On ie of Mr. PAYSON, by unanimous consent, the reading of 
the names was. dispensed with. 


The following additional pairs were announced for this calendar day: 
Mr. Cox with Mr. WHITING, of Massachusetts. 

Mr. TILLMAN with Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. 

Mr. LEE with Mr. LODGE. 

Mr. Rocers with Mr. DUNHAM. 

Mr. Foran with Mr. ROCKWELL. 

Mr. WisE with Mr. STRUBLE. 

Mr. Saaw with Mr. MCKENNA. 

Mr. ROBERTSON with Mr. JACKSON., 


Mr. Bicas with Mr. DAVENPORT. 

Mr. BLiss with Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, with Mr. NELSON. 

Mr. GREENMAN with Mr, PETERS. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina, announced that his colleague 
(Mr. JonHnston] was absent on account of sickness. 

The vote was then announced as above recorded. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
Mr. THOMAS, of Kentucky, by unanimous consent, was granted 
leave of absence on account of sickness. 
Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina, moved that his colleague [Mr. 
JOHNSTON] be granted leave of absence on accountrof sickness. 
The motion was agreed to. 


WITHDRAWALS OF PAPERS, 


On motion of Mr. BREWER, by unanimous consent, leave was 
granted for the withdrawal from the files of the House of papers in 
the case of Charles Thom, no adverse report having been made thereon. 

On motion of Mr. LAWLER, by unanimous consent, leave was 
ae for the withdrawal from the files of the papers in the cases of 

hn Marks and others now on file. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, informed 
the House of the passage of bills of the following titles; in which con- 
currence was requested: 

A bill (8. 3321) to incorporate the Washington and Great Falls Nar- 
row Gauge Railway Company; and 

A bill (S. 1712) for ther relief of G. M. Woodruff. 

It further informed the House of concurrence in the House resolution 
to print 15,000 of the eleventh number of the Statistical Abstract of the 
United States for the year 1888, and for the printing of the report of 
the Director of the Mint on the production of the precious metals in 
the United States for the calendar year 1888. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Dockery in the chair). The 
question is, Will the House proceed to the consideration of the Cali- 
fornia contested-election case of Sullivan against Felton? 

Mr. CASWELL, I rise for the purpose of submitting a conference 


report. 

The SPEAKER protempore, Against the proposition of the gentle- 
man from Georgia the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. CASWELL] and 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Payson] raise the question of consid- 
eration. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. Pending that I move that the House take 
a recess for one hour. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I move to amend by making it an hour and a 
half. 

; Mr. WEAVER. I move to amend the amendment by making it two 
Ours. 
PAWNBROKERS, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. HEMPHILL. Pending these amendments, Mr. Speaker, I de- 
sire to submit a conference report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the d ing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 13158) to to late and license 
pawnbrokers in the District of Columbia, having met, after full and and free confer- 
ae have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses 
as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Sen- 
ate numbered 1 and 2, and agree to the same. 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 3, 4,5, and 6. 

JOHN J. . 


on the part of the House. ` 
J. C. SPOO! 
C. B. FARWEL 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 


Mr. TAULBEE. Is there a statement accompanying this report? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Thestatement has not yet been read. 
Does the gentleman demand the reading? 

Mr. TAULBEE. I would like to hear it. 

The statement submitted by the House conferees was read, as follows: 


The rs on the of the House on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on bill H. R. 12154, to regulate and license pawnbrokers in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, make the following statement: 

The first amendment limits the persons who may become pawnbrokers under 
the operation of this law to citizens of the United! States. 

The second amendment simp) ty omits from the description of the goods given 
to the person making the loan the description of said pene, said den 
being required to bel Rows in the books of the pawnbroker, 

The third, recedes hon fifth amendments relate to the rate of interest, and 
the Senate reced itsamendments, and therefore the bill stands as it origi- 
nally rerea the Hi 

The six 2 relates to the length of time within which the party 
making a loan and whose property has been sold by the pawnbroker must call 
for the surplus of cash to whieh he would be entitled under the act, and from 


that the Senate recedes. 
JNO. J. HEMPHILL, 
BARNES COMPTON, 
WILLIAM W. GROUT, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
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Mr. HEMPHILL. I demand the previous question on the adoption 
of the report. 

Mr. TAULBEE, I would like toask my friend from South Carolina 
a question or two in regard to this bill. What is the rate of interest 
provided in the bill? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. As the bill originally passed the House it pro- 
vided that the rate should not exceed 24 per cent. per annum for sums 
of $25 or less, and above thatamount not more than 12 per cent. The 
Senate fixed the rate at 36 per cent. on sums of $25 and less, and 2 per 
cent. per month on sums over that amount. They have, however, re- 
ceded from their amendment, so that the bill is in all substantial re- 
spects the same as to rates as when it originally passed the House. 

Mr. TAULBEE. It provides for the collection by the pawnbrokers 
of a rate of interest of 24 per cent. per annum? 
Mr. HEMPHILL. Yes, not exceeding that. 

cent. 

Mr. McADOO. Did the brokers object to this bill in the Senate? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Well, I do not know whether they did in the 
Senate or not; they did before the House committee, 

Mr. TAULBEE. How much do they want? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I suppose all they can get. 
this time has been 60 per cent. 

Mr. McADOO. Isu they want 100 per cent. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. e reduced it to 24 per cent., and that was 
agreed upon by the conferees. 

Of course it is a heavy rate of interest, but you must not make it too 
Jow or else these people will not lend upon the kind of security that is 
presented, and the poor people will be compelled to sell their furniture 
and other property instead of obtaining a loan upon it with the privilege 
of redeeming it at some future time. e 

We also provide that when the brokers sell the property, if it sells 
for more than the amount of the loan, the balance over and above the 
loan shall be paid over to the original owner of the property. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Let me ask the gentleman if there is any chance 
or possibility at this stage of the game of reducing the rate of interest 
for the next ten days? [Laughter. 

Mr. HEMPHILL, I do not think there is, 

Mr. TAULBEE. I thought perhaps my friend, being on the com- 
mittee, might be able to give me that information. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Iam not able todoso, Iregret to say. I will 
say to the gentleman, further, that the rate here is as low as any other 
city in the United States as proposed by this bill. 

Mr. HEARD. And it is now 60 per cent. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I understand. 

Mr. BREWER. I would suggest to the gentleman from Kentucky 
that this is entirely satisfactory to the people who patronize the pawn- 
brokers. [Laughter. ] 

Mr, BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Perhaps the gentleman from 
i esi will be willing to tell us how he knows that fact. [Laugh- 
ter. 

Mr. BREWER. Not from personal experience, but these people were 
before the committee. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Mr. Speaker, in view of the fact that this is en- 
tirely satisfactory to the people who patronize the pawnbrokers, as I 
am assured by what I believe to be reliable authority, I do not make 
any further objection. [Laughter. 

The previous question was orde 
report was adopted. 

Mr. HEMP. L moved to reconsider the vote by which the report 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I hope the bill will now be enrolled speedily, and 
sent to the President of the United States. [Laughter.] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Debate is not in order. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. If the mo- 
tion to take a recess and the amendments are withdrawn, what matter 
comes first before the House? 

The SPEAKER protempore. The election case called up by the gen- 
tleman from Georgia, which is of superior privilege to the motion of the 
gentleman from Illinois; and if the motion to take a recess and the 
amendments thereto are withdrawn, the question of consideration will 
be presented to the House and the vote taken upon that. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I will withdraw the amendment I offered. 

nt Pag ee And I will withdraw the amendment submitted by 
m 

Mtr. STONE, of Missouri. I wish to ask a question for information. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. I wish to ask, if the vote be against con- 
sidering the election case, what then would be the pending question 
before the House? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the absence of any other motion, 
under the rules of the House the question would be on the motion of 
the gentleman from Illinois, 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. I insist on my motion. 


The rate now is 60 per 


The limit up to 


, under the operation of which the 


Mr. BYNUM. There is another privileged case pending, however, 
which is entitled to po consideration to either of these, namely, the 


veto message of the 
[Mr. MILLSI. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That case can be upon when 
the election case is disposed of in its order. The Chair will not pre- 
sume to dispose of it now. Does the gentleman from Missouri with- 
draw his motion for a recess ? 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. I do not. 

Mr. BREWER. Who is filibustering against taking up the election 

9 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Wisconsin raises 
the question of consideration against the election case called up by the 
gentleman from Georgia, and pending that the gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. STONE] moves that the House tabe a recess for one hour. 
The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. OUTHWAITE] moves to amend that mo- 
tion so as to take a recess for one hour and a half. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I have withdrawn that. 

Mr. STEELE, Then I move to take a recess until to-morrow morn- 
ing at 9 o’clock. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
WEAVER] has moved to amend the motion of the gentleman from Ohio 
by moving to take a recess for two hours. Does the gentleman with- 
draw that motion? 

Mr. WEAVER. I do not. [After a pause. ] I withdraw my mo- 
tion ſor the present. 

a STEELE. Then I moye to amend so as to take a recess until 9 
0’ 2 > 

The question was put; and the Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. SCOTT. Division. 

Mr. STEELE. I shall withdraw that motion at the suggestion of 
gentlemen, and make it 8 o’clock. 

The question was put; and the Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 14, noes 55. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The Chair will appoint as tellers the 
gentleman from Missouri TMe SroNE] and the gentleman from Indi- 
ana [Mr. STEELE]. 

Mr. STEELE. IfI may be allowed I will withdraw that motion. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. I object. 

Mr. WEAVER. Then I renew the motion. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Was the point of no quorum withdrawn ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It was not, but the gentleman with- 
drew his amendment, which withdrew the point of no quorum. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I make the point that it was not in order for the 
gentleman to withdraw the motion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair overrules the point of or- 
der, and the Chair can not entertain debate upon that. The Chair will 
state that the rule and practice of the House have been that any gen- 
tleman has a right to withdraw a proposition before it has been de- 
cided by the House. In conformity with that rule, the gentleman 
from Indiana withdrew his motion, and the question now is on the 
amendment. 

The question was put; and the Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the noes seemed to have it. 

A division was demanded. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 11, noes 45. 

Mr. WEAVER. No quorum, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will appoint as tellers the 

ntleman from Iowa [Mr. WEAVER] and the gentleman from Kansas 

Mr. PETERS]. 

Mr. CLARDY. Is it in order to call up for present consideration a 
bill for the relief of John Finn ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That motion would not be in order. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I would like to know who he is. 

Mr. CLARDY. Is it in order to submit a request for unanimous 
consent? . 

Mr. MANSUR. I want to state to the House that I have been here 
two years and I have never asked to take a bill up by unanimous con- 
sent. I will ask unanimous consent to take up John Finn’s case. It 
is a Senate bill passed by the Senate. 

Mr. CLARDY. I ask unanimous consent, Mr. Speaker, to call up 
for present consideration the bill for the relief of John Finn, the bil 
which my colleague [Mr. HATCH] called up last evening. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pending the vote by tellers, the gentle- 
man from Missouri [Mr. CLARDY] asks unanimous consent to call up 
for consideration the bill for the relief of John Finn. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Let the bill be read, subject 


to objection. 

Mr. PAYSON. Who calls the bill up? 

The SPEAKER pre tempore. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
mete The bill will be read, after which the Chair will call for 
objection. 


Mr. PAYSON. I desire to ask the gentleman from Missouri a ques» 


resident called up by the gentleman from Texas 


1889. 
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tion. I wish to inquire whether the beneficiary in this bill, John Finn, 
is in any way related to the celebrated Huckleberry Finn?“ 
[Laughter. ] ; 

Mr. McCREARY. I ask that the bill be read. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I rise to a parliamentary in- 


quiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Is this in order, even by 
unanimous consent? My recollection is, that the rule which the House 
unanimously adopted, against my protest, ten days ago, precluded the 
oe from recognizing anybody for unanimous consent after 11 
O clock. 

Mr. TAULBEE. This is a Senate bill. 

Mr. MILLS. The rule was changed so that the Speaker was not to 
be ene to recognize any gentleman for unanimous consent after 11 
o'clock. . 

Mr. CLARDY. I think there have been several precedents to the 
contrary since. 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will cause the rule to be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That on and after to-day the House session shall begin at 10 a, m. 
and oſter the reading of the Journal, up to 11 a. m., the names of members shail 
be called in their al betical order for the consideration of matters by unani- 
mous consent, and it shall not be in order for the Speaker to entertain a request 
for unanimous consent at any other time, except to concur or non-concur in 
Senate amendments to House bills or to consider Senate bills when presented 
to the House by the Speaker. r 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is of the opinion that under 
that order the request for unanimous consent can not be entertained. 

Mr. CLARDY. The rule has not been enforced. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that body further insisted upon its amendments numbered 37, 103, and 
107, disagreed to by the House, to the bill (H. R. 12571) making ap- 
propriations to supply deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1889, and for prior years, and for other purposes, 
and agreed to a further conference. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I would like to make a suggestion to 
the Chair. 7 

Mr. CLARDY. I want to submit another request, I ask unanimous 
consent 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has not been recog- 


nized. 
Mr. WEAVER. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 


Mr. WEAVER. ‘The rule just read restrains the Speaker from rec- 
ognizing members to ask unanimous consent to put bills upon their 
passage except Senate bills laid before the House. That rule operates 
upon the Speaker, and not upon the House. Now, I ask unanimous 
consent that the Speaker may recognize the gentleman from Missouri 
to ig unanimous consent for the consideration of his bill. [Laugh- 
ter. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks that that would be 
attempting to do indirectly what the rule prohibits. The Chair has 
decided the question, 

Mr. CLARDY. I ask unanimous consent that that rule may be 
abrogated. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair can not entertain that re- 
quest. 

Mr. CLARDY. Let it be suspended, then. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair can not entertain that re- 
quest. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent—— 

SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair can not entertain any busi- 
ness until the House comes to order. 

Mr. SCOTT. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. SCOTT. Has there not been unanimous consent given since 
the House met to-day for gentlemen to rise here and make personal 
explanations? 

veral MEMBERS. Regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. .The rule does not prohibit other re- 
quests for unanimous consent, It applies only to bills. The Speaker 
of the House has decided this question, and the Chair has no doubt 
whatever about it, because he is simply following in the wake of the 
decision of the Speaker. 

Mr. WARNER. Mr. Speaker, if I can have the attention of the 
House I wish to say that there is now upon the Speaker’s table a Sen- 
ate bill providing for the erection of a public building in Kansas City, 
Two public-building bills were 7 5 this morning by unanimous con- 
sent upon this (the Democratic) side of the Chamber, and, as I then 


stated, Kansas City is the ninth city in this Union as to the amount 
of mail matter handled inits post-office. Now, I ask unanimous con- 


sent that that bill may be taken from the Speaker’s table and put upon 
its passage. 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore. Thatrequest is in order under the rule, 
and if there be no objection the Clerk will report the bill, after which 
the Chair will ask for objection. 

The bill (S. 4000) for the erection of a public building at Kansas 
City, Mo., was read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
sideration of this bill? 

Mr. LYNCH. I object. 

Mr. McADOO, I do not intend to object, Mr. Speaker, but 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Pennsylvania on 
the right [Mr. Lyncr] objects. 

Mr. WARNER. I hope the gentleman from Pennsylvania will with- 
draw that objection. 

Mr. KILGORE. I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. K1r- 
GORE] demands the regular order. Tellers will proceed with the count. 

Mr. OATES. I ask the gentleman from Texas to withhold that 
demand for a few minutes in order that I may have an opportunity to 
make a statement. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection, the bill pro- 
posed to be called up by the gentleman from Missouri will lie upon the 
Speaker’s table. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. LAWLER. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order has been demanded 
by the gentleman from Texas. 

Mr. KILGORE. Upon what subject does the gentleman from Ala- 
bama desire to make a statement? 

— OATES. I will inſorm the gentleman if he withdraws the de- 
mand, 

Mr. KILGORE. I will withdrawit, and then if I like the statement 
I will not renew it. [Laughter.] 

The SPEAKER protempore. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentlenmn from Missouri | Mr. WARNER] for the consideration of the bill 
indicated by him ? 

Mr. CRISP. Regular order. Gentlemen can not pass a bill appro- 
priating $200,000 at this time. 

Mr. OATES. I understood, Mr. Speaker, that that request was al- 
ready objected to, so I asked leave to make a statement which will not 
consume more than two minutes, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Alabama for leave to make a statement? 

Several MEMBERS. On what subject? 

Mr. OATES, I willinform the gentlemen if I am allowed to make 
the statement, [Laughter.] 

There was no objection. 

Mr. OATES. I want to call attention to a matter which concerns 
every individual member of the House and Senate, every judge of the 
United States courts, every lawyer who practices in those courts, the 
Attorney-General, and every officer in the Departments who has any 
occasion to consult the statutes. For four Congresses, including this, 
there has been no consolidation or condensation of the United States 
statutes. The laws passed during these four Congresses fill several 
large volumes; and whenever any one desires to know what the law 
is on any given subject he has to search all through these volumes. 
The gentleman who prepared the last volume of the Supplement to 
the Revised Statutes has gone on with the compilation and has com- 
pleted three-fourths of the work for a second volume, bringing it down 
to the conclusion of the present Congress. 

I have here a bill passed by the Senate authorizing the continuation 
of that Supplement to the Revised Statutes so as to include this ses- 
sion of Congress. It provides for the distribution of a volume of this 
supplement when prepared to each Member and Senator. A volume 
of this character is a great convenience; indeed it is almost an absolute 
necessity. 3 

But this bill is not on the Speaker’s table, and I have not been able 
to obtain consideration for it because of our inability under the rule 
recently adopted to get away from the first two or three letters of the 
alphabet. 

Now, it seems to me an anomaly that any rule can be adopted which 
will deprive this House of the power to consider a measure when every 
member consents toit. Ido not believe the House has power to say 
that when every member desires to consider any proposition, it can not 
be entertained by the Speaker or put to the House. 

I move, Mr. Speaker, to suspend the rules to put this bill on its pas- 


sage. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Dock nx). The Chair can not 
recognize the gentleman for a motion to suspend the rules, but will 
put his request for unanimous consent. 

Mr. MILLS. Let us have the regular order. 

Mr. OATES. Does not the gentleman from Texas want this bill 


passed? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Texas demands 


Is there objection to the present con- 
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the regular order. The time allowed to the gentleman from Alabama 
[Mr. Oates] for his statement has expired. 

Mr. OATES. I wanted to discharge my duty in regard to this bill. 
If objection is made the responsibility does not rest on me. 

Mr. LAWLER. I desire unanimous consent to make a statement 
occupying not more than three minutes, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. LAWLER]? [Cries of No!“ ‘‘No!’’] 
The Chair hears no objection; and the gentleman from IIIinois will 


proceed. 

Mr. LAWLER. Mr. Speaker, I had a privileged question to present 
to this House some days ago, but I was earnestly requested by the 
chairmen and members of the five different Committees on Appropria- 
tions not to antagonize their reports, but to allow them to get their 
measures passed. In deference to the wishes of those gentlemen, I 
waived my right to bring up as a privileged question the bill now in 
my hand. I was assured by those gentlemen that just as soon as the 
appropriation bills were out of the way they would assist me in bring- 
ing this bill before the House for consideration. 

is is and has been a privileged question. Iam sure that I have 
taken aap very little time of the House. Iam aware that other mem- 
bers claim that bills in which they are interested are meritorious, 
but the bill which I desire to present is one which certainly ought to 
be considered. I could at various times have prevented the appropria- 
tions committees from calling up their bills by demanding the consid- 
eration of this privileged question, but I did notdoso. This is a Sen- 
ate bill on which the previous question was ordered four weeks ago 
last Friday night. 

A MEMBER. What is the bill? 

Mr. LAWLER. It is a bill to increase the pension of a lady who 
in the great Chicago fire lost all of her property. Her husband was a 
surgeon in the war, and this bill proposes to increase her pension from 
$25 to $50. I wish to say that this lady is now occupying a position 
in Washington in one of the Departments. Her health is impaired; 
and she would like to have her pension increased as proposed, and then 
she will quit the position she occupies to-day and attempt to live on 
her pension of $50 a month. 

A MEMBER. She will make a vacancy. 

Several MEMBERS. That is very satisfactory. [Laughter.] 

Mr. LAWLER. It was the understanding on the part of gentlemen 
interested in the appropriation bills that Day would assist in the pas- 
sage of this bill as soon as the appropriation bills were out of the way. 
I now ask unanimous consent to put this bill on its passage. 

Mr. CANNON. Ithink my colleague [Mr. LAWLER] is correct in 
his statement. Let us pass this bill. 

Several members demanded the regular order. 

Mr. LAWLER, I hope that my Republican friends will keep this 
lady in office during the next four years. 

Mr. CRISP. I understand the regular order has been called. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair was enforcing the regular 
order, pending which the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. LAWLER] rose, 
and, by unanimous consent, was allowed three minutes to make a state- 
men 


t. 
Mr. CRISP. I understand that the call for the regular order con- 
tinues to operate until it is withdrawn. 
The SPEAKER prot The order is demanded. The 
tellers will resume their and the count will proceed. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. FISHER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the followi 
titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A pill (H. R. 4856) for the relief ot D. M. Sprague and William Tilton; 

A bill (H. R. 8276) for the relief of the estate of Benjamin F. Rich- 


A bill (H. R. 1029) for the relief of J. S. Flake, guardian of Samuel 
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A bill (H. R. 2896) for the relief of the heirs of John R. Treutlen; 

A bill (H. ier ſor the relief of James Devine; 

A bill (H. R. 7800) for the relief of John De Bree, executor of Mar- 
garet T. Higgins; 

A bill (H. R. 8307) for the relief of J. T. Higgins; 

bill (H. R. 9271) ſor the relief of James A. Stewart; 
H. R. 9949) for the relief of Patrick C. McQueeny; 
H. R. 11634) to provide for allotment of land in severalty to 
United Peorias and Miamies in Indian Territory; 

A bill (H. R. 5716) for establishing a light at the mouth of Otter 
Creek, Lake Champlain, and for other purposes; and 

A bill (H. R. 6050) referring the claim of the owners of the steamer 
I. N. Bunton to the Court of Claims. 

Mr. KILGORE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, 4 es 
that nny eee ay tages roay ee (H. R. agit 
making appropriations for current conti t expenses e 
Indian Department, and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with various 
Indian tribes, for the year endiùg June 30, 1890, and for other pur- 
poses; when the Speaker signed the same, 


PUBLIC BUILDING, ST. PAUL. 

Mr. RICE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to make a state- 
ment, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. How long? 

Mr. RICE. About as long as the Lord’s prayer. [Laughter.] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman asks unanimous con- 
sent to speak for three minutes. 

Mr. BOOHER. I object. 

Mr. RICE. Who objected? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Some one objected. 

Mr. RICE. The member objecting must, under the rule, rise and 
state his objection. 

Mr. BOOHER. I objected, but I will withdraw my objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair hears no further objection; 
and thegentleman will proceed. 

Mr. RICE. Mr. Speaker, the city of St. Paul donated a site for a post- 
office building worth $350,000, and the State of Minnesota ceded juris- 
diction over that site to the United States. A bill passed the Senate 
providing for a public building at St. Paul, and it came to the House, 
and was referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
It was reported back to the House with an amendment reducing the 
appropriation to $600,000. Task, by unanimous consent, to rescind the 

e adopted the other day which prevents the granting of unanimous 
consent, so that the bill may be taken up and the amendment of the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds be to. 

The SPEAKER protempore. That rule can not be rescinded in this 
way. . 

Mr. RICE. Task, then, Mr. Speaker, that the amendment of the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds be agreed to and that the 
bill be returned to the Senate for its action, so that the matter may be 
disposed of before the adjournment. 

Mr. KILGORE. I object. 

Mr. WHEELER. I ask to make a statement. [Cries of Regular 
order!“ “] Iwill promise not to wind up by asking to pass a bill. [Great 
laughter and applause. ] 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I withdraw the demand for the regular order 
at the request of the gentleman from Alabama. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman withdraws the demand 
for the regular order. Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Alabama? . 

Mr. WHEELER. Task to have two minutes to make some remarks 
to the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Speaker, I do not want to stand in the way of 
my friend from Alabama, but until the matter affecting our friend from 
Minnesota [Mr. Rio] is disposed of I do not think it is fair to permit 
anything else by unanimous consent. 

. WHEELER. This is for the benefit of your friend. 

Mr. HEARD. Very well, I do not object. 

A BTA AR pro tempore. Is there further objection? [Cries of 
o! $ 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. Speaker, ever since I have had the honor to 
occupy a seat on this floor as a member of the House there has been a 
spirit of liberality extended to all of the members during the closing 
hours of the session. Within eleven hours of this time this Con 
will cease to exist. There are members here who have matters which 
are of great interest to their constituents and to the people [Cries of 
„The river and harbor bill!“ The direct-tax bill!“ J, and I feel 
that in these last hours there should be that same sort of spirit of lib- 
erality manifested to members who have bills for which they wish to 
ask consideration that characterized the closing hours of former Con- 
er [Cries of All right!’?] Within less than half an hour the 

ast two of the great appropriation bills will have passed, and Congress 
will ing have several hours remaining to devote to the interests of the 
people. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, Then we can take up the direct-taxbill. [Laugh- 


ter.] — 

Mr. WHEELER. We must not forget that we are the representa- 
tives of a t and free people, a people who in a single century by 
their superb courage, force, and determination made this the greatest 
country on the face of this earth. [Applause.] 

If the bills offered for consideration are not proper in all respects they 
will be voted down, and if by possibility such a bill should pass it cer- 
tainly would not receive the approval of the President. Gentlemen 
who have opposed the consideration of bills upon the ground that it 
was wrong to do so on Sunday can not now interpose that objection, as 
Sunday has gone and it is now passed 1 o’clock on Monday morning. 

It pained me, Mr. Speaker, when I saw that gentleman whom we all 
respect—Mr. RICE [applause ]—attempt to offer a bill here and secure 
its consideration, a bill proper in all respects, a bill which has passed 
the Senate and is waiting in this House, a bill urged by a representa- 
tive of the people, who asks only that this House shall pass its judg- 
ment upon that question and say whether that bill, which had been 

by the Senate, should be passed by the House before it is too 
te and thus accomplish the purpose and wish of those who feel an in- 
terest in the development of the great Northwest. [Applause. ] 
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I want every gentleman in this House who has a matter of impor- 
tance to his constituents to at least have an opportunity of putting that 
matter before the House and let the House pass upon it in the r 
form prescribed by our rules. [Cries of ‘‘Time!’?] That is all I de- 
sired to say. [Cries of Regular order !’’] 


ARRANGEMENTS FOR THE INAUGURATION. 


r. BLANCHARD. Mr. Speaker 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. For what purpose does the gentleman 
from Louisiana rise? 
Mr. BLANCHARD. I desire to submit a privileged resolution. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. But there is a question of privilege 
now pending. [Cries of Regular order! ] 
Mr. BLANCHARD. The privileged resolution to which I refer, and 
Which I ask consent to offer, is one affecting the honor and dignity ot 
this House and the rights of its members, and I ask unanimous consent 
now to submit it—first, that it be read, and then that unanimous con- 
sent be thereafter asked for its consideration. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection the resolution will 
be read, after which the Chair will ask for objection to its consideration. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


[The reading of the resolution was received with great applause. ] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the resolution? [Cries of “No!” “No!”] 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Mr. Speaker, the members of the House of 
Representatives who have read the programme adopted by the Senate 
in relation to the inauguration ceremonies fixed for to-morrow must 
have been impressed with a sense of humiliation at the inferior position 
assigned the members of the House and to members-elect. I am aware, 
sir, that the arrangements which have been adopted on this occasion 
are, perhaps, similar to the arrangements adopted on former occasions 

of this character by the Senate; but, Mr. Speaker, I hold that if this 
thing has grown into a custom it is time for the House of Representa- 
tives to pat its foot down upon it and say it shall go no further. [Ap- 

lause. 

F Mr. Speaker, there is nothing in the Constitution of our country, and 
I know of nothing in the laws enacted by Congress, relating to the cer- 
emonies connected with the inauguration of a President of the United 
States. The President-elect may go before a magistrate in the county 
in which he lives and take the oath of office and present himself at the 
Executive Mansion in this city at 12 o’clock noon on the 4th day of 
March and must be recognized as the rightful occupant of his exalted 
position just as though he had been inaugurated by elaborate ceremo- 
nies participated in by both Houses of Congress, and amid the pomp 
and try usual to such occasions. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Will the gentleman from Louisiana allow 
me to suggest that he state that portion of the arrangement to which 
he refers which is the subject-matter of the resolution; that is,the por- 
tion to which the resolution applies and to which he objects ? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. That which induced me tooffer the resolution 
is the position assigned to members of the House in res to the in- 
auguration ceremonies. If the gentleman from Ohio has looked at the 
Official programme, a copy of which I hold and which is signed by a 
committee of the Senate, styled ‘‘ committee of arrangements, and by 
the President pro tempore of the Senate, he will see that a place is as- 
signed to the members of the Senate at least three higher in 
honor and dignity than the place assigned to members of the House of 
Representatives. i 


signed to members of the House. The gentleman from Ohio has asked 
what the place assigned to the House is. I will print as a part of my 
remarks, by the consent of the House, the whole of this official pro- 
gramme. I will read such portions of it as refer to the questien now 
atissue. It is provided in this programme that— 


Court. 
Ex-President and ex-Vice-President, 
The Supreme Court, 
The Sergeant-at-Arms of the Senate. 
The committee of arrangements. 


The President and the telect. 
The Vice-President and the Secretary of the Senate. 
Members of the Senate. 


Not members of Congress, but members of the Senate. 
The diplomatic corps, 
That is set of official personages No. 1. 


Heads of Departments. 

That is set of official personages No. 2. 

The retired General of the Army, the Major-General of the Army command- 
ing, the Admiral of the Navy, and the officers of the Army and Navy who by 
name have received the thanks of Congress. 

That is set of official personages No. 3. Then come— 

Members of the House of Representatives and members-elect. 


Representatives of the people placed last. 

Mr. CANNON. I would like to ask the gentleman if he does not 
think that the place the members—Representatives and members- 
elect—oceupy is a place of honor superior to the other places ? 

Mr. YODER. Yes; at the rear end. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Mr. Speaker, I do not consider that a placein 
the rear assigned to the representatives of the people is a place of as 
much dignity as that which the members of the Senate have assigned 
to themselves. Mr. Speaker, Iam aware that the reason avowed for 
this is that at 12 o'clock noon on the 4th of March the House of Repre- 
sentatives as such ceases to exist, and that the Senate is a continuing 
body. But if members will reflect 2 moment upon that there is noth- 
ing in the distinction. 

The Senate meets at the other wing of the Capitol at 12 o’clock noon 
on the 4th of March in executive session. The Vice-President of the“ 
United States, who is the presiding officer of the Senate, is sworn in 
and members-elect of the Senate are sworn in; but when Senators leave 
the Senate Chamber and proceed to the portico at the east front of the 
Capitol for the purpose of participating in the inauguration ceremonies 
they do not proceed as the Senate of the United States, but merely as 
members of the Senate. 

There is nothing in the Constitution of our country and nothing in 
the laws enacted by Congress which gives to the Senate of the United 
States the right or power to arrogate to themselves the fixing of the 
arrangements for the inaugural proceedings. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Is there not a difference in the number of 
tickets? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I will come to that. 

It has grown up as a custom merely, a custom out of which grows 
an arrangement in which the House of Representatives is ignored on 
this occasion as it has been on previous occasions. I hold, Mr. Speaker, 
that on every public occasion involving the use of the Capitol or of the 
Capitol grounds or any part thereof it is the right and privilege of the 
House of Representatives to participate in the arrangements therefor 
as much as it is the right and privilege of the Senate. 

Now, then, if that be true and no gentleman can question it—why 
is it that one branch of the national legislative assembly alone has as- 
sumed the right to arrange for the public occasions when a President 
of the United States is to be inaugurated? We saw the same thing 
four years ago, and eight years ago, and twelve years ago, and further 
back than that. The fact that it has been done heretofore is not suffi- 
cient reason that it should be now or continued in the future. Mr. 
Speaker, this is a matter that should receive the serious attention of 
the House and of the members thereof. 

Another discrimination which has taken place against the members 
of the House in this arrangement by the Senate or by its committee on 
arrangements is that the members of the Senate take unto themselves 
five tickets of admission to this platform at the east portico of the Cap- 
itol where the inauguration takes place, while they generously give to 
members of the House two ticketseach. They have given to the mem- 
bers of the Supreme Court foriy such tickets, or nearly fiveeach. Now, 
these are discriminations against the House, and that, too, in a matter 
in which the House and the members of the House have as much right 
to participate as the members of the Senate. 

I know of distinction made in our institutions between the Senate 
and House and the members thereof in point of their respective rights, 
honors, and dignities. 

Tt has been said that at 12 o’clock noon the 4th of March there is no 
House of Representatives and that those of us who are members-elect 
now of the Fifty-first Congress are merely members-elect then. Mr. 
Speaker, I make this distinction in respect to that. I hold that those 
of us who are members-elect of the Fifty-first Congress continue to be. 
members-elect until 12 o’clock noon on the 4th of March, when the 
Speaker’s gavel announces the demise of the Fiftieth Congress, and 
from that time on, until the end of the term, even before we take the 
oath of office, we are members of the House of Representatives of the 
Fifty-first Congress, not members-elect merely. 

The term of the Fifty-first Congress commences at noon on the 4th 
day of March and is to continue for two years from that time. We 
have then lost the character of members-elect and are members of the 
Fifty-first Congress, and assuch we have as much right to participate 
in these proceedings on an equal footing with the Senate as have the 
members of the Senate. 

Mr. Speaker, I have thought proper to bring this matter to the at- 
tention of the House in the resolution offered, and submitted these re- 
marks in explanation thereof. I now move the previous question upon 
the adoption of the resolution. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. Idonotrecall exactly the language 
of the resolution and I wish to ask the gentleman from Louisiana 
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whether it is simply to be adopted by the House and spread upon its 
Journal, or whether it is to be communicated to the Senate officially ? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I did not think proper to include in the reso- 
lution any direction that it should be communicated to the Senate. I 
considered it the proper and perhaps the more dignified course to sim- 
ply assert the principle that the House of Representatives have a right 
toan equal share in these arrangements with the Senate, and to let that 
go on record as the judgment of the House, so that in the future, when 
arrangements are to be made for other inaugurations of Presidents, the 
Senate will take cognizance of the fact that this protest and this decla- 
ration of the principle involved and of the rights of the House was 
adopted by this House of Representatives. I yield a moment to the 
gentleman from Georgia [Mr. TURNER]. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. I understand the honorable gentleman 
from Louisiana to state that this inauguration is an unofficial pro- 
ceeding any way, and I agree with the gentleman. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. The gentleman from Louisiana has not stated 
that quite so broadly as it is put by the gentleman from Georgia. It 
has at least been made semi-official. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. That is my opinion, at any rate, and, 
while I do not desire to put that opinion into the mouth of the gentle- 

man from Louisiana, I will state to him that I believe that the House 
of Representatives, ifit were an existing body, would have as much right 
to provide a proceeding, or a ceremonial, for the inauguration of the 
President as the Senate has. Hence, in my judgment, if we have any 
existence at all, or any relation to this matter, the proper remedy 
would be for us to undertake an inauguration of our own. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Mr. Speaker, I now demand the previous ques- 
tion. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. Itwillberemembered that four yearsago 
there was a proposition to appoint a committee of arrangements on the 
ee the 3 to co-operate with the committee on the part of the 

te, and that it was voted down. On this occasion a committee was 
appointed by the Speaker, of which I was a member, to confer with 
the committee of the Senate, but the proceeding of four years ago was 
alluded to and the only mission i performed by the committee of the 
House was to provide six tickets admitting members and other persons 
to this end of the Capitol and enabling us to keep the crowd out of the 
building. Beyond that, nothing remained that the House committee 
could do. Ithink thatif a joint committee had been appointed earlier 
arrangements could have been made that would have been entirely 
satisfactory to both Houses of Congress. > 

The SPEAKER. The question is on ordering the previous question 
upon the resolution offered by the gentleman from Louisiana. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. BLANCHARD moved to reconsider the vote by which the reso- 
Iution was Adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to presenta conference report 
on the deficiency bill. 

The report was read, as follows: 

The committee of conference on the d votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate numbered 37, 103, 109, 110 to the bill of the House 

H. R. 12571) making appropriations to supply deficiencies in the a ene 
for the fiseal year ending June 30, 1889, and for prior years, and for r pur- 
poses, having met, after full and free conference have agreed to recommend 
and do recommend to their saae Houses as follows : 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 37, 109, and 110. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 103, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
8 o the matter proposed to be inserted by the said amendment insert the 
fol 8 

“And. The Senate and House Reporters, and all persons id out of the con- 
tingent fund of the Senate for foldi ng speeches an mphlets who were con- 
tinuously employed or paid out of said fund from the 15th to the 20th day of 
October, 1888.” 


And the Senate agree to the same. 
JOSEPH D. SAYERS, 
SAM. J. RANDALL, 
I. E. McCOMAS, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


F. M. COCKRELL, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 

Mr. SAYERS. Idemand the previous question on the adoption of 
the report. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ihope the statement will be read. 

The SPEAKER, There is no statement accompanying this report. 
There was, however, a statement accompanying the previous report in 

rd to the same amendments. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Let the gentleman [Mr. SAYERS] state the effect 
of the amendment. 

Mr. SAYERS. The Senate recedes from its amendment numbered 
37, and also from the two amendments numbered 109 and 110, in rela- 
tion to French spoliation claims. As to the other amendment, which 


provided for the payment of one month’s extra allowance to the em- 


ployés of the Congressional Library, the Senate recedes from that and 
agrees to the amendment which has been read in the report. 

Mr. RANDALL. I desire to say that the written statement was not 
made out to accompany this report, because its preparation would have 
taken at least twenty minutes, and would thus have delayed the pre- 
sentation of the conference report. ‘The original statement submitted 
when the first conference report was presented was very full and elab- 
orate. If members desire to wait twenty minutes while a statement 
is written out, we will prepare it; if not the statement will 8 5 
hereafter and inserted in the Recorp. [Cries of Vote!“ Vote“ 

The following is the statement referred to: 

Th th ft 
votes of the two Houseson tine amensAmonte O the Benate numbered ST 108 10h 
and 110, to the bill (H. R. 12571) makin propriations to supply deficiencies in 
the . for the fiscal year Tas and prior years, submit the follow- 
ing written statementin explanation of the effect of the action recommended in 
the accompanying conference report: 

Onamendment 37: Strikes out proposed appropriation of $10,000 for the sur- 
vey ofa line for a substantial surface gravity conduit for the water supply in 
the city of Washington. 

On amendment 103: Strikes out the provision to pay an additional month’s 
salary to the employés of the Con onal Library and provides for an addi- 
tional month's salary to certain employés of the Senate engaged in the folding 
of speeches and pamphlets. 

On amendments 109 and 110: Strikes out agen ney appropriations to pay 
the findings of the Court of Claims in certain ed French spoliation claims, 

JOSEPH D. SAYERS, 
SAM. J. RANDALL, 
LOUIS E. McCOMAS, 

- Managers on the part of the House, 

Mr. PETERS. I wish to inquire whether this agreement in regard 
to the extra month’s pay includes one month’s additional pay to the 
employés in the Congressional Library. 

Mr. RANDALL. No, sir; they are not in the bill. 

Mr. RYAN. They are excluded. 

Mr. RANDALL. Thebill now includes the regular employés of the 
House and the Senate; but the gentleman will see at once that if we 
should go into a separate and independent department to give a month’s 
extra salary to employés who have their thirty days’ leave of absence, 
it is impossible to where the thing might stop. If we should now 
begin with the employés of the Congressional Library, those in the 
Agricultural Department or some other branch of the Government might 
next be included, and so we would not know where the matter might 


sto 

Ta connection with this question I wish to say that neither of the 
two conferees on this side of the House voted for this proposition in re- 
gard to a month’s extra pay; in other words, we were two of the six- 
teen who voted in the negative. As gentlemen will remember, the 
vote was 151 to 16. But the conferees have faithfully performed their 
functions as expressing the voice of the House in this particular. 

Mr. TAULBEE. The gentleman from Pennsylvania said that the 
3 for the payment of a month’s extra compensation as embraced 
n this bill included the regular employés of the House of Representa- 
tives. I wish to know whether it includes the session employés. 

Mr. RANDALL and Mr. SAYERS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. I can answer the gentleman. They 
are in. 

Mr. WHEELER. I wishto ask one question. If I understand cor- 
rectly, this bill as it now stands simply omits paragraph 37, page 39, 
appropriating for this new reservoir, and also omits the provisions in 
re ca the French spoliation claims; and all the rest of the bill is 

opted. 

Mr. SAYERS. The other portions of the bill were settled by the 
previous conference report. 

Mr. TAULBEE, I wish to know from the gentleman from Texas 
whether this provision for a month’s extra pay to the employés of the 
House embraces only the employés of the first session of this Congress, 
or does it include the session employés for the second session ? 

Mr. SAYERS, I think it is limited to those of the first session; but 
if the gentleman wants to be satisfied on that point he had better have 
the provision read. [Cries of Oh, no!“ 

Mr. TAULBEE. Well, if that is the case I would be glad to know 
how it is that the session employés of this session are discriminated 


a t. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky that the provision of the House bill in relation to the payment ot 
one month’s extra to employés of the two Houses was notin con- 
ference at all, having been agreed to by both Houses heretofore; the 
only matter in conference was an amendment of the Senate in refer- 
ence tothe employés of the Congressional Library. The main provis- 
ion, wisan was agreed to by both Houses, was notan open question 
at 

Mr. RANDALL. Iam inclined to think that the whole paragraph 
was in controversy. . 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that only the Senate amendment 
would be within the jurisdiction of the conference. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Ido not think that answers my question. 

Mr.SAYERS. I move the previous question on the adoption of the 


report. 
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Mr. TAULBEE. I want to know whether the gentleman from Texas 
is willing to answer my question. 

Mr. SAYERS. I will say to the gentleman that the provision which 
passed the House on this subject is word for word in the bill as now 


agreed upon. If the gentleman will refer to that provision of the bill 
he can arrive at his own conclusion as to whether it embraces the em- 
ployés of both sessions or not. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Now, will the gentleman answer the question I 
asked him as to why it is that this bill discriminates against session 
employés of this session in favor of employés of the long session? 

Mr. SAYERS. I will state to the gentleman that I had nothing to 
do with the adoption of this paragraph; it was the work of the House 
itself. 

Mr. RYAN. Is that subject before the House? 

The SPEAKER. It is not. 

Mr. RYAN. Has it not already been passed upon? 

The SPEAKER. It has. 

Mr. RYAN. Then I demand the regular order. 

The previous question was ordered; and under the operation thereof 
the report of the committee of conference was 5 

Mr. SAYERS moved to reconsider the vote by which the report was 
agreed to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be Jaid on the 
table. 

oe i motion was agreed to. [Applause and cries of Regular 
order!” 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. The tellers will now resume their places. 

Mr. MACDONALD. I desire to ask unanimous consent 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded. The question is 
upon the motion that the House take a recess. The gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. WEAVER] made that motion. Unless the gentleman with- 
draws it, it is still before the House, 

Mr. WEAVER. Itis not withdrawn. [A pause.] Mr. Speaker, I 
yield temporarily in order that the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. 
MACDONALD] may ask leave to print. 

Mr. MACDONALD. Inasmuch as I could not get an opportunity 
to address the House in regard to the general features of the land- ſor- 
feiture bill, I ask leave to print remarks on that subject. I wish to 
state that I will include in my remarks reasons why I believe the re- 
port should be adopted and the House should recede. I desire also to 
ask general leave for members on both sides to print on this subject. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. Macpon- 
ALD] asks unanimous consent that all members desiring to do so may 
print remarks in the RECORD in relation to what is known as the land- 
forfeiture bil]. Is there objection? The Chair hears none; and leave 
is granted. 

CENTENNIAL OF THE INAUGURATION OF THE GOVERNMENT. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. I trust that my friend from Iowa [Mr. 
WEAVER] will withdraw his motion for a recess in order that I may 
ask consent for the adoption of a resolution in regard to the centennial 
proceedings on the 30th of April next. 

The SPEAKER, The will state that this resolution was be- 
fore the House at the expiration of the hour last devoted to the consid- 
eration of requests for unanimous consent under the recent order of the 
House. The gentleman from New York now asks unanimous consent 
to continue the consideration of the resolution. The resolution will 


be read. © 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Speaker of the House of Representatives designate nine 
members-elect to the y-first Congress to attend the centennial celebration of 
the inauguration of the first President of the United States, to be held in the city 
of New York on the 30th day of April, 1889, and to represent the House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States at such celebration. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. I ask, by unanimous consent, the gen- 
tleman from Alabama [Mr. OATES] be permitted to make a statement. 

Mr. KILGORE. Has consent been given for the introduction of that 
resolution ? 

The SPEAKER, It has not. 

Mr. KILGORE. I wish to ask a question. 

aoe RAN DALL. Ireserveobjection until some explanation has been 
offered. 

Mr. KILGORE. It is impossible that members of Congress should 
be ex to attend to this duty gratuitously. Is there any pay in 
it? [Laughter and applause.] Will it take any money out of the 
Treasury? [Renewedlaughter.] Will these gentlemen not come back 
here and ask for an appropriation? 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. There is no appropriation in it. 

Mr. KILGORE. But will they not come back and ask to be com- 
pensated for these duties afterwards? Ido not think members of Con- 
gress should be expected to attend to these duties at their own expense. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration? 

‘There was no objection, 

Mr. OATES. Asimilar resolution was adversely reported at the pres- 
ent session of Congress, because this Congress expires before that cele- 
bration occurs, and we did not conceive we had any right to go beyond 


our political life in providing attendance at that centennial. It was 
not the purpose of the Judiciary Committee, in fact, it was a unanimous 
verdict, in making this report they should not involve any expenditure 
whatever. 

A member of the committee from the city of New York stated a 
general invitation to attend was not arranged for in the programme, 
that they did not expect to entertain more than a committee of seven or 
nine members. The only way we could deal with that question was to 
provide for the adoption of the resolution; that the Speaker desig- 
nate nine members elected to the next House of Representatives to go 
there and represent the House of Representatives. Of course it is 
optional with them whether they go or not, and their expenses are not 
to be paid. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I would like to suggest to the gentleman from 
Alabama that the resolution would have more significance if it named 
one member from each of the States that formed the original Govern- 
ment. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. That is a good idea. 

Mr. OATES. In answer to the suggestion of the gentleman from 
Indiana I will state that the gentleman who was authorized to speak 
for the committee on arrangements, as I understand him, suggested 
that the committee’s plan precluded the idea of entertaining a larger 
number of members than that named. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. It is only four more than that proposed. i 

Mr. HOLMAN. I would like to have the motion to extend thenum- 
ber put before the House and test the sense of the House upon it. 

Mr. OATES. I have no objection whatever myself. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. I understand my colleague desires to 
move an amendment to make the number thirteen. 

Mr. FITCH. Mr. Speaker, I can hardly believe it possiblethat any 

tleman representing the committee on arrangements in New York 
intended to be understood as wishing to restrict the number of gentle- 
men who shall be invited from this House, and I move to amend the 
resolution by striking out the number fixed and making it read one 
member from each of the original thirteen States, who shall be named 
by the Speaker. 

Mr. DORSEY. I move to amend by making it one member from 
each of the thirty-eight States of the Union and one from each of the 
four Territories which are to be admitted. 

Mr. FITCH. I accept the amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amendment 
proposed by the gentleman from Nebraska to the amendment of the 
gentleman from New York. 

Mr. FITCH, I accept that amendment and make it a part of my 
own. 

The amendment of Mr. FrrcH as modified was adopted; there being, 
on a division—ayes 46, noes 22. 

The resolution as amended was adopted. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the resolution was adopted; and also moved that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid on the table. A 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
agreement to the report of the committee of conference on the disagree- 
ing votes of the two Houses on the bill (H. R. 12571) making appro- 
priations to supply deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1889, and for prior years, and for other purposes, 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. O'NEILL of urpose 
i , of Missouri. Mr, Speaker, I rise for the of 
asking unanimous consent [Cries of Go on! s 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman from Mis- 

If ON EILL, of M Mr. S. requ 

; of Missouri. . Speaker, this is the only request 
I shall have to make to this House. I ask unanimous eee to call 
up a bill for the relief of my friend, John Finn. [Cries of Who is 
he?” and laughter. ] 

Now, gentlemen, don’t any of you object. [Laughter.] 

A MEMBER.. Who is John Finn? 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. I will tell you who he is. 

Several MEMBERS. Let us know. [Laughter.] 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. He is one of the best and noblest Irish- 
men on the face of the earth. [Cries of All right!] He is a worthy 
man, and this bill is all right. It is the only favor I have got to ask 
this House. Now make that slight concession to me, and let me take 
this bill up and consider it. [Cries of Vote!“ „Vote!“ 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, after which the Chair will 
ask for objection. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. I refer to Senate bill No. 489. 

Mr. McCREARY. How much does it appropriate? 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. It does not appropriate a single cent. 

Mr. KILGORE. What does it do? 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. Why it just lets this man go to the 
Court of Claims. [Langhter.] 
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Mr. KILGORE. What does he want when he gets there? 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. Just to give him a chance to prove up 
his claim. [Laughter.] I do not want him to have a cent if he can 
not prove what is fair and right. I hope my friend from Texas is not 
going to object to this. [Laughter.] 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will eause the bill to be read. 

The bill (S. 489) for the relief of John Finn was read at length. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? l 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Speaker, I guess I will have to object. 

Mr. OATES. TI object. 

TheSPEAKER. Objection being made, the bill is not before the 
House. 

Mr. CRISP. I call up the contested-eleetion case of Sullivan vs. 


Felton. 
Mr. STONE, of Missouri. I believe there is a motion pending fora 


recess. 

The SPEAKER. It is not pending; the gentleman withdrew it. 

Mr. WEAVER. Then I renew it. 

TheSPEAKER. Until what hour? 

Mr. WEAVER. Until10 o'clock 

The question was taken on the motion of Mr. WEAVER; and on a 
division there were—ayes 12, noes 37. 

Mr. WEAVER. I will withdraw the motion and yield to the gentle- 
man from Georgia to make his motion to call up this case. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has made the motion. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. Butthereisa motion for a recess pending. 

Mr. WEAVER. I withdrew the motion. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. I renew it. 

Mr. McKENNA. The question of consideration has been raised 
against this case. 

The SPEAKER. It has been, but the gentleman from Missouri 
moves that the House take a recess. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. For one hour. 

Mr. KERR. I would like unanimous consent to make a statement 
on an important subject for about two minutes. 

Mr. CRISP and others. r order. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Missouri withdraw his 
motion? Ifso, the question is, Will the House now proceed to the 
consideration of the contested-election case? 

Mr. WEAVER. I understand that the gentleman from Missouri re- 
newed the motion. 

The SPEAKER. He did. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. I did. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair asked the gentleman if he withdrew 
that motion. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. I do not. 

Mr. PETERS. I move to amend by making it half an hour. 

The question was put; and the Speaker announced that the noes 
seemed to have it. 

A division was demanded. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 6, noes 36. 

. Mr. PETERS. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will appoint as tellers the gentleman 
„„ and the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
Srone]. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
agreement to the report of the committee of conference on the disagree- 
ing votes of the two Houses on the bill (H. R. 12154) regulating the 
licensing of pawnbrokers in the District of Columbia. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. PETERS. I understand that the other appropriation bill will 
be ready in half an hour. If the House will take a recess until that 
time we can then consider that bill and take a recess until to-morrow. 
That was my object in moving the amendment. 

Mr.GUENTHER. I ask the gentleman making the point of no 
quorum to yield to me so that I may make a request to be recognized 
for unanimous consent. 

The. SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Georgia has a 
motion pending, and if the gentleman yields the gentleman from Geor- 
gia will be entitled to proceed. 

RESOLUTIONS OF RESPECT FOR THE LATE HON. N. T. KANE. 


After some time spent in the count, 

Mr. TRACEY said: Mr. Speaker, I havea matter that I desire to call 
up. Lam sure that no gentleman will object to it. 

Mr. GUENTHER. How do you know? 

Mr. TRACEY. Mr. Speaker, at the beginning of the first session of 
the Fiftieth Congress I introduced resolutions relating to the death of 
my predecessor, Hon. N. T. Kane. Mr. Kane never had an opportunity 
to take his seat in the House, and his friends thought that inasmach 
as he had not been an active member it would not be desirable that the 
time of the House should be taken up by asking thata day be set 
for eulogies. But if there be no objection, I would like very much to 
have these resolutions adopted and unanimous consent to print some re- 
marks in the RECORD. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the resolutions 
offered by the gentleman from New York. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That this House has heard with sorrow of the death of Hon. Nicho- 
las T. Kane, late a member-elect of this House from the State of New York. 

Resolved, That a copy of these resolutions be transmitted by the Clerk to the 
widow of the d member. 

Mr. TRACEY. I willask that these resolutions be adopted. 

The resolutions were unanimously adopted. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York desires 
to print some remarks in the RECORD. Is there objection? 

There was no objection, and leave was granted. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. WARNER. I now ask unanimous consent to take from the 
Speaker’s table the bill with reference to the Kansas City public build- 


ing. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order has been demanded. 

Mr. WARNER. I understand there is no objection to it now. 

The SPEAKER protempore. Iftheregular order is not insisted upon 
the Chair will cause the title of the bill to be read, after which the 
Chair will call for objection. 8 ' 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (S. 4000) for the erection of a public building at Kansas City, Mo. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill has been read at length. > 

Mr. KILGORE. I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Tellers will proceed with the count. 
Several gentlemen demanded the regular order, and the regular order 
being insisted upon, the Chair scarcely feels authorized to submit these 
requests for unanimous consent, yet he is not inclined to refuse them. 

Mr. GEAR. Pending the division, I ask unanimous consent that 
my colleague [Mr. KERR] be allowed three minutes to make a state- 
ment. I hope no géntleman will object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order has been demanded, 
but the gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous consent, pending the en- 
forcement of the regular order, that his colleague from Iowa [Mr. KERE] 
be allowed to address the House for three minutes. Is there objection? 
The Chair hears none. 

Mr. KERR. Mr. Speaker, the country is laboring under great dis- 
advantages on account of the large [applause] surplus in the National 


Treasury. 

Mr. HEARD. I hope this applanse will not come out of the gentle- 
man’s time. [Laughter.] 

Mr. KERR. The gentleman from Alabama a short time ago asked 
unanimous consent to consider a private bill, and I believe the publie 
interests ought to be preferred to private interest [loud applause]; and 
that being the case, and there being great danger that the country will 
suffer unless some measure is adopted to — poor great amount that 
is going into the Treasury all the time [rene applause ]—the country 
will suffer [continued applause]; and therefore I ask unanimous con- 


sent—— 
Mr. SPRINGER. I — — 
Mr. KERR. That the bill known as the Cowles bill [laughter and 


Mr. KERR. Be taken up for consideration, and I hope no gentle- 
man who is anxious on this subject of the surplus will make any ob- 
jection. [Renewed laughter and applause.] I do this in the interest 
of 5 Sos Democratic party. [Laughter, cries of Oh, oh!“ 
and applause. 

_The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has ex- 
pired. 

Mr. WARNER. Mr. Speaker, I understand that the gentleman who 
objected to my request to have the Kansas City public-building bill 
considered withdraws his objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
WARNER] states that the gentleman from Texas [Mr. KILGORE] with- 
draws the demand for the regular order. Is there further objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Missouri ? 

Mr. LYNCH. I renew the objection. 

Mr. LANDES. I object. 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. Speaker, I understand that it will be twenty-five 
or thirty minutes yet before the conference report on the sundry civil 
bill is ready, and I think the House had better take a recess. [Cries 
of “‘Regular order !’’] 

Mr. MILLS. I ask unanimous consent that the House take a recess 
for thirty minutes. 

Several members objected. 

Mr. COMPTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to make a 
brief a to the House, and to present for consideration a very 

rat cementing, The Chair will entertain no requests until order is 
restored. : 


1889. 


| Mr. MILLS. Iwill yield to the gentleman from Maryland, and after 


that I will demand the regular order until the House takes a recess. 
Mr. COMPTON. I want to make a statement which will not oc- 
more than two minutes, 
‘here was no objection. 


P. GOUGH EDELIN. 


Mr. COMPTON. Mr. Speaker, I hold in my hand a bill which car- 
ries the immense amount of forty-two dollars and some few cents. 
‘This bill comes within the purview, certainly, of the special order 
under which this House is acting, and is in accord with its spirit. The 
bill passed the House without objection and went to the Senate; it 

the Senate with a small amendment, and now I simply ask 

t the Committee on Claims be discharged from its farther consider- 

ation and that the amendment of the Senate be concurred in. It is 
the bill (H. R. 6753) for the relief of P. Gough Edelin. 

Mr. KILGORE. How much is involved? 

Mr. COMPTON. Forty-two dollars and a few cents. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Maryland? : 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I do not like to object, but I 
want to raise the point of order that that bill is not within the purview 
of the rule, 

Mr. COMPTON. Mr. Speaker, this bill is not properly within the 
rule, but, as I said before, it is within the purview and pre-eminently 
within the spirit of the rule. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the opinion of the Chair this bill, 
according to the statement of the gentleman from Maryland, is within 
the terms of the order, which reads: 

And it shall not be in order for the Speaker to entertain a request for unani- 
mous consent at any other time, except to concur or non-concur in Senate 
amendments to House bills, or to consider Seuate bills when presented to the 
House by the Speaker. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. But that is all one sentence. 
The Chair will remember that the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. 
Compton] stated that this bill had been referred to the Committee on 
Claims and was now before that committee. Therefore it is not on 
the Calendar at all, and it could not come within the order because it 
is not on the Speaker's table, and is not on the Calendar, but is in the 
Committee on Claims unreported. 

The SPEAXER pro tempore. But the order does not require it to be 
on the Calendar. The Clerk will report the order, and the gentleman 
from Kentucky will see that it contains no such requirement. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That on and after to-day the House sessions shall begin at 10 a. m. 
and after the reading of the Journal up toll a. m. the names of members shail 
be called in their re preg or order for the consideration of matters by unani- 
mous consent; and it shall not be in order for the Speaker to entertain a request 
for unanimous consent at any other time except to concur or non-concur in 


Senate amendments to House bilis or to consider Senate bills when presented 
to the House by the Speaker. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks that this bill, ac- 
cording to the statement of the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. Comp- 
TON], comes within the rule. The gentleman from Maryland asks 
unanimous consent that the bill indicated by him be taken up, that 
the Committee on Claims be discharged from its further consideration, 
and that: the amendment of the Senate be concurred in. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. COMPTON moved to reconsider the vote by which the amend- 
ment of the Senate was concurred in; and also moved that the motion 
to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCoox, itsSecretary, announced 
that the Senate had agreed to the report of the committee of conference 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the bill (H. R. 1208) 
making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Government for 
the fiseal year ending June 30, 1890, and for other purposes. 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. RANDALL submitted the following conference report: 


The committee of conference on the d ing votes of the two Houses on 
certain amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 12003) making appropria- 
tions for sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending 
June 30,1890, and for other prinosa, having met, after full and free conference 
— ite agreed torecommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as 

ws; 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 60 and 182. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 61, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the sum pro d, insert 8188. 000; and the Senate agree to the same. 

‘That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 62, and to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the matter pro: to be inserted by said amendment insert: 

`“ Provided, That no portion of this sum shall be expended for printing United 
States notes of other denominations than those that may be canceled orretired; 

‘* Provided further, That no part of this appropriation shall be used for the re- 
pair or reconstruction of steam plate-printing presses ; 

‘t Provided further, That thero shall not be an increase of the number of steam 
plate-printing machines in the Engraving and Printing Bureau; and 

“Provided further, That hereafter the name of each person whose portrait shall 
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be placed upon any of the plates for bonds, securities, notes, and silver certifi- 
f the U Si inscribed 3 


cates o tates shall be below such portraits: 

“Provided, That unless the patentees of said steam-presses shall accept the 
$500 already paid as royalty on each press and the rate per thousand sheets here- 
in provided, the said presses shall not be used by the Government after the close 
of the present fiscal year." 

And the Senate agree to the same, 
SAML. J. RANDALL, 
WM. H. FORNEY, 
THOS. RYAN, 

Managers on the part of the House, 


W. B. ALLISON, 

EUGENE HALE, 

A. P. GORMAN, 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 


The following statement, submitted in accordance with the rule, was 


The managers on the part of the House of the conference on the Senate amend- 
ments numbered 60, 61, 62, and 1% tothe bill (H. R. 12008) making appropriation 
for sundry civil expenses of the Government, submit the following written 
eee in 3 of the action recommended in the accompanying con- 

In amendments numbered 60 and 61: Limits the royalty to be paid for the use 
of steam plate-printingipresses to 1 cent thousand impressions, and increases 
122 82570. for wages to plate-printers from $376,000, as proposed by the House, 

On amendment numbered 62: Leaves the provision touching the use of steam 
plate-printing machines exactly as proposed by the House. 

On amendment numbered 182: Strikes out proposed appropriation of $8,745 to 
the widow of Chief-Justice Waite. 

The bill as now finally agreed upon pg, e $25,277,241.65, being $1,646,- 
640 less than as it passed the Senate, $1,806,511 more than as it passed the House, 
and $1,043,463,19 less than the law for the current year. 

A SAM. J. RANDALL, 
WM. H. FORNEY, 
THOS. RYAN, 
Managers on the part of the House. 

Mr. RANDALL. I demand the previous question on agreeing to 
the report. 

The 7 7 7770 question was ordered. 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, I do not wish to detain the House 
now further than to ask the privilege of printing in the RECORD a state- 
ment summarizing the figures in connection with these various gen- 
eral appropriation bills—a statement of the sort usually submitted at 
the close of a session. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection, the leave re- 
quested by the gentleman from Pennsylvania will be granted. 

There was no objection. 

The question being taken on agreeing to the report of the committee 
of conference, it was agreed to. 

Mr. RANDALL moved to reconsider the vote by which the report 
was agreed to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. RANDALL, This now completes the work of Congress in con- 
nection with the general appropriation bills. [Applause.] I move 
that the House take a recess until 9.55 a. m. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. There is a motion for a recess already 
pending. 

Mr. MILLIS. This is the time that has been arranged with the 
Speaker and the committees, 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. FISHER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the following 
titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 12008) making appropriations for sundry civil 
of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1890, and for 


other pu: ; and 

A bill CH. R. 12571) making appropriations to supply deficienciesin 
the appropriations for the fiscal year endfng June 30, 1889, and for 
prior years, and for other purposes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The motion of the gentleman fron Penn- 
Sylvania [Mr. RANDALL] is in order at any rate as an amendment. 

The question being put on the motion of Mr. RANDALL, it was de- 
clared agreed to. 

Mr. DORSEY. I call fora division. f 

The question being again taken, there were—ayes 113. 

Mr. DORSEY. I withdraw the call for a division. 

So the motion of Mr. RANDALL was agreed to; and the original mo- 
tion for a recess as thus amended was adopted; and accordingly (at 2 
o’clock and 15 minutes a. m.) the House took a recess till 9.55 a. m. 


MONDAY’S SESSION. 
The recess having expired, the House, at 9.55 a. m. (Monday, March 
4), resumed its session. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, informed 
the House of agreement to the report of the committee of conference on 


the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendmentsof the House 


to the bill (S. 459) to forfeit lands granted to the State of Michigan to 


aid in the construction of a railroad from Marquette to Ontonagon, in 
said State, a 
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ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. BLAND. I move that the House take a recess for one-half hour. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. I move to amend that motion so as to 
take a recess for thirty-five minutes. 

Mr. WHEELER. Ihopethe gentleman from Missouri will withhold 
that motion for a moment in order that I may bring before the House 
the bill (S. 2946) granting the use of certain lands to the city of St. 
Augustine, Fla., fora public park. This bill will not involve the ex- 
penditure of one cent by the Government. It simply authorizes the 
city to improve and beautify certain lots of land which belong to the 
Government so that they can be used as a park. The bill provides 
that the Government can take possession of the grounds at any time 
without paying for the improvements. The bill is recommended and 
ought to pass. The Government will be benefited because the city 
agrees to improve the ground, and the city will reap benefit from the 
use of ground for a park which is now useless to every one. 

It is a Senate bill introduced and passed through the Senate by Sen- 
ator CALL. The bill was reported favorably by myself from the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. I hope the House will consent to its consider- 

ation. 

Mr. BLAND. I understand that there is a conference report ready 
to be presented. If so, I withdraw my motion for a recess. 

Mr. WEAVER. I presume it is proper the House should take ac- 
tion on the bill just returned from the Senate. * 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. That can be done by unanimous consent. 

TheSPEAKER. Thegentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] moved 
that the House take a recess for thirty minutes, and the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. STONE] moved to amend the motion so as to take 
a recess for thirty-five minutes. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois. I move to amend the amendment so 
as to take a recess for forty minutes. 


RECEIPTS AND DISBURSEMENTS OF METROPOLITAN STREET RAILWAY. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will present to the House, to be printed 
and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, a paper pur- 
porting to bea statement of the receipts and disbursements of the Met- 
ropolitan Street Railway Company of this District. It does not appear 
to be in compliance with the statutes. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. WARNER. I ask unanimous consent that the Senate bills upon 
the Speaker’s table be laid before the House, pending the motion to 
take a recess. 


that the Senate bills and the communications on the Speaker’s table 
may be referred to appropriate committees, 


FORFEITURE OF LAND GRANT TO MICHIGAN. 


Mr. HOLMAN, I desire to present a report of the committee of 
conference on the bill (S. 859) to forfeit lands granted to the State of 
Michigan to aid in the construction of a railroad from Marquette to 
Ontonagon, in said State. : 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the House to the bill (S. 858) to forfeit lands granted to the 
State of Michigan to aid in the construction of a railroad from Marquette to 
Ontonagon, in said State, having met, after full and free conference have agreed 
to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the House 
numbered 1. 2, 3. 4. 5, and 6,and agree to the same with an amendment as fol- 
lows: Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof as fol- 


lows: 

“ That there is hereby forfeited to the United States, and the United States 
hereby resumes the title thereto, all lands heretofore granted to the State of 
Michigan by virtue of an act entitled An act making a grant of alternate sec- 
tions of the public lands to the State of Michigan to aid in the construction of 
certain railroads in said State,and for other purposes,’ which took effect June 
3, 1856, which are opposita to and coterminous with the uncompleted portion of 
any railroad to aid in the construction of which said lands were nted or 
applied, and all such lands are hereby declared to bea part of the public domain: 
Provided, That this act shall not be construed as forfeiting the right of way or 
depot poms of any railroad company heretofore granted: And provided fur- 
ther, T. nothing in this act contained shall be construed as limiting the rights 

ted to purchasers or settlers by ‘An act to provide for the adjustment of 

nd grants made by Congress to aid in the construction of railroads and for 

the forfeiture of unearne ds, and for other purposes,’ approved March 3, 

1887, or as repealing, altering, or amending said act, nor as in any manner af- 

fecting any cause of action existing in favor of any purchaser against his 
grantor for breach of any covenants of title. 

“Src. 2. That nothing in this act shall be construed as forfeiting any lands 
that have been heretofore earned by the location and construction of any por- 
tion of any railroad hereinbefore mentioned under any actof Congress making 
a grant of public lands in the State of Michigan: Provided; That such lands lie 
opposite such constructed road, or if indemnity lands are provided in such 
or the same shall be selected from the public lands within such indemnity 

mits lying nearest to such constructed road: And vided further, That this 

not be construed to prejudice any right of the Portage Lake Canal 
Company, or the Ontonagon and Brulé River Railroad Company, or any per- 
son under them, to apply hereafter to the courts or to Congress for any 
legal or equitable relief to which they may now be entitled, nor to prejudice 
any right of forfeiture, as hereby declared, or recovery of the United States in 
of any of the lands claimed by said 5 nor to 1 of 

e right of any person claiming adversely to said companies or their assigns 
under the laws of the United States, 

“Sec. 8. That in all cases whenany of the lands forfeited by the first section of 
this act, or when any lands relinquished to. or for any cause resumed by, the 


United States from grants for railroad purposes, heretofore made to the State of 
Michigan, have heretofore been 222 of by the Draper officersof the United 
States or under State selections in Michigan confirmed by the Secretary of the 
Interior, under color of the pene laws, where the consid on recei 
therefor is still retained by the Government, the right and title of all 
holding or claiming under such disposals shall be, and is hereby, ed: 
eee That where the original cash a are the pant 
owners this act shall be operative to confirm the title only of such said cash 
purchasers as the Secretary of the Interior shall be satisfied have purchased 
without fraud and in the belief that they were thereby obtaining valid title from 
the United States. That nothing herein contained aball be construed to con- 
tirm any sales or entries of lands, or any tract in any such State selection, upon 
which there were bona 1 or homestead claims on the Ist day ot 
May, 1888, arising or asserted by actual occupation of the land under color of the 
laws of the United States, and all such pre-emption and homestead claims are 
hereby confirmed. 

“Sec. 4. That no lands declared forfeited to the United States by this act shall 
inure to the benefit of any State or corporation to which lands may have been 
granted by Congress except as herein otherwise provided; nor shall this act be 
construed to enlarge the area of land originally covered by any such nt, or 
to waive or release in any way any right of the United States now existing to 
have any other lands granted by them, as recited in the first section, forfelted 
for any failure, past or future, to comply with the conditions of the grant. Nor 
shall the moiety of the lands granted to any railroad company on account ofa 
main and a branch lineap; ning to uncompleted road, and hereby forfeited, 
within the conflicting limits of the grants for such main and branch lines, when 
but one of such lines has been completed, inure, by virtue of the forfeiture here- 
by declared, to the benefit of the completed line. 

“Sec, 5. That all persons who may have settled upon and are now in 
sion of any of the lands hereby forfeited, and who may desire to enter the same 
under the homestead law, shall be allowed, when making final proof, for the 
time they have already resided upon and cultivated the same.“ 

And the House agree to the same, 

W. S. HOLMAN, 
J. L. MACDONALD, 
L. E. PAYSON, 
Managers on 1 5 of the House, 
P. B. PLUMB, 
H. W. BLAIR, 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 

Mr. HOLMAN. This has been agreed to by the whole delegation 
from Michigan. : 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. I desire to ask my friend from Indiana a 
question. ; 

Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly. > 

Mr, STONE, of Missouri. It is hard to hear the reading of the bill 
for information, and I ask for information if in extent this bill refers 
exclusively to the roads in Mickigan? 

Mr. HOLMAN. To Michigan alone. ` 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. Then I think this þill ought to pass. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Everybody from Michigan has agreed 
to it. 

The report of the committee of conference was agreed to. 

Mr. HOLMAN moved to reconsider the vote by which the conference 
report was agreed to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS, 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. There is a question before the House and the reg- 
ular order has been insisted upon. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Thisisa question of the highest privi- 
lege. à 


CONDUCT OF SENATE EMPLOYÉS, 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Irise toa question of privilege. It relates to 
the rights of the members and officers of the House, and if I may be 
permitted to make a statement, there will be no objection to its con- 
sideration. 

I am informed that by order of somebody the corridors of the Capitol 
are closed to the officers of this House, and to the families of members 
of the House. I hold in my hand an order issued by the Sergeant-at- 
Arms, which I will read: 

To doorkeepers: Admit Mr. Hill, my deputy, to the Senate for this day. 

J. P.LEEDOM, Sergeant-at-Arms. 

Mr. Hill, in the execution of orders of the t-at-Arms of the 
House, proceeded through this corridor on his way to the Senate, and 
was denied admission by the doorkeepers appointed by the Senate wing 
of the Capitol. 

Jam further informed that members of the House with their wives 
sought admission through the corridors on their way to the Capitol, 
and they were informed that the members themselves could pass, but 
that their wives could not. Mr. Speaker, I send up this resolution, and 
ask the House to consider it at this time. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Se: nt- at- $ 
secure forthwith to the een of che Sonus F 
the House a way of access through the corridors of the Capitol. 

Mr. HATCH. Ifthe gentleman from Louisiana will listen, I will 
state that the gentleman is mistaken about even members of the House 
being able to get into the Senate under this order. There is one mem+ 
ber in front of me and myself who tried to get in that door, and % 
were refused admittance to the Capitol on our way to the House 
Representatives. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. A most extraordinary proceedin; 

A MEMBER. I will ask the gentleman from Missow 


if he stated 
that he was the member of the House? 4 
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Mr. HATCH. I did. : 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I yield one minute to the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE]. 

Mr. LODGE. I wanted to find out if I could, and as I could not find 
out personally, I want to find out through the medium of the House 
officers, whether the members of the House have got any rights in the 
Capitol that are to be respected by employés of the Senate. I have 


been treated this morning, in going to the galleries of the Senate and 
simply asking for information, with the grossest insolence and imperti- 
nence by Senate employés. I claim nothing more than the ordinary 
co due to every American citizen; but that I do claim, and I say 
that they have noright to turn to members of the House and say to them 
as was said to me this morning, I donot care whether you are a mem- 
ber of the House or not. Iam aSenate employ& You stand out of 
the way.“ I think something should be done to vindicate the rights 
of this House [loud applause] and see that its members get proper 
treatment. [Renewed and continued applause.] I think it should 
be understood whether the members of the House are to be shut outof 
the galleries. I simply wished to go there to getinformation. I think 
it should be found out whether we have got to take our wives and 
families out through the rain, or whether we can lead them through 
the Capitol here to the Senate. Ithink that something should be done 
now, on the spot, to see whether a member is not entitled to some 
rights somewhere in this Capitol. [Great applause. ] 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I now yield one minute to the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. ENLOE]. 

Mr. ENLOE. I have just passed through a similar experience to that 
of the gentleman from Massachusetts. I can corroborate everything that 
he says as tothe indignity with which members of the House are treated 
by the employés of the Senate. There is not a doorkeeper in the em- 
ploy of the House who would treat the meanest tramp in the United 
States with the insolence with which the employés of the Senate treat 
the members of the House who go there to ask for the gracious privi- 
leges which have been granted them by the extraordinary courtesy of 
the Senate. 

I want to say that, so far as I am concerned, I would like to amend 
the resolution that was adopted last night by a declaration that this 
House will stand upon its rights and refuse to participate under the 
present arrangements for the inaugural ceremonies. 

A MEMBER. Did you not have five tickets? 

Mr. ENLOE. No, sir; not five. I had two, and I was not even 
permitted to go and look inside the door to see where the ladies I ac- 
companied were seated. I say, Mr. Speaker, that the Senate has no 
respect for the dignity and the rights of this body, as is demonstrated 
by the arrangement of the programme for the inaugural ceremonies, 
and by the insolent conduct of its employés toward the members of 
the House. I hope the resolution will be adopted. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Cox]. 

Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, I do not know that I should at this time 
favor such a proposition as the gentleman from Tennessee suggests, 
that the House decline to participate in the inaugural ceremonies. 
That might be misunderstood or misconstrued, especially as this House 
at present happens to be of one party and the Senate of another. But 
this question, sir, is not altogether new. It is an old question, and it 
ought to be settled for the future by some protest now. Itis not a 
matter altogether of a constitutional nature. We have the right, in 
some ap ea a most inestimable right, of going to and returning 
from the other end of this Capitol. That right has been asserted here 
again and again, and now, in this time when there is no emergency, 
it would be a good thing to assert it again, and I hope that by some 
resolution pertinently written and delivered to this man INGALLS we 
will teach him and others that we are a co-ordinate branch of the leg- 
islative body. It is a matter of domesticity. I am glad to see mem- 
bers of this House rallying to their families somewhat. [Laughter. ] 
It touches the very heart of the American people to know that with all 
the privations and sacrifices our families are making, going and com- 
ing through the rain, as some of my own folks have done for the last 
day or two, to extend courtesies to others, to assist strangers, they 
have to go out themselves into the rain to enjoy the privileges in this 
building, which ought to be accorded to them spontaneously and gra- 
ciously. I therefore hope, sir, that the resolution of the gentleman 
from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD] will pass with unanimity, and that 
we will make the protest now for the future. [Applause. ] 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I yield to the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. 
ANDERSON ] for one minute. 

Mr, ANDERSON, of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, I can express very briefly, 
by the resolution which I hold in my hand, the substance of that which 
I desire to say to the House: 

Resolved, That, because of the arrogant assumption of the United States Sen- 
ate and the insolence of its employés, the Sergeant-at-Arms of the House is 
hereby directed to remove all obstructions in and open the passage ways be- 
tween the two Chambers. 

[Applause. ] 

Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, I desireto withdraw a remark that I made 
a moment ago, us some gentlemen think it obnoxious. I used the ex- 

ion.“ this man INGALLS.” I withdraw that remark, which has 
no application just now, 
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Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Speaker, is the resolution of the gentleman 
from Louisiana before the House? 


The SPEAKER. It is, but the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. AN- 
9 an amendment by way of a substitute. 

Mr. D N, of Kansas. No; I propose it as an amendment to 
the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The amendment will be read. as 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That, because of the arro; t assumption of the United States Sen- 
ate and the insolence of its employés, the Se t-at-Arms of the House of 
Representatives is hereby directed to remove obstructions in and open the 
passage ways between the two Chambers. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I reserve the point of order on that. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, the fact is well known 
that this building is under the control of the Congress of the United 
States, and yet the body at the other end of the Capitol, in the exu- 
berant impertinence of its swell-headed arrogance, undertakes to de- 
prive this House and its officers of the right of way through property 
which is subject to the Congress of the United States and not to the Sen- 
atealone. I do not propose to temper one solitary word in this resolu- 
tion, and my proposition is that the Sergeant-at-Arms of this House shall 
take a posse, forcibly remove these obstructions, and open the public 

of the Capitol. This is more than a mere matter of feeling. 
It is a matter of right, a matter of liberty, a matter for indignant re- 
buke by the proper Representatives of the people of the unlimited arro- 
gance and insufferable aggressions of that , and I, for one, propose 
to meet the insult by force, as it ought to be met. [Applause. 

The SPEAKER. There is so much confusion in the Hall that it is 
impossible to transact the public business. The Chair will recognize 
no other gentleman nor attempt to transact any other business until 
gentlemen resume their seats and cease conversation on the floor. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Under the rules of this House, Rule I, the Speaker 
of this House has control of the Hall, of the galleries, and of the cor- 
ridors surrounding the House. Now, is it not true that, upon a like 

rinciple, the Senate has control of the Hall and the galleries of the 

mate and the corridors surrounding it, and has proper authority to 
make rules regarding the same? 

The SPEAKER. That is not a question of order. It is, however, a 
question which the gentleman can properly raise so far as the control 
of the north end of the Capitol is concerned. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I raise it as a point of order 
ment of the gentleman from Kansas | Mr. ANDERSON]. 

The SPEAKER. Oh, the Chair is very clearly of opinion that the 
amendment proposed by the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. ANDERSON], 
which proposes that the House shall send its officers into the Senate 

t of the Capitol to remove the structures which have been put there 

y authority of the Senate, is out of order, but the point of order was 
not raised, and of course the Chair did not suggest it. 

Mr. CUTCHEON, The House of Representatives of right controls 
this end of the Capitol and the Senate of right controls the other end. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Mr. Speaker, in view of the necessity for the 
early passage of this resolution, I now call the previous question and 
yield a minute to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. McKINLEY]. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. The gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. 
BLANCHARD] has demanded the previous question, and before that is 
ordered I would like to hear the resolution read. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the resolution offered by the 
gentleman from Louisiana. 

‘The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Sergeant-at-Arms of the House take the necessary steps to 
secure forthwith to the officers of the House and families of members of the 
House free access to the corridors of the Capitol. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Upon that I demand the previous question. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. Let me make a suggestion. Let us 
first send a respectful resolution to the Senate requesting that they 
take action to admit members. [Cries of Too late!?’] 

A MEMBER. We can do that next Congress. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD] 
has demanded the previous question, Does he insist on the demand or 
withdraw it? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I do not withdraw it; but pending the demand 
I yield to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. MCKINLEY] for a statement. 
He has just returned from the Senate. 

Mr. McKINLEY. Mr. Speaker, I learned this morning that holders 
of white tickets who might be in the House of Representatives to-day 
would be unable to go through the corridors to the Senate and enter 
the Senate Chamber, under the rights given to them by those tickets. 
Hearing of this, I called upon the President pro tempore of the Senate 
and he said he would so modify the order that the families of members 
holding the white tickets would be admitted through the corridors into 
the Senate. I think it due that I should make this statement. I went 
over at the request of a number of members whose families are here. 

a ANDERSON, of Illinois. How about members who do not have 
tickets? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Iyieldto thegentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROS- 
VENOR] to make a statement. He also has a grievance. 


inst the amend- 


2722 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


Maron 2, 


Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I think the difficulty has grown 
up in a different direction from that indicated in previous remarks. 
The white tickets which were issued te members of this House, and 
which it was alleged and supposed would admit at least their wives to 
the galleries of the Senate upon equal terms with other people, have 


failed utterly of their p And when I presented myself with 
my wife at one of the ery doors, I was treated very much as the 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE] was treated only a mo- 
ment afterward by the same man. I discovered that the galleries 
were filled with total strangers holding red tickets which had been 
procured from the Sergeant-at-Arms of the Senate, and that the white 
tickets were forbidden entry into any of the reserved galleries of the 
Senate. I thereupon went to the President pro tempore of the Senate, 
and he said he had no control over the subject; that the whole matter 
was in the hands of the Sergeant-at-Arms. 

After a great deal of effort, and after being substantially rebuffed 
three or four times by people whom I do not know, and whom I hope 
I never may know, in and about the t-at-Arms’s office, I suc- 
ceeded in penetrating to the obscurity in which the gentleman had 
wrapped himself, and I asked him how those tickets were issued and 
by what authority persons were assuming to exclude the families of 
members from the galleries. He said he had not one of those tickets 
left; that they were all issued, and that the order would be strictly 


I have learned from a gentleman here who does not authorize me to 
use his name—a member of the House—that those red tickets have 
been on sale at various points in this city—notably at the Metropolitan 
Hotel—at $10 apiece. ‘They are tickets which, so far as I know, have 
not been understood as being in existence. I do not understand that 
the S er or the Sergeant-at-Arms or any member of this House as 
such received one of those red tickets. But the fact remains that 
under the control of the Sergeant-at-Arms of the Senate everybody has 
been excluded from the galleries who does not hold one of those special 
red tickets issued by him. 

Ihave now said all that I desire to say. I am under no excitement; 
but I want to put into the Recorp my denunciation of an assumed 
authority by an officer of the other House to exelude from fair treat- 
ment the members of this. That is all I wish to say. [Applause.] 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I yield one minute to the gentleman from IIli- 
nois [Mr. CANNON]. 

Mr. CANNON. I would like to have the resolution read again. 

‘The resolution was again read. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I move to amend by providing that this resolu- 
tion be communicated to the Senate. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I accept that amendment as a modification of 
my resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Louisiana modifies his reso- 
lution as indicated. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I do not know just what the facts are 
in to this matter, but between this time and 12 o’clock the mem- 
bers of this House have an undoubted right of ingress and toand 
ee , e eee thy Dine gona and out of its 
doors. If that right bas been denied, then I am ready to take such 
action in the shape of resolution or protest as may be meet and proper. 
I repeat I do know what the facts are. 

„ BLANCHARD. Mr. Speaker, I am just informed by a gentle- 


members of the Senate, that he was denied admission to the corridors 

to deliver these official communications. 

i I now demand the previous question on the adoption of the resolu- 
on. 

The previous question was ordered; and under the operation thereof 
the resolution was adopted, there being—ayes 81, noes 7. 

Mr. CANNON. I ask unanimous consent to amend the resolution 
just adopted by striking out the words and families.“ We are now 
adopting a resolution or making a protest touching the! 
members of the American Congress; and I think we 
adopt any resolution touching matters of courtesy. I hope this resolu- 
tion may be modified to the extent I have indicated. Lask unanimous 
consent for that purpose, 5 

Several MEMBERS. That is right. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the resolution will be 
modified as indicated. ‘The Chair hears no objection. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. FISHER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the following titles; 
when the Speaker signed the same, namely: 

A bill (S. 858) to forfeit lands granted to the State of Michigan to aid 
— N construction of a railroad from Marquette to Ontonagon, in said 

te; 


A bill K R. 6753) for the relief of P. Gough Edelin; and 
A bill (H. R. 12154) to regulate and license pawnbrokers in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois. I renew my motion for a recess, 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it 

Mr. BUCHANAN, I wish to file a rt setting forth the views ot 
the minority of the Committee on Manufactures—— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the gentleman from New 
Jersey that that is not a question of privilege. Leave has been giy 
however, to file reports with the Clerk, as well as the views of the 
minorities of committees. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, Iwas not present when that leave was ted. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. I ask the gentleman frem Illinois to allow me to 
offer a resolution, which will take but a minute. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois. Regular order. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The regular order being demanded the Chair will 
submit the motion of the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. RYAN. What is the motion? 

The SPEAKER. That the House take a recess for forty minutes, 

ae aac was taken; and upon a division there were—ayes 43, 
noes 11. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, Mr. WHEELER, and others. No 

uorum. 

Mr. WHEELER, Irise to a question of privilege. 

The SPEAKER. There is a privileged motion pending. 

Mr. WHEELER. I rise to a question which might involve the high- 
est privilege that any member ever rose to in this House. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WHEELER. The communications to which the tleman 
from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD] has referred and which he had in 
his hand a few moments [Cries of Regular order!“ 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama will proceed and 
state the question of privilege. 

Mr. WHEELER. The communications referred to by thegentleman 
from Louisiana were communications which early this morning I 
in the hands of an officer of this House to be sent to three mem of 
the Senate, and that officer,or his messenger, was refused the of 
passing through the halls of this Capitol to deliver those communica- 
tions to the Senators to whom they were addressed. All this trouble 
arises from either improper orders being given to officials of the Senate, 
or else those officials have misconceived the true intent of the orders 
under which they are acting. In either event the matter requires u- 
vestigation and that measures be taken to entarecurrence. There 
must be free and uninterrupted communication between the Senate and 
the House of Representatives. I now move, if it be in order, that the 


Sergeant-at-Arms be directed to take the communications and deliver 
them to the Senate Chamber, and, if it be n „to take a 
em to the Senate. 


song mon h in numbers to enable him to deliver 
[App $ [Cries of Regular order !”] 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the motion of the gent] 
from Illinois that the House now take a recess, and the Chair will 
continue to enforce the ar order until the demand is withdrawn. 

Mr. WHEELER. But I have risen to a question of privilege. In 
the present case the matter may not be im t, but we must cor- 
rect the abuse now, because if we do not a case might arise in 
a matter of the highest importance. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the gentleman from Ala- 


bama that he does not specify any particular communication, does not 
state that any officer of this House has been denied thro 
the halls of this Capitol to deliver such communications to the Senate, 


and the Chair is unable to see any question of privilege presented in 
the remarks of the gentleman from Alabama. 

Mr. WHEELER. The gentleman from Louisiana informs me that 
an officer of the House ed him that admission was refused to his 
messenger. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Louisiana stated that one of 
the of the House was not admitted on the occasion to which the 
gentleman from Alabama refers. The Chair does not see that a ques- 
tion of privilege is involved. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. That is right. This is all buncombe anyhow, 
because there is perfect communication between the two bodies, 


VISITORS TO UNITED STATES MILITARY ACADEMY. 

The SPEAKER announced the appointment, under section 1327 of, 
the Revised Statutes, of the following Visitors to the Military Academy 
for the ensuing year: Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana, Mr. YODER of 
Ohio, and Mr. STEELE of Indiana. 


VISITORS TO NAVAL ACADEMY, 


The SPEAKER also, under section 1327 of the Revised Statutes, a 
inted as Visitors to the Naval Academy for the ensuing year Mr. 
. GROS- 


of Alabama, Mr. MCADOO of New Jersey, and 
VENOR of Ohio. 
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ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. The point of order being made that no quorum 
has voted, the Chair will order tellers. 

Mx. ANDERSON, of Illinois, and Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, were ap- 

pointed tellers. 

The House proceeded to divide. 

Pending the division by tellers, 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to make a 
brief statement. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Illinois who made the 
pending motion yield for that ponposoa 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois. Les, sir. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, if I can have the attention of the 
House, I wish to state that there is upon the Calendar of the House a 
bill, unanimously and favorably reported from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, providing for the creation of the office of Assistant Secretary of 
the Navy, at a salary of $5,000 per annum. This legislation is recom- 
mended by the Secretary of the Navy, and I have been for 
many years thatthereshould be, from civil life, an Assistant Secretary of 
the Navy appointed to assist that official in the proper administration of 
the affairs of that great Departmentof the Government, and to act some- 
what as a brake against the combined efforts of the technical knowledge 
and pressure of naval officers brought to bear upon them. Now that 
we are building a great navy and spending multiplied millions of dol- 
lars this is especially desirable, and I want to ask, Mr. Speaker, unani- 
mous consent to move to suspend the rules and pass that bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understood the gentleman from Ilinois 
to yield to his colleague to make a statement only. 

Mr. CANNON. Yes; and in that statement I want to ask unani- 
mous consent that I may submit this motion to suspend the rules and 
pass this bill. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois. If the matter on which the House is 
now dividing is considered as pending I will yield for that motion. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will submit the request of the gentle- 
man from Illinois for unanimous consent to move to suspend the rules 
and pass the bill. 

Mr. McCREARY and Mr. KILGORE objected. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, then, I move to suspend the rules 

The SPEAKER. The Chair can not entertain a motion for the sus- 

sion of the rules. There isa motion to suspend the rules now pend- 
ing; the contested-election ease is pending with the question of consid- 
eration raised upon it. There is a motion for a recess pending with 
several amendments, and of course the Chair can not recognize any gen- 
tleman to make any other motion to suspend the rules at this time. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, I have done all I could. 


MR. STILSON HUTCHINS. 


With the permission of the tellers and the Chair I would 
I think it will 


Mr. COX. 
like to ask unanimous consent to pass a resolution. 
take no time, if it were read. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Illinois yield to have the 
resolution read ? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois. I yield to have it read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be tt resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives in Congress assembled, 
That the thanks of Con are due and are hereby granted to. Hon. Stilson 
Hutchins for his gift to the national capital of a statue of Benjamin Franklin, 
erected by him on Pennsylvania avenue. 

Mr. COX. I will state, Mr. Speaker, that this statue of Benjamin 
Franklin cost this gentleman a large sum of money, and is a very ele- 

t gift to the city. I hope that Congress will take some befitting 
notice of it like this. 

Mr. KILGORE. I would like to have the resolution read. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. It involves no appropriation. 

Mr. KILGORE. I do not object, but I am inclined to object. 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make an inquiry. If this 
resolution pass, would not that permit the gentleman to have the privi- 
leges of the floor? 

TheSPEAKER. It would. 

Mr. BLAND. Then I doubt the propriety of giving gentlemen the 
privilege. 

Mr. KILGORE. I object. 

Mr. COX. Amend the resolution in that way. 

Mr. CUTCHEON (to Mr. Cox). Has any communication been made 
to Congress concerning this monument? 

Mr. COX. There has. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I have never seen any. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas objects, and the resolu- 
tion is not before the House. 


COMMITTEE TO WAIT ON THE PRESIDENT. 


Mr. McMILLIN. Lask consideration of the resolution which I send 
to the Clerk’s desk, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That a committee of three members be 7 7 on the part of the 


House to join such committee as be mg ee by Senate to wait on the 
President of the United States and that Congress, having finished 


its business, unless he may have some further communication to make, the two 
Houses of Congress are now ready to close its session by adjournment sine die, 

The resolution was agreed to. 

TheSPEAKER appointed Mr. MCMILLIN, Mr. C. R. BRECKINRIDGE, 
and Mr. KELLEY as the committee on the part of the House. 

Mr. McMILLIN moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
tion was ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Tellers proceeded with the count. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCoox, its Secretary, an- 
nounced that the Senate had acceded to the request of the House of 
Representatives. 


Several MEMBERS. Let the resolutions be read. 
ARRANGEMENTS FOR INAUGURAL CEREMONIES. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the resolution 
for information of members. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
IS THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, March 2, 1889. 
Ordered, That the Senate accede to the request of the House of Representa- 
tives, ibe executed under such regulations as the President of the Senate shall 
prescribe. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. I move that the resolution lie on the table. 
The motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message from the President, by Mr. PRUDEN, one of hissecretaries, 
announced the approval of sundry House bills and joint resolutions as 
follows: 

Approved on March 2: 

An act (H. R. 9423) to restore to the public domain and to regulate 
the sale and disposition of certain lands east of the Mississippi River, in 
the State of Lousiana; 

An act (H. R. 11197) for the removal of the political disabilities of 
Henry A. Ramsay; 

An act (H. R. 11735) to amend an act entitled An act to authorize 
the Fort Smith and Choctaw Bridge Company to construct a bridge 
across the Poteau River, in the Choctaw Nation, near FortSmitb, Ark. ;’’ 
Hs act (H. R. 11165) for the relief of Mary Gray, widow of John 

ray; 

An act (H. R. 10832) for the establishment of a light-house with fog- 
bell on Oyster-Beds Shoal, in the Hudson River, New York; 

An act (H. R. 12524) to authorize the construction of bridges over 
Green and Barren Rivers, in the State of Kentucky, by the Henderson 
State Line Railroad Company; 

An act (H. R. 11917) making appropriations for fortifications and 
other works of defense, for the armament thereof, for the procurement 
of heavy ordnance for trial and service, and for other purposes; 

An act (H. R. 5888) for the relief of W. H. Boyd; 

An act (H. R. 948) for the relief of William H. Tabarrah; 

An act (H. R. 6394) for the relief of Hayem & Taylor; 

An act (H. R. 12062) granting an increase of pension to Frank L. 
Wolford; 

An act (H. R. 12575) to increase the pension of James N. Barrett; 

An act (H. R. 12482) to increase the pension ot Elizabeth L. Snell; 

An act (H. R. 12275) to increase the pension of John W. Smith; 

An act — R. 10725) to increase the pension of Elizabeth M. Allen; 

An act (H. R. 12510) granting a pension to George Hunter; 
An act (H. R. 12446) granting an increase of pension to Jacob S. 


uman; 
An act (H. R. 10167) increasing the pension of Nathaniel Crain; 
An act (H. R. 12540) to increase the pension of Theodore White; 
An act ie R 11884) to grant a pension to William Hawkins; 
An act (H. R. 9418) to incorporate the Washington and Western 
Maryland Railroad Company; 
An act (H. R. 9268) to punish dealers and pretended dealers in coun- 
terfeit money and other fraudulent devices for using the United States 


mails; 

An act (H. R. 11970) to divide a portion of the reservation of the 
Sioux Nation of Indians in Dakota into te reservations, and to 
tore the relinquishment of the Indian title to the remainder, and for 
other 85 

An act (H. R. 8309) to secure for the District of Columbia a compi- 
lation of laws of said District, and for other ; 

An act (H. R. 7777) to provide for the sale of patented to cer- 
tain members of the Flathead band of Indians in Montana Territory, 
and for other purposes; 

An act (H. R. 10319) to authorize the Natchitoches. Railroad Com- 
pany to construct and maintain a bridge across the Red River, in Lou- 


isiana 
An act (H. R. 12485) making an appropriation for the Department 
of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1890, and other 


purposes; 
An act (H. R. 11782) to approve and ratify the construction by the 
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Vicksburg, Shreveport and Pacific Railroad Company of the bridge 
over the Red River, at Shreveport, La., and the bridge over the Oua- 
chita River, at Monroe, La., and to authorize said railroad company to 
maintain said bridges over said water ways, subject to certain stipula- 
tions and conditions; 

An act (H. R. 12515) to amend an act entitled An act to authorize 
the construction of a bridge over the Missouri River at the most access- 
ible point between the mouth of the Femme Osage Creek at a point 
2 miles above the city of St. Charles, in the county of St. Charles, in 
the State of Missouri;“ 

An act (H. R. 10588) to authorize the construction of a bridge over 
the St. John’s River in the State of Florida; 

An act (H. R. 11573) to authorize the construction of bridges across 
the Kentucky River; 

An act (H. R. 12389) authorizing the construction of a bridge across 
the Osage River at some accessible point in the county of Benton, in 
the State of Missouri; j 

Anact (H. R. 11649) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Missouri River between the city of Leavenworth, in the State of 
Kansas, and Platte County, in the State of Missouri; 

An act (H. R. 6106) for the relief of certain volunteer and regular 
soldiers of the late war and the war with Mexico; 

An act (H. R. 157) correcting the military history of Robert McNutt; 

An act (H. R. 5509) to grant to the Gulf and Chicago Air-Line Rail- 
way Company the right to construct bridges over the Tombigbee, War- 
rior, and ‘Tennessee Rivers, and across Grand Pass to Dauphin’s Island, 
in the Gulf of Mexico; 

An act (H. R. 12420) granting a pension to Lucy, widow of Muck- 
a-pec-wah-keu-zah, or John,“ an Indian who served the United States 
and saved the lives of many white persons in the Indian outbreak or 
war of 1862, and died from the effects of wounds received therein; 

An act (H. R. 8100) granting a pension to Anna J. Weaver; 

An act (H. R. 12489) to authorize the construction of a railroad, 
wagon, and foot-passenger bridge across the Mississippi River at or near 
Lyons, Iowa; 

An act (H. R. 2070) for the relief of the widow of Arno Voss; 

An act (H. R. 12383) making appropriation for the support of the 
Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1890, and for other purposes; 

An act (H. R. 10644) granting a pension to Elizabeth Peterson; 

An act (H. R. 11663) granting a pension to M. Josie McClain; 

An act (H. R. 11651) making appropriations to provide for the ex- 
penses of the government of the District of Columbia for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1890, and for other purposes; 

An act (H. R. 11184) for the relief of Jessie Isherwood: 

An act (H. R. 12428) for the relief of Martha Rhodes; 

An act . R. 11043) to restore to the pension-roll the name of Cath- 
arine Buchanan; 

An act (H. R. 2598) for the relief of William Whitehouse; 

An act l. R. 8995) for the relief of Antonia Wiener; 

An act (H. R. 6862) for the relief of John R. Wood, John T. Ballard, 
and John T. Belew; 

An act (H. R. 12490) making appropriations for the service of the 
Post-Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 20, 1890; 

An act (H. R. 9674) to regulate the course at the Naval Academy; 

An act (H. R. 12329) making appropriations for the naval service for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1890, and for other purposes; 

An act (H. R. 11678) providing for the erection of sundry light- 
houses and fog-signals in Lakes Erie, Huron, Michigan, and Superior; 

An act (H. R. 12324) for the establishment of a light-house station 
on St. Catharine Island, State of Georgia; 

An act (H. R. 12430) providing for the establishment of the light and 
fog-signal at Humboldt, Cal., upon a more secure site, and for the estab- 
lishment of a light-ship at or near the wreck of thesteam-ship Oregon, 
in New York Harbor; 

An act (H. R. 5426) for the relief of St. Joseph Commercial College, 
of St. Joseph, Mo.; 

An act (H. R. 12384) for the allowance of certain claims reported by 
the accounting officers of the United States Treasury Department; 

An act (H. R. 9718) for the relief of J. W. Parish & Co.; 

An act (H. R. 5390) ting a pension to John Limeric; 

An act (H. R. ie granting a pension to Jacob Wolf; 

An act (H. R. 2862) granting a pension to William Ford; 

An act (H. R. 11707) granting a pension to Gertrude Northrop; 

An act (H. R. 11984) granting a pension to Mrs. Helen Sutherland; 

An act (H. R. 12491) granting a pension to Lucinda Mewman; 

An act pi R. 8429) granting a pension to W. W. Wilson; 

An act (H. R. 3106) for the relief of Lieutenant-Colonel Eyre; 

An act (H. R. 11128) for the disposition of the agricultural lands 
embraced within the limits of the Pipestone Indian reservation, in 
Minnesota; 

An act (H. R. 6411) granting a pension to Sarah Jackson; 
An act (H. R. 2875) for the relief of Mrs. Louisa H. Hasell; 
An act (H. R. 4203) granting a pension to the widow of Adam 


Shrake; 
An act (H. R. 382) granting a pension to Catherine G. Bodfish; 


the House. 


A BAU R. 8127) for the relief of Lucy M. Swinnear and Mary E, 
anserd; 

An act (H. R. 9227) for the relief of Mary Newton; 

An act (H. R. 12608) to pension William J. Martin; 

An act (H. R. 12403) granting a pension to Bennett Cooper; 

An act (H. R. 12404) granting a pension to Robert W. Andrews; 

An act . R. 12619) granting a pension to Littleberry W. Baker; 

An set (H. R. 9113) granting a pension to Frank M. Martin; 

An act (H. R. 12607) to grant a pension to Ira Wells; 

An act (H. R. 8327) for the relief of Joseph Lawless; 

An act (H. R. 9455) granting a pension to Benjamin F. Clayton; 

An act (II. R. 2737) granting a pension to Anna Krumpholz; 

An act (H. R. 12604) to restore the pension of Ann G. Barker; 

An act (H. R. 8225) for the relief of William S. Kellington; 

An act (H. R. 12273) for the relief of Newton C. Ridenour; 

An act (H. R. 8276) for the relief of the estate of Benjamin F. Rich- 
ardson; 
ae =t (H. R. 1029) for the relief of J. S. Flake, guardian of Samuel 

oward; 

An act (H. R. 7800) for the relief of John De Bree, executor of Mar- 
garet T. Higgins; 

An act (H. R. 12008) making appropriatians for sundry civil ex- 
penses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1890, and 
for other purposes; 

An act (H. R. 12578) making appropriations for the current and con- 
tingent expenses of the Indian Department and for fulfilling treaty 
stipulations with various Indian tribes for the year ending June 30, 
1890, and for other purposes; . 

An act (H. R. 8307) for the relief of John T. Higgins; 

An act (H. R. 3765) for the relief of James Devine; 

An act (H. R. 9949) for the relief of Patrick C. McQueeny; 

An act (H. R. 9271) for the relief of James A. Stewart; 

An act (H. R. 5716) to establish a light at the mouth of Otter Creek, 
Lake Champlain, and for other purposes; 

An act (H. R. 6050) referring the claim of the owners of the steamer 
I. N. Bunton to the Court ot Claims; 

An act (H. R. 12571) making appropriations to supply deficiencies 
in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, and for 
prior years, and other purposes; 

An act (H. R. 8740) toauthorize the Secretary of the Interior to con- 
vey to the State of Kansas certain lands therein; 

An act (H. R. 11634) to provide for allotment of land in severalty to 
United Peorias and Miamies, in Indian Territory, and for other pur- 


poses; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 268) to authorize the printing of the pro- 
ceedings in Congress in accepting the statue of the late Lewis Cass, an 
illustrious citizen, presented by the State of Michigan, and the statues 
of the late Maj. Gen. John Peter Gabriel Muhlenberg and Robert Ful- 
ton, illustrious citizens, presented by the State of Pennsylvania; and 

Joint resolution (II. Res. 252) appointing II. H. Markham, of Cali- 
fornia, a manager for the National Homes for Disabled Soldiers, to fill 
the vacancy caused by the death of William Blanding. 

Mr. CASWELL. Mr. Speaker, I desire to inquire if it would be in 
order to have read some of the vetoes now upon the Speaker’s table, 
notably that of the direct-tax bill? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will say to the gentleman 
that the House is now dividing upon a motion to take a recess, and 
there are three other questions of the highest privilege pending before 


Mr. CASWELL. Are they higher than the constitutional privilege 
to have a veto immediately read? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I insist on the regular 
order. 


CENTENNIAL CELEBRATION OF INAUGURATION OF FIRST PRESIDENT. 


The SPEAKER announced the appointment of the following com- 
mittee to attend the centennial celebration of the inauguration of the 
first President of the United States: 

Hon. WILLIAM C. OATES, of Alabama. 

Hon. JOHN H. ROGERS, of Arkansas. 

Hen. JOSEPH MCKENNA, of California. 

Hon. Hosea TOWNSHEND, of Colorado. 

Hon. CHARLES A. RUSSELL, of Connecticut. 

Hon. JOHN B. PENINGTON, of Delaware. 

Hon. R. H. M. DAVIDSON, of Florida. 

Hon. HENRY G. TURNER, of Georgia. 

Hon. A. J. HOPKINS, of Illinois. 

Hon. WILLIAM D. OWEN, of Indiana. 

Hon. JonN H. GEAR, of Iowa. 

Hon. EDWARD N. MORRILT, of Kansas. 

Hon. WILLIAM J. Stonr, of Kentucky. 

Hon. NEWTON C. BLANCHARD, of Louisiana. 

Hon. CHARLES A. BoUTELLE, of Maine. 

Hon. CHARLES H. GIBSON, of Maryland. 

Hon. WILLIAM COGSWELL, of Massachusetts, 


` 
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Hon. JUSTIN R. WIIIrI xd, of Michigan. 
Hon. MARK H. DUNNELL, of Minnesota. 
Hon. C. E. Hooker, of Mississippi. 
Hon. ALEXANDER M. DOCKERY, of Missouri. 
Hon. GEORGE W. E. DORSEY, of Nebraska. 
Hon. Horace F. BARTINE, of Nevada. 
Hon. OREN C. MOORE, of New Hampshire. 
Hon. JAMES BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. 
Hon. CHARLES S. BAKER, of New York. 
Hon. A. ROWLAND, of North Carolina. 
Hon. JOSEPH H. OUTHWAITE, of Ohio. 
Hon. BINGER HERMANN, of Oregon. 
Hon. CHARLES O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. 
Hon. H. J. SPOONER, of Rhode Island, 
Hon. WILLIAM ELLIOTT, of South Carolina, 
Hon. J. D. RICHARDSON, of Tennessee, 
Hon. ROGER Q. MILLS, of Texas. 
Hon. WILLIAM W. GROUT, of Vermont. 
Hon. W. H. F. LEF, of Virginia. 
Hon. WILLIAM L. WILSON, of West Virginia. 
Hon. LUCIÈN B. CASWELL, of Wisconsin. 
Hon. Mancus A. SMITH, of Arizona. 
Hon. GEORGE A. MATTHEWS, of Dakota. 
Hon. FREDERICK T. DuBors, of Idaho. 
Hon. THOMAS H. CARTER, of Montana. 
Hon. ANTONIO JOSEPH, of New Mexico. 
Hon. JOHN T. CAINE, of Utah: 
Hon. JoHN B. ALLEN, of Washington. 
Hon. JosepH M. CAREY, of Wyoming. 
LEAVE TO PRINT. 


By unanimous consent, leave to print in the RECORD remarks on 
the Indian appropriation, bill was granted to Mr. WEAVER, Mr. 
SPRINGER, Mr. RYAN, Mr. PERKINS, and Mr. PETERS. 

Mr. LANDES, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to print in the 
RECORD remarks on the sundry civil appropriation bill. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia, by unanimous consent, obtained 
leave to print remarks on the question of privilege raised by the Sen- 
ate revenue bill and on said bill. 

Mr. MILLS, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to print a letter 
from the Secretary of the Treasury on the same subject. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

Mr. ENLOE, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to withdraw 
papers on file in the case of A. W. Jones from the files of the House 
without leaving copies. 

Mr. McCORMICK, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to with- 
draw from the files the papers filed with the bill (H. R. 2263) for the 
relief of John W. Howard, 

Mr. CUMMINGS, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to with- 
draw from the files of the House papers in the case of Patrick Gavin 
and Cornelius O Leary without leaving copies. 

Mr. RUSK, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to withdraw 
papers filed with House bill 3739 for the relief of Charles H. Dexter. 

Mr. GAINES asked unanimous consent to print in the RECORD re- 
marks on the repeal of the tax on tobacco. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Let the leave be general. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. There is no general request submitted 
on the part of members, This is an individual request. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I make the point of order that the tax on tobacco 
has not been repealed. [Laughter.] 

‘The request of Mr. GAINES was granted. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I ask unanimousconsent that 
me members who desire to do so may print in the RecoRDremarks upon 
the bill. 

Mr. KERR. I object. 

Mr. CANNON, by unanimousconsent, obtained leave to print in the 
RECORD a statement covering the appropriations of this Congress. 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Speaker, I think we have now provided for en- 
larging the RECORD to a sufficient extent, and I shall object to further 
onset to print anything in it that is not part of the proceedings of the 

ouse. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, informed 
the House that that body had adopted a resolution that a committee ot 
two Senators be appointed to join a similar committee appointed by the 
House of Representatives to wait upon the President of the United 

States and inform him that the two Houses, having completed the busi- 
ness of the present session, are ready to adjourn unless the President 
has some further communication to make to them, and that it had ap- 
pointed Mr. SHERMAN and Mr. SAULSBURY as the committee on its 

art. 
E ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to take up 
and put upon its passage the bill which I send to the desk. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The title of the bill will be read, after 

-which the Chair will ask for objections. 


The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 3612) donating condemned cannon and small-arms to Naval Post 
400,Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Pennsylvania. 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present consid- 
eration of this bill? 

Mr. KILGORE. I understand that the committee have reported 
against all such bills as that, and I object on that ground. 

Mr. BLAND. Let us have the regular order. ` 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr.Speaker, I have a bill which I should like to 
be recognized to call up. [Laughter.] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. ‘The regular order is insisted upon, as 
the Chair has stated to the gentleman more than once. 

Mr. WHEELER. If this’bill is not considered now it will be lost. 
[ Laughter. ] 

Mr. BLAND. A great many bills that will be lost ought to be lost. 

GEORGE MAXWELL AND OTHERS. 


Mr. MORRILL, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to withdraw 
from the files of the House papers in support of the bill (H. R. 8596) 
for the relief of George Maxwell, F. C. Buckley, and H. L. Newman. 


DONATION OF CONDEMNED CANNON. 


Mr. BINGHAM. I ask unanimous consent for the consideration of 
a bill at the present time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order has been insisted 
upon; and the gentleman who made the demand gave notice to the 
Chair that he would not withdraw it. } 

Mr. BINGHAM. I understand the objection is withdrawn. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The title of the bill will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (8.3612) donating condemned cannon to Naval Post No. 400, Grand Army 
of the Republic, Department of Pennsylvania. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is the call for the regular order insisted 
upon ? ‘ 

Mr. KILGORE. It is. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York, addressed the Chair. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Missouri stated 
that he insisted on the regular order; and the gentleman from Texas 
[Mr. KILGORE] has just renewed the demand. 

Mr. BINGHAM. What gentleman from Texas objects to this bill? 

Mr. KILGORE. I withdraw my objection under the circumstances, 

The bill was read; and there being no objection, the House proceeded 
to its consideration. 

An amendment reported by the committee was read, as follows: 

Insert in line 11 the words twelve muskets and percussion caps.“ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 

Mr. BINGHAM moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
pe: and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

LEAVE TO PRINT. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York, by unanimous consent, obtained leave 
= print in the RECORD remarks on the Canadian reciprocity resolu- 

on. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT WILKES BARRE, PA. 


Mr. OSBORNE. I ask unanimous consent for the consideration of 
the bill (S. 2535) for the erection of a public building at Wilkes Barre, 


Pa. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. There is. 
Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois. I insist on the regular order. 


PUBLIC PARK, ST. AUGUSTINE, FLA. 


Mr. WHEELER. I ask unanimous consent to take from the Calen - 
dar and put on its passage Senate bill No. 2946. It does not take a 
cent from the Treasury, and is of considerable importance to the peo- 
ple of St. Augustine. I hope no one will object to its consideration. 

The title of the bill was read, as follows: 

A bill (8. . granting the use of certain lands to the city of St. Augustine, 
Fia., for a public park, and for other purposes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of this bill? 

Mr. MILLS. Let us have the regular order. 

Mr. BUCKALEW. It is useless for gentlemen to have bills passed 
now. It will be utterly impossible to present them to the President. 

Mr. WHEELER. The objection has been withdrawn. 

Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida. And I hope the Speaker will again 
submit the request for unanimous consent. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will again read the title of 
the bill, and the Chair will ask for objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: f 

A bill granting tho use of certain lands to the city of St. Augustine, Fla., for @ 
public park, and for other purposes. 

The SPEAKER pro t re. Is there objection? 

Mr. BUCKALEW and Mr. LYNCH objected. 
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Mr. O’NEALL, of Indiana. I wish to ask unanimous consent to 
print some remarks in the RECORD on the Sullivan-Felton contested- 
election case. 

Mr McKENNA, Mr. STEELE, and others objected. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection is made. 


Mr. O’NEALL, of Indiana. I understand objection is made? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Several gentlemen objected. 
Mr. O’NEALL, of Indiana. Who objected? I did not see any one 


rise to object, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from California [Mr. 
McKENNA] rose in his place and with other gentlemen objected to the 

uest. 

r. O'NEALL, of Indiana. Then I call up that case and ask its 
present consideration as a matter of privilege. Am I heard by the 
Chair? [Laughter. ] 

The SPEAKER pro t . This case has already been called u 
and the question of consideration is pending ee 1 pending whic 
there is a motion that the House take a recess, and the regular order 
is insisted upon. 

Mr, O’NEALL, of Indiana. By whom? 

Mr. STEELE. Well, I insist upon it. 

THANKS TO THE SPEAKER. 

Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer a 8 resolution 
which I send to the Clerk’s desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

O Garces ge cee antares 
has poea y r atonia the deliberations of the Fiftie Congress, 

Applause. ] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Hato). Gentlemen of the House 
of Representatives, for the third time in three consecutive Congresses 
the present occupant of the chair has had the privilege and the pleas- 
ure of submitting a similar resolution to that now presented to the 


House of Representatives for adoption. I am sure that with the knowl- 
edge that the present Speaker of the House will retire from the high 
position he has occupied for three consecutive terms this resolution will 
not only be adoj mea with unanimity, but with the cordial fi of 
every member of this House as to the justice and propriety of its adop- 
tion. [Applause and cries of “ Rising vote!“ 

The question was taken on the adoption of the resolution. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Three hundred and ten votes in the 
affirmative, none in the negative, and the resolution is unanimously 
adopted. [Prolonged applause. ] 


THANKS TO OFFICERS AND EMPLOYÉS: 


Mr, BLAND, On behalf of the other officers of the House, I present 
the following resolution and ask its adoption. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the thanks of this House be, and they are hereby, extended to 
the Clerk, the Doorkeeper, the Se t-at-Arms, the Postmaster, the Chap- 
lain, and other officers and employés of the House for the faithful and efficient 
performance of their duties during the present Congress, 

Mr. HOOKER. Mr. Speaker, I move to include by name the OM- 
cial Reporters of debates of the House of Representatives. [Cries of 
„That's right!“ 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection the resolution will 
be so modified. 

There was no objection. 

The resolution as modified was unanimously adopted. 

[The Speaker here resumed the chair. ] 

APPROPRIATIONS. ` 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, I do not wish to detain the House 
now further than to ask the privilege of printing in the RECORD a state- 
ment summarizing the figures in connection with the yarious general 
appropriation bills—a statement of the sort ay submitted at the 
close of a session. 


Chronological history of appropriation bile, second session of the Fiftieth Congress; estimates and appropriations for the fiscal year 188990; and 
appropriations for fiscal year 188889. 


[Prepared by the clerks to the Committees on Appropriations of the Senate and House of Representatives.) * 
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Fortification, 
Indian 


Legislative, eto. . . 
Military Academy.. .. 


o E N AN 
Pension. 

Fost-Ofnlee f. ove isccesdecosvscvcascssnncess 
River and harbor... . 
pati o 


eee pa — 
Total regular annual ap- 


propriations . . . 785,090.51) .... 
Permanent annual appropria- 
Co ey Rees are MOB COR OGG. GIF. . srcanifeossssnersstcensaaveftossecsiecnccse}opep: 


Grand total regular and 
permanent ei eo ae 


propriations... 476,146.46 


e 


Law, Law, 
90. 188889. 


Amount. 


81,701, 470.00 $1,669,770,00 
24.320 ,115.78 24.300. 1 


2,080,325. 00 


81.716.010. 00 
24,471,800. 00 


1,428, 409. 00 
8.016. 410.32 

2.972, 900.90 
8 18,208. 700. 79 


20,788, 178.07 
218,043.81 
19,942, 888.85 
| 81,758,700,00 
28 60,860,233.74 
22,397,616,90 
65| 26,320,804.84 


254.200,03 II. 77.281. 208.8 
Feb. 26| 14,728,954.31| Mar. 283.20 
814,682.08 


r eee serene eee esel eee cen 


Amount of estimated revenues for fiscal year 1890. 
Amount of estimated postal revenues for fiscal year 1800. 


Total estimated revenues for fiscal year 1890. . . . 


cent. of the amounts appropriated for the —— or. Columbia is paid by the United States. The amount for the water department (estimated 


for 1890 at S is paid out of the revenues of tha’ 


t This amount includes $2,853,798.62 for oe pasaat — e of Court of Claims in favor of the Choctaw Nation. 
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ADJOURNMENT SINE Dix. 

The SPEAKER. Gentlemen of the House of Representatives, under 
the circumstances I will detain you but a moment to return my thanks 
for the resolution you have just adopied, and to express my grateful 
appreciation of the kindness and courtesy which have characterized all 
your intercourse with me as the presiding officer of this body. 

After a continuous service for three terms I will leave this chair to- 
day with sentiments of the warmest friendship and the most profound 
respect, not only for the gentlemen who compose the present House, 
but for all who have preceded them since I have been its presiding offi- 
cer; and while the termination of my official labors and responsibilities 
affords of itself no occasion for regret, I can not without reluctance 
sever 1 connections which have so long existed between us. [Ap- 

lause. 
0 Looking back over the scenes of excitement and contention which 
necessarily occur, from time to time, in a body like this, it is impossi- 
ble not to remember with regret many hasty words and unpleasant in- 
cidents; but it is gratifying to know that no feeling of resentment sur- 
vives to disturb our friendly personal relations in the future. And now, 
gentlemen, in declaring an adjournment which closes the first century 
of our legislative history under the Constitution, I may be permitted to 
express the earnest hope that when another hundred years shall have 
rolled around, the Union of these States, under which the capacity of 
the people for self-government has already been demonstrated, will 
still endure [prolonged applause], and that the Representatives then 
assembled in this or in some other and greater Hall may have constit- 
ara as intelligent, as patriotic, and as free as those who have sent 
us here. 

The House now stands adjourned without day. [Prolonged ap- 
plause. ] i 


PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. 


Under the rule pope bills of the following titles were introduced 
and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. JEHU BAKER: A bill (H. R. 12660) for the relief of James 
Stack—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MONTGOMERY: A bill (H. R. 12661) for the relief of Stephen 
Garton—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. JEHU BAKER: A bill (H. R. 12662) granting a pension tå 
Daniel.P. Roberts—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12663) for the relief of Ferdinand Siegle—to thé 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12664) granting a pension to George W. Miller 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 
The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 
By Mr. JEHU BAKER: Petition of D. B. Evans and others, favoring 


an increase of pension for James Slack—to the Committee on Invalid. 


Pensions. - 

Also, petition of Allen Brown, Company H, Second Ohio Volunteers, 
for relief—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, affidavitof John Boman, in support of his pension claim—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Hubbard Post, No. 534, Grand Army of the Republic, 
in favor of pensioning all honorably-discharged soldiers—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Charles C. Roesch, for special-act pension—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of citizens of Randolph County, Illinois, and other 
papers, favoring a pension for Daniel P. Roberts—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolutions of the Peoria Board of Trade, favoring Government 
telegraphy—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolutions of board of supervisors of Bureau County, Ilinois, 
2 to swamp and overflow lands - to the Committee on the Public 

n > 

Also, petition of John L. Seargeant, for payment of his war claim— 
to the Committee 35 War Segoe 

Also, petition of Ferdinand Siegle, with accompanyin for a 
3 5 on tale Pensions. 5 

y Mr. : Resolution of the Legislature of Pennsylvania, for 
neral pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BOOTHMAN: Petition of Robert O. Nobbs Post, No. 521, 
Grand Army of the Republic, in favor of the publication of the official 
records of the rebellion—to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. BYNUM: Petition and affidavit of Joseph Yager, Company 
G, Sixty-ninth Regiment Ohio Volunteers—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: Petition of the American Export and Trading 


Company, of New York, for encouraging American shipping—to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. DUNHAM: Petition of John N. Jewett and 19 others, citi- 
ERS of Chicago, Ill., favoring the copyright bill—to the Committee on 

atents, 

By Mr. JACKSON: Memorial of the Legislature of Pennsylvania, in 
favor of a general service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

By Mr. KETCHAM: Papers in the claim of Mrs. Margaret Turber- 
ue of Fairfax County, Virginia, for relief to the Committee on War 

aims. 

By Mr. McMILLIN: Petition of citizens of Tennessee, for increase 
of compensation of fourth-class postmasters—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. MONTGOMERY: Petition ofadministratrix of Govey Hood, 
deceased, late of Marion County, Kentucky, for reference of his claim 
to the Court of Claims under the provisions of the Bowman act—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. O’FERRALL: Petition of George W. Skelton, and of Jacob 
H. Lindsay, of Rockingham County, Virginia, for reference of their 
claims to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PETERS: Petition of J. P. Allen and others, citizens of Kansas, 
for the establishment of a silk station at Wichita, Kans.—to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, i 

Also, petition for the relief of Hosea Stone—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, resolutions of Kansas Legislature, relativeto Fort Hayes mili- 
tary reservation—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. RYAN: Resolution of the Legislature of Kansas, for a deep- 
water harbor on the coast of Texas—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

Also, resolution of the same, relative to pension legislation—to the 
Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, resolution of the same, relative to the assassination of John M. 
Clayton—to the Committee on Elections. 

Also, resolution of the same, in favor of House bill No. 11697—to the 

mmittee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. SENEY: Petition of Thomas Allen Post, Grand Army of the 
Republic, No. 578, for publication of war records—to the Committee on 

Printing. : 

By Mr. J. D. TAYLOR: Petition of Thoburn Post, No, 72, Grand 
Army of the Republic, Martin’s Ferry, Ohio, in favor of publishing the 
official record of the Union and Confederate armies, and of General 
Lander Post, No. 482, Grand Army of the Republic, in favor of pub- 
lishing the official records—to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. VOORHEES: Petition of 2,133 citizens of Washington Ter- 
ritory, for the immediate admission of the Territory into the Union un- 
der the name of Washington—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. WHEELER: Petition of Jesse Cargyle, for reference of his 
claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 


The following petitions for a national Sunday-rest law were received 
and severally referred to the Committee on Labor: 

By Mr. E. P. ALLEN: Of 182 citizens of Wayne County, Michigan. 

By Mr. BREWER: Of 30 citizens of Michigan. 

By Mr. KENNEDY: Of J. J. Hustin and others, of Ohio. 

By Mr. McKINNEY: Of citizens of New Hampshire. 

By Mr. PIDCOCK: Of citizens of Kingston, N. J., and of citizens of 
New Jersey. - 

By Mr. PLUMB: Of 1,209 citizens of Illinois. 

By Mr. STONE, of Missouri: Of A. J. Holmes and others, citizens of 


Missouri. 
By Mr. VANCE: Of 484 citizens of Connecticut. Š 
By Mr. VOORHEES: Of citizens of Anacortes, and of Colfax, Wash., 
and of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Washington Ter- 


ritory. 
By Mr. YARDLEY: Of 588 citizens of Pennsylvania. 


The following petitions, praying fora constitutional amendment pro- 
hibiting the manufacture, importation, exportation, transportation, and 
sale of all alcoholic liquors as a beverage, were received and severally 
referred to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic: 

By Mr. BREWER: Of 28 citizens of De Witt, Mich. 

By Mr. FORD: Of 96 citizens of Fennville, and of 23 citizens of Kent 
County, Michigan. 

By Mr. GROUT: Of 24 citizens of Cambridgeport, Vt. 

By Mr. MACDONALD: Of citizens of Meeker County, Minnesota. 

By Mr. PERKINS: Of Benjamin J. Green and 69 others, citizens of 
Crawford County, Kansas. 

By Mr. WILLIAM WHITING: Of 49 citizens of Sunderland, and of 
129 citizens of Wendell, Mass. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS: Of 57 citizens of Piqua, Ohio. 
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Claims under the Eight-Hour Law. 


> 


SPEEOH 


HON. JAMES E. COBB, 


OF ALABAMA, 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 


Wednesday, December 5, 1888. 


Sving under consideration the Dill (H. 12-1599) providing for tho adjustment of 
t — or ent o 
e . an 5 ata under the eight-hour 
law 

Mr. BLOUNT said: I yield fifteen minutes to the gentleman from 
Alabama [Mr. Conn]. 0 ape 

Mr. COBB. Mr. Chairman, notwithstanding the discussion given to 
the pending measure at the last session of Congress, its great importance 
justifies additional scrutiny of its provisions. I read the bill in full in 
order to give it, as I shall attempt to do, fair and just analysis: 

Be it enacted, etc., That whoever, as a laborer, workman, or mechanic, has been 
employed by or on behalf of the Government of the United States since the 25th 
day of June, 1868, the date of the act constituting eight hours a day’s work, shall 
be paid for each eight hours he has been employed as for a full day’s work, 
whether engaged at per diem compensation or piece or task work, without any 
redution of pay on account of the reduction of the hours of labor, 

Sec, 2. That all claims for labor so performed in excess of eight hours per day 
are hereby referred to the Court of Claims, to be adjudicated upon the basis that 
eight hours constitute a day's work, and are to be paid for at the price per day 
as provided for in the first section of this act, and judgment given spen the 
United States in favor of each claimant for the amount found due, to be paid as 
other 1 of the Court of Claims against the United States; and no statute 
of lim on, D or payment made or receipt given for a less sum 
day than the full price of a 's work, as vided in the first section of this 
act, shall bar the a of recovery: Pr „That all suits under this act shall 
be commenced within two years from and after its passage; and any number 
of said claimants may join in the same suit. 

I also read in connection the act of Congress of the 25th of June, 
1868, known as the eight-hour law: 

Be it enacted, etc., That eight hours shall constitute a day’s work for all labor- 
ers, workmen, and m: ics now enployed or who may be em- 
ployed by or on behalf of the Government of the United States. (U. S. Stats. 
at Large, volume 15, page 77.) 

This bill is remarkable in several particulars. 

It construes the act just read, and makes the new construction operate 
retrospectively for more than twenty years. 

It enlarges the act in that it authorizes its application to piece and 
task work, which is not within its original scope; and gives the enlarge- 
ment also retroactive effect. 

It repeals statutes of limitation, destroys agreements, and nullifies 
receipts. 

Its whole tenor and scope are in contravention of the wisest and best 
established principles and rules of the common law. 

What an invitation to litigation is here presented, if not to perjury 
and fraud. : 7 

In many suits likely to be brought under the provisions of the bill, 
if it becomes a law, the court will of necessity proceed on the ex parte 
evidence of the claimants. For in very many of the transactions of the 
past twenty years in which it may be alleged that laborers, workmen, 
and mechanics were employed by or on behalf of the Government of 
the United States no record was made, either as to the rendition of 
services or as to the character, quantity, or quality of the labor per- 
formed. ‘This view is especially applicable to the provisions of the bill 
with reference to piece and tusk work, and with reference to employ- 
ments made on behalf of the Government and not directly by it. 


We may well pause at the threshold of legislation like this to con- 
sider its foundation and scope and consequences. 

So far as the bill extends the eight-hour law to piece and task work 
heretofore done, it operates to bestow gratuities on individuals; and if 
such legislation is within the constitutional power of Congress, it is 
certainly ill-advised and improvident. 

But gentlemen disclaim purpose of this sort. They urge that in no 
respect does the bill confer gratuity on any one. ‘They say that the 
permen’ of additional compensation to the employés mentioned should 

made because of existing right in them to demand it. The conten- 

tion is that the act of Congress of June 25, 1868, was misconstrued— 
purposely and arbitrarily misconstrued by Government officials; that 
this Jaw was in the nature of a contract with all laborers, workmen, 

and mechanics then employed, or thereafter to be employed by or on 
behalf of the Government, that they should receive a full day's pay 

for eight hours of labor; and that against its positive and inflexible 
command in this regard no contracts or agreements or settlements* 
should stand. 

In the face of such attitude, assumed with seeming confidence by the 
friends of the bill, what necessity exists, I pause to inquire, for its pas- 
sage? What need is there for supplemental legislation if existing law 
is plain? Construing statutes are resorted to to remove obscurities, 
and are, let me observe, not favored when they are intended to have 
retroactive effect. If it is answered that statutes of limitation and 
rules of prescription bar the enforcement of just claims, these can easily 
be removed. 

But no, sir; this bill is more far-reaching in its design than to remove 
limitations. Its purpose is to destroy the force and effect of decisions 
of the Supreme Court of the United States, and to give to the eight-hour 
law a construction it was not intended to bear. 

To this extent it is new legislation on the subject embraced in the eight- 
hour law, and is vicious because, if for no other reason, it is so exten- 
sively retroactive. 

I do not propose to discuss the merits or demerits of the eight-hour 
system. Such discussion is not in the line of my argument, nor is it 
involved in the pending issues. 

The question I now consider is whether or not the pending bill isa 
proper construction of the law of July, 1868. Much has been said in 
debate of the opinions of prominent men. The committee reporting 
the bill quote largely from these opinions, and seem to rely on them to 
gain favorable consideration in this House. It may be conceded that 
the authority of the names cited is great, but it becomes of no value in 
presence of authoritative judicial decisions, 

In Martin’s case, several times cited in this debate, we have such de- 
cision, as will clearly appear by careful consideration of it. The court 
in that case construe the eight-hour law, and in the light, too, of the 
subsequent act of the 18th of May, 1872. 

The court say: 2 

On the 25th " 5 S 
« Sat To, e i ˙ —̃ teen, 7 eset 
mechanics now employed or who may hereafter be employed by or on behalf 
of the Government of the United States.” (Revised Statutes, section 3738.) 

This was a direction by Congress to the officers and agents of the United 
States establishing, the principle to be observed in the labor of those engaged in 
its service. It prescribed the length of time which should amount to a day’s 
work when nospecial agreement was made upon the subject., There are several 
things which the act does not regulate which it may be worth while to notice. 

First. It does not establish the price to be paid for a day's work. Skilled la- 
Aa aea Sigh Gr lov OANE ciate chee an OET whats OAA DONE 

are h 

labor to bestow Semone eee than tance who desire the services of the 
laborer, The English statute-books are full of assizes of bread and ale, com- 
mencing as early as the reign of Henry II, and regulations of labor; and many 
such are to be found in statutes of the several States. 

It is stated by Adam Smith, as the law in his day, that in Sheffield no master 


outler, or weaver, or hatter could have more than two apprentices at a time, and 
so lately as the sth George III, an act, which remain unrepealed until 1825, 


3 
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was , prohibiting, under severe penalties, all master tailors in London, or 
within 5 miles of it, from accepting more than two shillings seven pence half- 
penny a day, except in the case of general mourning.—Smith’s Wealth of 

rations, 125 (6th Oxford ed. of 1869). 

A different theory is now almost universally adopted. Principals, so far as 
the Jaw can give the power, are entitled to employ as many workmen and of 
whatever degree of skill and at whatever price they think fit, and, except in 
some special cases, as of children or orphans, the hours of labor and the price 
to be paid are left to the determination of the parties interested. The statute of 
the United States does notinterfere with this principle. It does not specify any 
sum which shall be paid for the labor of eight hours, nor that the price shall be 
more when the hours are greater, or less when the hours are fewer. It is silent 
as to everything except the direction to its oflicers that eight hours shall eonsti- 
tute a day’s work for a laborer. 

Second. The statute does not provide that the employer and the laborer may 

not agree with each otheras to what time shall constitute aday’s work. There 
are some branches of labor connected with furnaces, foundries, steam or gas 
works, where the labor and exposure of eight hours a day would soon exhaust 
the strength ofa laborer and render him permanently an invalid. TheGovern- 
ment officer is not prohibited from knowing these facts, nor from agreeing, when 
it is proper, that a less number of hours than eight shall be accepted as a day’s 
work. Nor does the statute intend that, where out-of-door labor in the long 
days of summer may be offered for twelve hours atan uniform price, the officer 
may not so contract with a consenting laborer. 
e regard the statute chiefly as in the nature of a direction from a principal 
to his agent, that eight hours is deemed to be a proper length of time for a day's 
labor, and that his contracts shall be based on that theory. It is a matter be- 
tween the principal and his agent, in which a third party has no interest. The 
proclamation of the President and the act of 1872 are in harmony with this view 
of the statute. 

We are of the = Sow rest therefore, that contracts fixing or 
length of time as t 
them. 

In the case before us the claimant continued his work, after understanding 
that eight hours would not be accepted as a day’s Jabor, but that he must work 
twelve hours, as he had done before. He received his pay of $2.50 a day for the 
work of twelve hours a day, asa calendar day’s work during the period in ques- 
tion, without protest or objection. 

At that time ordinary laborers under the same government received but $1.75 
per day at the same place, and those engaged in the same department with the 
claimant in a private establishment at the same pises received but Q for a day's 
‘work of twelve hours, and the finding adds, they had more work to do than 
the claimant had when 5 ed.” The claimant’s contract was a 
voluntary and a reasonable one, by which he must now be bound. 


Mr. McADOO. Which Department of the Government did the la- 
borer who brought that case belong to? 

Mr. COBB. I will see. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Was not that the case of an engineer who was 
exployed at Annapolis and employed under a stated agreement? 

* Mr. TARSNEY. And a voluntary agreement. 
Mr. COBB. I will read the facts if the gentlemen desire it. 

In the year 1866 or 1867 the claimant was employed by the foreman of the 
steam-heating and gas works at the Naval Academy, at Annapolis. to work for 
the defendants at $2.50 a day, with the understanding that during the season of 
. was from the Ist of October to the Ist of June, kis time of labor 

twelve hoursaday. During the seasons of steam-heating he was 
fireman at the steam-boilers, and at other times he wasemployed in ing in 
by venice | pipes, digging, shoveling, or in ordinary labor and work. 
nd. In July, 1868, upon the passage of the act constituting eight hours as 
a day's work for all laborers employed on behalf of the Government, called 
the “eight-hour law,“ 15 Stat., 77. the claimant and other laborers at said 
Academy spoke about that law to the foreman, who put on an additional man in 
the gas-works (where the claimant was not employed), and reduced the time of 
the labor of the men in said gas-works to eight hours a day. Soon afterwards 
the men told him they would rather have half a dollar a day additional than 
to have the eight hours“ work. : 

Admiral Porter, then Superintendent of the 8 was informed of what 
the men said, and het old the foreman that he would not give more pay, and 
that if any one would not work the full hours he would put some one in his 
place. The claimant was present and heard this conversation. Nothing more 
was said or done in the matter, and the claimant went on with his work, labor- 
ing the number of hours per day as before, according to the original under- 
standing. 3 

Now, Mr. Chairman, mark what gentlemen so strenuously insist was 
a special contract in this case. I repeat the portion of the statement of 
facts bearing on this point: 

Admiral Porter, then Superintendent of the Academy, was informed of what 
the men said, and he told the foreman that he would not give more pay, and 
that ifany one would not work the full hours he would put some one in his 
place. The claimant was present and heard this conversation. Nothing more 
was said or done in the matter, and the claimant went on with his work, labor- 
ing the number of hours per day as before, according to the original understand- 

ng. 4 
This and this alone was Martin’s contract, and it was no more a 
special or voluntary agreement than was had in the case of every la- 
borer covered by the provisions of the bill, as I will show presently. 

Mr. ROCKWELL. Will the gentleman allow a question? 

Mr. COBB. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ROCKWELL, If that case decides that the principal directs his 
agent and a third party has nothing to do with the direction, then, 
there being in this case upon the statute-book an eight-hour law, has 
not the workingman, the employé, an equitable right to come before 
us and ask us to relieve him equitably from the action of the agent? 
Congress itself being the principal, and having given the direction to 
the agent, has not the third party in this case a right to come and ask 
us to relieve him? 

Mr. COBB. I will come to the matter of that question presently. 
is in my line of argument. The point I wish to emphasize 


iving a different 
e day’s work are legal and binding upon the parties making 


It 
before reach- 


ing that raised by the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. ROCKWELL] 
is this: that inasmuch as the Supreme Court of the United States have 
deliberately and emphatically declared the true intent and meaning 
of the eight-hour law, we must rest upon the interpretation thus given 


as final and conclusive. It makes no difference what gentlemen, how- 
ever distinguished and learned, may have thought to have been the 
purpose of Congress, provided we have a clear and explicit decision by 
the judicial department of the Government. That is the point. I 
assert and maintain that in Martin’s case we have sucha decision, and 
this decision is to the effect that in the eight-hour law there is no di- 
rection, positive and controlling, to the agents of the Government to 
stipulate for only eight hours of labor per day. That there may be no 
mistake as to the meaning of the Supreme Court, I quote again its 
language: 

We regard the statute 3 as in the nature of a direction from a principal 
to his agent that eight hours is deemed to be a proper length of time for aday’s 


labor, and that his contracts shall be based on that theory. It is a matter be- 
tween the principal and his agent in which a third party has no interest. 


* * * * * * s 

We are of the opinion, therefore, that contracts fixing or giving a different 
length or time as the day’s work are legal and binding upon the parties mak- 
ing them. 

What could be clearer? As said in the head-notes of this case, the 
act of Congress— 

Is not a contract between the Government and its laborers that eight hours 
shall constitute a day’s work. 

It is a direction merely from the Government to its agents, in which 
direction a third party—the laborer—has no interest. Now, then, if 
there is no legal claim existing on the part of these laborers there is no 
equity. I am using technical language. I will come in the course of 
my argument to consider the term equity in its broader significance. 

No one pretends that the agents of the Government resorted to 
fraudulent practices with the laborers to secure their services. ‘There 
was no deception norconcealment. The laborers knew what they were 
doing; they knew what the Government required and what it proposed 
to pay; they accepted employment on the Government’s terms; they 
were capable of contracting, and they were paid according to contract. 
All this being true, no equities can arise in their favor in the absence 
of foundation for legal demand. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Chairman, I am willing that the gentleman 
shall continue his remarks. 

Mr. COBB. Let us look a little more into this matter of agreement. 
I am not aware that the facts just stated are controverted, and such 
facts make a contract binding in law and equity alike. 

It may be true that there was not, in every instance, a specific con- 
tract entered into with the individual laborer, but after the passage of 
the eight-hour law the various Government agents advised the laborers 
under them, by proclamation or orders regularly issued, that they would 
receive such an amount of pay for so many hours’ work. Thus ad- 
vised they continued to labor and to receive remuneration according 
to the terms of the orders. Behind such executed contracts—call them 
contracts by implication, if you please - the parties to them may not go. 

It is not pretended that there is a single instance in which there was 
not either a special agreement between the laborer and the Govern- 
ment agent, or such implied contract as I have described. 

And how, let me here observe, incidentally, in answer to the sug- 
gestion of the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Rock WELL], can a 
man have an equitable right’’ growing out of a matter in which he 
has no interest? I might rest on this one expression of the Supreme 
Court. But to proceed. : 

Mr. GEST. Will the gentleman allow me to inquire what was the 
purpose of Congress in the passage of the eight-hour law? 

Mr. COBB. The Supreme Court in the case just read tells you the 


urpose. 

f Mr. GEST. Was it not the purpose that the hours of labor in Gov- 
ernment employ should be changed from ten to eight hours per day, 
and that the pay should continue at the same rate? 

Mr. COBB. If you take my construction—I do not know whether 
it is worth anything—— 

Mr. GEST. If you will refer to page 9 of the report upon the pend» 
ing bill you will find that this House on the 9th day of May, 1878, 
passed a resolution which clearly states the purpose of this law. Its 
purpose was to reduce the hours of labor to eight hours per day with- 
out any reduction of wages. 

Mr. COBB. But the Supreme Court of the United States has fixed 
the construction of the law, which is binding on us—— 

Mr. GEST. I would like the gentleman to answer my question. 

Mr. COBB. In regard to the purpose of the law, I assume that it 
was the purpose of Congress to declare that, in the absence of special 
agreement to the contrary, eight hours should be an ordinary day’s 
labor, and that if employés of the Government, under such circum- 
stances, saw proper to work only eight hours in a day they should re- 
ceive a day’s pay. So say the Supreme Court. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Will the gentleman permit me to amplify the 
suggestion of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Gest]? The resolu- 
tion of Congress to which reference has been made is in this language: 


Resolved, etc., That according to the true intent and meaning of section 3733 of 
the Revised Statutes all laborers, workmen,and m ics employed by or on 
behalf of the Government shall hereafter receive a full day’s pay for eight hourg 
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work; and all heads of Department, officers, and agents of the Governmentare 
hereby directed to enforce said law as herein interpreted. 


That is the conclusion of Congress in this matter. 

Mr. COX. My friend from Alabama [Mr. Copp] yields to allow me 
to ask him one question. It seems to me that he confuses the distinc- 
tion between law and equity. Now, my idea, on which I predicate 
my question, is that where the law is deficient equity comes in, And 
there is a larger element of equity in this case. The Government 
having had two hours of labor daily for which it has not paid, does not 
that raise an equity in favor of the laborer? The Government has re- 
ceived the labor, but has not paid forit. Is it not equitable that it 
should pay for it? Now come right down to this matter. 

Mr. COBB, I will answer with pleasure. 

Mr. COX. Lou are one of the fairest men I ever saw in debate in 
this House; and I ask you that question—whether it is- not fair and 
equitable to pay these men for the labor they have given to the Gov- 
ernment and for which they have never been paid? 

Mr. COBB. I will answer the question if the gentleman will allow 
me. The words equity and ‘‘equitable’’ are used oftentimes in 
common speech somewhat loosely. When in arguing propositions of 
law we use them, they bear a different meaning from their ordinary 
acceptation. I have been talking about equity“ as recognized in the 
courts; and I submit this as a proposition which can not be contro- 
verted—that where two parties, capable of contracting, do contract, 
both of them understanding all the surrounding circumstances pertain- 
ing to the contract, and each fair and open in his dealing with the other, 
equity will never intervene in favor of either. 

Equity, in other words, is always founded upon some subsisting right 
which may be termed a legal right in the sense that it would have rec- 
ognition and enforcement in a court of common law if the rules of such 
court had sufficient flexibility—less ‘‘ universality,’’ if you please. 
Equity follows the law. It is not an indefinite kind of power which 
takes cognizance of whatsoever may be loosely designated as fair.” 

Strangely enough the gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox], whose 
profound and varied learning, keen perception, and acute powers ot 
analysis are known of all men, permits himself to trip on a distinction 
with which, I am sure, he is quite familiar. 

But can the provisions of this bill be considered even ‘‘ fair ?”’ 

The line of my argument, from which I have been somewhat diverted, 
was leading me in the direction of this inquiry. Irecurtoit. But be- 
fore doing so, I will notice more specifically the suggestions of the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. GEST] and the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. FARQUHAR]. 7 

The resolution to which these gentlemen refer was not a resolution 
of Congress. It never passed the Senate, and hence did not become 
alaw. It has no force whatever, except as indicating the opinion of 
certain gentlemen of the then House of Representatives. Had it been 
otherwise, had the resolution become law in due form, it would have 
had no retroactive operation. ‘‘Shallhereafterreceive’’ isits language. 
And by the very use of such language there was recognition of the cor- 
rectness and binding force of the decision of the Supreme Court. 

It was legislative recognition—if gentlemen will persist in deeming 
it legislation—of the propriety of regarding past settlements had with 
laborers as final. Under well-recognized rules of statutory construc- 
tion, it confirmed these settlements. This resolution passed the House 
on the 9th May, 1878. A large portion of the claims which would be 
made under the pending bill is for labor performed before that day. 
Hence it is clear that, in any view, the resolution can have little effect 
on this discussion and little weightin determining our course in acting 
on the pending measure. 

I have attempted to establish the proposition that the beneficiaries 
under this bill have no legal claim against the Government, and no 
equity that could possibly be recognized inany court. In the absence 
of such legal claim and equity, what is the case presented? In what 
respect is it just or proper that this legislation be had? 

Although the persons sought to be benefited performed their labor 
under contract, either express or implied, as I have stated, it is urged 
in their favor that they were under some sort of constraint; that they 
were compelled to accept the terms imposed on them by the Govern- 
ment; and that, therefore, common fairness demands the granting of 
the relief here proposed. Is it not fair and equitable, says my 
friend from New York [Mr. Cox], to pay these men for the labor they 
have given the Government, and for which they have never been paid? 
We have even heard from other gentlemen the term ‘‘ starvation ”’ 
used in this connection. 

How strange it isthat learned gentlemen, especially those of them 
who so recently descanted eloquently on the p us condition of 
American laborers, should permit themselves to hold such language. 
We are told, one day, of the ever-increasing opportunities for remuner- 
ative employment in all the branches of industry in all parts of our 
country, and, on the next, that a few individuals must accept Govern- 
ment employment at Government prices or starve. 

Suppose the eight-hour law had never been enacted, is it to be sup- 
posed, does any one believe, that these men would have ever conceived 
the idea they were badly treated ? 

On two assumptions—putting aside the legal view—are the so-called 
equities of this measure pressed; first, that the laborers were under 


necessity to remain in Government employment; and, secondly, that 
they were not fully and fairly paid. Neither assumption can be sup- 
ported. The former carries with it a reproach to the independence and 
manhood of a body of free, intelligent American citizens; the latter, a 
charge against the officials unjust because unfounded. 

It is common knowledge that service under the Government of the 
United States, in all branches of its employment, is eagerly sought, 

For this service men are ever ready to abandon other fields of re- 
munerative labor. This is true for the reason, simply, that the Gov- 
ernmentis the most liberal employer in the world. Its exactions are 
not harsh; its scale of wages is above the ordinary standard; and its 
payments are promptand certain. This is as it should be, and is a 
matter of just pride to every loverof his country. Inasmuch, then, as 
every one of the classes described in the pending bill has received to 
the last farthing the money promised him; and inasmuch as every one 
of them received better wages than were paid by other employers for 
like labor, wherein is the foundation for the claim that they are 
“equitably” or fairly entitled to more? 

Gentlemen will pardon me for saying that they seek to make by 
legislation an ‘‘ equity ’’ not now existing, and to provide extraordinary 
remedies for its enforcement. Mr. Chairman, look at this matter from 
any standpoint you please, it is, in its last analysis, a provision for the 
bestowment of largesses on a favored class. 

There are no means of estimating with accuracy the amount of money 
which will be required to be expended under this bill if it shall pass. 
It is quite certain to be many millions of dollars, exclusive of costs. 
And who is to pay this enormous sum? I am of those who believe 
that the money in the public comes from the pockets of the 
people, whether procured by direct or indirect taxation. 

I farther believe that, under existing laws, the burdens of govern- 
ment press most heavily on those least able to bear them—the farmers, 
the mechanics, the laborers, and wage-workers of the country. These 
are they to whom the hand of the Government—unseen, but not un- 
felt—is ever extended; not to bestow bounty, but for the inevitable 
taxes. Taxes for what purpose collected? For the support of the Gov- 
ernmentonly? Not so, verily. Theever-accumulating surplus, whose 
presence in the public Treasury is, among other evils produced by it, 
a standing invitation to extravagant and unconstitutional expenditure, 
demonstrates the contrary. 

Month by month are unneeded millions collected by the Government 
from the people, while, through the same agency, millions moreare be- 
ing directly transferred from the scant earnings of the many to the pock- 


ets of the favored and protected few. These many—the farmers espe- 


cially—have been long patient because conservative and slow to de- 
mand change in existing systems, But let no man deceive himself. 
They are arousing now. e spirit of inquiry is among them. They 
are denouncing governmental favoritism. They are demanding reform, 
and woe be to him who stands in the way of its accomplishment. 

This measure is pressed in the name of labor; in the name of labor 
and in the true interest of laboring men I protest against its enact- 
ment, 


Refund of the Direct Tax. 


SPE E OH 


HON WEM OATES; 


OF ALABAMA, 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 


Thursday, December 6, 1888. 


The House being in Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, and 
having under consideration the bill (S. 139) to credit and pay to the several 
States and Territories and the District of Columbia all moneys collected under 
the direct tax levied by the act of Congress approved August 5, 1861— 

Mr. OATES said: 
Mr. CHAIRMAN: I do not intend at this time to do more than state 
substantially the grounds of my opposition to this bill. When it was 


under consideration before I occupied the floor for about one hour, and 


then gave my reasons very fully for opposing it. The arguments which 
I will now present are to some extent substantially a repetition of the 
arguments then made, with some additions which have occurred tome 
since. 

The first ground of my opposition to this bill is that there is no au- 
thority in the Constitution of the United States for Congress to pass it, 
or to make the appropriation provided for by it. Ido not believe that 
there is any power of appropriation of the public money vested in the 
Congress independent of constitutional grant, and there is no power 
granted by the Constitution to pass this bill. I do not contend fora 
narrow, restricted, foolishlystrict construction of the 5 
I do contend for an observance of it. This appropriation is not withi 
any of the express grants of power in that instrument, nor is it within 
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any of the implied ts of power. I concede that there is an impli- 
cation of power in where there is no grant in all cases 
where it is necessary to exercise such implied power in order to give 
force, effect, and efficacy to the express grant. 

Further than this, any exercise of power by the Congress or any de- 

ent of this Government is a naked usurpation and to 

e public weal. So long as there is a strict observance of the Consti- 
tution by all of its departments this great Government of governments 
will continue to be the wonder of the world and the greatest blessing 
tomen. I wantitpreserved and perpetuated, and the only way in which 
that can be done in its original integrity is to keep carefully and 
squarely within the ts of power. I believe that such an observance 
of constitutional limitations makes it the best government in the world. 
When in all of its departments, legislative, judicial, and executive, 
every act is done within constitutional warrant by fair interpretation, 
it is exactly the government its framers and the States which adopted it 
intended it should be. I believe that such an observance of constitu- 
tional grants of power is the best security forthe liberties and rights of 
the American people that was ever secured to any people in the civil- 
ized world; but, sir, when these limitations are di ed and the 
unbridled will of Congress is substituted therefor, the people no longer 
have any guaranty of their rights or that large body of rights reserved 
by the tenth amendment to the States and to the people. 

Taxes are laid and money is collected by the United States either to 
pay their debts, to provide for the common defense, or for the general 
welfare of the United States, not of the people at large, but for the 
tt welfare of the United States, and money legally collected and paid 
into the Treasury can only be taken therefrom by appropriations to 
effectuate some one of these purposes. The money collected by the 
direct tax in 1861 was legally collected. That was a constitutional en- 
actment and the money was legally collected so far as collected under 
thatact. That money was expended for a legal purpose—the common 
defense. It does not, therefore, in any sense, nor by any kind of 

_strained construction, constitute a debt or obligation which this Gov- 
ernment owes or has not discharged. This bill, therefore, is a dona- 
tion, and there is no grant of power which can justify it. 

It is claimed by some of its advocates that this is a bill to refund to 
those who paid it the direct tax which was collected. That is a false 
pretense recited in its title. The money collected was expended years 
ago, and the appropriation which this bill proposes is of money col- 
lected from the people to be used generally for the purposes enumer- 
ated in the instrument which authorizes Con to lay and collect 
taxes. It is also contended that the power of 0 over the whole 
subject of taxation is absolute and unlimited, and hence it is compe- 
tent for them to do whatsoever they choose with the money collected. 

This is a false assumption. The power of Congress over the subject 
of taxation is unlimited only in respect to the amount or sum to be 
raised and as to whether this shall be done by the direct or indirect 
method. But as to the expenditure of the revenue, when raised by 
either method of taxation, it can only be done ‘‘in consequence of ap- 
propriations made by law’’ and in pursuance of some of the powers 
granted to Congress by the Constitution, or to perpetuate the existence 
of the Government. 

And I would like to say that no Democrat could hold otherwise; but 
we have some very queer kinds of Democrats, and hence I can not say it. 
If Congress has absolute power overthe whole subject of taxation from 
first to last, with the ‘‘exclusive right to ‘‘refund”’ and expend the 
money after it is collected, it follows as a logical conclusion that the 
Constitution contains no limitations or restraints on Congress in the 
matterof appropriation and expenditure of the publicmoney. Strange 
Democracy ! 


The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. SENEY] says that the opponents of 
the bill deny that there is any power vested in Congress by the Consti- 
tution to remit or refund a tax laid.“ No one said anything 
of the kind. The gentleman fails to state the proposition by omitting 
the words and collected.“ Our position is that a tax legally laid, 
collected, and applied, as the direct tax was, can not be ‘‘refunded,”’ 
which means ‘‘repaid, or restored, as money given or received; to pay 
back.“ That gentleman further says that Congress has the same 
power to remit or to refund a tax that it has to lay and collect it, and 
that ‘‘if Congress can not remit a tax or refund a tax, then it has not 
either exclusive or absolute power over the subject of taxation. Ifthe 
power to remit or refund a tax be not in Congress, then it has no ex- 
3 The gentleman is guilty of the wildest kind of a confusion 

If he means by the word ‘‘remit’’ to release or forgive a tax not col- 
lected, I admit the power of Congress to do that, because, as to that, 
the power continues until collection is completed, but I deny that 
there is any power to refund“ a tax legally colleeted and applied. 
When money is legally collected by any of the authorized methods and 
covered into the Treasury, Congress has no power over it except to 
appropriate it or by law authorize its payment out of the Treasury for 
some one or more of the purposes for which the Constitution authorizes 
its expenditure. 


The Constitution invests Congress with power as follows: To lay 
and collect taxes, duties, imposts, and exeises, and then proceeds to 


express the purposes for which the poweris given. It will be observed 
that the power is to ‘‘lay and collect,“ and not to ‘‘remit and refund. 
It seems to me that this language expresses the power with which Con- 
gress is clothed as clearly as any words in the English language can do 
it. The appeal of the gentleman from Ohio to the shade of Webster 
can not help him. His argument is outside of the Constitution, 

My second objection, Mr. Chairman, is that this bill is unjust in its 
provisions. I shall not attempt to point ont in detail or to specify all 
the instances of injustice. It certainly will without argument occur to 
the mind of every well-informed man that taxes collected from the peo- 
ple can never be returned and even-handed justice be done to them. 
‘The money can never be made to reach the pockets of those who paid 
it. As time passes on, as years roll by, the difficulty of replacing the 
money in the pockets of the people who paid it increases, and at this late 
day, after the lapse of more than a quarter of a century since the tax 
was paid, it is impossible to restore it to those from whom it was taken. 
It is said, however, by the advocates of this bill that it is necessary to pass 
it in order to mete out justice to the people of the United States, for 
the reason that this tax has never been collected fromsome of the States. 
About two and a half of the twenty millions have never been collected. 

But has this claim any higher ground for an appropriation from the 
Treasury to pay back to the people who paid the seventeen and a half 
millions of this tax than that the people of the Northern States should 
be reimbursed any other taxes that they paid during the war? Have 
not the people of the States which adhered to the Union during the 
great war the same right to have an appropriation made out of the 
Treasury to refund to them the income tax, or the internal- revenue 
tax, ox any other tax which was collected from them during that period, on 
the ground that the people of the Southern States did not pay any part 
of it? Whereinisthedifference? Their argument is absurd. If, how- 
ever, this House determines to pass this bill for the purpose of evening 
up this matter of taxation and doing justice, as the supporters of the 
bill claim, to the whole people of the United States, then I insist that 
you shall go further and adopt the amendments which I expect to offer. 
I insist that you shall go further back and correct other inequalities 
more glaring than any to which this bill applies. Ido not wish to be 
misunderstood. I want to see this bill defeated. But if it is to pass, 
why should the State of New York be paid under its provisions 
over $2,000,000, when, on the books of the Treasury, New York owes 
this Government $4,000,000 and upwards, which she received on de- 
posit under the act of 1836? Why should the State of Missouri re- 
ceive over $700,000 under this bill when she has on deposit subject to 
call belonging to the United States something over $300,000 which she 
received from the distribution of 1836? Gentlemen will find on ex- 
amination that the older States, those which were most populous at 
that time, received a much larger share of that distribution than the 
Western and Southern States, and in the same way they will take a 

share under this bill. Now, if this measure is to be passed why 
not take into the account the $28,000,000, so far as any State is by this 
bill entitled to share in this distribution, and to that extent set off one 
against the other, and in that way reach a settlement of the books of 
the Treasury in accordance with the recommendation of the late Sec- 
retary Folger? 

In 1836, when there was a surplus in the Treasury and a disposition 
pervaded Congress to divide it among the States, on careful examina- 
tion it was found and determined that no power existed to authorize 
such appropriations or distribution, and recourse was had to the enact- 
ment of a statute or a section of a statnte which deposited that $28,- 
000,000 of surplus with the States as the money of the United States 
subject to call, where it remains to this day. 

The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. SENEY] said in respeet to this act of 
1836 by which the surplus in the Treasury was deposited with the 
States: 


Is it wrong to return to the States for the use of their people money which the 
Government has but does not need? Fifty-two years ago the Treasury had idle 
money in its vaults. Through the States it was returned to the pic, and the 
law under which this was done had the approval of President Jackson. Was 
Andrew Jackson a Treasury raider, or was he what history tells us, a bold and 
del champion of the rights ot the people? 

The learned gentleman attributes to General Jackson a doctrine 
which he repudiated and condemned. Let the sage of the Hermitage 
speak for himself and see how emphatically he condemns the very thin; 
which he is said to have advocated. I quote from his last ann 
message to Congress: 

The consequences apprehended, when the deposit act of the last session re- 
ceived a reluctant approval, have been measurably realized. Though an act 
merely for the de of the surplus moneys of the United States in the State 
treasuries for safe-keeping until they may be wanted for the services of the 
General Government, it has been extensively spoken of as an actto give the 
money to the several States; and they have been advised 
out regard to the means of refunding it when called for. 

* * * e * 


to use it as a 


* s 


But, independently of the violation of public faith and moral obligation which 
are involved in this on, when examined in reference to the terms of 
the present deposit act, it is believed that the considerations which should gov- 
ern — — of Congress on this subject will be equally conclusive 
against the adoption of any measure recognizing the pr on which the 
suggestion has been made. 

* $ 


* * * * * 
To collect revenue merely for distribution to the States would seem to be 
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highly im politio, if not as dangerous as the proposition to retain it in the Treas- 


* distribution to the people is impracticable and unjust. It would be 
taking one man's property and giving i$ to another, Such would be the un- 
avoidable result of a rule of ty (and none other is ken of or would be 
likely to be adopted), inasmuch as there is no mode by which the amount of the 
individual contributions of our citizens to the publiorevenue can be ascertained. 
We know that they contribute unequally, and a rule therefore that would dis- 
tribute to them equally would be liable to all the objections which apply to the 
principle of an equal division of property. To make the General Government 
the instrument of carrying this odious principle into effect would be at once to 
destroy the means of its usefulness and change the designed for it by 
the framers of the Constitution. 


Another striking inequality and injusticedone by taxation to a large 
pn of the people of this country was the tax imposed on raw cotton 
y the acts of 1862 and 1866, by which the cotton producers of the 
Southern States were made to pay the enormous sum of $68,000,000, 
which reached the Treasury of the United States, and perhaps quite as 
much more which was stolen or embezzled by the rascally collectors. I 
believe, and the people of the Southern States who paid that tax believe, 
that the law under which it was collected was an unconstitutional en- 
actment. 

The question was once very ably argued on both sides before the 
Supreme Court of the United States. If the tax laid was a direct one, 
then it was admitted on all sides to have been unconstitutional for the 
want of uniformity in apportionment. If the tax laid was indirect, its 
constitutionality was admitted unless it was a tax upon exports. 

When these questions were before the Supreme Court in a case which 
came up from Tennessee, eight judges sitting, four of them held that 
those acts were unconstitutional and four held that they were consti- 
tutional. The Chief-Justice, being sick or absent at the time, did not 
sit, so no decision was reached, as the court was equally divided. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. Did not that result affirm the judgment 
of the lower court? 

Mr. OATES. Not as to the constitutional question. I am talking 
about that question now. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. But was not that the effect? 

Mr. OATES. The constitutional question was not decided. The 
judgment of the court below, as every lawyer knows, stood because 
there was no decision of the Supreme Court; and in order that there 
might be no decision reached on the constitutional question thereafter, 
or perhaps because of the odiousness of the law, Congress immediately 
wiped it from the statute-book, and that is, I presume, the reason why 
no decision has ever been had upon the constitutional question. 

At the proper time I will offer an amendment, which I send to the 
Clerk’s desk and which I will ask to have read presently, to refund the 
cotton tax, and if that is voted down I will then offer another with a 
view of testing the constitutional question. The second one, however, 
I shall offer only in the event that the first isnotadopted. Thesecond 
amendment will present the question to this House whether they will 
open the Court of Claims so that a case may be made and the constitu- 
tionality of the law tried and determined by the Supreme Court of the 
United States; because I here affirm that if the law is constitutional, 
then no man who paid that tax is entitled to have it refunded. I would 
not vote to return one dollar of it if I did not believe that the court 
would hold that the law was unconstitutional. I will now ask that 
the Clerk read the amendments which I will offer to the bill at the 
proper time. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
CTT 
lected therein respectively as a tax or duty on raw cotton under the visions 
of the act approved July 1, 1862, and the supplemental and amendatory acts 
thereto; which sums when so credited and paid shall be accepted and held by 


such States to be d of as their respective Legislatures elected next after 
such payment may 


Mr. OATES. Mr. Chairman, the amendment which the Clerk will 


next read is one which Ip to offer, if the one just read, the adop- 
tion of which I prefer, be not adopted. 
The Clerk as follows: 


Sec.—. That any citizen of the United States who owned raw cotton grown 
or produced in any one or more of said States, and who was required by any of- 
ficer or agent of the United States to pay, and did pay, on such cotton any money 
as a duty or tax under the act approved July 1, 1862, or the acts supplementary 
thereto approved July 13, 1866, entitled An act to reduce internal taxation and to 
amend an act entitled ‘An act to provide internal revenue to support the Govern- 
ment and pay interest on the public debt, and for other purposes,’ approved June 
13, 1804, and acts amendatory thereof.“ may at any time within one year after the 
approval of this act file his or her petition and bring suit in the Court of Claims 
against the United States for the recovery of the money et ea and collected 
from him or her as a duty or tax on such cotton; and the said Court of Claims 
shall hear all legal evidence and render judgment in such case; and within sixty 
days thereafter S DY, the petitioner or the United States, shall have the 
right of appeal from judgment to the Supreme Court of the United States for 
decision therein: Provided, That whenever any case is tried before said Court of 
Claims which fairly presents the question of the constitutionality of said acts 
laying a duty or tax on raw cotton as aforesaid and an appeal is taken from the 
decision and judgment of said court to the Supreme Court of the United States, 
no other suit sball be commenced or 8 under this act in said Court of 
Claims until the said 26) respons Court decides such appeal and passes judgment 
upon the constitutionality of said laws, and in the event that said Supreme 
d such tax 
said Court 


Court holds the said acts to be unconstitutional all persons who 
aforesaid shall have two years thereafter to bring their 
of Claims as aforesaid. 


Mr. OATES. The next proposition which I desire to have read is 


suits in 


one referred to by the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. RogErs], which 
is designed to come in as a proviso to the bill. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


That the Secretary of the Treasury, in making payment and settle- 
ment with any State, shall take into account and set off against the amount 
made due by this act to such State any amount which may be due by such State 
to the United States under au act approved June 23, entitled An act t6 
regulate the deposits of public money.” 


Refund of the Direet Tax. 
SPE E OH 


HON. S. Z. LANDES, 


„OF ILLINOIS, 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 


Wednesday, December 12, 1888. 


The House being in Committee of the Whole on thestate of the Union, and hay- 
ing under consideration the bill (S. 139) to credit and pay to the several States 
and Territories and the District of Columbia all moneys collected under the di- 
rect tax levied by the act of Congress approved August 5, 1961— 

Mr. LANDES said: 

Mr. CHAIRMAN: I am opposed to the bill under consideration for 
several reasons. The direct taxes were more than a qua:ter of a cen- 
tury ago collected under authority of the Constitution, anil were then 
used in defraying expenses necessitated by the exigencies of war. The 
tax-payers did not then expect the return of the money, and as a mat- 
ter of fact it can not be returned to the people individually from whom 
it was collected. And to a very small percentage of the people who 
paid these taxes will this bill directly or indirectly return an unex- 
pected and very small modicum of the amount they individually paid. 
Hence there is but a shadow of justice in the measure, if its constitu- 
tionality is conceded. 

In 1862 the population of Illinois numbered 1,750,000 souls, and paid 
of the direct taxes $1,146,551. We know that a large percentage of 
these people have died in twenty-six years, and a larger number have 
sought homes in the West, in States since erected and in the Territories. 
The population of the State now numbers about 3,500,000, and to whom 
it is proposed to pay the $974,568 (which is the net amount to be re- 
turned) under the pretense of doing justice to those who paid the taxes, 
It seems to me a bare statement of the situation shows the plea of jus- 
tice to be a sham and a pretense only, and in fact a mere cover under 
which to reduce the Treasury surplus, in the interest of the tariff barons 
and against the interest of the overtaxed people. d 

I am opposed to the bill for the reason that the several States have 
no legal claim against the United States for the return of this money. 
These were necessary taxes and were collected under the authority of 
the highest attribute of sovereignty; hence there can be no legal nor 
equitable principle fairly invoked to justify this legislation. 

It is also an admitted fact that the several States are prepared to 
meet their current liabilities independent ef this money. In fact they 
are not prepared to dispose of it; and, as all history attests, money which 
so unexpectedly comes into the treasury of a State or into the pockets 
of an individual is in a large majority of cases not put to the best of 
uses, and I suspect the part that Illinois would get under this bill 
would not lessen the taxes of the State the fraction of a mill. And 
sr rule may be expected to apply with more or less force to the other 

tates. 


It is said some of the States have failed to pay their proportion of the 
direct taxes, and that over $2,000,000 are still due from the delinquents. 
I admit the truth of this statement and the injustice of the situation, 
a situation brought about by the Republican party in Congress at the 
behest of protected interests of the country, on whose shoulders the 
responsibility rests; but I contend the remedy proposed by this bill is 
fourfold greater injustice on the people than is the present situation. 
Rather than refund as proposed, I favor the collection of the uncol- 
lected balance against the delinquent States. : 

Personally I would vote for direct taxation under the raglan x 
knowing full well its unfairness to the poor populous States, as a su 
stitute for so much of our present system as is distinctively protective. 

The amount to be disbursed by this bill seems to be $17,359,685.51, 
and to be taken out of the money in the Treasury collected within the 
last ten months. Of this amount it will be safe to say $11,000,000, in 
round numbers, were procured under the oppressive protective-tariff 
laws. Under this system the taxes are paid by the people for revenue 
for the Government, and for protection to the manufacturers in the 
proportion, as I count it, of $1 for the Government and $4 for the man- 
ufacturers. So that the people paid $55,000,000 under the protective 
feature of the tariff laws, and $6,359,685.51 under the other modes of 
raising revenue, making a total of over $55,359,685 which it cost the 
people to put $17,359, 685.51 in the Treasury of the United States and 
which it is now proposed to disburse, 
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What is the economy of taking from the people over $55,000,000 in 
order to return to them a little over $17,000,000? How can I justify 
my vote to take from the agricultural and laboring people of the West 
$4 in order to return to them $1? I denounce it as a species of robbery. 
Doubtless every protectionist here will vote for the bill because it is a 
money-making deal for the mill-owner. Under the protective system 
of taxation, let us suppose for illustration, the farmer pays $5, while 
the mill-owner pays $5 to the tax-gatherer at the respectivestores where 
they deal; $1 of the $5 paid by each respectively goes into the Treas- 
ury of the United States, and $4 paid by each, being an aggregate of 
$8, goes into the pocket of the mill-owner for protection. Under this 
bill the $2 that gets into the Treasury from each of these tax-payers is 
paid back to them respectively. And now how does the account stand? 
The farmer has paid out $4 for $1 and the millionaire mill-owner has 
paid out $4 for $9. And this illustrates the practical operation of the 
theory of justice involved by the supporters of this measure. 

I suppose it was similar considerations which animated President 
Jackson to say, when discussing the project. to distribute the surplus 

among the States: 


Every one must be sensible that a distribution of the surplus must eta 
disposition to cherish the means which created it, and any system into which it 
3 must have a powertul tendency to increase rather than diminish the 
tariff. 


And speaking of the greed and clamor for protection that his pro- 
phetic mind foresaw, he exclaimed in his farewell address as a warning 
to the people: 

Rely upon it, the design to collect an extravagant revenue and to burden you 
with taxes beyond the economical wants of the Government is not yet aban- 
doned. The various interests which have combined together to impose a hea 
tariff and produce an overflowing Treasury are too strong and have too muci 
at stake to surrender the contest. The corporations and wealthy individuals 
whoare engaged in N ee ee e desire a h tariff to 
increase their gains. gning politi s will support it to conciliate their 
favor, and to obtain the means of profuse expenditure for the purpose of pur- 
chasing influence in other quarters. 

He seems to have had in contemplation the Dudley scheme of pur- 
chasing floaters in“ blocks of five ” in the doubtful State of Indiana. 

The law isclearly unconstitutional. That instrument specially enu- 
merates the purposes for which taxes may be laid to raise revenue, and 
to refund money raised constitutionally as revenue is not enumerated 
as one of these purposes; hence, the proposed law is unconstitutional, 
and on this ground alone I am willing to justify my vote against it. 


Refund of Direct Tax. 


SPEECH 


or 


HON. THOMAS R. STOOKDALE, 


5 OF MISSISSIPPI, 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 


Wednesday, December 12, 1888. 


The House being in Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, and 
having under consideration the bill (S. 580 to credit and pay to the several 
States and Territories and the District of Columbia all moneys collected under 
the direct tax levied by the act of Congress approved August 5, 1861— 

Mr. STOCKDALE said: 

Mr. CHATRMAN: I do not desire to consume the time of the com- 
mittee, but simply to say a word in reference to this amendment. I 
believe that the proposition in that amendment to the substitute will 
elicit more favorable consideration of this bill for the refunding of the 
cotton tax than any that has been offered, and for that reason I urge 
its adoption. 

I had this amendment prepared when my colleague [Mr. ALLEN] 
announced that he would offer an amendment to make the cotton tax 
an educational fund, and I waited to see what it would be. I concur 
in that amendment as far as it goes, but believe that this substitute 
I have offered will be acceptable to a greater number of the members 
of the House, because it is more specific as to the disposition and safe 
custody of the money and provides that it shall be applied equally for 
the benefit of all the educable children of the several States. 

This bill is to equalize the war tax, as is claimed by its promoters, 
and its claims for support put solely on that ground. 

That the direct war tax was legally levied and collected and used by 
the United States Government is admitted on all hands, and it will 
also be admitted that no obligation was or is upon the Government to re- 
fund the money any more than a State is under obligation to refund 
the taxes collected by it. There is no pretense now that any debt was 
created, nor that any obligation, legal or moral, was incurred on the 
part of the United States Government by the collection of that tax. 
The payment of this money, therefore, to the States is wholly volun- 
tary and without consideration. 

It is a donation pure and simple, not for any national purpose, not 


for any charitable purpose, but stands out as the one naked and bald 


and lonely act in the history of this Government, of taking money out 
of the United States and giving it to the States. Suppose 
there was no surplus in the United States Treasury, and the Govern- 
ment would have to levy a direct tax to get this seventeen millions of 
money to give to the States, how ridiculous the whole thing would 
appear. It would present the spectacle of the General Government 
levying a tax on the people of each State and collecting the money and 
putting it into the treasuries of the several States. No sane man 
would vote for the proposition nor tolerate the scheme. Every one 
would admit that the Government had no such power under the Con- 
stitution. 

Whose money is this out of which we propose to donate seventeen 
millions to the States? Itis the money of the people, collected for a 
specific purpose, to wit, to defray the expensesof the Government. It 
is on deposit in the Treasury for that purpose, and we are trustees of 
the people, with the right to appropriate it to that use, and no other. 
We now propose to misapply it, give it away to some of the States be- 
cause others failed to pay a debt they owed the Government. 

If this be the correct view the proposed legislation is in violation of 
the trust conferred upon Congress, in violation of the fundamental law 
of the land, and therefore wrong. 

There is one class of men here that must be accredited with perfect 
honesty. They stand out in bold relief in this discussion as grand men. 
I mean the men who oppose this bill and who live in States which will 
get the money. They must act from pure convictions. 

The friends of the bill undertook to justify it on the ground that it 
is the only mode of equalizing the war tax, and it is plain that there 
is a large majority in this House favorable to the passage of the meas- 
ure. Then I say the same rule should apply to all war taxes. 

What was the cotton tax but a war tax? Cotton never was taxed 
before nor since. I presume there is not a gentleman in this House 
that will deny that the additional cotton tax was put upon the cotton 
States in 1866 and 1867 because they had been in rebellion—not only 
to make them pay to the Government what they failed to pay of the 
direct war tax, but twenty-fold more. It was intended to apply to 
certain States and no others, and therefore unconstitutional. It 
would be as sincere to lay a tax on the output of anthracite coal and 
contend that it applied to all the States as to say that the cotton tax 
was meant to be general. 

This additional reason exists why the cotton tax ought to be re- 
funded: because it was taken without authority of law, and the Gov- 
ernment owes it back; for whatever is taken without authority of law, 
in violation of the Constitution, did create a valid debt, and the Gov- 
ernment was and is morally and legally bound to pay it. 

This was not a tax upon personal prope The Jaw of 1866 was 

when the crop was half advanced; it did not even give notice 

‘ore planting time, so that the planter might vary his cropand plant 
less cotton and more of something else, but after his crop was planted 
and half made, too late to change it, too late to plant anything else to 
compensate for this increased loss, when it was well known that nearly 
all cotton-planters depended on that crop to purchase provisions with. 

In that unprecedented way, in that unjust way, this law came upon 
them stealthily, and with strong hand took away from an impoverished 
people their means of procuring bread. I have said it wasa tax levied 
upon a growing crop. Every boll that opened let in upon the fiber the 
lien created by that tax law. From that hour that lien clung to each 
fiber like sin to the human soul until it was washed off by the payment 
of 3 cents per pound. It was in effect a tax on the realty, selected by 
fields that were wicked enough to have cotton growing on them. 
Land that made a bale to the acre, of 450 pounds, was taxed 513.50. 

The colored man who rented these lands at eight or ten dollars per 
acre, to be paid out of his crop, and purchased his supplies on credit 
and promised to pay out of his crop, and made his arrangements to 
squeeze through in this his first enterprise as a freeman, was startled 
to find that the Government had laid an additional embargo upon his 
venture that inevitably destroyed his ability to meet his en ments 
and served to impair his credit in the beginning of his new life—com- 
pelled him to bear the odium of broken promises and burdened him 
with debt carried over. 

There was nota very large proportion of the colored people at that time 
who had set up for themselves; but there was a considerable number 
in the rich alluvial lands. A large portion of them worked on shares, 
as they call it, with their former owners; in that the owner furnished 
the land, and implements, and seed, and the team, and feed for the 
team as his d a house for the colored man to live in also—free 
of charge. The colored man did the work and got half the crop. He 
also had to purchase his provisions on credit, and when he came to 

i of his cotton he was surprised to find that the Government had 
increased the burden on his crop while it was growing silently in the 
field; that this insidious tax lien had in the hot days of July crept up 
every cotton-stalk and into every boll, nestled in every lock, and en- 
twined itself around every fiber, so that nothing but gold would loosen 
its hold; and he discovered in consternation that the Government, in- 
stead of setting him up with a small farm and plow stock, took from 
him by force nearly one-third of his cotton crop, and he, too, had te 
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return home with drooping countenance and sad heart unable to liqui- 
date his debts, instead of, as he had hoped and expected, with money 
in his pocket. The first money he made as a free man was taken from 
him. 


The balance of the colored people, more than half perhaps, worked 
for wages and suffered nothing by that tax, the whole falling on the 
employer, so that three-fourths or more of that tax was paid by the 
white people; but they are willing that it shall go into the school fund 
and be disbursed equally for the benefit of white and colored children 
alike. 

The people of the South are making a vigorous and an honest effort 
to educate the colored people and raise them in the scale of civilization 
and morality. The school laws and school system of Mississippi afford 
equally facilities for both races, and I want to test the sincerity of the 
philanthropists who insist that they want to help on the education of 


negro. 

Pay what thou owest’’ and we will have enough money to put the 
school fund on a safe basis for many years to come, and we will have 
the pleasure to know that we spent our own money in a good cause and 
not a donation from the General Government. 

My colleague [Mr. ALLEN] in his graphic, humorous way has de- 
scribed how that cotton was made in 1866 and 1867. We can laugh 
over it now, but I tell you he did not draw on his imagination for the 
picture. Memory furnishes it all, and far more, He said he would 
not undertake to describe the desolation and the woe of those times, 
and the hardships and obstacles among which the people then labored. 
No human tongue or pen could do that. It was the quiet of Warsaw. 

If we could open the grave and rehabilitate the meteor soul of Pren- 
tiss, his matchless tongue would not be equal to that task, and history 
can never tell the story. None but the people who passed through the 
furnace and the God who looked down upon them know the facts. 
Money taken unlawfully from people under such circumstances consti- 
tutes a debt that appeals to both the conscience and the heart of gen- 
erous men for payment as well as to the honesty of the nation. And 
the purpose to which this substitute I offer will appropriate it adds 
strength to the more than just demand. ; 

I want the prayers of good men to aid me in search of light brilliant 
enough to show me how gentlemen whose consciences are so acutely 
sensitive to the touch of justice that they can not allow the Govern- 
ment to keep money legally collected and feel required to give back as 
a conscience fund seventeen millions of money to some of the States al- 
ready teeming with wealth because others failed to pay three millions, 
and for po other reason—how they can complacently allow the same 
Government to pocket and keep sixty-eight millions wrongfully taken 
from the people of a devastated and impoverished part of the country. 

It is said by some friends of the tax bill that the cotton-planter got a 
high price for his cotton and it did not hurt him—he did not really 

y the tax. Better tax it again if it will raise the price as much as it 
Ase and the Government will have all the money it wants with- 
out any other source of gain. 

If because the leper got a high price for his cotton is to be received 
as a reason why the cotton tax should not be refunded, then for shame 
the Northern States should not ask for the direct tax to be refunded; 
for the Northern farmers made more money during the four years of 
the war than they did in any ten years before or since. 

The manufacturers then laid the foundations of the colossal fortunes 
that have absorbed half of the wealth of the country. All the business 
of the South was by the war transferred North. The North had a 
hundred per cent. more money and was far more prosperous after the 
close of the war than when it commenced. The South had no money 
at all and was a thousand pe cent. worse off than when the war com- 
menced. For every dollar collected from the Northern States in the 
direct tax they made ten. And yet they turned round after the war 
was over and levied a war tax on the cotton States, impoverished as 
they were, that yielded to the Treasury $68,000,000, but which cost 
the cotton States at least one hundred and ten millions in the two years 
of 1866 and 1867; for if we say there were but 5,000,000 bales made 
each year, at 400 pounds to the bale, the tax of 3 cents per pound would 
amount to $60,000,000 in 1866, and at 23 cents per pound in 1867 would 
amount to $50,000,000, one hundred and ten millions in the two years. 

What became of the remaining forty-two millions? Ask the officials 
through whose hands it passed. That it was paid, every dollar of it, 
by the men who produced the cotton there can be no question. 

And now, when we ask that the amount actually received by the 
Government be returned—when we onght to ask for and receive the 
other forty-two millions received by its officers as well—we are an- 
swered by these States, whose wealth is already fabulous, and who take 
to themselves this direct-tax money, that the cotton States got a good 
price for cotton. 

They remind one of the man whose wife cooked and put upon the 
table twelve large, fine apple-dumplings for dinner. He wanted to 
go out early and sat to the table alone to take his dinner in advance ot 
the family. When he had eaten eleven of the dumplings his little 
boy, who had watched the operation and was very hungry, seeing it 
was his last chance, asked for a dumpling. The father thrust his fork 
into the last and twelfth dumpling and removed it to his own plate, 
saying, Go way, my son; daddy’s sick.“ 


French Spoliation Claims. 
SPE E OH 
HON. OSCAR L. JACKSON, 


OF PENNSYLVANIA, 
In THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 


Tuesday, December 18, 1888, 


On the bill granting indemnity to citizens of the United States for French spolia- 
tions on American commerce. 

Mr, JACKSON said: 

Mr. SPEAKER: The claims of a number of our citizens against the 
Government of the United States, based on losses sustained by them by 
reason of French spoliations on American commerce, a part of which are 
provided for in this bill, have at many different times been under 
consideration by Congress. These claims all grow out of matters oc- 
curring prior to the ratification in 1801 of our treaty with France, and 
but few of the present generation of our people are at all familiar with 
their character and history. It is fortunate that for their full and com- 
plete consideration, so far as Congress is concerned, the official records 
of the Government furnish the most satisfactory evidence that could 
be required. 

Having given that evidence in connection with contemporaneous 
history as careful examination as the time at my disposal would per- 
mit, I have arrived at the conclusion that these claims are just and 
binding on the Government, and should be promptly paid. All that 
should now be required is to ascertain fairly the amount of each claim 
and the party to whom it legally belongs. 

In my judgment the act of 1885 referring these matters to the Court 
of Claims is sufficient legislation on this subject, and that the claims 
reported to us from that court should be treated as conclusively de- 
termined and at once paid. 

Mr. Speaker, with the indulgence of the House, I will endeavor to 
briefly repeat the history of these claims and give some of the 
that have led me to the conclusions I have just stated. Iam ee 
that all that is necessary to satisfy any impartial mind of their just- 
ness is an examination of the law and the testimony. I assume that 
to he satisfied on this point is sufficient to secure the passage of this 
bill, and that the sanction and approval of the American people will as 
certainly follow our action. Be that as it may, See having 
determined for myself that these claims are just, I s vote for their 
payment without inquiring how far that vote is likely to meet wit 
popular approval. I may be allowed to say, however, in this co: 
tion that I fully believe that if popularapproval be desired, as withou 
doubt weall do desire it, that the safest ae is to vote for that whi 
we believe to be right and just. 

The first popular impressions may sometimes be wrong, but the de- 
liberate after-thought and judgment of the people is generally right, 
and even as a question of policy we can always afford to vote in favor 
of the Government doing justice and acting honestly as a responsible 
moral agent. 

HISTORY OF THE CLAIMS, 

The story of these claims is intimately connected with the most in- 
teresting events in our country’s history. They grow out of facts con- 
nected with the very foundation and organization of our Government, 
To properly understand them we must first recall the darkest hours of 
the Revolution, when success seemed almost beyond hope—the time 
when, after long, patient, and persistent appeal, our fathers secured the 
assistance of France which made our independence a certainty. 

In the second place, the liability of our Government to theindividual 
citizens arises from a later treaty, by which peace and permanence were 
assured to the young republic when it was most seriously threatened 
with foreign complications. 

The close of the year 1777 was without doubt the most desperate 
and discouraging time of the Revolution. Philadelphia was in posses- 
sion of the British, whose soldiers were comfortably housed, cloth 
and fed; Washington’s army, of less than nine thousand men, was in 
winter quarters at Valley Forge, enduring severe cold, poorly fed, and. 
if possible, worse clothed. Many of the civilians at home, withou 
thought as to the condition of the patriot army, somewhat after the 
manner of their descendants ata later day, violently assailed Washing- 
ton for not prosecuting an active winter campaign. Gates, who had 
become the president of the executive board of war, was using his in- 
fluence against Washington, and securing the appointment of offi 
in the army who were unfriendly to him. 

In Congress there was discontent and sharp criticism upon the con- 
duct of the Commander-in-Chief. At Valley Forge one-third of the 
army was barefooted and otherwise naked. For days in succession 
the men were destitute of either bread or meat. 

Washington wrote to Congress that unless something could be done 
io relieve it, the army must either ‘‘starve, dissolve, or disperse.’? 
Other high officers said the men must be supplied, or they can not 
be commanded. The financial condition of the country was as bad 
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as the physical condition of the army, The currency was at a great 
oo) worthless. (Sparks’s Washington, volume 5, pages 
193-203. 

This was the condition of affairs at home when Franklin, after long 
and patient supplication, succeeded in negotiating treaties with France 
that brought joy to every American heart. These treaties were two 
in number, both signed February 6, 1778, by which France bound her- 
self to ‘‘ guaranty to the United States their liberty, sovereignty, and 
independence absolute and unlimited.“ 

We at this day can scarcely realize the joy and gladness with which 
the news of these treaties was received. New hope inspired every pa- 
triot. 

In the campat Valley Forge cheers, shouts, and rejoicing were heard, 
such as had never been heard in this land before, equaling, if not ex- 
celling, the final surrender at Yorktown. Never has an American army 
since received such joyful news, unless we may compare it to Grant’s 
and Sherman’s veterans at Appomattox and Raleigh. How well France 
kept the guaranty of her treaty let history answer. La Fayette was 
then present for duty, and other able officers with yeteran regiments, 
well armedand equipped, soon joined Washington. French fleets, able 
to cope with the British navy, appeared on our shores, 

According to the report of their finance minister, France expended 
in war in the support of her guaranty fourteen hundred and forty 
million of francs, or about $280,000,000, an immense sum at that time. 
But not that alone; the best French blood was freely shed on land and 
sea, and mingled with the blood of the patriot soldiers of our own army, 
until at last the British army surrendered at Yorktown to the allied 
forces of Rochambeau and Washington under the guns of the fleet of 
De Grasse, and the war closed by the recognition of the independence 
of the United States. Provisional articles of peace were signed on the 
30th of November, 1782, a cessation of hostilities was declared on the 
20th of January, 1783, and on the 3d of September, 1783, the definitive 
treaty of peace was concluded. : 

France had kepther treaty. She not only guarantied but performed 
those things necessary to secure to the United States independence and 
sovereignty. 

It adds additional luster to this glorious Binor to bear in mind that 
theaction of the French Government was from first to last fully and 
enthusiastically approved and supported by the French people; that 
the love of liberty and a firm belief in the justice of our cause was the 
principal motive that prompted their action, and not simply a desire 
to cripple an ancient enemy. 

It is well to recall the great services rendered our country by the 
French people. This is a part of our history that even after the lapse 
of a hundred years should be familiar to every American citizen. We 
might in some way repay the treasure spent in our behalf, but only by 
many hundreds of years of gratitude and friendship can our nation re- 

y the greater debt we owe France for the blood she shed in our be- 
half and the friendship she bestowed on us in our time of need. This 
is a debt we scarcely can repay. 

CHARACTER OF THE TREATIES. 3 

But the engagements we made with France by the treaties of 1783 
were not all on the side of France. ‘There were express obligations 
assumed by the United States, and these obligations were the consid- 
eration for the great contract. 

As before noticed, the treaties of 1778 were two in number, executed 
at the same time, and are in effect one and the same instrument. The 
first embraced the treaty of alliance and guaranty of independence, of 
most importance to us; but it contained also obligations which the 
United States assumed toward France. The second was called a treaty 
of amity and commerce, and provided especial privileges by each party 
to the other as to ships of war and privateers bringing prizes into ports, 
privileges that each nation bound itself to not grant any other nation. 

The obligation that the United States assumed by the treaty of amity 
Was 


To guaranty to France forever against all other powers all the possessions of 
France in America, as well as those it might acquire by any future y- 


It is thus nt that the treaty was not one-sided, and that it im- 
posed on the United States a duty that was liable at any time to become 
@ very serious burden and responsibility. It is further to be observed 
that this guaranty was to continue forever.“ 

The possessions of France in America at this time were the islands of 
St. Domingo, Martinique, Guadaloupe, St. Lucia, St. Vincent, Tobago, 
Deseada, Marie-Galante,St. Pierre,Granada, and Cayenne on the main- 
land, each and all of which the United States agreed to guaranty to 
France forever. 

Nothing but our extreme necessities in 1778 could have induced us 
to assume such serious obligations. The consideration, however, that 
France gave to the United States for making thisagreement was ample 
and sufficient. 

That the obligation the United States assumed was understood at 
the time can not be doubted, for the treaty in express terms further 

rovided that our guaranty to France was to begin in ease of rupture 
tween France and England,“ and was to be effective after the ces- 
sation of the war between the United States and England,“ then ex- 
isting, and was to continue forever.“ 
Our Secretary of State, on 15th July, 1797, in his instructions to our 


plenipotentiaries, Messrs. Pinckney, Marshall, and Gerry, who were 
urging these claims against France, said: 

Our present of the possessions of France in America will ually expose 
us to the risk aad expense of war, or to disputes and questions concerning our 
national faith,—French Spoliation, Executive Document No. 1827, page 457. 

The treaty of amity and commerce bound the United States, first, 
to protect and defend by their ships of war all vessels belonging to 
French subjects against all attacks, force, and violence in the same 
manner as they ought to protect“ the vessels of citizens of the United 
States; second, to open their ports to French ships of war and priva- 
teers with their prizes, and to close them against those of any other 
power at war with France; thirdly, to allow French privateers to 
fit their ships and sell what they have taken,“ but privateers in enmity 
with France were forbidden to even victual, in ports of the United 
States. 

These were the solemn obligations of the United States, sanctioned 
by treaties, under which we had obtained the aid and alliance of France 
to secure our independence. 

It is easy to see how these obligations would attract but little public 
attention so long as France remained in peace, especially with Great 
Britain. But that the United States had assumed an obligation that 
imposed upon us a serious duty and burden is recognized repeatedly 
by the highest officials of our own Government, and is persistently 
pressed and claimed by the representatives of the French Government 
from time to time, as is abundantly shown by numerous state papers 
in our possession, (SeeSpoliation, Report 41, Thirty-eighth Congress, 
first session. ) 

But France soon became involved in war. A revolution drove her 
king from his throne, executed him, and established a republic in the 
place of the monarchy. England and the other European monarchies 
combined against the new republic, 

Early in 1793 several of the West India islands were lost to France, 
taken from her by war, and although requests for aid were made by 
the colonists on these islands and by French o the United States 
did nothing to save them or to keep the treaty she made. From 
this time on for several years, as might well be expected, the relations 
between the United States and France were far from friendly. 

France, not entirely without cause, I regret to be eee to gay, 
ſelt that we did not return to her in her need the assistance she had 
given us in our war for independence. Our only justification seems to 
be that under the circumstances it was impossible to do what we had 
agreed to do. 

The difficultiesand embarrassments that surrounded our Government 
then were so great that I am not willing to criticise now the justice, 
patriotism, and wisdom of the American statesmen of that time. We 
are to-day a nation of thirty-eight States, eight Territories, and a pop- 
ulation of more than 60,000,000 people. Nowhere on the earth are in- 
telligence, comfort, industry, and Wealth so general to all classes as 
among our citizens, The situation is so changed we can hardly do 
justice to the wisdom, energy, and patriotism of the men who brought 
thirteen struggling colonies of less than three million people through a 
war with one of the mightiest and bravest nations of Europe and made 
possible the United States of to-day. 

Our fathers, when they decided these questions, were responsible for 
the welfare and future of the then w Republic. They were ex- 
hausted by seven years of war for independence, environed on this con- 
tinent by the three great monarchies of the Old World, poor in money, 
weak in population, and an oeei of jealousy to every king, emperor, 
and aristocrat. History accords these eminent men such a high sense 
of justice and honesty that we must believe they decided this question, 
in the light of the information they had, discreetly and fairly accord- 
ing to their best and experienced judgm: We may regret that they 
were unable to deal more liberally with ań ally and friend, but that is 
at least no reason why the Government now in its prosperity should 
neglect to do justice. 

‘To make our relations with France still worse, the United States felt 
compelled in 1794 to conclude a treaty with Great Britain known as 
the Jay treaty, ratified in October, 1795, by which Great Britain was 
given in our ports with her ships of war, privateers, and prizes the very 
same rights and privileges that by the treaty of 1778 we had agreed to 
give exclusively to France. The conflict of these treaties was fully 
known at the time, and we thus openly transferred the exclusive privi- 
leges we had guarantied France to her bitter enemy, Great Britain. I 
do not stop now to either explain or inquire further why this was done. 
It is sufficient for the argument in this case to know that it was in fact 
done. 

TILE SPOLIATIONS. 


We come now to the more immediate consideration of the spolia- 
tions on which these claims are based. From 1793 to 1800 the ocean 
swarmed with privateers representing the nations engaged in war. Our 
Government had issued proclamation of neutrality, but these priva- 
teers were not discriminating, and our merchant vessels suffered capt- 
ure and loss to some extent from all. France at first alleged, so 
as she was concerned, that the captures of our vessels were made by 
mistake on account of our people speaking the same language as the 
peopie of Great Britain. But when the necessity to obtain provisions 
and supplies became great she did not hesitate to seize our merchant 
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vessels by virtue of decrees made by her that were wholly illegal and 
unauthorized by international law. 

and her allies undertook to starve France, and issued proc- 
lamations forbidding neutrals to carry provisions or supplies to any of 
her ports. France retaliated by issuing decrees forbidding neutral vessels 
tocarry English goods anywhere. Numerous proclamationsand decrees 
were issued by both sides that were not authorized by international 
law, but their violation was made the pretext for capture and condem- 
nation of our ships and their cargoes. 8 

Our Government protested against these outrages, but without avail, 
at the time. Our merchants were so much alarmed that they well 
hesitated to risk vessels and cargoes on the high seas. To encourage 
our shipping the National Government came forward with assurance 
of protection and In a circular letter, dated August 27, 1793, 
Mr. Jefferson, then Secretary of State, issued the following: 

I have it in charge from the President to assure the merchants of the United 
States concerned in foreign commerce that our attention will be paid to any 
injuries they may suffer on the high seas contrary to the law of nations. 

Washington adopted this circularin his message of December 5, 1793, 
and promised that due measures should be taken to obtain redress for 
the past and security for the future. 

These promises and assurances our Government has kept to all suf- 
ferers except the ones now under consideration. As early as 1794 our 
citizens obtained from Great Britain nearly $10,000,000 on account of 
British spoliations, 

Similar indemnities have since been obtained from Spain, Naples, 
and Denmark, but the French spoliations prior to 1800 alone remain 
unpaid. It is a part of the history of those times that the difficulties 
with France induced conflicts that almost amounted to a state of war 
on the ocean, and that whilst actual hostilities did not occur between 
the two nations as such, that the United States passed laws contem- 

lating a declaration of war, and that provision was made for increas- 
Ee the Army in case war should be declared; that our minister left the 
French capital, and that all commercial relations between the two coun- 
tries was suspended. z 
But actual war was averted, and after years of negotiation peaceful 


relations were again secured between the two nations, and France | cedin 


abandoned her claim of right to seize our merchant vessels. In these 
negotiations the United States demanded from France payment for the 
spoliation inflicted on our merchant vessels. It does not appear that 
France disputed the justness of this claim, but admitted she had made 
illegal seizures and captures for which she wasliable. Butat the very 
outset of these negotiations France set up as an offset her counter-claim 
for damages against the United States by reason of our failure to keep 
with her the treaty of 1778. 

France claimed damages because we had allowed her American pos- 
sessions to be taken from her and had deprived her of rights to our 
ports we had promised. We could not well dispute these claims against 
us, and there was beside a great desire on the partof our Government 
to be released from all further liability under the treaty of 1778. The 
history of these negotiations shows that our plenipotentiaries were au- 
thorized to offer a sum of money to secure our release from the old 
treaties, which France refused to accept; and that we looked upon 
this release as of the utmost importance to the United States. 

France insisted on holding us to the treaty of 1778 and in claiming 
damages for our failure to comply with it up to that time. 

Without repeating the details of these long negotiations, it may be 
briefly stated that a treaty was agreed upon and ratified finally by the 
First Consul of France 31st July, 1801, and by United States 21st Decem- 
ber, 1801, by which France released all future claims on the United 
States under the treaty of 1778; and further, that the United States 
released all claims for spoliations on her citizens, and France released 
all claims for damages by reason of our breach of the treaty of 1778. 
In short, that the United States set off and used the spoliation claims 
of her citizens to settle and pay the she, as a nation, owed 
France for the breach of the treaty of 1778, and to obtain a release from 
future liability under it. 

CLAIMS. ASSUMED BY THE UNITED STATES. 

The natural consequence of this set-off and use of these claims by 
the United States was an assumption of them by our Government. 
It must be conceded that these claims were good and valid against 
France, and that it was the duty of our Government to see that they 
were collected for our citizens. The United States did undertake their 
collection, spent years of negotiation for this purpose, but eventually 
found it convenient to use them in payment of a national obligation. 
On the plainest principles of honesty and according to all public law 
this makes the United States Government liable for their payment to 
the citizen. 

There seems to be no doubt but that our plenipotentiaries who nego- 
tiated this treaty so understood it, and that they so represented it at the 
time; that other high officials of the Government, including Mr. Picker- 
ing. Secretary of State, and Chief-Justice Marshall, who were familiar 
with all the facts, entertained the same views; that the claimants 
themselves had the same expectation, and very soon after the ratifica- 
tion of the treaty applied to Congress for their payment, and through 
the long intervening years have continued to press their claims with- 
out relinguishment; that many of the ablest statesmen of our coun- 


E g Cl 83 examined and reported on these claims, 
i ing Clay, Clinton, Livingston, Everett, Webster, Cushing, Choate, 
and Sumner, Es agreed that the claims are just and that our Gov- 
ernment should pay them. 

The late Senator Sumner, in a very able and elaborate report made 
by him to ne Senate of the United States on behalf of the Committee 
on Foreign Relations in the Thirty-eighth Congress, on this point uses 
the following language: 2 

The natural consequence of this set-off and mutual release was the assump- 
tion by our Government of the original obligations of France to American citi- 
zens, and its complete substitution for France as the responsible debtor. Had 
the claims on each side been national nos uent question could have oc- 
curred, but each would have extinguished the other in all respects forever. It 
was the peculiarity of this case thaton one side the claims were “national” and 
on the other “individual.” But a set-off of “individual” claims against na- 
tional“ claims must of course leave that government responsible which has ap- 
propriated the “individual” claims to this purpose. It is according to common 
sense that any individual“ interest appropriated toa “ national” purpose must 
create a debt on the part of the nation. 

It is according to reason that any person intrusted with the guardianship of 

cular interests becomes nally 8 for his conduct in to 
to barter them against other interests for which 


national benefit, must entail na 
* — what has seemed so obvious to common sense, reason, and duty, when 
it declares that private perty shall not be taken for public use without just 
compensation. Public law is also in harmony with the Constitution in this re- 
quirement. According to Vattel, the sovereign may in the exercise of his right 
of eminent domain dispose of the property, and even the person of a subject, 
by a treaty with a ne power; but as it ig for the public eee that he 
thus d of them, the state is bound to indemnify the citizens who are suf - 
ferers by the transaction. Vattel, Law of Nations, book 4, chapter 2, section 12. 

Edward Livingston, the distinguished jurist, statesman, and diplo- 
matist, knew these claims as a cotemporary, and afterwards, asa member 
of the United States Senate, made a report in regard to them in which 
he used this language: 

The committee think it sufficiently shown that the claim for indemnities was 
surrendered as an equivalent for the discharge of the United States from its 
heavy national obligations and for the damages that were due for their pre- 

Z no rmance of them. If so, can there be a doubt that the sufferers 
are entitled to indemnity? To lessen the public expenditure is a t legis- 
lative duty; to lessen it at the of justice, public faith, and constitu- 
tional t would be a crime. ceiving that all these require that relief 
should be granted, they beg leave to bring in a bill for that purpose. 

In the long and tedious negotations for the settlement of these claims, 
and in the extensive correspondence between the two governments 
and their representatives, two points are clearly settled. First, that our 
Government at all times earnestly asserted thattheseclaims were just. 
Second, that France at no time denied her liability for them, but insisted 
on her right to set off against them herclaims against the United States 
under the treaties of 1778. That France as well as our own Govern- 
ment understood that these claims were in fact set off the one against 
the other is shown by the statement dictated by the Emperor Napo- 
leon to Gourgaud at St. Helena. Speaking of the second article of the 
convention, which was suppressed, he says: 

The of this article at ones put an end to the privileges which 
France had possessed the treaty of 1778 and annulled the just claims which 
a 3 for es eg a — fess of peoe a Pre exacti 

nsu roposed imsel ng these — 
— each — — Memoirs, . 2, page E 

We thus see that the testimony of representative men of both gov- 
ernments is in harmony, and corroborates the official records and cur- 
rent history, showing conclusively that these individual claims were 
originally just, and that the Government of the United States appro- 
priated them for a national purpose. 

OBJECTIONS. 


When we examine the objections made to the payment of these claims 
by the United States we find little, if any, dispute as to facts. The 
history and character of the claims are settled beyond any reasonable 
question or doubt. In the course of this debate we find those who op- 
pose their payment neither arguing against the justice of the claims 
originally nor undertaking to show that they were not used by our 
Government in way of set-off; but the opposition confine themselves 
to offering excuses for further neglect. The distinguished member 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. BucKALEW] says their payment has been so 
long delayed that payment now would be a reflection on the honesty 
of our fathers. 

This is truly a very remarkable way to avoid payment of old debts, 
debts that he must believe are entirely just, for he intimates he would 
be willing to consent to so far reflect on the fathers as to pay a percent- 
age of these claims. It is most unfortunate that justiee has been so 
long delayed. Many of the original owners of these claims went down 
to bankruptcy and died in poverty—direct resultsof these losses. To 
pay now their descendants and legal representatives is still justice, and 
these extreme cases show the great*uniairness of the rule the Govern- 
ment adopts, that it will not pay interest on claims against itself. 

The delay in these cases has not been the fault. nor on the part of the 
claimants. The convention with France by which they were released © 
was promulgated by the President December 21, 1801, and at the first 
session of Co afterward, in February, March, and April, 1802, a 
large part of the elatmanis petitioned Congress for relief. 
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The official records of the House and Senate show that the claimants 
have not only persistently urged their claims on Congress since that 
time, but that twenty-four reports on the subject by committees have 
been made in the Senate and over twenty in the House, all of which, 
except three, have been in favor of their payment. And it is worthy 
of notice that no adverse report has been made since the publication in 
1826 of the correspondence which showed the facts in regard to their 
settlement with France. Bills to provide for their payment in whole 
or in part have at eight different times passed the Senate; three of them 
also passed the House, One was vetoed by President Polk and another 
by President Pierce. The other is the act under which they have 
been referred to the Court of Claims, 

The Legislatures of each of the thirteen original States have passed 
resolutions in favor of their payment, some of them more than once. 
In view of all these facts I insist that Congress can not claim their age 
as an excuse for still longer neglecting their payment. 

Again, it is suggested as an excuse for non-payment that theseclaims 
have mostly been bought up by speculators, and are holden by these 
purchasers. This statement, whilst not a valid defense to their pay- 
ment and in no respect a release of the United States, is yet well calcu- 
lated to diminish the favor with which they might otherwise be con- 
sidered. But it is not true in fact. They are now all presented to the 
Court of Claims that can be under the provisions of the act of 1885. 
The third section of that act requires the court to determine their 
present ownership, and, if assigned, the date of assignment with the 
consideration paid for the same. This makes it necessary that the 
court shall require the true ownership to be set outin the petition and 
be proved by the papers, vouchefs, and other evidence. An inspection 
of the records of this court will satisfy any one that the statement that 
these claims have been largely bought up by speculators is an error. 
They have been assigned in some instances, mostly in settlement of 
family affairs. They have been transmitted from parent to child by 
will and inheritance, and carefully preserved through several genera- 
tions by those who have relied in the belief that some day the good 
faith and honor of the Government would be maintained by their pay- 
ment. 

In some cases they are held by the assignees of insolvent debtors or 
by insurance companies who paid the original losses, and who, by the 
universal commercial law of the world, succeed to the owner’s right; 
but there is no evidence whatever that any considerable number of 
them have passed into the hands of speculators. If there be any such 
cases the owners must prove in court the amount they have paid for 
the claims, and Congress will be able to do justice as each particular 
case seems to require. 

AMOUNT OF THE CLAIMS. 

It has been urged here that these claims are at this late day incapa- 
ble of accurate and honest determination, and that they are of almost 
fabulous amount. These statements are not supported by the facts, 
but on the contrary the circumstances surrounding them are such that 
their numbers are well known and their authenticity easily determined. 
The act of the Forty-ninth Congress, under which they were referred to 
the Court of Claims, limits the time for filing to two years ending Jan- 
uary 20, 1887. No claim can be favorably reported from that court 
until it is proven to be a just and legal claim. i 

Our Government, as early as Washington’s administration, began col- 
lecting lists of these claims, with proofs, for the purpose of presenting 
them against France, and these records are still preserved. Investi- 
gations of different committees of Congress with other Government 
reports show, without room for doubt, their character and amount. 
The vessels, when captured, were taken into prize courts and their 
ownership, value, and value of cargo, together with alleged cause of 
capture, made a matter of judicial investigation, determination, and 
record. These records must form the basis of every claim, and of 

themselves render it absolutely impossible to now originate or prove 
fictitious claims, ; : 

Mr. Webster, in 1835, estimated the amount of these claims at $10,- 
000,000, which was not perhaps on a basis of full value. Other gentle- 
men concerned in this investigation have since then estimated their 
amount at from fourteen to sixteen million dollars, and there is the 
best reason to believe from the petitions filed in the Court of Claims 
that these latter estimates can be relied on as reasonably accurate. The 
most liberal estimate of these claims shows that their amount is but a 
small part of the sum that France spent in our behalf in the war for 
independence. 2 

Her claims against us ſor failure to comply with the treaty of 1778 
would certainly not be less than the amount of money she had spent, 
and reasonably could be claimed to be much more. In any view of 
the case we set off these claims against a much larger sum than any 
one now pretends they can amount to. I do not concede that their 
size affects either their justice or validity. Our Government is able to 
pay all it owes, and I would insist on payment of just liabilities with- 
out regard to their size. But as size has seemed to be urged as an ex- 
am for non-payment, I think it proper that the facts should be made 
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WE ARE IN HONOR BOUND TO FRANCE TO PAY THESE CLAIMS, 


In addition to doing justice to our own citizens, there is another 
reason affecting the nation’s honor why these claims should be paid. 


France, our friend and ally in the war of the Revolution, beside pre- 
cious blood, had spent in our behalf a large sum of money. By solemn 
treaty in 1778 we had agreed to repay this by defending her possessions 
in America, and by giving her vesssels special privileges in our ports. 
We broke our agreements and failed to repay in either way. By the 
convention of 1800 France generously to release our Govern- 
ment from both Tunae for past neglect and future liability under the 
treaty of 1778 on condition that she should be released and we would 
assume and pay the spoliation claims for which she was liable. 

We cheerfully accepted these terms, as a proper construction of the 
agreements will show, and are in honor bound to France to pay them. 
They are in amount a small part only of the sum France expended in 
our behalf, but if we paid them we could at least say we have done 
that much to reimburse her, and she agreed to acceptit asin full. As 
it stands to-day the young men and young women of the United States 
who study the history of their country are unable to find wherein their 
Government has ever made the slightest recompense to France for the 
moneys she expended in its behalf in the Revolution. They are further 
compelled to learn with regret that for some cause their Government 
has failed to keep its twice-made solemn agreements to make recom- 
pense for these expenses. By payment of these claims Congress can at 
least to that extent redeem the nation’shonor. It can not be denied 
that except by the assumption of these claims the United States never 
gave nor promised France anything to be released from the heavy re- 
sponsibilities of this treaty of 1778. 

DID WAR EXIST BETWEEN THE UNITED STATES AND FRANCE? 


It has been said that at the time of these spoliations war existed be- 
tween the United Statesand France; that this justified France in making 
the captures, and our citizens could have no valid claim against her for 
indemnity. 

It is true that these seizures were by force; that they were contested 
in many cases, by our seamen, and that our people fitted out armed 
vessels to defend the merchantmen, and in some cases actually recapt- 
ured vessels that had been taken, and that these contests amounted to 
a partial naval war, But that there was a general public war between 
the two nations either on land or sea is inconsistent with the facts, and 
was never so claimed by either. 

France at no time defended these seizures on the ground of war. 
The records of the prize courts do not show any condemnations on the 
ground of war. They are based on alleged violations of the French de- 
crees, and in most cases on the arbitrary decree requiring all neutrals 
to carry a ‘“‘crew-list,’’? which our vessels never had been accustomed 
to do. There was no declaration of war on either side. As stated by 
Mr. Clayton, the civil courts of both France and the United States were 
at all times open to the citizens of each other as in times of peace. The 
courts of France did not treat our citizens as alien enemies, and French 
eee were not considered alien enemies in the courts of the United 

tates, 

There was undoubtedly a strained condition of affairs that tended to 
war. Our Government made some preparation for a war that seemed 
imminent, but which was happily averted. On the partof the United 
States the declarations are explicit that war did not exist. Congress 
was convened in May, 1797, to deliberate on the threatening aspect of 
affairs, and at that session and in 1798 and 1799 several acts 
looking to the public defense, every one of which negatives the idea 
ma war actually existed. The act of May 28, 1798, after reciting 
that— 

Armed vessels of France have committed depredations on the commerce of 
the United States, and have recently captured vessels and property of citizens 
thereof on and near the coast— 3 
proceeds to authorize the seizure of any such armed vessel, but noth- 
ing is said of war. Another act of same date authorizes a provisional 
army in the event of a declaration of war.““ The act of June 25, 
1798, authorizes our vessels to subdue and capture any French armed 
vessel from which an assault or other hostility shall be first made.” 
The act of July 6, 1798, begins with ‘‘ whenever there shall be a de- 
elared war.“ The act of March 2, 1799, authorizes an increase of the 
Army in case war shall break out.“ An act passed the next day 
provided that certain troops already authorized shall not be raised 
unless war shall break out.“ 

And as late as February 10, 1800, another act was passed, providing 
that further enlistment should be suspended— 

Unless in the recess of Con and during the continuance of the existin, 
differences between the United States and the French Republic war shail 
break out between the United States and the French Republic, 

These are the solemn statements of Congress, which alone under the 
Constitution has power to declare war, made at the very time when 
these spoliations occurred. It certainly can not be claimed that it was 
the understanding of our Government that war actually existed. 

The declarations of the French Government are equally explicit. 
Her plenipotentiaries, in a communication to ours, August 20, 1800, 
called the difficulties— 

A state of misunderstanding which has existed for some time, but has not been 
a state of war, at least on the side of France. 

Afterward they speak of the condition of affairs as ‘‘almost hostile.’’ 
(French Spoliation, 1826, pages 559-561.) 

The terms of the convention which settled these claims exclude the 
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idea that there had been a war, and in no part of the negotiations did 
the representatives of France rely on the claim of war for a defense. 
It is somewhat remarkable that it has been left to Americans, many 
years after the occurrences, to discover a defense to these claims on 
the ground of war, a defense that was never thought of by the French 
plenipotentiaries and statesmen of that day, skilled and learned as they 
were in diplomacy. 

But this defense has no foundation in fact, and I am surprised that 
it should be seriously urged by any one. The United States has so con- 
stantly denied that there was a state of war that, in any event, it 
should be estopped from setting up such a claim now. 

It will certainly astonish the people of the United States, who sup- 
posed they were familiar with its history, to learn thatit is seriously 
asserted in Congress that their Government once had a war with France. 


CONCLUSION. 


It seems to me, therefore, that it has been clearly established that 
these claims were originally just and valid debts of our citizens against 
France; that it was the duty of the United States to collect these debts 
for its citizens, and that it did undertake to do so; that, through sev- 
eral years of negotiation, the United States urgéd their payment by 
France as just and legal liabilities; that France did not deny her lia- 
bility to pay them, but set up a counter-claim against the United 
States, under the treaties of 1778, which the United States could not 
successfully dispute; that finally the United States used these claims of 
her citizens as a set-off against her liabilities for breach of the treaties of 
1778, and to obtain a release of the continuing obligations under them; 
that, by reason of the use of these claims of her citizens, the United 
States became liable to indemnify and pay them for so taking and using 
them, and that, therefore, these citizens have just claims for the 
amount of their losses against the United States. 

This claim of the citizen against the United States, although justand 
valid, is not one that can be enforced in the courts in the ordinary 
sense for the reason that the citizen can notsue the Government with- 
out its consent. 

But there is the highest duty and obligation resting on the Govern- 
ment to do justice to its citizens. The Government should set an ex- 
ample of srg and good faith tothe citizen. It demands of him a 
payment of all liabilities, a strict rendering of every duty, and if it 
would inculeate and stimulate loyalty and respect in the citizen, it 
should be prompt and exact to do him justice. 

It is the duty of Congress to decide on the justice of these claims and 
fix the liability of the Government. We can refer to the Court of 
Claims the question of finding facts and amounts, as we have done, but 
the question of duty or liability of the Govefnment to pay remains 
with Congress, and Congress can not relieve itself of this responsibility 
by referring that question to the courts, as has been suggested bysome 
on this floor. 

These claims, in my opinion, are as just as any that were ever pre- 
sented against the Government. I trust there will be no further delay 
in providing for their payment. Our full and overflowing Treasury 
and our present great ability to pay may appear by comparison as some 
excuse for past neglect, but afford additional reasons for prompt action 
now. The nation has a reputation to maintain for honesty, integrity, 
and morality, and its highest honor and the honor of all its citizens 
will be promoted by a payment of these national obligations. 


Refand of the Direct Tax. 


SPEECH 


or 


HON. RICHARD W. TOWNSHEND, 


OF ILLINOIS, 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 


Wednesday, December 12, 1888, 


On the bill (S. 139) to credit and pay to the several States and Territories and 
the District of Columbia all moneys collected under the direct tax levied by 
the act of Congress approved August 5, 1861. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND said: 

Mr. CHAIRMAN: This bill has beenso grossly misrepresented by some 
and misunderstood by many others, I have concluded to briefly state 
the reasons which shall govern my vote. In doing so it will be proper 
to explain its nature and history. 

The majority of the Judiciary Committee, over which the distin- 

ished gentleman from Texas [Mr. CULBERSON] presides, has reported 
it back to this House with a favorable recommendation. The report 
accompanying the bill furnishes the following statement of facts and 
reasons why it should pass: 


The Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was referred the bill S. 139, An 
act to credit and pay to the several States and Territories and the District of 


Columbia all moneys collected under the direct tax levied by the act of Congress 
approved ie 5, 1861.“ submit the following report: 

he act of Congress approved August 5, 1861, levied and apportioned among 
the inhabitants of the several States and Territories a direct tax of $20,000,000, 
and provided machinery for its collection. 

Under that act and amendments thereto subsequently enacted, collections 
were made from individuals residing in various States, and many of the States 
assumed the amounts apportioned to their respective inhabitants, and paid 
such amounts, less 15 cent. thereon allowed them by law to cover the ex- 
pense of collection and losses in making the same. Some of the States and Ter- 
ritories have paid the entire sum allotted to their citizens, others have paid but 
part, and one Territory (Utah) bas paid nothing. 7 

In some instances debts due to a State from the United States have been 
credited as a set-off to the tax, by consent of the States, or by a sort of com- 
pulsion. The legality of the act assuming the tax has in some instances been 
questioned and denied, and unpleasant controversies have arisen in consequence 
between some of the States and the General Government. Certain of the States 
borrowed the money with which they paid the tax and have been paying in- 
terest on it, or on a part of it, ever since, while other States have neither as- 
sumed nor paid the tax, except so far as some of their citizens have been com- 
pelled to pay by levy and sale. 

The collection of the tax, so far as it is unpaid, has, for many years, been sus- 
pended, and a feeling of injustice in bearing unequally the burdens of the Goy- 
ernment has become wide-spread and is increasing. 

The tax should be collected in full or abandoned, and restitution made those 
ve have paid. It is not difficult to discern which course is wise and practi- 
cable, 

Direct taxation under the provision of the Constitution is onerous by reason 
of the means required to collectit, and bears unequally because it isapportioned 
among the States according to population without regard to the means of pay- 


ment, 
This bill proposes to repay to the citizens and to the States the amounts 
them respectively paid, and to remit and relinquish the tax so fax as it is un 


The following is the bill as it has been amended and now stands be- 
fore the House for final action, except the second section, which I omit 
because it relates only to the taxes collected in South Carolina: 


An act to credit and pay to the several States and Territories and the District of 
Columbia all moneys collected under the direct tax levied by the act of Con- 
gress approved August 5, 1861. 

Be it enacted, etc., That it shall be the duty of the Secre of the Treasury to 
credit to each State and Territory of the United States, and the District of Co- 
lumbia, a sum equal to all collections, by set-off or otherwise, e from said 
States and Territories and the District of Columbia, or from any of the citizens 
or inhabitants thereof or other persons, under the act of Congress approved Au- 
gust 5, 1861, and the amendatory acts thereto. 

Sec. 3. That all moneys still due to the United States on the quota of direct 
tax apportioned by section 8 of the act of Congress approved August 5, 1861, are 
hereby remitted and relinquished. 

Sec. 4. That there is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the Treas 
not otherwise appropriated, such sums as may be to reimburse 
State, Territory, and the District of Columbia for all money found due to them 
under the provisions of this act; and the Treasurer of the United States is 
hereby directed to pay the same to the governors of the States and Territories 
and to the commissioners of the District of Columbia: Provided, That where 
the sums, or any part thereof, credited to any State, Territory, or the District of 
Columbia have Roc collected by the United States from the citizens or inhabit- 
ants thereof,or any other person, either directly or by sale of property, such 
sums shall be held in trust by such State, Territory, or the District of Columbia 
for the benefit of those persons or inhabitants from whom they were collected, 
or their legal representatives: And provided further, That no part of the money 
collected from individuals and to be held in trust as aforesaid shall be retained 
by the United States as a set-off against any indebtedness alleged to exist against 
the State, Territory, or District of Columbia in which such tax was collected : 
And provided That no part of the money hereby appropriated shall be 
paid out by the governor of any State or Territory, or by any other person, to 
any attorney or agent under any contract for services now existing or hercto- 
fore made between the representative of any State or Territory and any attor-, 
ney or agent. All claims under the trust hereby created shall be filed with the 
governor of such State or Territory and the commissioners of the District of 
Columbia, respectively, within six years next after the passage of this act, and 
all claims notso filed shall be forever barred, and the money distributable thereto 
shall belong to such State, Territory, or the District of Columbia, respectively, 
as the case may be. x 


Accompanying the report is a table furnished by the Treasury De- 
partment, as follows: 


Statement of the condition of the direct-tax accounts of the several States and 
Territories and the District of Columbia, under acts of August 5, 1861, 
and ent 7, 1862, as appears from the books of the Register of the Treas- 
ury to ` ‘ 


15 per cent. State or Territory, Amount im- 


Amount col- | Balance due 
lowance, > lected, United States. 


I 


$529, 313.33 

261, 886. 00 

254, 538. 67 

22, 905. 33 

308, 214. 00 

8, 241. 83 

74, 683. 33 

49, 437. 33 

77,522. 67 

584, 367.33 

1, 146, 551. 33 

904, 875. 33 

452, 088. 00 

—— A 71, 743. 33 
107, 054.30 Kentucky 713, 695.83 
Louisiana... 385, 886. 67 
Maine . 420, 826. 00 
Maryland 436. 823. 88 
Massachusetts. 824.581. 33 
Michigan ... 501, 763. 33 
Minnesota. 108, 524. 00 

«| Mississippi 413, 084. 67 
Missouri. 761,127.33 

.| Nebraska... 19, 312.00 
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Statement of the condition of the direct-tax accounts, etc-—Continued. 


$4,592. 67 $4,592.67 
218, 406.67 185, 645. 67 
450, 184. 00 382, 614. 83 |.. 
62, 648.00 62, 648. 00 
2,603, 918.67 | 2,213, 330. 86 
576, 194. 07 386, 194.45 
1,567,089.83 | 1, 332, 025.93 
35,140.67 85,140.67 |.. 
1,946,719.33 | 1,654, 711.43 L.. 
116, 963. 67 99,419.11 |. 
669, 498. 00 387, 734. 81 
355, 106, 67 130, 008, 06 
26, 982. 00 . . . . 
211, 068. 00 179, 407.80 
729, 071. 02 515, 569, 72 
208, 479. 65 181, 306, 93 |.. 
7, 755. 83 4,268.16 
519, 688. 67 454, 944. 84 
353, 570. 67 377, 961.30 |... 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 

Register’s Office, March 22, 1886. 

It will be seen from this statement that Illinois paid the full amount 
of the quota of the direct taxes apportioned against that State, which, 
after deducting the 15 per cent. allowed as a credit, aggregated the 
sum of $974,568.63, or nearly $1,000,000. ‘This statement also shows 
that, notwithstanding the sum of $529,313.33 was at the same time ap- 

ioned against the State of Alabama, yet only $18,285,000 was actu- 
ally paid by Alabama, leaving a balance due from that State of $511,- 
028.30. ia owes over $477,000; Mississippi owes over $311,000; 
Tennessee owes over $281,000; Texas owes over $225,000; Virginia owes 
over $286,000. Arkansas owes 40 percent. of her qouta. Florida paid 
$5,000 on her quota of $77,385. Utah has not paid anything. 

Now, owing to the ſact that the Treasury is overflowing with an enor- 
mous surplus it is deemed unnecessary to collect the balances due from 
the eleven States in arrears; and itis proposed to remit or relinquish the 
quota apportioned against them. These amounts have been due from 
the States in arrears since 1861. 
are just that, as declared in the report of the committee, the tax 
should be collected in full or abandoned and restitution made those 
who have paid... Under these circumstances why should any member 
refuse to refund the amounts paid by the State of Illinois and twenty- 
seven other States. It strikes me that it is wrong for members from 
the States that have refused or neglected to pay their quota to the 
Government in its distress to refuss the return of the sums collected 
from other States. Certainly, sir, I feel that fidelity to the State I rep- 
resent demands that I shall so cast my vote as to secure that measure 
of simple justice provided in this bill. 

It is said that the policy of the incoming administration will be to 
diminish the surplus in the by purchasing outstanding bonds 
before maturity at high rates of premium, as has been done to some ex- 
tent in the past. I prefer tosee the direct tax which was exacted from 
my State returned to her tax-payers rather than see it used in paying a 
high premium to the bondholders. Justice and good conscience require 
that the tax-payers of Illinois should be placed upon an equality with 
the States that have failed to pay their quota of the direct tax. This 
equality is a requirement of the Constitution of the United States. 
sa mome, Article L.) Every tax-payer in Illinois will be bene- 

ted by the return of this money to her treasury. It will be unfair 
to them if this is not done. 

Some of the newspapers have grossly misrepresented this bill in many 
particulars. I will notice two of such misrepresentations. 

First. It is asserted that this bill is pressed in the interest of attorneys 
or claim agents who expect to obtain a commission on allowances to the 
States they claim to represent. This is untrue. Illinois has employed 
no such agent or attorney, and therefore no such benefit can acerue 
to any one claiming to serve in such capacity for that State. I do not 
know whether any other State has such an agent or not; but if it has, 
no such agent or attorney can receive any such benefit from this bill, 
because the amounts provided in the bill are to be paid over directly 
to the States respectively entitled thereto, and for the further reason, 
as will be seen by reading the clause of the bill— 

That no part of the money appropriated shall be paid out by the gov- 
ernor of any State or Territory, or by any person, to any attorney or agent 
under any contract for services now existing or heretofore made between the 
representative of any State or Territory and any attorney or agent. 

The bill itself refutes that false charge. 

Second. It is asserted that this measure is of a political character. 
This is absolutely false, and is made by the enemies of the bill in order 
to confuse the public mind. It is in no sense whatever a tical 
measure, and can not be so construed. This bill is strongly advocated 
by Senators and members of this House belonging to both political 
parties, and until the bill came here at this session such an intimation 
was never heard. It will be seen by the following facts that when it 


It must be admitted by all who |` 


was first acted upon in the Senate during the last Congress every Sen- 
ator who voted supported the bill except one—Mr. Van Wyck, a Re- 
publican, as will be seen by a reference to the proceedings of the Sen- 
ate February 5, 1887. The following is the roll-call on the passage of 
the bill at that time: 


YEAS—53. 
Aldrich, Dolph, MoeMillan, Sherman, 
Allison, Bustis, McPherson, 8 
Evarts, Mahone, lord, 
5 een Oregon, Pau 
e, e 
George, Morrill, 75 Voorhees, 
G P s Whitthorne, 
ray, ‘ayne, 
Ham; ý Ransom, La ape 
Hawley, Riddleberger, Wilson of Iowa, 
Hoar, Sabin, Wilson of Md, 
Jones of Arkansas, Saulsbury, 
Jones of Nevada, Sawyer, 
Kenna, Sewell, 
NAY—L 
Van Wyck. 
ABSENT—22, > 
Berry, Edmunds, Ingalls, Platt, 
Brown, Fair, Jones of Florida, Plumb; 
Butler, Gibson, Maxey, Pugh, 
Car Hale, Miller, Vance. 
Chace, Harris, Mitchell of Pa., 
Col Harrison, Morgan, 


The names of the Democratic Senators are in Italics. 

This vote shows that only one vote was cast against it, and that every 
Democrat voting wasin favor of the bill. When the bill was finally 
acted upon in the Senate during the present Congress, on January 19, 
1888, the vote upon it was as follows: 


YEAS—8. 
Aldrich, t, Hampton, Ransom, 
Allison, Cul =, Harris, Reagan, 
Bate, Daniel, aoe, É Sawyer, 
Beck, Davis, Hiscock, Sherman, 
Blodgett, Dawes, n Spooner, 
Bowen, Dolph, Ingalls, Stanford, 
Brown, Evarts, Jones of Nevada, Stewa' 
Butler, Farwell, Manderson, 8 ý 
Cameron, 1 Mitchell, Turpie, 
Chace. Frye, Payne, Voorhees, 
Pugh, Walthall, 
Coke, Hale, Quay, Wilson of Iowa. 
NAYS—10. 
Berry, Paddock, Saulshury, Wilson of Maryland, 
Blair, Platt, Teller, * 
Jones of Arkansas, Plumb, Fest, 
ABSENT—18, 
Blackburn, George, Me Person Riddleberger, 

i Gibson, Morgan, Sabin, S 
Chandler, Gray, Morrill, Vance. 
Edmunds, Hearst, Palmer, 

Bustis, Kenna, Pasco, 
From this ballot it will be seen that as many Republicans as Demo- 
crats voted against the bill. 


I quote the following extracts from some of the speeches of Demo- 
eratic Senators and Members of the House favoring the of the 
bill. The views of these distinguished and leading members of both 
Houses of Congress have had great weight in si ening my con- 
viction that this bill is right, and that no one can truthfully charge 
that such a just and constitutional. measure can be considered undem- 
ocratic, I have no hesitation in reaching this conclusion when I find 
the bill is supported by such able and distinguished leaders of the Dem- 
ocratic party as Senators BECK, VOORHEES, HAMPTON, BUTLER, COCK- 
RELL, REAGAN, COKE, GORMAN, HARRIS, RANSOM, TUEPIE, Repre- 
sentatives HOLMAN, HEARD, MANSUR, MATSON, OUTHWAITE, SENEY, 
TILLMAN, and other prominent Democratic members of both branches 
of Congress. 

February 5, in 1887, Senator BECK, of Kentucky, said in debate 
on this bill: 

Mr. Beck. I had the honor to serve for, I believe, six years upon the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means of the House and eight years in this body, and this has 
been a bone of contention and annoyance ever since I first came to Congress, 
and I see no other equitable way to settle it unless the way we now propose, 
We are able to do it. Wesball never do it in an other way. It been acon- 
tention all the time. Any attempt to give up What is charged to the Southern 
States when the others have paid the tax would be utterly im cable, and 
such a proposition never could app success, We can not do it in any other 
way than this, The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Dawns) knows when 
he was chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means in the House, and I 
served under him, we had the subject before us, and at last, I believe, there is no 
way to do it but this. 

Mr. Vax Wyck. If the Southern States had directly paid their quota padar 

a on 


this law, does the Senator think there would ever haye been 
repay the other States what they paid? 

i Beck. I think not. I think there would have been no necessity for it in 
that contingency. 

And on January 19 last Senator BECK said, when this bill was before 


the Senate: 
As one of the members of the committee which reported this bill 
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of Secretary Fol, 


mitted a „which appears in the RECORD of January 
11, 1888, which exhausts the who 


e argument, and if Senators will read it care- 


o former the sums paid by 
iy a ee E E 
scarcely be 0 from the State 
authorities in the enforcement of it. It be aren whether there would 
beany. Indeed, it would, without further ve to be enforced 
the provided by the act under which eerie is isid, This would 
intment of numerous Fi officials who would go among the 
oxious exactors. I think it must be conceded that there is, and 
r reluctance to eyer setting about the collection of this tax. 
That it never t ſavor is shown by that it was never put in force but one 
year. In practical effect, then, the law for it is W by. then, should 
there remain this unenforced liability a menace to thi 
of which is called for by no public need nor by an ony pa 

In my judgment the people and the property default should 
be relieved and d m it.” 

He argued it from Dre t and that is the standpoint from which the 
Committee on Finance rded it, that we ought not toput the machinery of 
the Federal Government in motion to endeavor to collect this tax at all, and 
that as we were eke uired to have bar ng mays justice uired that the States 
which had podira 4 — a back just what they paid, because nearly 
every State, as the statement furnished, had paid it with the 15 per 
cent. discount, Taian. Paid do not propose to allow. ‘This ma: po work exact 
justice; all the money may not go exactly into the hands Ap oe — 
whom it was taken, but this is the nearest approach possible, — 
standing on the ba ard of Secretary Folger, to which I again call ination 3 
think Senators will find the neon argument substantially exhausted there. 


Senator 9 of coe speaking at the same time, said: 


“Tt can 


ever will be, 


of substantial relief in some e F 
r. President, 5 dul —. is practica- 


3 HAMPTON, of South Carolina, said: 
r. Haurrox. Mr. President, I do not propose to discusg the bill brought in 
e eee eee I did so at the last session; but I would like to call 
the attention of the Senate to two or three facts to show the peculiar hardship 
under which the citizens of my State labor. 


The quota of South Carolina was $363,000. By the report of the Treasury it is 


shown that, by the sales of lands and the payment of money, the State actually 
paid $377,000, an excess of $14,000 above the 1 In addition to that there were 
53,000 acres of the most valuable sea-island lands. The whole county of Beau- 
fort was sold, and the profit which the Government has made from the resales 
of land amounts to $315,000, so that practically the ae of South Carolian was 
assessed $363,000 and actually paid within a fraction of $700,000. 


Senator GEORGE, of Mississippi, said, February 5, 1887: 

Mr. GEORGE, I do not care anything about this bill. I think they ought not 
to charge the State of Mississippi with this amount; but I see they are — 25 to 
do it; I see they have been doing it all along; Isee that the present Administra- 

5 5 will not change the rule on that subject; and there is some sort of emiliy, I I 
supposes; in the idea. that as these Northern States paid their money to 
down there, and we did not pay our share of the cost of the whi; tos Aca 
bere after the whipping is all over we ought to return to them the money — 
they paid for whipping us. 


The gentleman from Ohio (Mr. SENEY], a member of the Judiciary 
Committee of this House, said, in his advocacy of this bill: 

Mr. Chairman, the legislation proposed by the bill now before the House can 
not be intelligently understood unless we have in mind the condition of the 
country at the time this direct tax was levied and in part paid. We were 
in the midst of a great civil war, and to maintain the Union side in that strug- 
the» vast sums of money were required. The public Treasury was Ard and 


— iz ne taxes imposed, and a d was levied. 
direct crt amoun! 8 to $20,000 000 a soos was levied in August, 1861. 1861, 
* * s 


Most of the States 3 the 3 of their shares of this tax, and for 80 
doing the law ee a discount of 15 per cent. It will be observed that the 
law required the payment of $20,000,000 each year; but it is to be remarked that 
Lb gat err or collections were made except for the year ending in A — 
It is to be remarked, also, that the law has no provisions g the 

time it shall continuein force, nor has the law, tomy knowl repealed. 

At the Treasury Department the books show that $17,359,655. ‘51 of this tax is 
paid and $2,640, 2 49 thereof is unpaid. These books show also that — alt 
seven States, two Territories, and the District of Columbia paid in full, and that 
eleven States and hand 0 8 are delinquent. 

* * a 

Mr. Chairman, with this condition’ of the direct-tax 2 there is . dis- 
content. The eleven non-paying States and two non-paying Territories and 
their 13,209,325 people are 3 satisfied, but the twenty-seven paying 
States and two pa; paying Territories and the District of Columbia and their 36,- 
813,460 ple are dissatisfied. The tax-paying States do not — — — of the 
law under A hich i this direct tax was levied, but do complain of the manner 
in which the law has been executed. The fact is before us that the istra- 
tion of this law has not been uniform. Against twenty-seven States the law 


been enforced and against eleven States it has not been enforced. 
One State has paid less than 4 per cent. of her tax, 3 State less than 7 
p cent., 83 about 20 oer cent., another 27 


veshares of thistax and other Statés have not ae some legis- 
h to make equal the burdens imposed by the direct-tax law ot 
. t this late day, ought to compel the delinquent 

States to what tary i owe of this direct tax is a question which ought to 


be 

These tax debts, f or obvious reasons, ought to be either collected or released, 
„ECF t to be e now. If we were to in- 
sist on their collection, the delinquent States could not in fairness complain, nor 
could — ae of Fin eA on complain if, to the sums they ought to have paid twenty-six 
years ded from then until payment is made. It is safe to as- 
sume 8 TT and ſor 


d the coll 3 re 
until Janu- 


one 1869, and since ‘the last suspension, now . n „nothing has 
been —— the part of the Government to compel either o = 


ere tly impoverished by the war, and to 

a half milion dollars would be no incon- 
siderable frons thiota ai Then, again, . need of money unless 
it be to make r the large idle surplus now in the Treasury. While there 
may be no intention at this time to collect these unpaid taxes, yet the obligation 
to pay them is in full force; and unless it be otherwise enacted it is possible, if 


not ble, that their payment may be enforced at some future day. The in- 
a n of which we speak as long as it exists is, perhaps, asan effectual release 

pad any decree ag what is due as any law we might pans for that purpose, 
Sul in the absence of a statute remitting these debts, the questions before us 


to-day phar n , and as the years come and go be more and more diffi- 
cult to close. 

Sir, the equalization of the burdens imposed by the direct-tax law of 1861 
ought not to be longer delayed. The plan of equalization proposed by the bill 
now under consideration seems to be equitable and just, and no reason occurs 
to me at this time why it should not have a cordial 8 a 

— bill, it will be noticed, pro to refund all of the direct tax paid, and 

5 poses also to remit all that unpaid. This is equitable, this is just. 

f it were proposed — refund what has been paid without remitting what is 

— — W ifi it were ed to remit what is due without paying back what 

d, then ill would be manifestly inequitable and unjust and 

nedi 1 no favor ae my hands. To the eleven delinquent States and to the 

— 3 ment Territories this bill is a 2 measure. It is generous be- 

them from the 9 of a large sum of money which they 

owe t ye to “ihe ena and w the Government, if so „could com- 
pel them 

The Dill aus just because it proposes to refund what has been paid as well as re- 
ear 33 is ‘anpaid. The seemingly settled purpose of the Government not to 

lect this delinquent tax creates an obli; on, le at least, to refund all 
taxes paid, and to this pr neg we ought not to be indifferent. This contro- 
is between States g eq p riaa to legislative regard. Upon the 

9 of 8 equality all SLIDE differences oy be readily and satisfactorily 
tax our whole duty i 1 4 done. This bill 


put the States u a ee footing respecting this direct 

if enacted into a law will place each and 

every State where it stood in 1861, when this direct tax was levied. As every 
court in our country treats copartners or the members of a corporation where 


assessments are made to promote a common interest and some are paid and 
respecting these paid 


ee us treat the States in legislating ese 

“xt . eee th f Sus is to the 
r. rman, the purpose o 3 

people. In the 3 rs and a Sens ee sid tha this bill is 

a raid by the so-called lor . — upon the united 
tes. 

Read the bill; read also the law im ing the then the 
direct-tax account, and it will be seen t the so-called e States will re- 
ceive their due proportion of the money. Thelo yal States, including Delaware, 
Kentucky, Maryland, and Missouri, paid 815 apis Pas this tax, and therefore 
they would be entitled to receive this sum. The yal States $2,336,911 
and would get back this sum, and in addition — be cack — their ex- 


isting obligation to pay $2,305,727. In other wo to the disloyal States the 
bill, fr it becomes a law, has a value — $4,642,638, and if TEMS aed years’ in- 
terest be added to their unpaid tax, then the value is $6,747, and to the loyal 
States the value is $15,022,773. 

These facts show plainly that the eleven disloyal States have more to get out 
of this so-called scheme than 85 twenty-seven loyal States. 

It is true, sir, that this bill if it becomes a law will take from the 8 
surplus 817,389,688. 51, but it wal be observed that this money is not to be w: 
or squandered or go ‘into individual orcorporate — for the bill directs that 
it be paid to the States, and by the States it will be used in the interests of their 
tax-paying — . 

The mon is bill appropriates belongs to the people, and the sooner it is 
legislated o om of the 9 and into their pockets the better it will be for ts 
5 and the better, too, will be the condition of the eer 

ple aa, mane for it the 8 has no use. In the 1 

ip fy does harm rather than good,while in the different State 
it w eran the tax burdens of the 


but does 


pion 3 rights 

The raising of — ya iroot tax is in no particular favor with the Ameri- 
can people. While the Constitution provides for laying such a tax, it is worthy 
F 1 levied. In 1812 
Congress laid a direct tax, and again in These years are remembered as 
years of war. When we are at peace, ae peace with ourselves and the rest of 
the world, other methods for raising revenue are employed. ANY. of a direct 


tax in war, and for war only, has every a pulsory 
loan. This tax, it will toned ane was not collected from the people, but 


the amount of tax, less 15 per cent., the loyal States paid to the Government. 
Were these payments advances? Ohio laid no tax her r to pay her 
share of the direet- tax levy. By a pledge of her she had money 


and used it in putting her sons into the 

Government footed up in —.— millions. 
From Ohio's account against Government for these advances 

equal to the amount of her direct tax was taken and put to her credit. 

— ei e that what she thus advanced to 


Union army until advances for the 


an amount 
Is Ohio 
Govern- 
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Mr. Chairman, it will be remembered that this bill passed the Senate at the 
last session after a brief debate and with only ten opposing votes. When the 
bill reached the House in April last it met with an opposition which resulted in 
what is known to parliamentary bodies as a dead lock, and this dead lock con- 
tinued for ten consecutive days. During this period it was quite apparent that 
the House by more than a two-thirds majority favored the bill, but the small 
minority opposing it succeeded by divers and sundry parliamentary maneuvers 
in preventing its poese: and, strange to say, Representatives from the non- 
paying States led in these revolutionary movements, 

Mr, Chairman, in the course of this debate much has been said about the Con- 
stitution of the United States, but no more, per than is said about that in- 
strument in most of the debates of this body, The Constitution, for mere talk- 
ing purposes, is a great favorite, not only in the House, but in the Senate. 

* + * 


* * * 


Sir, the enemies of this bill tell us that Congress has no constitutional power 
to make it alaw. Point out, say the honorable gentlemen, the clause of the 
Constitution which authorizes Congress to remit or refund a tax legally laid. 
Weread in the Constitution that Congress has sole power to lay and collect taxes, 
duties, imposts, and excises, to pay ebts and provide for the common defense 
and general welfare of the United States. From this clause alone itis clear that 
the taxing power of the Government is vested in its legislative department, and 
therefore it is that over the subject of taxation, from first to last, the Congress 
of the United States has exclusive, if not absolute, power. 

If this be the power of Congress respecting taxation, it necessarily follows 
that Congress has the same power to remit or to refund a tax that it has to lay 
and collect it. If Congress can not remit a tax or refund a tax, then it has not 
either exclusive or absolute power over the subject of taxation. If the power 
to remit or refund a tax be not in Congress, then it has no existence. What an 
oversight upon the of the Constitution makers, and whatan opportunity for 
Constitution amenders. The power to refund or remit a tax is a lawmaking 
power. Upon the well-settled principle that the less isin the greater, the power 
to remit and refund is in the power to lay and collect. The power to remit or 
refund is apart of the power to lay and collect. From the express power to 
lay and collect the power to refund and remit is necessarily implied. The 
pores to remit or refund a tax is but an incident to the power to lay and col- 

lect it. 


From whence comes the power to suspend the collection of a tax if not from 
the same clause of the Constitution which authorizes it to be laid and collected? 
Twice did Congress suspend the collection of this direct tax, and its power so 
to do no one has questioned. If Congress may suspend the collection of a tax, 
why may it not refund a collection or remit what is not collected? The direct- 
tax law of 1861 is still upon the statute-book, and therefore its force at this time 
is the same that it was on the day it was enacted. Unquestionably Congress 
has power to repeal the law, and if this were done what would be the effect of 
the repeal upon the uncollected portions of this direct tax? In my judgment 
the repeal of the law would remit every dollar and every cent, j 

Then, upon the question of remitting the unpaid part of this tax it is plain 
that Fongs has power so to do, either by a law remitting the tax or by re- 
pealing the law levying the tax. What would be the effect upon the collected 
portions of this direct tax if the law imposing the tax was repealed, presents a 
question more difficalt to determine. While it may be that the repeal of the 
law would not place the Government under a legal obligation to refund what 
it received while the law was in force, yet, having repealed the law and thereby 
remitted what is unpaid, in good conscience and just judgment it could not re- 
tain what had been paid. 

But we are told by those opposing this bill that in the courts of the country a tax 
legally levied and voluntarily d can not be recovered back, and therefore 
they argue that a tax thus levied and paid can not be refunded by Congress. 
That the judicial power of the Government can give no relief in such a case is 
no reason why the relief is not to be had elsewhere. The courts may relieve 
against an eget tax, but against a legal tax relief must come from the power 
imposing it. In the one case the power is in the courts, and in the other case 
the power is in Congress. The Con „ as well as the courts, may relieve 
against an illegal tax before or after itis paid. In refunding a tax because it 
was illegally assessed, or for other cause, or for no cause at all, Congress ex- 
ercises taxing power, and in so doing neither the executive nor judicial power 
ean, of right, interfere. 

But the more active opponents of this measure give us reason to believe that 
they are not sincere when they say Congress has no constitutional power to 
make it a law. Their two amendments to the bill show their purpose to get out 
of the Treasury what is known as the proceeds of property captured from the 
enemy during the war, amounting to $10,000,000, and what is known as the cot- 
ton tax, amounting to $68,000,000. In effect these gentlemen say to the friends 
of this bill. Vote for our amendments and we will change our views and be- 
lieve as you believe, that there is ve. in the Congress to remit and refund a 
legal tax, and we will so vote.” e time at my command does not permit a 
discussion of the validity or the invalidity of the cotton tax, or the propriety of 
voting the amount of the tax out of the Treasury. At some other time, if the 
opportunity offers, my views upon this subject may be presentes to the House. 

Another objection made to this bill isthat if this tax refunded now it will 
not reach the hands of those who paid it twenty-seven years ago. So far as 
twenty-seven States are concerned the money will go back to the same place it 
was paid out in 1861. The sum of $15,022, which these States paid as their 
direct tax was in 1861 in their State treasuries for State purposes, and for the 
same purposes it is proposed by this bill to put back an equal amount in 1888. 

The people of 1861 made the public debt, yet the people of 1888 are obligated 
for its 228 We appropriate money for purposes which had no existence 
at the time the money was paid into the Treasury. The surplus revenue dis- 
tributed to the States in 1836 was money which had been collected from the peo- 

le in former years. Duties on imports are now and then refunded and in some 
8 years after their payment. The duty is paid by the importer, but he 
ts the duty back when he sells the import, so hat he is not out a penny, but 
* the duty or a part of it is refunded the fnporter gets it and puts it low 
down in his iket, for it is his clear gain. 
Less than five years ago duties were levied upon a heavy importation of silk 
s. The importer thought the duty excessive and unautho , but he paid 
t under protest. He, however, was not out a cent, for he got back the duty he 
paid when he sold the goods to the jobber. The importer sued for the excess, 
recovered it, and with the money he isim hy more silk. This ease was heard 
of frequently in the late political cain pace f this case the opponents of the 
bill, if co: nt, must say that the excessive part of the duty ought not to be 
refunded, because the importer, instead of those who in the end wear out his 
goods, gets the money. 

Mr. Chairman, no wrong will be done if we remit and refund this direct tax. 
The Constitution will not be violated, nor will any statute law be broken. This 
measure carries benefits for the whole people, and it is their interests that our 
l lation ought to promote. It is to be hoped, sir, hoped confidently, that 
neither the jealousies of sections nor the memories of the past will be in the 
way of this House being generous to the erring and just to those who did not 
go astray. 


The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. HEARD] said on April 3 last: 
= * z = 


* * * 
This bill rests upon no issue or question of party politics. It is not in the inter- 
est of any section or class, It is an effort to equalize, as far as may be done, the 


inequalities, the 3 and the injustice of the enforcement of the collection 
of the direct tax levied under the l which rested upon the General Gov- 
ernment in 1861. The purposes of this bill have the indorsement and commen- 
dation of the present as well as of pastadministrations. No one favored it more 
earnestly than the lamented Secretary of the Treasury,the late Judge Folger, and 
the then First Com ller. Of their published letters I shall again speak, but 
I desire now to invite your attention to the reasons for the legislation proposed 


by this bill. 
Section 14 of the act to protect the revenue, ete., of July 28, 1866 (14 Stats., 331), 
suspended the further enforcement of the direct tax until January 1, 1868. And 


on July 23, 1868 (15 Stats., 260), this suspension was extended until January 1, 
1869, In pay, homed communication to the Secretary of the Treasury, dated May 
3. 1880, the Commissioner of Internal Revenue forcibly pointed to the various 
inequalities which had arisen in the collection of the direct tax, and that large 
balances remained uncollected, and strenuously recommended that the collec- 
tion of such balances be enforced, as such enforcement had been suspended 
merely until January 1, 1869,and that the period of legal algae expired. 

The Commissioner of Internal Revenue was in the position of an officer com- 
manded to do a certain thing, and the act of suspension which saved him from 
dereliction for the non-enforcement of the act according to its express terms had 
expired. He rested, then, under the responsibility of enforcing the law, andas 
to ue proper methods of enforcement he properly called upon Congress for di- 
rection, 

Similar recommendations were made in the regular annual reports. The 
justice and fairness of collecting these balances was apparent, as is conceded by 
my friend from Alabama; for he makes no point on that, et, Mr. Chairman, 
the inadvisibility of enforcing the collection when the money was really no 
longer needed was manifest, 

* * * * * * * 

But, Mr. Chairman, the money is not needed, and the enforcement of its col- 
lection would be attended with such 8 as necessarily to create grea! 
friction; but the question remains whether it is just and right, when the other 
States have paid seven-eighths of these taxes, that these States in default shall 
continue to withhold the ce of their quotas. 

Ought not they to come and tender to the Government the amount of the 
original quotas against their States, or else not contend against the 
any of an enactment which would adjust the matter so as to give them a 
complete acquittance and return tous simply the dollars and cents twe paid 
into the Treasury? 

Every dictate of reason and suggestion of fairness demands that either these 
balances should be collected or that the sums alread; d shall be refunded. 

Equality is equity, and one or the other of these alternative propositions will 
come nearer work equity than any which can be suggested; and nothing 
af Be 2 unequal or unjust than the present situation of affairs relating to 
this business, 

It is on account of the great injustice done by these inequalities that so man 
public officers of high position, who have been called on in the discharge of the 
papuo duties to deal with these questions, have recommended that something 

done to equalize this tax, either by collecting the balances or else to remit the 
balances and return the sums collected tothe States who have paid it. This bill 
provides for this, and provides that if the sums have been paid out of the com- 
mon treasury of the State, then it should be returned to the States for public 
use. If it was paid by individuals or collected by the sale of the lands of indi- 
vidual citizens, then in that case it is paid to the respectively in trust for 
the citizens who paid it. This is equitable, and the States can be trusted to deal 
honestly with their citizens, and I submit that sound statesmanship demands 
the passage of this bill as both a wise and a just measure, 


APPENDIX. 
The final vote on the passage of the bill in the House, is as follows: 
YEAS—178. 

Adams, Dibble, Kerr, Rowell, 
Allen, Mich, Dingley, Kei 
Anderson, Kans. Dorsey, La Follette, Russell, Conn, 
Arnold, unham, Laidlaw, Rusk, 
Atkinson, Elliott, Latham, Ryan, 
Baker, N. Y. Farquhar, 3 Sawyer, 

ker, III. Fenton, Lehlbach, Scull, 
— Finley, Lind, y 
Belden, Lodge, A 
Biggs, Flood, Long, Shaw, 
Bingham, Ford, Lyman, Sherman, 
Boothman, Funston, acdonald, Simmons, 

und, Gaines, Mahoney, Snyder, 
Boutelle, Gallinger, Mansur, 7 
Bowden, ar, Mason, Spooner, 
Bowen, Gest, Matson, Steele, 
Brewer, Gibson, McClammy, Stephenson, 
Brower, Grosvenor, McCo' Stewart, Vt. 
Browne,T.H.B.,Va.Grout, McCullogh, Struble, 
Browne, Ind, Guenther, McKenna, Symes, 
Brown, Ohio Harmer, McKinley, Taylor, E. B., Ohio 
Brown, J. R., Va. Haugen, Merri: Taylor, J. D., Ohio 
Buchanan, Heard, Moffitt, Thomas, III. 
Bunnell, Hemphill, Morrill, Thomas, Wis. 
Burrows, Henderson,Iowa Morrow, Thompson, Ohio 
Butler, Henderson, N. C. Nelson, Thompson, Cal. 
Butterworth, Henderson, III. Nichols, Tillman, 
Campbell, F., N. T. Hermann, Nutting, Townshend, 
Campbell, Ohio Hiestand, O'Donnell, Turner, Kans, 
Campbell, T. J., N. F. Hires. O' Ferrall, Vandever, 
Cannon, Hitt, O'Neal, Ind, Wade, 
Caswell, Holman, O'Neill, Pa. Warner, 
Cheadle, Holmes, Osborne, Weber, 
Clark, Hopkins, III. Outhwaite, West, 
Cogswell, Hopkins, Va. Patton, White, N. X. 
Compton, Hopkins, N. Y. Payson, Whiting, Mass. 
Cooper, ouk, Perkins, Wickham, 
Cothran, Hovey, Perry, Wilber, 
Crouse, Hudd, Peters, Wilkins, 
Cutcheon, Hunter, Phelps, Wilkinson, 
Dalzell, Jackson, Plumb, Williams, 
Darlington, Johnston, Ind. Post, Yardley, 
Davenport, Kean, Pugsley. Yoder, 
Davis, Kelley, Rockwell, 
De Lano, Kennedy, Romeis, 

NAYS—86, 

Abbott, Bankhead, Bland, Bryce, 
Allen, Miss. 8, Blount, Buckalew, 
Anderson, Miss. Barry, Breckinridge, Ark. Burnett, 
Bacon, Blanchard, Breckinridge, Ky. Bynum, 
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Candler, Glass, McKinney, Smith, 
Carlton, Grimes, McMillin, Spinola, 
Caruth, Hatch, MeRae, ringer, 
Catchings, Hayes, McShane, Stewart, Tex. 
Chipman, Herbert, Mills, Stewart, Ga, 
Gardi Hooker, Montgomery, 
Clements, Howard, orse, Stone, Ky. 
Cobb, Hutton, eal, Tarsney, 
Collins, J N. G. Ni x 
Cowles, Jones, ates, Turner, Ga. 
Coz, Kilgore, Vance, 
Crain, Lagan, Penington, ‘alker, 
Crisp, Landes, Phelan, Washington, 
Cummings, Lane, Randall, - Weaver, 
Davidson, Fla. Lanham, Richardson, Wheeler, 
Lawler, Robertson, Whiting, Mich, 
Dunn, Maish, Rogers, ilson, Mi 
Enloe, Martin, Russell, Mass, Wilson, W. Va. 
Foran, McAdoo, Sayers, Wise, 
French, McCreary, Shively, Carlisle, Speaker, 
` NOT VOTING—50. 
Allen, Mass. Fisher, Laird, Reed, 
Anderson, Iowa Fo Lynch, Rice, 
Anderson, I. Fuller, Maffett, 
Bliss, Gay, MeCormi necker, 
Brumm, Glover, Milliken, Slone, Mo. 
Burnes, Goff, Moore, Taulbee, 
Cockran, Granger, Morgan, Thomas, Ky, 
Conger, Greenman, Newton, White, Ind. 
Hall, ONeill, Mo. Whitthorne, 

`. Hare, wen, Woodburn, 
Davidson, Ala. Hayden, Parker, Yost. 
Dougherty, Hogg, 
Ermentrout, Laffoon, Rayner, 

Amendment of the Rules. 
SPEECH 


HON. THOMAS M. BAYNE, 


OF PENNSYLVANIA, 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Monday, January 14, 1889, 


On the resolution to rescind the order made the 11th day of May, 1888, providing 
the session of the House shall close each day at 5 o'clock, 


Mr. BAYNE said: 

Mr, SPEAKER: The rules of the House as construed by the present 
Speaker make dilatory motions and consequent filibustering easily 
practicable. The language of the rules seems to justify the Speaker's 
interpretation. In the usual and ordinary proceedings of the House a 
motion to fix the day to which the House shall adjourn, a motion to 
adjourn, and to take a recess are always in order. Thus preferred and 
privileged by the language of the rules, itis difficult tounderstand how 
the Speaker could do otherwise than he has done, if the rules are to be 
interpreted by him according to their plain language. 

It would have been a simple and an easy matter when the rules were 
being framed to have deprived the motion to adjourn to a certain day, 
or to take a recess, of its privileged character. The motion to ad- 
journ should have the right of way, but the rules could easily have 
been so constructed as to permit but one such motion to be made until 
certain progress had been made in the consideration of the pending meas- 
ure, or until a certain hour in the day had arrived. There are various 
ways by which all motions used for the pu of delay could be ex- 
cluded in express lan in the rules. I hope the next Congress will 
see to it that such rules shall be adopted, so that a majority of the 
House may proceed with the transaction of the proper business of the 
House. 

While our present rules are according to their language only sus- 
ceptible of the construction which the Speaker puts on them, it would 
be unfair to impute to the present House the intention that they should 
be used by one or two members to defeat entirely the progress of legis- 
lation. Unless such an intention be justly imputable to the present 
House, it seems to me the Speaker attaches too much importance to 
the mere language of the rules, and not enough to those obligations of 
duty which are put upon us by the Constitution. It is our duty to 
enact necessary and properlaws. If, without such intention, we have 
adopted rules which preclude the performance of that duty, should 
the rules nevertheless be enforced? 

To insist upon such a proposition is at variance with the precedents 
in all directions, Even the Constitution itself has been construed by 
the Supreme Court of the United States in opposition to such a theory 
of construction as the Speaker puts upon these rules of ours. j 

In that instrument there is not one line with reference to the removal 
of any officer of the Government except the provision relating to im- 
peachment. Yet the Supreme Court has held that an officer could be 
removed for inability to perform the duties of his office, and the court 
justified such removal on the ground of necessity. Are the rules of the 


XX——2 


House more sacred than the Constitution? And if the Supreme Court 
can sustain its decision on the ground of the necessity of having the 
duties of an office discharged, could not the Speaker justify himself in 
declining to recognize purely dilatory motions on the ground of the 
necessity of the House of Representatives doing its duties? This law 
of necessity is ample enough for all emergencies, and even constitutions 
are at times subordinated by it. 

It is said, however, that it would be dangerous to recognize the right 
of the Speaker to determine where and when the law of necessity should 
supervene. Not at all. The majority of the House would thus al- 
ways get an opportunity of deciding. As the rules are now interpreted 
the majority is powerless. 

I voted against the proposition to rescind the order fixing 5 o’clock 
as the hour of adjournment, because it is a mere makeshift, and a poor 
one at that, for the difficultiesin our way. Instead of remedying mat- 
ters, it interposes a test of physical endurance or a trial by battle, as 
it were, for practice. I have heard ourselves compared with a lot of 
school children. It is possible, the way things are drifting, we may 
some day surprise and delight the onlookers by becoming a lot of acro- 
bats, athletes, or gladiators. 

I think it high time an unbridled minority should be brought toa 
realizing sense of the fact that the majority should have its way. 
Since there is little or no prospect of a change of the rules which will 
give genuine relief, I hope the Speaker, whose good intentions no one 
will dispute, will see his way clear to so interpret the rules from this 
on as to enable the majority to control the proceedings of the House. 


Amendment of the Rules. 


SPEECH 


or 


HON. GEORGE E. ADAMS, 


OF ILLINOIS, 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 


Monday, January 14, 1889, 


On the resolution to rescind the order made on the llth day of May, 1838, pro- 
viding that the session of the House shall close each day at 5 o'clock. 

Mr. ADAMS said: 

Mr. SPEAKER: It is claimed that this proposed amendment to the 
rules would tend to enlarge the powers of the majority of the House. 
To me it is simply an enlargement of the scope of the proceedings on 
suspension Mondays. That is a very different thing. I believe the 
rules of this House ought to give control of the business of the House 
to the majority of the House, and not to any one member or any five 
members, even if they constitute the Committee on Rules. It is the 
fault of the Committee on Rules that this House has not at least tried 
to frame such a code of rules. 

At the beginning of this Congress, on a partial report from the Com- 
mittee on Rules, this House adopted most of the rules of the Forty- 
ninth Congress, without deliberation, on the general understanding 
that the Committee on Rules would make a further report and give 
this House an opportunity to decide with deliberation under what 


rules it would transact its business. That opportunity never came. 


The Committee on Rules did not choose to permit it. From that day 
to this the Committee on Rules has been in the habit of bringing for- 
ward propositions, frequently relating to a particular day or a partic- 
ular bill, and having these propositions treated, not as usions of 
the rules, which they usually are, but as amendments to the rules. 

When such a resolution is brought forward, the usual course has been 
to move the 5 question upon it at once, in order to cut off amend- 
ments, lest the House should be guilty of the indiscretion of taking 
control of the subject, and actually presuming to make its own rules 
for the transaction of its own business. That course has been followed 
in the present instance. The decision of the Chair this morning that 
a proposed amendment of one rule can not be amended by a proposi- 
tion to amend another rule has a similar effect. It enlarges the already 
too large power of the Committee on Rules. 

What is the effect of passing this resolution at this particular time? 
Its main effect is generally believed to be to facilitate an anomalous 
proceeding, by which on the first and third Mondays of each month 
we attempt to suspend the rules and pass bills, sometimes without 
printing or reference to a committee, without the power of offering 
amendments and almost without debate. Further, it is not in the 
power of two-thirds, or three-q or seven-eighths of the members 
present to determine that a particular bill shall be voted on in this 
way. 

The power to decide without appeal whether a particular bill shall 
or shall not be voted on in this way rests with a single member of the 
House, the chairman of the Committee on Rules. However fairly it 
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may have been exercised by the present Speaker, it must be admitted 
that it is a one-man power as vast, as potential to defeat the wishes of a 
majority of the House, as is the one-man power exercised by any other 
member who makes dilatory motions, or sits here on suspension Mon- 
ays and introduces long printed bills and has them read by the 
erk. 

Now, why has this extraordinary proceeding been tolerated so long? 
Simply because yi ring funtion ee HIME pe 
ure is so galling it is deemed necessary to suspend them regularly 
on two Mondays in each month in order to relieve what would other- 
wise be an intolerable pressure. It is a makeshift remedy at best. In 
the long run it may be better to let the galling pressure of the rules 
bear equally on the first and third Mondays as on other days until the 
House is forced to free itself from its thralldom to a bad system of 
rules by changing the system itself. 

If the proceedings on suspension Mondays shall be nullified for the 
remainder of the session, and if it shall follow that in the next Con- 
gress a code of rules shall be framed which do not need to be suspended 
regularly two days outof every twenty-four ; if, in short, in the next 
Congress the control of the business of the House shall rest with the 
majority of the House and not with any one or five members thereof, 
Congress and the country are likely to gain more in the long run 
than can possibly be lost by the failure to pass a few favored bills under 
suspension of the rules during the present session. 


Admission of New States, 
SPEECH 
HON. WILLIAM M. SPRINGER, 


OF ILLINOIS, 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 


Tuesday, January 15, 1889. 


The House having under consideration the bill (S. 185) to provide for the ad- 
mission of the State of South Dakota into the Union, and for the organization of 
the Territory of North Dakota— 

Mr. SPRINGER said: 

Mr. SPEAKER: I hope I may have the attention of the House during 
the discussion of this question, which is one of great importance. In 
view of the crowded condition of our Calendars I desire to move the 
previous question upon the pending amendments assoon as possible. I 
can not state now the exact time that I shall take the floor for that 
purpose, for I do not know how much time will be required by gentle- 
men in the debate. I hope, however, that the whole subject can be 
disposed of to-day, and I will ask gentlemen who are now present to 
remain in their seats that this important question may be considered 
here in the hearing of all, and that we can come to an understanding 
and vote upon all the disputed or controverted questions in reference 
to the proposed new States without unnecessary delay. 

Mr. Speaker, in the course of the discussion of this bill I shall con- 
fine myself exclusively to the provisions of the measure now pending 
before the House and the substitute which I will offer hereafter; and I 
desire to give notice now to the House that at the time I shall 
move as a substitute for this bill the substance of House bill No. 8466, 
which is known as the omnibus bill, together with provisions con- 
tained in section 3 of the substitute, which provide a mode for the 
division of Dakota into two States and their admission into the Union 
as the States of North and South Dakota if the provisions of that sec- 
tion shall be agreed to by the people of both North and South Dakota. 

Mr. MACDONALD. Before the gentleman proceeds I would like 
to ask what time hasbeen fixed for the general debate. 

Mr. REED. There is no time fixed. 

Mr. SPRINGER. None has yet been agreed upon. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. If the gentleman from Illinois will 
allow me, I understand that the gentleman from Minnesota has some 
ar ers ogee ce he proposes to offer to the substitute if it be 


SE eae ape Yes, or to the bill itself if the substitute is not 
opted. 
- SPRINGER. There will be plenty of time for the gentleman 
to offer the amendments and have a vote upon them. 
Mr. MACDONALD. Isimply want that right reserved. 
Mr. REED. It is reserved; it belongs to you. 
THE SIOUX FALLS CONSTITUTION, 


Mr. SPRINGER. At the election of a Delegate to this Congress 
held in the Territory of Dakota in 1884, Mr. GIFFORD, the present 
Delegate, received in round numbers 71, 000 votes and, Mr. Wilson, his 
Democratic competitor, 15,000 votes, making a total number of votes 
cast in the Territory at that time of 86,000. The Legislature at that 
time elected consisted of twenty-four members of the council, all of 


whom were Republicans, and forty-six members of the house of repre- 
sentatives who were Republicans, and two Democrats, so that it was 
almost unanimously Republican in both branches. 

Mr. REED. Is that the reason you did not admit her as a State at 
that time? 

Mr. SPRINGER. That had nothing to do with it, and has nothing 
to do with it; and I hope my friend from Maine will not anticipate the 
partisan features of this question, for I shall endeavor to keep entirely 
aloof from them. 

Mr. REED. I see you will. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The Legislature met at Bismarck in January, 
1885, and passed an act for the constitutional convention for South Da- 
kota, or, in other words, an act to authorize the convention for the for- 
mation of a new State to be known as the State of Dakota, to be com- 
posed of that portion of the Territory south of the forty-sixth parallel. 
Twenty thousand dollars were appropriated to pay the expenses of the 
convention, to be taken out of the treasury of the Territory of Dakota. 

A LIGHT VOTE. 

At the election for delegates to the convention inSouth Dakota there 
was comparatively a small vote, only about 16,000 voters participating 
in the election of the delegates to that convention. The constitutional 
convention met on the 8th day of September, 1885, at the city of Sioux 
Falls, and proceeded to formulate a constitution for the State of South 
Dakota, or rather for a State to be called Dakota, to be carved out of 
the southern halfoftheTerritory. This convention remained in session 
but eighteen days, and submitted to a vote of the people a constitution 
to be ratified or rejected on November 3, 1885. That constitution was 
ratified by a vote of 25,000 in the affirmative and 6,500 in the negative, 
showing a total vote at that time of only 31,500. There was also sub- 
mitted at the same time a separate proposition known as the prohibit- 
ory amendment, an amendment which prohibited the manufacture and 
sale of spirituous and intoxicating liquors as a beverage in the State of 
Dakota. Thatamendment received 15,570 votes, and there were 15,337 
votes cast against it, having been adopted by a slender majority of 233. 
At that time—that is, at the time this vote was taken—there were em- 
braced within the limits of the proposed new State of South Dakota as 
now named at least 65,000 voters, and of that number only 31,000 par- 
ticipated on the day of election in voting for or the constitution, 
and only 25,000 of the 65,000 voted in favor of the adoption of the con- 
stitution. There were more than 40,000 voters in the Territory that 
is embraced within the limits of the proposed State who either voted 
in opposition to the constitution when the question was taken or who 
F as to remain away from the polls and not vote at 


DEMOCRATS TOOK NO PART. 

I desire to call further attention to the fact that the Democratic 
party in South Dakota did not participate, as a rule, in this election 
for delegates or for ratification of the constitution. It appears that an 
address was promulgated and published to the Democratic voters by 
the Democratic Territorial committee, dated October 15, 1885, in 
which it is stated that the committee declined to call a Democratic 
convention for the nomination of officers for the proposed State of 
South Dakota, or Dakota, as it was then called, and recommended 
that the Democrats of Dakota and all law-abiding citizens within 
the Territory should decline to take any part whatever in the proposed 
election and the proceedings looking to the formation of a State gov- 
ernment for the southern half of the Territory.’’ 

It is evident, therefore, that the great mass of Democratic voters in 
that Territory declined to participate in the election of November 3, 
1885, when the constitution was submitted to the vote of the 


allowing them to begin anew, and that all these proceedings 

set aside and a new convention be had for South Dakota as well as for 

North Dakota. I will refer to that feature of the case further on. 
APPROPRIATES THE NAME OF “DAKOTA.” 

I now desire to call the attention of the House to the provisions of 
the constitution which was adopted by that convention. I hold a copy 
of the constitution in my hand. It begins with this declaration: 
“That the people of Dakota, etc., while only the southern half of 
that Territory was represented, and that, too, by less than one-fourth of 
the voters in that part of the Territory; and after the convention ap- 
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propriated the name of *‘ Dakota’’ and gave it to the southern half of the 
Territory, it then proceeded to form it into a State and to fix the bound- 
ary upon the north as the forty-sixth parallel. That boundary and 
this name are now not satisfactory to any of the friends of this move- 
ment. In fact South Dakota has been compelled to abandon that claim 
in deference to the unanimous protest of North Dakota, and all desire, 
as proposed in the Senate bill now before us, to change this name and 
also to change this boundary so as to make the name South Dakota 
and the boundary the seventh standard parallel, which is about 6 miles 
south of the other, and is the surveyor’s boundary which divides the 
townships and counties of the Territory, and therefore more conven- 
ient. 
THE CONSTITUTION HASTILY FORMED, 

I desire to call attention to the fact that this constitution was formed 
very hastily, the convention having been in session only eighteen days. 
Many of its provisions are worthy of the highest commendation, but 
there are several inaccuracies and errors that have crept into it, owing 
perhaps to the haste manifested at the time, which ought to be cor- 
rected before it becomes the law of the State. One of these errors is on 
page 45 of Senate Report 75, and shows thatin the constitution the word 

‘excluding’’ is printed in this text as including the Indians, so 
that the Legislature is required to apportion the Senators and Repre- 
sentatives according to number of inhabitants, including Indians“ 
not taxed, and the soldiers and officers of the United States Army and 
Navy. ‘This is an error that has crept into this copy, and it ought not 
to be passed in this shape. 

1 = ADAMS. Is it a fact that that was an error in the constitu- 
on 

Mr. SPRINGER. It is an error, because the Constitution of the 
United States uses the phrase excluding Indians not taxed,” etc. 

Mr. ADAMS. Are you able to state as a matter of fact that it is in 
the constitution? 

Mr. SPRINGER. The engrossed copy is in Dakota and I have not 
seen it. I presume it is a mere typographical error. 

Mr. GIFFORD. It is a typographical error. There is an engrossed 
copy of the constitution on the files of the House, 

5 Mr.SPRINGER. It may be all right; I only spoke of the copy be- 
ore us. 

The constitution provides that the sessions of the Legislature of Da- 
kota shall be limited to sixty days, and it further ee that bills 
shall be read at length at least twice, on different days —the first and 
third reading. This will make legislation very slow. We have simi- 
lar provision in the constitution of Illinois. Our Legislature begins 
on the first Wednesday in January and generally remains in session un- 
til the middle or latter part of June by reason of that provision, which 
is copied into this constitution, requiring the bills to be read at length 
twice; and before a final vote is taken the bill shall be printed, and no 
bill passed except upon a vote of the yeas and nays, and must re- 
ceive a majority of all the members elected. 

Mr. ADAMS. That is a part of our constitution. 

Mr. SPRINGER. That is a part of our constitution, but I want to 
call attention of the gentleman to the fact that when that provision 
was put in our constitution there was no limitation as to the time 
that the Legislature should remain in session. If this provision is re- 
tained it necessarily lengthens the time the Legislature must remain in 
session, and you must make provision for longer sessions if you would 
obtain any good out of it. 

Mr. WARNER. Will my colleague permit a question ? 

Mr. SPRINGEB. Certainly. 

Mr. WARNER. I understand my colleague to point to this as one 
of the reasons why the Senate bill should not be adopted. Has the 

entleman any assurance or any information from the inhabitants of 

ota that they would not re-enact that provision in any constitution 
which they might adopt? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Oh, no. I am simply calling attention to some 
of the provisions of this constitution to show the great haste with 
which it was adopted, and am giving this as one of the Sg A 
sufficient in itself, but one of the reasons why the people should have 
an Deen. 1 5 9 = 

Ir. REED. , they seem to have ty of time, owing to 
the repressive measures which have been 9 


WOMEN ELIGIBLE TO OFFICE. 


Mr. SPRINGER. I will call attention to another provision of this 
constitution which I think was the result of the hasty action of the 
body which framed it. On page 54 of this report, in which the Sioux 
Falls constitution is printed, it will be seen that women are made eli- 
gible to all the offices in the Territory except governor, lieutenant- 
governor, and member of the Legislature. ‘They may be elected to the 
supreme court; the chief-justice may be a woman; the justices and the 
county officers and the judges may be women; the auditor of public 
accounts, the secretary of state, and the attorney-general—all these 
officers may be women; and as the framers of this constitution have 
gone so far in that direction, I do not see why they have made an ex- 
ception in the case of governor, lieutenant-gov 


ernor, and member of 
the Legislature. I call the attention of my friend from Dakota [Mr. 


coe) to that feature, so that it may be amended if that is thought 


e. 

Mr. GIFFORD, I do not wish to interrupt the gentleman, but I 
want to say that the provision he refers to was taken from some twenty 
constitutions and is identically the same provision as the provision 
found in those constitutions. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman is mistaken about that, and I will 
point out the mistake. 

This provision refers in the first place to the qualifications for voters, 
and the qualifications for voters in the new State of South Dakota allow 
an alien to be a voter after he has lived in the United States one year 
and has resided in the State six months. I refer now to pages 53 and 
54 of this document. 

Mr. ROGERS. Does that mean after the declaration on the part of 
the alien of his intention to become a citizen? ' nd 

Mr. SPRINGER. I was coming to that. After the alien has de- 
clared his intention to become a citizen of the United States he may 
immediately qualify as a voter, if he has resided in the proposed new 
State six months and has been one year in the United States. 

Mr. ADAMS. It is so in Wisconsin and in several States. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Yes. I am simply calling attention to this fact 
that it is in the constitution, and also to the fact that an alien woman 
may even be elected chief-justice of South Dakota after she has been 
one year in the United States and six months in the State. 

Mr. REED. -But she would not be elected unless the people wanted 
her. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Oh, no. But I think this provision was put in 
hastily or inadvertently, and therefore I call attention to it. 


CORPORATIONS, 


Now, as to the provisions with reference to corporations. On page 
60 it will be found that the Legislature is prohibited from chartering 
railroads or other corporations except those of a charitable, educational, 

or reformatory character; but there is a provision in section 3 
of this article that the Legislature shall not remit the forfeiture of the 
charter of any corporation now existing, nor alter or amend the same, 
nor pass any special or general law for the benefit of such corporation, 
except on the condition that such corporation shall thereafter hold its 
charter subject to the provisions of this constitution. So that, if a cor- 
poration is willing to accept that limitation, the Legislature may pass 
any law it pleases with regard to the corporation. 

Again, section 9 of this article seems to me to be an error. It ought 
to have related solely to municipal corporations, but in fact it relates 
to all corporations. So that provisions here with reference to corpora- 
tions, which would be otherwise very wholesome, are virtually nulli- 
fied by other provisions, 

Mr. ROGERS, Either I am unusually obtuse this morning or else 
my friend does not exhibit his usual lucidity in his explanation of the 
provisions in relation to corporations. I would like to understand that 
subject a little more clearly. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I will explain. Iam passing rapidly over these 
points in order to save time. The first section of this constitution in 
reference to corporations (page 60) provides as follows: 


SECTION 1. No capes shall be created or have its charter extended, 
chan , or amended by special laws, except those for charitable, educational, 
penal, or reformatory purposes, which are to be and remain under the pawon 


and control of the State; ias esis ee. F laws for 


the organization of all corporations 

This section is clear and not subject to criticism. But section 3 of 
the same article in reference to corporations permits the Legislature 
to alter or amend any charter which may exist or be created by gen- 
eral law, except upon the condition that such corporation shall there- 
after hold its charter subject to the provisions of the constitution. 
That there may be no mistake as to this provision I willreadit. Itis 
as follows: 

Src. 3. The Legislature shall not remit the forfeiture of the charter of any 
corporation now existing, nor alter nor amend the same, nor pass any other gen- 
eral or special Jaw for the benefit of such corporation, except w the condi- 
tion that such corporation shall thereafter hold ite charter subjest 40 the pro- 
visions of this constitution. 

Under this poe any railroad company should be formed under 

a special law before the adoption of the constitution, orunder a general 

law thereafter, its charter could be altered or amended by the Legis- 

latureif accepted under the provisions of the constitution. That would 

follow, of course. All laws are made subject to the constitution. The 

pora 5 alter and amend, therefore, opens up the whole field of special 
egislation. 


I call attention also to section 9, which provides that the Legislature 
shall have power to revise, alter, or annul any charter of any corpora- 
tion existing at the time of the adoption of this constitution, orany that 
may be hereafter created, whenever in their opinion it may be injurious 
to the ‘‘cities of the State,” in such manner, however, that no injustice 
shall be done to the corporators. So that while the provisions of this 
section, section 9, are evidently intended to be confined to municipal 
corporations, they in fact relate to any corporation whatever. What I 
desire to call attention to is the fact that, whether by design or by ac- 
cident, this constitution contains conflicting provisions on this subject. 
Mr. ROWELL, Is not that like the constitution of our State? 
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Mr. SPRINGER. No, sir; not in that respect. I have carefully 
ong sro the article on corporations in the constitution of Illinois with 
the Sioux Falls constitution of 1885, and I find that section 1, which I 
have already quoted, is the same precisely in both constitutions; but 
sections 3 and 9 of the Sioux Falls constitution is not found in the IIli- 
nois constitution, por any similar provisions whatever. 

THE LEGISLATIVE APPORTIONMENT, 


Now I desire to call attention to another provision of this Sioux Falls 
constitution. It is found on pages 62 and 63 of this report. It relates 
to the U which was made in this proposed new State of 
Dakota for the election of members of the first ture. This ap- 
portionment, you will remember, was made four years ago on the basis 
of the population then existing. Since that time there has been a great 
change in the population of various parts of South Dakota, so great a 
change that it would be manifestly unjust to have this apportionment 

into effect at this time and to have the first Legislature of the new 
tate elected under it. 

I will call attention to some of the features of this apportionment so 
that members may see how glaringly inaccurate and unjust it would be 
to adopt that as the present basis for an election of members of the Legis- 
lature. Take for instance the county of Yankton, which, under the Sioux 
Falls constitution, is entitled to four members of the Legislature. That 
county at the last election for a Delegate to Congress, in November, 
1888, cast only 2,084 votes, The eounty of Lawrence—the county in 
which the city of Deadwood is located—cast at the election last fall for 
Delegate in Congress 4,490 votes, there being at that time a full vote. 
Yet that county which cast 400 more than twice as many votes as the 
county of Yankton is entitled only tothesame representation in the Legis- 
Jature—namely, to four members. In other words, Yankton County, 
with 2,084 votes, would be entitled to four members of the Legislature, 
while Lawrence County, with 4,490 votes, would be given only the same 
number of members. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. My friend will admit that the very 
first Legislature to be elected can correct that. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Oh, yes. I am showing what would be the effect 
of this apportionment with reference to the first Legislature to be con- 
vened under this constitution—the Legislature which is to set the new 
State in motion and to elect the Senators who are first to represent that 
State in the Congress of the United States. For the election of this 
Legislature there ought to be an apportionment at least reasonably 

ust. 


I call attention also to the county of Beadle, in which is located the 
town of Huron, At the election for Delegate last fall this county cast 
but 2,200 votes; yet by this constitution it is allowed five members of 
the Legislature, while the county of Minnehaha, which cast nearly 
4,000 votes, is allowed only four members of the Legislature—in other 
words, one member less although having twice as many voters. 

I have prepared a table showing a number of instances of this kind— 
showing that either this apportionment was unjustly arranged at the 
time or else that this proposed commonwealth has rapidly grown out 
of the narrow limits in which some of its counties were placed by the 
Sioux Falls constitution, and such counties are now entitled to be 
habilitated in garments equal to their proportions. 

INDIAN LANDS, 


I desire to call attention further to page 66 of this constitution. It 
will be seen that in the ordinance which this convention adopted and 
which is to be irrevocable without the consent of the United States, as 
it relates to the disposition of the public lands in that new State, it is 
provided that— 

The grops inhabiting this State do agree and declare that they forever dis- 
claim eos and title to the unappropriated public lands of the United States 
lying within said State; andthe same be and remain at the sole and entire 

isposition of the United States, eto. 

Now, that is all right so far as it goes; but if gentlemen will observe 
the recent provisions on this subject, and especially those which are 
contained in the substitute I shall offer for this bill at the proper time, 
they will find that this provision is entirely inadequate to our present 
condition. In other words, instead of limiting this reservation to the 
sale of undisposed of lands, it should be further provided, as is provided 
in the substitute I shall offer, that the United States reserve jurisdic- 
tion over Indian lands in that new State. It will be remembered that 
in South Dakota is the greater portion of the great Sioux reservation 
a reservation as in areaas the great State of Ohio. By the terms 
of the substitute which I have prepared Congress retains complete juris- 
diction over those Indian lands, as was done in the case of Colorado in 
reference to the Ute reservation, and in the case of other States with re- 
gard to the Indian reservations therein. 

The allotment law heretofore passed by Congress provides that the 
lands allotted to the Indians shall be held by the United States in trust 
for the Indians taking them, and they will thus be exempt from taxa- 
tion until such time as Congress may deem it safe to allow the States 
in which those lands may be located to taxthem. In the substitute I 
shall offer there is a reservation that may exempt these lands 
from taxation after they have been allotted to the Indians for such time 
as Congress may deem just to the Indian, in order that he may not, by 
reason of failing to pay his taxes, be despoiled of his heritage, 


ies a From what part of the constitution is the gentleman 
Mr. SPRINGER. From the top of page 66 of this report, article 22. 


THE EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE. 

I desire to call attention to another provision in this bill. It will 
be seen, Mr. Speaker, that the Sioux Falls convention distrusted the 
Territorial officers then in existence in the Territory, and for the pur- 
pose of counting the votes and making the returns upon this constitu- 
tion an executive committee was provided, consisting of a number of 
gentlemen whose names are placed in this schedule, the chairman of 
this committee being Hugh J. Campbell. The chairman and the ex- 
ecutive committee were clothed with extraordi power. All the 
returns were to be made to them and they were to issue the certificates 
of election. This committee was also empowered to provide the funds 
for defraying the necessary expenses connected with the performance 
of their duties and to issue certificates therefor. This executive com- 
mittee has issued certificates for such expenses, I presume, and in sec- 
tion 5, I believe, of this Senate bill now pending you will find a pro- 
vision for the payment of those certificates out of the Treasury of the 
United States. 

Section 5 of the Senate bill for defraying the expenses of the consti- 
tutional convention held by the people of said State, and of elections 
held therefor and thereunder, appropriates the sum of $25,000, or so 
much thereof as may be necessary, out of any funds in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated, to be paid to the treasurer of said State 
upon the requisition of the Legislature thereof, setting forth the items 
and particulars of such expensessoincurred. Therefore this extraordi- 
nary committee, which was created by the Sioux Falls convention of 
1885, clothed with the powers to examine all the returns of elections 
and to issue certificates to members of the Legislature and all the State 
officers, and issue also certificates of indebtedness, is now to be relieved 
by this Senate bill, which makes an appropriation of $25,000 to pay 
their expenses. 

: Section 26 of the schedule of the Sioux Falls constitution is as fol- 
ows: 
A Lea slaction be OORE for ta UU RETAS AA onddvacies, SPAN, RANDAS 
with two other persons to be selected by the State executive committee, con- 
stitute a committee whose duty it shall be, in case of the ratification of this con- 
stitution by the ple, to present this constitution to the President and the 
Congress of the United States and request admission of the State thereunder 
into the Union of States. And they shall have power to do and perform all things 
neoah and proper to carry into effect the purposes for which they are thus 
p) le 

The $25,000 appropriated by the Senate bill will doubtless be used, 
if the bill should pass, or a part of it, to pay the expenses of this high 
official commission to visit Washington and present the Sioux F. 
constitution to the President and Congress. It could have been sent 
by mail or express just as well. 

If gentlemen will read pages 68, 69, and 70 of this constitution they 
will find most extraordinary powers were confided to the executive 
committee. 

TEMPORARY SEAT OF GOVERNMENT. 

But I desire to call your attention to another matter. One of the 
articles submitted was in reference to locating the temporary seat of 
government for the new State. The electors voted their preference for 
any town in the State, and the town having the greatest number of 
votes was to be the temporary seat of government until otherwise pro- 
vided in the constitution. The town of Huron received the greatest 
number of votes under that provision. 

Now, it is remarkable by the terms of the Senate bill, and under the 
amendments submitted by the Delegate from Dakota [Mr. GIFFORD], 
every provision of this constitution is resubmitted to the vote of the 
people, including the prohibitory amendment or the provision which 
prohibits the sale of intoxicating liquors as well as their manufacture 
he State, every single provision of that constitution of the new 

tate 

Mr. STRUBLE. What objection can the gentleman from Illinois 
have to the people of Dakota deciding on that question for themselves? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Iam not objecting to their doing so, as the gen- 
tleman will know if he will hear me through. It will appear every 
provision of that constitution isresubmitted to the people of South Da- 
kota for ratification or rejection, including the prohibitory amendment 
and the provision in reference to minority representation, overy one of 
them, everything except the provision in reference to the temporary 
seat of government. t of all this Sioux Falls constitution nothing 
is preserved or nothing is made sacred beyond the touch of the voters 
of South Dakota except that part of the proceedings which located the 
seat of government temporarily at the town of Huron. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. I must beg leave to correct the gen- 
tleman from Illinois. The gentleman from Dakota sent to the Clerk’s 
desk an amendment providing for the resubmission to the vote of the 
people of that question of the temporary seat of government. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Ibegthegentleman’s pardon, It was not printed 
with the other amendments. 

Mr. GIFFORD. No, it was not; but it was sent up and is now in 
the Clerk’s hands. It simply changes the phraseology and provides fer 
the resubmission of that question to the vote of the people. 
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Mr. SPRINGER. In that amendment you propose to submit that 
question again to the vote of the people? 

Mr. GIFFORD. Yes, sir; to resubmit that question. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Iam glad to know the conclusion in reference to 
this point which was reached by me several days ago has commended 
itself to the good judgment of the Delegate from Dakota. He has sur- 
rendered on that point even before we reached it, and I am glad all this 
work, therefore, is to go back to the people for ratification or rejection. 

Mr. GIFFORD. I feel highly complimented. [Laughter.] 

Mr. SPRINGER. It only shows what I am now suggesting in regard 
to this constitution ought also to be agreed to by the gentlemen on the 
other side, and I believe it will be agreed to assoon as they understand 
what it is I propose by the substitute which I will offer at the proper 
time. 

THE ARCHIVES, RECORDS, AND BOOKS, 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I want to call the attention of the House to a 
further provision embraced in the Sioux Falls constitution, which it is 
proposed to resubmit to the people of South Dakota and not to the peo- 
ple of North Dakota. Section 28 of the schedule provides: 


All existing archives, records, and books belonging to the Territory of Dakota 
shall belong to and be a part of the public record of the State of Dakota— 


Or of the State of South Dakota, as it is now called— 
58 deposited at the seat of government in the said State with the secretary 
Q! . 


So that if this constitution is resubmitted to the people in the manner 
rovided and is voted on and adopted, and so declared by the Presi- 
ent to be adopted, and the State is admitted into the Union, as this 
ill provides, immediately thereafter this provision becomes e 

and in consequence thereof the secretary of state of South Dakota will 
be authorized to go to Bismarck and denude the capital of the Terri- 
tory of Dakota of every scrap of paper relating to its previous history 
all existing archives, all the records, all the books, the library, the law 
library, the court records, everything. All the public archives are to 
be gathered together, boxed up, and shipped to Huron, in South Da- 
kota. Everything thatrelates to the public business belonging to the 
Territory will be taken from the people of the Territory by this pro- 
vision and transferred to the new State. 

I may say, however, in this connection, that there is a provision 
somewhere that, at the convenience of the new State, they will make 
copies of such records as North Dakota may desire or require, and let 
them have the copies. 

But here is a most remarkable instance of the overreaching desire of 
the delegates in that convention in reference to this new State. They 
not only appropriate at that time the name of Dakota, South, but all 
of the original records and archives of the Territory. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. The gentleman from Illinois would 
not divide them, would he? 

Mr. SPRINGER. No, sir; I would not divide them, but I would 
leave them where they are and allow the State formed out of this Ter- 
ritory to come to the capital, have access to these records, and take 
such copies as are necessary or may be desired for their new State. 
But the Terri of Dakota is continued in existence under the pro- 
visions of the bill under the name of North Dakota, but is to be de- 
nuded of all its records and archives and everything touching its pre- 
vious history. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. Will my colleague permit me to 
ask mers the first State admitted should not be entitled to these 
records ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. No, sir; the first State admitted does not em- 
brace the whole Territory. It leaves the Territory in existence to be 
known as the Territory of North Dakota, organized with a Territorial 
form of government, all the machinery of government provided, its 
boundaries defined, its officers named, its capital located, but all of its 
archives are to be taken away from it and deposited with the new 
State. 

I hold, sir, that they should be left just where they are now, and 
the new State, which has its existence from the time of its admission 
into the Union, should be permitted to go and take copies of the rec- 
ords at its own expense. 

Mr. SYMES. Will the gentleman allow a question? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Yes; I will yield for a short question. 

Mr. SYMES. Does not the Senate bill provide for having copies 
made and furnished to the Territory of North Dakota? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Oh, yes; the constitution, as I stated, contains a 
provision which will permit North Dakota to go there and get them at 
the expense of South Dakota. But where are the books? Where is 

our law library—the Supreme Court reports—what about them? 

uth Dakota will not be expected to make copies of them. South 

Dakota will have taken them away, and North Dakota will have to 
buy other books if it wants them. 

Mr. ADAMS. And we will appropriate for that. 

Mr. SPRINGER. My colleague says Congress will appropriate money 
for that. But Congress is not obliged topay South Dakota or North Da- 
kota for making copies of records or for books and libraries. 

These, Mr, Speaker, are some of the objections I have discovered to 


the Sioux Falls constitution, and the people of South Dakota ought 
not to be required to adopt this constitution in its present form or be 
kept out of the Union as a State. Under the provisions of this Senate 
bill the people of South Dakota must take this constitution as it is. 
Ihave pointed out only a few of the objectionable features, 
FIVE PER CENT, OF SALES OF PUBLIC LANDS, 

But, sir, in this connection I wish to call attention to another pro- 
vision of the bill. The Senate bill now before us, No. 185, in section 
11, provides— 

That 5 per cent. of the net proceeds of sales of all public lands made by the 
United States within the limits of the said State, prior or subsequent to the pas- 
sage of this act, after deducting all expenses incident to the same, be, and the 
same is hereby, granted to the said te of South Dakota for the support of 
public schools. 

This provision relates back to the time at which the first lands— 
public lands—were sold in the Territory, and gives to the new State 5 
per cent. of the net proceeds. I addressed a letter to the Commissioner 
of the General Land Office and requested him to farnish me astatement, 
and I will print it as a part of my remarks, of the receipts of the sales 
of the public lands in the Territory of Dakota from its foundation to 
the present time, and the statement that he furnishes me shows the 
enormous sum of $16,000,000 and over. Of that the proportion which 
8890 be paid, after deducting certain expenses, to Dakota would be 

90,000. 

It will of course occur to gentlemen that the whole of this 8790, 000 
would not go to South Dakota under the bill, for a portion of it would 
belong to North Dakota. But when we come to the admission of North 
Dakota we would be compelled to treat her in the same manner, and 
hence this bill means, if it be adopted, the appropriation from the pub- 
lic Treasury of 5 per cent. of the sales of all the public lands in the 
Territories from the time of their organization until their admission 
into the Union as States. It not only relates to the Territory of Da- 
kota and the proposed new State, but it would also embrace Montana, 
Washington Territory, New Mexico, and all of the others that come 
into the Union, for of course it would form a precedent upon which 
they are all to be admitted, and hence instead of uarters of a 
million dollars, as here proposed, we will find the total sum running 
up to four or five millions in the near future. The letter of Commis- 
sioner Stockslager is as follows: 

Wasurneton, D. C., January 14, 1889. 


Stn: I am in receipt of your letter of to-day, and in reply thereto you are in- 
formed that the amount received by the United States on account of sales of 
— blic lands in the Territory of Dakota from the date of the first sales to June 

, 1888, is $16,330,856.76. 

The net receipts from such sales are estimated to be about $15,800,000, and 5 
per cent. thereon would be $790,000. 

S. M. STOCKSLAGER, Commissioner, 

Hon. W. M. SPRINGER, 

House of Representatives. 


The substitute which I have proposed allows the Territories or the 
new States 5 per cent. on the sales made after the admission of the 
States into the Union, and not prior to the admission. That is the 
difference. 

PRICE OF SCHOOL LANDS, 

Another provision to which I desire to call attention is that in 
Senate bill 185 the State is allowed to sell the school lands at the 
price of $5 per acre; but in the substitute that I have offered, and I 
think in this respect it is much better, the State can not sell them for 
less than $10 an acre; and in both bills these proceeds are to be a per- 
manent fund for free schools, And it will occur to every gentleman 
that we ought to look well to these provisions from the fact that they 
are not made for this generation only, but for posterity also. The 
principal is not to be used, but only the interest, and the principal is 
to remain as a permanent invegtmers for school purposes. 

Mr. SYMES. Are you criticising the South Dakota bill or the om- 
nibus bill—which are you talking about? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I am talking about both of them. Iam speaking 
of the Senate bill and this bill which I propose to offer as a substitute. 

Mr. SYMES. Are not these mere matters of detail which can be 
acted upon by amendment, and do they furnish any serious objection 
to one bill or the other? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I am simply ting gentlemen with all the 
facts in this case, if I can do so, and then they can act as they see fit. 

Mr. SXMES. Are you opposing the South Dakota bill? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Iam doing so. 

TERRITORIAL INDEBTEDNESS. 

Another provision in the Senate bill is that Congress may hereafter, or 
must hereafter, apportion the indebtedness of the Territory of Dakota 
between the new State of South Dakota and the present Territory of 
Dakota, or the new Territory to be created by this bill. That is to say, 
that Congress is to take charge of a matter purely local and determine 
how much of this indebtedness shall be paid by these several States 
here. But Congress has no power to compel such payment. South 
Dakota should agree to pay her share before admission. Congress can 
not compel her to pay after admission. 

The substitute which I will submit provides that the two conven- 
+ a joint commission of notless than 


tions, while in session, shall ap; 
shall assemble at the present seat of 


three members of each body w. 
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government of the Territory and determine upon the proper disposition 
to be made af the public records, archives, and ae “poh of the Terri- 
tory—because it has a great deal of property, maay. tate institutions, 
charitable and otherwise; and also to agree upon the disposition to be 
made of the debt and liabilities of the Territory, and that the agree- 
ment shall be placed in the ive constitutions so that the new 
States shall assume this indebtedness agreed to and thus avoid any 
difficulties in the future on this subject. 

This is very important, Mr. Speaker, for we have a precedent in his- 
tory where it was neglected. West Virginia was set off as a new State, 
pa eli were no provisions made in regard to the indebtedness of the 
old Commonwealth. The State of Virginia apportioned off the indebted- 
ness which it assumed to be properly payable by the new State of West 
Virginia, and informed that State that the State of Virginia would ex- 
pect West Virginia to assume that proportion of the indebtedness, The 
State of West Virginia declined to do it, and there was no power in Con- 

to compel her. She never did assumeit. The consequence was 
that old Virginia, the old Commonwealth, repudiated that part of her 
indebtedness. The recurrence of such an event is provided against in 
the substitute which I shall offer. 
A DATE OF ADMISSION, 

It is provided in section 28 of the Senate bill that the result of the 
election at @hich the Sioux Falls constitution is resubmitted shall be 
declared by the chief-justice and the governor, and, after it has been de- 
clared by them, that it shall be sent to the President of the United 
States, and if the majority shall be in favor of the constitution, then the 
President of the United States shall issue his proclamation declaring 
that the State of South Dakota is admitted into the Union on an equal 
footing with other States. Now, if you will look atsection 29 and tell 
me what would be the date of the admission of South Dakota into the 
Union under its provisions, you will do more than I can do; and thisis 
a very important question. The date of the admission into the Union 
will be the time when South Dakota as a State comes into existence, 
and all offenses and crimes that may be committed within her territory 
would be punishable by the State. The Territory of Dakota wonld 
cease to exist from that time in the southern part of the Territory. It 
is very important, therefore, that there should be no doubt about that 
subject. 

A NEW CONVENTION. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I have very briefly called attention to the present 
state of the bills pending in this House in regard to this question of 
the admission of Dakota. From the fact that so few persons partici- 
pated in the election of delegates to the Sioux Falls constitutional 
convention, from the fact that so few ee in its ratification, 
from the fact that the boundaries and the name must be and 
the whole subject resubmitted to the people again, and as no delay can 
be caused thereby, I have believed, and the Committee on Territories 
have believed, that the whole matter should be remitted to the people 
of South Dakota as well as to the people of North Dakota in order 
that they may pass upon the question anew. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. How much time is required for the ad- 
mission of South Dakota under the substitute ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Just the same time that is required for the ad- 
mission of North Dakota. 

Mr. STRUBLE. Oh, no; the substitute does not propose that South 
Dakota shall be admitted at all. It p only that Dakota 
shall be admitted. Your omnibus bill does not provide at all for the 
division of Dakota. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. The omnibus 
bill, as reported from the Committee on Territories, provided for only 
one Dakota, but in section 3—— 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
SPRINGER] has ienced a change of heart on that subject. 

Mr. STRUBLE. I had forgotten about the last proposition; the 
gentleman has made so many. 

DAKOTA MAY BE DIVIDED. 

Mr. SPRINGER. In section 3 of my substitute it is provided that 
at the election for delegates in May next electors in the Territory of 
Dakota on both sides of the line may have written or printed upon their 
ballots the words For division“ or the words Against division; ’’ 
‘and if a majority of those in both North Dakota and South Dakota shall 
be in favor of the division of the Territory into two States, as will be 
indicated by that vote, then, instead of one constitutional convention 
assembling, two conventions will assemble, and the delegates elected 
north of the seventh standard 1 will meet in convention at Bis- 
marck and form a constitution for the State of North Dakota, and the 
‘delegates elected south of that line will meet at Sioux Falls and form 
a constitution for South Dakota. The bill also provides that those two 
conventions shall assemble at the same time, at the different places in- 
dicated, and proceed to formulate constitutions for their respective State 
oo to be submitted to a vote of the people of both proposed 

tates for ratification or rejection at the election to be held in Novem- 
ber next, the general election in the Territory. 

Mr. ADAMS. Su i 
North Dakota and other for South Dakota, and the people ratify 
them next November, what would the next step be? 


that two constitutions are formed, one for | th 


Mr. SPRINGER. The next step would be, as provided in this bill, 
that the constitutions would be certified by the governor to the Presi- 
dent and Congress, and that on the reassembling of Congress in Decem- 
ber next the propositions would be laid before it, and the States would 
then be admitted into the Union by act of Congress. 

Mr. SYMES.- Will the gentleman from Illinois yield for a question? 
5 Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to dispose of this part of the subject 

rst. 

Mr. ADAMS. The point is, that Congress would still have to raise 
the question whether these new constitutions, hereafter to be framed, 
were republican in form, and therefore the State could not be admitted 
except by a legislative act of the Fifty-first Congress. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Thatisright. I want to speak about that very 
point. The Constitution of the United States provides that new States 
may be admitted by Congress and not by proclamation of the Presi- 
dent. may admit new States into the Union and their con- 
stitutions must be republican in form. Congress is the judge of the con- 
stitutions aſter they are made. There is no constitution existing for 
North Dakota ſor Congress to pass upon. There is no constitution ſor 
Washington, there is none for New Mexico, there is none except one 
formed several years ago for Montana, and this one for South Dakota, 
Congress might pass now upon the constitutions of Montana and South 
Dakota, and admit them upon conditions to be imposed by Congress. 
But we can not tell what provisions may be put into the constitutions 
not yet made. For instance, in regard to the public lands which we 
are donating in this bill—and it is a princely heritage which Congress 
pro to give them in the form of public lands—we ought to have 
the privilege of seeing hereafter, when these propositions for permanent 
government are formulated, that they are republican in form and thaf 
they comply with this actof Congress, or with the act of Congress which 
we may pass, in order that Congress may exercise, in the very last in- 
stance, its supervising power over the admission of States into the Union, 
and may determine whether the constitutions which they present are 
such as ought to be received and such as ought to entitle them to be 
included in the family of States. 

ME 3 Will the gentleman yield now for a question on this 
subject 

Mr. SPRINGER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SYMES. Is it not a fact that Colorado was admitted into the 
Union by proclamation_of the President without coming here and pre- 
senting her constitution, and that no act of Congress was required to 
accept her constitution? 

Mr. SPRINGER. That is true. 

Mr. SYMES. And are there not other States that have been admit- 
ted in the same way? 

Mr. SPRINGER. There are. The gentleman 
have not looked up that matter. 

Mr. SYMES. There are several others, you admit? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SYMES. Justanother suggestion. Now, then, the difference 
between the Senate bill and the omnibus bil” as it affects South 
Dakota is simply this: that we now have before us the constitution 
adopted by the people of South Dakota, and we are ealled upon by the 
Senate bill to pass upon that constitution. We know what it is, 

Mr. SPRINGER. I concede all that. I trust the gentleman will 
not take up my time with a speech. 

Mr. SYMES: That constitution has been conceded by the Senate 
and by many others to be a most perfect constitution. Whyshould we 
send this constitution back and take the chances on something else— 
we know not what it may be? ‘ 

Mr. SPRINGER. You do send it back, at any rate. The Senate 
bill sends it back. Every word has to be resubmitted to the people. 

Mr. SYMES. We send it back only for the purpose of allowing the 
people to vote on that constitution. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Certainly. ‘ 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. But gentlemen will remember. 

Mr.SYMES. Waitamoment. The changeof name does not affect 
the question of the constitution being ‘‘republican in form.” Now, 
is it not the fact that this bill provides for a vote by the people of South 
Dakota on this constitution, which the Senate has said is a good con- 
stitution and republican in form, and which is so in fact, and no gentle- 
man in this House will presume to deny it? Then why not admit South 
Dakota on that constitution if the people will adopt it instead of send- 
ing the question back on the chance of getting something new ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I hope my friend will not exhaust my time by 
making a speech. t 

Mr. SYMES. I want the House to understand the difference. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The House will understand it. 

Mr. SYMES. It can not possibly from your statement understand 
much about it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I know how much more lucid my friend from 
Colorado is in his statement than I am. r 

Mr. SYMES. You pass from one bill to the other so as to confuse 


em. 
Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman isalways lucid in his statements, 
and I have great regard for his opinion. When he takes the floor he 


can name them; I 
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can no doubt explain this matter more clearly than I can. But I desire 
in the brief time I have remaining to state this question so that it can 
be understood. As to the constitution of South Dakota, which I dis- 
tinctly state that we know what it provides, yet delegates to the con- 
vention which framed that constitution were elected by only 16,000 
voters, the question being voted upon by only 30,000, while there are 
now in South Dakota, according to the last vote, over 70,000 voters. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. TURNER, of Georgia). The time 
of the gentleman from Illionois has expired. 

Mr. COX obtained the floor. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I hope my friend from New York will yield me a 
moment or two. 

Mr. COX. With pleasure. 

Mr. SPRINGER. In conclusion, I desire simply to say that the rea- 
son for requiring this question to go back to the people is that there is 
no necessity in the present condition of things for organizing the Ter- 
ritory of North Dakota to continue for three or four months only; and 
in justice to North Dakota, as well as to all the people of South Dakota, 
we ought to start anew in this matter, bringing both these new States 
into the Union at the same time, as would be done under the proponi 
tion I advocate, at the meeting of the next session of Congress. us 
all the difficulties would be harmonized, all liabilities met; Co: 
would treat both of them precisely alike. The substitute which I shall 
8 at the proper time disposes not only of South Dakota but would 

ring North Dakota into the Union as a State at the opening of the 
next session, if division is desired by the people of both proposed States. 
a would also bring Montana, Washington, and New Mexico into the 
nion. 

Thus under the substitute which I shall offerat the proper time we 
may have five new States instead of merely the State of South Dakota 
and the Territory of North Dakota, as provided by the Senate bill. 

Mr. Speaker, I do not deem it necessary to refer separately to the 
Territories embraced in the proposition which I shall submit. The 
Delegates from those Territories will each set forth the claims, respect- 
ively, of their Territories. I will ask the House to give careful atten- 
tion to the remarks which may be made by them. ‘They will show 
conclusively that Dakota, Montana, Washington, and New Mexico have 
the requisite population, resources, and other conditions for statehood. 
These four Territories were embraced in the House bill for the reason 
that they were all the Territories which had a population equal to the 
ratio for a member of this House, except Utah, which, for reasons well 
known, should be disposed of in a separate bill. 


Admission of Territories. 
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HON. ISAAC S. STRU BLE, 


OF IOWA, 
In THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 


Wednesday, January 16, 1889. 


The House having under consideration the bill (S. 188) to provide for the ad- 
mission of the State of South Dakota into the Union, and for the organization 
of the Territory of North Dakota— 

Mr. STRUBLE said: 

Mr. SPEAKER: I regret to say, sir, that I have not had time to place 
in writing such remarks as I wish to offer upon the pending bill and 
substitute. Indeed, I feel like apologizing for appearing in this body 
unaccompanied by manuscript; for after the very elaborate remarks of 
gentlemen who have preceded me, it is due the House that those who 
follow should, as far as possible, present their remarks as concisely, 
orderly, and as forcibly as possible. In my case the onerous clerical 
duties of the past few weeks have made it impossible for me to pursue 
the course I had planned, namely, to write out my remarks at length, 
Therefore, if my observations shall be broken and desultory, I beg the 
indulgence of the House upon the ground and for the reason stated. 

Mr. Speaker, for six years past I have had the honor to be a member 
of the House Committee on the Territories, and to my certain knowl- 
edge this is the first time in all that period that the lower branch of Con- 
gress has been afforded an opportunity to speak or vote upon the great 
question of Territorial interests as represented in a bill for admission of 
new States into the Union. It may be much like analyzing a last year’s 
bird’s nest to say anything about the utterances of our Democratic 
friends at the late St. Louis convention, and it may be regarded by some 
as bringing into this discussion a partisan element; but I can not for- 
bear reminding the House—in view of the fact that for six years neither 
side of this Chamber has had an opportunity to discuss or vote upon 
such bills as those now before us—of the inconsistency of the Demo- 
cratic party in convention assembled at St. Louis last June, when by 
solemn resolution that convention declared the Republican party to 


be guilty of a denial of the rights of self-government to the four Ter- 
ritories whose names appear in the pending substitute. Here is the 
resolution to which I refer: 


Resolved, That a just and liberal policy should be pursued in reference to the 
Territories; that right of self-government is inherent in the people and guan 
antied under the Constitution, that the Territories of Waskinatas: Dakota, 
Montana, and New Mexico are, by virtue of population and development, en- 
titled to admission into the Union as States, and we unqualifiedly condemn the 
course of the Republican party in refusing statehood and self-government to 
their people. 

Here is the plain charge against the Republican party of denial of 
right of self-government to the people of these Territories named. But 
what is the fact about it? For six years the Democratic party has con- 
trolled this House and has had ample power over questions relating to 
the admission of Territories into the Union. At any of its five pre- 
vious sessions to this it could have placed on the Calendar and brought 
forward such measures as would have shown the friendliness of the 
party toward the Territories and compelled a Republican Senate to dis- 
close its disposition on the same subject. 

Instead of reporting suitable bills in the Forty-eighth and Forty-ninth 
Congresses illustrative of the patriotic spirit of the resolution I have 
quoted, no measure like the pending bills or of similar purpose was re- 
ported, and although the bill (S. 185) was placed on the Calendar on March 


13, 1888, no attempt to bring it up for consideration was ever seriously _ 


made, but, on the contrary, the combined energies of the chairman of 
the Committee on Territories and others friendly to the measure have 
been exercised to secure the passage of a bill marking out and estab- 
lishing new Territorial lines in a section of the country in the greater 
part of which there are no lawful civilized inhabitants, except those 

ining to the operation’ of railroads, and to the military and In- 
dian service of the country. Such is Democratic consistency. 

Now, sir, I am in favor of the Oklahoma bill. I believe that some- 
thing should be done, and speedily, to change the anomalous and dis- 
graceful condition existing in the Indian Territory, but at this time, 
and confronted as we are by the facts in relation to the greater ques- 
tions concerning over a million of people, I do think that the incon- 
sistency of our friends on the other side in denouncing the Republican 
party as responsible for the denial of the rights of these people de- 
serves at least passing comment and criticism. 

Mr. Speaker, when the Springer substitute was originally reported 
from the Committee on Territories, the difference between the members 
of the committee, Republican and Democratic, briefly stated, was this: 
The Republicans concurred with the Democrats in respect of Montana 
and Washington Territories, but differed with them upon the proposition 
to deny the people of Dakota the right of division and the early admis- 
sion of the south half as a State and the organization of the north half 
as a Territory. 

In other words, the position of the Republican members of the Com- 
mittee on Territories since the question was first presented to that com- 
mittee has been that Dakota should be divided as proposed by the 
people in the convention held at Huron, in the south half of the Ter- 
ritory, in 1885, and that the south half should be speedily admitted 
under the constitution framed in convention assembled and called for 
that purpose. 

Our Democratic friends on the committee originally took the position 
that Dakota should not be divided; that the south half of the Terri- 
tory should not be admitted; but they were willing—and the chairman 
of the committee [Mr. SPRINGER] introduced a bill for that purpose, 
which was afterwards considered by the committee—to admit the Ter- 
ritory as a whole, or rather to pass an enabling act which might lead to 
the admission of the whole Territory as now constituted into the Union 
after further procc-dings by the people and further legislation by Con- 


Another point of difference, Mr. Speaker, between the Republican 
and the Democratic members of the Committee on Territories was this, 
that the Republican members did not, and do not now, as I understand 
it, regard the condition of New Mexico, in respect of most material and 
important considerations, such as to entitle that Territory to be ad- 
mitted atthistimeintothe Union. Therefore, the Republicans united 
in a report presenting their views in opposition to the ground taken by 
the majority of the committee and to the views expressed by the Del- 
egate from that Territory [Mr. JosrpH]. Iam happy to remind the 
House that since the report of the committee. to which I have alluded 
was filed, the Democratic members of this House in sufficient numbers 
(if we may judge from what has been said and what has been done 
here by way of proposing amendments within the past few days) have 
concluded that they will yield to the very proper elaim and desire of 
the people of Dakota, and accord to them the privilege of having their 
Territory divided into two States instead of one, provided the people 
thereof in both North and South Dakota shall vote for division. 

I am glad to note the changed position of our Democratic friends upon 
this question, for it seems to me that it is turning back from a technical, 
and my friend, the chairman of the committee, will pardon me if I 
say narrow, view to that other and broader one which many Demo- 
crats entertained in years past concerning the right of the people of 
our great Territories to govern themselves. And Iam glad, Mr. Speaker, 
that we have exhibited here in this House and on the Democratic side 
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a disposition on the part of so many of our Democratic friends, after 
looking out over that great and wonderful Territory called Dakota, 
taking into view its wonderful advancement, its rapidly growing popu- 
lation, its farms, its railroads, its cities, its schools, its colleges—I am 
glad, Isay, that, looking outand seeing these things, a goodly number of 
them have concluded to abandon; the position occupied by my friend 
from Illinois, the chairman of the Committee on Territories, and have 
made up their minds to adopta more liberal policy than that which has 
been advocated by that distinguished gentleman. In view of this change 
of attitude on the part of the majority here, I shall not spend time in 
arguing in favor of the admission or the division of Dakota; but I do 
wish in passing to notice certain propositions which the chairman of 
the committee has advocated in relation to the proceedings to be had 
under the substitute which he proposes. 

It will be seen that on the most vital point of interest to the people 
of the south half of Dakota it is not proposed to divide this Territory 
unless on a vote taken in each part, north and south; it is found that 
a majority of the people in each section shall vote for division. Under 
the theory of this bill South Dakota may cast a majority of ten to 
twenty thousand in favor of division, and yet if the north part should 
cast one majority against division it shall remain one Territory, as now. 
That such a proposition is illiberal and manifestly unfair, and contra- 
dictory of the past dealing of Congress with the Territories, I shall not 
waste time to prove. Iam not one who believes in doing outrage to a 
reasonable sentiment among the people of a Territory who may be op- 
posed to having their Territory divided, but on taking an expression 
of their views on this or any other question, I would not cast reproach 
on the good old democratic principle of the will of majorities by divid- 
ing a given Territory into districts and requiring all districts to show 
majorities before conceding anything to them. 

This to my mind is a serious objection to this bill, and should pre- 
vent its passage. Let the old principle be applied to the present unit of 
Territorial organization as is usual. Another objection to this; it is pro- 
posed to force upon the people of ali the Territories concerned the rec- 
ognition and adoption temporarily, at least, of the minority principle— 
the principle of minority representation now and for some years past 
obtaining in the State of Illinois, which in part is represented by the 
author of this substitute, Mr. SPRINGER. It is not pretended either 
of these Territories has signified a desire for, or a willingness to try this 
principle. 

Mr. Speaker, I, forone, do not feel that minority representation ought 
to be forced upon the people of these Territories against their will, but 
rather that they should be left, insuch proceedings as they may be com- 
pelled to take to secure admission into the Union, to the usual and ordi- 
nary principles obtaining under our democratic form of government, 
and that until they wish and so signify, they should not be compelled 
to adopt the principle of minority representation or any other not in 
general use. There are other objections to this bill, but I will not 
stop to notice all of them now, but conclude my remarks in this line by 
a declaration of hostility to the omnibus character of the substitute as 
a scheme adopted to make certain the admission of an unfit Territory 
ån arbitrary and unnatural association with others, each of which is 
amply meritorious. 

I am opposed to any such wholesale grouping of two distinct 
classes—the unqualifiedly meritorious with the unworthy; and I main- 
tain that in such important action as this each Territory should stand 
or fall on its own merits, and particularly unless it be generally con- 
ceded that all alike possess equal claims for admission; and certainly 
no gentleman will hazard his reputation by asserting that New Mexico 

resents an equally clear and strong case as a candidate for State 
ee as does each of the other Territories named in the substitute bill. 

Mr. Speaker, I had hoped to find in the RECORD this morning the 
remarks of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] made yester- 
day, but I notice they are withheld for revision. Nevertheless I shall 
occupy a moment in making a brief and somewhat general reference to 
his observations upon the constitution of South Dakota framed byjthe 
people in convention assembled in 1885. 

The gentleman assumed to make numerous criticisms upon various 
propositions embodied in that constitution; and I see, by reference to 
a second substitute which I understand he is not now pressing—one of 
his two substitutes—he would undertake to direct the people of these 
Territories as to certain declarations, namely, upon the religious ques- 
tion, upon the adoption of the Federal Constitution, and upon refer- 
ences to the Declaration of Independence, if I am not mistaken. 

Mr.SPRINGER. Those are in every enactment we have heretofore 
made in bringing new States into the Union. 

Mr.STRUBLE. I do not wish to question the claim that those things 
ought to be in some form embodied or suitably recognized in State con- 
stitutions, but rather to show to the House that this constitution framed 
by the people of South Dakota was so carefully considered and framed 
as that all these points are fully coveredalready. Take, if you please, 
an important enunciation adopted from the Declaration of Independence 
upon the subject of the equality of all men and the inalienable rights 
of person and property which is found in their bill of rights. There 
is no lack on this point. On the contrary—if Iam not mistaken— 
Jefferson’s language defining the equality of men and the purpose of 


government is copied almost verbatim. They also guard the religious 
question carefully. They recognize as the supreme law bf the land the 
Constitution of the United States. Ichallengeany gentleman whomay 
listen to me to examine the bill of rights embodied in that constitution 
and say whether it is not most full and ample in respect of the great 
principles which are now embraced in the various State constitutions 
of the country as they are in our Federal Constitution. 

And now I wish to argue briefly in favor of the qualification and 
competency of the people of this Territory, acting under the influence 
of our national and various State constitutions, in their deliberations 
pertaining to the framing ofa constitution to pass upon those questions 
without the dictation of Congress in respect of them, because the whole 
trend of the public thought in that Territory, and for that matter with- 
out doubt in all the Territories, is in favor of the truest allegiance to 
the national Constitution and to all the great principles to which as 
Americans we are so much devoted and of which we are so justly proud. 

But, Mr. Speaker, I do not wish to talk much more of Dakota. I 
live near her border; and hence, as a near and friendly neighbor, feel 
inclined toenlargemy remarks withreferencetoher. Iknow personally 
many of her citizens who went from the good State of Iowa, citizens 
who filled distinguished places in the Legislature of our State, as my 
colleague [Mr. GEAR] knows very well; men, some of whom sat in our 
senate and house of representatives, or occupied other important 
places. Others of less prominence in political affairs, as well as thou- 
sands from our farms, professions, business, and labor avocations, have 
cast their lot with the good people on those prairies in the faith and 
understanding that the policy of the National Government would be in 
favor of early consideration of the claims of the people to statehood, 
and that at a time when they should in point of material and educa- 
tional development, and in other respects bearing on just claims to 
statehood, show themselves ready for that relation, the Congress of the 
United States, following in the well-established line of precedents, 
would then grant them the same common rights which we enjoy as citi- 
zens of the various States from which we come. 

I hope that no question which may be brought in here in connection 
with Dakota, or for that matter, Montana and Washington, will make 
it impossible to admit the southern half of Dakota at an early day and 
the northern half at a period following soonafter. WhatIsay for South 
Dakota I would say for Montana and Washington, because I believe 
there is no condition existing within those two Territories amounting 
to a serious objection to their admission; on the contrary, both are 
clearly prepared now for statehood. But after examining into the con- 
dition of New Mexico; after resorting to the best sources of informa- 
tion available to us; after giving the fullest consideration to the evi- 
dences illustrative of her present suitability and qualification for 
admission, it was, as I have before remarked, the voice of the Repub- 
lican members of the Committee on Territories that the time had not yet 
come when it would be proper and right to admit it as a State. 

Mr. Speaker, I beg to say, in all seriousness, thatthe minority of that 
committee were not, and are not to-day, actuated by any sentiment or 
feeling of hostility with reference to any religion or class of people in 
New Mexico; and when the attempt is made, as it has been by at least 
one gentleman on this floor to-day and heretofore, to make it appear 
that the opposition to the admission of this Territory is founded upon 
objection and unfriendliness to a religion and toa people believing and 
practicing a given 8 I wish to say to the gentleman and to the 
House, knowing as I do the sentiments of my colleagues on this com- 
mittee as I certainly do my own, that such an idea is altogether foreign 
to the truth. I could not find words to express my abhorrence of a pur- 
pose on the part of amember of this body to question the religion of any 
people in any State or Territory within our great national limits unless 
it be that of the Mormons, and as to this the case is altogether ex- 
ceptional. I would be ashamed of myself if it could be truly said of 
me that I objected to the admission of New Mexico because many of 
her people are believers in a church and a religion to which I do not 
and can not subscribe. : 

I deem it proper at the beginning of a discussion of the claims of 
New Mexico to notice the stipulation found in the treaty of Guadalupe 
Hidalgo, of date February 2, 1848, being the treaty of peace and cession 
under which the United States became possessed of this and other ter- 
ritory. It has been maintained by the gentleman from New Mexico 
that upon a fair construction of this stipulation to which I have re- 
ferred the Territory is now entitled to admission. 

The following is the language, being article 9 of the treaty: _ 


Mexicans who, in the territory aforesaid, shall not preserve the character of 
citizens of the Mexican Republic, conformably with what is stipulated in the 

receding article, shall be incorporated into the Union of the United States, and 
he admitted at the proper time {to be judged of by the Con of the United 
States) according to the principles of the Constitution; and in the mean time 
shall be maintained and protected in the enjoyment of their liberty and prop- 
erty, and secured in the free exercise of their religion without restriction. 


No one will for a moment controvert that it was agreed by and be- 
tween the high contracting parties that such of the people and their 
descendants as remained in the territory of which New Mexico is now 
a part and did not preserve the character of citizens of the Mexican 
Republic should be citizens of the United States, and, at a time to bo 
judged of by the Congress thereof, be admitted into the Union. 
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Since then, without objection on the part of the inhabitants of the 
original Territory, in so far as I know, it has been divided, and that 
now remaining is but a fraction of the former area known later as New 
Mexico, Arizona was carved out of New Mexico and organized into a 
Territory February 24, 1863. 

The last official census taken was in 1885, when the population was 
134,141, and while the present governor of the Territory estimates that 
the population was in the fall of 1887 nearly 160,000, it is evident to 
my mind the number of present population is not by any means such 
as, on that account, to entitle it to serious consideration, for the fact 
is that of this population nearly or quite 10,000 are Pueblo Indians, 
ya live apart by themselves and take little if any interest in political 

airs. 

Now, the rule of population alone has never been admitted to be the 
sole criterion governing the admission of States, but a far weightier 
consideration than this has been and is that of the condition of the peo- 
ple, the state of development, the capacity of the Territory to maintain 
permanently a large population, and the qualifications of the people for 
self-government. 

What, then, was meant by the reservation to the United States of 
the time when this Territory should be admitted? Not alone popula- 
tion, but that and every other element material to State government. 

In all these years New Mexico has been unable to increase her popu- 
lation to a point of excessive number above the ratio of representation, 
and certainly in point of advancement, in intelligence, and material 
development in all its practical phases she lags greatly in the onward 
march of progress. 

On this point I conclude by maintaining that the reservation in the 
treaty was intended to signify a purpose on the part of this Government 
to retain the substantial right to pass on all questions relating to the 
adaptation and qualifications of the people of New Mexico, and that 
Congress, without being held to severity of policy or judgment, should 
first be convinced that the requisite qualifications for statehood are now 

ed by the people who seek its benefits. 

Mr. Speaker, the House has already been advised very forcibly of 
one reason which our friends on the other side deem to be conclusive 
and all-powerful as estopping the Republican side of this Chamber 
from objecting to the admission of New Mexico at this time. The 
learned and eloquent gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox], so familiar 
with all our history in regard to Territorial legislation, as it seems to 
me he is with almost every question in the wide range of legislative 
subjects, took the position that we on this side of the Chamber are 
estopped and cau not now question the right of these people to imme- 
diate admission into the Union. The reason stated was the support 
given fourteen years ago in this House by such Republicans as Mr. 
Kasson of Iowa, Mr. McKee of Mississippi, and other members of the 
House, and by distinguished members of the Senate of the United 
States to a bill then proposing to admit this Territory into fellowship 
with the other States, 

I have the greatest respect for the judgment of such men as these, 
and I desire always to be governed by that liberal and manly spirit 
which recognizes the rightofaman at any proper time and place, whether 
in official station or otherwise, to form and express freely his opinions on 
any subject; but the opinions of those gentlemen, eminent though they 
were and as many of them still are, should not, it seems to me, be the 
arbitrary guide of those of us who are here to-day charged with the re- 
sponsibility of passing on important interests arising in course of our 
duties as members of this body. Therefore at this time, while declar- 
ing my respect for the opinions and official course of others, I decline 
to assent to the claim that I should be, and that we on this side of the 

Chamber should be, governed by the opinions of members of our 
party sitting fourteen years ago in this body or at the other end of the 
Capitol. 

Mr. Speaker, I wish to remark, before discussing the questions in re- 
lation to New Mexico, that I hope I may not say a word, and I aim not 
to say a word, that can be properly construed into an unfriendly or 
personal reflection in an offensive sense on any man, woman, or child 
living within the borders of that Territory. But while I shall have 
this aim in view, still I propose to talk plainly and frankly about 
the conditions existing to-day in that Territory, and urge these condi- 
tions upon the attention of the House. 

You have heard, Mr. Speaker, the eloquent portrayal of the agricult- 
ural development of New Mexico by the gentleman [Mr. JOSEPH] 
who has the honor to sit upon this floor as the Delegate from that Ter- 
ritory. You havescen the picture he has drawn, not only of the genial 
and beneficent climate of that region, but you have also heard in forci- 
ble and eloquent language his description of the agricultural devel- 
opment of the Territory. He has told you in enthusiastic terms of 
the splendid condition existing there to-day, and of course he speaks as 
one knowing well whereof he affirms. Now, if he has not allowed his 
imagination to lead him too far we oughtall to pack up as soon as Con- 
gress adjourns and go down to that Territory and live there. [Laughter. ] 

If the picture the gentlemen has sketched is not exaggerated, there are 
about sixty millionsof people in this country who are comparatively un- 
fortunately situated. They should have sought homes in New Mexico 
or its adjacent and similar territory. From whathe has said one might 


suppose that nearly all the land within the limits of New Mexico is not 
only rich in soil, but well adapted to easy and successful cultivation, and 
that all kinds of cereals and fruits are produced in richest abundance; 
in short, that in addition to the most congenial climate, the fairest skies, 
and the most healthful natural influences, suggestive of extremest longev- 
ity, in point of profligate display of creative power the Almighty had 
never spread out a more charming landscape than theactual arid plains 
of New Mexico. Forallegiance to one's people no Member or Delegate. 
can justly becriticised, nor for making an earnest defense of his country 
and constituents. Indeed, as we all know, large latitude of imagi- 
nation and portrayal of the many and desirable features of a section 
from which a speaker hails, as well as the character and virtues of his 
constituents, is here tolerated, but one should not, as it seems to me, 
ascend into the region of the stars nor scale loftiest peaks in flights of 
fancy when practical questions of statesmanship are inyolved. That 
the gentleman from New Mexico has not come far from doing bothI 
will attempt to show before concluding my remarks, 

I wish to say to this House to-day, at the very outset of my discus- 
sion of this Territory, thatin my opinion what New Mexico needs most 
is the fostering and friendly hand of this Government to aid it in thade- 
velopment of its agricultural possibilities, and in the settlement of the 
vexed question now pending in reference to its complicated system of 
land grants. I do not believe—and I think I will be able to show to 
the satisfaction of gentlemen who will do me the honor to listen to me— 
that in the present condition of the Territory of New Mexico (and the 
facts I will produce will show it) it can be reasonably expected that 
if left to themselves and clothed with statehood the people of that Ter- 
ritory would be found equal to their change of condition and the duties 
and responsibilities it would involve. 

It has not been fifty minutes, or at least not more than one hour and 
a quarter, since my friend from New Mexico who sits opposite to me, 
in his very smooth and able address to the House on behalf of his peo- 
ple, charged upon the minority of the committee, not in terms but by 
very plain inference, that those who attempted to maintain a con- 
trary existence of things opposed to those described by him in rela- 
tion to New Mexico exhibited their ignorance of the facts. Mr. 
Speaker, as I was intrusted with the preparation of the minority views 
on the ‘omnibus’? bill, so called, now under consideration, I sought 
certain sources of information in reference to the conditions existing in 
the Territory of New Mexico, and the very first question which ad- 
dressed itself to my mind was this: What is the agricultural condition 
of that Territory and what is the possibility in reference to the devel- 
opment of her agricultural capabilities ? 

In my investigation I did not have to go far to find information ofa 
reliable character. I came early in contact with my esteemed friend, 
the Delegate from that Territory. He isa member of the Committee 
on Territories and a very eflicient one. Heunderstands, as he plainly 
said in his speech to-day, that the greatest ofall needs of his Territory is 
a suitable and a proper system of irrigation. He knows very well that 
instead of agriculture smiling from all the hill-tops and in all the val- 
leys of New Mexico, while they have the native elements of a fertile 
and highly productive soil, still they require the helpful agency of water 
before it will respond with abundant yields of fruits and grains. They 
have not that agency now in anything approximating sufficiency, as I 
will show by the admission of the gentleman himself as well as by the 
testimony of the governor of the Territory. 

During the first session of this Congress there was introduced by the 
Delegate from New Mexico a bill proposing an appropriation by Con- 
gress of $50,000 to be used in sinking artesian wells in the Territories 
of Arizona and New Mexico, in aid of their efforts to make more suc- 
cessful cultivation of their soil, and demonstrate, as I suppose, whether 
such means of supplying water are practicable. As a very proper thing, 
the chairman of the Committee on the Territories referred the bill to Mr. 
JOSEPH to make examination and report upon it. Let me say first 
that every man on the committee, as I remember, voted in favor of 
the proposition. ' 

Let me say further that the committee is unanimously in favor of 
granting liberal aid to the Territories of New Mexico and Arizona in 
the settlement of disputed land questions, and in aid of the develop- 
ment against the serious condition of nature existing there and occa- 
sioned by insufficient water-supply, by which these Territories are 
most seriously hampered. No illiberal spirit on the part of any mem- 
ber of that committee in dealing with the many and important meas- 
ures before it calculated to promote the prosperity of the people of the 
Territories can be justly charged, unless it be in the matter of advanc- 
ing them to statehood, and on this point I have already made admissions 
and endeavored to place the blame where it rightly belongs; and so, when 
it came to appropriating money for artesian wells, all were found will- 
ing to make the experiment. 

Well, we had, as I have said, this question before us, and the gen- 
tleman from New Mexico made a report in harmony with the unani- 
mous vote of the committee. He commenced with a statement of facts 
in relation to Arizona; and now please listen to what he said as to that 
Territory, and later of his own: 

From the census of 1880 it appears that the Territory of Arizona embraced an 
area of 112,920 square miles, or 72,268,800 acres of land, of which vast area less 
* 
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than 2,000,000 acres are susceptible of cultivation for want of water, and even 

utterly without 

y n the enormous y of over 

70,000,000 acres of land which under the present land laws mustforever 

uniit for the habitation of man, unless a supply of water can be obtained 
means, 


Now, listen to what the gentleman said in regard to his own beloved 
Territory of New Mexico: 


an area of 122,460 miles, or 78,374,400 acres of which, as appears 
by said census, only 5} cent. is susce; of cultivation, for the reasons al- 
ready stated, leaving per forever unfit for human 


habitation unless water can be obtained 


Mr. JOSEPH. Will the gentleman permit an explanation of that? 

Mr. STRUBLE. Gladly, if it does not come out of my time, and 
with the indulgence of the House, But if my time is to be consumed 
at any length 

Mr. JOSEPH. I will consume but a moment. 

Mr. STRUBLE. Very well. whe 

Mr. JOSEPH. That was the condition in 1880, before the advent of 
railroads to any extent in the Territory and before the advent, of 
course, of the large influx of immigration .now scattered all over the 
Territory. Since that period many corporations have constructed canals 


_ or ditches and water reservoirs, and thereby reclaimed a great deal of 


5 


these arid lands. 
Mr. STRUBLE. That is, since the railroads entered the Territory 


es, 

Mr. STRUBLE. But I will remind the gentleman that the report 
was made but a few months ago. 

Mr. JOSEPH. But it referred to that time. 

Mr. STRUBLE. Does the gentleman claim that this wonderful 
change, to which he has now alluded, has taken place since he made 
that repari to ? 

Mr. JOSEPH. No, sir; but since the year 1880, to which the report 


_ the gentleman has read refers. 


Mr. STRUBLE. Well, does the gentleman claim now—and I ad- 
vance to this for the purpose of another point in the argument—that 
since the introduction of railroads the system of irrigation obtaining 
there before their introduction has been largely and efficiently ex- 
tended ? 

Mr. JOSEPH. Yes, sir. 

Mr. STRUBLE. ‘The gentleman does so claim? 

Mr. JOSEPH. Yes, sir. 

Mr. STRUBLE. How does it come, then, that no allusion was made 
to these things in the gentleman’s report to the committee, but that 
the gentleman in that report should plant himself squarely and fairly 
upon the statement to the House and to the country that 94} per cent. 
of the total lands in that country are without sufficient irrigation for 
purposes of cultivation, or that they are in such a condition as to be, 
to quote the language of his own report, ‘‘ unfit for human habitation?” 
That was pretty strong language at the time the report was written. 

But to go still further, and as effectually refuting the gentleman’s 
theory, let us see what he said in that report of the number of farms 
in his Territory, as compared with those in 1860; and tlemen will 
not, I think, have much trouble in appreciating the em ent in 
which the gentleman from New Mexico is now placed. Continuing in 
his report, he said: 

The Territory of New Mexico was organized in 1850, and in thirty years there- 
after it had a population of only 119,565 souls, or less than one person to the 
square mile, and its population during the two decades preceding 1880 only in- 
creased 26,000, all of which increase occurred after 1870, and consisted yof 
persons connected directly or indirectly with the construction, maintenance, 
and o on of railroads leading through said Territory to the Pacific Ocean. 
While population increased as above stated, and also by reason of large minin. 
enterprises, yet, as shown by said census, there has been an actual decrease o 


the agricultural element, the number of in 1880 bein 


actually less than 
in 1860. This can be accounted for only on the fact of 


iy of water for ag- 


V of the ple will not permit ex- 
periments in water 1 an S ai actually —.— any effort towards 
reclamation of these vast deserts. 


This certainly does not show that irrigation and cultivation have 
been tly extended within recent years. 

And later on I will present from the last annual report of Governor 
Ross evidence showing that in the opinion of that official the present 
system of irrigation in New Mexico is a failure and will have to be 
abandoned; in fact, he says so in plain terms. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, this is one source of information to which I went 
to obtain my facts. I regarded it then, and still regard it, as a matter 
beyond dispute that improved and irrigation is n 2 
But right here let me emphasize as I go on that my purpose is not to 
depreciate New Mexico, but to make plain and unmistakable the 
position I have taken, that more than ing else New Mexico 
needs liberal appropriations from the Government of the United States 
to develop her soil by means of an ample and Jiberal system of water 
distribution, so that this wonderful soil may blossom with all the grains, 


* 


fruits, and flowers ſor which it is undoubtedly adapted when it is prop- 
erly provided with an abundance of water. 
er MACDONALD. Will the gentleman permit a question just 
ere 

Mr. STRUBLE. Well, my time is very brief. I will yield for a 
question, but not for a ; 

Mr. MACDONALD. I am not going to make a speech. What I 
want to know is if the gentleman wishes to give us to understand that 
he opposes the admission of New Mexico notwithstanding that its peo- 
ple are willing to assume its burden of the obligation for this purpose? 

Mr. STRUBLE. Not for this reason alone. The question of irriga- 
tion, however, without which the agricultural resources of the Terri- 
tory to which the gentleman from the Territory has alluded this morn- 
ing can not be successfully advanced, amounts, in my opinion, tosome- 
thing worthy of our consideration. And the question of material re- 
sources is, in my judgment, a proper element to be considered in dis- 
cussing such a question. I may be mistaken, and if I am mistaken ` 


then I desire to be set right. 

Mr. MACDONALD. Thope the gentleman will answer my question 
before ode, ay point. 

Mr. STRUBLE. I will answer the question now and frankly. It is 


one thing to be willing to assume heavy burdens and responsibilities 
and quite another to be able to properly and successfully bear and dis- 
charge them. If the gentleman from Minnesota will carefully read the 
report of Governor Ross, of New Mexico, for 1888, he will find, if the 
governor is correct, as no doubt he is, that the agricultural future of 
that country is wholly dependent on the establishment and mainte- 
nance of an extensive system of water-storage and irrigation. To pro- 
vide such a system as the governor regards n will require the 
expenditure of large sums of money, and while no doubt can exist that 
New Mexico will, before many years, be capable of dealing successfully 
with such a vast project of legislation, I am forced to the conclusion 
from documentary evidence available to all of us, some of which I will 
submit before concluding my remarks, that the time has not yet come 
when this great scheme of improvement and others for which provision 
would undoubtedly be deemed desirable to be made at an early period 
should be undertaken. To be plain, I say to the gentleman that I will 
have more confidence in the ability of the people of New Mexico to 
properly and wisely deal with these important subjects when the num- 
her of her English-speaking citizens has greatly i I mean 
American as distinguished from Mexican. 

Returning to the line of my remarks, what I maintain is, that we have 
the right and it is our duty to inquire into the agricultural, mineral, 
educational—every condition, in fact, bearing upon the question of fit- 
ness at this time for admission of a Territory into the Union. The dis- 
tinguished member from New York [Mr. Cox] said upon the pending 
proposition that population should be the criterion. 

Mr. COX. I did not say so. 

Mr. STRUBLE. Iso understood the gentleman. 

Mr. COX. I said the resources and character. z 

Mr. STRUBLE. I beg the pardon of my friend from New York. 
He did touch upon the question of population, unless I have entirely 
forgotten his remarks, and indicated i a favorable view of that criterion 
when he spoke of the question of the admission of New Mexico and 
his attitude toward her application for admission in 1874. He cer- 
tainly planted himself on population equal to the ratio of a member as 
a rule or criterion for admission. 

A MEMBER. He objected to Utah absolutely. 

Mr. STRUBLE. He made Utah an exception to all rules to be ap- 
pied. and I am glad that he did so. We all make that exception, un- 

ess it bea very few, who would admit Utah without any question con- 
—- social, religious, or other institutions. 

But I am not, as I said a moment ago, endeavoring to cast reflection 
upon this Territory, but rather to make manifest that the Government 
should be considerate and helpful to it and all Territories needing assist- 
ance that may be now and for many years unable of themselves to 
provide means to sink artesian wells and to establish such systems of 
irrigation as will bring from the mountains the surface water and placa 
it within reach of these seventy-four millions of acres of untillable land 
in New Mexico and seventy millions in Arizona, and thus enable their 
people to move forward in the development of their country and thereby 
contribute to their early eee for admission into the Union. 

Mr. MACDONALD, ould the gentleman make admission de- 
pendent upon the water supply? 

Mr. STRUBLE. Oh, no, not solely, if in all other respects there are 
found sufficient qualifications. But if the gentleman has given any seri- 
ous consideration of the situation in New Mexico, he will not endeavor 
to depreciate the importance of the water supply there. I am urging 
this as one of the considerations in this case. And it being admitted 
by both the governor and the Delegate that without an improved and 
vastly enlarged water system nothing by way of cultivation and hab- 
itation of 74,000,000 acres can ever be had, is this not a proper subject 
of discussion when it is es to admit the Territory as a State? 

But in order that the House may see that I am speaking not alone of 
what the gentleman from New Mexico [Mr. JOSEPH] said in his 
on this t, I desire to call attention to what the governor of that Ter- 
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ritory has recently said in his report to the honorable Secretary of the 
Interior of the necessity for aid to provide water—aid towards a very 
laudable purpose—to enable these people to be what they ought to be, 
and what they will at no distant day become, if properly helped. 

I call attention to this report, which I hold in my hand. There are 
two things to which the governor calls special attention. He presents 
at the outset two questions which he deems of supremest importance 
to the condition and welfare of the people of New Mexico. What 
are these? The disputed land titles is one; and he goes on and pre- 
sents forcibly and ably the necessity for some legislation by Congress 
which will bring about a settlement of these questions. On this point 
let me say that every Republican member of the Committee on Terri- 
tories united with the Democratic members in support of a measure 
that came before us in the Forty-ninth Congress, and again in this, to 
aid in the settlement of these land titles; and we believo that Congress 
ought to complete legislation in that direction and without delay. 
There ought to be something done to bring these people out of that 
unfortunate conflition of dispute which arises in a country where title 
to property is not settled; for it is a matter of undisputed fact that 
there exist in New Mexico now, and have for years, numerous and 
serious conflicts respecting titles to Spanish and Mexican land grants. 

But it will the better subserve my purpose to present in full what 
the governor says in his last annual report to the honorable Secretary 
of the Interior on this subject: 


You will pardon me for departing in a measure from the order of topics to be 
discussed, in your letter of instruction, in the introduction, at the 
ing of this report, of two subjects of paramount importance to New Mexico 
settlement of our lan: t titles and water storage and irrigation—as 
those precede, in their importance to the rota eee a future welfare of 
the Territory, every other topic of an economic that could be sug- 
gested, and to them parti: y, as matters of transcendent moment to every 
nterest and industry of this people, I ask the earnest attention of the rt- 
ment and of Congress. First, in the order of its consequence and as the is 
of subsequent development, is the need of Congressional legislation for the set- 

tlement of our 

LAND-GRANT TITLES. 
Compared to the acreage of the Territory, the area of tho lands in 
dispute is not large, but comprises several thousand holdings, and, confined 
nly to the valleys where water is accessible for cultivation and located in the 
vicinity of towns and railways, is the most valuable in the Territory. The greater 
portion of these claimed grants are but illy defined as to exterior boundaries, 
no way conforming to the public-and surveys, and in the increasing pressure 
of settlement and demand for land the unoccupied portions of these grants are 
liable to be settled upon by the incoming tide of migration in the absence of 
title papers on the part of the holders, under the impression that they are pub- 
lic lands, in many instances having been surveyed as such, and endless seri- 
ous frictions ensue, to become more serious from year to year, so long as legis- 
lation for settlement is delayed. 

It is almost impossible to say, as to lands in the vicinity of known ts, who 
are or who are not on grants, while as to disputed grants the confusion is corre- 
spondingly ter. It . ton degree, unsafe to go upon the public lands even, 
in some ons, for location of homestead and pre-emption, as it has not in- 
frequently occurred that after such location and attending improvements have 
been made, and thus specific value given to the land, real or manufactured 
grants of such lands have been developed and s condition of chronic litigation 
established, which, under existing legislation, only a judicial tribunal especially 

vided for the settlement of this class of titles can finally 3 

It is true that there are many millions of acres of agricultural publie 
lands in the Territory, but asa rule they are isolated water and railways, 
and from settlements and the advantages of schools, and points of supply, and 
often not susceptible of successful cultivation without irrigation, while the lands 
in the vicinity of the grants usually all these advan’ , and thus are 
naturally more generally sought and in active demand, though comparatively 
valueless for the lack of governmental recognition of title, or by reason of dis- 

uted title, and a consequent condition of litigation becoming constantly more 


tricate and threate: X 

This condition has reached a point where it has become impossible for the 
Territorial courts, in the crowded state of their calendars, even were they to be 
prs 88 to ever determine; so that the Eoma of settlement is ren- 

d less in the absence of special provision by act of Congress. 

It was in view óf stato of the case that an organization of prominent 
citizens of the Territory, composed of both races and all political creeds, rep- 
resenting all the interests and industries of the Territory and all shades of 
opinion on the grant question, was effected in the autumn of 1887 for the pur- 

of formulating a bill for presentation to Congress for its action, and a 
Relegation appointed by the executive to personally make that poenang 
d urge that action, to the end that we might secure the speed possible 


an 
relief from this dep: co! ion, 

The two bills per, de in the Senate of the United States, one of them 
ha’ passed the House of Representatives, embody in the main the features 
of the measure prepared and presented by that delegation. These two bills 
So can readily be, retaining the most valuable provisions of 
each, would y settle all controversy on this subject, and as satisfactorily 
to all interests as it would be possible for any measure of legislation to do—far 
more so than any that has been heretofore pro 

This measure has been pending in Congress since last January, now nearly a 
a. and it is noticeable t no suggestion but of indorsementand commenda- 

m of the plan of settlement pro} d therein has ever been made by any party 
or interest permanently or actively identified with or interested in the develop - 
minis fast, it would byi ht to be sufficient to sile: positi 

would seem obvious, ought to be sufficient to silence op on 
and secure the prompt 1 of this or some similar measure, 

This continuance of doubtful titles to many of the best and most available 
lands in the Territory has become a serious bar to the successful develop- 
ment of an empire in extent and in fertility of resources rarely equaled any- 
where and excelled nowhere, and that condition has been aggravated solely 
by the delay of Congressional action, and is egress, more so by continued de- 
lay, till the case as it now stands constitutes a chronic denial of justice by the 
Government to a community of its people who have staked their lives in 
behalf of American tutions and the spread and establishment of American 
civilization, and have expended largely and liberally of their means and their 
energies in the founding here of American homes. 


As I have already remarked, in the Forty-ninth and in in the 
t Congress the Committee on Territories reported favorably a 
authorizing the establishment of a special tribunal in the form of 


a court to hear and determine all disputes concerning these unsettled 
titles, and one of the strong arguments in favor of deferring admission 
of the Territory, in my mind, is this, that in the condition of things ex- 
isting in the Territory it seems to me far better and more conducive 
to a speedy adjudication of all controversies respecting these grants 
that the differences shall be passed upon by a tribunal of learned jurists, 
chosen by the President from citizens not residents of either of the 
Territories—Arizona and New Mexico—that they may be entirely re- 
moved from all local prepossession or prejudice, and hence in position 
to give in the first instance decisions which it may be hoped, from the 
confidence felt in the court rendering them, will be, as a rule, accepted 
as just, and thereby many appeals prevented, which, were the court of 
y loaning and more exposed to local influences, could not reasonably 
ex 5 : 

If New Mexico is admitted now, all these vexed and important ques- 
tions must go into the State courts and be there determined by tribunals 
which in many cases, while possibly possessing considerable knowledge 
of the history and law of the land grants, may be too much influenced 
one way or the other by considerations irrelevant to a fair hearing ot 
the causes. 

Passing from the point made by the governor as to land titles, the 
next question presented was that of headwater storage and irrigation, 
and the manifest importance of adequate water supply for these millions 
of acres of lands, the character and value of which were so splen- 
didly pictured by my friend, Mr. Jos rn, that the full development of 
which they are capable may be obtained, but which at this time cer- 
tainly lies in the future. In dealing with the subject of water supply, 
etc., the governor says: 

WATER STORAGE AND IRRIGATION, 


Next to the settlement of our land-grant titles, the question of greatest {m- 
rtance to New Mexico is that of water storage and distribution for irrigation. 
While in some portions of the Territory, notably in the timbered mountains of 


the north and the southeast, successful agriculture withont irrigation is notun- - 


common, it is not ible in very large areas, especially in the central and 
southern portions, though even in these there are occasional seasons when fair 
crops are realized in Jocalities by the natural rainfall. 

Yet, in view of the fact that a failure of crop is not possible with a reasonably 
complete stem of water storage and distribution, whereby tho farmer can 
compute crop practically to the Fe in advance, year by year, with a 

ven extent and thoroughness of cultivation, it follows that that s of cul- 
tivation will pay all, or more, the additional cost of irrigation, as the liability of 
failure of crop is thereby reduced to the minimum. 

New Mexico differs materially from all the Western Territories in that, lying 
in the southern foot-hills of the Rocky Mountains, it has few of the continuous, 
rugged ranges that characterize much of the north. The country here is broken 
into alternate valleys, mesas, mountain ks, and short ranges. Excellent fa- 
cilities are thus afforded for the gathering and storage of water, and at eleva- 
tions that permit its distribution, by the force of gravitation, to practically every 
tillable acre of land inthe Territory. 

The area of New Mexico is 79,000,000 acres. Of this it is estimated that not 
less than 60,000,000 acres may be classed as tillable with sufficient appliances for 
paaa eee Ta can be none only b — 2 — system of storage 

n er udes, so disposed as to gather an o surplus that comes 
down from the mountains and runs the streams bankfull at certain of 
every year, and thus reserve it for distribution during the dry periods of the 
later spring and earlier summer months, 

The general flow of most of the water-courses of the Territory is southward— 
Sa rising in the mountains of the north, gathering volume from lateral 

ributaries as they flow, usually at a descent of from 10 to 20feet per mile. This 
fall, in connection with the general prevalence of natural basins and arro; in 
proximity to the streams suitable for storage, affords excellent facilities for the 
es! ent of reservoirs and the conveyance of water by high line canals 
therefrom, which, by necessary deflection to maintain water level and eleva- 
tion, would afford irrigation for very large areas of land on the dry mesas lying 
below, otherwise im: ble of cultivation. 

The practice of water directly from the streams into irrigating canals. 
while practicable in the limited cultivation of the past, is inadequate even for 
Jas prenh; and utterly impossible for the future, as the lands that can be 

by such canals come into demand. Much confusion and friction is 


is most necessary. 

It is thus becoming more and more apparent that the present of inde- 
pendent ditching must be abandoned, and that in its stead the must as- 
sume ction of the water supply and its distribution bya carefully devised 


acres. : 
How best to store that valuable and much-needed, but now destructive, sur- 
plus of water, and save it for distribution at the seasons when ifs value is great- 
9 a problem that demands the earliest possible solution. 
practice of damming the streams for the diversion of the water into ca- 
nals is quite as mischievous as that of miscellaneous, independent ditching, as 
both methods at times deprive those below of their rightful share of water. 
Of the various devices have been suggested for storage without the incur- 
rence of these objections, one particularly seems to promise all the advantages 
desired, free from the objections named, and to be at once practicableand eco- 


nomical. 

That plan is the construction of wing-dams, or piers, constructed from the 
bank for a short distance up the center of the stream, to turn the surplus water 
through lateral ditches running therefrom by easy es and curves to miti- 
gate the force of the flow and to secure elevation into depressions, or natural ba- 
sins, that abound at convenient distances in the vicinity of all the streams, 
Constructed in this way these 3 will be sufficient to resist the force 
of the flood without great cost, located at intervals along the stream and 
bullt from both sides alternately, as the demand for or supply of water may re- 
quire or warrant, would catch and gather practically all the surplus flow with: 
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out diminishing the regular supply, at any season of the year, to the local ace- 
quias below. The surplus water from the meltingsnows of winter and the heavy 
rainfalls of the rainy season could thus be stored away and saved for the sup- 
ply of the upland or mesa districts, while the summer flow of the stream would 
not be estopped to the valley farms at the low or dry season stages of water. 

The governor proceeds to discuss the advantage of the reservoir plan 
of si and the obstacles in the way of putting the plan into execu- 
tion. He does not propose that Congress shall be invited to appropri- 
ate money for this purpose, but that the Territory be granted 230,000 
or more acres of lands to be devoted to the establishment of these con- 
templated reservoirs. So we have it that, with the incapacity of the 
native Mexican population for successful self-government—as I main- 
tain to be the fact—the governor, and it is presumed the people of the 
Territory as well, are willing to have these great questions assumed by 
the new State now and their determination entered upon, when, if the 
testimony of the governor can be accepted as literally true, the last 

ture was so incompetent for their duties as to be found lacking 
in capacity to frame simple revenue laws by which to meet the limited 
fiscal requirements of the Territory. 

If she were admitted in her present condition it would throw upon 
that State the great outlay of establishing, maintaining, and develop- 
ing such a system of water supply as the governor contemplates, and 

too, in advance of sufficient settlement of the country and also of 
sufficient intelligence and capacity for wise legislation to justify rea- 
sonable e tation of success. In my opinion Congress should aid 
these people, and, prior to admission, place these great schemes for 
water supply in such state that there will be less danger of ultimate 
failure. They should be devised in wisdom and all plans relating 
thereto be most carefully matured, and ifnot fully executed be placed on 
such safe foundation as would afford ground for considerable assurance 
of successful completion by the people of the new State within reason- 
able time after admission. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I must pass to the educational feature, but be- 
fore I do that it may not be uninteresting to have the opinions ofsome 
of the former governors of this Territory upon points referred to by 
my friend the Delegate [Mr. JosrrH]. I suppose if I go back to the 
authority of a certain Democratic official thirty years ago, I may be 
criti as being somewhat antiquated in my sources of information. 
Nevertheless I shall read first from a former Democratie United States 
official of that Territory, and then supplement that testimony with more 
recent opinions as to the condition and progress ofagriculture among that 
people, and I hold, Mr. Speaker, that before they are admitted into 
the Union there ought to be established agencies sufficiently helpful to 
bring them forward out of the old antiquated status of three hun- 
dred years ago into those more modern, and, asI believe, more helpful 
and profitable, and conforming more nearly to those found in other 
Territories as well as Western States outside of New Mexico and Ari- 
zona. A former Democratic official of New Mexico, Hon. W. W. H. 
Davis, for two and a half years prior to 1856 United States district at- 
torney in the Territory, and now, as I am credibly informed, suffi- 
ciently in the confidence of the Democratic party to hold the important 
position of pension agent at Philadelphia, in a volume written by him 
entitled El Gringo, and found in one of the public libraries here in 
the Capitol, treating of the primitive and ancient condition of the Mexi- 
can people as to methods of and development in agriculture and their 
situation as to man’ , said: 

The manner of cultivation ee rude and primitive. Until within 
ave 


Tire ho 


The following descript: 


the handle; or, still more 8 it is made out of two 
at the pans w ich is shod with a piece 

It has also, mortised into its upper 
called a tranca, which 
plays vertically through the plow-beam. Th: 


etors, who have purchased more modern plows 
latest pattern. In some instances as many 


plowing in New Mexico. 
There are a few „ and jewelers among the natives, but, 
if ever so well skilled, it would be im le for them to accomplish much with 


the rough tools they use. The gold and silver smiths excel all the other workmen, 
and some oftheir specimens, in ntofi muity and skill, would docredittothe 
craftinany partofthe world. Nearly all the lumber used for cabinet-making and 
building issawed by hand, and carried to market on burros, two or three sticks or 
boards e, and sold by the piece. The heavier scantling is dressed with 
an ax, and sold in the same manner. Before the Americans ied the Ter- 
ritory saw-mills were unknown, and their pisss was 3 su lied by hand 
labor; but since that time two or three mills have been » which do a good 
business. A few flour-milis have also been built, and the grain is better ground 
than formerly. In building they have no idea of architectural taste, but they 
construct their houses in the same style as their ancestors—rather comfortable, 
but very homely affairs. 
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All the implements used in husbandry are of the rudest description, and 
until within a few years the hoes and spades were made of wood. I do not 
recollect to have ever seen a wagon of Mexican manufacture. The vehicles in 
common use for farm purposes, and for . market when burros 
and pack mules are dispensed with, are called carretas, a rude cart, made in 
the style of two centuries ago, among the first settlers. If exhibited in the 
States they would attract as much attention as the hairy horse or the sea-serpent. 
They are generally made without iron, being fastened together with strips of 
raw hide or wooden pegs. The wheels are frequently solid pieces of wood, 
being a section of a large cottonwood tree, with a hole through the center for 
the axle. Sometimes =F consist of three parts; the middle one with a hole 
through it, and the two sides, segments of a circle, posses onto the first. An 
undressed pole of the proper length is fastened to the axle fora tongue. The 
body of the carreta consists of a frame-work of pos, much like a crockery- 
ware crate, which is made fast by being tied to the tongue and axle. The ma- 
chine has no bottom, and, when necessary to prevent the load falling out, a 
bull-hide is spread down. 

hese carts are universally drawn by oxen, and sometimes three or four yoke 
are hitched to one at the same time, The ox-yoke is in keeping with the 
vehicle, and consists of a straight piece of wood laid across the head of the oxen 
behind the horns, lashed fast with raw-hide, and is secured to the tongue in the 
same manner. For the re of the country these primitive carts answer 
every purpose, and on feast and holy days you will often seethe whole famil 
pleasuring in them, or driving to the nearest town to attend mass, The awheste 
are never greased, and as they are driven along they make an unearthly sound, 
which echoes through the mountains far and near, being a respectable tenor 
for a double-bass horse-fiddle. Some of the wealthiest proprietors have pur- 
American-made wagons of late years, and only use the clumsy cart for 
ordinary pu around the farms. Among the ricos there area few old-fash- 
ioned Spanish carriages, cumbrous and uncouth vehicles, which are drawn by 
four or six mules, with outriders and postilions. 

When a Mexican travels he carries with him both bed and board, and encamps 
on mountain or plain where night overtakes him. He and all his attendants go 
armed, which is a precaution highly n in whatever part of the coun 
you travel. In New Mexico there are no public houses by the wayside in whi 
the traveler can find rest and food for the ht, and, unless he is able to reach 
some village where there are friends, he is obliged to encamp out. In some of 
the towns Americans have opened places of “ entertainment for man and beast,” 
where a few can find tolerable accommodations at New York prices. Before 
the public house in Albuqueraue hangs a ene on which 5 in 
large letters, Pacific and Atlantic Hotel,” being considered the “way house 
between the two oceans. 

There is no capital invested in domestic manufactures, which do not exist ap 
a separate branch of industry. The few articles that are made are of a coarse 
texture, and are manufactured in families. The leading fabric is a coarse woolen 
blanket, called serape, which is made to some extent for domestic use and sale, 
At times a considerable trade is carried on in it withthe neighboring Mexican 
States and the Indian tribes. It forms an important article of clothing among 
the peasantry, and many of the better classes use it instead of cloaks and over- 
coats. A few ofa finertexture, in imitation of 8 saltillero, are also man- 
umactured, some of which sell for $40 and $50 each. ey are woven in bright 
and handsome colors and are quite beautiful. Theserape is a leading article of 
domestic man in Southern Mexico, and the costume of a caballero is 
hardly considered complete without one. Mier, on the Rio del Norte, in the 
State of Tamaulipas, is famous for this article, whence they are sold into all 
parts of the country. 

The New Mexicans also make an article of wool, called erga, a stout and 
coarse twilled stuff; it is woven in checkers and stripes, and is much used for 
carpeting, and also for clothing among the common people. This has become 
quite an article of traffic between the merchants and peasantry, and as it is made 
with little expense the latter derive considerable profit from the trade. It is re- 
tailed in the stores at from 25 to 40 cents per vara, and is manufactured for less 
than half that sum, The few articles of domestic manufacture are made wholly 
of wool, or nearly so, very little cotton being used, and neither flax nor hemp 
having yet been introduced into the country. Their spinning and weaving ap- 

is exceeding rude, and illy suited to the purpose. A machine, if it can 
so called, known as a huso or malacate, is in common use; thespindle iskept 
whirling in a bowl with great dexterity, while the operator draws the thread 


and weaves the fabric. 

But, lest it be concluded this authority is too aged to form a reliable 
basis for present estimate, I submit another of more recent date. 

In a volume entitled New Mexico, by Professor Charles R. Bliss, 
at one time, and possibly now, a professor in one of the Colorado col- 
leges, and written in 1879, he says: 

NEW MEXICO—THE PEOPLE, 

These are of several races—the Americans, the Indians, and the Mexicans, 
Of Americans there are about 10,000, engaged in grazing and mining and in 
conducting the general business of the Territory. 

The In number about 20,000; half of them are nomadic. A few years 
ago they were restless and fierce, but of late they have become satisfied with 
their reservations and occasion no trouble. The most advanced of these no» 


k the Spanish lan and also an Indian tongue which they are not wil 
ae zadan thers. Spi tly, fervent Catholics; but beneath 
their Catholic faith they retain their old beliefs of sun worshipers, they 


with tink bells, perform sa 

St. Francia elevated the host. ‘The emblems of heathen idolatry are seen in 
the es ese ow. countrymen of ours to-day, and u 

for . aid as reaches our ch from other 


lood ure 
„they possess qualities of great diversity. Some have all the an 
— ——— others all the stolidity and grossness of the Indian. 
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A few are well educated, shrewd, and successful in business, and intelligent 


upon current affairs; while the great mass are ignorant, su itious, and, so 
far as fitness to discharge the duties of American citizenship is concerned, prob: 
ably lower in the scale than any other class upon whom such duties have n 
imposed. T speak a foreign tongue and are actuated by a foreign spirit. 
Their arts of life belong to the sixteenth rather than the nineteenth century, 
and to mediævyal Europe rather than modern America, Their methods and im- 
lements of agriculture, the structure of their dwellings, and their means of 
tercommunication are of a very rude and primitive type. . 
Their beliefs are like those generally entertained in Christendom three cent- 
uries ago. Fables that the rest of the world has outgrown are current among 
them; and monkish permier w among civilized men long ago, are 
in full vigor there. The Penitentes, an order widely diffused among them, be- 
lieve that the sins of the soul may be atoned for by lacerating the body; and at 
a fixed time in the spring they assemble at a churchor in some desolate cañon, 
and, armed each with a sco made of cactus or thorns, or whatever else is 
fitted to tear the flesh, they inflictthe severest cruelties upon themselves. They 
then form a procession, headed by a man bearing a heavy oroe and, arriving at 
an appointed spot, they halt, bind the bearer of the cross upon it, and raise him 
from the ground, in imitation of the closing act in the life of Christ. Thecruci- 
fixion not unfrequently ends in death. In 1877 four young men are reported to 
have ended life in this way in Southern Colorado. 


But let us come now to official sources, that we may have the most 
reliable information, In 1879 Governor Wallace, in his official report 
to the Secretary of the Interior, in describing the condition of New 
Mexico as to agriculture, used the following language: 

Agriculture in New Mexico is zo in 
pox of the Mexican fathers hol 


‘velopment is barely sufficient to serve antici ion, Corn, wheat, oats, bar- 
ley, cat the 3 t 


ximately th 

lands, wherever 1 be in the Territory, belong to the productive or 
ing class. The dept 
Mississippi Valey tia results of intelli 
as it is, no one 
sense water is king. 

Notmore than one-tenth of the soil is actually occupied. A considerable por- 
tion ofit is unfortunately covered by grants claimed or confirmed. 


And in 1881 Governor Sheldon, in reporting to the Interior Depart- 
ment, stated: : 

Agriculture is chiefly confined to the valleys, where irrigation can be made 
a ble. Some of the mountain parks produce the more hardy and short 


crops without irrigation. 
There is sufficent cultural land, if cultivated, to supply the home market. 
The present meth of cultivation are primeval and do not properly indicate 
the productiveness of the soil. 


<p same official, in his report for 1884, on the subject of agriculture 
said: 
* 


1 
the last eighteen months there has been little — 1 building, and the culti- 
vation of the soil having been neglected, the poole find themselves without 
much money. Hence trade is light and times are dull. 

This year there has been a considerable increase in agricultural and fruit pro- 
ductions. From the best information at command I am of the opinion that the 
productien of — Sees, and fruits is nearly, if not quite, sufficient to 
supply the consumption of the pappie, There seems to be a general apprecia- 

te: that in future 


tion of the importance of these rests, and it may be expected 
— 2 will be sent out of the country for articles of food that can be raised 
at home. 


In 1886 Governor Ross reported progress in this important line of 
industry, and in his last official communication to the Secretary of the 
Interior made this reference to the subject: 

AGRICULTURAL DEVELOPMENT. 


has been made in the agricultural industries during the last 
ear. Not only have many thousands of acres of land been brought under cul- 

ivation, and the industry systematized by the introduction of the improv 
methods liar to American immigration, but with a large part of the native 
farmers there has been manifest a spirit of improvement in the abandonment of 

th Face fo ways that have so long prevailed among them. 

The wooden plow, the sickle, the th: g stockade, and the winnowing-fork 
culture. Once vent = 


being discarded, and in their places is coming the improved m: 

has made a successful science of ican 
these people are quick to see the disadvantages of their old ways and the ad- 
vantages of the new to enable them to successfully compete with the new- 


comers. 
Our agricultural-implemont establishments are thoroughly equipped with the 
a most welcome fact 


latest improvements in that class of machinery, and it 
that they find ready and extensive sale. 

So that it appears, if in 1856, as Davis said, their manner of cultiva- 
tion was exceedingly rude and primitive, and their implements of a 
pattern suggestive of those in use among the ancients; in 1879, ac- 
cording to Professor Bliss, their arts of life belonged to the sixteenth 
rather than the nineteenth century, and to medixval Europe rather 
than modern America;’’ in the same year (1879), according to the official 
report of Governor Sheldon, agriculture was yet primitive, and the 
wooden plow of the Mexican fathers held preference with the majority 

of farmers; and their primeval methods of cultivation continued in 
1881 according to the same governor, yetin 1886, it would appear from 
the report of Governor Ross, the wooden plow, the sickle, the thrash- 
ing stockade, and the owing-fork’’ were being discarded and im- 
proved machinery coming in their stead. 

So, Mr. Speaker, it appears that from 1850 down to this time, now 
nearly forty years, the people of New Mexico have adhered to these 
old, antiquated methods of cultivation, and the governor now says that 


Marked p. 


e 
are 
that 


the wooden plow, the sickle, the thrashing stockade, and the win- 
nowing-fork are being discarded and in their places is coming the im- 
proved machinery that has made a successful science of American 
agriculture.” Just coming in 1886, these improved methods of agri- 
culture, and I confess to me it is made a matter of congratulation that 
they are coming even now, though at so late a day. 

Mr. Speaker, much stress was laid by the gentleman from New 
Mexico upon a point which I now desire to touch. I know itis a 
delicate one, but I shall treat it respectfully and with an entire absence 
of feeling toward any person within the borders of that Territory. 
We will not keep New Mexico out of the Union because she is com- 
posed largely of a people foreign to our own. In the best sense they 
are not foreign to us, because they are of us and we propose to afford 
them every encouragement for becoming more like us, and when they 
shall have become so to an extent to justify such uction, we will wel- 
come themintothe Union. But what is the fact about the language 
of this people? I do not question or criticise the desire or the disposi- 
tion of any people of any race to use any lan other than the En- 
glish, to retain their language, to continue to write it, and to speak it; 
but I do maintain that this is a Republic of English-speaking people; 
that we are Americans in the sense of having as our ent lan- 
guage the English, and that the prevailing language in all the States 
and Territories should be the English. 

And while 75 to 80 per cent. of the native people of New Mexico, 
as is shown by the governor’s report for one year, speak a foreign 
tongue and speak it only—and can not understand the se lan- 
guage—I do feel that it is asking considerable of the n Con- 
gress to demand the admission of this people into the Union while this 
condition of things exists. 

Why, Mr. Speaker, it is well known that the laws of that Territory 
are printed in both languages, the English and the Their 
legislation is carried on in the Spanish tongue. In most of the schools 
the instruction is in the Spanish language. At all public meetings, if 
addressed by Americans, the agency of an interpreter must be 
This is the condition of things there. I do not speak of it as implying 
any disgrace, but to emphasize the proposition which seems to me to 
be one worthy of consideration that until in t to education, and 
in respect of all those things which are essentially and fundamentally 
of our Americanism, those people shall have become further devel 
in the line of the American lan; and American civilization, they 
are not entitled to claim admission into the Union. 

Mr. JOSEPH. I would like the gentleman to state what percent- 
age of English-speaking people he would think sufficient to entitle the 
Territory to admission? I would be glad to have him draw the line, 


rri- | so that we may prepare ourselves to comply with the requirement. 


Mr. STRUB. I am not going to attempt to lay down any exact 
line or rule on this question. It is stated here in a report from the 
governor made a few years ago that three-fourths of the le of this 
Territory k only that language which is peculiar to them. 

Mr. JOSEPH. And that they do not understand a word of English? 

Mr. 1 And that very largely they do not understand the 

guage. 

Mr. JOSEPH. Well, I claim that 75 per cent. of those who are 
known as native Mexicans in that Territory not only understand the 
English language, but speak it. 

Mr. STRUBLE. And I, in reply to that, quote from the official re- 
port of Governor Sheldon dated October 31, 1881, in which is found this 
sentence: 


Only a few of the natives can understand or speak the English language, and 
the same is true as tothe bulk of those who have emigrated since the acquisi- 


tion of the country in regard to the Spanish language, 


And from the report of the same official of date September 6, 1883, 
the following: 
. of the population are natives of the country and speak 


Now, these people—I mean the masses—are not to be censured for 
this whatever may be the merited censure due their leaders. No 
blame should be put upon them or anything which implies disgrace. 
They were in that country when we acquired the territory; they can 
not avoid their nationality or their language. I want to be understood 
rightly on this point. I know I am liable to misconstruction by 
some; but it does seem to me that when a people have only adopted 
the public-school system since 1871, which school system while mak- 
ing some progress—perhaps gratifying progress—is yet inadequate and 
insufficient, being largely carried on in the Spanish tongue—it does 
seem to me that on this important point we may question whether in 
this state of things—unavoidable as it may be and implying no blame 
on the part of these people—they are efititled now to admission, or to 
an enabling act, contemplating early admission. 7 

I am happy to say that the latest reports indicate good progress in 
the extension of common schools; but in 1856 that Territory rejected 
our common-school sytem by popular vote; they would not have any- 
thing to do with it; and not until 1871,when asort of compulsory school 
law was passed, was there the least made in the esta’ b 
of a free- school 1 for the education of youth either in the En- 
glish language or in their own common tongue. 
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I have here statistics showing the number of schools, the number of 
teachers, and the amount of money expended, which will be of interest 
in this discussion; but before going to those let me remark here in all 
friendliness that such is the apparent lack of interest in reference to 
the public-school system there that our Commissioner of Education 
is 1 able to get from any officer in New Mexico reports on the 
condition of the schools. This morning I went to the Bureau of Edu- 
eation and asked for the latest report on schools in New Mexico. The 
gentleman to whom I applied—one of the subordinates—informed me 
that the bureau had not been able to get a report from that Territory, 
to be incorporated in the next educational report to be issued by the 
Commissioner. Now, I suggest whether it would not be well for my 
friend from New Mexico, who is so much interested in the admission 
of the Territory, to help, by his influence with the appropriate officer, 
whoever he may be, in having a report made to the Educational Bureau 
this winter, so that the actual facts may be known, and that we may 
determine whether anything more should be done by Congress toward 
facilitating or helping along the cause of education In that Territory. 
In my judgment this ought to be done. 

Mr. JOSEPH. If the gentleman will permit, I will inform the 
House that such a a ges was made last December. Whether it was 
to the bureau to which the gentleman refers, I know not. 

Mr. STRUBLE. Does not my friend refer to the report which ap- 
pears in this volume which I hold in my hand, being the report of the 
Commissioner of Education for 1886-87? An employé in that depart- 
ment informed me this morning that this report from that Territory 
was only obtained by writing to the auditor, who sent a copy clipped 
from a newspaper of a published annudl report made to his superior 
officer, the governor, showing, as it does imperfectly, the condition of 
things there as to schools, 

Right here let me call attention to a matter of school statistics. I 
have not much time, but on this point a great deal of ground might be 
gone over. Here is what p rts to be a report from the auditor of 
the Territory on the schools in New Mexico. What does it show? 
Here is what is stated in this report, embodied in that of the Commis- 
sioner of Education: 

No complete statistics of education in New Mexico have been collected since 
the United States census of 1880. Those given in the educational report of the 
Territorial auditor for 1886-87 5 summary of which appears below, are not 
only very defective as regards number of counties ropata; but bear in- 
ternal evidence of unreliability, “rhe school population (five to twenty years) 
is less than reported by the census of 1880, one county reporting a school popu- 
lation of only one-fourth of the enrollment, Sierra Count reports an average 
* more than three times as la as the enrollment. 

Superintendent Parker, of that county, makes some very pertinent sugges- 


po 3 more complete and accurate reports by teachers and school 
o 


Then follows a table showing school population (five to twenty); 
number of counties reporting—all. According to these figures theschool 
population in 1886-’87 was 36,435. In 1880 the whole school popula- 
tion in the Territory, according to the census ofthat year, was 40,415. 
So that it appears that the present school population is nearly four 
thousand less than that reported by the last census—that of 1880. 

Of course I am willing to agree that this report, when considered as 
showing the educational condition, is quite unreliable. I hope in this 
one it is unreliable as indicating the real condition of educa- 
tion and prosperity oo the people whom my friend has the honor to 


re 

Mir J ET S I can explain that to the gentleman from Iowa by 
saying that since then the private schools, mission schools, both Cath- 
olic and Protestant, have increased, and we not only have one school in 
every voting precinct, but we have two mission schools, one Catholic 
and one Protestant. That accounts for the decrease of attendance in 
the publie schools, 

Mr. STRUBLE. That may account somewhat for the decrease, and 
if it does, it relieves the situation. 

Mr. WARNER. The decrease is not in that respect, but the de- 
crease is in the number of scholars attending the public schools, 

Mr. STRUBLE. Les; that isso. The point to which I refer is the 
decrease in school attendance. I am obliged to the gentleman from 
Missouri for correcting me on this point. The school attendance be- 
fore was over 40,000, and wesee from the reports covering 1886 and 1887 


that it had decreased from over 40,000 of school attendance to some — 


36,000. 
Mr. JOSEPH. That is evidently a mistake. 
Mr. STRU BLE. There certainly is a mistake somewhere, I readily 


grant. 
Mr. WARNER. I do not believe the school population of New 
Mexico is 


decreasing. 
Mr. 5 It has beerti all the time. 


\ 
which I have referred exhibits a decided increase in attendance upon 
the schools, the average daily attendance in ten of the thirteen counties 
being 10,024 as against 3,150 in 1879. Letthe goa w work goon. We 
will all greet its continued advance with a God-speed. 

Mr. Speaker, I shall have to pass by a number of points I desired to 
make, and will now come to the consideration of a delicate question, 
but one of vital importance in view of the proposition to bring in New 
Mexico at an early day, and that is the competency and qualification 
of the people of the Territory, as now populated, for the successful ad- 
ministration of State government. I have presented already some facts 
as to its agricultural condition and development; I have presented the 
opinion of the governor of that Territory that the present system of 
irrigation is a failure and that they must have help for the establish- 


ment of an enlarged and roved system. I have also presented some 
facts as to their educational affairs. 
Now, as to whether the people of New Mexico are sufficiently 


qualified to successfully on a State government. I have only 
to allude to the fact that for three hundred years and more the people 
of New Mexico have had opportunity to fally demonstrate that they 
have that agri for popular self-government which should be re- 
quired of the peopl e of any Territory before it should be received into 
fellowship with the other States of this Union, and during the last one 
hundred years they have had the illustrious example of the American 
Republic under the Constitution—as well as that of the various States— 
to guide them, having, on February 2 next, themselves been forty-one 
years one of its Territories. Nevertheless, as I feel justified in main- 
those of the people of New Mexico who are natives taken asa 
body of citizens have not yet by their past and present history demon- 
strated their fitness to now assume the important bilties per- 
taining to the foundation-work of one of the great States of the Union. 

Time will not admit of more than one illustration being eke yn 
Iinstance the fact that notwithstanding this Territory was organized in 
1850, and the fact that ample opportunity and example have been 
afforded them in so and essential a matter as establishing a 
fairly adequate revenue system, as well as the enactment of Jaws on 
other subjects closely connected with their advancement, they have 
utterly failed. 

As relevant to the financial condition of affairs in that Territory, I 
wish to call attention to the Territorial Legislature to which reference 
is made by Governor Rossin his report for 1887, and to read an extract 
or two from that report to show what was done there by a Repub- 
lican Legislature, because I was amazed to find, in view of the state- 
ment to which I shall presently refer, that it was a Republican - 
lature, and content myself now by saying in passing that if that 
condition of affairs was exhibited under a Republican Legislature 
what would not have been the condition had the ture been 
Democratic? [Laughter.] I repeat, I was disappointed to find the 
last Legislature Republican, and I may say I was a little chagrined, 
too. But now let us see what Governor Ross said in his report ofa 
year ago on that question, and after I have concluded with that I will 
not further occupy the attention ofthe House. He says: E 


This Territory presents the anomslous spectacle of a comm: 
remarkable natural resources and in a generally prosperous — Ragen 


Now an empty treasury, particularly in some States and municipal- 
ities, isnot, as we all know, a rare thing, but if that were the condition 
under a Republican Legislature, mi As query is, what under heaven would 
have been the condition of things had there been a Democratic Legis- 


lature? [Laughter. ] 
Mr. HERMANN. Ask us an easier question. 


Mr. STRUBLE. I admit the question is somewhat perplexing, but 
let me read further from this report: 
The rains have baen 0o) co; 


paekan ra 
or disaster ip 4 e and = 
the publi treasury, and that has bee its condition fo yearn. 

e public n pi ly its condition for rs. — 
secret of that cond onis 8 has been 


scarcely a semblan: a system of 
revenue, or sce e in the = been for Fears regulating as eee of the pub- 
lic finances, result has ears a chronic depreciation of the paper 


of the Fri a condition — be as the expenses of the Territory have 
creased with the increasing magnitude of its interests. 
mbly was earnestly directed, at — 


n and — aaea dd of the public credit, and the arogo of — 
chases in depreciated treasury warrants o os the necessity of paying for 


warran 
vs been thrown away annually and lost to the tax- 
is now in debt to a large amount overand above 
vernment, for the lack of a uniform and 
cpanel administration, and is daily fall- 


aaa eth ad aega eee adoption — But in that EE the ns 
inted, 1 parties inside . outsi: 
to be ores we = —— Pa 8 were more aA a 


That is the way they spent their time. Instead of attending to the 
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public business, they were discussing partisan and personal questions, 
rather than those of an economic and patriotic character, 

Hence the time of the session was largely consumed in the preparation and 
discussion of matters of little relevancy to general public affairs—of schemes 
for the satisfaction of partisan and personal antagonisms and of individual ag- 
8 and greed. But little was done for the betterment of affairs, and 

t little so crude and ill-digested that it has become a serious question whether 
the work of the session, summed up, has not been productive of more evil than 


That is a Democratic picture of the condition of affairs, I concede, 
and we must make all due allowances for the picture for that reason, 
because the artist is a Democrat, but they were legislating, or presumed 
to be legislating, in the interest of the people of the Territory, It 
seems that they were unable to devise any plan or adopt any scheme 
for raising revenue for the support of the Territory. Their disposition 
seemed to be to engage in personal and partisan schemes instead of de- 
voting themselves to great public concerns. 

This is the solemn declaration of a Democratic governor and his 
judgment upon the representatives of the people assembled under the 
influence of solemn oaths to do their duty to the people of the Terri- 
tory. I cite it, Mr. Speaker, as an evidence of the want of capacity of 
that people for self-government, Our friends on the other side can 
make what they please of it. They may say it was a Republican Legis- 
lature. Very good, the people of New Mexico chose them from the 
body of the people of the Territory as their representatives and to legis- 


late for them. They voiced, I argue and believe, the intelligence and 
capacity of the people for the serious question of self-government. 
Notwiths' g the example of the older States and the other Ter- 


ritories, with which these representative men must certainly have been 
quite well acquainted, they were utterly unable to devise any plan or 
scheme for raising revenue for the Territory and enacting other whole- 
some laws, and hence the disgraceful condition of affairs, according to 
the report of thegovernor, who has thus deliberately pictured it. Al- 
lowance should be made, of course, for disputed and unsettled land titles, 
for the condition of agriculture, as it was and is in its limited develop- 


To the honorable Senate and House of Representatives of the United States: 
The . your petitioners, would res represent that it is not 


to the business , nor is it the desire of Sher sen of New Mex- 
ico’s citizens, who are incommercial pursuits, that New Mexico should 
at the present time be tted into the Union as a State. 


Your petitioners would further represent that New Mexico is at present 
totally unfitted for the responsibilities of stateh because, first, the ee 
her on are unfamiliar with language, and ugh 

over whom the design- 


ing, dishonest, and untru readil: 
the latter to sway the former almost without limit; second, because, up to the 
political power in our Territory has 


been demonstrated that 


Kaus, 4 ft weft coms 
and that the a c 3 
the gravest fears that if left to enact laws w ch the people could not take to 


come a di to us as a State, and to our sister with whom we woul 
in the National Government, and would bring ridicule upon us 
from the entire civilized world; third, that our political ers have been poli- 


es 
udges have been a) 
tig whims and ca y "e 
ur petitioners would further respectfull 
holders, but aro, and for a long time have been, 


qu 
whi 
titioners’ earnest 
hood 


pursuits in Albuquerque, 
is now the commercial center of New Mexico; and that it is your pe- 
ief itted to state- 

vide somo convenient, speedy, 
us condition of 


all public business, and keep all pub- 
lic records, in the English language, and require the English language to be 
tenis in our oe schools, and make it a qualification of teache: 55 
and officials eee eee ite the En- 
lish — — When you have done this, when the masses of citizens come to 
Korou y understand the true bilities and privileges that are 
as voters and citizens of the United States, and would be theirs as citizens of a 
State, when our wonderful be sey pron timber, and mineral lands have the 
resent clouds, in the land grants, removed from their title, so that an 
telligent on come among us, to take advantage of our productive 
soil, u resources, and salubrious climate, and when we can be assu: 
that the spoilsman and the political mountebank no longer has the masses fet- 
„ bound, and under his control, and we know that honesty, economy, and 
virtue will in the administration of publio affairs, then will your peti- 
tioners be most urgent in the claim that New Mexico should be itted to 
and to assume the duties and responsibilities of State government, 
but until we will ever most earnestly our being 
admitted into the Union as a State, 


During the delivery of Mr. SrRuBLE’s remarks the following proceed- 
ings were had: 

e SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. DUNN in the chair). 
man’s time has expired. 

Mr. STRUBLE. I ask consent of the House to extend my remarks 
in the RECORD. 

Mr. WARNER. I ask by unanimous consent that the gentleman 
from Iowa [Mr. STRUBLE] be permitted to finish his remarks. 

Mr. STRUBLE. I wish to make one point more, which will take 
perhaps ten minutes. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move that the gentleman be permitted to goon 
ten minutes longer. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. I ask that the gentleman be permitted 
to proceed until he has finished his remarks. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Thesame courtesy was allowed to other gentlemen. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to allowing the 
gentleman to proceed for ten minutes longer? 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. I move that he be allowed to proceed 
until he has concluded his remarks, 

Mr. STRUBLE. Iam a member of the Committee on the Territo- 
pes and have not intruded myself upon the House but very little here- 
tofore. i 
3 SPRINGER. Lask the gentleman have all the time he may 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. How much? 

Mr. SPRINGER. He says ten minutes. 

3 of New Lork. Let him go on until he has finished his 
remarks. 

Mr. BURROWS. I understand the gentleman from Iowa only asks 
for fifteen minutes. 

Mr. STRUBLE. I will try to conclude in fifteen minutes. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I understood the gentleman to ask for only ten 
minutes. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Let me ask a parliamentary question. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. aaa D. When is the final vote to be taken on this 
proposition 

e SPEAKER pro tempore. That is not a parliamentary question. 
Is there objection to allowing the gentleman from Iowa to continue 
his remarks fifteen minutes longer ? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I wish to know from the Chair whether any 
resolution has been adopted by the House fixing the time the final vote 
is to be taken on this subject. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. There has not. 

There was no objection, and Mr. STRUBLE was allowed to proceed 
for fifteen minutes longer. 


The gentle- 


The Sugar Bounty. 
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or 


HON. JOHN O. SPOONER, 


OF WISCONSIN, 
In THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, 
Friday, January 18, 1889. 

The Senate having under consideration the bill (H. R. 9051) to reduce taxation 
and simplify the laws in relation to the collection of the fevenue— 

Mr. SPOONER said: 

Mr. PRESIDENT: I desire to give, as briefly as I may, the reasons 
which induce me to vote for the pending amendment. Before - 
ing, however, to a discussion of the specific question before the Senate I 
venture to remark that this subject, in general and in detail, is one 
upon which men may well honestly differ. We upon this side of the 

represent one school of political economy; our friends on the 
other side, with one or two exceptions, represent another, and we are 
wide apart in our views. The Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] al- 
luded yesterday, in discussing this amendment, to the fact, and so far 
as I am concerned I have no disposition to conceal that it is within 
certain limits a fact, that there are, in a sense, dissensions among Re- 
publican members of the Senate as to certain details of this bill. 

I can not say that every item in this bill meets my unqualified ap- 
proval. It would be difficult, I fancy, to frame a bill thoroughly re- 
vising the tariff upon all the items of which Republican Senators would 
coincide. But J am in favor of reducing the revenues of the Govern- 
ment upon the line which has been observed in the formation of this 
bill; in other words, on the line of protecting American industries, 
increasing the demand for American labor, building up in every way 
our own country to the uttermost, and wi in the completest pos- 
sible sense our industrial independence. It is my firm belief that the 
tenets of Senators upon the other side will lead away from the accom- 
plishment of this great purpose. 
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They object vehemently to being called free-traders. Ina technical 
and absolute sense they may not be such. In a practical sense, having 
reference to the commercial systems of the world to-day, they are in no 
position to successfully impeach the justice of this designation. They 
are in fayor, they tell us, of raising revenue by levying customs du- 
ties, but they are in favor of raising those duties for revenue only. In 
other words, they are—and that constitutes the free-trader of to-day— 
in favor of a tariff for revenue only. -Aside from the general denun- 
ciation of the protective system, in which, with few exceptions, they 
have indulged, I do not recall in all this great debate in either House 
a word said in its favor, except by two or three in the Senate. 

The best definition I have recently heard of such a tariff is that given 
by the Senator from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] at the last session. He said, 
as I remember his speech, that whenever the duty reached a point 
where it became protective—in other words, whenever it reached a point 
where it discouraged the importation of foreign products—he was op- 
posed to it, his theory being that the duty should he levied to encour- 
age the importation of products from abroad in competition with those 
of our own country. That is not the theory of this side of the Cham- 
ber, nor is it the theory of the people, at least of the Northern people. 
For myself, I am in favor of putting on the free-list whatever we want 
in this ee ae we do not here produce, and of reducing the rev- 
enues of the Government by requisite duties upon the importation of 
those foreign products which come into unfair competition with our 
own because of the differences in condition between labor abroad and 
in this country. 

I have been somewhat surprised at the bitterness which has many 
times been manifested on the other side of the Chamber in the discus- 
sion of this question. We have been charged with being in favor of 
monopoly, but certainly our friends have had a monopoly in this de- 
. bate of vituperative words. Almost every Senator who has spoken 

in opposition to this bill has denounced the protective system as 
one of robbery, and the word ‘‘steal’’ has not been of infrequent use 
nor of limited application. It must seem strange to the country that 
in this great legislative body discussion of an economic policy is so 
fruitful of acrimony. It is a fair concession to those of us who do not 
believe in tariff for revenue only that we are sincere, and it is of course 
an equally fair and just concession for us to make, and I cheerfully make 
it, that those on the other side of this Chamber who advocate a differ- 
ent policy are sincere. 

It is a mistake, Mr. President, for our friends to assume that the 
American people in the last election did not consider this question and 
did not decide between these two policies. Whatever else of principle 
was involved in that great contest, and there was much, the difference 
between the two great parties npon the question of an adequate protect- 
ive tariff and free trade, or a tariff for revenue only, was a governing 
factor. There never was a campaign in which there was so complete 
and earnest debate from every rostrum upon this subject as that from 
which we have just emerged. Every speech that was made in the 
House of Representatives and in the Senate upon this question was 
sent broadcast throughout the country. 

The press, greatand small, metropolitan and rural, of both political 
parties, for months before the election laid before the people elabo- 
rate and analytical articles upon the tariff. There was hardly aschool- 
house in the North in, which again and again the question was not dis- 
cussed and the differences between the two parties pointed out. Dis- 

inguished orators from Texas, including the chairman of the Ways 
and Means Committee of the House of Representatives, and his Dem- 
ocratic confréres upon that committee from the South, were heard in 
many Northern States and accorded a respectful hearing. 

The intensity of the interest manifested by every grade of our peo- 
ple in the subject, in its varied aspects, might well excite wonder 
among any other people; and between the two ms, that repre- 
pa by the President's message and the Mills bill, and that repre- 
sented by the Senate bill and the report of our Finance Committee upon 
it, the people solemnly and deliberately chose at the ballot-box in 
November. So that we may fairly take it as settled from that elec- 
tion that even though the people might not be satisfied with all the 
details of this bill, or of any tariff bill which may be formulated, they 
are not willing to let go the protective system, under which this coun- 
try has so grown, despite unfavorable conditions, that to-day its equal 
in wealth and 3 and strength and in the happiness of its peo- 
ple is not found upon the earth. 

I say to the Senator from Texas and to his associates that the people 
of the North will not take kindly to the assertion made by him the 
other day and repeated by others in this debate that they have been 
educated wrong, and that in asingle canvass of a few months there has 
not been time to correct the errors into which they have been led. 
Senators are mistaken. The Lore reading, thinking le of the North 
understand this subject, and they know in what 8 their in- 
terests lie, and their decision at the last election can not be impeached 
or overthrown by any such suggestion. 

So that, Mr. President, I feel certain that I shall be representing 
fairly the greatly preponderating judgment of my constituency in vot- 

for this bill, though there may be in it, as there are, items which 
o not meet with my approval. 
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Mr. President, our friends seem to think that whenever they are 
able to show that a duty levied to encourage an industry in this coun- 
try constitutes, for the time being, a tax upon the people, however 
slight, it is the end of all argument, and that the American people 
when they shall once understand that the price to theconsumer is thus 
increased by the Jevy of a duty will repudiate it as a betrayal of their 
interest. I think they misunderstand in this the temper of the peo- 
ple, and that they underestimate the patriotism of the people. It is 
a fundamental error to assume that the destiny of the Anglo-Saxon 
race on this continent is to be able to buy for atime this or that article 
a little cheaper. 

It is wiser statesmanship, and more in harmony with the patriotism 
and judgment of our citizens, to take a broader view of such a subject. 
If we can by the levy of a duty encourage a new industry; if we can 
plant factories where they do not exist; if we can draw capital into 
new fields of investment; if we can increase the demand for labor, and 
thus add to the rewards of labor, and elevate the standard of living 
among those who labor; if we can diminish the dependence of our 
country upon any other country for that which we want, I believe the 
American people are quite willing, not only willing but anxious, to en- 
dure the temporary tax which that may involve. They look beyond 
to-day to the future, and are not disposed to reduce everything on this 
earth to the standard of the penny. 

Now, as to the proposed bounty: 

First. Is it constitutional? It is not to be expected that we will 
agree on this side of the Chamber with the principles of constitutional 
construction maintained by the Senator from Texas, and many of those 
associated with him. He belongs to the old school of strict construc- 
tionists. We on this side of the Chamber do not. He belongs to the 
school of constructionists whose object from the beginning was to so 
construe the Constitution as to enlarge the powers of the States, and to 
shrink the powers of the United States. He belongs to the school of 
constructionists who could find in the Constitution power in the State 
to overturn the Government, to destroy the Union under the Constitu- 
tion, but could never find in that instrument any power in the National 
Government to enforce the laws or to maintain its integrity. 

If that school of constructionists had been successful we would have 
had no united country and little need of a Constitution. But that 
school is fast going to pieces. Every now and then some distinguished 
member breaks away from it. There is not a Senator on that side of 
the Chamber who has voted for what is called the Blair bill ” who 
has not openly abandoned and deserted that school of strict constitu- 
tional construction. Since the war at least it ought to be taken as for- 
ever settled in this country that the broader construction of the Con- 
stitution, under which the Congress of the United States may preserve 
the Union, and build up its industries, and subserve the purposes of 
good government, is no longer to be hampered by such views as those 
announced by the Senator from Texas. 

There can no longer be any doubt of the constitutional power of Con- 
gress to enacta protective tariff, and so far as the mere question of consti- 
tutional power is concerned, the distinction is not easy to discover between 
a prohibitory duty, or a duty levied with especial reference to building 
up an industry or to maintaining it against unfair foreign competition, 
and the granting of a bounty for the same purpose. It is too late tor 
the Senator from Texas, or any other Senator, to successfully establish 
the proposition that Congress has not the power to do the former. Ido 
not intend to spend any time upon it. Itis enough to say that the 
first Congress which sat after the adoption of the Constitution, and 
which numbered among its members many of the most distinguished 
statesmen who took part in framing that instrument, adopted a pro- 
tective-tariff law, and that from that day to this it has been in practice 
the legislative policy of this Government. 

The preamble declares the purpose of the act, and affords conclusive 
evidence that the Congress had, by it, in contemplation the encourage- 
ment and protection of manufactures, It can not be too often quoted. 
It is as follows: 

Whereas it is necessary for the support of the Government for the discharge 
ft of the Uni an nd Mu- 
JJC 

Not much tariff for revenue only“ in this famous preamble! 

Certainly those men knew as well as the Senator from Texas the pur- 
pose and scope and true construction of the Constitution and were as 
unfaltering in their fealty to it. 

Such a long-continued, practical exposition of the Constitution cer- 
tainly ought to be sufficient to put an end to all question upon the sub- 
ject. 

But, Mr. President, the Senator from Texas argued, and I think he 
read from Mr. Clement C. Clay, of Alabama, and from Judge Cooley’s 
work on Constitutional Limitation, to ho that this proposed bounty 
is a violation of the fundamental principles of Government. As the 
Senator states the proposition for which he contends, and if reference 
is had only to the quotation from Judge Cooley, without regard to the 
context, and to the cases to which he refers, the Senator would not be 
far wrong. He that Congress has no power to raise money by 
taxation for a purely private purpose, and that the t of this bounty 
is a purely private purpose, and that therefore it is unconstitutional, 
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If one were to grant the premises of the Senator he could hardly escape 
his conclusion. He quotes from Judge Cooley the following: 

We think it clear, in the words of the supreme court of Wisconsin, that the 
Legislature can not, * è * in the form ofa tax, take the money of a citizen 
and give it to an individual, the 8 interest and welfare being in no way 
connected with the transaction. The objects for which money is raised by tax- 
ation must be public, and such as to subserve the common interest and well- 
being of the community required to contribute, or, as stated by the supreme 
court of Pennsylvania, the islature has no constitutional power to 3 
levy a tax, or authorize a municipal corporation to do it, in order to raise funds 
for a mere private purpose. 

No such authority passed to the Assembly by the general grant of legislative 
pore This would not be legislation. Taxation is a mode of raising revenue 

or public purposes. When it is prostituted to objects in no way connected with 
the public interest or welfare it ceases to be taxation and becomes plunder from 
the owners of it into the possession of those who have no title to it. Though 
it be done under the name and form of tax, it is unconstitutional for all the rea- 
sons which forbid the Legislature to usurp any other power not granted to them. 

No one questions the correctness of the proposition here laid down. 
The Wisconsin case to which Judge Cooley refers was one in which the 
city of Milwaukee undertook, by an ordinance, to exempt from taxa- 
tion the hotel property of a citizen in that community. The state- 
ment of the case vindicates the conclusion and language of the court. 
The Pennsylvania case was one of the same kind. 

The Senator also quotes from a decision of Mr. Justice Miller, in the 
case of Loan Association against oe (20 Wallace, 664), the follow- 
ing, which is a favorite quotation of the modern tariff reformer : 

To lay with one hand the power of the Government upon the property of the 
citizen, and with the other to bestow it upon favored individuals, to aid private 
enterprises and build up private fortunes, is none the less a robbery because it 
is done under the forms of law, and is called taxation. This is not legislation, 
It is a decree under legislative form, 

The case in which this decision was rendered was one in which the 
common council of the city of Topeka issued $100,000 of bonds, as a do- 
nation to a particular company located in that city, to encourage that 
company in establishing a manufactory of iron bridges there, the 
bonds to be paid by taxation. Judge Miller says, as a result of his 
examination of the authorities to which he referred, and of the reason- 
ing of his opinion: 

We have established we think beyond cavil that there can be no lawful tax 
which is not laid for a public purpose. It may not be easy to draw the line in 
all cases so as to decide what is a public purpose in sense and what is not. 

It is obviously dangerous and misleading to cite isolated sentences 
from an opinion of a court as maintaining a general proposition of law 
without any regard to the case in hand or to the reasoning of the opinion 
as a whole. It is singular that the Senator will not distinguish between 
a case in which an attempt was made to levy taxes for a purpose con- 
cededly private and one like that which underlies this proposition for 
a bounty, which invites the whole people of the United States into a 
new industry—to engage in the culture of the sugar-beet, of sorghum- 
cane and of the sugar-cane, and the establishment all over the land of 
sugar manufactories, which, if successful, shall make us entirely in- 
dependent of all the peoples of the earth in the production of this 
necessary of life, besides vastly increasing the wealth of our whole peo- 

le and widening the field for labor. 15 this not a public pu ? 
Ts it in any sense a narrow and private one, like that to which the 
tor adverted ? . 

I ventured to call the attention of the Senator, as bearing upon his 
proposition that the bounty was a violation of the fundamental prin- 
ciples of government and a tax for purely private purpose, which the 
State can not any more do than the National Government, to a decis- 
ion of the Supreme Court of the United States (Salt Company vs. 
East Saginaw, 13th Wallace, 373), which seemed to me to meet and 
overthrow his proposition. It grew out of this state of facts: Some 
years ago it occurred to the Legislature of Michigan that it was im- 
portant to the people of that State to encourage and build up the salt 
industry. Thereupon, and for that purpose, they enacted a law de- 
claring that all eompanies or corporations formed, or that might be 
formed, for the purpose of boring for and manufacturing salt in that 
State, and any and all individuals engaged, or to be engaged, in such 
manufacture, should be entitled to the benefits of the act, and that all 
property, real and personal, used for said purpose should be exempt 
from taxation, and that there should be paid from the treasury of the 
State, as a bounty, to any individual or company or corporation the 
sum of 10 cents for each and every bushel of salt manufactured by such 
individual, company, or corporation from water obtained by boring in 
the State. 

Mr. REAGAN rose. 

Mr. SPOONER. Does the Senator desire to ask a question? 

Mr. REAGAN. I desire to ask a question. I wish to know if the 
Senator does not recognize that there is a difference between the limited 
and delegated power of the Federal Government and the general grant 
of legislative power to a State? 

Mr. SPOONER. I will get to that in a moment, when I shall have 
concluded the statement of facts. The law had the effect intended. 
It induced a large number of firms, and of individuals, to procure the 
necessary plant, and to engage in the manufacture of salt. After the 
industry had been largely developed (and the development was brought 
about confessedly by this bounty law), the Legislature of Michigan re- 
pealed the law, and the property thus purchased was subjected to tax- 
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ation. The question was raised whether that law, as to the individuals 
and companies which had acted under it prlor to its repeal, was ao 
a contract of exemption and bounty, and therefore whether this ac 
of Michigan repealing it was not violative of the Constitution of the 
United States as impairing the obligation of a contract. The supreme 
court of rece held that it was a bounty law, pure and simple.’ 
The supreme t say (19 Mich., 274): 

The act of 1859 is clearly, in its nature and purpose, a bounty law, and noth- 
ing else. For the encouragement of the manufacture of salt it promises an ex- 
emption from taxation and for the payment of a sum of money for each bushel! 
of salt produced after the quantity shall have reached a certain prescribed limit.“ 
When a bounty is earned it becomes a vested right, and we fully agree with the 
former decision of this court in People against Board of State Auditors (9 Mich., 
327), that the party earning it can not then be deprived of the right. ‘ 

It did not occur to the court that this law, which was a “bounty 
law, and nothing else, for the encouragement of the manufacture of 
salt, was unconstitutional, ora violation of the fundamental principles 
of the Government, or that it took the property of the people an 
transferred it to individuals for a merely private purpose, which! 
even a State can not do. The opinion is one of much learning, and 
was delivered by Chief-Justice Cooley, the distinguished author of the 
work on Constitutional Limitations, from which the Senator from 
Texas read. The court held that the law, though a valid law, was not, 
in the nature of a contract, and therefore might be repealed as to those 
who had not yet earned the bounty. The Supreme Court of the United 
States took the same view, not intimating at all any doubt as to the 
validity of the law. They say, in short: 

The law does not, in our judgment, belong to that class of laws which can be 
denominated contracts, except so far as they have been actually executed and 
complied with. There is no stipulation, express or implied, that it shall not be 
repealed, General encouragements held out to all persons indiscriminately to 
engage in a particular trade or manufacture, whether such encouragement be 
in the shape of bounties or drawbacks or other advantage, are always under the 
legislative control, and may be discontinued at any time. : 

Mr. REAGAN and Mr. GRAY addressed the Chair. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Wisconsin 
yield to the Senator from Texas? 

Mr. SPOONER, Certainly. 

Mr. REAGAN. I desire to ask the Senator if he does not make the 
distinction, even under that decision, between the limited and delegated 
power of Congress to do only what it is authorized to do, and the gen- 
eral power of the State to do what is not prohibited? 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator and myself never will agree so long 
as we live upon the limitations upon the powers of the General Gov- 
ernment in respect of tariff taxation. In other words, he clings to a 
construction of the general-welfare clause of the Constitution which I 
utterly repudiate. We can not expect to agree upon that subject. I 
was attempting to controvert his proposition that it was a violation 
of fundamental principles of government to give a bounty to encourage 
or stimulate any industry and his assumption that the purpose of this 
bounty was a private instead of a public one. 

Mr. GRAY. Will the Senator yield to me? 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. 

Mr. GRAY. The Senator from Texas asked the question I was about 
to ask the Senator from Wisconsin myself. I would be very glad if 
the Senator from Wisconsin would answer the question of the Senator 
from Texas as to whether he believes that it is a correct canon of con- 
struction of the Constitution of the United States, as distinguished from 
the rules that govern the construction of a State constitution, that in 
the latter case all powers inhere in the State government that are not 
expressly denied it by its constitutional framework of government, 
while as to the Constitution of the United States no powers are to be 
considered as granted or implied unless specifically granted. Lask the 
Senator whether he denies that proposition? 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator merely puts to me in perhaps a little 
finer and more elaborate phrase the question put by the Senator from 
Texas, and I must say in reply to the Senator from Delaware what I 
said in reply to the Senator from Texas, that I think, unlike the Sen- 
ator from Delaware, that a true and correct interpretation of the gen- 
eral-welfare clause of the Constitution warrants the appropriation by 
the Congress of the United States of money for education in the States, 
and for other purposes national in character. In other words, I have 
never entertained any doubt, as the Senator from Delaware has, of the 
constitutional power of Congress to pass the Blair bill. I think, under 
the Constitution of the United States, Congress has the power to give 
this bounty or any other bounty to all the people, and which will, in 
the judgment of Congress, encourage and build up a great industry. 
So, as far as the construction of the Constitution of the United States 
is concerned, in this respect the Senator and I differ, as he knows. 

The Supreme Court of the United States do not sustain the act of 
Michigan upon such a distinction as the Senator suggests between the 
power of a State and the power of the Federal Government. They 
treat it as a bounty law, and, being a bounty law, as valid. If it were 
what the Senator from Texas argues, no State could pass it. On my 
construction of the Constitution the Congress of the United States is 
not prohibited by the Constitution from passing a bounty law, and it 
seemed to me that this decision might be fairly used in support of the 
proposition that it violated no fundamental principle of government. 
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The Senator from Texas seems to think that a bounty necessarily 
operates to take money from the pockets of the people and put it with- 
ous consideration into the pockets of a few fora guay private pur- 


pase; that it can not be for a public purpose, and therefore within the 
province of Congressional legislation. 

Mr. GRAY rose, å 

Mr. SPOONER. Does the Senator from Delaware @esire to inter- 
rupt me? 

Mr. GRAY. I do not wish to interrupt the line of the Senator's 
argument if it is disagreeable to him, and if he so intimates I shall de- 
sist. It seems to me that the question put by the Senator from Texas 
is a pertinent one. From what the Senator from Wisconsin has just 
said I rather infer that he does not disagree with me as to the funda- 
mental proposition that in the rules of construction which have been 
applied by courts and by authorized expounders of the Constitution 
who have treated of the subject, there is a difference between the con- 
struction of a State constitution and the construction of the Federal 
Constitution in this regard, that whereas in the one case the State gov- 
ernment has all those powers of legislation which are not denied to it 
by its constitutional framework of government, in the case of the Fed- 
eral Government it has no powers except those specifically granted to 
it, or those which are necessarily implied from the powers that are 
specifically granted. 

Mr. SPOONER. I am familiar with the distinction between State 
sovereignty and the power of the National Government. 

Mr. GRAY. Isupposed the Senator was, of course; it is so funda- 
mental and elementary. 

Mr. SPOONER. But so far as this amendment is concerned, that 
seems to me to be a mere abstraction. 

Mr. GRAY. Ifthe Senator will yield to me for one moment, I shall 
not interrupt him again. I thought it necessary to call the attention 
of the Senator from Wisconsin to the question again because I think 
he said a while ago, after the Senator from Texas hai asked the ques- 
tion, with a great deal of emphasis, that the Constitution of the United 
States did not deny to Congress the right to grant a bounty, which would 
seem to indicate that he entertained an opinion in regard to the proper 
rule of construction which I have just adverted to at variance with 
what I think he really entertains. 

Mr. SPOONER. I said, and I repeat, that under a proper construc- 
tion of the general-welfare clause of the Constitution of the United 
States, I think Congress has the constitutional power to grant this 
bounty. 

Mr. BUTLER. May I interrupt the Senator simply for the purpose 
of making an inquiry? 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. 

Mr. BUTLER. Inhis opinion is there any limitation whatever upon 
the power of Congress under the general-welfare clause? 

Mr. SPOONER. The limitation upon the power of Congress under 
the general-welfare clause is not easily defined, in my judgment. 

Mr. BUTLER. In other words, then, I understand the position of 
the Senator to be that whatever a majority of Congress thinks wise and 
proper and for the general welfare may be done. 

Mr.SPOONER. They must be national objects affecting the general 
welfare. 

There has been since the war a popular construction, ina sense, of the 
general-welfare clause of the Constitution of some significance. I sup- 
poseitis fair to assume that the States would not adopt an amendmentto 
the Constitution prohibiting Congress from exercising a particular power, 
except upon the theory that that power exists and might lawfully be 
exercised unless prohibited. After the war the States found it neces- 
sary, or thought it wise, to adopt an amendmient to the Constitution 
prohibiting Congress from paying for slaves or assuming the Confeder- 
ate debt, implying that without this prohibition it might be done. 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator and I differ in one respect. I had al- 
ways supposed that the Constitution and laws of this country were 
construed by the judicial department of the Government and not by 
popular opinion. It seems, however, that he is trying to put on a dif- 
ferent construction. He says, as I understand him, that the popular 
opinion of this country has settled several questions of construction 
of the Constitution since the war; that, among other things, Congress 
has been prohibited from paying for slaves, and has been prohibited 
from assuming the Confederate debt, and that, therefore, upon all ques- 
tions, as I understand him, it is only necessary to get the popular judg- 
ment in order to obtain a correct construction of the powers of Congress 
under the Constitution. 

Mr. SPOONER, I have not said that. The Senator, however, 
ought to be, and I presume is, familiar with the proposition of law that 
a long-continued and uninterrupted practical exposition of a statute 
by a legislature or by executive officers is often taken by the courts as 
equivalent to a judicial construction. I referred, as I have good right 
to refer, as bearing upon the proposition that it is diffieult to define 
the precise limit of power under the general-welfare clause, to the fact 
of the popular interpretation of that clause as to be inferred from the 
action upon the constitutional amendment to which I alluded, and my 
friend must not forget that this construction by the States is by the 
Constitution-making power of this country. 


Mr. HOAR. Will my friend from Wisconsin allow me to make - 


‘suggestion? 


Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to to my friend from Wisconsin, and to 
call to the recollection of the Senate (in order to show that this is not 
a partisan or even a local or sectional view of this matter), that when 
the present Attorney-General of the United States was a highly honored 
and distinguished member of this body he advocated in the strongest 
terms the constitutional view which my friend from Wisconsin hag 
stated, to wit, that in the expenditure of money under the general- 
welfare clause Co has the consiitutional power to expend money 
from the Treasury without limit for national objects which are in its 
judgment for the general welfare. 

Mr. MITCHELL. That it is not prohibited ? 

Mr. HOAR. It is not prohibited. 

Mr. SPOONER. Of course it is not. 

Mr. GEORGE. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question so 
that I may understand his exact position; that is all? I do not want 
to interrupt him, except to get a clearer idea in my own mind of his 
position. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. 

Mr. GEORGE. There are two general-welfare clauses in the Con- 
stitution. One is found in the preamble, Under that I have not un- 
derstood that any jurists of late years have claimed that any specific 
power or any substantive power was granted. There is another, con- 
tained in section 8 of the first article of the Constitution: 


Tho Congress shall have power: 
1. To lay and collect taxes, duties, im and excises; to the debts, and 
provide for the common defense and general welfare of the United States, 


Under that clause, since the time of Mr. Monroe, a great many per- 
sons who belong to the school of what are called strict constructionists 
of the Constitution have believed that pure expenditure of money and 
nothing else might be made outside of the specific powers granted b 
the Constitution to Congress merely upon the ground that such expend- 
iture was for the general welfure of the people of the United States. 

The question I desired to ask the Senator was, whether in deducing 
a power of under what he calls the general-welfare clause he 

uded to the general-welfare clause as stated in the preamble, which 
would give a general power of legislation over all subjects, whether re- 
lating to an expenditure of money which Congress might deem for the 
general welfare or otherwise, or whether he confined himself to the 
clause which I have read in the eighth section of the first article, con- 
fining the power of Congress under what he calls the general-welfare 
clause of the Constitution simply to an expenditure of money for the 
general welfare? 

Mr. SPOONER. I am now taking no account of the preamble. 

Mr. REAGAN rose. 

Mr. SPOONER. I intended to be brief, and these interruptions are 
taking time. I would be glad to be permitted to go on. 

Mr. REAGAN. Will the Senator allow me to say one word on the 
subject presented ? 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. 

Mr. REAGAN. My understanding is that Mr. Story, in comment- 
ing upon what is called the general-welfare clause in the eighth section 
of the first article of the Constitution, assumes that it is not a sub- 
stantive grant of power, but that it is a limitation upon the giants of 
power, and in arguing that question he says if the general-welfare 
clause of the eighth section was a grant of power, then it was useless to 
go on with the article and mention the various grants of power con- 
83 in that interesting article, because all else would have been sur- 

usage. 

Mr. SPOONER. I do not so read Mr. Story, but that is the view of 
the school of which the Senator is a disciple. 

But, Mr. President, it is a waste of time to further discuss this ques- 
tion of constitutional power, or to refine upon it at this day. In the 
earlier days of the Republic bounties were frequently granted by Con- 
gress. The first law that ever was passed upon the subject of a tariff 
contained them. 

The question ought to be considered at rest. 

Second. Is it expedient to grant the bounty proposed by this amend- 
ment of the Finance Committee? As a matter of first impression it 
seemed to me open to the objection that being a bounty upon an agri- 
cultural product it might be deemed among agriculturists invidious, 
in that it offered encouragement to one product of agriculture whichit 
denied to others, such as wheat and cotton and corn and the like, but 
it has seemed to me, upon reflection, that there would be no ground 
for dissatisfaction in that respect. The others are all well established 
in this country, and have been for a great number of years, and there 
is none certainly of more universal consumption, or mpre to be re- 
garded as a necessary of life, than sugar. 

I think if by any means we can stimulate the sugar industry, so as 
to be able in the course of time to produce in our own country, by the 
employment of our own capital, and by means of our own labor, all 
of the sugar which its vast and rapidly increasing population needs, 
at the same time adding what is of infinite importance, one more ele- 
ment in the diversification of our agricultnre, no one will deny that 
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it is important to do so. Other countries have done so, whose soil and 
climate are not better adapted to the growth of products rich in sugar 
than portions of the United States. What has been donein Germany, 
and France, and Russia, and Austria, and in Denmark is worth tryi 
in the United States. The industry is already started, and has made 
fair progress. The subject is not a new one in this country. Atten- 
tion has been frequently called to it by very learned, elaborate, and 
practical reports from the Agricultural Department. 

pga hy from time to time, for some years app large 
sums of money for making and reporting experiments, in order that the 
processes of other countries might be adopted here, and perhaps even 
improved. The people have taken great interest in it. The facts as to 
the manufacture of sugar from sorghum in the State of Kansas were 
laid before the quite fully by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. 
PLUMB] in his able and instructive speech of yesterday. The experi- 
ment in the growth of the sorghum cane, and in the manufacture of sirup 
from it, has been tried with success, flattering under the circumstances, 
in the by no means tropical region from which I come. 

In the year 1884 over 321,000 gallons of this sirup were produced in 
Wisconsin. What the possibilities are in that region in the culture 
and utilization of the sugar-beet is, of course, yet problematical, al- 
though a comparison of the rainfall and the conditions essential to the 
successful raising of the sugar- beet, and the manufacture of sugar there- 
from, in Denmark, where it is now a profitable industry, with portions 
of Wisconsin and Minnesota and Illinois does not exclude those regions 
from flattering possibilities in that direction. The manufacture of 

from the beet in California has made great advancement. In 
truth, with our infinite variety ofsoil and climate, with the courage, 
intelligence, industry, and ingenuity of our people, and the abundance 
of our capital, who will dare to say that the field is not fairly open to 
us for the successful manufacture of sugar in our own country, and 
that all inducement and encouragement in that direction may well 
cease? Certainly it would not be fair to that industry to-day, or just 
to the people of the United States, to withdraw from it all measure of 


‘This protection must be afforded in one of two ways: Either by main- 
an adequate duty upon it, or by lowering the duty and in lieu 
of it affording the needed protection by bounty. It is strenuously in- 
sisted by those representing sugar-producing States that a protection of 
less than 2 cents a pound will not be sufficient. As between the two 
plans I do not hesitate, under the circumstances, to choose the Senate 
proposition. I am not in favor of maintaining the duty as fixed by the 
present law, or even as fixed by the Mills bill, upon sugar. 

This matter was much considered by the people during the last cam- 

i In demonstrating the sectional character of the Mills bill, and 

yy way of impeaching 3 of the Demenan > party i in demand- 
ing a reduction of duty on the necesaries of life, many times and 
oft, and everywhere, called attention to io fact. ‘that the Mills bill 
had reduced the a which is a necessary of life, and of uni- 
versal consumption, a trifle, and we called attention to the fact, as 
we had a right to do, as evidencing sincerity upon the part of the Re- 
publican party in this respect, that the Senate bill reduced the duty | of 
on sugar one-half. I feel warranted in saying that so far as my par- 
ticipation in the campaign gave me opportunity of observation the 
proposition to thus reduce the duty upon sugar, as proposed by the Sen- 
ate bill, was one which met universal popular approval. 

The duty upon sugar isa purely revenue duty. It is a tax, and is 
added to the cost to the consumer of every pound of sugar, for the rea- 
son that the domestic production is, as compared with the amount of 
sugar imported into the country, absolutely triflingsand the home prod- 
nct being so slight it affords no competition with imported sugar, and 
therefore does not tend even to bring down the cost of sugar to the 
people. In this respect it differs from most protected articles, 

It was stated here in debate yesterday, and I will repeat it, that our 
importation of dutiable sugar during the year 1887 was 2,781,159,695 
pounds. The valueof the imported was 868, 882, 884. The duty 
or tax paid upon it by the people of the United States was 856,507, 405, 
a little over 80 per cent. of the value. The sugar product of Louisiana 
for 1887 was 181,123,872 pounds. This, it will be observed, is e mere 
bagatelle. Manifestly it is asking too much by way of enco t 
to the sugar industry of Louisiana, or of this country, that the duty on 
sugar shall be maintained at its present rate, or even as it is fixed by 
the Mills bill. To make it at the rate fixed by the latter, even, would 
be affording to that industry a greater measure of protection than any 
ever given under any tariff to any other industry in the United States. 
Itis out of all reason and utterly indefensible. 

The Mills bill reduces in the aggregate this tax upon the 
about $11,000,000 per annum; the Senate bill reduces it about $28,000,- 
000 perannum. The difference in the annual reduction, upon the basis 
ol the importation of 1887, is in favor of the Senate proposition about 
$17,000,000. The bounty proposed would amount to between three 
and four million dollars. My friend from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] in- 
forms me that it would amount to about $3,500,000. Call it $4,000,- 
000. Now, it is manifest that by giving this bounty of 1 cent per 
pound and reducing the duty 1 cent per we will make an an- 
nual saving upon this necessary of life to the people of the United 


States of about 824, 000, 000 a year over the present law, and of at least |: 
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$13,000,000 a year over the Mills bill, and at the same time afford to 
the sugar industry of the country all of the encouragementand protec- 
tion which would be afforded by the Senate bill fixing the duty at 2 
cents a pound. This vast sum of money is worth saving. 

Mr. REAGAN. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question 
for information? I understood him to say that the imports last year 
were 2,781,000,000 pounds, and that the same year the domestic prod- 
uct was 189,000,000 pounds. 

Mr. SPOONER. Oh, no; I said the same year the Louisiana prod- 
uct was 181,123,872 pounds. The other domestic product was 10, 158, 
400 pounds, and the dutiable importation was 2,781,159, 695. 

Mr. REAGAN. It was stated by the committee that our imports of 
sugar for the year 1887-88 were 3,330,000,000 pounds. The amount 
produced in the United States the same year was 290,000 hogsheads, 
equal to 580,000,000 pounds, making an aggregate of 3, 880, 000, 000 
pounds for consumption. 

Mr. SPOONER. Iam not talking about what the bounty would be 
if we raised all our own sugar; I am talking about what the bounty 
would be based upon the present domestic product. I was undertak- 
ing to show that we could pay this bounty, which would amonnt to 
about $4,000,000, reduce the duty on sugar one-half, and still save to 
the people of the United States each year about $13,000,000 over the 
Mills bill, and about $24,000,000 over the present law. 

Mr. REAGAN, I suggest to the Senator, if he will allow me, that 
the 3 of last year would certainly amount to 580, 000, 000 
poun 

Mr. SPOONER. I think the Senator is mistaken. That is a mere 
matter of arithmetical calculation, however. I am quite sure that my 

res are correct. 

Mr. EUSTIS. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question? — 

Mr. REAGAN. I said 580,000,000 pounds. 

Mr. SPOONER. I was informed by the Senator from Iowa that on 
the domestic product the bounty would be between $3,000,000 and 
$4,000, 000. 

Mr. ALLISON. On the basis of any production hitherto in this 
country from sugar-cane, beets, and sorghum, three millions and a half; 
and three millions and a half is a high estimate. 

Mr. GIBSON. If the Senator from Wisconsin will allow me 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Louisiana appeals 
to the Senator from Wisconsin. 

Mr. REAGAN. In one moment. I want to state that the commit- 
tee have brought in a report here in which they say the production 
last year was 290,000 hogsheads, and that would make 580,000,000 


pounds. 

Mr. ALLISON. Where has the committee brought in such a state- 
ment as that? 

Mr. SPOONER. That is tobacco, is it not? 

Mr. REAGAN. I did not mean tobacco; I meant sugar. I have 
the committee’s statement about the amount of sugar, and it shows 
the bounty must go over $5,000,000. 

ee GIBSON. The Senator from Wisconsin predicates the amount 

maae proa roduced in fhis country on the present production of sugar, 
but the object of the amendment is largely to increase the production 
of sugar. If that be the case, we may assume that the bounty, instead 
of being $3,000,000, as it would be, laid on the present production, will 
increase fivefold every succeeding year, so that in five years from now 
the bounty paid out of the Treasury of the Government of the United 
States to sugar-producers would probably exceed the amount now lev- 
ied under the tariff. 

Mr. SPOONER. If I did not suppose that the home production 
woul4 increase, I certainly should not vote for this amendment. The 
object of the proposition is to secure, if it be possible to do so, such a 
gr wth and development of the sugar industry of the United States as 
o necessarily increase the annual boun 

Mr. GIBSON. If the Senator will permit me, I assumed that he 

was proceeding in his remarks upon the assumption that the bounty 
method would be more economical to the people of the United States 
in the long run than the protective policy. 

Mr. SPOONER. Possibly not in the long run. It might be neces- 
sary to reduce it or to abandon it. I was attempting to demonstrate 
this proposition: Corceding that the sugar industry of Louisiana and 
of the United States needs the measure of protection in order to its en- 
couragement and development that is afforded by the 2 cents a pound, 
as a matter of economy to-day to the people who buy sugar and who 
pay this tax, we could save $13,000,000 a year or thereabouts over the 
Mills bill, by reducing the duty as it is proposed by the Senate bill 


. As compared with the Mills bill? 

ees SPOONER. As compared with the Mills bill, and we can save, 

with the present law, about $24,000,000 a year. 

ag GIBSON. I fear the Senator misapprehended me. I admit 
that on the basis of the present production it would be an economy, 
but when the production increases, the amount of the bounty must also 
increase to co: nd with it. Then the Senator leaves cut from his 
calculation entirely the amount of tariff duty imposed by thie bill on 


the foreign importation of s 3 
Mr. SPOONER. I do not leave that out. 
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Mr. GIBSON. It should be added to the bounty that is paid as 
against the Mills bill. 

Mr. SPOONER. That 1 cent duty per pound is an element in my 
estimate, 

I must admit that the annual amount of this bounty may increase. 
I hope it willincrease. That is the object of the proposition, as I before 
stated. All I want to say is that as between protecting the Louisiana 
. a industry and the sugar industry in Kansas and the beet-sugar 
industry in California and in other parts of this country by maintain- 
ing the 2 cents a pound tariff and reducing it one-half, as the Senate 
bill does, and giving this bounty, I am in favor of the reduction of one- 
half and the payment of the bounty, because it will accomplish two 
purposes: it will give the needed protection to this industry, the 
needed encouragement toit all over the United States wherever the 
conditions are such that its production is possible, and at the same time 
it will vastly reduce the annual tax upon the people which to-day they 
Say sugar. 

. GIBSON. I will not interrupt the Senator, but I take issue 
with him. I may take occasion to make some remarks on the subject 
hereafter. 

Mr. DANIEL. Will the Senator from Wisconsin allow me to ask 
him a question? 

Mr. SPOONER. I have allowed almost everybody to ask me a 
question, and I do not like to reſuse the Senator from Virginia. 

Mr. DANIEL. Iam much obliged to the Senator for not discrimi- 
nating against me. Why is it thatsugar is selected to be promoted by 
a bounty? The same system of bounty is not applied to cotton-ties 
and tin-plate and other articles of manufacture, so that the whole peo- 
ple can share the taxes instead of putting them on the consumer. 

Mr. SPOONER. That is an industry which is already in existence 
and has been protected many years by the levy of duties, and the situ- 
ation as to sugar is exceptional. It has not been for the last few 
years 

Mr. DANIEL. Why is not the manufacture of steel rails promoted 
by a bounty as well as the manufacture of sugar? ‘That is an old in- 


dustry. 

Mr. SPOONER. The same answer I made to the Senator as to cot- 
ton-ties applies to steel rails. 

Mr. D. L. Not only cotton-ties but tin-plate. There are no 
cotton-ties or tin-plate manufactured here. 

Mr. SPOONER. The iron is manufactured here and the steel out 
of which the tie is made, and that industry has adequate protection in 
another form. 

Mr. DANIEL. But the tie is not, neither is tin-plate. Now, why 
select sugar to be promoted simply by a bounty and not any other in- 
dustry, which is as old as the sugar industry or any new one that you 
want to bring into existence by a bounty? 

Mr. SPOONER. I wonder why the Mills bill, if there is anything 
in the argument of the Senator from Virginia, has reduced sugar so 
little and puts cotton-ties on the free-list. But there is a clear dis- 
tinction, as I said before, between this and other items. Sugar occu- 
pies an exceptional situation. The people do not eat cotton-ties, but 
they eat sugar all over the United States, the poor 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President 

Mr. SPOONER. I hope the Senator will allow me just to finish my 
sentence. 

a BUTLER. I beg theSenator’s pardon. I thought he had con- 
elu it. 

Mr. SPOONER. As well as the rich. The duty which has been 
levied upon sugar has not operated to increase the sugar production in 
Louisiana. The statistics show that before the war it was much greater 
than it has been since the war, and the production of sugar from the 
sugar-cane is confined to that State, and, as I understand it, to Texas. 
The disproportion between the domestic product and the importation 
is so great that there never was anything that was more like robbery, 
apart from the necessity for revenue, than to ask the people of the United 
States to pay year after year fifty-six or sixty millions of dollars by way 
of tax upon sugar in order to protect Louisiana sugar-planters in a 
product which in 1887 amounted to only 181,000,000 pounds or there- 
abouts. I want to protect that industry. Iwant to protect the sugar 
industry in the whole United States. I want it encouraged, and we can 
much better afford, as I have been attempting to show, to give this 
bounty of 1 cent a pound than we can afford this protection by main- 
taining the 2 cents duty on sugar. K 

Mr. EUSTIS. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. EUSTIS. If this high tax on sugar is robbery and is a burden 
upon the people who consume sugar, I would ask the Senator why in 
1883 the conference committee, which was composed exclusively of 
Republican Senators, departed from the rule and the rate which had 
been established by a vote of the Senate, and by their report recom- 
mended an increase of 25 per cent. on sugar? 

Mr. ALDRICH. So far as that is concerned, I will say, if the Sen- 
ator from Wisconsin will allow me, that the statement now made by 
the Senator from Louisiana is not true. 
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Mr. EUSTIS. I took it from the statement made by the Senator 
from Kentucky [Mr. BECK] in his minority report. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I do not know what the inference to be drawn 
from it would be if it was true, but I repeat it is not true. 

Mr. EUSTIS. That is the statement made by Senator BECK in his 
minority report. ; 

Mr. ALDRICH. Not as now stated by the Senator from Louisiana. 

Mr. EUSTIS. Perhaps you misunderstood me: As I understand it, 
the report of the Finance Committee fixed the rate at 2.40. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator is now referring to a particular kind 
of refined sugar, not to the duties on raw sugar. 

Mr. EUSTIS. I refer to the kind of sugar the American people eat, 
and to no other kind. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The proportion of the grade of sugar now referred 
to by the Senator from Louisiana which is used by the American - 
ple is very small, and is probably not more than 5 per cent. of the 
total 5 
* Mr. EUSTIS. That is a grade of sugar, I maintain, that the Amer- 
ican people consume and eat. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I contend, in contradiction, that they do not con- 
sume over 10 per cent. of the grade of sugar referred to, between Nos. 
13 and 16 Dutch standard in color. 

Mr. EUSTIS. Why, Mr. President, sixty miles from New Orleans 
vou can go into any hotel or any boarding-house, and that is the grade 
of sugar that you will find upon the table. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I do not know what may be true in the State of 
Louisiana, but in the Northern States you can not go into a hotel or 
house anywhere in the country where you will find that grade of sugar 
upon the table. 

Mr. EUSTIS. Above No. 13? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Between No. 13 and No, 16; that is the particular 

e in question. 
Mr. EUSTIS. I maintain that is the grade consumed in this coun- 


try. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ican not speak for Louisiana. After hearing that 
sugar was still made there by the open-kettle process, which was dis- 
carded years ago everywhere else, except in China and India, I do not 
know what may be done in Louisiana. 

Mr. EUSTIS. Why was the duty raised? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will answer that later. 

Mr. EUSTIS. Ishould like to know. 

Mr. ALDRICH. As I say, the only change made by the conference 
committee in any grade of sugar was a change in the rate on sugar be- 
tween No. 13 and No. 16 Dutch standard. The statement made by 
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Beck] was that we had raised the 
rates above those fixed by either House. The sugar schedule was not 
considered in the House of Representatives in 1883, and therefore no 
rate was fixed there. The Committee on Ways and Means recommended 
a rate of 3 cents a pound on sugars between 13 and 16 Dutch stand- 
ard of color. The Senate voted originally to make the rate 2.40 cents, 
and afterwards 2.50 cents per pound, 

This was the situation when the subject went to the conference. 
The House committee had recommended 3 cents, the Senate had fixed 
the rate at 2} cents. The House conferees asked for 3 cents, and as a 
matter of compromise, and because the committee believed that this 
was a just and equitable rate, they fixed the rate at 2}. This is the 
whole story, and the change applied only to sugars between 13 and 16. 
The Senator is certainly very much mistaken if he supposes that in the 
North or in any other part of the country, I think, outside of Louisiana 
sugars of that color and grade go into general consumption. The re- 
finers of the North produce but a small quantity of this grade and 
usually sell it at a loss. 

Mr, SPOONER. Mr. President, the Senator from Louisiana put into 
my mouth a sentence which I did not utter. I did not say that this 
duty upon sugar was a robbery of the people. I said it was more like 
robbery than any other item upon the tariff list, leaving out of view ne- 
cessity for revenue and having reference to the protection of the do- 
mestic product. The word ‘‘robbery’’ I get from the other side, for they 
have again and again denounced the duty upon almost every item in 
the list as a robbery. As I understand, both of the Senators from Louis- 
iana are in favor of the Mills bill and of maintaining the duty on sugar 
provided by that bill. 

Mr. President, aside from the Government need of the revenue, the 
people of the United States any year for the last twenty years could 
have afforded to buy the entire Louisiana sugar product at current 
prices and to have sweetened the waters of the Gulf with it and we 
would have made millions of dollars saving each year by the operation, 
because their product is so trifling (and it is decreasing instead of in- 
creasing) compared with the immense importation and the immense 
amount of money each year which the people of the United States are 
compelled to pay by way of duties. 

If we could spare the revenue to-day I would offer an amendment to 
this bill putting sugar upon tbe free-list and giving to the Louisiana 
planters and others who could produce sugar in this country a bounty 
equal tothe 2cents a pound. We would then afford them all the pro- 
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tection to which they are entitled; we would then give to the sugar in- 
dustry in the United States all the encouragement which this bill 
would give it, and we would save annually upon the present basis to 
the people of the United States about 850, 000, 000. 

The Senator from Louisiana said we were abandoning our position in 
proposing to reduce the duty on sugar 1 cent and giving 1 cent bounty. 
Is not that equivalent to protection by a duty of 2 cents a pound? 
Does it not leave the Louisiana planters just as fully protected and cared 
for as if the duty were levied at 2 centsa pound? The only difference 
is that we pay out of the money coming into the Treasury from the 
imposts upon sugar this bounty upon your production instead of pay- 
ing for the sake of protecting that industry there the 1 cent per pound 
upon the vast importation. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him a mo- 
ment? 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator has stated two or three times in the 
course of his remarks that the Senators from Louisiana support the 
proposition of the Mills bill upon sugar. Now, does he understand 
that those Senators, or either of them, admit that they shall vote for 
the provisions of the Mills bill in regard to sugar asa protection to the 
sugar industries of Louisiana? Has either of them ever admitted that 
the ground upon which he bases his vote is the fact that the sugar in- 
dustry of Louisiana needs protection and that he votes for it as a pro- 
tective duty ? 

Mr. SPOONER. I suppose these Senators vote for it because they 
say it is a purely revenue duty, but being a purely revenue duty and 
they having the monopoly of the domestic sugar manufacture, it 
amounts to the greatest measure of 3 to their State that is 
anywhere accorded in the whole world to an industry. I do not care 
upon what ground they put it, whether they vote for it to protect the 
sugar industry or because it is a revenue duty, it is a protection to the 
Louisiana industry, and as between maintaining that duty to the cost 
of the people of the United States and giving the half duty and the 
88 proposed here, Iam in favor of saving these millions to the 
people. 

For myself I think we have admitted too much about the excessive 
revenues of the Government, and am inclined to think the time will 
come when it will be seen that the revenues of to-day are not so far 
excessive when the wants and development of this country are consid- 
ered, as our Democratic friends have asserted and as we have compla- 
cently admitted; but if the purpose is to reduce the revenues, why not 
begin by striking off the list the purely revenue duty on an absolute 
necessary of life which must go into every man’s house? 

Mr. President, I must say that I am surprised at the attitude of 
the Senators from Louisiana. They wantthe sugar industry protected, 
no matter what it costs the people of the United States, in preference 
to this bounty. They taunt us with abandoning our principle of 
protection in this proposition, and yet those Senators are willing to 
vote with their confréres each time, almost, to cut down the duty upon 
every Northern industry. They do not care ſor any protection on wool; 
they are quite willing to put that upon thefree-list. They are willing 
to put the iron of Pennsylvania and of the rich fields in the region in 
which I live—and I think there are none richer in the world—upon 
the free-list. Talk about the selfishness of the North! Talk about the 
selfishness of manufacturers, their avarice, their study of their own 
interests, their willingness to tax the people with sole reference to their 
individual benefit! I know of nothing which savors more of selfish- 
ness—and I do not use the expression in an offensive sense—than the 
attitude of Senators coming from the State of Louisiana asking that 
the duty as fixed by the Mills bill on sugar shall be maintained as 
against this bounty proposition, and yet joining with their Democratic 
brethren to strike down every Northern industry that is on this list. 
Keep the protection on sugar, whatever it costs, but put the salt of 
Michigan and New York on the free-list! 

I was somewhat astonished that our friends from Louisiana were not 
satisfied with the 1 cent duty and the 1 cent bounty, because the 
protection would be the same to them as if the duty were 2 cents a 
pound. I can account for it in but one way, and that a fear that by 
this bounty Kansas and other States will be encouraged in the manu- 
facture of sugar from sorghum and the sugar-beet; that the beet-sugar 
industry will be so developed in California, Iowa, Illinois, Nebraska, 
and other States that the cane-sugar of Louisiana will be a lost indus- 
try. 

Mr. President, I did not intend to oecupy the attention of the Sen- 
ate more than twenty minutes, and the Senate must charge up the 
time I have oceupied to the interruptions to which I have been sub- 
jected, and have cheerfully submitted. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Wisconsin 
yield to the Senator from Maine? 

Mr. SPOONER. Of course. 

Mr. FRYE. I desire to ask the Senator a question before he sits 
down. There has been a heavy duty for the protection ofsugar manu- 
facturers for a good many years. Has it succeeded in making asuccess 
of the manufacture of sugar from cane? 


Mr. SPOONER, Under it, as I have repeatedly stated, the product 
has diminished since the war to about half of what it was before the 
war. : 

5 Kr FTIR Then it is really a failure in the purpose of protection, 
is it no 

Mr. SPOONER. That question would seem to answer itself as to 
cane-sugar, looking alone to the annual production. 

Mr. FRYE. As to cane-sugar. Then I should like to ask the Sen- 
ator from Wisconsin how he justifies himself in voting for a bounty to 
be paid for the manufacture of sugar from cane when it is acknowl- 
edged all over the country that it is utterly impossible to so encourage 
that industry that it shall be a success? 

Mr.SPOONER. Well, Mr. President, it is an industry, and it ex- 
ists in this country, and I have felt that perhaps the comparison as to 
sugar manufactured in Louisiana and the growth of sugar since the 
war compared with the period before the war was not quite fair to 
Louisiana. It is not absolutely certain that the diminution in the 
sugar product in Louisiana is not due in large part to the war and to 
the disastrous effects of the war. 

Mr. MORRILL. And the rise in the wages of labor. 

Mr. SPOONER. And also the rise in the wages of labor. Louisi- 
ana was left, like the other Southern States, more or less impoverished, 
with her industries broken up. Take the years during the war. In 
1864 Louisiana produced but 84,500,000 pounds of sugar; in 1860 she 
produced 255,115,750; in 1861, 265,063,000; in 1862, 528,021,500 
pounds; in 1863 there is no record at all; in 1864, 84,500,000; in 1865, 
10,800,000; in 1866, 19,000,000; in 1867, 42,900,000; in 1868, 41,400,- 
000; in 1869, 95,000,000; but it has been, taking the years as they go, 
increasing since the war. These statistics show that there was a time 
when the effect of the war upon that industry in Louisiana was ex- 
ceedingly disastrous. Moreover, I have heard it said somewhere and 
at some time that the sugar culture in Louisiana had been interfered 
with and injuriously affected by the Mississippi River floods. I pre- 
sume that is true. : 

So it is not fair to say, all things considered, perhaps, that that in- 
dustry can no longer be benefited by extending to it a fair measure of 
protection. I hope it is not true that it is at a standstill. With the 
new processes that have been adopted, with the interest the Govern- 
ment has taken in experiments, and in view of what the Senators from 
Louisiana say as to the present condition of their State and the pros- 
pect of development and increase, Iam not prepared to say that the 
time has come when I should withdraw from that industry a fair 
measure of protection. I am willing to try it longer. I want to give 
Louisiana and every other Southern State more even than a fair chance. 
I would not be willing to withdraw protection from any of their in- 
dustries so long as they need it, and for that reason I am willing to 
yote for this bounty even upon cane-sugar. 

Mr. President, this duty has been a revenue duty, at the same time 
having been a protective duty to Louisiana to an extent which few 
probably realize. Permit me to call attention to the statistics I hold 
in my hand. A comparison of the domestic product with the imported 
sugar for a period commencing with 1851 and ending with 1887 re- 
veals in a striking way the immense disproportion between the two. 
The total amount of sugar imported and used by the people during 
those years was 47,587,912,647 pounds and the Louisiana product for 
the same period was 7,559,053,405 pounds. The amount of money 
paid for duties on sugar during those years was $961,318,340.30, or 
nearly a thousand million dollars. 

I was, I confess, at first very reluctant to support this{proposition, 
and on general principles I am not in favor of granting such bounties 
out of the Treasury, but the situation as to sugar is exceptional, and 
I feel compelled under the circumstances to vote for this amendment. 


Post-Office Buildings. 
SPEECH 


HON. GEORGE E. SENEY, 


OF OHIO, 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 


Saturday; February 9, 1889, 
On the bill (H. R. 3319) to provide for post-office buildings. 


Mr. SENEY said: 

Mr, SPEAKER: The bill before the House proposes to set apart a small 
portion of the postal revenues each year forseveral years for the purpose 
of constructing a post-office building in each of the cities and towns of 
the United States at which the gross postal receipts for the two preced- 
ing years exceed $3,000 annually. The amount set apart for this year 
is $2,000,000. The nfaximum cost of a building the bill fixes at $25,- 
000 and the minimum cost at $15 000. Subject to these limitations, 
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$20, 
less hen 80800 the cost shall not exceed $15,000. 

In addition to the cost of a building the bill authorizes an expendi- 
ture not exceeding $5,000 for the purchase of a building site. These 
3 are to be firo - proof and constructed under the direction of 

. and according to plans to be approved by him 
and the Secretaries of the Treasury and the Interior. Provision is 
made in the bill by which donations for a site or for a building may 
be received by the Government. 

This bill, Mr. Speaker, would be more satisfactory to me if it fixed 
the maximum cost of a building at $30,000 and the minimum cost at 
$20,000, and authorized $7,000 to be spent, if necessary, in procuring 
a site; and it would be still more sati if it was so changed as 
to make it possible for all of these buildings to be up and occupied 
within the next three years. 

When this measure was under debate at the last session it was said 
that $5,000 would not buy a desirable site, nor would $25,000 put up 
a suitable bui in the larger cities for which this bill This 
may be true, yet it is "o Racer WAY wer yeu or $25,000, or $20,000 
should not be expended in cities of less size. 
For these larger cities, if 820,000 be e ee an additional sum 
may be 5 at any time by special bill. 

The larger ci e eee eee 
postal receipts exceed $25,000 annually. We have forty-five of these 
cities, and if the sum of $1,350,000 will not provide them with post- 
$2,000,000 will, and this would make the 


constructed as this bill provides might serve all present demands the 


subsequent growth of a town or city might require a larger and more 5 


costly structure. This objection is well met by that 7 of the bill 
which provides that the building shall be so co: that additions 
or extensions may be made from time to time without injury to the 
harmony of the design or the usefulness of the constructed portion. 
The gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. RoGERS] in his remarks objects 
to the bill becoming a law, because Judge Story said fifty-five years ago 
that the Post-Office t of the Government is ible of 
abuse, and, in bad hands, might corrupt the people and prostrate their 
liberties. My honorable friend seems to fear that the discretionary 
power given to the Postmaster-General might be used by that high of- 
ficer to control elections and corrupt the ballot-box. We have had since 
. the organization of the Government thirty-four Postmasters-General, 
and I beg to inquire which one of the number used his high trust for 


purposes? 
Since the 8 Story the postal business of our country has 
0 


ter — bees our mails fifty years ago there are now trans- 
mitted thousands of pounds. Judge Story paid the Government from 6 
to 25 cents, according to the distance, for carrying a letter; now the sum 
paid is 2 cents for any distance, and itisto be hoped that before long the 
charge will be reduced to 1 cent. Fi ears ago our mails were carried 
on horseback or in wagons, traveling at a gait of 7 to 8 miles an hour; now 
they are transported through the country by steam at a rate of speed 
little less than a mile a minute. 

In 1830 our post-offices were places to receive and discharge mail; in 
1889 they are used for the additional purpose of issuing and paying 
money-orders and postal-notes. In other words, the post-office of fifty 
years ago was a post-office and nothing more; to-day it is a post-office, 
a bank, and an express office combined. During the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1888, the postmasters of the United States issued 6,668,006 
postal-notes, amounting to $12,134,459, and during the same period 
they issued 9,959,207 money-orders, aggregating $119,649,064, for pay- 
ment in this country, and 759,636 money-orders, aggregating $11,- 
293,870, for payment in foreign countries; and 236,992 money-orders, 
aggregating $4,169,675, were drawn abroad for payment at post-ofſices 
in the United States. 

It is estimated that during the past fiscal year nearly 372,900,000 
2 of merchandise were transmitted through the mails, Wonder- 

ually great has been the growth of our postal system during the past 
fifty years, and although every year of this has added to the 
powers of the Postmaster-General, we have yet to learn of any attempt 


upon the part of any of those who have filled that high office to inter- 
ried aso cas liberties of the citizen or use his position to influence 

To say that the construction of the post-office buildings pro: by 
this bill would have a tendency to make Postmasters-General men, 
or make the voters in the towns or cities where they are located cor- 
rupt men, is avery strange utterance. How the influence of the Post- 
master-General can be greater if the building used for postal purposes 
is owned by the Government than if rented from a citizen, is not clear 
to my understanding. While these buildings: aa in course of construc- 
tion the Postmaster- General, if a bad man, might possibly influence a 
few voters in the localities where they are building, but when they are 
completed and in use his influence could be no greater at those localities 
than it is now. 

If this bill should become a law, within a few years these buildings 
will be built and in use and then the power of the Postmaster-General 
during construction will be at an end. After their completion the Post- 
master-General will have no more control over them than he now has 
over other post-office buildings owned or leased by the Government. 
So that after all it is merely a question as to whether within the next 
few years the Government s for all time to come own a post-office 
building in the larger towns and smaller cities of our country with every 
convenient appointment for the transaction of its postal, express, and 
banking business, or whether it shall continue to use buildings in these 
places owned by some citizen, pay high rentals, move, probably, every 
rid years, and suffer, and the public also, from indi t accommo- 

tions. 

This subject is presented in the last annual report of the late Post- 
master-General Vilas with marked force. From that report the fol- 
pete is taken: 


fices in the United States are so wretchedly 


idel 
rickety and antediluvian furniture, screens, 


same or different floors, 
7 lobby space, that the ex- 
t. higher than it 


other 


Postmaster-Ge or Secretary of the lotand erect 
9 a suitable fire-proof building for every first and second class office in the 


rented premises now S i 
t needs, while the rents and additional expenses uired 
keep up the grade of efficiency are a heavy tax on its revenues. i 
Postmaster-General Dickinson in his annual report made in Decem- 
ber Jast speaks of the pending bill in these words: 
This measure is one of the highest merit. Its 1 
T an hme err pda — 
system of leasing ings postal purposes. iration of leases it 
Epea meen Eae aty iyapa hpr oapel pae r air eai ene ee 
. 


estate values to it, unsettled by such changes, 
Sagusgr n dimenlt for the head of the 8 to determine whether the 
case presented for the location has popular sur 
— convenience of the — or er it 
mere real estate speculation. experience in making 
F am m led to present this ai subject i to Congress 


with mach 
Mr. Speaker, it will be seen that this bill contemplates the erection 
of 1,433 post-office buildings at an estimated cost of $17,775,000 and 
the purchase of 1,433 sites at a cost of $7,165,000—or a total cost of 
buildings and sites, stated in round numbers, of $25,000,000. Dona- 
tions will no doubt be made for sites, if not for buildings, in some of 
the cities and towns, and these, there is reason to believe, will mate- 
rially reduce the cost of these structures to the Government. Sigean 
in other words, the bill contemplates that a b in e 
of rid fie 


adapted for use as a ce shall be erected in 
towns and smaller cities in the United States. 

Sir, in my opinion these cities and towns are as much entitled to 
Government buildings suitable for postal purposes as the cities which 
now have such structures. Ought we to refuse them because of their 
cost? Bear in mind that what these buildings cost, less donations, is 
to be paid ont of the revenues. These towns and cities contain 
near 10,000,000 of our 60,000,000 population, and they are the post- 
office address of full 2,000,000 people who live adjacent. 

The postal receipts at these 1,433 towns and cities for the last fiscal 
year were $14,492,900. Upon the double ground, then, of population 
and business, these people have rightful claims upon the Government 
for better postalaccommoedations—postal accommodations equal to those 
which the Gevernment furnishes in the more populous cities. In the 
ten principal cities of the United States having a population of 4,881,- 
188 and with annual postal receipts amounting to $14,668,400, the 
Government has expended the sum of $46,766,804 in buildings for court 
and for postal purposes. 

What proportion of this sum was for court purposes and what 
portion for postal purposes it is impossible to state. Much less than 
this sum, if expended in the judicious manner prescribed by this bill, 
would provide every town and city in the United States having a pop- 
ulation of 2,000 and upward (the few principal cities excepted) wi 


a substantial and commodious post-office building, handsome without 
and handsome within. We have one hundred and sixty-five other 


cities, with an population of 4,210,928 and with yearly 
receipts amounting to $12,654,210, in which the Government 
spent for public buildings $27,522,674. 

These cities, it will be observed, have less than half of the population 
of the cities and towns for which this bill provides and their annual 

tal receipts are nearly $2,000,000less. ‘The expenditure of alike sum 
in the towns and cities covered by this bill would put these cities and 
towns upon the same postal footing. All of these expenditures, bear 
in mind, have been made with tax-money collected from the people. 
The revenues of the Government come from every section of our coun- 
try, and in the same sections, so far as it is possible, they ought to be 
expended, 

At the last session, and thus far at the present session, the House 
voted $6,107,000 for the construction of public buildings in thirty- 
eight cities, whose aggregate population is 1,204,978, and whose ag- 
gregate postal receipts for the last fiscal year were $2,826,657. These 
cities have no more right to these buildings than have the other cities 
of the country, and the sum thus appro would, under the pro- 
visions of this bill, provide ce buildings for two hundred and 
forty-five cities, whose postal receipts for the last year were $6,124, 632, 
and whose population is 3,614,280. 

It is very far from my purpose, sir, to complain about the construc- 
tion or the cost of the public buildings which the Government has 

in the more populous cities. Every citizen, whether he be 
poor or rich, feels proud when he looks upon these evidences of his 
country’s power and greatness. Some of them are magnificent struct- 
ures, and no one would have them otherwise. When they were built 
the people did not complain of their cost, nor do they complain now, 
nor they complain of the buildings for which this bill provides, if 
they are constructed not for show but for the better accommodation 
and convenience of the public, and at a cost, as the bill provides, from 
$15,000 to $25,000. 

The sole pu of this line of remark is to call the attention of the 
House and of the country to the fact that the benefits of our postal sys- 
tem are very unevenly distributed. It must be conceded that the Gov- 
ernment is more mindful of the postal wants of those who live in the 
larger cities than it is of the wants of those who live in less popu- 
lous localities. In three hundred and fifty-eight cities mail matter is 
delivered within city limits by carriers free of and in the same 
cities boxes are 8 at convenient points for the ar ae of mail 
matter, and for this service the Government paid during the past fiscal 
year the sum of $5,422,356. To maintain free-delivery service the 
people in the other cities and towns, and those not in cities or towns, 
are directly and indirectly taxed; yet it is to be observed that they do 
not have either of these postal advantages. 

Why, sir, should the Government provide for those who pay less than 
half of its postal revenue the best of accommodations, and to 
those who pay more than half be indifferent when they ask for equal 
advantages? In my opinion this bill, in case it becomes a law, will 
go far toward equalizing the benefits of our postalsystem. The people 
of the district I have the honor to represent, like the people in other 
districts, contribute their full share to the revenues of the Government, 

In some of these districts no part of the public revenues are ex- 
pended, while in other districts much larger sums are paid out than 
are received. In my district there are no Government buildings, no 
navigable waters, or other objects upon which any portion of the pub- 
lic revenues are expended. The district has a population of 200,000, 
and its postal receipts for the Jast fiscal year were $96,286. Less pop- 
ulation and less revenue have secured the best postal accommodations 
in other sections of the country; why, then, ought not the population 
and revenues of my district to secure to its people equal accommoda- 
tions? 

The buildings which this bill, if a law, will put into my district may 
not be as costly or sightly as those built by the Government in other 
parts of the country, nor will they be, perhaps, in other respects all that 
may be desired by a people who have $200,000 and $300, 000 court-houses, 
$50,000 and $75, 000 colleges, academies costing $40,000, churches $80,- 
000, and common-school houses $100,000, yet they will be warmly 
welcomed. That Government structures more imposing than those for 
which this bill provides ought to be erected in this district no one fa- 
miliar with its present industrial condition will dispute. In business 
and in La ee its growth for two years past has been wonderfully 
great, and there is every reason to believe that it will be a very popu- 
lons and a very busy section of our country in the immediate future. 

The district is known as the largest gas and oil producing region upon 
the American continent, if not in the world. In no other part of the 
globe are oil and gas gushing in inexhaustible and incalculable quan- 
tities to the earth’s surface from twelve hundred feet below. 

It is these developments, sir, developments of so much interest to 
the industrial world, that are attracting the mechanical laborer and 
the manufacturing capitalist of this and of other countries to this re- 
gion, which is now rapidly filling up with manufacturing industries 
and with a stirring busy population. 
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Under the provisions of this bill Government buildings suitable fo: 
postal purposes would be constructed in eight cities of my distri 
Bucyrus, Crestline, Findlay, Fostoria, Galion, Ottawa, Tiffin, and Up“ 
per Sandusky, and at an aggregate cost to the Government, includin 
sites, of $160,000. ‘The present population of these cities is estima 
at 66,000, and full 17,000 more people live elose to their boundaries. 
The postal receipts at these cities for the year ending June 30, 1888 
were $62,796. 

It will be seen, therefore, that the postal receipts at these cities fo 
thirty months would be sufficient to meet the entire cost of the build 
ings and sites, and with increased receipts, which may be reasonably. 
expected, the expenditure may be met in two years. When it is re. 
membered that these postal receipts represent the sum which the 
people of these places pay the Government in a single year for doi 
their postal business, their demand for postal accommodations eq 
to those enjoyed by the people in larger cities is from every point o 
view reasonable and ought not to be longer denied. 

No one, not even my honorable friend from Arkansas, need fear tha 
harm will come to my people if these eight Government buildings 
constructed so near to their homes. If it be thought that the presen: 
of the ten Government buildings to which Arkansas will be entitled in 
case this bill becomes a law will make the liberties of her citizens in- 
secure or the ballot-boxes in that State impure, build them in Ohio; 
build them in the Fifth Congressional district of my State, where wrongs 

inst liberty or the ballot-box are unknown, and where, as memorials 


sum of money lying idle in its Treasury it pays many heavy rentals. 
Such a policy isunsound. The Government ought to be the landlord 
and not the mere tenant at will. The post-office is an institution as 
enduring as the Government itself, and therefore its place ought to 
permanently fixed. 

The erection of these buildings will give better postal facilities to, 
the public, and this the public have the right todemand. The money; 
to put up these buildings is to be taken from the yearly postal revenues) 
of the Government, and thus will a small part of the money paid by, 
the people for their mail service be expended in bettering that service. 
The bill appropriates less than 4 per cent. of this year’s postal receipts; 
and to what better use can this money be applied than in providing 
for a more satisfactory mail service? In lieu of the money expended 
the Government will have other property of equal value and the ex- 
penditure will add largely to the visible and tangible property of the 
country. 

There can be no waste or extravaganee in the use of this money, and 
there can be no chance for any undue advantage over the Government, 
Every State and every community of considerable size in each State 
will share in the public good for which this bill provides. All inter- 
ests, and particularly those of labor, will be greatly benefited by the 
construction of these Government buildings. There are public build- 
ings in these towns and cities for municipal purposes, many of them 
have buildings for county purposes, and some no doubt for State pur- 


poses 

The General Government is far greater in resources than all of our 
towns and cities and States, and its authority is over them all. Why, 
then, ought it not to have in these places its own building well and 
conveniently appointed, in which its business with the people may be 
transacted? The people of the cities and towns for which this bill 

vides, and the people adjacent thereto, number millions, and all 
toms postal business to transact; and for this purpose many are obliged 
to make visits to the post-office daily, or oftener; others again, once, 
twice, or thrice every week. For them it is the duty of the Govern- 
ment to provide every reasonable facility at the post-office for their con- 
veniĩent accommodation. This is done in the larger cities of the country, 
and the same ought to be done in cities of less size. Through the 
post- office every citizen is brought into frequent and immediate contact 
with his Government, and to many the post-office is the only visible 
evidence of the Government’s existence. 

Sir, as the town building reminds the citizen of his town govern- 
ment, the county building of his county government, and the State 
building of his State government, so do the custom-house, the United 
States court-house, and the post-office building remind him of his Gen- 
eral Government and impress him with the majesty and might of his 
country. The number of these buildings is increasing year by year, 
and the people are demanding that more and more be constructed. 

It is better, sir, that we have some definite and well-matured policy 
respecting their construction than to legislate year after year by special 
laws favoring a few localities at the expense of others equally meritori- 
ous. The passage of this bill will relieve the Congress of a constant 
pressure for the erection of public buildings, and in no small degree 
will it prevent extravagant appropriations for this purpose. 

The policy proposed by this bill is, in my judgment, a-wise one; and 
the Congress that adopts it and the administration that executes it 
will be memorable in our history. 
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Nicaragua Canal. 
REMARKS 
HON. J. B. WEAVER, 


OF IOWA, 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 


Wednesday, February 6, 1889, 
On the bill (S. 1305) to incorporate the Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua. 

Mr. WEAVER said: 

Mr. SPEAKER: As general leave has been given to print remarks upon 
this bill, I wish to submit the following observations concerning the 
same: The conference report does not contain all the safeguards which 
I deem desirable in a great measure of this character. But I have 
given the measure very careful consideration, and think it should pass. 
I find the Pacific railroads present in great force, opposing the passage 
of this measure with all their power. The reason for this opposition 
is plain. The measure takes from them their monopoly of the trans- 
continental carrying trade of this great people. In a word, I think 
the country will be infinitely better off if the present measure be 
adopted, notwithstanding it may be defective. This canal should be 
built by the Government of the United States, and the day will come 
when the wisdom of this suggestion will be appreciated; but it is im- 

ible to secure such action at this time. Let me suggest also that 
the day for the construction of this great commercial enterprise has ar- 
rived. If we do not authorize its construction Germany or some other 
foreign power will do so at once. I trast the measure may pass, and 
that this great route, which shortens our pathway to the Orient be- 
tween eight and ten thousand miles, may speedily be constructed. 


Smalls vs. Elliott. 
SPEECH 


RALPH PLUMB, 


OF ILLINOIS, 


In THE HOUSE ‘OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Wednesday, February 13, 1889, 
On the contested-election case of W vs. Elliott, from the State of South Car- 


olina. 

Mr. PLUMB said: ` 

Mr. SPEAKER: In what I may say upon the question before the 
House I shall not undertake to analyze the votes cast for the contest- 
ant and contestee for the seat due to the Seventh Congressional district 
of South Carolina, nor do I propose to examine into the methods pur- 
sued by the officers of the law in counting the votes and making up 
the returns in this particularcase. The majority and minority reports 

of the Committee on Elections and the able presentation by the latter 
so fully disclose these facts as to leave but little to be added, and they 
demonstrate, it seems to me, that to refuse to seat the contestant would 
be not only to do an injustice to Robert Smalls, but likewise to inflict 
wrong upon every citizen of the United States. 

It is evident that Mr. Smalls was not only duly elected, but that if 
he had been a white man and a Democrat instead of a colored man and 
a Republican, and had been voted for precisely as shown in the evi- 
dence in this case, no certificate of election would have been given Mr. 
Elliott, and no contest would have been here to occupy the time of 
the House. In other words, I contend and shall undertake to show 
that the denial to Robert Smalls of his seat in Congress is but a part 
of a well-defined plan, inaugurated and persistently prosecuted in six 
States of this Union, the of which is to rob colored men and 
Sophias of their political rights by violence and fraud. 

the election of the members of the Forty-ninth Congress Mr. 
Smalls and the contestee, Mr. Elliott, were opposing candidates, and 
the result then was the choice of Smalls by a majority of 3,835, while 
in the election to the present House the returns give Elliott a majority 
of 533, which exhibits the remarkable change of 4,368 votes in Smalls’s 
support in elections only two years apart. 

y this change? Was it in consequence of any new light coming 
to the supporters of Smalls as to what he was in standing and char- 
acter among them? They knew that he was born in their Congres- 
sional district; they knew he had served them faithfully through ten 
sessions of Congress; they understood well the distinguished services 
rendered by Mr. Smalls for the Union cause as a naval pilot in Charles- 
ton Harbor, as a captain of a Government steamer, and in various 
capacities as a soldier and civilian; and yet, suddenly, without appar- 
ent cause, a very extraordinary change seems to have come over the 
minds of some four thousand of his adherents, a remarkable defection 
in the support which had so long been given him. 


H ON. 
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The Seventh Congressional district of South Carolina in 1880 had a 
population of 187,536, of which 31,520 were white and 156,016 were 
colored. Of these, 7,695 were white voters and 32,893 colored, mak- 
ing a total of over 40,000 electors; but it appears that in the election 
under consideration only 12,454 votes were cast and counted, while, 
as a matter of fact, the possible colored vote alone in that district was 
over 32,000. 

Concede now that every vote counted for Smalls was deposited by a 
colored man, there remain nearly 27,000 colored electors in the dis- 
trict who for some unexplained reason did not vote, or if they did their 
votes were not counted. Is it not strange that such indifference should 
be manifested by the colored electors in to the affairs of the 
Government of which they are a part and in which they have so deep 
an interest? 

Mr. Speaker, if this was the only Congressional district in the South- 
ern States in which this remarkable indifference appears, it might be 
accounted for by something peculiar to that particular district, but 
there are too many such to admit of an explanation in this manner. 

I have here a carefully prepared statement from official data, which 
demonstrates that this failure on the part of the voter to express him- 
self at the polls extends over a large portion of the States lately in 
rebellion. It also shows the difference between a group of six of 
those States North, and another group of equal size South, in the pro- 
portion of actual votes cast to the population in the two sections. I 
will append this table in fall, and print it with my remarks, as it 
will materially aid in getting at the true reason for this disparity. 

These returns, be it remembered, are made by the members of this 
very Congress, each for his own district, and reported by them to the 
Clerk of the House of Representatives, and therefore are not to be 
questioned. They show that there are no less than twenty-three mem- 
bers now having seats on this floor, from the Southern group of States 
named, against whom practically no votes were counted in the election 
returns upon which their certificates were granted. To be exact, eleven 
of these members had 2, 5, 6, 7, 11, 17, 23, 27, 27, 55, and 58 votes 
respectively recorded against them, while twelve seem to have been 
elected without an opposing vote. In contrast with these returns look 
now at the number of votes against each member of this from 
the six Northern States named in the table and you will see that their 
average is 15,436, while in the six planting States it is only 1, 888. 

Mr. Speaker, is there one here who will pretend that these twenty- 
three members hold their seats as a result of the free choice of a ma- 
jority of the electors residing in their respective districts? Why, sir, 
such a proposition can not for a moment be sustained. In the one 
case votes cast show conclusively that in that section government 
is by the people, for there parties are equally free to act, and their 
members are expected to express their honest convictions by their 
vote; while in the other, the evidence is just as conclusive that no 
such freedom and equality exist at the polls. One is republican in 
fact, the other is republicanism outraged. In one group of these 
States the rights of voters are respected and enjoyed in the manner 
pon in the Constitution and in the other theyare utterly disre- 

ed, 

Mr. Speaker, this outrage upon the rights of free colored people must 
be regarded as the result of a purpose deliberately formed, which is 
intended to rob the colored man of the protection the ballot affords; 
and I make this statement here not only for the reason that the returns 
in the table demonstrate its truth, but because such a p has been 
declared again and again to me personally by men of responsibility re- 
siding in the States named; and what is more, the intimidation and 
fraud which has been denied by the perpetrators is now generally con- 
fessed and unblushingly avowed. 

There are, however, exceptions to these denials. Why, sir, it was 
only recently in this House, while a point of order was debated, 
that the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. CRISP], the disti ed chair- 
man of the Committee on Elections, took occasion to say to the gentle- 
man from Maine [Mr. REED] that he 


Need not be disturbed about Georgia. I can assure him and other members 
of this House, and the people of this country, in the utmost sincerity, that inno 
State in this Union is the right accorded by the laws and by the ople to all 
classes of voters, to go to the ballot-box and deposit their ballots for candi- 
dates of their choice, more fully and freely than in Georgia. 

Mr. Speaker, when the gentleman from Georgia makes a statement 
here and declares that he does so in all sincerity, I have no desire 
to question that sincerity; but, sir, when the statement made is so very 
different from what seems fairly deducible from the public records, to 
which all have access, and upon which we depend for accuracy, I must 
be permitted to quote from these records and at least ask for an expla- 
nation. 

Now, the record shows that Georgia has ten Representatives on this 
floor, and the total number of votes cast against them in 1886 was 1,950, 
while the same number of Representatives from ten districts in the State 
of Michigan had cast against them 197,895 votes. In Georgia the 
average 5 vote was 195 to each member, while in Michigan it 
was 19,789. 

Nor is this all. You will observe that in three of the Georgia dis- 
tricts the vote recorded in opposition to the sitting members was 11, 17, 
and 55, respectively, while in five other districts there was not one op- 
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posing vote recorded, and, strange to say, among the five stands the 
name of Hon.CHARLESF.Crisp, The total number of votes cast for that 
gentleman were only 1,704. Now, I ask in all sincerity ’? whether it 
is probable in a Congressional district in which there must be a popu- 
lation of at least 150,000, and not less than 35,000 voters, that only 
1,704 voters of all classes went to the ballot-box and deposited their 
ballots for the candidates of their choice freely and fully?“ If this be 
s0, why is it that the votes in Georgia differ so widely from those in 
Michigan? Look at the figures! Seventeen hundred and four voters 
elect a member of Congressin Georgia! Why, sir, at the town in which 
I reside in Illinois at the last election there were cast at the polls 2,700 
votes, enough to elect a member of Congress in Georgia anda thousand 
votes to spare; and in the Eighth Congressional district of Illinois, 
which I have the honor to represent, there were 5,000 more votes cast 
than the returns show were counted for the entire State of Georgia. 

Why this difference? It can not be explained upon any ground save 
this: That in Georgia violence and fraud keep one class of voters away 
from the polls through fear, and another class is kept away because of 
the utter disappearance from elections in that State of that fairness 
which alone satisfies the mind of the manly citizen, while in Michigan 
and Illinois public sentiment will not tolerate either violence or fraud 
at the polls, 

CHARACTER AND PROOF OF THESE OUTRAGES. 

Mr. Speaker, volumes could be filled with the sickening details of 
the manner in which portions of the six States I have been consider- 
ing—on a mere pretense of any wrong done by colored people, they 
have been driven from their homes and hundreds shot to death just 
“to make them know their place, which means to so terrorize them 
that they dare not go to the polls. In other portions of those States, 
by means of laws made for that special purpose and regulations ar- 
bitrarily adopted, difficulties are thrown in the way of colored voters 
which make a full, free, and fair expression of the citizens of those 
States at the polls an impossibility. It is not uncommon for all the 
officers of an election to be of the dominant political party, and so 
seated that their doings are seen by none but themselves. The meth- 
ods used are preventing registration, rejecting registered votes, rejec- 
tion of polls, rejection of ballot-boxes, theft of ballot-boxes, and stuff- 
ing of ballot-boxes. 

Proof of these shameful wrongs has been made again and again be- 
fore committees of investigation, and despite all efforts to eonceal the 
nature and extent of a recent campaign of violence conducted by white 
citizens of Mississippi against its colored citizens, honestly conducted, 
eee acknowledge the truth of the charges and protest against 

e wrong. 

Sir, if a tithe of these outrages had been committed on American 
citizens, either native or foreign born, in any other country on the globe, 
the resources of this Government both in men and money would have 
been levied upon to any required extent to redress the wrong, and woe 
be to the party that would object. 


CONFESSED AND JUSTIFIED, 

Now, as I have already said, these assaults upon a free ballot and a 
fair count are now generally confessed and, I am obliged to add, jus- 
tified by many who are sworn to support the Constitution of their 
country and to faithfully execute thelaws. This justification is based 
upon the declaration that “this is a white man’s government,” in 
which the citizen who has a colored skin shall take no part. It is, 
moreover, claimed that there is in the very nature of things a race an- 
tagonism which renders it impossible for whites and blacks to live un- 
der and participate in the same government. History is quoted to 
sustain the proposition that either the whites or the blacks must be- 
come a subject race; that both can not have the elector’s right to the 
enjoyment of a free ballot without producing social equality between 
them. It is also insisted that white supremacy and colored subserv- 
iency 457 rendered necessary by the existence among us of the negro 
population. 

Mr. Speaker, if this be so, if it is still a fact that a colored man 
has no rights that a white man is bound to respect,” should we not in 
the name of honesty and fairness erase from the Constitution and the 
statutes all the provisions that have been placed therein for the protec- 
tion of these people? If this be so, the people of this country should 
acknowledge that the proclamation of emancipation was a blunder, if 
not a crime; a curse, and not a boon to the colored man. If this be so, 
the friends of freedom ought to ask forgiveness for haying protected the 
Territories from what they honestly believed was a blight to every foot 
of soil on which it rested. If this be so, the spirit of the age is only a 
phantom of diseased imaginations, and the past half century of strug- 
gle now culminating in an honest attempt to apply the doctrine of 
man’s right to liberty to every portion of the Republic is only a misuse 
of man’snoblest powers, a sad record of blood and treasure spent in vain. 
Thank Heaven, a just consensus of public opinion declares that never 
before in history has equal advance in the right direction been made, 
and it proclaims that the duty of the hour is to go forw: a 

DENIAL OF A SACRED CIVIL RIGHT, 

What, now, is the real proposition? Why, sir, it is this: Seven mill- 

ions of people, American born, to whom the Constitution guaranties 
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the rights of citizenship and equality before the law, guilty of no crime, 
peaceable and law-abiding, must be deprived of the ballot for no other 
reason than the colo¥ of their skin, and as if conscious that violence 
and fraud can no longer be relied upon to accomplish it, disfranchise- 
ment is by some gravely proposed. 

Mr. Speaker, the proposition is entirely untenable, and can not be 
adopted without destroying the fundamental principles of free govern- 
ment, Our Bill of Rights declares that governments ‘‘derive their 
just powers from the consent of the girene and our fatheranot only 
proclaimed that truth, but framed this Government upon that doctrine. 
The right to become a citizen and the right to discharge the duties of a 
citizen does not depend upon nationality, race, color, or sex. In a re- 
public the ballot belongs of right to every adult who needs the protec- 
tion of government. Every such person stands alone on the earth, as 
it were, with wants akin to every other person, and must depend upon 
his own exertions for their supply. Each hasa body to clothe, astom- 
ach to be supplied with food, and a mind that needs intelligence; in 
short, the mission of his life is to promote the highest possibilities of 
his own being. By labor man'supplies his needs out of the store-house 
of materials with which the earth is filled. To be secure in the right 
to labor for himself he must have around him the shield of law, which 
means order and safety established and maintained by the government 
under which he lives, and of which, in a republic, he is a part, and as 
such every citizen has the right to be heard in person in the establish- 
ment of the order that is to be his shield. 

In a republic the citizen can speak effectively only through the bal- 
lot; those who are deprived of its free use are deprived of protection, 
and the more dependent the individual citizen the greater his need of 
the ballot. He may not be highly cultured; he may not be able to 
calculate the distance to the fixed nara he may fail to 3 cor- 
rectly important particulars respecting his own country; nay, he may 
not be able to read or write, but with a ballot in his hand though ig- 
norant he has a scepter that he can wield in a way that will insure 
protection to himself while he straggles for advancement. He knows 
well enough whether his home, however humble, is secure from vio- 
lence, and he also understands whether for his honest toil he has a fair 

or is made the victim of fraud. 

The shield of the law, which should surround every citizen, is often 
denied to those who can not vote, but the lawmaker, as well as the 
magistrate whose duty it is to enforce the law, will be sure to guard 
the rights and interests of the voter, who has power to dismiss them 
from office in case they fail to give him protection. This, in fact, is 
the legal redress of the citizen of this Republic, and it is all he re- 
quires. If he is law-abiding, it is all he cares to have. This is the 
very rock on which all our institutions rest. To deny it toa single 
citizen is a crime against liberty, for it robs him of protection, and 
subjects his life, his labor, and his prosperity to the caprice and avarice 
of others. 

EXCUSES FOR DEFRAUDING THE COLORED MAN, 


Mr. Speaker, there be many who, while assenting to the principles 
I have laid down, deny their applicability to seven millions of the peo- 
ple of the United States because of thecolor of theirskin. It is, more- 
over, claimed that it is a question of social equality; that if the col- 
ored man is allowed to vote the result will be that he must become the 
social equal of the whites; that the races must intermarry, must dine 
and wine together, etc. A graver misapprehension than this was never 
entertained by mortal man. It is a mere scare-crow of imagination, 
as à little reasoning will clearly show. 

Social equality is not and can not be made by law, nor can it result 
from the enjoyment by any one of any right which the law confers. 
It is always a matter of choice between individuals, and bethe number 
concerned great or small, each must give free consent to such equality 
or it can not exist. Think for a moment of the absurdity of the prop- 
osition that if any man in any given community has conferred upon him 
all of the civil rights pertaining to citizenship, it must follow as a con- 
sequence that such an individual on that account must be acknowledged 
by every other man in that community as his social companion. No 
one outside of the penitentiary can be obliged to accept another as a 
social equal; it must be a result of a deliberate choice of those who 
become social equals. Those whooppose negro voting lest it break down 
all social distinction confuse themselves by thinking that civil status 
and social status mean the same thing, while nothing is more erroneous. 

The civil status of any individual in a community or State is a pub- 
lie condition, while the social status of that individual is a personal 
and private affair; the one is the proper subject of law, the other can 
not be reached by statute. In the Northern States of this Union men 
in every social condition vote side by side, but the thought that the 
enjoyment by each of these voters of his complete civil rights implies 
or necessitates any change in their social relations never once enters the 
minds of either party. Why, sir, there is not a community in this 
land, North or South, but that furnishes a complete refutation of 
such a claim. Those who allow themselves to think that social equal- 
ity has anything to do with equality before the law do but Ceceive 
themselves. They need to search for some other reasons on which 
to base theirobjections to conferring equal political rights upon all men. 
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WHO OBJECTS TO NEGRO SUFFRAGE? “ 

Mr. Speaker, it is a significant fact that those who formerly opposed 
granting freedom to the negro as a class now object to giving him his civil 
tights. Itisalsosignificant that the existing scheme to rob the colored cit- 
izen of his constitutional rights by violence and fraud is for the most part 

mfined to that section of the country in which the great conspiracy 
fad its birth, it is insisted upon by the very men under whose leader- 
ship the entire South has already suffered enough. Irefer to the plant- 
ing Bins, e Arkansas, Mississippi, Louisiana, Alabama, Geor- 
gia, and South Carolina, comprising the old planting portion of the 
South. The soil, climate, and natural advantages of these States fated 
them to become the theater on which the great contest between free- 
dom and slavery was to be both begun and ended. 

In these States more than elsewhere in the South the system of slavery 
worked out its inevitable results and produced there its legitimate ef- 
fect on both master and slave. However great the sum of misery and 
woe that fell to the lot of the colored man during the centuries of his 
servitude, it fell far short of the lasting injury that slavery inflicted 
upon the white men of those States. It made it difficult for them to re- 
gard labor as honorable, natural for them to despiseit. It put it beyond 
their power to subscribe to the doctrine of equal rights to all men. It led 
them to deny the faith of their fathers in the doctrine of human freedom. 
It caused them to believe that it was desirable to maintain a subject 
race as an integral part of the people, and led them to deny the funda- 
mental principles that in a republic the majority must rule. 

It prepared those States to furnish the leading spirits of the late re- 
bellion, and after its collapse with ruinous consequences to themselves 
and to their cherished institution, it seems to have made it impossible 
for them toseetheirdutyanddoit. Evidently they donot now realize 
either their own weakness or the strength of the forces they are vainly 
striving to overcome. Nay, more, they seem unconscious os the cool 
effrontery they are exhibiting to the world in their attempt to defraud 
not only the colored man of his rights, but the people of the other States 
of this Union of the political power which the Constitution confers upon 
them. 

INJUSTICE TO OTHER SECTIONS. 


The white population of that group of States (census of 1880) was 
3,800,150. Now, Illinois alone has a white population of 3,034,503. 
It will be seen, therefore, that in States where the colored citizen is 

cally disfranchised the total white population is butlittle more 
than that of the single State of Illinois. The Constitution (fourteenth 
amendment), by declaring in effect that in States where the right to vote 
is denied to any male inhabitant thereof, or in any way abridged, the 
basis of representation therein shall be reduced in the proportion of 
such denial, has settled the principle of equality as to representation 
in Congress and in the electoral college as it ought to be settled; and 
yet what are the facts as we find them to-day? Why, sir, thesix States 
we have been considering have forty-three members of Congress, while 
Illinois has but twenty; the former has fifty-five electors of President 
and Vice-President and the latter only twenty-two. 

Now, I appeal to you, Mr. Speaker, have these forty-three members 
on this floor and the fifty-five members of the electoral college who have 
recently cast the vote of these six States for President and Vice-Presi- 
dent a right to twice as much power as lawmakers and electors as have 
representatives and electors of Illinois with an actual voting constitu- 
ency essentially the same. 

Why should the Fifth Congressional district of Arkansas, with only 
4,746 votes cast therein have a Representative, when it is a fact that 
there are not less than 32,000 voters residing in it, and no less than 
20,000 of them have been kept from the polls by violence or their votes 
fraudulently thrown out? 

Is there not something wrong when, as in a Kansas district, Hon. 
B. W. PERKINS is backed by 36,716 votes cast, 19,614 of which 
were in his favor, while in Arkansas, in Mr. PEEL’s case, only 4,746 
votes are recorded in any way? 

In Michigan my Democratic friend TARSNEY represents 37,846 actual 
votes, while Mr. OATES, of Alabama, is backed by only 4,660, and not 
one against him. 

Inthe First Mississippi district, represented by Mr. ALLEN, only 3,169 
votes were recorded as cast, and all but 27 are for that gentleman, 


while Mr. BYNUM, from the Seventh Indiana, represents 43,990 votes | 


recorded, with 21,108 against him. 

The chairman of this committee has a seat on this floor with only 
1,704 votes participating in his election, every one of whom voted for 
that gentleman; while Hon. J. H. ROWELL, a member of thesame com- 
mittee from Illinois, had 15,319 votes in his favor to 14,703 against 
him, a total of 30,022 votes cast. 

I will not take the time to further show the amazing difference in 
the number of votes actually cast in these two sections. Thetable tells 
the story and it demonstrates that as a rule elections in the planting 
States are worse than a farce; they are covered all over with violence 
and fraud and carry with them no valid constitutional right to seats 


on this floor. r 
too far to say that the 
ional districts in 


Sir, it would not, I greatly fear, be presu 
condition which now existsin each of theseveral 
the States I have named, by which the election of their present Rep- 


resentatives was made ible, was brought about by the murder of 
white men as well as black men, political murders, committed solely 
for the purpose of securing political supremacy. 

WHERE DOES THE BLAME REST? 


Mr. S „it is not in my heart to speak unkindly of the honora- 
ble gen who represent on this floor the States under considera- 
tion. Their learning and ability, no less than their gentlemanly con- 


duct and social qualities, place them in as high a position here as an 
other members can fairly claim. They are rather to be commisera 
than blamed, for they are in a situation replete with difficulties, Cir- 
cumstances beyond their control fastened upon their fathers before them 
a system of human chattelism under which, necessarily almost, unre- 
publican ideas of government and the rights of man have come to con- 
trol their political action. The States they represent are vexed by an 
evil spirit which still clings to the scenes of its earth life and haunts 
the very region in which before the suicide of its body it held undis- 
puted sway. The system it once animated was an embodiment of a 
disease which the preservation of our national life required should be 
removed by the sword, and it was done. 

That disease was human slavery—a system that could not exist ex- 
cept by violence and fraud. Since the removal of slavery neither vio- 
lence nor fraud is necessary to secure to a free people every needed 
good. If in any section these agencies are still invoked you may be 
sure that some of the old virus rankles there and awaits restoration of 
perfect soundness. ~ 

Before the curing of a strong disease, 

Even in the instant of repair and health, 

The fit is strongest; evils that take leave 
r On their departure most of all show evil. 

We are accustomed to hear these gentlemen declare with a re- 
ceived with applause that they are in the house of their fa and 
have come to stay. Sir, no man on this floor more heartily welcomes 
back into this Union the States from which these gentlemen come than 
I. That they are here, and here to stay, can neither be doubted nor 
defeated; but the question is not as to those States; it is as to the gen- 
tlemen who essay to represent them. They, too, are here, as we all 
well know. They are not only here, but they hold the balance of 
powerin this body. They are the leading spirits of the party to which 
they belong, and through that party they shape every national meas- 
ure that comes before House of Representatives. How came they 
here? is the question. Was it in the way contemplated by the Con- 
stitution? Was it in an honest, legal way, and did they bring with 
them a title that will bear ion? What right have these gen- 
tlemen to represent their respective districts here, when, as everybody 
knows, the body of the legal voters of such districts never chose them 
as their Representatives? 

THIS QUESTION MUST BE MET. 

Mr. Speaker, I warn these members and the States they essay to 
represent that such a condition of things is repugnant to every idea 
of fairness, and is not to be tolerated. The people of this country are 
fair-minded and considerate, but they will not willingly allow any 
great wrong to be done to any class, nor will they suffer to exist an 
outrage upon the principle on which the Government is founded. 
Whenever the attention of the voters of this country is concentrated 
upon an existing wrong, you may be sure it will not be diverted until 
the wrong is righted. The time is coming, and now is, when the 
violence and fraud by which the colored man’s rights are denied him, 
must endure the searching ordeal of public opinion. The perpetration 
of these acts of violence and fraud raises a question that can not be 
blinked down, but must be met and settled in a manner worthy of the’ 
Republic. How will you meet it? Two ways are open—one by State 
action, the other by national legislation. 

The Constitution has put it beyond the power of any State to exer- 
cise its legislative functions in a way that shall destroy, or even abridge 
the citizens’ franchise; butit is within the powers granted to a State to 
make the necessary rules for holding elections for Representatives in 
Congress, subject, however, to the control of the.General Government, 
In proof of this proposition I quote section 4, Article II, of the Consti- 
tution, which reads: 

The times, places, and manner of holding elections for Senators and Repre- 
sentativesshall be prescribed in each State by the ure thereof, but the 


Congress may at any time, by law, make or alter such regulation except as to 
the place of choosing Senators. 


Now, it will be seen that each of these States have the power toend 
these outrages upon the citizen’s right to vote, and to have his vote 
honestly coun They can enact and enforce the Jaws that will in- 
sure fairness in all elections. If, however, they fail to do this, the Con- 
gress has a duty to perform that it can not neglect. That duty is to 
make such regulations as are necessary to protect every citizen in his 
right As vote for the candidate of his choice, and to have that vote 
counted. 

The Constitution in the article just quoted confers the power upon 
Congress to enact such laws, and by farther provisions defines who are 
citizens and restricts any State from abridging their rights as electors, 
The language used is as follows: 

That all persons born or naturalized in the United States and subject to the 


jurisdiction thereof are citizensof the United States and of the States where they 
reside, and no State shall make or enforce any law which shall abridge the 
privileges and immunities of the citizens of the United States. 


And it further declares: 

That the right of citizens of the United States to vote shall not be denied or 
abridged by the United States or by any State on account of race, color, or pre- 
vious condition of servitude. 

Mr. Speaker, it is still insisted by some that the States being sov- 
ereign have aright to manage their domestic concerns in their own way, 
and elections held under regulations made by the States being domes- 
tie concerns the General Government can not constitutionally interfere. 
This doctrine has somehow a familiar sound to us who were conversant 
with public affairs before the rebellion, but I submit that the war has 
settled all controversy on that point, and especially as to the franchise. 

State sovereignty can not now be used to cover these election outrages 
any more than the States in which they are committed can escape re- 
sponsibility for them by charging that they are the work of their own 
irresponsible citizens. Each State has the right to manage its munici- 
pal affairs in its own way, provided always that it be done in a manner 
not in violation of the Constitution of the United States nor in dero- 
gation of the rights of its citizens; but a careful reading will show that 
the statesmen who framed that instrument never intended to confer 
upon the States the power to abridge or in any way interfere with any 
of 55 sacred rights of citizenship, nor was any such reserved to the 

e. 
peop WHAT STATES MOST RESPONSIBLE. 

Mr, Speaker, I havealready given the names of these States in the table 
appended, and have likewise shown their responsibility for the com- 
mission of these outrages on the civil rights of the colored people. If 
the States named were beyond seas, scarce anything would be left to 
disturb that oneness of purpose so desirable among the people of this 
great country, but I am pleased to know that they are here and are 
surrounded with influences that tend to perfect homogeneity in our 
system of States. They are a part of the Republic, the government of 
which is not in keeping with their long years of education under a false 
system of labor, which after a hundred years of constant struggle to 
maintain, it has been swept away. The trouble is these States have 
not yet adopted the only method by which they can come into harmo- 
nious relations with a Government administered on the idea of pro- 
tecting all ranks and conditions alike. 

They are still outof line with true democratic republicanism and have 
yet to overcome the deep-seated prejudices which their peculiar insti- 
tution has left so 5 imbedded in the minds of those who control 
their political action. They are ‘‘now inthe house of their fathers, and 
are here tostay,’’ and withconfidenceI appeal to them. That they are 
brave men, most of them have demonstrated by facing death on many 
a battle-field. The cause for which they fought was not lost for lack 
of valor on their part, but because they strove against forces of civiliza- 
tion and progress which though often resisted, are too powerful for 
the bravest to overcome. They were conquered, but are still combat- 
ing in a new form the same forces to which they have been obliged to 
yield, and undoubtedly the same fate awaits them now. Let them 
calmly address themselves to the consideration of the inevitable. 

Stripped of all disguises, what they contend for now is not chattel 
slavery—the entire South is satisfied with its destruction. They want 
instead a subject class; subjects instead of citizens; and this is the real 
purpose they now have in hand. 

Sir, it was natural that the old-time abettors of slavery should enter 
upon such a work, one so thoroughly at war with democratic-repub- 
lican doctrines, and that they should attempt to accomplish it by vio- 
lence, for it is the natural ally and chief reliance of tyranny. Violence 
is invoked wherever the rights of man are disregarded, but a people 
who are willing that a majority shall rule will repudiate and reject it 
as their worst enemy. Right does not need violence to make itself se- 
cure, nor can that method be relied upon to establish the wrong, as 
our own history abundantly demonstrates. 

The slave power invoked violence and shot down a Lovejoy, hoping 
to destroy the freedom of the press. The result is the press is free. It 
invaded the Senate Chamber and struck down a Sumner, hoping thereby 
to destroy free speech. The result is freedom of speech. It invaded 
territory sacredly consecrated to freedom, intending thereby to fasten 
upon its soil forever a blighting curse. The result is that every acre of 
our domain is free soil. By violence it even attempted to destroy the 
Union of these States in order that a confederacy with slavery for its 
corner-stone might be built up. The result is liberty and union are 
one and inseparable now and forever.“ And last, but not least, comes 
this scheme of the planting States, which, in pursuance of a deliberate 
plan, instigates and employs violence against the citizens, both white 
and colored, that the freedom of the ballot, that the very rock on which 
our entire governmental fabric is built, may be removed. 

To this end lawlessness, pursning its attack on a free ballot, has as- 
sassinated John M. Clayton, of Arkansas, for daring to attempt in a 
legal and peaceful manner to secure the seat on this floor to which he 
had been elected. Will this execrable violence succeed after failing 
so signally in these several assaults upon liberty? 

Sir, it is impossible; this Republic is for human liberty, and for equal 
human rights; it stands upon a basis too broad to admit of the exclu- 
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aie of any citizen from the exercise of his rights on account of his 
color. 
BE WISE IN TIME, 

Mr. Speaker, have we yet to learn that retribution is a law from which 
nations can not escape; that the rights of each are dependent upon their 
being vouchsafed to all; that if we consent to outrages on the weak, the 
wrong will be avenged upon the strong? Violence licensed to rob and 
kill a negro will not stop until white men are robbed and white men 
are killed—a proposition which is abundantly verified in the history 
of the planting States for the last fifteen years. Shall these murders 
and outrages be permitted to continue? Is this the pathway that 
leads to prosperity and peace, or to permanent political supremacy 
even? Can any State build on such a foundation and be safe? Is it 
certain that the colored man will always submit to these outrages? 

The wronged colored voter is still a man, he carries in his breast 
every feeling common to man’s nature; and you may be sure that 
sooner or later he too will conclude that ‘‘resistance to tyranny is 
obedience to God.“ 

A BETTER WAY. 

Before the law the colored man is in allrespects the equal of the white 
man. That is the platform on which the Constitution places him, and 
on it he must stand. All the privileges and immunities and rights of 
citizenship are his as well as ours, and what is necessary is to heartily 
and sincerely accord to him his true position. Dismiss at once and for- 
ever the heresy that this is a white man’s Government; it is not that; 
it is man’s Government in the largest sense. 

Let us begin at once a new deal with the colored man, treat him as 
an equal citizen, encourage him because he needs encouragement; in 
matters of business and employment deal with him fairly; pass the bill 
now before the Committee on Education, and in that way enlarge and 
strengthen the common- school system of the South, and make it what 
it now is in the Northern States—a means of elevation and increased 
prosperity to all classes. Give the colored people education and their 
degradation will rapidly disappear. 

While slavery existed a system of free common schools in the South, 
such as was the strength and glory of the North, wasimpossible. Then 
the education of white children was attended with difficulty, and to 
teach a colored child to read was a crime; but when emancipation 
came the way opened for the common schools—as great a boon to the 
white as to the colored people, especially of the planting States. The 
testimony of those who know most on the subject goes to prove that 
a great advance has already been made in the improved condition and 
education of the colored people. g 

Rev. Dr. Haygood, of Georgia, says: 

Not far from $50,000,000, all told, has been expended in the education of the 
negroes since 1865. More than half of this has been paid by the South inthe 
support of fifteen thousand public schools fornegroyouth. * * * Nearly one 
million of these people are at school in the South, and about two millions of 
them can 

Vast sums of money have yearly been contributed by the people of 
the North for the support of colleges and the lower grades of schools 
for colored people in the South, and hundreds of self-sacrificing men and 
women have devoted their lives to the work of educating and preparing 
them to become teachers of common schools among their own people. 
These institutions are located in nearly every Southern State, and are 
already recognized as very important factors in the solution of what is 
called the negro question. 

Mr. Speaker, I have before me a document just issued by the Na- 
tional Bureau on Education in North Carolina, by Professor Charles 
Lee Smith, of Johns Hopkins University. The eighth chapter of this 
interesting circular contains a list of eight prominent institutions of 
learning in that State, giving the course of study in each, with the 
names of their professors and teachers, some of which are directed, 
controlled, and officered entirely by colored people. Beside the higher 
institutions there are a number of academies, high schools, normal, and 
industrial schools. 

Professor S. G. Atkins, of Livingston College, who furnishes this 
chapter, concludes his interesting account in these words: 


In all schools, high, intermediate, and primary, the attendance is increased 
this year by from 15 to 30 per cent., in some cases it is aa doubled. This is 
significant. This fact can notarise from any lax tendencies in the management 
of the schools, for the schools have rather raised their standards, broadened 
their scope of work, and made their discipline more circumspect. These obser- 
vations taken all in all, it seems to me, teach that the North Carolina negro is 
making his way slowly but truly to the position of a useful Jintelligent, Chris- 
tian owes yh the body-politic of this progressive, intelligent, and Christian Com- 
mon wealth, 


The colored man is not only making progress in education; he is 
slowly but surely learning that lesson which too many white people 
need to learn, namely, that prosperity is conditioned upon sobriety, 
integrity, and industry, Many of them have already become owners of 
real estate, some are wealthy, and multitudes more everywhere arefill- 
ing positions of responsibility, and have the confidence of the com- 
munity. Let them feel the full responsibilities of citizens and it will 
be to them, as it is to every American citizen, an incentive for good. 
It is a mistake to suppose that these influences fail to operate upon a 
human being because he is black. 

Mr. Speaker, by what authority can we say that the negro is and 
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will continue to be an inferior race? Who can say that all the possi- 
bilities of intellectual attainments and ability which Caucasians in the 
long centuries have evolved out of their natures may not by similar 
processes be reached by thecolored man? Why, sir, evidence exists all 
around us, and is accumulating on every hand, which justifies the 
prophecy that not many decades will pass before these newly made 
citizens will vindicate their claim to all that is highest and best in 
human character. 

The story of the colored people of this country from the time their 
ancestors were captured in their native jungles in Africa and brought 
manacled to ourshores to lead a life of bondage, hopelessalike to them- 
selves and to their children, their progress even while slaves, their 
emancipation, and the vital relation they have from the beginning sus- 
tained to our national life, may well be termed the romance of history. 
That story with all the great principles it has served to emphasize in 
our institutions and all the illustrious characters it has developed 
within the period of our national history will be studied with increas- 
ing interest by the people of every country as the ages go by. 

To trace the growth of ‘‘ the peculiar institution“ from its introduc- 
tion to its overthrow, to rehearse its many assaults upon human lib- 
erty, its attempt to appropriate to its own use and behoof the public 
domain, to refer to its efforts to cleave down free speech, and to im- 
prison those who dared to obey God rather than man, is useless now 
except to enable us upon whom rests the responsibility of deciding the 
question of suffrage aright to get at the full meaning of that Providence 
by which human affairs are guided and the better to understand the 
duty of the hour. That duty is to maintain at all hazards the right of 
every citizen to vote and to have that vote counted. The suffrage 
must be maintained inviolate. It is the foundation on which our Gov- 
ernment rests. Destroy it and the Republic falls. If there is a man 
anywhere who by violence or fraud, by intimidation or bribery, is kept 
from voting as his own judgment dictates, and Government is power- 
less to redress the wrong, we are lost as a nation. An educational test 
will not answer, even could one be applied. A citizen guiltlessof crime 
has a right to vote that no lack of learning can take away. It is man- 
hood that the ballot represents. In this country we must have no 
privileged class; none who can dictate to others how they shall vote, or 
that they shall not vote. 

We haveno right by the decision we are about to record here tosettle 
a question of honor or profit between the contestant and the contestee; 
we ought not to decide what that vote shall be by our personal prefer- 
ences or tastes; the facts relating to this contest, and they alone, should 
decide our action. To deny the suffrage to the humblest citizen upon 
whom the Constitution confers it, to abridge its exercise or permit 
fraud or violence to strike down this great right, is a high crime against 
liberty and a menace to our form of governigent. Let one State, sec- 
tion, or political party permit the commission of this crime, and the 
knowledge obtain that the honest votes of another section or pe are 
thereby neutralized, reprisals in kind will begin at once. This, Mr. 
Speaker, is the condition of this country to-day, and it ought to fill 
the patriot with alarm. Returns made by officers in elections ought to 
be so carefully and honestly made as to be received with perfect confi- 
dence in their verity by all concerned; but, sir, how rapidly in almost 
every section of the country is distrust taking the place of this needed 
confidence, The public conscience in respect to fair electionsis becom- 
ing diseased, and if there be not a speedy return to honest ways it will 
soon be utterly destroyed. 

The South charges the North with corrupting the ballot by money, 
and that in every Northern city multitudes of 8 foreign- 
ers are made to yote just as the political machine directs; while the 
North insists that the South practices violence and fraud in elections; 
and to our shame it must be conceded that both charges are true. Oh, 
for a bugle call“ that shall arouse the North and South alike to the 
danger that threatens us. It is a pleasure to know that in several of 
the Legislatures of the North now in session needed reforms in election 
methods are being introduced and doubtless will be carried through, 
for the people demand it. 

Mr. Speaker, ifthe States themselves do not atonce provide for hon- 
est elections, at least of members of Congress and electors for President 
and Vice-President, it will be the duty of Congress to exercise the power 
conferred upon it by the Constitution and enact laws that will accom- 
plish that end, and such a movement has already been entered upon 
in both ends of this Capitol, which I trust will result in securing for 
all time the right of every elector, however humble, toa free ballot and 
a fair count. 

The question now is, shall we falter at this crucial period in our ca- 
reer as a nation and permit obstructionists to stand in the way of es- 
tablishing in practice what the theory of our Government demands? 
Let us have the courage to apply the principle of equality which per- 
vades our system to the low as well as to the high, to the weak as 
well as the strong, to the poor as well as the rich, and the result will 
be a Government so strong that the gates of anarchism can not prevail 
against it. Let us realize that we have as a nation enlisted the earn- 
est criticism of the civilized world. Professor Bryce, of England, in 
his noted work on the ‘‘ American Commonwealth,“ speaking of our 
institutions, says they— 

Are something more than an experiment, for they are believed to discloseand 
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lay the type of institutions towards which, as by a law of fate, the rest of 
civilized mankind are forced to move, some swifter, others with slower, but all 
with unresting feet. 

Mr. Speaker, every great event in our history as a people, every con- 
flict of arms from Lexington to Appomattox, every State constitution 
adopted within the century just closed, and our unexampled growth in 
wealth and population alike give evidence that a wise and good Provi- 
dence has in the order of things ordained that we here and now are to 
establish principles of human freedom as applied to government upon 
the foundation laid by our fathers that all men are created equal and 
endowed by their Creator with certain inalienable rights, among which 
are life, liberty, and the pursuit of happiness.” All men,” says the 
great Bill of Rights, not white men only. Be it so that the fathers 
builded better than they knew, and did not foresee the test that time 
would bring to the import of these two words, All men,“ yet the pur- 
pose of the Infinite was that in a single century they should become the 
talismanic words of the Republic. To emphasize this it was that in the 
long ago the colored man was brought to our shores. The objectof those 
who brought him was only sordid gain, regardless of the rights of their 
victim, and yet the design of Providence was in this way accomplished. 
It brought the Republic face to face with this supreme test of its devo- 
tion to the principle on which it was founded. The acknowledgment of 
the white man’s right was not enough to establish that principle; it 
must needs be applied to a people with “a skin not colored like our 
own” in order that it might come to be, through our example, for the 
uplifting of the human race, 
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Comparison of voles cast in the following States. 


Votes | Total vote 
against. 


Votes for. 


pre 


1 $1,198 
2 31,920 
8 . B. 84,565 
4 | William E, Fuller. 32, 105 
5 | Daniel Kerr.. 32,804 
6| J. 82, 620 
7 29, 398 
8 33,726 
9 | Joseph Lyman. 81,745 
10 | A. J. Holmes.. 29, 635 
11 | I.S. Struble.... 26,275 


8 


1 14,008 15,359 29. 367 
2 7,369 11,829 18, 698 
3 13,721 6,774 20, 495 
4 12,147 12, 477 24,624 
5 14, 222 8.870 22,592 
6 13, 106 10, 528 23, 634 
7 12,586 9,027 21,613 
8 16, 827 13, 893 30,720 
9 13, 753 11, 642 25, 395 
10 15, 186 16, 026 81, 212 
11 16, 733 17,533 34. 266 
12 18, 718 32, 552 
13 17,423 35, 242 
l4 15,319 30, 022 
15 16,739 82, 863 
16 16, 424 82, 708 
17 14, 47 27,651 
18 15, 396 30, 339 
19 29, 046 
20 31, 904 
essosesssesessossesiosessisososossososeosse 943 


114. 85, 159 
212. 30, 951 
8] J. 30, 766 
4 | Wi 30,766 
5|0. 0. 16, 32, 856 
6 | T. M. 20, 32, 650 
7 Willi 22, 43, 990 
8 J: 20, 40, 734 
9| J. 22, 41, 458 
10 18, 34,155 
il 19, 38, 890 
12 17, 83, 316 
13 41, 026 

987 


1 28, 688 
: uy 
4 18, 648 
5 23,648 
6 38, 920 
f F 
9 35, 348 
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Comparison of votes cast in the following States—Continued, 


Votes | Total vote 
cast, 


our1o—continued. 


10 | Jacob Romeis ......... 32,772 
11 31, 690 
12 36, 864 
13 39, 315 
14 28,175 
15 80,118 
16 37, 866 
17 | J. D. Taylor......... 33.581 
18 34, 993 
19 E. B. Taylor... 27, 829 
20 | G. W. Crouse 82,518 
21 | M. A. Foran. 29, 
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E. N. Morrill. 
E. II. Funston 
B. W. Perkins... 
Thomas Ryan... 
J. A. Anderson., 
E. J. Turner... 
S. R. Peters.. .. . 


Total... „o 


MICHIGAN, 


“TO Crm Cob 


1 J. Logan Chipman... 34, O44 
2 | E. P. Allen 34, 463 
3 | James O Donnell. 39, 308 
4 J. C. Burrows. 36, 000 
5 39, 773 
7 28,333 
8 37, 46 
9 33,817 
10 25,011 
11 


John M. Allen 
James B. Morgan. 
Thomas C. Catchin 
F. G. Barry. . . . 


g3. 


28e 


P eee ess 
ARKANSAS, 7 


Clim 09 to 


8 te 


1 

2| H. A. Herbert . 

3 , 660 

4 | A. C. Davidson. , 958 

5 James E. Cobb 6, 333 

6 John H. Bankhead...... 12, 307 

7 | William Henry Forney . 12,157 

8 | Joseph Wheeler. . . . . . 20, 323 
86,617 


1 | Thomas M. Norwood 2,061 2,078 
2 H. G. Turner.. 2,411. 2,411 
3 | Charles F. Cri: 1, 704 |. 1,704 
4 | Thomas W. G 2,909 3,239 
5| Jobn D. Stewart... 2,999 |. 2,999 
6 | James H. Blount 1,722 |; 1,722 
7 | J. C. Clements... 5,043 6,580 
8 H. 2,377 2,432 
9 2,355 2,366 
10 1,944 1,944 
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2 

Votes Total vote 

3 Member. against. cast. 
A 
. SOUTH CAROLINA, 

1 | Samuel Dibble 3,315 8,817 

2 George D. Tillman 5.212 5, 235 

3 James S. Cothran. 4, 402 4, 409 

4 4,470 4,470 

5 i 4, 696 4,701 

6 | George W. Dargan. 4,411 4,469 

7 | William Elliott... 6. 493 12,476 

Total „..... 32, 999 39, 077 


Recapitulation, 


against. 

182, 724 163, 352 

297, 186 267, 757 

242,616 219, 371 
362, 231 323, 646 
150, 338 120, 142 
190, 776 186, 940 
233, 219 | 2,707,079 | 1,425,871 | 1,281,208 
E sss |e ess See 
44, 953 31,772 10,180 
52.62 36, 673 15, 969 
83. 60, 134 22, 925 

86,617 62,181 24, 436 

$ 26,1 24,525 1,603 

. 604, 332 39, 077 82, 999 6,078 
= 3, 390, 079 | 3, 274, 180 | 832, 476 251, 234 | 81, 192 

North. | South. 

Average vote cast in each district. 32, 616 7, 732 
Average vote for each successful candidate 17,179 5,844 
Average o) ition vote for each successful can Š 15, 436 1,888 
Per cent. of opposition vote to population. 10, 25 1.21 
Number of districts in which no opposition —— 12 


Number of districts less than 60 votes. . . 


Agricultural Appropriation Bill. 


SPEECH 


OF 
HON. JOHN D. STEWART, 
OF GEORGIA, 
In THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
K Friday, February 8, 1889, 


On the bill (H. R. 12485) making an appropriation for the Department of Agri- 
Ji Wer 


culture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1890, and for ot 
Mr. STEWART, of Georgia, said: 


r purposes, 


Mr. SPEAKER: I am much surprised that any member on this floor 
should oppose this bill. If it does carry an increased appropriation 
over former years, if the agricultural condition of the country should 
thereby be increased, I should only wish that the appropriation was 


la 


rger. 
It has well been said that our national as well as our individual 


prosperity is largely dependent upon agriculture, and when we remem- 
ber that more than sixty millions of our people in a great measure are 
dependent upon the successful prosecution of agriculture for food and 
raiment how important, then, that we should give the subject due con- 
sideration, and do all within our power for its vigorous and successful 


prosecution. 


I admit that we, as an agricultural people, can look with pride to 
what has been accomplished in the past, and we can not fail to regard 
the present as most auspicious; and if we do our whole duty the fut- 


ure is most fall of promise. 


It may be urged with propriety that Congress has manifested a deep 
concerh in this subject in having recently made the head of this De- 
partment a Cabinet officer. I admit that Congress has sought to give 
this Department that dignity which its great merit demands. And 
will we not appear most inconsistent if we now withhold needed ap- 
propriations? As atest of oursincerity and earnestness we should deal 


with the Department with a liberal hand. 
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Farmers pay taxes; they furnish a majority of soldiers in time of 


war. In every crisis we admire their conservatism and energetic sup- 
port of the Government; in progress they have led the advance guard; 
they have faced dangers, trials, and hardships, and have borne the ban- 

_ ner of civilization aloft in its westward march. From the Atlantic to 
the Pacific, from the Northern Lakes to the Gulf of Mexico, they have 
established schools and churches and many happy homes. Haye they 
not aright, then, to demand at our hands such appropriations as will 
‘make this bureau most efficient? Will not the toiling millions hold 
us to an account for our conduct in dealing with that which most 
deeply concerns them ? 

Some complain of the amount appropriated by this bill. How in- 
significant is it when compared with appropriations made for the main- 
tenance of other interests and other departments of the Government; 
and in this connection it may not be uninteresting to give a statement 
of the appropriations for the last fiscal year for the following purposes: 


Pensions.. 


We appropriated millions for the construction of ships and engines 
of war. I had rather vote twice the amount to be used in methods 
which will facilitate the feeding of the hungry and clothing the naked 
than vote for appropriations designed for the destruction rather than 
the preservation of human life. While it may be proper to provide 
for the public defense, yet I refer to this to show that we should not be 
timid in making appropriations for other matters equally meritorions. 

With reference to the matter of appropriations we might profit by 
looking to the conduct of other countries. Last year France expended 
for agriculture and commerce $20,000,090; Brazil, $12,000,000; Russia, 
$11,000,000; Austria, $5,500,000; Japan, $1,000,000; England, $22,- 
000,000; while our Government only expended $1,716,000. 

It was not the object of those who constituted this bureau that it 
should sintply distribute seeds. It was their declared purpose that the 
bureau was organized for the promotion of the following objects: 

For promoting the science and practice of agriculture. 

For gathering information in natural history connected with agriculture. 

For moting agricultural chemistry. 

For ction in agricultural mechanics, manufactures, and commerce, and 
statistics. 

And we might add, forestry and animal industry. 

Since this bureau was established, in 1862, much good has been ac- 
complished, and if the means had been furnished much more could have 
been done. 2 

Most valuable information has been obtained in this and other coun- 
tries in the science of agriculture; the best modes of tilling the soil, 
together with the best and most improved implements to be used; the 
composition of the soil and its needs, and proper fertilization. In ad- 
dition to this much has been done to ascertain how the greatest yield 
can be obtained with the least costand labor; and this information has 
been distributed, to which I will more specifically call attention when 
I refer to the last year's work of this bureau. 

We have reached that period in our history in agriculture where all 
must admit that old processes will not do, and where science, in har- 
nessed forces, must hitch on to our every-day methods in sowing and 
reaping, and urge them forward with the same speed that propels ma- 
chinery in mechanics and in our methods of conducting commerce. 

Farmers know that it is a truth sustained by observation that natural 
disabilities, although great, are less injurious than bad cultivation, 
and they can measurably be overcome by the intelligent farmer with 
improveil implements of husbandry. 

It is the crop of the unskilled cultivator which drought, insects, or 

early frosts usually destroy, and it i. the poorly-cultivated crop which 
brings the lowest price in market. 

From this day forward we should understand that farming must be 

. directed by sense and science; and that without skill to improvise the 
best machinery and without science to understand the nature and needs 
of the soil, the supremacy of agriculture will be greatly diminished if 
not broken down. 

I venture to suggest that we will fail to meet the expectations of the 
country if we do not do all in our power to foster this industry. 

Among other provisions of the bill under consideration it provides 
for the establishment of experimental stations in agriculture. Who 
can estimate the benefits which may be derived from these? for it 
will be remembered that agricultural chemistry now forms a part of 
the curriculum of studies in most of our schools and colleges. And 
the same advancement has been madein agricultural mechanics. Who 
could have foretold a few years ago what can now be accomplished by 
the reaper and other improved agricultural implements ? 

As agriculture furnishes about 82 per cent. of the commerce of the 
United States, I beg to submit a table showing its rapid development 
for a given number of years. This of itself seems to me to be a suffi- 
cient reason why we should do all in our power to encourage those 


engaged in agriculture, since it is seen that they contribute so largely 
to the general prosperity of the country. 


Agricultural | Per 
Exports. exports. cent, 


7 Years. 


811,600. 000 80 
48, 000, 000 82 
92,500, 000 83 
108, 600, 000 80.5 
256, 500, 000 8L 
361, 200, 000 79 
683,000,000 |" 83 


Increase of production for a number 
of years in— 
Years. 


| 
Breadstuffs. Provisions, | Cotton. 


D TTT bushels... 282, 000, 000 


From the foregoing table and other information it has been ascertained 
that the capital invested in this industry amounts to 828,000, 000, 000, 
and that the annual productions of the farms amount to 89, 000, 000, 000; 
that in 1880 the United States sold of farm products to other nations 
$683,010,976, constituting about 82 per cent. of our exports. When 
our great western countr shall be thickly settled who can estimate 
what the value of our farm products will be? 

Iam of the opinion that our people have not been thoroughly in- 
formed as to the character, nature, and extent of the work which this 
bureau has performed, and I ask permission to incorporate as a part of 
my remarks a letter received from the Department, and containing a 
synopsis of the work done during the last twelve months, together with 
other matters contained in said letter. 

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, 
Washington, D. C., February 7, 1889. 
Sır: In reply to your inquiries of this date, I have the honor to say: 
55 was established as a branch of the Patent Office on the 4th 
8 2. The act establishing the Department of Agriculture, became a law on the 
15th of May, 1862. 
3. The annual expenditures since 1862" have been computed only to 1877. 


From that date forward Igive the annual appropriations, 
Expenditures for the fiscal year ending June 30— 


fiscal year ending June 30— 


oa 


al 
From the botanical division four reports, on the downy mildew and grape 
rot, on the grasses of the arid regions, fungicides or remedies for plant diseases, 


fertilizers. 
5 the entomological division thirteen reports and bulletins, on the char- 
acter, habits, and means of extermination of insects injurious to agriculture; on 
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the chinch bug, mulberry silk-worm, shade trees and their defoliators, annual 
report of the chief, catalogues of the exhibition at New Orleans, and of North 
> American insects, with seven bulletins on insect life; in all, 58,600 copies. 

rom the Bureau of Animal Industry, the annual report of the chief, and cir- 
culars on diseases of animals and their remedies; in all 30,000 copies. 

From the forestry division, report of the chief, the forest condition of the 
Rocky Mountains, increasing the durability of timber, and on new forage 
plants; in all, 16,000 copies. A 

From the division of ornithology and mammalogy, report of the chief, and 
on bird migration; in all, 6,500 copies, 

From the division of pomology, report of the chief, and bulletin on the adap- 
tation of Russian and other fruits; in all, 26,000 copies, 

The annual report of the Department, 400,000 copies, 


A exregating 790,600 td era 

In addition to this printed matter, a vast amount of agricultural literature 
has been disseminatedin manuscript, by reports and letters, todifferentregions 
of the United States, as well as abroad, in responi to inquiries; as well as new 
facts, without special inquiry, which have n collated by the Department, 
relative to desirable products, their names, characteristics, with climatic and 
other conditions necessary to successful culture, 

6. The “general scope“ of the work has been, in accordance with law, the 
distribution of seeds adapted to the different sections of the Union; the dis- 
semination of useful information in regard to the cultivation of different pro- 
ducts, and the names and characteristics of new and rare varieties; the col- 
lection of agricultural statistics; the collation and publication of scientific and 
practical details relative to botany, 8 aud agricultural chemistry; 
the cause of. and remedies for. the diseases of domestic animals; the develop- 
ment of the silk industry by the collection of cocoons and the operation of suc- 
cessful machinery; pomological information as to the nomenclature and 
merits of different fruits; collating information as to the nomenclature and 
merits of different fruits, both native and foreign; facts and fallacies relative to 
the dairy industry; and causes of the denudation of our forests, with suggested 
remedies for their preservation; and suggestive facts in ornithology and mam- 
N with kindred labors of the different divisions to promote our agricult- 
ural interests. 


7. The recent establishment by Congress of experiment stations in the differ- 
ent States has met the unqualified approval of all parties interested in agricult- 


ure, and there are now forty-six of them established and in active 
work, with which this entisin hearty co-operation. Though ong are 
yet in their infancy the results so far fully certify the wisdom of Congress in its 


appropriation for the p . These results, taken in connection with those 
from similar institutions in other countries, warrant me in anticipating a value 
from their work vastly in excess of the cost of their establishment and main- 


tenance, 
8. General remarks.” In general, it may be safely said that the impetus 


given to the better production of our agricultural values, as evidenced by the 
corres ofthe Department from all sections of the country, certifies with- 
out qualification to the great benefits everywhere resulting from its labors; 
and it has thus been able to keep up with the development of the agricultural 
economies desired by our people. It has so well commended itself to the coun- 
oT Oe that it now has no less than twenty separate divisions, 
which are se broadcast numerous reports and bulletins, showing what 
science and experience has to teach of the different problems that present them- 
selves to the cultivators of our varied soils, of the insects which depredate, and 
diseases which devastate, making, as a whole, an on of scientific and 
—— effort which is not paralleled in the tural history of any other 
nation, 


with the latest and most a ed ap 
3 safe and healthfal surroundings. Science and experiment are to 
e 


Hon. Jonx D. STEWART, 
Member Congress Fifth'District Georgia. 


In addition to the information contained in the letter of Hon. Nor- 
man J. Colman, I desire, if possible, to call the attention of the public 
to one other matter which I insist has resulted from experiments con- 
ducted by the Agricultural Department. I refer to the manufacture 
in this country of sorghum and beet sugar. 

The sorghum plant is believed to be indigenous to most temperate 
and subtropical countries. And yet how little is known to the great 
mass of our agriculturists respecting its culture and utilization as a 
producer of saccharine matter. It may be profitably cultivated in 
nearly every State in the Union; and the sugar made from its stalks 
is, under the new processes of manufacture, just as good as that from 
the tropical cane. 

The testimony before the Senate Finance Committee, taken in Jan- 
uary last, discloses the fact that in one littledistrict in Kansas asingle 
local manufacturer made last year 700,000 pounds of best crystallized 
light-brown sugar from the hitherto neglected sorghum plant. The 
plant was cultivated within an area of 3 miles of the manufactory, and 
was a source of fine profit to farmers. It paid them better than their 
corn crops. It was less uncertain and less exhausting tothe soil. The 
factory bought it in bulk from the planters at $2 per ton, stripped it 
by machinery, utilized the leaves for provender and for the manufact- 
ure of paper, and made from the juice of the stalks a sugar which sells 
readily at 6 cents a pound. An acre of ground, it has been found, 
will produce 10 tons of sorghum in the gross; that is, stalks, leaves, 
seeds, and all. The seed was sold for $1.10 per bushel, and used for 


the manufacture of glucose, for which purpose it is preferable to cern. 


And it has been demonstrated that with proper facilities an excellent 
and salable article of light-brown sugar can be made from sorghum’ 
at a cost of from 2} to 3 cents per pound. With a bounty from the 
State government, as, for instance, in Kansas, it has been made at a cost 
of about 1 cent per pound. This was brought to light by the evidence 
to which I refer. In response to a question by the committee whether 
sugar could not be made as low as 1 cent per pound, Mr. Parkinson (a 
sorghum manufacturer at Fort Scott, Kans.) said: 


That depends, of course, entirely on the price of the by products, If you will 
give me gl a bushel for the seed and 20 cents a lon for the sirup, I think I 
can produce sorghum sugar for nothing, But then, of course, I can not say 
whata pouou of sugar costs unless I know what I-am to get for the seed, and 
for the leaf, as even it is valuable for food. That, however, we can get at very 
accurately. But the molasses and the food products are very important, and 
8 must be determined, of course, before the price of sugar can be de- 

ermined. 

Senator ALDRICH. Does this molasses go into domestic consumption to any 
great extent? > 

Mr. ParKIxsox, No, sir. 

Senator ALDRICH. On account of the flavor ? 

Mr. PARKINSON. No; the flavor is not disagreeable to all, but the people in 
the West have been educated to a lighter colored sirup and to a mixed sirup, 
People do not want pure sirup. It is too sweet. I believe that is true every- 
where. We work some of it into Vermont maple” by doctoring it up a little, 
and it goes off very well. 

Senator Hiscock. How many bushels of sorghum seed does it take to plant 
an acre? 

Mr. PARKINSON. About a pound and a half is enough. 

Senator Hiscock. And the yield of seed is about 20 bushels to the acre? 

Mr. PARKINSON. Yes. If the price of sugar is maintained at about what it is 
now there is a great future for sorghum, unquestionably. Iam not speaking 
theoretically, because we have solved this problem of extraction,and we are 
improving every year, not only upon the 8 of the product, but upon the 
increased amount of sugar. Take this cane of Western Kansas that averages 
15 per cent. of sucrose; we 8 to get 150 pounds of sugar out of 
— 9 8 believe we can with more intelligent processes than we have 

n able to apply. 
ao CATIA N. How fur is this sorghum hauled by the farmers to your fac- 
ry 

Mr, PARKINSON. About 3 miles is as far as it can be profitably bauled. 

The CHAIRMAN. Would a circle of 3 miles radius support a sugar factory in 
the center and supply it with sufficient cane for seventy days, say, at Topeka ? 

Mr. Parkinson. Yes; very much more. Three miles square would be 9 
square miles, nine sections; say 3,000 acres, The Topeka factory works about 
2,000 acres, Wehave made some experiments this year in rip — these chips for 
88 so that they could be transported and worked during a portion of 

e year when we can not work them, We have macerated them and dried 
them with hot air, and we have had some very hopefal results, but have done 
tnothing onan extended scale, 

‘he CHAIRMAN. How do the farmers find your $2 a ton pays them as compared 
with a good crop of corn at 80 bushels to the acre ? 

Mr. PARKINSON. We call 80 bushels to the acre avery fine cropof corn ia Kan- 


sas. 

The CHAmmAN. Say 50 or 40? 

Mr. PARKINSON. It pays them better. 

The Cuareman, Better than to raise corn at 40 bushels to the acre? 

Mr. PARKINSON. Yes. 

Senator Hiscock. That is, 40 bushels of shelled corn? 

Mr. Parxrysoy. Yes. I think I can say this with safety: that wecould secure 
almost any pre quantity of cane contracted for to-day at fl. 50 a ton. At 81.50 
aton it would pay the farmer better than any crop he raises, considering the un- 
certainty of corn, and then considering the certainty of sorghum. i 

Senator What time do zos parat sorghum in the spring ? 
oo About the Ist of May, about the same time that corn is 

nted. 

Senator Hiscock. And commence cutting it in 8 
Were e. Yes; an early cane will mature in ninety days with favor- 


Senator Hiscock. Has it ever been raised enough so that you know to what 
extent itexhausts the soil? 

Mr. PARKINSON. Yes; I think I can say that it has. I havea piece of land 
that has had ten successive crops of sorghum, and I think it is the best sorghum 
in the neighborhood. In other words, it is not an exhaustive crop. 

The Crarmmay. Does it have tically the same effect as corn? 

Mr. PARKINSON, It is not so hard on the land as corn is. One secret of its 
standing the drought is that it has a tap root that goes down deeply into the 
soil, and the sugar all comes from the atmosphere. It is something like a crop 
of gastor-beans, We make three successive crops of castor-beans in Kansas, 
and keep the ground well manured, 

Being asked whether the saccharine matter in the cane depended to 
any greatextent upon the method of culture, the manufacturer replied 
that it did; the better and more carefully the cane was cultivated the 
greater would be the average yield per ton of saccharine matter. The 
average yield was about 80 pounds to the ton. 

Another branch of agricultural industry that might be rapidly de- 
veloped in nearly all parts of our country under the provisions of this 
bill is the sugar-beet culture. The climate of Georgia particularly 
seems well adapted to it, and so, indeed, ofthe other Southern States. 
It is shown by the testimony from which I have been quoting that this 
industry is already being rapidly developed on the Pacific coast, where 
the natural facilities are not so great perhaps as in Georgia. 

Mr. Spreckels, the great sugar manufacturer, testified before the com- 
mittee that in California he paid about $5.50 per ton for sugar-beets. 
The average crop per acre was about 35 tons. This, of course, makes 
it a very profitable crop to the farmers, while it enables the manufact- 
urers to make an excellent article of sugar at a fair profit. Forty-four 
tons of sugar are made from 350 tons of beets, or say about 11} per 
cent. The manufacturer thus makes about 220 pounds of sugar from 
every 2,000 pounds of beets. He sells the residuum er pulp to cattle- 
men, who have discovered it to be an excellent food for their stock. In 
other words, the pulp can be utilized here, as in Germany, by the 
dairy men. 

The chairman asked Mr. Spreckels if he had any knowledge of soils 


ge 


48 


APPENDIX TO THE CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 


that would enable him to express an opinion with reference to the pro- 
duction of sugar-beets, to which Mr. Spreckels replied: 

I have not, but I could very easily ascertain from my own chemist. Iam not 
myself so far advanced as that. 

e CHAIRMAN, You only know that it will do in California? 

Mr. SPRECKELS, I know that it is successful in California, Oregon, and Wash- 
ington Territory, because we have had beets from there, and we have sent seed 
there, I think Oregon and Washington Territory are fully as good as Califor- 
nia, if not better, 

Senator ALDRICH., In selecting a location for your factory, was it done with 
any 3 to the adaptability of soil for producing beets? 

Mr, SpREcKELS, We knew that we could raise there potatoes, and could raise 
co crop on good land; so I thought they could raise beets; I knew they 
could, 

Senator ALDRICH. But you made no special examination with that purpose 


in view? 
Mr. SPRECKELS. No. Beets will not thrive on all lands. A beet will tell you 


in a short time what your land is, that it ought to havea fertilizer of some kind. 
It indicates the character of the land right away. 

Senator Hiscock. Does the beet crop exhaust the land rapidly? 

Mr. SPRECKELS, No, sir; in fact, in Germany the more beets the more grain. 

Senator Hiscock. I mean can you repeat the beet crops? 

Mr. SPRECKELS. Yes; you can repeat them in rich land every other year for 
a long time, and perhaps even every year; but then it would be the same as if 
you raised the same crop of grain for successive years; the grain will not be so 
good in after years as it was at the start. 

Senator Hiscock. What I was after was this: Whether the saccharine matter 
comes from the air or from the earth? 

Mr. SPRECKELS. It comes from the air and the sunshine. We take out the 
salts of potash, and that we can give back in the fertilizers and lime. 

The CHAIRMAN, In Germany, I understand, they rotate the crops. That is, they 
plant beets but once in four years. 

Mr. SPRECKELS, Once in three years. For instance, after beets they raise a 
very big crop of grain, and in Germany they get 1} cents more from the brew- 
ers for the barley, > 

The CHAIRMAN. That is, after the beet Sopr P 

Mr. SPRECKELS, Yes, Then after the barley they put on fertilizers, costing 
from $10 to $15 an acre. Then they have wheat or some other grain after the 
fertilizer, and then they put on beets agato; You must never fertilize your beets 
the same year that you plant them; the year before will do. 

Mr. Speaker, the foregoing testimony shows that beet culture can be 
made a most profitable industry contiguous to an establishment for the 
manufacture of beet sugar, and that a beet-sugar manufactory may be 
33 anywhere where lime and water and fuel and beets can be had. 

n other words, a good article of sugar may be made in the United States 
as cheaply from the sugar-beet as from the tropical and sub-tropical 
sugar-cane; and with the conditions as to labor being equal, beet sugar 
may be manufactured as cheaply here, nay, even more 88507 than in 
Germany, where it has grown into an enormous and profitable industry. 

I would, if possible, emphasize the successful experiments that. have 
been made in the manufacture of sugar, hoping that other portions of 
this great country will undertake like experiments; and I trust that 
at no distant day we will manufacture all the sugar that our people 
consume. What a blessing this would be when it is remembered that 
we are now paying $55,000,000 of duty annually on imported sugar. 

Mr. Speaker, in conclusion I here now assert that successful agricult- 
ure is as much dependent upon scientific investigation as is steam in 
propelling machinery or electricity in producing light; and if we de- 
sire the prosperity of this the greatest of all known Republits, we 
should contribute whatever means are necessary for the prosecution of 
these investigations for the purpose of bringing agriculture, the great- 
est American industry, to the highest perfection that can be attained 
by the exercise of human skill. 


Death of Hon. Edward W. Robertson. 
SPEECH 


HON. CHARLES E. HOOKER, 


OF MISSISSIPPI, 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Saturday, January 19, 1889. 


The House having under consideration resolutions of respect to the memo 
of Hon, Edward W. Robertson, late a Representative from the State of Louisi- 
ana— 

Mr. HOOKER said: 

Mr. SPEAKER: The invitation of the Louisiaua delegation upon this 
floor requesting me to participate in these service in commemoration of the 
memory of our departed fellow-member occurs out of the fact I had 
the honor to serve with him in this body in the Forty-fifth, Forty-sixth, 
and Forty-seventh Congresses. 

Representing, as he did, a coterminous State tomy own, with similar 
interests, we were naturally thrown much together, and I had the honor 
to be called his friend. We served together for a long period in the 
Congress of the United States, and I am gratified to be able to avail 
myself of this occasion, without preparation in writing, to express the 
sentiments I held towards this deceased brother of our body. 

He came into the Congress of the United States one session after I 
had become a member, and as has been well said by his distinguished 
colleague [Mr. BLANCHARD] who has just addressed you, the appre- 


ciation of his services and of his ability and his fitness for the ition 
to which his people had elected him was demonstrated by the fact that 
the unusual honor was conferred upon him of being made the chair- 
man of one of the most important committees on this floor. He was 
selected to preside over that committee which had in charge the inter- 
est particular to the valley of the Mississippi River, being the Commit- 
tee on the Mississippi Levees. As chairman of that committee he was 
the author of the bill, which finally became a law, creating the Missis- 
sippi River Commission. He was the originator, Mr. Speaker, I ma; 
say, of that tardy act of justice to the largest body of water whi 
flows through our continent, embracing so many thousand miles of 
navigable waters. It had been the recipient of but little of patronage on 
the part of the Government in the way of improvement of its naviga- 
tion and commerce. And as chairman of that committee he is entitled 
to the honor of inaugurating the policy of making adequate improve- 
ments for the great stream, draining, as it does, with its vast tributaries, . 
twenty-four States and six Territories of the Union, and containing 
within its water-sheds a vast proportion of the population of this 
country. 

He had been previously honored by his State, as has been well said 
by being selected as its representative in its Legislature. He had 
twice been chosen its auditor of accounts. He served with distinction 
in no high rank in the Army in Mexico, for he belonged to the rank 
and file of minor officers and men whose valor forges the epaulets which 
adorn the shoulders of the commanding general. He served with equal 
distinction in the late war between the States; again in his mod 
declining a high position, and seeking simply to discharge his duty, 
he assumed the humble rôle of captain of his company, declining to be 
the colonel of his regiment. He served in the Walnut Hills of Vicks- 
burg side by side with myself during the entire siege of that great 
city. His services there are familiar to me, and his esteem amongst 
the men with whom he served I was cognizant of. 

The last occasion I had, sir, the pleasure to grasp him by the hand 
was when ‘he came with his comrades from Louisiana on the 11th of 
June, 1887, to Vicksburg to present to the good ladies of that city the 
monument which the affectionate regard of the survivors erected over 
the gallant men of Louisiana who lay buried on those battle-fields. I 
there had the pleasure for the last time tosee him when the good ladies 
of that city of e assembled to receiveat the hands of the dele- 
gation from Louisiana the monument their gratitude reared to the valor 
of their comrades who had fallen by their side. I congratulated him on 
his splendid health. I congratulated him on his recovery from the 
accident which had prostrated him. He had then been electeda mem- 
ber of this Congress, and I had hoped to have the pleasure of greeting 
him here as I had the honor of doing in former times and to work side 
by side with him in behalf of the common interests of our common 
country. But that pleasure, by the fiat of Him to whose decree we all 
bow with humility, has been denied to me as to other members of this 
body who knew him so well. He was suddenly taken away. But his 
mantle has fallen upon the shoulders of that son who represents in this 
House the same Congressional district, being, I believe, among the 
youngest of its members; and I can wish him no better fortune than to 
inherit the principles of right and justice, of equity and fair dealing, 
and the high moral sense of duty which distinguished his eminent 
father. And as I had the pleasure to enjoy the friendship of the father, 
I hope also that I shall share with him in the same affection that it was 
my honor to share with his father. 

It has been said, sir, by the great poet, whose magic hand sweeps 
across the chords of the human heart, and evokes from it every emo- 
tion that agitates it from the cradle to the grave, that there is nothing 
ae men fear so much as death. To use his own memorable expres- 

ion, 


The weariest and most loathed worldly life, 


That age, ache, penury, and imprisonment, 


Can lay on nature, isa 
To what we fear of deal 


That may be true, Mr. Speaker, ina general sense. But to the firm and 
true man, to the man of honest convictions and upright actions, to the 
brave man who can die only once, if he be armed with those convic- 
tions of right, those sentiments of morality which so prominently dis- 
tinguished our dead brother, death has few terrors. For while Mr, Rob- 
ertson was not one who thrust his religious views upon those with 
whom he wasassociated, he por such convictions in an eminent 
degree. In common with the whole of humanity he acknowledged 
our dependence upon the great Master whose arm sustains us all; and 
while it is not wonderful that among the intelligent, the educated, the 
right-thinking a sense of religion should govern, I doubt whether there, 
be in all the world one so vile that when the hour of affliction and 
trial comes upon him, he doesnot in his inner heart acknowledge his de- 
pendence upon Him who rules us all. It is but the re-echoing of the sen- 
timent which came from one of the Master's apostles. When under- 
taking to walk upon the water, he sank to the arm-pits, and heard = 
gurgling waters singing the requiem of death, he uttered that sentimen 
which comes from the heart of all in the hour of affliction, ‘* Save, 
Lord, or I perish.” 

To the brave, I have said, it comes to die only once, and Edward W. 
Robertson was brave in his convictions, brave in his sense of right, 
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brave in his actions; courageous possibly to a fault; firm in his con- been useful in this service beyond our most sanguine hope in aiding 
victions; he never yielded what he thought was right, either on this | other places, 


floor or wherever else he had to perform the duties of a man to his fel- 
low-citizens, to his country, and to his God. I know of no one whom 
it has been my good fortune to meet here among many distinguished 
men with whom I have associated on this floor who better deserves 
that magnificent comment which was made by the old Latin poet 
hundreds of years ago when, in describing the just, true, virtuous, up- 
right, unconquerable man, he used these memorable words: 

Justum actenacem propositi virum, 

Non civium ardor prava jubentium, 


Non vultus instantis tyranni 
Mente quatit solida. 


The Postal Clerical Service—Classification and Pay. 


Nothing to hope for or labor for, nothing to sigh for or gain; 
Nothing to light in its vividness, lightning-like, m and brain; 
Nothing to break life's monotony, rippling o'er with its breath; 


Nothing but dullness and lethargy, weariness, sorrow, and death. 


Denis Florence McCarthy. 
‘ §PEEOH 
HON. S. S. COX, 


OF NEW YORE, 
In THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 


Saturday, February 16, 1889. 


The House being in Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, and 
having under consideration the bill (II. R. 12490) making appropriations for the 
service of the Post-Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1890— 

Mr. COX said: 

Mr. CHAIRMAN: I have the honor and the pleasure to take, perhaps, 
an unusual interest in the Post-Office Department. That interest has 
been special, and on certain lines it issomewhat limited. The delivery 
system has long been associated with my duties here, and, I may say, 
even my anxieties abroad. But the letter-carriers have had not an un- 
5 on the contrary, quite a kindly, provision made for them 
from time to time as to the increase of their pay, their vacation, their 
recreation, and their hours of service. 

FREE DELIVERY. 


But how superbly have they recompensed the Government for its 
benefactions. As the facts justify our pride over my previous efforts 
in their behalf, may I be permitted to present now and here the last 
results of this free-delivery or letter-carrier service? Facts furnish the 
vindication of this system. They simply astound the mind as well as 
please the heart. 2 

According to the last report of the Postmaster-General, during the 
last fiscal year that system was— 

Extended to 169 additional places under the act of January 3, 1887, making a 
total of 358 free-delivery cities. ‘The number of carriers was increased from 5,310 
to 6,346, adding 1,036 to the number. The whole number of pieces of mail han- 
dled by the carriers Was 2.630,80 , 758, against 2.281.564.6438 the preceding year, 
showing an increase of 396, ,102 pieces, or 17.73 per cent, The percentages of 
increase were as follows: Letters delivered, 11.53; newspapers, ete., delivered, 
25.22; letters collected, 23.19; postal-cards collected, 31,69; newspapers, etc., col- 
lected, 25. The total cost of the service was $5,422,356.38, being an increase of 
$803,664.29, or a percentage of 17.40 over the preceding year. 

‘There is a largely-increased estimate for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1890, 
called for by the eight-hourlaw. ‘The ai heap veg henson that theamount 
required to carry out the provisions of that law will approximate about 81.42. 
000, of which amount $1,345,000 is for the pay of carriers, including promotions 
and $117,000 for incidental eg ped additional carriers, and pay of substitutes 
for carriers on yacation. Ifthe law had not been enacted the appropriation re- 
quired for the next fiscal year would have been about $6,538,000, whereas the 


estimate is 88, 000, 


000. 

Independent of the eight-hour law— 

Says the report— 
with the present number of offices, and the usual number of additional officesto 
be added annually, the annual increase would be about $500,000, 

There is a special pride, Mr. Chairman, in the results of this free- 
delivery service as it affects the city of New York. New York does not 
arrogate, and therefore does not derogate from its sister cities. All are 
beneficiaries of this splendidsystem. The tables below illustrate what 
Isay. Among the 358 offices where the system is operating, and with 
the 6,316 carriers, for 1888, the work done presents a net result which 
forever establishes the wisdom of Congress in increasing the service and 
extending its operations to the smaller cities. The excess of postage 
on local matter over the total cost of the service has increased, from 1887 
to 1888, 15.39 per cent., or 81, 030, 435.47. Of this net gain New York 
makes a gain of $1,322.680.52. New York adds to the fund for other 
places over several hundred thousand dollars. 

There is an unusually large increase of new offices under the act 
of January 3,1887. That act extended the free delivery to cities of 


10,000 population or to any Bsn sins where the gross revenue was not 
less $10,000; so that New York and a few other sister cities have 
2 XX— 4 
—— ee te 


Let the tables from the Postmaster-General’s report present the re- 
sults: 
The following table gives the aggregate results of the operations of the free- 


delivery system for the fiscal year, and the comparison of the results with the 
preceding year: 


Aggregate results of the free-delivery service for the fiscal year ended June 39, 1888. 


Statistics of free delivery. 1888. Increase. | en. 
Number of offices.... 189 858 169 | 84.12 
Number of carriers... 5,310 6,246 1,086 | 19.51 
Registered letters delivered 706, 346 4, 271, 105 564,759 | 15.23 
Letters delivered. 393,058 | 873,760,692 90, 367, G34 | 11.53 
Postal-cards delivered... 934,009 | 212,426,703 *3, 507, 306 1. 00 
Newspapers, ete., delivered. 342, 301. 621 428,710,933 86, 349, 312 25.22 
Letters collected......... 617,016,182 | 760,113,963 | 143,097,781 | 23.19 
Postal-cards collected... 170, 079,552 | 223, 980, 437 53,900, 885 | 31.69 
Newspapers, cte., collected. . 102,073,888 | 127,597, 925 25, 524, 037 | 25.00 
Whole number pieces handled...|2, 234, 564, 656 2, 630, 861, 758 297,102 | 17. 78 
Pieces handled per carrier......... 420, 882 415,563 95,250 1. 28 
Total cost of service, including 

post-office inspectors... 1, 618, 692. 07 88, 422. 356.36 | $803,664.29 | 17.40 
Average cost per carrier. hsp 7. $852.05 18.61 *1.79 
Average cost per pieve, i 8. 12.2 2.0 v. 29.00 
Amount oſ postage on local mat- 

$6, 691, 253. 69 ($7,721, 689. 10 81, 030, 435.47 | 15.39 
t 
$2, 072, 561. 62 ae $226,771.18 | 10. 91 


* Decrease. 
+ Based on the aggregate, $5, 407, 200. 16, paid carriers, and for incidental ex- 


penses, and not including $15, 156. 20 paid post-office inspectors. 
The receipts from local postage exceeded the cost of service in 38 of the 358 
oN (an increase of § over the previous year), as shown by the following 
e: 


Post-offices at which the local postage exceeded the cost of the service, 


Receipts Cost of car- 


Name of office. from local 0 
pos age. | Tier service. | Net gain 
> i 

Atchison, Kans 26, 652. 35 „360. 80 $1, 291.55 
Atlanta, Ga. 19, 867.32 16, 852. 13 3.015. 19 
Baltimore, M 198, 501. 15 144, 336.52 54, 164. 63 
Birmingham, 12, 400. 15 5,211.36 27, 248.79 
Boston, Mass... 475, 781. 7 333, 564. 33 142, 187. 30 
Brooklyn, N. Y.. 353, 030. 47 214, 795. 68 08. 234. 7 
Buffalo, N. Y. 85, 998. 82 78, 498. 86 12, 499. 96 
Chicago, Ml... 633,500.72 | 364. 256.49 269, 244. 23. 
Cincinnati, Ohio. 137,170. 69 114, $51. 05 22, 319. 64 
Denver, Colo... 44, 053, 07 24, 504. 33 19,548.74 
Detroit, Mich... 66, 899. 71 60, 479. 94 6,419.77 
Duluth, Minn.. 11,431. 19 8, 141.27 3,289. 92 
Elizabeth, N. J. 9, 493. 27 8, 756. 63 736. 64 
Hartford, Conn 22. 993. 10 17, 671.49 5,821.61 
Helena, Mont..... 3,349. 69 2,585, 40 704.20 
Kansas City, Mo.... 58, 030. 49 47, 807. 41 10, 723. 08 
Leavenworth, Kans. 10, 158. 40 7, 189.10 2, 969. 30 
Lexington, Ky. ..... 5, 389. 70 5,161.68 228. 02 
Lowell, Muss. 23,254. 13 16, 455. 38 6, 708. 75 
Montgoniery, Ala.. 7, 265. 98 4, 587.80 2, 678,18 
Newark, N. J.. . . . 53, 219. 13 42, 931. 29 10, 287. 84 
New Haven, Conn. 88, 506. 90 24, 142. 85 14,364.05 
New Orleans, 78, 694. 78 58, 999. 99 19, 694.79 
Newton, Kans. 2, 128.04 1, 942. 85 175.19 
New York, N 2, 034, 849, 99 712,169.46 | 1,322, 680. 53 
Omaha, Nebr... 67, 491. 20 23. 754. 49 43, 736.71 
Philadelphia, 1,184, 048. 90 444, 854.34 739. 184. 56 
Pittsburgh, Pa $5,966.16 | 62, 166. 38 23,799.78 
Providence, R. 46,107. 80 42, 789. 58 3,318.22 
Rochester, N.Y . 49, 267. 80 43,421.13 5, 846. 67 
St. Louis, Mo... 459, 639. 13 186, 160, 74 273, 478. 39 
St. Paul, Minn. 58, 674.75 49, 660. 40 9, 014.35 
San Francisco, Cal 168, 329. 94 114, 834. 17 53, 495. 77 
Syracuse, N. V.. 23, 850. 88 23, 276. 80 574. 08 

‘opeka, Kans. 10, 853, 14 10, 085. 00 768.14 
Troy, N. X.... 28, 965. 18 23, 624. 47 5,340.71 
Wilkes Barre, Pa 12, 282. 82 9, 326. 08 2,926.74 
Tacoma, Wash. 2,076.57 1,810.37 266. 20 


The ſree- delivery system of the Post-Office Department was inaugurated Jul 
1. 1863. The following table showing its growth in detail is herewith submitted: 


Showing the growth of the free-delivery service from ils inauguration, July 1, 1863, 


~ ~ 
© ° 
2 2 Excess of 
Year; FE 8.2 | Costofsery-| Postage on | Excess of | pos Or: 
EG g F ice, local matter. cost. Ocal matter. 
Z Z 
66 685| $317,063.20 |.. 
45 757 448,664.51 . 
46 £63 589, 236.41 |... 
47 O43 699, 934. 34 |.. 
48 | 1,198 995, 934. 59 |... 
48 | 1,246 | 1, 183,915.31 
51 | 1,262 | 1,230,079. 85 70 
52 | 1,419 | 3,353, 923. 23 . 78 | 595, 802. ee 
52 | 1,443 | 1,385, 965.76 | 907,851. 98 | 478, 613.83 ... .. 
187278. .. 52 | 1,498 1. 422, 405. 48 | 1,112, 251.21 | 310, 244.27 f. .... senses 
187374. , 87 | 2,049 | 1,802, 606.41 | 1, 611, 481,66 | 191, 214.75 . .... 
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Showing the growth of the free-delivery service, ete.Continued. 


~ 

O 

LE Excess of 
ss Cost ofsery- | Postage on | Excess of tage on 
g ; ice. local matter. cost, peal matter: 
a 
2,195 81. 880, 041. 99 81, 947, 799. 54 . . . $47, 517.55 
2,269 | 1, 981, 186.51 | 2,065,561. 73 $4, 375. 22 
2,265 | 1,893, 619.85 | 2,254, 597.53 360, 977.98 
2,275 | 1,824, 166.96 | 2,452, 251. 51 | 628, 084.55 
2,359 | 1, 947,706.61 2, 812, 523. 88 864,771. 14 
2,688 | 2,363, 693.14 | 3, 068,797.14 705, 104. 00 
2,861 | 2,499, 911.54 | 3,273, 630.39 773,718. 85 
3,115 | 2, 623, 262.74 3, 816,576.09 1, 193, 313. 35 
3, 680 | 3,173, 336.51 | 4, 195, 230.52 1, 021, SH. 01 
3. 890 | 3,504, 206.52 | 4,777,484. 87 1, 274, 278. 35 
4,358 | 3,985, 952.55 | 5, 241,721.10 1, 2%, 768. 55 
4,841 | 4,212, 306.70 | 5, 839, 242. 97 | 1, 526, 936. 27 
5,310 | 4,618, 692. 07 | 6, 691, 253. 69 | 2,072, 561. 2 
6,346 | 5, 422,356.36 7, 721, 689.16 2, 299, 332. 80 


Remarking upon these tables, the First Assistant Postmaster-General, 
Hon. A. E. Stevenson, commend; its popularity and efficiency and rec- 
ommends the improvement of the service in many feasible ways. 


CLASSIFICATION OF CLERKS, 


When gentlemen like my honorable friend from Illinois [Mr. CAN- 
NON] are reluctant to add to the postal efficiency as to the pay and 
classification of postal clerks, may I not ask them to ponder these 
tables? They will remind that affable gentleman of our early strug- 
gles pro and con on this interesting phase of the postal service. He will 
be gratified with the stupendous success. z 

I quote these figures in the way of a supplication to my friend not 
again to impede the progress of the postal service. I pray him not to 
obstruct the classification system in other regards. He will note, and 
the House will note also, the recommendations of the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral and his First Assistant in this direction. They but follow the tes- 
timony of their predecessors as well as that of the Chief Magistrate 
regarding the classification and salary of clerks in the larger post-oflices. 
The results came from the investigation of a commission. The report 
of that commission is found in the documents connected with the report 
of Postmaster-General Vilas for last year. 


GROWTH OF SYSTEM. 


Ican not, therefore, Mr. Chairman, but take an interest in the growth 
of every fiber of this postal system. Because of my association with 
the letter-carrier system I was requested to present other kindred re- 
forms. Among them was that of the railway postal clerks and the 
clerks in post-offices. At the request of the railway postal clerks I in- 
troduced a bill looking to the amelioration of their condition. I trust 
in time the good sense and justice of Congress will reach their case. 
It is not pertinent to this occasion to discuss it. 


MODIFICATION OF MEASURES. 
In relation to the clerks in post-offices I became by the partial- 
ity of that class of public officials their organ for the presentation of 
their bill and memorials. That bill was introduced on January 23, 
1888. At the request of the executive committee of the National Post- 
Office Clerks’ Association, on the 2istof February, 1888, and after con- 
sultation with the officials of the Department and the Board of Civil 
Service Commissioners, the bill was modified. The modification was 
laid before our Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. As pre- 
sented by them it provided— 
hat the clerks employed in 
— —.—— cashiers, superin . . shail be di 
vided into six classes, and shall be distinguished as frst, second, third, fourth, 
fifth, and sixth classes. 
Sante A eng pon ee te — n, the ee ed 
in the post-offices ned in hose cl 4 
their probationary 


class; and said pro shall comprise the first six months after the 
date of appointment. 


SEC. 3. tthe annual salaries of clerks classified in 


tion recei less salary chan he 
is paid at time of such classification. pi oe 


20. 4. That there are appropriated out of any moneys in the Treasury not 


otherwise appropriated such sums as may be for said salaries, and 
such appropristions shall be deemed annual approp: ns. 


It is unlike the provisions of the proposition now before us in the 
annual postal appropriation bill, but its ohjeet is substantially the same. 
I shall regret it if the difference between them prove an obstacle to 
the success which we hope for as to some measure of relief. 

Let us do what we can to reach some legislation, and if we can not 
obtain all we want do the best for the present. 

The Postal Association represented at that time fifty-fiveof the (then) 
eighty-two of our first-class post-offices. In their 
they received rebufis from certain postmasters; but I may say for them 


that generally they have received the good will of their superiors, and 
especially the earnest endeavors of the Postmaster-General (Mr. Dick- 
inson) and his First Assistant (Mr. Stevenson) and their coadjutors. 

Speaking for these hard-worked clerks I may say that itis with satis- 
faction that they applaud the effort being made, through the unani- 
mous consent granted to the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT], 
who is the chairman of the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads, to reach something, if not all they desire for the betterment of 
their condition as Government officials. Time and fair statements, 
together with the past history of the Post-Office Department and 
the recommendation of its chiefs, have brought the matter promptly, 
favorably, and pertinently before Congress for its action now om 
annual appropriation bill. Notwithstanding the efforts made by the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] and the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. ENLOE] to prevent this much-needed legislation, 
and notwithstanding the opposition of the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. Cannon], and notwithstanding the proposition may not be in all 
respects up to the standard of the clerks’ executive committee, or up to 
my own standard of proper legislation, it is such a fair and just plan 
as to challenge our best attention. N 

REBUFF TO THE CLERKS. 

J am not unaware of the manner in which the attempt on the part of 
these worthy and hard-worked people in the way of organization for their 
own benefit was received by the cynical and sinister action of the post- 
master of New York. But the right of the clerks under him to unite for 
their own benefit and that of their families could not beeclipsed by any 
little scornful indignation on his part. Their unity of action has been 
vindicated. The control of these postal matters, it would seem, be- 
longs to Congress in the first instance, and to the De ment, as its or- 
gan and agent, and not to the self-appointed judge of our postal laws in 
New York City. 

On the presentation of the Post-Office appropriation bill with this 
classification system embodied init, as presented by the gentleman from 
Georgia, some gentleman inquired as to the necessity or urgency of the 
measure. He was answered by that gentleman that the business inter- 
ests of the country, through memorials and through the press and other 
media, demanded attention to this matter. 

CLAMOR FOR THE LEGISLATION. 

In reply to the incredulous remark of the tleman from Indiana 
[Mr. HOLMAN], the chairman [Mr. BLOUNT) remarked: 

Oh, my friend sometimes does not hear of these things, but they have been 
heard of allover this House andalloverthiscountry, The Postmaster-General 
who p the present Postmaster-General hada clamor about his earsfrom 
offices all over the country; that complaint was voiced here through members 
upon this floor, and it was to the effect that the post-office clerks were paid in- 
sufficient compensation because the allowance wastoo low. The businessmen 
ofthe country were clamorous about that condition of things, the press and the 
peono erate were clamorous about it, yet my friend from Indiana never 

This is not an overstatement of the public anxiety and sympathy in 
behalf of this movement. 

What, then, Mr. Chairman, is the mischief connected with this pe- 
culiar service and what is the remedy therefor? It is an old maxim 
that— 

The harder the work and the longer the day, 
The more important the task, the smaller the pay. 

The work in our first-class post-offices illustrates this adage. The 
postal ‘employés of whom I speak number some five thousand in the 
country. They receive less pay, work more hours, perform more on- 
erous and in ble duties than perhaps any other officials in the 
Governmentservice. The mischief consists in the lack of fair remuner- 
ation for such work. The mischief commanded organization for the 
right remedy. It demanded equitable remuneration. The clerks had 
a right, inalienable to freemen and formidable to tyrants only, to make 
i request known to Congress in any respectful form or body 
they chose. 

I said, in speaking upon this subject the other e up a 
large bundle —that the facts had been accumulating since my 
firstintroduced. Iknewthatthere wasa universal request for the rem- 
edy. That bundle consisted partly of extracts, which I had clipped 
from various newspapers all over the land. These sentiments cam- 
up, not by pumping, but like a fountain, to the source of power. These 
extracts reflect the public sentiment. They do not ask for inordinate 

y. They do not economy, but they do express their dis- 

ike of that imony which would destroy the service altogether, 
and that meanness which would belittle the attempt tor a remedy. 

HOURS OF POSTAL LABOR, 

I called attention to the number of hours of aor pe day of these 
clerks in about a score of these principal offices. reproduce the 
list here in order to give it proper emphasis: 

Statement showing the number of working hours per day in various sections 
of the country. 

Brooklyn, N. X., ten to twelve hours (until the work is up). 


Bridgeport, Conn., twelve hours. 
Mass., and thirteen ho til 
Boston, Tü and one-half te - urs (until the work is up) 
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Cleveland, Ohio, eight to twelve hours, 

Erie, Pa., twelve hours. 

Hartford, Conn., nine to ten hours. 

Jersey City, N. J., nine to eleven hours, 

Minneapolis, Minn., ten to fourteen hours, 

Newark, N. we nine to ten and one-half hours, 

New Bedford, Mass., nine to ten hours. 

New York N V., eight to ten hours. 

Philadelphia, nine to twelve hours (until the work is up). 
Portland, Me., 5 a. m. to 10 p. m., with intermissions, making nine hours, 
Rochester, N. V., eight to twelve hours. 

Springfield, Mass., twelve hours. 

Worcester, Mass., twelve hours. 

If the remuneration for this extraordinary service were adequate there 
would be no complaint. But inasmuch as these unusual hours of labor 
are increased now and then, owing to circumstances connected with the 
arrival or delay of vessels and trains, and as the labor has been grow- 
ing in great disproportion to the pay, owing to the growth of the postal 
system in the first-class offices, is it not best to recur in detail to the 
unsuccessful efforts of the Department to distribute the allowances 
under existing law and to its detrimental and disastrous effects to both 
employés and the service? May we not be tted to denounce the 
ruleof favoritism or the occasion of importunity which combine to make 
the necessity for legislative action immediate and urgent? 


PUBLIC OPINION. 
It might not be amiss to glance ata few of the extracts from the news- 


a ection upon our statute. 

The Boston Herald exclaimed against the meanness of expecting men 
to work twelve hours a day, with only a fraction of rest on Sundays 
and holidays, on an average pay of about $600 per year. 

The Baltimore American regarded the demand of these employés as 
based on substantial grounds and entitled to recognition. 

The New York Press regarded the compensation as the poorest paid 
to skilled labor in the country. The efficiency of the service depended, 
in its judgment, more upon this class of public servants than any other 
class in the Post-Office, whether postmasters, heads of bureaus, or car- 
riers. It asks for substantial justice without unnecessary delay. 

The Cleveland Leader pointed out the inadequacy of the compensa- 
tion and urged the adoption of a better system. 

The New Bedford Mercury regarded the post-officé clerks who did 
duty about fourteen hoursa day, beginning at 6 in the morning until 8 
at night, as an overworked class. 

The Ohio State Journal asks for the equalization of theirsalary, and 
regarded it as an outrage that with a surplus in the Treasury this im- 
portant service should be crippled at so important a point as the capi- 
talof Ohio. It regarded the compensation as in no wise commensu- 
rate with the exacting duties. 

The Toledo Blade, looking at the civil-service examination which 
these clerks were compelled to pass, their education, intelligence, good 
memory, and quick movement, made an urgent call upon Congress in 
their behalf. 

The Chattanooga Sun, the Brooklyn Standard-Union, the New York 
Observer, the Scranton Truth, the Kansas City Journal joined with the 
great dailies East and West in the demand for fair, square, and intelli- 
gent remuneration. The latter journal could see no sense in leaving 

e salaries of the clerks undetermined and dependent entirely on the 
amount of the appropriation available. 

The St. Joe Herald, the Chattanooga Times, the Se ae (Mass. ) 
Union, the Baltimore Sun, the Boston Journal, the Philadelphia Ledger, 
the Florida Times-Union, the San Francisco Chronicle, and the Boston 
Traveller urged that the bill which I had the honor to offer should be 
passed so as to place the service on a satisfactory footing; so that the 
men should be graded according to the quality of their work and their 
pay arranged with an approach to justice. There was no exception in 
the press of every section. All united to denounce the niggardly in- 
equality of this most shameful and inadequate pay. 

The Argus and Press of Portland, the Kansas City Star, the Brook- 
lyn Eagle, the Cleveland News and Herald, the“ War Memories of 
Hartford, Conn., the Hartford Telegram, the Charleston News and 
Conrier, added their views to the chorus of public sentiment. They 
regarded the measure asa fair and thoughtful one, and the classification 
and salary proposed, depending upon efficiency, as having the moral 
support of the people. 

One of the newspapers of Jersey City pointed out the fact that the 
chief clerk of that office received only $700 a year, while the same posi- 
tion in Trenton gave $1,500. ‘This was an evidence of a discrepancy 
which was unbusiness-like and unjust, inasmuch as the business at the 
pener post-office was greater than at the latter in the proportion of 

to / 

In Jersey City, according to the facts as they have been sent to me, 
there are ten men employed in handling the mail, whose average rate 
of wages is only $560, the highest being $700, while the lowest salary 
is $425. Could any fact show more cogently the necessity for classifi- 
cation? And that, too, in a city where there are 150,000 inhabitants! 
Compared with other officials in the postal service this was glaringly 
ee ee The postmaster at that point has done what he could to 

ard the reform, x 


rs as the reflection of that public sentiment which should find its- 


The city of Portland, represented by the gentleman from Maine [Mr. 
REED], who has shown such an interest in the matter, is another in- 
stance of the need of some such system as that embodied in the bill. 

The constant and close attention and study and the long day's 
work—over fourteen hours in some offices—call for some business ex- 
perience to remedy the wrong. s 

The number of employés in the ninety-seven first-class post- offices of 
the country are some five thousand. They have justly complained of 
the neglect of Congress to care for them. They have no complaint ot 
the successive Postmasters-General, and none of their superior officers, 
except at New York. Unless we give a just measure of relief to satisfy 
their reasonable demands they have a right to complain of Congress. 

In the Springfield (Mass.) office the aunual allowance for clerk-hire 
is $9,500. From this sum $1,200 was deducted for the assistant post- 
master. The rest isapportioned among the remaining fourteen clerks. 
This makes the pitiful average of $592.85 per clerk. Compared with 
their service the salaries are not commensurate with the labor or with 
the salaries of their co-laborers. 

Why, a man in the Boston post-office may serve twenty-four years 
and be a conspicuously valuable officer, yet have a salary of but a few 
dollars over a thousand. The highest amount paid for clerks there is 
less than $1,200. The proposition in this bill makes but a meager in- 
crease. It should, to be just, perhaps make more. 

The San Francisco Examiner regards the provisions of the bill which 
I introduced, and would likely regard the provisions of the amendment 
to the Post-Office appropriation bill, as but a small concession, yet just 
in so far as it goes. 

The outside world, which enjoys the privileges of the postal service, 
are in comparative ignorance of the manner in which the mailis handled, 
or the exactitude and dispatch which is required, regardless of the quan- 
tity which is to be handled, the readiness with which these clerks are 
called to their duty at all hours of the day or night regardless of the 
size of the mails, as well as of the hours of their delivery, and of the dis- 
comfort of the twelve or fifteen hours of work, which is by no means an 
unusual occurrence at that post-office. Why should not the service ot 
these men, some of them veterans in this army, conscientious, 
honest, and faithful, be graded and the salary fixed as in other branches 
of the Government service? Why should a postal clerk depend on the 
whim of a superior for his dole, little or big? No wonder the public 
mind and press are full of sympathy for this remedial legislation. 

The Philadelphia Record thought it very unwise that we should un- 
dertake to reduce letter-postage before we brought up the numerical 
strength of the post-office force. It said: 

Such experiments should not be swamped at the outstart 


san grows out of the attempt to thrust upon one underpai 
wo. 


The absence of any regular system, which is evidenced by the fact 
that two men working side by side at the same desk, one of whom re- 
ceives $200 more than the other, is the result of an uncertain and in- 
equitable classification. It makes the rewards of ability and attention 
doubtful. No promotion brings, with certainty, an increase of pay. 
It often, however, brings a decrease. It is the law of equity, the law 
of God, that men should be paid according to the quality of their work. 
Then the Government pays fairly for what it gets; then the officials 
know that excellent service may bring promotion with increased com- 


pensation. 


the insufficiency 
man the labor of 


APPORTIONMENT OF MONEY. 


What kind of a business arrangement is it what kind of an annual 
act of appropriation can that be called which, by a single item for 
„compensation to clerks in post-offices, turns the amount over in 
bulk to the Post-Office Department for apportionment among the dif- 
ferent post-offices which are entitled to clerks? What kind of distri- 
bution is that which, by aseries oforders, allows so much to one office and 
so much to another; which allows an Assistant. Postmaster-General to 
make his best effort at a guess of the proper sum for each importunate 
postmaster to expend? What kind of a system is that which would 
turn that distribution over to a subordinate who in turn redistributes 
the allotments according to any caprice of fancy which he may be 
pleased to indulge? 0 


WORK AND WAGES. 


What kind of justice is that which sometimes pays 50 per cent, more 
to one than to another for performing the same kind of work? What 
kind of business arrangement is that which makes the pay of each clerk 
to depend on the appropriation, the allotment, and the pleasure of his 
own postmaster? What kind of a limitation upon power is that which 
gives to a postmaster appointed through favoritism or partisanship the 
right to assist the inexperienced at the expense of the experienced ? 
Does such a system tend to efficiency ? Does it tend to the promotion 
and correct disposition of mail matter? Is there anything rational or 
comforting in such a custom, according to our rules of business or equity? 
Men who work must be made content, and are only so with a quantum 
meruit. Requited toil makes the bread light and the butter sweet and 
golden. It lightens labor to have its result remunerative and applied 
to the comforts of home. That home is no solace to which the tired 
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husband and father ‘‘ wends his weary way“ conscious of being a sery- 
ant, without adequate reward for his service. He is then a slave 
not a servant. Money thus gotten with pain is worse than poverty. 

Do you want, Mr. Chairman, further particular instances? ‘Take 
the case of Kansas City. I am advised that the appropriations for 
that post-office have always been far below its needs. What is the 
consequence? Clerks receive $400 per year, and make long hours. 
They are competent and faithful clerks, They have no prospect of 
any rise commensurate with the work required. Other post-offices 
may have managed to secure more liberal moneys. But the system 
has not tended toward justice, for in many cases the appropriations 
have been too small and the salaries, as a consequence, meager. In 
Kansas City there are experienced clerks who handle money and who 
have heavy responsibilities, who receive $300 less per year than the 
mail carriers of the third grade. It is unfair for such places as Kan- 
sas City, growing so rapidly, that it should be thus cramped. The 
chief clerk of that office says that when he took charge of the stamp- 
window, twelve years ago, the receipts did not average $100 per day. 
Now they average over $30,000 per month. There are sixty-three 
clerks in that office. They ask that the classification and salary be 
fixed by law as an encouragement to work and a just recompense for 
faithful service. 

I have had personal interviews, Mr. Chairman, with friends of the 
clerks of the Baltimore post-office. It was about this post-office that 
Mr. Vilas, the recent Postmaster-General, remarked that they could 
find no regulation fixing a system or practice for the expenditure of the 
vast sum for clerk-hire. No matter by whom made the distribution 
was not well made. Finite intelligence could not make a just allot- 
ment of such a fund; infinite intelligence could not be obtained for 
fourth-class clerks. 

There is no service as to which complaints are more constant than 
that of the postal service. There is no service for which there should 
be more charity. Why, do you ask? Because the mail matter must 
be disposed of in the shortest possible time, or else the business of the 
community at once suffers. There is a constant mental strain upon 
the clerk. It has no parallel in any other pursuit. These clerks must 
have not only health, but an intelligence of more than average ability. 

A report made by the commission under Mr. Vilas to which I have 
referred recognized the value to the Government of classification of em- 
ploy¢s and recommended radical change in the system. The uncer- 
tainty of the pay makes the appropriation uncertain. Any change in 
that regard would rid the service of that favoritism among subordi- 
nates, or at least reduce it to a minimum and thus elevate the standard. 

Mr. Chairman, when this matter was first brought to my attention 
I prepared certain memoranda, but the delay in considering the mat- 
ter has rendered many of my data indefinite. The necessity for legisla- 
tion remains and the facts accumulate. If the members of this House 
could only spend an hour in the New York, Boston, or Baltimore post- 
office, or, if you please, take an average post-office—say Toledo, for 
which I have substantial facts—there would be no difficulty, no carp- 
ing, no harsh criticism against this effort of the Post-Office Committee 
to classify and equitably distribute their appropriation. 


A PICTURE IN THE TOLEDO OFFCE, 


Go, if youplease, into the Toledo post-office. Observe how the mails 
are handled. Think of the hard work and the poor pay, aud you will 
find that the postal clerk’s lot is not entirely happy. 

Let me make a picture of this office. The mail matter is deposited 
for delivery. It is being handled by two sets of clerks, those in the 
office and those on the route. Letters without end, newspapers beyond 
weight or measure. Omit the newspaper, it is such a ponderosity. Ob- 
serve what is done with the letters. They come in by the car-load. 
They are made up of every kindof communication. The businessman 
mails his hundreds of circulars without a thought of the work which 
they engender or the frequent handlings to which they are subjected. 
The young man and the young maiden interchange their love missives, 
They never reflect upon the fact that their sentiment is more or less 
disenchanted in passing through the hands of a score of weary clerks, 
But, nevertheless, the letters aredumped. All find, like death and 
love, their level. Here they lie on a large table. The clerks begin 
their work. The missives are placed in rows, the directions up. They 
must be readily read. Thecity letter is separated from the country let- 
ter. The latter isstamped by thecanceler. This is done with a cancel- 
ing iron, with the nameof the post · office, date, and time. Then the letters 
are pushed by, after a smart blow from the clerk. The cancellation is 
as rapid and as precise as that of & machine. The average of stamps is 
five thousand to the hour, eighty to the minute, If, in the hurry, the 
stamp is placed anywhere but on the upper right-hand corner of the 
envelope, the left hand of the clerk is more apt to suffer than the let- 
ter. If, in addressing this House, a member should be compelled to 
pound his desk five thousand blows every hour and keep on, ‘‘by 
unanimous consent,“ pounding for eight successive hours, and korp it 

up with the ity of a nail machine, he certainly would develop 
considerable muscle, even if he did not lose his mind. 

After the cancellation the letters reach the separator. He or she 


arranges them for the case-men. Here comes in another diversion. 
Some letters are to be forwarded to other points for separation. These 
are tied up and then pouched. The separators, too, have to work like 
rattling machines. Each separator must handle twenty-five hundred, 
letters per hour. Does he stop in this rapid work? Has he no hesita- 
tion as to the addresses upon the letters? Every one would suppose 
so from our own experience in handwriting; but if the clerk hesitates 
he is lost. Every possibile quality of chirography decorates the out- 
side of the letter. An error occurs. Whosuffers? The service? Yes, 
and the clerk, too, for he must account for the error with his head. 

The case-men handle letters for States that are separated. They 
also have no light duty. Their packages are made up and afterwards 
again separated on the railroad by the railway postal clerks. And 
these railroads are divided intoseveral post-roads or railway post-oflices. 
The clerk must know the counties. The mail is pouched. It is dis- 
patched. It must be on time. Every error is detectable. It is charged 
to the clerk. His position depends upon his record. Thus this con- 
fusing, incessant, everlasting work goes on as to the letters. What as 
to the newspapers, and matter other than letters and circulars? They 
are worked in what is known as a dock.“ It is a large iron frame- 
work. On it are hung the sacks. Into this the elerks deftly throw the 
matter. They work the same as the case-men. They stand not ex- 
actly like the criminal in the dock, but at the end of the day they feel 
much in the same position of degradation if they fail of their work. 
They fling the matter into the pouch and haye to be as accurate in 
their aim as a sharp-shooter. 

In this Toledo office the mail department has ten men. They handle 
in twenty-four hours over fifty thousand pieces. They are paid on the 
average $600 per year. Six hundred dollars per year for all this wear 
and tear of hand and brain, mind and memory, and all the anxieties 
incident to this incessant life. The clerk may well sing the refrain of 
the Old Kentucky Home:”’ 

A few more days to tote the heavy load, 
No matter, it will never be light. 

Besides, there is a city division, if I may continue to remark about 
Toledo, It is subdivided into several other departments. It is under 
one head. It receives mail from every city distributing throughout 
the city. It also receives the mail matter from the street boxes. Five 
clerks are in this department, two special messengers, and twenty-six 
carriers. The mail matter handled by this force in the Toledo office 
was twenty-six thousand pieces—nearly ten millions of pieces a year. 

But why go into detail further? The mail arrives, Thestrings are 
cut. The packages are opened. The time of arrival is stamped on the 
back of the letters and on the face of the postal-cards. They are placed 
in the cases. They are separated by the file clerks, Twenty-six carrier 
districts must be known correctly and filed rapidly. An employé must 
remember every alley and street and every byway and highway. There 
are four hundred box-holders to remember, to say nothing of the indi- 
vidual names connected with the firms. ‘The changes must be remem- 
bered. No error must be tolerated. Work! Work! Work! Theeyes 
wearied under the poor gas-light and poorer accommodations, the mem- 
ory fatigued with a million figures, the body wearied with perpetual 
movement, and all for the magnificent sum of $600 or less per annum. 

Do not forget the registry system. It transmits valuable matter. 
It must be done with security, the utmost security. I had occasion, 
as chairman of the Committee to Investigate the New York Post- Office 
some yearsago, to look into the marvelous accuracy of this department. 
By it millions of money and bonds were transmitted. No one is reluct- 
ant to use it. It is more certain on the whole than any other mode of 
transmission. The mode of keeping the accounts of this registry mat- 
ter is a part of that system which imperatively demands every precaution 
possible tohuman skill and prudence, And this must be done by men 
of quickness, done incessantly, done beyond the ordinary hours of la- 
bor, and all for, say, $500 per year. 

A system so thoroughly ramified, involving so much labor and re- 
sponsibility, with so many hands, minds, and memories ever at work, 
should receive the decent consideration of a fair government. Yet how 
exacting and critical is public-opinion in our country on the Post-Of- 
fice officials ! 

AN EXACTING PUBLIC, 

I opened my newspaper this morning—the Post, of this city. Under 
the heading of Lost for four hours“ I read of two letters which have 
been delayed, it is said, unnecessarily, The anxious writer of the let- 
ters has done all he can, as well as the postmaster, to find the cause of 
the dereliction. Perhaps no postmaster is more vigilant than Mr. Ross, 
but he is unable to detect the cause of the delay. Two letters lying four 
hours or more before receiving the post-office stamp, astounds him. 
None of his subordinates understand it. They think it impossible. 
Fifteen minutes in the post-office, and the stamp should have been on. 
And yet there was no reason to doubt the statement of the sender of 
the letters. 

GROWTH OF BUSINESS. 


Perhaps the true solution is the utter weariness and exhaustion of 
the clerks in an office which has been constautly growing, and, there- 
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fore, the clerical force has become insufficient. The superintendent of 
the mailing division illustrates this general increase, for oe the 
amount of sacks of printed matter handled in 1888 was er cent. 
over that of 1887, aud printed matter over 10 per cent., an ial- 
delivery letters 29 per cent. Besides, new distributions have been 
added. From this office mail is distributed direct to sixteen States, 
for Canada, and for Mexico, to a total of thirty-six thousand offices. 
The entire State of Illinois has been added to it, and other additions 
are contemplated, and yet no addition to the clerical force. 

This may account generally throughout the country for much of 
that seeming negligence as to which the public is very critical, if not 
harsh, and as to which we are all apt to be too exacting. Let us pay 
the clerks better and complaints will be fewer. 

It is a service which is alluring to every interest of the commu- 
nity—social, mercantile, and industrial. It involves trusts and con- 
fidences; and, therefore, as a preliminary, requires of its agents a rigid 
examination and the best testimonials. The very diversity of the work 
demands a studiousness which has to be thorough. It requires an ex- 
pertness which only can_be gained by industrious habitudes. It re- 
quires a geographical knowledge which taxes the memory while it 
wearies the brain. The employéshould have his recreative hours of rest 
in order that he may be bright and energetic. His pay should be sig- 
nificant of his work, and there should be before him the ambition of pro- 
motion and the incentive to trustworthiness. 


POOR PAY. 


The present system does not come up to these prerequisites. The 
rates of pay fixed by the rosters established by the postmasters should 
not depend upon the mere whim of the postmaster. A good ter 
will, of course, do what he can to correct inadequacies. But the law 
should do that, so as to render the equalization certain. Sometimes 
under the present system of allowances postmasters retrench from the 
salaries of clerks to pay for extra labor made necessary by the increase 
in the volume of the matter. This brings about irregularity as to 
salary. Sometimes the postmasters resort to long hours to remedy the 
neglect and to overcome the difficulty. But any injury to the social 
and physical condition of the clerk injures the agent while it detracts 
from the service. 

Mr. Chairman, it seems incomprehensible that this system should 
have gone on so long and yet so little complaint from the employés 
of this service. Here are five thousand clerks, receiving for their serv- 
ice sums ranging from $300 to $700 annually. The character of the 
work has been shown. The comparative payment to others in the 
same departments may be well scrutinized in this connection. The 
employments of civil life, by corporations, manufacturers, and business 
men generally might also be examined to show the utter inadequacy 
of official compensation. 

No wonder the Postmasters-General from time to time have pro- 
tested against this defectivesystem. Postmaster-General James in his 

for 1881-82, page 63, called attention to the absolutely necessary 
obligations of postmasters for allowances for clerk-hire. Postmasters- 
General Howe, Gresham, Hatton, Vilas, and Dickinson have urged not 
— 7 Kove increase in the pay of the post-office clerks, but additional cler- 
r. 

i : DEPARTMENT RECOMMENDATIONS, 

The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT], in addition to his cogent 
statement, presents to us the recommendations of these prominent 
‘eae He said in his remarks on the 9th instant (RECORD, page 

833): 

We have here fixed the salaries of postal clerks, because we have found that 
by a failure to do it in the 2 when insufficient appropriations have been 
made, the clerks have been cut down toa meager amount of com 
the service itself has been rendered unsatisfactory to them and less 
in the character of its employés. So with the letter-carrier service 
delicate in its nature and so important that the Con 
saw fitto classify the letter-carriers in the several cities of the country entitled 


to them into various classes, which I will not now stop to enumerate. Not 
only that, but leaves of absence were given to them, and then the eight-hour 


wW was . We have gone on in this line of 1 ion, prony by a de- 
sxe for the betterment of the public service, until the clerks in the fices 
on made 


have been left at the mercy of an des sang A assignment of 
es by a clerk in the Department who has but few facilities for informing 

imself or for forming 8 in that connection. In the report of 1883 the 
then Postmaster-General, Judge Gresham, transmitted to Congress the report 
of the First Assistant, which contained the following lan, 2 

"As evidence of the increased requirements of the service and the close sur- 
veillance of this pat od map subject, your attention is called to the fact that 2,758 
allowances for clerk-hire were made during the last year—an increase of 
478, or 20.9 per cent., as compared with the previous year, and 1,422, or 106.4 per 
cent., more than was made in 188081. Two thousand six hundred and four ap- 

lications for clerical assistance were declined, chiefly because the appropria- 

ion was exhausted. In fact, in order to keep the urgent demands of the service 
within the limited appropriation at the disposal of this Department, it was nec- 
essary to ‘create’ a fund by making reductions at 195 offices.“ : 

In other words, the fund was given by Congress; he was required to conduct 
the service with it; and when the service was growing he could only carry it 
on by reducing the salaries of the employés. At the very time when the serv- 
ice was requiring better capacity the exigencies of the appropriation demanded 
poorer compen. on. 

In 1884 the then Postmaster-General used the following language: 

The increase of the postal service, mouan the large increase of letter-mail 
occasioned by the reduction of postage from 3 to 2 cents 


clerical assistance absolute} in almost . a d, 
ce y necessary in every office secon 
and third classes. From the best data obtainable it is that in all the 


offices the additional clerical labor required is about 20 per cent, Post-office 


clergs asa rule are underpaid; their duties are exacting and require close at- 


tention.” 
on tomake the very same complaint 


In this very same report Mr. Hatton 
that was made by Judge Gresham. r. Vilas, in his report of 1887, discusses 
ject The present Post- 


this the same way, reaching the same conclusion. 
m neral again calls the attention of the House to it in the report of last 
year. And the President of the United States, in his last annual 5 has 
seen fit to direct the special attention of Congress to this class of employés. 


THE CLERK'S OUTLOOK. 


What has aclerk to look forward to who labors in this service? Is 
he to become a wreck, with nothing laid up forold age? Are his fac- 
ulties to be benumbed and his very limbs to be yzed during the 
best years of his life in the service of hisGovernment, and no reward as 
a consequence, adequate, stimulative, and just? The five thousand 
clerks look for an abatement of this system. They are honest men. 
They are intelligent men. They think they are working fora grateful 
country 365 days in a year—a grateful country which gives them from 
$300 to $600 per annum. They have families. They desire to educate 
their children. They are more or less proud of the service whose first 
administrator was Benjamin Franklin. They have received the com- 
pliments of their superiors. But, alas! compliments do not clothe 
their children nor give comfort to their wives. They work from day 
to day, trudging the same old treadmill from year to year, now and 
then pleased with the hope of better reward. They sing, as they trudge 
and tread, the old song: 


Islept and dreamed that life was Beauty, 
I woke and found that life was Duty, 


They find their hope a ‘shadowy lie.“ 

Mr. Chairman, since the bill I introduced in January, 1888, has 
drawn the attention of our people, and especially of our business men; 
to the necessity of this increase of remuneration to these clerks and 
to the reformation of the system, it might be well at once, before their 
condition grows worse and the service becomes more crippled, to listen 
to their murmurs and complaints. They come to you with the sym- 
pathy of the people. To ignore this sympathy is ungenerous on the 
part of any member because his ial postmaster or assistant post- 
master may not be helped toa quantum meruit, or because through 
inadequate legislative appropriations a deficiency may possibly be cre- 
ated whichasubsequent Congress must supply. Such reasons aresophis- 
tical when used to defeat the valuable system of classification and com- 
pensation proposed by the committee. 

THE AMENDMENTS NOT PERFECT. 

The amendments of the committee may not reach the standard of 
the bill which I had the honor to introduce for the clerks. Indeed, in 
some classifications it would make the salaries of the letter distribu- 
tors range from $600 to $1,400, while those of the assorters and sepa- 
rators range from $600 to $1,200, and this may subject the amendment 
to criticism. It may be an unjust distribution between the clerks who 
po the same mechanical and intellectual work. This is particu- 

arly the case in the New York office. If I can not remedy that special 
defect at this time, if I can not obtain the sums named in my original 
bill—$600 to $1,400 all around for these classes—I will not attempt to 
defeat the system. I know that a clerk who has to memorize five thou- 
sand and more namesof box-holders in New York City, besides the con- 
tinual changes in the scheme of separation, should not be discrimi- 
nated against by any bill, and the clerk against whom the discrimina- 
tion is made may feel keenly the injustice p But I am content 
for the present, since I can not get all that I desire, to do the best I can, 
trusting to future experience to remedy the scheme as it may be de- 
veloped by the judgment of the two Houses of Congress and a fair ad- 
ministration of its provisions. Iam led thus to hope from the happy 
results of the free-delivery system. 
ELEVATION OF THE SERVICE, 

The elevation of the postal service is a theme not merely for prose 
but for poetry. These manifold ramifications of the postal system con- 
cern the most refined sympathies of our nature. There is no possible 
branch of human enterprise, no fiber, leaf, or bloom of social life that 
is not more or less interlaced with the efficient, fleet, vigilant execu- 
tion of our postal system. 

It was said by one of our Postmasters-General—Hon. Joseph Holt— 
in his annual report for 1859— 


That the Post-Office Department mingles with the 5 almost every 
heart in the land. In the amplitude of its beneficence it ministers to all climes 


families and isolated individuals hisses their joysand their sorrows, 
„to allwho listen for their coming. Natu: 


solicitude for ie preservation of its purity and the prosperi 
tration, and it can not now be disguised that the guilty abuse ofits istrations 
and thereckless waste of its hard-earned revenues, connected with the humili- 
ations to which it has in consequence been exposed, have deeply and sadly im- 
pressed the public mind. 8 

Mindful of this tribute to this universal agent of our political and 
social order, we can only do justice to those who are associated in the 
benevolence which it implies, by enacting here that they should re- 
ceive that encouragement and remuneration which a clement and just 
government is bound to bestow. 
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Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua. 


REMARKS 


HON. THOMAS WILSON, 


OF MINNESOTA, 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 


Tuesday, February 5, 1889. 


The House having under consideration the bill (S. 1395) to incorporate the 
Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua— 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota, said: 

Mr. SPEAKER: In the remarks which I propose to submit I shall con- 
fine myself to one feature of this question. I am in favor of granting 
the charter to build this canal. I think this a public improvement of 
vast importance to our country. I would be glad to vote for this bill 
with what I believe to be proper and necessary limitations. 

When the bill was before the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union I offered an amendment intended, and I think cal- 
culated, to provide against the issuing of stock without any considera- 
tion, or for a merely nominal consideration. This was adopted in the 
committee and afterward by an ay-and-no vote in the House. It has 
not been entirely stricken out by the conference committee, but it has 
been so emasculated that it is worthless. Indeed, Mr. Speaker, the 
conference committee have made, by the amendments which they have 
agreed upon, the issuing of watered stock very easy sng more probable 
than it would have been under the original Senate bill. 

The learned gentleman from Maryland [Mr. RAYNER], who is one 
of the conference committee, admits that there are great opportunities 
for fraud in this respect under this bill, but he asserts that the company 
would not accept the charter with the House amendment, and therefore 
that to insist on it would defeat the building of the canal; and, on the 
other hand, he asserts that if the amendment is stricken out and the con- 
ference report ado the canal will be built. He did not see fit to 
give us his authority for these assertions. If they are merely expres- 
sions of his own opinion, a mere prediction or prophecy, they should 
not be permitted to control our conduct, notwithstanding the great re- 

which we all entertain for the views of that learned gentleman. 
ereas if they are authorized by these incorporators or their agents, 
that fact should, in my opinion, pik uson our guard and cause us to 
hesitate. If these men say that they would not engage in the enter- 
prise, if by that charter the power to issue unpaid-for stock is taken 


away, we have a right to infer, or at least to fear, that they intend to 
exercise that power. 
It must be unn , Mr. Speaker, to dwell at length before this 


ecessary, 
House on the magnitude of thisevil. It is not possible to believe that 
any man can have lived in this country for the last quarter of a cen- 
tury without seeing and feeling it. Weare frequently shocked by the 
bold and stupendous frauds and peculations practiced on the people 
by the defalcation and dishonesty of the fiscal officers of municipalities, 
and of public and private corporations. But where the people have 
thus been defrauded of hun of dollars they have by the fraudulent 
issue of stock in corporations created to act as common carriers been 
defrauded of hundreds of thousands. 

I do not believe that any intelligent man who has carefully considered 
the subject will doubt but that the agriculturists of the Northwest 
have had extorted from them by the illegal issuing or watering ofstocks 
hundreds of millions of dollars. It would be easy to refer by name to 
those who have accumulated in this manner fortunes of proportions 
until lately unheard of, and what they have so gained the people have 
lost. ‘This has become an evil so notoriousand of such magnitude that 
it is almost criminal for legislators to ignore it. 

The issuing of such stock is unjust to honest stockholders. Those 
who invest their money in the construction of canals and railroads and 
in other corporations created to develop the wealth or commerce of the 
country do so for the interest or dividends which they hope to realize 
on their investment, Such investments are laudable and for the inter- 
est of the whole people. And any scheme that deprives the honest in- 
vestors of a fair return is not only unjust, but against public policy. 

If it costs $100,000, 000 to build this canal, and that sum is subscribed 
and paid in, the stockholders are entitled to have the net earnings of 
the canal divided among them. And the rates of toll should be so fixed 
that the net earnings would pay a reasonable and fair interest on the 
investment, and no more. ut if those now having control of this 
project are permitted to issue to themselves or their favorites stock for 
which no value has been paid, the consequence will be that that stock 
will be put on the market and pass into the hands of bona fide holders 
having no means of ascertaining its fraudulent character, and it will 
for all time to come stand ona par in every respect with the stock for 
which the full consideration was paid. Thisconsequence will therefore 
be inevitable—the tolls must be increased so as to pay a dividend on 
the whole of the stock, honest or dishonest, thus levying an increased 
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burden on the commerce of the country and on the whole people, or 
else the dividends justly due to the holders of stock fully paid for and 
honestly issued must for all time be divided with the holders of the 
fraudulent stock. 

But I assume, Mr. Speaker, that those who invest their money in 
such public improvements will insist that the rates of tolls and freights 
shall be fixed and kept so high as to give a fair return on their capital 
invested in the enterprise. It is not to be expected that men should 
invest their means on any other condition, nor is it honest or fair to 
deny them such a return. And if this beso, then. as I have attempted 
to show, there will be a perpetual tribute necessarily laid on the whole 
people and on the commerce of the country to pay tribute to certain 
gentlemanly confidence men who have the impudence to impugn the 

| motives x those who would place a limit to their power to prey upon 
| the people. 

But not only is this amendment forbidding the issuing of watered 
stock demanded in the interest of the honest stockholders and of the 
people at large, but it is specially demanded in the interest of the cred- 
itors of the corporation. If stock and bonds may be issued by such a 
corporation in excess of the money paid in or used in the enterprise, 
the experience of the past teaches us that the income of the corpora- 
tion will soon be found inadequate to meet the ordinary „in- 
terest, and maturing obligations. Foreclosure and sale will follow, and 
all the property of the corporation will be absorbed by the secured 
creditors, while the unsecured creditors, whose labor or means may 
have largely contributed to the improvement, will lose all. Mr. 
Speaker, it would be easy to prove by the records of our courts that 
this is neither fancy nor exaggeration. 

While the issue of stock of such corporations without consideration 
is under all circumstances and everywhere wrong and generally in- 
tended to overreach or defraud the honest and unwary, perhaps above 
all others the people of the Northwest have been and are liable to 
suffer by such a wrong. Cheap transportation is essential to their 
prosperity. We of the West areso far from the seaboard and markets 
that the value of our products depends largely on the cost of trans- 
portation. If it costs 10 cents per bushel more to carry a bushel of 
wheat or a barrel of flour, or a dollar more to carry a steer to market, 
the bushel of wheat or barrel of flour brings to the shipper 10 cents 
and the steer $1 less. And if we are to have cheap transportation we 
must have cheap railroads and cheap canals, and we must insist that 
the producers of the country and the commerce of the country shall 
not be compelled to bear any unnecessary or unjust burdens, or to pay 
interest on a merely fictitious capital. 

Nor is this all. It is understood that the books of the company are 
to be opened for the subseription of stock not only in the United 
States, but in other countries. This canal is to be not the of 
or under the control of any one country; it is to be an in i 
pw che tie Eon eres by the concession Lot peg by the 
company from the ablic i Appeals be made to 
all to take the stock—to th zeh: ond of think niches aad to thie 

poor out of their scanty eee and hope that it 
will be a good investment and yield reasonable returns. I believe it 
will if we incorporate into the charter proper limitations and safe- 
; but judging of the future by the past, if no such safeguards are 
incorporated it is possible that the investors may learn their fate by 
inquiry of those who were deluded by fair promises to invest in the 
stock of the Pacific railroad companies, and we may be compelled to 
again blush for the injury done to the reputation of our country. 
Some gentlemen on this floor seem to intimate that itis not our duty 
to guard against such consequences. I am unable to assent to this. 
Since when has it been true that it is not the duty of the law-makers 
of the people to so frame the laws that scheming tri may not im- 
pose upon unsuspecting honesty that no stain may bə upon the 
reputation or credit of our country or people? It is said that we can 
not place any restrictions that may not be evaded. True, but the same 
reason might be urged against a law to prevent any other fraudulent 
act or against any law forbidding or punishing crime, for all such laws 
are at times evaded. The amendment adopted by the House will, I 
believe, greatly lessen this cious practice. Thatamendment was, 
as I understand, drawn by tor EDMUNDS, and adopted by the Sen- 
ate in the Forty-ninth Congress, and made a section of the bill then 
passed by the Senate to incorporate a company to build this canal. I 
therefore claim no credit for originality in this amendment. But I 
think it a wholesome and necessary one, and therefore I offered it and 
advocate it. It provides— 

That no certificates for stock shall be issued till at least 10 
same shall be fully paid for in money at the par ue of 
the money deposited in the treasury of said company; and said stock so sub- 
scribed shall not be assignable until the whole of the same shall be so paid in; 
and no payment on account of the ital of said company shall be made except 
in money; and said company is hereby prohibited from returning or . 
any part of the money so paid. No bonds in excess of the amount of capital 
and received shall be authorized or issued until such paid capital shall amount 
to the sum of $5,000,000. No part of the capital stock paid in shall be at any time 
withdrawn or returned to the stockholders or in any manner diverted from the 
proper uses of the corporation. Every person violating or aiding in the viola- 
tion of the foregoing provision shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, 
= conviction thereof, shall be punished 30 a fine not $10,000, or by. 


prisonment not exceeding five years, or by both said punishments, in the 
cretion of the court, 


per cent. of the 
said stock and 
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As to the first clause, requiring the prepayment into the treasury 
of 10 55 cent., the learned chairman of the Committee on Commerce 
says that with that amendment on the bill we can not pay to the Re- 
public of Nicaragua the 6 per cent. of the stock which under the con- 
cession goes to it unless we pay it also 10 per cent. of the amount of that 
stock in money. He argues that Nicaragua is not required under the 
concession to pay and would not pay this 10 per cent., and therefore 
before the issue of the stock the canal company would be required to 
pay it. I deny this. According to the most narrow construction of 
the charter and amendment this result would not follow. The whole 
statute must be construed together, each section and provision by the 
light of every other. In section 1 of the charter authority is conferred 
on the canal company— 

To exercise such other powers as have been conferred by the Government of 
Nicaragua by the concession cf that Republic, etc, 


One of the powers conferred by that concession is to issue this stock 
to the Republic of Nicaragua without the payment of any money con- 
sideration therefor. And as by reference that provision is incorporated 
into the charter and becomes a part of it, the power to issue this stock 
to that ig e is clearly authorized. The contention of the gentle- 
man from Missouri is clearly, therefore, not tenable. In any view it 
is a mere verbal criticism, and even if technically justified by the lan- 
guage, it could readily be obviated by incorporating the words ex- 
port the stock issued under the concession to the Republic of Nicara- 
gua.” 

Mr. CLARDY. Let me interrupt you there. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Certainly. 

Mr. CLARDY. I deny the construction which the gentleman places 
upon the House amendment being a proper one. In point of fact the 
amendment which he is now considering was adopted before the other 
amendment and before there was 11 40 in it that excepted the con- 
cession from the operation of the bill. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. I know it was adopted before the 
other amendment referred to by the gentleman from but that 
does not touch the point which I make, namely, that under section 1 of 
the original bill or charter, and which has always been a part of the 
bill, the delivery of this stock to Nicaragua without the payment by it 
of any money consideration therefor is guarantied. 

As I proceed I wish to call the attention of the gentleman from Mis- 
souri to the fact, too, that as this bill was nally introduced and as 
it went to the committee of conference it did not anthorize the is- 
suing of stock in payment for work or labor performed, whereas, as 
modified by the conference committee, it does provide for this, which 
is merely making possible and even more probable the frauds that the 
amendment adopted in the House was intended to guard ayainst and 
prevent. 

Mr. CLARDV. I deny that. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. You deny that? I do not wish to 
misrepresent my friend or his report. I shall therefore read 

Mr. CLARDY. You ssy for material. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. I said for work and labor. 

Mr. CLARDY. Then you may be right about that. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. In the proposed charter as originally 
introduced it was provided as follows: 

It— 


The canal company— 


ma; ee 3 hold. me convey — realand 8 N property 
$ ri 

effect the purposes ol this act; may iasue stock tothe amount of the valuo 

thereof in payment therefor, and the stock so issued shall be declared and taken 

to be full paid, etc. 

By the House amendment it is provided, as has been shown, thatex- 
cept as above stated ‘‘no payment on account of the capital shall be 
made except in money,’’ the object of this being to prevent the ac- 
ceptance of materials or property at a fictitious value. By the amend- 
ment or report of the conference committee it is provided that— 


It— 


The canal company— 


are issue stock to the amount of the just value of such property, and 
rights, and for work and labor done, or materials provided in the execution of 
the work of constructing said ship-canal, and the stock issued for these purposes 
shall be deemed paid-up stock. 

It is also provided that— 

No certificate for stock, except as otherwise provided in this act, shall issue till 
at least 10 per cent. thereof shall be fully paid for in money. 

The words except as otherwise provided“ in this act take from this 
clause any vitality or value, for it is otherwise provided ” that on al- 
most any excuse or pretext stock to an almost unlimited. amount may 
be issued without the payment of one dollar in money therefor. 

It will be seen, therefore, that the report of the conferees is not only 
in direct opposition to the letter and spirit of the House amendment, but 
even much worse than the original ate bill. The language of the 
amendment proposed by the conferees almost suggests a ‘‘ construction 
company,“ which is usually, or at least often, a fayored ring within 
the company, created to swallow up all the property of the company. 


Let me call attention a little more particularly to the language of 
the report of the conferees. It will be seen that it authorizes this is- 
sue of stock 

To the amoun t u u 5 z 
os aoe tof rae è of such estate, property, and rights, and for work 
Any one familiar with the course not cage aap pursued in such 
cases knows that the provision which we find above, namely, that stock 
may be issued tothe amount of the just value of the property, etc., 
taken, is by no means a guaranty against fraud. The only guaranty 
that approximates to security against fraud or that guards the rights 
and interests of honest stockholders or creditors or of the people is the 
requirement that the stock shall be paid for in money only. If stock 
is traded to one for property while another pays money therefor, it must 
be apparent that the door is thrown wide open for favoritism and fraud, 
And it is significant, and a fact not to be overlooked, that the report 
does not even insert the restrictive words at the just value thereof“ 
in the clause providing that stock may be issued for work and labor 
done and material provided.” 

This provision is therefore for all practical purposes merely a sugges- 
tion to the corporators that may be disregarded with impunity. Itis 
enforced by no sanction. Under an exact compliance with the language, 
all of the $200,000,000 of stock and all the bonds authorized and not 
before subscribed and taken might be delivered to a construction com- 
pany, and all the property of the company, including the rihtg to be a 
corporation, might be transferred or mortgaged to such a company un- 
der some construction compact. 

He is little acquainted with the doings of such companies who does 
not see the possibility and even probability under such a charter that 
no stockholder, though he may have honestly subscribed and paid in 
full for his stock, may ever realize one farthing therefrom, and that no 
creditor of the company may be able to enforce 1 cama against it. 

In the light of the experience of the past I think such power to 
confiscate the property of others should not be conferred on any body 
ofmen. And, as I have above said, this is not all. The construction 
company, which would have the power to become the canal company, 
with an almost unlimited issue of stock, would, so far asI can see, 
only be restrained by a sense of justice in fixing the rates of freight 
and tolls to be exacted from the public. And I fear this would not be 
sufficient to guard the people against extortion. 

Under the circumstances, Mr. S er, if we adopt this conference 
report, if a construction company does not after awhile own this pro 
erty and freeze out all the stockholders and creditors, it will not 
because we have made such a result impossible or difficult. It will be 
only because they do not take a hint. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Or because they can not make 
any money ont of it. 

. WILSON, of Minnesota. Isee before me gentlemen who know 
something about transactions of this kind. I have seen something 
about the working of construction companies myself. My friend from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. Scorr] knows something about them, althongh I 
never knew him to be interested in or connected with one, and I think 
he will bear me witness that what I have predicted may happen, is 
neither impossible nor improbable. I fear that if this report is adopted 
those who purchase or pay for the stock of the company and its cred- 
itors and the people at large may have reason to realize the truth of the 
old saw that corporations have no souls. And we should bear in mind 
that we are making not only a law for this case, but a precedent that 
may be invoked in all like cases in the future, 

Another objection is raised to this House amendment. It is said 
that the provision that the stock shall not be transferred until fully 
paid for would operate hardly in many cases. Iam free to admit that 
this clause of the amendment is not in my judgment of so much im- 
portance as that requiring the payment for the stock in money only, and 
the prepayment of 10 per cent. 

those provisions are retained we shall have some reasonable guar- 
anty of honest administration. I shall therefore advert but briefly to 
this clause. 

It is argued that if a person having purchased a block of stock and 
paid in part therefor should die or become unable to pay future calls 
his legal representatives in the first case, and he himself in the latter, 
would lose the stock and what had been paid. This position is clearly 
untenable. 

When we look at the charter of the company it is seen that transfers 
of stock can be made only on the books of the company. This is re- 
quired for reasons understood by every one familiar with corporation 
law. Under this amendment the stock could not be legally or formally 
transferred until paid for; but the interest of any one therein, or of his 
legal representatives, would not be forfeited unless for some violation 
of law or of the by-laws of the company. They or their successors in 
interest would have å right to pay any unpaid installment and to have 
a legal transter of the stock on the company’s books. 

The class of persons that this provision would principally affect are 
the stock speculators who do not subscribe for stock as an investment 
or with a view to pay for it. - 

Mr. SCOTT. Will my friend from Minnesota allow a single sugges- 
tion? 
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Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota, Certainly. 

Mr. SCOTT. I will give the gentleman credit for great originality 
in this provision which he has proposed; but I say to him that he can 
not point to any case in this country or in any other where the limita- 
tion which he proposes to put upon the transfer of the stock of this 
company has ever been put upon the stock of any corporation by any 
legislative body of which history gives us any account. While the 
gentleman’s idea may be a magnificent one, and perhaps would revo- 
Iutionize the whole stock business, yet a little experience is worth more 
than a great deal of theory; and I would rather see it tried on some 
other institution than this. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. That may be so, but it is also true 
that we have had experience; and hardly any other experience has cost 
this country so much or collected such heavy tribute trom the masses 
of the people as that which we have gained from the granting of charters 
to corporations with power to issue their stock to favorites without any 
money consideration or for a mere nominal consideration. If with that 
experience before us we go on and repeat that which has done so much 
in this country not only to place unnecessary burdens upon the people, 
but to bring disgrace on our corporations and sometimes on our coun- 
try—lI say, after this experience, if we do not try to profit by it and to 
protect our people when we are incorporating this company, we have 
not the excuse that our predecessors had that their attention was not 
called to the matter, for ours has been. 

We have seen that the consequences of the rule which they adopted 
has been evil, and that continually. It is quite recent that we have had 
any statutes against trusts and such combinations, or against unjust 
discriminations or extortions by such corporations. And by parity of 
reasoning my friend from Pennsylvania might argue that no law should 
atthis late day be enacted against such attacks on the rights and in- 
terests of the people., I think otherwise. It is our duty to meet and 
thwart, so far as we can, the ingenuity of crafty speculators who strive 
to compel the people, without consideration, to contribute to their en- 
richment. Tho never-ceasing, ever-increasing power of corporations 
must be limited and controlled by legislative enactments or else they 
will acquire a dangerous power. 

Few powers conferred on such artificial persons are more prejudicial 
to the people than that to issue stock without a fall consideration; for 
experience has shown us that when they have the power they exercise 
it, and that the consequences are evil. 

Mr. REED. What is the difficulty? 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. The difficulty I have before explained. 
If the corporation issues to its pets and favorites $100,000,000 of stock 
for $100,000 worth of work, or for nothing 

Mr. REED. How? 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota, Permit me to answer your last question. 
If the tolls are so cut down as only to allow a reasonable return or in- 
terest on the amount of stock that should have been issued, namely, on 
the amount of capital actually put into the enterprise, then, as the good 
can not be separated from the bad stock, the honest investors, whose 
money builds the canal, must be compelled to divide the returns that 
are justly theirs with the holders of stock issued fora partial or nomi- 
nal or for no consideration. That this is essentially unjust seems 
clear, Or if the tolls are placed so high as to pay a dividend on all the 
stock issued, then the people are compelled to pay dividends not only 
on the actual capital invested in the enterprise but also the stock which 
represents no capital, and the burdens on commerce and on the peo- 
ple are unjustly increased. It is wrong to so legislate as to permit 
scheming speculators, without consideration, to levy tribute on the com- 
anes of the country or on any class of the people or on the whole 
people. ; 

Mr. REED. How much wonld it levy? 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. It would levy just as much as the 
owners of the watered or illegal stock realize out of it. When one per- 
son by any legal legerdemain obtains money without any equivalent, 
some other person is wronged and loses just so much. If the canal is 
made for $100,000,000, but by reason of the laxity of the provisions of 
the charter an additional $100,000,000 of stock is issued, the tendency 
will be to double or increase the amount of the tolls. 

Mr. REED. How? 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Because, as I have said, the illegal 
stock not being distinguishable from the legal, any dividend that is 
paid on the latter class must also be paid on the former; hence if the 
tolls are put at such a rate as to allow a reasonable dividend, their ag- 
gregate amount must be increased in proportion to the issue of illegal 
stock. It is reasonable to suppose that the honest investors in the 
stock of the company should insist that the tolls should be fixed at 
such a rate as to pay a reasonable rate of interest on the investment. 
This is merely justice. + 

Mr. REED. If a railroad can fix the rate, as you seem to think it 
can fix it, on all its stock, watered or not 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. My proposition is that after the watered 
stock is issued and put on the market it is not possible to distinguish 
it. If dividends are paid it receives its share the same as if it were 
issued for a valuable and full consideration, 


Mr. REED. You mean to say that the railroad company can fix the 
rate? 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Idonot. Railroad rates are subject 
to legislative supervision and regulation. But that has no bearing on 
this question. 

Mr. REED. Do you mean to say that any international canal com- 
pany can fix its ratesarbitrarily; that that is human experience in these 
matters? 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. I think no one but this canal company 
has the right or power to prescribe or fix its rates. 

Mr. ADAMS. Here is a canal. Here is a certain amount of inter- 
national traffic which under favorable conditions will go through that 
canal. But if the canal tolls are too high a part of the trade will not 
go through the canal; it will go around Cape Horn or by some other 
route. Itis not true, therefore, that the canal company can fix the 
canal tolls to suit themselves. The laws of trade fix a certainzmaxi- 
mum beyond which they can not go. Within that limit they will, of 
course, make the tolls as high as theycan. They will do this whether, 
the nominal capital is $100,000,000 or $200,000,000. I donot mean to 
say that stock-watering does no harm. The harm it does is this: If. 
tends to conceal from the careless observer the rate of profit which a 
corporation is making on the real amount of capital invested. That is 
an evil, I admit. 

But it is not true, as the argument of the gentleman from Minnesota 
seems toimply, that when the stock is nominally doubled the compan 
is thereby induced or enabled to double the rates of toll on the canal. 
What will be, according to the gentleman’s opinion, the methods ac- 
cording to which the rates will be fixed? 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. That is a very difficult question to 
answer. Indeed, any answer given in advance will be y surmise, 
If the amount of business will admit, it is safe to assert that the rates 
will be fixed so high that the dividends on the stock will be equal toa 
reasonable rate of interest on it. It would not be safe for any one posi- 
tively to affirm or deny that the business of the canal will not be such 
as to enable the directors of the company to fix the tolls at such a rate 
as would pay interest on all the stock, or to affirm or deny that com- 
petition may be such as to necessarily keep the tolls down toa reason- 
ably low rate. 

It would seem very probable that a very large commerce must pass 
through that canal. The route round the Horn being 7,000 miles or 
more longer, it could hardly be considered a tei gah route for the 
carriage of merchandise of great value compared with its bulk and 
weight, or of any merchandise in the carriage of which time is an im- 
portant consideration. So far as can be foreseen there may not for a 
long time, or ever, be any direct competing route. Even if another 
canal were built across the Isthmus, experience has taught us that that 
would be no guaranty of such competition as would essentially lessen 
the rates of toll. 

Although we have competing lines of railroad almost everywhere in 
the country, we find we can not safely rely on just competition alone 
as a sufficient regulator of rates or preventive of extortion. It is found 
necessary in almost every State by legislative enactments to control 
and limit the power of these corporations to levy excessive tolls. And 
if on the railroads of the country competition is not effective for this 
purpose, much less have we reason to suppose it would be on this canal. 

By the fifty-second article of the concession of the Republic of Nica- 
ragua to the canal company it is provided: 

From the receipts of the enterprise the company shall take in the first place 
the necessary amount to cover all the expenses for maintenance, operation, and 
administration; all the sums necessary to secure the interest, which shall not exe 
ceed 6 per cent., and the amortization of the obligations and of the shares, and 
what remains shall form the net profits, of which at least 80 per cent. shall be 
divided among the shareholders, it being agreed thatafter the lapse of ten years 
after the completion of the canal the company shall not divide among the share: 
holders in payment of dividends, directly or indirectly, by issue oF unaired or 
otherwise, more than 15 per cent. annually, or in this proportion, from dues col- 
lected from the e canal, and where it shall appear that these dues yield 
a greater profit, they shall be reduced to the fixed limit of 15 per cent, per an- 
num. 

What we who support the House amendment insist on is that this 
charter shall be in such guarded terms that the commerce of the coun- 
try and the people of the country shall not be compelled to pay those 
rates on stock which should not be issued and which represents no cap- 
ital, and that honest investors and the creditors of such corporation may 
not be left at the mercy of a class of shrewd and unscrupulous specu- 
lators who insist on reaping where they have not sown and gathering 
where they have not strewn. / 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Did not the House incorporate an amend- 
ment as a sort of safeguard to prevent the construction company from 
getting control? 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Yes, but it is gone, or so emasculated 


that it amounts to nothing. 

I wish, Mr. Speaker, to take the time of the House but a moment 
longer, to call attention to another singular feature of this conference 
report. By the amendment ofjthe House before referred to a penalty 
was provided for the purpose of preventing the issuing of watered or 
pen geste stock as above shown. The House amendment punishes 

e guilty. 
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That ie omitted, and instead we have inserted the following pro- 
vision: 

4 rr violation of the provisions of this section shall subject the charter to for- 
ſeiture. 

That is, as a punishment of the illegal acts of certain officers it is 
proposed to forfeit the rights and property of honest stockholders, 
bondholders, and creditors who have not Such a pro- 
vision as this carries with it no terrors to the actual wrong-doer, and 
would not have a tendency even to correct the evil complained of. 


Irrigation of Public Lands. 


SPEECH 


HON. MARCUS A. SMITH, 


OF ARIZONA, 
In THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 


Saturday, January 26, 1889. 


The House being in Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, and 
having under consideration the sundry civil appropriation bill— 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona, said: 

Mr. CHAIRMAN: It pains me very much, in the light of the great 
interests involved in the reclamation of the arid lands of the United 
States, to hear expressions in this debate which of necessity argue a 
want of information on the part of those who are honestly and vigor- 
ously ee this increase of thisappropriation from $150,000 to $250, - 
000. This is a very small sum to expend annually in such a humane, 
beneficent, and statesmanlike measure. Do not the opponents of this 
increase of appropriation in this stirring age of steam find themselves 
ona narrow-gauge railroad run by horse power? [Laughter.] Have 
they opened their eyes on the magnificent country spreading before them? 
Have they contemplated the possibilities of its future power? 

It would ill become me to criticise either the ability, wisdom, ex- 
perience, or patriotism of the distinguished gentlemen who are oppos- 
ing not only this increase of appropriation but are opposing any ap- 
propriation for this purpose. ‘Their names have justly become a part 
of our national history. For them I, in common with my fellow-citi- 
zens, entertain the sincerest admiration. Hence I approach the objec- 
tions emanating from such a source, I trust, with due modesty. But I 
may be pardoned for an emphatic dissent from the principal reasons 
urged against this appropriation. We are told to wait. We are as- 
sured that nothing can be lost by waiting. How long are we to wait? 
Are we to sit quietly down until population grows so dense in the East- 
ern States that their prayer for daily bread becomes a tragic invocation? 
Are we to await au attack before we build our defenses against it? 
Must we delay action until aggregated capital has actually monopo- 
lized the water of that land? Shall we, as has been here urged, wait until 
proper restrictions ’’ can be thrown around the expenditure of this 
pitiful sum of money, so reluctantly doled out to the just demands of 
posterity? We of course are equally anxious with you that all needful 
restrictions against reckless expenditure should be imposed, for on a 
proper expenditure of liberal appropriations for this purpose rests more 
of this country’s future prosperity and happiness than on any question 
which this or any other Congress has had or will have under considera- 
tion. 

We do not object to waiting for restrictions on the expenditure of 
the money, but we do object to having this amendment defeated by 
tt restrictions.” There are gentlemen on this floor whose commend- 
able care of the public Treasury has been so vigilant that this House 
need never borrow a fear that proper restrictions“ will not go hand 
in hand with this bill as they have forced it to attend all others. De- 
lays are as dangerous in public matters as in the important affairs of 
private life. Much time and a large sum of money must necessarily 
be consumed in this enterprise. There is no danger of starting it too 
soon. You have already delayed it too long. 

The honored chairman of the Committee on Appropriations [Mr. 
RANDALL] has said that nothing can suffer by delay in this matter. 
I say to him that something can suffer; for, as I have already said, 
delay on the part of the Government will induce aggregated capital to 
take hold of the problem and solve it, to the great damage of the home- 
seeking people. I make the statement advisedly. I commend the 
energy and enterprise of those who go into the desert and at the ex- 

of hundr of thousands of dollars convey the water to the 
thirsty sands and convert the waste places into gardens of beauty. In 
absence of action by Congress these people are public benefactors. 

But it is a shame that Congress should permit this to go on, instead 
of taking hold of it for the common . Recognizing this fact, the 
chairman of the Committee on Public Lands [Mr. HoLMAN] has all 
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through this Congress attempted to secure the repeal of the desert-land 
act. But against that policy I have always inveighed. Itis nota 
proper solution of the great problem confronting us, as I shall endeavor 
to show wnen that question comes regularly before the House for con- 
sideration. Of the two horns of the dilemma I would accept the one 
granting the lands to anybody who would redeem them rather than 
leave them in their present unproductive state by a repeal of all laws 
looking toward their settlement. I repeat, private capital is gradually 
acquiring the most accessible water privileges; and, while again com- 
mending the enterprise, I instance here the case of the Walnut Grove 
Water Company, which has, as I am informed, located the first water- 
storage reservoir constructed in Arizona. The Walnut Grove Storage 
Company is a New York enterprise. What has it accomplished? I 
read an extract from a pamphlet lately published by our Territorial 
commissioner of immigration: 

mitten away ned £0 ANER eater fee the ierlgation oC . CONDI 
acres of agricultural land. The dam is given as follows: 110 feet high from the 
bed rock, and 400 feet long on the top; the base line of the dam is 135 feet thick 
at the bottom and 10 feet at the top. The front or apron wall 12 feet at bottom 
and 6 feet at 100-foot line. The back or down-stream wall is 15 feet thick at bote 
tom and 9 feet at the 100-foot line, both walls being of rough, heavy, dry stone 
masonry, the s between the walls being filled in with the smaller stones, 
The apron or skin is composed of two thicknesses of 3by 8 planks 8 fast- 
ened longitudinally to heavy cedar butts, the entering wall being 8 feet and 8by 8 
vertical timber between the same, the first skin being fastened to the inner 

a 6-inch galvanized wrought-iron spike, and the entire face of the apron painted 
with No. 3 paraffine paint, thus making a strong water-tight face on the water 
side. The dam is constructed to resist a water pressure of 23,000 tons, with flush- 
ing gates and service gate complete. It will impound 3,000,000,000 cubic feet of 
water, equal to a discharge of 3,000,000 miner's inches daily fox one year, includ- 
ing loss by evaporation, The water will be conveyed by flume to the mining 
and agricultural Jand. 

Such is the work that private energy is accomplishing in the line of 
water storage. Who owns the lands to be irrigated by this water? 
Whoever does must pay whatever tribute is demanded by the owners 
of the water. Iam not complaining of this. It is better that such 
work should be done by anybody than that it should be left forever 
undone. I commend the tact, energy, and enterprise of this company, 
but while doing so suggest the wisdom on the part of the Government 
of taking hold of this great question and by proper law prevent vast 
holdings of land by dividing irrigated tracts into small farms, and thus 
not only add to the sum of human contentment, but give force, energy, 
and solidity to the nation. 

Mr. SYMES. If the gentleman will permit, I would like here to 
ask him whether our controlling the water does not absolutely control 
at the same time all land suspan of irrigation by that water? 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. Unquestionably. There is no earthly 
doubt of the fact suggested by the gentleman. The first appropria- 
tion of water in all desert countries is superior in right. By every 
reason it should beso. When water is taken from a stream for bene- 
ficial purposes the usufruct becomes a vested right with which Con- 
gem has no power to interfere, except by the questionable one of con- 

emnation for public use under the right of eminent domain and by 
compensating the owner to an extent usually far in excess of the real 
value of the property involved. 

Many members of this House seem to be laboring under the false 
impression that this question of irrigation is a Western scheme, born of 
a Western desire to enrich the inhabitants of the West. Nothing could 
be farther from the truth. The West, in common with you, and to at 
least an equal if not greater extent, glory in the achievements of this 
wonderful Republic. They in common with you yearn to see human- 
ity take its highest stand on this free soil. They desire the poney 
of the whole people with an ardor equal to yours. They love their 
whole country and take pride in the hope which itsfuture holds out to 
the world, and from this pride and patriotism springs the energy which 
the people of the West have exhibited in this cause. They are asking 
nothing at your hands for their personal aggrandizement, but are, from 
a standpoint of knowledge of the conditions, beseeching you by every 
argument to do this to your whole country for your country’s sake. | 

How is any man now living in the Western States or Territories to 
be personally benefited by the proposed legislation above any of your- 
selves who shall wisely see fit to go there? If a scheme to make 
money in this matter is sought, you will find it in the non-action of 
Congress, for by its refusal to act the land-grabber can, as I have be- 
fore frequently said, take unto himself whatever amount of land he 
can find the water to irrigate. ' 

There is another matter to which I desire to call the attention of Con- 
gress and also the attention of those having this work in e It is 
this: if this survey be confined to streams alone and to sites for reser- 
voirs fed by streams, it will fall far short of accomplishing the pur- 
pose to which this proposed expenditure should lead. The great water- 
shedsshould besurveyed. The mountain ranges surrounding the fertile 
valleys of Arizona should be utilized as sheds, conveying water from | 
its gorges and cafions to reservoirs on the higher parts of the valley be- 
low, thence to be distributed over the land. : 

I know of no valley in Southern Arizona that could not thus be re- 
claimed. The rainfall is fully equal to our wants if it could be d 
from waste. This I conceive to be the ultimate design of this ey. 
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It should not fall short of this. That land now known as the Western 
Desert ages on ages ago supported a dense population by this means. 
The silent footsteps of this prehistoric people are found in every county 
of Arizona. Desolation now in its awful silence abides where a pros- 
perous people pursued the noisy avocations of life long before Cheops 
was born or the history of Asia had taken note of time or man. 

In the very heart of the desert are found evidences of once populous 
cities and ruins of ancient reservoirs and canals. Are we less able in 
the closing days of the nineteenth century to cope with adverse nature 
than were those whom we dimly discern moving in the dawn of time? 
The water courses of our desert country will not furnish a sufficient 
supply to redeem the land. The rainfall must be gathered and held 
for use in the dry season. 

It has been found by actual experiment that less and less water is 
required each year to irrigate the same field, and it is no flight of 
fancy to assume that the same water supply will gradually increase 
the area of irrigated land, and the substitution of cool vegetation for 
the hot sands of these inclosed valleys will increase the rainfall to an 
amount sufficient of itself to produce quick growing crops. The warm, 
dry air rising from the sands of these valleys absorbs and dispels the ap- 

roaching winter clouds so that little or no rain is ipitated except 
a the general heat of the summer months. By a ge of these con- 
ditions our rain will be distributed through a greater number of months 
and insure many crops without artificial irrigation. This may be 
deemed speculative, but I submit that it is not unreasonable. 

When this same item of this bill was under consideration at the first 
session of this Congress I submitted some remarks on the general bis- 
tory of irrigation, and attempted then to forecast the glowing future 
awaiting the irrigation of our arid lands. I may, I trust, be pardoned 
for here repeating something of the substance of what I then said. 

It seems a work of su rogation in this presence to go fully into the 
history and proclaim the results of irrigation as practiced since Cain 
made his nnaccepted offer of the first fruits of the ground. Husbandry 
was man’s first occupation on the earth, and has since been the source 
of all life to the teeming millions inhabiting the globe and the source 


of every nation’s revenues. 

All history, sacred and profane, attests the fact that man first flour- 
ished in desert countries w. successful husbandry depended on arti- 
ficial supply of water to the land. Thatirrigation was the oldest system 
of successful farming known to man is fully demonstrated not only in 
the Old World, but in the so-called New World aswell. This evidence 
exists to-day on the most sterile land of this continent. 

Herodotus, who wrote many centuries before Christ, assures us that 
Assyria and Babylonia, Chaldea and Mesopotamia, Media and Persia 
were supported by this means. He gives us an account of a reservoir 
constructed by the tians which was almost equal in extent to the 
great Lake Ontario. e know that the great flow of the Euphrates was 
turned miles out of its course for irrigation purposes, and the channel 
of the ancient Tigris was simply a natural canal from which its own 
waters and the heavier flow of the Euphrates were distributed over the 
adjacent lands. 

Herodotus estimates an ancient population of 70,000,000 people on 
lands which from subsequent neglect of irrigation now support a popu- 
lation of less than 20,000,000. Ptolemy is in the same field equally 
fruitful to the carefulstudentof history. As I said in a former address 
to the House when this bill was under consideration, you who con- 
sider the present scheme chimerical and visionary have been careless 
in your study of man’s conflict with nature and his marvelous victory 
over the most terrible obstacles. 

Irrigation is no new question. It existed in Egypt before the pyra- 
mids were erected. It fed the millions of Asia since the creation 
of the world. It nurtured Rome into existence, and was practiced in 
America ages before the birth of Columbus. The Moors introduced 
the system into Spain, from whence we have derived our imperfect west- 
ern system. 

The valley of the Nile for countless ages has yielded its abundance 

through this means, and Cato, ina language now dead, wrote in learned 
advocacy of its introduction into Italy. The Great Mogul gave it a 
grand impetus during the magnificence of his reign. 

The wealth and grandeur of royal Babylon, of Nineveh, Thebes, Bag- 
dad, Cairo, and Memphis, around which as centers the civilization of 
great periods of time revolved, were due to and dependent on theagri- 
cultural perfection surrounding them and made possible only by irri- 
gation. The Nile supported the Roman world, and irrigated Egypt 
was the granary of the empire. To recur to the extent to which irri- 
gation was practiced in Egypt I can not forbear giving the actual dimen- 
sions of the reservoir spoken of by Herodotus 454 years before Christ. 
He refers in his history to the pyramids, but gives them no such promi- 
nence as he does the reservoir, which, to use his own language, ex- 
celled all other human productions.’’ 

The circumference of this reservoir, according to this historian, was 60 

schoenes, or 3,600 furlongs. A furlong, he states, was 100 fathoms, or 
600 feet. Reduced to our measurement, we find the circumference to 
be over 415 miles. The depth he states to be ‘‘one-half of a hundred 
fathoms” or half a furlong, 300 feet. Five centuries later Diodorus, 


from Sicily; Strabo, from Asia Minor; Mutianus and Pliny, from 
Rome, repeat the wide belief of this well-ascertained fact. I have 
somewhere seen in my reading a full confirmation of the facts stated 
by Herodotus, from the pen of a comparatively modern French engi- 
neer who traced the boundaries of this reservoir, and was, from close 
observation, convinced of the accuracy of the historian’s seemingly 
marvelous statements, and of the further fact that the reservoir was 
fed from the Nile. Diodorus said: : 

Considering the benefit and advantages brought to the government by this 
greet Work, none could ever sufficiently extol it according to what the truth de- 

But we need not content ourselves with the statements found in the 
history of foreign countries, for we have in Northern Mexico and South- 
ern Arizona evidences of vast irrigating reservoirs and endless canals 
and ditches constructed by a people who antedate all history. My 
country is full of these silent evidences of this potent fact. And it is 
now becoming a question with the student whether Asia was not first 
peopled by aboriginal Americans who drifted in their canoes across 
Behring’s Strait. Ours is probably, after all, not the New World, but 
the Old. Butin this matter we are luckily not forced to rely on an- 
cient facts to demonstrate the utility of the proposed amendment. 

Modern times have made their grandest achievement in the improve- 
ment of the system of irrigation in the East Indies by the British gov- 
ernment of India. Byscientific construction of reservoirs and by digging 
canals aggregating over 3,600 miles in length what was once a land of 
famine has become the of the world. What was once a scene 
of desolation and want now delights the eye with waving fields of green 
and gladdens the heart in the richness of its harvest. So will like en- 
terprise and like statesmanship redeem the waste places of the West. 

The question then is, will this Congress wisely learn of the experi- 
ence of other ages and nations and proceed at once with a definite pur- 
pose and fixed determination to the reclamation of our desert lands? 

I am led to believe from what I have heard said by so many of you 
in private conversations on this subject, as well as by your careful at- 
tention to the discussion on the floor of the House, that the time isnot 
far distant when the full importance of this great question shall appeal 
to all alike, and each will hasten to do to our common country and our 
common interest the justice solong deferred. But, Mr. Chairman, the 
Constitution itself has been invoked to prevent this appropriation. 
Has any lawyer within my hearing, or any lawyer anywhere, the te- 
merity to assert that Congress has no power under the Constitution to 
expend money in the improvement of public property? Ifsuch power 
is wanting what becomes of your enormous river and harbor bills, your 
public-building bills, and hundreds of others of asimilar nature passed 
at every session of Congress ? 

We are no more taking publie money for private interests in this 
8 than we did in any single item of the river and harbor bill. 

o lawyer can on constitutional grounds seriously defend the one and 
condemn the other. To your incorrect charge that we are taking your 
money to improve our lands, we answer with as much accuracy that 
you for years have been taking our money to improve your rivers and 
build your houses. Before repeating this charge, I charge 
you to cast out the beam in your own eye, so that you can see clearly 
the mote in your brother’s eye. 

Mr. Chairman, there can be no possible question of power success- 
fully raised against this appropriation, and no power save the brute 
force of a majority will defeat this measure. It is right, and, like all 
right, conquers in the final conflict. You may postpone the day, but 
the day will come to curse your tardiness and proclaim its victory. 

I am delighted to see a disposition on the part of Congress to take 
firm grasp of this mighty problem and solve it to the great good of our 
country. There is one other aspect in which I desire to present this 
question before taking my seat. During a long, learned, and interest- 
ing debate on the tariff bill at the first session of this Congress each 
side of the question and each man in the case vied with the other in 
honest and manly expressions of sympathy for the laboring classes of 
America. I am glad to believe that all were sincere, for that class not 
only engages our sympathy but should at our hands receive proper 
and fair consideration. 

We have before us now a true test of that professed sympathy, for in 
the present amendment is found more to alleviate their condition by 
relieving the overcrowded labor marts than in all other public ques- 
tions combined. American labor has been kept up to a decent living 
point by no charity of the employer, by no exercise of grace on the part 
of the capitalist, but by the intelligence and industry of the laborer him- 
self and by the vent which our vast public domain gave to crowded lo- 
calities. Wages have been high comparatively in our country because 

land was cheap. That character of innd isalmostexhausted. When 

t shall have been fully occupied, can v-u ce nceive of any mere enact- 

ment of Congress that will prevent tlhe or and ignorant from being 
still deeper steeped in poverty and ignorance? 

Will any law drive want from the door of unemployed labor? What, 
then, is the remedy? The field is too wide for discussion here. One 
plain answer, however, is open to us, which will for years to gray ek 
pone the ultimate catastrophe. It is simply more land for the - 
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less unemployed, more homes ſor the homeless. More land can be re- 
claimed, and cheaply reclaimed, by wise and speedy action in the line 
of this amendment than is now occupied in the whole valley of the 
Mississippi. In its present unwatered state it is useless. When re- 
claimed it will support more people than now inhabit our whole coun- 
try. Is it not more than worthy of your mostattentive consideration? 
Posterity demands action at your hands, and action much more liberal 
than has yet been taken or proposed on this floor. 

The Senate, I hope, may yet increase this amendment to at least 
$350,000 for the present year. I shall labor to that end, for I know 
that money can not be more wisely expended. In the light of the man- 
ifold blessings to accrue, why should we with sparing hand grudgingly 
dole out pitiful sums of money from our overburdened Treasury when 
every instinct of statesmanship, every impulse of patriotism, every voice 
from the past, and the sublimest hopes of the futurealike demand decent 
generosity at our hands? The pittance we pray for is, like the river 
at its fountain, small, but in flowing to the vast sea of the future it 
will meet and yield largely accumulating revenues of glory and felic- 
ity to our common country by rearing happy homes in desert prer 
omes from which in peace we draw prosperity and in war find pro- 

ion. 


Direct Tax. 


Tt is a step toward a complete and just reunion of the hearts of the people of 
the country. Nota reunion forced by law nor controlled by legislative enact- 
ment, but controlled and promoted by the wish ae Renee SE both sides of the 
country to do equal and exact justice toward each other. 


SPEEOH 


HON. CHARLES H. GROSVENOR, 


OF OHIO, 
In THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 


Tuesday, December 11, 1888. 


The House being in Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, and 
having under consideration the bill S. 139, “An act to credit and pay to 
the several States and Territories and the District of Columbia all moneys col- 
lected under the direct tax levied by the act of Congress approved A 5, 
1861, and the question being upon laying the bill aside and it 
for passage— 

Mr. GROSVENOR said: 

Mr. CHAIRMAN: I had intended to occupy the time of the commit- 
tee for a few moments in responding to the iar arguments that 
were presented in opposition to the passage of this bill by the gentle- 
man from Georgia [Mr. STEWART] and the gentleman from Georgia 
[Mr. Barnes], but I had the misfortune to only hear asortof outline 
of those speeches, my attention having been distracted more or less 
during the delivery of each of them, and I trusted to the presumption 
that the time might come within a reasonable limit when I would have 
an opportunity to read them in the RECORD, and read the exact and 

uliar arguments that were made by these gentlemen, and then be 
tter prepared to reply thereto. These arguments were made on the 
6th of the current month and they have not made their appearance in 
the RECORD yet, and I am not aware of the time when they probably 
will anpere 
Mr. RR. The speech of Mr. STEWART is in the RECORD. 

Mr, GROSVENOR. Ihave not seen it. When did it appear? 

Mr. KERR. This morning, I think. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Pi e that the gentleman from Georgia 
(Mr. STEWART] had published his remarks. Ihave not seen them and 
therefore I am in exactly the same position as I was before, except, of 
course, that there is no force in my suggestion that his remarks have 
not been published in the RECORD. 

Now, sir, this is a question of very simple character to me, and I am 
going to discuss it for a few moments in a very elementary and simple 
sort of way. 

By the law of Congress, the validity of which and the binding force 
of which nobody, I believe, has ever questioned, there was assessed 
upon the people of the United States $20,000,000 as a directtax; andI 
may be permitted to turn aside here for a moment and say that it was 
a tax levied peculiarly in the direction that ultimate free trade, 
and I put these wordsin quotation because they are the declarations ofthe 
conservative wing of the Democratic party of this country, would ulti- 
mately compel the Government to support itself by. I have 
always taken the ground that if 40 per cent., on the average, is rob- 
bery, then 5 per cent. is robbery, pro tanto, and you can not escape; 
therefore the proposition that a direct tax is standing across the path- 
way and seems to be the ultimate goal of the men—the statesmen 


America—who are inveighing against the idea of taxation upon the ar- 
ticles which are consumed by the American people. 

Money must be raised for the support of the Government and for the 

of the Government, and if taxation upon imports is robbery. 
ata high ape cent. it strikes me that it is robbery in a degree in a lower 
scale, ere is no more odious form of taxation known within the 
power and scope of the taxing authority of the Government than that 
of a direct tax. It is unpopular. Our people do not want to see that 
sort of taxation resorted to. But there was in this case an emergency 
upon the country, and this remedy seemed to be the only remedy, this 
relief the only relief within the scope of the taxing authority of the 
Government. We had no commerce; bad administration had destroyed 
it; we had no importations that we could tax with any assurance of 
estimating what would be produced, and there was an emergency there- 
fore upon the country that some of our friends seem to have forgotten, 
or if they have not forgotten it, the full force and power of the emer- . 
Bay does not seem at this time to be properly and adequately esti- 
mated. 

That emergency was nothing else, nothing less than the question of 
the existence of this Government itself, the union of these States, the 
supremacy of one flag, the question of whether or not there was in- 
herent in this Government, not in its written Constitution, but inherent 
and inferable, because of its existence, the right and powerto maintain 
its existence by all the means of defense and offense known to the Con- 
stitution certainly, and whether with the approval of American people 
the Government might do some things to sustain its life not written in 
the Constitution. 

It was a strain upon the Constitution. There was war under the cir- 
cumstances; the Democrats construing the Constitution strictly deny- 
ing the power of the Government to save its own life. Abraham Lin- 
coln, upon a broader and more statesmanlike view of the Constitution, 
called for troops and declared that the law of self. preservation inherent 
in every individual man was inherent in the great tion of men. 


And so, among other things, a tax was assessed of $20,000,000 in the 
following sums against the several States: 


8829, 313.33 || Missouri . . . . .. $761, 127. 00 
261,886.00 || Nebraska 19,812. 00 
254, 538, 67 [Nevada. . 4, 592. 67 

22,905.83 || New Hampshire. 218, 406. 67 
308, 214,00 || New Jersey. 450, 134.00 
8,241.33 || New Mexico 62, 648.00 
74, 683.33 || New York... 2. 603, 918. 67 
49, 47. 33 North Carolina 576, 194. 67 
77,522.67 || Ohio....... 1, 567, 089. 33 
584, 367.33 || Oregon... 35, 140. 67 

„146,551.33 Pennsylvan 1, 946, 719. 33 
904, 875. 33 Rhode 116, 963. 67 
452, 088.00 669, 408. 00 

71, 743. 33 || Texas 355, 106.67 
713, 695.83 || Utah .... 26, 982.00 
385, 886.67 Vermont. 211. 068. 00 
420,826.00 Virginia... ‘729, 071.02 
436, 823.33 || West Virginia. 208, 479. 65 
824,581. 33 || W. . — 7.755. 33 
501, 763.33 || Wisco: ae 519, 688. 67 
108,524.00 || South Carolina. 863, 570. 67 
418, 084. 67 


These were the total assessments, and the aggregate of $20, 000 

ee 3 — N 

t was very largely pai loyal States, as I am proud to call 
them, Mr. Chairman, and the time will never come while I live that I 
will not draw a distinct line between loyalty in the present, the prob- 
ability of loyalty in the future, and, Mr. Chairman, the loyalty of the 
past, to the flag and Constitution of this country, and the acts, senti- 
ments, and opinions which were not expressive of loyalty. ‘These taxes 
were paid by these States, as a general thing, as a volun offering of 
the people of this country u the altar of their country’s peril with- 
out process of collection or distraint. 

A portion of this amount was wrung from the people of some of the 
States, which I trespass on no man’s feelings in saying, were disloyal 
States of this country. And there has stood upon the account-books 
and upon the records of the Treasury Department a debit and credit 
side of that assessment. It has stood alone. It was of its own species, 
a peculiar account of all the money received by the Government upon 
the only direct tax within the memory of living man that had been as- 
sessed in this country. It stood at the time as a monument of a single 
effort of the Government in an unpopular direction to raise money 
an unpopular process, but as a last resort and to save the Union and 
make the present condition of this eee ible. Some of the 
States did not pay their share, and they stan with it. Others 
of the States did pay their share, and they stand credited with it. The 
following is a statement of the amounts id by the respective States 
and Territories, and the statement in full of the accounts in the lan- 


of | guage of the Treasury officials 
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The amount of direct taxes which has been paid is not stated in any summary, 
but I have collected from the report the amount of taxes paid and the amount 


of credits allowed, or to be allowed, and the amount now due, which may be 
summarized as follows: 


uota Amount Amount 
State. 2 due. 
s 3 $511, 028. 30 
261 > 107. 184. 82 

22, 905. 189. 
308, 214. 214. 
3, 241. „211. 
74, 683, 74, 683. 
49, 437. 49, 437. 
77,522. 4, 760. 
584, 367. 117, 982. 
1, 146, 551. 1, 146, 551. 
904, 875. 904, 875. 
452, 088. 452, 088. 
71, 743. 71,743. 
718, 695. 713, 695. 
385, 886. 814, 500. 
420, 826, 420, 826. 
436, 823. 436, 823. 
824, 581. $24, 581. 
501, 763. 501,763. 
108, 524. 108, 524. 
413, 084. 038. 
761, 127. 127. 

312, 

592. 

406. 

131. 

648. 


BRRSSISIAIBABIASSASSRASRBSSARBSSReAReBesSs 


19, 19.812 
4. 4,592. 
218, 218, 406. 
450, 450, 134. 
„auol aes 
576, 194. 377, 452. 
1, 567,089.33 | 1, 567. 089. 
35, 140. 85, 140. 
1, 946,719.83 | 1,946,719. 
116, 963. 116, 963. 
363, 570. 222, 396. 
669, 498. 392, 004. 
355, 106. 180, 841. 
20, 982.00 . eee eee: 
211, 068. 
729, 071. 
208, 479. 
7,755. 
519, 688. 67 
20, 000, 000, 00 


«e+ $20, 000, 050, 00 
. 17,359, 685. 51 


2, 640, 314. 49 


Won ane Z ˙ß⁰ͤ vostos 


The second column includes taxes collected, amount of 15 per cent. deduction, 
and credits allowed. 


The books of the Treasury Department now contain, and constantly, 
all the time, and under all circumstances that may arise in the future, 
will contain this statement of debt and credit, and the Government is 
in a condition to be always annoyed by it in all the varied transactions 
between the States where the Government becomes obligated to pay to 
a State a sum of money—there stands upon the account book of the 

, if the State failed to pay, this amount, which nobody wants 
to collect, and yet blocking the way to a business-like adjustment of 
the financial relations between the States and the General Govern- 
ment. 

To illustrate, should the General Government become obligated to 
the State of South Carolina for a sum of money and the same is passed 
to the credit of South Carolina upon the books of the Treasury, on the 
other side of the ledger stands an acknowledged debt of the State of 
South Carolina to the Government. Does the present generation of 
South Carolina—loyal, I trust, to the Government, ambitious and hope- 
ful of the future—desire that their obligations, the obligations of the 
Government to them, shall be canceled by an old-time debt that South 
Carolina has not paid to the Government? Does the gentleman from 
Mississippi [Mr. ALLEN] propose that hereafter, always and under all 
circumstances, any claim that Mississippi may assert against the Gov- 
ernment in the form of money shall remain unpaid and stand ever 

inst the unpaid debt of Mississippi in this behalf? Is that his view 
of it? 

But the other side of the question is that we will ‘‘ wipe it off; 
sponge it off. I heard some gentleman on the other side talk about 
sponging it off. Our proposition is that we will sponge off all ac- 
counts of the Government that relate to this unpopular, undemocratic, 
un-American, unusual tax; and how are we to do that and have fair 
play between the different sections of the people of this country? The 
proposition is a very simple one, It is this: Just as certainly as a 
promissory note of any individual on earth is an obligation that he shall 
pay a sum of money to the holder of it, just so certain do these States 
of the South, in law and in equity and in morals, owe to the General 
Government this sum, ting about $3,000,000. 

Why do we not collect it? We do not want to collect it. Do you 
want it collected? Does the eloquent and witty member from Missis- 
sippi [Mr. ALLEN], who does me the honor to sit in front of me and 
listen to what I am saying, desire that that question shall be made, 


and that the General Government shall coerce Mississippi to pay that 
debt? Or does he desire that this question of account shall stand un- 
settled between the National Government and the State government? 

It is said that the General Government can not collect this debt. If 
it can not, if this remaining balance can not be collected, if by any act 
of these States or of the General Government, or both combined, whether 
acts of commissien or of omission, whether overt acts or mere laches, 
the right to collect this unsettled balance has ceased, then by a much 
stronger reason equity demands that this Government shall refund to 
11 States that did pay, and that the States that did not pay shall be 

ilent. : 

Our proposition is that we will expunge, in so far as it can be done 
at this late day, all record of that transaction. It is a tax we do not 
like. Our proposition is to raise money for the support of the Govern- 
ment in a better way, in ways more popular with the people of this 
country, in ways more just to all the interests of the people of this 
country. And we say you have not paid. You did not put your money 
in. Youare here now. You are in the original sisterhood of States, 
No man feels more happiness than I do in the fact that you are here 
now. You come here because you could not go anywhere else. You 
come here because we invited you by a process of invitation that while 
you attempted and tried to decline you were finally coerced to accept. 
It was an invitation in kindness. It was an invitation in obedience to 
law, and to-day you are glad that you are here, that you did accept 
our invitation to come back, stained though the invitation was by 
the blood of some of your best men, stained though it was by the 
blood of some of the men who went to carry the message to you. 

But here stands an instance upon the records of this country where 
you have not done your share and we have done ours. We paid money 
and saved you from your folly—I will not say crime, because I am not 
here to rekindle the smouldering embers that the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. STEWART] seems to be so disposed to stir up on this oc- 
casion. We paid our money tosave you from the consequences of your 
indescribable folly. Now, out of the common fund we propose to 
withdraw that which we paid in and leave you without a record of de- 
faleation. You stand defaulters to your country. You stand owing 
this debt; you stand here in the record that in the hour of your coun- 
try’s peril you did not pay your money to save your country that the 
laws and the Constitution of your country demanded you to pay. What 
do we say? We say we have reached a time now when we can afford 
to obliterate all that debt; that we will get even with you, and get 
even by the most complete and perfect system of equity possible so far 
as you are concerned. You 1 not pay that money; you shall not 
be charged with it; the records will be clear of it. We ask simpiy to 
draw out of the fund the principal which we paid more than a quarter 
of a century ago, and we do not charge you one cent of interest on it. 

The people of my State paid nearly a half million dollars in good 
cash promptly out of the treasury of the State. We did not collect it 
off of our people, but now we want to returnit to the treasury of the 
State of Ohio. We want to lift the burden of taxation fromthe shoul- 
ders of our people there. I want the farms and the houses and the 
property of the people of my district to be relieved to that extent of 
future taxation. It is fair that it should be, because we paid the money 
and you did not. It is fair in one sense and unfair in another. We 
paid the money a generation ago; we are to go without the interest on 
it; but the interest has come to us in a hundred fold by the blessing of 
a reunited Government, and one of the grandest triumphs of to-day is 
that the blessings of that Government which came in a restored form 
to > by reason of our patriotism we are able to divide in equal moieties 
with you. 

What is the interest on that money, Mr. Chairman? Whatis the in- 
terest which the States that are protesting against the of this 
bill have drawn upon that fund which we put in and which they did 
not? It was our principal, but they have drawn their share of the in- 
terest. Can anybody compute it? The interest upon the fund itself 
in dollars and cents is immaterial, but the interest which has accumu- 
lated and been distributed upon that $17,000,000 and the other funds 
that we paid into the Treasury, put in by the loyal people of this coun- 
try, not by the disloyal, has grown until it has become the mightiest 
accumulation of wealth upon the face of the earth. It has come to us 
in the form of this 5 tree of liberty, and in the branches of 
that tree in profound safety rest the people of the States which to-day 
are unwilling that justice shall be done upon this t question, a 
question involving simply the repayment to those who contributed it 
of the sum of $17,000,000; which was put into the Treasury more than 
a quarter of a century 

They are willing to take the benefit of that money, but we are not 
to have it. They are willing to take the interest upon it, and we are 

lad to aid in distributing it to them; we are glad to divide it with them. 
We raise no question upon their right here. We are glad they are here. 
We are proud of it. They are glad that that money was put up and they 
are glad that that money was effectual. They are glad that that $17,- 
000,000 with the other millions that followed crushed the rebellion, de- 
stroyed slavery, saved the Union, restored the Constitution, brought 
back the old flag. Who are most benefited by it, the men who paid it 
or those who to-day are back as States in the Union, honored members 
of the great family of the great Union of States? 
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* Why should those gentlemen contend, therefore, that at this late day 

the little financial substructure upon which this great, magnificent, 
and glorious result was achieved is to be withdrawn from the Treasury 
for the double purpose of restoring imperfectly the consideration which 
our people paid and getting rid of the charge against the people who 
never did pay? It is a very unimportant thing to the people of the 
North that the $17,000,000 which they qas honestly and loyally shall 
be returned to them, butitis a great and magnificent thing to the peo- 
ple of the South that there shall be blotted out of the books of this 
country the evidence that in the hour of this country’s peril they did 
not do their duty according to the laws and the Constitution. 

I understood the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. STEWART] to say 
something about the equities in the case, and he used language point- 
ing in the direction of a subject which under no circumstances on the 
floor of the House will I ever be driven to comment upon. He said 
that it was inequitable to restore to the people of the North the money 
which they had expended, because the expenditure had resulted in the 
desolation of the firesides and the destruction of the industries of the 
South. 

Mr. STEWART, of Georgia. Will the gentleman permit me to ask 
him a question, as he is greatly mistaken in quoting my language? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I am not purporting to quote the gentleman’s 
language. I quote the logic and effect of his remarks. 

Mr. STEWART, of Georgia. You are mistaken as to that, too. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I want to know what in the name of common 
sense any mention of desolation of firesides has to do with this bill? 

Mr. STEWART, of Georgia. I can not suppose that the gentleman 
intends to misrepresent me, and therefore I desire to correct him. I 
referred to the desolation of the South as being the condition of things 
when the cotton tax was im 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Iam not discussing the cotton tax at all, and 
it has nothing to do in thisconnection. Itis no more germane to this 
bill than the tobacco tax, or the income tax, or the tax upon doctors 
and lawyers in the North, orany other tax. We might as well come 
here and complain of sore feet that we had, and the hungry days and 
sleepless nights we passed during the war, as for these gentlemen to 
come and talkin this way about the cotton tax or the tobacco tax. 

Mr. Chairman, this is a question of dollars and cents, and if the peo- 
ple of the North were to be heard here, they could very well reply to 
the gentleman from Georgia by saying two things which I by no means 
utter here exceptin reply to him. The desolation of homes in this 
country was not confined to the South. There may have been greater 
desolation of homesteads and the material prosperity of the South than 
there was in the North, but there was desolation of hearts, there was 
desolation of homes, there was desolation of families at the North in 
the same degree as in the South, and you can never discuss this ques- 
tion, Mr. Chairman, without reviving a spirit which I would not in- 
voke here and now. 

I warn the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. STEWART] never again to 
introduce it while he has the honor to be a member of Congress, for this 
reason: ultimately, behind all these questions of suffering and sacrifice 
stalks the great question which he does not want to discuss, the ques- 
tion of who was right and who was wrong. 

Without going into that question now, I warn the gentleman thatI 
hope that while I am a member of this House I may never again hear, 
from the Southern side of the Union at least, an equitable considera- 
tion put forward in answer to a just claim that the Government has; 
never again will it be put up against the question of the war on the 
part of the Government that somebody in the South suffered by reason 
of the war. No man ever complains of his injuries or his sufferings 
without being logically met by the question, how came those injuries 
and those sufferings; and the gentleman from Georgia does not want 
to discuss that question with me. That question has been decided. 
Itis res adjudicate, and gught never to be opened up again on a question 
like this. Ifit is desired to do so—if the question is pressed here—I 
am ready to discuss it; but I pray I may never be called upon to do so, 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Georgia, as I understood, 
said—and that has been the line of argument running all through this 
discussion on the other side—that a tax oncecollected can never be re- 
funded by the judgment of a court. I certainly do not misquote the 
gentleman. 

Mr. STEWART, of Georgia, Yes, sir. The gentleman will pardon 
me; I do not wish to interrupt him. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Ohio yield? 

Mr, GROSVENOR. Yes, sir. 

Mr. STEWART, of Georgia. Isaid that a tax once collected and ap- 
propriated destroyed all legal obligations to recover it back. 

r. GROSVENOR. I so understood the gentlemen. We are not 
standing here upon any legal right of recovery. The supreme court of 
Ohio never made the decision which my friend from Alabama [Mr. 
HERBERT] said it did, taking the ground that upon the theory ofa 
legal right a tax once collected could never be refunded. It based its 
decision upon the ground that as a matter of law no legal right accrued 
to the party who has paid a tax, and that he could not recover it back 
by judgment at law, but the same court has said over and over again 
that when a tax has once been collected the questions growing out of 
a proposition to refund it are auestions to be remitted to and decided 


by the legislative department of the Government, and that the Legis- 
lature has full power to meet a question of that kind. That is exactly 
what we are claiming here now. We are claiming that here is a great 
question of equitable consideration. We can not sue in the courts to 
recover this money. But we appeal to the legislative department of 
the Government to do equity to the people of these States. 

Mr. Chairman, what limitation is there upon the power of Congress 
to appropriate money in the Treasury, no matter where it came from ? 
I do not understand that the question of the power to appropriate 
money is in any wise influenced by the question whence the money came, 
If there is any constitutional question hereit can only be this question: 
What limitation is there upon the power of Congress to appropriate the 
money in the Treasury? Has it been shown that Congress may not 
look about the country and discover some claim—equitable it may be, 
legal it may be, a matter of generosity it may be—and appropriate 
money to meet the demand? Is there authority anywhere that limits 
the power of Congress in this behalf? I deny it. This is the one issue 
here which can by any possibility involve a constitutional question. It 
has not been pretended that this money in the Treasury stands in any 
other attitude or relation to the legislative power of the Government 
than any other money in the Treasury. The money is there, and it is 
the fund of the Government. The question is raised, how can you 
control the legislative discretion of the Government by saying that 
some time and somewhere they collected an unjust and unlawful tax? 

I will not discuss the question of the cotton tax. I will not discuss 
another question which has been raised. I wantsimply to say to these 
gentlemen that there are a number of matters that are to come in here 
if we are to have a general overhauling of the books and a general state- 
ment of the equities between the Government and the people of the 
different States, I have in my hand a statement of the Treasury De- 
partment showing that a t many years ago—away back before the 
war—there went into the Government’s hands a number of bonds of 
the States of this country representing what is known as tho Indian 
trust fund; that the interest was not paid upon those bonds away back 
at the beginning of the war or before the war by these States, and the 
Government has never received the money. It was money for which 
the Government was liable. It was substantially money that the Gov- 
ernment loaned these States, and they have never paid it, and nevir 
paid the interest. We have been paying these States’ claims that they 
ees we have paid them without regard to these charges against 

em. 

The following is a statement of these claims: 


Stale bonds in Indian trust fund. 


. 
prine 
State. RR Interest from— and interest 
to January, 
1859, 
Arkansas . ...e. $77, 000. 00 6 | July 1, 1874....... $346, 300.00 
. 6 | January 1, 1875. 167, 440. 00 
Neri, eee 313, 740. 00 
R 7 | January 1, 1868 ....eoes.. 130, 910. 00 
7 | January 1, 1867 è 200, 660.00 
ane TA M189) 000.00 A von eet er | 331,570.00 
North Carolina, . .. 6 | July, 1879 . 235, (00. CO 
6 | October, 1860... e 39, 780. 00 
6 | April, 1861... 040, 
Dotal ee eee 


1800 and 1871 (aver- 
sged 23 years). 
o 


7, 840.00 

7. 840. 00 

DU 298, 900. 00 
— — 

Tennessee . . . . 00 eee 1861 and 1869 (a ver- 455, 000, 09) 


for 44 years). 


6 | 1861, 1870, 1867 (aver- 
aged at 35 years). 
z 0 * 


Arkansas.. $313, 740 
Florida. 331,570 
North Carolina. 339, 820 
South Carolina... 298, 900 
Tennessee. 1, 369, 347; 
Biss se. 1, 676, 680 

3, 684, 747 


62 


Against which is: United States, debtor, to Florida, Seminole war, $224,648, 
with interest from January, 1868; South Carolina, war of 1812, amount unknown; 
Virginia, war of 1512, not determined. 

That interest has been in default upon those bonds ever since 1861; 
not a dollar of it has been paid. 

Mr, RYAN. The Government paid it, 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The Government has paid it; the Government 
has discharged its duty, but these States have never paid it. Yet, 
Mr. Chairman, it is a strange fact that protest against the refunding ot 
this comparatively small amount of money comes from States that 
stand, by the accounting books of the Treasury, charged with these 
bonds. 

I do not say, Mr. Chairman, that there is any dishonor growing out 
of this record. There may be, and I think there is, a question of pay- 
ment; questions of equitable accounting between these States, or some 
of these States, and the Government, growing ont of this Indian bond 
transaction and other transactions. I only point out that these States 
ought now to be willing tosquard up one by one these unsettled balances. 

Mr. Chairman, underlying this proposition is the great fact that the 
passage of this bill, itsenactment into law, the payment of this money 
under it, would put the people of thiscountry just where equity would 
say they ought to stand, except the account on theside of the States that 
had paid the money and who received no interest upon it; and, sec- 
ondly, the grand results that have accrued to the country, and which 
we share in common with the people of the whole country. 

It is a step toward a complete and just reunion of the hearts of the 

ople of the country; not a reunion forced by law nor controlled by 
[egilative enactment, but controlled and promoted by the wish and 
purpose of both sides of the country to do equal and exact justice to- 
ward each other. [Applause.] 

[Here the hammer fell.] 


Dakota and tue New States. 


These stones, these magnificent, brilliant, imperishable stones, which the 
Democratic buildeys rejected for all these years, the same have become the head 
of the Republi ‘corner, 


z SPEBOH 


HON. CHARLES H. GROSVENOR, 


OF OHIO, 
In THE HOUSE oF REPRESENTATIVES, 


Thursday, January 17, 1889. 


The House being in Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union on the 
hill for the admission of the Territory of Dakota, and the question being upon 
the substitute offered by Mr. SPRINGER, of Illinois 


Mr. GROSVENOR said: 

Mr, CHAIRMAN: In the early days of this session of Congress the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] asked unanimous consent of 
the House to set apart a day to consider the bill which is now pending 
in the form of a substitute for the Senate bill under consideration. At 
that time, believing that Icould see in the movement a purpose to delay 
rather than to forward the interests of Dakota, I objected to the unani- 
mous consent being granted. I did so because at that time I was of 
the opinion that it was in the power of the majority on this floor to 
enact any legislation that would be favorable to the early admissionof 
Dakota into the Union if they saw fit to do so, and I insisted that there 
should be time granted for due consideration before any such action as 
that proposed should be permitted. ‘That is to say, I desired thata 
day should be assigned far enough in the future of the session to allow 
the friends of Dakota and the friends of the speedy admission of the 
other Territories to be ready to meet the wily movements of the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER]. 

Time has justified my supposition that it was not the early admis- 
sion of Dakota that the gentleman was in fayor of, but such action as 
would impede her admission and render it impossible at present that 
that consummation should be worked ont. The presentation of this 
substitute justifies my opinion, and I say now that not only this pro- 

action is not calculated, however it may have been intended, to 
facilitate the admission of Dakota into the Union; but on the other 
hand, in my judgment, it is a deliberate, well-organized, and most in- 
sidious arran ent to hinder and delay 

Mr. . of Michigan. And defraud. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. And in the future very possibly prevent the 
admission of the Territory of Dakota into the Union within any reason- 
able time. I huve heard no objection by any gentleman on this floor 
to the claim of Dakota, as presented in this Senate bill. No one has 
said that the action of the Senate in this behalf is too precipitous. No 
one has intimated that Dakota ought not to be granted the relief sought 
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for by this bill; and, on the contrary, the Senate bill represents the 
voice of Dakota, and it is the voice of the people of the United States, 
and of each one of them who understands anything about the great 
question which we are discussing at this time. 

Mr. Chairman, so far as this substitute divides and deflects public 
opinion from the lines proposed in the Senate bill, just so far is it an 
unnecessary and unwarranted obstruction placed in the way of the ad- 
mission of Dakota into the Union of States. By the provisions of the 
Senate bill, by sixty days from this date, the State of South Dakota may 
be in the Union with all the qualifications, prerogatives, and powers of 
a sovereizn member of this great Union of States. She can be repre- 
sented at this end of the Capitol by two Representatives, and in the 
Senate of the United States by Senators chosen pursuant to law. Under 
the substitute of the Committee on Territories, no man can point out 
that by any reasonable action that may take place, Dakota will be 
ready ſor statehood at any period during the year 1889, and then, aſter 
she has complied with all the requirements under this bill, she is sub- 
ject then after that time to the capricious action of a minority on this 
floor which may see fit to delay her introduction by measures of a dila- 
tory character which are so easily managed. 

Mr. Chairman, we havea right to ask or at least to raise the question 
of whether or no the same spirit, the same judgment, if you please, 
that produced the substitute here, may not at that time interpose 
further delay and impede the action of Congress in its further attempt 
to admit this Territory? Nobody complains that the Senate bill goes 
too far. All of the prerequisites have been complied with so faras the 
Territory itself is concerned, and the necessary precedent steps that 
ought to be required under any circumstances for the admission of 
South Dakota have already been taken. Her constitution is approved 
by the people of the United States. Nobody objects to it. Under this 
bill if it speedily passes, at an extra session of Congress, shonld it be- 
come necessary to hold one even as early as the Ist day of April, Da- 
kota may be here. Why should she be kept out? Do gentlemen on 
the other side of the House believe and hug to their breasts the fond 
delusion that they are going to impose this sort of action wpon the 
people of Dakota and mislead them into believing that the Democratic 
party has been doing something for the people of Dakota? I misun- 
derstand the intelligence of the people of Dakota if they are not ready 
to hurl back info the face of Congress a proposition which first makes 
it impossible for their admission for a year and then subjects them to 
the expense, trouble, and annoyance of traveling over and over again 
the pathway which they have already traveled with so much unanim- 
ity. Why should Dakota be humiliated in this matter? 

Mr. Chairman, I am not opposing any of the other Territories em- 
braced in this omnibus bill. I will cheerfully vote for the admission 
of Montana and Washington. They are Territories which, in my judg- 
ment, some day in the near future are to make two of the great States 
of the Northwest. Nor do Isay that, under the new light which I have 
been receiving, I will not vote at the proper time and under proper 
limitations for the admission of New Mexico. She has claims upon us 
by treaty stipulation, claims hy her struggles and efforts to make her- 
self competent, and a suggestion made to me the other day by a dis- 
tinguished gentleman, a member of this House from Massachusetts, 
Governor LONG, will have a great influence upon my vote when I cast 
it. The suggestion is that New Mexico is on our hands with her pop- 
ulation, such asitis. Someday she must be a State of the Union. 
Some day those people must become citizens of the United States, or, 
in other words, citizens of a State of the United States, and the ques- 
tion presenting itself to the statesmanship of to-day is, which position 
is the best for her to occupy while the necessary improvement in her 
population, her customs, her Jaws, and her purposes which are required 
to make her a fit State for the great Union shall be going on? 

Can all these be best accomplished while she remains a Territory, or 
will it be best accomplished when she is a State in the Union, with all 
the duties and obligations of a State. In the condition of her Terri- 
torial relation, this improved condition is not calenlated to be speedily 
reached. Not so speedily, certainty, as when as a State in the Union 
she relies solely upon her independent effort to make herself what she 
oughttobe. This consideration, Mr. Chairman, will probably control 
my vote on the question of the admission of this Territory at the proper 
time, but I am unwilling, sir, that this bill now before us shall be 
loaded down with consideratiuns of that character and crowded ont of 
the pathway of immediate action tnerevy. 

The old idea of balancing one State against another seeking admis- 
sion into the Union has ceased to-be a potent factor in considering these 
questions. Slavery is dead and gone, and therefore it is not necessary 
that we shall admit one State free and the other slave in order to keep 
up the old idea of equilibrium in the Union. Sectionalism onght to 
be abolished and it ought not to be recognized in the question of the 
admission of States. Pass this bill and admit Dakota under the pre- 
cize terms of the Senate bill and there is ample power given to the 
House under this order, which is continuing and which can be main- 
tained by a mere vote of a majority, to go straight forward and admit 
all of these Territories, each upon its own merit, and do what is right 
and just to each of them. There is no occasion for an omnibus bill for 
the admission of States now. These Territories should be considered 
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one by one, aud if there is one of them which eau not stand upon its 
individual merits I protest that there is no reason why it should be 
loaded upon any bill and put through Congress in that way. 

Mr. Chairman, it is too late for the Democratic party to shield them- 
selves from the wrath of the people due to their betrayal of their trust 
in the matter of these Territories, for lo these four full years of Demo- 
cratic administration the Territory of Dakota has been ready for ad- 
mission into the Union. She has a population of 700,000. Her wealth 
and enterprise is manifested from one end of that magnificent domain 
to the other. Her towns are built with taste, regularity, and business 
enterprise. Her school-houses and public improvements everywhere 
manifest the sterling prosperity and enterprise of a great people. Her 
churches and institutions of charity everywhere mark the presence of 
Christian civilization. No better population holds possession of any 
State in this Union. She has been kept out of the Union because she 
is not barbarous and treacherous, nor Democratic. She has been kept 
out of the Union with the hope that the power of the Democratic party 
might be projected four more years over the people of this country, 
She was kept out of the Union to prevent the possibility that her four 
electoral votes might turn the scale of the Presidential election and 
turn Mr, Cleveland and the Democratic party out of power. 

The scheme has failed. The effort has been abortive. The people 
of the country have understood the bad fuith of the Democratic party, 
and one of the most powerful agencies by which the Republicans car- 
ried the country was by its manly appeal everywhere to the justice 
and fair play of the American people to protest indignantly against the 
course of the Democratic party in this behalf. Now, smarting under 
the lash of political disaster, whipped by therod of public justice, the 
Democratic party comes here and seeks now, while obstructing Da- 
kota, to blind the eyes of the people of the country with the notion 
that they are the champions of the admission of the Territories. 

Why was not the vote of Washington Territory counted in the great 
question of the election of a President? Simply, Mr. Chairman, be- 
cause it was feared that she would vote the Republican ticket, as she 
would have done. Why should not Washington Territory be in the 
Union, with her magnificent soil, with her magnificent mountains, her 
beautiful plains, her alluvial soil, her beantiful inland ocean, her mag- 
nificent forests, her patriotic ple, her enterprise, her civilization— 
why should she not be in the Union? Away out there she is upon the 
Pacific coast standing guard upon the entrance from the Pacific Ocean 
into our great inland sea, standing sentinel upon the rock-bound coast 
of the Pacific, guarding jealously the approach of a foreign enemy 
upon our Western shore. She is grand in the present, she is glorious 
in her just anticipation of the future, and it is a shame to stand in her 
way and keep her out. 

Montana, with her beautiful plains, her mountains, her fields, her 
patriotism, why should she not be here? 3 

Mr. Chairman, it is the voice of the recent election, it is the thunder- 
tones with which the American people have repudiated the Democratic 
party, that has caused the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] to 
hasten to undo the work that he more than any other man contrib- 
uted to do in the last session of Congress. 

These stars that are to be added to the crown of our rejoicing, these 
diadems which are to take their places in the coronet that crowns our 
nationality, these stars which are to take their places upon the flag of 
the country, all these are the evidences, the testimonials of the tri- 
umphs, of the glories of the Republican party. Peopled as these mag- 
nificent Territories are by the men who have gone forth from the Re- 
publican States of the Union, they are the just recompense of the great 
patriotism of the Republican party, and it is a consummation devoutly 
to be hoped for that they may be kept out of the Union no longer. 
They will strengthen the Republican party. Nobody can doubt that. 
They owe their creation as Territories to the Republican party. They 
owe their ibilities as States to the Republican It was the 
triumph of the Republican party in 1888 that has forced the American 
people and the Democratie party to concede the justice of their claims 
to statehood. These stones, these magnificent, brilliant, imperishable 
stones which the Democratie builders rejected for all these years, the 
same have become the head of the Republican corner. [Applause. ] 

* * x * * 5 * 


The bill having passed, Mr. SPRINGER made a motion to amend the 
title, and upon that motion demanded the previous question; there- 
upon Mr. GROSVENOR asked unanimous consent to offer an amendment 
to the amendment, which was refused; therenpon debate ensuing upon 
the amendment to the title to the bill, 

Mr. GROSVENOR said: Mr. Chairman, I wanted to have offered what 
I conceive to be the true title of this bill and one that would have con- 
veyed to the people of the United States the idea which they have 
already formed. My amendment is as follows: 

An act to try to convince the people of Dakota that the Reosto pAr is 
willing that kota a8 come into the Union, but, in fact, to keep t Tor- 
ritory and all others which have a Republican majority out of the Union for 
an indefinite length of time, 

Now, Mr. Chairman the fulsome efforts as to the ificent Terri- 
tories of the Union by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] 
will not deceive anybody as to what was and what is the deliberate 


purpose of the Democratic party on this floor. This bill to admit the 
Territories on this ground was reported to this House away in March 
last, and the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] and his party 
resisted at every step every attempt made here by the friends of Da- 
kota to call up that bill or to assign any day for its consideration, and 
they went on in that way through the long session of Congress, baffling 
every effort that was made by this side of the House to admit Dakota 
into the Union of States, and that long session, which extended away 
past the middle of October, ended without a single effort being made 
by the Democrats to act upon this bill. ‘They presented a solid front 
in opposition to the admission and in opposition to everything that 
would enable us to act on any one of the Territories. But gentle- 
men have heard a voice, not as one crying in the wilderness,” but it 
has been the voice of a magnificent uprising of the same people whom 
the gentleman from Illinois now so ſulsomely and eloquently describes, 
I imagine that they have given an utterance that fully vindicates his 
phrases, but they have said in tones of thunder that the Democratic 
party is not fit to rule this Government, and that it has no disposition 
to deal fairly with the people of the Northwest. 

What fact is it that has come to the knowledge of the Democratic 
party within the last two or three years? Why has their policy 
changed towards the Territories? Why is it that they, after having 
been silent, inactive, and refused to aid the admission of the Terri- 
tories, now suddenly are alert and active and willing to do anything 
to pretend that they are tho friends of the Territories? The single 
fact is that the people of the Northwest in thunder tones at the recent 
election condemned the course of the Democratic party; and now what 
do they offer? 

The people of those Territories have asked for bread in the form of 
an enactment by Congress which will allow a splendid Territory to 
come into the Union now, and the Democratic party, through its cau- 
cus in this House and through every vote of every Democratic mem- 
ber on this floor, has given them a stone. 

There is nothing in this bill but delay. Its purpose is delay and de- 
ceit. Its proposition is to delay and, in the language of a gentleman 
here yesterday, ‘‘defraud’’ the people of that Territory out of their 
rights to come into the Union. 

The people of the country and of the Northwest say they shall come 
in: their rights are undeniable and they shall not be chained to all these 
other Territories and delayed as they have been. 

This bill will go to the Senate of the United States now. It will be 
revised, altered, improved, rehabilitated. reconstructed, upon the basis 
of the Republican willingness that two Dakotas, Montana, and Wash- 
ington shall come into the Union as speedily as possible, and the bill will 
passin that form, or substantially in that form, or it will not pass at all. 

The admission of the Territories is the legitimate work of the Repub- 
lican party and it will be done by the Republican party. The Demo- 
cratic party will take back seats in this work of enlarging the domain 
of the magnificent empire of freedom and Republicanism. [Applause. ] 


Oklahoma. 


I wiil consent to the disposition of no foot of the public domain for anytpur- 
pose on 2 outgide of the necessities of the Government for its own usesex- 
om 


cept for under the homestead laws. 
SPEECH 
HON. CHARLES H. GROSVENOR, 
OF OHIO, 


In THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 


Wednesday, January 30, 1889. 


The House being in Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, and 
having under consideration the bill (H. R. 10614) to organize the ‘Territory of 
Oklahoma, and for other purposes— 


Mr. GROSVENOR said: 

Mr. CHAIRMAN: Before commencing my remarks I will ask unani- 
mous consent to be permitted to proceed for ten minutes without inter- 
ruption, as it will be more satisfactory to me to know at this time that 
my time is to be extended than to have to depend upon the uncertain- 
ties at the end of the five-minute speech. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hears no objection to the request of 
the gentleman from Ohio. . 

Mr, GROSYENOR. Mr. Chairman, Ido not address the committee 
as a Grand Army man, although I have had the honor to be a member 
of that organization for a great many years; but I deny, sir, t any 
man has the right to come here and attempt to represent that organ- 
ization upon the floor of this Honse and to use his position therein to 
push to successful issue interests wholly foreign to the purposes and 
aims of that great body of patriotic citizens. I am here asa ig wiry veh 
ative of the people, and am trying to do what is right and just 
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tween and for all the interests involved here. Of course Iam like 
others; I may be mistaken in my judgment, but my purpose is to do 
the best I can for all the great interests which seem to be in coxfict in 

e bill under consideration, 

Now, Mr. Chairman, we have before us for the first time in 8 good 

many years a splendid opportunity for the representatives of the peo- 
ple in Congress to make good some of their profuse and oft-repeated 
pledges to the sqldiers of the country—pledges which have been made 
in many an election contest only to be broken when success has crowned 
the efforts of the party making the promise. 

Mr. SYMES. Will the gentleman allow an interruption ? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Only that the time I have is very brief I should 
not object. 

Mr.SYMES. I understand that, and I dislike to interrupt the gen- 
tleman for that reason. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I will yield for a question. 

Mr.SYMES. Iwas going to suggest that I had pointed out the fact 
that during ten years past there had been many such opportunties of 
which the gentlemen had not availed themselves. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Well, the gentleman’s speech has been accu- 
rately reported, I presume, and it was certainly delivered with great 
effect and it will show for itself. I may remark, however, that the 
failures of duty in the past will not condone for a failure now. Now 
is the accepted time, and now is the last day of salvation to the great sol- 
dier interests for which we have so often professed affection. Very often 
the parties in this country have said to the soldiers that they were in 
favor of donating to them the public lands of the country, and nine out 
of every ten of the soldiers, survivors of the late war, to-day understand 
and believe that when they entered the service they were promised 160 
acres of land. 

There has not been an important gathering of soldiers in the United 
States for twenty years where a majority or a very respectable minority 
have reported and sustained resolutions demanding of Congress that 
they make good what they claim to have been a pledge to the soldiers. 
Their claim is and has been that they were to have given to them 160 
acres of land outright and without terms or conditions. It is true that 
Ihave never so understood the situation, and it is true that I have 
never advocated the outright giving of 160 acres by land warrant to the 
soldiers of the country, for I feared the transfer of those warrants to 
monopolists, and rings, and combinations in the country, but these 
promises of politicians and these platforms of political parties have be- 
come as sounding brass and tinkling cymbals, and have been the sub- 
ject-matter of a hundred thousand broken promises by the men who 

ave been elected to Congress representing or pretending to represent 
the soldiers. 

Mr. KERR. Can the gentleman mention a platform that it has been 
mentioned in ? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Hundreds of them have said so. 

Mr. KERR. Mention one. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The gentleman certainly is not in the highest 
good faith. It has been done over and over again, pledging the party 
to give to the soldiers 160 acres of the public lands. I have not at my 
command here at my desk any political platform, and if the gentleman 
should ask me a hundred questions upon the subject of party platforms 
I might not be able to designate one of them, but the factremains. And 
now, Mr. Chairman, as time has gone on, the soldier has at last found 
himself remitted under the favor which Congress has given him to the 
right to locate upon the public lands as a homsteader and have the 
benefit of the time heserved in the Army counting to make up the term 
of his occupation in order to secure him a title. But to-day, sir, if he 
desires to carry out aud enjoy that condition of affairs, he finds himself 
driven to the fractions of broken up and substantially valueless lands 
along the lines of the great railroad companies. 

The best lands are occupied, and thousands of soldiers have been un- 
willing to go to the colder climates of the Northwest to locate, and 
have waited hopefully and patiently for the opening up of this beauti- 
ful territory farther south, in the more genial climate of the Indian 
Territory, with the hope that they may be allowed to go there upon 
such terms as would indicate the generosity of the Government, and 
make for themselves homes, and erect for themselves roof-trees, and 
leave for their posterity the alluvial lands of that favored climate. 
They have looked forward to it with confidence, and the petitions from 
soldiers and Knights of Labor with which we have been favored in this 
Congress have been forwarded to us, in my judgment, ninety-nine 
times out of a hundred, upon the theory that the opening of this ter- 
ritory was to afford to the soldiers of the country an opportunity to 
secure homes. Not only so, but the laboring men of the country have 
saved a small sum of money equal to the expense of a removal to that 
country and the building of a house and the procurement of agricultural 

ements, and have believed and understood that the organization 


orth 


e Oklahoma Territory was to be a provision for the occupation by 
actual settlers under the homestead laws of the country of the land in 

ntroversy. And now the opportunity is presented to Congress to 
Soy out this beneficent idea. 


ẹ amendment by t € from Illinois [Mr. PAY- 
SON E he Gongressafthe United Satay will wot discriminate 


against the soldier and will leave him to stand just exactly where he 
does now with relation to the public lands. Thatisall we ask. We 
say, acquire this land by purchase, by treaty, by any other way short 
of larceny, and when it is acquired by the Government give it to actual 
settlers; and if you refuse to give it to the settlers at least, I stand here 
and say, give it in homestead lots to my comrades of the battle-field. 
Could there be a better nucleus for a growing State than the presence 
in the Territory of the loyal hearts and brawny arms and the intelli- 
gent and patriotic posterity of the men who saved the Union, made 
that Territory valuable, and made it possible for the United States 
Government to donate this pitifal sum of $1.25 an acre to establish a 
magnificent State? Let us send a grand column of the oid soldiers 
and the sons of veterans, too, down into that Territory, lying asit does, 
surrounded by Arkansas and Texas and the other States and Territo- 
ries surrounding it, and, Mr. Chairman, there will be one grand assur- 
ance to the people of the count, there will be a loyal constituency, a 
loyal nucleus, a rock of patrzzzism against which the waves of vaga- 
bondism and the tide of disloyalty may set and breakin vain. The 
claims of pure patriotism will be erected in the form of a State edifice, 
a State within the meaning of the word State“ as used in our political 
literature. 
What constitutes a State? 
Not high-raised battlements or Jabored mound, 
Thick wall or moated gate, 
Not cities proud, with spires and turrets crowned, 
Not bays and broad-armed ports 
Where laughing at the storm rich navies ride; 
Not starred and spangled courts, 
Where low-browed baseness wafts perfume to pride; 
No! Men, high-minded men, 
With powers as far above dull brutes endued, 
In forest, brake, or glen, 
As beasts excel cold rocks and brambles rude; 
Men who their duties know, 


But know their rights; and knowing dare maintain, 
* * * * * 


* * 
These constitute a State. 


But it is said, Mr. Chairman, by the gentleman from Colorado that 
this land does not become the property in law, in equity, of the Gov- 
ernment of the United States, but that it is taken in trust by the Gov- 
ernment, the Government being the trustee and somebody else the cestui 
que trust. It is a fiction to say that this land becomes a trust in the 
hands of the Government. There is nothing of it. It is a pure, un- 
qualified, ingenious invention, Has the gentleman from Colorado read 
this langwige of the bill? 

That whenever Indian lands are purchased by the United States with the con- 
sent of the Indians and upon the settlement of said territory. 

And so it runs all through the bill. A proposition only to put the 
land in the hands of the Government as a trustee; it is not to create a 
trust; it is not to transform this land into a trustfund; but the propo- 
sition is to put the money received from the sale of the land into the 
hands of the Government, and the trust character, if there is a trust, 
adheres to the fund and not to the property itself. 

The land becomes the property of the United States Government just 
as much as do the other and all other lands acquired by treaty or 
purchase or by any other process by which the Government can obtain 
public lands. Why, Mr. Chairman, follow out the suggestion of the 
gentleman from Colorado. After the Indian title is extinguished in 
the land what claims have they upon the land? Who then is the cestui 
quetrust? For whom does the United States Government hold the land? 
It is the land of the Government, subject to such disposition ns the Gov- 
ernment may see fit to make, and limited by no consideratem of the 
source from which the Government derived the title. 

Mr. SYMES. Will my friend pardon me here for mentioning that 
an amendment has been adopted by the committee removing all doubt 
upon that, to the effect that no Jand shall become railroad land under 
the claim of vested rights, and it is provided that it shall not hecome 
public land under any circumstances? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Iam informed that no such amendment has 
been adopted, and notice has just been served that such an amend- 
ment will be offered by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN]. 

Mr. SYMES. If the gentleman will pardon me, I will state that it 
is the Committee on Territories, not the Committee of the Whole, as he 
seems to understand. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I hope the gentleman will not interrupt me. 
I am saying that no lawyer will say that in this act lying before me 
the land does become a trust in the hands of the Government, nor 
does it purport to doso. It simply proposes that the Government 
shall acquire title to the land and then it stands on all fours with all 
other public lands. What court would entertain a bill in equity by 
the Indians after parting with the title, seeking to control the action 
of the Government as a trustee? To whom would the Government 
be amenable as a trustee for any failures of duty? The whole theory 
is a fallacy. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, what we appeal for to this committee is to give 
the soldiers of the country who are willing to go to Oklahoma and 
settle there the right to go and settle on this public land, to acquire 
the title of 160 acres of this magnificent soil by the usual processes of 
homestead entry, and giving the credit to the soldier for all the time 
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which he served in the Army, not exceeding four years, as against the 
five years of occupation requiring him to obtain a title, 

It is said that that is too much money to invest in the soldier, and 
gentlemen coolly sit here professing to be the representatives par er- 
cellence of the soldiers of the country and say 160 acres of land, cost- 
ing the Government $1.25 an acre, is too much money to lavish upon 
the soldiers. 

The gentleman from Colorado says in one breath that that is his 
position, that it is an extravagant expenditure of money, and in the 
next breath he inveighs against the dereliction of certain parties on this 
floor because the dependent pension- bill, which was vetoed by the Presi- 
dent, has not been passed over that veto. 

The dependent pension-bill would give to every soldier the value of 
this $200 in a year and a quarter all his life at $12 a month; but, sir, 
here is an opportunity to give to everys oldier 160 acres of land upon 
the mere occupation, it being but $1.25 an acre. It will save many a 
poor soldier from the poor-house. There is more in it to this country 
than in the dependent-pension bill. There is more in it for the benefit 
of the soldier to-day and his posterity in the future than any bill that 
has been pending in this House since I became a member of it. It gives 
to these soldiers, the men who are anxious to go into this Territory, an 
opportunity to go there and locate their homes and erect their roof- 
trees and build up that State, which in my judgment will soon be- 
come one of the brightest stars which surround the diadem of this Re- 
public. The Government will make money by it. The States will 
make money by it. The te possibilities of the future genera- 
tions of the descendants of soldiers will be benefited to an extent that 
can not be computed in money. 

I demand, therefore that there shall be no longer doubt and hesita- 
tion upon this subject, and let us have a vote, Mr. Chairman, and let us 
know what in the future we may depend upon. Let us know who they 
are upon this floor who are more anxious for the hordes under thecom- 
mand of ‘‘ Pawnee Bill” than they are for the soldier and his children. 
Let the lines be strictly drawn. Let there be no evasion. The issue 
was never more clearly presented upon any question in this House than 
upon this one, and the soldier of the country, with that intelligence 
which has never failed him, will look upon this record and say, He 
that is not with me is against me, and he that gathereth not with me 
scattereth.’’? And, Mr. Chairman, at the next Grand Army meeting, 
when a resolution is presented demanding 160 acres of land, let our 
friends here who yoted against this amendment be ready and able to 
rise and explain why it was that they were unwilling to give 160 acres 
of this land, which is to cost the Government under circumstances $200, 
to the soldier and his family. 

Mr. PERKINS. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a ques- 
tion here? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Certainly. 

Mr. PERKINS. I would like to ask the gentleman if he is in favor 
of this bill? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. If that provision is to be in this bill I will vote 
for it. 

Mr. PERKINS. Iam glad of that. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. But, Mr. Chairman, without it I will never vote 
for it. I will stand where I have ever stood, opposed to the transfer 
of one acre of the public domain to any other purpose than that of free 
homesteads to actual settlers. It makes no difference to me what the 
rights, what the interests of certain great corporations may be in this 
land. Gentlemen tell us that the bill is so guarded that there must 
be actual settlement in order that title can be acquired under this bill. 
Actual settlement, Mr. Chairman, is the fraudulent rock upon which 
the lands of this Government have been shivered into pieces in so far 
as the rights of homesteaders have been concerned, and it is the fatal 
delusion by which the Congresses of the United States have been be- 
guiled into handing over to syndicates and corporations and combina- 
tions of individuals the fairest portions of this heritage of ours. 

Mr. Chairman, the policy of homesteads for actual settlers is the 
policy of the Republican party. The first bill for its attainment was 
vetoed by a Democratic President; the first bill that finally settled the 
question in favor of homesteads was signed by a Republican President, 
and to-day it is the settled policy of the Republican party. Millions 
of acres of this land have been deflected. Land grants to railroads 
was a policy supported by hoth political parties, and I do not complain 
of it. By far the greatest advantage that has ever come to this coun- 
try from the use of the public lands has come from the policy of sub- 
sidizing the trans-continental lines. I know that. No man to-day is 
a wise statesman who inveighs against the original grants by the Gov- 
ernment in this behalf, but the time has come when we ought to look 
about us and reclaim every foot of land that has not been jnstly earned, 
reassigning it to the public domain, and guard it with all the jealous 
care that patriotic duty enjoins and parcel it out only to men who de- 
sire it for actual homestead purposes. 

My career in Congress, Mr. Chairman, may be short. Life is uncer- 
tain and political tenure can not be counted upon, but while I am here, 
with charity to all men who differ, I will consent to the disposition of 
no foot of the public domain for any purpose on earth outside of the 
necessities of the Government for ordinary public purposes of the Gov- 
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ernment excepting to give to the people of this country homes. I would 
foster the American home, and I would foster it upon land the fee-sim- 
ple title to which is in the holder of thehome. A man is a better citi- 
zen, more independent, more willing to risk something for the Govern- 
ment when he owns the roof over his head. 

And in conclusion, let me say there is no class of men on earth to 
whom the general public of the United States can so well afford to be 
generous as to the men who conquered this territory, made it a part of 
the priceless estates of the Republic, and made it possible for the Treas- 
ury of the United States to buy this Indian title at this nominal sum; 
and on their behalf, and on behalf of their children and their children’s 
children, and on behalf of the best interests of the great Republic I de- 
mand the adoption of this amendment. [Applause. ] 


Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua. 
SPEECH 


HON. JAMES E. COBB, 


OF ALABAMA, 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 


Tuesday, February 5, 1889. 


The House having under consideration the report of the committee of con- 
ference on the bill (S. 1305) to incorporate the Maritime Canal Company of Nic- 
aragua— 


Mr. COBB said: 

Mr, SPEAKER: My purpose is to oppose this conference report, and 
I believe that the House owes it to itself to reject it. It seems to me 
that the demand for such action follows from a consideration of the pro- 
ceedings in the House taken on the pending bill when it was under 
consideration on a former day. It will be remembered that, while the 
bill was on its passage, certain amendments were incorporated in it by 
a yea-and-nay vote, and by a very decided majority. These amend- 
ments, some of them at least, which were adopted by the House in this 
deliberate and decided manner, were stricken out by the conference com- 
mittee; and when we examine their report we find that the amend- 
ments which they have thus dealt with are those which are peculiarly 
obnoxious to the promoters of this enterprise. 

The Holman amendment, for instance, which provides that the Gov- 
ernment of the United States shall be in no way, pecuniarily or other- 
wise, responsible for the obligations incurred by the proposed corpora- 
tion is, it is true, allowed to remain; but that part of the amendment, 
the purpose and effect of which is to advise the world of the action 
of the Congress of the United States in this regard, has been stricken out 
by the conference committee, and we are confronted with the remark- 
able fact that neither the committee nor the chairman in charge of the 
ropo deigns to give us any reason for this action. 

. RAYNER. We will give you the reason at the proper time. 

Mr. COBB. Well, I would like to have it now. 

Mr. RAYNER. The reason was simply this—you refer now to the 
amendment which provides that upon every certificate of stock a pro- 
vision had to be printed declaring that the Government of the United 
States was not responsible—is that it? 

Mr. COBB. That is it. 

Mr. RAYNER. Well, the reason is this: We did not see a particle 
of sense in an amendment of that character, after considering and re- 
flecting upon it, that a corporation should go to work with a provision 
in its charter that the Government of the United States should not be 
held responsible in any way for the acts of the incorporators, and then 
insert the same provisions upon every paper of every character issued 
by the company, for the reason that if you did not bind the Govern- 
ment in the charter itself it would not be responsible any way. It 
there was not a word in the charter declaring that the Government was 
not responsible, you could not hold it responsible; and in view of that 
we did not think it proper to put the stock upon the markets of the 
world with the clause printed upon it that the Government of the 
United States should not be responsible when it was not responsible by 
the legislative enactment incorporating the company, and when there 
is an express provision in the charter that it should not be responsible, 
And the reason we came to that conclusion was this, that such a pro- 
vision was put in with the object of intimidating and frightening the! 
people from buying stock with the design of breaking up the company, 
and defeating the enterprise. | 

Mr. DUNN. There is no more reason for it than printing the Ten 
Commandments on the stock. i | 

Mr. RAYNER. There never was a certificate of stock issued by any 
corporation in the world which contained such a provision. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Never in the world. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I will state in addition 

Mr. COBB. I ü believe I have the floor, Mr. Speaker. 
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Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I wish tostate, in addition to what 
my colleague on the committee has said 

Mr. HOLMAN. I demand the regular order. 
Alabama is entitled to the floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. HATCH in the chair), The gentle- 
man from Alabama is entitled to the floor, and the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania is out of order. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I think the gentleman will yield 
to me for a moment. ` 

Mr. COBB. Ido not desire to consume much time, and I do not want 
this interruption to be taken out of my time. What is the gentleman's 

estion ? 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I was only going to add 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Alabama is en- 
titled to the floor and the gentleman from Pennsylvania is out of order. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania, The gentleman from Alabama has 
yielded tome. I do not want to be out of order, Mr. Speaker, and 
would not interrupt the gentleman without his consent. 

Mr. COBB. I do not yield for a speech. S 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I only want to add to what has 
been said by my colleague on the conference committee, just a word, 
that no one involved in this great enterprise by subscribing to the stock 
but would familiarize himself with thecharter of the company, and un- 
derstand the obligations of the company; and hence, there would be no 
necessity for printing on the back of every certificate this condition. 

Mr. COBB. Well, I have said I did not yield fora speech. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has endeavored to protect 
the gentleman in his right to the floor. - 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Ihave peop: [Laughter. ] 

Mr. COBB. Mr. Speaker, the answers which I received to the criti- 
cisms I have been disposed to make of the committee because of the 
fact that they have refused or failed to advise us of the reason of certain 
action taken by them when the rules of the House absolutely require 
them to give us the reasons, are but in line with the pretense of reasons 
which have already been given in debate. When we recur to the state- 
ment made by the conferees at this point, and a very important point 


The gentleman from 


it seems to me, we find this: 


The striking out of the words in the latter part of the amendment relieves the 
company from the necessity of printing on every bond, on every contract, and 
3 certificate of stock, and on any other obligation, the w of the amend- 
men 

The gentleman ought to obtain a patent ſor discovering that sort of 
an answer to the requirements of a rule of this House. Rule XXIX of 
the House 8a 

Mr. CLARDY. The rule says the effect shall be stated. 

Mr. COBB. Exactly. 

Mr. CLARDY. Is that not a statement of the effect? 

Mr. COBB. I think not, Mr. Speaker. Let us see. 

Mr. CLARDY. Are you demurring to the statement? 

Mr. COBB. I hope the gentleman will allow me a few moments to 
prosecute my ent. Every intelligent man of this House under- 
stands perfectly the meaning of RuleX XIX. This rule, in speaking of 
conference reports, says: 

And there shall accompany every such report a detailed statement sufficient! 
explicit to inform the House what effect such amendments or propositio. s will 
have upon the measure to which they relate, 

Now, the chairman of the conference committee says he has given us 
the effect mentioned in the rule, by stating that striking out a por- 
tion of the amendment to the bill will relieve the company of a little 
extra printing. The intention of the rule is that the House shall be 
advised of the effect of the action of the conference committee upon the 
„measure to which it relates;“ that is, on the law, if the bill becomes 
a law. 

The committee answer the demand of the rule by stating simply that 
the corporation will be relieved of a little extra printing. To call that 
acompliance with Rule XXIX issimply— ing the gentleman’s par- 
don—absurd. Now, thegentleman from Missouri [Mr. CLARDYI, who is 
in charge of this bill, seemed to suppose on yesterday that I was attempt- 
ing to obstruct its consideration. In this he was mistaken. I was en- 
tirely willing that the consideration should proceed as speedily as might 
be; but I did desire to have from the conference committee a statement 
embodying their views of the effect of their action on the law proposed 
to be enacted. They have been tender-footed at this point from first 
to last; and when called upon now to tell us why they strack off a part 
of the Holman amendment whatis theanswer? Why, the distinguished 
gentleman from Maryland [Mr. RAYNER] says it was absurd to put it 
there; and that is his reason. The House of Representatives, by a yea- 
and-nay vote deliberately taken, put it on this bill with a majority of 
one hundred in its favor; and yet the gentleman—a member of the con- 
ference committee—says it was perfectly absurd for the House of Rep- 
resentatives to act in such a manner, and therefore such action of the 
House was not worthy their consideration. 

The chairman of the committee says it isa unique provision, and 
that is his answer, Is it more unique“ than the spectacle we have 

presented to us to-day of a private business corporation appealing to 
he Congress of the United States for a charter? And while weare on 
the question of uniqueness let us consider for a moment what this con- 
icrence committee saw proper to allow to remain upon this bill—that 


is, the amendment introduced by the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
BAKER], providing that this corporation shall annually to the 
Secretary of the Interior. Now, let us see about that for unique- 
ness.“ A private corporation, a corporation erected only for private 
business purposes and to protect private business interests, called upon 
to report annually to one of the Departments of the Government of 
the United States! How is that for the unique?“ 

Mr. RAYNER. A public corporation. 

Mr. COBB. A public corporation, is it? 

Mr. RAYNER. It certainly has nothing which defines it to be a 
private corporation. It is a quasi-public corporation. 

Mr. COBB. I would like the gentleman to name any authority by 
which a report, even from a quasi-public corporation, should be filed 
with the Secretary of the Interior. 

Mr. RAYNER. I do not think there is any State in the United 
States in which private corporations are not required to file reports of 
this character. They certainly are in my State. 

Mr. COBB. There is no analogy between what a State may require 
in this particular and what the United States should require; but I 
will assert there is not on the statute-books of any of the States a pro- 
e like the one incorporated upon this bill by the Baker amend- 
men 

Mr. RAYNER, There is hardly a State in the Union in which life 
and fire insurance companies are not required to render reports to the 
proper officers of the State every year, and the reports that they are 
compelled to make are always open to public inspection. The law in 
my own State requires banks and other corporations of the State to file 
a report so that the public can see and the stockholders and creditors 
can know all about their condition. 

Mr. COBB. There are provisions in State laws, I am aware, which 
require private corporations, or some of them, to make reports to certain 
designated State officers oftheir financial standing, to show their assets 
and liabilities, so that the world may be advised as to their solvency. 
There are such provisions of law in reference to peculiar corporations, 
principally those of life insurance; but here you have a provision giv- 
ing authority to the Secretary of the Interior to prescribe any rue he 

leases in to calling on this company to make their report. It 
is absolutely in his discretion. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, if a greater stride than this can be made towards 
centralization, I should like to know what it is. Think of it! Hold up 
this amendment and look at it in a clear light and with unobscured 
vision, and what does it mean? It means that the Government of the 
United States, through its Interior Department, shall gather to its su- 
pervision, at least, the private business interests of citizensof the United 
States. It means that and nothing more; for, let it be understood, it is 
not claimed that this annual report is required because the corporation 
is to be a Government agent; and yet this is not unique! The 
committee could not have reported anything more unique; and let 
me here express the hope that this law, if enacted, will long remain on 
the statute-books solitary in its uniqueness.“ 

But, Mr. Speaker, I think there is a reason for striking out the 
amendment, and I think it is a reason that these gentlemen do not care 
to have brought to the light of an open investigation. I am not im- 
peaching their good faith, of course. They believe this scheme to be 
right; they believe that we have the authority to pass the bill, and 
these are matters for their determination. So I suppose it is with 
these other gentlemen who have made haste to go into the public prints 
of the country to criticise harshly men who in the exercise of their 
honest judgments have seen proper to oppose this legislation. I pause 
here long enough to say that the cause, whatever it may be, which 
seeks its promotion in an appeal to the instrumentalities of misrepre- 
sentation and slander can not be just, and that the men Sho deliber 
ately use such agencies are not to be trusted. : 

Mr. KERR. Will the geritleman yield for a question? 

Mr. COBB. If it will not take too much time. 

Mr, KERR. Is it not proper, in the interests of those outside of this 
corporation, that the corporation should be required to file reports show- 
ing the condition of its affairs ? 

Mr. COBB. I will deal with that farther on. Ido not care to stop 
to discuss it now, because my time is limited. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, what is the true object and purpose of these ga- 
tlemen prompting them to come to Congress to be incorporated ? it 
in order that they shall be erectedinto a body corporate? Is it simply 
that and nothing more? That was proclaimed upon this floor to be 
their object when the bill was under consideration the other day, but 
is it true? If so, why should we act in the premises? It is a known 
fact, an admitted fact on all hands, that the very men who are seeking 
this charter of incorporation from the Congress of the United States are 
already a body corporate. In an interview published only a few days 
ago of one of the principal managers of the company, he says that they 
applied to the Legislature of the State of Vermont for a charter of in- 
corporation and received it; and further, that they had organized un- 
der the charter granted by the State of Vermont; and still further, that 
they proposed to constract the canal under that charter if the Congress 
of the United States should retuse their request as made in this bill, 
Here is another little mutter of the unique; a body corporate, men 
already erected into a corporation, and working under the charter 
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ted them, coming to the Congress of the United States to ask it to 
corporate them again, when everybody knows, who knows anything 
about oursystem of government, that every State in the American Union 
has the same right and the same power over this matter, regarding it 
as a private concern, that the Congress of the United States has—even 
if the Congress have any power over it at all, which I shall deny. 

It can not be, then, that these gentlemen came here merely in order 
to be erected into a body corporate and without any ulterior designs. 
What else can be their purpose? Is it that the world may know that, 
inasmuch as this corporation is composed in part of citizens of the 
United States, therefore the Government will extend its protecting 
care over them wherever they go? Is that it? We had an answer to 
this question on yesterday in the remarks of the distinguished chair- 
man [Mr. Cuarpy], who has charge of the bill. You heard his elo- 
quence, and, by the way, in his zeal he went a little farther than per- 
haps most of us would be willing to follow him. Once an American, 
always an American,” was his enthusiastic language. If Iread history 
aright we had a littlefuss some years ago, growing out of our assertion 
of the contrary doctrine. But let that pass. The chairman says in ef- 
fect—I do not quote his language; I have not time to refer to it in the 
Recorp—the world knows that everywhere an American citizen goes 
thestrongarm of our Government goes with him for the protection of his 
person and his property. Headmitsthat. Then this charter of incor- 
poration is not required in order to secure to these American citizens the 
protection of the American Government abroad. I am glad the world does 
know it. Iam glad that it is true that we protect our citizens abroad. 
It is not necessary to proclaim our purpose in this regard by granting 
a charter of incorporation. The world knows it already, and every 
American citizen who goes into this enterprise, whether incorporated 
or unincorporated, goes with the assurance that over his person and 
over his property is extended the protecting ægis of the Government 
of the United States against improper and illegal menaces. 

What, then, is this charter needed for? Is it that hereafter when 
financial embarrassments come to this company there shall exist a basis 
of moral appeal, at least, to the Congress of the United Stares for re- 
lief; that the corporation may be in condition to say to this Govern- 
ment with plausibility, ‘“You granted our charter, you made us a quasi 
to quote my friend from Maryland [Mr. Rayner ]—public institution 
with which the United States is directly eonnected, and therefore should 
see to it that our enterprise is sustained?“ Is that the object? 

Mr. RAYNER. Why, certainly not. 

Mr. COBB. The gentleman from Maryland says, Why, certainly 
not.“ He denies that. Then what is the object? One answer and 
one alone can be given; that is, that by this mere act of incorporation 
we put it into the power of these gentlemen to go into foreign coun- 
tries and secure sale for their bonds and stock upon the idea that they 
are backed by the Government of the United States. 

This is a private corporation, mark you, Mr. Speaker, which it is pro- 

we shall create. We must never lose sight of the fact that this 
is a private enterprise, undertaken by private citizens—a private busi- 
ness interest, which is seeking to be promoted by the moral influence 
of the Government of the United States. Shall we in this day enter 
upon that kind of legislation? Shall we take this stride toward cen- 
tralization—consolidation of the General Government? Shall we make 
this precedent of the interference of the General Government in private 
business interests? These are grave questions which address them- 
selves to members of this House in considering the propriety of pass- 
ing this bill. 

Mr. SCOTT. Will the gentleman allow me a question—a short one? 

Mr. COBB. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SCOTT. As the gentleman has said that this is a private cor- 

ration,“ I wish to call his attention to the fact that the Clayton- 

ulwer treaty between the United States and Great Britain relates en- 
tirely or mainly to the construction of this canal; and if this canal is 
simply a private enterprise“ in the sense in which the gentleman 
speaks of it, what was the necessity of our Government entering into a 
treaty such as the Clayton-Bulwer treaty for the purpose of controlling 
and regulating the construction of this canal in the future and the 
manner in which it was to be operated? 

Mr. COBB. Mr. Speaker, if my time is sufficient I proposa to an- 
swer the gentleman in the line of my argument when I come to deal 
with that part of this question relating to the powers of the General Gov- 
ernment under the treaty-making clause of the Constitution. I have 
not reached that point yet; I fear I shall not have time to discuss it; 
but if I have [shall deal with the question suggested by the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania. 

But, Mr. Speaker, I was about to urge that it is not fitting, it is not 
in accord with the dignity of a great government like that of the 
United States, to put in the hands of any man, or any set of men, the 
power to go abroad and get money upon false pretenses; that is, to en- 
able the corporation to secure in the money markets of the world the 
prompt sale of its stock and its bonds upon the idea that the Govern- 
ment of the United States, with its vast power and wealth, will see to 
it that the enterprise shall become a success. Is nothing of this sort 
in contemplation? If not, how is to be explained the inconsistency 
of the deliberate utterances of the friends of this bill, made on this 
floor and through the public press? They object to having a negation 


of Government responsibility indorsed on the bonds of the company. 
They tell us this is a unique provision,“ a useless requirement,“ 
for the reason that everybody in the world must take notice of the 
provision inserted in the act of incorporation, that the United States is 
not to be responsible for the obligations of the company. And yet, in 
the next breath, they assert that if such indorsement is required to be! 
made, the value of the franchise will be thereby destroyed. Bs 

But, Mr. Speaker, I must hasten on. I am considering this as a 
private enterprise. Heretofore the claim has been on the part of all 
those who have advocated the measure that it is a private enterprise; 
that this is to be simply a private corporation. Now, Mr, Speaker, if 
that be true, or even if it suits gentlemen to term it a quasi public 
corporation, then we have no constitutional right to pass this bill. 
There is nothing more clearly established (at least to my apprehension) 
by judicial decisions, both of State courts and of the Supreme Court 
of the United States, than that the Congress of the United States has 
no constitutional right to erect a private business corporation for merely 
private business purposes. This was clearly decided in the case in 
which Chief-Justice Marshall delivered that magnificent opinion, which 
has been quoted perhaps oftener than any other opinion that ever 
emanated from that great judge, who was primus inter pares of Ameri- 
can lawyers—the case of McCulloch vs. The State of Maryland. 

This opinion contains a learned and lucid exposition of the power of 
Congress in the matter of erecting corporations. It will be remembered 
that the Bank of the United States, incorporated by Con had es- 
tablished a branch bank in the State of Maryland. Shortly thereafter 
the Legislature of that State enacted a law requiring all banks doing 
business in the State, and not incorporated by itself, to pay a license 
tax. The payment of the tax was resisted by the Bank of the United 
States on the grounds that it was rightfully incorporated by the United 
States, and that no State could impose a tax on the business of a cor- 
poration thus created. The case thus arising went to the Supreme 
Court of the United States, and was there ably argued. 

The opinion of the court is before me, and I ask attention to one or 
two extracts which I will read. Let me first, however, call attention 
to an expression in the brief of Mr. Pinkney, who represented the 
bank. It is significant, to show the current opinion of the legal lead- 
ing minds of that day touching the limitations of the Constitution in 
r matter in question and to show the progressiveness of more modern 

eas. > 

Mr. Pinkney says: 

An express authority to erect corporations generally would have been peril- 
ous, since it might have been constructively extended to the creation of corpo- 
rations entirely unnecessary to carry into effect the other powers granted. We 
a not claim an authority in this respect beyond the sphere of the specific pow- 

Such is the guarded language of the eminent lawyer whose duty was 
to sustain the power of Congress in giving life to his client, the Bank 
of the United States. 

Indelivering the opinion of the court Chief-Justice Marshall discusses 
with great clearness and force the distinction between express and im- 
plied powers contained in the Constitution, and shows that the latter 
exist only when they are means necessary to be used in the execution of 
express grants. Coming to the particular of the erection of corporations 
by Congress and the influence of the Constitution on the exercise of 
such authority, he says: 

Nor does it prohibit the creation of a corporation if the existence of such a 
being be essential to the beneficial exercise of those powers— 

Meaning by those powers“ the powers expressly granted. Further 
on he says: 

The power of creatin 
ook i Ie Sows lataa along e 
a great substantive and independent power, which can not be implied as inci- 
dental to other powers, or used as a means of executing them. It is never the 


end for which other powers are exercised, but a means by which other objects 
are accomplished. 


Again he says: 

No sufficient reason is therefore 
— those powers which are express 

em. 


And yet further: 


Had it been intended to grant this power as one which should be distinct and 
independent, to be cxercised in any case whatever, it would have found a place 
among the enumerated powers of the Government. Being considered merely 
as a means to be employed only for the purpose of carrying into execution the 
given powers there could be no motive for particularly mentioning it. à 


5 this Iine of reasoning is the announcement of this prin- 
ciple: - 

Let the end be legitimate, let it be within the scope of the Constitution, and 
all means which are appropriate, which are plainly adapted to that end, which 
are not prohibited but consist with the letter and spirit of the Constitution are 
constitutional, 

I have read these extracts from this able opinion to show that the 
creation of a corporation is not a substantive power conferred on Con- 
gress either expressly or by implication, but is only a means to be used 
in the execution of a granted power, and further to show that the le- 
gitimate end” of Congressional legislation is to be found in some ons 
or more of the expressed powers contained in the Constitution, and no- 
where else. 

Therefore, I say, Mr. Speaker, that if by this bill it is sought te 


reeived why it may not pass as pecan sa 
VV g 
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create a body-politic for private purposes solely, and not that it may 
be used as a means by which some express power may be executed, we 
have no constitutional authority in the premises, unless, indeed, we 
accept the doctrine announced by my colleague [Mr. OATES]. Iadmit 
that if he is right we need talk no more about constitutional prohi- 
bitions or limitations. By one bold stroke he has destroyed them all; 
and this Government is a nation uncontrolled and unfettered by con- 
stitutional restrictions when it is acting in affairs not pertaining to our 
domestic relations. Here is his language: 

The powers delegated to the United States to make treaties, te com- 
merce, etc., with foreign nations, meant upon the part of the States that they re- 
nounced these sovereign and unlimited powers and transferred them in all 
their original plenitude to the National Government, 

The Constitution created a national government with limited powers over, 
among, and between the States who created it, but with unlimi powers to- 
ward all other nations and peoples. Each of the parties to its creation was be- 
fore its adoption a sovereign and independent State or nation, and was so ac- 
knowl by Great Britain atthe peace. Each possessed the right to make 
treaties and regulate commerce with foreign nations without limit until they 
delegated or granted that right to the United States, and ever since they have 


bat Rates pie Goring without limit, all that they possessed a 
wers ou a e passe: 

by the 1 and it follows asalogical sequence that the United States, in deal- 
ing with foreign powers, is not restrained by constitutional limitations nor re- 

oted to affirmative grants. Other nations do not recognize New York or 
Georgia as sovereignties. They do not ize any State or any number of 
States as having any right to deal with them in any respect whatever. They 
deal with the United States as a s e sovereignty, as one of the nations of the 
earth, They take no note of any limitation of its power or want of power. 
They know nothing ofthe Constitution and its restraints, and care less. And 
when the United States make treaties, regulate commerce, or transact any other 
business, they act as though they were but one State—a solid body—as though 
Congress and the President were sovereign or empowered without limit, save 
their own discretion, which is in fact no limit at all, except that their policy may 
be condemned by the people at the next election. 

This idea is not altogether new; it did not originate with me. I have seen 
that it was advanced in debate as far back as 1848 by Mr. Calhoun, when he was 
called upon to cite constitutional 7 or authority for the 3 
which was proposed for the relief of the starving Irish people, and he said that 
there was no constitutional question involved, because the powers of this Gov- 
ernment as to foreign nations were not restricted to constitutional grants; and 
I think he was right. 

I can not discuss at length the views here presented. When I exam- 
ine carefully the language of the Constitution, and when I study in 
connection the history of its formation and adoption, I am constrained 
to dissent from these views. 

My colleague thinks that he is in accord with the sentiments of Mr. 
Calhoun. I must beg again to dissent. I do not read the great Caro- 
linian aright if he ever conceived the idea of tracing any of the pow- 
ers of Congress to other source than the grants contained in the Con- 
stitution. 

It is true that in 1847, I believe it was, when the question of send- 
ing supplies to Ireland was under discussion in Congress he had some- 
what to say, and is thus reported in the Congressional Globe: 

Mr. Calhoun made some remarks in so low a tone that he was very indis- 
tinctly heard in the gallery. He was, however, understood to say that he was 
as Bappy as any gentleman on that floor to co-operate in measures of relief for 
the suffering ple of Ireland, but he wished very much that they had more 
time at their disposal to give it consideration. 

* * * . * ` s% 

He suggested that a national vessel should be sent to Great Britain and to 
France to carry the bounty of this country; and he was understood to say that 
no constitutional difficulty interfered to prevent it. He drew a distinction be- 
tween the foreign and domestic policy of this Government. 

That is all; and how slight it is as a foundation for the belief that 
this eminent statesman entertained the views now advanced by my col- 
league, that there exist in this Government powers outside of and be- 
yond the grants in the Constitution contained. Mr. Calhoun was under- 
stood to say he drew a distinction between the foreign and domestic 
policy of the Government; but what distinction is not stated, nor how 
derived. 

Mr. OATES. Will my colleague allow me to interrupt him for a 
moment? 

Mr. COBB. Certainly. 

Mr. OATES. I would like my colleague to state what limitation 
tere is under the Constitution for the war-making power of this Gov- 
ernment, for the treaty-making power, or the power of this Govern- 
ment to regulate commerce with foreign nations. I beg him to state 
what good purpose could possibly be subserved by the limitation of 
the power of the Government when it goes outside of the States which 
formed it in dealing with foreign nations. 

Mr. COBB. I will answer every question if the House will give me 
the opportunity to do so. Every one of these question I will deal with 
because they are in the line of my argument, if I can get time for that 


purpose. 

Against the declaration of my colleague I put not only the language 
of Chief-Justice Marshall in McCulloch vs. Maryland, but the not less 
emphatic utterance of Justice Story in the case of Martin’s Heir rs. 
Martin’s Lessee, reported in 1 Wheaton: 

The Government, then, of the United States can claim no powers which are 
not granted to it by the Constitution; and the powers actually granted must be 
such as are expressly given or given by necessary implication. 

And, further, I put the language of a jurist of later times, whose 
niche in the temple of fame is hard by that of Marshall himself. I re- 
fer to the opinion of Chief-Justice Chase in the causes known as the legal- 
tender cases. 

Mr. OATES. My colleague will remember the question in the legal- 


tender cases was one of domestic policy, and not one of dealing with 
foreign nations. 

Mr. COBB. It was a national question. 

Mr. OATES. Oh, national; but not international. 

Mr. COBB. And the authorities go to the effect that in all questions 
of national import, and of which Congress may rightfully take éogniz- 
ance, no distinction is recognized between foreign and domestic affairs. 
The Supreme Court of the United States so pronounced in a dozen dif- 
ferent decisions. Here is the language of Chief-Justice Chase, which 
I was about to quote, and his language is not restricted. He does not 
limit his constitutional views in this behalf to matters of internal con- 
cern, as a cautious judge would if he intended his views to have such 
restricted application: 

It is unnecessary to say that we reject wholly the doctrine advanced for the 
first time, we believe, in this court by the present majority that the Legislature 
has any power under the Constitution which ws out of the aggregate of 
powers conferred upon the Government or out of the sovereignty instituted by 
it.“ If this 88 be admitted, and it be also admi that the Legisla- 


ture is the sole of the necessity for the exercise of such powers, the Gov- 
ernment becomes practically absolute and unlimited. 


A MEMBER. Where do you quote from? £ 
Mr. COBB. Iquote from 12 Wallace, page 582, in the legal-tender 


cases. 

Mr. OATES. He was speaking for the minority. 

Mr. COBB. He was speaking for the minority of the court, but in 
speaking for the minority he was reiterating in substance what the 
majority had said when the same question was before the eourt in the 
case of Hepburn vs, Griswold. 

It is true that the language here quoted is in a dissenting opinion; 
but the same doctrine is advanced which was enunciated by the court 
before that change in its personnel, which is so well remembered; and 
the question is now, which opinion will my colleague take? Will he 
stand by the opinions of Chase and Nelson and Fields and Clifford and 
Grier, and which I know are in accord with his life-long convictions, 
or will he go over to the majority of the court as it was constituted when 
changed by new appointments? 

Mr. OATES. If my colleague will permit me to interrupt him I 
will say that I think they were all right on the domestic question, but 
not where it had reference to foreign matters. 

Mr. COBB. Well, I deny the distinction drawn by my colleague, 
and still insist that, if it has rightful existence, it would have been 
noticed by such careful jurists as those from whom I have quoted, when 
asi were making solemn expositions of the Constitution from the 


Now, Mr. Speaker, I have been turned aside from the line of thought 
J intended to pursue, and my time, rapidly expiring, is not sufficient 
to permit recurrence to it. 

Let me say briefly that I proposed to discuss at greater length the 
expediency of the proposed measure and to show that, harmless as it 
appears on the surface, it contains elements of most dangerous chár- 
acter. I proposed to show, by reference to the concessions granted by 
the Government of Nicaragua to the gentlemen here desiring to be in- 
corporated, that that Government granted the concession to them as 
individuals and with a view to the prosecution and accomplishment ot 
a private business enterprise; and that the restricted nature of these 
concessions precludes the possibility of security being given by the cor- 
poration to the United States for such aid as I apprehend will be sought 
in the not distant future. 

I proposed to emphasize the danger of this new departure in legisla- 
tion by which our General Government, limited in its powers, re- 
stricted in its purposes and sphere of operation, is not only to become 
the foster-mother of private commercial ventures, but is to carry this 
fostering care beyond its jurisdiction and within the dominions of in- 
dependent foreign powers. 

Interesting and important as these lines of thought and inquiry are, 
I am constrained to leave them that I may give attention to the sug- 
gestion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Scorr] and my col- 
league [Mr. OATES] as to the express grantsin the Constitution under 
which this legislation is justified. These gentlemen would lead me 
into abstractions. I have based my argument as to the legal view ot 
this bill on the want of power in Congress w erect a corporation for 
private purposes solely, and have attempted to show that in no sense is 
this legislation sought for the purpose of creating a Government agency. 
But I do not fear to enter the field to which I am invited. If, then, 
we seek in the Constitution for the power whose exercise is now in- 
yoked we must find it, if at all, under one of three grants, the war 
clause, the treaty-making clause, or the commerce clause. 

Mr. OATES. Before my colleague leaves the other branch of the 
subject, will he permit an interruption? 

Mr. COBB. Certainly. 

Mr. OATES. J only wish to interrupt the gentleman to ask if he 
does not convict Mr. Calhoun of inconsistency when he voted for send- 
ing supplies to the starving Irish and to the sufferers by the earthquake 
at Caracas in violation of the Constitution unless he drew the distine- 
tion which I have endeavored to call to the attention of my colleagua 
as regards the construction to be placed upon that instrament ? 

Mr. COBB. We are left in doubt as to Mr. Calhoun's reasons for hia 
Had he given 


support of the measures referred to by my colleague. 
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them, Iam quite confident they would have been based on his con- 
struction of some clause in the Constitution. It is not impossible that 
his failure to present his views in argument may have been the result 
of his inability to square his convictions with his generous and tender 
regard for the distressed. 

Be this as it may, we are not confined in the argument of the pend- 
ing bill to the acceptance of Mr. Calhoun’s views on a case so excep- 
tional as the extending of relief tostarving thousands. If weare to rely 
on him, I prefer to take his deliverances carefully made and the con- 
clusions in supportof which he brings the reasonings of hismaster mind. 

Mr. OATES. If my colleague will permit another question I will 
not again interrupt him. 

Mr. COBB. Certainly. 

Mr, OATES. Will my colleague point out any case of dealing be- 
tween the United Statesand any foreign government in which the Con- 
stitution puts a limitation upon the power of the United States? If 
there is such a limitation in the Constitution I would like to see it. 

Mr. COBB. My colleague is too good a lawyer to believe that the 
Constitution of the United States is in its essential features a limitation 
upon power. He would not, Iam sure, take that position in this House. 
The Constitution of the United States isa grant of power, and no power 
not granted expressly or by implication exists in any department of the 
Government. ‘True, it containscertain wordsand clauses of limitation; 
but my meaning is, that distinct and definite powers are not to be pre- 
sumed to exist in the Government because the exercise of them is not 
in terms prohibited. I referred a moment ago to the case of Hepburn 
ve. Griswold. I will quote from the opinion deliveredin that case: 

Bat the Constitution is the fundamental law of the United States. By it the 
people have created a government, defined it powers, prescribed their limits, 
distributed them among the different departments, and directed in general the 
manner of their exercise. No department of the Government has any other 
powers than those thus delegated to it by the people. All the legislative power 
granted by the Constitution belongs to Congress; but it has nolegislative 
On tothe exeontire POA TOLI powers IANTO teapeatively to lee Front 
Zen and the courts. All these powers ifer inkind but not in source or limita- 
tion. They all arise from the Constitution and are limited by its terms. 

Mr. OATES. Iwill change the question, since my colleague is so 
critical, and put it in this form: Is there any emergency or has such an 
occasion ever arisen between the United States Government and any 
other power where the United States is wanting in power or has not 
power under the Constitution to deal with the question? 

Mr. COBB. The United States is not wanting in power todeal with 
each and every question which legitimately belongs to the Government 
under its Constitution. 
and to accomplish all proper purposes of national character. The war 
power is broad; the treaty-making power is broad; the commercial 
power is broad, and these have thus far been sufficient to enable the 
Government to meet the exigencies of its foreign relations. 

But I can not prosecute this line of general discussion, as I find my 
time is going very rapidly. Let me say that no one who has yet 
spoken upon this measure sought for authority to pass it beyond 
the grants in the Constitution except my friend and colleague [Mr. 
Oates] and I can not go with him. He is good authority, I admit, 
and I believe this is the first time in our lives that we have separated 
upon a constitutional question. 

Mr. OATES. We would not now, but you are not broad enough. 

Mr. COBB. I claim to be as broad as the limitations of the Consti- 
tution will permit. I believe that Iam bound by these limitations, 
and I believe that to conscientiously respect them is to the greatest in- 
terests of the people of the whole country. 

Mr. OATES. You speak of the limitations of the Constitution. I 
thought you said there were no limitations. 

Mr. COBB. When I use the word limitation“ I mean the absence 
of granted power. That is limitation. I thought I had made myself 
plain on this point when I announced my unequivocal adherence to the 
doctrine of Marshall and Story and Chase as judicially declared, that 
all authority in the Government is to be derived from the express 
powers of the Constitution, or from the right to use the means neces- 
sary to carry into execution the enumerated powers. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, to return from this extended digression into 
which I have been seduced, let me again attempt to prosecute brief in- 
quiries concerning the nature and extent of the constitutional powers 
which are thought to have bearing on the measure before the House. 

I have mentioned the three powers from which alone can be derived 
authority to pass this bill; and my purpose is to show, if I can, that 
the authority can be found under neither of them. 

It can not be found under the power to declare war, for the reason 
that thus to derive itis to presuppose the constitutionality of a war of 
conquest. The power to declare war is conferred on Congress in gen- 
eral terms; but it is unnecessary, I apprehend, to frame arguments to 
prove that to undertake a war solely for the acquisition of territory, 
does not consist with the spirit of the Constitution nor the genius of our 
Government. 

We are at peace with Nicaragua; no cause for quarrel with that 
power exists, and we can enter its territory peaceably only by its con- 
sent. Thatconsent can be had only by treaty, and hence to the treaty- 
making power, or to the power to regulate commerce, or to both com- 
bined, we must look for authority to pass this bill. 


A 


Power enough exists to meet every emergency” 


Indeed, I may say that every acquisition of territory made by the 
United States, whether by purchase or as the result of war, has been 
sustained as constitutional only by virtue of the power to make treaties. 

Mr. OATES. Suppose the United States Government has a treaty 
with Nicaragua in this case, is it not competent for the Congress of the 
United States to pass an act chartering this corporation for the pur- 
pose of carrying out the provisions of that treaty? 

Mr. COBB. That is a question of grave doubt with me. But we 
need not discuss it as an abstract proposition, for such it is in the ab- 
sence of a treaty. 

Mr. OATES. Does the gentleman deny that there is a treaty with 
Nicaragua for the construction of this canal? 

Mr.COBB. Ido. There was a treaty of friendship, commerce, 
and navigation“ made between the United States and thé Republic of 
Nicaragua in 1867, and which is, perhaps, still of force. But it con- 
tains no word which can be construed as conferring on the United 
States authority to construct, orauthorize to be constructed, any canal. 
The only clause that can possibly bear in this direction is Article XXIX, 
which reads as follows: 

The Republic of Nicaragua ts to the United States and to their citizens 
and property the right of transit between the Atlantic and Pacific Oceans through 
the territory of that republic on any route of Communication, natural or arti- 
ficial, whether by land or water, which may now or hereafter exist or be con- 
structed under the authority of Nicaragua, to be used and enjoyed in the same 
manner and upon equal terms by both republics and their respective citizens; 
7 ttn of Nicaragua, however, reserving the rights of sovereignty over 

There is no authority here given to the United States to construct a 
route of communication, and none has since been conferred. The 
United States and its citizens can claim, therefore, no other right under 
this clause of the treaty than the right of transit. Now, then, how can 
this Government confer an authority which it does not possess ? 

I have shown, I hope conclusively, that Congress can not erect a 
corporation except to be used as a means by which the Government 
may execute some enumerated power. Gentlemen point to the power to 
make treaties as one sufficient for present p I answer that the 
treaty-making power, if broad enough, must first be exercised by the 
negotiation of a treaty before a means to execute it can be created. 

It is absurd to say that we may create a means under a power that 
is dormant in order to execute something which may never exist. We 
may incorporate the Nicaragua Canal Company because we may in the 
future make a treaty which the company is to execute. Such is the 
reasoning. But if the treaty is not made when the corporation is 
erected what becomes of the corporate powers and privileges? The 
orporation must take whatever of life and authority it receives from 
Congress by pending legislation at the moment this bill is signed by 
the President. If it can take nothing then, it can take nothing be- 
cause of after-occurrences. At that time or never it must receive the 
breath of life. Under the treaty clause of the Constitution, Congress 
can now give it no life, because there is no treaty. 

But the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Scorr] mentions the 
Clayton-Bulwertreaty. Waivingconsideration of the question whether 
or not that treaty is of force, it is sufficient to say that a treaty between 
two independent powers can confer no authority on either to enter the 
territory of a third. 

I pass, Mr, Speaker, to a consideration of the commerce clause of the 
Constitution. This is the clause invoked by the Committee on Com- 
merce, who report this bill. Its language is: 


The Congress shallhave power * * * to gia commerce with foreign 
nations, ané among the several States, and with the Indian tribes. 


Before proceeding to an examination of its meaning, I call attention 
to the fact that it can have no effect to authorize the passage of the 
pending bill, in the absence of treaty stipulations with Nicaragua, 

It is clear that the United States can not regulate commerce in its 
passage through foreign countries. 

Be the commerce clause, then, ever so broad it can not of its own in- 
dependent force authorize this Government to create a means to regu- 
late commerce beyond the limits of its own sovereignty. 

In this view the treaty and commerce clauses of the Constitution 
are so connected that they can scarcely be considered separately. But 
my objettion goes deeper. I shall contend that the language of the 
Constitution just quoted conveys a meaning different from what the 
advocates of this bill ascribe to it. 

In the report accompanying the bill the majority of the Committee 
on Commerce say: 


To facilitate commereial intercourse is to regulate it. To open a highway 
by water from the Atlantic to the Pacific across the center of the continent of 
America is an act that necessarily regulates commerce, because it creates a 
shorter way of navigation by thousands of miles between different parts of 
the earth and brings commerce under conditions that did not exist before. It 
affects the maritime traffic of the whole world by compelling it to abandon pre- 
vious routes by water for a new and shorter one, thereby creating infinite regu- 
lations adapted to a different state of things. 


On this reasoning are based the right and duty of Congress to grant 
the charter of incorporation asked for. 
The Constitution contains a clause which reads as follows: 


No preference shall be given Hy Soy FegnIntion of commerce or revenue tothe 
ports of onc State over those of another, 


How does the reasoning of the committee tally with this eonstitu- 
tional prohibition? And yet their reasoning is the line of argument 
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by all those who contend for the existence of power in Con- | tion from Chief-Justice 


to construct channels of commerce. 
To construct these channels is to facilitate commerce; to facilitate 
mercial intercourse is to regulate commerce. So smoothly runs 
Re. nt. Whata pity it is that its course should be interrupted 
by such s trifle as a prohibitory clause of the Constitution! Still, to 
a plain mind it is difficult to see just how the Government can inter- 
to shorten the lines of commercial intercourse, y of for- 
commerce, without giving preference to the ports of one State over 
ose of another. And then it must not be overlooked that Congress 
has the same power to regulate domestic as . commerce. So, as 
the wealth of the country increases, and the centers of wealth change, 
there is the ever-increasing demand for shorter lines of transportation, 


and Con; can construct them all, if the views of my friends are 
sound. ing can not be accepted as sound that leads to such 
consequences. 


Iam reminded that there is now before Congress, and has been pre- 
ted to preceding Congresses, a scheme in which my friend from 
Maryland is deeply interested. 

Mr. RAYNER. I am not interested in any scheme. 

Mr. COBB. Enterprise, then, if that is the better word. I refer to 
the proposition to construct a canal across Maryland to connect the 

" of the Chesapeake with Delaware Bay. 

. HEARD. ou mean that the gentleman from Maryland’s con- 
stituents are interested in it. 

Mr. CQBB. Now, Mr. Speaker, I poet: that my friend from 
Maryland urged that enterprise before the Committee on Rail ways and 

n the ground that, if we should dig that canal, it would 

3 line of travel from Chi and the West to the ocean; and 
he argued that, inasmuch as it would shorten that line of travel, we 
ought to build the canal! That was his argument. Do not you see 
where it runs to? If to regulate commerce means to provide these 
facilities for commerce, then there is no end to our power in that direc- 
tion. 

But such is not the true doctrine. I will show that to regulate com- 
merce is not to provide its channels, but to prescribe rules for its gov- 
ernment while it is being carried on along the channels it provides for 
itself. 

Mr. RAYNER. I would like to ask the gentleman whether he holds 
that digging dirt out of Mobile Bay is a rule? 

Mr. COBB. No; that is not a rule and it does not necessarily come 
under the commerce clause. 

Mr. RAYNER. It does not? What clause does it come under? 
There is no other clause to which you can refer it. 

Mr. COBB. Well, perhaps not, but I have not time to deal with 
that question now. I could deal with it, satisfactorily to myself at 
least; but I have only a few minutes left, and the other question I deem 
more important than the one raised by the gentleman from Maryland. 

I was entering on an inquiry as to the meaning of the clause in the 
Constitution known ag the commerce clause, which I have just read. 
I called attention to the interpretation of it made by the Committee 
on Commerce in their report on this bill, and I have attempted to show 
the fallacy of their reasoning. 

Mr. SCOTT. Will the gentleman from Alabama, under the con- 
struction of the Constitution as he applied it, say that Congress has the 
right to regulate the rates of transportation between the States or to 
establish rates? 

Mr. COBB. The power, in the language of Chief-Justicg Marshall, 
is to prescribe rules for the government of commerce. 

Mr. SCOTT. Andif there is a right to prescribe rules, then the right 
to construct a railroad or canal going so close together, so far as the 
canal and rates are concerned, howcan you make a difference when you 
come to construe it? 

Mr. COBB. ‘Close ther!“ are as wide apart as the 
poles. How it can be said that the digging of a canal is to prescribe a 
rule passes my comprehension. The Supreme Court is emphatic that 
to regulate commerce is to prescribe rules. What sort of a rule isa 
canal? [Laughter.] 

Mr. SCOTT. What sort of a rule isa rate? ~- 

Mr. COBB. That is a rule in the just and proper sense. To fix a 
rate is to establish a rule. The rate is a thing immaterial and intan- 
gible. Itis something that may be prescribed, as all laws are pre- 
scribed, under the operation of which things material are controlled 
and governed and intercourse is regulated. 

The rate over a road is something quite different from the road itself, 
and the right to prescribe the former is in no way analogous to the 
right to construct the latter. 

By no proper speech can it be said we build a rate, or prescribe or 
enact acanal. 5 

In addition to the views I have presented, that the position of the 
Committee on Commerce is untenable because it contravenes the ex- 
press language of the Constitution, and because it leads to consequences 
which can not besup to have been in the contemplation of its fram- 
ers or of the people who adopted it, I might appeal with confidence to the 
emphatic deliverances of the most learned and eautious of the eminent 
statesmen whose learning and patriotism illustrated the earlier history 
of our country. I will content myself, however, with another quota- 


taken from the case of Gibbons vs. 
Ogden, reported in 9 Wheaton. After defining commerce as inter- 
course,’’ and saying: 


It describes the commercial Peper eee and parts of nations, 
in all its branches, and is regulated by prescribing for carrying on that in- 


urse; 
and after showing that— 

Commerce, as the word is used in the Constitution, comprehends navigation, 
he proceeds: 

We are now arrived at thè inquiry, what is this power? It is the power to 
regulate; that is, to prescribe the rule by which commerce is to be governed. 

Now, thisis a substantive, expressly granted power, and I am free to 
admit that Congress may do whatever is necessary to fully execute it. 
For the great judge further says: 

This power, lik thers d in gress, 4 
be peor tat bg . po Sor naw stapes iv- — aA a iA 
are prescribed in the Constitution. 

But the question is, what are the means necessary for the execution 
of the power to prescribe rules ? 

Surely it is a stress of language beyond its extremest limit to say 
that to enaet a regulation to prescribe a rule—it is necessary to con- 
struct a canal or railway; and as has been decided over and over again, 
the language of the Constitution is always to be taken in its plain, 
common-sense meaning. 

Besides, if, as just shown, commerce includes navigation, why may 
Congress not build ships for commercial purposes with as much pro- 
priety as it can construct a canal? And, indeed, where is the limita- 
tion of power, if we enter this broad field of liberal construction, short 
of absolute dominion over all the instrumentalities of commercial in- 
tercourse, domestic and foreign? 

We may take of the people's money freely and build at our ownsweet 
will. We may construct lines of travel, by direct appropriation of the 
money of the tax-payers, from any commercial center to the furthest 
limits of our dominions, ay, and beyond; and we can change them to 
meet an ever-varying popular demand. 

Sir, against this rising and growing sentiment, threatening, too surely, 
if carried to practical legislation, to endanger the best interests of the 
people—their right to local self-government, and to the management 
of their private affairs—I raise my voice, feeble as it is, in earnest pro- 
test. 5 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
bama has expired. 

Mr. HOOKER. Lask unanimous consent that the gentleman from 
Alabama be allowed fifteen minutes in which to complete his argu- 
ment. There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. COBB. I thank the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Hooker 
for asking, and the House for granting me, extension of time; and 
will take advantage of the courtesy to the extent of presenting one or 
two additional suggestions which would properly have come when con- 
sidering the expediency of passing this bill. 

There is, however, one other legal proposition I desire to notice. In 
the instance of the Bank of the United States, the constitutionality of 
the act of incorporation was sustained, as I have stated, on the ground 
that the bank was a fiscal agent of the Government. 

Now, this connection of the Government with the bank was disclosed 
on the face of the charter of incorporation. In his brief Mr. Pinkney, 
in order to show the purpose of Congress in incorporating the bank, 
and in that way sustain the constitutionality of the law, sums up the 
evidences of this connection in the following words: 

In the bank which is actually established and incorporated the United States 
are joint stockholders and appoint joint directors; the Secretary of the Treasury 
has . over its affairs; it is bound upon his uisition to 
transfer the funds of the Government wherever they are wanted; it performs 
all the duties of commissioners of the loan o ; it is bound to loan the Gov- 
Payment for pattie debia net Salar, is Tatiomialy:Sonmetst, eSerding i 
tis anaes of the whole word, with the power of borrowing money and with 
the financial operations of the Government. 

There is no such connection shown in this bill between the Govern- 
ment and the Maritime Canal Com: of Nicaragua. The Baker 
amendment is not sufficient to disclose it; and, indeed, it will be re- 
membered that the strongest advocates of the amendment disclaim all 
intention to have it soconstrued. And I have shown that the effect of 
the amendment is to bring under the supervision of the United States 
the private affairs of its citizens. 

It will not do tosay thatthe connection of the Government with the 
canal company as its agent may hereafter be formed, and that the act 
of incorporation is sought with such view. Gentlemen do not dare to 
so assert.. In the present temper of this House such assertion would 
endanger the bill. Nor would the existence of such undisclosed pur- 
pose affect the legality of the present legislation. I have attempted to 
show in another connection that the constitutionality-of this bill must 
be determined by the existing status. 

Now, then, if there is nothing on the face of our proceedings to show 
the intention of Congress that this corporation is erected as a means, in 
part at least, to carry into execution some granted power, but much 
to negative such intent, how can constitutional t be claimed 
in support of this bill? As well might it be urged that may 
create any kind of corporation for purely private purposes on the ground 


The time of the gentleman from Ala- 
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that the corporation thus created may, in the future and in some un- so. The Legislature of the State of New Vork may at any time adopt 


defined way, become useful as a Government agency. But I will not 
enlarge here. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, we are told that this is a very harmless proceed- 
ing. Nothing is asked except that we give to certain responsible and 
distinguished gentlemen the little, innocent boon of Salsas hate politic; 
and in return, if is said, they are to accomplish wonders in exten 
abroad the power and glory and influence of the American Government. 

I can not eliminate from the proposed legislation, if it is constitutional, 
the idea of government responsibility. I do not mean legal liability, 
against which we seem careful to guard. But when we consider the 
whole situation; when we reflect that if we have seen’ es pass this 
bill, it is because the corporation is to be a means by which a power 
granted in the Constitution is to be executed; when we further reflect 
that the operations of this Government instrumentality are to be carried 
on in a foreign country, and that the necessary capital is to be gathered 
abroad, and when, too, the United States is to be the immediate bene- 
ficiary of the grand results, it seems to me not befitting the dignity of 
a great government to deny responsibility. 

The friends of the bill say the corporation is in no sense to be a Gov- 
ernment agent; and, taking them at their word, I have advocated that 
this fact be printed in the law and on the bonds of the company that 
the world may readily know it. If the principle settled in the case ot 
McCulloch and Maryland is too old-fashioned for the present day, and 
the corporate existence can be sustained on the assumption that the 
United States have the unlimited power of the States to create corpora- 
tions, well and good. Take your corporate privileges, gentlemen, in 
that view, and with the distinct understanding that the credit and 
Treasury of the Government are forever barred against you. 

But I do notaccept the new departure in constitutional construction. 
I decline to follow the lead of those who advocate it. I believe this 
bill is wholly without constitutional warrant to support it; and that 
to pass it will be otherwise ill-advised and dangerous legislation. 
Hence, I shall vote against it. But my point here is, that when Con- 

shall deliberately enter on legislation with the purpose of creat- 
ing a means, whether by the erection of a co tion or otherwise, by 
which a constitutional grant is to be executed in foreign territory, there 
should be no evasion of responsibility of any character; but that the 
means selected—the agency created—should be sent to its mission with 
the power of the Government to sustain it at any cost, to any extent, 
and in any way which the necessities of the case may demand. 

Governmentagency and Government ibility should be blended 
in indissoluble union. You say in this bill no Government responsi- 
bility; you hence put a negative on the idea of Government agency; 
and by so doing stamp the whole proceeding with the brand of uncon- 
stitutionality. 

One other thought and I am done. 

If the ‘‘ Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua,’’ as a private com- 
pany, to carry on private business solely, can be and is constitutionally 
created a corporation by Congress, then it will enjoy immunities not 
possessed by corporations of like character created by the individual 
States. 

It was settled in the case of McCulloch vs, Maryland that a State can 
not control the operations of a company incorporated by Congress, nor 
impose a tax on its business. During the running debate I have had 
since I took the floor, stress has been laid by some of my friends on 
the power of the States over corporations, I have avoided as much as 
possible being led into discussion along this line, because it seems to 
me that the difference between the attitude of the Legislatures of the 
States and of Congress in this regard lies on the surface. 

The power of a State to erect private business corporations is well- 
nigh unlimited. The State exercises this power, not to create a means 
for executing a constitutional grant, but that by the formation of these 
artificial beings the convenience and interests and prosperity of its cit- 
izens may be promoted. The constitutional idea, so to speak, as ap- 
plied to the government of the States and of the United States, is dis- 
tinct and different, for while the United States can exercise no power 
not granted, the States can exercise all power not withheld. Hence 
the importance of the preservation of State control over corporations 
in restraining them within the privileges and authority given them, 
and this importance increases with the growth of corporate wealth 
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and strength. 

This control is exercised in various ways. The taxing power resid- 
ing in the States may reach the business of corporations; and especially 
is it not unusual for a State Legislature to impose a license tax on cor- 

rations not created by itself for the privilege of doing business in the 

tate, 

Every State in the Union, so far as I am advised, discriminates in 
this way between home and foreign corporations. The Legislatures of 
the different States say to foreign corporations, ‘‘ Before yon can come 
within the limits of our sovereignty and do business you must pay a 
tax upon your business, a license tax for the privilege which we grant 
you to do business within the State. 

Mr. HEARD. That is not general throughout the States? 

Mr. COBB. I think it is very general. It is so to some extent in 
Alabama; it is soin some of the other Sar I think it j in New 
York. I will not assert it absolutely. But if it is HE N may be 


the idea that they ought to put this tax upon the operation of foreign 
corporations. Now, here isa foreign corporation, a corporation erected 
by a power other than the 3 of New York, a corporation 
haying its headquarters in New York, doing business from New York, 
operating this canal from New York, because the charter gives the 
wer not only to construct but to operate; yet when the law of New 
ork says to this corporation, Lou must pay us a license tax for this 
privilsga, they may say, Lou can not demand it of us because we 
ave been erected a corporation by the Congress of the United States. 

Mr. HEARD. Does the gentleman know that the Supreme Court 
has decided that the incorporation of a company by Congress does not 
exempt it from the operation of the laws of any State in which it seeks 
to exercise such corporate rights as Congress may have given it? 

Mr. COBB. No, sir; Ido not. 

Mr. HEARD. Well, I will inform the gentleman that in a case in 
which the Atlantic and Pacific Railroad Company, in the State of Mis- 
souri, pleaded exemption from the statute of the State of Missouri sub- 
jecting them to double liability for the killing of live-stock, etc., it was 
held that the corporation was not exempted from the operation of that 
law of the State. And I think that is now accepted as the law. 

Mr. COBB. I see the gentleman’s point. The corporation was not 
exempt from the operation of that law, because the law did not operate 
to enforce the taxing power or power of general control, but was in the 
nature of a police regulation. 

Mr. COX. The gentleman from Alabama will also allow me to say 
that as early, I think, as 1818 the Supreme Court of the United States 
sustained the taxationof the State of Ohio upon the branch bank of the 
Bank of the United States, and that tax was enforced by execution. 

Mr, COBB. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox] is entirely 
mistaken. There is no such decision in the books. I will tell my 
friend what the courts have decided, what was decided in the Ohio case, 
what was decided in the McCulloch case. They decided that the 
State had the right to tax the property of United States banks within 
the bordersof the State. The State may tax the real and personal prop- 
erty of the corporation; hut when it comes to putting a tax upon its 
business operations, such as a license tax, the States must keep their 
hands off. That was the decision in the case of McCulloch vs. The 
Stateof Maryland. If the gentleman has not refreshed his mind lately 
in reading it, I commend to him the opinion of Chief-Justice Marshall 
inthat case. In that opinion the courtsays thatthe State of Maryland 
may tax the property of the bank; but the State of Maryland under- 
took to exercise the power which it constitutionally has with respect to 
all other corporations except those erected by the Congress of the United 
States; it undertook to put a license tax upon this bank, and it was re- 
strained from so doing by the Supreme Court of the United States. 

Mr. Speaker, if we follow to their logical results the various lines 
of thought connected directly and indirectly with the pending meas- 
ure, we will be led to startling consequences, which the rhetorical 
pyrotechnics and sentimental extravagances of my eloquent friends 
can not obscure. Some enthusiastic gentlemen, looking alone at the 
vast possibilities, as they think, opening to us by the construction of 
a water way from ocean to ocean, are impatient at the suggestion of 
constitutional obstacles to the passage of this bill. They refuse to con- 
sider these. The people, they say, want the bill to pass; some one has 
pronounced it constitutional; and they feel no further concern in this 
direction. 

If I may be pardoned, I will make an observation here in parenthe- 
sis, premising that it has no application to the distinguished gentle- 
men who have engaged with me in this debate, and disclaiming inten- 
tion of harsh criticism of any one. It is this: Whether we are always 
as solicitous to make close investigation of questions of constitutional 
construction, that we may redeem intelligently and faithfully the ob- 
ligation required of us when we enter this House, as we are to know 
the views of our constituent? 

Mr. HEARD. Let me ask the gentleman from Alabama if he does 
not regard it as the duty of a representative to inquire what his con- 
stituents want, and then inquire whether there is authority under the 
Constitution to do it? 

Mr. COBB. No, sir; or rather I would reverse your rule in its ap- 
plication, at least to pending measures. As to these, the first duty of a 
representative, both to himself and his constituents, is to know whether 
he has authority conferred by the Constitution to do an act—if its con- 
stitutionality is questionable. Having decided that in the negative, 
he need not go further. He can not go further with the view of de- 
termining his course, if he isan honest man. But having decided the 
measure in question to be constitutional, it is his right and duty to 
consult his constituents as far as he may as to how the measure will 
meet their wishes or affect their interests. That is what I hold. 

I recognize in full measure our responsibility to our constituents. 
Their views, their wishes, their interests, especially, it should be our 
constant care to ascertain and promote. At the same time, wearesome- 
thing more than mere agents. We are representatives, chosen because 
we are sup to possess intelligence and honesty enough to form con- 
victions on yreat questions continually arising, and to possess the cour- 
age of our convictions. Intelligent constituents expect their represent- 
ative to be diligent in inquiry and investigation, and prompt and strong 
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advance therightand resist the encroachments of the wrong, whether 
open or insidious. 

They recognize our superior opportunities, because we are set apart 
for the work, to understand the relation and bearing of legislation, and 
they expect us to ery aloud and spare not when they are being misled 
by the selfish and designing, or when measures of seeming present ad- 
vantage to them, but of far-reaching consequences of evil, are being 
pressed. Woe be to our country, a country under representative gov- 
‘ernment, when the high relationship of mutual confidence and respect 
‘between constituents and representatives shall be destroyed. 

He best conserves and promotes the interests of his constituents who 
is diligent to ascertain and faithful to discharge the duties which his 
situation imposes. In this instance I am glad to believe that in op- 
posing the bill Iam subserving the best interests of my constituents. 
For while Iam fully alive to the advantages to accrue to the Gult 
States from interoceanic water communication; while Iam far from 

ing to put the slightest barrier in the way of its proper prosecu- 
tion, I do not believe that its accomplishment is dependent on such 
Jegislation as is now sought, nor if it did, that we can safely purchase 
present advantages at the price of a violated Constitution. 

But the departure, if such the passage of the bill is, from strict ob- 
servance of the Constitution is so slight, it is said in some quarters, 
what can the harm be? I have attempted to show the harm to some 
extent. It should not be forgotten that no departure of this kind can 
‘be a matter of light concern; for while the Constitution of the United 
States can not be changed in its true intent and meaning by vicious 
construction, as statutes sometimes are, yet every such construction 
becomes an excuse for enlarging Congressional power without regard 
to the limitations which the nature of our system and the language 
of the Constitution impose on Congressional action. 

These considerations are of vital concern to the people of every sec- 
tion of the Union; but to those of the Gulf States, some of whom are 
blinded by the glamour thrown around the pending measure, most of 
all. The South is the weaker section, and unfortunately for her, and 
unfortunately, I hesitate not to say for the whole country, she has 
enemies who menace her with the strong hand of Federal control. 

Her security from unjust and illegal interference with her domestic 
affairs; her safety from threatened wrongs; the full realization of the 
promises now hers of material, social, and intellectual advancement, 
can come to her only under the protection of the Constitution of our 
fathers as interpreted by the fathers. 

Sir, I have been drawn into a broader field of discussion than I had 
roposed to enter. The real question before us Jies in narrower limits. 
t is whether or not the bill as now presented by the conference com- 

mittee should be enacted. The broader questions, whether the United 
States have constitutional power and whether Congress should exercise 
it to construct a canal across the Isthmus, do not arise. 

I have not undertaken to say that such power does not exist; nor 
will I now affirm that it should not in proper manner be exercised. 
When these propositions are fairly presented I will gladly consider 
them; and I will be found, I hope, in strict accord with those who in 
sentiment and action are for the promotion of the dignity and power 
and glory of the United States. 


Smalls vs. Elliott. 
SPEECH 


HON. WILLIAM E. MASON, 


OF ILLINOIS, 
In THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 


Saturday, February 9, 1889. 


be House being in Committee of the Whole, and having under consideration 
the bill (H. R. 12490) making 8 for the service of the Post-Office De- 
partment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1890— 


Mr. MASON said: 

Mr. CHAIRMAN: There are some reasons why this bill should not 
become a law. I propose to address myself in the time allotted to two 
reasons: First, the effect it will have upon the service in the Chicago 
post-office; but more generally to the effect it will have upon the Sev- 
enth Congressional district of South Carolina. There is a contest pend- 
ing before this House that has been pending for two years nearly, be- 
tween the sitting member from the Seventh district and the colored 
gentleman (Mr. Smalls) who sits here beside me, which has been 
delayed from time to time, and the old adage exemplified, that ‘‘jus- 
tice delayed is justice denied. The fact that this contest comes from 


South Carolina naturally excites the suspicion of every honest man 
who is familiar with the history of that State; and an examination of 
the record of this case is conclusive that the most gigantic fraud and the 
most outrageous and disgusting scheme to rob the Republicans of a 


Representative in the Fiftieth Congress ever known to modern politics 
has been practiced in that district. That is my charge and this is my 
proof. 

In the first place the laws of South Carolina were framed for the 
express purpose of allowing the Democrats to cheat Republicans at 
the polls. I charge that they are so framed and passed, and I will 
quote from the laws of that State so as to convince any disinterested,’ 
fair-minded man. The present governor of that State, a worthy exec- 
utive of a corrupt law, in a communication to the people within the, 
State of South Carolina, furnishes the evidence to substantiate that 
charge. Four years ago the contestant in this case (Mr. Smalls) had 
the temerity to ask him to give a Republican judge in each precinctin’ 
the district known as the ‘Black district,’’ and his response was a 
brilliant flash of silence. This time the Republican executive com- 
mittee asked the governor of the State to give them a fair election by 
appointing at least one supervisor and to give one judge or clerk of 
election in precinct, and this is his response. He absolutely de-' 
clined to do so. This is the request: 


COLUMBIA, S. C., September 27, 1888. 
Sin: At a meer of the executive committee of the Republican party of 
South Carolina, held in the city of Columbia on the above date, this committee, 
was appointed to wait on you in person and present for your consideration and 
action the following preamble and resolutions: ! 
Whereas a general election will be held on the 6th of November, at which time 
candidates for electors and Congress will be voted for by the people; and 
Whereas the whole election machinery, commissioners of election, managers, 
clerks, etc, (with the exception of Georgetown County), being entirely in the 
hands ofthe dominant y of South Carolina, has been productive of the sup- 
pression of a free vote and honest count; and 
Whereas, by virtue of a vasti. preponderatin number, we think it would be 
but an act of simple justice and in the interest of a fair, full, and honest election | 
that representation be ted to the 1 party: Therefore, | 
Beit „That it is the sense of this committee that his excellency John 
P; n, governor of South Carolina, be waited on and requested to ap- 
point at least one Republican commissioner of election in each county an 
through them one Republican manager at each of the voting precincts for elect- 
ors and Congressmen throughout the State. 
And whereas in the Seventh Congressional district of South Carolina (known, 
as the Black district) which was set apart by Democratic legislation for the Re- 
ublicans,but which has been in by the Democrats and an almost solemnly, 
mplied pledge 2 and the free will of the electors sifted by the partisan 


actions of election officers com: entirely of Democrats: : 
Therefore, we y and earnestly appes) to your excellency in the in- 
terest of fair play and an honest election, and in the name of 150,000 Repub- 


lican voters representing over 700,000 Feople, to accord us representation in the’ 
management of the approaching elections. 

Resolved, That we ask this as American citizens and representatives of one of, 
a bares pertes of the Republic, believing that we are entitled to it as an act 
0 ple 


ustice. 
E. M. BRAYTON, 
STEPHEN A. SWAILS, 
THOMAS E. MILLER, 
THOS. A. SAXON, 


G. E. HERRIOTT, 
To his Excellency Jonx P. RICHARDSON, 
Governor of South Carolina, 


And the governor’s reply thereto, which is in the following words: 


STATE or SOUTH CAROLINA, EXECUTIVE CHAMBER, 
Columbia, 29. 1888. 
To E. M. BRAYTON, THOS. E. MILLER, STEPHEN A. SWAILS, THOMAS A. Saxon, 

G. E. HERRIOTT, Committee on the part of the Committee of the Repub- 

lican party: 

GENTLEMEN: I have carefully considered the preamble and resolutions which 
in behalf, as you claim, of the ublican party of South Carolina, 
day presented for my consideration and action, as well as the remarks made by 
Mr. Thomas E. Miller, a member of your committee, in advocacy of the same, 

In announcing to you the conclusion at which I have arrived, it would answer 
no purpose that I can perceive to expose what must be so evident to those 
thoroughly acquainted with the condition of parties in the State, the fallacious 
statements of the one and the unsound reasonings of the other. It will be suffi- 
cient simply to say that in my judgment a departure from the wisely established 
methods and principles vee these hag eee are made would en- 
danger the continuance o perfectly free, fair, and peaceful elections—the 
professed object of your desire—that are the proud boast and the highest achieve- 
ment of Democratic rule in this State. 

It may with great truth be said that honest elections are the true test of pure 
government, and constitute the ay faithful expression of the popular will, 
which it is their sole mission to elicit. No machinery, however perfect, can 
accomplish a result so essential to representative government without the in- 
strumentality of agents both intelligent enough to thoroughly understand the 
law and to carry out its 3 and of that high probity of character that 
will command the confidence of the elector and be a sure guaranty against the 
evil and corrupt practices once so dominant in this State. 

These disgraceful scenes and unscrupulous manipulators of elections, so con- 
fessedly prevalent during the days of 8 rule, are now, happily, things 
of the past, and can never return under the benignant sway of Democratic prin- 
Sgr to curse and blight with their horrors the peaceful, prosperous course of 
all the people of South Carolina. To the eternal honor of our State and the 
Democratic party, it can now be said that our elections are the freest and fairest 
in the world, and that not a single citizen of hers, no matter what his rank 
color, or condition, can, under her just and equal laws, impartially administered 
as they are, be, by any perversion or intimidation, debarred at the polls from 
the free and full exercise of his suffrage. There is not only perfect freedom in 
voting, but the amplest protection affurded the voter. 

I shall therefore, with a deep sense of the responsibility resting upon me to 
preserve to the best of my ability the purity of the ballot so happily restored in 
this State, appoint to the important position of commissioners of election in 
the several counties men of such known intelligence, high character, and un 
questioned patriotism as will give the people of South Carolina the confiden 
assurance of having in the coming elections the fullest, freest, and fairest ex 
pression of their will. To the boards will be intrusted the designation of pre- 
cinet 3 duty that I am sure they will not only discharge faithfully, 
but the responsibilities of which they will justly appreciate. { 

I have thus frankly and succinctly stated the main consideration that will} 
guide my action in the appointment of these election boards, but I can not re- 
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frain from bringing to your attention in this connection the fact that your com- 
mittee can scarcely be said to ay renee an organized party, as the comatose 
condition of the remnants of the Republicans in this State for many years past 
would surely justify the non-recognition of alleged rigata and co’ uences sO 
urgently demanded and strongly asserted by you. will only add that the 
whole people of South Carolina, every voter within her borders, can safely rest 
in the absolute assurance of having at the coming elections the fullest oppor- 
tunity of expressing their will through the constitutional and American method 
of a perfectly free ballot and fair count. 


Respectfully, 
; J. P. RICHARDSON, Governor. 

Think of it, Mr. Chairman. He could not give one judge or clerk 
of election to promote an honest election, and refused an honest rep- 
resentation at the ballot-box. That is the sort of thing which in- 
vites the stuffing of ballot-boxes, If that is the ‘‘ proudest achieve- 
ment of a South Carolina Democrat, then where this side of eternal, 
everlasting hell can you find a place to record the ordinary action of a 
South Carolina Democrat ? 

Why, in Illinois both Democratic and Republican clubs united in 
asking the Legislature to pass a law which would give the people a 
fair election—two Democrats and one Republican in one precinct, and 
in the next, two Republicans and one Democrat, the clerks being 
evenly divided; but the governor of South Carolina says another thing 
after his election. 

I desire to call the attention of the committee to the difference in his 
inaugural address and the letter written by him before the election. 
This is the inaugural address. I shall not read it all, but I shall read 
enough to show the point I desire to illustrate. He stated before the 
election— 

That they should have an honest ballot and a fair count, 
That was the high achievement of the Democratic party in South 
lina, and he addressed that to the negroes, colored Republicans. 
is is what he says after he was elected. After discussing the tariff 
issue, which he considers as a minor affair as compared with the race 
question, he says: 
To us of the South— 

And I wish some of you gentlemen who are at all familiar with the 
fact would listen so that you may explain the action of the governor. He 
says: > 

To us of the South it must remain an unrealized dream— 

That is, free trade— 
until finally the gaon of race dominion shall be settled in the highest and 
truest interests of humanity. The laws of God— 

Says he— i 
with the impress of inferiority which they have stamped upon the race, haye 
decreed that the true interests of humanity demand, and the sacred memories 
of tħe past enjoin, and the high duty that we owe to posterity irresistibly im- 
pels, that we declare with a determination as fixed, as immovable as the stars 
of heaven, that never RNT shall any other than the Anglo-Saxon rule in this 
fair, beloved, and beautiful Southland of ours.; 

How does that remark suit you gentlemen who are going to talk 
about the Smalls case, if you ever geta chance to do so?—and I do not 
think you ever will unless you get in on an appropriation bill. How 
does that agree with your principles in regard to a free ballot and a 
fair count? How will it keep time with you who will claim that the 
negro has a fair chance to vote and have it counted in the South? Ah, 
he says that God Almighty has stamped the imprint of inferiority upon 
the black race, and that the Anglo-Saxon must rule in South Carolina. 

I have been in South Carolina and have seen negroes, so called, who 
were as white as any man who sits upon the floor of this House. The 
father,of the contestant here was as white as any man upon this floor. 
Who is going to analyze the Anglo-Saxon blood? If itis the Anglo- 
Saxon blood that votes, are you going to have blood-testers down there, 
so that when a man comes up and offers his vote, they can examine 
him and say, Fiſty percent. negro, 50 percent. Anglo-Saxon; twoofyou 
fellows can cast one vote? « [Laughter on the Republican side.] It 
those blood-testers are ever invented down there, you will find a cor- 
ner on blood-testers, and every one of them in the hands of Democratic 
inspectors of election to insure ‘‘a free ballot and a fair count.“ 
{Laughter on the Republican side.] Can they tell how much is negro 
blood and how much is American or Anglo-Saxon blood, put there by 
the crimes and the lusts of the Anglo-Saxon race? 

The governor of South Carolina is wrong or else the Constitution is 
wrong. It was not the law of God that put the imprint of inferiority 
upon the negro. It was the iron barbaric heel of the Anglo-Saxon, 
our fathers and our brothers, who for more than a hundred years held 
him in slavery, stooping below their own natural manhood to keep 
him there; but in this new birth of freedom, in this march of civili- 
zation that has shaken the shackles from the slave, which bound us as 
surely and as tightly as it bound him, there is no skin test of citizen- 
ship; there is no blood test of American manhood. The past is wiped 
out so far as that is concerned, and in the future, if honesty shall gov- 
ern and if the Constitution shall be enforced, men will be measured by 
a different standard than the colorof their skin; they will be measured 
by that better, higher standard—their personal worth and their honor- 
able citizenship. 

Mr. Chairman, I suppose a great many members of this committee 
have seen a map of the Seventh ional district of South Caro- 
lina, I wish you could all see it now. It would furnish a text fora 


splendid sermon on honest elections. While we do not contend that 
the shape of the Seventh district of South Carolina is absolute evidence 
of fraud, we do say any man or any party that will make a district like 
that ought to be watched, whether they are Republicans or Democrats. 
[Laughter.] I would like to set out here as an exhibit a map of the 
Seventh district of South Carolina. 

Iam not going to discuss the evidence in this case very long, because 
I want to get to the Chicago post-office. [Laughter.] But let me give 
you some examples in the matter of registration. Let me give you an 
example of the way they cheat colored men in that res A colored 
man comes up to vote, and this is what occurs: ‘‘ Where do you live?“ 
live on John Smith’s place.“ Well, John Smith is dead, isn't 
he??? Les; he is dead, but his son owns the place now.“ We 
that isn’t the place now that it used to be. Your registration certifi- 
cate is void.” But I haven't moved.“ That doesn’t make any 
difference; the title of your place is changed. You don't live on John 
Fe place now. [Laughter.] The evidence shows such a case as 

t. 

The mere shifting of the title to the place on which a man lives destroys 
the identity of his residence! Another colored man comes to vote and is 
going to vote for a Democratic governor—for some reason or other, I do not 
know what; maybe a side of bacon and a bushel of grits—at all events 
he decides to vote for a Democratic governor and he does vote for him. 
Then, with the same certificate in his hand, he offers to vote for a Re- 
publican Congressman, and then the certificate is found defective! The 
certificate which permits a man to vote for a Democratic governor and 
Democratic county officers is not good enough to permit him to vote 
for a Republican Congressman! But why should we deal in petty lar- 
ceny when the great field of grand larceny is open before us? I say 
grand larceny ’’ advisedly. 

I know that some of my critics and some of my friends will say to 
me Lou ought not to talk in that undignified way and call the matter 
of stealing a seat in Congress grand larceny.” But, Mr. Chairman, I 
come from a district which did not hire me for this job on account of any 
superfluous amount of dignity that I ever had or hope to have. [Laugh- 
ter.] I have come here to represent them, and I have never learned 
to call a spade ‘‘an agricultural implement. Larceny is larceny. A 
man who will steal a vote will steal a horse if he can get the chan 
and the man who robs me of my franchise treats me as meanly an 
cowardly as the man who robs me of my horse or my pocket-book. For 
God’s sake let us quit this artificial indirectness and get down and talk 
what we mean. It is time for some of you gentlemen on the other side 
oi do that, and it is time for some of you gentlemen on this side to do 

t. 

Men are murdered; there isone day’s ripple of excitement, and then 
it is over. In regard to this district I had intended to say that if you: 
would search all the annals of crime, you could not find a single one 
that the Democracy of the Seventh district of South Carolina has not 
resorted to to deprive this negro of his seat in the House. I should 
have stated that, if the people of Arkansas had not furnished an addi- 
tional crime and an invitation to the Seventh district of South Caro- 
lina to look out in the future and murder—murder, if necessary—to 
give them a majority in this House. 

Let some one older and more experienced—some man who stands more 
prominently before the people than I do, on either side of the House— 
not a new man ora young man—speak on this subject. For God's 
sake speak; and let the people know what they are doing there. Our 
peers are murdered; all honest people of all parties stand aghast. In 
the community where it occurred public sentiment is not above it. 
The crimes go unpunished, and the bloody stain of crime is upon the 
fair garments of the country we love. An officer taking evidence in 
the case, with the ballot-box in his possession—an officer of this Con- 
gress attempting to open the ballot-box, is absolutely bulldozed out of 
it; and it is taken away from him by force. And the evidence in this 
case shows that while he had possession of that 4s an officer of this 
body, the attorney for Mr. Elliott—an honest gentleman, as far as I 
know—and I make no personal inst any man—gentlemen 
seem to smile at that; I said I made noc against any man; I am 
not assuring anybody that they can not be made successfully; if that 
is any comfort to you you are welcome to it—the officer in charge of 
this box is assaulted by the attorney of the contestee in this case, and 
the box is taken forcibly from him. s 

If I had my way I would adopt the rule that is adopted in all courts 
of justice. He should purge himself of that contempt before he was 
allowed to take his seat here or even be heard. Isay thatone box was 
taken by force from an officer of the law furnishing the information to 
this House; and until the attorney of Mr. Elliott returns the stolen 
property, he should stand in contempt before the bar of this House, and 
not be permitted to open his mouth in his own defense until he has 
purged himself and his attorneys and agents of that contempt. 

Now, briefly upon one other branch of this case. There are a large 
number of precincts, Mr. Chairman, in which they adopted this gentle, 
unsuspecting plan. Remember, they were all Democratic judges, all 
Democratic clerks of election—not a Republican officer there. With 
400 or 500 Republicans in line waiting to vote, they get timid; oh, they 
get so frightened! They are intimidated, Mr. Chairman! They are 
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afraid of those negroes and they refuse to hold an election! The gov- 
ernor of South Carolina refuses to give them a Republican board or any 
Republican member of the board; and then the Democratic board as- 
sembled within a mile or two of the precinct, and for no other purpose 
under God’s heaven than to disfranchise four or five hundred voters at 
a time they declined to hold an election, because they were afraid— 


intimidated ! 
This was done in Biggin’s Church precinct, Richland County. Four 
undred voters assembled to vote for Smalls; the rs were all 


ts, all sworn to produce books, boxes, etc., for election, yet 
none were provided, and 400 Republican voters disfranchised. 

In Gadsden precinct, same county, the same trick was attempted, 
but at 10 o’clock, seeing the managers would not serve, the Federal 
supervisors swore in three managers, who conducted the election in all 
ways in accordance with the law, and contestant received 451 votes and 
contestee none. ‘This box was also thrown out. 

This precinct has been discussed fully. No unprejudiced man can 
read the evidence of these shambling, shiftless scoundrels without be- 
ing convinced of the utter falsity of their pretense of fear. 

Intimidation—think of it! Did you ever see a canary bird intimi- 
date a snake? Did you ever see a bootblack intimidate a policeman ? 
Did you ever see a hungry, blood-thirsty lamb go roaring into a den of 
defenseless lions? Did you? If you have then you have seen a South 
Carolina Democrat intimidated by a negro. [Laughter and applause on 
the Republican side. ] 

Now, when they could not keep the Republicans from voting on regis- 
tration and when they could not do anything else, they resorted to steal- 
ing the box. Now, we have had men steal boxes in Dlinois—two of 
them, both good Democrats and both doing time at Joliet, our favorite 
resort for gentlemen of that kind. [Laughter. ] 

But in this whole district, the Seventh district of South Carolina, 
reeking with fraud, where all the constitutional rights of the citizen 
are trampled upon—thatvery Constitution that rolls like a sweet morsel 
under the va air aga yol gentlemen from South Carolina—with 
all this violation of these constitutional rights, not one man has been 
arrested, not one man put upon trial. The governor is in favor of this 
sort of adeal. He shows it by his message; and there is not public 
sentiment enough in your State to convict a man who is known to be 


guilty. 

Well, what are you going to do about it? That is what you gen- 
tlemen who sit over there seem to ask. I do not know. I 
have not been long in this business. I will tell you what I should 
do about it if I had my way. If I live to take my seat in the next Con- 

, and I am feeling reasonably well now, I would put a stop to it; 
88 tench yom gentlemen that we understand you; I would quote 
to you, to start with, the leading editorial in the Columbia r. 
Some of you gentlemen may have read it. I am not saying, you un- 
derstand, that there are no honest men in South Carolina. I know 
some of the members of Congress that seem to be mighty nice, honest 
gentlemen. I see by reading these papers that some editors down 
there are honest. But after I read evidence in the Smalls ease I 
wonder, if there are any honest men in South Carolina, why in the 
name of God you can not get an honest man to act as a judge once in 
awhile in an election. 

This is what the Register, a good Democratic paper, says: 

We have carried this sort of thing as far as it can possibly go; and the result 
is that we are fast getting to be a set of rascals, if we have not got there already. 


[ Laughter. ] 

It goes on: 

Th ister ord it d what it wants is sim ai 
2 tae cas alata ne ot tae fe ae 


that will have done with the . 
are ruining the men of our own race and lowering every standard of proper 
manhood, 


So the Columbia Register wants a stop put to it. You members 
from South Carolina all want it sto and if I had my way I would 
stop it. Believing that right to be most sacred guarantied by the 


Constitution, I would have a fair ballot and a fair countin South Caro- | p: 


lina if it took a regiment of blue-coats in every one of your counties 
and every dollar in the United States Treasury to do it. [Applause on 
the Republican side.] 

That is what I would do. We can not trust you. You know we 
cannot trust you. You know the people believe you are fast becoming 
2 

If you will be frank about it, if you will be honest about it, you will 
say, we do not want the to vote; then offer an amendment to the 
Constitation and we will discuss it with you; but do not pretend to be 
friends of the Constitution while you are all the time trying to count 
out the negro vote in the South. 

We now come to the discussion of one of the practices of the South 
Carolina Democrats in the matter of stealing ballot-boxes. [Laughter 
and applause on the Republican side.] I can not stop to describe every 
, ballot-box that was stolen; the field is too full; but take the one known 
asAdams Run. There they wereall Democrats; every one of the man- 
agers was a Democrat. There was 130 majority for Mr. Smalls. The 
returns were completed and signed by all but one man with an unpro- 
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nounceable name. I have it written down here, but ean not read it. 


There was 130 majority for Smalls there. They left the box at some 
store, naturally. [Laughter.] It was never heard of again; but that is 
what was ex 

The vote was not counted by the commissioners, and Mr. Smalls does 
not get the benefit of it. That is one hundred and thirty violations 
of the Constitution in one spot. 

That is one of the methods of a South Carolina Democratic return- 
ing board—the box stolen, and no vote counted by the retupning board 
of South Carolina. 

With all respect I have for gentlemen on this committee, the Demo- 
cratic members of the committee, I can not understand for the life of 
me how this committee can return 130 votes against Mr. Smalls or not 
oa them when every Democrat there certifies to 130 majority for 

Another box was known as Fort Motte box; that is the box I have 
spoken of. That was the box forcibly taken away from the officer of 
this ty na who was proceeding to return it to this House. 

When by way of diversion they did not think it was perfectly easy 
to steal a box they would do what is ordinarily known as stuffing a 
box. They havea simple process of stuffinga box and then of purging 
it. They have some sort of a medicine when administered to a ballot- 
box the purgative powers of which removes all the Republican votes. 
[Laughter and applause on the Republican side.] And in this place all 
the managers were Democrats, every one of them. 

I will give you a sample of some of the purgative qualities of South 
Carolina law, what they call purging the boxes. Here is one case. 
This is the Providence , and it will give some of the gentlemen on 
the other side of the House an idea of the simplicity and beauty of 
what is called in South Carolina the purging process. [Laughter. ] 

At the Providence box there were 119 votes cast in all—119. But 
when they came to count these votes—and remember, they were all 
Democrats, Democratic judges, Democratic managers, and Democratic 
clerks—when they came to count the poll there they found 199 votes, 
and the box had 90 too many init. How did they get there? Who 

ut them in? Some Republican who was not near the box? Let some- 
y answer that conundrum when he gets a chance. I would like to 
know. Now, under the law, when they found they had more votes in 
the box than were voters registered as voting it was their duty to draw 
thesurplus by chance. They put the Smalls vote in one pile and the El- 
liott vote in another pile. This, you will understand, is the ‘‘ purging’? 
process. [Laughter.] 

They had 90 votes too many there, and they had to throw out 90 for 
some reason. So they put Mr. Elliott's votes (by mere chance) in the 
very bottom of the box and Mr. Smalle's votes at the top of the box. 
Then either a blindfolded boy or some entirely disinterested person, 
just like the blindfolded goddess, inserted his hand and drew eut from 
that box every one of Mr. Smalls’s votes. [Laughter and . 
Why, Mr. Chairman, the boy who drew out those votes could beat any- 
body at ‘‘drawing’’ that I ever heard of in my life. If Mr. Schenck 
could meet him he would be tempted to move into some other country. 
[Laughter.] By this purging process, by which they succeeded in put- 
ting all of Mr. Elliott’s votes in the bottom of the box and Mr. Smalls’s 
votes on top, an innocent child was able to make a draw which 
would paralyze any poker-player on the face of the earth. [Renewed 
laughter.] Now see the predicament you are in. There is not a single 
Republican voter in that precinct, yet you admit there has been 
ballot-box stuffing going on down there. Your own testimony shows 
it. $ 


Who did it, then? There was no Republican vote. There was not 
one cast according to your returns. You do not return a single vote 
for Smalls. There was not a single Republican as a judge or officer of 
election, and, therefore, I hope that some of you good guessers of con- 
undrums will tell me who stuffed that box. [Renewed laughter. 

Now, let me show you where they threw out three or four h 
at one lump, and I can not give you the exact number without refer- 
ring to the papers—267, to be exact, at the Brick Episcopal Church 
recinct, 


reason for throwing out the whole box, and that is the reason that no 
ou: They could only find 3 for Elliott against 267 for 
8 5 

Berkeley County is in the Seventh district, all except one little corner, 
I think a town knownas Mount Pleasant. Some gentleman, who, like 
myself, has been preparing upon this question for the last two years, 
can probably correct me if I am wrong. We have only had two years 
to think over the subject and study it up, but I want to be exact. 

= WHITE, of New York. The doubt arises from the infirmities 
of old age. 

Mr. MASON. Yes; the case is a pretty old one, asI have been prepar- 
ing for it fortwo years. Now the Mount Pleasant precinct is placed in 
one corner of the county and in one corner of the voting precinct, and 
there are two voting in that precinct. They go up to Mount Pleas- 
ant to vote for county officers or State officers, but if you wish to indulge 
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are de- 
termined to vote for a Republican which is usually dis- 
rage pe you can by walling 6 miles, a littledistance in that coun- 
try, a tful walk, cast yonr vote in the same precinct for Congress- 
Laughter.] They are pr ly arranged in that manner so 
That the negro Witt notinjure or surfeit himself with too mush e in 
one day, and undoubtedly also for the purpose of encouraging the 
healthy exercise of pedestriauism in that country. hter. ] 

Nobody ought to attempt to vote down there without he has 
ticed pedestrianism, and I take it that anybody who will attempt 
to exercise the 7 0 5 es of an American citizen would have to imitate 
O' Leary for awhi Langhter.] Now, sir, in that precinct, the two 
voting places in that one precinct—one for State officers, the other for 
a member of Congress—as I have said, are fixed just 6 miles apart. 
You can not locate there and exercise your right as an American citizen 
by voting for both without exercising the further privilege of walking 
or riding 12 miles for that privilege, the polls being just 7 

Well, the Democratic managers living at Mount Pleasant the 
boxes, and the judges at the other place in the same precinet did not 
send the poll-books which were kept at the other precinct, and every 
man who voted had to produce a certificate; every man before being 
allowed to vote produced it, and there were cast at that poll 267 votes 
for Smalls. 

And yet, when they found that by taking that away from Smalls it 
would leave Mr. Elliott just enough votes to warm a 
chair for two years, they decided, because the Democratic judge did 
not send the poll-book to the precinct, that therefore there was an ir- 
regularity and it could not be counted. That is what I call grand 
larceny. It is stealing by wholesale. It is easier than stealing under 
the registration plan. 

There is a large amount of the majority report against Smalls in this 
case. They tell you how be was convicted of a crime; and then tell 
you that the negroes are too ignorant to understand thatfact; yet, not- 
withstanding their ignorance, they voted for him. I have not time to 
go into that case, but I know this: He was charged with a crime and 
convieted of it—I believe convicted by a jury selected for the purpose 
of convicting him, and employed to convict him—and when he at- 
tempted to prosecute his appeal before the proper tribunal the Demo- 
cratic governor of South Carolina denied him that privilege of appeal 
by iowa. Sara a free and. unconditional pardon. 

“I know that while you fellows were pe eee country, 
or most of you—and that is all forgotten and washed out, you are back 
now, but it is not your fault you are here [laughter]—I eae while 
you were trying to destroy the Government this colored man, Smalls, 
was to save it. I know he stands here to-day unconditionally 

oned bya Democratic governor. I do not know what his object was. 
That he did itis sufficient for me. 


inthe American franchise of voting for a Congressman and you 


ern. n 
mast govern Di putting a little . a little 
Taas intelligence it would be a considerable improvement? When we 
catch a man up North committing perjury, we call it a crime; but you 
call it intelligence down there in a political way. 

This is a question, Mr. Chairman, that has got to be settled some 
time or another. It is one of the relics of slavery; it is one of the 
things the people of the country have got to get rid of, and I say it 
with no animosity to gentlemen on the other side; you have got to set- 
tle the question, and you know, if you know anything of the history of 
the world, that a question is never settled until it is settled right. I 
care not what your religious belief may be. There is no vicarious 
atonement for a political crime. We poi i 
7700 but history has taught us that the 

uch of his unsandaled foot was a curse to the American soil. The 

ivesong of theslave destroyed the harmony of the national music 

or a century. No picture could be painted of the genius of America 

in which the whipping-postand the slave-pen did not rear their hideous 

heads. We boasted of our liberty-loving country and the other coun- 

tries of the world pointed their fingers at our slaves and proved us to 
be a nation of liars. 

It was a violation of the law of nature. The law of compensation 
demanded settlement. The slave-pen will not furnish material to fence 
our cemeteries, nor will the auction-block make headboards for our 
yar es. The prophecy of Lincoln was fulfilled; every drop of blood 

wn by the lash was repaid by one drawn by the sword, and the 
wealth piled up by the unrequited toil of the j Čan under the provi- 
dence of a just st God is scattered to the four corners of the earth. 

You can help settle this question if you will. I will admit that they 
are what you fave made them. They are not residents of this country 
by their own free will. Their fathers were brought here by the An- 

o- Saxon race, and I desire to call your attention to this fact: You 

ow there is American blood in their veins. You know that they 


have begun to taste the sweets of liberty; you snow that they have 
learned to whistle the ‘‘ Star-Spangled 5 and their Fourth of 
July will come to them some time. I hope and pray it will come 
peaceably. The record in this case shows one continued persecution 
and abuse. But if blood shall flow and houses burn the responsibility 
will rest upon you. You will not admit it now, but history willso writé 
it, and your children who come after will so read and so understand it, 

If I have offended any gentleman Iam sorry. I have no apology to 
make for it, however, unless they can show that I have gone outside 


re | of the record in this case. You have it in your power, gentlemen, to 


settle this matter. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Nobody gets mad when a dog bays the moon. 

Mr. MASON. I did not understand what the gentleman said. 

Mr. WHITE, of New York. He says that nobody gets mad witha 
dog that bays the moon. 

Mr. MASON. Ithought I heard abeer-bungstart. I did not know 
what there was in it. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I say this: While I have no apology to make 
for what I havesaid unless some gentleman will convince me Lhaye gone 
outside of the record in this case, you gentlemen have the power to say 
to these ignorant colored people, Hereafter we will give you a fair 
ballot.’’? Put in an educational clause if you want to; put in a pro 
erty clause as a qualification; do what you will, but be honest wi 
them if you want to help them. If youare offended at what I have said 
here to-day, takeit out of me some time when you get a good chance, 
but do not take it out of my poor colored friend here (Mr, Smalls), who 
has been waiting two years for his seat, kept out of it by the intelli- 
gent” action of the Committe on Elections. That is a fine species of 
intelligence. 

If 276 men can be disfranchised by the intelligent“ action of one 
man, then the committee which can keep a man who is elected out of 
his seat for two years is more than intelligent; it rises to the rank of 
fonua Daughter], and if the Democratic party keeps on growing in 

ce in this way it will be composed of intellectual giants; it 
will ultimately reach the heights of unlimited intelligence and ever- 
lasting power. [Laughter.] But, gentlemen, your time isshort. I 
have heard it said that even a bad man when he comes to die will doa 
good action. Is it so witha party? [Laughter on the Republican 
side.] You are on your last legs, The 4th of March will see the Demo- 
cratic party out for the last time to its everlasting resting 
place. [Laughter on the Republican side.] We approach your death- 
bed, as it were, and we ask you eee eee 
district which you intended to be Republican. it 1 8 — last act, 
and let the last act of the Democratic party differ from all its previous 
acts by being an act of justice. [Laughter on the Republican side.] I 
appeal to you for the sake of the and comfort of this country, I 
appeal to you in behalf of our children who shall inherit this country 
after we are goneand whose grandest heritage is their citizenship. Rise 
above party lines and look at the evidence in this case. Rise above 
the color line. Ay, gentlemen, rise above everything but the ys 

ing of the lawand the doing of even and exact justice. 

5 on the Republican side.] 


Road to National Cemetery at Dover, Tenn. 
SPEECH 


HON. JOSEPH E. WASHINGTON, 
OF TENNESSEE, 


IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Tuesday, February 19, 1889, 
On the bill (H. R. 11694) to construct a 5 the national cemetery at Dover, 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. ahs Chair will recognize the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. FELIX CAMPBELL. What has become of my motion to take 
a recess? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It will be in order when the gentleman 
is ized. The Chair has recognized the gentleman from Pennsyl- 

vania [Mr. MAtsH] to call up a bill. 

5 MAISH. I call up the bill (H. R. 11694) to construct a road to 
the national cemetery at Dover, Tenn. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the sum of $10,000, or so much thereof as may be neo- 
essary, be, and the’ same is hereby, ap ropriated, Sy of any money in the Treas- 
ury not otherwise appropriated, for 8 er, under the di- 
rection of the Secretary of War, a eee as from the river lan or 
its vicinity, i in the town of Dover, Tenn., to the national cemetery near old 
Donelson: Provided, That the right of way, not less than 50 feet in wi 
first be secured to the United Siates to any part of the ground over w. 

road shall run, not now owned by the United States. 
Mr. FELIX CAMPBELL, Now, Mr. Speaker, Task to be recognized 
for my motion. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. SPRINGER). The gentleman from | sage of his bill to erect a monument to the memory of the victims of 
Pennsylvania [Mr. MatsH] has the floor. 


Mr. MAISH. Now, Mr. Speaker, I yield to my friend from Ten- 


‘nessee [Mr. WASHINGTON]. 


Mr. WASHINGTON. Mr. Speaker, I will not take up the time of 
the House by having the report which accompanies the bill read, but 
I wish to makea brief statement. This bill proposes to provide for the 
construction of a road only 1 mile in length, from the river landing at 
the town of Dover to the historic battle-field of Fort Donelson, which 
is now used as a national cemetery. Around that silent eity of the dead 
cluster a thousand glorious memories, On those lofty heights sleep 
hundreds of heroes in their final resting place. 

The story of how bravely they fought, how nobly they died, will for- 
ever illumine one of the most thrilling pages of American history, and 
will fill with pride the hearts of our youth long after we are gone. 
This battle was one of the turning points in the great struggle between 
the States. Here the immortal Grant won his first great laurels. Well 
do I remember the bleak day in February when it was said There is a 
battle raging at Fort Donelson.” Iwas a little boy, and the dull, sul- 
len thud of the cannon, which reached my ears and jarred the win- 
dow-sash, filled me with a vague, indefinable dread. I was not old 
enough to understand fully what war and battle meant, but by the 
anxious look on the faces of those about me I knew that some dread 
calamity impended. 

A few days afterwards the straggling bands of unarmed soldiers who 
had escaped in the night passed our home on their retreat to Nashville. 
Their hunger and thirst, their soiled and tattered garments told more 
plainly than words their condition. Recently I visited that fateful 
field. At every turn marks of the conflict are still to be seen. Here 
and there great pits yawn withopen mouths. These, I was told, were 
the graves into which, after the fight, without coffin or shroud, the 
dead had been thrown, a dozen or more together, and from which the 
remains were later removed to the neighboring cemetery. The shat- 
tered trunks of trees whose tops had been riven and carried away as if 
by the fierce lightning of heaven showed where the cannon shot had 
done its terrible work. The bosom of the earth still bore the scars 
where it had been plowed by the missiles of death, and the occasional 
minie-ball which f picked up in the bed of some little gully bore 
mute testimony to the leaden hail of death that had rained around. 
Nature, rejuvenescent nature, however, had been at work as if striving 
to obliterate the remaining traces of that bitter day. The green grass 
had sodded over the rampart and the rifle-pit; the young growth of the 
forest, thick and tangled like the jungle, was springing up to hide the 
places where contending lines had advanced and receded, and advanced 
again only to be mowed down by the fire of death. 

On the highest point commanding for miles a view of the winding 
river and its wide, fertile valley, on the site of the old fort, is this cem- 
etery. Thewatersof the Cumberland as they pass sing a silent requiem 
to the dead. The breeze softly sighing across the hills, musically rust- 
ling the leaves of the neighboring forest, seems to gently caress the flag 
of the Union as it floats above the white monuments and grassy mounds. 
There they lie. 

On Fame’s eternal camping-ground 
6001 round 
The bivouad of the dead. : 

In the thicket, in the fields, on the hillsides, almost where they fell, 
lie unmarked the bones of those who wore the gray. The sentinel 
trees stand guard above them, and every autumn when the rude kiss 
of the frost king makes their foliage blush with the myriad hues of the 
brilliant rainbow they gently drop a covering over the nameless graves. 
The mocking-bird soaring sky ward and dropping back on graceful wing 
in his weird, varied, and shrill but musical notes sings his lullaby to 
them in their eternal sleep. 

Barely clay enough was hastily thrown upon them to hide their 
blanched faces from the light of day, and after a torrent of rainfall, a 
fresh, broken wash, on some declivity, frequently lays bare the bones 
of some brave boy who never returned to the empty, waiting arms of 
an anxious, loving mother. 

The only way to reach this historic spot is by boat on the Cumber- 
land River. It is many miles remote from the nearest railroad. Those 
attracted thither, whether as tourists or to do homage at the shrine of 
glory and to fitly commemorate the valor of the dead, must follow a 
rough and rugged way from the river to the fort. 

is bill proposes to authorize the Secretary of War to construct a 
road from the river landing to the cemetery, adistance of 
1 mile, and appropriates $10,000 for that purpose. 

The county court of Stewart County, in January last, unanimously 
a resolution and had it recorded and properly certified by the 
clerk, giving the United States the right of way and absolute control 
over the ground, and all the easements necessary to construct and 
maintain this highway. I have already transmitted that resolution 

to the Quartermaster-General, who has it on file in his Department. 

Now, as this is a local bill for my people, and at the same time is 
for the benefit of all the people of the Union, I appeal to the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. FELIX CAMPBELL] not to obstruct the pas- 
sage of this little measure. To obstruct it will not facilitate the pas- 


the prison-ships in the Revolutionary war. The passage of this bill 
will not do any injustice to his constituents. It will not set back his 
measure, but it will do justice to the dead, the sacred dead, the nation’s 
dead, in whose behalf I make this appeal here to-night. A survey for 
the road has been made by the War Department. All the necessary 
expenses have been estimated. Everything is in order; everything is 
in form. I have in my desk a map showing the route of the proposed 
road, and I appeal to my friend from New York [Mr. FELIX CAMP- 
BELL] and to my friend from Texas [Mr. KILGORE], both of whom I 
know are loaded“ with objections, to let this bill pass. 

Weare all aware that there isno quorum here to-night, but that is not 
the fault of those of us who are here; and it is true that any gentle- 
man exercising a right which every member has under the rules of the 
House to call for a quorum on the final passage of a bill can deteat 
any measure, no matter how meritorious, at one of these night ses- 
sions. 

As the days of this Congress are already numbered and are rapidly 
drawing to a close, as this is the last opportunity I shall have to call 
up this bill, I appeal again to the gentleman from New York not to 


visit his wrath on this meritorious and unoffending measure. [Ap- 


plause and cries of Vote! “Vote!” 

Mr. HOLMES. I understand the gentleman from Tennessee to say 
that the county has released the right to the Government. i 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Yes, sir. ' 

Mr. HOLMES. Does the gentleman understand that the county can 
release such a right? 

Mr. WASHINGTON. In Tennessee it can give such a right, and 
there is also a bill pending before the Legislature of Tennessee to fur- 
ther confer and secure the right of way for this road. 

Mr. HOLMES. I understood the gentleman’s statement to apply to 
the ground on which the cemetery stands. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Oh, no; I meant the right of way for the 
road. The Government owns the cemetery in fee. 

Mr. Speaker, I shall append to my remarks the report made on this 
bill by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. MAISH], and who has 
so kindly yielded me his time to consider it to-night. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (having put the question on the amend- 
ment reported by the committee) said: The-ayes seem to have it. 

Mr. FELIX CAMPBELL. I call for a division. 

The question being again taken, there were—ayes 43, noes 1. 

Mr. FELIX CAMPBELL. No quorum. 

Mr. MAISH. I withdraw the bill from the consideration of the 
House at this time. 

The following is the report: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 11694) 
for the construction of a road to the national cemetery at Dover, Tenn., sub- 
mit the following report: 

The national ceme near Dover, Tenn., occupies the site of Fort Donelson, 
on a beautiful hill overlooking the winding Cumberland River. This historic 
spot, having been the scene of one of the most decisive battles of the war, is an- 
nually visited by hundreds of travelers drawn thither no less by the desire to 
view this memorable battle-field than to do honor to the nation’s dead. The 
only way to reach this cemetery is by boat to Dover, a little village of about 300 
inhabitants, and from the river landing to the cemetery, a distance of 1 mile, 
there is no thoroughfare, except a rough country road, after passing a few hun- 
dred yards along one of the village streets. 

Your committee attach to this report a letter from the Quartermaster-Gen- 
eral's Office, giving a full and detailed statement of the cost and construction 
of ated road, and recommend the passage of the bill with the following amend. 
ment: 

Strike out the word“ ten,“ in third line of the bill, and insert seven,“ mak» 
ing the amount to be appropriated $7,000 instead of $10,000. 


WAR DEPARTMENT, QUARTERMASTER-GENERAL'S OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., December 15, 1888. 

COLONEL: In accordance with your instructions of the 2lst ultimo I have 
made a preliminary survey for the pro Government road from the Cym- 
berland River, at ver, Tenn.,to the Fort Donelson National Cemetery, and 
have the honor to report as follows: 

The best, and indeed the only practicable route, is by the present traveled 
road through the village of Dover, which follows the crest-line of a ridge and 
is therefore drained at small cost. 

aoe = by this route from the landing to the inner cemetery gate is ex- 
actly 1 mile. 

Stone for macadam and masonry is abundant and cheap, as is also gravel. 

Irecommend a metaled roadway 30 feet wide and 12 inches deep, one-half 
stone, one-half gravel. 

As large numbers of people visiting the cemetery come by boat and have to 
walk, I recommend one line of curb and a graveled sidewalk. 

Tne etaeun of Dover will probably putin another curb and sidewalk oz the 
op side. 

submit below an estimate of cost. 


Estimate of cost. 


8,500 cubic yards earthwork, at 25 cents . 
2,800 cubic yards broken stone, foundation,at $1. 
4,700 cubic yards gravel in roadway and sidewalk, at 50 cen 
4,000 linear feet stone curb, 4 by 16 inches, set, at 30 cents, 
90 cubic yards dry rubble-stonè masonry in culvert, at $4. 
100 cubic yards dry rubble-stone masonry, retaining wall 
180 linear feet 8-inch terra-cotta pipe, laid, at 40 cents.. 
110 linear feet 12-inch terra-cotta pipe, laid, at 60 cents. 
2,000 bricks, at 815. . . . —*— 22 
Engin oea 


Wi ä — yeawseupen be 
3 is very desirable to add $1,500 more for 7,000 linear feet of stone-· paved gu® 
re. 
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As there are places on the route where a greater width than 50 feet can not 
be obtained without interfering with buildings and with a citizens’ cemetery, 
3 width is sufficient for a good road way, I recommend that width forthe 
road, 

Dover is not incorporated. It is a small village of 200 or 300inhabitarts, and 
is not in a prosperous condition. 

There is no way 3 private subscription) by which money can be raised 
to keep this roa proper repair unless it is kept up by the Government. 
Very little work is done on county roads, and I do not think the county officials 
could be depended upon in this case. Fort Donelson is a point of t histori- 
cal interest, visited by thousands of people from all parts of the Union. It is 
not only desirable, therefore, that a Penat road should be built by the Govern- 
ment from the river to the cemetery, but that reliable provision be made for 
keeping itin repair, The cost will not be great, If neglected the road will 
soon be destroyed. 

rofile herewith. 


1 8 map — rat i 
ery respec! y, your o ent servan 
W. H. OWEN, C. EQ. M. D. 
Lieut. Col. G. B. DANDY, 
Deputy Quartermaster-General, U. S. A. 


The Nicaragua Canal, 


REMARKS 


oF 


WILLIAM S8. HOLMAN, 


OF INDIANA, 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 


8 Friday, December 7, 1888. 


The House being in Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, and 
having under consideration Senate bill No. 1305, entitled “A bill to incorporate 
the Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua“ s 


Mr. HOLMAN said: 

Mr. CHAIRMAN: I submit the following proviso, to be added to the 
first section of the bill: 

Provided, however, That nothing in this act shall be so construed as to commit 
the United States to any liability whatever for or on account of said company; 
nor shall the United States be held in 5 wise liable or responsible in any form 
or by any implication for any debt or liability in any form which said m 
may incur, nor be held as guarantying any engagement or contract of said 
company, or as having assumed, by virtue of this act or otherwise, any re- 
sponsibility for the acts or proceedings of said company in any foreign coun- 
try, or contracts or engagements entered into in the United States, 

The pending bill proposes to incorporate a company to construct a 
canal through the territory of Nicaragua, and perhaps Costa Rica, in 
Central America, to unite the waters of the Atlantic and Pacific Oceans, 
The corporators are to be in part citizens of the United States and in 

citizens of other nations. The capital stock of the corporation is 

ed at $100,000,000, but may be increased to 82007000, 000 at the dis- 

cretion of the corporation. It may issue bonds absolutely without 

limit, and execute on its property of all kinds and franchises a mort- 

gage to secure their payment. The following is the provision which 
confers this unlimited power: 

And to aid in the construction of said canal and to carry out the pui of 
this act, the said Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua is hereby 8 
to issue its bonds, and to secure the same by moreas on its property and 
rights of property of all kinds and descriptions, real, personal, and mixed, in- 
cluding its franchise to be a corporation. 

The property of all kinds, real, personal, and mixed, which this 
corporation is to be authorized to mortgage under an act of Congress, 
will be property situated in a foreign government, in the main real 
estate in a foreign nation, and ‘‘franchises’’ only in part granted by our 
Government, but mainly by a foreign government, and subject to the 
8 and control of a foreign power. ` 

e bill, except that it deals with foreign land titles and franchises, 
reads like the grants of lands and bonds and franchises made by Con- 
gress to corporations twenty-five years ago and authorizing them to 
mortgage their property and franchises, opening up opportunities for 
the enormous frauds which humiliated the nation, yet enabled the un- 
scrupulous corporators to amass colossal fortunes. 

But by this extraordinary. bill we are proposing to confer on some 
enterprising gentlemen the opportunity to employ these methods ot ac- 
quiring fortune in a foreign country where responsibilities may fall 
upon our Government vastly greater than those which we encountered 
in granting special privileges and great opportunities for fortune in our 
co 


untry. 

The extraordinary grants made by Congress here at home were mat- 
ters of our own; they were within our own jurisdiction and under our 
control. We could declare forfeitures, regulate assets, and protect the 
rights of citizens against the rapacity of incorporated power without 
hindrance or embarrassment. We could determine for ourselves the 
extent of the liability of Government on account of such grants and 
give our own interpretation to them, and no power beyond that of the 
great Departments of our Government could tare a voice in any ques- 
tion that could arise. 

The advent of our Republic into the family of nations, it was be- 


lieved by our fathers, began a new era in the history of the world, the 
presence of a nation in the family of nations, where the avowed and 
only purpose of government was the equal promotion of the interests 
of the whole people, where the great powers of government should not 
be employed to promote the interests of favored classes or to open up 
special e es to acquire fortune to the favored few—the special 
mission of all former governments—but a government wise and fru- 
gu,” resting upon the natural equality of mankind, which, in the 
language of one of its most illustrious founders— 

shall restrain men from injuring one another, which shall leave them other- 
wise free to regulate their own pursuits of industry and improvement, and shall 
not take from the mouth of labor the bread it has earned. This is the sum of 
good government, 

Before the founding of this Republic the powers of government from 
the beginning had been employed in advancing the fortunes of the fa- 
vored few, the privileged classes, and this, too, under the ever-present, 
plausible pretense of promoting the public good. In the condition of 
the world in the eighteenth century it is obvious that if our portion of 
the North American continent had been within the reach of European 
domination a perfect example of republican government and of the no- 
bility and strength of free institutions could never have occurred in the 
settlement of our globe. 

If this portion of North America had ever been brought within the do- 
minion of the policies of Europe, when the petty ambitions of reigning 
families, fostered by the centuries of the feudal age, furnished a pre- 
text for enslaving the masses of mankind, the agonies of successive revo- 
lutions could only have broken the iron despotism of tradition. The 
struggles of France for free institutions through a century illustrate 
the overmastering force in the policies of Europe of the old ideas of 
government where the prosperity and happiness of the people is made 
subordinate to the glory and power of the state. 

In organizing our Republic our fathers, exulting in the opportunity 
which a beneficent Providence had offered, cut loose from Europe and 
its state-craft of feudalism and organized a government for the people 
and for their benefit, and not for the power and glory of the nation. 
The power and glory of the nation, which had made Europe a land of 
lords and serfs, was the principle in feudalism our fathers cut loose 
from; the petty ambitions of kings and the wretched rivalry of nations, 
in which the people only suffer, was to be left to Europe and other 
quarters of the globe, while the United States entered upon its grand 
career with but one purpose in view, the happiness and prosperity of 
its people. 

I think Washington was greater in statesmanship than in arms. In 
the inauguration of the Government there was the greatest peril of our 
Republic being complicated with European affairs. No influence less 
powerful than that of Washington could have prevented it. France, in- 
dulging the presumption that her valuable aid in the Revolutionary war 
entitled her to interfere in the affairs of the feeble nation she had shel- 
tered, sought to involve us in the political affairs of Europe, but the 
earnest words of 8 kept the infant Republic true to the new 
departure in statesmanship—government for the well-being of the 
whole people, not for the rivalry and ambition of nations. 

In the Farewell Address of Washington he expresses a sentiment 
which in other forms he had often expressed: 

The great rule of conduct for us in regard to foreign nations is, in extending 
our commercial relations, to have with themas little political connection as pos- 
sible. So far as we have already formed engagements, let them be fulfilled with 
perfect good faith. Here let us stop. 

This reference to former ‘‘engagements’’ of course refers to our en- 

ements with France in the Revolutionary struggle. ‘‘ Fulfill these,“ 

ut ‘‘here let us stop,’’ are the words of the greatest statesman of the 

Republic. From thissprang up the maxim Commercial relations with 
all nations, entangling alliances with none.“ 

From the days of Washington down to the present period the foreign 
policy of this Government has remained unchanged. While by hon- 
orable purchase of contiguous territory from France, Spain, and Mex- 
ico the territorial limits of our country have been enlarged to their 
present grand proportions, every effort of personal ambition, every 
scheme for individual aggrandizement, which has been organized seek- 
ing to involve the nation in foreign affairs by the possession or control 
of foreign possessions has signally failed to receive the approval of the 
American people. 

We have refused opportunities which a monarchy would have grasped 
at, even if it involved the most hopeless impoverishment of its people. 
Years ago such opportunities were presented. Hayti, Samoa, and the 
Hawaiian Islandsare examples—feeble powers which might wellseek the 
shelter and beneficent protection of a government which only sought to 
secure the happiness of its people. If this nation had beena monarchy, 
inspired by the mean ambition which has controlled monarchies from the 
beginning, and had reached the power and greatness this Republic has 
attained—if such a thing could have been possible, its hopeless and im- 
poverished people would already have seen its iron heel on every state 
of this continent, like Ireland under the dominion of the British power, 
and its lords and barons rioting on its extended and poverty-stricken 
dominions. 
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The distinctive glory of this Republic is that it has employed its 
powers in promoting the happiness and prosperity of its pore and 
scorned the petty ambition of extending its dominion over feebler states, 
‘and thus opening up in America theold highway of fortune to the fort- 
unate few and poverty to the many—the story of the Old World re- 


peated. 

| I think, considering the natural tendency of great power, whether 
it be in government or in any form of incorporated wealth, to enter 
upon enterprises where the benefit and fortune of the few only are con- 
sidered, without regard to their effects on the multitudes of men 
who areto bear the burden, that the early admonitions of the founders 
of the Republic have up to this time, through more than a century, 
except at least as to enterprises within our own limits snpposed to in- 
volve public interests, kept the prow of the ship of state—the object 
of government—steady to one point, the prosperity and happiness of 
the whole people. 

There is no century in all history where a government has been so 
true to the whole of its people as ours has been during the past hundred 
years, No wretched clamor that the Republic should assert its power 
among the nations, no plausible pretense that we were lagging behind 
in the progress and glory of the nations in failing to seize upon great 
opportunities for prominence in the affairs of the world, have as yet 
caused a departure from the high policy of our fathers, a government 
for the happiness of the people, not for the ambition and fortune of a 
few. 

Admitting the importance of a canal across the Isthmus from the At- 
lantic to the Pacific Ocean through Nicaragua and Costa Rica, equally 
important to Europe as to America, if this body of gentlemen who pro- 
pose to enter upon that enterprise wish simply and in good faith an 
act of incorporation to enable them to prosecute their enterprise, they 
have already obtained from the State of Vermont, where no constitu- 
tional objection exists, for the constitution of a State only imposes a 
limitation on the powers of its Legislature, and no limitation such as 
this exists in the constitution of any State—they have not only obtained 
a charter from that State in the exact terms of the bill before us as it 
came from the Senate, but it is said have already issued bonds under 
that corporate organization to the extent of $1,000,000 to inaugurate 
their enterprise. 

In applying to Congress for an act of incorporation of so extraordinary 
a character as this, conferring unlimited power of issuing bonds, with 
stock at the beginning at $100,000,000, to be enlarged at discretion of 
the corporation to $200,000,000, it mustbe obvious that the object is to 
involve our Government directly in this enterprise. What other ob- 
ject could there be? 

It is admitted that even as to the capital stock of this corporation it 
‘will in the main be a foreign enterprise. Judge Daly, of New York, 
one of these gentlemen, addressed the Senate committee as follows: 


Now, it isn that there should be certain provisions in the act of incor- 

poration that will satisfy persons abroad, from whom a large part of the money 

should be raised. There is nothing more difficult in enterprises of this kind 

3 to get er It is the hardest thing to get, and it is obtained only upon 
thorough ity. 


“A thorough security.“ The State of Vermont can grant the chai- 
„but it possesses no power to operate outside of its territorial lim- 
its; its resources would not be sufficient to meet the coming emer- 
cy; therefore the resources and power of the United States must be 
voked ! 

It is not the necessary corporate power these gentlemen are seeking 
for; they have that already. It is to obtain at once the moral and ul- 
timately the financial and political resources and power of the United 
States that these ing gentlemen are aiming at—the old story 
repeated, the power resources of government employed to enrich 
the few at the expense of the many. 

Let us consider for a moment the proportions this enterprise is likely 

jto assume which the United States are sought to be made responsible 
for in their first venture to open up commercial highways in a foreign 
country. To begin with, 8100, 000, 000 of capital stock, which these gen- 
tlemen may increase and water at their pleasure to 8200, 000, 000, and 
chen under the almost unlimited corporate powers granted by this bill 
these gentlemen can issue their bonds absolutely without limit. Let 
us see how their ons are to be carried on. 
Judge Daly, of New York, one of these gentlemen, and the agent of 
the so-called Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua,“ expressed the 
object fully as to how this canal would be constructed before the Sen- 
‘ate Committee on Foreign Relations on January 25, 1888, when this 
‘bill was pending in the Senate. Judge Daly’s statement appears in 
the report of that committee, No. 221, first session Fiftieth Congress, 
made to the Senate on the 9th day of February, 1888: 


The way it is done in enterprises of this kind, and I know of no exception 
ent that involve a large amount of money—is to issue bonds in the nat- 
ure of mo bonds. They are a security upon the work as it is ed, and 
‘are paid only as the work p: and not othe They are not paid in 
advance; and as a compensation for the risk, in addition to the interest on the 


c. One of the first questions they 


to 
er we have lawful authority toissue asa ion. If we should 


jeg ere bk — our we are, they would answer at once, “ We know nothing 
about your laws,“ an guard against 
the charter the right to issue bonds, 


this that we have incorporated in 
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wo as “up and for reason a provision to 
that effect is made in the bill. 8 
Those are the only two important provisions we have inserted in the bill. 
We can then say there is the charter which authorizes us to issue bonds, and 
also authorizes stock to be issued ay tay ween and work done. Now, those are 
the two essential things to put in the charter. Beyond that we ask nothing 
but the recognition which is implied by the granting the charter. 


And further on Judge Daly says: 


Judge Daty. There is one consideration in that point of view; our associa- 
tion will be large stockholders by virtue of the concession made to us by Nica- 
ragua, and the State of Nicaragua will also be a — a stockholder by virtue of 
the concession. If a large proportion of the bonds is taken up in Europe, the 


amount of stock given to the foreign bondholders will be comparatively small. 


Practically, as a general result, they might have control, but that would only 
ed Fis co-operation with American holders. I presume that would be the case 
‘And such, gentlemen, is the enterprise this Government, through a 
corporation created by it, is to engage in in a foreign country. So, sir, 
thestock, $200,000,000, if the corporation so determines—and, ofcourse, 
it will so determine—is to be given to the bondholders ‘‘as a compen- 
sation for the risk in addition to interest on the loan.” And this en- 
terprising gentleman tells us above that that has been the way with 
our great Western undertakings to the Pacific.“ And such is to be 
the character of this enterprise from the beginning, openly avowed. 
Is this a pleasant remembrance? Was the Crédit Mobilier, which 
defrauded this Government out of millions of dollars, overwhelmed 
this House with dishonor, and drove from this Hall never to return 
members once highly honored, so pleasant an incident in our history 
that Congress shall authorize its repetition under its sanction in a for- 
eign country? And so Nicaragua is to be a large stockholder of paid-up 
stock, and the suggestion is made that a large portion of the bonds are 
to be taken in Europe. And the people of the United States are by 
this bill called upon to stand behind and be prepared to bolster up an 
enterprise for the benefit of both European and American capitalists 
and adventurers and officials of Nicaragua in possible sums of such mag- 
nitude as to dwarf into a trifle the enormous sums involved in the 
frauds of the Crédit Mobilier and the Union Pacific corporation. 
During our past history Congress, legislating on subjects within our 
own exclusive jurisdiction, could determine what remedy was proper 
for frauds committed under color of its enactments, or restrain the at- 
tempt to commit fraud, and could determine in such case whatjustice 
demanded in behalf of the United States or its citizens with no power 
to interfere. But, by this bill, if it becomes a law, you invite in ex- 
press terms capitalists of all nations to become the holders of stocks 
and bonds issued by a corporation you have created, operating in a for- 
eign country and beyond yourjurisdiction. When$200,000,000 of stock 
shall bave been issued and bonds without limit held by citizens of Ger- 
many, France, England, and the other nations of Europe, and questions 
shall arise, as they will arise, how far the United States is responsible, 
they will not, as in all former years, be able to determine the ques- 
tions as those of internal policy, for the rights of citizens of other na- 
tions will be involved in the enterprise we have authorized. Thus the 
United States, leaving the old path of safety, will become involved in 
foreign affairs, and lose the impregnable position of neutrality in foreign 
conflicts which has been the foundation of our safety from the begin- 


ning. 

Besides all this, Nicaragua and Costa Rica, through whose territory 
this canal will pass in its course from the Atlantic to the Pacific, are 
feeble governments, not controlled by an intelligent people, already 
mixed up by treaty and otherwise with the European governments; 
and gentlemen will readily see from the nature of the concessions al- 
leged to have been made to this maritime canal company, and the 
nature of the rights those governments have retained, that within a 
few years the United States will have to employ its powers in protect- 
ing this corporation in the rights it claims, a corporation in fact more 
foreign than domestic; and yet the United States, having granted these 
corporate powers, will be compelled to maintain them. 

The probabilities are that the United States will be compelled at an 
early day to occupy the country with land forces and a naval force on 
each border. No one can say that this will occur, but it can be read- 
ily seen that such will almost certainly be the result, and if it does 
this Republic will become as completely involved in the wretched con- 
tests and still more wretched methods of government which have im- 
poverished the many and enriched the few as if it had been a part of 
the European system. If this Government once leaves its impregna- 
ble G pare of fostering only the well-being of its own people, which 
resulted in its present greatness, who shall predict, in the light of his- 
tory, its effect on our free institutions? 

If this enterprise shall be successful under the policy of this bill, 
these enterprising corporators and others will e and 
amass wealth; if disaster shall befall it, such as all enterprises of mag- 
nitude and all others are exposed to, these corporators of Europe and 
America and others connected with them will amass fortunes out of 
the stocks and bonds you authorize this corporation to issue, for when 
you enter upon this work in the mannerand form proposed by this bill 
you can not escape the inevitable consequences. The judgment of the 
nations whose citizens you invite to invest their capital in this enter- 
prise will demand that this Government shall be held responsible for 
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a great foreign work it has authorized to be constructed by a cor- 
poration composed of citizens of all nations, implying support and pro- 
tection of this Government. 

Besides all this, with the national honor involved, and the great cap- 
italists of this country who have become the holders of the stocks and 
bonds of this corporation demanding, on the many plausible pretenses 
that will be suggested, amongst others, that this Government having 
induced capitalists of all nations to engage in the enterprise, and that 
un obstacles had been met, as in the case of the Panama Canal, 
the Government ought, in common honesty and in respect to national 
honor, to furnish proper relief, will Congress be able to resist their de- 
mands? I answer, no; and if this bill becomes a law the early future 
will confirm my statement. 

And thus, sir, this canal will be, even if this corporation shall fail, 
completed. Another great brood of ingenious and skillful financiers 
who live off of the labor of other men will amass kingly fortunes through 
the employment of Government in the old method, at the expense of 
the toiling millions, And yet the hundreds of millions of dollars 
which will be drawn in taxation from the mass of men of our own 
country will not add one cent to the value of their daily labor or in 
any possible degree ameliorate the hard fortune to which labor is sub- 
jected by these methods which have centralized the wealth of the world 
and consigned the great multitude of men to poverty. If the capi- 
talists of Europe and America wish to construct this canal let them do 
so, for it will greatly foster the capital interests of both continents; but 
I protest against the p which this bill aims to accomplish, to cast 
the ultimate burden on the labor of this country while the benefits 
and profits will inure to capital of Europe and America. 

It is manifest this bill will become a law. It is easy to disguise such 
an enterprise and hold out delusive hopes to the laboring men who 
constitute the great mass of our people and of the world, but I will at- 
tempt in the best way I can to prevent this stock-jobbing enterprise 
from being made a source of fortune to these corporators of Europe 
and America at the expense of the laboring men of this country, even 
if the greater evil of this measure can not be averted. I will press the 

amendment which I have already named: 

Provided, however, That nothing in this act contained shall be so construed as 
to commit the United States to any liability whatever for or on account of said 
company; nor shall the United States be held in any wise liable or responsible 
in any Rag or by any implication for any debt or Tiability in any form which 
said company may incur, nor be held as guarantying any en ent or con- 
tract of said company, or as having assumed, by virtue of act or other- 
wise, any responsibility for the acts or proceedings of said com y in any for- 
eign ‘country, or contracts or engagements entered into in the United States, 

I freely admit thatin an enterprise of this magnitude, authorized by 
the United States in a foreign country, involving the commercial enter- 

and the great capital interests of the world, the restriction which I 
ee proposed may be almost as feeble as the spider’s web; I admit 
this. The force of this movement, the struggle of the great "interests 
and great capitals that will be involved in this enterprise will, if our 
former experiences are considered, render such a restriction or declara- 
tion of little avail, and yet, hoping for the best, I offer this amendment. 
It may possibly meet some wily argument that from the nature of the 
unlimited powers conferred on this corporation the United States in the 
beginning intended toassume, financially and otherwise, msibility 
for this foreign enterprise and guaranty the investments of the skillful 
financiers and enterprising capitalists of all nations, who are seeking 
to use the power and resources of the United States, for their own 

aggrandizement. 

wert it it is adopted it will atleast stand asa protest of this present House 
of Representatives against the claim that will be made that the United 
States intended such guaranty. The times that are coming can only 
determine the strength of such a declaration as to the purpose of the 
United States in granting such an extraordinary charter when the cor- 
ridors of this Hall shall be crowded with a powerful lobby demanding that 
the United States Treasury shall uphold and validate the hundreds of 
millions of dollars in stocks and bonds which its corporation shall have 
issued for the enrichment of the financial adventurers of Europe and 
America. I at least hope that the amendment I have suggested will be 
adopted. 

But, independent of these questions of policy, I deny that Congress, 
under the Constitution, has the power to grant such incorporate pow- 
ers. ‘There is no precedent for this. In our history of more than a 
century Congress has never dared to assume such power. What pro- 
vision of the Constitution confers such power on Congress? 

It is claimed by some gentlemen under section 8, clause 3, of the 
Constitution— 

To regulate commerce with foreign nations and among the several States and 
with the the Indian tribes. 

Jo regulate commerce.“ Can Congress, or the executive depart- 
ment, or the Supreme Court of the United States declare that under 
this general power to regulate commerce” the United States, directly 
or by a corporation deriving power from them, might enter a foreign 
nation and engage in constructing in such nation works of local im- 
provement, canals.or railroads ? 1 deny that any decision of the Su- 
sage Court of the United States in relation to the commerce vocally 

States could have any relation to foreign nations, 
and in view of the fact that from the beginning Washington and his 


great associates, whose counsels for at least a third of a century directly 

guided the affairs of this nation, with unwavering firmness resisted 

any en g relations whatever between our Government and foreign 

nations. ould these great statesmen have conferred a power on Con- 

2 ee from the very beginning they were determined should not 
emplo: 

I deny “hat the United States can, under the Federal Constitution, 
go beyond the States and Territories and District of Columbia and ex- 
ercise its powers, except in protecting it citizens and its commerce, and, 
aoa the power to make war, assailing their enemies for national de- 
ense. 

This Government—a new departurein the history of the world—was 
3 for the purposes expressed in the preamble of the Constitu- 

on: 

To form a more perfect union, establish justice, insure domestic tranquillity, 
ponds for the common defense, promote the general welfare, and secure the 

lessings of liberty to ourselves and our posterity, do ordain and establish this 
Constitution for the United States of America. 

Not one word of this grand declaration of our Constitution indicates 
a purpose of the authors of the Constitution that this nation should im- 
itate the ambitious policy of the then nations of the world in the fields 
of foreign enterprise, the policy which had even then reduced Europe 
to a land of palaces and huts, the yery policy from which our fathers 
sought to cut loose forever. 

I protest against this bill as in direct conflict with the policy under 
which our nation has grown and prospered without any example in his- 
tory for more than a century, and because this departure from the 1 
of our fathersimperils our now impregnable standing as a republic 
the untrammeled power of our people to control the affairs of the ie 
public. This power when our Government becomes complicated wi 
the affairs of other nations is gone. 


NoTE.—Mr. HoLMAN’s amendment was adopted, and the bill passed. 


Naval Appropriation Bill. 


SPE E OH 


OF 


HON. PRESTON B. PLUMB, 


OF KANSAS, 
IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, 


Tuesday, February 12, 1889. 
The Senate having under consideration the bill (H. R. 12329) making g appro- 
priations for the naval service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1890, and for 
other purposes— 

Mr. PLUMB said: 

Mr. PRESIDENT: The general idea which the Senator from Colorado 
has spoken upon was recognized ih the fortification bill of last year, in 
the following paragraph: 

The board is authorized— 


That is, the Board of Ordnance and Fortifications created by thas 
act— 
The board is authorized to make all yee and proper purchases, in 
tions, experiments, and tests, to ascertain with a view tt to P iheir aen ferbeane ‘oy 
the Government, the most effective guns, including multicharge guns the 
conversion of Parrott and other guns on hand, pans ps seat dges, projec- 
tiles, fuses, explosives, torpedoes, armor-plates, and other implements and en- 
gines of war; and the Secretary of War is pitt oslo autho: p 
intone oe and other war 


cause to be manufactured, su 8 
materials and articles as may, in ju nt of said said board, be beer Ara in 


of the duty herein devolved upon them: e 
the 5 expended aud the Vabilities 3 Hoah 1— vestiga- 
tions, ori esa and tests shall not exceed $500,000, which sum is one ap- 
prop 

The Senator from Colorado asks me if that became a law. It did. 

Mr. HALE. What was the amount carried by that? 

Mr. PLUMB. A half million dollars; and that was the result of 
very considerable investigation on the part of the Appropriations Com- 
mittee in relation to the general question of what was due to private 
inventors, not as persons, bat with reference to the encouragement of 
the inventive genius of our people in the matter of armament and mu- 
nitions of war, and I have been told that under this provision the in- 
ventor of the Hurst gun, of whom the Senator from Colorado has spoken 
so eloquently and effectively, is about to enter upon a series of experi- 
ments under the direction of the Board of Ordnance and Fortifications, 
whereby he expects to be able to convince that board that it should 
avail itself of the opportunity provided in that appropriation for the 
ange urchase of some of his guns for the use of the Army, and also of the 

ger ones for the purpose of coast defense. 

Mr. HALE. I wish the Senator would state right there what the 
committee did in the construction of this board in aan pers Sa pe its per- 
sonnel, so that it might not be subject to the complaints that 
made that merely Army circles were inclined to reject the are ot. 
meritorious inventors, 
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Mz, PLUMB. That was a subject that went through very consid- 
erable investigation at the hands of the Appropriations Committee, 
with the result that this board was formed consisting of the command- 
ing general of the Army and a member each of the Ordnance, the Ar- 
tillery, and the Engineer Corps, all acting under the direction and su- 
pervision of the Secretary of War, with a view of getting away from 
that obstructive condition of things existing in the Ordnance Bureau 
of the Army, which has been so much complained of by inventors 
and others. : 

Jam not prepared to say, in view of the present light I have on the 
subject, that we have got quite as far away from those influences as 
we ought to have done; but there is this trouble: Theinventorsof this 
country are legion, and they have invented ingenious machines cover- 
ing every form and entering into every domain of human activity, and 
if the Government were to take up and experiment with every inven- 
tion of improved gun or missile or engine of war or other thing de- 
signed to protect or to destroy we should use up the entire amount of 
our appropriations and still be without armament or munitions. The 
line must therefore be drawn somewhere, Discrimination is necessary, 
and it has been deemed advisable heretofore to submit the entire ques- 
tion of experiments, of purchase, and of construction to the Ordnance 
Bureaus of the Army and Navy, respectively, in the belief that those 
bureaus would be found sufficiently receptive, and that they would 
choose that which was on the whole best calculated to meet the sit- 
nation without involving themselves in unnecessary experiments, and 
with due regard to the rights of inventors, 

It became apparent, however, that the Army Ordnance Bureau did not 
meet the situation properly. It discouraged inventors and inquiry and 
acted as a close sa agar pe spending considerable sums of money with- 
out practical result, and so it was thought advisable to put offensive 
and defensive preparations under control of a board consisting of the 
General of the Army and one officer from each of the great subdivisions 
of the Army, the Engineers, the Artillery, and the Ordnance, all under 
the general direction of the Secretary of War. This it was thought 
would be a great improvement on existing conditions. It may be too 
early to say that these expectations will not be wholly met, but up to 
date it seems evident that the board has yielded too much to the con- 
trol and methods of the Army Ordnance Board, and that it may prove 
necessary to add some members from civil life. 

It seemed to have been demonstrated by the recent investigation by 
the Committee on Appropriations or by a subcommittee of that com- 
mittee that there was a determination on the part of the Ordnance 
Bureau of the Army to deprive inventors of the rights due to them as 
such by denying them the use of their inventions, at the same time 
making use of them in the shape of modifications and alleged improve- 
ments on the ideas which they had developed in such a way as to ob- 
tain credit for bureau and other officers of the Army. It seemed to have 
been demonstrated, for instance, in regard to wire-wound guns, that 
after the inventor of this gun had brought his invention in all its de- 
tails to the attention of the Ordnance Bureau, and Congress had pro- 
vided an appropriation for the purpose of manufacturing and testing 
the gun, the officers in charge of that bureau determined to go outside 
of the inventor and to make a gun of their own, modeled upon the 
principle and plan of the inventor, possibly somewhat improved, which 
Nine illustrate their superiority and give them the credit due to an- 
other. 

It seemed also to have been practically demonstrated in the case of 

the Hurst gun that the very estimable gentleman at the head of the 
Ordnance Bureau of the Navy Department had predetermined that 
this inventor should have no advantage through Government sources 
on account of his invention, and that he would interpose all possible 
obstacles to the demonstration of the value of the invention, and has 
seemed intent upon preventing its adoption by the Government by 
copying its central idea and entering upon the production of a similar 
gun himself, . 
The Army and Navy each constitutes a very close corporation, not 
only unreceptive, but wholly determined to r ize no process, sug- 
gestion, or invention which comes from ontside. What they do not 
originate is not worth considering. 

In order to get the best results we shall manifestly have to get away 
from these influences. We have done something in that direction by 
> creation of the board I have mentioned, but more remains to be 

one. 

I do not agree with the Senator from Colorado that we have got no 
small-arm that is worthy of the name, and that on account thereof 
we should be at a great disadvantage in the case of a war, because I 
have the testimony of General Sheridan and numerous other compe- 
tent Army officers to the effect that the Springfield rifle now carried 
by the United States troops is one of the best weapons carried by the 
troops of any nation; not the longest range, nor for rapid firing, but 
for all purposes as a practical weapon, a weapon not easily disarranged, 
and one which has advantages which measurably compensate for its 
disadvantages. 

There has always been a difference of opinion among army men as 
to whether the best small-arm should be a magazine or an ordinary 
breech-loader. A Springfield rifle is at least a fair compromise among 


all these different kinds of weapons, and by means of it the United 
States Army is at least fairly provided for the needs of modern warfare. 

I do not feel ially put out because Mr. Hotchkiss and Mr. 
Maxim went abroad to fnd purchasers for their patents. The business 
of foreign governments is warfare to a much greater extent than ours 
is. We can well afford to let our ingenious citizens go abroad with 
their inventions. We know perfectly well if we should need in an ex- 
tremity to use them we can do so. In time of war, I take it, we should 
not respect the rights of the patentee or of the purchaser of a patent in 
the person of a foreign government. Therefore, if these patents are 
developed abroad, it is for the benefit of ourselves among others, and - 
while we may not be able to make as immediate use of it as other gov- 
ernments do, we should still have it if we needed it. And meanwhile 
we have the benefit growing out of the prosperity of our inventors, 
National wealth is nothing more or less than the aggregate of the in- 
dividual wealth of our people. 

One objection to this amendment is that it names a particular weapon, 
and thereby forecloses inquiry and judgment and discretion on the part 
of the Secretary of the Navy, or of such board or instrumentalities as he 
may have at his command, for determining in what direction we should 
make investment in arms for naval purposes; and yet it may be desir- 
able in this case to ignore these instrumentalities and to name the par- 
ticular weapon, in view of the non-reciprocity of the Ordnance Bureau 
of the Navy Department, and compel the purchase, to a limited extent 
at least, although I imagine if we were to take this question up in that 
way at the demand of inventors who have apparently a very meritori- 
ous invention, we should soon have on hand an assortment of warlike 
instrumentalities which would be of varying degrees of merit, and prob- 
ably very many of them entirely useless in view of new conditions. 

Ishould prefer, therefore, instead of naming this particular weapon, 
that some of its characteristics should be mentioned, and that the Sec- 
retary of the Navy should be authorized to purchase after proper test 
weapons possessing those characteristics. Upon that point, however, 
I do not desire to make and shall not offer any amendment. 

But, before taking my seat, I desire to say something on the general 
subject of the construction of the Navy as carried on during the past 
four years. It has been at once the fortune and the misfortune of the 
American people to have during the past fourteen years a Congress so 
divided politically that there could be no unanimity of action, and in 
place of confidence there has been mistrust. This has possibly pre- 
vented the doing of many improvident and improper things, but has 
likewise operated to prevent action upon important lines material to 
national defense. 

The House of Representatives having alone the power, according to 
practice, to originate appropriation bills, was till recently at political 
variance not only with the Senate but with the Executive, and it chose 
for purposes of its own, well or ill, to say that the executive départ- 
ment could not be trusted to make the expenditures necessary to con- 
struct a navy designed to meet modern conditions. I remember very 
well when during the Hayes administration the eminent Senator from 
Kentucky [Mr. Beck], now absent, a member of the Committee on 
Appropriations, rose in his place and in support of the then pending 
naval appropriation bill said that he had great pleasure in saying that 
every item in that bill was just as proposed by the Secretary of the 
Navy, that it met with his concurrence, and he was glad to know that 
there was an officer at the head of that Department who could be 
trusted. 

And yet, Mr. President, there was not in that naval bill one single 
dollar for new construction, but there were millions of dollars for in- 
effective repairs, it being the policy of those who controlled the initia- 
tive of these appropriation bills to give not millions of dollars for de- 
fense in the shape of the construction of modern ships of war, but 
millions of absolutely useless dollars for the repair of ships, which, 
when repaired, were of no use whatever; and the various Secretaries 
who estimated for funds for naval uses, as they could get no money for 
new ships, were constrained to ask for repairs to old ones so that the 
flag might be kept afloat and opportunity be afforded for the service 
and instruction of our naval forces. 

Against this policy the Senate protested and contended in vain for 
years. When in the spring of 1885 the administration changed and 
the Executive and the House of Re tatives were in harmony, the 
Senate then had a chance to get back at its political opponents by 
changing its policy and adopting the tactics of the House of Represent- 
atives, refusing to make appropriations for naval construction to be 
expended by a Democratic administration, but it did not do so. 

It adhered to the policy which it had pursued from the beginning, 
of proceeding each year to do something upon the then best approved 
lines, not asserting that what was then known was the best ever to be 
had, but believing that what was best at the time was better than noth- 
ing, that it was time to begin to prepare for the inevitable begin to 
instruct our mechanics, our people generally, and stimulate both cap- 
ital and inventive genius to enter upon the great work of building an 
American Navy which should be worthy the American nation, going 
ahead gradually but steadily toward the provision of those means of 
offense and defense which are absolutely necessary for every first-clasa 
power. 
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It so happened that when the Democratic Administration came in 
the Democratic House of Representatives was pleased to say, in effect, 
that it had such confidence in that Administration that it would com- 
mit to it the expenditure of sums of money for the purpose of con- 
structing a Navy, which it had denied to Republican administrations, 
in every respect as worthy as the present Democratic one, and the Sen- 
ate met the House not only half way, but went farther than the House 
was willing togo. It adhered tothe policy which it had before an- 
nounced. Where the House proposed to build two ships the Senate, 
following its old policy, proposed to build four, and insisted so strenu- 
ously that the House yielded, and there was given to the Democratic 
Secretary of the Navy twice more than even his own political associates 
were willing to give. 

Iam bound to say that this money was given into good hands. 
Omitting mention now of some of those things which I felt called upon 
to criticise in the early period of the administration of the Navy De- 

tment by the present head of it, I am glad to say in the closing 
ours of Mr. Whitney’s administration that the affairs of that Depart- 
ment have been well administered. They have notonly been well ad- 
ministered,-in the sense thateverything has been honestly and faith- 
fully done, but there has been a stimulus given so far as it could be 
done by executive direction to the production of the best types of ships 
and of the highest form of manufacture, and more than all that, to the 
encouragement of the inventive genius of our people and to the per- 
formance of all possible work, not in navy-yards, where they might be 
most surely made the instrument of political strength, but in private 
ship-yards and manufactories, to the effect that we 1 got to- day en- 
listed in this great work of building an American Navy not only the 
Navy Department backed by Congress, but we have got the keen com- 
petition of American manufacturers and the inventive genius of all 
our people, so that we may confidently expect not only the best re- 
sults, but great improvement each year. 

Iam glad to say that during the past ſour years the Navy Depart- 
ment has been administered in a practical, level-headed, judicious way, 
and the result is sach that, quoting a remark made to me by the Sena- 
tor from Maine [Mr. N and aſter a careful examination of the re- 
ports of the Secretary of the Navy as to what has been done, I am pre- 
pared to believe und to say that within ten years we shall have the best 
navy in the world—not the navy with the most ships, not the navy 
with perhaps the greatest variety of ships, but the navy which will 
have the most ships of modern and aseful type, the ships which will 
not only constitute a formidable fleet for offense and defense, but which 
by reason of their speed will make them the greatest menace to the 
commerce of such power as we may happen to be at war with—a fleet 
worthy to carry the national ensign and to be manned, guided, and 
fought by the worthy succession of the American Navy in its best estate 
heretofore. 

Mr. President, ifthis work could have been undertaken under any one, 

rhaps, of the Secretaries who preceded the present Secretary of the 

Navy, under the same generous auspices we might have had the same or 
a similar result long since. But fortunately no serious result has grown 
out of the delay, and it is one of the satisfactory resultsof the past four 
years’ administration of the Navy Department, not only that we have 
made a good start toward a navy, but that a unity of sentiment upon 
this great question has been brought about which makes the future as 
secure as the past. Henceforth there will be no party divisions to hin- 
der adequate appropriations—not to do all that remains in one year, 
but something and the best each year, availing ourselves of what is 
best, until within a reasonable period we shall have a navy equal to 
n Amands upon it and in every respect worthy of the greatest people 

the world. 
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IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Friday, February 22, 1889, 
On the bili (S. 3423) 7 to Irene Rucker Sheridan, widow of 


eral P. H. Sheridan, 

Mr. CHEADLE said: 

Mr. SPEAKER: I realize the fact that my opposition to the pending 
bill will be misrepresented, that I shall be charged by those who are 
dwarfed and warped in their reasoning with opposition because the bene- 
ficiary is the widow of an officer and not the widow of an enlisted man. 
It may be asserted that in argen Poly am reflecting upon the name 
and fame of one of earth’s most brilliant military men, or at least that 
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I do not properly appreciate the services rendered the Government by 
General Philip H. Sheridan. That can not be true, because I, too, was 
an humble comrade in that great war which developed in him those 
marvelous qualities of leadership which have made his name immortal. 

In that contest I, a private soldier, tried to do the work given me 
faithfully and well, while he, having been educated and prepared for 
such an emergency, by virtue of his ability and this education and 
preparation, achieved for himself and his country a fame which shall 
endure so long as the history of that war shall be recorded. Philip H. 
Sheridan was born sole heir to poverty. Under the influences of this 
incomparable American system, which in its purity grants to the sons 
of poverty an equal chance in the race of life with the sons of the rich, 
he was enabled to break away from his environments. 

He was tested in a crucible of fire, and he emerged therefrom purified 
and strengthened, so thatin every emergency he was master of the sit- 
uation, and I would not if I could and could not if I would detract one 
jot or tittle from his world-wide fame. In the presence of such a char- 
acter I stand uncovered to pay my humble tribute of respect to his 
worth and genius, and I desire to concur in advance in all that may be 
said by my colleague, Mr. Kerr, of Iowa, in reference to the achieve- 
ments made and the honors that are due General Sheridan. They are 
a part of the heritage of that great contest, and as one of the survivors 
of it, I rejoice in and am honored by the laurels conferred upon Sheri- 
dan. 


We are not considering ay, Mr. Speaker, the question of Sher- 
idan’s name and fame in history, of his marvelous march from obscure 
poverty to fame immortal, That is not the question. Upon that ques- 
tion there could be no division. We are in perfect accord upon that. 
The question we are to consider to-day is a plain one. It is a simple 
question. It is so plain and direct and simple that even a child can fully 
comprehend and solve it. The question is, Was the victory of that con- 
test from 1861 to 1865 à real one? We entered it and fought it to a 
finish to secure for every citizen of the Government liberty and equality 
before the law, and now the question is, is there equality before the 
law here in America? Not social equality, not mental equality—no 
sane man will contend for that—but is there equality before the law, 
equality in the right of recognition for services rendered and of the 
right to receive equal remuneration for equal sacrifices? I shall not be 
led aside to discuss any other question. 

If there be equality before the law, then in that event every widow 
of our dead heroes is entitled to so much pension, and not one cent more 
than is authorized by the general pension laws of the United States. 
There is no escape from this conclusion. Thus it follows that ins 
of detracting in the leastfrom the name or fame of any man who fought 
for the preservation of the Union, I am demanding that their sacri- 
fices shall not have been made in vain. I seek to carry into complete 
execution the fullest possible fruits of their great victory. 

I would emphasize, if possible, the fact that this is a Government by 
the people, for the people, and of the people, wherein there is guaran- 
tied in the organic law of the Government absolute equality in all civil 
and political rights before the law, instead of special favors and bene- 
fits for the select few. I would also emphasize the fact that class leg- 
islation, of which the pending bill is a striking sample, is in my judg- 
ment the beginning of the end of this Government by, for, and of the 
people. Our only security lies in a rigid adherence to those funda- 
mental principles upon which rests the whole theory of our Govern- 
ment. Any departure must be fatal, because in our political system pre- 
cedents are followed closely, and if we shall set up precedent after pre- 
cedent in this line we shall soon have fastened upon us a system that 
is at variance with every fundamental theory of our Government. 

The pension system is now firmly established. The whole theory of 
pensions being predicated upon the idea that like disabilities must re- 
ceive likeorequal pensions, There has beenestablished asystem which, 
in the judgment of those who framed the laws, provided what was 
thought by them to be a just and equitable difference on account of the 
differences in their positions in the Army and Navy. Thus to the 
widow of a private soldier is given $12 per month; to the widow of all 
lieutenant-colonels and officers above that grade, $30 a month, or two 
and one-half times more than is given to the widow of an enlisted man, 

I say, and no man can disprove the statement, that no man can form- 
ulate an argument upon any constitutional, legal, equitable, or moral 
ground to sustain this difference, and yet in the face of these facts the 
advocates of this measure propose to increase this difference from $12 
a month to $3,500 a year. And why? Is the widow to be benefited 
homeless? Ah, no, Mr. Speaker; she lives in a more elegant home 
than can be found in the great district I have the honor to represent. 
Is she in want? No; the statements made by the friends of the meas- 
ure show that she is far from being in want. Did her husband die in 
battle? No; the war was ended and his military fame was achieved 
before the relation of husband and wife was entered upon. 

Have all other widows whose husbands either died in service or lost 
their health and have since died been granted the amount of pension au- 
thorized by the general laws? Oh, no! There are scores of thousands of 
them all over the North, homeless and in actual want of the absolute nec- 
essaries of life. Then why, Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the House, 
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, ck eg gat ay aaa who has an elegant home and an abun- 

ce to live upon for years the princely pension of 83, 500 a year, while 
you decline to relieve, under the provisions of the general laws, all 
these thousands of other equally meritorious widows who are homeless 
— penniless, subsisting upon the charity of the localities where they 
ive? 

I should like to read in cold type the answer to this inquiry. Says 
one, My dear sir, your early education has been defective in this, that 
you forget that the widow of an officer who is accustomed to live in of- 
ficial style can not come down and live upon $30a month.“ Notwith- 
standing the defects in my early education I reply, the Government 
of the United States does not propose to pension any one in order that 
they may live in official style; to do that would not be American. It 
would require that every principle of our whole theory of government 
be trampled into dust before that could be legally done. 

I want to see every pension granted by a general law. Irepeat, every 
pension. I want to see the necessity cease for grouping special bills in 
pairs—one Republican and one Democrat—in order that they may be- 
come laws. Such proceedings are not commendable, either in law or 
as precedents. I want to see the custom ended, once and forever, ot 
filling the RECORD with statements that certain men who were edu- 
cated, appointed, and commissioned as officers of the Army and Navy 
actually did their duty, because even the law presumes that every one 
of these men does his duty, while as a matter of fact it is the pride 
and boast of our Army and Navy that every man does his duty consci- 
entiously and well, as his oath and honor admonish him to do. How 
could any honorable officer fail to do less than his whole duty? 

I need not pause after so many years of pension legislation to argue 
the proposition that all pension laws should be general and uniform, 
granting in each and every case like pensions for like disabilities, for 
the reason that the proposition is so true and correct and just that, 
like an axiom in mathematics, its mere statement will demonstrate its 
absolute justice and correctness, not only as a constitutional and legal 
proposition, but also as a wise, honest, and impartial rule for the Gov- 
ee to pursue toward ull those persons who are recipients of its 

anty. 

I hold, Mr. Speaker, and so must every one who desires his oficial 
actions to be in barmony with our theory of Government, and as the 
great mass of the peopleZhold, that like disabilities should and must 
entitle the poaae to receive like pensions. This, sir, and gentle- 
men of the House, is the inexorable logic upon which rests the whole 
fabric of our pension system, and this is the only just, ay, the only 
legal ground upon which we can demand that pensions be granted at 

II. 


a 

I am in favor of the most liberal pension policy. A pension for 
every honorably di veteran, and for every widow of our dead 
comrades; but, Mr. Speaker, I demand, as all the rank and file of my 
comrades and the great mass of the common people demand, that all 
of these ions shall be granted by general pension laws uniform in 
3 ratings and granting to all persons like pensions for like disa- 

ities, 

The letter and spirit of our written Constitution, the whole theory 
of our political system, demands the enactment 2f general laws which 
shall be of equal force and effect upon all the people; it therefore fol- 
lows that if pensions are to be granted at all to the widows of the men 
who are in our military and naval forces that these laws be so framed 
that the widow of one soldier or sailor shall receive the same amount 
of pension that is paid to the widow of any officer of the Army and 
Navy, including the widow of the General of the Army. 

Under our theory of government I deny, Mr. Speaker, that there can 
be any class or caste in widowhood. If our people are as we declare 
them to be, sovereign and equal before the law, then such a thing as 
classes or caste in widowhood is an impossibility in this land of equal 
rights. Mr. Speaker, I think this safe and patriotic and just ground 
upon which to stand. This is the safest ible ground upon which 
to predicate an argument. A position w is in perfect harmony 
with both the theory and letter of the written Constitution of our coun- 
try; and one who is thus grounded in the letter and theory of the writ- 
ten law need have no fear about immediate results. Objections may 
be urged, fault may be found, but he at least is secure. 

Upon this highest, this patriotic, this thoroughly American position, 
Ihave, Mr. Speaker, taken my stand, and from this vantage ground I 
desire to call a halt and urge upon my colleagues the imperative duty 
of ending at once and forever this class legislation, sustained in this 
position asT am by the written Constitution, and by the general theory 
of our whole system of government, and by the puno opinion of the 
soldiers and other citizens of the district I have the honor to represent 
in 12 5 House. rege a 

urge upon this Congress, representing as if does all the people, a 
body which exists by reason of the ifices and sufferings not of any 
one, or of any select few, but which exists by reason of the sacrifices 
of all the Union heroes who stood in line under the starry banner of 
the free until it was once more accepted as the emblem of our nation- 
ality. I repeat, I urge upon this Congress, to whom has been commit- 
ted the high prerogative of enacting laws for the government of all the 
people, not to trample under foot the whole theory of our Government 


and the Constitution itself, made to protect the rights of the many, 
upon any pleaof sentiment or for the benefit of theselect few. 

I protest here and now, in behalf of all the dead and living heroes, 
against all forms of class legislation, and, disguise the fact as we may, 
the bill under consideration is one of a class of similar bills in a series 
of most pernicious class legislation in this, that while the general 
law grants to the widows of Union heroes the sumof $144 ayear, this 
bill proposes to give tothe widow of another one of our Union heroes 
the princely sum of $3,500 a year, and this, Mr. Speaker, in a land 
the proudest boast of which is that all American citizens are sover- 
eigns who are made by our theory of government absolutely equal 
beforethe Jaw. It is against this granting of special aid that I protest. 

The question of who is to be the recipient is of minor importance. 
The principle involved is the thing I want to strike until it shall never 
again rear its hydra head in Congress to insult all the widows of our 
enlisted men who, withoutregard totheir condition, can only be granted 
$144 a year. There are widows of enlisted men who have given to the 
country one, two, three, four, and in one ease six sons and husband 
too, to die in order that this temple of constitutional liberty might not 

ish. Has Congress granted any one of these the princely pension of 
$3,500 a year, or even $2,000, or $1,000a year? No, no! Mr. Speaker, 
they are only of the common people. Their husbands did not ride to 
fame in that contest. They died on the lonely picket-post, in the fierce 
and terrible charge, or perchance in 3 of pain or in prisons of tor- 
ture which no words can portray, yet their sacrifices were much greater 
than any one of the claimants in any one of these special bills. 
_ Why have not these widows and mothers been ially remem- 
bered? Let me tell why. Because we worship at the shrine of the 
world’s so-called heroes instead of standing close by the shrine of prin- 
ciple; because the majority here takes for its heroes the men of renown 
and their loved ones, while I, Mr. Speaker, would take for mine the 
enlisted men and their lovedones. Rey. H. S. Taylor, of Illinois, has, 
in spon of rare sweetness, set forth this sentiment in the following 
words: 


Iknew him! Ball that is noble, I knew = 
sped with hitn, marched with him, foughd with ü 

m, m t too 
In the swirl of the fierce battle flame! Tae) 
Laughed with him, cried with him, taken a part 

Of his canteen and blanket, and known 
That the throb of this chivalrous prairie boy’s heart 

Was an answ: 


Iknew him, Itell you! And also I knew 
When he fell on the battle-swept ridge, 
That the r battered body that lay there in blue 
Was o a plank in the bridge 
Over which some should to a fame 
That shall shine while the high stars shall shine! 
Your hero is known by an echoing name, 
But the men pf the musket is mine. 

I commend this sentiment to those of my colleagues who have been 
voting princely pensions only to the widows of the men of the sword 
and plume.” Let us hereafter take for our heroes all of those who are 
entitled to pensions, and here and now let us highly resolve that our 
patriot dead shall not have died in vain. That we to whom has been 
committed the duty of guarding the citadel of liberty and equality 
before the law will now stand as resolutely by the principles for which 
they contended as they did by the flag of freedom in that great contest. 

I can not be made to think, Mr. Speaker, that the almshouse is a fit 
place for a Union veteran, his widow, or his children to live. The sac- 
riſices made by these heroes entitle them to receive the gratitude and 
substantial aid of the nation their valor saved from destruction. Nor 
can I believe, Mr. Speaker, that the potter’s field is a suitable burial 
place for these veterans, when at last life’s march is ended and they are 
at rest. To care for all of these while living and to give them a sol- 
dier’s burial when they die is the first duty of the Government, and I 
am in favor of doing our whole duty by them without regard at all to 
its cost. Ishall oppose any and all material reduction of war taxes 
until all these veterans and their widows and children are provided for, 

If it was necessary, I should not hesitate to resort to every known 
means of taxation in order to redeem our pledges to care for all these 
heroes, their widows and orphans, To-day the national Treasury is 
bursting beneath its weight of gold and silver, while scattered all over 
the North are thousands, yes, scores of thousands of these old soldiers, 
their widows and orphan children, in hovels of want or in the alms- 
houses, who are not receiving one cent of pension, while there are 
scores of thousands of their widows living in need of the absolute neces- 
saries of life, while their children cry for bread. All this in the land 
these heroes died to save and in the face of the most solemn obligations 
to care for all of them. 

Mr. Speaker, so long as I retain my reason and have the courage of 
my convictions, and so long as all these comrades are unprovided for, 
and so long as so many thousands of the widows and children of my 
dead comrades are in want of the necessaries of life and are not pen- 
sioned at all, I shall, though I stand here in this tribune of the people 
alone, without the aid of one colleague, not only op but shall vote 
against any proposition to pension the widow of any Union soldier at 
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the rate of $3,500 a year, in order that she may live in luxury and rear 
her children in ease and opulence, not even though that widow was my 
own mother. 

I trust that I am as thoroughly imbued with Americanism as I am 
with love for my comrades, I trust that, in all the word can imply, I 
am an American. I detest with all the intensity of an ardent nature 
all forms of official class and caste. I hate official snobbery. If, Mr. 
Speaker, there shall be created an official ion class, who shall de- 
mand that they be pensioned at the public expense at such rates as 
will enable them to live here in the capital of the nation in luxuriant 
ease, amid the whirl of official society, other members must be re- 
sponsible. I shall not vote for any of them. I shall oppose every 
measure of that kind. Such pension legislation would be an insidious 
encroachment upon the rights of the people. It would be at variance 
with the whole theory of our Government. It would be a direct in- 
sult to every widow of our dead heroes whois now living in poverty and 
knows by sad experience what actual want means. It would be, Mr. 
Speaker, an outrage infinite upon every child of poverty whose father 
died fighting for the perpetuity of the Union, and for these reasons I 
shall resist each and every attempt made to trample into the dust the 
essence and life of the principles for which all our heroes contended 
from Belmont to Appomattox. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask in all candor, what right or by what authority 
do we, as representatives of all the people, take the people’s money and 
appropriate it so that the children of one of the nation’s defenders 
shall be reared in ease and splendor, while so many thousands of the 
children of other defenders ef the Union, who are entitled by every 
known principle in our system of jurisprudence to the same aid and 
povon, are not pensioned at all, many of whom are crying for 


Can it be possible, Mr. Speaker, that in the land of Washington and 
of Lincoln, founded as it is upon the Declaration of Independence, 
wherein the doctrine of the equality of citizenship is fundamental, a 
nation that was saved by the most marvelous expenditure of blood in 
modern ages, and by the sacrifices endured by the grandest army that 
Was ever marshaled in battle, composed, as it was, of men who did not 
fight for conquest nor for subjugation nor for military glory—an in- 
vincible host whose only battle cry was— 2 

We are coming, Father Abraham, six hundred thousand strong, 

Shouting the battle cry of freedom— 
and of equality for every citizen of the Republic before the law. Can 
it be true, Mr. Speaker, that in this tribunal of all the people—with 
all these historic facts fresh in our memories, and with all these hal- 
lowed thoughts indelibly engraved upon head and heart—it will be 
contended for a single moment that the widow and children of one 
soldier of that grand army are entitled to pri and protection from 
the Government which are not the absolute right of all the other 


widows and children of the soldiers who were his comrades. Are the | the 


widows and children of our dead comrades sovereigns of the Republic? 
1 are, then we must end at once and forever all this class legis- 
on. 


was called up in the House, submitted by the unanimous report of a 
committee, to grant a pension of ten, not two, dollars a month, to the 
minor children of an officer in the Life-Saving Service until they should 
arrive at the age of twenty-one, not sixteen Such is special 
r legislation. Can any member desire further investigation? 

ill any one ask for more evidence of the imperative duty of calling 
8 If this does not convince, then argument and facts will not 
a 

Mr, Speaker, in conclusion I desire to say that in my judgment we 
ean only hope to maintain and preserve the priceless boon of constitu- 
tional li by adhering strictly to those bed-rock principles upon 
which rests the whole theory of our Government. Ours is a govern- 
ment of consent. It is true that the majority and it is equally 
true that the minority consents that it shall rule. our system that 
minority is ever changing. To-day it is upon one side of this House; 
next month it will beupontheotherside. These frequent make 
the necessity all the greater for the enactment only of just and equal 
laws which shall bear equally upon all the people, and no general law 
appeals more strongly to both head and heart for absolute justice and 
equality than the one which is to make provision to care for those who 
have risked life itself in defense of the Government. 

No man can make a greater tender of devotion to country than to 
offer his life if need be. This supreme offering was made by all our 
Union heroes. They who died in battle, in hospital, or in prisons of 
torture made a common, an equal sacrifice; they who gave up health, 
life’s choicest blessing, and are now racked by pain and disease, made 
an equal offering; they who are widows have made an equal sacrifice, 
sustained an equal loss. ‘Their husbands were all heroes, comrades in 
a common cause, in behalf of liberty protected by law. Their right to 


be recognized and to receive aid from the Government is a common one. 
Then let us as representatives of all, not a few, of the people grant 
these widows pensions only by the enactment of general laws giving 
equal pensions to all who have sustained like disabilities, 

We can not afford to make favorites of the select few. We can not 
afford to grant these large pensions only to the widows of men of re- 
nown. Let us not forget that in our Government all its soldiers were 
heroes. When they enlisted they were all sovereigns. While in the 
Army the enlisted men surrendered that sovereignty in order that mili- 
tary discipline might be enforced, and through organization and disci- 
pline win a victory. When the Army was disbanded the badge of equal 
sovereignty was restored to all, and here in this tribunal of the peo- 
ple there are no classes nor can there be casts. Here the people 
equal and must be equal before the law. If we shall be true to those 
who send us here, we will not enact laws that will confer special favors 
upon the select few. I plead for justice to every pensioner, and for 
equal pensions for the widows of all our Union heroes, whether their 
husbands were officers or enlisted men. 


Indebtedness of Pacific Railroads. 
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HON. WILLIAM M. STEWART, 


OF NEVADA, 
IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, 
Saturday, February 9, 1889, 


railroad telegraph line from the Missouri River to the Pacific Ocean, 
and to secure to the Government the use of the same for postal, military, and 
other p: approved July 1, 1862; also to amend an act appro July 
2, 1864, and also an act approved May 7, 1878, both in amendment of said first- 
mentioned act; and to provide for a settlement of claims growing out of the 
issue of bonds to aid in the construction of certain of said and to se- 
cure tothe United States the payment of all indebtedness of certain of the com- 
panies therein mentioned. 

Mr. STEWART said: 

Mr. PRESIDENT: The subject of the Pacific railroads has been so 
much discussed that I hardly feel authorized in occupying any consid- 
erable time; butinasmuch asall the propositions that have been made 
since the roads wereconstructed have had a tendency to impose additional 
burdens upon the people of my State and upon the people inhabiting 
the adjoining States and Territories, I think it well to examine briefly 
origin of these roads and their objects, for the purpose of showing the 
very unequal burdens that must be borne by the people living along the 
line of these roadsif any of these bills passas In other words, 
if the debt is exacted from these roads it must be collected from the local 
traffic along their lines. 

There are several other continental roads that are completed, so that 
none of these roads can make money to pay this debt or to pay their 


‘other debts by through business. That will be reduced to the mini- 


mum by competition necessarily, and consequently the money has to be 
paid by local traffic. Is that just? Is it just under all circum- 
stances to burden those localities in the way proposed? 

If my proposition could be carried out and this indebtedness used in 
the construction of branch roads and in improving the main lines, and 
where there is no business now to create business by appropriating a 
portion of the money for hydraulic works for irrigation, so that the peo- 
ple can oceupy the lands, great good would be accomplished, not only 
to the people there, but to the whole United States. 

The Central Pacific Railroad has now an enormous debt, the first- 
mortgage bonds on 150 miles of it amounting to $48, 000 a mile; the bal- 
ance of it through my State $32,000a mile. That is the first mortgage. 
The principal of Government claim is equal to the first mortgage When 
the Government enforcesits lien with the aceumulated interest it not only 
doubles the debt, but increases it at least threefold, being an average 
debt on the whole line of something over $100,000 a mile, which, if ex- 
acted from the local trade, must necessarily prevent the development of 
Nevada and the interior part of the country. If used for the develop- 
ment of the country, building more branch railroads which shall be 
free from debt, with limitations by Congress so that they ean carry 
cheap freights, that country can be developed and will prosper, but 
not otherwise. 

Now, in order that the burden of this enterprise may not fall upon a. 
few and to show that it ought to be borne generally by the country, I 
want to remind the Senate of the circumstances under which this road 
was built, for it is claimed that as early as 1834 the question of build- 
ing a Pacific railroad was agitated—long before the Mexican war. 

t was the dream of many enterprising men, rather enthusiastic, per- 
haps, that a railroad from New York to the mouth of the Columbia 
River would certainly be constructed. This was agitated from time to 
time. I need not go into the history of it in detail, but it finally at- 
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tracted the attention of Congress. In 1853 the first act of Congress 
looking to the construction of a Pacific railroad was passed, as follows: 


Sec. 10. And be it further enacted, That the Secretary of War be, and he is 
hereby, authorized, under the direction of the President of the United States, to 
employ such portion of the corps of topographical engineers, and such other 
aes as he may deem necessary, to make such explorations and surveys a3 

may deem advisable, to ascertain the most practicable and economical route 
for a railroad from the Mississippi River to the Pacific Ocean, and that the sam 
of $150,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, be, and the same is hereby, 

ropriated out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to 
defray the expense of such explorations and surveys. 

In the deficiency bill which passed the next year the following pro- 
vision was contained: 

For deficiencies for the railroad surveys between the Mississippi River and 
the Pacific Ocean, $40,000. 

In 1854 another appropriation was made in the following words: 

For continuing the explorations and surveys to ascertain the best route for a 

railway to the Pacific, and for completing the reports of surveys already made, 
the sum of $150,000. 

Under these appropriations five routes were surveyed, explored, and 
reported upon. ‘The reports contain much valuable information and 
show gat diligence and research. They are contained in thirteen 
quarto volumes about the size of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, in 
which each route is reported upon, and all the peculiarities of 
climate, soil, topography, etc., are set forth. When the surveys 
were completed, on the 27th of February, 1855, Mr. Jefferson Davis, 
then Secretary of War, transmitted a report to Congress of these sur- 
veys, together with the estimates of the cost of the various routes. 
The northern route, about the forty-seventh parallel, was the first route 
which was agitated and discussed, it having been considered prior to 
the Mexican war, as I before observed, with a view of having a rail- 
road constructed from New York City to the mouth of the Columbia 
River. It is the first one mentioned in the report. 

After stating in general terms what the report contains Mr. Davis 
says that the estimated cost by the engineers was $117,000,000. He 
then states that there must be added to that about 25 per cent. on ac- 
count of additional cost over the construction of Eastern railroads be- 
tween St. Paul, the starting point, and the Rocky Mountains, and that 
through the mountain regions it would be required to make an addi- 
tional allowance of about 100 per cent. He therefore concludes that 
it would cost $140,000,000 to construct the road without equipment, 
but with the equipment, rolling-stock, etc., it would cost $10,000,000 
more, making $150,000,000. 

The central route is next considered, from Council Bluffs to Benicia. 
‘The engineers’ estimate in the office, Mr. Davis said in this case, was 
$116,000,000. He did not state how much additional allowance should 
be made on account of its being more difficult to construct than in 
the Eastern country, but observed that it was more difficult than the 
northern route, because they could only build from the two ends, while 
on the northern route transportation on the Missouri and Columbia 
Rivers would enable the construction of this route to be advanced 
from different points; consequently the required additional allowance 
would certainly be as great on the central as on the northern route. It 
is true the estimate was 51, 000, OC less than the northern route, but 
from the facts given by Mr. Davis it would certainly have been equal 
to the northern and perhaps greater; that is, $150,000,000 for the con- 
struction and equipment of this road. š 

The next route was from a point on the Missouri River at the mouth 
of the Kansas River, so as to make a comparatively straight line from 
St. Louis to San Francisco. The obstacles on this route were found so 
great that it was regarded as impracticable. 

The next route was thethirty-fifth parallel. The estimate of the engi- 
neers of this route was $169,000,000; but Mr. Davis says that must be 
a mistake; that they overestimated it; but he does not say to what 
extent, and, as subsequent events showed, he was correct in disagree- 
ing with their estimates on that route. 

The fifth route was on the thirty-second parallel, to start from a point 
on the Gulf in Texas, ata place called Fulton, and running from there 
to San Francisco. The estimated cost of this route was $93,000,000, 
and the reasons are given at considerable length by Mr. Davis why it 
could be built cheaper on this route than any other. But it will be 
observed if it had been built on that route it would not have answered 
the purpose of commerce. It would have been a long way in getting 
argand from New York and it would not have served the purposes de- 
sired. 

These estimates were had before any act was seriously proposed for 
the construction of the Pacific railroad, but many speeches were made 
on it during the time of these appropriations when it was regarded 
as a military necessity. The two political parties, following up the 

. explorations which had been made by the Government, declared from 
time to time that it was both a commercial and a political necessity 
and should be aided by the Government. The Democratic conven- 
tion that was held in 1860 in Charleston so declared; the convention 
that was held in Chicago, which nominated Mr. Lincoln, so declared; 
and ‘some seventeen or eighteen of the States, if I recollect aright, 

like resolutions. It was the general sentiment that the 
should be constructed by the Government, and these estimates of cost 
were made for that purpose, 


While I am speaking of these estimates of the cost I will anticipate 
a little and refer to what the roads did actually cost. The Govern- 
ment bonds issued in aid of the construction of the main line amounted, 
in round numbers, to $55,000,000. The roads were authorized to issue 
a like amount of first-mortgage bonds, making an aggregate from Coun- 
cil Bluffs to San Francisco of about $110,000,000. 

The road was actually constructed under circumstances about which 
I shall hereafter speak, under the estimate of the War Department, after 
the Department had made a survey for the purpose of ascertaining the 
cost. The estimate of the War Department, or of Mr. Davis, at $150,- 
000,000, which would be the same basis upon which he estimated the 
cost of the Northern Pacific, would make a saving in the actual con- 
struction of $30,000,000 below the estimate of the engineers of the War 
Department. I am thoroughly of opinion if it had been constructed 
by the Government under the charge of the engineers of the Army, and 
they had taken their usual time in doing it and had di their 
duties faithfully and deliberately, as they generally do, it would have 
cost the full amount that was estimated by the engineers. I have never 
known any work constructed by them to be done much more cheaply 
than the estimate. It generally exceeds the estimates. It must be re- 
membered that this road was constructed not as anticipated, deliber- 
ately, when the engineers made their estimate, but it was constructed 
in a time of war, when prices were from two to three times as muchas 
they were before the war, and when the discount on the paper that was 
used which was issued by the Government was about 30 per cent. 

So it will be seen that the construction of the railroad was secured 
more cheaply than was anticipated by the Government and by Congress 
when the act was passed, because Congress had before it when the orig- 
ep acts were passed the estimates of its own officers as to the prob- 
able cost. 

Much has been said about the extravagance of these appropriations, 
and we have investigations into little things that are very annoying 
and expensive as to how these roads were constructed and how the va- 
rious expenditures were made. Itseems to me in dealing with the 
grand result we have no time to consider all these details. We should 
take the situation as presented in a larger sense and see whether the 
result obtained was all that could have been reasonably anticipated. 
I think it was. 

Not only that, but this road was constructed seven years before the 
time limited in the act for its construction. There are matters con- 
nected with that which would add very much tothe cost. But the 
reasons for constructing the road at that time, as given by every man 
who addressed either House of Congress, were of a national character. 
The principal reason assigned was the u t military necessity to 
enable the Government to protect the Pacific States and retain them. 
All the national advantages that were pictured during that discussion, 
to which I will call attention, have been fully realized. There is no 
question about that. An empire has been created west of the Missis- 
sippi, and between that and the Pacific coast, which will farnish many 
important States of this Union, the development of which was advanced 
for a generation by this appropriation. No man at the time this was 
done was able to picture anything like we now sec. The expectations 
have been more than realized. If it is said that the roads could be 
built cheaper now after the country is developed and when there is 
business, we shall not deny it; but we must take into consideration the 
time when the contract was made, the circumstances under which it 
was made, not only of the Government, but of the parties who under- 
took the work, in coming to a conclusion whether there has been an 
unreasonable expenditure of money. 

The fact that after the road was constructed the country commenced 
filling up was natural, both in California and at this end, and the road 
finally became a sufficient success to make the stock valuable, which 
nobody would take, to my certain knowledge, at the time it was 
done. Isay the unexpected success of the enterprise was such that 
the stock became of some value, and consequently those engaged in 
the enterprise made money. But this was notanticipated by ca hers 
On the contrary, the projectors were regarded as fanatics for undertak- 
such a hazardous scheme. 

thout going into detail in regard to the situation of my constitu- 
ents, I suggest that they are not able to pay the enormous debt of the 
Central Pacific Railroad. They are not able to pay this money back 
to the Government, because if this company is forced to do it it never 
can or will build branch lines. Others can not without some aid go 
into the interior and build branch lines, because it is an unproduc- 
tive country for the present. The result is that we must live in a great 
basin there, with high freights and without relief and be taxed during 
the next fifty, sixty, or one hundred years, to pay for this t na- 
tional war measure, which has developed a vast region and added thou- 
sands of millions to the wealth of the nation and its taxable property 
and its resources and demonstrated the fact that a trans-continental 
road could be built, and induced others to engage in like enterprises. 
This and the other land-grant roads have ca the construction di- 
rectly ot about 20,000 miles of road, and indirectly, it is estimated, 
of as much more. 

This expenditure of $55,000,C00 having been paid by the Govern- 
ment for this national object, and it having accumulated now to $100,- 


in, 
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000,000 or more, it seems to me that the use of this $100,000, 000in build- 
ing branch lines and constructing reservoirs and other hydraulic works 
for irrigation under such regulations as Congress shall hereafter pre- 
scribe would be better than eking it out of the people living along the 
line of these roads. It, I say, would give a better return than any 
money that we shall ultimately collect. It would yield more money 
to the Government in the way of taxable property, and it would furnish 
that region with roads and cheap transportation. 

We have gone all wrong. We have not followed the spirit of the 
original act in our legislation. The original act provided that when 
the net proceeds of the road exceeded 10 per cent. of cost of construe- 
tion Congress might reduce fares and freights. During all this agita- 
tion there has never been any effort made to reduce fares and freights, 
or to ascertain whether Congress had reached a point where it might 
do it; but there has been every effort made to further incumber the 
roads. The legislation has been in that direction. 

The Thurman act was the most hostile measure to the people living 
along the road that could have been devised. It was not in the inter- 
est of the people norof the Government. Underit there has been in- 
vested for these railroads in bonds $4,108,621.17, the price of the bonds 
at the time the investment was made. That is the cost of the bonds 
which were purchased. It was the market price at the time they were 
wanes The market value of these bonds now is $3,820,902.50, a 

ecrease in the value of the bonds by nearing the hour of maturity of 
9 17, making a loss to the company of something like $969,- 
621 17. 

Nobody has been benefited by it. It simply has increased the obli- 

perons of the company and madeit more difficult for it to pay, and 

not increased the chances of the Government to collect the balance, 
but bas diminished the chances and made it necessary to tax the peo- 
ple still further. 

There is no greater evil than to have a railroad running through a 
country which nobody has an interest in. If the Government is going 
to lay such burdens upon it that nobody has any interest to take care 
of it and nobody can build branch roads and keep along with the times, 
it is a very bad thing to have such a road in a State. 

What we want is more branch roads, and we want those branch roads 
free from incumbrances, and we want Congress to make terms as to the 
rates of freight so that we can have cheap freights. That is what Ne- 
vada wants. That is what every one of the Territories wants. That 
is the legislation that ought to be had. š 

The idea ofcollecting this debt from the roads never entered into the 
head of any member of the Congress that passed the act otherwise than 
by services rendered by the roads to the Government, The only pro- 
vision in the original act of 1862 for reimbursement was 5 per cent. of 
the net earnings and the amount of transportation and telegraphing to 
be performed for the Government. The compensation for that was to 
be deducted from the principal and interest, and it was figured up by 
various parties, as I shall show, that this provision would not only 
pay the interest, but it would pay the debt and redeem the bonds long 

tore maturity. 

Many inquiries were made during the debate as to how the bonds 
would be paid. The answer invariably was that the bonds would be 
paid in Government service, and the bill so provided. 

The act of 1862 was not liberal enough in terms to induce parties 
to engage in the enterprise. The Central Pacific undertook it and built 
a short piece of road near Sacramento. The Union Pacific did not un- 
dertake it atall. They had organized, but did not undertakethe work. 
In 1864 the act was amendedand much more liberal provisions were in- 
serted. It was provided that these roads might make a first mortgage 
equal to the bonds issued by the Government. It was provided also 
that instead of being required to build 40 miles the bonds should issue 
for the construction of every 20 miles. It was provided also that in- 
stead of retaining all of the freight and transportation only one-half of 
it should be retained and paid on bonds; and it was contended then 
that one-half of the freight and other Government service would pay 
the bonds before they were due. But the Government in all these acts 
insisted upon the Government service being done by the transportation 
of munitions of war and all other Government supplies and telegraph- 
ing, That was not changed in the later act, but it was required; and 
in the act of 1864 the Government agreed to pay half to the companies 
a AT went along. Under this changed contract the road was con- 

cted. 

To show that it was not anticipated that this money should be paid 
by the local traffic on the roads I shall read some extracts from the de- 
bate. I want it paid as much as any one, but I want it paid in such 
a manner as that it shall develop the country and answer the original 
purpose. I do not want it paid by my State or by the other localities 
through which the road runs, for it can not be paid in that way. If you 
increase the obligations of theroad no branches will be built, the freights 
can not be reduced, and the people of my State will continue to suffer. 
On the contrary, if the indebtedness of the Central Pacific to the Gov- 
ernment, which now amonnts in round numbers to abont $50,000,000, 
is expended in building branch lines to be approved by the Govern- 
ment, in constructing reservoirs and other works for irrigation along 
those branch lines, so that the people can go there and there will be 
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some business to sustain them—if that is done a great good will be 
accomplished. 

I am not in favor of appropriating money from the Treasury to go into 
any extravagant schemes of development of that new country, but this 
is exceptional. The money has been loancd by the Government for a 
great national purpose. It never was expected to be returned in any 
way except in Government service. It has not been so returned, but 
it has saved the Government all that was expected in giving it good 
mail facilities and cheapening transportation. It has saved more than 
the debt over and over again. 

That having been done and there being an obligation on the part of 
these roads, as we assume, to pay the whole of this debt, both compa- 
nies appear willing to attempt to pay the debt, but the companies are 
not the only parties interested. A vast country between the Missouri 
Riverand San Francisco is interested. Its prosperity is involved in it, 
its development is dependent upon the correct policy to be pursued. 

If this indebtedness is paid by requiring the companies to pay every 
dollar and put it into new roads that are freed from incumbrances, and 
into irrigation works, to furnish business for the roads they will be strong 
enough to pay it, because as the population increases there will be some- 
body there to bear the burden, and in that way we will be sure to get 
the debt paid. There will be no defalcation if you let our enterprising 
people have a place to make homes and develop our mines and develop 
the agricultural resources; the burdens will be easily borne by our 
people. The road can pay this debt to the Government in a way that 
will add more to the resources of the country and relieve the people 
more of taxation generally than any scheme of collecting it in long 
bonds. We should hardly feel the little driblets that would go into 
the Treasury in that way, besides every dollar that you drew would tend 
to depress business along the line and tend toimpoverish that country; 
but if the money that the Government advanced to the railroads, with 
interest, can be put into new lines and into irrigation works then you 
will build up the country and have somebody to pay faresand freighis 
to sustain it. 

As I said before, the railroad land grante and these money sub- 
sidies directly secured the construction, in round numbers, of 20,000 
miles of railroad, and indirectly of as much more, according to the esti- 
mates of the statisticians and persons engaged in collecting the facts 
upon the subject. That is the accomplishment of a great deal, and it 
only involved an expenditure of $55,000,000 on the pert of the United 
States and the donation of land otherwise inaccessible. 

The English Government, in dealing with India, found a similar 
problem to what we have, and they solved it by direct appropriation, 
or by Indian bonds indorsed by the Government of Great Britain. 
They have spent during the last thirty years about one thousand mill- 
ions of dollars in railroads, irrigation works, and other internal im- 
provements, and they report that so far from burdening the treasury 
it has relieved the treasury several millions each year, besides the great 
prosperity that it has given that country. 

We are not in a condition to conduct business as they do. We have 
no strong despotic government to do that, but we have made a little 
experiment in making investments, and the whole nation appears to be 
endeavoring to get it back. We have made a little investment to secure 
internal improvements of this kind and the development of this great 
region which is entirely similar to India, and now we have the power 
of the Government trying to get back at all hazards the money and to 
collect the debt, and they have lost sight of the real objects and pur- 
poses for which the money was expended, for whose benefit it was ex- 
pended, and how payment was to be made, and we are trying to make 
the people along this particular line pay the whole burden of this great 
national enterprise. 

I will read just a paragraph from the Finances and Public Works 
of India, 1869-1881.“ They have continued since 1881 quite as vigor- 
ously as before in expenditures, particularly with regard to expendi- 
tures for irrigation. The extract that I wish to read is as follows: 

The magnitude of the work that has been accomplished is extraordinary. 
The England of Queen Anne was hardly more different from the England of 
to-day n the India of Lord Ellenborough from the India of Lord Ripon. 
The country bas been covered with roads, her almost impassable rivers have 
been bridged, 9,000 miles of railway and 20,000 miles of telegraph lines havo 
been constructed, 8,000,000 acres of land have been irrigated,and we have spent 
on these works, in little more than twenty years, some £150,000, 4 

That is about $750,000,000. In this work also they estimate that 
the railroads to be constructed will amount to 20,000 miles, and the 
amount of land to be irrigated to many millions of acres. When they 
first proposed to revive the old irrigation works and construct new 
ones to stop famines in India they had an estimate made. The first 
estimate was $115,000,000. They have expended much more than 
that already and they are going on with the work, and they report that 
it has improved the revenue and that the income is much ter than 
the interest on the outlay. The scheme is entirely satisfactory from 
the reports that they make from year to year. : z : 

It is not expected that this country will engage in expending like 
sums of money to redeem the 1,200,000 square miles of arid land of 
our country, which is as good as India, and exceeds British India in area 
about one-third. British India has 800,000square miles and sustains a 
population of over two hundred millions. It is not expected that our 
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Government will imitate in all respects the example of Great Britain in 
India, but this money having already been expended for a great national 
purpose which has been attained, it seems to me that it would be rea- 
sonable to use the indebtedness of the companies in such a manner that 
it will not only carry out the great purpose for which it was originally 
designed, but develop the country fetes which it I told my 
constituents that on the railroad question I would do that which I 
hongi would be for the good of my State and the people generally, 
and I will be governed by those rules throughout. Ishall not be moved 
by clamor against or partiality for the railroads, for I think that they 
are in a position where they can pay this money in the way I have indi- 
cated in this resolution. 

For the purpose of showing that we are attempting now to realize a 
different consideration from what was anticipated by either party at the 
time this contract was entered into, I propose to read a few extracts 
from speeches that were made when the bill was under consideration 
in the two Houses of Congress. Mr. Campbell, in the House of Repre- 
sentatives, April 2, 1862, in discussing the question, said: 

In a recent imminent peril of a collision with a naval and commercial rival, 
one that bears us no love, we ran the risk of losing, at least for atime, our golden 
possessions on the Pacific for want of proper land transportation. 

Mr. Stevens, of Pennsylvania, in the same debate, said: 

In case of war with a foreign maritime power the travel by the Gulf and Isth- 
mus of Panama would be impracticable. Any such European power could 
throw troops and supplies into California much quicker than we could by the 

t overland route. The enormous cost of suppl our army in Utah may 

ch us thatthe whole wealth of the nation would not enable us to supply a 

large army on the Pacific coast, Our Western States must fall a prey to the en- 
emy without a speedy way of transporting our troops. 

Mr. Wilson, of Massachusetts, when the bill was pending in the Sen- 
ate, said: 

T have little confidence in the estimates made by Senators or Members of the 
House of Representatives as to the great which are to be made and the 
immense business to be done by this I give no 
away either money or land. I would sink $100,000,000 
it most and think I had done a great thing for my country if I could 

un 


Again he said during the same debate: 
As to the security— 
And I want to call particular attention to this— 


the sub; 
for in this bill; and 9 
certain other work for the Government. 


Mr. Clark, of New Hampshire, expressed his views upon this question 
and how he understood the effect of the bill, as follows: 


The Senator from Massachusetts may be entirely right, that the Government 
may never receive back this money again; and it may be that we make the loan 
But it will be well to take a mort- 


for the purpose of receiving the services. 

gage, to secure the building of the road through, and then to secure the orm- 
ase of ides MITV MIA we Sapo thane bs form in the transmission of 
mails and munitions of war after the road is bu I think we had better adopt 


the amendment of the committee. It will make it safer for the Government; 
owed bes this regard, that we shall have the road built and have the service per- 
med, 


Mr. Clark further remarked: 

Whether I am right or not, I do not build the road because I think it is to be 
a paying road. I build it as a political necessity, to bind the country together 
and old it together; and I do not care whether it is to or not. Here is the 
money ofthe Government to build it with. I want to hold a portion ofthe money 
until we get through, and then let them have it all. 

He did not care whether it was to pay or not; we were going to have 
these other advantages. And now it is not proposed to make the peo- 

le of the United States pay it, but to make the people who live on 

e line of the road pay it. The company is willing to pay it if we 
give them time enough, no matter what the consequences may be. 

It seems to me that if this money is to be paid, and it can be easily 
paid if it is expended to build up the country and enable people to live 
there, there would be no difficulty about paying it in that way. 

Mr. Ten Eyck, of New Jersey, expressed himself in this wise: 

The great object of the Pacific railroad bill is to have a national means of com- 
munication across the continent. That is the idea which the public have en- 
tertained for years past, and the only idea; a great national measure to cement 
the Union, to bind with a belt of iron the Atlantic and Pacific. * * * This is 
the inducement which the old States have in doing what they believe will be 
for the benefit of the common country, to the prejudice of the Treasury, so to 
speak, yet the general returns may be beneficial in the long run. 

Will anybody pretend to say that it was anticipated that the local 
business along this road should pay all this debt? Certainly not. It 
was anticipated that there would be through business, but not any par- 
ticular local business. However, the through business is divided up 
among rival roads, also aided by the Government. The Northern Pa- 
cific, the Atlantic and Pacific, and now the Canadian Pacific, come in, 
dividing up the through business and bringing it down to the lowest 
possible point, so that there is no profit in it, and the payment has to 
come out of the local business. 


I do not complain of the policy which subsidized the other lines, 
The Northern Pacific land subsidy was worth twice as much as all 
the subsidies given to the Central and Union roads, including bonds 
and land. I do not object to that. It has built up the country there 
and made States that we are about to admit into the Union. Dakota, 
Montana, and Washington are coming into the Union without a dis- 
senting voice. It has created four great States on the line of the North- 
ern road. Iadvocated that; but the direct effect of it was to draw its 
share of the business away from the other subsidized lines and throw 
the burden of paying the debt upon the people living along the line, 
which they can not bear. 

The Union Pacific is better situated than the Central. It passes 
through a great deal of good country. But if you load the debt on 
the Union Pacific I 1 that it will be a failing institution; that it 
can not compete with its rivals; that it will beimpoverished; and carry- 
ing this load is going to be a tax and a burden upon the people living 
along that line that they ought not to bear. 

The Central Pacific has no resources except the line in Nevada, and 
comparatively a short line in California, It is without branches in 
Nevada. The construction of the road was ex ly expensive. 
It was regarded almost as impossible. Most engineers thought it was 
a wild scheme to attempt to build it at all. 

Loaded with this great debt, any scheme tocollectit without allowing 
the money to be used for the ap ae or of the country is an uneq 
and unfair distribution of the burdens of this Government, and was 
never anticipated when the law was passed. 

Here is what Mr. Collamer, of Vermont, said. A clearer-headed 
man never was in the Senate. He was a fair-minded, judicial man. 
He was here when I first came to the Senate, and I learned to reverence 
him for his wisdom and candor and fair-mindedness, Mr. Collamer 
said in the course of this debate on the passage of the first bill: 


This bill carries the idea, and in this section provides for the repayment of 
the loan, as gentlemen call it. In a su uent section it is provided that the 

yment shall be made in the menyapa e mail, supplies, and military stores 
for the Government at fair and also 5 per cent, of the net proceeds or 
sums to be set apart for the nt, That is all the provision there is in 
the bill for repayment. 

Mr. Latham, of California, then remarked: 

The loan of the public credit at 6 per cent. for thirty years is for sixty-five 

ons 


That was within the estimated cost. It turned out to be ten million 
less than was actually used 
with absolute security by lien, with 9 by sinking fund from profits 
for the liquidation of the principal. Official reports and other authoritative data 
show that the average annual cost, even in times of in rtation of 
troops, with munitions of war, subsistence and q ter supplies, may be 
set down as $7,300,000. The interest upon the credit loan of $05,000,000 
annually $3,900,000, leaving a net excess of $3,400,000 over the present cost, appeal- 
ing with great force to the economy of the measure, and showing, beyond cavil 
or controversy, that the Government will not have a dime to on account of 
its credit, nor risk a dollar by authorizing the construction of this work. 

It was costing them over $7,000,000. I investigated that afterwards 
and made a report in which I showed how this expense came, Subse- 
quently the service performed by the roads for the Government was ten 
times greater than what was formerly required, but the amount paid 
has been merely nominal. It has been ‘ormed at the same rates 
charged on Eastern roads. Besides, much of the Government business, 
and perhaps the larger part, has been diverted from this road to other 
continental roads, including the Canadian road. 

The amount paid to the subsidized roads for this service has been a 
mere bagatelle. It did very little towards keeping down the interest, 
much less paying the principal, of the bonds. The Government saved 
all the money it anticipated, but it did not allow it to the railroads. 
In fact, it diverted freight from the roads and made a limited allow- 
ance, so that the carrying of mails and the service done for the Govern- 
ment did not pay off the bonds as was anticipated. That is the reason, 
not because the roads did not serve as good a purpose as the most 
sanguine ever anticipated. 

Mr. McDougal, of California, a clear-headed lawyer and a man who 
understood what he was saying, mage the following remarks: 

As I have had occasion before to remark, t is now paying over 


the Governmen 
seven millions par annum for the services which this road is bound to 5 
That is abont 100 per cent. more than the maximum interest upon the entire 
amount of bonds will be issued by the United States when the road is com- 


pleted. The Government is to-day on a peace 
necessity, paying for the same services 100 per cent. more than the entire inter- 
est on the amount of bonds called for by the bill. Besides that, it is provided 
that 5 percent. of the net proceeds shall be paid over to the Federal Government 
every Now, let me say if this road is to be built, it isto be built not merely 
with money advanced by the Government, but by money outof the pockets 
of private individuals, * * * 

It is proposed that the Government shall advance sixty millions, or rather 
their bonds at thirty years, as the road is completed, in the course of a series of 
years; that the interestat no time can be equal to the service to be ren 


without any war 


dered by 
the road as it progresses; and that the Government really requires no service 
except a compliance on the part of the company with the contract made. It 
was not intended that there should be a j nt of foreclosure and a sale of 
this road on a failure to pay. We wish it to distinctly understood that the 
bill is not framed with the intention to have aforeclosure. * * * Incasethey 
failed to form their contract, that is another thing. 
that is a forfeiture, in terms of law; avery different thing from a fe for 
the non-payment of bonds. The calculation can be simply made that at the 
present amount of tra tion over the road, su ng the Government did 
no more business, that alone would pay the interest and the principal of 
the bonds in less than twenty years, making it a direct piece of economy if the 
Government had to pay for them all. However, I am not disposed to discuss 
this matter. Isay it was not understood that the Gove 


rnment was to come in 


N 
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as a creditor and seize the road on the non-payment of interest. It is the busi- 
eara of the Government to pay the interest because we furnish the transporta- 

n. 

Mr. Sargent, of California, said: 

When the road is fully completed and we are experiencing all the security 
and commercial 8 which it will afford, the annual interest will be less 
than four millions, and sum will be but gradually reached year after year. 
The War Department has paid out, on an average, five millions year forthe 
last five years for transportation to the Pacific coast, and the cost $1,000,000 
more at their present reduced rates. The saving to the Government will be 
two millions a year on these items alone. 

The case has been before the courts and they have reviewed these 
laws and stated the manifest purpose of them. In 1 Otto, 91, Mr. Justice 
Davis, commenting upon this contract between the roads and the Gov- 
ernment, said: 

Many of the provisions in the original act of 1862 are outside of the usual course 
of legislative action concerning ts to rai and can not be properly con- 
strued without reference to the circumstances which existed when it was passed, 
The war of the rebellion was in progress, and, owing to complications with Eng- 
Jand, the country had become alarmed for the safety of our Pacific ons. 
The loss of them was feared, in case those complications should result in au open 
rupture; but, even if this fear were eee it was quite apparent that we 
were unable to furnish that degree of protection to the people occupying them 
which every government owes to its citizens, It is true the threatened nges 
was happily averted, but wisdom pointed out the n of making suitable 
provision for the future. This could be done in no better way than by the con- 
struction of a railroad across the continent. Such a road would bind together 
the widely separated parts of our common country and furnish a cheap and ex- 
peditious mode for the trans; ion of troops and supplies. Ifit did nothing 
more than afford the req protection to the Pacific tes, it was felt that 

Government, in the performance of an imperative duty, could not justly 
withhold the aid necessary to build it; and so strong and pervading was this 
opinion that it was by no means certain thatthe peop would nothave justified 
Congress if it had de from the then settle cy of the country regard- 
ing works of internal improvement, and ee ihe Government itself with 
the direct execution of the enterprise. 

This enterprise was viewed as a national undertaking for national 8 
and the public mind was directed to the end in view, rather than to the partic- 
ular means of securing it. Although this road was a military necessity, there 
were other reasons active at the time in producing an opinion for its comple- 
tion, besides the protection of an 5 frontier. There was a vast unpeo- 
pled territory lying between the Missouri and Sacramento Rivers, which was 
practically worthless without the facilities afforded by a railroad for the trans- 
portation of persons and property. With its construction, the agricultural and 
mineral resources of this terrilory could be develo settlements made where 
settlements were possible, and thereby the wealth and power of the United 
States . and there was also the pressing want, in time of peace 
even, of an improved and cheaper method for the transportation of the mails 
and of supplies for the Army and the Indians. It was inthe presence of these 
facts that Congress undertook to deal with the subject of this railroad. The dif- 
ficulties in the way of building it were great, and by many intelligent persons 
considered insurmountable. Of necessity there were risks to be taken, 
in aiding with money or bonds an enterprise unparalleled in the history of any 
free people, the completion of which, if practicable at all, would require, as was 
sup „twelve years; but these were common to both parties. Con- 
gress was obliged to assume its share and advance the bonds, or abandon the 
enterprise, for clearly the pao of lands, however valuable after the road was 
finished, could not be available as a resource for building it. 

And again, Justice Miller, in the case of the United States against 
the Union Pacific Company, in 98 United States Reports, page 619, 
Says: 

‘There are many matters all in the bill in this case and many points abl 
presented in argument which have received our careful attention, but of whi 
we can take no special notice in this opinion. We have devoted so much 
to the more important matters that we can only say that under the view which 
we take of the scope of the enabling statute, they furnish no ground for relief in 
this suit. The liberal manner in which the Government has aided this com- 
popa money and land is much urged upon us as a reason why the rights of 
the United States should be liberally construed. This matter is fully consid- 
ered in the opinion of the court, already cited in the case of the United States vs. 
The Union Pacific Railroad Company (91 U. S., 72), in which it is shown that it 
was a wise liberality, for which the Government has received all the advanta; 
for which it bargained, and more than it expected. In the feeble infancy of this 
child of its creation, when its life and usefulness were very uncertain, the Gov- 
ernment, fully alive to its importance, did all that it could to strengthen, tosup- 

rè and to sustain it, Since it has grown to a vigorous manhood it may not 
tive displayed the gratitude which so much care called for. If this be so, it is 
but another instance of the absence of human affections which is said to char- 
acterize all bay hoger It must, however, be admitted that it has fulfilled 
the purpose of its creation and realized the ho which were then cherished, 
and that the Government has found it a useful agent, enabling it to save vast 
sums of money in the transportation of troops, mails, and supplies, and in the 
use of the tel ph. A court of justice is called on toinquire, not into the balance 
of benefits and favors on each side of this controversy, but into the rights of the 
partiesas established by law, as found in their contracts, as recognized by the 
settled principles of equity, and to decide accordingly. 

Now, when it is so ectly manifest that the whole United States 
has had the benefit of this expenditure, shall its payment be d 
upon a particular locality, or shall the whole people bear their portion 
of the burdens and use this money which is owing to the United States 
for the henefit of the country through which this road passes? If this 
road was the only through line, if it made money out of its through 
business, if the Government transportation was anything near what was 
anticipated, this state of things would never have occurred, and Con- 

would not be called upon to act. They would have paid off the 
debt long ago. But the amount estimated to be paid for freights and 
Government service was not paid; it was saved and better service got 
without the expenditure of money. That having been done and the 
Government having received ‘the benefit which it contracted for, that 
was to have the mails, ete., carried and not have anything charged for 
it, because it did not cost them much—it went on other roads—having 
got that and the debt still remains, why not allow this money to be 
expended, all of it, every dollar of it, in such works of internal im- 
provement along the line of the roads and in that region as will enable 


them to build up that country? These roads are loaded down, and I 

think, if you pass this Union Pacific Railroad bill, they will be here 

8 session to get further relief. You will have a difficult time in col- 
ec it 

You may ultimately drive that road into insolvency with its million 
of people tributary to it. It has severe competition. Instead of load- 
ing the people down in this way give them the money and let them 
build more branches; let them build hydraulic works in the Rocky 
Mountains. 

There is on the eastern slope of the Rocky Mountains an arid re- 
gion which is an empire of itself. It is in length nearly a thousand 
miles from British Columbia to Mexico and in width about 300 miles. 
Vast streams head in this great range of mountains with flats and places 
for artificial lakes. We hardly know what may be done by irrigation. 

The works of irrigation four thousand years ago were superior to 
any works constructed in modern times previous to English engineer- 
ing in India during the last twenty-five years. We read of Egypt and 
its vast population, and we wonder at the prominent place it occupied 
in the world at the time of the Pharaohs. Recently English engineers 
have discovered a defile leading from the Nile, whether natural or arti- 
ficial they can not tell, but across it there is a dyke constructed of ma- 
sonry, with regulating gates, and they describe it as equal to if not 
surpassing any work of modern times. Below where this ends there is 
a basin of 250 square miles and of great depth. Evidences all around 
this basin show where the ancients resided. There is a vast country be- 
low this basin, which was once irrigated and sustained a large popu- 
lation. The English scheme is again to repair this work and utilize this 
basin, and reclaim a large part of Egypt which has been a desert for 
thousands of years. 

By the way, this Egyptian work is pretty authentically ascertained 
to have been constructed eighteen hundred years before the commence- 
ment of the Christian era. By references to it by Greek writers and 
other evidences its age is pretty accurately ascertained. 

In the little island of Ceylon we have authentic history of their 
works of irrigation for about five‘hundred years before the commence- 
ment of the Christian era, and for nearly fifteen centuries every ruler 
of that island vied with his predecessor and tried to surpass him in: 
irrigating works and making Jakes to save water, and they increased 
the population so that it rose to be between fifteen and twenty mill- 
ions, and when these were destroyed, not having modern means of 
communication and means of supplying the inhabitants with food, the 
people died and were reduced to less than 2,000,000, which has been 
increased somewhat since the British rule, and is now about two and 
a half millions, largely supplied from India. 

In India there are works of very ancient origin which show the high- 
est state of engineering. The map of India shows a large portion of 
the surface covered with reservoirs and artificial lakes, which sup- 
ported a vast population. In Palestine, Professor Marsh tells us, at 
every step you see ruins of hydraulic works that have been destroyed, 
and the people perished with them, showing it had once been densely 
populated. 

So of Persia and parts of Southern Europe. More than half the 
people that have ever lived have subsisted by irrigation. I think that 
more than two-thirds of the people now living pursue that practice. 

We are especially benefited, especially blessed here with an area 
larger than any other on the globe where there is sufficient rainfall to 
prosecute farming without the necessity for irrigation. Between the 
ninety-ninth parallel of west longitude and the Atlantic Ocean the 
country will generally produce crops withoutirrigation. West of that 
to the Pacific Ocean it requires irrigation. There is but a narrow strip 
that does not require it, the northwest corner of California and that 
portion of Oregon and the Territory of Washington that lie west of the 
Cascade Mountains. The arid region hasan area of more than 1,200,000 
square miles and is capable of sustaining, on any reasonable calculation, 
a population of 200,000,000 people, perhaps more. This railroad is in 
this region, and it has produced vast results. The people on their own 
account, without surveys by the Government adapted toit, without 
laws making it convenient, have already irrigated 6,500,000 acres. 

Mr. COCKRELL. What States? 

Mr. STEWART. In the United States, all the States put together. 
I have been examining that and had Professor Powell assist me, and I 
find there is an area approximating 6, 500, 000 acres under irrigation in 
the United States. 

Mr. GEORGE. Is the soil of that irrigated area good? 

Mr. STEWART. The best in the world. The country seems to be 
a barren desert, utterly worthless, where nothing but horned toads can 
subsist. You put water upon it and it will produce beyond anything 
you can comprehend. You haveonly seen the cultivation by rainfall. 

Mr. CHANDLER. How about the sage-brush? 


Mr. STEWART. Wherever you can nnd sage-brush you can rely 


upon fertile land. The land there is as productive as any other 
land in the United States. It is not leached to the same extent. 
‘There is a better combination of mineral matter that is washed down, 
and when you irrigate, if the irrigation is properly conducted, you fer- 
tilize the land. ‘The water that washes from the mountains brings 
down siltand fertilizing material, which is just suited to produce large 
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crops, and you can irrigate land, if you do not drown it out and only put 


on what will properly evaporate from running streams that come from 
the mountains—you can irrigate and get crops for thousands of years 
without any other fertilizer. The valley of the Nile, that has been culti- 
vated, according to history, more than four thousand years, is as rich 
to-day as it was when the first plant was cultivated. It renews it; it 
refreshes it; and there is no end to the fertility of this vast region if 

- you can irrigate it. Irrigated land will produce such enormous crops 
and so continuously that I would hardly dare tell what I have seen, be- 
cause I do not want to entirely lose my reputation for veracity on this 
floor. 

Now, we have this great field. It is barren, and it is the common 
fate of man to be at war with the desert. The desert has driven him 
back and he has subdued the desert in turn, and the whole history of 
man from his first attempt to cultivate the soil has been a struggle with 
the desert. We never have been brought face to face with that, but. as 
I said before, we occupy the largest area of land suitable for cultiva- 
tion without irrigation in the world. Lou can not get any other section 
on this habitable globe equal in extent to the land in the United States 
which can be cultivated without irrigation; but mankind first chose the 
desert. The deserts were easier to cultivate, easier to subdue than the for- 
ests. The region from the Atlantic to the line of the prairie on the west 
say to Indiana, about that latitude—that region all through the Atlan- 
ticand in the South which is heavily timbered was much more difficult 
to reclaim than this desert, as we call it. Those timbered regions re- 
quired a greater expenditure of labor, of toil, and of time, and area 
great deal more difficult to reclaim than the arid regions. 

If California had been first settled the immigration would have 
spread over the desert, it would have been occupied at once, and 
the Atlantic coast would have been untouched; hardly any of the 
Atlantic country would have been touched. The chance we have for 
the settler in the West is better if we can understand it and enable 
him to understand it. It is as great a heritage as we had for him 
in the prairie, for 40 acres of land properly irrigated anywhere in 
the arid region will support a family as well as 160 acres in a region 
cultivated by the rainfall, because then you have it fertilized. On land 
cultivated by rainfall you must constantly use fertilizers. Fertilizers 
do not hurt any land, but they can be dispensed with to a greater ex- 
tent where you irrigate. 

Now, [ want Congress to take this subject up deliberately and see 
whether it is proposed to collect the debt from my State when nobody 
ever expected that it should pay it, when no member of Congress when 
the contract was made ever expected that my people would be called 
on to pay this debt. The only provision was that it should be paid in 
freights and fares in the Government service, and it has not been so 
paid, and I want a wider view of it. The amount expended is a small 
amount compared with the expenditures of Great Britain. Iam op- 

to making the expenditures Great Britain did in developing 
India, because our people can get along with much less. Our people 
understand the principle of co-operation, and they can do a great deal 
if we have the proper surveys and railroad facilities in that country. 
They can as a rule, and I think in nearly all instances, construct these 
works, if you make the law so that it is possible to comply with it. The 
principle of co-operation has been developed in that country beyond the 
comprehension of ordinary men. I have seen the Feather River, a 
river larger than the Potomac, running in aflume milesin length, and 
the whole work done by young men associating themselves together 
without a dollar of capital but what they dug from day to day out of 
the gravel and the sand along the banks. The water would not below 
enough so that it could be carried in flumes until about the Ist of July, 
and they would have to stop on the 1st of October, giving only three 
months’ time for mining the bed of the stream, the water of which was 
carried in flumes along the banks and over the heads of the miners 
working the gravel beneath. 

There is not money enough in the Bank of England or in the Treas- 
ury of the United States to hire that done by men in the short season 
of low water. 

Nothing but vigorous co-operation of young men with a high pur- 
pose could accomplish it. If you let me take you over that region I 
will show you tunnels through rock from several hundred feet to sev- 
eral miles, through hard rock, and they were constructed before we had 
the appliances of machinery and giant powder and other means of rapid 
construction that we have now, but they were constructed by the hand- 
drill, and the men doing it simply combined, and they had nota dollar 
of capital when they began. Fart of them would work at that and part 
of them would mine somewhere else, and thus they would be enabled 
to obtain the provisions and tools for the others and they would go on 
for years and accomplish that work. 

I can take you to the mountain ridges of California and show you 
aqueducts and canals on the very highest peaks of mountains where 
they had to keep at a bigh altitude to supply the mines. They had to 
build flumes across great chasms and blast into the side of the rocks for 
miles and miles in order to do it. Hundreds of miles of this kind of 
work has been done by men thus W e together. They under- 
stand the principle of co-operation. I will go into the interior States 


and Territories where mining has been pursued, and I will show you 
how these people understand co-operation, and if you will show them 
20,000 acres or 1,000 acres of land and tell them, Under proper 
regulations you may have this land if you will construct these works 
according to the Government’s survey, making such regulations as shall 
not breed monopolies, providing that each man shall have his home 
under proper regulations—that is the question to be studied—that 
can be done. Let our American people be allowed to co-operate and 
they will accomplish more in developing this arid region than all that 
has been or can be done with British capital in India. 

India has not the same kind of people. They donot understand it. 
The people of the East can hardly credit the results which have been 
brought about in conducting great enterprises in mining and other en- 
terprises that have been conducted by co-operation. Co-operation is a 
great power and combined labor is capital. All the fixed capital in 
this country would not feed the people a year. The wealthis in labor, 
in the productive power of the country. Stop the production and 
everybody would starve at once; but what the productive power of co- 
operation in a country like that will make possible is immense. 

I say this sum that the Government invested as a war measure we 
should let go and not try to collect it, because it will retard the de- 
velopment of a large section of our common country. Let it be dis- 
tributed in running branch roads and in what is necessary under such 
regulations as Congress may prescribe, the new roads not to be incum- 
bered, so that they may carry freight as cheaply as possible, Congress 
fixing the rates; and then the roads will be run so as to do the people 
some good. Then let some of the money be expended in hydraulic 
works. Then the land can be sold ata higher price. Under the direc- 
tion of Congress use the money for that pu , and do not try to col- 
lect from the people of our State the debt of the nation. It is unjust. 
Whether these companies are willing to pay it or not, Congress ought 
not to consent to do it. Perhaps it will bridge over for the time-being 
their difficulties and enable them to float their bonds or do something. 
Perhaps it will; but it is not a matter of bridging over or a matter of 
the collection of a debt that now confronts us, 

We made this appropriation originally for a great national purpose. 
That p has been subserved. Now we find these companies in- 
debted to us largely—more largely than they canpay. Their business 
has been taken away by rival roads with our consent and by the legis- 
lation of Congress, and very properly, too, and we find this vast debt 
which will oppress that region and put it behind the other regions that 
have roads constructed with less debt. 

Mr. BLAIR. Ishould like the Senator's opinion upon a project of 
this kind: Suppose that the Government claim should be discharged, 
wholly discharged, and then the mileage or fares, and perhaps freights, 
also, limited accordingly as in the case of the limitation of charges 
along the line of the New York Central Railroad, so that the country 
at large by diminution of charges would get the real benefit of this dis- 
charge of the debt, collecting it in that way, by a reduction of the ex- 
pense of travel and transportation. Has that project ever been con- 
sidered ? 

Mr. STEWART. Iam considering a kindred project to that right 
now. My instructions propose to improve these roads by building 
long tunnels, making double tracks where necessary, and building 
branches with this debt so far as it goes, and to supply the branches 
with business, have them construct hydraulic works, to use this 
money for that purpose, and at the same time keep them free from 
debt and pass such laws as will insure cheap transportation. I have 
that idea embodied in the resolution of instructions I offered. Simply 
releasing the debt would not accomplish what I want. I do not want 
the debt released. I want the money used to build more roads. 

Mr. BLAIR. That is to say you would continue the tax on the trans- 
portation of the entire country for the development of that locality? 

Mr. STEWART. No, I would not; and I will tell you why I would 
not. k 

Mr. BLAIR. I thought that was the Senator's suggestion. 

Mr. STEWART. Ifthe Senator had studied geography, and if he 
knew what had been done, he would not make that suggestion. The 
transportation of the country is not taxed. Railroads have brought 
the rates so low that there is no profit in the through business, and 
these roads have to depend on the traffic right along the line of the 
roads. 

Mr. BLAIR. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. STEWART. Les, sir. 

Mr. BLAIR. Ishould like to have the Senator explain why it is, 
if the road is relieved of debt or of a portion of its debt of sixty-five or 
seventy million dollars, it will not be able to do the business that passes 
over it at a lower charge than it would if it was obliged to take from 
that business this sixty-five or seventy million dollars to pay the debt? 

Mr. STEWART. If you take off the debt and trust to them to build 
the roads—— 

Mr. BLAIR. I would suggest to the Senator before he finds fault 
with my construction of his plan that he understand the question I 
asked. My question, which I see the Senator did not understand, was 
how, in his judgment, it would operate upon the interests of the coun- 
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try and of his locality to discharge the Government debt entirely—dis- 
charge it at once, discharge it absolutely, and then Jet the country take 
its benefit by a legalized reduction of fares and freights analogous to 
what prevails in the case of the New York Central road? 

Mr. STEWART. I admire the Senator’s liberality in discharging 
the debt at once; but if we give up the debt what assurance have we 
that the branch roads will be built? 

Mr. BLAIR. Then my suggestion was correct, that the Senator 
wishes the debt to continue in order that transportation may cost as 
much as or more than ever, and the money thus raised, instead of being 
paid by the country at large, to be used in the still further develop- 
ment of that locality. 

Mr. STEWART. The transportation will cost less, of course, if they 
have branch roads. They have got little business of any kind along 
there, and they are compelled to charge for what little they do about all 
there is in it to carry it. 

Mr. BLAIR. Is it not a fact that the through business is now the 
business very largely and that the present prices for fares and freights 
are paid by the people of the central and eastern portions of the country ? 

Mr. STEWART. The through business amounts to very little com- 
paratively. It is the local business on which they must depend. 

Mr. BLAIR. If there is no through business across these trans-con- 

tinental routes, for what purpose were they constructed and for what 
use are they now? 
. Idid not fail to understand that the Senator dwelt upon the great 
and patriotic purpose for which this line was originally constructed. 
I have always understood that to be the cause of the nation’s contract- 
ing this high debt or giving this system assistance. But the debt re- 
mains and the nation is undertaking —— 

Mr. STEWART. Let me ask the Senator a question now that he 
has asked me so many. 

Mr, BLAIR. Will the Senator hear what Isay in reference to the 
suggestions ? 

Mr. STEWART. Allright. 

Mr. BLAIR. I want him to understand me. I will say to him that 
I understand the reason why the Government became interested pe- 
cuniarily was to keep the country together, to keep it united, and that 
purpose has been attained, and that the public did not generally ex- 
po to collect this debt originally. It remains, and now the public 

ving obtained its first grand purpose insists upon its money also. 
That money must be collected out of the fares and freights of the roads, 
so that it is a burden upon those who pay the fares and freights. Now, 
I understand that about one-half of this debt the payment of which the 
Government guarantied and which has got to be paid to private indi- 
viduals or corporations any way, and beyond that is an additional debt 
of perhaps the same amount more which is due direct to the Govern- 
ment. 

Now, I make thissuggestion, and ask the Senator’s view of it: whether 
for the general good of the road and of the country it would or would 
not be a good measure to discharge all that is owed to the Government 
directly, leaving only that which is due on the first original primary 
mortgage, which must be paid, and the payment of interest on the Goy- 
ernment mortgage, as I understand, so that it must be paid anyway, 
but which is charged upon the Government directly, and then make a 
corresponding and unequalized reduction of fares and freights so that 
the whole country or whoever pays a passage over the road will have 
the benefit of it? That was the suggestion I made. 

Mr. STEWART. I ask the Senator if he is in favor of that? 

Mr. BLAIR. Ihave not thought very much abont that. I asked 
the Senator the question. But J am inclined to think I would be in 
favor of that; but in my belief there are others who understand that 
great subject better than I do, and as a result of my belief I was ques- 
tioning the Senator himself, thinking he was one of those who knew 
more about it than I do. 

Mr. STEWART. My opinion is that this debt was not · intended to 
be paid. I know it was not, because we all said so, and the contract 
shows it. It was to be paid out of the Government service, and the 
Government service has been performed so cheaply that it has not 
paid, and the debt is still in existence. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish the Senator from Nevada would speak so 
that we can all hear him. 

Mr. STEWART. As I before stated, the benefits we expected to the 
Government have been realized, but the debt has not been paid and the 
people at large have got the benefit they anticipated. So faras through 
freights are concerned, they amount to little now, because it isthe local 
freight of these roads which gives them the revenue, for the reason that 
there is so much competition, so many rival lines, in through freight that 
none of them can pay out of that. If they attempt to pay the debt out of 
their through freights it will drive all through freights off the road, and 
it can not be done that way. If the debt is paid it must be paid by 
the people living along the line. It is a vast country, most of it 
consisting of public lands. Much of it is regarded as desert land, and 
there is no inducement to build roads on account of the population, for 
population does not go in advance of the building of the roads and 
does not go in advance of irrigation. It has to follow. 

I propose to enable the people to go into this country to extend the 


railroad with this debt, and to build more roads that shall be unen- 
cumbered, so that they can run them cheaply, and I propose where the 
railroads can not pay without irrigation works that the money may be 
spent for that purpose. 

Great Britain started first to build railroads, and built them all 
through India. They found that the roads without irrigation were 
useless, and they then devised a scheme to irrigate the land so as to sup- 
ply business for their railroads. They first estimated one hundred and 

een millions ſor irrigation. Much more than that has already been 
expended, and the result has been entirely satisfactory. 

In the railroads and in the works of irrigation they constructed they 
spent a thousand millions in round numbers, and they increased very 
much the revenues of India. I do not propose appropriations by this 
Government on any such scale, but I claim that it is wrong to tax a por- 
tion of the arid region to pay for a great national enterprise, in which the 
wholecountry is interested, and oppress the people and preventits devel- 
opment, But inasmuch as the Government has gotten its consideration 
I say use every dollar of this money for public improvements in that 
country under such regulations as Congress may hereafter prescribe. 
In that way we shall have carried out the original design of the act and 
at the same time develop the interior of the country, and the resulting 
benefit to the United States will be immense. 

About 300 miles of the Central Pacific Railroad is in the Valley of 
the Humboldt, in Nevada. ‘This valley, before any portion of it was 
irrigated, was the most forbidding in appearance of any section of the 
overland line. A small part of it has been irrigated and has proven it 
to be equal in fertility to any land in the United States. There issuf- 
ficient water running to waste in the Humboldt River and its branches 
to irrigate this entire valley. If this water were stored and conducted 
over the land by proper hydraulic works during the irrigating season 
at least 6,000,000 acres of land could be reclaimed in this valley alone. 
The irrigated land would be worth at least $50 an acre and would sup- 
port a population of more than 600,000. The entire farm area of Mas- 
sachusetts and Connecticut combined, according to the Tenth Census, 
is not equal in extent to the land susceptible of irrigation in the Hum- 
boldt Valley alone. 

A few millions of the debt of the Central Pacific, if used in works 
of irrigation for this valley, would create wealth and support a popu- 
lation sufficient to contribute annually to the revenues of the United 
States more money than could be collected from the company by any 
funding bill that could be devised. The Central Pacific Railroad, as 
before stated, occupies this valley. There is no inducement for a par- 
allel road; and in many places the road occupies the sites which will 
ultimately have to be used for reservoirs, etc., and the road-bed must 
be changed before the valley can be reclaimed. If the Government in- 
sists upon the payment of the debt without any portion of it being 
expended for the development of the country or the improvement of 
the road the road will remain where it is, and the greater portion of 
this valley will also remain a desert. Congress can remedy all this by 
requiring the company to change its road-bed and expend a portion of 
the money due the Government for that purpose, and also for the con- 
struction of the necessary hydraulic works. The Central Pacific Rail- 
road also passes through the valley of the Truckee River, the outlet 
of Tahoe, Donner, and other lakes. Here again is a vast area of sev- 
eral hundred thousand acres of land that can be easily reclaimed by 
storing the flood-waters in the mountain lakes and distributing it by 
canals on the fertile lands below. 

Nevada has numerous other fertile valleys susceptible of irrigation 
which will supply business for this road and branches to be constructed 
from it. If the policy I indicate could be pursued Nevada in a very 
few years would be a wealthy and populous State, and the revenues 
she would pay to the Government would far exceed the amount of 
money that can be collected by the proposed funding of the debts of 
all the aided roads combined. To make this central continental road 
capable of doing the business of the country cheap and expeditiously 
tunnels are necessary to be constructed to avoid heavy grades and the 
deep-snow line in the Sierra Nevada Mountains, where over 30 miles 
of snow-sheds are now. maintained. These tunnels have been surveyed, 
and in the aggregate will be several miles in length. It is entirely 
practicable to enter the mountains below the deep-snow line on the cast 
side and avoid the deep snow on the west side of the summit of the 
mountains by following along the sunny slope which forms the north- 
ern bank of the North Fork of the American River. 

By these tunnels over 1,100 feet of altitude would be avoided, the 
snow-sheds dispensed with, the cost of operating the road greatly re- 
duced, much time saved, and travel made more comfortable and safe. 
A portion of the debt ought certainly to be used for this much-needed 
improvement, and unless this is done these tunnels will never be con- 
structed and the interior will be deprived of cheap freights, travel and 
mails delayed, and Government transportation, particularly in time of 
war, greatly embarrassed. Before any bill is passed adjusting or fund- 
ing the debts of these roads it seems to me that the committee charged 
with that subject should make a personal examination of the country 
through which the roads pass to enable them to devise some scheme 
whereby these roads may be a benefit to the country and not an insu- 
perable obstacle to its development. 
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SPE E OH 


HON. JONATHAN H. ROW EL L, 


OF ILLINOIS, 
In THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 


Monday, February 11, 1889. 


The House having under consideration the contested-election case of Smalls 
vs. Elliott, from the State of South Carolina 

Mr. ROWELL said: 

Mr. SPEAKER: If the right of a member to a seat on this floor is of 
any value, the evidence upon which he bases that right is entitled to 
a fair consideration by the whole House. I heartily agree with my 
colleague, the chairman of the committee [Mr. Crisp], that this case 
ought to be tried upon legal evidence and ought to be decided upon 
legal principles, and it is for that reason that I joined with my asso- 
ciates on the committee in filing the views of the minority in this case. 
The chairman of the committee has seen fit to ign the minority for 
incorporating in their report a part of the record taken from a news- 
paper in South Carolina, and has insisted that that was not legal evi- 
dence and that it illustrated no fact in the case, and then he has de- 
voted himself for three-quarters of an hour to discussing the question 
of whether or not Mr. Smalls was guilty of the crime of bribery, a ques- 
tion which had no more bearing on this case than the question whether 
the moon is inhabited. 

It might have been permissible to illustrate the proposition that 
Smalls might have been unpopular by showing that he had been 

with that offense, but the question whether he was guilty or 
not is not a material question in this 
ter than the distinguished chairman of the Committee on Elections. 

It is brought in from the outside, like the bulldozing question, for 
the purpose of justifying a vote to keep a man out of a seat to which 
he was elected. No lawyer understanding the first principles of evi- 
dence will for one moment contend that the question of the guilt or 
innocence of Mr. Smalls illustrates a single proposition bearing upon 
the rights of either claimant to a seat here. 

Now, I propose to discuss this case from this record, and from those 
facts of public history as connected with this district and the laws of 
the State of South Carolina which are — to be considered in the 
case. I lay down this first proposition, use itis best to get at those 
points on which we agree: The laws of South Carolina were made 
with express reference to disfranchising the blican vote of that 
State so far as they could possibly effect that end. The laws of South 
Carolina were made so as to make it difficult if not impossible for the 
body of Republican voters in that State to cast their votes either ata 
State or a Federal poll. And I shall refer to some features of those 
laws. 

First, the whole election machinery of the State is in the hands of 
the governor of that State. He appoints a county board, which board 
appoints the managers of elections in each precinct. He appoints the 
board which takes charge of the registration of voters in every precinct. 
It is a machinery controlled absolutely by the governor and his ap- 
pointees; and all management of election affairs under the law is taken 
away from the people in the various communities, As a result, in 
nearly every instance every manager, every officer of a county having 
charge of or having charge of the appointment of election 
judges is a Democrat; and every election manager or judge, and every 
clerk and every sheriff or constable at the election is a Democratic 


registration require that each votershall be regis- 


uce his regi 
t further provides that if he in any way disposes of his registration 
certificate he shall never have another. If some country grocer in- 
duces a colored man to leave his registration certificate as security for 
his bill, that registration certificate promptly gets into the hands of 
the registration officer, and that colored man is forever thereafter de- 
barred from exercising the right of suffrage in South Carolina. 
Now, this particular district—it has been talked about a great many 
times—is peculiar in its formation. It is a striking illustration of ger- 


rymandering—noted everywhere where people read about the forma- 
tion of Con ional districts. It runs around corners, divides town- 
ships and vi passes around the outside of other districts; in short, 


it is made of a form that was never dreamed of in heaven or earth— 
made to include, as far as possible, the colored voters of South Caro- 
lina. And it is the custom, when there are not quite enough voters in 
the district, for some of the others to loan the Democratic candidate a 
few of their voters, and have them counted by the State board. 

Now, the law goes alittle farther. While providing for absolute con- 


case, and no one knows that bet- 


trol of the election machinery by the Democrats it provides that the 
county board can eliminate out of the return such votes as they deem 
proper to be eliminated; and when they get up to the State board, the 

tate board com of Democratic officers can go to work and further 
eliminate—not in the form of an election trial, with all the evidence 
heard, but in their judgment sitting as a returning board and h 
evidence ex parte, they may eliminate enough more votes to enable the 
governor to award the certificate to whomsoever they desire to have 
returned as elected. So that it only requires a partisan board, imbued 
with the idea that this is a white man’s government and that a negro 
has no right to have his vote counted in South Carolina, to secure, al- 
ways, the return of a Democrat from that district. 

Now, this district is composed of some 7,000 white voters and some 
32,000 colored voters. In this last election, for some reason or other 
nearly all of the white voters cast their ballots, and 25,000 colored 
voters failed to cast their ballots. Now, that is a patent fact. For 
some reason 25,000 out of the 32,000 colored voters in that district did 
not get their votes into the ballot-box. Oh, there is a free election; 
the bulldozing is all on the side of the colored men; there is no 
trouble in an honest voter getting his vote into the ballot-box and 
having it counted.“ But somehow—in some way—the great body of 
the colored voters of that district have been induced, persuaded, or 
compelled away from the ballot-box, either by disfranchisement, by 
failure to hold elections, by refusal of registration, or by the danger 
which surrounds the colored voter. 

Now, you can not escape from this fact—the result of something. 
And this record discloses the further fact that the colored people of that 
district have not given up the idea that a colored vote may count and 
that therefore there may be some use in casting it. Up to the election 
which is called in question here those people had yet retained a belief 
that there was a possibility of having a colored man’s vote counted 
when it was cast; and they were desirous of casting their votes. 

We are told that Mr. Smalls some years ago received a larger vote 
than he did two years ago, and it is argued that because his vote has 
fallen off therefore he has become unpopular or the colored voters have 
ceased to be Republicans, 

It is true that some years ago the great body of the Republican voters 
of the district voted. They had not then been persuaded not to vote. 
Their votes were then counted, and on failure of the State board to 
count them the House supplied the omission by awarding the seat in 
Congress to the man elected by the people. 

In the Congress preceding this their candidate had been elected and 
seated. Unlike the colored men of some other sections of the country, 
the men of this district had not lost faith in the efficacy of the ballot 
as representing the popular will. 

They did not, therefore, remain away from the polls under the be- 
lief that it was useless to vote. 

Some other reason prevented the 25,000 colored men from casting 
their ballots, and that reason is to be found in the laws of Sonth Caro- 
lina deliberately enacted to disfranchise them, in the failure to hold 
elections in populous precincts, in falsification of returns, and in that 
kind of persuasion which amounts to force, well understood by the white 
Democrats of South Carolina. 

When you talk about intimidation, when you talk about ‘‘bull- 
dozing,” when you talk about social ostracism,” I meet you with the 
fact that no social ostracism has prevented the 7,000 white voters from 
casting their ballots, I meet you with the fact that 25,000 colored 
voters, by some means or other, have been kept from casting their bal- 
lots. And you can not escape this fact; you can not get around it; it 
exists, it stares you in the face, and it meets with no answer except 
the answer that by means improper, unlawful, and criminal the body 
of these 25,000 men have been kept from exercising the right of suf- 
frage granted to them by the Constitution. 

The governor of South Carolina, in his recent communication to the 
Legislature, announced that the paramount political question in South 
Carolina was the maintenance of Anglo-Saxon control in that State. It 
was not the paramount question that the majority might rule; it was 
nota paramountquestion that each legal voter might have his vote cast 
and counted; but the paramount question to which the attention of 
the Legislature was directed was, whatever might be the minority or 
the majority, to maintain and preserve Anglo-Saxon control—that is to 
say, to suppress the majority wherever that majority did not happen 
to be o-Saxon. That is one patent fact, in answer to your talk of 
‘‘intimidation.’’ I have here a quotation from a South Carolina news- 
paper, recently published, which I propose to read—a Democratic paper 
proclaiming the sentiment of the white people of the State; a sample 
of the daily utterance from the press of the State. 

THE CHALLENGE OF A SOUTHERN EDITOR—HE ADMITS EVERYTHING CHARGED 
AGAINST SOUTH CAROLINA AND QUOTES MR. TWEED, 


[Special.] 
COLUMBIA, S. C., January 15. 
In commenting on the recent address issued by E. M. Brayton, chairman of 
the Republican State committee, the Greenville News to-day says: 

It is not worth while to challenge ex-Collector Brayton’s counterblast to the 
South Carolina election law. We prefer to declare boldly that most of what ho 
says is true, and that the law he describes was and is intended to keep the con- 
trol of this with the white people, who are a minority in numbers, but 
who pay nineteen-twentieths of the taxes and represent ninety-nine one-hun- 
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dredths of the intelli and moral force. Then we can say to Mr. Brayton 

and to the partisan Hepublican politicians to whom he ap What are you 
J ĩ˙ ũ²wm̃—,m the will of tae BOTOEN ruling pene 

N the State, who rule because shay have the mental, cadena pixyabenL mad 
ocial power to rule. 

The entire Republican party in the United States, with all the power of the 
Government behind it,can not make South Carolina a Republican , because 
itoan not make the Republican party hero respectable. The gaunt and unkempt 
Southerner who es a in a voter's face to chase him from the polls 
isa better man n the sleek, portly Northern manufactarer who offers the 
poor devil of n workman the choice between voting for high protection and 
starvation. The most reckless red-shirt riders who ever pulled a are less 
guilty than the wealthy hypocrites who gave and the heelers who dled the 
eye f that corrupted the ballot last November. They may send troops here as 
they did before, to stand at our polls and purify the ballot with the bayonet, but 
for ail that there will be no more good 8 in South Carolina. The crook- 
edness in Southern elections is to save the it and preserve the lives of the 
States, and to secure the safety and prosperity of the people, the churches, and 
the schools, They may steal our Con n and keep them while they can; 
they may steal our electors, but they never will steal our State.“ 

Here is a bold declaration added to the declaration of the governor 
in his message that the purpose of the law is to prevent the exercise of 
the right of suffrage by the colored people. 

I refer you to the law as it is made to show you the difficulties of it. 
The law requires a man to be registered where he lives. He registers 
on a plantation in a particular house, but if the man who owns it 
places him in another cabin the day betore election, side by side with 
the one he has occupied, the ruling is he can not vote. My brother, 
chairman of the committee, happens to be mistaken in the law when 
he says certificates provide at what polls he shall vote; where there are 
two polls in one precinct it takes but one certificate. 

The same certificate upon which a man votes at a State poll is the cer- 
tificate he presents and votes on at a Congressional poll. The law does 
provide the polls may be separate—the State and Congressional polls— 
and whenever there is a large colored vote in any precinct the author- 
ities put them 5 or 6 miles apart, and appoint a separate judge or sep- 
arate manager for the Congressional ticket, so that he who would vote 
at both must pass from one to the other. That is another method of 
suppressing the colored vote and making it difficult to have it counted. 

here is another method, and that is, where the colored vote solidly 
Republican is overwhelming, to appoint somo judges who will not hold 
the election. That is what took place in several i at this 
election. Where there are five or six or seven h Republican 
voters three Democratic voters are appointed judges. They go to the 
place of holding the election, they stand around awhile, they go home, 
they refuse to opaa the polls, and in that way disfranchise the voters. 
That is a good deal easier than to shoot voters. That is a good deal 
easier than to stuff the ballot-box. That is a good deal easier than to 
issue tissue ballots, Thatis a good deal easier than to falsify the re- 
turns. There is less danger of criminal prosecution, and I su 
there is less shock to the conscienceof the man in South Carolina who 
believes it a part of his duty to suppress the colored man from voting. 

Mr. BURROWS. Is that done in any precinct in this case? 

Mr. ROWELL. Les, in several of them. 

Mr. BURROWS. I understand that is mere imagination; that it 
does not exist. 

Mr. ROWELL. If it is imagination then this record is false. The 
testimony is ample, and it is absolutely uncontradicted by anybody. 

Mr. BURROWS. Let us have the facts, ' 

Mr. ROWELL. Mr. Elliott is seated on this floor, not by virtue of 
the majority of the votes castat thatelection. Weagreetothat. That 
is one of the undisputed factsof thiscase, Had the legal votes castand 
returned been counted by the State officers Mr. Smalls instead of Mr. 
Elliott would have received the certificate of election and occupied a 
seat on this floor. This seat, held as it is now, is not held by virtue of 
an election by the people, but is held by virtue of an election by the 
Democratic returning rd of South Carolina. There is no question 
about that. The gentlemen representing the majority of the commit- 
tee, as well as those representing the minority, have agreed to that state 
of facts. 

Now, how did that come about? Let us examine for a moment. 
Two thousand and ten votes cast for Smalls were not counted for him. 
They were not counted for him, and upon the theory that the tail goes 
with the hide 152 votes that were cast in the same precinct for Elliott 
were also thrown ont. Had the votes as they were actually cast been 
counted in that election, not including Pocotaligo precinct and the 
stuffed boxes, Smalls would have been returned by a majority of over 
1,300. Bear in mind, now, I say that not including the three precincts 
where there were stuffed boxes, not including the precincts where there 
was no election, yet by taking the whole of the votes that were actu- 
ally cast by legal voters, men having been registered, holding certifi- 
cates of election, holding and presenting their registration certificates 
and swearing in their vote under an additional provision of the law, 
had these votes been counted Smalls would have received his certifi- 
cate by a majority of over 1,300. 

So, Mr. Speaker, this is not an election by the people. It isareturn- 
ing-board election. That returning board rejected boxes enough and 
threw out precincts enough to declare Elliott elected by a majority of 
532 votes. But it did not give him a majority of the votes cast. He 
was not elected by the 1 votes of the district. His certificate was 
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issued upon a minority of the votes actually cast; and in this I do not 
include false returns; I do not include a single precinct where the 
people had gathered by the hundreds for the purpose of depositing 
their ballots under the law, but who could not do it because the judges 
refused to open the polls; and I do not include three precincts where 
the ballot-boxes were stuffed in his interest, 

Now, there were cast on that day, taking the stuffed ballot-boxes and 
the amount of votes returned after eliminating the extra number found 
in the boxes, 14,616; not cast, 25,000. ; 

I come down now to the precincts Whose votes were not counted; 
first, the precinct known as the Brick Church precinct, in Beaufort 
County. ‘There were there cast 503 votes forSmalls. The next is the 
precinct of Brick Episcopal Church, 267 votes for Smalls; the next, 
Sandy Island, 53 for Smalls; the next, Cedar Creek, 17 for Smalls; the 
next, Grier, 65 for Smalls; the next, Santee, 212 for Smalls; the next, 
Adams Run, 117; the next, Fort Motte, 236; the next, Gadsden, 451, 
and the next, Grahamville, 48, making, as I have said, an te 
of 2,010 votes. I have also said, Mr. Speaker, that in addition there 
were 152 votes in these various precincts which went out with the boxes 
which had been cast for Elliott. 

Now, the committee rejected in their report two polls that were ac- 
cepted by the returning board of the county and the State returning 
board; two precincts that run the gauntlet of the Democratic return- 
ing boards of South Carolina are thrown out by the committee; one is 
Ladies’ Islandin St. Helena precinct, I believe, where Smalls got 139 
votes and Elliott 77—that is to say, in a precinct where there were 
not a half-dozen white men, more than one-third of the colored voters 
freely voted for Elliott, and yet this committee recommended the 
throwing out of that precinct because of ‘‘intimidation!’’ Now 
they throw out another one—they throw out Beaufort, where there 
were 271 votes for Smalls and 135 for Elllott, or more than half as 
many cast for Elliott as for Smalls, and yet they also threw that pre- 
cinct out because of intimidation. The very fact of 77 colored voters, 
more than two-thirds of Ladies’ Island, freely voting for Elliott insures 
that the question of intimidation does not arise there, even if it were 
not answered by fifty witnesses produced, which have not been referred 
to by the chairman or the committee. Now, the committee agree that 
at Fort Motte there are 236 votes which were cast for Smalls that 
were improperly rejected, and I refer to it, not because it is not settled 
here, but to show the disposition on the part of the election beards of 
South Carolina to reject polls where there are Republican majorities, 
and to determine on the part of the returning-board that Smalls, who 
was elected, should not have the certificate, and that Elliott, who was 
not elected, should have the certificate. 

The committee think and say that there is no question but that this 
Fort Motte precinctought to be counted. Why? Anattempt was made 
to defeat the holding of an election there because two of the judges re- 
fused to hold it, leaving but one, and that one associated himself with 
himself, because he did not yet quite reach the point of refusing to do 
his duty, and held an election absolutely fair, returns made exactly in 
accordance with law, and yet these returns were thrown ont. 

No; Iam mistaken. This is one of the precincts where the ballot- 
box was stolen. 

The committee also that the ballots should be counted at 
Adams Run, where there were 177 ballots for Smalls, at Cedar Creek 
18 for Smalls, at Grier’s 65 for Smalls, making 496; and in these pre- 
cincts Elliott got 99, and the committee state that all these 496 for 
Smalls and 99 for Elliott ought to have been counted. Now, there are 
two of these where a portion of the judges undertook to destroy the 
election by refusing to serve, and only one of the judges, associating 
others with himself, held the election. Two others were on account 
of refusal to open the ballot and on account of stealing of the ballot- 
boxes. One of the Democratic judges of one of these precincts took 
his ballot-box up to the headquarters; but instead of delivering it to 
the proper returning board he delivered it to a leading Democratic 
politician in the headquarters building, and, lo and behold, that bal- 
lot-box disappeared from sight and was never heard of thereafter. 
The other was delivered in the same way, but the man who received 


it was honest enough to deliver it, but the judges refused to open it or 


count it. 

Here I call attention to a little incident in this case. My colleague, 
the chairman of the committee, undertakes to bind the contestant here 
by a concession that his attorney might have made upon a question of 
law. Let me apply his rule to contestee. When the evidence was 
being taken in this case, when this ballot-box was produced, when the 
judge who made the return swore that if they would open the box so 
that he could see the return he could identify it, and when the commis- 
sioner who was taking the testimony undertook toopen the ballot-box, 


Mr. Elliott, through his attorney, dared the officer to open that ballot- 


box at his peril. In other words, the contestant himself, through his 
attorney, taking his testimony, stands before this House with a threat 
of personal danger to the commissioner, the lawful officer taking this 
testimony, and thereby suppressed the testimony before him that ought 
to have gone into this record. 5 

Mr. CRISP. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a question 
there? 
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Mr. ROWELL. Certainly. 

Mr. CRISP. Does not the gentieman know that both of these boxes 
to which he has referred have been counted; and that the majority of 
the committee, in their report, have given Smalls all that he claims in 
both of those precincts of which he is now speaking? 

Mr. ROWELL. Certainly. I stated that; and said that I gave this 
to illustrate the conduct of this contestee, and to show whether he 
was willing that the truth might be exposed, that the light of day 
might be let in upon this contest, and I show that he stands there 
and dares the officer of the law to open that box at his peril, and that 
the officer of the law too well understood the peril in which he placed 
himself if he dared to turn the key in that box—and it was the repre- 
sentative of Mr. Elliott, speaking and acting for him, who thusdefied 
the law in the interest of his client, and with deliberate purpose to 
suppress the truth. It is the fact which I comment on as an illustra- 
tion ofthe methods pursued in this district. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Do you claim that he had authority from Mr. 
Elliott? t 

Mr. ROWELL. I claim that he was acting as the attorney for Mr. 
Elliott. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. But was he doing it by his authority? 

Mr. ROWELL. I hope in God's name that he was not. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I think you had better prove it before you make 

the charge. 
Mr. ROWELL. I have looked through this record, but find no dis- 
claimer anywhere from Mr, Elliott or anybody representing him. He 
got the advantage of it. This contestee would not allow Smalls to have 
the advantage of having that ballot-box opened. The United States 
supervisors of both parties made a report, so the committee, of course, 
have to admit the vote in spite of this act. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. How did he get the advantage, then? 

Mr. ROWELL. I did not refer to it because they were not counted 
by the committee. I referred to it to illustrate the spirit in that dis- 
trict, the lawless spirit, when an attorney representing the contestee 
here would dare to threaten a man with personal danger there, threaten 
his life, when that man held a commission of the law, under the au- 
thority of the law, and was about to produce legitimate and Jawful 
testimony. < 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Will the gentleman permit an interruption 


inly: 
Mr. OUTHWAITE. Will you read any evidence that shows that 
that was a threat of personal violence, and not a threat as to the legal 
result? 
Mr. ROWELL. The language was that he dared him to open it at 


his K 

Me OUTHW AITE. And you say that that threat is against his 
life; and that is not the fact. 

Mr. ROWELL. When aman says that, whether it is in the North 
or in the South, he understands that it is at his personal peril. In view 
of what we know of that chivalric people down there, and their effort 
to carry on an honest election, I would say that in that country it was 
more in the nature of a personal threat than any other thing; and it had 
the effect of preventing the opening of that ballot-box. It was a threat 
of personal violence, and no other meaning can be given to the lan- 


Now, thereis another precinct that stands precisely on the same foot- 
ing with these admitted precincts that the committee rejected, because 
they say it was not inthe notice. That is the precinct of Sandy Creek, 
If gentlemen will refer to the notice on the first page of the record 
they will find that Sandy Creek is mentioned both in the second and 
third clauses of the notice. 

If they will refer to another notice to be found in the record claimed 
to be a copy of the original, they will find that Sandy Creek is, by 
some error, left out of the second, but is included in the third section 
of the notice. 

Mr. CRISP. If my friend will permit me I want to state that he 
will find in the record more than one notice. 

Mr. ROWELL. Yes, there are two. 

Mr. CRISP. But you will find an agreement between Elliott and 
Smalls as to which is the notice in this case, and that notice contains 
no reference to Sandy Creek. 

Mr. ROWELL. Yes, it does. If you will read the third clause you 
will find it. 

Mr. CRISP. If it does then Iam mistaken, but I think the gen- 
tleman is wrong. 

Mr. ROWELL. Iam not wrong, as the gentleman will find on ex- 
amination. : 

Mr. ROWELL. Now, Mr. Speaker, as I was saying, there is another 
precinct that stands precisely upon the same ground in regard to a por- 
tion of the judges refusing to hold the election. If you will read the 
third clause in your second notice you will find that Sandy Island is 
there. That added to the 496 gives Smalls 529 and Elliott 99,and over- 
comes 430 of the 532 majority reported for Elliott. 

The next precinct that I come to is the precinct of Santee, with 212 
votes for Smalls. The committee reject that because they say that the 


polls were not held in a house, that they were held outside under a 
tree. The election was regularly held by competent judges; the electors 
were required to produce a certificate of re mice They were obliged 
to swear also that they had continued to be legal voters and that they 
resided where they did when they registered, and the returns were 
properly and legally made. 

Thereare two objections made to counting those 212 votes. Oneis that 
the election was not held inside of a house. Now, there is no law of 
South Carolina requiring that to be done. Another objection is that 
there was not a space fenced in so that the voters could pass in one at 
atime. That is true; but the testimony shows that the crowd were 
kept away, that every regulation was observed and every care taken, 
and that there was no interference with voters. The clause in relation 
to fencing off a space is simply a directory clause in the statute with no 
penalty denounced for the failure to build ay Spee through which the 
voters shall pass. The election is proven to have been regular and fair 
and to have been properly held, and there is no more reason in the law 
for throwing out this poll than there would be for throwing out any 
other poll in the whole district. Why, sir, the supreme court of South 
Carolina, long before there was any necessity to disfranchise colored 
men, had decided that an election held with a gourd for a ballot-box in 
the open air was a good and valid election. 

It was the duty of the officers, and not the voters, to have the space 
fenced off through which the voters should pass. Neglect in this re- 
gard was the neglect of the officers—a neglect nowhere held to invali- 
date a election, provided the proof showed that otherwise the election 
was fair. 

Now I lay down this proposition of law as being well settled, both 
by the courts of the country and by this House: 

When the voter has done all that is required of him by the law in 
the way of qualifying himself so as to entitle him to vote, and then 
has gone to the place of voting and in a lawful way tendered his bal- 
lot, no neglect of the officers of the law to comply with directing pro- 
visions of the law can deprive such voter of the right to have his vote 
counted. a 

The neglect of the officer may make it necessary to make proof of the 
vote; but that is a question of evidence and not of legalright. Count- 
ing Santee makes 212 more forSmalls. Elliott got 4 votes at that poll. 
Subtract Elliott’s 4 and it makes the number 208 majority for Smalls, 
Add that to the 430 and you get 638. Subtract 532, the returned ma- 
jority for Elliott, and you leaves Smalls, up to this time, amajority of 
106 votes. Now, Mr. Speaker, so far I have dealt only with those pre- 
cincts rejected by the State board, but which are acknowledged by the 
committee to have been improperly rejected, with one additional pre- 
cinct which is in the same category, namely, the Santee precinct, with 
its 212 votes for Smalls and 4 for Elliott. Smalls, I say, is now 106 
votes ahead. Next I come to the Brick Episcopal Church, with 264 
majority for Smalls, I will tell you how they came to throw that out. 

In South Carolina, under the election laws, they have a right to put 
a Congressional poll at a distance from the State poll; so in this precinct 
they passed an order making the Brick Episcopal Church the place for 
the Congressional poll. It was not a new precinct, it was not a place 
where the State vote was to be cast, but it was the Congressional voting 
place for this precinct, and it was 6 miles away from the State voting 
place. I want to emphasize this statement. Brick Episcopal Church 
was and is a voting precinct. It was the place where the Federal of- 
fices were to be voted for in the precinct of Mount Pleasant, and located 
6 miles away from the voting place for State offices in the same precinct. 

Now, the registration officer sent his book of registration to the State 
voting place, but neglected to make a copy and send that registration 
down to the Congressional voting place. But the voters appeared there 
with the proper judges of election; they showed their certificates of 
registration; they took the required oath; they voted; the election was 
fair and free; and none but legal voters were permitted to vote under 
the forms of law; the returns were correct in form; yet these 264 votes 
for Mr. Smalls were ruled out because it is said there was not any book 
of registration at that poll, and the committee now claim that these 
voters, when there had been established a new polling place for the 
Congressional district, ought to have gone and got themselves reregis- 
tered as Congressional voters. There is no such thing known to the law 
of South Carolina as a registration for Congressional or Federal votes 
and a registration for State votes. These voters were registered in that 
precinct. A new poll was created for the Federal clection, to keep it 
away from the State election. 

These men were legal voters; they were properly registered; the 
election was held under the forms of law; it was a fair, free vote, prop- 
erly returned. Yet this contestee, through his attorneys and the ma- 
jority of this committee, reports that, the voters of the precinct having 
done all that was required of them by the law, having been properly 
registered, having preserved their registration certificates, having gone 
to the place provided by law and tendered their ballots and having 
them received, the neglect of the partisan friends of the contestee to 
send down the book of registration to that poll is to be taken advan- 
tage of by the contestee and that the contestant is thus to be deprived 
of these 264 votes. The law never was that way. The law requires 
the voter to do everything prescribed to be done by him, and if he 
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fails to do this he fails to qualify himself to vote; but the law does not 
require that the voter shall discharge the duties of the public officer, 
and that when the public officer neglects, either willfully or ignorantly, 
to discharge his duty, the voter is thereby deprived of the vote which 
he has cast. ‘The raling out of these 264 votes was simply the high- 
handed outrage of the returning board of South Carolina, by which 264 
legal voters, having done all that was required of them, were deprived 
of the right to have their voice in this election. 

The committee can find no well-considered precedents upon which to 
base their action in this precinct, because none such exist. 

I know of no excuse for this rejection except the excuse of necessity. 
Now, if you will add 264 to the 106 majority we already have, we then 
have 370 majority for Smalls up to this stage of the case. 

Now, the next vote rejected was that of Brick Church, in Beaufort 
County. It cast 503 votes for Smalls and 45 for Elliott, leaving Smalls 
a majority at that precinct of 458 votes, which, if added to the 370 we 
have already found as his majority, will make that majority 828. But 
this precinct is rejected because they say that the voters were ‘‘ bull- 
dozed,” were “ intimidated.” And some evidence has been brought 
into this record, some witnesses have sworn that previous to this elec- 
tion there was vigorous talk in public meetings. But nowhere has 
any man been assaulted; nowhere has any man been prevented from 
expressing his free and uncompelled choice by his vote. 

Now let us consider this precinct. It was not rejected for bulldozing; 
it was rejected because the returning board said that for twenty or twenty- 
fiveminutes during that whole day the polls were closed. Now, thejudges 
of that election—two white men and one colored man—all testify against 
any intimidation at that poll. The white owner of the building, a 
doctor, testifies to the same thing. The Democratic marshal or con- 
stable presiding there testifies to the same thing. Two Democratic 
colored ticket-peddlers, peddling tickets for Mr. Elliott all day long, 
testify to a free, fair, and unintimidated election. I am not surprised 
that the chairman of the committee says, We will reject the testimony 
of Chance Green” (the star witness in this case), we will throw that 
out of consideration;’’ because it is the testimony of Chance Green and 
one or two like him against fifty witnesses testifying as to the same poll 
that has made the basis of the committee’s action in ruling out the 
more than five hundred votes for Small. Here is Chance Green testify- 
ing that in the morning a certain man, naming him, attempted to go 
up N mna chute and vote, and the oe pulled him out 
and took his ticket away and would not let him vote; yet by and by, 
on cross-examination, he changed the time to the evening. And the 
person named as having been thus treated comes up and shows that he 
was no voter at all; that he had not any registration; that he would 
have voted for Smalls if he had been entitled to vote, but that he did 
not attempt to vote and nobody touched him. 

This same witness testifies that another colored man had a ticket 
and wanted to vote for Elliott, but the Republican leader went and 
snatched the ticket out of his hand and would not let him vote. The 
man referred to in this testimony comes upon the witness-stand and 
says, I have not any certificate; I was not a registered voter; I did 
not try to vote; and the only basis for this lying statement was that I 
picked up a torn ticket from the ground and one fellow asked me tosee 
what that ticket was.’’ 

It is upon such testimony as this, overwhelmingly contradicted by 
the Democratic judges of the election, by other white men who were 
around the polls, by Mr. Elliott’s Democratic ticket-peddlers, and by 
witnesses who were called in swarms—it is upon such testimony that 
the charge of bulldozing is based. Nobody killed, nobody assaulted, 
nobody hurt, either then or before, in the vicinity of that precinct. 

But Smalls was guilty of the unpardonable offense of telling colored 
women they ought not to allow their husbands to go home if they 
voted the Democratic ticket. I have heard in public meetings very 
strong advice given to young ladies not to allow any young gentlemen 
to visit them if they tasted of the cup that inebriates. That was in- 
timidation; that was bulldozing. There was a colored club came over 
from Ladies’ Island to Beaufort, and some colored girls threw bricks 
at three of them. That intimidation extended down to and over the 
water to Ladies’ Island and prevented these people from holding a fair 
and honest election. [Laughter on the Republican side.] the 
month of October last I happened to march in a procession down in 
my brother SPRINGER’S city of Springfield and some dirty fellows threw 
eggs at us, but we caught them and turned them over to the police. 
[Laughter.] If, therefore, colored girls throwing bricks at a colored 
club going along the streets of Beaufort is to destroy the election at 
Ladies’ Island then my friend [Mr. SPRINGER] should withdraw his 
certificate and retire from the House on account of bulldozing down in 
the great capital of Illinois. [Laughter.] 

And this, Mr. Speaker, is the kind of evidence upon which the ma- 
jority of the committee justify ves in throwing out the pre- 
cincts of Beaufort, Brick Church, and Ladies’ Island. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. CUMMINGS in the chair). The 
gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. CRISP. I move the gentleman’s time be extended until he 
closes his remarks. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection, and it is 
so ordered. 

Mr. ROWELL. Now, Mr. Speaker, I freely admit—and I want to 
be absolutely fair in this case—I freely admit that the colored people 
of that district, as in every other district North and South where their 
spirit has not been crushed out of them, are honest Republicans. I 
freely admit that a colored man in a colored community who votes the 
Democratic ticket loses caste just in the same way that a white man 
down in my brother’s district loses caste if he votes the Republican ticket. 
They are earnest Republicans. They have good reason to be. They 
remember how they came to be men in this country; they remember 
how they ceased to be chattels. They have not forgotten that a colored 
man has now the right to marry him a wife, to raise him a family of 
children, and not to be separated from them because of their being chat- 
tels. Hence it is these men are earnest Republicans. Preachers talk 
it in the pulpits. The stump-speakers talk it on the stump. 

If the doctrine of the chairman of the committee holds good, who- 
ever goes on the stump and denounces his opponents, and declares the 
salvation of the country depends on the success of the party which he 
adheres to is an intimidator, and the election held after such a speech 
is nota legal election. 

I say there is evidence down there of some violent talk, but there is 
no evidence of any assault or of anyinjury. Butone single man comes 
here and swears he went away from the polls and failed to cast his vote 
because of any fear of the colored people on Ladies’ Island. 

Seventy colored men on Ladies’ Island went to the polls and voted 
the Democratic ticket. Just think of this. One-third of the colored 
voters led by intelligent white men freely cast Democratic ballots af 
that poll without the 8 of interference. Forty of them have 
been organized into a Democratic elub and have held meetings for 
weeks before the election; and yet the precinct is thrown out on ac- 
count of intimidation—intimidation, as I understand, the chairman of 
the committee, because of something said or done before the day of 
election—something whose influence extended down to that day and 
operated upon the minds of the voters, and that finding is based not 
upon the evidence of any witness who testifies that he was so influ- 
enced, but upon the testimony of witnesses as to certain es and 
acts which, in their opinion, did influence voters. Av the best 
evidence, that of the voters themselves, the committee rest their con- 
clusions upon opinions, a convenient resort when there is nopossibility 
of proving the fact because the fact does not exist. 

A warm political canvass followed by a peaceful election, according 
to this precedent, must necessarily result in electing the man who re- 
ceives the fewest votes. 

One colored man who voted the Democratic ticket testified that ho 
was turned out of church for so voting, but on cross-examination he 
was forced to admit that it might have been on account of a woman. 
[Laughter.] He voted once for Mr. Elliott, but because of that 
church and the woman in the case” Mr. Smalls must lose the 
vote of Ladies’ Island. z 
But we are told colored women left their husbands after the election 
their husbands haying voted the Democratic ticket. Mr. Elliott did 
not lose their votes because these colored women left their husbands, 
They went away and remained for three weeks, but each of the hus- 
bands set himself up asa Samaritan to the other, and so their wives 
were persuaded to live with them again. That is the extent this tes- 
timony reaches as to suppressing honest votes. I imagine these two 
men were worthless fellows, hardly deserving to have wives, not alone 
because they voted the Democratic ticket, although that is persuasive 
evidence of the fact, but because of other facts in their own state- 
ments. But the material thing in this record is that Mr. Elliott got 
their votes, 

How does it come that the churches, the women and the people gen- 
erally, come up here and show their earnest desire for the interest of 
the Republican ticket, and then a witness comes in and gives it as his 
‘opinion’? that they so express themselves because of intimidation, 
when they can not find any witness to come in and testify that he was 

vented from voting? Nor were they prevented. But while there 
is evidence tending to show that there was some violent talk long be- 
fore the election, there is an overwhelming preponderance of testimony 
contradicting the same witnesses as to the character of that talk at the 
same meetings, ten to one. This committee comes here with the testi- 
mony of one witness and rejects the testimony of ten, and thereby suc- 
ceeds in throwing out these five hundred and odd votes at Brick Church, 
and going to Beaufort do the same, and to Ladies’ Island, and there the 
same; at each of which precincts one-third or thereabouts of the votes 
were cast for Elliott, and they were all colored votes. They were the 
places where Smalls had incurred the enmity of some of the leaders ot 
his race, one of them who has been quoted here who had always been a 
bolter from the ticket ever since he become a voter, and who testifies 
that he is a Republican, but in each Congressional election for years and 
years had opposed the fellow who was nominated. 

Now I have not time to go over both sides of this testimony, but I 
assert, and I know I can not be successfully contradicted by any one 
who looked into the record, first that no violence occurred any- 
where on election day, that no violence occurred anywhere else except 
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some time before the election where some colored girls brickbatted 
three colored men; that nobody was ever turned out of a church be- 
cause he voted the Democratic ticket; that nobody was compelled to 
vote the Republican ticket by virtue of the influence of his wife so far 
as discovered, except in the opinion! of twoor three witnesses. An 
all-sufficient answer to all this talk about intimidation is the historic 
fact that the colored men are in a vast majority in this district; that 
25,090 of them failed in some way to vote, and that the Democratic 
leaders there believed they were voting the Republican ticket, and 
therefore tried to prevent the holding ofan election and didso, whereby 
two or three thousand votes were excluded, men who had congregated 
around the polls and who were prevented from casting their votes by 
the refusal of the judges to open the polls. 

Let me say right here that under the laws of South Carolina no pro- 
vision is made whatever for the appointment by the people of a judge 
or manager of election where the appointed r fails or refuses to 
act. In other words, if there is not the inherent right to appoint the 
managers on the part of the people, then you may always prevent an 
election in that precinct where the Republicans are in a majority by a 


and thus the governor of South Carolina will have his problem solved 
and will know that they have discovered the method by which Anglo- 
Saxon su in South Carolina and in all districts therein may be 


Now, Mr. Speaker, I come to the Gadsden precinct. The judges of 
election went down to the voting place, but declined to open the polls. 
The United States marshal waited an hour and then organized an elec- 
tion board, and that board went on under the forms of law and received 
451 votes for Smalls, every man being required to produce his registra- 
tion certificate and swear in his vote, every formula of the law being 
complied with. The returns were made up and sent to the headquar- 
ters, but headquarters refused to acknowledge or receive them. It is 
true that in the committee my brother Ellis, who argued this case, 
made this proposition of law, that because the election laws of South 
Carolina declared the polls should be open from a certain hour of the 
morning to a certain hour of the evening, that because the people were 
collected around the polls, and because of the fact there was an hour 
intervening when people might have voted, that that would prevent 
the votes from being counted for Smalls, but that it invalidated the 
election of Elliott. In other words, the proposition was, as a maxim 
of law, laid down that it would invalidate the election of Elliott, but 
that the votes could not be counted for Smalls. 

In the committee I questioned that construction of thelaw. Iknow 
now that it is not correct. If an hour did intervene, if the evidence 
shows as in this case that nobody came and went away, that nobody 
was prevented from voting because of that hour, then no voter has been 
injured, and therefore the votes of this precinct are entitled to be cast 
and counted according to law. 

And I repudiate the idea that the committee is bound by an admis- 
sion on a question of law of the attorneys on either side of the case. 
ee seems to be the only ground for excluding these 451 

ots. 

The law of South Carolina makes no provision for the appointment 
of judges, as I said; but there is an inherent right in the legal 
voters of any precinct—when officers of the law refuse to do their duty 
to appoint managers in their places to hold the election, proving that 
it is fair, proving that the votes cast were legal, in order that those 
votes may be preserved as evidence showing the choice of the people, 
and in order that they may be counted as the choice of those voters. 
Such is the law, and such has been the ruling in very many of the 
courts of this country, and it is the settled law. The people, having 
discharged their full duty, are not to be deprived of their voice and 
vote by the criminal negligence of the officers of the law. In this case 
for the contestee to take advantage of the wrong of his own party 
friend and insist that these votes should not be counted is to declare 
that in South Carolina the minority and not the majority are to rule. 
This is the only one of the precincts where the people, having failed to 

t judges, took their legal right, and appointed their own judges and 

d the election. They ought to have done it in every one of the other 
1 in order that the evidence might be preserved; that the bal - 
might be opened and counted and have the means to see 
that people are not deprived of their rights. They did their 
duty as they understood it. They violated it in no regard; and there- 


tore their votes axe to be counted. Now, vou have added to this ma- 
jority over 800, 451 more, carrying it up to over 1,300 majority for 
Smalls, after giving the 152 for Elliott. 

Now, I have not stopped here. These are the districts where the 
vote was cast, and where it was legal, where it ought to be counted, 
and where it was not counted. Now, there is another place where 
there were forty-odd votes thrown out because they were said to be 
marked or mutilated. Six of them had on them pencil marks that 
were caused by one of the judges thrusting them into the ballot-box with 
his pencil. All but one of them were for Smalls. The judges say 
that the ballots were torn. They were thrust into the fire and burned, 
so that you could not see whether they were mutilated or not. They 
destroyed the evidence in violation of law. Thus were 41 votes for Mr. 
Smalls thrown out and burned up, and the evidence destroyed which 
would have settled the question whether they were mutilated or not. 
That was by the returning board. 

The judges sent them up in an envelope to the county seat, and the 
returning board formally ordered the envelope with its ballots thrown 
into the fire and burned up; so destroying the testimony. The means 
of determining whether these ballots were mutilated or not havi 
been destroyed by contestee’s party friends he can not now be h 
to say that these votes shall not be counted. That is 41 votes more to 
be counted for Smalls in this contest. Now, I come to the question 
of making the ballots in the box and the tally-sheets correspond. I 
will take the precinct of Pocotaligo, and two or three other precincts 
where the ballot-boxes were stuffed. The committee say the managers 
followed the law in drawing out the excess of ballots in the boxes. 
The law requires that if there happen to be a larger number of ballots 
deposited in the ballot-box than there are names on the poll-list, then 
they have to throw out the excess and bring the ballots down to the 
number of names on the poll-list. That law is for an accidental in- 
crease in the number. That law is not for the stuffing of ballot-boxes. 
That law is not in order to condone a fraud by the judges and man- 
agers of an election. That law does not mean that you add may 
a hundred to the hundred and fifty ballots lawfully in the box, and 
then draw ont a hundred ballots and make up your returns from the 
ballots remaining. The law was made for accident and not for fraud. 

The committee seem to have entirely misapprehended the situation 
when they say the managers seem to have followed the law.“ 

‘These ballot-boxes with such large excess of ballots over the number 
actually voted were presided over by Democratic managers and clerks, 
Democratic constables, and two or three other Democratic officials un- 
rts present in the polling-room, while all Republicans were ex- 

uded. 

There was only one way for the excessive number of ballots to get into 
the box, and that way was for the Democratic officers having box 
in charge to put them there for the purpose of having them drawn out 
‘*according to law,“ as the committee say, and so in any event increase 
the vote of Mr. Elliott and diminish that of Mr. Smalls. And I re- 
peat, the law for drawing out the excess was not made for a box tainted 
with this kind of fraud; and I am surprised that the committee has 
fallen into such an error. Oh, but my friend, the chai says there 
is no evidence of how Pocotaligo was counted, and that the poll-list 
and return found in the record was not certified to by the secretary of 
state, and because of that omission we can not take advantage of this 
wrong and have this vote co according to the facts. 

It is true that in the package of precinct returns paid for and sent 
down to contestant by the secretary of state this return does not bear 
his official certificate. An accidental omission, no doubt, and not dis- 
covered until offered in evidence. It is, however, on the official return 
blanks of the State. 

But, Mr. Speaker, we are not without the very best evidence as to how 
this precinct was counted and returned; we have the positive testimony 
of how it was made up atthe polls and returned; we have the certified 
record testimony that it was counted by the State returning board, be- 
cause the record shows that the protest of contestant against this poll 
was not allowed, or rather was overruled. 

There were 143 votes cast at this poll. The box contained an excess 
of 105. The returns gave Mr. Smalls 57 and Mr. Elliott 86 after draw- 
ing out the 105. One hundred and eighteen witnesses, unimpeached, 
testify to voting for Mr. Smalls, and the poll-list shows that these 118 
voted. 

This purges the act of fraud by the best evidence and determines 
how the vote t to be counted. It takes 62 from Mr. Elliot and 
adds them to the column, and so increases Mr. Smalls's majority 
by 124 votes more, and this conclusion is reached by the only legal 
method of ascertaining the correct vote, where fraud is conelusively 
proved, as in this particular case. In this case there is no conflict in 
the testimony; the facts stand admitted, the fraud conceded, and we 
get for an answer, ‘‘The secretary of state did not properly certify 
the returns.“ 

I remember that in a case before this Congress, which eame up from 
Alabama, the records contained the testimony of men who stood outside 
and watched the ballots as they were handed in by the voter and no- 
ticed how many there were, and the committee said. Lou can not 
ide it in that way; you should call the witnessesand prove how they 
voted. 


And the committe said amen. So in this case the witnesses 


s, 


APPENDIX TO THE CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 


* 


95 


are called, and instead of 56 it is found that there were 118 votes for 
Smalls in that precinct, and now we are told that we can not prove a 
thing in that way. The committee tell us, ‘‘You can not prove a 
fraud, because they followed the letter of the law and took a stuffed 
ballot-box instead of one having one or two ballots in excess acciden- 
tally. These men followed the technical law, and therefore you have 
no right to complain.” 

Now, allow that to be the law, and you may always make a minority 
into a majority. You have only to put in every box where there 
are, say, 150 votes, 100 Republican and 50 Democratic—you have only 
to put in 100 Democratie votes and then mix the ballots and draw them 
out and you have got the advantage so that you can make the minority 
into the majority. This is not a case of an accidental overnumber 
getting into a ballot-box; it is a case of the fraud of the election offi- 
cers themselves and the two Democratic officers, one of them the col- 
lector of the port down there, who stood in the room and helped to per- 

trate the fraud. In this case they knew exactly just how many 

lots there were in excess, Having drawn the number of votes that 
were on the poll-list, they insisted that all the balance should be de- 
stroyed. Fora good while they refused to put the ballots back into 
the box and have a draw made. They insisted upon counting the ones 
that they had taken out and destroying the balance. They knew ex- 
actly the condition hefore they opened the ballot-box. The evidence 
shows the condition of things, the action of the parties, the trepida- 
tion, the fear of detection, it is all set out in the evidence, and yet the 
committee say the law’was followed. 

So in ano case, in the Providence precinct, where there were 80 
votes in excess, the by some mistake says 90, the way they cor- 
rected this box was this: They separated the Smalls votes and the El- 
liott votes, and then they put the Elliott votes back in the box and 
put the Smalls votes back into the box on top of the Elliott votes and 
then drew out the Smalls votes [laughter], and the committee say they 
pursued the law. 

I want to say to the chairman of this committee that the law never 
was made to cover up fraud. I want to say to him that a hundred 
ballots in excess in a ballot-box never got there by accident. They got 
there by corrupt fraud. That is how they got there. They tainted 
the ballot-box, and the law was not made to draw out that kind of bal- 
lot and count the balance. If it was, then you have again solved the 
problem of Anglo-Saxon supremacy in South Carolina. A number of 
witnesses were brought to show that they voted the Republican ticket 
at this precinct. 

This was so palpable a fraud that no candid man ean claim that the 
box ought to be counted as returned, 119 for Mr. Elliott. 

As there is no evidence of what the actual vote was, the law disposes 
of the box by rejecting it entirely and deducting 119 votes from the 
Elliott column. 

At Green Pond was another box fraudulently tampered with, so that 
according to the witnesses 99 votes should be deducted from Mr. Elliott 
and given to Smalls, increasing his majority by 198. Now, I admit 
that some of the witnesses at this precinct were ignorant, and that 
some of the testimony is unreliable on that account, but the fact of the 
fraud remains, and to say the least 99 votes must be taken from Elliott. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, when you add these figures, as I have said, and 
the 47 votes that were destroyed, it gives Smalls 1,316 majority, not 
counting any changes made in the three precincts which I have been 
discussing, where the frauds were perpetrated. You will run the num- 
ber up to 2,000 when you take account of the changes there; but taking 
the votes absolutely cast by legal voters at legal polling- Some you get 
a majority of 1,316 for Smalls, leaving out Pocotaligo, leaving out Provi- 
dence, and leaving out Green Pond, where these frauds were perpe- 
trated. I stated awhile ago that there were several precincts here where 
no election was held. I do not ask that those votes shall be counted 
here on the question of seating Mr. Smalls. 

But the very fact that elections were not held in those precincts, the 
very fact that the officers of election were the partisans and friends of 
contestee, that the machinery of election was in the hands of the par- 
tisans and friends of contestee, simply shows that it was a of a 
preconcerted purpose to prevent the voice of the majority of the elect- 
ors of that i district from being heard, and it destroys all 
right or claim on thepart of Mr. Elliott to represent that district upon 
the floor of this House without any reference to Smalls’s claim to rep- 
resent it here. It taints the title which he holds here with fraud per- 
petrated by his partisan friends. It destroys the validity of the elec- 
tion on his side. And the only way that the American Congress can 
teach thisand every other district that elections must be fair, and that 
votes cast must be counted, is to refuse to allow anybody to take ad- 
vantage of crime against the elective franchise, and thereby to hold a 
seat upon the floor of this House. That is what it means. 

Now, in the Providence box there are 80 votes which ought to 
be taken from Mr. Elliott and given to Mr. Smalls. In these three 
ballot-boxes there t to be a change of some 500 or 600 votes in 
view of the law and facts. If you take them and throw out Beau- 
fort, throw out Ladies’ Island, throw out Brick Church, Mr. Smalls 
will still be elected; and there is no way you can count Mr. Elliott in, 
even out what they call the intimidated unless 

the ts of the people, unless you reject an honest poll, 
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unless you disfranchise the voters who did everything in their power 
to cast their votes; unless you condone fraud and crime and hold out 
inducements for corruption you can not count Mr. Elliott in. You 
may juggle with figures, you may juggle with evidence, you may take 
one witness count him against ten, and still this record stares you 
in the face, this count is against you. Yet by virtue of this returning- 
board certificates the Seventh district of South Carolina has, nearly to 
the end of the Fiftieth Congress, been represented by a man never 
elected by the people. I say unless you reject the law and the evi- 
dence you must give Mr. Smalls his seat. 

You say he ought not to have it because back in 1877 he was convicted 
by a South Carolina jury—after he had been elected to Congress and 
after his seat was being contested. Now, I am not going to discuss 
the evidence upon which he was convicted, because it is utterly imma- 
terial here. But I know that in most courts the uncorroborated testi- 
mony of a confessed accomplice is never permitted to convict anybody. 
I know, too, that Robert Smalls did not stop with South Carolina; I 
know he came as of right to the Supreme Court of the United States 
to have the law of this case determined; and I know that the kor 
ernor of South Carolina cut up the case by the root by pardoning Mr. 
Smalls without his asking it. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Pending the appeal? 

Mr. ROWELL. Pending the appeal. 

Mr. CRISP. My friend will permit me to say that the record does 
not sustain his position. The contestant in his evidence says his case 
was tried by the supreme court of South Carolina, and he appealed it 
to the Supreme Court of the United States. All [know about the mat- 
ter is from the record which is put in here, and which shows that pend- 
ing a hearing of the case in the supreme court of the State he was par- 
doned, that court never having passed upon the case. I merely wanted 
to correct the gentleman in that matter. 

Mr. ROWELL. That is a mistake in the record, if you have any 
such reeord. You have Ay in your side of the record. 

Mr. CRISP. Not at all; the whole record is there. 

Mr. ROWELL. But the record of the supersedeas which went from 
the supreme court is here. 

Mr. CRISP. Ispeak of the record in this; that is all know about it. 

Mr, ROWELL. But it doesnot make any difference whether it was 
pending a hearing in the supreme court of South Carolina or in the Su- 
preme Court of the United States. Suppose it was pending the hear- 
ing in the supreme court of the State that the governor cut that case 
up by the roots and prevented a hearing; itis all the same. But that 
matter is so utterly immaterial upon any question involved in this case 
that there is no excuse for dragging itinto the record except the excuse 
that a man with a bad case before a jury has when he attempts to get 
in illegitimate testimony in order to prejudice the jury. Theonly ob- 
ject of introducing the matter here must be with a view to influencing 
some man whose conscience pricks him and who is willing to vote against 
his party on this contest, according to the law and the evidence; the 
object must be that such a man may have some excuse to violate the 
law and disregard the evidence in this case by voting to permit Mr. 
Elliott to retain the seat to which he never was elected except by 
the Democratic returning board of South Carolina. 

By a free and fair election, under election laws acting with equal 
force on all classes and honestly administered, I believe Robert Smalls 
would have received at this election not less than 10,000 majority, and 
that belief is based upon the record in this case and public history so 
recent as to be known by all reading men, and I believe that you on 
the other side agree with me. It is useless to manufacture excuses. 
The factsare patent. I do not stop to read from the record. It is too 
voluminous. I state conclusions. Most of the facts are admitted by 
the majority. 

These facts have gone into history and made another page in the rec- 
ord of crime against the elective franchise perpetrated in the name of 
Anglo-Saxon supremacy. If the only effect was in the State of South 
Carolina and upon the local government I would say that is your 
affair. If you can afford to lay up wrath against the day of wrath, 
upon you be the consequence. But this is another and different mat- 
ter we are considering—a Federal question—and it will not do for you 
to say, This is our business, let us alone;’’ Hands off, and let us 
work out this race problem.“ 

The laws enacted here affect all sections of our common country, and 
hence all have a right to see to it that the voice of the nation, as ex- 
pressed by its lawfal voters, is heard and felt in our legislation and 
that no district or section shall be permitted to nullify the law. 

The public conscience is already awakened, and men who live away 
from the colored belt will do well to heed its admonitions. It will not 
do to shield yourselves behind the report of a committee of your party 
friends. The facts admitted by them will not permit you to do so; 
nor can you afford to accept either the reasoning or the conclusion of 
that report. 

When you tell me that the white men of the colored sections are 
bliged to stand together to protect themselves against the colored, I 
answer that is your business, and I do not object, if you think it wise. 
But when you go further and so manage your elections as to have your 
vote counted and the vote of the colored man suppressed through any 
unlawful means, then I answer that is the nation’s business, and the 


nation will see to it in some way that this thing shall cease in Federal 
elections. A ; 

Race feeling you may have within the law, but not above andagainst 
it. Ours is a government of the people, The ballot is a sacred thing 
in this country, because it is the expression of a freeman’s will, and 
whoever commits crime against it proclaims himself the enemy of pop- 
ular government. ; ; 

Somehow, in some way, I tell you now, this question of an honest 
ballot is to be settled and settled right, and the man or the party that 
stands in the way of that settlement will be repudiated, t 

I present this case to the majority side of the House for considera- 
tion, not with the fullest confidence, because I have learned how hard 
it is for the Democratic party to accept the fact that colored men are 
really voters in this country, or to believe there is any wrong in defeat- 
ing the operation of the laws which proclaim them such. Interested 
as I am and as are all thinking men in the race problem, I do not think 
it has a place in this case. The voting part of the problem was settled 
by an amendment to the Constitution, and here we have a vote prob- 
lem, not a race problem, if you would only believe it. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I have talked a great deal longer than I intended 
to. ‘There are a great many other matters connected with the case 
which I would like to discuss, especially the several hundred voters 
duly registered, whose votes were rejected under the slightest pretenses, 
and which should be added to Mr. Smalls's majority. I would like 
also to speak of the refusal to register Republican voters, except when 
they practiced deception and induced the register to believe they would 
vote the Democratic ticket. ; 

But I can not. I have attempted to confine myself to the case which 
is before us. There are a good many other things in the air matters of 
public notoriety that might perhaps legitimately and properly be talked 
about here—but that is not my way of conducting a lawsuit or a con- 
tested election. I am satisfied to try the case as it is and submit it to 
the conscience and judgment of those judges who are to determine, not 
upon the character of these two men, but to determine under the law 
and the evidence whom the people elected to represent them from the 
Seventh Congressional district of South Carolina. Thanking the House 
for its attention, I bring my remarks to a close. [Applause on the Re- 
publican side.] 


Repeal of the Tobacco Tax. 


REMARKS 


or 


HON. CHARLES W. McOLAMMY, 


OF NORTH CAROLINA, £ 


IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Saturday, February 23, 1889, 


Mr. McCLAMMY said: 

Mr. SPEAKER: In the RECORD of yesterday I find that just before 
the announcement of the vote on the resolution against which the 
question of consideration was raised, and in which the repeal of the to- 
bacco tax was involved, my colleague [Mr. CowLEs] announced that 
if present I would vote no. I was absent because of sickness, and 
by the express direction of my physician. I, however, reached the 

ouse at a later hour, owing to my interest in this question, in direct 
opposition to my physician’s advice. The statement of my colleague 
was substantially correct, but in this connection I desire to say formy- 
self that I think and believe that it is the duty of Congress to remove 
the burden of taxation, first, on the necessaries of life ; that I am not 
now nor have I ever been in favor of taxing food and clothes and the 
other necessaries of life, while luxuries are permitted to go without at 
least a partial aid in bearing the necessary burden of government. 

It is, however, true, Mr. Speaker, that I prefer an indirect tax to a 
direct tax, such as the internal-revenue tax is, and therefore I wish to 
say for myself that I am ready to vote, and shall vote, to remove the tax 
from tobacco whenever an opportunity is presented. Therefore, had I 
not been confined to my room by sickness, I should have been present, 
und if present would have voted ‘‘no’’ on the question then under con- 
sideration. I desire further to state that I would have so voted be- 
cause my party had formulated and announced no policy on the ques- 
tion under consideration. Should my party formally determine in cau- 
cus that the repeal of the tobacco tax at this time was injudicious, I 
should abide its decision and vote in obedience to its registered decree, 
holding as I do that the path of safety is found alone in party organi- 
zation and discipline, and that every Democrat should yield, in these 
questions of national policy, obedience to the will of the Democratic 
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State Rights. 


State rights the source of Republican success, New England influence, and 
domestic tranquillity. 


National popular vote for President: 
For Cleveland electors... 
For Harrison electors..... 


PERI OTILG we „.... c 94, 601 
State-rights electoral vote for President: 
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or 


HON. JOHN W. DANIEL, 


OF VIRGINIA, 
IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, 


Saturday, February 23, 1889. 


The Senate haying under consideration the resolution reported by the Com- 
mittee on Privileges and Elections directing inquiry whether Louisiana hasa 
republican form of government, and for other purposes— 

Mr. DANIEL said: 

Mr. PRESIDENT: State rights have elected Benjamin Harrison Pres- 
ident of the United States and have recalled the Republican party to 
power. A majority of 94,601 of the voters of the United States gave 
their suffrages in favor of the electors who had pledged themselves to 
vote for Grover Cleveland for the Presidency. 

Mr. HOAR (in his seat). That is the very fact we want to inquire 
into. 

Mr. DANIEL. I did not hear the observation. 

ay BOAT, I beg the Senator’s pardon; I did not propose to inter- 
rupt him. 

Mr, DANIEL, I thought the Senator was addressing his remark to 
me, it was so loud. I would be very glad to answer any question the 
gentleman may ask. 

Mr. HOAR. I think I owe an apology to the Senator from Virginia, 
which I will make. 

Mr. DANIEL. Not at all. 

Mr. HOAR. I made, in rather too loud a tone, addressed to some 
Senators near me, a comment on something that he had said. What 
I said was that that was the very fact we desired to inquire into. But 
I should not have made the observation if I had supposed my remark 
would reach the ear of the Senator from Virginia. 

Mr. DANIEL. The inquiry of the Senator would have been ve 
felicitous if he had made it before the vote was counted for Mr. Harri- 
son, and I might further observe that it would have been a little more 
felicitous if the Senator himself had not given his judgment as a mem- 
ber of the Electoral Commission that it was a thing that could not be 
answered. So, sir, speaking by the record, I leave to observe ayain 
that a majority of 94,601 of the voters of the United States gave their 
suffrages in favor of the electors who had pledged themselves to vote 
for Grover Cleveland tor the Presidency. 

If this were a nation pure and simple, andif one man’s vote counted 
just the same as another man’s vote, if, in short, public opinion, which 
the Senator from New York calls the life-blood of our institutions,“ 
could find its expression at the polls echoed in the verdict of the law, 
then Mr. Harrison would remain a private citizen, then Mr. Cleveland 
would be President for four years from the next 4th of March, then the 
Republican y would be relegated to retirement, and then Demo- 
cratic ascendency would be established. 

It is a fact notable and indisputable that the majority of the Amer- 
ican people have indorsed the administration of Grover Cleveland, and 
have cast their ballots and had them counted in favor of Democratia 
rule and in favor of Cleveland for President; but it is conceded that 
the man to whom the majority of the voters refused their suffrages 
shall be installed as Chief Magistrate of the Federal Government, and 
that the minority party shall assume the reins and responsibilities of 


power. 

A result so disappointing to the hopes of the majority of the people 
of the United States who are Democrats, and so in conflict with what 
to the surface view would seem to be the just and right conclusion from 
such a suffrage, can not be otherwise than annoying to those who polled 
their votes against it. But this sense of annoyance should be consoled 
in beholding the perfect mechanism of our Federal system of govern- 
ment—the success of free institutions and the triumph of those prin- 
ciples of home rule“ which the Federal Constitution embodies. 

If the Democratic party has not succeeded in its aims of policy and 
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in its personal aspirations the fundamental principles of Democracy 
‘stand unshaken, and are illustrated in the very act by which its cham- 
pions fal]. Scarcely a ripple passes over the surface of society, not a 
commotion disturbs its depths. Quietly and without other excitement 
than that which is the unavoidable concomitant of every contest, with 
scarce so much excitement as the Greeks of old displayed in witnessing 
the contests of the Olympic games, we see the scepter of power over 
sixty millions of people change hands at the dictate of the minority; and 
while that minority enters the councils of state the majority bow to the 
Constitution and the law. Why is this? It is because this is a con- 
stitutional republic, and because what has been done is in conformity 
with the Constitution. It is because the Constitution rests on the sov- 
ereignty and theequality of States; the sovereignty of the Statesin their 
undelegated sovereign powers, and the equality of States in their rela- 
tions with each other, in their determination of their own actions, and 
in their participation in national affairs, 


THE ELECTORAL SYSTEM BASED ON STATE RIGHT3—HOW THE PRESIDENT IS 
ELECTED. 


The constitutional expression of this doctrine, which was translated 
to the country at the polls on the 6th of November last, is found in Ar- 
ticle II of the Constitution, which amongst other things provides: 

Sxc,1. Each State shall appoint, in such manner as the Legislature thereof 
may direct, a number of electors equal to the whole number of Senators and 
Representatives to which the State may be entitled in the Congress, 

These electors, 325 for the number of Representatives and 76 for the 
number of Senators, constitute the electoral college or convention which 
chooses the President; and it happening on the 6th of November last 
that twenty States appointed 233 Republican and eighteen States 168 
Democratic electors, the result is that although 94,601 more votes were 
cast for the Democratic electors than for the Republican electors, the 
choice of the Republicans will soon become President of the United 
States. s 

It is not within the scope of my present purpose, Mr. President, to 
discuss fully the wisdom of a system which places power in the hands 
of the minority of the people of the United States. The system ex- 
ists. We are familiar with its workings. Itis riveted in the Consti- 
tution which ‘‘we, the people, ordained. It is the voice of the peo- 
ple which ordained that Constitution, which gives it sanction now, and 
whatever may be its merits or demerits there it is, known to all, and 
all of us unite in bending to its mandate, the Republican party gladly 
accepting power through the State-right agencies it created, and the 
Democrats yielding up power gracefully at their shrine. 

THIS A GOVERNMENT IN WHICH THE PEOPLE HAVE LIMITED THEIR OWN POWERS 
AND THE POWERS OF ALL THEIR AGENTS. 

The most conspicuous event which we are soon to contemplate, the 
forthcoming inauguration of the President chosen by the minority of 
the people, would lose the better part of its significance if we r2‘used 
audience to the instruction it conveys. It freshly impresses upon us 
that this is a constitutional Gevernment and that the Constitution is 
the supreme law of the land. It reminds us that the Constitution is 
so dear to all the peons and is held by them as so sacred that the ma- 

ority of them look on with unmurmuring submission even when by 
ts operation power is denied to them and wed epee a minority. 

It further reminds us that ours is a Constitution that limits the powers 
of all the agencies, which are by it established to execute specific trusts, 
and that it has indeed limited the powers of its own creators, the sov- 
ereign people themselves, and denied to a majority of them the privi- 
lege of pe soing their chief ruler, unless, indeed, that majority be so 
diffused throughout the States as to be enabled through State authority 
to secure the choice of the majority of the electors. 

It reminds us that statehood is fixed in absolute integrity and is so 

ed that it may override, as it has now overridden, the majority 
votes of the people of the Federal nation. And it should cause us to 
pause and consider what manner of nation the Federal nation is. 


THE NATION OF NATIONS, THE STATE OF STATES. 


I use the word nation here, Mr. President, by preference, for I 
am not one of those who think or who have ever thought that the 
word “nation” isinapt to describe the character in which the people are 
united, or the word ‘‘national’’ to describe their form of government. 

The fathers of the Republic called the United States a nation. The 
writings of Washington, Adams, Jefferson, and Hamilton and their 
compeers are filled with the term. 

When Chief-Justice Taney declared that— 


For all the great 9 — for which the Federal Government was formed we 
are oue. people, with one common country (7 Howard, page 492, The Passenger 
cases) 


he defined a nation as I understand the word, and as the American 
people accept it. 

One people with one common country“ possess a common govern- 
ment. This may be said of the people of each State and of the people 
of the United States. Maine is a nation of Maine people, and Texas 
a nation of Texas people, because each people possess a common gov- 
ernment of sovereign powers, and the people of the United States are a 
nation of the American people, because they also possess a common 
government with sovereign powers. 


XX—7 


But the government of a State or of many States united ceases to be 
a common government if it rules by one law in one part of its territory 
and another lawin another part. Whosoever assails the community 
or the authority of the government that belongs to one State or nation 
that composes the Federal nation assails the integrity of all the people 
of all the States or nations that compose it. In our very nationality as 
one people, with a community of government, is found that guaranty 
of equal rights and equal protection which we should ever be upon the 
alert to guard. 

While it is evident, then, to my mind, Mr. President, that we are a 
nation, it is also evident that we area peculiar kind of nation. Weare 
not simply a nation of individuals, for if our nationality were predicated 
upon the equality of our citizens in political power the consolidated 
majority of voters who cast their ballots for Cleveland would have 
elected him. We are, therefore, not only a nation of individuals, but 
a nation of nations and a state of states, and in this double aspect of 
nationality and federal statehood we have appeared in the recent elee- 
tion and disclosed to the world the operations of our system so plainly 
that they may be readily seen and understood. 


STATE RIGHTS THE SOURCE OF THE DOMESTIC TRANQUILITY WE ENJOY, 


As the Republican party owes a debt to State rights for its incoming 
President, so the country owes a debt to State rights for the domestic 
tranquility which has attended the election of that President and for 
the universal acquiescence with which the announcement of the result 
was received. ' 

When the Federal Constitution says that Each State shall appoint” 
the Presidential électors ‘‘ in such manner as the Legislature thereof may 
direct,“ it necessarily confides to each State the settlement of all ques- 
tions as to the identity of the electors by it appointed. As was well said 
by Commissioner Hoax, of the Electoral Commission, in the Florida case, 
in anticipating a question which he has to-day asked of another: There 
must énter into the act of appointment the power of determining whois 
appointed.“ When the electors of the States are chosen there is no 
power anywhere outside of the State that can look behind the certifi- 
cates and question the title of the electors upon whom they have con- 
ferred commissions to votefor the President of the United States. 

If there were such power in the Federal Congress or in any tribunal 
established by it, who can doubt that instead of the serenity that now 
blesses our country there would be turmoil and tribulation? 

When the news of the November election came there came with it 
rumors of fraud and corruption in many parts of the country. Vast 
sums had been contributed for election purposes and ambitious men 
were aspiring to Presidential favors which they evidently believed would 
be ingratiated by the gifts they brought. 

It was charged by Democrats that votes had been bought in New 
Vork State as hucksters would buy their goods in the market, and 
that in Indiana a scheme had been organized to isolate and debauch 
the suffrages in blocks of five.” It was also charged that the Prof 
hibition party in New York had been betrayed and defrauded by the 
illicit sale of the subscription lists of their chief newspaper organ and 
the illicit sending of Republican campaign literature with the Prohi- 
bition papers in the mails. In one State, West Virginia, alien voters 
had been colonized by the hundred and had well nigh changed the electo- 
ral vote. On the other hand, Republicans brought their eounter-charges. 
It was alleged that in Virginia and elsewhere the colored vote had been 
suppressed; and for every charge by Democrats, You are another“ 
was the Republican reply. 

What a pandemonium of outery, of crimination and recrimination; 
what an outbreak of passion; what a terrible would there have 
been in the popular mind; what a disastrous paralysis of business in- 
terests would have followed had not State rights” exercised their 
conservative and healing sway. But by act of Congress of February 3, 
1887, it had been provided that the final determination by any State by 
laws enacted prior to the day fixed for the appointment of electors— 

Of any controversy or contest concerning such appointments of electors” 
shall be conclusive, and shall govern in the counting of the electoral votes as 
provided in the Constitution, 

This Congressional and conclusive enunciation of the Democratic 
doctrine of State rights nipped in the bud the outcroppings of contro- 


versy. 

The gate of State rights“ closed upon its hinges and barred out 
instantly the clamors of partisans, which once under similar circum- 
stances led the country in 1876 well nigh to the verge of civil war. 

General Harrison’s title as President was sealed and delivered with 
the seal of law and the seal of right, and the great seal u p it is not 
that of the Federal Government nor that of the majority of the people, 
but the seals of the sovereign States which have commissioned him as 
their Chief Magistrate. 


THE RIGHT TO VOTE NOT A FEDERAL BUT A STATE RIGHT. 


And now, sir, we have another fact which ma; fitly regarded in 
this connection. The right to vote is not the right that attaches toan 
American citizen by reason of his citizenship. ee aan suf» 
frage are distinct things. A man may have the right to vote without) 
being a citizen. He may also be a citizen without the right to vote. 
There is no established relation between citizenship and suffrage. 
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The Constitution of the United States does not confer the right to 
vote upon any single human being, male or female, native born, natu- 
ralized, or alien. 

The qualification and right to vote are matters that have ever be- 


longed, and do yet Kalong, entirely to the sovereign power of the sev- 
Fed 


eral States. The Government has never undertaken to confer 
the rightof suffrage, and can not do so, without constitutional amend- 
ment or gross usurpation. 

With its hundreds of thousands of office-holders, military, naval, and 
civil, the people of the United States do not directly elect a one 
of them, nor is power conferred upon them as a whole to elect in tly 
asingleoneofthem. The only election agencies employed by the Fed- 
eral Constitution are State nons and they are exercised only with 
relation to the Presidential electors, the Senators, and the resent- 
natives. The electors are appointed“ by the States,“ the tors 
are chosen by the Legislatures of the States, and the Represent- 
atives by the people of the several States.“ The appointment ot 

lectors by the States may be in any way that the Legislatures direct. 

he Senators are chosen directly by the Legislatures and the Repre- 
sentatives directly by the people; but the appointment of Representa- 

ives by districts is the customary and almost universal method, though 
* no means the necessary method, under the Constitution. 

As to the Senators, it is provided by the Constitution, Article I, sec- 
tion 3, that— 

The Senate of the United States shall be composed of two Senators from each 
te, —— the Legislature thereof, for six years; and each Senator shall 

ve one v. 

i Asto the House of Representatives, Article I, section 2, provides that 
t— 

puveral Guten sod the MAEA TA eno PALIO shall have tue AANA eae: 

site for electors of the most numerous branch of the State Legislature. 

ana as to both Senate and House, it is provided by Article I, section 
4, that— 
sentatives shall bo presetijed in cach State by tho Legislature thereat; but the 
Congress may at any time by law make or alter such regulations, except as to 
the places of choosing Senators. 

Thus it will be seen that the Constitution of the United States in no 
wise touches the right of suffrage further than to require that the quali- 
fication of electors for members of the House of Representatives shall 
be the same as those which the States themselves have prescribed for 
the election of the most numerous branch of the State islature;’’ 
and that Congress is given power to make or alter“ the regulations 
as to the time and manner of holding elections for Senators and 
Representatives. 

mmenting on these provisions of the Constitution, Pomeroy, an 
able legal writer, uses in his Book on Constitutional Law language 
which I quote, as follows, from section 207: 
Here we perceive that the General Government has no voice in deciding who 
shall be privil tati 


tions. or statutes, declare which of inhabitants may take a part in 
members of the popular branch oftheir local legislatures, and such persons are 
entitled also to vote for Congressmen in that State. 

We are thus met by this peculiarity of the organic law that it nowhere at- 
tempts to define what persons may exercise the right of suffrage, nor does it 
confer upon the General Government any such power. In the only instance 
where n is made for a popular election the States are left to designate 
the viduals who may unite in electing. 


I read again from section 209: 


Itis in, therefore, that mere citizenship of the United States does not in- 
volve right ot suffrage. It is also plain thatthe United States have no power 
or authority to interfere with the discretion of the States in determining what 
class of . the “qualifications” for electors, The State laws may 
throw open the door as wide as possible or may place any limitation which is 
not inconsistent with a republican form of government. In some a property 
qualification has been demanded from the voter, and this practically was al- 
most universal in the earlier years of our Government; in a few a literary or 
educational qualification is required. 


THE AMENDMENTS DO NOT CONFER THE RIGHT OF SUFFRAGE, AND DO NOT AU- 
THORIZE FEDERAL INTERFERENCE UNLESS A STATE LAW HAS ABRIDGED IT. 


Mr. President, it may be contended that the fourteenth and fifteenth 
amendments of the Constitution have to some extent modified or 
changed these constitutional principles. The fifteenth amendment is 
in a few lines and reads as follows: 


I. The of citizens of the United States to vote shall not be denied 
or by the United States or by any State on account of race, color, or pre- 
vious condition of servitude. 

Src. 2. The shall have power to enforce this article by appropriate 
legislation. 


The fourteenth amendment, in so far as it bears on thisissue, is as fol- 
lows: 


Srcrron 1. All persons born or naturalized in the United States, and subject to 
the jurisdiction thereof, are citizens of the United States and of the State wherein 
they reside. NoStateshall make orenforceany law which shall abridge the privi- 
leges or immunities of citizens of the United States; norshall anyState deprive 
any person of life, liberty, or property, without due process of law; nor deny to 
any person within its jurisdiction the equal protection of the laws. 

Src. 2. shall be apportioned among the several States ac- 
cording to their yg it numbers, counting the whole number of persons in 
each State, excluding Indians not taxed. t when the to vote at any 
ne sing aea the rev nate electors mg pow eer and Vice- ent of ty 
States, Representatives in executive and judicial officers ofa State, 
or the members of the thereof, is denied to any of the male inhab- 


crime, the basis 
which the number of such male citizens 8 
male citizens twenty-one years of age in such State, 


Both of these amendments refer to actions by the States. Their 
commands are to the States. Their prohibitions are upon the States, 

I beg leave to read from a decision of the Supreme Courtof the United 
States rendered since those amendments were adopted and in construc- 
tion of them. The first case I shall read from is the opinion of the Su- 
preme Court in the civil rights cases, 109 United States Reports, page 
11. In that decision the court is going on to speak of what may bean 
inyasion of the civil rights guarantied by the amendments to the Con- 
stitution, and Judge Bradley, giving its opinion, used the following lan- 


It is State action of a chara: that is prohibited. Individual in- 
vasion of individual rights is not the of the amendment. It has 
a deeper and broader scope. 


Then, on page 13, he says: 

And so in the present case, until some State law has been passed or some 
State action through its officers or agents has been taken adverse to the rights 
of citizens sought to be protected by the fourteenth amendment, no on 
of the United States under said amendment, nor 2 under such leg - 
islation, can be called into activity; for the prohibitions of the amendment are 
against State laws and acts dono under State authority. 

Now, sir, upon the authority of the decision of the Supreme Court 
of the United States, I would ask any Senator who advocates the pend- 
ing resolution, in contemplation of legislation which it is expected shall 
emanate therefrom, to point out to me the statute of any State against 
which he directs his denunciation or any act done under State author- 
ity which has elicited his criticism; and unless, as the Supreme Court 
of the United States has said, the act complained of wasdone by State 
legislation or State authority, it is notone that comes within the pur- 
view of the fourteenth amendment. 

Mr. President, I shall read now from the case of Minor vs, Happer- 
sett, 21 Wallace, pages 171-175, in which Chief-Justice Waite, of the 
United States Supreme Court, gave its unanimous opinion upon the 
question of suffrage: 

It is clear— 

Said the court— 


we think, that the Constitution has not added theright of — tothe priv- 
teges and immunities of citizenship as they existed at the time it was adopted. 

And still again, after the adoption of the fourteenth ent it was deemed 
necessary to adopt a fifteenth. the United 
States to vote shall n 


ot be denied or abrid by the United States or any Stato 
on account of race, color, or previous condition of servitude.” : 
The fourteenth amendment had already provided that no State uld make 


ese privileges or immunities why 
amend the tution to prevent its being denied on account of race, etc, 
Nothing is more evident— 

Concludes the court— 
than that the ust contain less and if all were already protected why 
go through ih the for Nr 

Again the court says: 

By Article IV, section 2, it is provided that “ the citizens of each State shall be 
ent r ern mena oper aire akaa peg OF 

If is necessari FFT 
must be entitled to vote in the several States precisely as their ms are. 
This is more than 5 they may change their residence and become 
citizens of the States and thus be voters. It goes to the extent of insisting that 
while retaining their original citizenship they may vote in any State. This we 
think may never be claimed. 

Thus, Mr. President, the Supreme Court of the United States dis- 
missed the proposition that, under the Constitution as it 8 
stood or under any of its amendments, the Government of the United 
States had anything to do in conferring the right of suffrage. 


THE SENATE CREATED BY STATE RIGHTS, 


I have thus dwelt, Mr. President, upon the terms of the Constitution 
and upon its construction that thereby it might be made apparent how 
it impresses upon us as our duty to recognize and enforce the rights and 
guaranties of statehood which are recognized throughout that instru- 
ment. 


In the presenee of Senators who owe their commissions to the sov- 
ereignty and equality of States, und who indeed were created to repre- 
sent them in the Congress of the Federal nation, and in the of 
a party which owes its supremacy both hereand in the Executive chair 
to the prerogative of statehood secured in the Federal Constitution, I 
may well anticipate that no taunt of ‘‘bourbon’’ or moss-back’’ 
will be hurled upon him who fixes attention upon the State right mu- 
niments from which the title to individual commission and party power 
has been derived. 

„State rights” held the ladder for Benjamin Harrison to ascend to 


the Presidential chair. State rights“ give you, the Senators of little 
and large States alike, your prerogatives here. ‘‘State is’? lifted 
upthe Republican party out of the ‘slough of d helped it over 


the hill of difficulty,“ and has brought it within sight of the goal of 
its pilgrimage. e 

It is an old proverb which tells us that the traveler should praise the 
bridge that carries him over the stream; and now that the State-righta 
bridge has landed the Republican party safely over the turbulent stream 
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of conflict, it is time for that party to confess that it is a pretty good 
bridge after all. 

Ingrate and unnatural, indeed, would be the Republican who turned 
back to destroy the bridge that has served him and his party so good a 
turn. And astonishing, indeed, would it be if New England Senators 
should unite to break down and eradicate principles which they were 
sent here to represent, and which are the sources of the influence and 
power that their section exercises in the affairs of the Federal Govern- 
ment, 

Mr. HOAR. Will it be agreeable to the Senator to allow me to ask 
him a question? 

Mr. DANIEL. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to ask the Senator, in order that his view 
may be complete in regard to two matters, if he will allow me to put 
the questions at the same time rather than to interrupt him twice, 
One is whether in his judgment Congress has authority to make an in- 
quiry into the existence of crimes against elections to the House of Rep- 
reseutatives, with a view of ascertaining whether there be or be not a 
necessity for legislation for the protection of thesuffrage. I speak now 
solely of members of the House of Representatives. 

Second, I ask whether in his judgment Congress has or has not the 
right to make inquiry into the existing facts with a view of dealing 
with the provision of thefourteenthamendment which says that When 
the right to vote at any election for the choice of electors for President 
and Vice-President of the United States“ and so on, is denied to any 
of the maleinhabitants of suchState * * * orinany way abridged 
except for participation in rebellion or other crime, the basis of repre- 
sentation therein shall be reduced in the proportion,“ ete. Iwill not 
detain the Senate to read it all. 

Perhaps I may as well make a third inquiry—and I should like to 
have the Senator’s view, under the Constitution, of each of these ques- 
tions—whether it is not perfectly competent for Congress, having the 

ower to initiate amendments to the Constitution, to make inquiry 
into the existing facts in the country with a view to see whether the 
Constitution does or does not work according to its intent in any par- 
ticular, especially in relation to elections, and whether an amendment 
should not be proposed to the people of the United States? , 

`I should like to ask the Senator, whose views we all listen to with 
so much deference, what his opinion is in regard to the right of Con- 
gress to initiate inquiries into those three aspects of the subject. 

Mr. DANIEL, Mr. President, I had intended to touch in my re- 
marks upon each of the points the Senator has suggested in his in- 

niries. I shall answer them with entire frankness. I do not doubt 

e constitutional authority of Congress to inquire into the state of the 
suffrage where it is all in such manner as to command its 
and attention that the Constitution of the United States has been vio- 
lated in reference thereto, but endeavoring to answer the Senator’s 
questions as near as I could collect them and speaking in reference to 
his first inguiry as to whether or not this body has the right to inquire 
into the last election of membets of the House of Representatives, I 
will say that while there is no higher power than the United States 
z which can lay its hand upon its procedure and arrest it—[a 

: use. N 
my only wish to wait until the Senator from Massachusetts can hear 
my reply to his 8 he is otherwise roy e 

Mr. HOAR. Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY] is ob- 
liged to leave the Senate to attend the funeral of a friend, and spoke 
to me with reference to making arrangements for a pair. 

Mr. DANIEL. I know the Senator from Massachusetts would not 
be guilty of any discourtesy, and I can well appreciate these little in- 
terruptionsin a long speech; but I wish the Senator from Massachusetts 
to hear my reply to his first question, as to whether or not the Senate 
of the United States has the constitutional authority to examine into 
the question of the election of members of the House of Representatives. 

INFRINGEMENT OF THE FUNCTIONS OF THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 

There are times, places, circumstances, and conditions under which 
such an inquiry might not be improper (with a view, for instance, to a 
constitutional amendment), but with my conception of the preroga- 
tives of the House of Representatives, which is the only body in this 
Government which directly represents the people, I can conceive of 
nothing more improper, more indecorous, more usurpatory of the proper 
functions of this Government than pending the contest of election cases 
in that House for the Senate to undertake by a partisan committee to 
throw its authority and ige in favor of one side. And, sir, I 
was amazed and astonished when I read a resolution proceeding from 
the hand of the Senator from Massachusetts in which he gravely re- 
quested the Senate of the United States to enter into an inquiry of the 
election of members of the House of Representatives. Ifanything more 
un-American or more in conflict with the spirit of the American Con- 
stitution could have been suggested, I am at a loss to conjecture what 
that thing is. 

Let us see how this would operate. Here are two or three mem- 
bers from our sister State of Maryland who are engaged in a contest, 
Republicans and and while they are in the course of trying 
their cause without undue suasion, intimidation, or influence from an 
outside source, while they are taking their testimony to submit to the 


only body which is competent under the Constitution of the United 
States to judge of the election and qualification of its members, here 


comes the Senator from Massachusetts, with the of the United 
States behind him, and a committee of the Republican Senate following 
him, to prepare the testimony for his partisan friends, and to cultivate 
a public sentiment which may override the fair and deliberate decision 
of the House of Representatives. 

Sir, that resolution of the Senator from Massachusettsis revolutionary, 
for it indicates a tendency upon a part of the Senate to usurp the fanc- 
tions of the House of Representatives, and it would be just as compe- 
tent for the House of Representatives, of its own motion, to send a 
committee into the State of Massachusetts to take testimony in its 
cities and towns and to throw the weight of its organization and its 
treasury in a contest of the Senator from Massachusetts for his seat, 
This is my answer to one question which the Senator has submitted. 
WHAT I5 AN ABRIDGMENT OF SUFFRAGE IN CONTEMPLATION OF THE CONSTI- 

TUTION? 

Another question the Senator asks me is whether I dispute the con- 
stitutionality of an inquiry if itis addressed to the question whether 
or not the suffrage has been abridged in contemplation of that word as 
used in the fourteenth amendment? I had anticipated that inquiry, 
when I read from the decision of the Supreme Court of the United 
States in the one hundred and ninth volume of United States Reports, 
in which it is Jaid down by that tribunal that the predicate of action 
upon such a subject is the interference by the legislation of a State or 
by State authority, and I would answer that question of the Senator 
from Massachusetts further by asking him another, I should like to 
know, sir, if it has been anywhere alleged in this body that there is 
any law upon the statute-books of Texas or Lonisiana or any other 
State which is in conflict with the fourteenth and fifteenth amend- 
ments or any other portionof our Constitution. 

I should like to ask the further question whether itis alleged or pre- 
tended here that by State authority of Texas or Louisiana orany other 
State the has been interfered with; and if this be not the case, 
I should like to understand why it is that a mere row between a few 
individuals in one State or another authorizes the Congress of the 
United States to take those Commonwealths into custody; why is it 
that similar riots and similar disturbances in States nearer to the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts than either Texas or Louisiana have so long 
escaped his close attention ? 

Now, Mr. President, I want to go along with the thread of my dis- 
course as I was endeavoring to make it and to speak about the organi- 
zation and the function of the Senate. 


EQUALITY OF STATES AND INEQUALITY OF VOTEES REPRESENTED IN THE SENATE, 


In this body, Mr. President, there is not felt the exercise of any power 
that can be traced to the doctrine that all men are free” or that all 
men are equal.“ 

If the equality of citizens were a Federal doctrine the Senate would 
be to-day a Democratic body and the President-elect would be a Dem- 
ocrat. 

No idea of the consolidated nationality of the American people and 
no idea of their individual equality of citizens has found any the least 
expression in the constitution of the Senate. It is here as a Senate 
solely because the United States are a Federal nation composed of equal 
and sovereign States, The States differ so widely in area that Maine, 
New Hampshire, or Vermont might be tucked up in a corner of Texas, 
They differ so widely in population that if New Hampshire were to 
pour her entire people into New York they would only make a flour- 
ishing suburb of her great city. But they are equal in sovereignty as 
a principle and equal in power only in the Senate, which was created 
to represent, cherish, and defend that life principle of its being. 

Thus we see that the little State of New Hampshire, with only 
enough population to send 2 out of 325 Representatives to the House, 
sends 2 out of 76 Senators to the Senate, and the same identically may 
be said of Florida, Vermont, and Rhode Island. The States of Colorado, 
Delaware, Nevada, and Oregon have each but 1 Representative and yet 


each have 2 Senators. 

I need say no more to make it patent that if the States rights were 
todisappear from this body with 8 Senators who represent popula- 
tions so small that they have but 4 Representatives, the Republican 
party here would disappear in its ascendancy with them, 

There may be something apparently incongruous in seeing four lit- 
tle States like Colorado, Delaware, Nevada, and Oregon, with an ag- 
gregate population of less than 1,000,000 people, given equal repre- 
sentation in the Senate with New York, Pennsylvania, Illinois, Ohio, 
and Missouri, with many times their number of voters. 

But through this agency the equality and dignity of statehood is 
preserved, and the balances of sectional power are adjusted; the peo- 
ple are secured in the provision of conservative influences in this Gov- 
ernment, and transient ebulitions of popular ion are resisted. 

The Senate stands to-day in authority as a te by virtue of the 
equal rights of the States to elect their Senators, by the declaration of 
the Constitution that each Senator shall have one vote, and by the ab- 
solute extinguishment, so far es Federal political power is concerned, 
of the equality of voters. 
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The measure of Federal political power given to a voter differs with 
the subject-matter of his vote and with the State he lives in. 

A voter of New York is a factor in the selection of 36 electors; a voter 
of New Hampshire is only a factor in the election of 4; and voters of 
Colorado, Delaware, Nevada, and Oregon are factors in the election 
of but 3. 

The States of New Hampshire, Nevada, Rhode Island and Vermont 
have each 2-325 of Federal legislative power in the House, 2-76 in the 
Senate, and 4-401 in the college of electors. 

Colorado, Nevada, Delaware, and Oregon have each 1-325 of Federal 
power in the House, 2-76 in the Senate, and 3-401 in the college of 
electors. 

The five great States, New York, Pennsylvania, Illinois, Ohio, and 
Missouri, have Federal power as follows in the House, Senate, and elec- 
toral college: 


Electoral 


Population. | House. | Senate. college. 


If you will multiply the denominators of these fractions by the number 
of the voters in the respective States you will have the precise propor- 
tional voting power of each voter, and it will be seen that instead of 
being an equal power the vote varies as much as the muscular or mental 
power of individuals. 

EQUALITY OF VOTERS A STATE RIGHT, 

So while each voter has an equal right conferred by his State to cast 
his vote, equality ends in the act and does not extend to the force and 
effect of the vote. The vote cast in one State does not exert itself in 
the same degree as inanother in respect to the number of electors voted 
for, and the proportion of political power is a quantity as variable as 
the conditions of the State in which it is deposited. 

The voter, then, under the Constitution of the United States, is not 
a unit of political power, but only a variable fraction, to be determined 
by his surroundings. 

Statehood and State rights are the elements that determine the value 
of the fraction. Each vote in a State has the same relative power as an- 
other vote in the same State, but not so in the Government of the United 
States. There its power varies, as we have seen, and the fact appears 
that the equality of voters is a principle of statehood and not of nation- 
ality. The exact equality of voters exists only within State limits, and 
exact equality of the States is represented only in the Senate. 

run POTENTIAL INFLUENCE OF NEW ENGLAND DUE TO STATE RIGHTS, 


No portion of our country has derived such great benefits from ‘‘State 
rights’’ as that group of States known as New England. Smallinarea, 
thin in population for the most part, and not increasing in numbers as 
rapidly as other sections, its power in this body is greatly in excess of 
its due proportion, if any other idea than the sovereignty and equality 
of its States were considered. 

The following table displays the population and potential power of 
the six New England States: 


Representa- | Senatorial | Electoral 
tive power. power. power. 
2-76 or 1-38 6-401 
2-76 or 1-38 4-401 
2-76 or 1-33 4-401 
2-76 or 1-38 14401 
2-76 or 1-38 4-401 
2-76 or 1-38 6-401 
26 | 12-76 or 6-33 | 38-401 


In round numbers, the census of 1880 shows that the United States 
contains 50,000,000 people, and that the six New England States con- 
tained 8 per cent. of the entire population. Twenty-six representa- 
tives would be its due proportion in a body of 325 members, and in 
the House of Representatives has no more than its just proportion 
looking at representation as a national matter based upon population. 

But in the Senate it has 12 out of 76 members, or over 18 per cent. 
of Federal political power; that is to say, the national idea has given 
New England 8 per cent. of the entire Federal legislative power in the 
House, and the State-right idea has given it 18 per cent. of the entire 
Federal political power in the Senate. 

If its representation in a Senate of 76 members were divided in pro- 
portion and based purely upon the idea that this is a nation,” it 
would have no more than 5 Senators instead of 12 to represent it here. 


STATES RIGHTS ADD SEVEN SENATORS TO THE FIVE WHICH NEW ENGLAND RE- 
5 CEIVES FROM THE NATIONAL IDEA. 


In brief, 5 of the 12 New England Senators represent the power of 
that section in a purely national Senate, and it is indebted to State 


rights for the 7 in excess of that number which give it here so potent 
a Voice. 

How is it in the electoral college? In that body the six New Eng- 
land States have 26 members according to population and according to 
representation in the House of Representatives. ButState rights have 
added to the college of 401 electors 12 electors from New England; 2 
represent the statehood of each State, and it has 38 electors. Ifinan 
electoral college of 401 members its representation were reduced to the 
basis of population, and to the idea this is a nation” pure and simple, 
it would have but 32 electors. State rights have given to the New 
England States 6 additional electors in the electoral college according 
to its present membership, and if the number were reduced to 325 it 
would have but 26. 

After counting South Carolina, Louisiana, and Florida for Hayes as 
President in 1876, he was given 185 electoral votes, and Samuel J. 
Tilden was given 184 electoral votes. The majority of the electors 
then coun for Hayes was a majority which represented States 
rights;’’ and notwithstanding he held then the majority of the elec- 
tors, he held, like Harrison, only a minority of the popular vote, the 
poll standing for Tilden. 


THE FEDERAL POLITICAL POWER OF THE NEW ENGLAND AND SOUTHERN SEC- 
TIONS CONTRASTED, 


Let us now compare the Southern and the New England States with 
reference to their population and political power. The six New England 
States, with 4,000,000 of people, in round numbers, contain 8 cent. 
of the entire population of the United States, and the fifteen Southern 
States contain 18,000,000 of people, in round numbers, or something 
over 36 per cent. of the entire population of the United States. 

The following table shows the population and proportionate political 
power of the fifteen Southern States: 


The Southern States and their political power. 


Representa- | Senatorial | Electoral 


Population. | tive power, 


g 


1850 10-395 
255, 7-325 
1,542, 10-325 
209. 2-325 
202. 8-325 
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85 
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A Representative in a House of 325 Representatives is the representa- 
ative on an average throughout the United States of 151, people. 
In New England and the Southern States there is a little loss in pro- 
portionate representation by State lines. A New England Congress- 
man represents 154,000, and a Southern Congressman represents some 
152,000. But it is different in the Senate and the electoral college, in 
each of which the chief gain goes tothe New England section. A New 
England Senator represents only 334,000 people, whereas a Southern 
Senator represents 611,000 people. 

So, then, if the Senator from Massachusetts speaks of public opin- 
ion, he, representing a great State, in population, would represent 
many voters behind him, whereas the Senator from a small State: 
would gather the force of his voice not from the number of votes of 
his constituency, but from the dignity of the State, which has equal- 
3 number by the sovereign equality of the body- politic, ealled the 

tate. 

If the representation of the six New England States and the fifteen 
Southern States in the Senate were proportionate according to the ag- 
gregate population of 22,000,000 which makes 30 Southern and 12 New 
England Senators, New England would have but 9 Senators and the 
South would have 33. A New England elector represents but 105,000 
people, whereas a Southern elector represents 120,000 people. So that 
more than the South, and more than any other section of the United 
States, the New England section is the greatest gainer by the State- 
rights doctrines upon which the Federal Constitution is based. 

IF ENTIRE COLORED POPULATION WERE ELIMINATED THE SOUTH WOULD STILL 
GAIN IN THE SENATE IF REPRESENTED AS NEW ENGLAND 18. 

If no vote were given to colored people, and the Senate were based 
on white population alone, the South would gain six Senators as com- 
pared to New England. And so greatly does New England gain in 
comparison with theSouthern States, thatif the entire negro voteof the 
South were eliminated, and Southern Senatorial representation were 
based entirely upon the white population, the South would have more 
Senators here than it now has, provided the scale of population were 
applied proportionately to that which now gives Senatorial representa- 
tion in New England. 
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The ſollowing table, from the Tenth Census, represents the white and 
colored population of the fifteen Southern States: 


Population of the fifleen Southern States, 


12, 351, 087 
6.018, 415 


This table shows that of the fifteen Southern States there are but 
three in which the colored people are in a majority, and it will be 


seen ata ce that of the 18,000,000 Southern people more than 12,- 
060,000 of them are white people, or over three times as many white 
pore in the South as there are of people of all kinds in the New Eng- 
d section. If these 12,000,000 of Southern white people had propor- 
tionately as many Senators as the 4,008,532 New Englanders have, the 
Southern States would have thirty-six Senators instead of the thirty 
who now represent them, and to which number they are diminished 
by the doctrine of State rights. 
THE Loss OF SEVENTY-ONE SENATORS IS THE SOUTHERN TRIBUTE TO STATE 
RIGHTS IN NEW HAMPSHIRE, 

Furthermore, if the 18,000,000 Southern people were in a consoli- 
dated nation where population was represented in the Senate instead 
of State rights, and if they had a Senator here for every 173,000 peo- 
ple, as New Hampshire has, they would have 106 Senators, each one of 
them on a perfect equality with the Senators from New Hampshire. 
If only the Southern whites were represented in the Senate in propor- 
tion as the people of New Hampshire of all races are represented here, 
then they would have 71 Senators to advocate their rights and interests, 
instead of 30, to which number the entire Southern people are confined 
by the doctrine of State rights and to which they are limited as be- 
tween New Hampshire and themselves by the scale accorded them. 
The loss of 76 Senators is the tribute which the South pays for the 
enjoyment of State rights by New Hampshire, and the loss of 41 Sena- 
tors would be its tribute if only Southern whites were represented here 
instead of all the races. 

NEW ENGLAND SENATORS UNDERMINING THE PROPS OF THEIR POWER. 

Nothing could make more plain the fact that the great and dispro- 
portionate power exercised by New Hampshire in the Senate, and the 
small power exercised by Southern Senators in comparison with it, is 
attributable solely to the dignity, the sovereignty, and the equality of 
the States; and I approach the consideration of the resolutions which 
have been offered, and which are now pending before the Senate, won- 
dering that Senators from a section which has aggrandized its power 
and maintained its national sway by drawing so plentifully from the 
fountain of State rights should be foremost in endeavoring to destroy the 
source from which their own commissions and from which their Fed- 
eral potentiality spring. 


[Here the unfinished business was laid before the Senate; and then, 
the Senate having resumed consideration of the resolution upon which 
Mr. DANIEL was speaking, he resumed his remarks. ] 


Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, I was just commenting, when the 
interruption occurred, upon what seemed to me a strange and almost 
unaccountable fact, that the Representatives of States which derive 
their political ascendancy from the doctrine of States’ rights, and whose 
own-commissions bore the seals of those States which had sent them 
here to represent, defend, and cherish them, should be the chief pro- 
moters of a scheme to so consolidate and nationalize all the powers of 
this Government as to diminish the power and predominance of their 
own people. While I am not a prophet nor a son of a prophet, I under- 
take to suggest that on the day when the Federal Government shall 
assume charge of elections in the States it will swing open a broad gate 
to an avenue which will not end until it has reached thorough consoli- 
dated nationality; and hereafter, in my humble judgment, if it shall 
become the duty of the philosophic historian to recount the decline of 
New England influence in the Federal Government and to analyze the 
causes thereof, it is likely that he will date the beginning of that de- 
cline to the time when, through the agency of her Representatives in 
Congress, the Federal Government assumed control in State elections, 


and will attribute the chief cause thereof to the consequential destruc- 
tion of the constitutional State-right principles upon which New Eng- 
land ascendancy was founded and had been so long preserved. 

Behind the pending resolutions which are now before this body, and 
the measures which they foreshadow, there rises in the haze of the 
future, to my vision, the figure of a consolidated nation with a repre- 
sentation in both Houses of Congress based on the equality of popula- 
tion and suffrage. 

EQUAL RIGHTS OF SMALL STATES IN THE SENATE DUE TO A COMPROMISE WITH 
THE SLAVE POWER. 

While I am discoursing upon this point I beg leave to read a para- 
graph from the book of Henry Wilson on the history of the slave power 
of America, in which he goes on to show how it was that States were 
made equal in the Senate as population was represented in the House, 
Says Mr. Wilson in this volume: 

There was a great struggle in the convention touching the basis of represen- 
tation in Congress, in which the question of slavery largely mingled. It origi- 
nated in the strife between the larger and amnaller Miata, the latter contending ` 
for an equal and the former for a proportional pave peering The Virginia 
plan proposed to base the representation on free inhabitants and three-fifths of 
all other persons. Twice the convention voted in favor of a proportional repre- 
sentation. Having failed to secure an equal representation in the House, the 
party representing the smaller States made a strenuous effort to secure an 
equality of representation in the Senate, but the proposition was defeated by a 
tie vote. The State-right members being defeated manifested much dissatisiac. 
tion. On inotion of Mr. Sherman, of Connecticut, a committee of conference 
of one from each State was appointed. In this committee Franklin pro) 
that the States should be equally represented in the Senate while for the ouse 
the Virginia plan should be adopted, allowing one resentative for 40,000in- 
habitants, slaves being counted in the ratio of three-fifths.—Volume 1, page 42. 

Just here I should like to call the attention of our New England and 
Republican friends to the fact that their power and ascendancy in the 
Senate of the United States to-day is based upon their traffic with the 
slave power which they here so often denounce, and singularly enough, 
while they are yet holding the consideration which was paid them 
when they swore to a constitution which put slavery in it, while they 
have not hesitated to denounce the institution and every State, great or 
little, that got any advantage by it, I have yet to hear the first of them 
come forward and offer to return the consideration which they received 
for swearing their own support. But I must presume that since the 
Senator from New Hampshire and the Senator from Massachusetts and 
other Senators are now here endeavoring to destroy whatever immun- 
ities of States’ rights are yet left in the Constitution, they are contem- 
plating that view of the consolidated nation in which their own States 
shall lay down the advantages which they derived from States’ rights 
when they trafficked with the slave power in the formation of the Con- 
stitution. 

AN UNGRACIOUS ASSAULT UPON VIRGINIA, 

Mr. President, I shall drop the thread of my remarks for a moment, 
as I see the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] in his 
chair, that I may answer in his presence an imputation which he saw 
fit in his remarks upon the distant State of Louisiana to make in refer- 
ence to the honored Commonwealth of which I am one of the represent- 
atives. When I looked into that Senator’s remarks, partisan as I knew 
him to be, and filled with no kind feelings, as I feared, to those people 
who are nearest and dearest to me, I confess, sir, that I was astonished 
that in a body of this character he should have taken an opportunity 
to fling his objurgations at so many States which were not involved in 
the inquiry which he sought to institute. 

There was no State south of Mason and Dixon's line in which he did 
not search for some act that he might lift up to opprobrium; and hav- 
ing discovered in some newspaper somewhere a statement in which 
there was a list of colored persons who had been lynched within a year 
in various communities, he placed Virginiaat the head of that list, which 
he held up in the Senate to ignominy, it having been upon her soil that 
215 persons of African descent had been executed without the formality 
of law. 

For my State, sir, Iseek and do most sincerely desire the respect ot 
¿shis body and of her sister Commonwealths. I do not believe that any- 
where in the American Republic there is a people who have more loy- 
alty to law or who will go further to see the scales of justice held in 
even balance than in the old Commonwealth whose son I am. I feel 
it, therefore, necessary to answer the assault of the Senator from New 
Hampshire, ungracious and gratuitous as it was, that I may relate to 
the Senate the circumstances under which these lynchings occurred, 
that their fair and impartial minds may judge whether the name of 
Virginia is by them sullied. 

THE ALLEGED OUTRAGES IN VIRGINIA. 

The Senator in his remarks gives a chronicle of the lynching of a col- 
ored man in the simple words, Reuben Cole, at Surry Court House, 
Va., and the context of his speech contains the intimation that the 
lynching was one item in the Southern scheme to carry the election by 
killing negroes. If the Senator from New Hampshire or any of his 
colleagues of the Republican party shall claim that this negro was a 
Republican he will have no one to envy or to rival him in the claim. 
I reply to his assertion that itis true that Reuben Cole was executed 
by the hands of an indignant people for ravishing the person of a white 
woman. 

His next allegation of outrage is the alleged lynching of William 
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Smith near Christians „Va. It is inaccurate. No one imagined 
that the Senator from New Hampshire would be otherwise than in- 
accurate. He had searched for his facts through newspapers with 
their hasty and often partisan-tinged reports, and when such sources 
of information are solely relied upon every one knows from the begin- 
ning that the person who is content with them does not especially séek 
to be accurate. William Smith was not lynched at or near Christians- 
burgh, Va., nor even in the county of which Christiansburgh is the 
county seat, but he was lynched near Wytheville, Va., for haying as- 
saulted a white lady after unsuccessfully attempting the like offense 
upon the person of another, and after being an accomplice in the mur- 
der of a third. 

Neither Smith nor Cole suffered because his skin was black or be- 
cause he was an actual or a presumed Republican. Notwithstanding 
that the utterance may bring upon me the malediction of that class of 
men who hate their own race and studiously suppress history in their 

ess to d e it, I do not hesitate to say in this presence that a 
crime so awful in the sight of God and man merited the swift and con- 
dign punishment that followed it; and even if it leads to sectional 
inquiry, whether or not Virginia has a republican form of government, 
I give it as my deliberate opinion that in that State the brutal efligy 
of human nature who commits that dread, unpardonable sin may ex- 
pect justice to be meted out to him in strict conformity to the fif- 
teenth amendment without regard to race, color, or previous condition 
of servitude, 

One of these outrages to which the Senator from New Hampshire 
has alluded here occurred in the district which I had the honor to rep- 
resent in the Forty-ninth Congress of the United States. I 
through the town where one of these outrages was committed while it 
was yet fresh in the minds of the people, and while the blood of maid- 
enhood was red upon the ground, and as there is a misunderstanding 
in this body of nearly all the bearings of the Southern question, I pro- 
pose to tell a plain, unvarnished tale. 

In the city of Roanoke, in the county of Roanoke, and within 50 
miles of my own home, amongst the people whose tative I was 
at that time, there was located a man by the name of Wilson, who was 
a mechanic from Carlisle, in Pennsylvania, who had recently made his 
residence there. He had just builded his home upon the suburb of that 
thriving and industrious town. One afternoon his wife had sent their 
daughter, Lizzie Wilson, a fair and blooming girl of sixteen years of age, 
upon a mission to one of the stores. The twilight was descending; the 
housewife was awaiting her husband's return and that of her little 
daughter with her two companions, when suddenly she heard a shriek 
near by the doorway of her home. She recognized her daughter's voice. 
She ran out to find what was the matter, and when she got there she 
found that her daughter was lying in the street of Roanoke, and there 
was that across her throat which the Senator from New Hampshire 
would not have cared tosee. She was murdered in cold blood at her 
mother’s and father’s door, her throat cut from ear to ear, her young 
life spilled upon the ground. ‘Two colored men who were seen at the 
time were arrested. The evidence against them was almost, and yet 
not quite, conclusive. 

Toshow you, Mr. President, and to show all who may question it, 
that the people of that State and of that community have a self-pos- 
session and a self-restraint which are nowhere the supposed 
murderer was arrested and carried through the streets of Roanoke and was 
turned over to the hands of the law. He was tried once and the jury hung. 
He was tried a second time aud the jury hung. He was tried the third 
time. There were two colored men upon the jury and ten White 
men, and the jury hung; and that man who was believed by all peo- 
ple to be the man who committed the offense walked out of jail after 
three trials and no man laid his hand upon him. 

But, Mr. President, there is an end to human patience. There are 
some things which might even stir the blood of the Senator from New 
Hampshire if they were to occur anywhere else than a thousand miles 
or so away from his home. In this vicinage a little later there was a 
respectable lady. She was in that situation in which all nature bows 
in reverence and to woman, she held within a second 
principle of liſe; and this brute, William Smith, who was one of the 
accomplices in the murder of this beautiful Northern girl, assailed the 
matron and murdered her infant and herself. 

Does the Senator from New Hampshire mean to say that the good 
name of V; is to be derided and her people to be held up to in- 
dignity in the Senate of the United States because this lends handed 
and three-times murderer of woman and childhood and innocence met 
his fate at the hands of men who could not restrain their indignation? I 
did not believe that there was a community in the civilized world where 
the Anglo-Saxon still lifis up his white brow that would have produced 
a Senator to deliver a eulogy upon these murderers, or to have wept 
his crocodile tears over the fictitious wrongs presumed to have been 
committed, nor do I now believe that any one will envy the Senator 
from New Hampshire in the self-imposed réle which he has assumed 
on this floor. 

SOME REPUBLICAN DISTURBANCES IN VIRGINIA. 

Mr. President, I am not here to speak against the colored race. I 

was reared amongst them. I have respect for them. I voted in the 


ture of Virginia in 1869, before the constitution of my State re- 
quired it, to educate them, and I would endeavor to exercise every 
office of Christianity and kindness towards them. But, sir, I am tired 
of kering the oft-repeated talein the United States Senate that all the 
wrongs which are committed between the races in the Southern States 
are committed by white men, and that the people of my political faith 
are the only ones who do them. I well speak of things which have 
come under my own obseryation, but yet to which I have never heard 
a Republican Senator u this floor allude, and which have been 
strangely dropped from the chronology of Southern occurrences. 

In the year 1883 I went to the city of Richmond to join my brother 
Democrats in celebrating the restoration of Democratic power in Vir- 
ginia. In the procession which was formed on Main street in Rich- 
mond there were two colored clubs, about two hundred colored men, 
who were Democrats from Charlotte and Halifax Counties, in their reg- 
ular club organization; and no sooner did they march forth on Main 
street in the capital city of Virginia than they were assailed with sticks 
and stones by colored men, who sought thus to persecute them because 
they had the e to walk in a Democratic line, and the mounted 
police of the city of Richmond had to be called out to prevent a general 
riot, 

I was again in the city of Richmond in the year 1884, to join again 

with my fellow-Democrats in celebrating the election of Grover Cleve- 
land. Those colored men from Halifax and Charlotte had voted for 
me in the election as a member of the House of Representatives, and 
they were there to march openly in that procession. They were threat- 
ened on every hand, as they had been in the year 1883, but in company 
with other Democrats I went to them and at their head I marched 
through the city of Richmond, deeming it an un-American and an un- 
just thing and a disgrace to Virginia and her capital city if it could be 
ever said, through the persecutions of the Republican party, or of col- 
ored men, or otherwise, that an American citizen or a Virginian could 
not march in line in exhibition and declaration of his political opin- 
ions. 
These things occurred under my own observation, and yet whenever 
in the United States Senate there is an allusion to anything south of 
Mason and Dixon’s line it is always with epithets of objurgation against 
the white man and a closure of ear and eye as to the colored man. 

I beg leave to inform the Senate that since the Senator from New 
Hampshire stood in his place a few months ago and delivered his speech 
upon the eve of the election, of my own knowledge nine white men 
have been shot down in Virginia by the hands of colored men. There 
were four of them shot down in the streets of Norfolk on the day after 
the election. There were two of them shot in the streets of my own 
town while I was there pending our short vacation. There was one 
shot the other day in the county of Stafford. There was another shot 
in the county of Fanquier. There was yet another, an officer of the 
law, shot in the town of Charlottesville. 

I shall presently ask to have some extracts read from some of our 
ne rs, but in doing so I must make an lanation of the reason 
why. Iam sorry that the Senator from usetis [Mr. Hoan] is 
not in his seat that I might ask him the question upon what testimony 
he has based the assumption and allegation that Louisiana is not as 
republican a State as Massachusetts, or that its government is in con- 
spiracy, or that its people are not obeying the laws of the United States 


as much so as any other? 
A TRUMPED-UP CASE. 


It was observed when this question was first introduced to the Sen- 
ate that there was no memorial here from the State of Louisiana 
Louisiana is always ready in its Republicans to respond to orders from 
Washington. They stand ready to make a case to order whenever it 
may be desired. ‘They did it in 1876, and they are ready to do it 
again in 1889. 

There are some things in this country which are grand, gloomy, 
monumental, and peculiar. We have thegreat Rocky Mountain range, 
we have the great Niagara Falls, we have the great Yellowstone Park, 
we have the great Mississippi River. But we have something that is 
greater than either one of or than all four combined. It is the 
Louisiana liar. Munchausen, John Falstaff, Ovid Bolus, and Ananias 
rolled into one would hide his diminished head in the presence of Eliza 
Pinkston and other monumental Louisiana liars of national and world- 
wide repute. 

There is nothing in the history of this nation which is better known 
than the lying that was done in 1876. Now that a Republican Presi- 
dent is about to go into office, and will have opportunity to do as Mr. 
Hayes did in 1876, that is, to say prayers over civil-service reform in 
his inaugural address and then march every perjured scoundrel from 
Louisiana into an office, these fellows from that country are pricking 
up their ears, and are in on duty. I can not conceive it possible 
that Mr. Harrison will be ready to follow the distinguished example, 
but those people who do not 5 him as yet are evidently of the 
opinion that, under the lead of the Senator from New Hampshire, who 
was so conspicuous a figure then, the good time is coming again, and 
they are going to be in at the beginning. 

A PARTISAN AND UNJUST PROCEEDING, 


Mr. President, this is a serious proceeding, and I wish the Senator from 
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Massachusetis was in his seat that I t ask him upon what basis it 


is founded. There has been a very little political—what shall 
I call it—maneuvering going on in the Senate for the last week or so. 
First we had a Louisiana resolution. That resolution was spoken to 
for a long time and then glided into the committee. Then forth from 
that committee came a Texas resolution. Now Texas is on the way to 
Louisiana in this debate; and I should like to make a few remarks 
about the Texas resolution and the manner it has been treated in the 
Senate before I get to Louisiana, 

There occurred away off in one corner of one county of a State with 
198 counties an election and race conflict. The net result of that con- 
flict was that one white man was murdered, and three negroes. I do 
not condone the act of the colored man who murdered the white man 
or of the white men who lynched the negroes; but when that matter 
‘was inquired into by the Committee on Privileges and Elections they 
came out with a report in which, on account of this incidental circum- 
stance, they recommended a revision of the entire election system ot 
the United States. That committee made a report in vindication of 
their action, and as the spokesman of the committee the honerable 
Senator from New York [Mr. EvArts] took the floor and delivered to 
the Senate an address which was dignified, which was decorous, which 
in all of its manner of delivery and all of its matter was worthy of the 
Senate of the United States. But from the reportof that Senator there 
was a striking absence of all the palliating circumstances, of all the 
significant and controlling facts which would enable a fair mind in read- 
ing his report to reach a just and fair conclusion. 

I put it to any Senator who sits upon that side of this Chamber, to 
any man who feels a or in his own people and who would have a 
natural impulse to defend and vindicate their good name, if a commit- 
tee of Democrats or Southern men sitting upon this side of the Cham- 
ber had gone to the State of New York, or Maine, or New. Hampshire, 
and had summed up all the testimony on one side of a case, had left 
entirely out of consideration the facts and views which might enable 
others justly to understand it, if he would not have gotten to his feet 
and if he would not have criticised with severity the partisan and. one- 
te RR Sg by which injustice was done to his State and to his 

ple? 

Pet a committee of Democrats on this side of the floor had undertaken, 
as to any State represented by a Republican, here to make so unfair 
and so unjust a report, I state it without hesitation, as a Democrat, as 
a fair and hohora man, and as one who loves justice, I would have 
repudiated that report and would have said it is not a fair exhibit of 
the justiceof this cause. ButI have waited with patience. Levityand 
haste unseemly have characterized the course with which the majority 
has proceeded. No man has stood forth from amongst them to say, I 
want justice, and I who seek justice will do justice,“ but the re- 
pee itself has N back into the darkness from which it sprang as 

even its au and were unwilling to continue the de- 
bate, and the Senator from Massachusetts has brought on another horse 
in these resolutions that concern Lonisiana and other States, while 
Texas is relegated to the 

THR GRAVITY OF THE PROPOSITION. 

Mr. President, I have some extracts from the press which I wish to 
have read, but I do not ask that they may be read as the basis of any 
action of this body, and I do not wish to be misunderstood as to the 
view in which I present them or as to the measure of force and effect 
which, in my judgment, they should be accorded. There is nothing 
here to inform us upon what basis the report of the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts to make the oy apa whether or not Louisiana has a repub- 
lican form of government is rested. We must leave to our imagination 
to define what has been his and the committee’s 1 for put- 
ting before the Senate a resolution so grave in its im 

Mr. President, if this were a resolution to impeach the President of 
the United States and to dismiss him from his high office it would not 
be a resolution of more serious If this were a resolution to de- 
clare war against Great Britain and commit the power of the Army 
and the Navy and the of the United States to a long and bloody 
struggle it would not be a resolution which should cause men to re- 
flect more deeply or to- be more serious and deliberate in their reflec- 


tions. 

What is it, Mr. President? It is a resolution which impeaches the 
character of a sovereign State, which seeks to undermine one of the 
pillars of the Constitution of the Federal Government, which seeks to 
obliterate from our flag one of the stars that glitter upon its folds. 

WHERE IS THE EVIDENCE WHICH HAS ELICITED THIS PROCEEDING? 

I ask Senators who represent the Committee on Privileges and Elec- 
tions to permit me as a Senator here to know upon what information 
it is that the Senate condescends to make this indictment and to take 
this step in so im t a procedure? Has our Government sunk into 
such looseness in its deliberations of business, and is the Senate of the 
United States, which ough to be the highest and greatest 33 
ary body in the whole civilized world, gotten down to so low a plane 


of action that a committee without any state of facts to lay before its 

colleagues can rely upon a partisan majority to put through any reso- 

lution gravely assailing the statehood of Louisiana and initiating steps 
ee of States? 


to degrade her in the 


It will not do to answer by the allegation that this is merely a 
liminary step. It is the first step that costs in all such 8 
as this, and it is the first step that should be more deliberate than any 
other, You can not arrest the humblest individual who walks the 
streets of Washington, you can not impugn his good name, without 
an allegation, withont first putting yourself under the range of law, 
making your affidavit as to his violation thereof, or in some formal 
manner producing in a preliminary fashion and foreshadowing the tes- 
timony upon which you rely for his conviction. Mr, President, there 
is no preliminary testimony here; there have been no preliminary wit- 
nesses here; there is nota single affidavit behind this procedure—noth- 
ing but the sweet will of a Republican parasan majority. 

It is true that one Senator upon this floor did get up and read a good 
many letters, and some of them were anonymous letters—anonymous 
letters read to the Senate of the United States! Is there a man here, 
Mr. President, who would be willing that his own character should be 
judged by an anonymous letter? Is there any man upon this floor who 
does not feel in his breast an absolute contempt for the sneaking, cow- 
ardly people who indulge in anonymous letters? Yet, sir, can we be- 
lieve our own eyes and ears when we see a Senator of the United States 
ask his colleagues to indict a people and put a cloud upon their form 
of government because at some time and from somewhere he received 
an anonymous letter? 

But the anonymous letter has been supplemented, and we have in 
the only document which gives us any inkling of the provocation of 
this procedure a number of petitions filed by Republicans in contested 
elections in Louisiana. The petitions are not even evidence in the 
case in which they are filed. If they are evidence, all a man would 
have to do in this country would be to file petitions to help him into 
office. They are not evidence in any court in Christendom, or in any 
parliamentary bony in Christendom, and yet in order to poison the 
minds of the Northern people against their brethren of the South, in 
order to pate the judgment of this judicial Senate, candidates for 
office in Louisiana have had their petitions filed here in speeches made 
by the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER]. 

Mr. GIBSON. Will the Senator from Virginia permit me? 

Mr. DANIEL. Certainly. 

Mr. GIBSON. There has been no petition or no memorial from any 
contestant for any office in the State of Louisiana, so far as I know, 
addressed to any member of the Senate or to the Senate itself. 

Mr. DANIEL. I do not know—— 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. DANIEL. I will yield to the Senator from Colorado in a mo- 
ment, 

Ido not know that the Senator from Louisiana understood my re- 
mark. My remark was that the Senator from New Hampshire, in 
order to prejudice this case before the Senate and before his le, had 
filed in his speech the petitions of defeated candidates for offices in 
Louisiana addressed to the courts of Louisiana. I am not speaking 
about the contested election for Senator or for anything that we have 
anything to do with, but for offices in Louisiana. 

Mr. GIBSON. There may have been in the case of a sheriff in some 
parish in the State, but there is no petition, I will say to the Senator 
from Virginia, from any member of the Legislature of Louisiana, or from 


any candidate for the governorship of Louisiana, or from any candidate 


for any representative office claiming that he has a title or a right to a 
seat of which he has been deprived. 

Mr. TELLER. I do not desire to take any part in this discussion, 
and I only wish to say that the Senator from Louisiana is not well in- 
formed as to what is before the committee, At least a petition from 
respectable citizens of Louisiana is now beforethe Committee on Privi- 
leges and Elections, praying for an investigation. 

Mr. GIBSON. If the Senator from Virginia will permit me, I did 
not say that there was no petition here from any citizen of Louisiana 
in my response to the suggestion of the Senator from Virginia, but I 
do say now, in py to the Senator from Colorado, that there is not from 
any citizen of the State of Louisiana any petition claiming that he on 
the dayof the election was interfered with in the exercise of his rights. 
The paper to which the Senator from Colorado alludes was filed a few 
days ago, nine months after the resolution for investigating the State 
election for State officers in the State of Louisiana had been offered in 
the Senate by the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER]. 
The paper which the Senator from Colorado alludes to, if the Senator 
from Virginia will permit me, is in the nature of a resolution adopted 
by the Republican State committee of the State of Louisiana, recom- 
mending that the Senate of the United States adopt the resolutions 
which had been offered in May or June last, I think in June, by the 
Senator from New Hampshire. 

Mr. DANIEL. I must decline to yield further beeause this misun- 
derstanding is hardly of my provocation. The Senators did not under- 
stand me in what I said, and I will make it a little plainer. I see how 
they have misconstrued it. 

I will yield, however, to the Senator from Colorado for a moment, 
as he desires the floor. 

Mr. TELLER. I do not undertake to state what the paper con- 
tained. I only want to say that there is before the committee, not only 
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the papers referred to, but numerous letters, and it has been a matter 
of publicity. I do not understand that these people claim that they 
themselves have been individually affronted or injured, but they claim 
that there is a condition of aftairs there which deprived the people of 
their choice for members of the State Legislature. 

Mr. DANIEL. Does the Senator know the writers of those letters ? 

Mr. TELLER. I do not know any of them. 

Mr. DANIEL. Would you be willing to have your own concerns 
acted upon on such information—serious and grave concerns? 

Mr. TELLER, Whenever the whole mass of my opponents in the 
State that I represent come up and say with one voice that there has 
been a fraudulent election in my State, I shall be quite ready, however 
irregular it may be, to have an investigation. That is what comes up 
from the State of Louisiana. 

Mr. DANIEL. What the whole mass said then, and not upon the 
testimony before the committee. 

Mr. President, the point which I was endeavoring to make clear was 
not what testimony or petitions were before the Committee on Privi- 
leges and Elections as a direct request for this procedure, but I was en- 
deavoring to analyze and to show what were the component parts of 
the document which was put in the form of a speech by the Senator 
from New Hampshire, and I endeavored to point out to the Senator 
that in his speech, with a view to poisoning the minds of the Northern 
people, and with a view to prejudicing the judgment of his colleagues 
in this body, he had embodied the petition of Louisiana candidates for 
local offices, and referred to their statements in their petitions as em- 
bodiments of fact. 

NEWSPAPER SCRAPS, ANONYMOUS LETTERS, AND ELECTION PETITIONS IN LOCAL 
CASES RELIED ON AS EVIDENCE, 

Now, sir, apart from the general observation that these petitions are 
not evidence in any court and can not be looked to as sources of any 
information upon which action is to be taken, it seems to my mind 
that it was a peculiarly indelicate and improper procedure for a Senator 
of the United States in this body to take part in pending litigation 
befure a State tribunal. If those petitions proved anything they 
proved one thing, and that was that there were courts in Louisiana, 
and that her republican form of government had all the machinery in 
readiness for action. If they showed anything they showed another, 
that Republican suitors in that State had confidence enough in the 
courts to become plaintiffs in them aud to rest their rights of character 
and rights to office to their decision. So far they indicated the exist- 
ence of a state of things which the Senator denies; and farther than 
that, neither this body nor anybody else has a right to look after them. 

The idea of putting a petition in a contested-election case in a dis- 
tant State as an element of testimony before the United States Senate 
could never have occurred to any mind that did not feel itself in a con- 
dition of absolute beggary for something to predicate a pretension upon. 
If there is one character of document more than another that the wide 
world over is recognized as entirely unreliable, it is the petition in 
a contested-election case. You need not go further than the other 
end of the Capitol, if petitions in election cases are evidence, to show 
that there is no republican form of governmentin any State, that there 
is no republican form of government in the United States, or to prove 
that every man who was elected was unworthy of trust and that every 
community is in a state of anarchy and chaos. 

But, Mr. President, anonymous letters and contested-election peti- 
tions were notrelied upon alone to pad this record and to swell up a pon- 
derous volume of pretentious testimony against the people of the South, 
The newspapers were looked to. Without being told who were the cor- 
respondents, who wrote the dispatches, without being told who were 
the editors who presided over the columns that published them, with- 
out being told what was the politics of this person or another, the post- 
bag of anonymous letters was emptied upon the Senate floor, and then 
another post-bag of old and new newspaper scraps. 

I should like to know right here if the Senate of the United States 
is going to do in the exercise of a somewhat judicial fanction what no 
court would do, what no fair man would do in the determination of 
his judgment, and if there is anybody upon that side listening to 
my poor discourse who is ready to speak for the Committee on Privi- 
leges and Elections I should like to know from him if these newspaper 
scraps and these anonymous letters are the grounds upon which they 
have predicated this indictment of Louisiana; and if these are not the 
rocks upon which they have built this edifice I beg leave most re- 
spectfully to inquire of them upon what did they base it? 

I do not wonder that there is no Republican there to answer. Ido 
not wonder that no Republican does answer, for there is not upon that 
side of the Chamber one who would not rise in indignation and who 
would not resent the proposition if Democrats and Southern men upon 
this side of the floor were to assail the character of their States and 
their people by anonymous letters, contested-election petitions, and 
newspaper scraps, and ask upon the basis of them that serious procedure 
be taken. t 

IS THE SENATE JUDGE OF STATE LEGISLATIVE ELECTIONS? 

One of the inquiries called for in this resolution of the Senator from 
Massachusetts is that this committee shall inquire into the election of 
a certain State Legislature. I do not know upon what point of our 


constitutional law there rests any authority in the Senate to inquire} 
into the élection of a State ature. The legislators of a State are, 
like the electors of a State, and Mr. Commissioner Hoax said when he 
sat as a judge upon the Electoral Commission that the powerof a State 
to select the person involved of necessity the power to determine the 
identity. So in the very nature of things and by the very theory and 
genius of their being there can not rest on the part of the Soreng, 
of the United States power and authority to investigate the election o | 
members of a State Legislature any more than there can be power and 
authority to investigate the election of electors. 

I was astonished when the Senator from Massachusetts said that the in- 
vestigation of the electoral vote was the very thing contemplated by this: 
resolution when he could not then nor can he now reply to the counter 
proposition that if the Republican party had proposed to go into an in- 
quiry as to the election of Presidential electors it would have been a little 
more graceful and a little more decorous, and would have had a higher 
appeal to the indorsement of public judgment if they had gone into the 
inquiry before they counted and sealed the vote which gives their can- 
didate the Presidential office. And, sir, it was quite a notable and re-| 
markable coincidence that while on the morning of the 13th day of 
February, when the Senate had gone to the other side of the Capitol 
and had witnessed the final counting of the electoral vote, on the after- * 
noon of the same day, when the game was well by the stand, the dis- 
tinguished Senator from New York [Mr. Evarts], now followed by, 
others, should rise and inquire whether or not electors whose votes had 
just been counted were elected. It is a kind of er post facto procedure 
which can not commend itself to the wisdom of public judgment. 


BOME ACCOUNTS OF OUTRAGES IN VIRGINIA. 


Now, Mr. President, I do not ask that the newspaper extracts which 
I have here may be read for the purpose of founding any action upon 
them, but as they are straws floating upon the great waves of public 
opinion, I offer them to the Senate that it may be seen that all the 
criminals south of Mason and Dixon’s line are not those whose skins 
are of the same complexion as those of the Republican majority of the! 


Senate, 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BERRY in the chair). If there be 


no objection, the Secretary will read the papers forwarded by the Sen- 
ator from Virginia. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


[Norfolk Virginian, Thursday, November g.] 

FOUR MEN WOUNDED—PISTOLS FIRED BY NEGROES WOUND FOUR WHITE MEN— 
A LIVELY SKIRMISH ON HIGH STREET—GREAT EXCITEMENT IN THE CITY AND 
EVERYBODY ARMED. 

There was n genuine riot on High street about 8 o'clock last night between 
whites and blacks, in which the latter were routed, but only after they had suc- 
ceeded in wounding four citizens. There was a crowd of about five hundred 
standing in front of the Democratic — — when, about 8 o'clock, twenty 
negroes, evidently under the influence of liquor, passed and gave three groans 
for Cleveland. Shortly afterward a crowd of three hundred putin appearance, 
many of them wearing white paper hats. They were singing, Hang Grover 
Cleveland on a sour apple tree,“ and a white hoy pot in a wrangle with one of 
them. Some one fired a shot, which was quickly followed by about fifteen 
more. Then the n. ran, the whites pursuing and firing several shots at 
them, The first fusilade wounded four white citizens. Adjutant Jenkins, staff 
of the Fourth Virginia SA erry was shot in the shoulder; Frank Reiger, con- 
fectioner, was shot in the leg; Samuel Oast, of J. W. Oast & Brother, was shot in 
the arm, and Mahoney in the thigh. 

Immediately after the shooting the white men made a rush for the gun-stores 
and thoroughly armed themselves. The fire-bells were rung for some minutes, 
and then the mili alarm turned in. Mayor Baird mores dg “py to Governor 
Lee a report of the riot, and after consultation with Captain Binford, the latter 
gentleman called out the Old Dominion Guard. A large number of good citi- 
zens volunteered to do police duty and were at once sworn in. 

At 10 o’clock Mayor ird and Capt. R. C. Marshall drove to the third ward, 
and talked to the colored people, advising them to keep indoors and not congre- 
gate in crowds on the streets. The excitement was intense, and about five hun- 
dred white cilizens were assembled around Democratic headquarters at 11 
o'clock discussing the riot and receiving the returns. 


[Norfolk Virginian, Friday, November 9.) 
DESERVED TO BE COMPLIMENTED. 


The little handful of police that our city has deserves to be highly compli- 
mented for their brave and courageous acts on Wednesday night. They acted 
nobly and showed that they were men who did not fear danger when their 
duty called them, but that they were calm, quiet men, willing to protect all 
classes of citizens, even at the of their lives. At times they were liable to 
be shot down without any warning, but this did not deter them. They made a 
number of arrests upon suspicion, but there was no evidence against the pee 
ties, so they had to be dismissed, although some of them may have been guilty. 
One great trouble in this city is, if there are extra men needed, there are no 
equipments to furnish them, which should not be the case. 


GREAT EXCITEMENT IN THE COUNTY. 


Wednesday night a colored man who was very boisterous and insulting at 
Churchland was arrested by a constable. The crowd of negroes took him away, 
knocked the constable down, and would have killed him had not somefive or 
six white men come to his assistance. One of the white men fired a pistol in 
the crowd wounding one of the colored men; the balance of them ran, but were. 
fired at several times, with what result they could not learn. An effort was 
eee the magistrate to find out who did the shooting, but nothing could be 
learned. — 

About 1.25 o'clock yesterday morning the white people of Scottsville were 
awakened by a resident and told that a posse of about 200 negroes, all well 
armed, were marching down the road and were going to make an attack on the 
white people in about ten minutes. One hundred and twenty-five men with Win- 
chester rifles and shot-guns were scattered on the road from the Scott's Creek 
bridge to the Western nch bridge all prepared for an attack. Fortunately 
there was no disturbance, but the people were very much excited yesterday. 


[Washington Star, January 15, 1889.] 


MURDER IN VIRGINIA—A POLICEMAN SHOT DEAD’ BY A NEGRO 
PRISONER—THE PRISONER ESCAPES—A COLORED MAN WHO BOARDS A TRAIN AT 
BRANDY STATION is ARRESTED ON HIS ARRIVAL IN THIS CITY ON SUSPICION, 

A tel was received at police headquarters last night asking for the ar- 
rest of Willie Musco, a colored man, wanted at Charlottesville, Va., for the 
murder of Policeman Seal in that city. Musco had been seen about that place 
for a week or two, and it is alleged that last evening he stole three umbrellas, 
and then went to another store and stole some collars and cuffs. Policeman 
Seal was called, and as he was about to put the a on Musco the prisoner 
drewa and the ball taking effect in the breast of the officer, caus- 
ing his death in about n minutes, 


PURSUIT OF THE MURDERER. 


The murderer started down the street with the pistol in his hand, and when 
pursued by another officer turned and fired at him. The officer emptied his re- 
volver firing at the fugitive, who continued his flightand gotaway. The affair 
caused much excitement at Charlottesville. It was at first 2 that the 
murderer had gone to Lynchburgh. A party at once started for that place well 
armed, and the country was thoroughly searched. With the party was a piece 
of rope. This party returned this morning, being unsuccessful. 

ARRESTED ON THE ARRIVAL OF THE TRAIN HERE. 


The train, arriving here at 11.13 o'clock this morning, bore a colored man who 
boarded the train at Brandy (about 35 miles from Charlottesville), and a telegram 
was sent by the train men to Officer Acton, in this city, and he, on the arrival of 
the train here (in souipeny with Special Officer Shes r Lane) took the colored 
man in charge and carried him to headquarters. o gave the name of Henry 
Mitchell, and protested that he had been in Culpeper County on a visit, and 
that he was on his return to his work at Terra Cotta. The description given of 
the murderer in the circular, containing a notification of a reward of $100, is as 


follows: 
* Willie Musco, about eighteen, dark ginger color; height, 5 feet 10 inches; 


weight, about 145 pounds; square shoulders, large mouth, flat nose, smooth face, 
sear on forehead, hair short. Came from St. Louis and killed Policeman Seal 
to-night. ore several suits of clothes at the same time. Was dressed in dark 


clothes, new laced shoes, wide brim slouch hat, Carried two large dice in his 
pocket; was well armed.” 

Mitchell, as the man who is arrested calls himself, corresponds in some Cc 
ulars with this description, and his appearance indicates that he has walked a 
long distance over muddy roads. He was taken to the first precinct station. 


THE PRISONER A DISTRICT MAN. 


Mitchell states that he lives in the county of Washington, District of Colum- 
bia, near Terra Cotta, with his mother, who is the wife of Rev. Richard Wash- 


ington. 

ngers on the train stated that he got on at Rappahannock about 9 o'clock 
this morning. Persons who live there that he was never seen in that lo- 
cality before he turned up there this morning. It is further stated that rhe 
got on the train he showed considerable uneasiness, lly when the train 
Was approaching or stopped at a station, when he would look with anxiety to 
the doors of the car, and it was his actions as much as anything else which 
caused the conductor to suspect him and to send a telegram ahead of the train. 


[Norfolk Virginian.] 


ATTEMPTED MURDER AND ROBBERY—A LIFE AND DEATH STRUGGLE—THE ASSAIL- 
ANT CAPTURED AND JAILED. . 
[Special dispatch to the Virginian.] 
Boyxrs, VA., January 12. 
A diabolical attempt at murder and robbery was made at Rich Square, N. C., 
on the Roanoke and Tar River Railroad last night about 1 o'clock. Mr. W. H. 
Farmer, a prominent citizen, heard some one forcing a window in his chamber, 
He asked who it was, and not receiving an answer got out of bed to investigate. 
He saw a negro outside, and the negro iving that he was discovered sprang 
through the window, breaking out the glass and landing in the room with a 
n his hand, when a life and death saris soend, 
The would-be murderer attem to cut er's throat, but just as the 
egrasped it by the blade, breaking itfrom the 
The beat Mr, Farmer in 


r, who wasasleep, did not hear it until both parties were nearly exhausted. 
She, thinking her husband had a fit, got up to assist him, As she left the bed 
the n bbed her and hel himself up from the floor. She stillthinking 
it was her husband, assisted him until she placed her hand on the woolly head 
of the brute. Mra, Farmer then realized her situation and screamed for — 2 
The fiend struck her several blows and then sprang through the window, 
ing his escape. The neighborhood was aroused and a searchin; started 
out to capture him. Mr. Farmer recognized the man to be Eli Ward, a worth- 
less negro, who lives about 5 miles from Rich Square. At daybreak a trail of 
blood was found leading from Farmer’s house towards the road, and several 
tes through which he to pass had bloodon them. A search of the latter’s 
use showed that the negro had been at home, saddled his horse, and left for 


parts unknown. 4 

Later in the day the searching parties went to Jackson, and as the constable 
walked into a doctor's office Ward ran out of the back door. He was pursued 
and shot in the shoulder, but managed to get to the inde where, at last re- 
ports, he had not been captured. The doctor who d his wounds says 
that one of Ward's hands was cut nearly off, a deep gash in his throat and one 
in his thigh, showing how manfully Mr. Farmer fought for his life. 

Mr. Farmer is well known in Norfolk, is about fifty-five years old, and about 
six weeks ago married Miss Bettie Powell, who lives just back of Norfolk. 
The excitement is very high, and if Ward is captured and carried to Rich Square 
he will adorn one of the trees of that place. 

Later.—Ward was captured late this evening near Jackson and carried toa 
doctor’s office, but made his escape. 

Later.—The negro Eli Ward has been caught, and is now in jail at ae, 


{Lynchburgh News, January 11, 1889.] 


ATTEMPTED MURDER. 

[Special to the News.] 
ROANOKE, VA., January 10. 
William Grasty, alias Robert Morris, a notorious Lynchburgh n , attempted 
to kill the city Jat . Traynham Pak bite iat the jail 2 
ight. Grasty was brought here to-day from L; 

confined in ail 

charged wit . property. After the trial he was taken to jail, 


prisoners their supper he saw Grasty standing behind a opened cell door 
pointing a revolver as him, Trayuham drew his r out 


effect, before the n could pull the trigger. Grasty's shot went wide of ita 
mark and the jailer fired again, at the same time calling for help. Traynham’s 
nephew, Ernest Moore, came to his uncle’s assistance and with a rush 
closed the cell door on the would-be murderer. Andrew Wimbish, another 
prisoner, was in the cell during the shooting, and when Grasty fired, he threw 
à lock at the latter, striking him in the head and making aslight wound, Grasty 
made no further resistance, but delivered up the weapon to Wimbish. 

The shooting created considerable excitement for awhile among the prisoners 
in jail. Grasty says that he intended no harm to Traynham, but merely tried 
to > capa him, so that an escape might be effected. This is the second instance 
within the past two weeks where a prisoner in the city jail has been known to 
havea loaded revolver. The negro says that a fellow-prisoner in the Lynch- 
burgh jail ga vo him the weapon. 


[Richmond Times.] 
WILLIAM HENRY BONAPARTE—A LEADING VIRGINIA POLITICIAN JAILED, 
Hampton, VA., January 18. 
W. H. Bonaparte, a leading colored politician, was jailed here to-day, 
with assaulting . white child, daughter of a merchant here, on 


last night. There is considerable excitement, and his examination is postponed 
to Monday, 


Frederieksburgh Star.] 
INDICTED FORTHE AFFRAY AT rAckrrr's MILL, IN STAFFORD COUNTY, VIRGINIA, 


At the regular term of the county court of Stafford, held on last Thursday, 
Henry Brown, colored, was indicted for murder in the first degree, and Geo 
Black, colored, for assault with intent to kill, and Warren and Thomas Heflin 
for misdemeanor. These ies were engaged in the affray that took place at 
Tackett’s Mill during the Christmas holidays, and which resulted in the death 
of Mr. Benton Heflin, from a pistol ball fired by Henry Brown. Several other 
parties in the affray received slightinjuries. The cases will be tried at the next 
regular term of the court. 


[Richmond Times.] . Ja 
A BLACK FIEND FOUND GUILTY OF A CAPITAL OFFENSE, `= 7 
[Special to the Times.] 
CHATHAM, VA., January 23. 

Jed Pritchett, the negro fiend who committed rape on the little seven-year- 
old girl, Jennie Pollock, near Danville, last May, and made his escape and was 
caught near Ruffin, N. C., Christmas eve and sent to Lynchburgh to prevent be- 
ing lynched, was brought back here yesterday by the sheriff, under a strong 
military guard. He was tried in the county court here to-day. The evidence 
was positive, his own statements proving him guilty. 

The jury was out but a few minutes, when they brought in the following ver- 
diet: We, the jury, find the prisoner, Jed Pritchett, guilty of the felony charged 
in the indictment, and ascertain his punishment to be death.“ The judge will 
fix the day of execution during this term of the court. 7 


{Lynchburgh News, February 13, 1889. 

George Booker, colored, of Russell County, was received at the penitentiary 
Monday to serve a term of ten years for 1 robbery. Booker stopped a 
thirteen-year-old boy on a public road and demanded his money. The fay re- 
fused, whereupon Booker cut his throat and took a watch and chain and other 
valuables found on the boy’s person and left him in the road in what he sup- 

to be a dying condition, Fortunately the boy was found by some per- 
sons ng along the road, and he was taken home and medical assistance 
called in, and his life was saved. The negro highwayman was captured, tried, 
and convicted, 
A NEGRO FIRES ON AN ELECTRIC CAR CONDUCTOR, 
[Special to the Virginian.] 
RICHMOND, VA., February 8. 

A great excitement was created here this morning by Thomas Hewlett, a 
young negro man, firing four pistol shots in rapid succession at F. P. Jones, an 
electric ear conductor. Hewlettlives in Boston, but was raised in Richmond, 
and was here on a visit to his mother, He attended a wedding in the county 
last night and when returning early this morning he boarded an electrie car 
going in the direction of his mother’s house. When the conductor asked for 
the fare Hewlett ripped an eath at him and said: Why don’t you wait until I 
sit down.” A war of words followed and Hewlett was ejected. He took the 
next car through and went to the sheds on Church Hill, and there engaged in 
another quarre! with the conductor, and finally drew his pistol and threatened 
to shoot. Jones made a break at him and Hewlett pulled the trigger, but the 
weapon sn. or there might have been a murder. Hewlett retreated from 
the house, and Jones picked upa rock to defend himself. Seeing Jones's friends 
coming to the rescue, Hewlett fired four shots, but none ofthem took effect. The 
negro was chased to a house where he took refuge, and was held in bay until 
an officer arrived. The prisoner was taken fore court and sent øn to the 
grand jury and fined $20 for carrying concealed weapons. 


Mr. DANIEL. The extracts which I have caused to be read from 
newspapers, the names of which are given with them, will show that 
in many instances the people of the State which I represent have had 
occasion to be very forbearing towards representatives of the colored 
race, and that they have been. As these matters which I have just 
caused to be read concern the State which I represent in part here, I 
might fittingly callattention to the fact that that State is doing a great 
and a good work through taxation chiefly paid by its white people for 
the education and for the promotion of the interests of the colored 
race. 

EDUCATIONAL WORK IN VIRGINIA, 

A little comparison of that Commonwealth with some of her sister 
Commonwealths in reference to the matter of schools would indicate at 
a glance that instead of being backward it is in the very front line of 
the educators of the United States. I was told by a member of the 
Civil Service Commission that the applicants from the State of Virginia 
for civil-service appointments rated 15 per cent. higher than the appli- 
cants from any other Commonwealth. The result of the educational 
work which is going on in that State is one which is not only felt among 
its more refined class of citizens, but one which permeates the whole 
mass and carries the light of knowledge, as King Alfred carried justice, 
to the humblest door, 
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The census of 1880 shows that Virginia, with a population of one mil- 
lion and a half of people, had 4,405 school buildings; that with 
something like the same po ulation, had 4,529 school buildings; that 
North Carolina, with 1,399,000 people, had 4,216 school buildings; and 

_ that the great State of Massachusetts, with a population of 1,783,000, 
or over 200,000 pes more than any of these three States, had 
only 3,343 school buildings. I know that the State of Massachusetts, 
by reason of her smaller territory and of the congregation of her popu- 
lation in manufacturing towns and cities, could probably accommodate 
a larger number of students in one building than could a Commonwealth 
whose population was more scattered; but still when we see that a poor 
population comparatively, and one so scattered, has erected so many 

ore educational institutions than the Commonwealth which is the 
ht of New England, we have one fact at least to weigh in the scale 
to show that those States of the South which were desolated by war and 
which were thrown back almost to the condition of nature have taken 
giant strides in the last twenty years and have already placed them- 
selves abreast of the powerful and wealthy Commonwealths which were 
accumulating fortunes while theirs were being dissipated. 

In other words, while the population of Virginia is less than that of 
Massachusetts by 270,000, she has more schoo! buildings than the lat- 
ter by 1,062. Georgia, less in population by 240,000, exceeds Massa- 

usetts in school buildings 1,186. While North Carolina has a pop- 

tion of 383,000 less, she exceeds Massachusetts in school buildings 
by 873. 
WHY NO REPORT, NO EXPLANATION, NO PRODUCTION OF THE GROUNDS OF AC- 
TION IN THIS CASE? 


While I see the Senator from Massachusetts in his seat I hope he will 
allow me permission to submitto him aninguiry, which I make simply 
for the purpose of acquiring thatinformation by which I may ascertain 
upon what views the resolution which has his name attached to it has 
been submitted. It is a very peculiar and astriking cireumstance that 
a resolution so grave in its import and concerning such large and such 
sensitive interestsshould have had noreportaccompanyingit to enlighten 
the minds of the Dody “wien is invoked to pronounce judgment upon 
it. I should like to w what facts have been testified to before the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections or upon wnat view of the Con- 
stitution under which we live it has been su: that there isa 
doubt in the minds of the people of this country whether the State of 
Louisiana is possessed of a republican form of government; and I would 
ask the Senator from Massachusetts, who is the author of the resolu- 
tion, to point out tome for my information asa Senator the facts upon 
which he predicates the question, is there a republican form of gov- 
ernment in Louisiana? 

Mr. HOAR. Does the Senator put that question rhetorically or be- 
cause he wants a reply at this time? 

Mr. DANIEL. Ishall be most happy to know. I put it as a matter 
of fact in good faith and not rhetorically. 

Mr. HOAR. I have no doubt the Senator puts it in good faith, 
whether rhetorically or otherwise, but I did notknow whether he would 
be willing to lose the time. 

Mr. DANIEL, I put the inquiry, and the Senator can apply the ad - 

jective. 
‘ Mr. HOAR. I will answer the Senator with great pleasure. In the 
first place, I will inform the Senator from eg resolution 
embraces the resolution of the Senator from isiana [Mr. Ginsox], 
himself a Democratic Senator from that State, demanding an investi- 
gation into his State, and what the Committee on Privileges and Elec- 
tions offer is an amendment to that resolution. Afterwards, when there 
was a technical objection to the matter going at once to the Committee 
on Contingent Expenses and coming back to be debated, it is true I of- 
fered a separate resolution, which involves the same thing and which 
is technically an original resolution. But that is a very narrow answer, 
us I agree, to the Senator, because itis true that the proposition for this 
investigation preceded the offer of the resolution by the Senator from 
771... Sam .. it 
understanding that another proposition had come from ide of the 
Chamber and desiring to expand it by including some other State or 
States. So the Senator from Virginia will not understand that I at- 
tribute very great consequence to so much of the answer as I have yet 
made; butstill thatis edging! eee attitude of the case. 

‘We base this resolution, Mr. ident, upon three constitutional 
powers which are given to this body, the exercise of which, as of all 
constitutional powers, is our sworn constitutional duty when fitting 
occasion shall arise. An authority given to a public officer is a duty, 
an authority given to a legislator is a duty, if the facts require-its exer- 
cise. We haye devolved upon us the duty of preserving constitutional 
liberty and constitutional government by majorities according to the 
method and within the limits prescribed by the Constitution of the 
United States. The Constitution of the United States supposes that 
State Legislatures will be elected according to the formsand principles 
and methods of republican government, and that they will send Len- 
ators to this body to legislate ſor the whole people; and it authorizes 
us to determine the title of those Senators to their seats. The Consti- 
pea of tbe United States supposes that the national power of legis- 

tion is to be exercised in part by another great constitutional assem- 


bly, whose members are to be elected by the vote of a fair 
the lawful electors of their districts, who are to be permi 
and to have their votes counted fairly and justly and according to their 


ority of 
to vote 


legal rights, and the ascertainment of whose title to their seats is lodged 
in the House of Representatives. | 

If that constitutional mechanism does not work out constitutional 
liberty according to the law prescribed by the Constitution it is our duty 
to propose to the people of the several States to change the mechanism 
of the Constitution in accordance with its general principles, and we 
have a perfect right and it is our duty to get at the facts to see Whether 
that thing is necessary. | 

We have a right also, and it is our duty, to provide by law for the 
protection ef the popoia elections of members of Congressin the differ- 
ent States, and if the facts require any change in the existing safe- 
guards and sanctions of that law each House of Congress has an equal 
right to initiate that change, and it is equally its duty; and we have a 
right to see what the facts are with reference to that. 

Further, the fourteenth amendment, to which I called the attention 
of the honorable Senator from Virginia a little while ago, while it gives 
to the Congress the right to protect the constitutional rights of persons 
which are denied by any State on account of their race, color, or pre- 
vious condition, as the Supreme Court of the United States have ex- 
pressly affirmed, puts no such limit on the constitutional power or the 
constitutional duty of Congress when it comes to ascertain the number 
of Representatives to which any State shall be entitled. Therefore, if 
the rights of a large class of persons, white or black, are in any way 
abridged, not merely by the denial of the State, butif they are abridged 
by crime, by fraud, by a failure to administer proper election laws of 
the States, by contrivances in the election laws of States intended for 
that purpose even while the laws of the States are absolutely just and 
righteous in form, and still by a consent of the men who wield the power 
in those States by a conspiracy private, but one which executes its dread 
decrees with a certainty and a terror to which the administration of law 
in this country never reaches, it is our right and our constitutional duty 
to inquire into that fact also and to be ready for the next apportionment 
of representation in this country according to the constitutional mandate. 

There is abundant constitutional authority for this investigation. 
Are we to determine what shall be our course in regard to these great 
legislative and constitutional functions, knowing the facts, as this side 
of the Chamber desire, or in ignorance of the facts, as that side of the 
Chamber and as the Senator from Virginia seem to desire? 

Mr. President, there is no question of an invasion of State rights 
here, Gentlemen on the other side claim sometimes to be the exclu- 
sive champions in this country of State rights, and of local self. govern- 
ment, and of letting people manage their domestic concerns that are 
close to them at home. I utterly deny that claim. I tell the Senator 
from Virginia that in those ions of the country, and a those 
ar ape’ entertain the political beliefs which attribute to the Consti- 
tu 


the earth a place where local self- t and the love of personal 

hat government is administered in 
that love so completely as it is among the towns of New and 
among the communities of the great West, of which your own State, 
sir, is so conspicuous and brilliant an example. 

The thing which these gentlemen assail and which is in peril in this 
country is not local wan, eee It is government. The thing 
which the Senator from Virginia and those who think with him are 
trying to break down in this country at this time is the right of citi- 
zens of the United States to be protected anywhere, locally or nation- 
ally, in the exercise of the simplest constitutional rights. 

The Senator asks us what facts we depend on when we bring forward 
this proposition for an investigation which makes us think it is neces- 
sary. Does not that Senator know that within six weeks a man con- 
testing a seat in the other House has been shot down whilé he was 
making his contest? Does not the Senator know the history of these 
political offenses all over certain States of the South? In the State of 
Louisiana alone, General Sheridan, some years ago, declared that the 
number of Republicans who had been murdered for their political 
opinions was greater than the number of men who had fallen in battle 
on both sides in the Mexican war. 

The Congressional Directory, which is laid on our tables, shows us 
a fact which, I think, somebody would like to have explained, and 
which can only be explained by a fair investigation. Take the Terri- 
tory of Dakota. The Senator from Virginia talks, whether in sarcasm“ 
or in earnest, of a popular majority which they have kept knocking 
at the door. That Territory east two 795 ago in one single election 
for a Delegate, on the two sides, 104,811 votes. According to the Con- 

onal Directory, our official document, 104, 811 votes were cast there. 

ow, compare that with what the Senator talks of as making popular 

majorities in this country. The First district of Alabama gave 4,220 
votes for a Congressman; the Second district 5,659 votes. 

Mr. BLAIR. Both sides? 

Mr. HOAR. Yes, all the votes cast. I took the figures down while 
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8 The Third district 
the Fourth district 6,045 votes; the Fifth 
district 6,335 votes; the Fifth district in Arkansas 4,746 votes; the First 
district in Georgia 2,078 votes; the Second district in sg seta rea 


the Senator from Virginia was making his 


of Alabama cast 4,660 votes; 


votes; the Third district in Georgia 1,704 votes; the Fourth et in 
Georgia 3, 139 votes; the Fifth district in Georgia 2, 995 votes; the Sixth 
district in Georgia 1,722 votes; the Eighth district in Georgia 2,932 
votes; the Ninth district in Georgia 2,366 votes; the Tenth district in 
Georgia 1,944 votes. 
Mr. DANIEL, At what election was that? 

Mr. HOAR. At the same election for members of Congress, two 

ears ago, in 1886. The First district in Mississippi cast 3,167 votes; 

e Fourth district in Mississippi 3,086 votes; the Fifth district 3,527 
votes; the Seventh district 4,514 votes; the First district in South Caro- 
lina cast 3,317 votes; the Second district 5,235 votes; the Third district 
4,407 votes; the Fourth district, 4,470 votes; the Fifth district 4,701 
votes; the Sixth district 4,469 votes; making in twenty-five Southern 
Congressional Democratic districts a total of 93,353 votes against 
104,811 votes in a single election for Delegate in ised Dakota. 
vag oleae Le walla SA alone there is reason enough to make 

inquiry. 

But does the Senator from Virginia sup we do not know of the 
complaint which comes to us from our political brethren all over those 
Btates? Has he read the appeal of the Republican State commit- 
tee of the State of Louisiana? Has he read the appeal which comes 
from South Carolina? Has he read the resolution of the Legislature 
of the State of Kansas, which borders on Arkansas? Does he suppose 
we do not know something of the current history of our country ? 

The Constitution of the United States declares in substance that men 
shall have these rights without regard to race, color, eee con- 
dition; and Senators take the oath to support those constitutional pro- 
visions. The constitution of the State of Alabama, and so of Arkansas, 
and so of Texas, has the declaration of the equality of these with their 
white neighbors without regard to race or color in as strong terms as it 
can be put into language, erat ee those States, I suppose, 
swears to support those provisions. bama every registered voter 
had to do it a few years ago, down to 1874. Let an honorable leader 
of the Senator’s party in this body has contributed toa Northern maga- 
zine within six weeks an article, the title of which is Shall negro 
jorities rule? Now, what does that mean? There is no such 
regard to these constitutional rights, and it means 
nothing this, Shall majorities rule? I have not 
3 time, but I shall produce it before this debate 

over. 


The Senator proceeds to say in substance that the right of the white 
people to prevent the rule of such a majority, if it hap to be in 
the majority in any place, justifies the same kind of of preven- 


tion which the instinct of men approves when a negro or a Chinaman 
commits an ou on a white woman—swift, summary vengeance, 


preliminary motions that took place. I utterly deny it. 
There is nothing sectional in it. It is not an attack on these States. 
These States, if these charges be true (andif they are not this investi- 
gation will show it), are lying helpless and bound at the feet of a band 
of i The charge that comes to us is not that Louisiana 
has done wrong, but that Louisiana is suffering which she has 
the right within constitutional limits to call upon the National Govern- 
ment to interpose to protect her from. That is the question. 

One gentleman said we were trying to revive the old issues of the 
war. I deny that. There never was an utterance in the heated time 
of that war against the gallant and brave men who fought on the side 
of the Confederacy so insulting to them as the suggestion that the 
right to adhere to these election methods was a right that they fought 
or that they stood by at all. 

This is not sectional. This is not an issueofthe war. It is a ques- 


by raising this 
VVV went into the war would 


I should like to read a sentence or two before I sit down from the 
article of the honorable Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN], to which 
I referred. I think that article warrants the inquiry whether the doc- 


trines that it advocates are in force or not in Alabama by anybody who, 


is sworn to support and defend to the best of his ability the Constitu 
tion of the United States: 
But the further we draw away from the slave era— 
Says this article: 
the greater is the aversion of the white people to negro rule, and the 
the negro becomes in the use of political power. We may attri 
3 of the white race, and ascribe to the negro the virtue of integrity 
his — cape and meek submission in his conduct, if we prefer to revile our 
own race in order to make excuses for the impotence of the n asa rulin 
class. But in that case it is plainly a hopeless task to reform white 4 
soas to render them capable of doing justice to the negroes as joint rulers of 
the States, or to elevate the negro race so as to make them capable, aside from 
mere race proclivities and race advantages, of estimating the privileges and 
pomoc ok Tos saldi It is still more hopeless to attempt to compress into one 
races of men that God bas separated into great families, to So a hinted 
gires the ideas of self-government best suited to its development into a 
civilization. 
‘The Southern people are not mistaken as to the dangers of the ballot in the 
hands of the negro race. 
* * > * * * * 
They are no more amenable to moral censure for attempting to avoid that des- 
perate fate s 
Mr. MORGAN. Ifthe Senator will allow me, if he is reading from 
my article he ought at least not to skip. 
Mr. HOAR. I will read the few lines I left out. 


years of the horrors of enforced negro rule, 
relapse into that condition would be the worst form of destruction. 


the Indian or ox negro who a worse fate death upon an 
innocent woman. 
Then I skip to another paragraph: 
A plan looking to some fitness of the negro for the high duties and 
ding powers of citi 
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As the Senator from Virginia I think observed, there are but three 
States in this country where the negro is in the majority. I believe 
that if the white Democrats of the South, instead of standing aside, 
surly and sulky, during the period whieh is called the period of re- 
construction, had taken hold in good faith and done their best to make 
this experiment successful, they would have maintained and would 
have retained all the influence which their superiority of race, which 
their training in political lessons, which their aptness for command 
would have given. When you hayetried through asingle generation, 
when you have tried for a single decade, when you have tried fora 
single Presidential term education and justice, if these two races do 
not live together in peace, it will be time to call the reconstruction 


policy a failure. 

I do not believe that race prejudice, race aversion, race hatred is the 
dominant principle in the bosom of men anywhere, least of all in this 
country. I believe these two races can live together in peace, in affec- 
tion, in glory, as neighbors, as brethren, as equals—men of different oc- 
cupations, men of different localities, men of different capacities, men 
of different tastes, men of different inclinations, dividing among the 
political parties which exist in this country as the people of the white 
race have done. 

Mr. President, e ee ee to be so received, but 
I make them in no spirit of ility; I make them with full knowl- 
edge of the difficult problem that awaits us, and the problem that es- 
pecially concerns our friends south of Mason and Dixon’s line; but I 
remember when I make them that the person hears the sound of my 
voice this moment who in his lifetime will see fifty million negroes 
erer in those States. If yon go on with these methods which are 
repo to us on what we deem pretty good evidence, you are sowing 
in the breast of that race a seed from which is to come a harvest of 
horror and bloed to which the French Revolution or San Domingo is 
light in comparison. 

We desire, those of us who live in the North, to do everything that 
we can to help you if you will only accept our help and not spurn it. 
We will pour out our money like water; you may tax us by the ten 
million or the hundred million or the thousand million, if it is needed, 
to give these people the intelligence and education which is necessary 
to fit them to live with you as citizens, 

I know, too, when I say these things that I am saying them of 
my countrymen. I am saying them of men with as gallant, noble, 
and honorable traits, where this race prejudice does not get on 
of their souls, as ever existed onthe faceof the earth. They havesome 
qualities which I can not even presume to claim in an equal degree for 
the people among whom I myself dwell. They have an aptness for 
command which makes the Southern gentleman wherever he goes not 
a peer only, but a prince. They have a love of home; they have, the 
best of them and most of them, inherited from the great race from 
which they come the sense of duty and the instinctof honoras noother 
people on the face of the earth. They are lovers of home. They have 
not the mean traits that grow up somewhere in places where money- 


this to the | 
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making is the chief end of life. They have, above all and giving value 
toall, that supreme and superb constancy which, without gta to per- 
sonal ambition, without yielding to the temptation of wealth, without 
getting tired, and without getting diverted, can pursue a great public 
object in and out, year after year, and generation after generation. 
In the great future which the hundred million and the two hundred 
million who are to inhabit and rule this continent are to enjoy, the 
test and the most glorious part, my brethren, is to be acted by 
you. But I do not believe it is a good thing that a generation of 
young men anywhere shall be brought up to believe that the election 
methods which we hear of and which we know of are honorable or 
reputable. 
owever that may be, let us know the facts. Let us have the 
benefit of the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray], the Senator from 
North Carolina [Mr. VANCE], the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. EUs- 
TIS], and the Senator from Alabama [Mr. Pua], who live far down 
towards the Gulf, to aid the majority of this committee, and to let us 
know whether these stories that come from Democratic papers are 
true. Why not good proof? This whole case, if proved at all, is 
ved by the declarations of the leading Democratic papers of the 
mth, But Iam not speaking now of proving the case; I am speak- 
ing only of the inquiry. Let us know whether this thing is a false- 
hood or is truth. We stand, in my opinion, on the solid ground of 
constitutional law, of constitutional duty, and of proved facts when 
we demand that the Congress of the United States should let the coun- 
try know something about these things. 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, the answer of the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts to the question I asked him was, as he himself conceded, a 
very narrow one. The answer ofthe Senator to a question which I did 
not ask, but which his mind evolved in order to get rid of the one pro- 

unded him, was exceedingly broad and ample. But if the Senator 
Lon given no response, either broad or narrow, to the question I asked 
him, I have, nevertheless, been gratified to hear some of his remarks 
in lieu of an exposition of the resolution of which he is the author. 

The Senator has expressed so many noble sentiments in his speech 
with such tasteful eloquence and with such a high appreciation of those 
with whom I am more nearly identified, that I could but forgive him 
ere he got through for what he said in the beginning, and I could but 
feel that in any argument I might submit I was appealing to a mind 
which was not only capable of justice, but which on some sides of it 
would be quick to respond to generosity. 

This query occurred to me when I heard his eulogy upon the char- 
acter of Southern men, their love of home, their sense of honor, their 
constancy and devotion to duty, I wondered whether the Senator would 
not add the additional reflection that men of such acharacter, and of 
such intelligence, and of such sense of honor, right present with a ques- 
tion and dealing with it, were perhaps as well aware of the facts con- 
cerning it and were as competent to judge of the methods by which it 
could be dealt with as a Senator a thousand or so miles away who had 
to look through a glass darkly in the medium of partisan newspapers. 

IS TRIAL BY NEWSPAPER THE NEW FORM OF PROCEDURE? 

I have no doubt that the Senator can prove anything by newspaper. 
When trial by newspaper has succeeded those forms of trial which have 
been handed down to us by the common and parliamentary law of Eng- 
land, I have no doubt that he can prove by that method anything which 
his imagination could suggest or which his desire might wish for. 

I can prove by newspapers that the white slave-trade is going on to- 
day in Massachusetts, and I have the proof before mein such a way 
that if the white slave-trade is inconsistent with republican govern- 
ment an unsectional Senator ought to inquire in this resolution whether 
there is a republican form of government in Massachusetts. 

I cam prove by newspaper that in the State of Ohio not only have 
white men during the past year but colored men been driven out of 
that State and hounded by mobs lest they might give testimony in 
court, I can prove by newspaper, and I have the witness on my desk, 
to prove to the satisfaction of the mind of the Senator from Massachu- 
setts that colored school-children have been driven from school in 
Ohio, and that there is a conspiracy there to drive their fathers and 
mothers from the land that they inhabit and to evict them from their 
tenements as the poor Irish are being evicted in Great Britain, because 
they seek to educate their children at white schools. As the Senator 
from Massachusetts has proclaimed that he is not sectional, I shall ask 
him to join me ere this resolution is voted upon, in having an inquiry 
instituted into the condition of things in the State of Ohio, that the 
colored people of the South may know whether the fourteenth and fif- 
teenth amendments were provided as a deiusion and a snare north of 
Mason and Dixon’s line, 

WHY DOES THE SENATE COMMITTEE ON ELECTIONS REFUSE TO REPORT ANY 
GROUNDS OF ACTION? 

Mr. President, I can not answer so long a speech as the Senator from 
Massachusetts has interjected into mine, except by following it some- 
what into detail, but I call his attention to the fact and I call the at- 
tention of the Senate to the fact, which the Committee on Privileges 
and Elections shall not escape from answering, if it has any answer, 
that it has neither informed the inquirer nor has it deigned to let the 
American people know, nor has it even laid a paper before the Senate that 


the minds of their colleagues may be enlightened upon what condition 
of facts or upon what testimony they predicated an assault upon a sover- 
eign State. I asked the Senator from Massachusetts the question why it 
was that it was putin this resolution that an inquiry should be made as 
to whether the State of Louisiana possessed a republican form of govern- 
ment, and without giving any answer to that question, without defin- 
ing what to his conception was a republican form of government, with- 
out saying that there was one spicula of testimony before him upon 
which to rest a doubt, without pointing me to any source of informa- 
tion in which I might enlighten my own mind for intelligent justice, the 
Senator went to Dakota and to Mississippi and then responded to some- 
thing which had been written by the Senator from Alabama. 

Is there upon the part of that committee a constancy of evasion and 
an unwillingness to stand before the Senate and hold up the hand upon 
which they rely for judgment? Why is it that that committee in so 
serious and grave a concern as an assault upon the government of a 
sovereign State have not deigned to say one word to the Senate as to 
why so serious aninquiry should be made? 

I hope, indeed, sir, that the Senator from Massachusetts is not sec- 
tional. There is breadth and scope and liberality and generosity in his 
mind; but I wonder that he does not himself perceive that while he 
may seek to evade seetionalism he has been sectional in selecting one 
far-off State when the like conditions, so far as the evidence is concerned, 
exist inmany States. Would the Senator from Massachusetts be pleased 
ifa serious inquiry were made by the American Congress whether or 
not Massachusetts has a republican form of government and at the 
request of a Democratic committee? 


WILL THE SENATE BOW TO THE BEHEST OF A PARTISAN POLITICAL COMMITTEE 
IN A FAR-OFF PLACE? 


There is, indeed, a memorial here from Louisiana. It is a fashion- 
able, tailor-made suit. It recites the fact that the Senator from New 
Hampshire had offered these resolutions, When his attention was 
called to the fact that they were spontaneous resolutions, apparently 
unprovoked by the petition or remonstrance of anybody in Louisiana, 
the pleadings had to be amended. A certain form of public decorum 
had to be observed by the makeshift methods which are so usually 
adopted in reference to Southern affairs; and when the news went 
back to Louisiana that the Senator from New Hampshire stood here 
without any memorial of course the memorial was furnished. I have 
read that memorial, and I have it before me now. It rests upon the re- 
sponsibility of one man, William Viger, corresponding secretary of the 
Republican State committee, who says: ‘‘ Whereas the following reso- 
lution is now pending before the United States Senate; and then the 
resolution of the Senator from New Hampshire is produced, and 
“ whereas” and whereas, ‘‘ Resolved, That this committee is con- 
fident that the facts which will be adduced by said investigation will 
show,“ and so on. 

That is to say, a Republican committee in the State of Louisiana, 
after having months and months of prompting and suggesting from a 
Republican Senator in Washington, have responded to a call at the 
capital of the United States and have indorsed a bad note. That is 
about the result of it. Did anybody doubt that the Republican com- 
mitteein Louisiana, the land ofso many distinguished model Republican 
statesmen, could furnish their indorsement to a proceeding in the United 
States Senate when called upon by their political colleagues to unite 
with them in attacking the other party? Why, ofcourse they would 
do it. But this makeshift response from Louisiana shows a conscious- 
ness on the part of the Senate that it was proceeding with indecorum, 
and is a very poor pretension of putting itself in order. 

WHY WILL THE SENATE COMMITTEE MAINTAIN DARKNESS AND SILENCE? 

I would still like to know upon what predicate a committee of this 
body has reached the prima facie conclusion that there is not in the 
State of Louisiana a republican form of government. It may be that 
there are frauds in Louisiana, it may be that there is here and there 
violence in Louisiana, it may be that there is race prejudice in Louisi- 
ana, and it may be that the Senate may reach the conclusion that under 
the broad powers of amending the Constitution and giving us a different 
one from that we sit under, an inquiry may be made into the condition 
of all affairs in the United States. But after all the question recurs, and 
the answer has not been made, upon what ground does this committee 
predicate its inquiry as to whether there is a republican form of gov- 
ernment in Louisiana. If I could ascertain from thatcommittee, com- 
posed of profound lawyers and publicists who have studied the Consti- 
tution, what is their idea of a republican form of government I might 
perhaps seek in my humble way to assist their labors by pointing out 
some other Commonwealths that did not meet the standard; but their 
idea of a republican form of government is one which they have kept 
closely in their own bosoms, and the facts upon which they predicate 
the inquiry, is there a republican form of government in Louisiana, 
are facts which, in my judgment, have never reached their own bosoms 
under any responsible name. They have got their facts from news- 
papers, current rumor, and the so-called confessions of Democratic cor- 
respondents and editors, newspapers unnamed, editors unnamed, facts 
unspecified 


The committee sitting to look into a particular State and to adjudi- 
cate the rights of a particular people have looked all around through 
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the general newspapers of the United States and through the magazine 
articles from public men from other States; they have informed them- 
selves of what was done in Kansas and Arkansas; they know the con- 
dition of the vote in Dakota; they have an inkling of what is going on 
in Mississippi; but they can not tell the Senate a single fact about 
Louisiana. 

Why did you not investigate Arkansas if that was the testimony which 
was before you? Why did you not investigate Alabama if there arose 
the thing that provoked you? .Why did you not investigate Mis- 
sissippi if that was the testimony which actuated you? You look 
after the testimony of other things and then, ex mero motu, by spon- 
taneity, you landed in Louisiana. That is the position in which the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections of the United States stands be- 


fore the country— x 
Shrine of the mighty ! can it be 
That this is all remains of thee? 


This is a body that was once the grandest in the world and which 
ought to fix the highest standards for its action that have ever been 
fixed in the ideal imagination of human nature; and yet here isa com- 
mittee, judicial in its character, high and exalted in its prerogatives, 
standing before the country as the accusers of a sovereign State, and 
unable to point a colleague in the Senate to a single fact on which they 
have predicated their opinion ! 

Mr. Pregident, I have some ideas of my own as to what constitutes a 
republican form of government. I have not had the advantage of con- 
sultation with the distinguished gentlemen who constitute this commit- 
tee or of Tearing sior views upon the subject, but I have some feeble 
glint, gathered from the early writers upon our Constitution and from 
the Supreme Court of the United States, of what constitutes a repub- 
lican form of government, My own opinion on that subject would 
weigh but lightly. 

Mr. TELLER. Ifthe Senator will allow me to ask him a question, 
I should like to do so. 

Mr. DANIEL. Ishall be most happy to respond, sir, if I can. 

Mr. TELLER. Does the Senator think the Committee on Privileges 
and Elections are authorized, without the direction of the Senate, to 
enter upon an investigation as to whether Louisiana has a State gov- 
ernment republican in form ? 

Mr. DANIEL. I do not. 

Mr. TELLER. Then I should like to suggest to the Senator from 
Virginia that the offense the committee seem to have committed in his 
eye is that the committee have failed to investigate this matter before 
they came to the Senate to ask authority to do so. 

Mr. DANIEL. I beg the pardon of the Senator for differing with 
him. That is not the point I make. 

Mr. TELLER. If the Senator will allow me, I will suggest in this 
connection that the whole argument the Senator has made for the last 
half hour as a charge against the committee is that they have brought 
no evidence here, ‘The Senator now says, what everybody knew before 
he must say, that the committee had no authority to take any evidence 
until the Senate had directed them so to do. 

Mr. DANIEL. I knew that the committee could not feel otherwise 
than uneasy in the attitude in which they have placed themselves, and 
I will endeavor to make my point so plain that every one of them can 
understand it. I do not complain that they have not investigated the 
State of Louisiana without the authority of the Senate. I do complain 
that they have recommended to the Senate and have urged it to pass a 
resolution to investigate Louisiana without presenting to the Senate any 
reasons for so doing. Does the Senator understand that? Whether the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections understand it or not, the Senate 
= not fail to understand it nor will the country fail to take notice 
of it. 

Mr. TELLER. If the Senator will tolerate an interruption 

Mr. DANIEL. Iam happy to have it. 

Mr. TELLER. I will say that if we had come here with any kind 
of testimony of any character the Senator would have been a very poor 
lawyer making his side of the case if he would not have said, With- 
out jurisdiction, without authority to inquire, without authority to 
administer an oath, without authority to call a witness, without au- 
thority to investigate at all. That he would have said. Now he says 
that we ought to have investigated without authority, and by reason- 
ing as he does, in a circle, not having authority, if we had produced this 
testimony he would have said, It does not justify the Senate in mak- 
ing the inquiry.“ Now he says because we do not produce the authority 
it does not justify the Senate to make the inquiry. Therefore it would 
be impossible to make an inquiry at all. 

Mr. DANIEL, My point is not because you have not the authority, 
but because you do not produce your grounds, so that the Senate may 
have the same opportunity to judge of them that you have. 

Mr, President, I do not intend that anybody shall misunderstand 
my position, and I repeat it. I complain of this committee because it 
has asked the Senate to make an inquiry impugning a sovereign State 
and has not deigned to give to the Senate any statement of the grounds 
for so doing, either orally or written, except inferences of the Senator 
from usetts from newspapers, and except a memorial from a par- 
tisan Republican committee. 
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Then the question comes before the Senate, if the machinery of this 
great federation of States is so light and is so easily set in running order 
that by the invitation ofan unorganic body of a partisan kind, naturall 
infected with prejudice and naturally ambitious for the results whi 
might follow, and if this great Government and this most dignified and 
permanent branch of legislators hold their powers and their prerogatives 
80 lightly that at the beck of a committee hundreds of miles away it 
stands ready to do its partisan bidding against a sister Commonwealth 
of the Union. What would the Senator from New York think, what 
would the Senator from Colorado think, what would the Senator from 
Nebraska think if the United StatesSenate were here seriously toresolve 
thatone of those Commonwealths should be put upon a trial for its life as 
aState in this Union because a Democratic committee chairman in one 
of those Commonwealths were to invite the Senate to say that it does 
not possess a republican form of government—withoutan affidavit, with- 
out a specification of any history, without a statement of either the 
facts or the principles of law upon which it is predicated? 

I did not suppose that there was an intelligent justice of the peace 
between the Canadian line and the Potomac, or between the Missis- 
sippi and the Pacific Ocean, who would allow the process of his court 
and all of its expense and machinery to be set in motion by the sug- 

tion of a local partisan committee whose motives at least are sub- 
ject to be questioned. What is the hope of republican institutions 
living and enduring down the ages in this country, what is the hope 
of putting men in the fair and equitable frame of mind in which 
every one feels the desire to do the other justice, what is the hope ot 
elevating the Commonwealth upon which we must rely for local rule, 
if a partisan chairman in the State of Louisiana can lift his little finger, 
address the United States Senate, and see a majority of a great party, 
without a fact adduced or a principle stated, bow to his beck and go 
forward to do his bidding? 

Talk about partisanry, Mr. President. I am somewhat ofa partisan- 
by nature, and I have always admired and honored the true and noble 
puma who has convictions and stands by them. But, sir, the whole 

istory of this country, from the day when the Constitution was estab- 
lished one hundred years ago to that centennial day near at hand which 
the Senator from Massachusetts is so anxious to celebrate, has never 
witnessed a more paltry piece of nry than the attempt of the 
majority of the Senate to arraign a State before its bar upon the sugges- 
tion of a partisan chairman of a Republican committee. 

THE SUPREME COURT'S IDEA OF A REPUBLICAN FORM OF GOVERNMENT. 

Now, sir, I will read a little from the Supreme Court of the United 
States and endeavor to ascertain what that tribunal considers to be a 
republican form of government. This is a decision made as late as 
1874 after the days of reconstruction were over. There were many 
things, hundreds of them, on each side, whether the men who did them 
were Democrats or Republicans, there were hundreds of things done 
through all those bleak years from 1861 to 1871 which can not be 
justified by Constitution or law anywhere. The war of 1861 struck 
this country as an earthquake might have struck it, breaking up its 
old boundary lines and throwing the titles to all things in confusion, 
and when reconstruction was over, when each State had taken its place 
again in the federation which our fathers established, when Constitu- 
tion and law held their mild sway from the Rio Grande to 
then, sir, all lifted up their hearts and minds to the Supreme Court to 
hear its decision as to the new titles and the new establishments, and 
to turn their faces to the perpetuation of that Republic which I love to- 
day as much as the Senator from Massachusetts, and would t for ĩt as 
quick as any man who wore the blue, that it might stand and shine 
as a great federation of the people, guarantying popular rights, ele- 
vating the weak and the poor, holding up the flag as a flag of human- 
ity, and respecting law and order everywhere according to the lines 
which the Constitution had marked out for their obedience. 

COMMISSIONER HOAR VERSUS SENATOR HOAR, 

Mr. President, the Senator from Massachusetts seems to think that 
there is some deficiency of comprehension, or mayhap some indiffer- 
ence to the moral element in the Southern Senators, that they are 
not quick to respond to him in joining to press this matter or that, 
here or there. I can not unite with him in his invocations, I can not 
follow him in all the things to which he would summon me, because 
with a pencil of light, with a finger of judgment, which will stand as 
a landmark in this country for many years to come, he and his col- 
leagues have pointed out exactly where Senatorial and Congressional 
authority ends and where the demarkations of State lines become im- 
pregnable, and I read from the Senator's judicial decree in deciding 
the greatest question which was ever submitted to a judge in this coun- 
try, and out of his own lips and out of the deliberations of his own 
mind he will find my answer. 

It is— 

Said he, in giving his judgment in the case of the Electoral Com- 
mission— 

It is asked is there no remedy if the officers to whom the States intrust the 
power of ascertaining and declaring the result of the election act fraudulently 
or make mistakes? The answer is that the Constitution of the United States 
gives no jurisdiction to Congress when the certificates are opened and the votes 


are to be counted tocorrect such mistakes or frauds. A like question may be put 
as to every public authority in which a final power of decision islodged. 
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And he adds: 
NA e C ID e 
ly than in removing from Congress all power over the election of President. 
Sittest thou here to judge me after the law, and commandest thou 
me to be smitten contrary to law; contrary to lawas thou thyself hast 
written it?“ Wisely, said the Senator from Massachusetts, applaud- 
ing the far-reaching sagacity of the able men who ‘‘ reared the arch and 
laid the architrave” of this great nation, wisely did they take away 
from Congress the power to do the very thing which he invites and 
summons them now to do without factin one hand or without doctrine 

in the other. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator pardon me for calling his attention 


to gae fact—— 
e PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Virginia 

ield? i 
2 Mr. DANIEL. With pleasure. - 

Mr. HOAR. I call the Senator's attention to the fact that there is 
no sort of resemblance between the two cases. I did not ask the Sen- 

te of the United States to count the vote of Florida or the vote of 

uth Carolina, or any other Southern State. The question whether 

we may have constitutional or legislative processes which will prevent 
these frauds in the future is a different thing. 

Mr. DANIEL. Thatis to say, when the title of the President of the 
United States is concerned it is entirely beyond the jurisdiction of 
Con to look into anything but what has been the result of the State 
si iale in evolving it. s 

Mr. HOAR. When the vote is counted ? 

Mr. DANIEL. When the vote is counted. 

Mr. HOAR. That is true after the fact. 

Mr. DANIEL. But itis entirely within the jurisdiction of Con, 
as the Senator would have it, to look into the vote of the State i 
lature of Louisiana after the vote has been counted, after the vote which 
made its governor has been counted, to go and look behind those returns, 
even if they are a year old! 

Mr. HOAR. May I ask the Senator a question? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Virginia 

ield? 

2 DANIEL. I shall be most happy. 

Mr. HOAR. I suppose the Senator and I agree that in determining 
the title to the seat of a member of the House of Representatives the 
right is exclusively lodged in that body? 

Mr. DANIEL, I supposed we agreed on that until I saw your reso- 
lution. 

Mr. HOAR. Does the Senator doubt that we may pass a law to 
change the manner of elections or to persons who commit frands 
or crimes against that right or are guilty of bribery? Does the Senator 
doubt that? 

Mr. DANIEL. Not at all. Propose your law and I shall be glad 
to consider, ibly vote for it. 

Mr. HOAR. Then I think the Senator will see that it is quite one 
thing to say that when the votes are counted the body to whom the 
Constitution has committed the power—the two Houses, not the law- 
making power of the two Houses and the President, but the two Houses 
alone, to whom the Constitution has committed the mere power o 
counting something else that somebody else sends out; that is to say 
that they can not, when they count, look to see anything except what 
has been sent out—does not at all involve a denial that they may, in 
their legislative capacity, inquire whether those so acted as to 
deprive the people of their States of their lawful right to elect on that 
occasion, and whether there is any constitutional or legislative amend- 
ment needed to prevent their having that power. 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, the opinion which the Senator from 
Massachusetts has delivered answers his question ina much more con- 
densed form and in much better language than I could use upon an 
impromptu occasion. The Senator here not only speaks as to the con- 
struction of the Constitution, but he elaborates the wisdom of having 
it that way, and, consistently with the doctrine which he then laid 
down in this grave matter, he has since advocated the passage of alaw, 
which nearly all of us voted for, making determinate the action of the 
State as to who was its elector, and he says in his opinion as an elect- 
oral commissioner: 

The dan; of mistake or fraud is surely quite as great if the final power be 


lodged in Congress, and the framers of the Constitution acted in nothing more 
arg than in removing from Congress all power over the election of Presi- 


Never was a finer or more sententious encomium pronounced upon 
that Constitution which lies before us now, and never did man seek 
with so savage an appetite to devour his own o ing than has the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts in this debate to dispute the dignity and an- 
thority of the great commission upon which he served as a judge. 

At the time when that commission sat, in the heat of that campai 
and having had the honor to be one of theelectorsof my State and cast- 
ing my vote for Samuel J. Tilden for the Presidency, I was scarcely well 
prepared to bea fair and impartial judge of that conclusion, but I have 
read these opinions in hours which I might give to reflection and study 
and I have endeavored as fairly and justly as I could to estimate the 


weight of arguments which were given upon the one side or the other, 
and when I cast my vote in this body not long ago for thatact of which 
the Senator was the advocate, which puts the determination of the 
electors conclusively and finally in ite hands of theState, I but did so 
following the judicial philosophy which had held sway in the conclu- 
sions of the Electoral Commission. I stand by it, let it hit where it may. 
But it seems to me a peculiar incongruity, it looks as if all judgment 
had given sway to the dictates of a partisan committee in Louisiana 
and to the momentary passions of a fleeting hour when conspicuous 
statesmen like the Senator from Massachusetts, when learned lawyers 
and ex-Cabinet ministers such as sit in this body, shall stand before the 
United States Senate and endeavor to egg it on to the passage of a res- 
olution which is in the teeth of the principles which their jurists have 
enunciated, in the teeth of law which they have freshly enacted, and in 
the teeth of the habitual practices which have governed them for more 
than a decade. 

OLIVER P, MORTON STANDING FOR STATE RIGHTS TO CONSTITUTE LEGISLATURE 

AND DETERMINE ITS LEGALITY. 

Mr. President, if I do not intrude too much on the patience of the 
Senate, I hope I may be permitted to read something from the pen of 
Oliver P. Morton. Every one knows who Oliver P. Morton was—a 
man who possessed a great mind, and it was a mind well informed. I 
beg leave to commend to the consideration of his brother Republicans, 
many of whom were his colleagues in this Chamber, some Words which 
have fallen from his lips. Says Mr. Morton: 


nizes the existence of State governments to be constituted legally 4 the States 
themselves, N oe, to the provision of the higher law that they shall be 
republican in This doctrine in nowise recognizes the blood-stained 
theory of State sovereignty, which has been the evil spirit in our political sys- 
tem, and to which the present troubles in Louisiana Loe Bigs traced back, but 
springs from the great fact that the States have a vast y of rights distinctly 
guarantied and recognized by the Constitution of the United States, and that 
among these is the right to constitute their own Legislatures, and determine by 
their own tribunals the legality of their organizations.— Tafts Senate Election 
Cases, volume 2, page 476, 


And, if I might be permitted to interpolate a few reflections of my 


own, let me say, sir, that considering the comity and good will which 
should be cultivated between all the States and the Federal Govern- 
ment and between the States themselves, while contested-election cases 
were in progress in Louisiana and while the judges of that Common- 
wealth were holding the scales in even hand, it does seem to me that 
5 of life such as would regulate the conduct of gentlemen 
in their social relations with each other and that etiquette which should 
certainly reign where sovereigns are concerned, should induce the Sen- 
ate of the United States to refrain from the use of a passionate hand to 
disturb affairs that were then pending in litigation, and that decency 
and common right would at least declare that they should await the 
adjudication ere they pronounced sentence upon the judge. 
THE OPINION OF THE SUPREME COURT AND THE VIEWS OF OLIVER P. MORTON 
ON A REPUBLICAN FORM OF GOVERNMENT. 

I was about to read when the Senator from Massachusetts asked me 
a question, something from the text of a decision of the Supreme Court 
of the United States as to what constitutes a republican form of gov- 
ernment, and if it be known to any member of the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections or to any Senator here as matter of fact that 
there is something about the government of Louisiana which makes it 
fail to meet the standard which is here laid down, I will thank that 
committeeman or that Senator if he will point it out to my mind that 
I may be enlightened in delivering my judgment as he is by reason of 
the occult information which has reached him through other channels 
which are not open to public observation and use. 

Says the Supreme Court of the United States in the case Minor vs. 
Happersett, 21 Wallace, page 175, decided in 1874: 

T] ty is of ublican fi f t N. 
KK d 
any manner — e designated. Here, as in other parts of the instruments, 
we are compelled to resort elsewhere to ascertain what was intended. The 
guaranty necessarily implies a duty on the part of the States themselves to pro- 
vidé such a government. All the States had governments when the Constitu- 
tion was adopted. all the people participated, to some extent, through their 
representatives elected in the manner specially provided. These governments 
the Constitution did not change. They were accepted precisely as they were, 
and it is, therefore, to be presumed that they were such as it was the duty of the 

es to provide. Thus we have unm ble evidence of what was repub- 

lican in form, within the meaning of that term as employed in the Constitution, 
Pinan sane see all the citizens of the States were not invested with the right 

suffrag . 


The fact that Louisiana has a republican form of government was not 
only passed upon when she was originally admitted into the federation 
of States, but it was again passed upon and again approved and con- 
firmed when Louisiana came out of war reformed and remolded with 
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every condition to meet the amendments to the Constitution and the 
then established views. I look in the archives and find that Louisiana 
has a constitution such as this body has approved as republican in form. 
I see that it has a Legislature which is ormin; the functions of 
alegislative body. I look to the other House and I find its ta- 
tives there, showing that the people of Louisiana have acted. Istand 
here in the Senate and I see two Senators, each with one vote, admitted 
here as your and mine. I look to the Presidential house and I 
see that in all Federal connections and relations Louisiana is recognized 
as aco-equal sovereign State of the American Union, panoplied with 
that ty of equal rights which was intended for her protection 
and for yours, for my State and for all the Commonwealths that consti- 
tute the federation. 

Now, sir, where did this committee get information that this form 
of government is not extant in Louisiana? What witness has come 
up to testify before it, what memorial has been presented, what public 
intelligence of a notorious and general form has come to its ears that 
the Senate of the United States, which should be the most conserva- 
tive body in the whole Union, which should go slowly and deliberately 
in all its actions, which should set an example to States and to Legis- 
Iatures and judges by its orderly procedure, by its fair-mi 
by its excellent temper, by its judicial bearing, by its calm weighing 
of all facts and circumstances—where did this committee of such a 
body as this get information which is going to lead it to put itself at 
the head of a revolution to undo the government of a State ? 

It looks to me as if this body, which owes its existence to statehood, 
in which two Senators represent each State simply because they are 
States, and who were sent here by the people and their constitutions 
to gan that sacred element of State sovereignty which has this branch 
of the Government only, to keep special watch and ward over it—it looks 
to me as if the Government had turned itself upside down when this 
Senate puts itself at the head of a revolution to destroy the very pn 
ciples of the Constitution and the very elements of statehood to which 
it owes its bein 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator yield to me to submit a motion? 

Mr. DANIEL. In one moment. I will finish, before I yield to the 
motion of the Senator from Tennessee, the observation of Mr. Morton, 
which I wish to read to the Senate. He speaks now on this specific 
point. He says: 

wer to to each State a republican of 
e: forthe highest and pearl geet ones poe enn arth is invoked for 
every disorder in a „it must result in the absorption of the State govern- 
ments and subvert the whole theory and plan of our political institations. 
While we are a nation, in which alone the sovereignty resides, yet local self- 
governments, which preceded the Constitution, and are recognized and contin- 
ued by it as a part of the lan of political salvation, are indispensable to 
our li , progress, and 5 app and must be preserved. Itshould be ex- 


ercised only uj well-de: principles, in cases 
With all the more caution — 


vernment 


coming clearly within their 
litieat ini 


and 

While it would be 
imprudent to attempt to define the cases that come within its — u may be 
— arising under its 


which there is proſound 
Uean 


C 
Nef and reformation as long as there is any hope. 


These are the words of an eminent statesman and a great man. Evi- 
dently to his mind and evidently to the mind of any man who will 
give to this subject due discussion and reflection, the power Ase soon 
a State and remold its government is a power of revolution 
from the people of that State to the Federal Con: in certain in- 
stances, and only as the act of last resort, to be called into action when 
every process of law has failed, when every expostulation and proced- 
ure has been in yain. 

Mr. President, so grave a thing as this, so mighty a proposition as 
the revolution of the governmentof an American Commonwealth, which 
in stability should be like that of the Federal Government of whichit 
is a part—so serious and grave a matter as that has been hastily dragged 
into the Senate at the fag end of a four years’ administration and has 
been sought to be dragooned to its passage by appeals to partisan feel- 
ing and to the readiness of men to fall in line with the companies in 
which they drill, without even the Committee on Privileges and Elec- 
tions having enough respect for the Constitution under which they live 
or the people of this country who will be involved in difficulty if diffi- 
culty should come, and without so much as a regard for the people of 
Louisiana as to state to them in writing or to speak upon the floor of 
the Senate the grounds which have actuated them in so doing. 

The Senate at 5.40 adjourned. 

In the Senate, Monday, February 25, 1889. 


The PRESIDENT protempore. Thehourof 20’clock having arrived, 
the Senate resumes the consideration of the unfinished business, being 
the resolution reported by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] 
authorizing the Committee on Privileges and Elections to investigate 
alleged election outrages in certain States, upon which the Senator from 
Yirginis [Mr. DANIEL] is entitled to the floor. 

. ALLISON. Imove to lay aside the pending order in order that 
I may call up the Army appropriation bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator move that, or ask 

unanimous consent? 


Mr. ALLISON. I will ask unanimous consent, to begin with. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa asks unani- 
mous consent that the unfinished business may be informally laid aside 
to enable him to move the consideration of the Army appropriation bill. 

Mr. DANIEL. I had expected at this hour to-day to resume my 
remarks upon the resolution in regard to the investigation of elections 
in Louisiana, but I recognize the fact that the publie business is of a 
more important character than that, and I am perfectly willing to en- 
ter my consent that it may be unanimous that the appropriation bill 
referred to by the Senator from Iowa may be taken up, with the under 
standing, which I suppose it is hardly n to state, that if either 
the Louisiana or the Texas resolution should at any time at this session 
be called up I may be recognized as entitled to the floor. 

The P IDENT pro tempore. The Chair will recognize the right 
of the Senator from Virginia to resume the floor when the considera- 
tion of the resolution is again proceeded with by.the Senate. ‘The title 
of the bill the consideration of which is moved by the Senator from 
Towa will be stated. 


SPEHOH 


HON. ROBERT P. KENNEDY, 


OF OHIO, 
In THE HOUSE oF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Tuesday, February 26, 1889. 


h 5575 ee being in e nor 2875 on 2 6 state ofthe Union, — 

1 consideration the 12578) appropriations for 
3 expenses of the Indian Deparitocat, and for fallin 
treaty ke Sapre with various Indian tribes,for yearending June 
1890, and for other purposes— 

Mr. KENNEDY said: 

Mr. CHAIRMAN: On the 12th day of July last I delivered in this 
House a speech on Southern elections and election fraudsin the South, 
and during the course of my remarks I had occasion to refer to the 
States of Mississippi, Alabama, and Georgia, and other portions of the 
South. I was notified almost immediately afterward that the gentle- 
man from Georgia [Mr. TURNER] would answer those remarks, and I 
was also informed that Mr. Crisp would make a reply. 

Mr. Turner, of Georgia, rose. 

Mr. KENNEDY. I will yield to the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 


TURNER]. 

Mr. 5 of Georgia. I affirm the statement of the gentle- 
man from Ohio [Mr. KENNEDY] of having served him with the notice 
to which he has referred, but as the brunt of his sttack was aimed at 
my colleague [Mr. Crisp], who had just returned about that time, I 
left the matter with him. 

Mr. KENNEDY. The gentleman from Georgia will understand I 
am making no reflection upon him. From that time to this, Mr, 
Chairman, with the exception of the remarks made by the gentleman 
from Georgia [Mr. Crisp] the other day, no attempt has been made 


to answer that speech. 

The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Crisp] the other day informed 
this House that during his absence a eman from Ohio . KEN- 
NEDY] had made a speech on elections in the South, and in answer to 
that speech he impeached the statement I made there in which I said 
the Speaker of this House had appointed the Committee on Elections, 
and that one of the grossest infamies ever perpetrated upon this House 
or the nation was in the selection of a man to the chairmanship of that 
committee who had been elected by 1, 704 votes, the fewest number of 
votes that had ever presented a man to this floor. The gentleman does 
not deny the assertion. The records of this House show that he was 
chosen to the chairmanship of that committee, and the records of the 
election show that he was chosen by 1,704 votes as a Representative on 
this floor. 

What I objected to, Mr. Chairman, was the selection of the gentle- 
man from Georgia as chairman of that committee, whether selected by 
the Speaker of the House or by the House itself. 

I ask now why was it necessary to defend the Speaker of this House? 
If the selection of the gentleman from Georgia was what I denounced 
as an insult to this House and the intelligence of the great people of 
this country, was if not as much an outrage to have selected him by a 
Democratic caucus as to have him selected through the Chair of this 
assembly ? 

But I might content myself by referring to the Journal of this House, 
where on page 246 I find the Speaker of this House announees his com- 
mittees, but I am not ready, nor am I willing or content, to let it abide 
there. I find by the record of the Forty-eighth and Forty-ninth Con- 
gresses Mr. TURNER, of Georgia, was appointed the chairman of this 
committee, a gentleman elected by the same sorts of fraud and the same 
sorts of infamy which returned the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. CRISP] 
to this floor. If it were an infamy to this assembly to appoint the gen- 
tleman from Georgia [Mr. Crisp] I ask gentlemen on this floor whether 
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it was not an infamy to appoint Mr. TURNER in the Forty-eighth and 
Forty-ninth Congresses? 

I want to give what I believe to be a portion of the unwritten his- 

tory. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. TURNER] desired no longer 
to continue at the head of that committee, and, as I am informed, 
asked the Speaker to relieve him from the chairmanship. I do not be- 
lieve that the Speaker was willing to offer an insult to the gentleman 
‘from Georgia, but at his own request transferred him to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means; and Mr. Crisp, of Georgia, who was the 
second member of the Committee on the Pacific Railroads, Mr. Throck- 
‘morton having gone out, by the unwritten law of this House became 
‘chairman of that committee and should have been appointed. But 
‘instead of that, Mr. Crisp was chosen chairman of the Committee on 
Elections, and the Democratic caucus ratified and sanctioned it, and 
he became its head. And thus not only was he made chairman of it, 
-but in the cold blood-ef a Democratic caucus the people of the United 
States were insulted and outraged by the selection of a man whose own 
‘election was challenged by every sense of decency and honor. 

Now, sir, I desire to say further that this committee was appointed 
ifor a purpose. I find by the records of this House on the 13th day of 
‘December, by a resolution presented by Mr. CANNON, of Illinois, this 
committee was chosen, and on the 5th day of January it was formally 
announced by the Speaker. I find further that there was a contest in 
this House, and that the seat of JOHN G. CARLISLE, of Kentucky, was 
‘contested. I find, too, that this committee, headed by Mr. Crisp, and 
‘selected for a purpose, with undue haste, on the 20th day of January, 

reported that case back to the House. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Will the gentleman allow me a moment? 

Mr. KENNEDY. I have no time to yield. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Isimply desire to state [cries of Regular order!“ 
on the Republican side] that the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. CAR- 
LISLE] is not present. [Renewed cries of Regular order!“ 

Mr. KENNEDY. I decline to yield. I say that on the 20th of 
January the committee reported back to the House the case of JOHN 
G. CARLISLE. Now, sir, on the 23d day of January that case was 
brought into the House of Representatives, and under the lead, and 
championed by the chairman of the Committee on Elections, it was de- 
cided in favor of the Speaker of this House, the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky, Hen JOHN G. CARLISLE. 

ROBERT SMALLS CASE, 

I ask now that you contrast the action in this case with the action 
of the same committee in the case of Robert Smalls. 

I desire now, Mr. Chairinan, to say that the gentleman from Georgia 
who was at the head of that committee did not treat this case in the 
same manner and with the same kindliness that he did that of the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky. For I find that on the 7th day of December 
the committee reported the contested case of Robert Smalls, of South 
eee nearly eleven months after it had reported the case of Thoebe 
vs. Carlisle. 

I repeat, that I simply call attention to the fact that on the 7th day 
of December this same committee reported, eleven months afterwards, 
the case of Robert Smalls to this House, and on the 13th day of Feb- 
ruary of 1889, nearly thirteen months afterwards, permitted the vote 
upon that case. 7 

I call attention to this to show that the Democratic side of this House 
has never done and never can do justice to the black man upon this 
floor. [Applause on the Republican side. ] 

BUTTERWORTH AND YOUNG CASES. 

I was speaking of the Carlisle case. [Laughter.] Now, I desire, 
Mr, Chairman, to refer to an occurrence which took place on this floor 
in 1879. On the 20th day of March, 1879, a memorial of twenty-three 
citizens of Cincinnati impeached the seats of BENJAMIN BUTTERWORTH 
and General Thomas L. Young. No contest had been made, and yet 
these gentlemen, instead of remaining silent, arose in their places in this 
Chamber and demanded an investigation at the hands of this House, 
and the House of Representatives appointed a committee to investi- 
gate these two seats, so challenged by twenty-three citizens of Ohio, 
and at the head of that committee of investigation it placed the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky [Mr. CARLISLE], and under his leadership that 
investigation was had. 

MR. CARLISLE’S CASE, 

Now, when forty-five hundred Keniuckians stood at the door of this 
House and demanded a hearing in the matter of the right to the seat 
occupied by him, what did the Speaker of this House, who was the con- 
testee, do? He remained as silent as the Sphinx, and the committee 
of this House, headed by Mr. Crisp, of Georgia, reported back and de- 
nied the contestant the right to a hearing on this floor. 

Other men have been quick to demand investigation when their honor 
was at hazard. Never but once before in the history of this Govern- 
ment was such a proceeding witnessed. 

THE PAYNE CASE. 

Mr. Chairman, I say that only once before in the history of our Gov- 
ernment has there been such a case as that. I need not mention names, 
but I may say that my own State of Ohio furnished the unfortunate and 
disgraceful precedent—when a seatofone of her Representatives in one 


of the Houses of the National Congress was challenged by her people, 
not only through her Legislature, but by the governor of the State, act- 
ing officially, demanding a hearing and an investigation, when the press 
of my State of Ohio, secular and religious, Independent, Democratic, 
and ublican, demanded that that case should be heard. Not only 
Republicans, but Democrats, State officials and others, demanded that 
that case should be heard. 

But the gentleman himself remained silent, and was content, with 
lips sealed, to continue to occupy a seat that was clothed with dishonor. 
That gentleman will go into private life condemned by his political asso- 
ciates and despised by his political enemies, without society save that 
only which wealth can purchase, too low for pity and beneath con- 
tempt. [Hisses on the Democratic side.] I refer now to acase in this 
House, and I ask is it any wonder that the contestee in that case which 
was reported upon this floor on the 20th of January last should, after 
that report was made, be covered with humiliation and shame? Was 
it any wonder that it required the exhilarating and stimulating influ- 
ences of Washington and the balmier breezes of Old Point Comfort to 
restore him to his mental and moral equilibrium? 

Mr. Chairman, I leave the question to him, to the country, and to 
the people of Kentucky. [Hisses on the Democratic side. ] 

A DISTINCTION WITH A DIFFERENCE, 

The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Crisp] asks whether I have ever 
been in Georgia. I desire to say to him that in 1863 and 1864, if he 
had not been moving so swiftly to the South, he might have made m 
acquaintance in Georgia. [Hisses and jeers on the Democratic side. 
I presume, sir, that my standing in Georgia will not be as high as that 
of the gentleman from Georgia—— 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Or anywhere else. e 

Mr. KENNEDY (continuing). Because he wore the Confederate 
gray and I wore the Union blue in that great contest. I have no desire 
to compare records with the gentleman from Georgia, but I believe 
that in the estimation of every loyal man in this land my record is as 
high above his in that great contest as the angels of light are above the 
808.7 of darkness. [Derisive laughter and jeers on the Democratic 
side. 

Mr. Chairman, the gentleman's distinction at home comes ſrom this. 
His distinction abroad comes from the fact that in this House he is 
elected by a smaller number of votes than any other man was ever 
elected by to a seat on this floor, and I trust, sir, that the national dis- 
tinction which he has thus achieved will never again be achieved by 
any man within the limits of this great Government of ours. 

FAIR ELECTIONS IN THE SOUTH, 

The gentleman tells us that the elections are fair and honest in 
Georgia. I desire to call his attention to the fact that in 1884 4,286 
Republicans voted, while in 1886 no Republicans voted in his district. 
I say that he is impeached by the record of the election in 1886 which 
comes to us from the State of Georgia. 

The gentieman from Georgia does not attempt to answer the state- 
ments of facts and figures in my speech of July 12 last, and I challenge 
him or any gentleman upon that side of the Chamber to controvert or 
deny them. Ihave in my hand a list of twenty-five districts which 
voted in 1886 to return members of this House. That list includesthe 
first and second districts in Alabama, the first and fifth in Ar 
the ten districts of Georgia, the fourth of Louisiana, the fourth, fifth, 
and sixth of Mississippi, the first, second, fourth, and fifth, and sixth, 
of South Carolina, and is as follows: 


* 


— 


First Mississippi... 
Fourth M * 
ississippi... 
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Fifth South Carolina. 
Sixth South Carolina... 


e 


Twenty-five members of Congress elected by a total vote of 93,7331 Twenty- 
five electoral votes controlled by less than 100,000 votes, who suppress the vetes 
of at least 100,000 colored voters. x 
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In those twenty-five districts, casting ninety- three thousand and odd 
ballots, the entire Republican vote was 720, an average of 29 votes to a 
district. And yet gentlemen over there tell us that their elections are 
free and honest and fair. And in tbis list I find the district of the gen- 
tleman from South Carolina and the distriet of the gentleman from 
pel me What shall we say to gentlemen who, with the assurance of 
the thimble-rigger, continue to say that these elections are free and fair? 


GOVERNOR LEE, OF VIRGINIA, AT NEW YORK BANQUET. 

The other day, at the New York banquet, Governor Lee, of Virginia, 
made this expression: 

It remained with the North to decide whether the national improvement and 
p rity can best be promoted by a union of American whi verned States 
or white American through African sections in the great whole. The whole 
thing depended upon the South being recognized as a white-governed portion 
and that there shall exist no African sovereignty. We do not care to take the 
tomahawk from the red man and give ittothe negro. We have provided for 
the negro, built homes and schools for him, and given him all his condition re- 
quires, but when it becomes a question whether those States are to be governed 
by = or whites, I say,“ the governor exclaimed, “ we want a white govern- 
men 


I refer this matter to the gentleman from sor gn and I say to him 
that the governor of Louisiana, the governor of Virginia, and the gov- 
ernor of South Carolina have made the record on this question; and all 
of them refute his statement. 

Governor Lee wants a white man’s government; I want an honest 
man’s government. I say to-day that I would rather have an honest 
black man’s government in this country than a dishonest white man’s 
government, [Applause on the Republican side. ] 

LOYALTY OF BLACK PEOPLE, 

I am not here to speak for the colored man; at another time I shall 
be glad to do so. But I say now that while the begloved and bejew- 
eled fingers of a Southern aristocracy were trying to tear down this 
Government, were attempting to pull down its flag and clutching like 
blood-hounds at the throat of the nation, not a single instance, can be 
cited where the colored ple of this country, when opportunity of- 
fered, were not loyal to the Constitution and devoted to the flag. Gen- 
tlemen on the other side may sneer at it as they will, but history will 
forever record the fact that a black man ran the boats past the batteries 
at Moultrie; that black hands uplifted and black hands sustained the 
flag of the Union on thetop of Fort Pillow. [Applause on the Repub- 


lican side.] 
ANOTHER WITNESS CALLED. 


The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
KENNEDY] has expired. 

Mr. PERKINS. I yield fifteen minutes to the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. KENNEDY. Now I desire to call another witness, 

Hon. W. H. S. a Democrat, of Talladega, Ala., prints in the Mont- 
gomery Daily Advertiser the following: 

We can not go on forever stealing the negro’s ballot. There must be a wiser 
and more honorable solution of the question. We have gone too far in our elec- 
tion frauds, and soon we shall learn that success founded on fraud can not be 

r majority, 
ve also serv 


vote 
bama 


permanent. In the black belt, where the fone DER are in the 
the tactics by which the n has n deprived of his vote 
the purpose of depriving the white men of fair representation. The n 
hasbeen used to count the South Alabama Democrat in and the North A 
Democrat out. 8 

I commend this to the gentleman from Georgia, and I commend to 
gentlemen of the other side the fact that in Arkansas only last week 
four members of the State Legislature resigned their places because they 
were there by fraud and intimidation and violence; and I call atten- 
tion to the fact that the same election which returned them to the 
Legislature returned a member to this House who has not yet tendered 
his resignation so far as I know. 


A WORD FOR MASSACHUSETTS, 

The gentleman from South Carolina the other day referred to Massa- 
chusetts. Iam not here to defend Massachusetts, Her honored Rep- 
resentatives on this floor and her sons everywhere are abundantly com- 
petent for her defense. But I want to say here for old Massachusetts 
that while she stood at the cradle of liberty and rocked it until it grew 
into a vigorousmanhood, from that hour until the present it can not 
be said, and history does not record the fact, that a single one of her 
sons, true as they are to old Massachusetts, has ever lifted his hand 
against the Constitution or attempted to tear down the flag. They were 
found on every battle-field from Lexington to Yorktown, and in that 
later struggle they were found on every field where blood was shed, 
from Baltimore to Bull Run and from Bull Run to Appomattox. The 
history of the past will be written, and the history of old Massachu- 
setts will be a part of this nation’s great record. 

And I want to say to gentlemen on the other side that the Meccas of 

the future will not be in the Southern clime or under a Southern sun, 
but will be the sacred resting places of the illustrious and patriotic 
dead, where Lincoln sleeps, where the silent warrior ot the century is 
resting, and that place on the hillside at Arlington where gallant Phil 
Sheridan is sleeping. I say to you that in the future there will be 
lifted above old Bunker Hill and Lookout Mountain and Missionary 
Ridge and Round Top the record of a nation’s glory, and with it the 
history of old Massachusetts. 


XX—8 


Our children and our children’s children will stand with uncovered 

heads where Logan rests, where Prescott stood, and Warren fell. 
GENERAL ROSSER AT BALTIMORE. 

The other day, over in the city of Baltimore, General Rosser made a 
speech, and he said: 

That it was his purpose to show that the reason the South was able to main- 
tain an unequal combat against the North for years and why the South was vic- 
torious in every battle in Virginia from first to last, and finally yielded only to 
starvation, was the fact, and is still the fact, that a Southern gentleman can 
whip a puritanical Yankee every time. 

Mr. Chairman, at the point of the bayonet and the end of the saber 
on three hundred battle-fields of this Union we punched that idea out 
of them. [Laughter and applause on the Republican side.] 

I want to tell who this General Rosser is who was never whipped, 
according to his own statement. He is the man whom Torbert with 
his Union cavalry drove 26 miles up the Shenandoah, and in that case, 
with rebels ahead and Union soldiers behind, Thomas L. Rosser, like 
a good general, led his Confederate cavalry up the valley in defeat, 

f I may be permitted to paraphrase a familiar line: ` 


And lo! Tom Rosser’s steed led all the rest. 


I want to call attention to another thing that General Rosser said; 
and I wish to say that three United States Senators and a member of 
this House from Mississippi were present on that occasion, This is what 
he said: 

I feel that I am, and I believe that every brave Confederate soldier living to- 
day is, more loyal to the constitutional Government of the new United States 
than are the rank and file of the Grand Army of the Republic (so called), and I 
believe that we are more loyal to the flag of the new Union than they. 

This banner [waving a Confederate battle-flag], under which we so gloriously 
fought, is now the badge of our loyaltyto ourselves. Thisisthe croas which we 
bore with a courage, patience, and fortitude which entitles every brave, true, 
and tried Confederate soldier to wear a patriot’s immortal crown. 


THE MISTAKE OF THE WAR. 

Mr. Chairman, England, in her great contest with the rebels in India, 
blew them from her guns. Germany, after her war with France, com- 
pelled the French nation, as an indemnity, to pay the entire expenses 
of the contest. But after six thousand millions had been expended, 
after blood and treasure beyond measure had been poured out, this Gov- 
ernment extended amnesty without price and without any conditions 
to the Southern people. 

I want to say that I believe that if Lee, and Davis, and Beauregard, 
and Rosser, men educated at the public expense and who led the young 
men of the South into rebellion and treason, had been hung to the gib- 
bet, as they ought to have been after that contest was over, they would 
not ody be teaching disloyalty and treason to the young men of the 
South, 

RULE OF THE REBEL BRIGADIER ABOUT OVER. 

General Johnson said up to a short time ago in Baltimore that this 
Government was controlled by the Confederates. 0 

Several MEMBERS. You mean General Bradley Johnson. 

Mr. KENNEDY. Yes; General Bradley Johnson. 

But thank God, Mr. Chairman, the hour is passing away when they 
can control this Government. They will be compelled to take back- 
seats. There is a brighter day coming for the South, freed from the 
hands of Confederate despotism, rebellion, and disloyalty. 

I not only congratulate the country, but I congratulate that side of 
the Chamber, that they will be freed from the dictation to which they 
have been subjected for the last two years, a dictation humiliating, not 
only to this House, but to the entire country. I trust, sir, it will 
catch the inspiration of freedom. 

I desire to point further to the fact, Mr. Chairman, that it comes 
with bad grace from gentlemen half shot away on rebel battle-fields to 
come here and attempt to teach us loyalty, and to tell us what our du- 
ties are under the Constitution and under the old flag. 

A BRIGHTER DAY COMING FOR THE SOUTH. 

The South has been throwing away her opportunities. Let them 
quit sneering at New England. Let them cease snarling at her heels. 
Let them be inspired with some of New England’s energy and enter- 
prise. With a warmer sun, beneath whose rays the earth gives forth 
her richest fruits, with a softer clime that New England can not know, 
with a wealth of mines waiting for the pick and drill, with st 
and rivers flowing unvexed to the sea, waiting for thespindle and loom, 
the South has been casting away her opportunities as a reckless spend- 
thrift would throw priceless jewels into the sea. [Applause.] 

Let her catch some of New England’s pluck and courage. Let her 


quit whining at New England’s wealth and power. Let her gus Te- 
gretting the lost cause—a cause that went down in dishonor arid dèg- 
radation and death. Let her cease crying forever ovér her pride, 


erty, and despair. Let her imitate Massachusetts enterprise and grit 
and there will be a Lowell on every river, a Lawrence on every stream. 
[Applause.] Let her open the doorway and bid wealth and labor come 
Le i share with her her richest blessings. Let her accord to all an ual 
chance in this race of life. Let her cease flaunting her disloyalty in 
the faces of the people, and learn once for all that thé rebellion is ended 
and that but one flag is recognized as the emblem of our unity aud 
power. 
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Let her come to know that slavery is dead and forever buried by the 
irrevocable enactments of the Constitution. Let her do equal and ex- 


act justice to all her people, black and white, rich and poor. Let her 
assure all within her borders that the laws shall be supreme, that all 
shall be protected in their rights, that person and pro shall be 
secure, that the privilege of the citizen shall be acco: him in its 
fallest sense. 

Then, Mr. Chairman, this new South will have solved the problem 
of her future. Then this new South, new not ene Dae posa 15 
Spirit, in fortune, in mise, in progress, in wealth and power, 
oot on the 8 the greatest and grandest march of all the 

turies. 


sine 
She shall start up and stand on her own earth. 
Then will her baa Pepe rote | march begin, 
— ce shall her being date—thus 9 


t she achieves 
[Applause. ] 


Just Pension Laws. 
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HON. OSCAR L. JACKSON, 


OF PENNSYLVANIA, 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Friday, February 15, 1889. 
The House ha under consideration bills granting pensions to Unien sol- 
diers of the war of rebellion— 
Mr. JACKSON said: 
Mr, SPEAKER: It is almost twenty-four years since the close of the 
great war that the sla 


peace and great 
The grea’ 


But, Mr. Speaker, the character and extent of that war, its cost in money 
and „its sacrifices of ease, comfort, health, and most precious 
human was scarcely com and realized at the time, but 
is to-day by a large part of the people of the United States almost un- 
known. The heroic devotion to the flag, the voluntary relinquishment 
of the happiness of home and family, the privations and hardships of 
the march and field, the horrors of the prison pen, the ruined health, 
the painful wounds of the many times ten thousand individual soldiers 
never have been, and never can be, fully known. 

Still less can we comprehend, as we ought, the sacrifice of the more 
than four hundred thousand who gave the last full measure of devo- 
tion,“ their lives, that the Government might live. But I have not 
words to fittingly of the unnumbered homes whose firesides were 
shrouded in mourning and bathed in tears. The widowed wives, the 
helpless orphans, the sisters lacking a brother’s care, and the aged 
fathers and mothers who lost the support of their declining years. 

This history should be better known. Many of the great lessons of 
the war are likely to be lost for want of better knowledge of them by 
the generations that are coming to take our places. If men knew more 
of the dread realities of war we would hear less talk in this Hall and 
elsewhere of war as a remedy for trifling wrongs. I call attention to 
the fact that in the discussionsin Congress in the last few years of dif- 
ficulties with other nations it has not been the men who saw service 
in the field who hastily suggested our ability to obtain redress by force. 
This place in the debate has, at least for the most part, been left to those 
who a advanced with a line of battle under fire and never felt a 
woun: 

may not expect that in the near future conflicts of arms will 
entirely cease and nations learn war no more. But war more than 
ever in the past should be a last resort, accepted only in case of su- 
preme necessity. I count as one of the advantages of our great war 
that it ought to enable us to maintain peace with other nations for the 
reason that we have shown the world our great ability to make war in 
ajust cause. This reputation, without doubt, enabled us under Grant 


W ausis the most perplexing qaestion with the strongest of na- 
ms. 

Never again will ambitious, scheming men be able to organize a re- 
bellion in this country on the theory that the Government will not use 
the strong arm of force to subdue it. That lesson has been learned for 
all time. Thegeneral bravery and tenacity of the American people has 
been so well attested it will not be questioned for a hundred years. I 
wish that the individual character of the best soldiers was as well 
known. The lesson should be taught in every school-room—that the 
most intelligent, industrious, law-abiding citizen at home made the 
most reliable and gallant soldier in the field; that the bravest man in 
a just cause is the man who has most respect for himself; that the 
highest type of manhood is that which enables men to endure hard- 
ships and make great sacrifices for the welfare of their fellow-men. 
In every neighborhood the example of its citizens who made these 
sacrifices should be pointed out to the young to encourage them in 
unselfish acts for the public welfare and in works of charity and benevo- 
lence. Let loyalty to country be taughtas a duty, as itshould be, and 
we will never again hear men claiming the action of their State as an 
excuse for treason and rebellion. . 

But, Mr. Speaker, whilst this general subject isimportantand worthy 
of more consideration than it has received, I desire to confine my re- 
marks more particularly to the question of pension legislation in behalf 
of the Union soldiers of the war. 


NEGLECT OF CONGRESS, 


In reviewing the action of the Congress of the United States during 
the past four years, in which I have been a member, I am forced to the 
conclusion that it has been grossly negligent in not passing just pension 
laws for the relief of Union soldiers and their dependent relatives. 

The political party that has had a majority in this House and has 
controlled legislation here is responsible for that neglect. The facts 
have been well known to every member that the Government, in good 
faith to the men who sayed it as soldiers, should have passed addi- 
tional pension laws. 

The necessities of disabled soldiers and their dependent relatives de- 
manded this. Justice and good policy united in requiring this at the 
hands of the Government. When the recordsof the last two Congresses 
are made up history will record this as their greatest neglect. 

The Democratic majority, which has controlled all legislation that 
has been had, must be held responsible as a party for this, and they 
are, in fact, responsible for the negative votes that have defeated pon 
bills, and for the refusal and objection to fixing time for considera- 
tion of other worthy measures. I know that there have been Demo- 
cratic members of Congress from Northern States who have been true 
friends of soldier legislation, but, unfortunately for that kind of legis- 
lation, their party and the machinery of this House has been controlled 
by members from the States that were engaged in rebellion. 

So faras I can now recall no Democrat from a State that was in re- 
bellion has in the four years voted for a single general law that would 
place another Union soldier’s name on the rolls. During that 
time no general law has been placed on the statute-book that would 
enable additional names of Union soldiers to be enrolled as pensioners, 
Some few general laws have been passed increasing rates of pensions 
for disabilities already provided for, and on the of these the 
votes of the solid South will, as a rule, 88 
tive. 

We have been accustomed to hear in this Hall most eloquent tributes 
to the magnanimity and leniency of our Government towards those 
who in causeless rebellion against it. It must be conceded that 
our people have been disposed to go to the very extreme in this direc- 
tion. It is certainly the better side to err upon; but to the broken- 
down, disabled soldier it must seem a little hard to have just pension 
laws defeated by Representatives in Congress who only obtained their 
seats by dess leniency of the Government in defense of which he fought 
and suffered. : 


AN UNFRIENDLY PRESIDENT. 


Whilst I attribute great neglect to Congress for its failure to enact 
jast and reasonable pension laws, to be fair I must charge that we 
have had an Executive still more blamable who has vetoed much of the 
legislation on that subject that has been presented to him. I give Con- 
gress credit for the passage of a large number of meritorious private 
bills that have brought joy and comfort to the humble fireside of many 
a deserving soldier. I know with what patience, fairness, and care the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions has examined and disposed of these 
cases. 

I give those who have opposed all general legislation the credit they 
degerve for having permitted as many of these private bills as they 
did to pass. 1 have only regretted that the still larger number of 
most worthy and deserving ones presented to Congress, and which 
might very readily have been passed, have failed becanse these men 
would not permit final action upon them. 

I give due credit to the 37 Democrats from loyal States who cast 
their votes with the 138 Republicans in the Forty-ninth Congress to 
pe the dependent-pension bill over the veto. That bill was not all 

wanted, but it was carefully prepared by men of large experience in 
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e legislation, true friends of the soldier, and it would have | their country and its flag faced death on many a battle-field of the re- 
u 


cht relief to a large number of men, 

It is to this day but imperfectly known by the people, but it was a 
better and much more liberal bill than is generally understood. I be- 
lieve that a fair and liberal construction of its provisions would have 
given pensions to a very large part of the men who had seen severe 
service in the Army. I regard its veto as the most severe blow given 
from any source to pension legislation during the four years. 

My objection to this bill was that it did not cover all cases that de- 
served pensions, but it was vetoed on the that it was too lib- 
eral. And the enemies of pension legislation everywhere hailed this 
veto as an assurance that no general pension law whatever could re- 
ceive the approval of the present Executive, 

Considering his antecedents no one could expect President Cleveland 
to bring with him to the executive chair any very high appreciation of 
military service to the country. He had not shown much interest or 
sympathy in the defense of the flag during the war. But every citi- 
zen had a right to expect that whilst he occupied the office he would 
treat pension legislation, as well as all other kinds, with fairness and 
dignity becoming the high position he held. 

But in this we were disappointed. From the organization of our 
Government down to the present time no such state papers have 
ever been prepared as his pension vetoes. You may go over all the 
vetoes of his predecessors as they are published in book form, and in 
not a single one can be found a sneer, a coarse remark, or an effort 
at wit. He is the first to attempt this style of paper, and then to think 
it is upon the subject of the wounds, injuries, and disabilities of sol- 
diers received in the service of their country! 

The vetoes by their substance, language, tone, and temper admit of 
no construction but that he dislikes all pension legislation. He evi- 
dently sees no merit in having served the country in the field; he does 
not regard it as deserving of recom because a man was wounded 
or otherwise disabled in the line of duty as a soldier. They were writ- 
ten, so far as they had a purpose, to please the men who havéno desire 
that the Government should deal justly with the men who saved it. 

OTHER OPPOSITION. 

To the example set by the President of reckless, unsupported state- 
ments, we may fairly attribute many of the city newspaper articles 
which attempt to throw discredit on all applications for pensions. A 
very general effort has been made by certain classes of journals to have 
it appear dishonorable to receive a pension. This is done not by direct 
charge, but by falsely and maliciously intimating that the larger part 
of the claims are fraudulent. 

I know that the great majority of the loyal people of this country 
are right on this subject. They heartily approve of just and even lib- 
eral legislation. But in the North during the war there was a minority 
that sympathized with the rebellion and rejoiced at the defeat of our 
armies. This class are still as ready as ever to circulate slanders 
against Union soldiers. The strictly commercial part of the country 
has no conception of loyalty as a principle. To save trade it was ready, 
as Horace Greeley saw in 1861, to agree to the dismemberment of the 
country. The valor of our armies protected its property and made it 
possible to repay with liberal interest the loans made during the war, 
and now this selfish class complains and objects to doing even half jus- 
tice to the soldier. 

The scheming, selfish office-seeker of to-day who was of proper age 
to enter the Army and managed by bounties, substitutes, and techni- 
calities to evade military service is jealous of the partiality and prefer- 
ence shown soldiers by the people, and is, of course, lukewarm on the 
subject. Youcan find men of this kind in every neighborhood. Many 
of the younger people of the country, as I have already stated, do not 
folly comprehend the real services rendered by the soldiers to the coun- 
try, and for this reason are not as zealous in urging just and fair pen- 
sion laws as they should he. 

AN HONOR TO RECEIVE A PENSION. 

Among all civilized nations it is to-day and always has been con- 
sidered an honor to receive a pension for military services rendered 
one’s country. It is justly regarded as a recognition of wounds and 
disability incurred in line of duty or of long service. To the American 
soldier more than any other is it a high honor, for his services were 
rendered voluntarily. 

A pension is not a gift or gratuity. It is a part of the implied con- 
tract made by the Government with every citizen when it accepts his 
service as a soldier. It comes from that high duty devolving on the 
nation ‘‘to care for him who has borne the battle, and for his widow 
and orphans. So far as it may be regarded as a recompense for serv- 
ices rendered no money is so dearly earned. Indeed, money can not 
pay men for the injuries of wounds, which every year grow more se- 
vere, and no man would consider any amount of it as an equivalent 
for ruined health or broken constitution. 5 

There is not a mau in the sound of my voice that could to-day be 
hired with any amount of money to take for one hour the risk of being 
shot, such as the ordinary soldier took for days on a dozen battle-fields; 
neither would any amount of pay induce men to undergo the horrors 
of Southern prison-pens. Yet there are now rted as paupers in 
the poor-houses of this country large numbers of men who for love of 


bellion, and for long months endured starvation in Andersonville. It 

certainly does not require argument to show that the Government owes 

these men much, the giving of which would be justice, not charity. 
PRESENT PENSION LAWS NOT LIBERAL, 

Those who oppose pension legislation say the present laws are un- 
usually liberal, but this is not correct. Igo further and assert that they 
are not even just. If a soldier is disabled in line of duty so as to de- 
prive him of his ordinary ability to earn a living the Government ought 
at least to pay him a pension sufficient to obtain with it the usual com- 
mon necessaries of life. l 

If the husband, father, or son lost his life in the service of his coun- 
try the dependent relatives who have thereby lost their natural sup- 
port should receive a pension of like character, Will any one dispute 
either of these propositions? The principal nationsof the world, even 
where they obtain their soldiers by conscription and forced levies, ree- 
ognize these principles as just and binding upon them. Without con-, 
sidering for the present the defect in our laws, which prevents many 
deserving disabled men from obtaining pensions at all, let us examine 
briefly the amount of pensions given those who succeed in having their 
names placed on the roll, and see whether the amount is liberal. t 

Without referring to special provisions for specific injuries, such as 
amputations and helplessness requiring a constant attendant, where 
larger amounts are allowed, I find that the general law gives every 
enlisted man for total disability” incurred in service $8 per month. 
This is a little less than $2 a week. Does any one think this is unusu- 
ally liberal? i 

As I have said, a number of specific disabilities are rated higher, but 
the great mass of all pensions are rated to-day on the basis of $8 per 
month for that extent of disability that the Pension Office classes as a 
total disability to earn a living by manual labor. A mere pittance,’ 
not sufficient to furnish food and clothing of the plainest kind for the 
soldier himself. But if he have a wife or little ones, an aged fatheror 
mother, or a helpless sister, who, according to the best attributes of 
our nature, have a right to look to him for aid and support, he is un- 
able to extend the slightest assistance. 

That the Pension Office construes this rule strictly as to extent of 
disability the published reports leave no room to doubt. From the 
report of the Commissioner of Pensions for the year 1888 I find that 
there aré 272 men who are rated at $1 per month. How exact the dis- 
crimination of a generous Government, which requires its soldiers ap- 
plying for pensions to prove disability incurred in line of duty by ofti- 
cial records, or by at least two witnesses who have knowledge of the 
facts, examines them by at least one board of surgeons, and grants a 
pension of 3} cents per day. 

Upon 31,392 men, many of whom we may well followed 
Grant from Donelson and Shiloh to Vicksburg, and from 

and Atlanta to the sea, or fought with Rosecrans at Cor- 
inth, Stone River, and Chickamanga, the Government bestows a pen- 
sion of $2 a month—6# cents per day. Upon 68,563 men our Govern- 
ment bestows a pension of $4 per month. Embraced in this number 
beyond doubt are many of the men who stood in front of Longstreet at 
Gettysburgh, who dashed with Hancock upon Johnston and Early at 
Spottsylvania, charged the heights at Fredericksburgh, were at the front 
at Malvern Hill, Bull Run, and Antietam, followed Sheridan at Win- 
chester, and heard the last shot fired at Appomattox. 

I will not stop now to read the numerous other subdivisions of $8 
that are allowed as pensions, many of them parts of a dollar, and in 
several cases even down to the fractions and part of a cent per month. 
These are the pensions that are bestowed, recollect, only upon men dis- 
abled in the line of duty, and they are also the pensions that President 
Cleveland referred to in his veto of the dependent bill, when he used 
these words: 

The bounty of the Government in the way of pensions is generously bestowed 
when granted to those who in this military service, and in the line of military 
duty have, to a greater or less extent, been disabled. 

A most remarkable and unjustifiable statement Sr! sprees side by 
side with the facts. Let the truth be known and it will be admitted 
by all fair-minded poopie that so far as the size of pensions is concerned 
our laws are not liberal, but the very reverse. Indeed a large part of 
them are so small and trifling that they reflect no credit on the Gov- 
ernment that pays them. 

It has grown to be a somewhat common expression that our Govern- 
ment has at least been more liberal with pensions than any European 
government. The people of our country receive so much higher 
than those of Europe and as a class live so much better that it is dif-, 
ficult to make a fair comparison between them. It would be but rea- 
sonable that pensions here should be higher than there, but I find that 
at least in some countries that is not the case. The Republic of France! 
fixes the lowest pension toa private soldier at 600 francs per year, 
being equivalent to $10 permonth. An increase is allowed above this 
to non-commissioned officers, whilst the United States rates non-com-! 
missioned officers the same as all other enlisted men, at 88 per month 
for total disability. | 

There is a still greater difference as to the higher offices, France giv-' 
ing an increased pension for all increase in rank. She pays the lowest, 
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grade of lieutenant-colonel $740 per year, and a major-general as high 
as $2,100 yearly. The United States laws recognize no difference in 
rank above lieutenant-colonel, and the highest pension any officer 
by general law, no matter how useful or distinguished his services may 
have been, is $30 per month. 

Despotic Russia, when either enlisted men or officers become disabled 
in her military service, pays them not less than one-third of their regu- 
lar pay, and increases this, according to disability, up even to full pay. 
Spain pensions her soldiers on about the same basis; and whilst their 
applications for pensions are pending she pays and rations them as 
soldiers, a rule which I have no doubt hastens the disposition of cases. 

All countries whose laws I have been able to examine make pro- 
vision for the widows and orphans of soldiers dying in service, and all 

rovide for a full pension after a long term of service without requir- 

ng any proof of disability. These terms of service are generally much 
longer in time than those of our volunteer soldiers, but as a rule none 
of them see anything near as much fighting or campaigning in the field 
as was done by the veterans of our late war. 

I have not been able to obtain a copy of the pension laws of Great 
Britain, but I understand they are as liberal as any I have referred to, 
and that the British soldier who served with his regiment in India, 
when he receives a final di comes home knowing he shall re- 
ceive as a matter of right a pension for life that will at least prevent 
him from ever being sent to the poor-house. 7 

Our pension laws ought to be more liberal than those of any other 
country, but taking into account the difference in pay, usual wages, and 
conditions of the men who have been soldiers I am satisfied our present 
laws are nor so. Indeed, beore we nae a age et oe of them 
they require very great amendment. e pay the pensions to 
men who have suffered amputations of “Limbs. They are none too 
large; are, in fact, as nothing compared to tho losses for which they 
are given, The men who receive them are com paratively few in num- 
ber, and this has always been urged on Congress as a reason for mak- 
ing them liberal. But a much larger number of men whose disabili- 
ties and sufferings are fully as great as if they had lost limbs are paid 
less than half as much. 

Nothing but additional laws can correct this t injustice. I con- 
cede to the Forty-ninth Congress the credit of giving me and others an 
opportunity to vote for the law that increased the pensions of widows 
whose husbands were killed or died from injuries received in the Army 
from eight to twelve dollars per month, a mere pittance yet. Is there 
a man on this floor who thinks the sum too large? Yet on final pas- 
sage of that law a large number recorded their votes againstit. We pay 
the aged father and mother, when the son on whose strong arm they 
depended for support in their declining years sleeps in a soldier’s grave 
on the battle-field or starved in Andersonville, $12 per month, a 
little less than $3 per week, for all the necessaries for their support 
as they linger on the down-hill of life, recalling the memory of their 
boy who, full of hopeand high resolve, went to the Armyand came not 
back again. You will allow me to remind you that father and mother 
can only at present obtain a pension after they prove that they are 
without property or other means of support. Still worse is that pro- 
vision of the law which requires a father or mother, no matter how great 
may be their necessities now, in order to obtain a pension to prove that 
they were dependent on their son when he died. 

When it is recollected that a large part of our best soldiers enlisted 
in the Army when mere boys, when their parents were still in health 
and strength and felt no need of their assistance, but, parent-like, were 
still striving to aid the child, this provision amounts in many cases to 
a prohibition. I recall a case in the district I have the honor to rep- 
resent on this floor where the only child of a widowed mother, a bright 
boy of sixteen, away from home on a visit, enlisted in a regiment that 
followed Grant from Belmont to Vicksburg. His comrades buried him 
on the banks of the Mississippi. For years that mother made every 
effort to obtain a pension, only to have it rejected by the Pension Office 
2 She was very poor; had no means of support but the hardest 

abor. 

It would bring tears to the eyes of almost any one to read the depo- 
sitions she filed in the Pension Office to prove her dependence on her 
son at his death; showing by some how her boy had earned and given 
her small sums when he was a child, by doing chores and little jobs 
for the neighbors. By others she proved how the boy said when he 
became a man he intended to go away and work and get his mother a 
home. After all her efforts she failed, because dependence at date ot 
death was not sufficiently proven to satisfy the law and practice of the 
Pension Office. 

I count it as one of the most gratifying acts of my official life, that 
without either her knowledge or uest I introduced in Congress a 
private bill which became a law and put this mother’s name on the 
pension-roll. As we hear frequent complaints against Congress for 
passing so many private pension bills, I cite this as a fair example of 
the worthy cases these bills provide for. 

When a soldier is killed in battle or dies from causes incident to his 
Army service the law allows a pension of $2 each per month for the 
support of his babes and little ones until they arrive at the age of six- 
teen years. This is 50 cents per week less than will pay their support 
at any public or charity institute in the country. 


There are other provisions of our laws on this subject that I would 
like to call attention to, but time will not permit. If any who hear 
me are not now satisfied that our present pension laws should not be 
called liberal I can not hope to convince them. 

LARGE APPROPRIATIONS FOR PENSIONS, 

It is urged as an objection to additional legislation that our appro- 

priation for pensions is now very large, much more than was paid the 
soldiers of our other wars. We are told that we pay out annually 
more than any other nation, and that it is time to stop. Itis true we 
have paid in the aggregate a vay large sum for pensions, but it has 
gone to men who deserved it. e ought to gI out more than was 
ever paid before and more than any other nation pays, for ours was the 
greatest war of modern times. 
_ Nowhere else on the earth within one hundred and fifty years have 
such battles been fought with such great destruction of human life as 
in America from 1861 to 1865. Never have such large percentages of 
the men engaged been killed and wounded. No armies have ever fought 
so many battles in such short space of time. 

I recently saw a statement of an English regiment that has an or- 
ganization dating back for one hundred and eighty-four years. It hag 
inscribed on its banners the names of thirty-eight engagements in which 
it took part in that time. 

We had plenty of regiments that saw more real fighting in four years 
than this, had more battles to inscribe on their flags, and could show 
a longer list of killed and wounded. If you com the war of the 
rebellion with the Revolutionary war, the war of 1812, and the war 
with Mexico, they sink into insignificance. Not only is this the case 
in the size of the armies, but in the proportion of killed and wounded. 

The average strength of the Union Army in 1862 has been calculated 
at about 550,000 men. The returns of thirty-nine battles fought in 
that year, in which the loss exceeds 500 each, make the aggregate of 
killed, wounded, and missing 138,709. Add to this the casualties in 
the long list of minor engagements in which the losses were less than 
500 each, and it will appear that in a single year about one man in 
every three who was borne on the rolls was killed, wounded, or taken 
prisoner. But this was only one year of the war. The following two 
years the armies were larger, the fighting more continuous and terrible, 
and the proportion of killed and wounded in the aggregate of losses 
was larger. 

The wars with Great Britain were mainly fought by militia called 
out by the Governors to meet some emergency, and who, after a short 
service, returned to their homes. The collisions were only moderately 
destructive of life. Monmouth was one of the most severe battles of 
the Revolution. In it the 13,000 Americans had 69 killed and 160 
wounded, a much smaller loss than the Union army of three divisions 
sustained at the battle of Iuka, 19th September, 1862, The Revolu- 
tionary army did no more real fighting after Monmouth until at York- 
town, three years afterward. But the three divisions of the Western 
army that fought the battle of Iuka two weeks afterward, in the bat- 
tle of Corinth, October 3 and 4, had 30 per cent. of their survivors 
killed and wounded. In the war of 1812 we had enrolled about 500,- 
000 men. In none of the battles of that war did the loss of life equal 
an ordinary skirmish in Grant’s or Sherman’s army in 1864. 

The entire loss of that war was 1,877 killed and 3,737 wounded; lesz 
than the loss of Grant’s army of 35,000 in the two days’ battle at Shi. 
loh. The entire loss of the 101,282 men who enlisted for the war with 
Mexico was 1.567 killed and 3,420 wounded, about what Sheridan’s 
25,000 men lost in a single day at the Opequan. 

In several instances not a single man was killed in all of a State’s 
quota in the Mexican war. Much has been said of the pras fighting 
the Texans did. Texas had in her quota 8,018 men; of these in the 
whole war 46 were killed and 29 wounded, Many of our regiments 
lost as much in the late war in a single battle. 

Buena Vista is regarded as the great battle of that war. The entire 
loss of the 5,000 Americans was 746, less than losses sustained by a 
single division in one day in many half-forgotten battles of the rebell- 
ion. In Sherman’sarmy organized for the campaign ef 1864, ofa little 
over one hundred thousand men, were the men who in the precedin, 
year had gone through the Vicksburg campaign and fought its grea’ 
battles. Other portions of it were the survivors of the men who fought 
and won the great battle of Chickamauga and made the campaign un- 
der Rosecrans that secured the starting point of Chattanooga. These 
united armies, just before starting on the campaign of 1864, fought the 
battles of Missionary Ridge and Lookout Mountain, which of them- 
selves far exceeded any battles fought on this continent prior to 1861. 

On the Atlanta campaign of less than four months Sherman’s army 
had 5,284 men killed and 26,190 men wounded. By making allowances 
for the non-combatants in the quartermaster, commi , and other 
departments, who were not usually exposed, it appears that of the men 
who carried muskets and carbines and stood by their guns, and the offi- 
cers who commanded them, more than one man out of every three was 
either killed or wounded. This makes no account of the thousands 
who fell by the way or were sent to the rear disabled by sunstroke, dis- 
ease, and the severity of the campaign, worn out by fatigue, exposure, 
and the terrible strain of such battles. 

The eastern army, under Grant, in the campaign of 1864, was the 
largest army of the whole war. There is not a shadow of doubt that 


APPENDIX TO THE CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 


117 


it fought more battles and had a larger percentage of killed and 
wounded than any army ever had in the same length of time that 
fought under Wellington or Bonaparte. It, too, was composed of men 
who had in a short time previous seen the most severe and terrible 
service. Its regiments ed inscribed with that long list of 
battles extending from Charles City Cross Roads to Malvern Hill; from 
Antietam and ericksburgh to second Bull Run. They were the 
survivors who within a 7575 had fought the great battles of Chancel- 
lorsville and Gettysburgh. 

The caripaign of 1864 was almost one continual battle from the Rap- 
pahannock Petersburgh. In either one of the three battles of the 
Wilderness, Spottsylvania, and Cold Harbor the Union Army had more 
men killed and wounded than there are men inan average-sized county 
in Pennsylvania or Ohio. Yet all of these three battles were fought 
within a few weekstime. I refer to these two great campaigns because 
they are better known than others, and yet I am satisfied the greater 
pn of our citizens to-day have no correct idea of the losses sustained 
in them. 

But there are a hundred other battles, East, West, and South, on 
ocean, river, and field, whose names were scarcely known at the time or 
are now half forgotten, where smaller armies and detachments did as 
hard and useful duty and contributed as large a percentage of their 
number to the list of killed and wounded. 

We have gathered in our national cemeteries the remains of over 
300,000 of the fallen. This includes the thirty thousand graves at 
Andersonville and Salisbury; but there never will be known even ap- 
proximately the number of Union soldiers who went down to death in 
the slow horrors of the prison-pens at Richmond, Belle Isle, Savannah, 
Columbia, Charleston, Florence, Millen, and a dozen others. 

Thousands stricken in the field reached home to die, and sleep now 
in every cemetery and church-yard of the North. Every regiment has 
its list of men in unknown graves. Every soldier can recall the com- 
rade killed in the skirmish or who died in the camp, who was hastily 
buried uncoffined in field or wood, in out of the way spots, an un- 
marked grave never visited by man or woman who knew him. 
These are the thousands 

o are resting where they wearied; 
ey are sleeping where they fell. 

I call attention to these facts that Congress and the country may not 
forget the great number of wounded and disabled men who ought to 
have liberal pensions and who to-day are unable to obtain them. I 
make these statements that we may to some extent at least compre- 
hend the vast number of widows, orphans, and dependent fathers and 
mothers who by the war lost the dear one on whom they had a right 
to rely for support and have for this reason a just claim on the Govern- 
ment for relief. 

It is not my p to follow at any great length the comparisons of 
losses in our war with those in battles in other countries. I find, how- 
ever, from published statistics that at Waterloo the loss was only 12 
per cent., but at Shiloh was over 30 percent. At Wagram, 5 per cent.; 
at Zurich, 8 per cent.; at Ramillies, 6per cent.; at Ligny, 64 per cent.; 
at Contreras, 10 per cent.; at Marengo, 15 per cent.; at Austerlitz, 
18 per cent.; at Magenta, 8 per cent.; at Solferino, 6 per cent.; at 
Gravelotte, 12 per cent., and at Sedan, 15 percent. Whilst at Corinth, 
Perryville, Chickamauga, the Wilderness, and Spottsylvania the aver- 
age losses of those engaged exceeded 30 per cent. 

The regiment with which I served had 45 per cent. of its numbers 
engaged killed and wounded in one day’s battle at Corinth, October 4, 
1862. I recollect that on the Atlanta campaign the regiment at one 
time had casualtiesof killed and wounded by musketry for nine con- 
secutive days, and suffered severely in different other engagements. I 
mention this not because it is exceptional, but because it comes within 
my own personal knowledge. For although the i t served 
throughout the war in the general operations of the Army of the Ten- 
nessee, and took part in many battles, I know from authentic reports 
that many regiments, both in the eastern and western armies, had still 
larger losses. The same bravery and endurance seems to have been 
exhibited by all our armies wherever they served. 

The question may well be asked, What was the cause of such ex- 
traordinary fighting and such heroicendurance? Military training and 
discipline will not account for it. Our people as a class are as brave 
as the bravest, but they have very little pure military taste. Our 
armies of more than a million men, at the close of the war, went back 
to peaceful occupations in the course of a few months. 

The best answer that can be given is that our armies were composed 
of the most intelligent men that were ever organized. Toa ex- 
tent they entered the Army voluntarily from a sense of duty. They 
believed that there was a question of right involved in the war and 
that we must succeed no matter what it cost. 

PRISONERS. 

The sacrifices and sufferings of prisoners in the hands of the enemy 
were so extraordinary that in my judgment they should have special 
laws in their favor. I want to see general laws that will do justice to 
all, but I hope to see some laws that will give prisoners a per-day 
allowance in addition for the time they were in prison. They richly 
deserve it. No part of the sufferings and sacrifices of the war is so poorly 
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known as that which is attributable to the barbarous and inhuman 
treatment given to our prisoners of war. 

This is not the time or occasion to enter upon a statement of the de- 
tails of these atrocities. Ionly refer to them so far as they bearon tlie 
question of pensions. No excuse ever can be given for the barba 
of starving men when plenty of food was within reach of the authoxi- 
ties having them in charge. Sherman’s army found plenty to cat in 
the vicinity in November and December afterward. History will re- 
cord that this brutality was premeditated and intentional, for, outside 
of the question of food, the crowding of men in pens, without shelter, 
on bare ground too small in extent toeven allow them to lay down 
comfortably, admits of no defense. 

I only refer to this subject now to call attention to the great suffer- 
ings endured by the soldiers of our Army and to show that our laws 
are not liberal to them. We have all a general knowledge of the hor- 
rors of Andersonville, and this diverts attention from the large num- 
ber of other prisons, where in the aggregate still greater sufferings were 
endured. The men buried at Andersonville are only a small part of 
those who died in prisons during the war. It was used a compara- 
tively short time the latter pnt of the war, and the men confined there 
were mostly old veteran soldiers inured to exposure and hardships, so 
that there is no room to doubt the malicious character of the treatment 
they received. 

I have only time to give a few facts. The stockade was 1,100 feet 
long and 799 feet wide, about the amount of ground that would 
usually be occupiéd for a camp of one regiment of a thousand men with 
officers’ quarters and sinks. Twenty feet inside the stockade was a 
dead line, reducing its size, and to step or reach across this was to be 
shot. The only water it originally contained was in a swamp at one 
end, which reduced the size, was from necessity used as sinks, and 
soon became one mass of filth. In this inclosure during the months 
of July and August, under a burning southern sun, without shelter, 
were confined over 30,000 men, the ground which they could occupy 
giving scarce room on which they could all lie down at once. 

No particle of meat or fresh vegetable was ever issued as rations 
within the inclosure. But one article of food, such as corn-bread, 
corn-mush, or coarse beans, was issued in any one day, and that in 
quantities so small that the men wasted to skeletons and died of act- 
ual starvation. When mush was issued one bucketful was all one 


hundred men received for a day, and this the starving, half crazy men 
had to divide among themselves as best they could. 

This stockade was used from March 1 to November 1, but prin- 
cipally from the middle of May to the middle of September, 1864. The 
total number of men confined in it was 49,485; the highest number 
at any one time, 33,006; died whilst in confinement, 12,926. The 
following are the numbers at end of each month, respectively: 


It thus appears that the larger part of the men were there but afew 
months, but that one man out of every four that set foot within the 
stockade died and was buried there. 

In September and October, when the bulk of the survivors were sent 
to other prisons to get them out of the way of Sherman’s approaching 
army, they were in such horrible condition that vast numbers of them 
died on the trains moving them, at stations, or soon after arrival at 
the’ prisons to which they were taken. By the records kept by the rebel 
authorities themselves it appears that of the survivors that remained 
from month to month there died as follows: 

April, one out of every 

y, one out of every 
June, one out of every 
July, one out of every ... 
August, one out of every... 
September, one out of every. 
October, one out of every... 
November, one out of every. 

Of the detachments and organizations that were taken there early 
and remained late by far the larger part died. Of63 men of Company L, 
Sixteenth Illinois Cavalry, captured in the West, 48died. Of 49enlisted 
men of Company C, One hundred and first Pennsylvania Infantry, 
captured at Plymouth, N. C., 42 died, 2 escaped, and 5 were returned 
tothe Union lines. It is a portion of the history of this blackest part 
of the slaveholders’ rebellion that these men, with scarce an exception, 
enduring their terrible sufferings, remained true to their Government 


wakes 


and its flag, refused to purchase food by taking an oath of allegiance ` 


to their enemies, and refused even to send a delegation when requested 
to their own Government asking for special relief. 
REASONS FOR GRANTING PENSIONS. 

There are many good reasons why the Government should pension 
the soldiers of the late war. I have already stated that it was a part 
of the implied contract when the men enlisted that they should be. In 
addition, by their hard and severe service they have earned it. It re- 
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quired the highest order of courage and self-sacrifice to enter the Army 
r the war was fair. 


e men who remained at home and now talk lightly of the services | j 


of the soldier did not talk that way when the Government was calling 
for more troops. Nothing could then induce these men to enter the 
voluntarily, and oh, how they did dread a draft! If oneof them 
drafted he would give all he had, if necessary, for a substitute. 
Men at home devised ways and means to get others to volunteer, such 
as had never been thought of for any other p 

Men who had y been supposed to be strong and healthy sud- 

denly developed a multitude of disabilities. Boards of surgeons were 

by men striving to get exempt. Thousands of men ran off to 

or the Territories, where they could not be found. Rich men 

sent their sons to Europe. No one talked then disparagingly about 

enlisting when every train brought back from the South maimed and 

disease-wasted men and every day’s papers told of slaughtered thou- 

while sad-garbed mourners going about the streets and homes 
robbed of their firstborn were confronting them on every hand. 

If the soldier did not lose his life or health he earned a pension by 
his loss of the comforts of home and ease, by his endurance of the hard- 
ship and ee of the service. The pay he received was merely 
nominal; he could save scarcely any of it. Men went from the best 
employments, trades, business, and professions in life. They received 
far less pay than common laborers at home. During the war was the 
best time to make money that has ever been in this country. The men 
in the Army lost this opportunity, and the men at home had all the 
benefit of it. The service of the iers saved to the Government and 
the nation in money, stores, and public lands vastly more than pensions 
to all of them would amount to. ` 


CANRO, rations, and 
over and through swam 
est, strongest soldiers came 
turely old. 

Every man who was in prison any considerable time is permanently 
disabled; they are all physical wrecks. It could not be otherwise, and 
this fact is apparent everywhere. The common experience of all sol- 
diers is that every man who has a wound finds it growing worse and 
worse every year. Each season it hurts him more. The number ot 
men who have died since the close of the war of wounds received in 
battle is very large. It may be fairly said that every wound deprives 
a man of a portion of his vitality, and unless he can save himself in 
some other direction, inevitably shortens his life to a greater or less 
extent. 

There is one way that men were injured in the Army that I think 
has never been sufficiently taken into account. I mean the nervous 
strain and exhaustion of battle. At the time the men themselves did 
not observe its effects. At home a man who encounters a single in- 
stance of great peril and bodily danger frequently receives a shock 
that gives him a spell of sickness or unfits him for his duties for a con- 
siderable time. 

In the Army, under a high sense of duty, men met these perils and 
dangers frequently and bore up under them. But this must have been a 
great tax on men’s health, and oftener than has been allowed the cause 


of men breaking down and yielding to disease. When you think of the | has 


long, continuous endurance of battle and danger, such as at Vicksburg, 
Atlanta, and the Potomac campaigns, it must have told fearfally on 
the health and nervous systems of all engaged. 

All these things combined explain why so many soldiers came home 
at the close of the war in apparent fair health and soon after began to 
breakdown. The incidents of the service had exhausted their vitality, 
broken their health, and brought on nervous disorders that shorten 
their lives. The soldier finds himself suffering with numerous different 
ills and disabilities. It is exhaustion, the result of his severe service, 
simply attacking the parts it finds weakest. He finds himself each 
year getting worse and less able to follow his usual business. 

He knows his disability in some way originated in the service, he is 
unable to support himself and make money like his neighbors, and he 
applies for a pona He knows that we already have laws to pension 
men for disabilities received in the Army, he knows he received his 
there, and he commences the very difficult task of proving the particu- 
lar time, and circumstance of the origin of the disease that is 
now disabling him. 

DIFFICULTIES IN OBTAINING PENSIONS UNDER PRESENT LAWS. 

All laws now in force granting pensions to soldiers of the late war 
require that disability incurred in the service shall be proven. 

The impossibility of securing the proof required by the Pension Office 
of matters that occurred twenty-five years ago prevents a very large 
number of the most deserving men from obtaining pensions at all. 


requires, if the applicant 
can not obtain the testimony of an officer, that every fact must be sus- 
tained by ee of two enlisted men. No other tribunal makes 
such a discrimination as to the value of testimony. Every witness’s 
testimony should be considered as to his reliability, int and 
means of knowledge. In most cases a soldier’s comrade better 
opportunity of knowing when and how he was injured and when he 
took sick than his officer. 

The officer had to do with a large number of men; he could not see 
or know all that was going on. It is impossible for him to recollect 
the vast multitude of incidents of a campaign, still less of three or four 
years’ service. On the march, the skirmish line, and battle-field the 
officer’s duty was with the living fit for duty. From necessity the dis- 
abled man, whether from bullet, shell, exhaustion, sunstroke, or other 
sickness, dropped by the way or was carried tothe rear. A good officer 
on duty has but little opportunity at the time to know i of in- 
Juries to his men. The most intimate comrade frequently could not stop 
to even see how seriously a soldier was hurt, but the better qualities of 
human nature induced him to make all efforts afterward to learn what 
he could of his friend’s condition. 

The old rule of treating an officer’s testimony as worth twice as much 
as an enlisted man’s should have no application in our army of volun- 
teers. There were just as reliable, intelligent men in the ranks as had 
commissions. Their social, business, and moral standing at home since 
the war, as a rule, is as good. In no court or tribunal except the Pen- 
sion Office is this distinction i 

Too much weight is given to what is called record evidence, which 
includes the hasty, careless, and often n entries on hospital 
books and memorandums. It is proper these should be considered 
prima facie evidence of the character of injuries. But I have known a 
case where a soldier wounded in battle, as was well known to his com- 
rades, was unable for years to obtain a m because when he was 
placed on a hospital steamer, with hundreds of disabled men, a hospital 
steward marked opposite his name by mistake “‘ fever” instead of gun- 
shot wound. 

The difficulty of men recollecting at this late day the time, place, 
and circumstances under which soldiers were hurt or took sick renders 
such proof very difficult in any case. But when you consider that by 
far the larger part of the surviving soldiers of the war have changed 
their places of residence since the war, and that a very large part of 
the witnesses are already dead, it ought to satisfy any one that to re- 
quire positive proof amounts in most cases to a refusal of the pension. 

There are thousands of good soldiers who went to the Army young and 
strong. They returned at the end of their service, or sooner, broken 
down, disabled, mere wrecks, the direct result of disease, exposure, 
long fatigue, insufficient food, want of rest, and the terrible nervous 
strain of battle. The best of them bore sickness and injuries uncom- 
pisining, refusing often medical attendance in camp, and, with a sol- 

er’s dread of in a themselves along with their regim 
scarcely allowing the eo e with whom they messed to know of their 
su . These men, of course, have no hospital records. 

They have not seen a well day since they returned to their homes. 
They are unable to compete with their more fortunate neighbors in the 
. ot of life. They endure uncomplaining, just as they en- 
d their sufferings in the field. Many of their applications for pen- 
C0 Goireas dlebich in the Mert 
of others are ct in the 
several hundred of these cases. 

ae EE ee ee e E these claims we 
get the same answer, that the Pension Officeis still waiting for proof by 
an officer or two comrades who have personal knowledge of the facts, of 
the iculars, when, where, and under what circumstances the claim- 
ant incurred the disabilities. He has no hospital record, and no pre- 
sumptions are allowed in his favor. He may have started on the cam- 
paign sound and well, did long and severe service, and at the end have 
in his body every evidence of disability. 

Yet Se ns liberal Government will not pension him now in 
his need unless he can prove the very icular time and circumstance 
under which he contracted fever at Vicksburg, incurred rheumatism 
on the Atlanta cam , Show the particular one of the many cam- 
paigns in Virginia that brought on the disease that is carrying him 
slowly to his grave, or how six months or more starvation in prison 
happened to break down his health. 

Every member of Congress who hears me knows I do not overstate 
the facts. I think our t laws ought to be more liberally admin- 
istered; but the only mate plan is to pass additional laws that will ren- 
der these things impossible. 

THE VIGOROUS AND STRONG ENTERED THE ARMY. 

It was the most healthy, strong, and vigorous men that entered the 
Army. The men of most enterprise and energy. None other could 
have endured the exposure, fatigue, and privations. As it was, vast 
numbers died of exhaustion. The presumption ought to be that those 
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Who survived these severe services and got home were certainly 
healthy men when they entered the Army. s insist it would only be 
fair wherever you find one of these old soldiers disabled now that he 
should be given a pension sufficient to keep him from want without 
asking him to prove the particular place he incurred his disability. 
The truth is all who saw any considerable service are in fact to agreater 
or less extent disabled by it. Few came home after long service with- 
out bringing with them the seeds of disease in their bodies. 

SMALL NUMBER OF PENSIONS NOW GRANTED, 

Many people have an idea that we have already granted for disabil- 
ition a large and Jiheral number of pensions, so that they think most 
all disabled men are receiving ions of some size now. This is a 
great mistake, and a single statement ought to correct it. It isa well- 
established fact that in battle about four or five men are wounded to 
every one killed. 

It is fair to conelude that at least four to six men would be disabled 
by disease and be injured in health in the service to each one that died of 
disease in the service. Yet there have notin all been granted pensions 
to Union soldiers on account of wounds and disease contracted in the 
service to a greater number than there were men killed and died of dis- 
ease whilst in the service. This shows beyond question that a large 
number of wounded and disabled soldiers are not yet pensioned. The 
difficulties in obtaining pensions under the present laws have prevented 
many worthy men from applying, others can not obtain evidence to com- 
plete their claims. The last report of the Commissioner of Pensions 
shows that 151,773 applications are pending and ‘undetermined, whilst 
106,784 have been rejected. Pensions granted since 1861, in all, 403,- 
267. The number of soldiers who lost their lives in the Amy will 
exceed this latter number. : 

NEW LAWS. 


Mr. Speaker, I thank the House for the courtesy that has enabled me 
to present my views on this important question at such I pro- 
pose briefly to state the legislation that I believe justice and good pol- 
icy demand from Congress. If pensions, as at present, are to be based 
on disability alone some very important changes should be made in 
the law. Among these changes I would suggest: 

First. That active service in the field should, in the absence of fraud, 
be conclusive evidence of soundness prior to enlistment. 

Second. That evidence of enlisted men should be puton an equality 
with that of officers, and each be tested by their means of information 
and credibility as men. 

Third. That official records should be considered only as prima facie 
evidence, and that when the soldier desires to either correct or disprove 
such records that he shall, on request, be furnished with their contents. 
At present when the records do not agree with the proof as to how the 
soldier was hurt he is simply informed of the fact by the officials in 

and that the Government declines to furnish an applicant a 
statement of the record or with information to enable him to contradict 
them; in short, that the Government will not aid him in making out 
a 


case. 

Fourth. That one credible witness of good character to any fact shall 
be sufficient when the circumstances show that it is not practicable to 
obtain two. 

Fifth. That the applicant for a pension shall be permitted to testify in 
his own case and his evidence be received as it is in N of justice, 
subject only to his credibility. 

Sixth. That the arrears- limitation act shall be repealed and all pen- 
sions date from discharge of the soldier. The Pension Office requires 
the soldier to prove that his disability was incurred in the service, 
He must further prove that it has continued every year since his dis- 
charge, and it is but simple justice that he should have a pension dur- 
ing all the time he has been disabled. 

Seventh. That fathers and mothers shall not be required to prove 
dependence at death of thesoldier. Dependencenow isall thatshould 
be asked. That the widows of pensioners shall continue to draw the 
soldier’s pension without beingrequired to prove that his death was 
caused by injuries received in the service. 

That the lowest pension given any soldier shall be $8 per month. 
That no longer shall asoldier be insulted by having his disability from 
wounds or disease rated at 3 or 6 cents per day. 

Eighth, That a sound man who entered the Army and did good serv- 
ice if he is now disabled should have a pension without being required 
to prove when and where he contracted disease and disability, as this 
is now almost impossible to do. 

EQUALIZATION OF BOUNTIES. 

At this point I would suggest as further appropriate legislation that 
our bounty laws should be amended so as to pay men who entered the 
Army in the early part of the war as much bounty as those who en- 
listed later. Let the bounty by the General Government be equalized 
and paid in proportion to the length of time each man served. As itis 
now, the men who went out early and did the longest, hardest part of 
the service received the least bounty. This isan unfair discrimination 
against oe men who were most prompt to come to the help of the Goy- 


ernmen' 
UNFAIR TREATMENT OF CLAIMANTS. 


It seems to be the general practice of all Departments of our Gov- 


ernment to refuse to give claimants information of what the records! 
show in regard to their claims. If the books and records show con- 

clusively that a citizen has a good claim, and that the Government 
is plainly indebted to him, no official is allowed to so inform him. In- 
deed, Government officials in the Departments at Washington seem to 

consider that it is not so much their duty to properly adjust and settle 

honest claims as it is to prevent, so faras they can, any claim whatever 
from being allowed against the Government. 

Ihave at different times on this floor denounced this practice as a 
species of dishonesty on the part of the Government and beneath its 
dignity. This rule works particularly hard with the soldier who is ap- 
plying for a pension. The records in the field were made out hur-, 
riedly, frequently very carelessly, but the Pension Office attaches great 
importance to them; too much, I think, in most cases. The private 
soldier had no means of knowing their contents at the time, and the Gov- 
ernment has had exclusive possession of them ever since. 

So far as the practice I have referred to 936 
the Pension Office is any worse than other Departments of the Govern- 
ment. But I want to call attention to a matter of legislation that ex- 
pressly diseriminates soldiers’ claims. It is a well-known gen- 
eral proposition that a citizen can not maintain a suit against the Gov- 
ernment without its consent; that no matter how just and honest a 
claim he may have against it he is compelled to abide by the 
ness, equity, and good faith of the Government whether it shall be 
or not. The result was that with the limited diseretion allowed to of- 
ficials by law and practice in the early history of our Government vey 
great injustice was done many cłaimants of all classes. 

To remedy what was admitted to be a great evil Congres created 
what is known as the Court of Claims. In this court any citizen who 


other nei sade r of the Government of the United States, and if 
they can in showing a just or equitable claim they obtain a 
judgment against the United States. 

But in the act of giving this court jurisdiction it is expressly 
provided that claimants for pensions shall be excluded. Can any one 
give a good reason why a claim for pension for wounds and disability 
incurred serving the Government in the Army, rejected by the Pension 
Office, should not be as sacred as one for a clerk’s salary, or for trans- 
porting the mails in time of peace, or for beef, hard tack, or mules sold 
in time of war? But so it is written. The broken-down, disabled 
soldier is not permitted to enter the court where other claimants go as 
a matter of right. In the language of the law this court has jurisdic- 
tion to hear and determine— 

All claims founded upon the Constitution of the United States or any law of. 


Congress, or u an 3 of an Executive Departm any con- 
tract, express 9 for damages liquidated or unliq: 8 for 
pensions. 


NEW SYSTEM OF PENSION LAWS. 

Mr. Speaker, the new legislation which I have now urged upon the 
attention of Congress is all in the line of amendments to our present 
system based on the disability of the soldier. I have done this be- 
cause it would meet the worst objections to our present laws, and be- 
cause it would seem easier to amend them than adopt an entire new 
system, and I have seen the difficulty of getting any legislation. 

The more important of these changes I have repeatedly advocated on 
this floor. It would be a great ion to me if I could see them 
enacted into law. They would bring relief to many thousand soldiers 
and their t relatives who are suffering from the negleet of the 
Government. The importance of early legislation can not be overes- 
timated. On scarcely any subject is the importance of time so great. 

In my judgment, however, it would be still better if Congress would 
adopt an entirely new system of pensioning soldiers of the late war, 
based on the service of the soldier, and give pensions to all. At this 
time I can not enter very fully info the details of this subject, but I 
submit the following as the general features of a system that I think 
Congress should adopt: 

First, give a minimum pension of $8 per month to each soldier who 
served at least three months, To those who served longer than three 
months give an increased amount per month for each additional month 
served, so that the men who served longest would receive the highest 
pension. Give also an addition to the pension, within certain limits, 
for specific disabilities incurred in the service. To those who served less 
than three months and were actually disabled in service give a pen- 
sion according to the extent of disability. Give additional above the 
minimum to those who were prisoners, or pay them a per day allowance 
for the time they were in prison. 

This system would embrace all the advantages to men who served 
long terms of what have been called theone-cent-a-day graded pensions, 
but remedies the great defect in those bills which give but a trifling 
pension to men who served short terms. Asa rule, the men of long 
terms are most disabled and should have the largest pensions. But 
many men of short terms saw very hard service, were good soldiers, and 
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should be fairly provided for. A minimum pension of $8 per month to 
every man whoserved his country at least three months, with increased 
rates on the basis I suggest, will be sufficient to keep all from want, and 
is no more than a fitting recognition of the services rendered. 

The Government owes this much to her soldiers, is well able to pay 
it, and, in fact, considering the services rendered, it is not as liberal 
pensions as have already been granted to thesoldiers of other wars. For 
any service, no matter how short, in the Revolutionary war, fourteen 
days’ service or one day’s participation in battle in the war of 1812, 
a pension of $8 per month wasgranted. For sixty days’ service in the 
Mexican war, even if the time was put in going or coming, or in camp, 
a pension of 88 per month is granted for life. Many soldiers who are 
receiving pensions under this law never even reached Mexico, and four 
years fighting afterward against the Government in the rebel army 
does not deprive them of it. The President who approved this bill 
vetoed the one which would have pensioned disabled Union soldiers. 

It is objected by some that a service pension will give poor soldiers 
as much as good ones. That is true to some extent; and so will any 
system, but it is not a good reason for neglecting to pension the de- 
serving. As well might you have refused, to pay a regiment in the 
field because some worthless men would get pay as well as the best. 
No system is perfect, and a service ion will come nearest doing 
justice to all, is least difficult to adjust, and can largely be granted 
from an inspection of the rolls, It would save soldiers a large ex- 
pense and trouble from hunting witnesses and save the Government 
the expense of keeping at least a thousand clerks and special examiners. 

The President, in at least one of his numerous vetoes of pension 
bills, says that it is now too soon to give pensions for services in the 
late war. That means wait until the larger part of the soldiers are 
dead and past all need of a pension. Why do this? Because it will 
cost less. A most cruel and heartless reason. A service pension granted 
any considerable time after this will only reach those who were last to 
enter the Army or saw but little service. The men who endured the 
long atopian, won the great battles, and suffered most severely will 
nearly all be gone. The opportunity for the Government to do justice 
is fast passing away. 

In the last year ten thousand of the old veterans went to their long 
homes and joined that grand army of five hundred thousand who sleep 
the sleep that knows no waking. Many of them died in poverty, their 
last days embittered by the thought that the Government they gave 
their best days to serve had neglected them. They are beyond care 
and trouble, and no poor-house has now a dread to them. 

It is a disgrace to the Government of the United States that twelve 
thousand men who wore its uniform as soldiers and followed its flag in 
the great war are to-day supported as paupers. 

This is a shame, I am told, no other great nation bears. France al- 
lows no soldier who has upheld her honor in battle to be treated as a 
pauper. Selfish Britain and Imperial Germany follow with a tender 
care the declining years of every son who has served them in the field. 
We can not disguise the fact, and future generations will know it to 
our shame, that many of our soldiers who served their country, to the 
sacrifice of health and worldly interest, have been compelled to seek 
shelter in the poor-house. 

I am greatly concerned for the future welfare of my country when I 
contemplate the record it is making in this respect. Each generation 
that follows us will have its perils and trials to encounter. We hope 
and trust that peace may long be within our borders. But who knows? 
It may not be many years till the Government will need soldiers as 
bad as ever it did. 

Men may be appealed to, just as they were in our time, to risk their 
lives in battle, to exchange home and comfort ſor the privation and 
exposure of the field, and to endure the horrors of other prison pens. 
Possibly the protection of wives and little ones, the safety of homes, 
and the very existence of Government, law, and order may induce pa- 
triotic men to again risk all and give all. 

But who will then address in eloquent words the departing company 
or regiment and assure its members that a grateful Government as a 
reward for their services will care with a liberal hand for the disabled 
soldier and his dependent relatives? The page of history will make 
such addresses sound like mockery. How could you again t to 
pee a million volunteers in the field if you do not do justice to the sol- 

iers that did serve you? 

It is now too late to remedy the neglect of the last few years, but a 
patriotic people may forget this if we make prompt provision for the 
present and the future. What is done should be done quickly. De- 

dent fathers and mothers are generally above three score and ten. 

n the course of nature they can only be with usafewyearsmore. The 

widow with children she is striving to preserve a home for must have 

it now if it is to be of any use to her. The soldiers of greatest service 

will not want your bounty but for a few years at most, and their num- 
ber is growing less at the rate of ten thousand a year. 

No one except those who have kept a record of the survivors of some 
company or regiment since the war can have any correct idea of how 
rapidly the men who saw severe service in the field are passing away. 
I am confident that if a census of the survivors is taken by the Govern- 
ment next year, as is now contemplated, that it will be found that the 
popular estimates of their number have been far too large. 


The money required to pensign all the soldiers of our Army is not 
as large a sum as is sometimes represented; but no matter what it costs, 
the Government owes it to itself to do justice. We have the money. 
Tt is not lost when paid out in pensions; it is most evenly distributed 
in small sums, is used in the purchase of the necessaries of life, and at 
once goes into circulation in every neighborhood into which it is sent, 

DEBTS WE PAY. 

War can not be carried on without money. Ours was the greatest 
war of modern times, and no nation ever borrowed as much money as 
we did in the four years of war. No nation has ever paid off a great 
debt like the United States has done since 1865. We announced to the 
world that we could and would pay all ourdebts promptly. We have 
already paid in round numbers to the bondholders of debt and interest 
the enormous sum of $3,652,000,000. 

We have the money and are ready and willing to pay more. But 
the bonds are not due, and their holders will not sell except at a large 
premium. Weare paying back all the money we borrowed and heavy in- 
terest with it. This is right; we ought to pay our debts, But is not | 
the debt to the soldiers just as sacred as the debt to the bondholders? 

Was not the service in the Army fully as important as the service of 
loaning money? Was not the promise in 1861 to 1865 to care for the 
soldier, his widow and orphan, if he would go to the front, just asloud 
and as positive as the one then made to pay the 5-20 and the 7-30-honds ? 

The Government has only paid out about one-fourth as much for 

pensions as it has for bonds, but we hear men who demand we shall 
pay every bond with full interest in gold say it is time to stop this 
pension business. Why do they not say it is time to stop paying bonds? 
There were two classes of creditors to the Government. I insist we 
should pay both. One gave money, the other gave ease, health, limbs, 
and nie Which is most sacred? Which required most sacrifice to 
give 

Mr. Speaker, when ourscarred and veteran regiments, with thinned | 
ranks, carried their tattered battle-flags in front of the Capitol at the 
grand review after the war I recall one banner which we passed that 
had inscribed on it: 

The only debt the nation can never pay—gratitude to its defenders. 

This noble sentiment had been made familiar to soldiers in the field 
by the public press, by addresses, and private letters. Good Abraham 
Lincoln sent the thanks of the nation to the soldiers on many a 
battle-field, and they were not surprised to meet in this public man- 
ner such kindly greetings on their return. More than this, they be- 
lieved it to be the general feeling of the people toward them. But 
times are changed. To-day in the Congress of the United States it is 
necessary to plead for justice in behalf of the maimed and disabled 
men whose valor saved the Government from desfruction. 

There was a day when Congress would have pledged all the reve- 
nues of the Government to the soldiers for pensions if they would only 
bring back the flag in honor, 

Gentlemen, they brought it back not a star erased, They placed it 
where it waves and will continue to wave, honored on every sea and 
the symbol of authority and power over the whole land. They brought 
it back cleansed from the stain of slavery and hallowed by the blood 


‘of nearly half a million men, who died that the Government might 


ve. 

All I ask for the memory of the heroic dead is that history shall re- 
cord that they were right and that the cause for which they fell was 
just and noble. Our duty is to the living; with them we should deal 
liberally. I have asked for them, asI firmly believe, nothing but 
justice. 


Grants of Public Lands in Aid of Railroads, 


REMARKS 


HON. OSCAR L. JACKSON, 


OF PENNSYLVANIA, 
In THE HOUSE oF REPRESENTATIVES, 


Saturday, June 22, 1888. 


The House being in Committee of the Whole, and having under consideration 
that part of the sundry civil appropriation bill relating to surveys of public 
lands— - 


Mr. JACKSON said: 

Mr. CHAIRMAN: I move to strike out the last word. 

I desired yesterday to submit some further remarks than I did rela- 
tive to the public lands for the purpose of having printed a collection 


ofthe acts making ts of land to corporations, and especially to rail- 
roads, but thenumber of gentlemen who sought the floor was so great 
I could not secure a hearing before the time for debate was exhausted. ~ 


I think a correct statement of the facts willshow thatit was the Demo- 
cratic party which originated the policy of making grants of public 
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lands in aid of the construction of public works. Iam not proposing 
to discuss the question whether it was justified in what it did or not. 
But I am not willing that the oft-repeated claim of the Democratic 
party to be the only reat protectors of the public domain should go un- 
challenged. 

I am not to-day prepared to submit full lists and statements, but I 
would like to be heard briefly on the subject. Ithink it is due to the 
facts of history that there should be incorporated in the debate which 
took place on yesterday upon this question a statement showing what 
party was in power and had control of the legislation of this country 
when the policy of granting public lands in aid of corporations, and 
especially to railroad corporations, was first introduced. After the as- 
sertions we have heard of Democratic purity, it perhaps would be re- 
ceived, Mr. Chairman, with somewhat of surprise when the real facts 
become known that the original acts inaugurating this policy were 
passed prior to the induction into power of the Republican party in 
1860, But such is the truth. It is beyond question. ` 

Why, the very act—the well-known act, granting to the Illinois Cen- 
tral Railroad Company lands for the construction of that public high- 
way, the grant being combined with a large number of grants which 
became known, not always in very complimentary terms, as a ‘‘com- 
bination,“ and which enabled all of these acts to become laws, was 

by the Democratic party. Itmay, perhaps, excite some surprise 
to know, after what we have heard on the other side, that it was the 
settled policy of the Democratic party at that time (and this is beyond 
any question) to graut lands for such purposes. I was a little aston- 
ished yesterday at the attitude assumed by the gentleman from Illinois 
and others. Of course I knew that his party had been trying to make 
capital of such claims. But he is usually so fair and accurate in his 
statements that I did not expect him to follow his party in this line, 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Will the gentleman permit me? 

Mr. JACKSON. No, sir; I cannot yield, my time is so brief. If I 
had the time I would do so cheerfully. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I merely want to say that there was not a 
single acre of land granted to the Illinois Central directly when the 
Democratic party was in power and control of this Government. There 
was a grant to the State upon the express condition that if used for 
railroad purposes within the State, such road should pay 7 per cent. 
ofits gross carnin 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Where is the difference? Was it not a grant? 

Mr. JACKSON. The gentleman from Illinois has simply antici- 
patet what I was about to say, and what he would have heard if he 

only waited patiently fora moment. I know that the grants were 
made in the name of the States for the very reason that the gentle- 
man’s party, in power at that time, desired to make the power of the 
States as great as possible. The gentleman’s party was at that time so 
imbued with the importance of this State powerand States rights, under 
color of which the leaders of the party were at that very time plotting 
and seeking to overwhelm the country in war and break up the Union, 
that they were willing and anxious to add to this power by every ee: 
sible means. It is no credit, but to the shame and disgrace of the 
mocratic party that this was done in that manner. 

But whilst the grant was made through the State for the purpose, 
as I think, of magnifying the importance of the State as against the 
General Government, yet gentlemen interested in this railroad legisla- 
tion took great care to see that the legislation was so guarded—yes, I 
may say so carefully guarded—that the lands donated to the States 
could only fall into the hands of the railroad corporations. In all of 
these grants there was an express provision somewhere that the States 
must apply the lands to the construction of railroads, The result is 
well known. These lands were donated to railroad companies with a 
lavish hand with but few safeguards. To-day, after a lapse of some 
thirty years, many of the roads are not yet built, and apparently never 
will be. 

But, ah,” said the distinguished gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Hor- 
MAN] on yesterday, whose long experience in this House has made 
him especially acquainted with all subjects of legislation and capable 
of talking upon them intelligently, ‘‘when the Democratic party in 
1860 resolved that the Government should lend its aid in the construc- 
tion of railroads throughout the country they did not mean by the 
donation of lands.“ I ask, Mr. Chairman, what had the Democratic 
party to give but the lands? 

The gentleman very well knows that what I have stated is true 
that his party had been making these immense grants through the 
States. His remarks remind me that the party had, I believe, an- 
nounced in its platforms that it was in favor of giving aid to public 
works, For years his party had been granting lands in this indirect 
way to construct railroads, and at that time the Treasury was bankrupt. 

We all recollect that the Democratic party left the Treasury at the 
beginning of 1861 empty. For the preceding few years the country 
had been passing through a panic. Buchanan’s administration had 
great difficulty in getting sufficient money for the ordinary expenses ot 
the Government. 

What had it to give railroads to aid in their construction, except 
lands? Why, nothing; not a dollar. 

Gentlemen say that when the grants were made to the Pacific rail- 


roads by Congress that the Democratic party opposed them. Tosome 
extent thatis true. They werein a minority then, but I do not believe 
the party can get much credit for principle on the ground that they 


op’ what the Republican party was doing. 

t will not do for the Democratic party to quote its negative action 
in the later years following 1861 up to 1864 or 1865, for the purpose of 
proving anything. It does not do them justice, I repeat, to quote their 
negative votes, for they were in the habit of voting no“ on all im- 
portant questions about that time. You can not take up any impor- 
tant legislation in that period covered by the years 1861 and 1865 with- 
out finding that party recorded solidly in the negative against it, and I 
apprehend if it had been proposed at that time to re-enact the Decalogue 
that you would have found the Democratic party voting no“ and 
appealing to the platforms to sustain it. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. And to the record. 

ae JACKSON. Yes; and as my friend suggests, appealing to the 
record. 

But I simply want to call attention to these land grants, showing 
the action of the Democratic party upon this question. At some future 
time I may publish some statistics in detail upon the question. The 
Republican party, it is true, under a policy sanctioned by the highest 
and best men throughout the country, made grants of land to railroad 
corporations for the construction of railroads. It was in the midst of 
war. Lines of communication to the far West were needed. They 
resulted in the great development of the country. 

I think it is likely that at this late date we can see where some mis- 
takes were made. With the light of re we could guard against 
difficulties that have arisen. Some, I doubt not, now think that these 
grants were mistakes in the light of recent events; but conditions have 
arisen since the grants were made that none could have foreseen at the 
time the grants were made, and we are not now actuated by the mo- 
tives which actuated the men who voted the grants between the years 
1861 and 1865. The afterthought is simply better than the forethought. 


Immigration. 


REMARKS 
HON. RICHARD GUENTHER, 


OF WISCONSIN, 
In THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Tuesday, February 26, 1889, 
On the bill (H. R. 12291) to regulate immigration, 


Mr. GUENTHER said: 

Mr. SPEAKER: In a minority report, as a member of the committee 
to investigate immigration, I have briefly stated the main reasons that 
prompted me to dissent from the views of the majority. 

Iam ready to go as far as any reasonable citizen to restrict, and it 
possibleto suppress entirely, the immigration of all people whose pres- 
ence would deteriorate our political and social structure. Iobject most 
emphatically to having our fair land made the dumping-ground of all 
the undesirable elements of other countries. Ido not want to have all 
the refuse, the scum, the despicable, vile, and worthless elements of 
other nations unloaded upon our shores. I do not want to have this 
country continue to be the shelter of the thieves of foreign countries, 
the Canada of their defaulters and cheats, a safe haven for all their ras- 
cals, and an asylum for their paupers, idiots, and lunatics. 

Every country owes it to its own welfare, its integrity, and pros- 
perity to refuse admission to debasing foreign elements, and any 
measure having this in view will meet with my unqualified approval 
and heartiest support. I stand ready now, and I always did since I 
first entered this House as a member of the Forty-seventh Congress, to 
remedy all defects in our immigration laws and to place immigration 
under strict Federal surveillance, and in doing so I know that I voice 
the sentiment of a vast majority of our population, both native and 
adopted. I propose, in common with the American people generally, 
in common with the millions of foreign-born citizens, to discuss this 
proposition to regulate immigration from a calm, unbiased, patriotic, 
and statesmanlike standpoint. 

It is far from my purpose to indulge in flattery, praise, or adulation 
of those who, like myself, are adopted citizens. In view of the fact, 
however, that recent occurrences in Samoa have not only aroused the 
patriotism, but to some extent also the prejudices of a certain class of 
the American people against a portion of their adopted fellow-citize 
I feel it my duty to assert the truth that the great mass of our adop 
citizens take as keen an interest in our welfare, in our national honor, 
in our dignity, in our prosperity, in our greatness and supremacy, as 
those whose ancestors landed at Plymouth Rock. It is true that blood 
will tell. A foreign-born citizen will sympathize with his kin on the 
other side of the Atlantic when they are in distress; his heart, his 
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soul, his best wishes will go out to them when they are battling for 
their rights, He will share the joy of his kinsmen across the water 
when they triumph over their enemies in a just cause. 

But when there arises a question involving the rights, the honor, 
the dignity, or the welfare of the United States, the country of their 
choice adoption, as against any other nation whatsoever, you will 
find theadopted citizens where they belong, standingshoulder to shoul- 
der with the native-born American, yielding to no one in devotion to 
their country—this country, America—ready to sacrifice as much as he 
whose or even their ancestors, came as immi- 
grants. ‘The foreigu-born citizen utterly repudiates the idea that the 
patriotism of the American citizen, whether native or adopted, should 
be measured by the length of his residence in this country or by that of 
his ancestors. 

I make these remarks in view of the utterings of certain newspapers 
and people who in connection with this question of regulating immi- 

tion have intimated that Americans, meaning native-born only as 
istinct from adopted citizens, should frame a law for this purpose or 
are alone competent todo so. These bigots seem to think that the 
adopted citizen has not the same interest in our national prosperity as 
they; that they hold a first mortgage upon every idea for the promotion 
of our welfare. I think that that kind of talk ought to cease, because 
it has no foundation in fact. The great mass of the foreign-born citi- 
zens take the utmost pride in the country of their adoption. 

Their aim is to contribute all they can to make this country a model 
republic; their desire is to make the word American the synonym 
for intelligence, enterprise, prosperity, happiness, humanity, and for 
law and order. They have no sympathy whatever with lawlessness, 
whether committed by the McCoys of Kentucky, the White Caps of 
Indiana, the assassins of Colonel Clayton in Arkansas, or by criminals 
oftheir own nationality. When a handful of crazy anarchists preached 
their pernicious doctrine on the Haymarket in Chicago, and some fiend, 
more devilish than the rest, threw that bomb, these zealots, who look 
upon every one not born in this country as a barbarian, wanted to hold 
the whole foreign-born population responsible for these outrages, de- 
spite the fact that the doctrine and the misdeeds of the anarchists were 
by no one more severely condemned than by the foreign-born citizens 
generally, and in no city were these anarchistic law-breakers more 
speedily and effectively dealt with than in Milwaukee, a city with a 
population two-thirds of which are foreign-born, or the children of for- 
eign-born parents. 

The captain, Mr. George Traemer, himself a foreign-born citizen, 
commanding a militia company composed almost exclusively of for- 
eign-born young men or the sons of foreign-born parents, implicitly 
obeyed the instructions of Gov. Jeremiah M. Rusk, and he ordered his 
men to fire with a result that is well known, and which, in Milwaukee 
at least, has killed anarchy for all times to come. 

The foreign-born citizens want to shut the doors of their country 
against all lawless and especially against those of their own 
nationality who will bring reproach and disgrace upon their name, and 
every measure calculated to check the coming of all such characters 
meets their approbation. 

But, on the other hand, they, in-common with that great mass of 
broad-minded, liberal, native-born Americans, deprecate any attempt 
to lessen the immigration of honest, industrious, intelligent, law-abid- 
ing foreigners who come to this country on their own free will, who 
sever all the sacred ties that bind them to the country of their birth, 
who look forward to the land across the storm-beaten waves of the vast 
expanse of the Atlantic Ocean as the home of the generous, the noble- 
hearted, the cosmopolitan, the philanthropic, the kind and benevolent 
American, who, as he so often has been told, reaches out his right hand 
of fellowship, warm with the full pulsations of a humane heart, and 
bids welcome to every honest son of toil who wants to found for him- 
self in hospitable America a new and a happier home. 

Have all these noble sentiments, so often uttered by you, been but 
meaningless phrases and Fourth-of-July declarations? Why do you 
propose to throw obstacles in the way of immigrants who come in good 
faith and violate none of the provisions of this law? I have no sym- 

thy with that kind of unkind legislation. I do not propose to be 
influenced by the boisterous clamor of professional labor agitators, who, 
prompted by narrow and selfish motives, are in favor of restricting 
immigration generally by imposing unn burdens upon those 
who seek our hospitable shores to found a permanent home, and are 
anxious, willing, and able to earn their daily bread in the sweat of 
their brow, and who will make good, useful, and law-abiding citizens 
of the United States. Instead of making the coming of such people 
difficult, I would, wherever it can be done with perfect safety, facili- 
tate their coming in every possible way. If this bill should become 
daw, which I sincerely trust will not be the case, it would keep many 
immigrants whom we of the Northwest would Jike to have come to us 
and settle upon our lands from coming to the United States. Many 
would choose Canada instead as their future home. 

Again, thousands, ay, I believe hundreds of thousands, per year 
would come via Canadian ports, instead of landing in New York. 
Canadian brokers, Canadian merchants, Canadian railroads would 
reap the profits that Americans should make. The effect of such a 
law would be very detrimental to our people from every standpoint, 


while the people of Canada would have cause to congratulate them- 
selves that the shortsightedness of American legislators is doing what 
they never have been able to accomplish by their wisest efforts. 

But I will proceed and call your attention to some speciſie provisions 
of the bill to which I object. The bill provides that no alien should 
be admitted to land ‘‘ who comes, or undertakes to come, on a prepaid 
ticket.“ I can see no good reason why an alien, who is not disqualified 
from immigrating to the United States under all the other provisions 
of this act, who is a healthy, moral person, not coming under contract 
to perform labor in this country, should be refused admission solely 
because some one—a father, brother, or some other relative or friend 
had presented him with a ticket. 

The word Nihilist“ ought to be stricken from the bill. I would 
amend by substituting therefor the words: 

Or a person secking to change or overthrow our political, economic, or social 
system by forcible means. 

There are many ms called Nihilists in Russia whose only crime 
consists in advocating a constitutional monarchy for Russia in place of 
the autocratic, despotic absolutism of the Czar. 

I doubt whether there is a gentleman on the floor of this House who, 
if he spoke his sentiments on government of civilized nations, would 
not summarily be sent to Siberia as an administrative exile and would 
forever be designated a Nihilist by the Russian Government. 

Section 3 of the bill provides that no vessel shall bring more passen- 
gers than one to every five regi tons of such vessel. I object to 
this provision as uncalled for, unwise, and unjust to the immigrants as 
well as to the transportation companies. 

The present law, the passenger act of 1882, makes ample provisions 
for the space to be allotted tosteerage passengers, from 100 to 120 cubic 
feet for each; also for their comfort and sanitary condition, food, treat- 
ment, etc. The law has worked well, and I have not heard of a single 
well-founded complaint by steerage passengers or those interested in 
their well-being that the space allowed by law is insufficient. 

This section would materially decrease the carrying capacity of pas- 
sengers by vessels and correspondingly increase the passage money. 
A vessel which under existing law is entitled to carry from 900 to1,000 
passengers would not be allowed to carry more than from 500 to 600. 

It seems to me that this provision is not dictated by a desire to pro- 
mote the comfort or hygiene of passengers, but solely for the purpose of 
indiscriminately reducing the volume of immigration. This section 
ought to be stricken from the bill. 

tion 4 of the bill of the majority levies a tax of $5 upon every 
alien who comes to the United States, ostensibly for the purpose of de- 
fraying the expenses of executing this act. When it is borne in mind 
that under the present 50-cents tax for the years 1887-’88 there was 
collected at New York $202,702.50, and that the expenses for 
out existing law and for the care of immigrants at Castle Garden and 
Ward’s Island for the same period amounted to $196,905, it is obvious 
that a taxof from 75 cents to $1 ought to be amply sufficient to meet all 
the additional cost a more thorough inspection would necessitate, and 
then even leave a surplus for emergencies. - 

An admission fee of any sum not needed for the purpose of executing 
this law or for the protection and care of immigrants is unwarranted; 
it is dictated by an ont spirit; it is unbecoming the greatness 
and dignity ofour country. It is a piece of littleness, of meanness, of 
petty extortion that should find no mse on this floor and no place 
in American legislation. Personally I would favor the total abolition 
of the head-money tax, but I am free to admit that it would be imprac- 
ticable to do so at the present time, and for that reason only do I ad- 
vocate any tax at all. The more attention, however, I have paid to the 
subject the more I have become convinced that a tax of $1 levied upon 
every immigrant over fifteen years of age would be more than sufficient 
to carry out the provisions of this act, and I am not certain whether 75 
cents would not be adequate. But whether the tax is fixed at 75 cents 
or $1, any surplus that may accumulate after executing this law should 
be used solely for the benefit of immigrants, for their care, comfort, and 
protection. 

Section 5 of the bill places the supervision under the control of our 
diplomatic and consular officers, making it incumbent upon every im- 
migrant to be supplied with a certificate from a diplomatic or consular 
representative. As I have stated in my minority report, I regard this 
inspection as utterly impracticable and an unnecessary expense. The 


consular inquiry would annoy and harass that class of immigrants most. 


who are most desirable. 

The plan which I propose is simple, and, I believe, would be effect- 
ive. It places the 8 of proof that an immigrant is entitled to 
land under our laws upon the immigrant himself and upon the trans- 
portation companies. of being a source of e to the Gov- 
ernment, it provides that the transportation companies must elicit all 
the information whether an alien is entitled to immigrate into the 
United States. 

The provision that aliens, with certain exceptions, must be able to 
read the questions submitted to them in their native language and an- 
swer them in their own handwriting I have inserted after much hesi- 


tancy. 
But when I considered that this minimum test of educational quali- 
fication would exclude the very elements who, by their crowding into 
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our large cities, have become a serious burden upon the ve com- 
munities, and who have enabled selfish employers of la to force 
down the wages of American labor and thereby created discontent and 
uneasiness among our people, I thought that it would be perfectly 
proper to insist upon such a test, which would simply demand that 
immigrants must not be utterly ignorant, but must have received so 
much instruction as to be able to read and write, in the most primitive 
manner at least, in their own tongue. Many of the States of this Union 
have now a compulsory-education law. 

The children of American- citizens are obliged to learn to read and 
write; why then should we allow people totally ignorant, the most ig- 
norant of all the people of Europe, to come into our country a hundred 
thousand strong every year? 

I have a few minor amendments to the bill which I will offer when 
the billis considered by sections. 

In conclusion I want to reiterate what I have said before, that it 
would be more desirable to pass no bill at all than to pass the one 
submitted by the majority of the committee. 


Agricultural Appropriation Bill. 


SPEECH 


or 


HO N. CHARLES W. McOCLAMMY, 


OF NORTH CAROLINA, 
In THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Friday, February 8, 1889. 


The House in Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, and 
having under tion the agricultural appropriation bill— 


Mr. McCLAMMY said: 

Mr. CHARMAN: But for the closing remarks of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. BURNETT] I would have been contented to remain 
silent that a vote on the bill might be had without further delay. But, 
sir, I feel compelled now to occupy a limited time to reply to that gen- 
tleman, and icate that great and most important class of citizens 
of this great Government from the damaging and injurious and unjust 
effects of the legislation now attempted to be enacted against their in- 
terests. 

I claim, Mr. Chairman, the right to be heard in defense of the farmer 
and in the interest of agriculture. I have the honor to represent on 
this floor an agricultural district composed of a body of intelligent, 
faithful, and patriotic men, who follow the plow and smell the sweet 
incense which fills the air where the robin and the lark sing their songs 
of rejoicing in the fresh and mellow furrow of the fallowedland. These 
farmers are my friends and associates at home, and it is my pleasure 


and delight to for them here in the Capitol of this nation. For 
several years it been the duty, as well as the privilege, of members 
of Co: to receive and send to their constituents various kinds of 


agricultural and garden seeds purchased by authority of law for distri- 
bution to the people. 

Has any delegation of farmers visited the national capital to protest 
against this seeming beneficent course? Is there any complaint from 
the agricultural sections of the country against this system? No, Mr. 
Chairman, no complaint has come up from the people; and the effort 
to change the law comes, I think, trom some of the Co: them- 
selves, who do not care to be further worried and both with the labor 


and trouble of sending out and distributing to the people—their con- p 


stituents—these select seeds, purchased by the Government for the fair 
and equal distribution to the farmers and eners of the country. 

I know personally something of the working of the present pan of 
distribution. I know in what high regard these seeds and their pres- 
ent plan of distribution are held by the agriculturists and the people 
generally, and I am unwilling to sacrifice their wishes and their in- 
terests. The whole question contained in the proposition to strike out 
the present method of distribution and establish another mode of dis- 
tribution of these seeds can be put in a nutshell. 

It is a thin disguise and an indirect way in which Congressmen may 
avoid a little labor and work for their constituents, and it is a work 
of pleasure and delight to me to oppose and expose it. en 
do not cease to be freemen because of their duties here, and when 
duties to the people become burdensome and laborious and tiresome 
and oppressive it would be becoming and quite respectable for such to 
! their resignations and give way ſor those who are not so easily 
overworked and tired. 

The object of the present law was wise and full of the best possibilities. 
This is pre-eminently an agricultural country, and its capabilities and 
powers surpass all the balance of the habitable earth. Stretching from 
ocean to ocean and from the lakes to the Gulf, in climate, transportation 
and fertility of soil we are able with proper efforts to feed the world 
establish the granary of the habitable globe, and it should be not only 
a duty but the highest pleasure of patriotism as Congressmen to aid and 


add to the efforts of our farmers and gardeners and working classes to 
develop the land, improve its products, and aid and assist in bringing 
our country to its highest state of perfection, 

Then, Mr. Chairman, what better plan can be established to send 
out these select and carefully prepared seeds than the one we already 
have? Members of Congress are for the most part, many of them, 
fresh from the people. We know the people and the people know us, 
and will and do hold us to account for our manner and conduct while 
here as their representatives. Why change the plan for an i msi- 
ble central appointment that may neither know or care for the people? 

In North Carolina eleven Congressmen, including the two Senators, 
stand for the people in this distribution. But if this system is changed 
and this duty is devolved upon some unknown superintendents of ex- 
periment stations to be established somewhere, nobody knows where, 
and in charge of some one, nobody knows whom, then, sir, we may bid 
farewell to all benefits to farmers, in a degenerate giving out of these 
seeds to a few favorites and to such persons as partiality and favoritism 
may select and rapacity and cupidity may devise. 


The Tariff. 


REMARKS 


or 


HON. JAMES D. RICHARDSON, 


OF TENNESSEE, 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Thursday, February 28, 1889, 


On 3 R. 9051) to reduce taxation and simplify the laws in relation to 
the n of the revenue, and upon the Senate substitute for said bill. 

Mr. RICHARDSON said: 

Mr. SPEAKER: The Fiftieth Congress is rapidly drawing to a close. 
The duty Congress owed the people when it assembled in December, 
1887, to reduce the taxes to the economical requirements of govern- 
ment, has so far been neglected. This duty was paramount to all others. 
The importance of reducing the burdens on the country was peculiarly 
emphasized by the President of the United States in his memorable 
m addressed to this Congress at its cea I do not anticipate 
that words of mine at this late hour will bring about the relief legisla- 
tion so urgently demanded. The imperative necessity of the situation 
and an appreciation of the vast responsibility resting on us as legis- 
lators, to whom the country alone can look for relief measures, prompt 
me to offer a word more on this great question. The vast surplus now 
in the Treasury of the United States which can not be applied to any ne- 
cessitiesof Government, amounting to about one hundred million dol- 
lars, is a constant menace to economical administration and an invita- 
tion to corrupt or extravagant legislation. 

This surplus is increasing at least ten millions per month. No 
such surplus should be in the Treasury. If not needed for govern- 
mental purposes this money should be in the pockets of the people from 
whom it has been improperly wrung. It could then be advantageously 
employed in trade or business. I insist that the responsibility for the ex- 
istence of this surplus rests upon the Republican party. This party, 

g the necessity for the reduction of the revenues in party 
atforms and its legislative declarations, has studiously refused to pass 
ws to effect such reduction, and refuses to agree to any act, however 

reasonable in its results, presented by the Democratic party for that 


urpose. 
The House of Representatives by Democratic votes passed the bill 
known as the “Mills bill, to reduce taxation and simplify the laws 
in relation to the collection of the revenue, on the 21st day of July, 
1888. This fair and conservative measure was sent to the Senate very 
soon after its by the House, The Senate did not consider this 
bill, but did consider a substitute for it, which passed that body on 
the 22d day of January, 1889. The difference between the House bill 
and the Senate substitute is fundamental. The former measure at- 
tempts to reduce the revenue by reducing the taxes or duties on im- 
ported goods. The latter attempts the reduction by increasing the 
taxes or duties on imported goods, and in this way prohibit the im- 
portation of goods. 

That the revenues can be reduced in this way is admitted. The jus- 
tice of such manner of reduction is most seriously denied. I shall dis- 
cuss in as simple a manner as possible the present tariff law, and will 
endeavor to showin a plain way the difference between a tariff for rev- 
enue and a tariff for protection, assuming that Congress has no power 
to lay taxes except for revenue purposes. That Congress has no such 
power or authority is not an open question. The courts of the coun- 
try, the highest in the land, have expressly decided this question, and 
I will not now argue it. 

What is tariff? It is a tax imposed by the Government upon goods 
imported into our country from abroad. The object of such tax is 
to raise revenue for the necessities of the Government. It follows 
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as this is the object and only object for which the tax can be levied 
and collected no more revenue should be taken than is necessary for 
purely governmental purposes, 

_ What is a protective tariff? A tariff is called protective because it 
forces all persons who import dutiable goods to pay the tax, and in 
this way gives a margin of profit in favor of home manufacturers of the 
article taxed. In other words, gives them protection. The object, 
therefore, of protection, or a protective tariff, is to give this advantage 
to the home manufacturers. If not, why call it protective? It is 
properly called protective. But first, protection against whom ; sec- 
ond, against what; and third, how does protection protect? 

First, it is protection against foreign importers. Second, it is pro- 
tection against low prices. Third, if there is protection given, it con- 
sists alone in allowing home manufacturers to charge a higher price for 
their goods than the same goods imported would cost if there was no 
tax imposed upon them as tariff or duty. Protectionists say the object 
of the protective-tariff law is to cheapen goods, and this they say is the 
effect. Then, I ask, why call it protection? If, as these advocates of 
protection say, it does cheapen the goods it is meant to Proton then 
the whole project or idea of protection is as insane as the dream of the 
wildest lunatic. Who gets the benefit of protection? Of course it 
is the home manufacturer. Yet, strange to say, these advocates of 
protection claim that itis not the manufacturer but the consumer of 
goods who is benefited. It is a fact that the manufacturer adds to 
the price of his goods the tax imposed on the imported articlein nearly 
every case, yet the consumer of the home article is told he thereby 
gets the goods cheaper. And stranger still is it that some people be- 
lieve the story. So with. the laborer. He is told that his wages are 
higher because of the protective tariff. This may be true so far assome 
of the industries which are protected are concerned, but notso as tola- 
borers generally. 

It will not be denied that though in some cases the wages in pro- 
tected manufuctories are higher by reason of protection, yet in no case 
is this difference in wages anything like the protection given by law. 
Protection is demanded that labor may be paid the difference between 
wages in our country and in Europe. Our workingmen are told that 
the high duty or tariff we pay, all the way from 50 to 150 per cent. on 
the necessaries of life, is necessary on account of the high wages paid 
here. Such statements are misleadingand false. This is conclusively 
shown by the census of 1880: 

In 1880 the total production of manufactured goods in the United States was 
in value 88,369,579, 191. The wages paid to produce those goods were $947,953,795, 
which is less n 18 per cent. of the production. 

A forcible tariff writer puts it in this way: If our manufacturers are 
protected 18 per cent., and this is certainly all labor gets, and the for- 
eign pauper labor would be entirely gratis, that we would then be even 
as far as wages go. But, as foreign labor costs something, any protec- 
tion over 20 per cent. is simply for the enrichment of monopoly. And 
when such protection is carried higher than even 50 per cent., then it 
becomes simply an oppressive tax robbery, and the workingman is made 
the excuse of the impudent story that such taxes are necessary for his 

rotection. He only gets 18 per cent. of the protection now given by 

w, while the monopolist gets the remainder, some 40 or 50 per cent. 
on an average. 

The protectionist gets himself into the most absurd positions in de- 
fending his theory. ‘The tariff, he maintains, protects the manufact- 
urer by giving him higher prices for his goods. If it does not do this 
it is not protection for him. This is certain and sure. At the same 
time he tells the great army of consumers in our land they get these 
very goods cheaper because of protection. If it does not do this, that 
is, cheapen goods to consumers, it is surely not protection to them. 
Then the laborer is told he gets higher by reason of this tariff 
for protection. If this is not true then it is not protection for the la- 
borer. Hence the inevitable result is reached by the arguments of the 
protectionist, that by reason of protection, the manufacturer of goods 
gets higher prices therefor, the consumers of these goods gets them 
cheaper, and the laborer, who works and toils in the manufactory, gets 
higher wages for his labor. 

Protection must bless all alike, or it fails of its object and ae as 
taught by its advocates, They dare not admit that itis partial and 
not universalinits blessings. Can all these things be true? Certainly 
not if the laws of nature and the rules of common sense which obtain 
in every-day life in every other business and calling in the world are 
observed. And why is it these laws and rules are all to be violated 
and set aside when one considers the effect of tarifflaws? No reason 
can be assigned which is not chimerical and easily exploded if men 
would only apply a little common sense in the matter. The time will 
come when the appeal to the consumer and the laborer in behalf of 
protection will not avail. They must see that it can not benefit them 
for the manufacture of goods which they must consume to have their 
poos enhanced by reason of a protective law. Ifthe manufacturer 

oes not get a higher price then he is not protected. If he does get a 
higher price, from whom does he get it? The only answer is, the con- 
sumer, 

If the consumer gets his goods cheaper by reason of protection, who 

Th 


loses because of this reduction? Surely the manufacturer. e man- 


ufacturers are all clamoring for protection. 
should do so is inexplicable. 

So with the laborer. Pass the Mills bill, says the manufacturer, and 
down will go wages. I was struck with the little dialogue I read re- 
cently between the manufacturer and the laborer. Said the manufact- 
urer: Patrick, if you vote for these men who pass the Mills bill, I 
will get your labor for $1 a day; whereas I am now paying you $2 a 
day. Pat: Faith, and if you believed that to be true, you would 
yourself be voting for these very men.“ 

So they tell the consumer that if the Mills bill passes he will be 
forced to pay the home manufacturer higher prices for his goods, which, 
if true, would only be a reason why the manufacturer would put forth 
his voice and his money for the passage of the bill. But he is trying 
to defeat it; and why? Because he knows protection protects him and 
gives him higher prices. Why can not the consumer and the laborer 
see this? 

There was a time when the great Clay and other advocates of Amer- 
ican industry asked for protection for the inſant industries“ of our 
country on the true ground. They said frankly that thereby the Amer- 
ican manufacturers would get higher prices for their goods; that in this 
way, and only in this way, could our young country encourage and 
foster the growth of manufactures. The argument made honestly by 
Clay was that the peculiar object of protection was to benefit the man- 
ufacturer; but the claim is now arrogantly put forth that the benefit is 
to the consumer. 

The friends of protection in Clay’s time argued for protection as a 
temporary measure to aid our then inſaut industries. They are yet 
called infant industries. But it is a misnomer. They were then in- 
fants only because our country was in its infancy, so to speak. But 
that time has passed, and there are no infant industries now, because 
our country has become a full-grown man and is able to compete with 
the world in every handiwork, art, and industry. The country was 
an infant, hence we had infant industries. Now our country is notin 
its infancy, and we therefore have no such thing as an infant industry. 
If an industry is to be called an infant simply because the men are 
new who begin it, then so long as new men enter upon this line of 
work (which will be always), there will be infant industries. Thus 
you make the argument for a protective tariff which Mr. Clay and his 
contemporaries said was only temporary relief for home manufacturers, 
that, is, while they were infants, absurd and ridiculous, An infant 
will be born every time a new man begins to manufacture something, 
no matter if that something has been manufactured by his neighbors 
for a hundred years. Mr. Clay taught no such doctrine as this, 

The tariff will not, does not, reduce the price of goods. Only in a 
few instances does it increase the wages of the laborer, and in these 
cases if does not increase wages to the amount of the difference afforded 
by protection allowed under our tariff laws. Labor is governed in this 
way by supply and demand. If there are in a town ten mechanics, 
and there is a demand for the full work of fifteen mechanics, then the 
ten will get work at remunerative prices; the manufacturers will bid 
higher for their labor. But on the contrary, if there are fifteen me- 
chanics in the town and only work enough for ten, the inevitable re- 
sult is low wages and some of them have no work, They will bid 
against each other, and this competition will put down the wages they 
receive. No manufacturer will pay more the market price for 
labor, no matter how high the tax and the degree of protection given. 
Increase the demand for labor, then, is the remedy, if high wages are 
wanted. How can this be done? Not by contracting our markets; not 
by reducing the number of buyers of goods we manufacture and have 
to sell; not by building a Chinese wall around our country, which pre- 
ventsus from shipping away and realizing therefor paying prices for our 
agricultural products. We want the markets of the world within 
which to sell, but those markets are not open to us while we refuse to 
let in the goods which we need, and which our laborers and consumers 
would get at low prices but for the subsidy (which is only another 
name for protection) given toour manufacturers under the form of law. 

Free trade is not demanded, but we do need freer trade. We must 
have a tariff, but it should be a tariff for revenue and not for protection. 
A tariff law is a revenue law. A tariff for protection ceases to be a 
revenue law because where protection begins revenue ceases, When 
the law becomes protective it excludes the importation of goods, and, 
of course, when importation ceases revenues cease. The very object or 
the law is therefore defeated when you make it protective, and you have 
the inconsistency of a revenue law which does not raise revenue, but 
only affords subsidy to home manufacturers, They are given under the 
form of law an increased price for their goods, which increase goes alone 
into their pockets, and not one cent of it into the Treasury of the United 
States. The consumption of home-made goods in the United States 
being about five times as much as that of foreign-made goods, as the 
statistics show, we have the anomaly of a law which torces our con- 
sumers to pay $5 in subsidy to home manufacturers to get $1 of rev- 
enue into the Treasury. 

Much more can be said and not exhaust the subject. Protection can 
not bless and protect the manufacturer who strives his utmost for high 
prices for his and at the same time bless and protect the con- 


But why the consumer 


sumer of those very goods who strives his utmost to buy them as cheaply 
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as possible. The law can not bless the two alikewho stand so diamet- 
rically opposed to each other in interest, one being a seller and the 
other a buyer. This is the boast of the protectionists. Such a law 
would be an anomaly, and the claim of its friends that this is the effect 
of the present law is unwarranted, unjustifiable, unnatural, and un- 
true. i 

With the foregoing simple statements of what a tariff is, I call atten- 
tion of the House and of the country to the difference between the plans 
proposed by the two Houses of Congress for the reduction of the rey- 
enues, The House bill, as the Committee on Ways and Means happily 
express it, was framed upon the principle that taxes are burdens borne 
by the people for necessary support of the Government; that they 
should at all times be limited by the just requirements of an honest 
and efficient administration; that in selecting the articles upon which 
duties are to be imposed and fixing the rate which each is to bear re- 
gard should always be had to the pecuniary ability of the consumer; 
that luxuries and articles consumed by the wealthy should bear a 
higher rate of duty than the necessaries of life which are consumed by 
the poorer people; that when the existing rates of taxation bring to the 
public Treasury more revenue than is required for an efficient adminis- 
tration, the rates should be reduced, the burdens lightened, and the 
obstructions to commerce and the interference with the business and 
employments of the people should be remembered as far as possible. 

e principle upon which the Senate substitute is framed is that 
duties are levied primarily to raise revenue for certain favored classes 
of citizens and incidentally for revenue for the Government; that in 
imposing duties Congress should select such articles as will bring the 
largest revenue to the favored classes while they bring to the Govern- 
ment the amount required for annual expenditure; that when exist- 
ing rates are bringing a surplus revenue to the Treasury the excess 
should be first expended and new channels of appropriation should be 
found and reduction postponed as long as possible; that when reduc- 
tion must be made it should be on those articles that bring the least 
amount of revenue to the pockets of the favored classes and at the same 
time make the largest reduction in the surplus revenue of the Govern- 
ment. 

The House bill proceeds upon the idea that the proper mode of re- 
ducing the cri yes and the revenue is to reduce the rate of duty or tax- 
ation to astrietly revenue basis; that is, put the rate at the sum which will 
raise just enough money for public purpose. If too much revenue is 
had, reduce taxation. The Senate substitute proceeds upon the plan of 
reducing the surplus and the revenues by increasing the rate of dut; 
or of taxation until the importation of foreign goods is prohibited. 
When, as stated, this is done; that is, when importations cease, there 
will be no revenue. This is the point of radical difference in the two 
pending measures. 

The Senate committee in the report which was submitted with the 
substitute say they have not hesitated to erect or to maintain defensive 
barriers against the natural right of the people to trade when, where, 
and with whom they please. The Senate substitute raises and advances 
the rates on manufactures of cotton, wool, iron, and steel to a point so 
high as to prohibit importation of these goods, and, as a necessary re- 
sult, compel the people to buy them from home or domestic manufact- 
urers at protective or combination prices or do without them. The 
protectionists are becoming bolder in their demands. They no longer 
contend as in former years that Congress in laying duties should dis- 
criminate in favor of the home producer, but they now demand that 
the tax shall be so high as to prohibit the importation of foreign goods 
in order that the home market shall be kept for the home producers, 
where they may combine and sell to the consumers at prices as high as 
the traffic will eae 

Without a protective tariff prohibitory in its effect it would scarcely 
be possible for this new enemy to the great army of consumers in the 
country, the trust, to organize and exist. We now have trusts in 
salt, lumber, sugar, bagging, rubber, envelopes, steel, earthenware, 
Bessemer steel, zinc, paper bags, window-glass, leather, whisky, oil, 
and other things, nearly all of which are articles protected by the tar- 
iff. These trusts are simply associations or combinations of manufact- 
urers or producers banded in their own interests to compel purchasers 
to pay more for their supplies. They are monopolies. They are nour- 
ished and supported by the high tariff. If duties were lowered prices 
would be lower and the combination prices could not exceed them. 

The substitute of the Senate is, in my judgment, radically wrong in 
another feature. It provides a bounty of 1 cent per pound for every 
pound of sugat manufactured from cane in the United States. Thean- 
nual production of sugar in the country from cane is about 300,000,000 
pounds. A bounty of 1 cent per pound would require about $3,000,000 
to be paid annually as a permanent appropriation. I am opposed to 
this feature and am unwiltin ing to vote bounties in this way to a special 
class, Why should this bounty be given alone to producers of sugar? 
Why not extend it to the producer of corn, wheat, rye, oats, barley, hay, 
cotton, hogs, mules, sheep, cattle, and, indeed, every other article and 
animal? this principle of paying a bounty by the Government to 
its citizens is to be adopted then let all classes and kinds be fostered, 
encouraged, and protected. 

The bounty system is radically wrong, and is only one of a number 


of vicious methods in sight for reducing the surplus in the Treasury. 
The Republican party seems to prefer to make raids on the Treasury 
for such purposes, and thus empty it of the surplus, rather than 

relief measures for the country in the shape of a reduction of taxation, 
This is only one of the methods. Another is by passing educational 
bills, by which nearly one hundred millions are to be taken out of the 
Treasury. The duty of the State to educate is admitted, bat the 
General Government should not usurp the function of the State in this 
matter of educating the people. Then there is the bill to refund the 
direct tax; bills to pay enormous pensions in many special cases in ad- 
dition to the general appropriation of nearly $90,000,600 for pension 


urposes. 

All or nearly all these schemes are poorly disguised raids of the 
public Treasury to exhaust its funds and remove from the minds of the 
people their belief in the urgent necessity for a revision of our (ax law 
and a greater reduction in the rates at presentimposed. I have op- 
posed these schemes and shall continue to do so while I occupy u seat 
on this floor. 

In adjusting the tariff rate I shall at all times insist that it shall be 
placed as low as it can be to raise the revenue for the economical ad- 
ministration of the Government, and I will not lend my vote or voice 
in favor of any scheme to take money out of the Treasury for any 
purpose not clearly within the letter and spirit of the Constitution. 


Commercial Union with Canada. 


SPEECH 


HON. ROBERT R. HITT, 


OF ILLINOIS, 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 


Friday, March 1, 1889, 
On the joint resolution (H. Res. 129) to promote commercial union with Canada. 

Mr. HITT said: 

Mr. SPEAKER: This joint resolution, for calling up which I desire to 
thank the gentleman from Iowa, to promote commercial union with 
Canada, is a timely and practical response, in liberal spirit and full re- 
gard of the dignity and independence of all, to a widespread and ex- 
tending movement now going forward in the Dominion, friendly to us 
in tendency and aiming at larger and freer intercourse. It is true the 
present administration of the Dominion is Tory and hostile to commer- 
cial union with us. Sir John McDonald, the prime minister and real 
ruler, desires to bind Canada as closely in trade as in political connec- 
tion with Great Britain; and every appliance of power and appeal to 
sentiment have been used against this movement. Yet the material 
reasons, the business advantages to every one, are so evident that it 
goes on. In the Canadian Parliament last spring sixty-seven members, 
representing districts that contain more than half the wealth of Canada, 
voted for unrestricted reciprocity. The bye-elections since then show 
the increasing strength of the movement. The executive officers and 
prime ministers of the provinces, something like our States, have de- 
clared for it. 

It is time that we give some assurance that such a powerful move- 
ment of such immense consequences interests our people, and will be 
considered in as liberal and practical a spirit on our side. 

Since this resolution was introduced by me one year ago, March 5, 
it has been most carefully, scrutinizingly discussed, and almost univers- 
ally approved by the press of thecountry. The Committee on Foreign 
Affairs, after much consideration, reported it to the House without a 
dissenting voice, recommending its adoption. It provides, in few words: 


That whenever it shall be duly certified to the President of the United States 
that the Government of the Dominion of Canada has declared a desire to estab- 
lish commercial union with the United States, having a uniform revenue sys- 
tem, like internal taxes to be collected, and like import duties to be imposed on 
articles brought into either country from other nations, with no duties upon 
trade between the United States and Canada, he shall appoint three commis- 
sioners to meet those who may be likewise designated to represent the Govern- 
ment of Canada, to prepare a plan for the assimilation of the import duties and 
internal-revenue taxes of the two countries, and an equitable division of re- 
ceipts, in acommercial union; and said commissioners shall report to the 
dent, who shall Jay the report before Congress. 


é. What is commercial union with Canada? It means as set out in 
this resolution the adoption by both countries of precisely the same 
tariff of duties, or taxes to be levied upon goods coming from abroad, 
abolishing altogether our line of custom-houses on the north by which 
we collect tariff duties on goods coming from Canada, abolishing their 
custom-houses along the same line by which they collect duties upon 
goods we send into Canada, and leaving intercourse as unrestricted be- 
tween this country and Canada as it is between the States. The line 
of custom-houses would follow the sea and include both countries. 
The internal-revenue systems of taxes on liquors and tobacco in the 
two countries would also have to be made uniform in both, The pro- 
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ceeds of taxation thus collected would be equitably divided, and the 
fairest way would seem to be in proportion to population. 

The Canadian tariff now levies duties upon coming into Canada 
from all sources, including England. It is not quite as high in the 
rates of duties as the tariff of the United States; but it is, like the 
tariff of the United States, a protective tariff, framed for the express 
purpose of fostering Canadian industries. If Canada entered into com- 
mercial union with the United States its tariff, then the same as our 
own, would no longer be laid upon goods sent from the United States 
into Canada, but would fall upon everything coming from England 
and other countries. To illustrate: In the year 1887 we sold to Canada 
$44,802,732 of goods. Of this amount $30,578,332 consisted of articles 
on which they levied duties, the average rate being 23.76 per cent., 
amounting to $7, 265, 135.73. This burden of over seven millions of tax 
imposed upon goods we sent to Canada to sell would be swept away. 

England, competing with us for the Canadian market, sold nearly 
the same quantity of goods in Canada during the year, and as they 
were manufactures of a higher grade, cost, and process, they fell under 
the provisions of the Canadian tariff imposing still higher rates of duty 
than those imposed upon the imports from the United States. 

The advantages which would accrue to us from commercial union 
can readily be seen. If in one hundred millions of imports purchased 
by Canada during the year the United States were able to sell forty-five 
millions in that market in spite of the duties imposed upon them, com- 
peting with the English, who sold of nearly similar value, how 
much greater share of this hundred millions of trade would our people 
enjoy if they could send their manufactures and other goods into Can- 
ada as freely as they now send them from one State to another, while 
the English manufacturers and merchants, competitors with ours, would 
have to submit to the tariff when they landed, amounting to from 25 
to 40 per cent. ? 

Is it not evident that PE sales we woma make oe pone 
speedily leap to seventy-five or perhaps a hun millions o ars 

5 The advantages which would be reaped by Canadians— 
Facies, artisans, and mechanics—from the enormous impulse given 
to business and to every element of prosperity are for them to consider. 
I am now discussing the proposition only from the point of view ol 
the people of the United States. In all tradearrangements which have 
been made by our statesmen heretofore with Canada—the reciprocity 
treaty of 1854 and several subsequent attempts with the same purpose 
the result has been one-sided. Reciprocity was provided for natural 
products which the agriculturists of Canada desired to sell to us, but 

_ ours could never sell to them, as that is not a market for agricultural 
products. They only sell and send away. But good care has been 
taken to never admit the goods produced by our manufacturers to the 
great market of Canada. That market, if opened to us by commercial 
union on terms of perfect freedom, would be to the business interests 
of this country of enormous value; but our people will never again con- 
sent to any partial or one-sidedarrangement by which Canadians shall 
enjoy our market for their products, while our manniacturers shall be to 
a t extent excluded from Canada, to be still supplied from England. 

e advantages we give to Canada should be for advantages received, 

and I have therefore opposed the policy which would strike off duties 
amounting to $1,800,000 per annum on Canadian products sent to this 
country without any concession being made on their part in striking 
off duties upon goods we send to Canada. If such an improvident 
policy is pursued, all motive on the part of Canadians to give us an 
advantage whatever in their markets will be taken away. Engli 
business influence and English capital will remain dominant in Canada 
while our laws are being changed to conform to their interests and 
wishes. they permit our iron and steel, cotton and woolen 
manufactures free entry into their market it will be time to talk of free 
lumber, free fish, and free salt, but until then no jot or tittle of our 
tariff upon imports from Canada should be abated. 

The assimilation of the Canadian tariff to our own would not be a 
violent change. An elaborate computation made at my request by 
the Bureau of Statistics, issued May 31, 1888, giving the rates of duty 
imposed by Canada upon each article making up the $30,000,000 of 
dutiable articles which were sold to that country in the last year, av- 
eraged 23.76 per cent. Theduty estimated under our own tariff which 
would have been collected hadit been applied would have amounted 
to 26.49 per cent., being a difference of only 2.73 per cent. The dif- 
ference between our internal- revenue taxation (which like that of Can- 
ada falls upon 1 beer, and tobacco) and that of Canada is also 
not wide, and like the slight difference in the respective tariffs could 
be assimilated into one revenue system without any violent change. 

The division of receipts from tariff and internal revenue, if based upon 
the respective populations, would make scarce any change at all. We 
collected last year by tariff and internal revenue together $6.70 per 
capita of our population, while Canada collected from tariff and excise 
$6.65. Let me give the precise facts in detail from the official reports. 
During the year ending June 30, 1887, our Government collected by 
the tariff $217, 286,896, and from internal revenue $118,823,391, mak- 
of 1881, af 50,155,285 persons, making $6.70 from erer person in the 

„ „ i ev in 
United States. = te 
During the same year the Canadian Government collected by its tariff 


$22,378,801, and from internal revenue, or excise as they term it, $6,- 


308,201, making er $28,687,002 which was collected from the 
population of Canada, that according to the census of 1881 numbered 
4,324,810, or a fraction above $6.60 from every person. As the amounts 
collected from the respective peoples are almost exactly identical per 
capita, differing by a decimal scarcely appreciable, would it not be the 
simplest and the fairest way when the revenues are to be all collected 
under a common tariff and a uniform internal - revenue system to divide 
the proceeds by ie Te This would leave the revenues of each 
Government derived from tariff and internal revenue exactly as they 
stand now, and each treasury would receive next year from these 
sources the same sums proportionally for the support of the Govern- 
ments that they recéived in 1887. I do not mention receipts from 
othersources, such as public lands, post-offices, public works, etc. Each 
Government would manage them to suit itself. Undoubtedly the re- 


ceipts from duties at Canadian ports might change, because the market 
of Canada being largely supplied with goods from the United States, 
80 e sums they now collect upon importations from across the sea 
might 


decreased, but the equitable division of revenue by popula- 
tion would maintain the Canadian Governmentin undiminished { eed 
cial resources. 

The Dominion of Canada, vast as it is in territorial extent, contains 
but along string of feebly connected groups of population upon the 
southern border. The power and value of a country are measured by its 
strength in men and by their activity, not by square miles within its 
borders, whether they be capable of high cultivation or wide stretches 
of icy desolation. The maritime provinces, containing 870,696 people, 
are separated by an uninhabited waste of hundreds of miles by 
the wedge-like State of Maine from the central provinces, Quebec and 
Ontario, containing 3,282,255. Then comes the long, rocky journey 
around the lakes to Manitoba, which has probably a hundred thousand 
people. They again are separated by more than a thousand miles on 
the west by plains and mountains from British Columbia. Each ot 
these groups of population lies close upon the people of the United 
States, and enormous effort by great re has been made to in- 
troduce interprovincial trade over Government railroads and subsidized 
roads, but in vain, 

The laws of nature and the laws of trade are against it, and the 
$200,000, 000 spent for this could not accomplish it. prov- 
inces almost the same things to sell. How could they sell them 
to each other? Each one of them is interested in every way in the 
affairs, in the markets, in the business of the great near neighbor on 
the south, to whom they wish to sell, from whom they wish to buy, 
rather than from any other province, the nearest hundreds of miles 
away. The products of Canada, from Quebec to the mountains, are so 
nearly the same that they can not sell to each other nor supply each 
other’s wants. They export agricultural products and wish to pur- 
chase their merchandise from abroad, either das ee or the United 
States. The natural lines of commerce are North and South, each 
supplying what the other lacks, rather than East and West along lines 
of similar products. 

Nature herself sends the Canadians to our market, so near at hand, 
to purchase what they need, to sell what they have to di of. In 


spite of the tremendous influences against it, the spirit of their govern- 
ment, the dominant social forces there, and the invested ish capi- 
tal, all endeavoring to constrain the people to trade with En half 


their commerce is still with us; and in spite of the high duties levied 
by them upon our goods and by us upon their products, we sold them 
in 1886 over $50,000,000, largely of manufactured goods. Can there 
be any question that it would be in the interest of our people to have 
free admission to that market for the sale of American goods, to have the 
preference, in fact, in that market by the establishment of the tariff 
against importations from any other route? 

It is said that the price of labor in Canada is now lower than in the 
United States, and we would have cause to dread the free admission of 
Canadian products in competition with our own. That criticism would 
appeal to me as an American and as a protectionist if the price of labor 
in Canada was made lower than here because of the overpopulation of 
the country. If there were scores of millions there, as in Europe, con- 
tending for existence and pressing for employment, then to let in the 
flood of their products would be unwise. But, in fact, population in 
Canada is and the reason the price of labor in Canada is low is 
not because there are millions seeking employment and crowding each 
other, but because business there is stagnant, money is scarce, and 


enterprise not being encouraged, the pri 


days when we had no access to markets can remember a similar state 
of things, when abundance of Jand and raw material and a vague splen- 
did future in sight were all ineffectual to bring good prices for any- 
thing. Labor was ill paid, wages were low, money was scarce, busi- 
ness was dull. But when railroads were opened and the market 


came to our Western farmers, an era of good prices, general prosperity, 
and rapid, steady growth ensued, as it would to the vast depressed ag- 
ricultural regions of Northwestern Canada if a market were afforded 
them. 


The prosperity of our Western farmers did no injury to New Eng- 
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land or any part of the East. It increased the prosperity of all, af- 
forded them abundant supplies, gave to them a wider market for the 
products they had to sell, and promoted the growth of both the East 
and the West with immense strides. So the opening of the great ag- 
ricultural regions of Canada, now sparsely peopled and depressed in 
business, will widen our market, give new regions to American enter- 

ise and profitable investment, and benefit all parties. The price of 
Tabor in Canada as soon as activity and prosperity touched those lands 
would rise as in the Western States. This is not a question of admit- 
ting.the millions of European pauper laborers to our market nor any- 
thing akin to it. I have faith that the capital and labor of the United 
States, sixty millions strong, can easily take care of themselves in the 
opening of the market with five millions of Canadians, 

Would the adoption of a common tariff along the seacoast and unre- 
stricted intercourse over the inland border lead to fraud? Would goods 
be admitted by Canadian custom-house officials without paying duty 
and thus evade our tariff? Would it be safe to allow a part of our 
custom-houses, those along the Canadian border, to be beyond the con- 
trol and jurisdiction of our Treasury Department? I answer, what 
ground is there to apprehendfraud? The Canadian custom-house sys- 
tem bears a good name and is well administered. I know it is said that 
in the countries on the south of us there is much looseness in custom- 
house systems, and in any such arrangements with them muck precau- 
tion might be necessary; but there is nothing in the history of Canadian 
administration to waerant a distrust of their officials by us any more 
than they might distrust ours. However, there is no practical diffi- 
culty in having officers of the United States revenue service in their 
ports with function of inspection to prevent losses to revenue, or in- 
jury to our merchants. That is done to-day by our Treasury Depart- 
ment, which has its officers at Vancouver, in British Columbia, and in 
Ontario, and in Quebec, and elsewhere throughout Canada, done with 
the permission of that Government, to protect our custom-house revenue 
from losses in the transit trade. 

Commercial union is in substance a proposition to extend our tariff 
2 modified reasonably upon consultation, over Canada; to remove 

custom-houses of both governments from the frontier and put them 
along the line of the sea; to have our protective system include the 
continent from the Gulf of Mexico north; to give to our manufactures 
and other products as free access to the markets of Canada as they have 
throughout the States, and allow the Canadians to sell and buy here 
as freely. Undoubtedly they, in being subjected to the same tariff 
with us, would in all fairness be consulted as to its provisions; but we, 
sixty millions, would in all fairness generally have the prevailing voice 
in determining what the rates should be. The particular methods in 
which questions of detail should be treated need not now be discussed. 
The commissioners contemplated by the resolution are for the express 
purpose of getting all the views and all the facts bearing upon this 
question. 

The amount of our imports from Canada in most of the articles we 
purchase there is so small compared with the vast consumption of our 
people that it does not affect the price perceptibly, and as Canada is 
comparatively depressed in business the prices of articles sold us and 
on which we lay a tariff are generally lower in Canada by just the 
amount of our tariff. This is not the case with all articles, but it is 
true in many cases, and there the Canadians will get an immediate 
benefit. And, on the other hand, there would be a large absolute gain in 
market and in prices for American manufactured goods purchased 
from us by Canada in place of purchases now made by them in Europe. 

The business advantages on both sides are so evident on examination 
that the more this is discussed the stronger the movement. It is now 
going forward at such a rate that before long public opinion in Canada 
and in the United States will be in accord that new and better arrange- 
ments than the present can be made; and once the people have reached 
this conclusion they will quickly find a way of carrying it out. 

Already the precise question—a common tariff and excise m— 
is becoming familiar to the people, and it is discussed in a friendly 
spirit. We have in the United States perhaps one million Canadians 
born, and they are excellent citizens. There is a friendly feeling gen- 
erally. The recent discussions in Canada have awakened discussion here, 
especially on the business aspect. Less interest is felt in annexation, 
for we know our country is now very large, and there is enough to do 
in assimilating the diverse elements we already have. But the en- 
largement of trade and improved business both north and south of us 
everybody welcomes, because everybody expects to profit by them. 

It is easy to conjure up difficulties of detail that will arise in arrang- 
ing a common tariff, but these are questions similar to those we have 
been dealing with a century, and certainly they are very slight com- 
pared with the difficulties certain to arise in the future between the 
two nations if we continue the barrier, 4,000 miles long, with parallel 
lines of custom-houses and fortifications, between peoples almost ex- 
actly alike in business, in feelings, and in race. There will be and 
there must be an enormous and immense intercourse consequent upon 
their ical position and the mutual business interests of both 


sides; and if vexatious barriers are kept up, irritation and trouble must 


Will if be said that England arrangement 
i will not consent to 
which would give a preference in one of her colonies to American goods 
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over British goods? Her Government, in a noted instance, did this 
very thing not many years ago. In 1874, when the reciprocity treaty 
was being negotiated by Minister Thornton, the English Government 
instructed him to modify it at the suggestion of the Canadian ministry 
and make such additions to the list of American goods to be admitted 
free into Canada as the Canadians desired. He did so, and made outa 
long list of American articles to be admitted free of duty, so long that 
it was almost free trade. Not one of these articles coming from Eng- 
land was to be admitted free of duty. This draught of a treaty was sent 
to Lord Derby, who answered that the whole proceeding was approved, 
and the English Government assented to the arrangement aimitting 
American goods free to a British colony, where a tariff of 20 to 40 per 
cent. was to be laid upon the same kind of goods coming from England 
or any other country than the United States. 

Commercial union is not in hostility to England. She has no better 
customer than the United States, and the entrance of Canada into our 
commercial system and our business activities would stimulate her 
prosperity and make her trade in all directions more valuable. The 
five hundred millions of English capital invested in Canada would be 
immediately enhanced in value to English owners. 

The irritating questions that have arisen between our Government 
and England have nearly all originated in our relations with Canada, 
and they have often disturbed our vast business with Great Britain 
and even endangered peace. They would be removed and that great 
trade, many hundred millions annually, would enjoy assured. perma- 
nent peace. 

These, in brief, are some of the practical business reasons in imme- 
diate view for the step proposed by this resolution. Every intelligent 
and thoughtful mind will see the far-reaching effects of commercial 
union upon the two peoples in the long hereafter, the security it will 
give to continuing peace, the solution it will afford at once to all 
the exasperating differences that have been in dispute for generations, 
the vastly extended prosperity it assures to the English-speaking people 
of this continent dwelling together in harmonious activity, increasing 
power, and unbroken peace, 

* * * 


* * * * 


Mr. HITT, from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, March 16, 1 
submitted the following report to accompany joint resolution (H. R. 129): 
The Committee on Foreign Affairs, to whom was referred House joint resolu- 
5 — 129, to ae commercial union with Canada, beg leave to it the fol- 
owing re t 

5858 relations with Canada have recently awakened a deeper in- 
terest and received a more thorough on than ever before, on both sides 
ofthe border. The tendency of publie opinion is plain towards the enlarge- 
ment of trade between the two countries. In Canada the movement has ad- 
vanced from what was a few years agoan effort for partial reciprocity, to a wide 
on in favor of un intercourse and commercial union. The evi- 

dence of this fact is abundant. 


is atem- 

paar one. It can not remain as it i. * Already you have in Canada, 
e greatest of all the colonies, an agitation for what is called commercial union 
with the United States. Commercial union with the United States means unre- 
stricted trade between the United States and the Dominion of Canada, and a pro- 
tective tariff against the mother country. If Canada desires that, Canada can 


i jram to every article of manufacture from the United States over manu- 


on: 
This conference, comprising all political parties, is of the opinion that a fair 
provided under proper conditions, icted e relations be- 
tween the United States and the Dominion of Canada, would be of advantage 
. the Araro diliouities wanted 
o fishery dispute, te y settle the grave es w. 
have from time to time arisen between Great Britain and the United States.“ 

The chambers of commerce and boards of trade of the leading cities of Canada, 
and more than fifty farmers’ institutes and con , have adopted resolu- 
tions —— in favor of commercial union or unrestricted trade between the 
two countries. 

The answer made by their opponents and those most closely attached to En- 

lish trade and English rule has been that the United States has given no indica- 
fion that it would receive or even consider any proposal, however friendly in 
spirit or however favorable to us in its terms it t be. 

The joint resolution now submitted does not contemplate any action on our 
peré at present; but whenever the Dominion of Canada shall have declared a 

re ‘or commercial union, with a common tariff, like internal-revenue taxes, 
like duties on articles imported into either country from abroad, and no duties 
on trade between the United States and Canada, then the President is author- 
ized to appoint three commissioners to meet those who may be designated to 
t Canada, in order to prepare a plan for commercial union, by assimi- 
lating the tariffs and internal-revenue taxes of the two countries, now not very 
widely different, and an equitable method of dividing the recei which they 
shall report to the President, who shall lay it before Congress. ‘he whole sub- 
ject of our relations with Canada is kept under the control of Congress. 

It is notdeemed necessary to here discuss the great meritsof commercial union 
or the details of arrangement that will be necessary. Your committee believe 
that the power herein conferred upon the President can do no harm, that it will 
be wisely — and 38 to beneficent results, promoting the independence, 

an of two es. 
d com — — 8 adoption of the joint resolution. 


March 1, 1889, the joint resolution was taken up by unanimous con- 
sent, ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being engrossed, 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
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Eulogies on Hon. James N. Burnes. 


SPEEOH . 


oF 


HON. CHARLES H. GROSVENOR, 


OF OHIO, 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 


Saturday, February 23, 1889. 


The House having under consideration the following resolutions, to wit: 

“ Resolucd, Thatthe business of the House be now suspended that opportunity 
may be given for tributes to the memory of Hon, James N. Burnes, late a Repre- 
sentative from the State of Missouri. 

* Resolved, That as a further mark of respect to the memory of the deceased, 
aud in recognition of his eminent abilities and distinguished publie services, 
the tous at the conclusion of these memorial proceedings shall stand ad- 
. That the Clerk communicate these resolutions to the Senate,” 

Mr. GROSVENOR said: 

Mr. SPEAKER: My acquaintance with the deceased began with my 
entry into the House of Representatives of the Forty-ninth Congress, 
and was not at any time intimate, but always friendly. I shall not, 
therefore, discuss the character of the deceased from the standpoint of 
one intimate with him, but I shall give my testimony as the testimony 
of one who observed him closely and estimated his character and quali- 
ties by observation of his daily life in this Hall. 

I may turn aside at this point, Mr. Speaker, to say that I know of 
no position occupied by men which in its very nature and character 
more surely develops the good or the weak in character than the po- 
sition which we have the honor to hold here. Charged by the people 
of our districts in our representative capacity with the duty of speak- 
ing for them and in their name upon the great public questions before 
the country, we are nevertheless exposed to the weaknesses and foibles 
of men uncertain as to the effect of their personal conduct upon their 
future standing. i 

Between the general purpose and desire which we all have to cor- 
rectly represent the current sentiment of our districts, we can not shut 
our eyes to the fact that the matter popular and approved by our con- 
stituents to-day may become unpopular and be disapproved on another 
day. So it is that a member of Congress constantly exhibits to his fel- 
lows, unconsciously it may be, but certainly and surely, the elements 
of his true character. Ifhe is a brave man, actuated by conscientious 
regard for duty and putting duty higher than temporary success, you 
may look with confidence that his action will be an exhibit of his best 
judgment upon the great questions involved in legislation. If he is a 
weak man, afraid to do right, afraid to be governed by principle, trim- 
ming and turning and vibrating as the wind of public opinion seems 
to trim and vibrate, we recognize in such a man a character unworthy 
of our emulation and by no means fitted to be a teacher of his fellows. 

So it comes about that in this Hall the mirror is held up to nature, 
and in the daily comings and goings of members, their attitude to each 
other, and their discharge of duty toward the public, we learn to esti- 
mate by a standard almost unerring the character of men. 

James N. Burnes was a striking figure in this Hall. Massive, ro- 
bust, grand, as it were, in physical proportions and physical structure, 
he presented rugged but attractive elements of mental character as well. 
It was natural, and indeed inevitable, consequently, to the student of 
human nature that he would attract attention, and he did attract my 
attention. I early formed the opinion of him that he was a man of 
sterling integrity; not only a man of integrity in the commercial sense, 
not alone aman who would pay his honest debts according to his prom- 
ises, not alone a man who stood by his word in business affairs, but I 
estimated him to be a man of unswerving fidelity to what he believed 
to be right—right in commerce, right in business, right in politics. 

I never saw him avoid a duty; I never heard him complain that a 
duty lay before him; I never heard him intimate that he would prefer 
not to take sides upon this or that, but he appeared to me to bea man 
who met a duty asan incident that could not be abandoned, could not 
pe e an incident of his daily life and an incident of his duty to 

mself. 

It was not long after his entry into Congress that it was easily dis- 
cerned by the careful observer that he was to take rank above the or- 
dinary member. As the line of battle was formed on each successive 
day Burnes advanced more nearly to the skirmish line. He found his 
position more nearly in the line of active duty. He advanced from 
the mere file-closer of the column to the position of leadership in the 
duty assigned him. ; 

More than once I approached him in the moment of excitement here to 
consult about matters of agreement, matters of accommodation to the 
different sides of the House. I can not remember an occasion, and I 
am sure one never happened, where the feeling of animosity was so 
strong that it carried Burnes away from his attitude of absolute fair- 
ness and absolute justice. In the moments of greatest excitement he 
was always judicial, always willing to accommodate, always willing 


to fight fairly, and he always did fight fairly. He was a man, there- 
Tore, of generous imp and a man with a head that he never lost. 

I can not k of him in his private life at home; I did not know 
him there. Put that duty has been better done by those who knew 
him better. My testimony is simply the effect that his daily actions 
here made upon a man who hitherto had been a stranger. 

James N. Burnes was one of the men who make party politics bear- 
able. A man who carries on political warfare as a matter of enmity 
and hostility to others who oppose him makes party politics in this 
country a nuisance to himself and an annoyance to everybody else. A 
man who can not appreciate the good qualities of his opponents, who 
can not estimate the integrity of a man who does not believe as he does, 
is not only an ineffective political soldier, but is an effective personal 
annoyance to himself and to every one else. We have brilliant speci- 
mens in America of men who have adopted political views either from 
honest motives or from mercenary ones who forthwith become champions 
of their peculiar notions in such a way as tooffend and drive off others. 
Men who speak upon the publiestump with a challenge and a defiance 
in the very tone of their voices, men who figuratively carry chips on 
their shoulders upon the hustings and hurl defiance and thunderbolts at 
imaginary foes, foes whom they have never seen, foes in many instances 
that they have constructed from the fertility of their own imaginations, 
men who select the utterances of isolated political opponents here and 
there scattered over the country, and hasten toclass all their opponents 
as believers in the same doctrine, constantly rid@astride of the hobby 
of their own imagination and abuse every man who opposes them. 

These men are not effective in politics; these men may achieve tem- 
porary brilliancy; these men may have temporary supports; these men 
may have the unthinking crowd cheering them as they intrude them- 
selves constantly before public notice, but such men are not the pillars 
of strength around which party greatness and party success is formed. 
The men of judicious minds, with a just appreciation of the opinions 
and sentiments of all other men, are the men who lay the foundations 
and build the structures of political party success. Men who aggre- 
gate their opponents, not segregate, and discuss the tendency and drift 
of party politics from the tenor and effect of the history and platform 
of the party, its present attitude, and who do not seek to take advan- 
tage by holding up awful examples of bad members of a party, are the 
men who grow strong in America and make party politics available as 
safeguards and assurances to our free institutions. 

Such a man was James N. Burnes. He did not rely for his political 
success or that of his party upon the fact that the party of his oppo- 
nents contained here and there a bad man, nor was he a sporadic poli- 
tician—one of this kind, Mr. Speaker, who suddenly, by accident or 
design, strike a key-note and then attempt to bend all the energies of 
their party to the vindication of the peculiar music of that peculiar 
strain. He was a man of sturdy, indomitable devotion to Democratic 
politics and Democratic policies. It never occurred to him that he 
could make a sudden utterance ofa platitude, and shaking it into an 
aphorism, make himself a leader of a great political and oust 
the men who for more than a quarter of a century had led and devel- 
oped the principles to which he adhered. 

Mr. Burnes was a man of tenacity of purpose. When he once formed 
a purpose he never abandoned it except for cause. That he 
was not succeeding in his first attempts to establish the idea he held 
was a matter of no consequence to him so long as he believed it was 
the right thing, and he held on with a will that made opposition diffi- 
cult. 

But he is dead; his lifework is done, and we can do no less than dro 
here a tear of affection and testify to our high appreciation of his are 
qualities of manhood, courage, and virtue. If in politics there was an 
honest man in this House, a man who believed what he advocated and 
advocated what he believed, that man was James N. Burnes. If there 
was a man in this House who held in high esteem the principles of 
his own party and the attitude of himself and his fellows, and yet 
had due appreciation and wise and judicious consideration for the men 
of other parties who opposed him and who accorded to them honesty 
of purpose side by side with himself, that man was James N. Burnes. 
Massive in figure, strong in intellectual characteristics, panoplied in 
virtue and integrity, he passed away—the spirit that God has given 
returned to the God who gave it. 

I will not discuss the question of the future of that spirit. I could 
not be induced to believe that the death of such a man or any man is 
the end of that man’s career. If I believed that a man died like an 
animal, and that his future was the same, I would not give a straw for 
life. I would not use it as a justification for bad morals, bad living, 
injustice to others; but this struggle, this unceasing, unvarying, un- 
yielding struggle that we are making here would not be worth the 
making. I will not be driven into a definition of my views as to the 
future; they would interest nobody. I would not attach specifications 
to my faith. But I love this world and its surroundings, the men and 
the women I meet here, the duties and responsibilities I assume here, 
largely and almost exclusively because I believe that there is a better 
world beyond. 

I do not confine my belief, Mr. Speaker, to the revelation.’ There is 
something better than that. There is something more conclusive than 
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that; it is the inspiration in the soul of man. Tradition may fail; rev- 
elation may he a fraud; but human nature, the aspirations of men, the 
inspirations that grow with his growth, thatstrengthen with hisstrength, 
indicate to him as an unerring proof that beyond this life, beyond this 
grave, beyond the end of this brother, there isupon another shore some- 
where, in some clime, another and a better existence. It is enough for 
me that I believe the truth of this statement, that it is within me and 
around me. 

And so, Mr. Speaker, when I stand at the grave of our fellow-brother 
I stand buoyed up with the hope and the confident belief that in an- 
other world, in a higher sphere, in a better life, James N. Burnes will 
continue the growth and development of a character to which to-day 
we can not avoid, if we would, rendering tribute. 


Forfeiture of Unearned Railroad Lands. 
SPEECH 
TON, “RALPH PLUMS; 


OF ILLINOIS, 
In THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 


Saturday, March 2, 1889. 

The House having under consideration the bill (S. 1340) to forfeit certain lands 
heretofore granted for the purpose of aiding in the construction of railroads, and 
for other purposes— 

Mr. PLUMB said: 

Mr. SPEAKER: To my mind it is clear that a most proper thing for 
the House to do is to agree to this bill as passed by the Senate, and 
in that way secure a saving to the people of as much of the public do- 
main as now seems possible todo; but, sir, there are other and important 
measures by which much larger saving could be secured. 

Mr, S er, $20,000,000 Mave been taken from the United States 
Treasury and paid to holders of the bonds of the Government in pre- 
miums ranging from 7 per cent. to 30 per cent. This vast sum has been 
so used, not only without the authority of law, but in derogation of 
the plain provision of the statute which reserves to the Government 
the privilege of either paying said bonds at par and accrued interest, or 
refunding them whenever bonds bearing a less rate of interest than 
the bonds to be redeemed can be sold at par in coin, a condition that 
now most certainly has transpired. 

On the 24th of January, 1888, I had the honor to offer to this House 
the following resolution: 

Resolved, That a committee of five members of this House be appointed by the 
Speaker, whose duty it shall be to ea careful examination of all the facts re- 
lating to the passage, pep. emg and enrollment of the funding act, so called 
and all acts in force bearing apon the question of the right of the Government 
to redeem its outstanding obligations, with a view to taking such steps as may 
be required to ascertain the true state of the law on that subject, and for that 
purpose the committee have power to send for siege and papers, examine all 
records and original documents, and to obtain true copies of the same, as well 


as to administer oaths; the committee to report to this House with such recom- 
mendations as may be deemed advisable in the premises, 


The mere introduction of this resolution was objected to by a lead- 
ing Democratic member, Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, on a former 
occasion, but was afterward referred to the Committee on the Judici- 

Five minutes was asked to explain the object of the resolution, but 
objection was made by the same gentleman, and the explanation was 
refused; and nearly eight weeks was allowed to pass away before any 
report came from that committee, and when it came it was evident that 
the most important requirement of the resolution had not received the 
attention of the committee, namely: 

To examine all acts in force bearing upon the question of the right of the 
Government to redeem its outstanding obligations with a view to taking such 
steps as may be required to asce the true state of the law on that subject. 

The conclusion of the report was that the resolution lie upon the 
table, which was done when I was not in my seat, and as I felt, for the 
purpose of stifling inquiry upon a question of manifest importance. 

In this connection it seems proper to add that I respectfully asked 
to be heard on the merits of my resolution, but the hearing was not 
granted. I did, however, get consent to print an argument addressed 
to the committee, but I think I am justified in concluding that my 
printed argument somehow failed to receive the attention of a majority 
of its members.. 

Failing in my first attempt, I tried another method of bringing for- 
ward the question of the Government’s rights in this matter; this time 
by a joint resolution, as follows: 

Joint resolution to authorize the: Secretary to purchase and cancel certain out- 
standing bonds. 


Whereas by the terms of existing law the right to redeem or pay before ma- 
turity any of the outstanding interest-bearing obligations of the United States 
whenever bonds ng a less rate of interest can be sold at par in coin has 
been reserved to the Government; and 


XX—9 


Whereas the condition upon which such option can be legally exercised now 
exists: Therefore, 
, Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of America 
in Congress assembled, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and hereby is, di- 
rected to use any money now in the Treasury of the United States, or which 
may hereafter accumulate therein applicable to the payment of the public debt, 
for the payment of any of the outstanding interest-bearing obligations of the 
Government known as the 4} per cent. and 4 per cent. bonds at par and accrued 
interest, said bonds to be called and canceled in the manner prescribed by law. 


Had the Ways and Means Committee reported back this joint reso- 
lution, as the rules of the House require, the whole subject would have 
been di , and no doubt light would have been thrown on it that 
would have greatly interested the people of this entire country; but 
for some occult reason and purpose no report was ever made. 

Mr. Speaker, it is not for me to know what motives may have influ- 
enced the action of the committee, but I can safely say that had the 
resolution passed it would have disposed of the surplus in the Treas- 
ury in a way so just and so complete that no occasion for attacking the 
principle of protection would have remained to vex political parties on 
this floor or in the country. 

Mr. Speaker, we are often told by his party adherents on this floor 
that President Cleveland is an honest man, and, sir, I am free to con- 
fess that neverin the public life of that gentleman have I known of his 
making a more determined effort to be honest than on this very ques- 
tion of paying to bondholders premiums at the expense of the tax-pay- 
ers of the country; and I can but deeply regret that his virtuous pur- 
pose was utterly destroyed by cross p in the direction of his 
determination to destroy protection. Read the President’s attack on 
protection in his so-called annual message, and you will be struck 
with the apparent struggle going on in his honest’ heart in respect to 
the legal right to pay premiums on the bonds. Again and again did 
he refer to the lack of authority to so use the public funds, and repeat- 
edly did he ask for legislation by Congress that would clearly confer on 
the Secretary of the Treasury the power to pay premiums. 

At length a bill was rushed through this House with indecent haste, 
which, without repealing existing statutes, was intended to confer 6n 
the . adequate power; but it failed to pass the Sen- 
ate with a Single feature of the original bill left in it, so that when it 
came back here it was sent to the Ways and Means Committee to keep 
company with the joint resolution to which I have referred, to sleep 
there the sleep that knows no waking. Meantime the situation became 
alarming. e surplus had to be reduced. The Treasury was con- 
gested and a financial disturbance was thought to be near. The Ad- 
ministration came into power on the promise to pay out more money 
on the public debt than there was in the Treasury, but instead it had 
suffered the surplus to increase beyond anything before known in our 
history, and something must be done, and done at once; so in the dire 
extremity that so seriously threatened the country and so seriously 
strained the honesty of the President the Ways and Means Committee 
came forward with the following resolution, which was passed by the 

ouse: 

Resolved by the House of Represenlatives, That it is the sense of this House that 
section 2 of the act ma se igs = for sundry civilexpenses of the Gov- 
ernment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1882, and for other pu! „approved 
March 3, 1881, which is as follows: That the Secretary of the jury may at 
any time apply the pupus money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, 
orso much thereof as he may consider proper, to the purchase or redemption 
of United States bonds: Provided, That the bonds so p or redeemed 
shall constitute no part of the sinking fund, but shall be redeemed and can- 
celed,” was intended to be a permanent provision of law; and the same is 
hereby declared to have been sinceits ment, and to be now, in the opinion 
of the House, in full force and effect, 

Mr. Speaker, the President is not only an honest man, but he is a 
lawyer as well, and of such good repute, too, that in a few days he will 
doubtless be at the head of a distinguished firm of lawyers, with an 
office at the great commercial metropolis of this country, and he knows, 
as well as we all do, that the resolution just quoted conferred no legal 
authority whatever on him or the Secretary of the Treasury to pay one 
single dollar of the twenty millions now paid as premium on the in- 
terest-bearing obligations of the United States, Sir, the course of this 
administration on this question is in strong contrast with what has 
been recently done by the President in to the rights of the set- 
tlers on what is known as the Des Moines River Navigation Company’s 
lands in Iowa, in which case the President persists in vetoing the bills 
passed by Congress to give these settlers a e for a fair hearing be- 
fore the courts of the United States for redress for the threatened loss 
of their homesteads. 

In these cases the Government had sold the settlers the identical 
homes now claimed by the corporation which assails them, and for these 
lands the settlers have paid their money and received the Government 
patents therefor, and yet they are being evicted on the claim of the cor- 
poration that the law as itstands on the statute-book and the decisions 
of the courts thus far is on the side of the corporation. Congress pro- 
poses, by a bill passed by decided majority in both branches, to give the 
relief asked for, but our honest President is so faithful to law that he 
repeats his veto as often as Con passes the bill; but, sir, in the bond 
case I have discussed he sees fit to disregard laws which clearly reserve 
to the people the right to redeem or refund these bonds at par, a fact 
that evidently did not escape hislegal eye, for which reason he earnestly 
asked Congress to change the law, and so take from his shoulders the 
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responsibility of what may well be termed a robbery of the tax-payer. 

Mr. S er, it is by no means a pleasure to me to know that the 
course of the President and of Democratic leaders on this question is in 
violation of plain eee of law and of the interests of er poopie. 
The law as it stan eect ere eee aod 
no repeal of its provisions has ever been effected. It is a Repub’ 
measure and I advocate it as such. 

I can not know how soon the Republican party may follow the bad 
example of its rival by fi the interests of the many and promot- 
ing the interests of the few, as already been done in paying pre- 
miums to the holders of the 4} and 4 per cent. bonds, but, sir, I think 
it is but fair to that the same oen ply Dy whose action 
the Government was made to reserve t to redeem or refund 


those bonds at and accrued interest would have enforced that right 
mee ee paniy in power when the exercise of it became a practical 
question. 


This solemn promise of the Government to make a possible saving of 
more than ry 000, ee yer was for a consideration er pine, fg 
of which wasa burden laid onthe backs 


ponire to the bondholder made it path aa air amel to retrace 
e step, especially so when the history of our 1 tion shows we 
have been more careful of the interests of the bondholder than of the 
tax-payer. 

Mr. Speaker, as legislators we shall do well to remember that the 
time has come for revising this history. If there is to be discrimina- 
tion it should be in favor of that large class who constitute the body- 


guard of the Republic, those who by their patriotism A it in every 
time of peril and by whose labor its 8 ways prepared to | to 
Pe ATOY ae Soe 

against favoritism 


But for one I protest against discrimination, and 
to any class, n my adherence to this thought that I 
avail myself of this last opportunity in my official life to put on record 
here my protest against the continued payment of premiums on the in- 

tarat DAADA obligations of the Government known as the 44 and 4 
per cent. bonds. 


Des Moines River Lands. 


SPEECH 
HON. JOSEPH WHEELER, 


OF ALABAMA, 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Friday, March 1, 1889. 


Tho the bill (H. R. 1368) to quiet title of 


House 
ers on the 


pig ier consideration 
Des Moines River lands in the State of Iowa, and for other pur- 
, returned by the President with his objections thereto— 


Mr. WHEELER said: 

Mr. SPEAKER: On June 12, 1838, the Territory of Iowa was organ- 
ized. It was mostly a wilderness, the entire Territory having but about 
20,000 inhabitants. 

On August 8, 1846, the population having increased to about 100,000, 
Congress enacted a law donating certain lands to the Territory for the 
purpose of improving the Des Moines River. This act was the begin- 
ning of a controversy of more than forty years’ duration, which has cul- 
minated in the measure now under discussion. 

My first intimate knowledge of this bill was obtained in this Con- 

As a member of the Committee on Public Lands it became my 

uty to carefully examine all measures submitted to the consideration 

of that committee, and when my attention was demanded by this bill, 

which sought to forfeit the lands to which it referred, I speedily dis- 
covered that it contained features I could not approve. 

I found that the President, during a previous had vetoed a 
similar bill, and I was surprised to be informed in the committee that 
the President had since admitted he was mistaken, and that if he had 
known the facts, he would not have interposed his veto. Upon that 
statement the bill swept through the committee. 

After ee eee I called pon the President in connection 
with the matter, to find that a paper so sound in 
law had been recanted by that laborious, pai and vigilant 
Executive; and when I told him of the current report upon the subject 
he was astonished, and said there was no question which he examined 
a ee and none in regard to which he was better satis- 

When an effort was made to report the bill as a privileged measure 
I opposed the motion, and the distinguished gentleman from New York 
[Mr Cox], who bad been elected Speaker pro decided the bill 
was ooto a ri character. I regarded that decision as a ter- 
mination o. 


e controversy, but took the precaution to request that 


in the event the ruling of the Chair should be reversed I should be 
tted to file a minority report, having previously notified the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands that such was my intention, 
THE BILL RUSHED THROUGH THE HOUSE, 

On December 5, 1888, I walked upon the floor of the House and was 
startled to find the bill under discussion, and in answer to my inquiries 
was informed that the Speaker [Mr. CARLISLE] had reversed the de- 
cision of his predecessor ad interim, and that the bill was being put upon 
its passage. 

The gentleman from New York [Mr. P. J had not reached Wash- 
igion, but I learned that his t co a [Mr. Warre] had en- 

deavored to stem the torrent, and had been battling bravely against 
his opponents, sustaining his position with pease, e a judicial 
decisions, but apparently without effect, as they had swept him along 
before a resistless avalanche of declamation and sentimental sophistries, 

and the ardent impulses they enkindled. I was forcibly reminded of 
the written accounts of the Commune in Paris, sweeping law and order 
under the raging waters of passion. 

I succeeded in obtaining the floor, and in the few moments accorded 
me protested against the measure with all the earnestness and vigor 
of which I was capable. But the time was so short it was impossible 
to clearly explain the objectionable features of the proposed tion. 

I then endeavored to amend, and finally to recommit the but 
80 ignorant was the House of the actual merits of the question at issue 
that the vote was almost unanimous in favor of the of the bill. 
On the vote by tellers to recommit but 4 members beside myself voted 
yea, while 160 voted no, 

I had not heard the fervent appeals in favor of the bill and could not 
= whatstrange infatuation or hallucination had seized upon this 


pealed to Democrats to respect the President's veto, and was as- 
Tapn to discover the remarkable change of opinion regarding our 
distinguished Executive which had taken 8 the disastrous 6th 


. the H ponpe sofon the bill fora singl 
a to the House to a e 
day to give the gentleman Son, ew 3 r b. 3 an oppor- 
tunity to be heard, but that w. 

I endeavored, unavailingly, $ ARER A the Be 8 & re- 
versal of the decision of the gentleman from ork Mee Cox] 
while I was absent. 

INACCURACIES REGARDING THE MEASURE. 

The following day I learned with some surp that the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. PAysoNn] in his earnest speech advocating the bill 
had given some members of the House the impression that the bill was 
not similar to the one vetoed by the President, but was framed in ac- 
cordance with suggestions contained in the veto message. I will read 
the gentleman’s language as published in the Rxoonp: 

+ * In the last Congress when the President vetoed the bill u 
which I regard as not very substantial, but which I 


as this bill meets the point that the P. ent 
action where action can not be had would not be o 


This statement would indicate that the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
Payson] had been misled, as a careful comparison of the two bills 
shows that, in effect, they are substantially the same. To show that the 
President entertained a similar opinion y will read a paragraph from 
his veto of the Des Moines bill now before the House: 

This bill is to all intents and purposes identical with Senato ig) — 
in the first session of the Forty-nin -ninth Congress, w. Asam TLAS to eons 
tive approval. M ber ections to that bill are set Youn in a message transmitted 

nate on t . 1886, se Haydons Sousa acon on 
herewith — an a careful re-examination of in 
this proposed legis! e ban ferthor satisded me of their validity and 

Some days since, I was thunderstruck when I heard that the Presi- 
dent had been told that this bill was entirely different from the one 
passed last year, and that it met the objections of his veto, whereupon 
I went to him and asked him if that were true, and he said it was. 

Mr. PAYSON. I rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER pro The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. PAYSON. It is clearly out of order for the gentleman now ad- 
dressing the House to detail to the House what occurred between him- 
self and the President of the United States with reference to this bill.. 

Mr. WEAVER. I hope he will tell how he convinced the Presi- 
dent, and make it a part of his statement. ter.] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. HATCH). The point of 3 not 
well taken. It is a question of propriety to be determined by the gen- 
tleman from Alabama himself, how much of any conversation which 
he may have had with the President of the United States he will de- 
tail upon this floor. 

Mr. WHEELER. I have not intimated that I attempted to con- 
vince the President. He is too a lawyer to need advice on such 
a point, and a mere suggestion that a com of the two bills would 
show them to be the same, or substantially so, was all that the occa- 
sion called for. I only refer to the matter to illustrate the inaccura- 
cies which have crept into the history and management of this remark- 
able measure. 


need 
o 
eotionable. This bill ving 


THE TWO BILLS COMPARED, 
The changes made in the bill under consideration—comparing it with 
that which was vetoed during the last Congress—were these: 1, the 
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preamble was omitted; 2, the words prior bona fide” are inserted 
after the wo with,” in the thirteen line; 3, the word and is 
substituted for the word or, in the seventeenth line; 4, the words 
dor their heirs”? are substituted for the words their heirs or their 
proper assigns,’’ thereby omitting the words “or their proper assigns,” 
in the twenty-first line; and 5, the words ‘‘as soon as e and 
within three years“ are substituted for the words within ninety 
days,” in second line of second section. 

These changes do not justify the statement that the bill we are con- 
sidering meets the points made by the President in his veto message of 
March 11, 1886. The bill in its new form does not meet one single ob- 
jection urged against the old one by the President. 

The first section of the bill vetoed March 11, 1886, and the one vetoed 
February 22, 1889, both state that certain lands are hereby declared 
to be public lands ‘of the United States. 

The second section directs the Attorney-General to institute suits at 
the expense of the United States in the terms I read: 


BEC. ieee dean cag Shee rer Ee CEEA SS e. 4 to 
institute, or cause to be instituted, such suit or suits, either in law or equity, or 
both, 1 roper to assert and protect the title of the United 

to said lands, and remove all clouds from its title thereto. 

In his veto message of March 11, 1886, the President said: 


This bill declares that certain lands which, nearly twenty-four years the 
still d directa the At 


United States entirely relinquished are 8 lands, and 
tomey-General to begin sults to assert and protect the titleof the United 

If it be true that these are public lands, the declaration that are so by 
3 is en if they are eld from 


y an ro 

5 33 of the 5 are not aided 
by the proposed pane lands, because ited 
the bill is subject to 


States have conveyed th ‘to others, vs ol as 

an attempt to destroy rights —— disturb interests have long since 
me 

Ifa law of í could, in the manner contemplated the bill, change, 

under the Constitution, the rights of any of the sts Be claiming inter- 

ests in these lands, it seems Pany new question could be presented to | sas 

e which would do more than raise pes and renew useless and 


courts 
bitter strife and litigation. 
It seems to me all controversies which can hereafter arise between those 
claiming these lands have been fairly remitted to the State of Iowa, and that 


there they can be propery sadi and 1 left; and the Government, thro its At- 
„ should not be called upon to litigate the rights of private 

It is very clear that these objections apply just as forcibly to the bill 
we are now considering as they did to that which Mr. Cle vetoed 


during the Forty-ninth Congress, and I assert that the bill now under 
consideration does not meet one single objection urged upon our eon- 
sideration in the first veto message. 

THE PRESIDENT’S SYMPATHY, 

The President did not, in that message, manifest any want of sympa- 
thy for those settlers who located on these lands under the Browning 
decision. Onthecontrary, he carefully pointed out a proper, legal, and 
entirely adequate means of relief for them, in these words: 


eine is not 8 to contemplate loss threatened to an party in ga 
in the language of laws or their 

pretation: a ie there acu peeuouin anne ying these lands who labor ee 8 

bilities as provins them from g to the courts for a redress of their 

wrongs, a plain statute, directed simply tonremedy Sox dali disabilities, would 
not be object 8 

Should there be meritorious cases of hardship and loss, caused by an invita- 

tion onthe of the Government to settle upon 2 8 ould be better, rather but to 


which no right nor lawful eee can be 
than to attempt a disturbance of titles already ascertain such losses 
and go equity by compensating the proper parties through an appropriation 


for that purpose. 

Pursuant to that ee I introduced the bill H. R. 8389, which 
in my opinion would have insured full indemnity to every bona fide 
settler who in good faith entered upon these lands under the belief that 
they were legally subject to homestead entry. That bill would have 
done justice to all injured parties and could have worked injustice to 
no one. 

The bill now before the House declares a vast tract of land to be pub- 
lic land, and therefore the property of the United States. By far the 
greater part of these lands are oecupied by farmers who purchased from 
the Des Moines Navigation and Railroad Company yearsago. Many of 
them made their after the supreme court of lowa and the 
Supreme Court of the United States had repeatedly decided that the 
“title of that company was valid and unassailable. On these lands they | P 
have made homes for their families and in them their entire fortunes 
are invested. 

EVILS OF SUCH LEGISLATION, 

Witheertain limitations, or exceptions of very doubtful meaning, the 
bill declares that these lands, improved by the toil and self-denial of 
their honest owners through many years, are in fact public lands; 
that they are not the property of the citizens whose arduous labors 
have converted a waste into one of the garden spots of earth, but that 
those who have wrought this marvel are mere squatters and trespass- 
ers a the public domain. 

principal daily paper, published in the very heart of the section 
whines . lands are located, says there are seven hundred such 
farmers in Webster County alone who would lose their homes should 
this bill become a law. 

This, Mr. Speaker, is not legislation. It is confiscation under nominal 
legal forms. It will, if the advocates of the bill are estab- 
lish a precedent which shall not be set while I am a member of this 


House if it be possible for me to convince the reason or to reach the 
consciences of my fellow-members. 

The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HOLMES] has exhibited a patent 
purporting to have been issued to one George Nest on the 15th day of 
June, 1866. In referring to the issuance of this patent the distin- 
cued gentleman says: 

These registers of the land office and the Government officers did not know 
— the lands had been withdrawn from market. 


THE MOST EFFECTUAL REMEDY. 

‘the proper remedy for this patentee and the few others whom the 
Government officials improperly and illegally allowed to enter ‘‘re- 
served land—land not subject to lawful entry—is suggested by the 
President and supported or indorsed by those who oppose this bill, 
and that remedy is a money compensation as indemnity for any loss 
they may have sustained. 

The letters and petitions received by the Committee on Public Lands 
indicate that such an adjustment of the difficulty will be far more sat- 
isfactory to all the parties interested than the privi which are con- 
ferred by this bill. There were quite a number of petitions from settlers 
before our committee last session, but I can not lay my hand upon them 
just at this time. My friend from Arkansas [Mr. McRAz] hands me a 
letter from one Erastus R. Irving, who states that he was led to settle 


on the land in 1867 by the of Secretary Browning. As evidence 
Bins | ofthe flings of such eter th matter Twill ad part of Mi. Trv- 
s letter: 


Now, what we want to call your attention to is this: Many of us think an 
indemnity to the settlers will mete out more 5 an 9 to 852 


than such a law as the bill the 
oe give eee Aparri oe 8 n dola 5 8 long 
already. us the p go Ww e Supreme 
Gourt ai Washington. — — is the poor river-land settler that has time or 
to attend court in Wash mn? I know of none. And we think the 
—— uence that has defeated 1 z tion on the river-land question for 
years will do the All we 


om desi after year in 
nity hare it t them have it, and let us that are entitled to and desire an indem- 
Bey bey re it immediately. Hopin ng yo yoa 3 see this matter as many of us do, 

ce or recommen: nal clause in all bills introduced. 
Wu au our 3 urges the old cee bill we do not understand. 


Very respectful 
ge ms ERASTUS R. IRVING. 


I think Mr. Irving will find that the old vetoed bill is urged because 
of the heavy pressure exerted by a N the members of which 
hope to receive a large sum of money if their efforts prove successful. 

LEGAL STATUS OF THE QUESTION, 

Mr. Irving and others similarly situated know that the courts have 
invariably decided, in the many cases involving the question, that the 
land having ‘been reserved, the title obtained in 1867 is invalid. 
This is clearly expressed in Bullard vs. Des Moines and Fort Dodge 
Railroad, 122 U. S., 167. On pages 170-171 the court says: 

On April 6, 1850, Secretary Ewing * è * igsued an order withholding all 
the lands then in controv from mar * * * which order has been con- 
tinued ever sinoo. his court has decided in a number of cases, in re- 
gard to these lands, that this withdrawal operated to exclude from sale, pur- 
chase, or pre-emption all the lands in controversy. 

On page 172 the court says: 

During all of this controversy there remained the order of the Department, 
having control of the matter, 5 all the lands in dispute from public 
sale, settlement, or pre-emption. 

After considering the plaintiff's contention that the joint resolution 
of March 2, 1861, terminated this reservation, the court decides that 
such was not the ‘fact, and on page 174 says: 

We do not think the joint resolution had the effect to end the reservation of 
these lands from public entry. 

And on pages 175 and 176 the court disposes of the entire matter in 
these words: 

The title of the plaintiff, therefore, rests upon settlements upon odd sections 
of land within 5 miles of the Des Moines River, which were reserved from sale 

or pre-emption at the time the settlements were made. Teo of the settlements, 
which are the foundation of 's title, were made in May, 1862, only a few 
days before the passage of e act of July in 1 same year; and 5 of Bom 
settlements under which tiff claims was made after the 3 
— The title was transferred by that act to the State of Iowa 3 


5 of the t of 1846, 
The object of this bill is to have a declaration of the court that the title of the 


laintiff u settlements and pre-emptions is saperior to the title con- 
ferred by on the State of Iowa and her grantees under the act of July 
12, 1882. If the were, at the time of these settlements and pre-em 
declarat withdrawn from settlement, sale, or pre-emption, by 


the orders of the Department, which we have considered, there isan end of the 
pees title, for by t that withdrawal or reservation the lands were reserved 

another purpose, to which they were ultimately appro by the act of 
1882, and no title could be initiated or established, because Land Department 
had no right to grant it. This proposition, which we have fully discussed, will 
be found supported by the following decisions, which are decisive of the ok sae 
eontro : Dubuque and Pacific Railroad vs. Litchfield, 23 How., 66; Wolcott 
vs. Des Moi nes Company, 5 Wall.,681; Homestead Company ts, Valley kaad. 
}7 Wati., 153; Williams rs. Baker, and Cedar Rapids P Railroad vs. Des Moines 
Ne vigation Company, 17 Wall., 144; Woolsey vs. Chapman, 101 * 8., 755; — 
Bin, and Sioux City Rail road vs. Des Moines Valley Railroad, 109 U. S., 329, 5 


wa, fou n thi 
eer A EAEE e E 
MISTAKES OF EAGER ADVOCATES, __ 
Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HOLMES] has made some 
statements here to which I now wish to refer. He has stated that no 
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deed to this land was ever made to the company. Why, sir, here in the 
report is a regular indenture making an absolute deed to the company. 
This was in 1858. 

My friend from Iowa [Mr. HoLMES] has not stated the case as clearly 
as he should, I read the deed as embodied in the report which was 
made by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Payson], pages 11 and 12: 

This indenture, made this 18th day of May, 1858, by and between the State of 
Iowa, party of the first part, and the Des Moines Navigation and Railroad Com- 
pany, Lee f of the second 5 that the party of the first part, ſor 
and in consideration of $1 paid by the parties of the second part, and in pursu- 
ance of the contracts and ments between the State of Iowa and the said 
Des Moines Navigation and Railroad Company for the improvement of the nav- 
igation of the Des Moines River, in the State of Iowa, and in pursuance of a 
joint resolution of the General Assembly of the State of Iowa, approved the 22d 
day of March, 1858, does hereby sell, grant, bargain, and convey to the said Des 
Moines Navigation and Railroad Company the following-described lands, to 
wit: All lands granted by an act of Congress approved Au 8, 1846, to the 
then Territory of Iowa, to aid in the improvement of the Moines River, 
which have been approved and certified to the State of Iowa by the General 
Gov t, saving and a all lands sold and conveyed or agreed to be 
sold or net dae by the etd ts officers and agents, prior to the 23d day of 
December, ;under said : 


and said company or its assigns shall have 
right to all of said lands so herein granted to them as fully as the State of Iowa 
eould have under or by virtue of said grant, or in any manner whatever, with 
full power to settle all errors, false locations, omissions, or claims in reference to 
the same, and all or compensation therefor by the General Government, 
but at the costs an of said company, and the State to hold all the bal- 
ance of said lands, and all rights, powers, and privileges under and by virtue of 
said grant, entirely released from any claim by or through said company. And 
it is understood that among the lands excepted and not granted by the State to 
said company are 25,487.87 acres lying immediately above Raccoon Fork, sup- 
app to tore been sold by the General Government, but claimed by the State 
of Iowa, 


To have and to hold the above-described lands and each and every parcel 
thereof, with all the rights, privileges, immunities, and appurtenances of what- 
ever nature thereunto belonging or appertaining, unto the Des Moines Navi; 
tion and Railroad ee F. their successors and assigns forever, in fee-simple. 

In testimony whereof 1, Ralph P. Lowe, governor of the State of Iowa, have 
caused the t seal of the State of Iowa to be hereunto affixed. 

Given under my hand at the city of Des Moines the day and year first above 
written, and of the State of Iowa. 

11. 8.] RALPH P. LOWE, 

By the 2 t 8 

IJAH SELLS, 0 
By Jxo. M. Davis, Deputy. 

The report then asserts: 

This is the deed under which the navigation company and its assigns claim. 

After that, at the December term, 1859, the Supreme Court de- 
clared that the grant to the State of Iowa of 1846 dii not include the 
lands above Raccoon Fork. 

Mr. WEAVER. And these lands are above the Fork? 

Mr. WHEELER. Les, sir. 

The case is ae in 23d Howard, page 66. The style of the case 
is Litchfield vs. 

Mr. HOLMES. Will the gentleman allow me one question? Will 
he tell us how much of these lands were ever patented by the United 
States to this company? 

Mr. WHEELER. Well, the deed was made tothe navigation com- 
pany which conveyed all the title of the State of Iowa. 

Mr. HOLMES. How much of the land was ever patented to this 
company by the United States; one acre? 

Mr. WHEELER. I can not stop to talk about those things. [Laugh- 
ter.] I have but a few minutes to discuss this branch of the subject. 
The deed was made by the State of Iowa to this company for a valu- 
able consideration. 

Even if patents were not issued it does not invalidate the title of the 
land company. 

Iread from 5th Wallace, page 681. The case is Wolcott vs. Des Moines 
Navigation Company. 

This decision holds that the Des Moines Navigation Company have 
a good title to the lands in controversy, and these are the lands the bill 
we are considering proposes to declare to be public lands. 

The syllabus says that the clause of the act of May 15, 1856, which 
referred to reserved lands, operated in connection with subsequent legis- 
lation to reserve for the purpose of aid in the improvement in the navi- 
gation of the Des Moines River an equal moiety, in alternate sections, 
of the publie lands on and within 5 miles of the said river, between 
the Raccoon Fork,“ so called, and the northern boundary of the State. 

The decision, page 686, says: 

The question as to the true construction of this grant of 8th August, 1846, and 
in respect to which such great diversity of opinionexisted among the executive 
officers of the Government, came before this court, and was decided at the De- 
cember term, 1859-60. The court held that it was limited to the Raccoon Fork, 
and did not extend above it. (22 How., 66, Dubuque and Pacific Railroad Com- 
pany vs. Litchfield.) 

Whereupon, on the 2d of March, 1861, Congress passed a joint resolution pro- 
viding that “all the title which the United States still retain in the tracts of 
land along the Des Moines River, and above the Raccoon Fork thereof, in the 
State of Iowa, which have been certified to said State improperly by the De- 
partment of the Interior, as part of the grant by act of Congress approved Au- 
Gown, ba, and the cama is heey, reltaguished te the Biala Aud on the THA 
July, 1852, Congress enacted that the grant of lands to the then Territory of 
Towa for the 5 of the Des Moines River by the act of August 8, 1846, 
is hereby extended so as to include the alternate sections (designated by odd 
numbers) lyinz within 5 miles of said river, between the Raccoon Fork and the 
northern boundary of said State. Such lands are to be held and applied in accord- 
ance with the provisions of the original grant, except that the consent of Con- 
gress is hereby given to the application of a portion thereof to aid in the con- 
struction of the Keoknk, Fort Des Moines and Minnesota Railroad, in accord- 


ance with the provisions of the act of the General Assembly of the State of 
Iowa approved March 22, 1858,” T = s 


If the case stopped here it would be very clear that the plaintiff could not re- 
cover; for, although the State no title to the lot in . the time 
of the conveyance to the Des Moines Navigation and Company, yet, 
having an after-acquired title by the act of Congress, it would inure to the ben- 
efit of the grantees, and so in Spy gre to their conveyance to the plaintiff. This 
is in accordance with the laws of the State of Iowa. 

The gentleman has said that the company did not do the work. The 
A er Court in its decision says they did the work. In the case of 
Bullard against Des Moines Railroad, page 171, the court says that 
large sums of money have been spent y the company.“ The decis- 
ion also says that ‘‘no money was used for all this work except what 
was used by the navigation company.’’ 

In alluding to the resolution of March 2, 1861, and the act of July, 
1862, the Supreme Court used these words: 


That the propriety of some action by coy ae and the demand for it was 
e 


pressing, is obvious, when we consider that Des Moines Navigation Com- 
sums of money beyond 


pany, under contract with the State, had spent 
what ae had received from the State, and beyond the value of the lands cer- 
tified to the State by the Secretary. The work, with all the materials and im- 
plements on hand, was suspended, and the danger of the works being swept 
away and ruined by the floods in the river was imminent. 

This decision also says (page 169) that the work fora num- 
ber of years, several dams and locks being built from the mouth of the 
river upward, and the means of payment came solely from the sale of 
lands granted to the State for that purpose. 

The exact language of the court (pages 169, 170) was: 

The contract for the execution of the work came into the hands of a corpora- 
tion called the Des Moines Navigation Company. The work fora 
number of years, several dams and locks being built from the mo of the river 
upwards, means for paying the contractors coming solely from the sales of 
lands granted to the State for that purpose. 

In the Wolcott case, page 689, the decision says: 


The improvements of this river were in progress at the time of the passage of 
the act of 1856, and had been for years, but were suspended soon after, on account 
of the refusal of the Land Department to certify any more sections under the 
act of 1846, and, as appears from the certificate of the I. bee of Io the sum 
of $332,634.04 had already been expended by these defendants under ir con- 


I call especial attention to the fact that the Bullard decision says 


(page 170): 

The State made no appropriations and furnished no means from any other 
source than this for the prosecution of the enterprise. 

Certainly no one will deny that this sum was spent by the company 
prior to 1856, and it is contended that the total amount expended by 
them was $1,300,000. The gentleman also says there is no politics in 
this. Why, sir, the report itself, made by the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. Payson], says that there is a great deal of polities in it. On page 
25 of the report he declares that it is the political question in that coun- 
try. It says: 

The question of the validity of this title has been the principal lect of dis- 
cussion in the locality for now nearly a generation, and has lost no! g of in- 
tensity by the lapse of time. Atl elections it is the one supreme issue, over- 
shadowing all others. 

The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HOLMES] says that this navigation 
company got indemnity lands. My information is to the effect that 
they did not get one acre of indemnity lands. Those lands were given 
to the State of Iowa; but that could not affect the navigation company, 
who had the deed for the lands, having spent, as is claimed, about $1,- 
300,000 in improving the river. 

The Presidentin his veto message allades to this claim for indemnity 
in these words: 

It is claimed, I believe, that in a settlement of land grants thereafter had be- 
tween the United States and the State of Iowa lands were allowed to the State 
in lieu or indemnity for some of the lands which it had conveyed to the Des 
Moines Na n and Rail Company. But if the title of the company 
valid to lands along the river and above the Raccoon Forks under the d 
from Iowa and the joint resolution and act 1 it can not be in the least 
affected by the fact that the State afterwards, justly or unjustly, received other 
lands as indemnity. 

THE SUITS NOT COLLUSIVE. 


At the time when the grant was made Iowa was a Territory; there 
were but twenty thousand people there, and the land was probably 
worth only about 25 cents to $1 an acre, and the company agreed to 
tuke those lands and advanced their money to accomplish the work 
which the Supreme Court says was done. Something has been said 
about collusion. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HOLMES] and the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Payson] state that these suits were col- 
lusive. Here are ten suits in the Supreme Court of the United States, 
every one affirming the title conveyed by this deed, made thirty-one 
years ago, giving an absolute title to the navigation company. The 
decisions also expressly assert that when the act was in 1861 
and 1882, extending the grants above the Raccoon Fork, it inured to 
the benefit of the navigation company. 

The Bullard case originated in a county court in the State of Iowa. 
It was decided by a State judge, the decision was affirmed by the su- 
preme court of the State of Iowa, and was finally affirmed by the Su- 
preme Court of the United States. Many of the other cases came from 
the State courts of Iowa, and the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Pay- 
SON] and the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HOLMES] would have Con- 
gress believe that during thirty years the courts of Iowa and the Su- 
preme Court of the United States have been guilty of the great impro- 
priety of deciding collusive cuses for the purpose of aiding and abetting 
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Such insinuations are an insult to the people and the judiciary of the 
State of Iowa and of the United States. 

The advocates of this bill assert that there is no question as to the 
propriety of its passage. When the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Pay- 
SON] made the report he was not so confident. In that report he says: 

The 9 while believing that the claim of the settlers is well founded 


do not claim the case is free from doubt. It is possible the Government 
has no title and that that of the navigation company is good in law. 


LOBBYISTS EAGER FOR THE BILL. 


The gentleman also said something about lobbying. There has been 
no lobbying that I have heard of to defeat this bill, but I hold in my 
hand one of the blanks of the Settlers“ Union,“ which I am informed 
isa lobbying organization. Parties were sent out there, so I am in- 
formed, and got the settlers to make this contract with them, agreeing 
to give a dollar an acre upon their lands if this legislation could be ef- 
fected, and that obligation was made a lien upon the land, and that is 
the explanation of the lobbying that is being done here to get this bill 
through, to declare to be public lands these lands which the gentleman 
from Iowa himself [Mr. Hotes] says are now worth a hundred dol- 


lars an acre. 
Note to Settlers’ Union. 


Fort Dopo, Iowa, —, 187-. 


Sixty days after the resumption of the so-called river lands, by act of Con- 
as Government land, by which acts, as a bona fide settler. I may perfect 
my title under Government to the following lands, to wit: 
— of section No., to ip No. — north, of range No. 
west, fifth P. M., Iowa. 

I promise to pay to treasurer of Settlers’ Union, or bearer, the sum of 
do! being at the rate of $1 per acre on said tract so confirmed by Congress 
in me by means of resumption of the so-called Des Moines navigation and rail- 
road lands. Said sum so owing by me shall be and become and remain a mort- 

lien on said piece or of land claimed by me until said note is paid. 
iso, said note is and shall be a special lien on any com n or indemnity 
that may be granted by Con and accepted by Settlers’ Union or myself in 
lieu of said land, and be paid as soon as such compensation or indemnity is set 
apart for such pu y such act, and retained out of such moneys by the 
Settlers“ Union“ for payment of this note. 

But in case the Settlers’ Union fails to secure the title as above, or compensa- 
tion or indemnity, then this note is null and void. 


STATE of Iowa, County, ss: 

On this —— day of —— 187-, before me, a — in and for said county, person- 
ally appeared „to me well known to be the identical person whose 
name is signed to the foregoing instrument, and acknowledged same to be his 
voluntary act and deed. 

Witness my hand and seal the day and date herein written. 

It will therefore be seen that under this contract the Settlers’ Union 
could, within sixty days after this bill became a law, collect $1 per 
acre from all holders of lands who entered into this agreement, and I 
am informed that the land affected will aggregate 200,000 acres. But 
I wish it distinctly understood that I only make this statement from 
information. 


THE HOME PRESS ON THE BILL. * 

I have here a paper from the very field of controversy. It is the 
Daily Chronicle, of Fort Dodge, Iowa, a recent editorial in which as- 
serts that this bill if passed will work ruin to that country. It says 
that there are not more than twenty-five men who can be benefited by 
the bill; that in one county alone, Webster, there are seven hundred 
farmers who bought their lands of the navigation company after the 
Supreme Court had six times said the title of the navigation company 
was good—men who built their homes on those lands, and who, if the 
title of the navigation company be declared invalid, will be ruined. 

Mr. PAYSON, Will the gentleman permit a single suggestion? I 
know he desires to be accurate. 

Mr. WHEELER. Les, sir. 

Mr. PAYSON. Does not the gentleman know that this bill in ex- 
press terms validates the title of every man who is in possession under 
the navigation company? . 

Mr. WHEELER. To the extent only of 160 acres; and it does it in 
such terms as to make it very doubtful what will be the result. Some 
of the very best lawyers say that it will not validate the title; and this 
paper says so. I will read the article: 

RIVER LAND BILL—HOW IT WILL AFFECT THE INTERESTS OF WEESTER COUNTY. 

The Chronicle has deferred 3 any opinion upon this e ques- 
tion until all parties had been heard and the views and opinions of those familiar 
with it and its probable bearing upon the growth and p ty of our county 
had been fully canvassed. It been a subject of disc ion abroad by those 
unacquainted with the facts, as well as at home, and the Chronicle has spared 
neither money nortime to acquaint itself with the facts and details, that its read- 
ers as well as the public at large may understand the significance of the bill 
and its 8 etfect upon property interests in this arp fe well as Polk, 
Boone, as, and other counties touched by the Des Moines River land grant. 

THE HISTORY OF THE GRANT, 
without going into detail, is substantially as follows: 

Congress in 1846 pr to the then Territory of Iowa, for the purpose of im- 

roving the Des Moines River from its mouth to the Dasson POEA. certain 
ds, consisting of each alternate section in a strip 5 miles in width on each 
side of said river. The State, after having entered upon theimproyement, made 
a contract with the Des Moines Navigation and Railroad Company to carry on 
the work, they to succeed to all the rights of the State under the it. 

Afterwardsa question arose as to the extent of the grant, the and river 
land company claiming it extended to the extreme limits of the State, the con- 
tract between the Stateand river land company having been entered into under 
this construction of its terms, but the Government Land De; t held it did 
not extend above the Raceoon Forks, and refused to certify any further lands 
above said forks, it havin apa dy face time certified about 297,000 acres above 
the Raccoon Forks (which are the lands in controversy). Thereupon, and in 

* 


1858, by a joint resolution of the Legislature of Iowa, a settlement was had be- 
tween the State and the river land company, by which the State conve: 
— lands thus certified above the Raccoon Forks to the river land company an 


said company from any further prosecution of the work. 
In 1860 the United States Supreme Court found the Sri bars t did not ex- 
tend above the Raccoon Forks, thus invalidating the title of the State and its 
tees, the river land company, to the land that had been certified above the 
forks, But March 2, 1851, Congress released to the State for the benefit of its 
grantees (the river land company) all lands which had been certified to the 
State above the Raccoon Forks. uring the controversy between the State and 
river land company on one side and the Government d Department on 
the other as to the extent of the grant the lands in dispute had been rv 
from entry. Yet notwithstanding such reservation parties entered an 
upon many of the lands, and ‘in some instances patents were issued. The Su- 
e Court again being called upan to pass upon tbe validity of the river 
and title held that under the act of Congress of March 2. 1861, it was 88 
and made valid, and that tue lands not being subject to entry at the time 
settlement (having been reserved from sale and entry) the patents issued to 
settlers were void, 
: NO LESS THAN TEN DECISIONS 
of the United States Supreme Court have been rendered upon this title, each 
time confirming the validity of the river land title as against the settler, besides 
decisions of our State supreme court to the same effect, The bill now before 
Congress preposes in effect to 


DECLARE THESE LANDS AS PUBLIC LANDS 


of the United States; it proposes further to issue patents, * 5 FA ce APR e 
obtain title 


ey should 
ving gone upon 


ch have already 
Bat it is not the inten- 


‘orks lands ag- 
ebster County. 


ONE-FIFTH OF OUR FAMILIES 


are owners and occupants of the lands purchased from the river land com- 
pany andits grantees. The aggregate vote of Webster County for secretary of 
state at the late election, exclusive of Fort Dodge, was 3,281, deducting 500 for 
the votes in the smaller towns, and we have approximately 2.781 farmers in 
our county. Of this number one-fifth, or756 of our ers, are directly affected 
by the bill. A careful canvass of the county shows that there are to-day less 
than 75 farmers claiming and occupying lands adverse to the river land com- 
ced arn Webster County contains more than any other county); of this num- 
r about 30 are claiming as assignees of the o occupants, having pur- 
chased the claims fora mere nominal consideration; about 20 have ms in- 
closed which they cultivate or pasture, having adjoining farms; the remaining 
2) being dona fide settlers who have made improvements under an abiding 
faith in the Government title, against whom though, with perhaps one or two ex- 
ceptions, judgments exist for possession, and they may be evicted at any time, 
nor would the bill prevent this, as it could not stop the process of the court. 
We have then in this county approximately 


SEVEN HUNDRED FARMERS 


who are actual bona fide purchasers from the river land compan 
grantees, each and every one of whom, under the present bill if pr ae § and sus- 
tained by the courts, would lose their farms, providing they had at any time 
formerly to pu occupied by any one with the intention of entering, 
re-empting, ete., as stated in the bill; and what means have they of ascertain- 
Dr whether their farms were ever sooccupied? Absolutely none, They must 
wait and see if any such claim is made; and what means have they of contro- 
verting such claims when made? Absolutely none. When we consider that 
most all these lands have at some time been claimed adverse to the river land 
company, the claimants now being scattered to the four winds, we appreciate the 
magnitude of the dangers. Any one crossing our prairies . years a 
and who pitched his tent over night on the land now transformed into a beau 
farm, may appear with his family, swear to a state of facts as to his intentions, 
ote., that would entitle him to the land. We do not think the rights of property 
should be jeopardized by such loose legislation. 

But again,an examination of the records show there are existing to-day in 
this county over $400,000 of mortgage loans upon these lands, being an average 
of nearly $ per acre for all river land in this county, made by our farmers as 
grantees of the river land company to almost every individual and loan com- 
pany that lend money in Webster County. The Ætna Life Insurance Company, 
the Northwestern Mutual Life Insurance Company, the Scott County Savings 
Bank are a few of the companies the Chronicle saw upon examining the mort- 
gage record. What is to become of these mo if the river-land title is 
not good? A decision of the courts such as the bill seeks to procure 


WOULD WORK UNTOLD HARDSHIPS 


to hundreds of farmers who have purchased their lands from the company in 
this county and thousands of farmers in Polk, Dallas, Boone, and othercoun- 
ties touched by the grant. But would not the naked passage of the bill work 
almost an equal hardship? We have seen that hundreds of thousands of dol- 
lars are loaned upon these lands in our county alone to purchasers from the 
river land company. Under the termsof the bill no action need be brought for 
e ell-informed lawyers say that not less than four years are re- 
qui to procure a hearing in the United States Supreme Court, its docket 
being so crowded. Allowing three years for delays and trials in the lower court, 
a moderate allowance, and we can not hope for a decision short of ten years, 

The loans mature, the mortga; refuse to renew because of the litigation, 
foreclosures follow, and hundreds of farmers in this county and throughoutthe 
extent of the grant lose their farms. It would not do to say the courts will again 
sustain the river land title, for loan companies will not enter into an examina- 
tion of facts, or pass upon the merits of a legal controversy. But again the 
treasurer’s books show that there have been paid by the river land company 
and its grantees in this county alone $277,000 of taxes up to and including the 
year 1886, the settlers having paid no taxes. This amount with 6 per cent. in- 
terest from the time of payments, rating in round numbers $500,000. 
would represent the amount Webster County would be called upon to refund 


and its 
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should thelands be declared Government lands by our co: for,in the opinion 
of many ofour best lawyers who have been consulted this phase of 
the question, we can not take the taxes and the land both; if t were Govern- 
ent lands they were not subject to ion. Webster County an 

uation in 1887 upon real estate of $3,225,150 ; the amount of the tax which we 
would be required to refund under a finding of the court as sought by the bill 
would be equal to nearly one-sixth of the assessed valuation of our real estate— 
an amount sufficient to 

BANKEUPT OUR COUNTY 


reaten? 
uent 


hil 
— failure of their title, could not some remedy be provided that would suf- 


upon the man: 
der theirfaith 

could not the chaosarising fro 
conflict of ti 


these are questions vital to our 
prosperity as a community, that these are dangers now threatening us and 
should be considered by all those having the good of the whole community at 


I think this article shows conclusively that the passage of this bill 
would inflict untold hardships upon the people of Des Moines valley. 
Nr. HOLMES. Does not the gentleman know that the man mak- 

that statement has a “large slice of the pork?” 

Tr. WHEELER. No; I do not know it and I do not believe it. 
But evenif hedid, it would not prove the statementsuntrue. The paper 
from which I have quoted is dated January 13, and if the assertions it 
makes were not true they would have been authoritatively denied long 
before this date. 

Mr. HOLMES. I refer to John F. Duncan, of Fort Dodge. 

Mr. WHEELER. This is not from Mr. Duncan. The Daily Chron- 
icle is edited by W. E. Duncombe. 

Other papers have PR sae similar views. I have made no effort 
to procure them, but I have the Washington Post of this city, which 
contains a press dispatch which I will read: 

THE DES MOINES LAND BILL VETO. 
Fort DODGE, Iowa, February 24. 
ee Moines — mg bill . 
surprise. sustain President Clevelan m a — 
— while . men as to the merits of the veto are divided. 

Mr. MCRAE, I want to say, with the consent of the gentleman from 

Alabama, that the bill itself confines this confirmation of titles to those 
, who are claimants under the homestead or pre-emption laws 

Mr. WHEELER. Exactly. And I think that if the sought 
to be benfited have ever exercised their right to enter land under the 
homestead law they would be excluded from any advantages under the 
act. It would be a bad law at best. 

Mr. MCRAE. And does not pretend to confirm the title of settlers 
who purchased from the company. I called the attention of the gen- 
tleman in charge of the bill to that point when it was under consid- 
eration, and he refused to permit an amendment. That class of set- 
tlers are not protected. 

POSSIBLE INJUSTICE TO OCCUPANTS. 

Mr. WHEELER. This paper says that under the terms of the bill 
any person who crossed the country twenty years ago and spent one 
night on those lands can, should this bill become law, now come in 
and swear that he intended to settle, enter the land, and take a title 
away from a man who paid $100 an acre and spent all his fortune 
building up a home for himself and his family. 

In regard to the statement about some one being dismissed from 
Congress because he advocated some bill in connection with this mat- 
ter, I wish to say that I know nothing about it; this is the first time 
I have heard of it. Ido not believe the case if it existed had anything 
to do with this bill, becanse if so it certainly would have come to light 
during some of these discussions. 

To refer again to the charge of collusion between litigants in the 
eases I have cited. Is it ible that a case could come up in the Su- 

reme Court and a decision be had by collusion? Take the Bullard 
ecision. That case commenced in the State of Iowa in a county court. 
That court held that the land belonged to the navigation company. 
The case then went to the supreme court of Iowa. That court said 
that the land belonged to the navigation company. Then it came to 
the Supreme Court of the United States, which affirmed the decision. 

Mr. HOLMES. Did the navigation company earn the land ? 

Mr. WHEELER. They did earn it. - 

Mr. HOLMES. How? 

Mr. WHEELER. The Supreme Court says that they spent $332,- 
634.04 prior to 1856, and the contract called for the expenditure of 
$1,300,000, and I presume the officials of Iowa required a compliance 
ne the terms of the contract. If they did not they their 

uty. 


Mr. HOLMES. Thatis what they were to spend. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair requests thegentleman from 
Towa [Mr. HOLMES] not to interrupt the gentleman from Alabama with- 
out his consent. 

Mr. WHEELER. The Supreme Court of the United States affirmed 
the Bullard case after affirming nine previous decisions. This article 
in this paper of January 13, which I have read to the House, shows 
that the navigation company and their grantees in Webster County 
had already paid $500,000 as taxes. If their title is declared invalid 
they will have a claim against the State of Iowa for that amount. 
This paper also states that all these persons, or most of them, have 
mortgaged the lands and that the mortgages are being foreclosed be- 
cause of this very legislation. If there are men who are harmed by 
conflicting decisions on the of the Government, let the Government 
compensate them and notruinseven hundred farmersin Webster County 
alone in order to give a possible advantage to twenty-five, the number of 
persons actually interested. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. PAY- 
son] himself says in his report that the number does not exceed two 
hundred and fifty; and that report was made four years ago. Mr. 
Viele, a gentleman who is well informed, says that there are but thir- 
teen left who can possibly be benefited by the bill, and this paper says 
that under no circumstances can the number exceed twenty-five. 

Now, is it possible that this Congress will proceed in a line of legis- 
lation which is worse than anything ever proposed by the commune of 
France—taking property from one set of men for the purpose of mak- 
ing it possible that it may be acquired by others? 

SETTLERS WOULD DERIVE NO BENEFIT. 


Mr. COX. I would like to ask the gentlemana question. Of what 
benefit would the passage of this bill be to these occupying claimants, 
or to the remnant of them, in the face of the past decisions and the fut- 
ure decisions of the Supreme Court of the United States in parallel 
cases ? 

Mr. WHEELER. As the President says, it would simply hold out 
delusive invitations to them, and they would be deceived and defeated 
when they came to the Supreme Court. The President in his message 
says: 

It is b; certain that this 1 ti to 
Ay witht thin the judicial function, and 9 par re Aa Sidra 
pire palate are intrenched in the solemn adjudications of our courts, would 

He also says: 

I do not believe that the condition of these settlers will be aided by encour- 


aging them in such further lit on as the terms of this bill invite, nor do I 


believe that in attempting to right the wrongs of which they complain legisla- 


tion should be sanctioned mischievous in principle, and in its practical opera- 
tion ai injustice to others as innocent as they and as much entitled to con- 

The State courts have decided the same way as the Supreme Court 
over and over again; and it seems to me impossible for any case to arise 
where benefit would result to the parties from this legislation. 

The courts have decided that the title of the navigation company 
under the conveyance made by the State is valid and absolutely un- 
assailable, and certainly no one will contend that Congress can enact a 
law which would deprive the company of their vested rights judicially 
established. But suppose the navigation company had never acquired 
title to these lands. Even then the settler would not haye been in any 
better position, for, as we have seen, the courts have, over and over 
again, decided that the lands were lawfully reserved“ in 1849, and 
therefore they were never thereafter subject to entry or pre-emption. It 
seems to me that no one could be benefited by the of this bill 
except the Settlers“ Union ” and the lobby which represents them. 


A MODEL AND STAINLESS EXECUTIVE. 


Now, Mr. Speaker, when this case was up before, when I was appealing 
to the House not to pass this bill, and when I spoke of the former veto, 
I was pained to hear gentlemen around me say, ‘‘Oh, who cares for 
Mr. Cleveland now, he is deft » Mr. Speaker, I care more for him 
now than I did in the hour of his triumph. Icare more for that great 
man and admire him more in this day of his defeat, for the grandeur 
of his action, than I did when men hailed him as the manifest child of 
a glorious destiny. 

Is there a man within the sound of my voice—or throughout this 
broad land—who can honestly question my assertion that Mr. Cleve- 
land exercised all of his undoubted talents and ability in a sincere and 
unselfish effort to advance what he believed to be the best interests of 
the Republic. 

Politically he may have made some mistakes, He probably felt 
that the masses of the people would have a higher appreciation of his 
honest endeavors to serve them than is shown by the result. 

It is melancholy to reflect that there were a sufficient number of 
voters—nominally American freemen—who for a few dollars could be 
induced to cast their ballots so as to com the defeat of so admirable 
and so blameless a President as Grover Cleveland had proved himself. 

No President, sir, ever devoted himself more faithfully and labor- 
iously to his duties; no President was ever more scrupulous in inform- 
ing himself of the actual merits of every legislative measure submitted 
for his approval; no President was ever more rigorously consistent in 

every pledge upon which he was elected; no President has 
e. 


APPENDIX TO THE CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 


135 


ever vacated his high office with a more stainless record for unswerving 
honesty, unim able integrity of act and purpose, and unshrinking 
devotion to duty as he understood his obligations to himself and to the 
people. [Applause. ] 

Mr. SENEY. Are you not giving the President taffy? 

Mr. WHEELER. No; I am not. Mr. Cleveland merits the loftiest 
encomium that could be upon his official services by the most 
eloquent gentleman who ever stood upon this floor, and I only regret 
pat I am not equal to the task of dealing fitly with so inspiring a 

eme. 

I appeal to the House to uphold the President, a most careful official, 
who examined the case thoroughly two years ago and vetoed the bill 
which had passed through Congress, and who, after three years’ further 
consideration, going over and reviewing the whole matter in all its 
bearings and aspects, has again vetoed it, entering largely into the com- 
plicated questions involved, submitting to us additional and cogent 
reasons which controlled his action. 


HISTORY OF THE CONTROVERSY, 


In order that the House may fully understand and vote intelligently 
on the question now before us, I ask attention to a detailed statement 
of the legislative and judicial history of this extraordinary and pro- 
tracted controversy. 

This controversy originated in conflicting constructions of the in- 
tent and of Congress in making the original grant to the Ter- 
ritory of Iowa, August 8, 1846. The phraseology, it will be seen, is 
perhaps somewhat ambiguous, and therefore each side to the contro- 
Herin Bang claim to have been justified. The original grant is in these 
words: 


An act granting certain lands to the Territory of Iowa to aid in the improve- 
ment of the navigation of the Des Moines River,in said Territory. 


granted to said Territory of 
d Territory to improve the navigation of the 


an agent, or nts, to be appointed by the governor thereof, subject to the 
proval 8 ed States. : yen 


SRO. 2. And be i n 
conveyed or dis d of by said Territo 
pore i as said 1 


certify the fact to the President of the Fulted States that one-half of ssid sum 
has been bees poner upon said improvements, when the said Territory or State 
may sell and convey a quantity ofthe residue of said lands sufficient to replace 
the amount e ded, and thus the sales shall progress as the proceeds thereof 
shall be expended, and the fact of such expenditure shall be certified as afore- 


said. 
Sec, 3. And be it further enacted, That the said river Des Moines shall be and 
forever remain a public highway forthe use of the United States, free from any 
toll or other charge whatever, for any property of the United States or persons 
in their service passing h or along the same: Provided always, That it 
shall not be competent for the said Territory, or future State of Iowa, to 
of said lands, or any of them, at a price lower than, for the time being, be 
the minimum po of other publie lands, 
it That whenever the Territory of Iowa shall be 
nion as a State, the lands hereby granted for the above pur- 


rther enacted, 
the property of said State for the purpose contem- 
— The Legislature ofthe State of lowa 


the said Terri- 


pose shall be and 
tedin thisact, and for no other: 


pia 3 
shall t the said for the said 
heer ier 285 fe or the purpose, 

The discussions in Congress at the time of the passage of this act 
showed that it was well understood that the Territory would soon be- 
come one of the States of the Union. 

The act admitting it as a State became a law March 3, 1845, more 
than one year and a half before August 8, 1846, and on December 28, 
1846, less than four months after the enactment of the grant, Iowa be- 
came a State, and her Senators and Representatives were admitted to 
seats in Congress. 

SPECIFIC PURPOSE OF THE GRANT. 

The grant of land was made for the specific purpose of improving the 
Des Moines River. It seems that Congress ald not think tt judicious 
to it the granted lands to be sold faster than the continued and 
‘uninterrupted progress of the work required, and the second section of 
the act of 1846 contained this provision: 

The said Territory or State may sell so much of said lands as shall produce 
the sum of $30,000, and then the sales shall cease until the governor of said Ter- 
or State shall certify thé fact to the President of the United States that 
one-half of said sum has been 5 upon said improvements, when said 
itory or State may sell and convey a quantity of the residue of said lands 
sufficient to replace the amount expended, and thus oe sales shall progress as 
the proceeds thereof shall be expended, and the fact of such expenditure shall 
be certified as aforesaid. 

By the language of the act the improvement contemplated was to ex- 
tend only from the mouth of the Des Moines River to Raccoon Fork, 
aas fair and reasonable construction of the words defining and speci- 

ing what was donated shows that the grant itself was subjected to no 
such limitation, for it embraced— > 

One equal moiety, in alternate sections, in a strip on each side of said river, 

Not on each side of any designated part or portion of the river, but 
“on each side of said river,” the intention being, if is to be 
construed according to its ordinarily accepted signification, on each 
sideof the river throughout its entire length within the Territory. And 


this rule of how language must be construed was laid down by Chief- 
Justice Marshall when he insisted upon that construction— 

Which the words of the grant, as usually understood, import. (Gibbons vs, 
Ogden, 9 Wheaton, 139.) 

The facts and conditions touching the public lands in the Territory 
existing at the time of the grant, which must have been known to 
Congress, clearly show that it was not intended to confine the grant of 
alternate sections to that portion of the river between its mouth and 
Raccoon Fork. The larger part of the lands lying below Raccoon 
Fork had been entered and disposed of, and the portion remaining in 
the control of the Government could not possibly have been made to 
realize a sum sufficient to complete the improvement contemplated. 
On the other hand, the great bulk of the lands lying above Raccoon 
Fork were then unsurveyed, and the undisputed title must still have 
remained in the Government. The actual figures, according to the 
estimates of the General Land Office, showed that below the Fork the 
Government owned, in round numbers, 200,000 acres, while above that 
point the Government owned, in the Territory of Iowa, about 800,000 
acres. 

THE CONTROVERSY OPENED. 


In his latest veto the President states that— 

The Acting Commissioner of the General Land Office, 3 2 of Oo- 
tober, 1846, i oted the officers of the land office in Iowa that grant ex- 
tended only to the Raccoon Fork. 

But it has always been contended by the State of Iowa, and by her 
Senators and Representatives in Congress, that the grant embraced the 
designated lands on each side of the river from its mouth to the north- 
ern boundary of the State, and this construction has been sanctioned 
by many of the leading jurists of the United States. 

The Legislature of Iowa accepted the tin January, 1847, and ap- 
pointed agents to select the lands specified in the grant under the di- 
rection of the General Land Office, which agents selected no lands ly- 
ing above thejunction of Raccoon Fork with the river. 

The State, in the mean time, had appointed a board of public works, 
and a contract had been entered into with one O' Reily for the construc- 
tion of the works designed to effect the improvement of the Des Moines 
River, under the direction and control of said board. 

About this time the question of construction of the terms of the grant 
arose, and the matter was referred to the General Land Office, ahd 
under date of February 23, 1848, the Commissioner, Richard M. Young, 
gave the board his construction of the grant in these words: 


A 1 has arisen as to the extent of the grant made to Iowa by the act 

of ee August, 1846, and the opinion of this office has been requested on that 
nt. 

Ph the terms of the law the grant is of an equal moiety in alternate sections 

fthe public lands remaining unsold and not otherwise disposed of, incum- 
bered, or ap} ee in a strip 5 miles in width on each side of the river, 
to be e within said Territory, ete., and the proceeds are to be applied in 
the improvement of the navigation of that river from its mouth to the Beason 
Forks. Hence the State is entitled tothe alternate sections within 5 miles of 
1 pos River, throughout the whole extent of that river, within the 

owa. 


This apparently settled the question as to the extent of the grant, 
but in fact it was the starting point in that remarkable conflict of 
opinion which has culminated in the bill under consideration. The 
President disagreed with the Commissioner, and on June 19, 1848, 
issued a proclamation authorizing the sale of all the lands above the 
mouth of Raccoon Fork, under which some 25,000 acres were pre- 
empted and sold; but none of these lands are involved in the existing 
controversy. 

In referring to this the President, in his veto message, says: 

On the 23d day of February, 1848, the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office held that the grant extended along the entire course of the river, 

Notwithstanding this opinion, the President, in June, 1848, proclai the 
lands upon the river above the Raccoon Fork to be open for sale and selil ent 


under the land laws, and about 25,000 acres were sold to and pre-empted by set- 
tlers under said proclamati 


n 


on. 
BECRETARY WALKER'S CONSTRUCTION, 


The Stateof Iowa, throughits board of public works, protested against 
this action of the President, which protest was supported by remon- 
strances from the Senators and Representatives, who appealed to the 
Secretary of the Treasury, Hon. Robert J. Walker, in whose Depart- 
ment—the Department of the Interior not having been organized— 
the General Land Office formed æ bureau. The Secretary construed 
the grant as his commissioner had done—that is, that the grant extended 
throughout the extent of the river in Iowa, and pursuant to his instruc- 
tions Mr. Yo addressed a letter to the register and receiver of the 
land office at Iowa City, dated June 1, 1849, which was in these words: 

GENTLEMEN : The Secretary of the Treasury having decided that the stant te 
the State of Iowa under the act of the 8th of August, 1845, extended along. th 
Des Moines River to its source, and that it did not stop at the 1 Fonas 
this ofice previously decided, you are hereby to withliold from 
sale all lands situated on the odd-numbered sections within 5 miles on each side 
of that river above the Raccoon Fork. Inclosed I send you a diagram, upon 
which the State selections above that point are colored yellow. 

I have also to request that you will make out a list, bey bg Dae sales 1 
cations which have been made within these selections, as it is designed ene — 
dea vor to 8 some legislative action on the oe of Congress confirma’ 
of them. The inclosed extends 83 north, 26 west, being as far as t 
surveys have progressed in that direction. 

It will be observed that this order expressly withdraws from sale, or 
reserves, all lands on the odd-numbered sections within 5 miles on 
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} 
each side of that river above the Raccoon Fork,” and if the officers to 
whom it wasaddressed performed their duty properly it constituted the 
most complete notice to the public that could be devised, warning them 
that the lands thus withdrawn or reserved“ could not be entered by or 

disposed of to any person whomsoever. Of course if the local officers 
neglected their duty and failed to check off the reserved“ sections on 

(their maps and records, or in some other way to indicate unmistakably 
ithe fact that the Government had relinquished the right to convey these 
lands, the no to the public was imperfect, but surely no one will 
maintain that the unfaithfulness or inefficiency of an official of the Gen- 
eral Government could prejudice the right of the State of Iowa and its 

‘grantees. But in this instance there was no such neglect, for it is in 
evidence that the lands designated in the order were checked off on the 
maps as rapidly as they were surveyed, and all persons seeking to ob- 
tain them by | hina entry were advised of the fact that they were no 
longer at the disposal of the Government. 


THE RESERVATION LEGAL AND PROPER, 


It has been argued that this order of withdrawal from private entry 
or the reservation“ of these lands was improperly made and could 
not rightfully be pleaded in bar of any alleged rights subsequently 
acquired. But in any aspect of the case this position is untenable. 

If in the opinion of the distinguished then Secretary of the Treas- 
ury the proper construction of the act was that the grant did extend 
from the mouth of the Des Moines River to the northern boundary of 
Towa, due regard for the rights of the Congressional grantee required 
that the designated lands should be reserved.“ And even if the 
executive officer charged with the decision of the disputed question had 
doubted whether the grant terminated at the mouth of Raccoon Fork 
or extended along the entire length of the river to the northern bound- 
ary of Iowa, it would still have been his duty to direct the ‘‘reserva- 
tion’’ of these lands by the local offices so that applicants seeking to 
obtain them by private entry would be prevented from taking possession 
of land from which they might be evcited. 

Homes within the new State were being eagerly sought, and a faith- 
ful and honest officer who was in doubt as to the proper construction of 
the grant, regardful of the true interests of the new settlers, was bound 
to proteet them against the acquisition of nominal property rights which 
a subsequent judicial construction of the grant might render absolutely 
void. 

It is evident, therefore, that whether we regard the rights*of the 
State under the grant, or of the settlers who were flocking into it, the 
reservation“ of these lands was eminently just and proper. 

In the veto message now before us the President refers to this execu- 
tive order of 1849 in these words: 

In 1849, and before the o ization of the Department of the Interior, the 
Secretary of the Treasury decided, upon a protest against opening said lands 
~ ae and settlement, that the grant extended along the entire course of the 

Pursuant to this decision, and on the Ist day of June, 1849, the Commissioner 
of the General Land Office directed the reservation or the withholding from sale 
of all lands on the odd-numbered sections along the Des Moines River above 
the Raccoon Fork. 

This reservation from entry and sale under the general land laws seems to 
have continued until a deed of the lands so reserved was made by the State of 


Iowa, and until the said deed was supplemented and confirmed by the action 
of the Congress in 1861 and 1862. 


. REVERDY JOHNSON’S CONSTRUCTION. 


That deservedly eminent and justly distinguished lawyer, Hon. Rev- 
erdy Johnson, Attorney-General in President Taylor’s Cabinet, held 
the same view as did Secretary Walker as to the proper construction of 
the act of 1846, as will be shown by the opinion rendered July 19, 
1850, which I will read: 


The grant of alternate sections of land on the Des Moines River to Iowa by the 
act of 8th August, 1816, extends the entire length of the stream, as well above 
as below the Raccoon Fork. The purpose of the grant was to aid Iowa to im- 
prove the navigation of the said river from its mouth to the Raccoon Fork, but 
the grant itself is not limited to the section thus improved. 

But the 1 was disposed of by a former Secretary of the Treasury while 
the Land Office belonged to his De ment, and the subject is now res adjudi- 
cala and beyond the control of the of the Interior. 


In support of his position that by the action of Secretary Walker the 
question had been finally disposed of and was beyond the control of 
the succeeding superior of the Commissioner of the General Land Office, 
Mr. Johnson cited the case of The United States vs. Bank of the Me- 
tropolis (10 Peters, 401), where it was held: 


The successor of Mr. Barry had the same power, and no more than his prede- 
cessor, and the power of the former did not extend to the recall of credits or al- 
lowances made by Mr. Barry, if he acted within the scope of official authority 
given by law to the head of the Department. This right in an incumbent of re- 
viewing a predecessor's decisions extends to mistakes in matters of fact arising 
from errors in calculation and to cases of rejected claims in which material tes- 
timony is afterwards discovered and produced. But if a credit bas been given 
or an allowance made, as these were, by the head of a Department, and it is 
alleged to be an illegal allowance, the judicial tribunals of the country must be 
resorted to to construe the law under which the allowance was made and to 
Peeper rights between the United States and the party to whom the credit 
was given. 

RESERVATION CONTINUED BY SECRETARY EWING. 


The Department of the Interior was established by act of Congress 
approved March 3, 1849, and the General Land Office was transferred 
from the Treasury to the new Department, Hon. Thomas Ewing, of 
Ohio, becoming its first Secretary on March 8, 1849, under President 


Taylor. Shortly thereafter Secretary Walker's construction of the grant 
of 1846 was challenged, and was reversed by Secretary Ewing ina let- 
ter to the Commissioner of the General Land Office bearing date April 
6, 1850, from which I will read: 


Sin: e ee the question submitted to me connected with tho 
claim of the te of Iowa to select, under the act of Au 8, 1846, lands for 
the improvement of the Des Moines River, I am clearly of the opinion that you 
can not recognize the grant as extending above the Raccoon Fork without the 
aid of an explanatory act of Congress. It is clear to my mind, from the lan- 
guage of the act of August 8, 1846, itself, that it was not the intent of the act to 
extend it farther. My construction is confirmed by the report of the commit- 
tee and the accompanying papers. If in any report to Con, you have rec- 
ognized the grant as extending to the source of the river it will be proper to 
correct it, that Congress, if they see fit, may extend the grant. The opinion ex- 
pressed 7 4 the late Secretary of the Treasury on the subject is entitled to great 
respect; but I can not concur in it, and the Jaw not having been carried into 
effect by him, his opinioni; merely expressed, is open for revision, 

The lists of selections and other papers submitted with your letter of the 13th 
ultimo are herewith returned, A 

As Congress is now in session and may take cotion on the subject, it will be 
proper, in my opinion, to pompons any immediate stops for bringing into 
market the lands embraced in the State's selections, 


One noticeable feature of this letter is the fact that while Secretary 
Ewing reversed the construction of Secretary Walker, he deemed it ju- 
dicious and proper ‘‘to postpone any immediate steps for bringing into 
market the lands embraced in the State’s selections, his reason being, 
according to the context, that as Congress is now in session“ he ex- 
pected that the question of the proper construction of the original grant 
would be definitely settled by that body. 

When Hon. A. H. H. Stuart, of Virginia, became Secretary of the In- 
terior, September 12, 1850, the question of the proper construction of 
the grant of 1846 was just where it had been left by Secretary Ewing; 
that is, the General Land Office held that the grant did not exten 
above Raccoon Fork, but the lands claimed by the State above that 
point were still ‘‘ reserved.” 


SECRETARY STUART'S OPINION. 


The question was submitted to Mr. Stuart, and in his decision of 
July 26, 1851, he held that the grant was coterminous with the im- 
provement, but he did not direct that the lands reserved“ above Rac- 
coon Fork should be opened for private en In another letter to the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office, dated October 29, 1851, he 
reaffirmed his former decision, adding that as he regarded it more as a 
judicial than executive question, which could be finally settled only in 
the courts, the Commissioner should permit the State of Iowa to con- 
tinue to make selecticns, under the grant, above the Raccoon Fork. 
His letter is in these words: 


Ste: I herewith return all the =, in the Des Moines case, which were re- 
called from your office about the first ot the present month. I havereconsidered 
and carefully revised my decision of the 26th of July last, and, in doing so, find 
that no decision which I can make will be final, as the question involved par- 
takes more of a judicial than of an executive character, which must ultimately 
be determined by the judicial tribunals of the country; and although my own 
opinion on the true construction of the grant is unchanged, yet, in view of the 
great conflict of opinion among the executive officers of the Government, and 
aiso in view of the opinions of several eminent jurists which have been pre- 
sented to me in favor of the construction contended for by the State, Iam will- 
ing to recognize the claim of the State and to approve the selections without 
prejudice to the rights, if any there be, of other parties, thus leaving the question 
25 Ane, the proper construction of the statute entirely open to the action of the 
udiciary. 
You will please, therefore, as soon as may be practicable, submit for my ap- 
pores such lists as haye been prepared, and proceed to report for like approval 
ists of the alternate sections med by the State of Iowa above the Hasobon 
cdi 28 as the surveys have progressed, or may hereafter be completed and 
returned, 


Acting upon these instruetions the Land Office allowed the State, un- 
der the grant, to select lands above Raccoon Fork as far as they were 
surveyed, a distance of some 80 miles, and these selections were form- 
ally approved by the Secretary in an order of October 30,1851, which 
I will read: 


The selections embraced in the within list (No. 3) are hereby approved, in ac- 
cordance with the view expressed in my letter of the 29th instant to the Com- 
missioner of the General Land Office, subject to any rights which may have ex- 
isted at the time the selections were made known to the Land Office by the 
agents of the State, it being expressly understood that this approval conveys to 
the State no title to any tract or tracts which may have been sold or otherwise 
disposed of prior to the receipt by the local land officers of the letter of the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office communicating the decision of Mr. 
Secretary Walker, to the effect that the grant extended above the Raccoon 
Fork. 


The President deals with this phase of the controversy in these words: 


In April, 1850, the Secretary of the Interior—that Department having then 
been created—determined that the grant extended no farther than the Raccoon 
Fork, but in view of the fact that Congress was in session and might take steps 
= the ee the Commissioner of the General Land Office expressly continued 
the reservation. 


In October, 1851, another Secretary of the Interior, while expressing the opin- . 
Raccoon Fo 


ion that the grant only extended to the rk, declared that he would 
poprove the selections made by the State of Iowa of lands above that point, 
“leaving the question as to the construction of the statute entirely open to the 
action of the judiciary.” 

This undecided view of the ‘proper construction of the grant, it will 
be observed, coincides with that held by Mr. Johnson, sup by 
the opinion of Justice Wayne in The United States vs. The Bank of the 
Metropolis, which I have already cited, and acting upon it the Gen- 
eral Land Office permitted the State to continue making selections of 
the land in controversy, until, by December, 1853, there had been cer- 
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tified to the State of Iowa 291,572 acres of land lying above the Rac- 
coon Fork, to all of which the State deemed its title just as legal and 
valid as its title to the lands below the Fork. 

THE WORK OF IMPROVEMENT BEGUN. 

Prior to this time, December, 1853, the State had taken the initial 
steps in the work of improving the river, and had entered into a con- 
tract with an individual contractor to prosecute the work under the 
supervision of the board of public works. Experience soon demon- 
strated the impracticability of carrying out the work on the plan con- 
templated in the original grant. Sales of the particular Jands certified 
to the State could not be readily effected, though the State was rapidly 
filling up with settlers. From this it necessarily resulted that there 
could be no certainty that the funds required for the continuons prose- 
cution of the work would be forthcoming when needed. X 

As the only meansof surmounting this difficulty the State terminated 
its agreement with the individual contractor, and entered into a new 
contract with the Des Moines Navigation and Railroad Company, an 
Eastern corporation possessed of ample means to carry on the work and 
wait until an actual demand would enable them to dispose of the certified 
lands, 

By the terms of this agreement the Des Moines 8 and Rail- 
road Company bound itself to expend the sum of $1,300,000 in making 
the improvements in the navigation of the river between its mouth and 
Raccoon Fork, and as compensation for the work done and the money 
advanced the State was to convey to the corporatian all the lands to 
which it was entitled under the grant of August 8, 1846. 


THE LEGALITY OF THE CONTRACT ESTABLISHED, 


It can not be questioned that this contract was a proper one to be 
made, as experience had shown that by no other means could the State 
of Iowa execute the trust it had accepted from the United States. 
That the State of Iowa was a trustee of the United States for the accom- 
plishment of a specific and clearly defined purpose there can be no 
question. The General Government has legally exclusive control of 
all navigable streams, The Des Moines River had been declared navi- 
gable, and therefore it could be improved only by the United States. 
Recognizing its obligation the General Government selected the State 
of Iowa as its trustee, in its place and stead, to discharge this particular 
duty, agreeing, under certain restrictions, to relinquish to its trustee, 
as compensation for the service performed, certain specified and clearly 
designated lands, and to convey said lands to its trustee, the State of 
Iowa. The State, in the execution of the trust, contracted with the 
Des Moines Navigation and Railroad Company to carry on, at the con- 
tractor’s cost, the work of improvement which the State, as trustee of 
the General Government, had undertaken, and as com tion for 
the work performed and the cost incurred transferred all right and 
title to all the lands ceded by the General Government to its trustee. 
By this contract the contracting corporation became the purchaser of 
all the lands in question, the consideration received by the trustee being 
the performance of certain work and the advance of a stipulatedsum. 

Could there be the slightest irregularity or impropriety in such a 
contract entered into under such circumstances? 

I have dwelt at some length upon the propriety, regularity, and ab- 
solute legality of this contract, because it laid the foundation for the 
title to these Jands which the Navigation and Railroad Company sub- 
sequently acquired, and the validity of the corporation’s title has been 
attacked upon the ground that the contract was not a proper one for 
the State to have entered into, and that the corporation was not a 
bona fide purchaser of the lands in question. 

I confidently assert that if the Des Moines Navigation and Railroad 
Company did not, by this contract, become a bona fide purchaser of 
the lands subsequently conveyed to it by the State, then no individual 
settler who bought and paid cash for any of the lands certified to the 
State of Iowa under the grantof 1846 was a bona fide purchaser. 

The State contended thatit had a valid title to the lands under the 
grant of 1846, which was knownof all men. Under the instructions 
of Secretary Walker, and two successive Secretaries of the Interior, the 
lands had been certified to the State by the proper executive officer, 
duly empowered by law to make such certification. ‘The State of Iowa 
being the trustee, as vendor, received a full and sufficient and satisfac- 
tory consideration for the lands from the purchaser thereof. 

If this does not constitute a bona fide purchaser Iam unable to con- 
ceive what would. 

The appearance of the Des Moines Navigation and Railroad Company 
as a contractor for the work of improvement is referred to by the Presi- 
dent in these words: 


In this condition of affairs selections were made by Iowa of a large quantity 
of land lying above the Raccoon Fork, which selections were approved andthe 
land certified to the State. In the mean time the State had entered upon the 

improvement of the river, and, it appears, had disposed of some of the land in 

furtherance of said improvement. But in 1854 the State of Iowa made a con- 
tract with the Des Moines Navigation and Railroad Company for the continu- 
ance of said work at a cost of $1,300,000, the State agreeing in pa: t thereof 
to convey to the company all the land which had been or should thereafter be 
certified to the State of Iowa under the grant of 1846, 


CERTIFICATION OF LANDS STOPPED. 


Under this contract the Des Moines Navigation and Railroad began 
work on the improvement and carried it on uninterruptedly until about 
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November 10, 1856, when the Government officials reſused to certify 
to the State, under the grant, any more lands above Raccoon Fork. As 
the State was not bound by the contract to give the company any 
other consideration than the lands it should acquire under the grant 
of 1846, and the company was bound to expend $1,300,000, the con- 
tracting corporation foresaw the possibility of complications in obtain- 
ing a settlement with the State, and demanded that a new arra 
ment should be entered into which would give them protection in the 
event the Department of the Interior should persist in refusing to cer- 
tify any more lands above the Fork. 

An additional complication of a sufficiently vexed and complex ques- 
tion was also threatened by the fact that even at that early date and 
in a frontier State people were looking forward to the time when the 
comparatively slow-moving steam-boats should be supplanted by swift- 
ly-flying trains of cars, and men of sagacity and foresight had begun 
to question the ndvisability of expending additional sums of money to 
secure a water way which in all probability would speedily be prac- 
tically superseded. 

Controlled by these considerations on each side it was not difficult 
for the parties tocome to an understanding, and an accounting was had 
between the State and the contracting corporation which was mutu- 
ally accepted. This adjustment of accounts developed the fact that, 
under the contract, the State of Iowa was indebted to the Des Moines 
Navigation and Railroad Company in the sum of $332,644.04 for work 
done and money expended, and to meet this obligation the State agreed 
to convey to the contracting corporation all the lands that had been 
certified to the State under the grant of 1846, not already so conveyed. 

The amount of the State’s indebtedness to the company, $332, 644.04, 
and the land, 266,107.23 acres, with which it was proposed the State 
should pay said debt, were certified to the President by the governor 
of Iowa April 28, 1858, according to the requirements of the grant of 
1846. 

To prevent any confusion of ideas, it may be well at this point to 
call the attention of the House to the fact that the provision in section 
2 of the original grant, requiring that sales of the granted land should 
stop when the sum of $30,000 had been realized, and should not be 
resumed until the governor of the Territory or State should certify the 
fact to the President that one-half of that sum had been expended on 
said improvements, did not conflict with the certification to the Presi- 
dent which I have just recited. The object of the restrictive provis- 
ion was only to make it certain that the work of improvement was 
carried on, pari passu, with the sales of the granted lands, and it did 
not require that separate certification should be made for each $30,000 
realized from such sales. 


THE LANDS CONVEYED TO THE COMPANY. 


The adjustment of the accounts between the State of Iowa and the 
Des Moines Navigation and Railroad Company was submitted to the 
Legislature of the State, which body, March 22, 1858, affirmed and 
ratified the settlement, and directed the governor to carry it into ef- 
fect by executing a conveyance of the lands to the contracting corpo- 
ration. 

The legislative ratification of the settlement is in these words: 


Joint resolution containing propositions for settlement with the Des Moines 
Navigation and Railroad Company. 


Whereas the Des Moines Navigation and Railroad Company have heretofore 
claimed and do now claim to have entered into certain contracts with the State 
of Iowa, by its officers and agents, concerning the improvement of the Des 
Moines 3 in the State of Iowa: and 

ereas 


urpose 
itions are 
execute to 


ted by an act of Congress approva Au- 
8, 1846, to the then Territory o 3 aid in the improvement of the Des 
y 


gn 
fully as the State of Iowa could haye under or by virtue of said grant, or in any 
manner w ver, with full power to settle all errors, false ons, omissions, 
or claims in reference tothe same, and all pay or compensation therefor by the 
General Government, but at the cost and c 


arges said company; and the 
State to hold all the balance of said lands, and all rights, ponen, and ane 


ileges under and Pr virtue of said grant, entire] m any claim 
by or through sai recy wor a and it is understood that among the lands ex» 
cepted and 5 y the State to said company are 25,487. 


87 acres lying 
by the Gen- 
te of Iowa; and it is further agreed 
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5 or different, with all ilities and advantages arising 

. percentage retained thereon, exce: that the com- 

$ shall 5 estimates for work done or material up to this 

— . dize 22 retained from th der 
said company all claims 

Bato. or “ne me . or any of its o rs or agents, arising from or 

a out wee or liability ee the 9th day of June, 1854; 

discharged from all liability for the —.— of the 

services or gen es The said compan 


the to liquidate existing 
gee ee hsara days’ 9 . to said See 
re 9 15 of New —j an 


T said sum of $20,000: Pro- 
CCC shall be a charge 
ties, if any, shall 
belon: g to the 

sha 


e completion of — — and N in 153 
re granted to tho Keokuk, 
La Said in the construction an a railroad, up 

e valley of cad Gompany ie oines River upon such terms and in such man- 
ner —. the by anli company to rovide; one-fourth of which said lands shall be 
applied oy. 1 to aid in the construction of road above the ci 

JF ad gover daar Further, That if the Des Moines Navigation an 
Railroad . ratify and accept these Lp growed fora 3 
filing a written acceptance thereof in the office secretary of state 
sixty days from the passage of this joint resolution, then this © contract Malk be be 
in Tres ote bind both of the parties thereto. 

Approved Mareh 22, 1888. 

Under this joint resolution of the Legislature of Iowa the governor 
made a conveyance to the company of all the lands to which the State 
had 9 terms of which I have already recited. This transaction 
is thus alluded to by the President: 


On November 10, 1856, further certification of lands above the Raccoon Fok; 
the grant to the State refused by th 


and along 


all dend sold a fecha pertain gg ot 
ee ees and agents, prior to the 23d day of 


t opening lands 
ferred to; and it is conceded that neither these lands nor the rights of any set- 
tlers thereto are affected by the terms of the bill now under consideration. 
In both the legislative ratification of the adjustment of the account 
between the State and company and the au conveyance by the 
vernor care was taken to except from the operation and effect 
of the latter all the 25,487.87 acres of land claimed by the State, but 
disposed of by the Government under the proclamation of President 
Polk before the lands were withdrawn from private entry and re- 
served by the order of Commissioner Young of June 1, 1849, issued pur- 
suant to the instructions contained in the letter of Secretary Walker of 
March 2, 1849, and the rights or titles of the holders of these particu- 
Jar lands are not involved in the pending controversy. 
RAILROADS SUPPLANT STEAMBOATS, 
I have adverted to the fact that even as early as the period when the 


General Government declined to certify to the State any more of the 
lands above Raccoon Fork, 3 10, 1856, tfal and far- 
sighted men were expecting tha t railroads would, in near future, 


, supersede river . travel and transportation, and 
we see that in the joint resolution of March 22, 1858, a proviso was in- 
serted to the effect: 


shall permit a diversion of the lands of said Des Moines River 
t. or the title thereto shall become vested in State, so as to become sub- 
to grant, the * * shall begranted tothe Keokuk, 
‘ort Des Moines and ere o ries 
ETRE DENTET gies Foe Resi ver. 
The effect of this proviso was that immediately after the execution 


of the de eee 18, 1858, an effort was made to 
secure Gongresional approval of of the States construction of of the original 
grant of 1846. 


crab sont ngs of May 18, 1858, the title to 271,572 acres of land 


was vested in Des Moines Navigation and Railroad Company, and 
its relations with the State being terminated that ed 
JJJCCCCCCCCCCCCC0CC eaene em racist between 


by whom it has since been held in sev- 
T to a large ugo anmha o. parcati 
who are now in possession, and have been culti and improving 
their lands and paying taxes upon them during a period of at least 


OTHER LAWS “RESERVE” THESE LANDS. 


To understand clearly the t status in law and in equity of the 
lands thus conveyed to the Des Moines Navigation and Railroad Com- 
pany, and to understand and appreciate the decisions of the courts 
I shall hereafter cite, it is necessary we should now consider some of 
the laws authorizing selections ofand mig e and entries upon — 
public domain under which, at a later date, litigation arose wit 
claiming title to lands under the original grant of 1848. 

The pre-emption law of 1841 hod any citizen, anywhere in 
the Union, to enter upon and locaté public lands, panel them the 
title upon proving up their ee see claims and otherwise comply- 
ing with the provisions of the law. There og however, a proviso in 
the law respecting lands that were! yf ed” by au- 
thority, and the pre-emption or priva 5 5 all such eats was ab- 
solutely prohibited. 

There was also the act of September E faya ta Ad granting 500,000 acres 
of the public lands to the Territory of to aid in public improve- 
ments, and this act also contained provisighs as to lands that had been 
reserved. 

Then there was the swamp- land act of ee 1850—and there 
was a good deal of swamp land along the oines River—which act 
also contained prohibitory provisions respecting lands that had been 

“reserved” by proper authority. 

There was also the act of May 15, 1856, granting lands, in alternate 
sections, to the State of Iowa in aid of certain railroads in said State, 
under which act railroads were located, running east and west, which 
intersected and overlapped the grant the State claimed to have been 
made along the Des Moines River above Raccoon Fork; but this act 
also contained provisions expressly dec: that lands properly re- 
served could not be acquired under the grant it made. 

It is clear that under none of these laws—all enacted prior to the 
conveyance of the State of Iowa to the Des Moines Navigation and Rail- 
road Company—could a legal title to lands properly“ reserved“ be ac- 

ired by any one; and we have seen that, acting upon the letter of 
Walker of March 2, 1849, the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office had directed the register and receiver to— 

Withhold from sale all lands situated on the odd-numbered sections within 5 
miles of that (Des Moines) river above the Raccoon Fork. 

We have also seen that Secretary Ewing and Secretary Stuart, of 
the Interior Department, though dissenting from Secretary Walker's 
views as to the extent of the grant, both directed that the lands claimed 
by the State of Iowa under the grant should be withheld from the 
market, that is, reserved, and that under these orders as to ‘‘ reser- 
vation, 271,572 acres of land above Raccoon Fork were certified to 
the State of Iowa, and by that State conveyed to the Des Moines Navi- 
gation and Railroad Company in acquittance of the State’s ascertained 
rag cs to that orpona on nas 

ow any one cognizant of these statutory provisions 
hibiting the acquisition of valid titles to lands lawfully prot Brin 
by proper authority, and informed as to the facts, can contend that 
any one but the Des Moines Navigation and Railroad Company and 
its grantees can have the shadow of a legal title to any part of these 
271,572 acres of land is beyond my comprehension. 


JUDICIAL LIMITATION OF GRANT, 


The next step in this remarkable controversy was a decision rendered 
by the Supreme Court of the United States in Dubuque and Pacific Rail- 
road Company vs, Litchfield, 23 How., 66, in which it was held that 
the grant of 1846 did not extend above the mouth of Raccoon Fork. 
The effect of this decision was not only to invalidate the title of the 
Des Moines Navigation and Railroad Company to the lands situated 
above the Fork conveyed to that corporation by the State May 18,1858, 
but likewise the titles of settlers to some 40,000 acres sold to them by 
the State, The result was that these settlers united with the Des 
Moines Navigation and Railroad Company and the Senators and Rep- 
resentatives of the State in an effort to induce Congress to set at rest 
the conflicting views as to the proper construction of the original grant 
of 1846 by confirming the titles of the settlers to the lands sold them 
by the State, as well as the title of the Des Moines Navigation and 
Railroad Company to the lands conveyed to it by the State in payment 
of an indebtedness of over $330,000, and to authorize the State to ap- 
ply all the remaining lands, lands, whether below Raccoon Fork or above it, 
to the construction of a railroad up the valley of the river. 


THE GRANT CONSTRUED BY CONGRESS, 


Asa result of this combined movement on Congress that body adopted 
a joint resolution to quiet title to lands in the State of Iowa in these 


words: $ 
Joint resolntion to quiet title to landsin the 8 of Iowa. 


twenty-eight years. 6 at = hh hs 2 1 Amer- 

3 en assembled, e which States still rotain 

The President refers to this settlement in these words: in the tracts of land along the Des Moines River and above the mouth of the 

The amount of land embraced in this deed located above the Raccoon Fork N the State of Iowa, which have been certified to said 

to be more than 271,000 acres. State im: the Department of the 7 

tis alleged ere up its affairs, this land | of . 8, 1846, and which is now held Er uoa Saa PaT 

among the parties in „and that land, ora part of it, has been oe presente dint wa, be, and the same is hereby, relinquished to the 

sold to numerdus parties now dinining the anme under ved from said 


company. 


State of Iowa. 
Approved March 2, 1861. 
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There are two noticeable features in this joint resolution, the latter 

of which has been the prolific source of trouble. The first is that the 

nited States relinquish to the State of Iowa any and all title in the 

tracts of land along the Des Moines River above Raccoon Fork, which 

have been certified to the State ‘‘improperly’’ as a part of the grant of 

6. The second is that the 8 extends only to that part 

of the t ‘which is how held by ‘bona fide pu rs’, under the 
State of Iowa.“ 

It was promptly claimed that the Des Moines Navigation and Rail - 

Company were not bona fide purchasers within the meaning of 

e law, mouga it 125 paid more than $330,000 for the land it held 
under the State of Iowa. I have ras shown that this position is 
wholly untenable, if not absurd, but none the less has it found ardent 
supporters. 

An important fact to be remembered in connection with this resolu- 
tion is that up to the date of its passage all the lands claimed by the 
State to have been included in the grant of 1846 had been withheld 
from reserved! —as I have previously pointed out, and if these 
lands been certified to the State of Iowa improperly, pe title 
to them remained as clearly vested in the United States when joint 

lution was approved as it did prior to the original grant of 
i they were as free to make a grant of these lands to whomsoever 
ey desired as they might have done originally by avoiding any am- 
biguity in the language of the origi t. 
tever the purpose, the effect of this joint resolution was to vali- 
date and confirm the title of the Des Moines Navigation and Railroad 
Company, as I will show from repeated decisions of the Supreme Court. 

At the time of the of the joint resolution, March 2, 1861, there 
existed great doubt as to where the title to many of the remaining lands 
along the Des Moines Riverand above Raccoon Fork resided. TheSu- 
preme Court held in Dubuque and Pacific Railroad Company vs. Litch- 

eld, already cited, that the State had acquired no title, and it was 
thought by many that under the act approved May 15, 1856, granting 
lands to the State to aid in the construction of certain railroads runnin; 
east and west, the State was empowered to grant to railroads yet to be 
ted any lands coming within the limit of the grant along the Des 
oines River. 

This was the uncertain status of these lands north of Raccoon Fork 
when be ay die in July, 1862, attempted to settle the whole question 
definitely by an act in these words: 


That the t of lands to the then Territory of Iowa for the improvement of 
the Des Moines River, made by the act of August 8, 1846, is hereby extended so 


constru: 
z Railroad, in accordance with the 
rovisions of the act of the General Assembly of the State of Iowa roved 
1858, And ifany of said lands shall have been sold 8 

f this act, excepting those re- 

the United nears So the grantees of the State of Iowa 5 —— joint 


resolution of 5 0 of the Interior is hereb to 
set apart an amount of lands within said State to be certified in lieu 


thi 2 
pee nee ioe 

invalid, lands which shall be certified 
of th . of tia act shall inure to and be held as a trust fund for the 
respectively, whose titles shall have failed as 


aforesaid. 

Approved July 12, 1862. * (12 United States Statutes at Large, 1862, page 543.) 

In this instance, as in that of the joint resolution of March 2, 1861, 
the fact that the lands in question had been reserved“ gave the Gen- 
eral Government absolute power to vest the title in the State of Iowa, 
though some of them had been occupied by settlers. 

THE PRESIDENT THINKS THESE ACTS CONCLUSIVE. 

The President’s views regarding the joint resolution of 1861 and the 
act of 1862, resulting from the decision in the Litchfield case, is ex- 
pressed in these words: 


e 
benefit of the person or persons, 


e Raccoon Fork, and that all selectionsand certifications of lands aboye that 
point were unauthorized and void, and passed no title or interest in said lands 
to the State of Iowa. In other words, it was dete: at these lands were, 
in the language of the bill under . improperly certified to Iowa 
by the De ment of the Interior under the of August 8, 1846,” 

This adjudication would seem to conclusively determine that the title tothese 


gran 
Government to said lands for the benefit of the tees of the State of lo 
Congre on the 2d day of March, 1861, passed a joint resolution providing 
all the title still retained by the United States in the land above the n 
Fork, in the State of Iowa, which have been certified to said State improperly 
by the Department of the Interior as part of the grant by act of Congress ap- 
proved August 8, 1546, and which is now held by bona fide purchasers under 
= State of Iowa, be, and the same aro hereby, relinquished’ to the State of 
‘iowa, 

Afterwards, and on the 12th day of July, 1862, an act of Congress was 
extending the grant of 1846 80 as to include lands lying above the 80 Pe 
The joint resolution and act of Congress pen! 
edly held by the Supreme Court of the United States to supply a title to the 
lands mentioned in the deed from the State of Iowa to the navigation and 
railroad company, which inured to the benefit of said company or its grantees. 

No less than ten cases have been decided in that court, more or less directly 
establishing this proposition, as well as the farther proposition that no title to 
these lands eo rior to said Congressional action, be gained by forthe 
reason that it withdrawn and reserved from entry and sale under the 


generallandlaws. It seems to be perfectly woll settled alge AS aaju 
Was neccesary upon that question, that all interest of the ni E =f tle 
be gt fers y and completely granted by the resolution of and thie 

The proviso for indemnifying those who had acquired titles to 
part of these lands which had proved invalid was necessitated by the 
uncertainty as to title to some portions of these lands having been 
vested in and transferred by the State under the railroad act of 1856, 
to which uncertainty I have just alluded. All such doubt was 2 

nently removed when the courts decided that these lands havi 

uly ‘‘ reserved ” by proper and competent authority, they could not 
be affected by the railroad act. It is true, asa matter of fact, that 
under this proviso the State did select nearly 500,000 acres of indem- 
nity lands, but the courts subsequently held that this act of 1862 val- 
idated, to the full extent for which the State of Iowa had alwa 
contended, the original grant of 1846, and invested the State with 
title, the lands to be used for the construction of the Keokuk, Fo: 
Des Moines and Minnesota Railroad, which road actually obtai 
these lands, together with the indemnity lands, and their selection was 
subsequently confirmed by act of Congress. 

THE HARVEY SETTLEMENT. 

The State now appointed a commissioner to investigate, determine, 
and settle with the United States the exact amount or genny of land 
it had received under the various acts and grants: (1) Under the 500,- 
000-acre grant of 1841; (2) under the original river grant of 1846, and 
(3) under the railroad grant of 1856. 

The settlement was effected—the indemnity lands just spoken of be- 
ing included—and the adjustment was submitted to and approved by 
the State Legislature. 

One would have thought that the act of July 12, 1862, followed by 
„ of the land account between the State and the General 

vernment, would have terminated the controversy. But such was 

not the case. The controversy was still to be carried on in the . 

was then revived in Congress, where, as we see, it is still to be found. 
THE WOLCOTT CASE. 

At the December term, 1866, the er eet Court announced its de- 
cision in the case of Wolcott vs. Des Moines Navigation and Railroad 
Company, 5 Wall. 681. The plaintiff had received from defendant a 
warranty deed of conveyance to one of the tracts of land above Raccoon 
Fork of date August, 1859, being part of the land conveyed by the 
State of Iowa to defendant under the deed of May 18, 1858, which I 
have already cited. Plaintiff claimed there had been a breach of war- 
ranty, and that defendant had never had any title to the land assumed 
to be conveyed. 

The court held, first, that the title was valid under the joint reso- 
lation of March 2, 1861, and the act of July 12, 1862, and that these 
acts inured to the benefit of the grantees of the State and to their 
grantees. After citing the history of the controversy, the joint reso- 
lution of 1861, and the act of 1862, the court said: 


If the case stopped here it would be very clear that the plaintiff could not re- 
cover; for, although the State no title to the lot in dispute at the time 
ofthe conveyance to the Des Moines Navigation and road Company, yet, 
having an after-acquired title by the act of Congress, it would inure to the ben- 


efit of the ne and so in t to their conveyance to the plaintiff. This 
6 with the laws of the State of Iowa. 


The court then decides that the withdrawal of these lands from sale 
2 the executive officers of the Government was a perfectly valid act, 

though the original grant did not extend above the mouth of Raccoon 
Fork, and that it brought them within the proviso of the railroad act 
of May 15, 1856, granting land to the State of Iowa for railroad pur- 
poses which excluded from the operations of that act any lands re- 
served, or ‘‘ withheld by competent authority.“ 

The decision of the court was that the title of the Des Moines Navi- 
gation and Railroad Company was a valid title, and judgment was ren- 
dered against the plaintiff. 

In Des Moines Navigation and Railroad Company vs. Burr, 5 Wall., 
689, the decision of the court was to the same effect. 

The title of the Des Moines Navigation and Railroad Company to 
the lands conveyed to that company by the State of Iowa, in payment 
of a large debt, was thus judicially decided by the highest court in 
the Republic, and the decision was that the title was perfectly valid. 
This was a judicial settlement of the protracted controversy, and one 
would have thought it finally closed. But the judicial settlement of a 
purely legal question was very shortly disturbed by the opinion of an 
executive officer, and the controversy was reopened and has been con- 
tinued ever since with singular acrimony. 

SECRETARY BEOWNING REOPENS THE CONTROVERSY. 


In a letter addressed to Mr. Joseph S: Wilson, Commissioner of the 
General Land Office, dated May 9, 1868, the Secretary of the Interior, 
Hon. O. H. Browning, held that by the joint resolution of March 2, 
1861, Congress relinquished to the State of Iowa only those lands which 
had been improperly certified to the State under the original grant of 
1846 and which were then held by bona fide purchasers from said State; 
that, as the resolution did not cover all the lands claimed by the State 
under the original grant, Congress passed the act of July 12, 1862, 
which was a new grant to the State of the lands claimed above Rac- 
coon Fork. to be held and applied in accordance with the original grant, 
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except that a portion of the lands might be used to aid in the construc- 
tion of a railroad up the Des Moines Valley, it being provided that 
if any of the lands so newly granted have been sold or otherwise dis- 
posed of by the United States—saving and excepting those expressly 
rel under the joint resolution—an equal amount of lands within 
the State are to be set apart and certified in lieu thereof. The Secre- 
then finds that a settlement had been made between the State and 
the United States under this new grant and the several acts prior there- 
to, which settlement showed that the State had received 558,000 acres 
land, which was all it was entitled to under the indemnity proviso 
of the act of July 12, 1862, and consequently the title to the lands in 
alternate sections along the river, under the original grant, was not 
confirmed or validated, and arrives at the conclusion which I will read: 
The Supreme Court of the United States at the December term, 1886 (5 Wal- 
lace, =). rendered a decision to the effect that said proviso operated to exclude 
from the railroad grant the numbered sections within 5 miles of the Des 
Moines River, above the Raccoon Fork, and that the same passed to the State 


under the acts ting lands to aid in im 8 sald river. 
At the date of that decision the Des Mo! ver grant had been finally ad- 


usted. 

The State had, as before remark: received all the land to which she was en- 
titled on account thereof, and she is — ao 7 m setting up a claim. Al- 
eee — 5 of the case, I have shown that it 
is incontrovertibly estab! by the records of your office. 
of the 8 in administering the acts of Congre io to give 

settlement, otherwise the State would first o in lieu of 
lande which, she alleged had been “otherwise of,’ an indemnity amount- 
ing to an equal gay of such lands, and — when her right to land se- 
lected by way of indemnity had been n and confirmed to her, she 
would assert her title to the lands she 5 


tion and homestead Ia Further, 
pE asra of the grant of 1888. additionai 
upon the 


t any land settled u 1 improved good 
fiant under color of title derived from the United States or the State of Iowa, 


settlers claim 
oe State — 1 porte 
tled upon and 

itis certified E State, that the S 
tract, and he relin: es any title or color of title to it by virtue of its having 
been approved and certified under that grant, 


EFFECT OF THE BROWNING DECISION, 


Under this construction, and inferential instructions, of Secretary 
Browning, on May 20, 1868, the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office vacated the original order under which these lands were with- 
held from the market—‘‘reserved’’—and issued an order which I will 
read: 


GENTLEMEN: Under date of the 9th instant the Se Secretary of the In- 
terior reversed the decision of this office of July 23, 1867, rejecting the claim of 
Herbert Battin to the southwest quarter section 3, ‘to ip 83 = 2 
west, and awarding the same to the Iowa Central Company, 
which 7 Was —— by J. Browns, esq., representing 10 Bes 
Moines River Navigation Compan: 

In view of this decision of the ho — See se Des Moines company 
will not be regarded as having an interest touching 2 7 2 tion or home - 
stead claim to lands not embraced in the 3 of 29, 1866, with 
the State of Iowa on account of the various gas of land! for the improve- 
ment of the Des Moines River. A cop; oo on of the Secre is here- 


with inclosed for your information an of all persons interested in this or 
similar cases, 


mptio; entry No. 21240, of Battin, cov the tracts 
descred, has this da 5 —— — birey pried ge filed for 
patenting. 

By this decision of the Secretary of the Interior, the exeeutive branch 
of the Government undertook to void the title of the Des Moines Navi- 
gation and Railroad Company to any of the lands granted to them by 
the State of Iowa under the several acts of Congress, unless they were 
included in the adjustment of 1866, known as the Harveysettlement,’’ 
and the effect was to declare invalid the company’s title to the 271,000 
acres of land for which it had paid the State $332,000; and this, too, 
right in the teeth of the decision of the Supreme Court that the com- 
pany— 

Havi it would inure to the 
benelt of r aria reine rap ty Wr payee to the plalntilt 

olco 

By thus setting aside a judicial decision of a purely judicial question 
Mr. Browning led all those who had entered upon these reserved“ 
lands to believe that their titles were perfectly valid, when in factand 
in law they were trespassers, and induced others to enter upon and 
locate other of these lands, thus laying the foundation of the bitter and 
protracted litigation and controversy which has endured to the present 
moment. 

This action of Secretary Browning was followed upon August 28, 1868, 
by an order which practically threw all those lands open to private 
entry, so far as the executive branch of the Government could do so, 
and as a resultof this executive action many of these lands were entered 
and some patents actually issued. 

THE JUDICIARY AGAIN INVOKED. 


The courts were again appealed to, and at the December term, 1869, 
the Supreme Court handed down the decision in the case of Hannah 


Riley, appellant, vs, William B. Welles, which again established the 
validity of the Des Moines e ee. and Railroad Company to the 
lands in question, and expressly declared that settlers upon these lands 
occupied them 

Without right, and the possession was continued without ri; mip 
sion a bas z . — up the possession ooa eee 
the entry under the pre-emption laws, were acts in violation of law and void, 
as was also the issuing of the patent. 

In this case e claimed under the pre-emption law of Sep- 
tember 4, 1841, while appellee claimed to hold a valid title as grantee 
of Wolcott, one of the grantees of the Des Moines Navigation and Rail- 
road Company. As the case is not to be found in the reports, I will 
read the full text of the decision, which is in these words: 


December term, 1869. Hannah Riley, a Pg tery vs. William B. Welles. No. 
he Appeal from the circuit court of the United States for the district of 
owa. 


Mr. Justice Nelson delivered the.opinion of the court: 

Pi is an appeal from the circuit court of the United States for the district 
of Iowa. 

This case is not 1 e from that of Wolcott vs. The Des Moines Com- 
pany (5 Wall., 681). Welles, the plaintiff below, derives his title by deed from 
this company, the same as Wolcott in the former ease. The suit in that ease was 
brought to recover back the consideration money from the Des Moines company, 
the grantors, on the ground of failure of title. The court held that Wolcott re- 
ceived a good title to the lot in question under his deed. 

In that ease it was insisted that the title was not in the Des Moines company, 
but in the Dubuque and Pacific Railroad Company. 

In the present the defendant claims title under, and in pursuance of, the 
B act of September 4, 1841. Her husband took possession of the lot 

n 1855, and she was by the Eoo econ oe eee n and 
occupation May, L The patent was issued October 15, 
ans will ap; from the case of Wolcott vs. The Des Moines G 8 that the 
tract of land, of which this lot in question was a had been withdrawn from 
sale and entry on account of a difference of o r among the officers of the 
Land Department as to the extent of the o com ane by or of lands in 
aid of the improvement of the Des Moines the year ieee * the 
resolution of Con of March 2, 1861, and the act of . ich acts 
we held confirmed the title in the Des Moines co D As the husband of 
the plaintiff entered upon the lot in 1855 without and the 
continued without right, the permission of the 
sion and improvements, and to make the ent: 
were acts in violation of law, and void, as was 

The reasons ot this withdrawal of the lands from public ar or private entry 
are stated at large in the opinion in the case of Wolcott vs. The Des Moines Com- 
pany, and need not be repeated. The point of reservation was material in 

that case, and we have seen poa in the present one, either in facts or in 
the argument, to distinguish it, 

The decree below ed. 


The decisions in the cases of Railroad Company vs. Fremont County, 
9 Wall., 89, and Railroad Company ts. Smith, Id., 95, were to the same 


effect. 
THE NAVIGATION COMPANY'S TITLE REAFFIRMED, 

At the December term, 1872, the Supreme Court announced the de- 
cision in Williams vs. Baker. Williams, the appellant, claimed title 
under the railroad act of 1856, and Baker, the appellee, under the Des 
Moines Navigation and Railroad Com =e ay The court declared that 
certified lists, such as were issued to tate of Iowa under the grant 
of 1846, were proper evidences of the title of the State under such acts, 
and held that the proviso in the railroad act withholding the land in 
dispute from entry excluded all the lands previously certified to the 
State of Iowa under the grant of 1846 from the operations of the rail- 
road act; and that the subsequent joint resolution of 1861 and the act 
of 1862 confirmed and validated the original grant to the State, and 
vested the title to the lands in question in the Des Moines Navigation 
and Railroad Company as grantee of the State. After referring to for- 
mer decisions, the court reaches the conclusion which I will read: 


We therefore reaffirm, first, that neither the State of Iowa nor the railroad 
companies, for whose benefit the grant of 1856 was made, took any title by that 
act to the lands then claimed to belong to the Des Moines . — grant of 1846; 
and, second, that by the 8 of 1881 and the act of 1862, the State of 
Iowadid receive the title for the use of those to whom she had sold them as 
part yr that grant, and for such other purposes as had become proper under that 
grant. 

This decision finally and irrevocably settled the fact that under the 
joint resolution of 1861 and the act of 1862 the State of Iowa did re- 
ceive an absolute title to the lands in controversy, and therefore the 


grantees of the State an unassailable title, and since then the 
eee Land Office made no further attempt to disturb the set- 
ement. 


Unfortunately, however, they could not arrest the evil they had pre- 
cipitated when the decision of the Supreme Court upon a purely judi- 
cial question was set aside, and suits almost without number, to settle 
the title to lands entered under the Browning order, were instituted. 
At one time, notwithstanding very many cases had been compromised 
and withdrawn, hundreds of cases remained on the docket of the cir- 
cuit court of the State of Iowa. Test cases were agreed upon and car- 
ried to the Supreme Court of the United States, and in every instance 
the decision was in favor of the validity of the title held by the Des 
Moines Navigation and Railroad Company and its grantees. 

THE HOMESTEAD COMPANY'S CASE. 

At the same term, December, 1872, the court handed down its de- 
cision in the case of the Homestead Company vs. Valley Railroad Com- 
pany, 17 Wall., 153. The Valley Railroad Company was the successor 
of the Keokuk, Fort Des Moines and Minnesota Company, 
the original beneficiary of the indemnity act of 1862, which com- 
pany commenced the construction of the railroad up the Des Moines 
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River valley, a work which was completed by its successor, the Valley 
Railroad Company. The adjustment of the public-lands account be- 
tween the State of Iowa and the United States known as the Harvey 
settlement and the indemnity proviso of the act of 1862 are both in- 
volved in this case. I will read a part of this decision: 

It is therefore no longer an open question that neither the State of Iowa nor 
the railroad companies, for whose benefit the grant of 1856 was hiade, took any 
title by that act to the lands then claimed to belong to the Des Moines River 

nt of 1846, and that the joint resolution of 2d of March, 1851, and act of 12th of 
uly, 1862, transferred the title from the United States and vested it in the State 
of Iowa for the use of its grantees under the river grant. 

The court then proceeded to consider the claim of the Homestead Com- 
pany to any portion of the indemnity lands granted the State by the act of 
1862 and secured pursuant to the Harvey adjustment, and held that the 
Homestead Company was not entitled to any of these lands and that the 
title thereto was in no way affected by the settlement between the State 
and the United States, It was held further that the effect of the act of 1862 
was merely to extend the original grant of 1846 above the Raccoon Fork, 


and only pes the State in the position it would have held regard- 
ing these lands had there been no ambiguityin the phraseology of that 
grant, 


THE RAILROAD ACT INTERPRETED, 

In Wolsey vs. Chapman (101 United States, 755), decided at the 
Oetober term, 1879, in which Wolsey claimed title as from the State 
under a patent for lands ceded to the State under the act of 1841, 
granting the Territory 500,000 acres for internal improvements, it was 
held that the lands above Raccoon Fork having been lawfully withheld 
from entry—‘‘reserved’’—by competent authority they came within 
the proviso of the act of 1841 exempting from the operation and effects 
of that act all lands properly reserved.“ It was also held that the 
joint resolution of March 2, 1861, inured only, to the benefit of the 

tees under the act of 1846, and Wolsey not being a purchaser un- 
er that grant, he had no valid claim. Held, also, that the Harvey 
settlement affected no rights but those of the State and the United 
States, that the settlementin question did not invalidate or impair the 
title vested in the Des Moines Navigation and Railroad Company, and 
that the State of Iowa had an absolute right to convey the lands to 
that company. The opinion of the court upon this latter point is ex- 
pressed in these words: 

As to the right of the governor to convey the lands in question to the Des 
Moines Company under the joint resolution of March 22, 1858, authorizing a 
conveyance upon settlement with the company: 

The original contract between the State and the company contemplated a 
conveyance of all the river-grant lands not sold by the State on the of De- 
cember, 1853, This should be construed in the light of the fact that the act mak- 
ing the river grant provided for sales of the granted lands to furnish the means 
of making the req 8 and i this contract stood alone Ne should 
have no hesitation in holding that the sales referred to were such as had been 
made in the execution of the trust under which the lands were held, but if 
there could be any doubt upon that subject, the resolution which authorized 
the settlement removes all grounds for discussion. By that resolution all the 

ds which had before that time been approved and certified to the State under 
the river grant were to be conveyed to the company, excepting such as had 
been sold or agreed to be sold by the officers of the State prior to December 23, 
1853, under said grant.“ The land now in controversy had been so certified, 
and it had also been sold under that grant. Therefore, the governor was ex- 
pressly authorized to include it in his conveyance. 

At the same term the court decided Litchfield vs. Webster County, 
101 United States, 773, to the same effect. 

At the October term, 1883, the court handed down its decision in 
Dubuque Railroad Company vs. Des Moines Valley Railroad Company, 
109 United States, 329, in which the Dubuque company claimed under 
the railroad act of 1856 and the Des Moines company under the original 
grant of 1846. The absolute validity of the Des Moines company’s 
title was again affirmed, as will be seen by the decision, which I will 
read: 

The following are no longer open eee in this court: 


1. That the grants of land to the Territory of Iowa, etc., made by the act of 
August 8,1846, did not extend above the Raccoon Fork; Dubuque ‘oad Com- 
pany vs, Litchfield, 23 How., 66. 

2. They did not under the railroad statute of May 15, 1856. 


3. The act of July 12, 1862, transferred the title from the United States and 
vested it in the State of Iowa for the use of its grantees under the river grant. 


en Wolcott vs. Des Moines Company, 5 Wall., 681; W. vs. Baker, 17 
+ 


; Homestead Company vs. Valley Railroad Company, id., 153; Wolsey 
vs. Chapman, 101 U. S., 755, 767. 


THE LAST UTTERANCE OF THE SUPREME COURT. 

So far as my investigations have been carried, the last decision of the 
courts in this protracted litigation is the caseof Bullard vs. Des Moines 
and Fort Dodge Railroad, 122 United States, 167. This was an action in 
equity in a State court in Iowa to quiet title to land. Complainant set 
up a pre-emption title. Respondent claimed under the act of July 12, 
1862. The bill was dismissed; on appeal the decree was affirmed by 
the supreme court of the State, and complainant sued out a writ of 
error. 

Mr. Justice Miller delivered the opinion ofthecourt. In his admir- 
able history of the controversy growing out of the original grant of 
1846, the learned justice recites that law, the execution of the contract 
with the navigation company, the beginning and progress of the work 
ofdmprovement under that contract, and emphasizes the fact that in 
the prosecution of this work of improvement— 


The State made no appropriations and furnished no means from any other 
source than this—the sale of lands certified to the State under the grant—for the 
prosecution of the enterprise. 


`- 


The conflict of construction of the original grant is then recited, and 


ticular stress is laid on Secretary Ewing’s order 3 the 
ands in dispute from market, which order, observes the learned jus- 
tice, has been continued ever since, and the court in a numbet of 


cases has decided— 
that this withdrawal operated toexclude from sale, purchase, or pre-emption 
all the lands in controversy. 

The court then refers to the complication resulting from 
act of 1856, the decision in the case of the Dubuque and Pacific Rail- 
road Company vs. Litchfield, 23 Howard, 66, in which it was held that 
the grant did not extend above Raccoon Fork, as claimed, the call upon 
Congress for the passage of an act— 
which would secure the grant to the State and its gran in the full extent 
which they (the Congressional delegation from Iowa) believed Congress had 
originally intended by the act of 1846 

The propriety of such action by Congress in view of the proved indebt- 
edness of the State to the company, the suspension of work on the 
improvement, and the damage and loss likely to result therefrom, and 
re a the joint resolution of March 2, 1861, and the act of July 

, 1862. 

At this point the learned justice recurs to the lawful reservation“ 
of the lands from— 
public sale, settlement, or pre-emption— 

Which had been held to be effectual the railroad grant of 1856 
because of the restrictive proviso, whichis recited, and the cases wherein 
this had been decided are cited. 

The order of the Commissioner of the General Land Office of May 
18, 1860, continuing the reservation of the lands notwithstanding the 
decision of the Supreme Court in Dubuque and Pacific Railroad Com- 
pany vs. Litchfield, is then cited in connection with the argument that 
the joint resolution of 1861 ended the withdrawal of these lands, 
upon which the court remarks: 

We do not think the joint resolution had the effect to end the reservation of 
these lands from public entry— 

And concludes that the resolution went to the extent of— 


securing to innocent purchasers under the State, so far as the United States 
could doso, theirtitle to the lands that they had bought under the sanction of 
this action of the Department. 

The broader and larger question of the title to the lands within 5 miles of the 
Des Moines River above Raccoon Fork, which had not been certified to the State 
and which were declared by the decision of Dubuque and Pacifico Railroad vs. 
Litchfield not to be included within the grant of 1846, Congress retained for fur- 
ther consideration, and at its next session after this joint resolution was passed 
it 9 disposed of the whole ep so far as it was in its power to do so, 
by validating the grant of 1846 to the full extent of the construction claimed by 
the State of Iowa. If the order of the Commissioner of the General Land Office 
of May 18, 1860, was in force up to the passage of the joint resolution it is not pos- 
sible to perceive why it terminated then. 

The opinion of the court is that the act of July 12, 1862— 
was, for the first time, a conclusion and end of the matter so far as Congres; was 
concerned. 
4 THE COMPANY'S TITLE IS RES AJUDICATA. 


The title of the plaintiff is asserted to rest upon settlements upon 
lands which were reserved from sale at the time the settlements were 
made, the title to which lands had been transferred to the State of 
Iowa, and the learned justice reaches the conclusion which I will read: 


pee, under these settlements and pre-emptions is superior to the title con- 
ferred by Congress on the State of Iowa and her gra 


declarations effectually withdrawn from settlement, sale, or p: ption, by 
the orders of the Department, which we have considered. there is an end of the 
38 title, ſor by that withdrawal or reservation the ds were reserved 
or another purpose, to which they were ultimately appropriated by the act of 

1862, and no title could be initiated or established, because the Land Depart- 
ment had no right to grant it. This proposition, which we have fully discussed, 
will be found supported by the following decisions, which are detisive of the 
whole controversy. 

And fortifies it by citing many of the decisions to which I have pre- 
viously refe 

This closes the judicial history of this remarkable controversy, and 
if the question can not properly be classified as res adjudicata it would 
be difficult to say what matter may not be properly reopened. 

INFLAMMATORY DISPATCHES PROVEN TO BE UNTRUE. 


The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. PAyson] in his speech, to which 
I had no opportunity to reply, had two very inflammatory dispatches 
read, alleging — 5 Tene B. 3 for the 8 Moines com- 
` stat e seven hun ju ents in his ion, 
and that in the first week in March every pas oie 5 
and evietions made. One of the dispatches was from the Chicago Tribune 
of February 26 and the other from the Washington Evening Star of 
February 27. By leave of the House I print with my remarks an arti- 
cle from the Iowa State Register of February 28, utterly denying the 
truth of both of the dispatches to which I have referred. The article 
is in these words: s 


A CORRECTION—KEEPING THE RECORD STRAIGHT IN REGARD TO THE DES 


MOINES RIVER LANDS. 


e esterday morning from Fort Dodge created some comment 
around the city and much surprise. Mr. J. B. Weaver, jr., returned from Wel 
ster County last evening, where he had been on business, and oñ being shown 
the Sng Pape stated that it is wholly false and that he knows of no reason why 
it should have been sent out unless to try and influence Congress in pending 


Th 


142 


APPENDIX TO THE CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, 


lation. The following card was handed for publication by Colonel Gatch, 
who has been for many years the attorney for Me Litchfield: 


telegraphed ag bac DORES STES we be parry weer 
and published in yesterday's Register, as to contemplated evictions Mr. 
Litchfield from Des Moines River lands, is a sheer fabrication. Mr. Litchfield 
— 55 8 of —— 3 as stated — Dery lyin; e a ee 
forty or fifty judgments for possession aga’ parties who 
title in defense, and who have now no 1 for 
filed having been of. Last fall writs of 
ecuted in fifteen or twenty of these when, the weather becoming inclem- 
ent, their further execution was suspended, but with the intention of bavio 
the remainder executed as soon as vibe weather would it, regardless 
what Con: or the President might or might not do in the matter of the 10 bill 
We pending, but which has since passed and vetoed, knowing, as every 
that nothing that Congress can do can affect his title so repeat- 
— —ç the Supreme Court of the United States. Mr. Weaver's pres- 
Dodge had nothing whatever to do with the contemplated evic- 
related to to himself, 8 — 


ts, all that 
—— were 
aan were issued and ex- 


wyer kno 
pots held val 
ence at Fort 
tions, and he pronounces the report, so far as 


The Navy. 


SPEECH 


HON. JOSEPH WHEELER, 


OF ALABAMA, 
In THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 


February 2, 1889. 
House having under consideration the bill Fae oe aed a 
Pi cd for the DAVAL wervion for the fiscal . — ig prope 
purposes— 

Mr. WHEELER said: 

Mr. CHATRMAN: I move, pro forma, to amend by striking out the 
last word, I eag 1 this method of submitting a few remarks because, 
as we all know, it is often found to be the case, as it has been to-day, 
that when the members of the committee have elaborated their views 
upon a bill there is but little time left for any one else to say anything 
upon the questions involved in the 

The subject upon which I desire to speak is the resolution intro- 
duced by myself to provide for a board of visitors on the part of Con- 

to the naval station and War College on Goat Island. 
e resolution to which I allude is in these words: 
Resolved, etc., That a joint committee of two members of the Senate and three 


bers of the House of Re tati to be known and designated as a 
mem a A 


Newport, R. I., and, by such DISAN thb 
purpose, inquire into the methods and system of instruction in vogue in said 
coll the proficiency and standing of the students, and the adyantages to the 
2 service resultin ting from the maintenance of said college, and report the 
ab its next ensuing session, together with any 
gen rt A view to in aoe toe omasa die skilled of- 
a more e agency in pi an of- 
the United States. 


M OA aT bail po paid In the same manner and at 
expenses of the board of visitors to the Naval Academy. 
Mr. ROGERS. I thought you had had a day set apart for the con- 
sideration of that subject. 
Mr. WHEELER. T have not had a day set apart because the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means and the Committee on Appropriations have 
absorbed so large a proportion of the time of Congress. 

Mr. Chairman, for the last three hundred years the great military 
men of the world have endeavored to e e what they call the art 
of war, or grand tactics. A few works have been published on this sub- 
ject, one of the most noted being that 8 an officer who was 
very prominent during the great war period from 1796 to 1815. An 
attempt has been made during very late years to prepare a similar work 
which would enunciate the principles that should govern naval war- 
fare, but as yet no authoritative work has been published on that sub- 
ject. Afew years ago some of the enter officers of the Navysuc- 
ceeded in getting a meager ap of $10,000 for the establish- 
ment and —— — — Up to that time 
all chat could be learned with to this most important subject 
was to be obtained by reading of the naval battles which are recorded 
in the history of the world; and from them something could be ad- 
duced of what actions with them suecess and what actions and 
maneuvers bave been followed by disaster. 

I do not think I am wrong when I say that appearances indicate that 
the Navy will perform a very great part in future wars; and I think all 
will admit that the important question before the American people is not 
only the building up of a Navy, but the taking of every means in our 
power to educate our officers to manage these great machines of war 
which are now being fleated upon the ocean. 

When our young Republic had but five millions of people, with no 


Army, with no Navy, surrounded by the powerful military nations of 
the earth, Washington declared that wemustavoid entangling alliances 
and foreign intrigues; and it is remarkable that this expression of the 
Father of our Country has been echoed in every Congress from that time 
to the present. The last time I heard it was yesterday, it being laid 
down as the doctrine which should govern our country at the present 
time. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I say that this expression should no longer be 
quoted as an axiom of our foreign policy, or, at least, our people should 
remember that it has no application to a nation which to-day is the 
most powerful on earth, and which ought toestablish and maintain such 
a policy as should perceptibly influence if not control the action of every 

on earth in dealing with anything outside of their own borders. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HERBERT. Ifearfromaremark of my colleague [Mr. WHEELER] | 
that he thinks I have been, in some way, guilty of discourtesy. 

Mr. WHEELER. By no means. 

Mr. HERBERT. Iwas not aware of any such thing, and had no 
such intention. I asked whether anybody else desired to speak, and 
my colleague did not respond. Now I desire to be recognized in order 
that I may yield my time to my colleague. I certainly did not intend 
to cut him off from the opportunity of speaking. 

Mr. WHEELER. I am much obliged to my colleague. I did not 
mean to make any such intimation as he suggests. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. HERBERT] 
asks that his colleague [Mr. WHEELER pepe mitted to proceed five 
minutes longer. Is there objection? hears none. 

Mr. WHEELER. Iam much obliged to my colleague. 

Mr. HERBERT. I would ask for ten minutes if the gentleman de- 
sired it. 

Mr. WHEELER, I do not think I shall occupy any more time 
than is suggested by my colleague. 

I had no intention, Mr. Chairman, when I entered the Hall — 4 
of making a speech, and my reason for now addressing the House 
that within the last half hour I have received a letter from Admiral 
Luce, trom which I will read a paragraph, because it pertains to this 
subject. He writes from the steamer Galena, Key West, Fla., Janu- 


ary 30, 1889: 
UNITED STATES STEAM-SHIP GALENA. 
Key 8 Fia., January 30, 1889. 
My Dran GESERAL: I was ve joa aras 1 


ceived from the North a notice int resolution No. 255, introduced recenti, 
by you, ing for the ap sheer ofa gos committee of the 

the commencement exercises of the Naval War 
8 the resolution may be 8 For I am — 
such a committee as you propose will find the plan u 
based such as to commend itself to the most unq 
and the 8 . will find that 


— 8 oie fali 


At is a curious fact that in these days, when the popular cry is Protection for 
home industries,“ that should in each annual on bill for 


a penny for the 
oreover, since 1882 

Ni . . 
our Navy a 
8 the advocates „5 peat * 

resolution, my dear first note of encouragement we haye 
had. 0 Y sincerely trust you wili push ft through to a favorable vota. 
* 


* * 


Very truly yours, 
8. B. LUCE, 
Commanding United States Naval Forces, North Atlantic Station, 


General JoserH W. 
United States owes of Rapresenbabioss: 
The omitted 8 of the letter e ee an episode 
of the war in Which the distinguished and myself were both 
actors. 


When I was time I was allud- 
ing to what 2 the ey at e gallen at the Untied States, a re- 
public of sixty to seventy millions of F inhabitants, the most powerful 
and enterprising people on earth 88 makes a country 


I do not wish to-be understood as advocating rash or aggressive ac- 
pe agg ee tem 8 sights of our peonio is infringed 
or any American interest red, in the 


most courteous but > FFF 
fullest redress, from whi deca ee ait on umn poe te tae 
millionth differential of a line. 


ome bs criticise our officials. They may ee rag as 2 aho 
action Congress would seem to suggest or permi i y when 
we consider the defenseless condition of our coast cities and the inferi- 
ority of our naval ships and their deficiencies of armament. 

TH Toe ge Reb Bary we oid tg ease pee hee corr 
this subject. e are now doing something toward naval armament, 


but even now other nations are annually appropriating ten times the 
amount we apply to that purpose. 
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Two years ago there were afloat in foreign navies one hundred and 
twenty-nine guns capable of throwing a projectile 10 miles and up- 
ward. The caliber of these high-powered guns ranges from 12 to 17 
inches, and they can throw a shot or shell weighing 2,000 pounds. In 
addition to these fearful engines of destruction there were also to be 
found in foreign navies at that time sixty-six guns capable of throwing 
projectiles weighing from 900 to 1,250 pounds a distance of 9 miles. 
The largest of the guns I refer to requires nearly 1,000 pounds of pow- 
der for its charge; 83 pounds of powder are used to explode the im- 
mense mass of metal which constitutes the projectile, and they can be 
fired every ten or fifteen minutes. In this connection I beg the atten- 
‘tion of the House while I read a table giving the nationalities and 
names of the vessels carrying these guns. The official reports from 
which this table has been compiled is more than three years old, and 
it is believed by those familiar with the subject that the number of 
these heavy guns in actual service has been largely increased. 


GUNS AFLOAT RANGING POSSIBLY TEN MILES OR UPWARD, 


| Draught. 


erben gsr BRE f . 


— 27 * 
2 3| 4 
26 3| 4 
2 3| 4 
3 3| 4 
27 0 2 
27 3| 4 
27 3| 4 
27 31 4 
24 0| 2 
27 3| 2 16.25 
27 3| 2 16.25 
France 21.6 26 9 4 13.4 
15 2411 2 10.6 
15 2411| 4 13.4 
19 24 71 2 16.5 
173 16 9 2 13.4 
134 16 9| 2 13.4 
21$ 26 0| 3 16.5 
21 26 0| 3 16.5 
1 21 7171 2 13.4 
180 2 7| 2 16.5 
1 24 7| 2| 16.5 
19% | 24 7| 2 16.5 
172 27 3| 2 13.4 
174 27 3| 2 13.4 
17? 27 3| 2 10.6 
177 27 3 8 13.5 
17 26 8| 4 13.4 
17 26 8| 4| 13.4 
Italy, sossa essen 18.9 30 3| 4 17 
18.9 29 6| 4 17 
17.7 Bul} 4 17 
17.7 | 29 6| 4 17 
17.7| 251| 4 17 
Germany. 8 10 2| 1 12 
8 10 2| 1 12 
8 10 21 1 12 
Ohina . . . 14 20 0| 4| 12 
14 20 0| 4 12 
Russia. . — 24 27 0) 4 12 
24 2 0| 4 12 
24 25 0 4 12 
Denmark. . . . . . 8 15 0| 1 13.8 
GUNS AFLOAT RANGING POSSIBLY NINE TO TEN MILES, 
24 2 4 4 16 
72 4 2 106 
l4 2410| 4 10.6 
2410| 4 9.5 
2410| 4 -9.5 
2410 4 9.5 
24 10 4 9.5 
13 21 4| 2 10.6 
13 21 4| 2 10.6 
21.7 23 0| 4 17 
2¹.7 28 9| 4 17 
17.5 | 19 8 4 10.2 
17.25 19 8 4 10.2 
17.25 19 8| 4 10.2 
17.25 19 8 4 10.2 
8 10 2 1 12 
8 10 2 1 12 
8 10 2 1 12 
8 10 2 1 12 
8 10 2 1 12 
8 10 2 1 12 
8 10 2 1 32 
mek. 10 2 1] 12 
11 20 o] K 9 


Any one of these vessels conld easily take up a position beyond the 
range of any gun we possess and have any vessel in our Navy entirely 
at her mercy. Any one of these vessels carrying the highest-powered 


guns could float in 30 feet of water off Coney Island and destroy the 
asea of Brooklyn and New York without fear of injury from any gun 
we have. 

Another could find 30 feet of water within 5 miles of Faneuil Hall 
and rain these massive shots and shells upon Boston and the many 
prosperous towns which constitute its suburbs. 

Another could easily find a point 3 or 4 miles northeast of Portland, 
Me., from which in more than 30 feet of water she could easily de- 
stroy the largest city upon our extreme eastern coast. 

New Bedford, Providence, New Haven, Norfolk, and Baltimore are 
all equally exposed and equally powerless to even resent, much less 
successfully resist, an attack from an enemy’s vessel carrying these 
high-powered guns and having a draught of 15 feet and upward. And 
it must be remembered that some of the vessels armed with guns of 
10 miles’ range draw but 10 to 15 feet of water. 

Even the capital city of the Republic would be vulnerable to such 
an attack, for though it is 200 miles from the sea vessels of 19 feet 
draught can come up to the city. 

And all the cities on or near our Atlantic and Gulf coast—Richmond, 
Charleston, Savannah, Pensacola, Mobile, New Orleans, Galveston, 
Brownsville, Clarksville, Brazos Santiago, Appalachicola, St. Marks, 
Tampa Bay, Cedar Keys, Key West, St. Augustine, Jacksonville, 
Fernandina, St. Mary’s, Port Royal, Georgetown (S. C.), Smithville, 
Wilmington, Beaufort, Plymouth, New Berne, Edenton, Annapolis, 
Hampton Roads, Lewes, Atlantic City, Little Harbor, Perth Am- 
boy, Bridgeport, New London, Stonington, Bristol, Newport, Fall 


River, Vineyard Haven, Nantucket, Provincetown, Barnstable, Ply- - 


mouth, Lynn, Marblehead, Salem, Gloucester, Rockport, Newbury- 

rt, Portsmouth, Saco, Bath, Camden, Bucksport, Bangor, Belfast, 
Rockland, rt, and Calais—are in the same deplorably defenseless 
condition, and would fall an easy prey to a single hostile vessel armed 
with such guns as I have described. 

If we look at our Pacific coast we find the same discreditable in- 
ability to defend our seaboard cities from naval bombardment. San 
Francisco could not escape even were her magnificent harbor—one of 
the finest in the world—rendered inaccessible to an enemy’s vessel; the 
city could still be shelled by vessels carrying high-powered guns, from 
a distance of six or seven miles, with water sufficient to float the deep- 
est ship ever constructed. And what I have said of San Francisco is 
equally applicable to Port Townsend, Steilacoom, Seattle Harbor, 
Olympia, New Dungenness, Astoria, Kalama, Portland, Newport, Em- 

ire City, Crescent City, Trinidad, Mendocino, Benicia, Vallejo, Santa 
z, Monterey, San Luis Opispo, Santa Barbara, and San Diego, with 
this modification of the statement: They do not all afford 30 feet water 
within six or seven miles; but there is, within that distance from each 
of the cities or towns on the Pacific sufficient water to float a 
vessel which could destroy them in absolute safety. 

In my speech on this subject of two years ago I gave the tonnage 
used to transport armies on several occasions, showing that only 3 or 
4 tons per man was required, and that about double that tonnage per 


man would suffice to transport soldiers with their horses, stores, ord- 


nance, and other equipage. 

Some gentlemen will say that the course I think it advisable we 
should adopt might involve usin war. Iam as much opposed to the 
evils and ravages of war as any one upon this floor, but I say if such a 
course involves this country in war, then the sooner it comes the sooner 
the skill of our officers and the valor of our soldiers will terminate the 
conflict in one of the greatest triumphs, military and naval, ever 
achieved by any nation, and from that moment the power and vigor of 
this country in war as well as its energy in peace will be more fully 

i appreciated, and understood. 

It will not cost us anything. It will bring about a development of 
our resources, and the opening and building up of our commerce and 
trade all over the world, the profits of which during one single year 
mona pay all the expenses of the greatest conflict in which we could 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

a HERBERT. How much more time does the gentleman de- 

Mr. WHEELER. Two minutes. 

Mr. HERBERT. I ask that the gentleman's time be extended. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

Mr. WHEELER. In some remarks I made last summer, after care- 
fal calculation, I showed that the products of our farms and factories 
exceeded all possible power of purchase by Americans to the amount 
of 85,000, 000, 000 annually, and the only possible way to meet this un- 
favorable commercial and industrial condition is either to reduce the 
days of labor to not more than two or three days in the week, or to 
open to the enterprise of our laborers the markets of the world, where 
1,000,000,000 people are waiting to purchase the products of our arts 
and industries. And this can best be brought about by the United 
States so asserting its rights, so manifesting its dignity and power, 
that on sea and land she will ever command the reverential respect, as 
she has already won the admiration, of all the nations of the earth. 
[Applause.] 
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Rivers and Harbors. 


SPEECH 


oF 


HON. JOSEPH WHEELER, 


OF ALABAMA, 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 


Wednesday, January 2, 1889. 


The House being in Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, and 
having under consideration the bill (H. R. 11765) aeniei appropriations for the 
construction, repair, and preservation of certain public works on rivers and 
harbors, and for other purposes— 


Mr. WHEELER said: 

Mr. CHAIRMAN: There are few questions to be acted upon by Con- 
gress so intimately connected with the material interests of the people 
as the improvement of the rivers and harbors of the country. 

Our forefathers provided in the Constitution that 

The Con; shall have power * * * to regulate commerce with foreign 
nations and among the several States— 
and that body has ever retained the full control of all the navigable 
waters of the United States. 

The Supreme Court has uniformly held that this express grant of 
power necessarily carries with it the power to regulate the instru- 
mentalities of commerce, the means whereby it is carried on, and to 
control or govern the acts of persons engaged in commerce between or 
among the several States, 

It is, therefore, manifest, from legislative practice and judicial con- 
struction of the Constitution, that Congress alone can improve the navi- 
gation of our rivers, deepen our harborsand make them more safe, and 
do whatever is requisite to facilitate commerce within our own borders 
as well as with those nations which send their vessels across the ocean 
to the great centers of trade upon our gulf and ocean seaboard. 

As nations advance in civilization they necessarily increase their ef- 
forts to secure greater facilities for transportation and intercommuni- 


cation. 
LARGE EXPENDITURES BY FRANCE, 


Eighty years ago the average depth of the river Seine, in France, 

was only 2} feet. As the people of that country progressed in civili- 
zation they found this insufficient to meet their greater requirements, 
and works were begunand prosecuted which secured a depth of 4 feet. 
Continued progress demanded better means of communication, and the 
work was carried on until a depth of 5 feet was attained. But the peo- 
ple moved forward with steady strides toward a higher civilization, 
while the river channel remained unchanged, and the work of im- 
provement had to be resumed and prosecuted until a depth of 6} feet was 
secured. With this greatly better water way the commerce of the 
country was greatly stimulated, and to meet the requirements of 
the altered conditions of trade, the work of improving the river was 
again undertaken and persevered in until from Paris to the sea the 
Seine at low water had a depth of 10} feet—sufficient to enable ves- 
sels of 800 tons burden to ascend the river from the ocean to the 
wharves of the capital city, 

The river Rhone, which has a fall averaging 32 inches per mile from 
Lyons to the sea—a distance of 200 miles—was not a navigable stream 
until improved by the government. ‘Now vessels ascend to Lyons, and 
works now being carried on will secure not less than 5 feet 3 inches at 
low water from that city to the Mediterranean, and at most seasons the 
depth will be much greater. 

Areport made by M. Kuntz, a memberof the national assembly, states 
that prior to 1878 France had expended $230,000,000 upon her canals, 
rivers, and harbors, and yet, so impressed are the French people with 
the advantages to the country resulting from an outlay of the public 
money for this purpose, that a further prosecution of works of this 
character is advocated at an estimated cost of nearly $200,000, 000. 

France has about 30,000 miles of railways, and it must be recol- 
lected that her area is only 204,030 square miles—about three-fourths 
of the size of the State of Texas, With this area it might be presumed 
that the 30,000 miles of railroads would furnish her people with about 
all the means of national intercommunication they would need, but ex- 
perience has satisfied the statesmen and publicists of that country that 
these means must be supplemented by, and subjected to, the salutary 
competition of improved water ways, and they unhesitatingly and un- 
grudgingly determine to devote these immense sums to insure the peo- 
ple of France uninterrupted and unimpeded water communication be- 
tween interior points and between the centers of manufacture and 
trade and the sea. 

In 1887 France expended 176,046,604 franes (about $35,209,321) 
upon public works, a very considerable portion of which sum was ap- 

ied to still further improving her rivers and harbors, 


THE EXAMPLE OF ENGLAND, BELGIUM, AND HOLLAND, 

The United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland has a smaller 
actual railway mileage than France (19,332 miles), butin proportion to 
the areas of the two countries it is much greater, the area of the United 
Kingdom being but 121,571 square miles, little more than one-half that 
of her Gallic rival. Her rivers are mostly arms of the sea, having great 
depth of water and requiring but slight improvement to make them 
available for purposes of intercommunicationandcommerce. And yet, 
with so little necessity to resort to artificial means for the betterment 
of the advantages nature had lavished upon them, that cultured and pro- 
gressive people, realizing and appreciating the importance of availing 
themselves to the utmost of all possible means of fostering, developing, 
and stimulating the internal interchange of their products and the 
exchanges with foreign nations by perfecting their means of water com- 
munication and improving their harbors, have already expended for 
this purpose a sum nearly as great as has been applied to the rivers and 
harbors of the United States, though we have a territory more than 
thirty-two times larger. According to the“ Statesman's Year Book”? 
for 1888, page 230, the expenditures for public works were £1,708,524 
($8,542,620, about). 

It would take three hundred countries the size of Belgium to equal 
the area of the United States, and yet that country has expended upon 
rivers and harbors one-fifth as much as has been devoted by us to that 


purpose, 

The area of Holland is but2,128square miles. Multiply thateight- 
een hundred times and the product would be about the area of this 
country. And yet this nation of enterprising though thrifty merchants 
have expended for public works about one-fourth of the sum we have 
spent for the same objects. 

GERMANY, RUSSIA, AND ITALY. 

Germany, with an area much less than that of our single State of 
Texas, and with 25,000 miles of railroads, has almost entirely recon- 
structed the river Danube, and, in addition to that great work, on a 
stream not larger than the Clinch, that people have expended $20,000,- 
000. And yet members of this House criticise Congress for extrava- 
gance in improving Clinch River when the total amount expended has 
been only $15,000. 

Russia has the best natural inland navigation of any civilized coun- 
try except our own, having about 19,000 miles of navigable streams 
and in addition double that length of water ways available for rafts 
and flatboats. But as civilization has advanced among the Russians 
they have expended millions of dollars to improve their arteries of com- 
merce, and have supplemented this vast and expensive work by con- 
structing nearly 1,000 miles of canals, one single canal, the St. Peters- 
burg, having cost over $7,000,000. 

From the ‘‘Statesman’s Year Book for 1888, page 422, I learn that 
in 1887 Russia expended 25,642,469 rubles (75 cents of our money) for 
public works—about $19,231,852. 

Italy is not abundantly supplied with water courses, being able to 
boast of only about 1,100 miles of navigable streams, the Po being the 
longest and most important. That country has, however, at great ex- 
pense, constructed 435 miles of navigable canals, beside which they 
have 7,000 miles of railroad. Yet the spirit of improvement may be 
said to have just commenced, as I find from the Statesman's Year 
Book,“ page 344, that in 1887 that country expended for public works 
81,152,562 lire. A lira being about equivalent to 20 cents in our money 
gives in round numbers $16,230,000. 

EXPENDITURES IN THIS COUNTRY. 

I will now submit to the House a carefully-compiled tabulated state- 
ment showing the total expenditure of the United States for this great 
purpose: 

Table showing the aggregate appropriations for the improvement of rivers 
and harbors during the century beginning 1789 and ending 1889. 


States, Total amount, States. Total amount. 
New York... 8 New Jersey. 1, 768, 038.00 
Michigan.. 877. Kentucky... 1, 608, 000. 00 
6, 413, 541.74 || Rhode Islan 1, 351, 950. 00 
5, 690, 700. 00 || Indiana... 1, 109, 953. 92 
4,581, 147.29 || Minnesota. 351, 250. 00 
4. 378, 719.08 Arkansas. 835, 400. 00 
es 4,040, 205,00 || Mississippi.. 719.525. 00 
3,958, 164.69 || Vermont. 715, 480. 20 
8, 824, 328.92 || Tennessee. 681, 500.00 
8,515, 750.00 || Louisiana 664, 400. 00 
3. 096, 092.50 || New 2 re. — 394, 500. 00 
8,033, 950, 00 || Montana Territory. 300, 000. 00 
2. 971, 390.00 Missouri. . . . reerss 76. 500. 00 
2, 666, 675.00 || Washington Territory 58, 500. 00 
2, 624, 205. 41 || Idaho Territory. — 15, 000. 00 
2, 473, 500. 00 Miscellaneous .. 64, 807, 155. 90 
2, 437,176.83 || Surveys n., nssse: à 5, 838, 480. 40 
Seo: 2,260, 134.48 || Repairs, eto. .. . .. 4, 107, 877.12 

2, 140, 001. 82 || Dredging machines, 
PONE Sto eee eee eee 1. 251, 257.54 

3 * — 
Pennsylvania. 1, 828, 792, 23 Tota. . , 182,049, 156. 69 
Iowa . . . . . ... 1, 770, 000. 00 
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The item of $64,000,000, designated as miscellaneous, is for rivers 
which traverse more than one State, or harbors which are adjacent to 
or between more than one State, and therefore can not be accurately 
apportioned. I have also prepared a table showing the amount ex- 
pended in the improvement of the individual rivers, which I will read. 
‘These rivers flow through or between two or more States, and the table 
shows some other expenditures which can not properly be charged to 
any single river or any one harbor. a 


Table showing the expenditures on certain rivers from 1789 to 1889. 


Total 
amount a 
pro 
Name of river or harbor, m 
ete. 4, 
1789, to 
anuary 1, 
1889, 
Arkansas River. July 3,1832 $872, 875.00 
Bayou Bartholomew ...... Mar. 3,1881 000. 00 
Black River. . . . Arkansas and Missouri. June 14, 1880 61, 000. 00 
oochee and Flint | Alabama, Florida, and | Feb. 24,1835 145, 000. 00 
Rivers. Georgia. 
Choctawhatchee River.. Alabama and Florida...... 112, 000. 00 
Coosa River. Alabama and Georgia 515, 000. 00 
Cascades of Columbia Oregon and Washington s 500. 
River (cana! Territory. 
Colum bia River. . . 330, 000. 00 
Cumberland River . 1, 041, 000. 00 
see. 
Cumberland Sound. Georgia and Florida . 405, 000. 00 
Current River. Arkansas and Missouri... 7,000, 00 
Cypress Bayou. . . .. . Louisiana and Texas. . 112. 000. 00 
Dan River.. y 50,500. 00 
na. 
Delaware River. . Delaware, New York, 2, 012, 000. 00 
‘| New Jersey, and Penn- 
sylvan’ 
Entrance to the Dismal | North Carolina and Vir- 35, 000. 00 
Swam 1, ginia. 
Escambia River . Alabama and Florida. 500. 00 
French Broad River ...,... 8 and North 51, 500. 00 
Carolina. 
Little Narragansett Bay. N and Rhode 36, 000. 00 
Menomonee Harbor. ......| Michigan and Wisconsin.] Mar. 175, 000. 00 
Mississippi River. . . 36, 713, 330.53 
Mississippiand Missouri |. j 100, 000. 00 
Rivers. 
eg soe E a and Ohio. 677,711. 64 
ve 
Mississippi, Missouri, 223, 000.00 
Minsissy i ‘Missouri Mississippi, Missouri, 2, 750, 000. 00 
1 „ Pp 
28 et Ar 3 and Ar “ z 
vers. 
Missouri River Dakota, Iowa, Kansas, 4, 439, 000. 00 
. Missouri, Montana, 
and Nebraska. 
Monongahela River bmn bea and West 327, 900. 00 
n 
New River ... 8 and West Vir- 112, 000. 00 
D 
North Landing River Virginia and North Car- 55,500.00 
olina. 
Falls of the Ohio and l. . . . . . . 1, 291, 562. 91 
Louisville Canal. 
Ohio River... . 5, 211, 479. 25 
Osage River ... .. Missouri and Kansas 8 200, 000. 00 
Ouachita River .. 8 | Mar. 3.1871] 227,500. 00 
Pawcatuck River 8 a wire goss and Con- | Mar. 3, 1871 50, 000. 00 
n 3 
Red River of the North. Minnesota and Dakota.. Aug. 14, 1876 193, 000. 00 
Red River of the South... e oe Louisiana, | May 23,1828 | 1,513, 265.50 
an xas. 
Rock River......... «j Illinois and Wisconsin. . July 7,1838 1, 000. 00 
St. Croix River.... 7 es and Minne- June 18, 1878 83, 500. 00 
so! 
ee and St. Mary's Florida and Georgia....... May 23, 1828 78, 000. 00 
vers. 
Staten Island Channel. . New York and New Jer- | June 3, 1874 184,000.00 
sey. 
Tennessee River............. Kentucky, Tennessee, | Mar. 3,1827 | 3,376, 456.94 
and Alabama. 
Wabash River.... ..| Indiana and Illinois........ May 23, 1828 615, 500. 00 
Waccemaw River............ North Carolina and June 14, 1880 44, 400. 00 
South Carolina. 
Wares and Tombigbee Alabama and Mississippi. June 10, 1872 336, 000. 00 
vers. 
White, Black, and St. | Arkansas and Missouri...) Mar. 2, 1833 2, 500. 00 
Francis Rivers. 
Yellowstone River . Dakota and Montana. Mar. 3, 1879 118, 750. 00 
d 3,500, 000. 00 
of public works on riv- 
ers and harbors. 
Repairs of harbors OM . . . . eee, 270, 000. 00 
P: A —— d 
reservation and repair .. . 5. ` 
of harbors and river So 
improvements. 
and contingen- | Atlantic coast. . . * 110, 000. 00 
Transportation, fuel, ete . . . ————— Aug. 30, 1882 12, 127. 00 


Table showing expenditures on certain rivers, 1789 to 1889—Continued. 


Name of river or harbor, 


ete. States adjacent, etc. 


ro- 
priation. 


Atlantic coast. . .. . 
Pacific const. . . 


c 8 
..| Northwestern lakes. 


ern rivers. 
„| Atlantic and Pacific | July 11,1870 
coasts lakes and rivers. 

9 gurvey OF . eee sossasosossssoose 


es. 

Youghiogheny River to 
8 

Norfolk to Atlantic . . . . . . . 
Ocean 


Steam dre d D ATA 
chines for the lakes. 
ae and dredge- |.... 


ats, 
Construction of an iron 
steamer, 


D0 .. 


„. 


Charts, ete.. 
eee of sunken ves- 
8. 
Purchase and manage- 
mentof Louisville and 


ere rr ese sessen 


THE TENNESSEE RIVER. . 

It will be noticed that $3,376,456 has been expended upon the Ten- 
nessee River, and the larger part of this sum has been used in remov- 
ing the barrier which, for all time, has separated the 400 miles of nay- 
igable water above from that below the obstruction. 

I now ask attention to a rapid summary of what has been accom- 
plished on this work, 

As far back as 1824, Mr. Calhoun, then Secretary of War, referred to 
the improvement of the Tennessee River so as to connect the u 
waters with those below Muscle Shoals as a work of such value as to be 
subordinate in importance to but two national works of improvement, 
ano ee a survey to be made as the first step in undertaking the 
work. 

General Andrew Jackson frequently crossed the Tennessee at Muscle 
Shoals, and during a considerable period owned and cultivated land 
near the head of the obstruction. When he became President he had 
the river resurveyed at that point by Colonel Long, of the Corps of En- 


gineers. 

In 1828 Congress determined to remove the obstruction and enacted 
a law appropriating 400,000 acres of land to carry out the important 
project. A large sum, estimated as high as $2,000,000, was expended 
in constructing a narrow canal 14} miles in length, but before improve- 
ments were begun at other points one of the dams gave way, and there 
being no money available for the continuation of the work, or to even 
make the slightest repairs, the entire work was abandoned. 

DESCRIPTION OF THE CANAL. 

A few years since the work of improvement was resumed and much 
has been accomplished. Commencing about 12 miles below Decatur, 
Ala., the plan adopted to secure sufficient water required excavations - 
through solid flint rock which formed an impassable reef in the bed of 
the river. This involved the blasting and removal of over 1,000,000 
cubic feet of the hardest rock. Four miles below the initial point of 
the work a rock wall, 2} miles in length, was built to confine the water 
between the wall and the southern shore. A canal 1} miles long, with 
two locks, was then constructed, which carried the work to a point 
whence, with but little additional labor, navigation could be secured 
for a distance of 7} miles. Here the main canal, 14} miles long, be- 
gins. The fall of the river within this distance of 14} miles is 84} feet. 
At some points the fall is very great, being as much as 18 feetina 
single mile, and for short distances the fall is at the rate of 40 feet to 
the mile. 

Altogether there are eleven locks, 60 feet wide and 300 feet in length, 
between the gates. They vary in lift from 5 feet to 12 feet, and are a 
of the most superior workmanship and will last while the rock of whi 
they are built shall endure. 

To aid members of the House to fnlly realize how detrimental these 
shoals are to the interests of the citizens affected by this obstruction, I 
would like to ask how long the people would tolerate an impediment 
to the navigation of the Hudson 40 miles above New York, or in the 
vicinity of Philadelphia in the Delaware? 

Yet, so wonderful has been, and will be, the development of the 
Tennessee Valley that, with 5 feet of water, unobstructed, from Chat- 
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tanooga to the Ohio River, it is as certain as any future event can be 
that within a few years the tonnage transported on the Tennessee 
River will approximate, if it does not equal, the large aggregate now 
carried over either of those great highways of trade. 

A MAGICAL TRANSFORMATION. 

When the present work of improving this great water way was in- 
augurated the products which it wasexpected would seek this avenue 
to find a market were presumed to be confined to cotton and cereals. 
In the last few years, however, the industries of the localities designed 
to be immediately benefited have undergone a most surprising trans- 
formation. During the last ten years iron and coal mines have been 
opened, and great eee e of 60,000 inhabitants are now 
seen where, at the beginning of that period, there were only broad fields 
of yellow corn or continuous rows of the South’s great fleecy staple. As 
if by magic these hives of mechanic skill and theartisan’s persistent and 
toilsome, though beneficent, labors have sprung into existence. 

The forge stands to-day where but yesterday the plow ran noiselesly 
through the loamy soil; the furnace chimney soars now to the stars that 
a short while ago shone down upon the quietude of a purely agricult- 
ural scene. And with the completion of the improvement which the 
people of my district demand as their right, and toward which I now 
ask the representatives of the people to devote a portion of the public 
treasure now lying idle in the money vaults of the nation, this mirac- 
ulous development will be followed by still greater marvels of Ameri- 
can industry and enterprise, with the result that ere many years have 
waned the tonnage on the Tennessee will be increased many hundred 

-fold—perhaps many thousand fold. 
A FORCIBLE ILLUSTRATION, 


To illustrate: Four years since Sheflield was a corn-field, and the 
seven great furnaces in that place and on the opposite bank will fur- 
nish more tonnage than the te of the entire cotton crop of the 
United States, and that would be a tonnage at least one thousand times 
greater than the cotton produced in the country above the shoals and 
which is tributary to the Tennessee River. To enforce this proposition 
I will read a letter from the energetic and distinguished manager ot 
the Florence Improvement Company: 

FLORENCE, ALA., December 31, 1888. 

Dran GENERAL: In reply to yours, making inquiry about the tonnage that 
would seek water transportation if the Tennessee River was eo improved as to 
allow steam-boats to reach this point all the year, it is diMloult to form anything 
like an exact estimate, more ially since the work on the Muscle Shoals Ca- 
nal will soon be completed, ant open up such a large extent of country with its 
mines of coal, ore, and its forests of timber, and its oxtensive ult- 
ural products. I feel 


made many years „is now being rapidly fulfilled, 
F ury before the banks of the 
Muscle Colbert Shoals, would be lined with 
mills, and almost every other kind of manufacturing en 
‘The Florence Improvement Company have located nearly a million dollars 
of capital in industrial enterprises at this place in the last six months; and the 
8 will begonne beg epang ov in ine sams ote months. Ono pf 
real nducements, perhaps Cee e erprising men see in 
jneating their plants here is the Tennessee River, when ass that all ob- 
structions to na’ tion will be removed. 
You will not observe 


railroads can 

ith t. The country needs the 
river, and the opening of the Colbert Shoals will give as much Sabre for 
as many steam- as run Ohio Cincinnati, It may look 


atSheffield and Florence 

will give more tonnage than the whole nited States. A cal- 
culation wilt show the correctness of this 

Now, it is not unreasonable to suppose that in less than five years there will 

be three or four times as many furnaces in this locality, to say nothing of the 

other manufactories, mines, and quarries that will give employment to steam- 


boats. barges, etc. 

I give you this general estimate of the amount of business which would be on 
the river if all obstructions were removed; the furnaces at present built would 
load two or three steam-boats o day with their products, 

We very much hope that your efforts to secure the a m for this most 
important work will be successful. I know of nothing would prove so 
a to so 1 a section of country as the opening of the Tennessee 

ver for 2rst-class all the year. 

Very truly, your obedient servant, 


General J. WHEELER, M. C., 
Washington 


W. B. WOOD. 


City. 
A PROPHECY INDORSED. 


The prediction referred to in this letter is abundantly supported by 
many very distinguished citizens. Among them I will mention the 
sagacious and enterprising General Samuel Thomas, who has carefully 
studied the resources of our country, and as a result of his investiga- 
tions Lai Fig that the time will come when the Tennessee Valley 
will be the center of manufacturing industry, not of the South or of 
this country alone, but of the entire world. 

In March, 1888, a convention was held at Decatur to consult as to 
the best means of securing the speedy completion of the work at Mus- 
cle Shoals. That enterprising and sagacious gentleman, Maj. E. C. 
Gordon, who has done so much in the way of developing the resources 
of the South, was ap ted chairman of a committee selected by the 
eonvention to memo In sa. Tay memorial he 
accompanied it with a letter, which is in we è 


: Wasuixeron, D. C., March 21, 1888. 
To the Congress of the United Slates : 


and presented by order of a convention representing neasiy very Slate fa the 


Union, held at Decatur, Ala., January 18, 1888, asking for a liberal ropria- 
tion for the Tennessee River ee now already so far 8 K 

Be nting also the commi 4 by that convention, I beg leave 
to add a few remarks to the point ein the memorial herewith submitted. 

One or two illustrations will serve to demonstrate that the one and one-half 
ea at dollars, or ee 2 to 8 tie wore mady se 
guy only a very small proportion o annual amount sav t 

Weihe s pron tha rial that t; ht iron furnaces, ee 

wi seen memo! seventy: n either 
ready bnilt or in process of construction, in the ee 
mated 3 71805 000 cota i i Without tryi 
mai capacity o. 5 ons of pig- iron. out tryin, 
figu: out details, it can be 8 
age in the cost of transportation can be saved to the commerce and prosperity 
that region 2 7 the opening of the Tennessee River—a saving of hun- 
dred thousand dollars annually on the transportation of pig-iron alone—all of 
which will find its way into the ordinary channels of commerce and add to the 
welfare and prosperity of the entire population of the country. In every case 
these iron furnaces are located so as to easily reach the river by short . 
* hetet s lines or are built upon its ban 
w: 


ann 
at 814 r ton, it will place in circulation from production $21,000,000 annually, 
The given to the coal 


briefly illustrate the importance of this work as a national enterprise is, as to 
saving upon the 500,000 bales, at least, of cotton, worth $22,500,000, W. will 


on. 

White the coal, iron, and cotton-producing industries included in the 
square miles of territory drained by the Tennessee River amount in produc- 
tions to more than $45,000,000 018 in these three items alone, yet the great 
8 of these industries is 8 by the rye 1 
on y, the general manufacturing interests, an a ural resources 

than cotton of that most favored on, and which industries, as great as 
they are now, will go on increasing in volume and value of their production in 
8 to the increase in the ties for cheap A e while the 
cost of living would be greatly cheapened to the people by the less cost of trans- 
portation on all articles of necessity and luxury bought and brought in from 
other regions, and this saving would amount to millions of dollars per annum 
to the people of the many States directly interested. 

In anticipation of the opening up to na ion o Hus greet national hit 
way, not only are the older towns, such as Knoxville, greatly 
prospering Des new ones are springing up and * rs bo great importance 
along the banks of the Tennessee River ld, wich its five large furnaces 
in process of erection, and Florence with two, and other industries in course 
of n, with a po; growing commensurate with great en- 
terprises, where a fow years ago cals agricultural pursuits were known; and 
when you remember tliat the town of Decatur, which, a year ago, was a little 
village of 1,000 le, now has a population of 7,000, and with manufacturing 
industries employing 3,500 skilled mechanics in process of erection, while 
growth and prosperit; racterize the whole region, will give 11 some idea 
of why the citizens of the several States interested, y the citizens 
of that portion of the new South, are so carnest in their ap to the Govern- 
maitia a n up to navigation, with all reasonable expedition, that great na- 

ona! way. 

I beg eave 15 suggest that the opinon of the citizens represented in the con- 
vention above referred toiwas to effect that the opening up of the national 
water ways to commerce was one of the most effectual, if not the most potent, 
means by which the commerce between States can torily regu- 
lated, and that such a , fully known to the Congress of the United States, 
has been in accordance with the wisest and best statesmanship since the forma- 
tion of the Government to the present time. 

ESN E the maenor . W rere the Times ly cong Chat- 
, Tenn., page 3, column egoorapanying a memo- 
rial i roe | ca Chamber of Commeree, is herewith submitted. 


* 
E. C. GORDON, Chairman, 
THE RIVER CONVENTION MEMORIAL, 
To the Congress of the United States: 

At a convention held in the city of Decatur, Ala., January 18, 1888, the under- 
signed were appointed a committee to memorialize you to obtain necessary ap- 
popako te remove the obstruction to the nav on of the Tennessee River. 

e submit: 

First. It is the sixth in size and third in national importance of any river in 
the United States. 

Second, Since 1868 it has been recognized by the Government as of national 
importance, and has been embraced in the river and harbor bills. > 

hird. Two million seven hundred and fifty thousand dollars has already 
been expended; $180,000 additional is required to complete the improvements 
at M e Shoals and remove the obstructions (except that known as Colbert 
Shoals) from its mouth to the head of nav m. 

Fourth. One million dollars is required for removing the obstruction at Col- 
bert's Shoals, which are located 300 miles from its mouth and 30 miles below 
Florence, Ala. 

Fifth. When opened according to the present plan, adopted long since by the 
Government, it will afford to commerce as follows: 

Main River, Knoxville to Loudon, 60 miles, 

Main River, Loudon to Kingston, 24 miles. 

Main River, Kingston to Chattanooga, 110 miles. 

Main River, Chattanooga to Boiling Pot, 19 miles, 

Main River, Boiling Pot to Bridgeport, 41 miles, 

Main River, Bridgeport to Guntersville, 74 miles, 

Main River, Guntersville to Decatur, 51 miles. 

Malin River, Decatur to Brown’s Ferry, 10 miles. 

Main River, Brown’s Tony to Florence, 39 miles, 

Main River, Florence to Waterloo, 33 miles. 

Main River, Waterloo to Paducah, 222 miles. 

River, total na le, 757 miles. 

Tributaries, Hiwassee River, 33 miles. 

Tributaries, French Broad River, 90 miles, 

Tributaries, Powells River, 159 miles. 

Tributaries, Clinch River, 315 miles. 

Tributaries, River, 7 miles. 

Eo orenk sa Duck River, 68 miles. 


butaries, total navigation, 685 miles. 
Main river and tributaries navigable 1,442 miles, 
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Sixth. When completed the Government plan will offer to commerce naviga- 
tion as follows: * 

Six feet of water all the year round from its mouth to Decatur, Ala., 378 miles. 

Five feet of water the year round, Florence to Chattan 1 les. 

Three feet of water all the year round, Chattanooga to an 191 miles. 

Two and one-half feet of water all the year round on its tributaries, 685 miles. 

Total main river and tributaries navigable, 1,442 miles. 

Seventh. In addition to the above, tributaries to this river which should be 
improved by slack-water navigation not yet recommended or adopted amount- 
ing to more than 600 miles. 

Eighth. Navigable river in the present plan now adopted by the Govern- 
ment and slack-water navigation, which should be adopted, 2,042 miles. 

Ninth, When completed it will open up 2,042 miles of the river with the 
85,000 miles navigable waters of the Mississippi River and its tributaries. 

Tenth. This river is free from ice. It passes through a limestone formation 
where its bottom is not at Any poses 85 shifting sand. Obstructions once re- 
cal or. 


area, 
It bisects about 1,300 miles 


300 per 


t. 

Fourteenth. Twenty-two new furnaces in of construction, to be com- 
pleted in 1888, will increase the product 660,000 tons annually. 

Fifteenth. Forty-nine furnaces now in blast; twenty-two new furnaces bein 
erected. Estimated product for 1889, when new furnaces are in blast, 1,500, 
tons, an increase of 1,000 per cent. in less than ten years. 

Sixteenth, Experience has demonstrated that the opening and improvement 
of the navigable waters of the United States is the most effective interstate- 
commerce law Con can adopt for the protection of those and do- 
ing business on the rivers of the United States which are now navigable or cn- 
pable of being made navigable. The American oe will never consent that 

levy any toll or tribute upon 
the Government, 


cen 


any individual, private corporation, or State sha 
commerce carried over any of the navigable waters of 
this reason none other than the Government ean iny theserivers. Weask 
525 eee — do — und it i = 9 —— oe to apply a part 
of the accumu g surplus now in the ry for urpose. 

= E ©. GORDON, 


Chairman of Committee. 


Very recently a convention was held in Knoxville, Tenn., com 
of delegates from many Statesof the Union. A committee of sixty-nine 
prominent citizens, headed by Hon. C. W. Charlton, was appointed 
to 8 a memorial to Congress, urging the great importance of this 
work. 

The resolutions adopted by the convention, and which are embodied 
in the memorial, are in these words: 


RESOLUTIONS OF THE RIVER CONVENTION, 
Whereas the Tennessee River with the tributaries is third in size and na- 


tional 5 and ns an area nearly as large as the New England 
States of the richest undeveloped part of the globe, and has received less in 
proportion to its c than any other river now recognized in the Govern- 


ment plan for the improvement of the rivers and harbors; and the small amount 
asked can, therefore, and ought to be at once ne 7 

Therefore, EN — representatives of tho peons who reside in that portion 
of the United drained by the Tennessee River and its tributaries, in con- 
8 assembled at Knoxville, this day respectfully petition the American 

ngress: 

1. That all navigable rivers be made national wn, free from any toll. 

2. That all obstructions to the navigation of the Tennessee River and its tribu- 
taries,as high as the same can be improved by slack-water navigation, be re- 
moved therefrom, 

8. That said river with its tributaries be on ghar so as to give us at least 4 
feet of water all the year round from its mouth to Chattanooga: at least 3 feet 
of water all the year round from Chattanooga to Knoxville, and by slack-water 
navigation to the headwaters of all its tributaries. 

4, That no bridge be allowed to cross said river or its tributaries, so as to in- 
terfere with the free use of the same as hereinbefore set forth, 

5. Resolved, That a committee, consisting of eleven at large and one from each 
county and city represented, be appointed to prepare and submit to Congress, 
now in session, a memorial in ourname, setting forth the claims of our river and 
its tributaries to their consideration an tee as hereinbefore set forth. 

Resolved, That our Representatives and Senators be requested to aid us and 
our memorialists to obtain what we ask. 

Resolved, That the Legislatures of Kentucky, Virginia, North Carolina, South 
Carolina, Georgia, Alabama, Mississippi, and Tennessee, be requested to take 
action favoring the improvement of our rivers. 


55 ing an exhaustive exhibit of the wonderful and until 
recently little understood resources and wealth of Tennessee, the com- 
mittee conclude in these words: 


Without further consumption of your time and attention, we will conclude by 
briefly summarizing what we have said. 


A SUMMARY STATEMENT. 


First. The upper waters of the Tennessee River open to the world the best 
and largest coal-fields in the United States. 

Second. To these same waters are easily accessible the best and largest de- 
posits of iron ore east of the Mississippi. 

Third. The coal-fields and iron depositsare nearertogether than any othersof 
like quality and quantity in North America, if notin the world. 

Fourth. On the waters of this same river are hundreds of quarries of the 
most beautiful and most durable marbles in America, and immense forests of 
the best merchantable timber. 

Fifth. This river and its main tributaries can be made, at small expense, ca- 
poe of cheaply transporting all of this coal andiron, marble and timber, to 

he markets of the world. 

Sixth. While the seven great States of Tennessee, Mississippi, Alabama, 
Georgia, North Carolina, Virginia, and Kentucky will be di y benefited by 
the improvement of these rivers, nevertheless, in the indirect benefits the whole 
people of the United States will prove to be largely the partakers. 

And for these reasons, and in obedience to the resolutions under which we 
act, we respectfully memorialize your honorable bodies to make prompt and 
adequate appropriations for the removal of all obstructions to the na tion 


of the Tennessee River and its tributaries, as high as they can be improved by 
slack-water navigation, so as to give 4 feet of water all the year round from 
Paducah to Chattanooga; at least 3 feet of water all the year round from Chat- 
tanooga to Knoxville, and a good slack-water navigation on all the tributaries 
up to their headwaters, 


It will be observed that the Knoxville convention confine themselves 
almost entirely to a discussion of the resources of Tennessee. They do 
not exaggerate them, and they clearly show that if their tonnage alone 
was involved the largest appropriation ever suggested for improving the 
Tennessee River would be advisable. But when we couple this with 
the fact that Alabama will give five times the tonnage supplied by Ten- 
nessee in ore and coal, all will admit that the paramount importance 
of the question has passed beyond the sphere of discussion and argu- 
ment, This wonderful development has been followed by a demand 
for the improvement of the river below Florence and Sheffield. 

COLBERT AND BEE TREE SHOALS. 

Tn its natural condition the navigation of the river below Florence 
was good during from eight to ten months of the year, but for from 
two to four months the reefs and obstructions entirely closed the river 
to all transportation. Some little work of improvement was done 
many years ago, but it has not proved to be of any appreciable advan- 


do not think that I can better illustrate the necessity for the con- 
tinued prosecution of this work, and the importance of the proposed 
work at Bee Tree and Colbert Shoals, than by reading a letter which [ 
and a copy of which I sent to every member of Congress. 
his matter being of importance to other States, other Representa- 
tives joined with me in the petition. 
The letter was in these words: 


HoUsE or REPRESENTATIVES, Washington, D. C., March 1, 1888. 


My DEAR Sin: The report of the Chief Engineer, General J. C. Duane, of date 
October 22, 1887, in reference to the importance of improving the Tennessee 
River at Colbert Shoals, says (Report, page 231): 

The funds now available and amount asked for can be profitably expended 
in eompleting the work of opening the canal and in improving the channel at 
Bridgeport and Guntersville Bars, and at other points, especially at Colbert 

which is urgently recommended by the engineer officer in charge as 
worthy of immediate consideration and action, owing to the necessity of its 
improvement in connection with the early opening of Muscle Shoals Canal.” 

Col. J. W. Barlow, in his re bottom of page 175 y urges improve- 
ment of Colbert Shoals, so that canal can more utilized, and near 
middle of pase 1744 he speaks of the value of this improvement as well nigh 
incalculable. 


The importance of improving Colbert Shoals was so manifest that after this 
ropal rt was made the Secretary of War directed a survey of that portion of the 
river. 

The report of Col. J. W. Barlow, transmitting such survey reached Washing- 
ton in January, 1888, and is printed in appendix to the report of the Chief Engi 
neer, page 1747. 

The report says: 

Without a corresponding improvement at Colbert and Bee Tree Shoals the 
costly canal and locks around the Muscle Shoals will be comparatively useless 
during a large of the year. 

Above Colbert Shoals large iron manufacturing interests have been recently 
developed, which demand water transportation for their products, and this hay- 
ing been provided by nature in an almost ‘ect condition, there is needed but 
a comparatively small improvement to make it entirely satisfactory. 

“The force of this statement will be realized upon consideration of the fact 
that from the Muscle Shoals to the mouth of the river the distance is 255 miles, 
and with the exception of the obstructions offered by Colbert and Bee Tree 
Shoals, the impediments to navigation are of an insignificant character; in fact, 
the river is navigable to the foot of these shoals hout the entire year. The 
propriety, the: re, of an adequate improvement here to connect the lower 
seon 55 the river, some 235 m in length, with the 400 miles above seems 
manifest. 

The letter from the Secretary of War, dated March 3, 1888, transmits a letter 
from General Duane, which states that Colonel Barlow strongly recommends 
that $923,175 ys a gan in this bill for the completion during the year end- 
ing July 1, 1889, of the works at Colbert and Bee Tree Shoals. 

General Duane himself recommends that $500,000 be appropriated for this 
work. This was in addition to the $600,000 recommended by him for the Ten- 


nessee River below tanooga. 

We have the honor to most tfully urge that the $1,000,000 thus recom- 
mended and asked for by the Chief Engineer for the year ending July 1, 1889, for 
this work be appropriated. 

If the entire amount of $1,000,000 can not be appropriated in this bill, we re- 
spectfully urge that this important work be given at least as large a pro rata as 
is appropriated for any other work. 

We are impelled to make this request from the fact that the improvement of 
the Tennessee River at this point Sonning Seong lego interests of citizens 
residing on or near the Tennessee and Ohio Rivers, and ina measure all 
citizens who are interested in traffic from the Northwest to tAeSouth Atlantic 


coast, 
‘These improvements of the Tennessee River being on solid rock bottom the 
work proposed will be permanent and everlasting. 

This work is not iocal in its character, but its completion will be beneficial to 
more than half of the States in the Union. 

A convention composed of citizens from nearly every State met in Decatur, 
Ala., in last January, and resolutions asking Congress to make this ap- 
propriation. The proceedings of the convention are transmitted herewith, 


Very respectfully, Jos: WIR . 


Iam happy to state that the Chief Eugineer and the Secretary of 
War in their report for this year both recommend that $1,000,000 be 
appropriato for improving the navigation at Colbert and Bee Tree 
Shoals. 

If this could be done it would be difficult to estimate the great ad- 
vantages which would accrue to a large area of our country, and atthe 
proper time I will ask the House to consider the propriety of increas- 
ing the appropriation so as to conform to the views of these distin- 
guished officials, 

In order to give Congress a better understanding of the proposed 
work I beg to call attention to a map. 
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It will be seen that at the extreme low stage of water we have but 
11 inches of depth as it passes over the reefs in the locality I have in- 
dicated. It is therefore proposed to build a lock and dam at each reef 
so as to raise the water sufficiently for navigation at all seasons. 

At the lower point an effort will be made to construct the dam be- 
tween an island and the south bank. This channel would then be 
used only during low water, and the main river would be left unob- 
structed during the period when there was sufficient depth without 
eausing a rise by artificial means. If this plan can be adopted it will 
give a marked advantage during the high-water period in saving the 

e which would otherwise be lost in passing through the lock. 
A JUDICIOUS EXPENDITURE. 

The bill we are considering proposes to appropriate for the improve- 
ment of all the rivers and harbors in the United States a sum which 
would not exceed 30 cents per capita of our population, while the bene- 
fits which all must derive from the expenditure can hardly be estima- 
ted. Those residing along the line, or in the vicinity, of the water-ways 
which the labors of our admirable Corps of Engineers will have made 
navigable throughout their entire length will be able to ship their sur- 
plus at such reduced rates as will annually save hundreds of dollars to 
these producers. 

Thosegentlemen who oppose this bill on the ground of alleged econ- 
omy do not reflect that the judicious expenditure of money to improve 
our means of intercommunication by water, by lessening the cost of 
transportation and thereby reducing the price of the products trans- 
ported, must prove of immense benefit to the laboring people—people 
of the most moderate means. 

Honest and well-considered expenditure like this is real economy, 
and itis real, not false, orseeming economy which the Democratic party 
is bound to uphold. 

There is one consideration connected with the opening of the Ten- 
nessee River which should bebornein mind. The bottom of thatstream 
is solid rock, and its banks are not subject to washouts and changes. 
Work that is finished on such a stream is permanent, durable, lasting, 
and there is no that money expended in improving that river 
will be lost—provided the work be not suspended half or one-quarter 
finished and allowed to deteriorate for want of sufficient appropriations 
to prosecute it steadily and continuously. 

That is not the case with some rivers upon which vast sums have 
been expended. A sand-bar removed in the summer is often re-estab- 
lished by the floods of the succeeding winter; a channel cut through 
at great expense may be filled up by one angry freshet a few months 
later. 

If because of these admitted and undeniable facts some gentlemen 
should be disposed to condemn and oppose the whole system of river 
improvement, they must see that such objections can not apply to the 
Tennessee. Work completed there ten years since is the same to-day, 
and a century hence will find it unimpaired. 

GREAT DEVELOPMENT ON THE TENNESSEE RIVER. 

Congress does not need to be reminded of the wonderful of 

the great South, and no sage can be needed to foretell its more wonder- 


ful future. 

One year since I mentioned that pig-iron could be produced in Ala- 
bama for from $8 to $9 per ton; that the average price paid in England 
for the pig-iron imported thence in 1887 was $15.58 per ton; and 
that the average price of anthracite foundry pig-iron in Philadelphia 
during the first four months of last year was $20.56 per ton. I beg 
now to call the attention of the House toa table showing the quantities 
of coal, iron ore, pig-iron, finished iron, and steel produced in the vari- 
ous countries of the world, the enormous consumption of these staples, 
and the percentage of these products furnished by the United States. 


Country. | Coal. | Iron ore, 
Tons. Tons. Tons. 
Great Britain. 162,119, 812 14. 110,013 | 7,441, 927 1. 701,312 | 3, 145, 507 
United States. . . . „ 300,000 | 6,417, 148 2, 311,160 | 3,339,071 
Germany (including Lux- 
0 oe 9, 299, 500 1, 685, 400 
000 440, 956 
15 so 1 
000 $225, 140 
000 +10, 000 
499 *78, 231 
O14 +23, 760 
000 +35, 000 


Percentage of the United 
States 28 | 


ERE A il 22 
United States. -oo -c0. 120,148. 70 II, 500, 000 
Great Britain................... 162, 119, 812 14,110,013 
Total all other countries. 146, 817, 665 | 14, 691, 993 
1886. + Estimated. 71882. 71885. 11881. 


Considering how recently industrial pursuits of the manufacturing 
or mechanical class have been developed in Alabama, that State has 


reason to congratulate herself upon the proportion she contributes of 
some of those products to help make up the gratifying percentage of 
the United States. A few years ago she had scarcely any manufactures 
whatever. In 1887 she produced 292,762 tons of pig-iron, and in 1888 
449,492tons. Last year nearly thirty new furnaces were started within 
her borders, and the day is not far distant when she will lead all the 
States and all the countries of the earth in this industry. 


COTTON MILLS ON THE TENNESSEE RIVER. 


The 139 feet fall of the Tennessee River will necessarily be made 
available very shortly to spin the cotton which is grown upon its banks 
and convert that great staple into cloth. When that is done America 
will’ supplant England as the chief seller of cotton goods in the great 
marts of the world, and to fally understand and appreciate the entire 
significance of this revolution in trade we have only to remember that 
England’s exports of cotton goods average 8100, 000, 000 annually, while 
our yearly average does not exceed the comparatively pitiful sum of 
$12,000,000. 

No one can doubt that the great bulk of this trade wili eventually 
belong to the South. 

As a means of showing at a glance the extent and magnitude of this 
cotton-goods trade of the world I have prepared a tabulated statement 
of the consumption of raw cotton by England, by the other European 
peoples, and by the United States during a period of twenty-one years, 
from 1866-67 to 1886-87. 


[Consumption—bales 400 pounds.] 


United States, 


058; 000 

979,000 

259,000 

820,000 

000 

Average 6years 000 
Percent. 6years” 

425,000 

632, 000 

656, 000 

082, 000 

140, 000 

. 7. 272, 000 

Average ô years 3 4 868,000 

Percent. 6years . 1.8 13.8 

t 73 | t 
187879 1, 784, 0007, 223, 000 
187980. 


000 1, 581, 000 8, 081; 000 
4.118. 


Average 6 years 3, 469. 

Percent. s years] 
1884-88. 
1885-86. 


* This line pa the increased percentage in the consumption of 1871-72 cuu: 
eis with the consumption of 1866-’67. 
nerease, 
This line gives the increased percentage in the consumption of 1877-'78 com- 
pared with the consumption of Psr 78. 


Decrease, 
This line gives the increased percentage in the consumption of 1883-84 com- 
pared with the consumption of 187879. 


The percentage of increase in the consumption—that is, the manu- 
facture—of raw cotton in this country is very gratifying, and ially 
so is the marked increase of manufacturing in the South, but as we 
furnish fully three-fourths of the raw cotton manufactured in Europe, 
the actual proportion of our manufactures is really insignificant. This 
will be apparent from a table I submit as part of my remarks, showing 
the quantity of raw cotton furnished to Europe by the different cotton 
producing countries of the world during the years 1884, 1885, and 1886, 
the figures representing the number of bales: 


United States. . . . . cossos 
Brazil. . e! 


e Se. 
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leged character of this bill. A decision was rendered that it was not 
privileged. An appeal was made, but no argument was presented on 
the question, except by Mr. PARKER and myself. Weare the only 
poems who spoke on the subject. I am told on my return to the 

ouse this afternoon that the decision has been overruled and the bill 
precipitated before the House. 

At the time the appeal from the ruling of the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Cox], the Speaker pro tempore, was taken, I made a 
request that in case the ee e should be reversed I should have per- 
mission to file a minority report. I prepared that report and have 
been waiting for the decision so as to have the report filed and printed 
and brought properly before the House. 

It seems to me, Mr. Speaker, that in a case of this kind, where the 
lands were disposed of by the Government some thirty years ago, and 
where the Supreme Court of the United States has, in some ten decis- 
ions, extending through the last twenty-five or thirty years, declared 
the validity of every right that is songht now to be assailed, this House 
ought to deliberate before proceeding to vote upon a measure which 
will have the effect to unsettle those rights. 

When this bill was before the House at the last session numerous 
petitions were sent to the Committee on Public Lands, protesting 
against its passage—petitions from the very settlers whose rights this 
bill professes to protect. 

Mr. HOLMES. Have these petitions ever been made public or seen 
by anybody? 

Mr. WHEELER. Those petitions were exhibited and seen by some 
members of the committee, and were intended to be made public and 
presented to the House in case this bill came up, but on sending to the 
Committee on Public Lands we were unable to procure them, the re- 
riley his they were locked up, and the clerk gone, so they could 
not $ 

Now, Mr. Speaker, before a vote is had upon this bill, I shall ask the 
House to postpone action upon it for one week, or at least for one day. 
Itis due to the House that all the facts should be submitted to them be- 
fore they are asked to vote on a bill of this magnitude, involving as it 
does the interests of thousands of settlers and also the interests of 
many persons who have invested their all in these lands. It will be 
recollected that in the last Congress this same bill passed the House 
and was vetoed by the President, and I say with confidence that it can 
be demonstrated to the House that every position taken by our distin- 
guished Executive in that veto is based upon the soundest principles 
of law and justice. 

After that veto had been sent to the House and had been sustained 
here, a bill was introduced which sought to do justice to every settler, 
to every claimant, and to every party having any connection with this 
matter. That bill still awaits action, and I am confident it would 
have been brought before the House by the Committee on Public. 
Lands had they imagined that the previous ruling of the Chair would 
not be sustained. 

Mr. HOLMES. Will the gentleman tell us whether the condition 
has ever been complied with by this company, and whether they ever 
earned the lands ? N 

Mr. WHEELER. I do not know that I can discuss that matter in 
the short time I am entitled to the floor. Itisa olsen snags which 
occurred some thirty years ago. But I will sa that the Supreme 
Coat ofthe United States in more than ten diferent d decisions, with r 

every fact brought before them, have decided that that company is en- 
Mt. HOLMAN, Do not all th the 

Mr. not ose cases go upon single pro 

tion that those settlers were settlers on lands which were se 
that they were not entitled to take the lands either under the pre- emp- 
tion or the homestead law, and therefore had no standing in court? 
Was not that the sole ground of those decisions? 

Mr. WHEELER. Ido not think so. It was the ground in some 
cases, but in the course of those ten decisions every phase of the matter 
that has ever been brought before this House was presented and 
upon by the court. There have been probably twenty or more decis- 


Ir. PAYSON. Does the gentleman remember any case where the 
ane provision of the State of Iowa was ever presented to the 
court 

Mr. WHEELER. I can not say that I do. It is not material to the 
questions involved in the bill. 

Mr. PAYSON. The gentleman says he knows of twenty cases; does 
he really know of more than five that were ever presented 

Mr. WHEELER. I think there have been at least twenty cases 
2 the State courts of Iowa and the Supreme Court of the United 

tates. 

Mr. PAYSON. Presented in the Federal courts? I will say to the 
gentleman from Alabama, who is generally so accurate, that this time 
he is very badly off, as there have been just five cases. 

Mr. WHEELER. Ina paper which I prepared for the minority re- 
port there are set forth, I am quite confident, a great number of cases, , 
some of them by the Supreme Court of the United States and six or 
seven of them by the circuit court of the State of Iowa. i 


It has been suggested that the South will at no distant day find In- 
dia a formidable competitor in the production of raw cotton. But a 
careful examination of the subject does not, in my opinion, justify any 
such apprehension. I have investigated the question as gt y 
I was able, and find that after years of most determined efforts the cot- 
ton-grower in India has not been able to produce more than 50 pounds 
ofinferior staple per acre, while in our more favorable climate, and 
with a soil far better adapted to cotton culture, we readily produce an 
average of from 175 to 200 pounds to the acre. 

As the exact statistics bearing upon this question may be interesting 
and instructive, I submit a tabular statement, which I will read: 


VALUE OF MANUFACTURED COTTON, 


During the cotton year ending September, 1879, Great Britain man- 
ufactured 2,843,000 bales of cotton of 400 pounds each, equivalent to 
2,254,000 bales of 500 pounds each. The average price of uplands cot- 
ton in New York for the year 1879 was 10} cents per pound; but as 
England consumed considerable India cotton, as well as American cot- 
ton of a lower grade lower than upland, I think we may safely assume 
that, delivered at the mills, it did not cost her spinners more than an 
average price of 10 cents per pound for her raw material, at which price 
the cost was $112,700,000. 

In his Cotton-goods Trade of the World, Mr. Blaine asserts that after 
these 2,843,000 bales of cotton of 400 pounds each were converted into 
fabrics England sold them for $561,170,000—five times the cost of the 
Taw material. 

Last year’s cotton crop in the United States was about 7,000,000 
bales, which, at an average price of 10 cents per pound, would be worth 
$350,000, 000, and if we could manufacture it all and sell the fabrics to 
the world at five times the value of the raw material it would realize 
to the country the almost inconceivable aggregate of 81, 750, 000, 000. 

We of the South must not admit that we are inferior to Englishmen 
in pluck, energy, and enterprise, and in my humble judgment we 
should without delay commence to compete with that country in sup- 
plying the world with cotton fabrics. We have the cotton at our doors, 

hile England must transport it across the sea; and this is but one of 
car manifold advantages. 

If we should manufacture all our 7,000,000 bales of cotton and thus 
increase its value in the same e pleat that it is increased in England, 
the result would be that the South would speedily become tenfold more 
wealthy than any other people on the globe. 

If we can not attain all we desire, Wo oao app proximate tbat end, and 
should we succeed in dividing this trade with England we would still 
be the wealthiest of all the wealthy people of the earth. 

One of our greatest needs is American ships and American sailors to 
bear their part in securing for us that great commerce with foreign peo- 
ie without which no country can hope to reach its maximum pros- 


perity. 


Des Moines Lands. 


SPEECH 


oF 


HON. JOSEPH WHEELER, 


OF ALABAMA, 
In THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Wednesday, December 5, 1888. 


The House having under consideration the bill R. 1368) ger titles of 
settlers on Des Mo River lands,in the State of Iowa, and for other pur- 
poses— 

Mr. WHEELER said: 

Mr. SPEAKER: I was very much surprised on returning from the of- 
fice of the Attorney-General to find this bill under consideration. At 
the last session of this House the question was raised as to the privi- 
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Death of Hon. Nicholas T. Kane. 


REMARKS 


or 


HON. CHARLES TRAOBRY, 


OF NEW YORK, 
In THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 


Saturday, March 2, 1889, 


On resolutions of respect to the memory of Hon. Nicholas T. Kane, late a mem- 
ber-elect to the House of Representatives from the State of New York. 

Mr. TRACEY said: 

Mr. SPEAKER: In asking that these resolutions be adopted I desire, 
for the information of the Fiftieth Congress, to give some details in the 
history of my predecessor, and to comment upon his useful career. 
Nicholas T. Kane was born in Ireland forty-two years ago, and when 
but two years old was brought by his parents to West Troy, N. Y., where 
the family took up a permanent residence. Although stilla boy when 
the war broke out, young Kane, at the age of seventeen, enlisted with 
his older brother in Captain Bridgeford’s company, Twentieth New 
York Cavalry. 

Before one year had passed the elder brother was killed while bravely 
leading a charge in battle. Nicholas continued in the Army and was 
mustered out after three years’ service. He took part in many engage- 
ments and was distinguished for his courage and devotion to duty. 
Returning to the home of his parents he sought employment and found 
work as a spinner at the Kenwood Mills, near Albany. For years after 
he worked hard at Stillwater, Greenwich, Hudson, and Cohoes, N. Y., 
and for a time in Rhode Island. 

Ambitious, as well as industrious, he saved his wages until, in 1878, 
he leased, and later on bought, woolen mills at Sandlake, N. Y. In 
this undertaking he prospered, and after paying off the debts on his 
property he purchased mills at Albia, N. Y., and also became interested 
in other manufacturing enterprises. Although on some accounts it 
was not altogether convenient for him to live at West Troy, he was so 
much attached to his home and companions that he became the owner 
of a beantiful residence in that village. 

His aged parents continued to reside with him until their decease, a 
few years ago, and his devoted wife still lives at the homestead, con- 
tinuing the works of charity which, up to the time of her husband’s 
death, she had carried on in common with him. 

As his business grew Mr. Kane became the employer of many hun- 
dred people. It is a remarkable fact that during the troubled times 
which brought strikes and bitter feeling throughout that section of the 
country, Mr. Kane retained the affection and respect of all the wor- 
ing people. Capable and upright in business life it was natural that 
he should be called upon to interest himself in public affairs. He 
served three terms in the board of supervisors of Albany County, the 
last term as chairman of the board. 

In the Forty-ninth Congress the Nineteenth district of New York 
was represented by a gentleman belonging to the Republican party, 
and such extraordinary popularity did he possess that the Democratic 
party managers were fearful of not being able to reclaim the district. 
At this juncture Mr. Kane was selected as the man who might possi- 
blysueceed. Afteravigorous campaign he was victorious, but the labors 
of the contest probably hastened the p of the disease ot which 
he died. Concerning everything that affected the interests of his vil- 
lage he was earnestly solicitous. 

The United States Government had for some years contemplated es- 
tablishing a gun factory for the Army at one of the arsenals, and I do 
not doubt p belief that, if elected, he could press to success the project 
of selecting the Watervliet arsenal, at West Troy, wasa great incentive 
to Mr. Kane in deciding to enter the field for Representative in Con- 

He visited Washington early in 1887, and then hoped tobe able 
to take his seat the following December. But his health steadily de- 
clined, although,aided by his strong will, he did at intervals surprise 
his physicians by unexpected temporary improvement. Finally hesaw 
that it was useless to hope for recovery, and then the end came rapidly. 
He met it bravely, clear-minded to the last. 

The strong will-power asserted itself the day he died, and in the bean- 
tiful eulogy pronounced by his pastor and friend, Father Curtin, at the 
funeral mass, marked allusion was made to this incident. The good 
priest stated to us that while the prayers for the dying were being read 
the suffering patient responded in a clear tone until the litany was fin- 
ished; then, placing his head back upon the pillow, he showed that he 
was ready, and at once away. 

There is in one of Faber’s beautiful hymns a verse which says: 


T would the light of reason, Lord, 
Up to the last might shine, 

That my own hands might hold my soul 
Until it passed to Thine. 


In Mr. Kane’s death-bed scene that prayer was granted. Mr. Speaker, 
I shall never forget that clear, bright September day when my pređe- 


~ 


cessor was carried to the tomb. From the cities of Albany, Troy, and 
Cohoes, and from all the surrounding country, thousands had come to 
unite with the yore of the village in paying their tribute of respect 
to the honored dead. They walked from the home he had loved to 
the church for which as a faithful member he had done so much. 

The services were most impressive. Since that day there has been 
erected in this house of God a beautiful altar, placed there in memory 
of her husband by Mr. Kane’s widow. I have tried to do justice to 
my friend without making exaggerated statements of his ability and 
purity of character. Were he living it would offend him to hear ex- 
pressions of undue praise, and I wish to speak as though he listened to 
my words. He was obliged to work and struggle hard to secure the 
fortune he accumulated and the position he attained in the commu- 
nity. 

Had he been spared to sit with his colleagues in this Chamber he 
might have proved a valuable member; it is fair, in the light of his past 
experience, to suppose he would have been thoroughly efficient. But 
whether so or not, I do feel well assured his record would have been 
one of untarnished integrity and free from even a suspicion of insin- 
cerity. But after all, his family and friends havea consolation greater 
than could be obtained by any possible triumph for him in public posi- 
tions; for, reflecting upon the incidents of his life, we must realize that 
Mr. Kane possessed in wonderful abundance those choicest gifts of God, 
faith, hope, and charity. 


Production of Sugar. 
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HON. PRESTON B. PLUMB, 


OF KANSAS, 
IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, 


Thursday, January 17, 1889, 


Or the amendment of the Committee on Finance to the bill (H. R. 9051) to reduce 
taxation and simplify the laws in relation to the collection of the revenue, pro- 
posing a stating of 1 cent per pound on sugar produced in the United States 
until January 1, 1890. 

Mr. PLUMB said: 

Mr. PRESIDENT: The Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] seems to be 
troubled in his mind about the fairness of this amendment. I did not 
discover from his remarks whether his main objection to it was its un- 
fairness as to the amount of protection, or because he thought it vio- 
lated a proper principle. 

He made a tolerably plain reference to one or two Senators, whose 
names have been frequently used in the newspapers without any war- 
rant whatever, as being in a contumacious frame of mind about this 
bill and demanding concessions before they would give it their sup- 
port, of whom Iam alleged to have been one. Except ſor the reference 
which he made to this subject himself and a remark made by the Sen- 
ator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE] yesterday or the day before, 
the subject would not be worth bringing to the attention of the Senate. 

The Senator from North Carolina, somewhat hardly driven, I thought, 
to justify his general raid upon this bill, while taking the benefit in it in 
the shape of nice fat things for the people of his own State, spoke about 
the unaccountable disappearance of an amendment I had offered reduc- 
ing the duty on structural steel as indicating that I was not myself en- 
tirely sincere on this subject. 

Mr. President, I have no hesitation in saying that I am here to get 
out of this bill and out of all legislation precoz or proposed every- 
thing I can in reason for the people whom I chiefly represent, and I am 
the more willing to do this because I know that around me on both 
sides of the Chamber are men similarly minded for their own people; 
and in the contention which thus arises, and which is an inevitable ac- 
companiment of all legislation, we arrive at, if not the exact truth, at 
least a fair average and that adjustment of interests which is essential 
in legislation affecting a great people widely scattered with diverse 
interests, which bring the necessity for compromise and adjustment, 
if the interests of one section or class are not to wholly prevail to the 
destruction of all other interests, This necessary principle is applied 
in all our important legislation. It should be subordinated to but one 
condition, that no adjustment or compromise of contending interests 
shall be made which works harm to the general interest. 

I therefore feel not only free to advocate those things which I think 
are of special interest to the people I represent, but also to inquire and 
determine as to things in which other people are more especially inter- 
ested than I am; that is to say, in the sense of their nearer relation to 
them geographically or otherwise. . 

I have enjoyed the discomfiture of some of our friends on the other 
side, who have been beguiled and misled by newspaper publications 
into the belief that somewhere in the as Yala stomach thereis 
turbance over this tariff bill. Mr. t, there is disturbance over 
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it as there is over everything that requires the concurrence of a major- 
ity of the Senate in order to be enacted into law; but the gentlemen 
who are so mindful of the disturbance which they say exists on this 
side should refresh their recollections by going back to the files of the 
newspapers and observing the disturbances that occurred in the Demo- 
cratic caucus of another body when the Mills bill was under consider- 
ation, when wood-screws, glue, and other things were tossed about 
right and left to the individual members of that caucus in order to get 
votes so that that bill might be passed; and that bill would not have 
been passed if it had not been reconstructed in the caucus by conced- 
ing protective duties to the articles above mentioned and others, in 
defiance of the report of the Ways and Means Committee putting these 
articles on the free-list. And the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. 
ALDRICH] reminds me especially that upon this very sugar question 
there were some contumacious members from Louisiana who were more 
concerned about sugar than they were about ballet-dancers, and who, 
therefore, insisted that the provision as it existed in the Mills bill 
should be modified, and it was modified to meet their views, and in 
consideration of that modification the bill received the votes of the 
Louisiana delegation in the other House. 

Now, I want to say, once for all, that all this talk about the sup- 

posed attitude of myself and one or two others, so fat as I know, in re- 
gard to this bill, as stated in the newspapers, is entirely without any 
foundation. I have never under any circumstances been solicited or 
expected to vote in any other way than as my judgment should dic- 
tate upon each one of the items of this bill as they came up for consid- 
eration in the Senate. I have not been vain enough to suppose that 
I should have my own way about everything. Many of the provisions 
in this bill do not meet my approval as abstract propositions, and I 
shall not vote for the bill, unless when it comes to be put in its final 
shape, passing judgment on all these provisions as a whole, as such 
whole they meet my views, at least fairly, as to what the bil) ought to 
be. But when I say that I do not mean to say that I shall apply to 
everything contained in the bill that precise scrutiny I might do if 
we more time and if I felt that assurance, which I should be glad 
to feel, that this bill would finally become a law. That it is better in 
its present shape than anything offered us I do believe. Being mind- 
ful that the millennium will not come during my time, I propose to 
take as I go along the best that I can get. 
My friend from Louisiana [Mr. ee: in his argument against this 
bill n with sugar, but it was plain to be seen that his chief concern 
was not about sugar, for he left that saccharine subject in afew mo- 
ments, and, using the ascending scale of expression, came to the bal- 
let dancers. I know that the Senator fiom Louisiana and the great 
party which he represents is devoted to free trade, and will take any- 
thing free which they can get rather than have nothing. [Laughter. ] 
Why, Mr. President, I can conceive of the horror which must have 
overcome that Senator at the moment when his mind first came to the 
belief that the Republican party, backed by the great tide of public 
sentiment at the North of which he spoke, intended actually to put 
legs on the dutiable list. Let the Senatorsparehimself. Legs will be 
free. He need not worry about that. We mean to treat the Demo- 
crats fairly. At allevents we shall spare to them that which seems to 
be for their special delectation, ballet dancers. 

There is no theory of the imposition of tariff dues that I know of 
which requires those dues to be levied according to the demands of the 
manufacturers. I am not bound to take the unsupported word of a 
Louisiana sugar planter as to his needs and rate duties accordingly, nor 
do I mean to take the word of a Pennsylvania or other manufacturer 
as to the protection which he needs in order that he may make what 
he is pleased to call adequate profits and meet generally the situation 
by which he is confronted. All these things are to be resolved upon 
the facts and arguments which may be addressed to us from time to 
time with the view of arriving at a certain conclusion, which, accord- 
ing to my own ideas and convictions, is this: That whatever is necessary 
in the way of the imposition of duties resulting from the financial needs 
of this Government and in the fair execution of our financial system in 
order that there may be produced on American soil, out of American 
material, and by the use of American labor and capital, the essential 
things for the use of the American people, shall be done. 

Mr. EUSTIS. Are there not exceptions? 

Mr. PLUMB. There are exceptions to all rules. In monarchical 
governments the vices of the people are always made special objects of 
kingly concern, and there are people whose allegiance to the govern- 
ment must be constantly invited and retained by giving free license to 
certain of their vices, usually those of appetite. I am willing to ac- 
cept the allegiance of the Democratic party upon that basis, and to 
make exceptions of certain things, such as beer, if the Senator wants 
it—he spoke of beer as the only thing that should be drank in this 
country—and matters and things of that kind which may operate to 
keep the Democratic party faithful to the Government and also aid to 
wash out the indigo stain which the Senator spoke of a moment ago 
as having been the result of the November election. He said, as I un- 
derstood him, that the indigo he got on him was a fast color and had 
not washed out and is still decidedly blue. [Laughter. 

Mr. President, when we come to the execution of the principle I 


have stated, all that remains is the determination of what is necessary 
in each individual case, and that is bound to produce controversy, as- 
sertion and denial, argument, appeal to testimony, and as the result 
of such a tariff bill must finally be constructed. 

I would myself be willing to continue the imposition of the present 
duty on sugar if it could be produced in no other part of the country 
than eee if only I could be made to believe that the people of 
that State could within a reasonable time produce all the sugar, or 
even nearly all the sugar, necessary tosupply the home market. But 
for the purpose of the vote that I shall give I propose to leave Lonisi- 
ana out of account entirely. 

Mr. EUSTIS. I supposed so. 

Mr.PLUMB. Mr. President, I propose to do that because I find by an 
examination of the facts that the Louisiana people have made no sub- 
stantial progress in the manufacture of sugar during the past ten years. 
It was in testimony before the Finance Committee that a very large 
portion of the sugar made in Louisiana was still made by the primitive 
processes in tise forty years ago; that there was not probably ona single 
plantation, with one or two exceptions, anything that could be called 
modern machinery in the light of the developments of the last few 
years. The people of Louisiana have not fairly met their responsi- 
bilities; they have been sluggish and indifferent. 

Profiting by a duty of over 100 per cent. upon their production of 
sugar, they have made no effort to supply the home market, and they 
have practically made no effort to make money even. 

Mr. EUSTIS. With the Senator’s permission, I should like to inter- 
rupt him. 

Mr. PLUMB. Certainly. 

Mr. EUSTIS. I do not suppose for a moment the Senator wants to 
create a wrong impression. 

Mr. PLUMB. Certainly not. 

Mr. EUSTIS. He says the people of Louisiana in regard to the 
manufacture of sugar have been sluggish. The machinery that is used 
to-day, and which the Senator from Iowa alluded to, makes two-thirds 
of the sugar and is called the old open-kettle process, and it produces 
just as much sugar as you can produce from machinery so far as the 
quantity is concerned. The only difference is as to the quality. The 
production of sugar is the same to-day as it ever was, with some im- 
provements. I understand the old open-kettle sugar and the vacuum- 
pan sugar are made from the same character of mill. So the quantity 
of sugar which is made by the open-kettle process is as great as that 
produced by the other. 

Mr. PLUMB. I was not talking alone about the quantity of PER 
produced from a ton of cane, but about the quantity proportioned to 
the demand. 

Mr. EUSTIS. I understood the Senator to speak of the quantity. 

Mr. PLUMB. Mainly with reference to total product, though the 
process the Senator speaks of does not result in the production of all 
the sugar in a ton of cane; but I complain, in addition, that by their 
failure to adopt modern methods of manufacture they have made no 
profit, have not contributed to bring down the price of sugar, or fur- 
nished inducement for the extension of its manufacture. They have 
not, in short, acted up to their responsibilities as highly-protected 
manufacturers, 

It was demonstrated years ago in France and Germany that the prog- 
ess of diffusion, as there applied, easily adaptable to the production of 
sugar from ne, would extract practically all the saccharine mat- 
ter from the cane; and this process has been tried for the last three 
years in this country, under both Government and private auspices, but 
the Louisiana planter has ignored everything, although from 25 to 
per cent. more saccharine can be extracted from the cane than by th 
old methods, : 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator from Kansas allow me to put in 
on this point the testimony of Mr. John Dymond before the commit- 
tee? I understood the Senator from Louisiana to say that just as 
much sugar was produced by the open-kettle process from a ton of 
cane as by the vacuum-pan process. 

Mr. EUSTIS. With the exception that they.use additional mills, 

Mr. ALDRICH. I asked Mr. Dymond what was the average yield 
per ton of sugar by the vacuum-pan process. He said 120 poundi 
perton. Then I asked him: 

Is the open-kettle process used to any considerable extent in Louisiana? 

Mr. Dymonp. Quite largely; yes, sir. 

Beast: ALDRICH. What percentage of the sugar of Louisiana is made by that 
$ Mr. Dymonp. About one-half. 

Senator ALDRICH. What would be the yield by the open-kettle process? 

Mr. Dymonp. About 90 pounds of sugar to the ton of cane. 

Showing 90 pounds product in one case as against 120 in the oth 

Mr. EUSTIS. Of course the Senator will understand that the o 
kettle sugar contains an immense quantity of molasses, 

Mr. ALDRICH. I was simply traversing the Senator’s statement. 

Mr. EUSTIS. The saccharine matter, whether it be in the fo: 
molasses in the open-kettle process or whether it has been expell 
ables you to produce the refined sugar. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is never recovered by the open-kettle process, 


It does not crystallize, 


. 
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Mr. EUSTIS. The refiners make sugar out of it, and, of course, they 
ke much more out of open-kettle sugar than the vacuum-pan sugar, 
8 the open-kettle sgar contains a large mass of molasses, 

Mr. ALDRICH. Then I should like to ask the Senator if the pro- 
gressive sugar producers all over the world do not use the vacuum-pan 
process in the manufacture of sugar. 

Mr. EUSTIS. Ofcourse. 

Mr. ALDRICH. In all the tropical islands this process is used; and 
I was absolutely amazed to hear the chairman of the delegation from 
Louisiana state that one-half of the sugar produced in Louisiana was 
by the open-kettle process. 

Mr. EUSTIS. Itis nota question of sluggishness, if the Senator 
will allow me. It is a question which pays the best. It is still a dis- 
puted question. The Senator may laugh, but I assure him that is the 
fact, whether or not the open-kettle sugar manufacturer makes more 
money by making his raw sugar-with the molasses in it and saves the 
expense of refining it, which he has to do if it goes into the vacuum- 
pan. It is merely a question of dollars and cents. Some planters 
maintain that one is better; others that the other is better. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I do not understand what the Senator means by 
having to refine it. 

Mr. EUSTIS. That is a refining process. 

Mr. ALDRICH. There is no j about it. 

Mr. BUTLER rose. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Kansas has the 
floor. 

Mr. GIBSON. Will the Senator allow me—— 

Mr. PLUMB. I yield to the Senator from South Carolina first. 

Mr. BUTLER. I merely rose for the purpose of putting an inquiry 
to the Senator from Kansas. The drift of his argument appeared to be 
an arraignment of the people of Louisiana for not having made progress 
in this matter of the production of sugar, and he rather complainingly 
stated that they had not advanced. Now, I should like to inquire ot 
the Senator how long it has been since this diffusion process was dis- 
covered in any part of the world; and, furthermore, at whose instance 
was that discovery broughtinto this country? In other words, did not 
the discovery result from the investigations made by the Department 
of Agriculture through one of its own officers in Europe, who was sent 
there to examine into the making of sugar out of beets? 

Mr. PLUMB. The diffusion in one shape or another, has been 
in use in France and Germany for over a quarter of a century as applied 
to the extraction of saccharine from beets, and it has been, of course, 
from time to time modified and improved, and it has been probably ten 
years since the most highly improved machinery has been brought into 
use, and since that period of time, not materially modified, it has been 
in common use in the great factories of France and Germany. 

Mr. BUTLER. Ten years? 

Mr. PLUMB. Yes; although it has been in use in one shape or an- 
other for a much longer period. 

Mr. BUTLER. Has it ever been applied to cane before? 

Mr. PLUMB. Not that I know of until it was applied in this coun- 
try. In regard to the genesis of that application here, all I know about 
it is that some four or five years ago a gentleman whom I well knew, 
since deceased, a citizen of Kansas, came to Washington after a trip to 
France and Germany, in which he had i the sugar factories 
there, and in thecourse of which inspection he had become powerfully 
impressed with the belief that the process of diffusion as applied there 
would be available for the extraction of the saccharine from cane, and 
would thereby enable the manufacturer of cane sugar to obtain from 
25 to 30 per cent. more saccharine than under what is known as the 
pressure process as then and now applied in Louisiana and in the manu- 
facture of sugar and molasses from sorghum elsewhere in this country. 

Prior to that time, however, some Louisiana planter had set up a 
smajl diffusion battery on his plantation in Louisiana, and after some 
expériments had abandoned the whole thing. But the result of this 
matter being brought to my attention by Mr. Alfred Taylor, the gen- 
tleman whom I have mentioned, and by Mr. W. L. Parkinson, who 
accompanied him, an appropriation R 1 § motion in the 

agricultural appro; m bill, from w api on, 
followed by others, and all oF ines except one having e nated in 
the Senate (and I may say, perhaps without any egotism, as the result 
of my effort), the diffusion experiments in this country have been car- 
ried on to a point of demonstration that, with a not very material, 
that is, a not very great, modification of the processes used for the ex- 
traction of saccharine from beets, it has been fully demonstrated that 
the saccharine can be wholly extracted from the ribbon cane of Lou- 
isiana and from the sorghum of this country, and this at a cost not 
pue than under the old processis required for the extraction of from 

to 35 per cent. less e ee 

These facts have been practically settled for the last three years by 
experiment in Louisiana and elsewhere. The modifications necessary 
in the cells used for diffusion and in the connecting machinery have 
been adopted; new machinery for cutting and macerating the cane pre- 
paratory to its treatment in the diffusion batteries have been invented 
and perfected; Government aid and official skill have been joined to 
private enterprise in the work, and the result is highly satisfactory. 


More remains to be done, no doubt, but it will come in connection with 
the practical work of sugar making soon to be carried on in hundreds 
of places in Kansas and elsewhere in the Northern States, where 
sugar will be made from sorghum in increasing quantities. And I am 
not without hope that the Louisiana planters will in time contribute 
their share to this. During last year, at the request of the Sugar Plant- 
ers’ Association of Louisiana, the Government set up an experiment 
station on Magnolia Plantation, owned by Governor Warmoth, and 
the result fully met all expectations. I have been told that Governor 
Warmoth’s machinery before that time, and the plantation itselfin all 
respects a model, was the best in Louisiana. He had succeeded in ex- 
tracting about 70 per cent. of the saccharine from cane on his planta- 
tion by means of it, but with the diffusion process he is able to extract 
98 per cent. 

Mr. BUTLER. Ninety-nine. 

Mr. PLUMB. Ninety-nine per cent., or practically all of it. There 
is practically no residuum after the case has been treated by diffusion. 
Since that, with the consent of the Department, Governor Warmoth 
enlarged the cells in the diffusion battery in order to do the work more 
economically, and this year he has got from his cane a production 50 
per cent. greater than he ever obtained before, notwithstanding the per- 
fection of his machinery of the old kind, with which the saccharine was 
extracted from the cane by pressure. The usual percentage of extrac- 
tion by old methods is only about 60 per cent. 

Mr. GIBSON. The general establishment of central factories in the 
State of Louisiana, which have been very largely increased in the last 
four or five years, has largely diminished the number of sugar houses 
that converted cane into sugar for sale by the old open-kettle process. 
The small individual planters or farmers convert their cane into sirup 
and convey it by pipes 5 or 6 miles, and even 8 or 10 miles long, to these 
central factories. The sugar houses of these individual ers or 
planters have the outside appearance of being used on the old plan, but 
nevertheless the crop really is converted into a high grade of sugar by 
the central factories. 

I trust the Senator from Kansas will not criticize the farmers and 
planters of Louisiana as lacking in intelligence and energy. They lack 
in means, because I can state to Senators that the usual rate on money 
which the planters of Louisiana have been compelled to pay for many 
years past has been about 12 per cent. 

Mr. PLUMB, I ought to say in this same connection that.a Mr. 
Cunningham, of the State of Texas, probably the largest sugar pro- 
ducer in that State, and a very enterprising, active, and intelligent 
man, after a thorough investigation of the diffusion process as used at 
Fort Scott, put it in operation on his plantation in Texas. But the most 
significant fact which has grown out of these bo ny in addition 
to the advanced processes of manipulation of which I have spoken, has 
been the discovery that sorghum is to be a powerful factor in the pro- 
duction of sugar in the Gulf States. It is not only a thrifty sugar- 
producing plant there, but as it ripens earlier than the ribbon cane, the 
working season can be very much extended. 

The season for the working of the ribbon cane is about sixty days, 
I believe, and during all the remainder of the year the machinery lies 
idle. By the use of sorghum cane the length of the working sea- 
son is fully doubled and a large increase of the sugar product thereby 
insured, as well as greater profit, for the machinery lies idle not one- 
half the time it does under present conditions. The Mr. Cunningham 
of whom I have spoken planted a large area in sorghum last year, but 
was prevented from working it by reason of the fact that his diffusion 
battery proved defective at first. But another year probably half the 
sugar product of Mr. Cunningham’s plantation and mills will be 
from sorghum. Sorghum is to be a main factor in the production of 
the sugar supply of the United States, and Texas, Louisiana, Missis- 
sippi, and Florida will be largely indebted to that plant for their in- 
creased supply. 

Ilook upon the future of the sugar industry of Louisiana and the 
Gulf States generally with great hope, notwithstanding, I think, as I 
said before, that the planters of that section have not heretofore done 
as much as they should have done towards its development, and espe- 
cially in view of the high duty which has been maintained upon sugar 
for their benefit and to the great cost of the people of the United States. 
The burden would have been well worth maintaining if there had been 
such increase in the supply of sugar as to give promise, even at this 
late date, that a sufficient production to meet the needs of our own 
people would shortly be brought about. I do believe, however, that 
the Louisiana planters will within the next few years at least double 
their production, as the result of the new processes of manufacture 
which I have mentioned and the use of sorghum. But I call attention 
to the remarkable fluctuation in the domestic production of sugar as 
shown in Spofford’s almanac for 1888. 

Of course there was a falling off during the latter period of the war 
and immediately succeeding. The largest product ever made was in 
1862, when the number of tons produced was 191,000. There were 
only 28,000 tons produced in 1864, 5,000 in 1865, Ft up gradually 
to 8,500 in 1866, and so on, until 1879, when it reached 112,000 tons. 
But it had had violent fluctuations beforethat. In the preceding year, 
1878, only 71,500 tons were produced; in 1880, 88,822 tons were pro- 
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duced; in 1881, 127,367 tons; and then the product in 1882 fell off to 
76,373 tons. In 1883 it went up with a bound to 142,298 tons; in 1884 
it fell to 135,443 tons; and in 1885 it fell to 100,876 tons; and in 1886 
it went up again to 135, 158 tons. The statistics for the preceding years 
I have not at hand. 

Mr. EUSTIS. Has the Senator the figures of the crop of 1887 ? 

Mr. PLUMB, Ihave not. 

Mr. TELLER. The production in Louisiana in 1887 was 181,123,- 
872 pounds, and in all the other States about 10,000,000 pounds. 

Mr. PLUMB. According to theStatistical Abstract, prepared by the 
Bureau of Statistics, the amount in pounds for 1887 produced in Louisi- 
ana is given at 181,123,872 pounds, as the Senator from Colorado has 
stated. That, as I roughly figure it, is less than 80,000 tons. The fall- 
ing off between 1886 and 1887 is over 100,000,000 pounds, 

80 there is not, either in the gross product to-day as compared with 
that of preceding years or in its gradual and steady increase, such as 
we find in other branches of manufactures, the hope we ought to have 
in order to eruble us to justify the imposition of a large duty with the 
expectation that that duty will result in the production of sufficient 
sugar in Louisiana or in the region of ribbon-cane to supply the pone 
of the United States. Therefore I turn from that to the manufacture 
of sugar from sorghum, 

I am aware as much as anybody can be of the difficulties which lie 
in the way of the production of sugar from sorghum. The road is not 
a royal one. But it can be traveled, and at the end of it will be found 
sugar in ample supply for all our needs. 

Sorghum sugar will necessarily be manufactured by small factories. 
It is not practical to transport the cane to any considerable distance in 
order to reach the factory and leave to the producer of it the profit 
which he ought to have. There will be, therefore, a multiplication of 
factories, and the business will be scattered over a large area and in a 
multiplicity of hands. Fully 90 percent. of the product under present 
processes of manufacture will be of from 92 to 98 per cent. saccharine 
strength and sufficiently clear and light colored to go direct from the 
factory to the consumer or retail dealer without being refined. It is 
practically what is known as C sugar. 

It is a grade which goes more universally into consumption than any 
other. Therefore the larger portion of the sugar manufactured from 
sorghum will not only go directly from the factory to the consumer, but 
it can never become the subject of trusts and combinations whereby 
the price can be controlled arbitrarily and to the disadvantage of the 
consumers, but it will go into consumption from ten thousand small 
factories scattered all over the country and insuring competition and 
reasonable prices as an inevitable result. 

This fact is in the way of the rapid extension of the industry, because 
it does not furnish the inviting field to large capital which exists in en- 
spl Bes where combinations to take the place of competition can be 


Mho manufacture of sugar from sorghum is bound to be chiefly in 
small factories, costing from fifty thousand to one hundred thousand 
dollars, but there can be one such every 5 miles along every line of 
railroad in Kansas, and the same is true practically of the State of 
Missouri. I do not mention these States as the only localities in which 
sorghum sugar can be made with profit, but they are likely to be the 
center of the industry. 

The chemist of the Department of Agriculture and others who have 
given special attention to this subject believe that as we go west into 
whatis known as the plains region—the longitude of Central and West- 
ern Kansas—into a dryer climate and a higher altitude, the ntage 
of saccharine in the sorghum increases, W ich adds to its voles a: the 
manufacture of sugar. 

But sorghum is one of the hardiest plants known to our agriculture, 
and it can be successfully produced in all portions of our country, and 
it is the greatest forage plant in the world. It has one great advantage 
over the Louisiana cane because of the value of the seed for feed, and the 
blade can be similarly used. Both these by-products are of value, and 
combined are probably worth the cost of producing the cane. So the 
farmer who raises sorghum for a sugar factory will have as profit all he 
gets for his cane there, and while raising a readily marketable producs 
will also be providing feed for his stock. So also in case of the failure of 
the mill to take that portion of the cane which is convertible into sugar 
the farmer can use it profitably at home as forage. 

The seed product is from 10 to 12 bushels per acre in Kansas, and it 
is equivalent in value to an equal amount in weight of corn, the con- 
stituent elements of each being substantially the same. In addition, 
the fiber from the stalk makes a paper pulp which has been determined 
by actual experiment to be the equivalent of the best wood pulp. 

Mr. VEST. This is a very interesting question to those of us who 
live in the West, and I should like to ask the Senator, for information 
purely, one question that has presented some difficulty tome. In the 
1 status of the machinery that is used in regard to this sorghum, 

it not practically at present prices out of the reach of the average 
5 of farmers in the West? Is it not very e ive, and is 
there any probability of the reduction of the expense of the machinery? 
That is very important to us. 

Mr. PLUMB. That is a very important point. A factory which 


will work up from 200 to 250 tons of cane per day can now be erected 
for $60,000 and put in full operation. I believe it can be erected for 
less, but $60,000 is undoubtedly an entirely safe estimate. I believe, 
too, that as the demand for this character of machinery increases and 
it comes to be manufactured more generally it will not only be im- 
proved in quality and effectiveness but will also be very considerably 
e e There are now only two or three places where the com- 
plore ce outfit necessary for a factory is manufactured; one of the manu- 

g firms being located in New York and one in Wilmington, 
Del. I think Mr. Cunningham’s machinery was made in New Orleans. 
A large portion of the machinery for one manufactory in Kansas was 
ma upon special order in ths Senator’s own city of Kansas City. 

machinery except the diffusion battery, the cutting appara- 
= re the conveyors is substantially the same as used in the produc- 
tion of sugar from Louisiana cane. The process of evaporating, of 
crystallizing, etc., are of universal application. 

New and better machinery is constantly being made, One of the 
most considerable items of expense in sugar manufacturing is fuel. 
New devices for saving in this direction are constantly being perfected. 
Evaporating pans are used in Kansas, which in effect enable the heat 
to be used three times; and I am told that in Germany an evaporating 
pan is used which in effect makes use of the heat four times over. 

In Louisiana the bogasse or offal is largely used for fuel. Until 
some new and inexpensive process is devised whereby the water can 
be extracted from the sorghum chips they can not be thus used. Dif- 
fusion means the extraction of the juice by the application of water. 
This water, in addition to the moisture already in the cane, must be 
removed by evaporation, and this requires a large amount of fuel. 
But shortly, I have no doubt, the saturated cane chips from which the 
saccharine has been exhausted will be used for fuel and this it of 
expense be wholly or at least mainly eliminated. 

The multiplication of sugar factories means that American workshops 
must supply increasing quantities of machinery. The machinery to 
manufacture the sugar used by our own people would cost probably 
$200,000,000. The home production of sugar therefore means a great 
stimulus to other manufacturing industries. 

Mr. EUSTIS. I will suggest to the Senator from Keun in an- 
swer to the question of the Senator from Missouri, that it is nót neces- 
sary that everybody who raises sorghum should have a sugar factory. 
A central system can be established. 

Mr. PLUMB, Iwill come to that in a moment. The plan observed. 
in Kansas, and which I have no doubt will continue, is for the farmer 
to sell his cane delivered at the mill. The price paid there fora ton of 
cane is $2. The number of tons EREA i per acre has rarely been 
less than 9, while the maximum has been as high as 20. At $2 per 
ton the financial return from the production of cane is better than that 
from corn at 40 cents per bushel, and corn in Central Kansas is selling 
now at 20 cents per bushel. 

The production of an acre of cane is not more expensive than an acre 
ofcorn. Plowing, planting, cultivation are the same. Handling the 
cane after maturity is somewhat more expensive than caring for and 
marketing corn; not that the laboris greater, but that as it must be done 
more promptly, more will have to be done by hired labor. The final 
harvesting of corn is a process that often extends oyer the entire winter 
months, and, of course, in that case the domestic helpabout the farm is 
used to the greatest advantage, and the farmer can often carry on a very 
large farm without hiring any outside help whatever; but the cane must 
be taken off the ground at once and must be treated at the mill within 
a of thirty-six hours, and thus there must be prompt delivery, 

which means much work for teams and hands. If the cane remains 
5 beyond the period named inversion or fermentation 

ins, and thereafter the saccharine can not be crystallized, and its 
value, except for making sirup, is gone. 

The one thing which is lacking more than anything else to enable 
this industry to go forward rapidly in the direction of producing an 
ample supply of sugar for our people is not so much capital as skill. 
There could be coming season erected and put in operation in Kan- 
sas alone thirty new factories; that is, the money would be forthcom- 
ing for that purposeif the skill could be had equal to the requirements of 
erecting and operating them. Given thirty men who can give positive 
assurance that they possess the requisite skill for this pu and the 
money for the erection of these factories in Kansas would be forthcom- 
ing on short notice. The process of development of this new and im- 
portant industry if it be undertaken is to be slow unless some process 
of instruction is undertaken through private or public sources, or both, 
whereby this skilled labor can be had. 

Mr. President, during the last ten or fifteen years, the period in 
which the country has had the greatest development of its manufact- 
uring industry, the greatest extension of its railroad system, the t- 
est growth of cities, the most considerable addition to its Shai the 
prices of farm products have declined and the value of farming lands 

per acre has either remained stationary or gone down. ‘The coun 
Eas had what it calls 1 but one-half of the people have 
only a small share of it. The prices of manufactured articles have 
also declined, but this does not re t a diminution of the many- 
facturers’ profits, The farmers of the interior can not afford to pro- 
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duce corn at pont prices unless they submit to a much lower 
capitalization of land values. Beef and all other agricultural produc- 
tions have correspondingly declined. The elements of competition 

ve been set in motion Ra all quarters of the globe, which are des- 
{ihed to still further exclude the American farmer from oréside mar- 
(kets for what might be called the raw products of the soil. He can 

o longer rely upon the foreign market taking his wheat at satisfac- 
rices. 

2 in Egypt, in Africa, in South and Central America im- 
mense areas are being opened up to agricultural production by means 
of the introduction not merely of civilization in the shape of colonized 

tion, but by means of new facilities for transportation, whereb 
the 1 of those countries are brought into communication wi 

ie seaboard. This brings into market the products of new areas of 
cheap lands tilled by cheap labor—by labor which is content with mere 
subsistence dad which pays no taxes to support schools and churches 
and is subject to no expensive tastes or habits. 

The dependence of our farmers is therefore to be more than ever upon 
the home market. Our agricultural productions must be further di- 
yersified. We must not only take more full possession of the market 
already inadequately supplied, but we must produce our own sugaras 
the one t direction in which we can turn the labor and capital 
already shut out of foreign markets. The American farmer must con- 
template a condition of things in which the foreign market is practi- 
cally left out ofaccount. It istrue, as our New England and Pennsyl- 
vania friends say, that if we manufactured morelargely we should have 
greatér capacity for the consumption of agricultural products. But 
agricultural productions will more than keep pace with manufactures, 
and it is not fair to put new burdens upon the farmer with a view to 
the benefits to be dertved in after years. They are too weak to stand 
more taxes. 

We must. cut off the importation of agricultural products, and the 
only way to dothis is to increase the home supply to the full measure 
of home needs. 

e sugar which the people of the United States consume costs them 
more than the bread they eat. The duty on that imported amounts 
to $60,000,000. The production of this sugar at home would mean 
that one-half the area now devoted to bread products could be devoted 
tosugar. The effect on the prices of farm products would be great, 
the stimulus to all kinds of business would be immense. 

y iy alle not exclusively or even mainly a tropical product, although 
sueh been the idea with many people. What is known as sugar 
cane the ribbon éane, as itis called is a tropical plant. But sorghum 
is not, and it is a plafit . adapted to the great grain-producing 
belt of this country. German pepe have shown that the beet 
thrives well in cold latitudes, and from this they have made an amount 
of sugar which has not only greatly aided them in becoming prosper- 
ous but has algo practically revolutionized the industry. When a 
few years ago the German Government undertook to enco the 
préduction of sugar from the beet, the beets which were used had a 
saccharine 5 gth of only 4 per cent. To-day they have an avera; 

saccharine strength of about 16 per cent.; and Governor Warmoth told 

me that when he was in Germany last year, I think it was, he saw a 

chemical analysis of a variety of beet which a saccharine strength 

; that is to say, 22} per cent. of the weight of the beet 


1 
as ee 
That en the result of the patient, careful, skillful work of the 
erman er and of the German manufacturer under the wise, fos- 
of the German Government, The country of William and 
Ë d not afford to be dependent on the outside world for 
sugar. The home needs have not only been supplied, but a 
amotiht is annually exported. They have demonstrated in that field 
of effort what has been abundantly demonstrated in others—the bene- 
fit to be derived from a subdivision of labor. The manufacturer does 
not raise the beets, and the farmer who raises the beets does not raise 
the seed which he plants. Raising the seed, producing the beet, and 
manufacturing the soar are three separate openu carried on by 
different and wholly disconnected persons. Subdivision means compe- 
tition, and it also means development. The result of one man’s labor 
is not merged in that of another, but that of each must stand on its 
own footing. 

The result is the best seed, and of varieties covering all the necessi- 
ties of the situation, and more especially those of saccharine strength 
and proper periods of ripening. It is also the greatest quantity ot 
beets to the acre produced at the periods when they are needed for 
manufacturing and containing the greatest percentage of saccharine, for 
peit value depends upon both these things; it is also the best possible 
'for Cairine ter 8a ine from the beet and converting it into sugar. 
The culmination of all was the prosperity which it brought to the 

farmer. He got greater profit from his labor and his land in- 
in value. He learned how to prevent the inversion or fer- 
mentation which set in ordinarily shortly after the beets were taken 

m the ground, and he 3 this by burying them in trenches, 

which he could take them as they were required by the manu- 
turer. These three factors in the manufacture of sugar from beets 


W. 
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have each done their proper share, whereby the industry has not only be- 
come successful and permanent, but whereby the prosperity of all has 
been enhanced. The wise prevision of the German Government has 
brought about all this, It was done by customs duties and bounties. 

Mr. President, there is just as much hope, in my judgment, for the 
manufacture of sugar from beets in this country as from sorghum. It 
is certain ab least that there are some localities in this country where, 
by reason of climatic conditions and the character of the soil, the sugar- 
beet can be successfully produced. I have in my hand a copy of 
a statement made by the Western Sugar Works in California, which 
shows that last year, the first year of the existence of the factory, a 
profit of 7 per cent. was made on the investment in the manufacture 
ot sugar from beets. Five dollars a ton was paid to the farmers for 

ets. 

This price bears practically the same relation to the value of other 
agricultural products in that country as 52 a ton for sorghum does to 
the average value of corn in the localities where corn and sorghum are 
both produced. It is profitable, therefore, to the farmer. It turns his 
activities in a new direction. It devotes fields and areas to the ↄro- 
duction of sugar needed at home that are now devoted to corn and to 
wheat, the production of which is in excess of the demand. 

Mr. President, I am willing to vote as I have heretofore voted, for 
the imposition of the dutics that may be necessary in order that we 
may make perfectly certain of the manufacture, with our great natural 
facilities, of all the things essential in the line of manufacture. I 
would not draw the line as the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN] 
seemed to draw it. I would say, given the greater necessity for the 
article, given its more universal consumption, if the natural facilities 
exist in this country, I would afford protection enough on that article 
to make sure that it was produced, rather than to leave it off because 
of its universal consumption and put the duty upon articles of less 
universal use. 

Mr. President, the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE] had 
some experience in the Confederacy. He says sult is an article of uni- 
versal use, and I think his tongue was sharpened when he made that 
statement by a knowledge of the fact that he himself probably endured 
some privations during the war because the Confederacy did not pro- 
duce salt enough to go round. It was because the Confederacy did 
not avail itself of the opportunity—and when I say ‘‘the Confederacy ”’ 
I mean to say the Southern States—did not avail themselves of the op- 
portunity which the tariff had given them of producing salt to such an 
extent that when the time for separation from the North came they 
should have had that essential at their own doors, produced by their 
own labor, and thereby been freed from the privations which fell to 
their lot during the war. 

If the South had taken a lesson from what was going on in the 
North the issue of that great controversy might have been different. 
If the natural facilities for manufacturing had been availed of so that 
there had been manufacturing establishments all over the South with 
skilled mechanics in abundance, they would not have been dependent 
upon foreign people for the guns and materials necessary for war. 

General Dick Taylor, in summing up the matter in the book which 
he wrote on the civil war, said, ey, Basha the North, Lou beat us 
because you had a protective tariff.“ I would not let that protective 
idea become the shield for monopoly or oppression, and I would not 
forbear to press by means of the reduction of duties so closely upon the 
manufacturer each year as to make perfectly certain that he should 
not under any circumstances be permitted to exact prices greater than 
such as would yield him a fair profit at the expense of the people, col- 
lecting at the same time only the money that was necessary to carry 
on the Government economically administered. 

But when we come toapply this principle it is not fair that we should 
takeinto consideration only the comparatively limited numberof people 
who are directly engaged in manufacturing. Seven-twelfths of the 
people of the United States are more or less directly en in agri- 
culture. They are not and will not be willing to have their chance in 
the advantage which comes from this system limited to the indirect 
advantages which come from the proximity to certain markets, which 
may be created by manufactures. Their productions are as much en- 
titled to be taken into account as those of the manufacturer. If th 
adjustment of duties is to be made with a view to protection it shoul 
be as nearly as possible for the benefit of all. Schools, churches, and 
all the appliances of civilization all cost money. 

The American farmer can no more contribute to these in competi« 
tion with the cheap lands and cheap labor of South America, of Africa, 
and India than the American manufacturer can. Here is anew avenu 
4 to him. He should be encouraged to enter it and should 

equately protected when once there. 

lam not myself entirely agreed to this idea of a bounty. I have not 
been able to see any reason why, looking at it from a wide standpoint, 
the manufacture of sugar should be put ona different footing from the 
manufacture of any other article which may be deemed necessary to be 
protected; but of course there has grown up this feeling from time to 
time during these years in which the production of sugar has been 
going on in the way spoken of in Louisiana until there has come to be 
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a very great and strong public feeling that we are not to manufacture 
sugar and that we are keeping up the duty without even the hope of 
the result which has been real: in other branches of manufacture. 

We make all our own steel rails, we make the larger portion of all 
the products of iron which our people use; and so of wood, of copper, 
of cotton, and largely of wool; and the result justifies the means. e 
production of sugar has, however, lagged behind; it has had the largest 
protection, but the product has not sensibly increased. It is to-day 
less than 9 per cent. —I guess less than 8 per cent.—of the total amount 
of sugar consumed by the people of the United States. Ifit were even 
increasing in the ratio of the increase of population there would be 
some ground of hope; but it has not, and out of this has grown the 
feeling that there is no relation between the protective system and the 
production of sugar, and that it must be looked to solely as a source of 
revenue, without. any hope or expectation that the quantity produced 
at home will ever equal the home demand. 

Now comes this new hope that by meansof sorghum and the beet 
the field of production may be widened, and a supply of sugar equal 
to home needs be produced. The hope isa reasonable one. I eve 
that within five years enough will have been done to give all needed 
assurance as to the final result. ‘There is enough in it to warrant the 
continuation of the present measure of protection. It affects those 
who most need and deserve it. Why should not the law do for the 
farmer what it does for the manufacturer ? 

I have talked this matter over candidly with the members of the 
Committee on Finance. They have been anxious to do, as I believe, 
what they thought they were justified in doing. I have not been able 
to communicate to them the contagion of my own belief to any very 
considerable extent. They are still doubting Thomases, but they have 
come up to the consideration of this question with a proposition which 
they think will answer the purpose as well as a duty would, at the 
same time giving to the American people the benefit to be derived from 
a lower duty on sugar. 

Ihave been dis to accept it, and yet under protest, for Ihave been 
hoping that perhaps the Senate might take the view that for a few 
years at least, until we come in to the consideration of this ques- 
tion—and we shall shortly no doubt—the present duty or e, 
like it might be maintained. If the Senate will not do so, then believ- 
ing that in this direction of the encouragement of the manufacture of 
sugar lies safety and profit to the agriculturists of great sections of this 
country, I am willing to accept the bounty, as proposed—1 cent per 
pound added to a duty equivalent to one-half that now imposed. 
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HON. PRESTON B. PLUMB, 


OF KANSAS, 
IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, 


Saturday, March 2, 1889. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, having under consideration the 
bill (H. R. 12578) making appropriations forthe current and Seige bag expenses 
of the Indian Department, and for falfilling treaty stipulations with various In- 
dian tribes, for the year ending June 30, 1890, and for other purposes— 

Mr. PLUMB said: 

Mr, PRESIDENT: It does not seem to me that it makes any great dif- 
ference whether the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] is correct in 
saying that the Cherokee Indians have no title to the lands it is pro- 
_— to acquire or whether the Senator from Nevada [Mr. STEWART] 

correct, who says they ought not to have anything for their interest 
because they have got too much of this world’s already. 

All of this discussion is entirely apart from anything that is before 
the Senate now or ever has been before it. 

Congress has never proposed to take possession of these lands except 
as the result of negotiation and purchase. Some years ago I was led 
to believe that these lands might be disposed of without further nego- 
tiation, and introduced a bill for that purpose, but the Committee on 
Indian Affairs disagreed with me, and the Attorney-General and three 
successive Presidents, and Judge Parker’s court at Fort Smith, did the 
same thing, and I thereupon made up my mind that the Indians had 
an interest, and one which could only be disposed of by purchase and 
with their consent. Subsequently, in 1885, Congress, adopting that 
view, provided in the Indian appropriation act of that year for nego- 
tiations to be carried on by the President of the United States for the 
purpose of securing the title or right, whatever it may from the In- 
dians, in order that the lands under consideration and other lands 
might be opened to settlement. 

he Senator from Missouri will remember that after that law was 
passed he and I called on the President of the United States and that 
we urged him to carry it into effect immediately. He may remember 


that the fact that we did so got into the newspapers, where things do 
not generally get, and he and I were abused roundly from the standpoint 
of those who claimed the Indians had no title or interest, and the 

ple were warned that he and I were in the interest of the cattle- 
while we were both sincerely desirous of having the lands open 
settlement and wanted the President to act promptly in the way of ni 
3 in order that there might be as little delay as possible in 

ringing about this inevitable result. 

The President was bidden by that act of 1885 to 0 with 
these Indians. To show that there was no doubt at all in his mind, or 
that there could be no doubt about the construction of that law or his 
authority under it, he has recently negotiated with two of those tribes; 
and I say now what I have said on this floor and elsewhere repea 
heretofore, that if the President had done his duty as I conceived it tt 
be and as he now admits it to have been, this question would not tow 
be here, but the Indian Territory would be open to actual settlers and 
thousands of men would be there in the on of their homes un- 
der the homestead law, as was contemplated by the act of 1885. 

Mr. President, all this noise and all this application to Congress in- 
stead of to the President was gotten up for ulterior purposes in which 
the actual settlers were not taken chiefly into account. They were a 
mere make-weight. The real secret of much of the agitation has been 
the desire of certain people to speculate out of town sites in the Ter- 
ritory. The bill which the Senator from Illinois reported from 
Committee on Territories reserves a mile wide along every mile of rail - 
road in the Territory constructed or to be laid out before the passage 
of the proposed act for town-site purposes, and excludes that mu 
land from actual settlement. As proposed in the House of Representa- 
tives it gave these town sites over to speculation instead of limiting 
their disposal for the benefit of the occupants as provided under the 
general law regulating the disposal of town sites. 

The men who have been steadily maintained in Washington upon 
this subject forthe past two or three years have been paid by men who 
have sold the town shares of which the Senator from South 
[Mr. BUTLER] spoke in order that their expenses might be paid and by 
those who hoped to make future profit out of town-site entries and by 
the railroad companies interested. 

Now, what happened? To show that there was no opposition in 
Congress to the opening of Oklahoma to actual settlers, when the Presi- 
dent of the United States actually did negotiate with the Creek Indians, 
as he did on the 19th day of last January, for the cession of the rights of 
those Indians in the Territory, quietly and without discussion, the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs of the Senate took up that agreement and re- 
ported a bill ratifyingit. To it was attached a legislative provision pro- 
viding that the lands should be opened to settlement under the homestead 
law, and not on the payment of $1.25 per acre as under the Springér 
bill. It went through the Senate unanimously; it went to the other 
House, and it went through that body unanimously. Where were the 
cattle barons and where were all these impediments to legislation open- 
ing that Territory to settlement of which the Senator from Missouri 
has spoken? 

The bill which went through the Senate in this easy, perfectly nat- 
ural, and obvious way, and which went through the House of Repre- 
sentatives in the same way, did not provide for any town-site specu- 
lators—not an acre for town sites, but every single acre for the settler 
free of cost. 

That is the difference, Mr. President, between er ra by mass- 
meeting, legislation by lobby, legislation by denunciation and defama- 
tion, and honest, straightforward legislation in the publicinterest and 
in the decent and orderly way in which all legislation ought to be car- 
ried on. 

This matter has been pending before the House of Representatives 
for more than three years. There never was any opposition there to 
the passage of a bill solely designed to acquire the lands and open them 
to settlers. Ifit had been a bill for that purpose and had been prop- 
erly presented it would have passed two years ago, and unanimously. 
There was not a particle of opposition. But certain gentlemen had 
aspirations who belonged to the then dominant party as to who should 
be governor and so on, and it ripened intoa determination to make po- 
litical capital for use in the campaign of last year. The bill was held 
back and was intended to be passed in the last hours of the last session 
by the House, so that it could not be reached for consideration in the 
Senate during that time, and the gentlemen who had charge of it then 
expected to go on the stump and make tke welkin ring with denun- 
ciation of the Republican Senate because it did not. pass the bill, and 
in laudation of the Democratic House because it did. 

Finally when it came up and its true character was exposed, in order 
to get it through the House at all they had to throw overboard some 
of these obnoxious provisions, butitstill contains a reservation ofabout 
a half million acres of land for town-site purposes along the railroad 
lines. 

The impression has been created that the House bill opened the 
Oklahoma lands to settlement at once. While its purposes are con- 
cealed in a mass of verbiage, it provides distinctly that no one shall 
enter upon the land until the title has been acquired from the Indians 
and until they have been opened to settlement by the proclamation of 
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the President; not only can no one legally enter upon the lands, but 
the person so can never acquire any title or interest to the lands. 
These provisions are in the amendment adopted by the House 
to the appropriation bill now under consideration. Yet the 
Senator from Illinois mses in his place and says if we do not pass the 


bill murder will be committed down there. Why? Does 
bill that he wants to pass open that land to settlement 
until the Indians can be negotiated with? Not at all. Every single 
upon that Jand is made illegal unlessit occurs after the date 
when, by proclamation, the President of the United States, having 
7F77TVVTTVVCCTTT wipe oder the 
money to which they are entitled, opens that by that proclama- 
tion to settlement. 

Mr. President, the tide of a great immigration has beaten upon the 
Sioux reservation for years while we have been negotiating with those 
Indians for the of their a eee not yet concluded, 
and there has no bloodshed no disturbance. The je of 
Dakota have not threatened that they would kill somebody; they have 
not threatened that they would violate the laws of the United States 
if those lands were not opened to settlement before the Indian title 
was acquired in the usual way. 

I beg the Senator from Illinois to understand that the people of the 

of Kansas and DIREN are just as law-abiding as the peo- 
ple of the Northwest are. ere has been no demand from the begin- 
ning that the lands should be opened except in conformity with law. 
iy is true ety oe a bear they ez be opened as Hews 
as possible. ey ought to have been opened years ago, and they 
would have been if the President had done his duty and carried out 
the law of 1885 as he has now commenced to do; and, secondly, it 
would have been done by another negotiation to be provided for by a 
new bill if that 1 had not been hampered by the town-site 
speculation of which the Senator from South Carolina spoke, and by a 
neediess assertion of the right of the United States to do certain other 
things which the Indians and those who speak for them deny the right 
of the Government to do without negotiation, things unnecessary to 
settlement and which will come along in their order after the lands 
have been acquired and settled upon. 

Just as quick as the President performed his duty the Senate and the 
House did their duty and passed the bill providing for the payment of 
the money, and solemnly consecrated those lands to homestead settle- 
ments without requiring the homesteader to pay the Government the 

ice that the Government paid. 

There is the difference between these two processes and between these 
two measures, one for the settler and the other for the speculator. 

As to the provisions of the 9 — bill upon the subject, those of the 
House and those proposed in lieu by the Senate Committee on Appro- 

riations are both identical in legal effect and in proposed results. 


5 


h of them require negotiation ent to occupation. No one has 
yet risen on this floor 3 was not a necessary prerequisite, 
neither did any one rise in his place in the other House to say so. Both 


require acquisition of the lands yet to be acquiredand proclamation by 
the President before settlement can be made. e Senate committee 
changed the House provisions, first, so as to bring them all together in 
the same place in the bill; second, to put them together in a more or- 
derly and compact form; and third, to make plain some portions which 
were guons 

Whether we shall negotiate with these Indians in the ordinary way, 
leaving price and terms of payment open for consideration, or whether 
we shall submit in addition another proposition to pay a sum certain, 
and if they will not take that, ask them what they will take, is a mat- 
ter of no consequence to the settler who is to get land free of cost in 
any event, and is, in any view, leather and prunella. The main thin 
is, according to the concession of everybody, that negotiation has go 
to precede acquisition and that acquisition has got to precede settle- 
ment, 

My belief is that we shall eee eee RE eee more in 
accord with national honor (however little that may count for), and 
cheaper by negotiating with the Indians for the cession of whatever 
rights they have got, just exactly as we negotiate with other people, 
and just as the President has already negotiated with the Creeks. We 
want the land. We ought to have it. It has been a part of the policy 
of this Government ever since the tide of population set westward to 
acquire useless Indian reservations for the purposes of white settle- 
ment. Oklahoma, one of the last reservations of consequence that can 
be vagy for settlement, should be opened at the earliest possible 
date. It is of great consequence to the people who want homes; to 
the people of Kansas, who will get the larger share of the lands when 
opened, to the people of all the neighboring States and to civilization. 

A as I have said, with national and Iam only 
sorry to say that this and beneficent p in ce with 
national policy should have been marred in its beginning, in its prog- 
ress, and is liable to be in its conclusion, b speciation and b 
litical considerations, in which the rightsof the Government, the rights 
a the settlers, and the rights of the Indians have been wholly subor- 


But when the bill under consideration has the beginning of 
an end near at hand willhave been reached, and ina pea , orderly, 
and way homes will have been provided for many thousands, 
and those who have remained at home, and who shall remain there 
until the President's proclamation is issued, will have the same chance 
as those who have fretted themselves in useless waiting on the border, 
and not an acreof land will have been saved fors tion. 


Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua, 


SPEEOH 


or 


HON. THOMAS R. STOOKDALE, 


OF MISSISSIPPI, 


IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Friday, December 7, 1888. 


The House being in Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, and 
having under consideration the bill (S. 1305) to incorporate the Maritime Canal 
Company of Nicaragua— 

Mr. STOCKDALE said: 

Mr. CHAIRMAN: I desire to say in favor of this amendment that it 
looks to obvia one of the objections whichI made to this bill in the 
closing part of the last session. These concessions of the Nicaraguan Gov- 
ernment upon which gentlemen rely so confidently as the basis of the 
operations of this company when it shall be chartered are grants to 

company, with no obligation to any government on the face of the 
earth that they will not be changed by the consent of this company 


without consulting any other government or any other authority ex- 
8 ese concessions provide, it is true, that the fran- 
chise and the property of this company shall not be sold to a foreign 


government; but that doesnot prohibitthe sale to citizens of a forei 
government, nor does it prohibit this company from releasing the 
Nicaraguan Government at any time from one or all of these conces- 
sions, and the N Government and this company may alter, 
amend, or abrogate all the stipulations concerning the canal and make 
new ones at will, and the United States Government would have no 
more right to interfere than it would in the management of the Suez 
Canal. And while it is true that a majority of the directors are to be 
American citizens, with the main oflice in the United States, there is 
no prohibition in these concessions or in the bill to prevent American 
citizens from selling the stock of the company in the markets of the 
world; and American citizens are very apt to sell whatever they have 
in the markets of the world for the highest price they can get. 

Without meaning disrespect to gentlemen who argue that the fact 
that this company is chartered by the American Congress and chiefly 
composed of American citizens with its main office in America is a se- 
curity against the objection I make, that this charter leaves open to 
foreign powers to compete for the control of this canal, I may be al- 
lowed to say, the argument is unworthy of the occasion and the grave 
magnitude of the subject, in view of the facts that surround us. When 
the Government itself already writhes in the grasp of corporations whose 
offices and property are entirely within our jurisdiction, one set of 
which has robbed the people of a hundred millions of acres of land, and 
now when the Government would recover the 56, 000, 000 still in sight, 
finds itself in a age thar it has struggled for ten years to loosen and 
to which it is now about to yield and take what it can get. 

A hundred other corporations clutching at the Treasury in open day 
under cover of cunning schemes, others making corners on and 
meat, trusts on sugar, on bagging, on all the necessaries of life—all 
making colossal Combines to oppress our own people, with salaried 
agents in the galleries acting in concert with great journals to persuade 
and threaten the Government into such legislation as will er their 
schemes. Con; all the last session trying to devise some measure 
to shield the people from these giant combinations that are throttling 
the interests of the agricultural classes with the commission created to 
control some of them searcely felt. In the face of it all we are asked 
by these gentlemen to believe in our innocence—in our stupidity I 
might say if we do it—that we may trast the interests ofthe Amor- 
ican people to a corporation, because more than half of its directors 
are Americans, and nine-tenths of its members may be foreigners at the 
same time. 

Why, one of the chief arguments put forward by the agents of this 
corporation, chartered by N. and by the State of Ver- 


mont, as a reason for wishing a charter by the United States Govern- 
ment is that the United States charter will give it standing abroad and 
foreign capital will invest in the stock. The concessions of the Nicara- 
guan Government provides (article 9): rh peg of all nations shall 
be invited to contribute the necessary capital to the e geod 

Here is a bold proclamation that foreigners will b this canal. 
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Are we to believe foreign capitalists 
and then not control it? Will they hand over their ea) 
cans to manage for the interests of the United States 
will they elect a board of directors composed of such foreigners and 
American citizens as will do their bidding? 

The American citizens who are to compose the majority of the board 


that will-build this canal 
eee ee 


eee ce! or 


of directors of this corporation may all be foreign born, or be nat- 
uralized for that purpose between this and the time the will be 
completed. 

How sublime is this faith of gentlemen in the patriotism of English 
and German capitalists for America, i ly in view of the 
83 =e ee eee . ———— We are to have 
a ea t wi capital, on ign because a ma- 
jority Laa lead of aie of fifteen (eight men who 

SAT eh own a hundred dollars of stock), ae to be American citizens, 
with the main office in New York, and as many more offices as they 
please in whatever places and in whatever countries they please. If it 
were all American it would be the same. They would sell out for 
cash to the highest bidder, be he Jew or Greek. 

These very corporations that are now contending with this Govern- 
ment for over it, grew out of the misfortunes of the nation 
at a time when the people were spending money and blood to restore 
the Union. The men who afterwards formed those corporations then 
drove the hardest bargains that the necessities of the Government and 
the excited public mind would enable them to impose. When with 
superhuman efforts the le succeeded and peace was restored those 
contracts were enforced to the last ducat. 

These speculations and peculations constituted the sinew and the 
blood of the corporations that have grown into the present colossal com- 
binations that stalk abroad with more than giant tread, trampling upon 
the rights of the people, with no conscience to restrain them and no soul 
to be saved or damned, before whose unbridled career the Government 
already quails. Yes, to the protection of one of these sons of God we 
are to intrust the interests of the Government at a most vital point. 

I was asked the question if these concessions are not as full and ample 
as the concessions to the Suez Canal Company. I answered then and 
concede now that they are, and if it is conceded that this canal is to go 


the same way as the Suez and is to be controlled by Great Brit- 
ain within ten years after i anne ke 


Now, suppose that this company be organized, if it is to be organ- 
ized in’ good faith to build this canal, that the company is formed, and 
under whatever influences may be brought to bear upon the corpora- 
tion, the directors by resolution release the Nicaraguan Government 
from the provision of the concession that the property or franchise of 

company shall not be sold to a foreign government. You say that 
would be in violation of the understanding with which this bill is 
as these concessions are present before the members of the 


ouse in voting upon the bill. NSF 
ment ought to be incorporated in the bill to express that understand- 
ing. 3 

The 


gentleman from New Jersey expressed in his remarks senti- 
ments to which I heartily assent; and probably there is no gentleman 
on this floor who would go farther by his vote to some crossing 
of that isthmus ejther by canal or railway than I would go. I recog- 
nize fully the importance of this interoceanie communication to the 
commerce of this country. I was an enthusiastic advocate ef the Te- 
a ship-railway enterprise, and I pause to call attention te the 
difference between the provi for that enterprise and this scheme. 
EAN a OCONEE E D TS ane ee eee eee 
mus and a commercial passageway between the two great oceans, 

ways ot ee States 8 5 
And I am as unalterably o to any scheme that will eurtail the 
rights of the United States t on that isthmus or the adjoin- 
ing waters. It needs no oratory to induce this House to assent to the 
eee a commereial way through there. Four-fifths of the 
members, I premer saoe mind now; nor can eloquence divert 
the public mind from the serious defects of this bill, some of which, 
I admit, have been cured by amendments to-day, and I hope others 

be, for I want to vote for its passage if I can consistently 

Tr {Hace the bamaniee MIET 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope that the time of the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi . STOCKDALE] will be extended. 

The The gentleman from Indiana asks unanimous 
consent that the time of the gentleman from Mississippi be extended. 
Is there objection? ‘The Chair hears none. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. I thank the gentleman and the House for this 
courtesy. Mr. Chairman, I say that the Government of the United 
—— 1 canal, and will not have after it is built. 

e say corporation, depart with rele- go thy 
way in peace, and dwell in tents in the land of the sun, and perform a 
— 4 È work before the Lord—for civilization. Make the land to rise 

and depart; join the two great oceans in marriage, and give them 
ve dominion over them. Deal with the Philistines 

. dominion over them, ° Dea w build great cities 


beside the new waters, and we will have neither lot nor part in them 
neither the ships on the waters, but will dwell in our own land, and 
this is all of it, and ought to be settled in tones of the past and slug- 
gish ages, unless we add to that chapter in unmistakable English, that 
at some convenient season we will have need of them. If we do not, 
ee een eee e our fleets, we will 

ver in consternation that oose bungling legislation we 
have said Sibboleth.“ 7 

Much has been said about the constitutional features of the measure, 
Ido not propose to diseuss that. F 
of the profound lawyers in both ends of the Capitol who have assented 
to its eonstitutionality; nor F eee Sexe ag Bee 
be unconstitutional to do a foolish thing. This company already has 

complete corporate existence by act of the Congress of Nicaragua; it 
eee by the e ee ee Vermont; it now wants 
to m again, ambitious to offspring of two republics and 
one State for a sort of godmother, I suppose. 

Which charter will it act under? It is maintained here that it can 
not act under more thanene. If under this charter or the Vermont 
charter it must abandon the Nicaragua charter, and then it will have 
a name but no local habitation; it would have no grants, no privileges, 
no existence in Nicaragua. If it acts under the Nicaragua charter, as 
it of course will do, it has no use for this charter except as a 
bargain on the part.of the United States with an already existing com- 
pany, abandoning all rights of control of or interference with that canal 
in the future, a bargain this Government should not make. 

I desire to call attention of the House to what every member knows, 
that with the present friendly relations between the United States and 
Paper ghee ee ede be negotiated that would prevent 

e le mpage ee e ee ene Feen e RE aT 
of any foreign utely avoid any complication of this 
Government e anayea eee eee 
Monroe doctrine. And then I want to call attention to the contrast 
between the sagacious of Nicaragua, as exhibited in her conces- 
sions, and the folly of the United States, as exhibited in this bill. 

Article 4 of the concessions limits the charter to ninety-nine years. 

Mr. CLARDY. That is as long as we will want it. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. We who are living, yes; but the boast of our 
ancestors and our race has been that they provided for posterity. Sup- 
pose the treaty that closed the Revolutionary war had conceded the 
independence of America for ninety-nine y: the Louisiana 
purchase had eee Seer years—the time will soon be here 
when the great Northwestand the Mississippi River would pass under 
the control of Great Britain. 

Had that been the character of the treaty that closed the Mexican 
war our children would see California relegated back as a Mexican 
for the control ree Our 


sire to subseribe. 

By article 11 of concessions it is reserved to the Government of Nic- 
aragua the perpetual right (not for ninety-nine years) of naming one 
direc 


tor. 

By article 50 it is provided that the Government of Nicaragua shall 
receive without cost to itself 6 per cent. of all bonds, shares, and certifi- 
eates issued by the company to raise the corporate eapital, to be re- 
garded as paid-up stock and not to be ealled on for contribution, but 
are simply a gift. 

By article 44 the Central American Republics and their citizens can 
ee ee t 8 through the eanal at one-half the prescribed tariff 
their war vessels will pay no toll, but pass through at will 
va sof ail while the United $ States will ious no stock, no di- 
en m, pay full tolls, and her war vessels, ow Gof the concessions, 
be rigerously exeluded from the we may be at 
„ any Central American — — that any 
great power of Europe could produce if occasion required. 

Artiele 53 provides for forfeiture to Nicaragua of the canal with all 
its franchises, lands, and improvements upon conditions that are al- 
most sure to happen. 

It will be noticed that all these eonditions, and stipula- 
tions are entirely between the Government of Nicaragua and the Mari- 
time Canal Company created by that Government, and the United 
States Government not. mentioned. I coneede that they had the un- 
controlled right to make them as between themselves, but when these 

are 2 . to this Government with 8 that it 
them: t is expressed or implied in language, 

thus this Government to the plainly implied right of 
company to transfer the whole interest to citizens of a foreign govern- 
ment, and with the consent of Nicaragua to a foreign government itself, 
which can be done with facility under the provision that the stock is 

to oe personal property. 

D OE Wi he of this 
bill without tiving that idea will be te be and 
construed as an expression of this Government that it abandons any 
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‘aim to a voice in the future control of that canal, and as an aban- 
jdoument of the Monroe doctrine to that extent. Iam safe in saying 
that is not in accordance with the .sentiments of the American people. 
The bill, if it shall pass at all, ought to be so amended as to clearly 
‘negative that idea, so that the Government may be free to act in future 
as ion may demand without being charged with bad faith. If 
that be done, I will vote for its passage, although it will then be im- 
ect. The amendment I have offered will effect that object, in my 
udgment, and it or some similar amendment ought to pass. 
ut I have been struck with the fact that amendments looking in 
t direction are obnoxious to this maritime iDa company, and the 
of thebillarepromptand persistentin warding offall suchamend- 
ments as will express the idea that the Government doesnot abandonany 
Naina to future control of or interference with the company or the canal. 
Such amendments, they say, will defeat the objects of the bill, and, if 
‘I am correct in my apprehension, they would. If the objects of this 
company in getting this expression of the Government committing it 
to non-interference with that canal, knowing full well that citizens of 
foreign governments would pay alarge bonus for the franchise contain- 
ing such committal, which is an implied promise not to interfere, and 
a re esr to the sale and consequent control of the canal by foreigners 
‘without molestation on the part of the United States, certainly an 
‘amendment expressly negativing that idea would be fatal to the ob- 
jects of the bill. If that be not the purpose this legislation is without 
| bject and therefore foolish, for the company has 1 existence now 
as much as it will have after the passage of this bill; and it will be 
admitted that this Government can not give any force to any act ina 
foreign jurisdiction except as permitted by treaty stipulation. 

There is no statesmanship in the measure, but simply another step 
in submission to the demands of another great corporation that desires 
to use the Government in aid of a great speculating scheme. 

Gentlemen talk here as though there was no other chance on the face 
of the earth to have the canal built except by this company, and thatthe 
company will not build it unless we walk right up to their terms, and 
gentlemen who fail to embrace this last chance are obstructing com- 

merce and do not comprehend the needs of the country. I do not be- 
lieve that tale. It is easier to believe that the sagacity of these great 
financial operators recognizes that the property would be worth more 
by many millions in foreign markets if freed from all claims incident 
to the Monroe doctrine, and this bill is skillfully drawn to accomplish 
that er“ It can accomplish no other purpose, and that is the rea- 
son, i e it, that foreign capital will not invest in the enterprise un- 
til this bill becomes a law. 

If it does become a law without amendment it will put this Govern- 
ment in a far worse attitude in reference to that canal than it now oc- 
cupies in reference to the Panama Canal, which necessitated the Ed- 
munds resolution, and that is bad enough in all conscience—forced into 
theattitude of a bulldozertowards a sister Republicafter the work is half 
advanced. I desire to quote from my eloquent friend from New Jer- 
sey [Mr. McApoo], one of the most learned and accomplished lawyers 
of this House, if the Reporter will hand me the notes. He said: 

Why look at it! The governments of Europe are already awake to the situa- 
tion. This canal is necessary in order to enforce the Monroe doctrine. The 
governments of Europe are land hungry. The population of Europe is con- 
Boray gosat ot te eles’ fails hae eta oriant. Rabie i Aaea 
. of the vast territories in the eastern o of Europe and Western Asia, 
She is threatening English, Turkish, and Oriental supremacy alike. The éyes 
of all Europe are turned to this continent, and the feeble republics of South 
America can only be preserved from foreign aggressions and from subservience 
to foreign interests by the moral, political, the financial, and, if necessary, the 
military power of the great Republic of America. [Applause.] 

Why, Mr. Chairman, the of Britain is already on naval stations at 
this very center. Spain, in Cuba, has military control of the Great Gulfand our 
Mississippi Delta, France is getting a foothold there; and Bismarck, having 
accomplished the unity of the German Confederacy, and having laid down its 
military and financial policy, is now finding an outlet for the German arm and 
the German brain in South America and in the islands of the Pacific. Yet we 
are asked to remain supinely neutral! I preach no blatant jingoism. Iam 
conservative of the conservatives, but Iam neitherblind, deaf, nor unobserving. 

We only ask to mind our own affairs and make happy our own people; but 
the bedeviled and tottering systems of Europe look TIR jealous eyes on these 
Americas. We have no to do with the cruelty, pomp, and artificiality of 
European politics, but the millions of freemen on these continents will never 
permit t the flags of monarchical power to float on additional acquisitions on 

ese continents. Inthe Northern Pacific, in the Southern Pacific, and the islands 


of the Great Gulf we are alive to the restless activity of European aggression, 
open or insidious. 


The novice in history knows that European aggressions are both 
open and insidious, as occasion requires. And if this canalis 3 
in order to enforce the Monroe doctrine, as my friend says it is, and 

concur in that, why, may I ask? The answer comes to every man’s 


lips, It is in order to have quick and easy transit for American ships 
in that region. These enterprising, bold, daring, and powerful gov- 
érnments that my eloquent friend has described will hardly be ex- 

to foster the Monroe doctrine. It is the most hateful thing to 


rete powers on the western hemisphere. 

The United States Government should watch with zealous vigilance 

this canal, so vital to her interests, never letting it pass from under her 

we nor béyond her ready And yet amid these startling sur- 
brought so vividly to view by the gentleman from New Jer- 

sey, it is proposed by this bill to yield the ownership and control and 


management of that great highway to a foreign begotten and born cor- 
poration, with all its property and franchises and operations in a for- 
eign jurisdiction, and tobe built by foreign capital, and therefore owned 
and controlled by foreign capitalists. It is proposed to commit these 
great interests, so vital to the future prestige of this great country and 
the fature glory of this majestic race and American civilization, to a 


corporation whose only interest in this Government will be to get rid 
of its interference. 

An amendment offered ing the Government say that it reserves 
the right to be consulted about the operation and control and disposi- 


tion of this canal is a red blanket to the company, and the advocates 
of the bill in its present fo: ttle it as an enemy. 

But I am asked, as a puzzle I presume, to suggest some means by 
which the Government may encourage the construction of that canal 
and avoid the objections I I answer that a delay of six or twelve 
months not being important inso great an enterprise, I would suggest 
that this legislation be not consummated now, but time be given the 
Government to negotiate a treaty with Nicaragua and Costa Rica, mak- 
ing the Government of the United States a party to be consulted be- 
fore any changes are made in the conditions put upon the management 
of the canal by Nicaragua, and before the stock and the consequent 
control of the canal goes into foreign hands. Stipulate that American 
vessels should have, if not 50 per cent., at least some reduction in tolls 
in consideration of her guarantying the neutrality of the Isthmus, 
with this new temptation to foreign powers added to the risk, and mod- 
ification of article 44 so that our war vessels should pass without pay- 
ing tolls for the same reason. 

Procure modification of article 6 of the concessions so as not to ex- 
clude American war vessels from the canal, except when this country 
was at war with Nicaragua; stipulate that in case the canal be for- 
feited to Ni the right of this Government to a voice as to the 
ownership of the land should remain intact notwithstanding the for- 
feiture and have that perpetual—not for ninety-nine years. That this 
could all be done within twelve months I have nodoubt. If Congress 
is too impatient to wait that long, then I would amend the bill so as to 
make it clear and explicit that the Government in granting this charter, 
or whatever it is, yields no right of supervision and control over the 
transisthmian commerce and to preserve the canal to the American 
governments and peoples out of the hands of powers, 

This can be accomplished by adopting the pending amendments. 
Whether my amendment be included or some other one to be offered that 
will serve the same purpose I do not care a farthing. I have no pride 
of opinion about it. What I want is to see the bill in such a sha 
that I can vote for it and defend my action before my constituents, who 
want to see the canal built but do not want the Government to aban- 
don the control of it so as to let it into the hands of foreigners. 

They would rather wait longer to give it away. If these pend- 
ing amendments or similar ones be adopted I will vote for the passage 
of the bill, but will do it reluctantly, feeling, indeed knowing, that 
3 terms can be had by a little delay and diplomacy, and ought to 

I will detain the House no longer, but append to my remarks some 
of the articles of concession of the Nicaraguan Government. 

They are as follows: 


THE PRESIDENT OF THE REPUBLIC TO THE INHABITANTS THEREOF, 


Know ye that congress has ordered as follows: 
The senate and chamber of deputies of the Republic of Nicaragua do hereby 


decree. 

Only article.—The contract for a maritime interoceanic canal, entered into the 
23d of March ultimo, between Dr. Adam Cárdenas, comthissioned ly by 
the supreme government, and Mr. A.G. Menocal, member and representative 
of the Nicaragua Assotiation, organized in New York, is hereby ratified, 
This contract shall be a law of the Républic if Mr. Menocal accepts it as soon ag 
he be notified, with the following m. ons jand 28 the following terms: 

The undersigned, Adam Cérdénas, commissioner of the Government of the 
Republic, party of the first part, and Aniceto G, Menocal, representative of the 
Nicaragua Canal Association, pony of the second part, having sufficient 
powers, have entered into the ors contract for the excavation of an inter- 
oceanic canal through the territory of bering ae 

ART. 1. The Republic of Nicaragua grants to the aforesaid Ni Canal 
Association, and Mr. A. G. Menocal, representative of the said on, ao- 
cepts on its behalf, for the ae. — set forth in article 7, the exclusive privilege 
to excavate and operate a time canal across its territory, between the At- 
lantic and Pacific Oceans. 

ART. VI. The government of the Republic declares, during the term of this 
concession, the ports at each extremity of the canal, and the canal itself, from 
sea to sea, to be neutral, and that consequently the transit through the canal in 
case of war between two powers, or between one or more and Nicaragua, shall 
not be interrupted for such cause; and that m. t vessels and individuals 
of all nations of the world may freely enter the ports and pass through 
canal without molestation or detention. 

In general, all vessels may pass through the canal freely, without distinc- 
tion, exclusion, or preference of persons or nationality, provided théy pay the 
dues and observe the ions established by the grantee company, for the 
use of the said canal and its dependencies. The transit of foreign troops and 
vessels of war will be sub; to the same estab- 
lished by treaties between 


thi 
But entrance to the canal be rij bited to war ofsuch 
powers =r be at war with iy en any other of the Central 
vited to contribute the 


Am lics, 
ent of this re- 


ART. IX. ple of all nations shall be 

capital to the enterprise, and it shall be sufficieht for the 

quirement to publish an advertisement for thirty consecuti¥é days in one of the 

principal daily papers of each of the cities New „London, and Paris. 
ART. X. The com der the con- 


y shall be organized in the manner and un 
ditions generally for such companies, Its principal office shall be in 
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New York, or where it may be deemed most convenient, and it may have 
branch offices in the different countries of Europe and America, where it may 


consider it expedient. 
Its name shall be the Maritime Canal Company of Ni ” and its board 
of directors s be composed of persons, one-half at least of them shall be 


chosen from the promoters who may yet preserve their quality as such. 
ART. XLIV. As compensation for the privil and concessions that Nicara- 
gus grants by this con it is hereby stip’ that the Republicshall enjoy 
e special privilege that Nicaraguan vessels sailing under the Nicaraguan 
may navigate the canal at a reduction of 50 per cent. from the general tar 
while engaged in the coasting trade, or in the reciprocal trade with the other re- 
publics of Central America. It is declared that the vessels referred to in the pre- 
paragraph must be exclusively of the register of the Republic, and that 
they must not be owned, either in whole or in part, by citizens of other coun- 


A reduction of 50 per cent, from the general tariff is also granted to vessels 
that begin their voyage for a foreign country in any of the ports belonging to 
the Republic, witha cargo wholly com ofproducts ofthe country. All the 

ddd e to which this article refers shall be extended to the other republics of 
Ben America whenever Nicaragua shall find itself free from international 
obligations which may prevent it, or whenever one or more of the said repub- 
lics shall form a single nation with Nicaragua, The company can not collect 
any navigation dues whatever upon vessels and craft navigating the Lake of 
Nicaragua and its ee without passing out of the locks, The Nicara- 

vessels of war, and in the case above provided those of the Republic of 
ntral America, shall not pay any dues on passing through the 5 

Arr. L. In consideration the valuable privileges, franchises, and conces- 
sions granted to the company by this contract, the Republic shall receive in 
rporate capital, 6 t. of the t Thik the company may iamo 1o 
co; cap: per cent, of the total amount of the issue. 

Such shares, bonds, — 


tions, dividends, sinking fund, rights, privil and in all theadvantages given 
to paid-up shares without any distinction. The Government in its ca; ty of 
shareholder shall besides have the right to appoint one director who shall rep- 


pan 
of its definite establishment. The shares referred to in this article shall be de- 
live to the agent the Government may appoint to receive them, and as soon 
as the W pan shall be ready to issue the certificates for its capital. 

ART, I. III. The present concession shall be forfeited: 

First. Through the failure on the po of the company to comply with any of 
the conditions contained in articles 8, 46, 47, 48, and 49. 

Second. Ifthe service of canal, after its completion, be interrupted for six 
months, except in cases of main force. 

When the concession shall have been declared forfeited, from whichever of 
these cn the publie lands granted by this convention will revert to the Re- 
panao, in whatsoever state they may be, and without compensation even in 

he case that buildings may have been erected theredn. 

Such lands shall be excepted as may have been alienated to private parties 
7 tho Sapan with the formalities prescribed by law, provided that such 

ienations not have taken place within six months preceding the date on 
Tone the company may have become legally liable to the penalty herein estab- 


Arr. LIV. On the expiration of the ninety-nine years stipulated in this con- 
cession, or in the event of the forfeiture contained in the peecis article, the 
Republic shall enter upon possession, in perpetuity, of the canal, of works of 
art, light-houses, store-houses, stations, deposits, stores, and all the establish- 
ments used in the administration of the canal, without being obliged to pay any 


3 to the company. 
There shall be exce; from this condition the vessels belonging to the com- 
ny, its stores of coal and other materials, its mechanical workshops, its float- 


ng capital, and reserve fund, as also the lands ceded to it by the State, 
ing those in which are established the works indicated in the first part of 
article, and which will revert to the State, together with their immediate appur- 
tenances, as necessary for the service of the canal, and as an integral part Pithe 
same. 

But the company shall have the right, at the expiration of the aforesaid term 
of ninety-nine years, to the full enjoyment of the use and control of the 
canal in the capacity of lessee, with all the privileges and advantages granted 
by the said concession, and for another term of ninety-nine years on the condi- 
tion of paying 25 per cent. of the annual net profits of the enterprise to the Goy- 
— ant e Republic, besides the dividends due to it for its shares in the 

5 < 
e company furthermore shall have the right to fix at its discretion the dues 
referred to in article 43 of this concession, so that the shareholders still receive 
dividends not to exceed 10 per cent, per annum on the whole capital after de- 
ducting the payment of 25 per cent. of the net gains to the Government. 

At the expiration of this second term of ninety-nine years the Government 
shall enter into perpetual possession of the canal and other properties referred 
to in the first part of this article, including also in this ion all that which 
is included in the said first part with the exception of the reserve and amortiza- 
tion funds. The failure to Cren ed with any of the terms of the lease shall ter- 
minate it, and the State shall enter into possession of the canal and other works 
belonging to it, in accordance with the provisions of the preceding paragraph. 


1 exce 


Maritime Canal Company of Nicaragua, 
REMARKS 


HON. THOMAS R. STOCKDALE, 


OF MISSISSIPPI, 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Wednesday, February 6, 1889. 


The House having under consideration the report of the conference commit- 
tee of the two Houses on the bill (S. 1305) to incorporate the Maritime Canal 
Company of Nicaragua— 

Mr. STOCKDALE said: 

Mr. SPEAKER: I avail myself of the privilege ted by the House 
to say that I opposed this bill as it came from the Senate for reasons 
heretofore expressed. I now oppose the adoption of the report of the 
conference committee fur the same reasons, 


XX—11 


The amendments adopted by the House, while they left the bill a very 
imperfect measure, made it tolerable, and I voted for its passagein that 
shape. But the conference committees have receded from all the val- 
uable amendments, and the adoption of their report will leave the bill 
substantially as it came from the Senate in the inning and subject 
to the same objections. 

Propositions toinsert in the bill under consideration any expressions 
showing that this Government does not intend to yield all right of a 
voice in the future conduct of the ship-canal met at all times with 
vigorous opposition, and when forced in by members of the House 
have been promptly expunged by the conference committee. 

If this report be adopted the Maritime Canal Company, acknowl- 
edged by its advocates to be the creature of foreign capitalists, will 
have adroitly thrown off the Monroe doctrine so far as the proposed 
canal is concerned, and freed itself from any intermeddling with its 
future management or ownership by the United States Government. 
Therefore the report should not be adopted. As I have said before, it 
is not in accord with the sentiments of the American people, as I be- 
lieve. I further believe that if the House will reject this report and 
insist on its amendments and ask for a further conference, better terms 
can be gotten, and that is the proper phraseology, since it is usual for 
the House to recede as far as the final demands of the Senate require. 
I will not cast the vote of the people I represent in favor of releasing 
one rood of that isthmus from the operation of the policy of this Govern- 
ment known as the Monroe doctrine, and will therefore vote against 
the adoption of this report, 


Forfeiture of Wagon-Road Grants. 


SPE E OH 


or 


HON. THOMAS R. STOCKDALE, 


OF MISSISSIPPI, 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Friday, March 1, 1889. 


The House having under consideration the bill (8.1939) providing in certain 
cases for the forfeiture of wagon-road grants in the State of Oregon— 


Mr. STOCKDALE said: 

Mr. SPEAKER: In explanation of this bill and of this report I de- 
sire to state certain facts. By act approved July 2, 1864, a grant of land 
was made to the State of Oregon to aid in the construction of a military 
wagon-road from Eugene City, in that State, by way of Willamette 
Valley and the most feasible pass in the e range of mountains, to 
the eastern boundary of the State of Oregon, which is as follows: 


“Onar. CCXIII. An act granting lands to the State of Oregon, to aid in the 
9 of a military road from Eugene City to the eastern boundary of 
said State. 

Be it enacted, elo, That there be, and hereby is, granted to the State of Ore- 
gon, to aid in the construction of u military by aes” from Eugene City, by 
way of Middle Fork of Willamette River, and the most feasible pass in Cascade 
range of mountains near Diamond Peak, to the eastern boundary of the State, 
alternate sections of public land, designated by odd numbers, for 3 sections in 
width on each side of said road: Provided, That the lands hereby granted shall 
be exclusively applied in the construction ofsaid road, and shall be disposed of 
only as the work progresses; and the same shall be applied to no other purpose 
whatever: And provided further, That any and all lands heretofore reserved to 
the United States by act of Congress or other competent authority be, and the 
same are, reserved from the o tions of this act, except so far as it may be 
necessary to locate the route of said road through the same, in which case the 
right of way is granted, 

“Seo, 2. And be it further enacted, That the said lands hereby granted to said 
State shall be disposed of by the Legislature thereof for the pu aforesaid, 
and for no other; and the said road shall be and remain a public highway for 
the use of the Government of the United States, free from tolls or other charge 
upon the transportation of any propery: troops, or mails of the United States, 

“Src. 3. And be it further enacted, t said road shall be constructed with such 
width, gradation, and bridges as to permit of its regular uso as a wagon-road, 
and in such other special manner as the State of Oregon may prescribe. 

“Sec, 4. And be it further enacted, That the lands hereby granted to said State 
shall be disposed of only in the following manner; that is to say, that a quantity 
of land not exceeding 30 sections for said road may be sold; and when the gov- 
ernor of said State shall certify to the Secretary of the Interior that any 10 con- 
tinuous miles of said road are completed, then another 8 of land hereb: 
granted, not to exceed 30 sections, may be sold, and so from time to time unt 
said road is completed; and if said road is not completed within five years, no 
further sales shall be made, and the lands remaining unsold shall revert to the 
United States. 

“Approved July 2, 1864.” 

In pursuance of that act the Legislative Assembly of the State of Oregon, by 
act approved October 24,1864, put the said act of Congress in operation. The 
act of the State of Oregon, after reciting the act of Congress as a preamble, is 
as follows, to wit: 

“ Therefore be it enacted by the Legislative Assembly of the State of Oregon, That 
there is hereby granted to the Oregon Central Military Company all 
lands, right of way. rights, privil. , and immunities heretofore granted or 
pledged to this State by the act of Congress, in this act heretofore recited, for 
the purpose of aiding said company in constructing the road mentioned and 
described in said act of Congress upon the conditions and limitations therein 


prescribed. 

“Sec, 2. There is also hereby granted and pledged to said company all 
moneys, lands, rights, privil 5 and immunities, which may be hereafter 
granted to this State, to aid in the construction of such road, for the purposes 
and upon the conditions and ns herein mentioned or which may be 
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tioned in any further grant of money or lands to aid in the constructing 


ach 
“Spo, 3. Inasmuch as there is no law u this subject at the present time, this 
act shall take effect from and after its ——— 

Approved Octeber 24, 1564.” 


In For 1 1 — pects — and of the State of Oregon 
ees oe. coe wy r. on said line to = 
een commencing a! — * 3 ached eastward ; 
Lee y 3 ä of 
that date, which is as follows, to wit: 


STATE or OREGON, EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENT, Salem, July 27, evel 
“Sm: I hereby certify that in accordance with an act of 
July 2, 1864, entitled * An act granting lands to the State of Orain to ald in f in — 
construction of a military road from Eugene City to the southern or eastern 
boundary of said State,’ and in accordance with the act of the 8 
on o pes the ainga of 288 approved October 24, 1864, entitled An act onating 


e Oregon Military Road Company,’ I have over an 
See examined the first 50 — of the Oregon Central mili 
Ep whe ugene 1 0 and extending castward and toward the southern or east- 


at 
. dary of the State of Oregon. 
And I further certify that the first continuous 50 miles of said road, begin- 
poe: at A Beane Cit Tin , are completed in accordance with the requirements of said 
Congress and the laws of Oregon. 
a fa witness whereof I aes ee set my hand and caused the great seal 


of the State of Oregon to 5 ADDISON a GD 
Ry th Governor of Oregon, 
© governor: 
x [ska 145 SAMUEL E. MAY, Secretary of State. 


“The SECRETARY or THE INTERIOR.” 


On the 26th of November, 1867, thethen governor, Hon. George L. 
bh nes certified to the completion of 42} miles further of said road, as 
OWS: 
STATE or OREGON, EXECUTIVE OFFICE, Salom, November 26, 1867. 


To all to whom these presents shall come, greeting: 


This certifies that the section of the central military road age mig from the 
pant to which it * a been approved to Crescent Lake, in the valley of 
© Deschutes, es, more or less, having been carefully inspected 
found to Ba wel Ba Kalte built and eee up to the requirements of the 
therefore the same is approved and recei 
In witness whereof I have hereunto signed my name and caused the seal of 
the State of Oregon to be affixed, the day cad the year first eer eds 


t 

cond SAMUEL E. MAY, Seerelary of State. 

After these certificates had been furnished to the Interior Depart- 
ment, showing 92} miles of said road to be completed, to wit, March 3, 
1869, Congress extended the time for the completion of said road to 
July 2, 1872, thereby gi sen out that the Government was satisfied 
With the work as far as it progressed and wanted it to continue, and 
extended that time three years to enable the company to proceed. 

The whole road was completed within that time, as appears by the 
certificate of the governor of Oregon, as follows: 


STATE or OREGON: 


eis plat se rge L. 8 N Av! her mie of O nby that 
plat or Sime of the Oregon Central m Stone 
Ce 
a Oregon Gente! Miilgry 5 e 


cere tion has n com leted a 


tern boundary of ne Seriy 
2, 1864, entitled “ 


of Congress ap; 
of Oregon to aid in che. 


as required by the — 
granting lands to the Sta 


pant ena Noor pe military road from. — te tine 

— boundary of said State,“ and 1 act of the Legislative Assembly of the 

e of O n approved 7 entitled An act donating certain 

lands to the Central Military Raad Company," granting lands to said 
company. 


In 3 whereof I have hereunto set my hand and caused the great seal 
of the State to be affix 
Done at Salem on this the 12th day ene D. 1 


By the governor: 
(swat) 


. L. WOODS, Governor, 
SAMUEL E. MAY, Secretary of State. 


Therefore the record showed on the 12th day of January, 1870, that 
the Eugene City road to the eastern boundary of the State of Oregon, and 
e became to be known by the name of Oregon Central military 

had been completed according to law. 

I i dake now to call the attention of the House to another grant sim- 
ilar. By act of Congress, approved July 5, 1866, alternate sections for 
3 miles on each side of the road were granted to the State of Oregon to 
aid in the construction of another military road from Albany, in 
said State, to its eastern boundary. That act is as follows, to wit: 


An act granting lands to the State of O to aid in the construction of a mil- 
itary road Albany, Oregon, to boundary of said State. 


Be it enacted, cte., That there be, and hore road from Albany Orogon by 

to aid in the construction of a military Wagon road from Al 

arotar Canyon City and the most feasible pass in Cascade 

eastern boundary of the State, alternate sections of ot mounta 

— numbers, 3 sections per mile, to be selected within 6 miles of 
wided, That the lands hereby —— shall be exclusively applied ia 

the coustruckion of said road, and shal of only as the Nom re 

gresses; and the same shall be spoina to 3 purpose Whatever: 

vided farther, That any and all lands heretofore 8 to the United St States 


lature thereof for the pu 

T shall be and remain a public highway fox for 

the use of the ö of the Mares States, free from tolls charges 

upon the transportati 3 — 1 of the United States. 
Bro. 3. And be tt further enacted, road shall be constructed with 


tof its regular use as a wagon- 
of Oreg: be, 
That the lands here 
a the following manner, 
9 a quan of 
may be sold coterminous to said completed 
and when ‘eae governor of said 8 shall 
10 continuous miles of 


fon of said read, and so 
jars germline leted ; eee 


yos & be made, and the land 


Congress on July 15, 1866, amended this act so as to make the road 
go by way of Camp Harney instead of Canyon City (16 Stat., 363). 

By net approved October 24, 1866, the Legislative Assembly ofthe State 
of Oregon conferred said grant upon the Willamette Valley and Cascade 


Mountain Wagon-road Company, which, after reciting the act of Con- 
gress of July 5, 1866, granting these lands to the State, provides as fol- 
lows: 

Srortox 1. eee the Legislative Assembly of the State of That 
there is hereby 8 Willamette Valley and Cascade Mountain Wagon- 
road Compan: lands, right of way, rights, privileges, and immunities here- 
tofore granted or pledged to this State ing’ sald company in sonatructn 5 


8 therein 9 
Sro. 2. There is also hereby granted and pledged roe said 8 mon 
lands, ae privileges, and immunities which may 1 tot 
d in the construction of ya road for the pry 
aidons. ee limitations mentioned in said act of ngra os or Y ch may be 
mentioned in any further grants of money or lands to constructing such 


g. Inasmuch as there is no law upon this subject at the present time, 
eee neti male te after its passage, 
On June 25, 1867, the company, by vote of its directors, accepted the 
grant. 
Afterwards the route described by the Congressional act was changed 
by act of Congress, dated July 15, 1870, as follows: 


Be it enacted, elc., That an act entitled E 
Oregon to aid in the construction of a military road from Albany, O to the 
eastern boundary of said be amended so as to strike out the “by 
way of Canyon City,“ in the first section of said 2 insert instead thereof 
the words by way of Camp Harney.” (16 Stat., 

The governor of the State of certified to the completion of 
the parts of said road, made a final and complete certificate on the 
2d day of October, 1871, and gave it the form and flourish of a procla- 
2 It is as follows, to wit: 

The State of Oregon to all to whom these presents shall come, greetinz: 


Know ye that 25 act of Congress of the United States of America, entitled 
zaa act Seed omy ii 


n 
in aid of the of a military wagon-road from the city of 8 by 
way of Great Harney Lake Valley, to the eastern boun of said Frap: 3 

sections of land, of 640 acres cach for each, mile of road that should be con- 


structed under the Provisions of said grant, the lands to bo selected along the 
tan baste. of regi Cy on oat of ite Laglsatare: suited “Ae DA te 
o an 0 ure, en An 
lands to the Willamette, Valley and 88 Wagon: road ree’. og” AM 
October 24, 1866, donated 


of Oregon, all the lands granted b; tes Sal Congress aforesaid, and all 
lands that might granted in aid of the construction of said mili- 


eastern State of 93 

And the pe 80 eee by said company has — 2 and formally ac- 
oe the Government of United States and by the State of and 
in the cgay sence A said acts of donation and grants prescribed, And the lands 
along the line of said road to the extent of 860,000 acres have, under said dona- 
tion and grant, passed to and become the ute of said Willamette 
Valley and Prenen Mountain Wagon-road Company, are subject to said 
company's 

In testimony whereof I. L. F. So Near ca ovr of tke State of Oregon, have 
hereunto set my hand and caused the senl of State to be affixed. 

Done at Salem this 2d day of October, A. D. 1871, and of the independence of 
the United States the ninety-fifth. 

L. F. GROVER, Governor. 


(i. .] 
Attest: 
8. F. CHADWICK, 
Secretary of State. 
This certificate and proclamation were put on record in the State of 
Oregon, and in the Land Office in this city, and there remained during 
the subsequent transactions that I will have occasion to mention. 
I desire to call the attention of the House to the language of the 
granting act by Congress to the State of Oregon: 

And when the |, perira of said State shall certify to the Secretary of the In- 
terior that any 1 tinuous miles of said road are completed, then another 
quantity of land hereby granted, not to exceed 30 sections, may be sold coterm- 
inous to said com — portions of said road, and so from time to time until 
sai is comp 

What function was this certificate of the governor intended to per- 
form, may I ask of the opponents of this bill? If it was not intended 
to be evidence that the road had been completed according to law it 
was an idle and therefore foolish ceremony that the governor was re- 
quired to play. It was not intended to be partial evidence. The act 
is positive that when the certificate of the a of Oregon shall be 
given to the Secretary of the Interior, the lands shall be sold, A sale 


ta 
‘That saidcom ee to the provisions of said Se said 
road from the Be f aar eae ieee 2 ke veo Aare age tothe 
. istance of 


means the conveyance of a title, and all a purchaser was required to 
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o was to look at the record to see if that certificate was there, and then 

ke his purchase, and a lawyer employed fo examine the title would 
not have gone beyond that point. 

The governor of Oregon took that view of it, evidently when he pro- 


mulgated his proclamation of October 2, 1871, ad 
Interior Department, but— 

To all to whom these presents shall come, greeting: 

Know ye— 

Know ye what? Why, know ye, the world 
that said company, pursuant to the said grant, constructed sajd road from 
the city of Albany through the Great Harney Lake Valley and to the eastern 
boundary of the State of Oregon, a distance of 448 miles, 

And the road so constructed by said gompany has been duly and 

rmally accepted by the Government of the United States and by the 

tate of Oregon, and in the manner by said acts of donation and 
grants prescribed; and the lands along the line of said road to the 
extent of 860.000 acres have, under said donation and t, passed to 
and become the absolute property of said Willamette Valley and Cas- 
cade Mountain Wagon-road Company, and are subject to said com- 
pany’s disposal. 

That document was sent to the Interior Department in the General 
Land Office, and no complaint was heard that the governor exceeded 
his power, or that he misstated the facts when he said the United States 
Government and Oregon had formally received the road. And it will 
be borne in mind that the governor of Oregon was the agent of the 
United States Government, accredited to ascertain and certify the com- 
| eee of the road. While the records were in that condition, to wit, 

ugust 19, 1871, the Willamette Valley and Cascade Mountain Wagon- 
road Company conveyed the lands of this entire grant to one H. R. W. 
Clark, for a consideration of money alleged to have been paid. On the 
1st of September, 1871, Clark conveyed the same lands to David Cohn 
in trust for P. Edgerton Hogg, Alexander Weil, and said Clark. Up 
to thistime no complaint had been made in reference to titles so far 
as the evidence shows. 

What ag peor then? Why, the purchasers went on in peaceable 
possession of their rights until 1874, nearly three years, and then the 
Congress of the United States, with one Representative in this House 
and two Senators in the other end of the Capitol from the State of Or- 
egon, enacted the following law, and I quote it at length and invite 
* ne to it in this connection. Here is the law, to wit (18 

tats., 80): 

Whereas certain lands have heretofore, by acts of Co: been granted to 
the State of O n to aid in the construction of certain military wagon-roads 
in said State, and there exists no law providing for the issue of formal patent for 
said lands: Therefore, r 

Be it enacted, etc., That in all cases when the roads, in aid of the construction 
of which said lands were ted, are shown by the certificate of the governor 
of the State of Oregon, as in said acts provided, to have been constructed and 
completed, patents for said lands shall issue in due form to the State of on 
as fast as the same shall, under said grants, be selected and certified, unless the 
State of Oregon shall by public act have transferred its interests in said landsto 
any cor jon or corporations, in which case the patents shall issue from the 
General Land Office to such corporation or corporations upon the payment of 
their necessary expenses thereof: Provided, That this shall not be construed to 


revive any land grant already expired nor to create any new rights of any kind, 
0 Y to provide for issuing patents for lands to which the State is already en- 


It is ie evident, Mr. Speaker, that the sales of these lands and the 
recorded conveyance thereof were well known to Sape from the lan- 
guage of the act of June 18, 1874, which provides. referring to the 
said granting, that patents should issue to the State of Oregon, or to 
such corporation to which Oregon had conveyed its interests. Its lan- 
guage is: 
In all cases when the lands, in aid of the construction of which said lands were 
granted are shown by the certificate of the governor of the State of Oregon to 
vo been completed and constructed, 

Here was a declaration as broad and solemn as the Government could 
make it, with the certificate of the governor and those two convey- 
ances before its eyes, that a purchaser could get a good title, and that 
the patents would be issued to said purchaser. 

Subsequent to the passage and promulgation of that act ot Co; 
with all the before-recited muniments of title on record, to wit, on the 
18th of February and 9th of April, 1879, two years and a half after 
this last declaration of Congress, Alexander Weill purchased the whole 
interest of said lands for the valuable consideration of $375,000, as he 
claims. The statute was an announcement in effect to all purchasers 
that they need not examine that long stretch of road to see whether it 
had been properly built, but should go to the records and see if the 
certificate of the governor was there, and upon that evidence of title 
he could invest. 8 > 

A lawyer employed to examine the title at that time would have, 
and probably did, go to the records for the title, and would be justified 
in pronouncing it complete in the absence of fraud or knowledge of it. 
It will be remembered that up to that time no complaint had been 
made of the work on these roads, so far as the record discloses, as will 
appear by reference to the report of the Secretary of the Interior. 

These lands were in the open market during all these years, with all 
these statutes and records spread out before purchasers, to be read of 
all men, and were a standing invitation to purchasers to invest their 
money; and they did invest and p a large portion of the lands 


not to the 


in question after June 18, 1874, and before any complaint was made 
about the title. In some instances the owners died and the heirs sold 
the lands; not sold in bulk, but in several instances individual inter- 
ests were sold, and finally the whole interest of the Willamette Valley 
road grant cameinto the ownership and ion of one Alexander Weil 
for the consideration of $375,000, and without notice of any fraud, as 
he alleges under oath. And I say there is not a lawyer in this House 
but would have advised a client that he would get a complete title to 
those lands in the absence of fraud on his own part or the knowledge 
of it in others. 

It seems to be conceded on all hands, because no one maintains the 
contrary, that there is no reason for divesting these titles except the 
alleged fraud in the original grantees of the State of Oregon in not 
completing the roads according to the provisions of the granting acts, 
and that is the sole ground upon which the Government seeks to re- 
sume tiie title to said lands in face of all these acts and records and its 
own title, deliberately made and given out to the world accredited 
with its great seal. 

Then, I say again that every lawyer here would advise his client that 
the party alleging fraud, as a means of divesting a citizen of his legal 
title to lands, must prove the fraud and prove notice as to subsequent 
purchasers. 

After the Government parts with its title to lands it has no power to 
resume it; if it were otherwise, why is it constantly purchasing sites 
for buildings and navy-yards, etc., from individuals of the same lands 
once owned by the Government? And when the Government alleges 
that its title was obtained by fraud and in equity ought to be returned 
to it, the Government must submit herself to the jurisdiction of equity. 
She can not afford to do equity like a vigilance committee, Equity was 
not e by governments, but by God Almighty, and is as high above 
the Government as it is above a tramp. 

The Government can not nfake a see-saw of justice because it is big 
and can weigh down its end. Even if it was tricked out of its lands 
it can not afford at the end of twenty years to jump on innocent pur- 
chasers and with violence and strong hand deprive them of their pro 
erty and drive them into the courts ina vexatious and unequal contest, 
and then use the great power of the Government to prevent them re- 
claiming their rights by resisting their suits. However much the peo- 
ple have set their faces against corporations, the Government can not 
afford to strain the law and apply it with scrupulous regard to vested 
rights. I have not the time to discuss the Dalles City road grant, 
which extends from Dalles City, on the northern boundary of the State, 
southeastward diagonally across the State to its eastern boundary, 
crossing the Willamette Valley and Cascade Mountain road near the 
eastern boundary. The t was made to build that road February 
25, 1867 (see Stat. 14, 509), and on October 20, 1868, the Oregon Leg- 
islature conferred that grant to the Dalles Military Road Company. 

On June 23, 1869, the governor of Oregon certified to the Secretary 
of the Interior that said road was completed in compliance with the 
requirements of the granting act. 

The fact that this certificate of the governor bears date only eight 
months after the date of the act of the Legislature of Oregon granting 
the lands to said company is regarded by some as a circumstance going 
to show fraud, sufficient to put purchasers on their guard and upon in- 
quiry, and that seems a reasonable conclusion. 

This road is about 375 miles long, and it would seem unreasonable 
that it should be builtin that time, but it was not impossible, and 
when the governor certified that he had made a careful examination of 
said road since its completion, and that the same was built’ in all re- 
spects as required by the granting act, and as this certificate was filed 
with the Secretary of the Interior in 1869, in June or July, and the 
Government took no notice of that fact, but passed a law on the 18th of 
June, 1874, five years 3 that now famous act ordering 
patents to issue for it, it would not be unreasonable to suppose that 
purchasers who might have held off on account of that suspicious cir- 
cumstance during those five years, finding that the Government, whose 
duty it was to notice that suspicious fact and investigate it, had inves- 
tigated and found the certificate to be true, when it pronounced its em- 
phatic indorsement of the title by the said act of the 18th of June, 1874, 
issuing patents. 

This presumption is strengthened by the fact that not long after that 
statute was published and had time to circulate, to wit, March 31, 1876, 
these lands were sold for the sum of $125,000. These are the three 
grants, involving over 2,000,000 acres of land, about which so much agi- 
tation hasoceurred. A careful examination of the mass of evidence laid 
before Congress by the Secretary of the Interior, consisting of about three 
hundred and fifty pages of closely-printed matter, and referred to the 
committee that I now represent, beside other testimony, shows conclu- 
sively in my judgment that a large proportion of the lands in question 
can not be forfeited unless other evidence of important character can 
be had. The owners of the land insist that no such evidence exists and 
that they are innocent purchasers for a valuable consideration, without 
notice of any fraud, if there was any. 

This evidence shows that there are several stretches of 10 miles and 
more each that are beyond the power of Government to forfeit. There 
are other portions that may be forfeited. It is fair to presume here at 
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least that Congress wants to do right in view of all the facts. Congress | The extent to which the charges against these grants go is, that the 


can not be a partisan in favor of the Government nor against it. By our 
tem we can not serve the Government by oppressing citizens, but 
that act we wrong both. It is fair that the Government recover 
what lands she has been defrauded of, not with high hand, but in a legal 
and just way. It is not fair for the Government to recover lands that 
it has conveyed away without fraud, and it is not honest to attempt it. 

The Government ought not to recover lands that were conveyed away 
under capo, hommes pag and hence fraudulently, where the innocent 
must suffer parable damages by the fault or folly of the Govern- 
ment. 

Whoever examines carefully the evidence that was before the com- 
mittee will readily concede that the records show a complete legal title 
in fee in the present claimants, and therefore they can be divested for 
fraud only. When a citizen voluntarily parts with the title and con- 
veys realty and vests in another the legal title thereto, if he undertakes 
to cancel that legal title for fraud he must allege wherein the fraud 
exists, and the burden will be on him to prove it. Then if he finds the 
title in a subsequent purchaser he must connect that purchaser with 
the fraud or knowledge of it before he can be divested of title. 

The Government can not in conscience—if it had the power—go fur- 
ther in dealing with its own citizens than in equity and conscience 
one citizen would be allowed to go in dealing with another citizen. It 
can through its legislative department simply administer equity, and 
it is not relieved from that rule when itis one of the parties, butshould 
all the more carefully observe it. Ifan individual embark in an en- 
terprise of that sort he would be required to give bond to indemnify 
the defendant in case of failure, and as the owners of these lands have 
no remedy against the Government we ought to be more careful not to 
inflict them. Now, then, these two bills are before us as remedies for 
the evils growing out of these immense stretches of land, and at this 
point I desire to quote from the report of the majority, which I had 
the honor to prepare and submit by instructions of the committee, as 
follows, to wit: 

House bill No. 9854, introduced into the House May 7, 1888, by the chairman of 

our committee, Mr. HOLMAN, proposes to repeal all of said granting acts and 
orfeit all rights accruing or claimed under them, excepting only such specific 
lands as shall have been conveyed to settlers or 2 for the purpose of 
using or improving them, upon payment of compensation in good faith there- 
for by either of the several corporations upon which said lands were respectively 
confe: by the State of Oregon, or by some subsequent grantor of said land 
nts from said companies, not exceeding in any case 1 section in quantity. 
his bill is also before the committee by reference of the House. 
ee are the two bills before the commitiee as remedies for the evil com- 
plained o 

Th ramount object of Con in the proposed legislation ought to be, 
and donlod is, to —— the rights of the Government so far and — farther 
as that can be accomplished honestly and honorably, and with fair dealing to- 
wards these several ups of claimants. 

To ascertain what Taas are 8 held by these groups of people should, 
in the opinion of the majority, be the first, not the last, step in the proceedings; 
who are guilty and who are innocent, before punishment. And if there are 
people holding portions of these lands by indefeasible title, for the Govern- 
ment to make an onslaught upon and destroy the evidence of their title, and 
drive them to suits to re-establish title and then make the Government officer 
obstruct the suit, and bring in upon them a multitude of other vigorous claim- 
ants, it does seem like punishment, cruel, if not wicked, when all questions can 
be settled without trouble or even hardship. 

Each of the several granting acts provides that when 10 miles of the road 
shall have been finished, 30 ons may be sold, and further on in this report 
reference will be made to the evidence, showing that some of the 10-mile 
stretches were actually finished according to law, and the lands opposite sold, 
and no subsequent fraud could attach to such title. 

This provision in each of these 23 clearly indicates that Congress 
did a anes a 1 with large means, to build the whole road 
before izing from the lands, but did intend to put it within reach of smaller 
companies or individuals in that new country, and therefore authorized the con- 
structors of the roads to sell the lands when 10 miles should be completed. 
Sales could not be made without purchase, and this law was in its terms an in- 
vitation to purchasers to invest. 


Need I say to lawyers that, however steeped in fraud the original 
transaction, subsequent purchasers in good faith, without notice and 
for valae, will not be affected by the original fraud. 

It is a doctrine older than the Government that such persons take, free 
from fraud, of original grantees the original conveyance. It was ap- 
pue in the case of Colorado Coal and Iron Company against The United 

tates (123 U. S., 307), at the October term, 1887, in which the court say 


(page 313): 

It is fully established by the evidence that there were, in fact, no actual settle- 
ments and improvements on any of the lands, as falsely set out in the affidavits 
in support of the pre-emption claims and in the certificates issued thereon. 
This undoubtedly constituted a fraud upon the United States sufficient in equity 
as against the parties perpetrating it, or those claiming under them with notice 
of it, to justify the cancellation of the patents issued to them, but it is not such 
a fraud as prevents the passing of the legal title by the patents. It follows that 
to a bill in equity to cancel the patents upon these grounds alone the defense of 
a bona fide aen Sies for value without notice is perfect. 


In United States vs. Minor (114 U. S., 233, 234) the court say: 
Where the mt is the result of 8 but fraud and perjury, it is enough 
to hold that it conveys the legal title, and it would be going quite too far to say 


it can not beassailed by a proceeding in equity and set aside as void if the fraud 
is proved and there are no innocent holders for value. 


This language is quoted as authority (Colorado Coal Company vs. 
United States), and the court follows that by the following language : 
It is, indeed, an elementary doctrine of equity that where a grantor has been 
induced by fraud to part with the legal title to his property he can not reclaim 
it from subsequent innocent purc for 


value. (123 U. S., 314.) 


Government was shamefully defrauded in 1864 to 1867 or 1868, and 
that the Government did not find it out for many years; but on June 
18, 1874, proclaimed to the world by public statute that the grants 
were all right and the title to the lands all right, and ordered patents 
to issue to whomever the State of Oregon had conveyed it to, and pat- 
ents were issued for large quantities of those lands, and quantities of 
the lands were sold after that again. Several years later, some time 
between that and 1881, it dawned upon this Government that it had 
been more or Jess swindled, and now, in 1889, the Government can not 
honorably and justly destroy vested rights that have accrued in pur- 
suance of its own acts to its own citizens. 

It is claimed that these frauds were so glaring that people could not 
be innocent purchasers, And yet the United States Government, with 
Senators and Representatives in Congress from Oregon all those years, 
did not know it, but took occasion to publicly proclaim the contrary 
in 1874 by said statute. The State of Oregon, with representatives 
and senators in her several Legislative Assemblies during those years 
from all parts of that great State crossing these roads to get to the State 
capital, made its first utterance on that subject by memorial to Con- 
gress in 1885. In the mean time these lands had been bought and sold, 
in some instances descended to heirs and the heirs sold again toothers, 
and all these people had not discovered that the Government and the 
State of Oregon had been swindled out of these strips of Jand extend- 
ing across that great State, and yet want to arbitrarily destroy titles 
because purchasers in California did not know it. It would seem but 
justice that these purchasers should have a day in court, the only 
tribunal known to our law competent to ferret out all the circum- 
stances that may constitute fraud and what is notice of fraud in any 
case and deal justly with each individual. The opponents of the 
Senate bill and the advocates of the absolute-forfeiture bill claim that 
the frauds were so palpable and glaring and notorious that purchasers 
were bound to know and take notice ofit. And yet the State of Ore- 
gon convened her Legislature year after year and its members had to 
cross these wagon-roads in going to and from the capital; sentits Rep- 
resentative and two Senators to Congress; Congress itself considered 
the matter of these land-grants in 1874; said they were all right, and 
issued patents, and it never got into the heads of the Oregon people, 
nor Congress, nor the President, nor the Interior Department, until 
1881, when a multitude of settlers flocked out there in view of a pros- 
pective railroad and wanted these lands, and Congress wants to rise u 
in its indignant wrath and say to those purchasers, ‘* We will sweep the 
evidence of your titles from the statute-books and take your lands and 
not wait for a trial in court according to the constitutional mode, be- 
cause you did not know more than Congress and the President and the 
Secretary of the Interior and the governor and Legislature of Oregon.“ 

No man can examine this evidence and deduce from it that all these 
lands can be forfeited—others may be. What then is the duty of the 
Government, who held out inducements to people to go there and buy 
lands and gave them titles and confirmed some at least? Why, it seems 
to me clear that it ought to do what an honest man would do—when 
he had given out titles to land—go into court itself and clear up the 
confusion, and get such lands as he was entitled to and confirm the 
title of those that honest people own—and the whole controversy will 
be speedily and quietly and properly settled, in one suit perhaps. That 
is the object and purpose of Senate bill 1939. i 

The House bill No. 9854, if itshall become law, will start by wiping 
out the evidence of all the titles to all those lands, the honest and dis- 
honest owners alike, except settlers andoccupants. This is to be done 
on evidence taken by agents of the Land Department, which, however 
fairly done, was taken in mass and not in individual cases—those 
who had notice and came before the agents were heard; but there was 
no attempt, and could not be, in the scopeof their authority, to ascer- 
tain and notify each owner or claimant and get his witnesses for him. 
The object of that commission was to get general information to show 
the Congress that it ought to act, and was so treated and used by the 
Interior Department. 

The Honse bill undertakes on this evidence, taken in that hurried 
and general way in 1888 to overturn titles that really passed from the 
Government twenty years ago on evidence then taten on the ground 
by respectable authority and of credible witnesses; and then, after 
twenty years have intervened, with their effacing effects on land and 
memories; and that, too, without opportunity to the owners to have 
their day in court to show what may have happened in the vicissitudes 
of those eventfal twenty years, and to test the credibility of witnesses 
as to character, memory, prejudices, and interest. 

The destruction of titles by arbitrary edict upon ex parte evidence, 
and without the owner being allowed a trial, and withont notice even, 
is not in keeping with our institutions. 

The Government can not afford to say to these people, We will de- 
stroy by arbitrary edict vour title that we induced you to purchase 
and pay for and issued the patents, and then let you re-establish it by 
expensive lawsuits, which we will obstruct, and require you to prove 
your title, because it is cheaper to the Government;’’ but rather say 
to these people, ‘‘ We held ont inducements to purchasers of these lands, 
but frauds have been perpetrated and we will first ascertain which of 
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you participated in the frauds, and forfeit your lands at your costs, and 
will ascertain who are innocent owners and dismiss the suit as tothem 
without cost to them.“ 

1. It is fair and honest and will inflict no hardships. 

That is what the Senate bill is intended to do, if it becomes a law. 

2. It will quietly and peaceably proceed to determine, by judgment 
of the courts, the rights of citizens to lands claimed by them, and when 
that shall have been done the forfeited lands can be settled by home- 
steads settlers, and those who are bona fide owners will not be harassed 
with expensive suits to establish their titles wrongfully and oppressively 
destroyed. 

3. The quieting of the titles to those lands—a result so ardently de- 
sired—can be speedily and quietly accomplished without injury to any 
one, 

To pass into a law House bill No. 9854 will subject the Government 
to the just criticism of trampling upon the rights of its own citizens 
without a trial. Again, from the great anxiety for lands that is known 
to exist in the Northwest we may expect that the population there will 
presume that Congress acted intelligently, and they will rush in and 
occupy these lands and make improvements on them, only to be ejected 
after years of expense and vexation and hate—engendering suits at 
law, in case the present owners shall establish their claim to the land; 
and even if the present owners should fail in the end, they will not rest 
under these summary proceedings until they shall have made a vigor- 
ous and prolonged effort, which will be a great wrong on settlers and 
citizens, and will produce a very undesirable state of society in those 
extensive localities. 

A government should never give out her titles upon which a doubt 
rests, and no lawyer who has examined this evidence will claim that 
the validity of this bill is free from doubt when it is tested by the Con- 
stitution. It is the policy of t. e Government to discourage litigation, 
and it seems not unfair to predict of this measure, if it shall be enacted 
and approved, that it will be prolific of harmful litigation; whereas all 
the possible good that can come of it can be accomplished by the Sen- 
ate bill far sooner without incurring the dangers and delay and suits 
that seem to hang around the House bill. 

There seems to be no reasonable urgent demand for such summary 
and hasty action, likely to result in so much harm and delay. If the 
Senate bill becomes a law the suit will be instituted at once, and that 
will be notice to the world, and no lands can be sold except subject to 
the rights of the Government. 

I believe, therefore, Mr. Speaker, that justice to the Government in 
its present attitude as to these land grants and to the owners and set- 
tlers of these lands, as well as good faith and sound policy, demand 
e wa Benaté bill do pass the House, and that House bill 9854 lie on 

o table. 
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HON. HILARY A. HERBERT, 


OF ALABAMA, 
In THE HOUSE oF REPRESENTATIVES, 


Tuesday, December 11, 1888. 


The House being in Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, and 
having under consideration the bill (S. 139) to credit and pay to theseveral States 
and Territories and the District of Columbia all moneys collected under the 
direct tax levied by the act of Congress approved August 5, 1861— 


Mr. HERBERT said: ` 

Mr. CHAIRMAN : In 1861 Congress, for the purpose of carrying on 
the war, imposed upon the people a direct tax of $20,000,000. This 
tax, according to the provisions of the Constitution, was distributed 
so much to the people of each State, according to population as shown 
by the last preceding census. All the Northern States paid it. It was 
subsequently collected from the people of South Carolina, and a portion 
of it due from some of the other Southern States was also paid in. But 
from most of the other Southern States it has remained uncollected 
ever since the close of the war, now twenty-three years. No effort was 
ever made after the war to collect from these States the sum (about 
$2,500,000) still claimed to be due from them. Previous Congresses 
have seemed to think that other burdens imposed on these States more 
than satisfied these claims. : 

But now there is a surplus in the Treasury, and this bill proposes to 
take from that surplus about $17,500,000 and divide it out among the 
States which paid that tax on the plea that they are in equity entitled 
to have it refunded. This is urged on the ground that the law of 1861 
in terms applied to all the States. as well those which had attempted 
to secede as those which remained loyal to the Union. So did every 
other law imposing taxes. The stamp law, and the income-tax law as 
well, applied to all the States alike. There has never been any prop- 
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osition that I know of to refund to the States which paid the income 
tax, or to the States which paid the stamp tax, during the time the 
laws of the United States were practically inoperative in the seceding 
States, any portion of the amounts so paid by the people of the loyal 
States and not collected from the inhabitants of the seceding States. 

Now, can any reason be given why the income tax should not be re- 
funded or why the stamp tax should not be refunded just as well as 
the direct tax? On what ground do gentlemen say that under the Con- 
stitution there is power to refund this tax? The only argument I have 
heard made on that subject is the assertion by the gentleman from Ohio 
(Mr. Seney], who spoke this morning, that the power to tax implies 
necessarily the power to remit, and that the power to remit implies 
also the power to refund the tax, when it is inequitable for the Gov- 
ernment to retain it. I have heard no other argument. If that argu- 
ment be sound then it can only go this far: that in order to prevent in- 
justice, in order to poron inequality, the Government must retain the 
power to refund. I think the gentleman from Ohio himself will not 
contend that his argument would carry him beyond that proposition; 
and if it does not, it can not sustain the bill now before the Commit- 
tee of the Whole, for this bill certainly works more inequality, more 
injustice, than would be suffered by allowing the status quo to remain. 
Under existing circumstances, if this sum of $17,500,000 should remain 
in the Treasury, it is there to pay per capita for every inhabitant of 
the United States to whom this money properly belongs a certain por- 
tion of the debt of the Government, and it would pay upon that debt 
about 27 cents for every inhabitant. 

I ask gentlemen from the West to listen to me while I give them the 
figures showing what will be the effect of this bill. When this direct 
tax of $20,000,000 was imposed it was apportioned not to the States as 
such, not upon the States at all, but among all the people of the United 
States. Under the government of the confederation, the government 
under which the people of the United States lived from the days of the 
Revolution until the adoption of our present Constitution in 1787, 
taxes were apportioned to the States; the States collected and the States 
paid over the taxes to the General Government; that General Govern- 
ment had no right to tax the people directly; but under our present 
Constitution there is no power to tax a State as such, and this act ot 
1881 did not intend or purport to do anything of that kind. This was 
a direct tax which, according to the rule laid down in the Constitution, 
was to be apportioned among all the inhabitants of the United States 
according to the last census enumeration. That rule was imbedded in 
the Constitution for the purpose of securing equality. Now, this $20,- 
000,000 distributed among 30,000,000 inhabitants, according to the 
census of 1860, which furnished the apportionment, would be, if dis- 
tributed per capita, a tax of 66 cents upon every inhabitant of the 
United States. This tax was imposed upon the people, or rather upon 
their lands, in the proportion of so much for each person. 

Now, sir, if the power to refund that tax exists as incident to the 
power to lay the tax, the refunding, as I have intimated, must be by a 
Jaw which refunds in like manner and in equal proportions to the in- 
habitants of the several sections of the Union the same tax which was 
laid upon them; in other words, it must operate with something like 
equality. 

I have had prepared some figures showing how much per capita the 
present inhabitants of the several States which are to be the benefi- 
ciaries will get under this bill. These figures have been made with 
reference first to the census of 1880. I wish to show first how much 
each inhabitant of these favored States would get if that census of 
1880 represented truly the present population of those States. But 
there have been great changes since 1880. So I haye made a second 
calculation, by which I attempt to arrive at the actual present popu- 
lation of some of these Northeastern and Northwestern States. I do 
this by taking the votes in those several States at the recent election 
and multiplying in each case by five, estimating, as we safely may do, 
that there are five times as many people as there are votes cast. 

Let me have the attention of gentlemen here who represent Western 
States, especially those States which have grown to power and impor- 
tance since this tax was laid and collected. Here are the figures. Ac- 
cording to the census of 1880 the State of Illinois, if this bill be passed, 
will receive for its people per capita 37} cents. But I will omit the 
fractions. The State of Indiana will receive 45 cents per capita, Iowa 
27 cents, Kansas 7 cents, Maine 64 cents, Massachusetts 45 cents, Ne- 
braska (let me call the attention of the gentlemen representing that 
State to these figures) will receive 4} cents for each inhabitant under 
the census of 1880, New Hampshire 62 cents per capita, and New York 
51 cents. According to the population of to-day the inequality will be 
still greater. Illinois would get 30 cents per capita, Indiana 33 cents, 
Towa 22 cents, Kansas 4 cents, Maine 65 cents, Massachusetts 47 cents, 
Nebraska 1} cents. But that is the way in which you propose to dis- 
tribute it. 

A quarter of a century ago these taxes were imposed—66 cents per 
capita upon all the people of the United States. Now, in 1888, twenty- 
seven years later, because the Treasury is full, a bill is offered here, and 
is sustained by the gentleman from Ohio on the ground, as he puts it, 
that it will work equality—a bill that pays to the inhabitants of the 
State of Nebraska 14 cents per capita and to the inhabitants of the 
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State of Maine about 65 cents per capita. And let me say to my friend 
m Iowa who advocated this bill that his State will get, for the bene- 
t of her inhabitants, 22 cents per capita, whereas other States will get 
45 cents, and some even as high as 65 cents per eapita. Is there any 
equality or justice in this? Lon have the power, as it is claimed, to go 
to the Treasury and by law make a donation for the purpose of equal- 
izing, and this is the result! If you allow this money to stay in the 
Treasury it will, as I have said, pay 27 cents per capita for every in- 
habitant of the United States on the public debt. Take the sum car- 
ried in this bill and divide it by the number of inhabitants of the whole 
United States and you have 27 cents. That is the interest each inhab- 
itant of the United States has in this money. 

Is it better for the people whom the gentleman from Iowa represents 
that we should pay 22 cents a head to them or allow this money to re- 
main in the Treasury? Is it better that the gentleman from Nebraska 
should carry 14 cents a head to his constituents or to go home and tell 
them he left it in the Treasury of the United States, where it belongs, 
and where it represents to them as a debt-paying fund 27 cents per 
capita? 

ut, Mr. Chairman, I know very well that argument is useless. A 
majority of the House are determined to pass this bill, Nothing but 
a Presidential veto can prevent it. It proposes to take money out of 
the Treasury and distribute it among the Northern States. Only about 
two Southern States will get any considerable share in this plundering 

f the Treasury. ‘The money is, the bulk of it, to go North and the 
States which are to share in the division have the votes on this floor to 
pass it. If you are to do it, let me ask in the name of justice that you 
at the same time the amendment proposed by my colleague [ Mr. 
Bites, a member of the committee to which this bill was referred. 

That amendment pro that while you refund to the States the 
direct taxes paid by their people you refund at the same time the cot- 
ton tax to the people who paid it. The direct tax you gentlemen all 
admit was constitutionally laid. The . on which it is pro- 

to refund it is that of inequality. You say it bears unequally 
because while it was laid equally on the people of all the States it was 
paid only by a of the States. The others escaped. 

That seems plausible on its face, but how much more ible, how 
much more reasonable is the case of those who paid the cotton tax? 
The direct tax was paid by people who were able to bear the burden; 
the cotton tax was paid by people , bankrupted, ruined by a 


war which devastated their lands, revolutionized their social and their 


labor system. It left them in a plight so pitiable as to excite the com- 
miseration of all mankind. The direct tax was laid equally and in- 
tended to be fairly and e apporionad, among all the people. 

The cotton tax never was fair, pever was equal, never was just. On 
the contrary, it was so unfair, so unequal, so unjust that when a ease 
was made to try it the Supreme Court was equally divided as to its 
constitutionality. On that Supreme Court bench there sat at the time 
no single judge whose sympathies had been with the South in its dis- 
astrous struggle with the North. The question before them was sec- 
tional in its character. It grew outof RRS im upon the South, 
an unrepresented South, by a Congress from the victorious 
North—a Congress composed of men still exasperated by the war, for 
no other than just such a would ever have passed a law so 
partial, so cruel, so unjust. And this Sa Court so composed, sit- 
ting at a time when fires of secti hate had not zt died out, 
this court was unable to say that the law was constituti Its mem- 
bers were equally divided. They could come to no conclusion, and so 
the case of Rolfe vs. Sanders was affirmed by a divided court. Now, 
sir, since the passions that stirred men’s souls in those days have, or 
ought to have, died out, I desire to appeal to the calm, sober sense of 
this House and ask for justice, first upon the ground of constitutional 
right. 

1 undertake, sir, to maintain that the cotton tax was unconstitution- 
ally laid for two reasons. In the first place it was not uniform. There 
are only two classes of taxes authorized in the Constitution; one is the 

~ direct tax, and the rule laid down in the Constitution is that such a tax 
should be laid per capita. The other is excises, imposts, and duties, 
and these the Constitution declares must be uniform. 

It is said the cotton tax was an excise tax and that it was uniform 
because laid on all the cotton wherever found in the United States. 
But it is well known that cotton can not be grown anywhere except in 
the southern portion of this country. It is not like tobacco that is 
po in Virginia, Connecticut, Wisconsin, and Alabama, It is not 

the tax on a manufactured article. An excise on a manufactured 
article is one which the manufacturer may assume or not. He may 
manufacture or not as hesees proper; but a tax on cotton is a tax upon 
the only ind by which the people of the Southern States ean live, 
They have no choice; they must grow cotton, and the tax is directly 
on that. Never during the whole war, although this Government was 
in great stress for money, did it lay a tax on wheat or oats or on any 
other agricultural product. I have had the question examined, and 
there never was a dollar of tax raised on any agricultural product, un- 
less it was on tobacco. Even then the tax was not on raw tobacco, but 
only on the tobacco when manufactured, Notonly is it true that there 
never was in this country, even during the war, any tax on any raw 
agricultural product except cotton, but there never was any tax on any 


other product of the soil except on coal and petroleum. For a little 
while coal and petroleum were taxed, but they are not the products of 
any section exclusively. 

But suppose I admit that coal and petroleum stood on thesame ground 
as being raw products of the soil. If they were alike why were they 
not treated alike? Why was it thatafter the closeof the war, in July, 
1868, the tax was taken off of coal and off of petroleum and still left 
upon cotton? Let gentlemen look at the record, It was during that 
month of July, 1866, that ageneral tax bill was brought inte the House 
of Representatives, and Mr. MoknILL, who reported it, said in explain- 
ing it that the purpose was to reduce taxation by $75,000,000, and Con- 
gress passed that bill and reduced taxes by that amount. But in that 
very same bill that reduced taxes for other people, the tax on cotton 
was increased from 2 cents to 3 cents per pound. 

Mr. Chairman, that was not all. That very same act declared in 
express terms that there should beno drawbackon cotton. The Con- 
stitution forbids any tax on exports. Carrying out the spirit of this 
provision and in order not to tax exports either directly or indirectly 
the uniform rule of legislation has been—a rule departed from only in 
one or two instances of hasty legislation influenced by the late war 
to allow drawbacks on all exported articles; and the exporter of every 
other article from that month of July, 1866, down to this hour has 
been allowed a drawback at the custom-house of an amount equal to 
the internal-revenue taxes paid; but it was expressly stated in that act 
that there should be no drawback on cotton. 

This is a direct and palpable violation of the provision of the Con- 
stitution that there shall be no tax on exports. The gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. HorkiIxs!] said it was not a tax on exports, because the 
cotton might be consumed here and manufactured. He knows, 
and everybody knows, that three-fourths of the cotton made in the 
United States is exported. It is made for exportation. The price 
abroad tes the price here. Isaid that the law expressly dec 
that no drawback should be allowed, but I stated the case too broadly, 
A drawback was allowed in one case, and that exception makes the 
law still more palpably unjust. Just mark this. Will gentlemen 
give me theirattention. The manufacturers of that cotton, on export- 
ing the article they manufactured, were allowed to draw back a tax 
they never paid. The law made the cotton liable to the tax in the 
hands of the producer. He was to pay it on removal. If he did not 
pay it his merchant was to pay it for him. The 
and the tax came out of the farmer. Then the manufacturer was al- 
lowed to draw back—mark the words—to draw back the tax that had 
been paid by another. 

But the enormity and the iniquity of the thing did not even stop there. 
Wherever an excise duty has been imposed heretofore by the Govern- 
ment there has been a tariff duty placed upon the importation of the 
same commodity into the United States to protect the citizen in the 
payment of the excise tax as against the foreign producer or importer. 
But at that time, in the year 1866, when this tax was levied upon cot- 
ton, cotton was allowed to be and was imported into the United States 
at2centsapound. Over 15,000 bales of cotton were imported at 2 
cents a pound during the year 1866; and at that time this law imposed 
upon the owners and producers of the cotton at the South 3 cents a 
pound, and did not give them the right to drawback when exported, 
but did give the drawback to the manufacturer. 

Drawback —what is the meaning of that? Why a drawback 
means to draw back something that you have once paid out or given 
away. I would like some gentleman who favors or believes in the con- 
stitutionality and justice of this law to invent a term to fitly charac- 
terize that provision which permitted the getting back by one man of 
what was paid out by another. 

The gentleman from Illinois undertakes though to justify this u 
the ground that the Southern States were in rebellion. You say that 
by attempting to secede we sinned—and sinned grievously. Isay, Mr. 
Chairman, that most grievously have we answered for what we did, 
whether it was wrong or not. It has been said in this debate that 
though the courts denominate the war a rebellion, yet on account of it 
little or no punishment has been inflicted upon the people of the South. 
Do gentlemen who speak in this manner really understand what they 
say? Look at the facts. We lost four million of slaves, worth $500 a 
head, amounting altogether to 52, 000, 000, 000. The money 8 
paid by France to Germany, the greatest money indemnity ſor war, 
believe, of which history makes any record, was only half of that sum. 

We were left, as the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. ALLEN] has 
said, without horses, without cattle, without any means whatever even 
to make a crop. That gentleman has given you a lively picture ofour 
condition. I give you figures. The lands in the ten Southern States 
which did not pay the tax, according to the census of 1860, were valued 
at $1,657,000,000. In 1870 these same lands were valued, according 
to the census of that year, at only $348,000,000, making a loss in value 
of the lands, a loss resulting from freeing the slaves, of $809,000,000. 
When you add this sum to the value of our slave property and then re- 
member that we fed in large part the great armies of the Union that 
were devastating our soil, and then add the value of cattle and horses 
taken and houses burned, and the loss in money to the South fully 
equaled the enormous sum of four thousand millions of dollars. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, no constitutional lawyer can undertake to jus- 
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tify, as the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. HOPKINS] seems somewhat 
inclined to do, the imposition of unequal taxes on the South in 1865 
and 1866 on the ground that prior to that date we had been engaged in 


a war against the Union. That war had ceased. We wereliving under 
the Constitution. We were entitled to its protection. And even if we 
had not been at peace no law of attainder, no law of any kind, could 
itself constitutionally impose punishment. If gentlemen claim we had 
committed treason, then we were subject to trial in the courts. We 
were entitled to fair and impartial trials before juries of our country- 
men. i 

The very purpose of those grand rules of the Constitution, that di- 
rect taxes should be according to population, and that all other taxes 
should be uniform, was to prevent just that kind of legislation that 
should have punishment for its object in laws imposing taxes. No 
matter how much wrong may have been done by a citizen or by a sec- 
tion, no matter how much prejudice may exist, no matter how well 
founded it may be, the citizen who is subject to our laws is entitled to 
the protection of the Constitution—the shelter of these rales, 

Now, gentlemen, this argument is not for the of complain- 
ing about the results of the war. I am not here for that purpose. We 
made the fight, The world says we fought bravely. We accept the 
result without a murmur. 

But let me ask you to look back at those times, glance over the 
whole field, and then answer the question: Why was not that direct 
tax collected out of the non-paying Southern States after the war had 
ceased, after the authority of the Union had become supreme? Why 
was it not collected in the year 1865? Why not in 1866? Why notin 
1867? Ina word, gentlemen, why has it been allowed to remain un- 
collected for now nearly a quarter of a century? ‘ 

It was not collected because Congress did not find it in its conscience 
to insist upon its payment, 

I think I have shown that this cotton tax was unjust. I believe I 
have demonstrated that if was not only unprecedented in our history 
but unwarranted by our Constitution. I know it must appear to every 
right-thinking man that it wasa hardship. Now, of that tax the peo- 
ple of Alabama, the State I in part represent, paid $10,388,000. Her 
porton in 1860 was 964,000. It was not greater than this in 

855-66. Her taxable property in 1870 was only worth $201,000,000. 
It was not greater than this in 186566. 

Now take and consider together the nineteen States, Maine, New 
Hampshire, Vermont, Massachusetts, Connecticut, Rhode Island, New 
York, Pennsylvania, New Jersey, Ohio, Indiana, IIlinois, Delaware, 
Iowa, Kansas, Michigan, Minnesota, Nebraska, and Nevada. These 
nineteen States had in 1860 a population of 17,987,237. Their tax- 
able property then amounted to $8,838,699, 922. 


The amount of direct taxes paid by all these nineteen S which | 


now they claim it wasa hardship to pay and which they ask Congress 
to refund in this bill, was $10,176,446.29. The amount of cotton-tax 
paid by Alabama was $10,388,000, making about $212,000 more of 
cotton tax paid by 964,000 people than was paid of direct taxes by 17,- 
987,000 people who, taken altogether, had forty-three times as much 
property as had the people of that State whose inhabitants this bill 

to tax that these nineteen States may enjoy the benefit of a 

istribution of a portion of the Tr surplus. 

Mr. Chairman, the bill is to pass this House. The fiat has gone 
forth. In the name of justice and equity let the amendment be put 
on to refund the cotton tax. The direct tax was constitutional. The 
cotton tax was unconstitutional. Will you, can you refund the one 
and at the same time retain the other? 


Naval Appropriation Bill. 


SPEECH > 


HON. HILARY A. HERBERF, 


OF ALABAMA, 


In THE House oF REPRESENTATIVES, 


Thursday, February 28, 1889. 

The House having under consideration the report of the committee of confer- 
ence on the bill (H. R. 12323) making appropriations for the naval service for the 
fiscal year ending June 39, 1890, for other purposes— - 

Mr. HERBERT said: 

Mr. SPEAKER: I now ask unanimous consent that all general debate 
upon this report and amendments be closed at fifteen minutes before 4 
o’clock to-day, the time, including that already consumed in the debate, 
to be equally divided between the opponents of the report and those 
in favor of it. 

Mr. McADOO. May I ask the gentleman how long he proposes to 
occupy the floor? : 

Mr. HERBERT. I expect to get through in forty minutes. 

Mr. MCADOO. I shall be compelled to object to limiting the debate 


unless I may be allowed the privilege of oceupying fifteen or twenty 
minutes at least. 

Mr. HERBERT. I will limit myself to forty minutes in reply to the 
speech of the gentleman on the other side who has just taken his seat. 
He occupied an hour and a quarter. s 

Mr. McADOO, I will want at least twenty or twenty-five minutes. 

Mr. HERBERT: The time occupied in the debate is to be equally 
divided, so the gentleman will have ample opportunity of being heard, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. MCCREARY in the chair), The 
Chair will submit the request of the gentleman from Alabama to the 
House. Is there objection to closing the debate on this report at fifteen 
minutes before 4 o’clock to-day, the time, including the time already 
occupied, to be equally divided between the friends and opponents of 
the report. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. HERBERT. Mr. Speaker, I am a little surprised at the ehange 
of mind which seems to have come over my colleague on the commit- 
tee, the gentleman who has just taken his seat. While he had some 
criticisms upon the new vessel, the Vesuvius, in the speech made on 
this bill when it was first reported from thecommittee two weekssince 
he was then very complimentary to the Seeretary of the Navy. I read 
from page 1527 of the RECORD what the gentleman then had to say. 
After quoting from the Seeretary, he said: 

I have adverted to this simply as a matter of historic justice and to enable me 
to congratulate with all frankness and candor the Secretary of the Navy, who 
has been alert, as I believe,in seizing upon the best ideas that have been pre- 


sented, and to whose efforts in bringing about the administrative measures thut 
have been requisite to produce this result the country is indebted, 


To-day the gentleman takes the floor to make a political speech, ar- 
raigning not only the Secretary of the Navy, but the Democratic party 
aswell. It has not been my purpose, sir, to enter into a political dis- 
cussion at this late hour of the session, when we are so much pressed 
for time. The House will bear me witness that I have sought rather 
to avoid such a debate upon this bill, but I will not refuse to take up 
the gauge of battle the gentleman has thrown down. I welcome rather 
the attack he has made, for if there be any one point upon which the 
Democracy can proudly challenge comparison with its political adver- 
sary it is upon the administration of naval affairs. I defend the reeord 
of this Democratic House in refusing, as the gentleman says it did for 
years, to vote money for a Republican administration to build up 
a modern navy. It was during that period that Great Britain and 
France spent millions of money in building ships that have since been 
cast aside as useless. We have begun our new Navy with the expe- 
rience of twenty years behind us. We. profit now by the losses sus- 
tained by other nations. We avoid the mistakes they made in experi- 
mental ship-building. 

How many millions of the people's money would Republican admin- 
istrations have thrown away during that experimental era if Demo- 
erats had only been willing to vote the appropriations? Sir, no man 
can tell. It is matter of wild speculation. We can only guess how 
many millions they steod ready to waste on new ships by looking at 
the appalling sums of money they actually did expend in pretending 
to repair and keep afloat our old navy. Look at the facts and figures 
and let them answer the question. Was it wise for this House to dis- 
trust Republican management of naval affairs? 

During the decade from 1866 to 1876, inclusive, Republican admin- 
istrations expended on the Navy of the United States $234,000,000, 
or in round numbers twenty-three and a half millions every year; and 
yet during that time the Navy was going down from the proud posi- 
tion it occupied at the close of the war, when Admiral Porter said we 


were able to meet either the navy of Franee or England on the high 


seas, until it got into such a pitiable plight that the same distinguished 
officer said at the elose of that decade that we had just no navy at 
all.“ Was not that sufficient cause to inspire with distrust the Dem- 
ocrats on this floor and make them unwilling to vote money to be ex- 
pended by a Republican administration for the rebuilding of a navy? 

After that decade had passed another decade of Republican adminis- 
tration had almost expired before the Democracy eame into power. 
Then in the beginning of the Forty-ninth Congress the Democratie 
House Committee on Naval Affairs, investigating the condition of things 
in the Navy Department, found that we had on hand, bought by a Re- 
publican Secretary of the Navy since the close of the war, without war- 
rant or excuse, exeept a desire to expend eorruptly Government money, 
nearly two millions of dollars’ worth of timber; sailors’ monkey jack- 
ets enough to last the Navy, at the rate they had been taken the year 
previous, for fifty years; boots enough to last, at the rate they were be- 
ing eonsumed, for twenty years, and of sail cloth we had enough to 
give two sets of sail anda fore- topsail to every ship in the British navy. 
Were these things not calculated to inspire distrust? Sir, we had 
cause enough to hesitate. 

But when a Democratic administration came in we did turn ourselves 
to the work of rehabilitating the Navy; and here the gentleman from 
Maine is really amusing. 

In one breath he seeks to maintain that nothing worth exulting over 
has been done by this Administration, and in the next he makes a 
labored effort to prove that the Republican party is entitled to all the 
credit for everything that has been done during the last four years. 
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One charge he makes is that Secretary Whitney is slow, that prog- 
res3 is not sufliciently rapid, and to substantiate this he enumerates 
the ships which he says have been laid down, and undertakes to give 
those that are launched. Did the gentleman in giving his list say any- 
thing about the Petrel or the Bennington, which are building in Balti- 
more, and which are more than two-thirds completed? Did he say 
anything of the San Francisco, which is building at theScott Works in 
the city of San Francisco? Did he say anything about the Newark 
and Philadelphia, which are being built at Cramp’s yard in Pennsyl- 
vania? No, sir; not one word. In his carefully prepared speech he 
omits all reference to them in his efforts to show how few ships have 
been launched. 

Then he institutes a comparison between the time it took to lay down 
and launch the Roach cruisers and the time Secretary Whitney took to 
lay down and launch the vessels he enumerated. The gentleman does 
not seem to see how inconsistent his argument is. He certainly must 
know that when the Roach cruisers were being Jaid down and built 
there was no law to prevent the importation from abroad of shafting 
and everything else necessary to complete a ship. 

But the Forty-ninth Congress and the gentleman from Maine 
claims—and I will advert to that hereafter—the credit of first pro- 
posing himself a law which provided that every part of our modern 
ships, hulls, engines, machinery, guns, and all, should be of domestic 
manuiacture. So the case stands thus: Roach could and Roach did go 
abroad to those establishments already in operation to get his shaftings 
and whatever else was necessary for the completion of the vessels the 
gentleman speaks of. We were forbidden by law to go abroad for any- 
thing. We never desired to do it. But it was necessary to put up 
works in this country that could cast shafting for a first-class engine 
before the Baltimore’s engines could be built and before the engines 
of the Philadelphia or any of those ships could be constructed, and 
the gentleman from Maine knows well enough that most of the delays 
that have been caused resulted from the very law that he himself 
boasts that he was the first to propose, and which he claims the Re- 
publican party is entitled to the credit of. 

But, sir, let me now examine for a moment that claim the gentle- 
man makes and show how shallow it is. The idea that we ought to 
manufacture at home everything pertaining to our new navy did not 
originate with the gentleman from Maine. Secretary Whitney was 
always of that opinion, and the Committee on Naval Affairs of this 
House were always in accord with him, both in the.Forty-ninth and 
Fiftieth Congresses. We reported a bill in March, 1886, providing, as 
the gentleman from Maine has said, that everything going to make up 
these ships, the shaftings and all, should be of domestic manufacture, 
except in one contingency, which was that home manufacturers should 
be unwilling to contract at a reasonable price. What did that phrase 
mean in that act which was to be construed by that Secretary who was 
urging upon us the importance of domesticating in this country these 
industries necessary to the building of modern ships? What would be 
a reasonable price? Why, sir, of course it would be reasonable that a 
manufacturer should be allowed a fair compensation for the expense of 
erecting new plant and a fair price to cover the risk involved in the 
development of a new industry. This reasonable price—a price suffi- 
cient to cover all expenses and all risks—a majority of the committee 
were willing to pay; but if the demands of bidders should be unrea- 
sonable, then, in that contingency, the power was to be left with the 
Secretary to protect the Treasury—the power to go abroad and pur- 
chase in case a combination was made against the Government. It 
was not expected that the power would ever be used. It was simply 
to be lodged in the Secretary’s hands to be held in terrorem over the 
home manufacturer; and everybody knew, who knew the sentiments 
of the Secretary of the Navy; everybody who had read his report 
knew, that if the bill passed in that shape he would in good faith so 
use it as to domesticate in this country the industries necessary to the 
building of first-class ships and first-class guns. 

But the Senate saw proper, as the gentleman from Maine has said, to 
amend the bill we sent over to them by striking out this safeguard. 
The bill as amended and sent back to us provided absolutely and with- 
out qualification that everything should be of domestic manufacture, 
thus putting us absolutely at the mercy of home bidders. I, for one, 

consented to the Senate amendment with reluctance, because I foresaw 
what might be, and indeed what has been, the result. 

There has been in one case, in the judgment of the Secretary, a com- 
bination between manufacturers, or atleast an unreasonable demand, 
on the part of a company that was practically the sole bidder, a de- 
mand that never would have been made if the law had been as the 
House Committee on Naval Affairs originally proposed it should be. I 

* allude to the bids for construction of tools for the plant for the manu- 
facture of 12 to 16 inch guns at the Washington navy-yard. 

When it became evident to the Secretary that there was no offer to 
furnish these tools at a reasonable price he refused to accept.the bid; 
and, in consequence, a serious delay has resulted in the construction 
of that plant. If the Secretary had been armed with the power in the 
first instance to say “unless you offer to construct these tools at a rea- 
sonable price vou ean not have the contract.“ who can doubt that a fair 
contract with an American bidder would long since have been made? 
As it is, the hands of the Government are tied, and that is what the 


gentleman is boasting of as a Republican achievement. The Secretary 
has made another proposition for bids, but unless, from some unknown 
quarter, new competition shall spring up we are at the mercy of this 
bidder, and after all the delay may be compelled to employ him and 
let him fix his own figures. The gentleman is right welcome to all 
the credit he and his party are entitled to for this achievement. 

Now let me pass on. The gentleman even has the audacity to claim 
for himself and his party the credit for all the bills that have been passed 
in Congress during the last four years for rebuilding of the Navy. 

Is that claim well founded? I remember very well that when I first 
moved here, in March, 1886, from my seat, under the two-thirds rule, to 
fix a day to consider the first bill for au increase of the Navy, proposin, 
two days for its discussion and consideration, that, although I had wi 
me the great majority of my party, the resolution did encounter the 
opposition of some influential Democrats, including, as the gentleman 
has said, my friend from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN]. But on the other 
side the resolution also encountered the vigorous opposition of the gen- 
tleman’s colleague from Maine [Mr. REED], the acknowledged leader 
here of the Republican party. It was evident that if the day was 
fixed the bill would pass and Democratic ships would be authorized. 
So the leader of the Republican party criticised the resolution because 
it did not provide for consideration of the bill in Committee of the 
Whole. When I offered to amend in that particular he then objected 
that two days were not enough in which to consider the bill. The re- 
sult was that, though the resolution had a majority in its favor, it failed 
because, by reason of Republican opposition, it did not receive the 
sanction of two-thirds of the House. If I mistake not, I made two 
unsuccessful efforts to get up the bill before I finally succeeded. But 
in that first session of the Forty-ninth Congress we did finally pass a 
bill to increase the Navy. We thus made a beginning. 

But the gentleman boasts that the Senate at one time added for in- 
crease of the Navy on a House bill $20,000,000. So they did. But 
when did the Republican Senate make this liberal appropriation of 
which the gentleman now boasts with so much pride? Was it when I 
and others were making such an effort in this House during the first 
session of the Forty-ninth Congress to rebuild the Navy? Oh, no; 
so long as it was a doubtful question here, with opposition on the one 
side and on the other, whether any bill would ever get through, so long 
as it seemed likely that the Democrats would fail to pass through a 
Democratic House a bill to authorize new vessels, not one step was 
taken in the Republican Senate. It was well understood around these 
corridors and in this and the other wing of the Capitol that if the 
Democratic House should fail in this matter the responsibility would 
be on the Democratic party. We were to get no help from a Repub- 
lican Senate. 

But the first session of the Forty-ninth Congress had expired, and 
during that session we had passed a bill to construct new vessels for 
the Navy. We, the party in control, had demonstrated that we could 
pass such a bill here. At the next session we put upon our appropria- 
tion bill as it passed the House $12,784,726 for increase of the Navy. 
This included money for docks, ships, gun steel, armor, plant for navy- 
yards, and plant for gun-manufacturing. It was as much as the Secre- 
tary estimated for, as much as could be used economically and advisedly. 
Had the Republican Senate shown any disposition to aid those of us 
who in this end of the Capitol were struggling to increase the Navy 
during the first session of that Congress when we seemed to need help? 
Oh, no, Mr. Speaker; but now on this second bill they dumped $20,- 
000,000 in addition to what we had already put there; more money, as 
they well knew, than could be properly expended or even pledged by 
judicious contracts in any one year. Why was it that in the preceding 
session they were not disposed to come to our help, and then why was 
it that the very moment it was shown that we were able to help our- 
selves they came over with an increase on the bill of $20,000,000 at 
one time? ci 

Sir, it was simply because a Democratic House had shown that it was 
equal to the duty of the hour. Then it was that captious Republican 
objections to the consideration of Democratic bills for the increase of 
the Navy ceased in this end of the Capitol; then it was that a Republican 
Senate at the other end repented itself of its supineness during the first 
session of the Forty-ninth Congress; and now it sought to make amends 
in public opinion by proffering a needless and extravagant sum ofmoney, 
which, of course, Senators knew the House would not consent to, and 
which, of course, we rejected. The policy of the House committee has 
been to appropriate money for the Navy as rapidly as it could be ju- 
diciously and economically expended. The art of building modern 
ships of war is new in this country. We must not only utilize the ex- 
perience of foreign nations, but gain experience of our own. We want 
the very best possible ships, and here, if any where in the world of busi- 
ness, great haste would mean grcat waste. 

I come now to the criticisms of the gentleman on the Yorktown. My 
recollection is very different from his. I was satisfied he was mistaken 
in the figures he gave, and while he was speaking I telegraphed to the 
Department, and here is the answer: 

Navy Drparrment, February 28. 1889. 
To H. A. HERBERT: 


Telegram received. Yorktown’s trial was not for speed, but for ng pawas 
Neither the law nor contract has any requirement as to speed. If it had 2 
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trial for speed she would have been entitled by custom to smooth water, whereas 
her trial was at sea. She averaged, however, a speed of 16.4 for the four hours; 
maximum speed, 17.2. 

Horse-power developed considerable above the * 


. D. WILSON, 
Chief Constructor, U. S. N. 


But the gentleman says the English ship Archer has made over 17 
knots. That is true, but the trials of the Archer were made, if I am 
not mistaken, as Constructor Wilson says in his telegram the custom is, in 
smooth water. In smooth water I am satisfied the Yorktown can make 
over 17 knots. I know, too, sir, that the English ships of the Archer 
class have all given great trouble. Itisdifficult to keep them in running 
order. The Yorktown will in all probability prove to be, when fully 
tested, superior to the English Archers. 

The gentleman compares the Yorktown withthe Dolphin. What is 
the Dolphin? A despatch boat, that is all. A boat not intended for a 
cruiser, but simply a boat to carry m She was built for speed 
and nothing else, and her main battery is only one 6-inch breech- 
loading rifle. The Yorktown, only 200 tons heavier, has four 6- 
inch breech-loading rifles, four times the armament of the Dolphin. 
The Yorktown has an effective protective deck, the Dolphin has none. 
The Yorktown carries more than twice as much coal, has more than 
twice the endurance, carries more crew, and fully six times as much 
ammunition, and yet with all this additional weight she makes more 
than a knot and a half greater speed than the Dolphin. 

Mr. Speaker, I must hurry, because this House is impatient at this 
late hour in the session, but I feel that I must take time to reply to 
the gentleman's comparison of the achievements of Secretary Chandler 
and Secretary Whitney. There is no task that can be more grateful to 


me. 

When the charge is made nst Secretary Whitney that he is slow 
I propose to let him defend himself, and he is able to do it. Here is 
what he says in his last report about the reasons that induced him to 
exercise caution. It was by proceeding cautiously that he has suc- 
ceeded in deserving, and not only in deserving but in winning, the 
praise of the country. He says: 


An examination of the condition of the Department in 1885 regarding the pro- 
duction of power by machinery showed clearly that the matter required most 


careful investigation and thorough consideration before entering upon new 
work. There were pending in March, 1885, contracts for the construction of the 


lows: 


3,058 
838 
1,000 


This machinery was at least a quarter of a century behind the age. Tested 
the amount of power produced by it, and making allowance for nature of trial, 
etc., the best that could be expected would be an ave of 2} indicated horse- 
power per ton of 5 At that rate, in order to obtain a 19-K not ship, the 
machinery would mire the entire tonnage displacement of the ship. 

An examination of the state of the art in 1885 led to the conclusion that the 
machinery of naval vessels ought to be so designed as to produce 10 horse- 
power for each ton ofmachinery ; and it was determined to make that the stand- 
ard, and to enter into no contracts that were not based substantially thereon. 

So much for this spot of work of Secretary Whitney’s predecessors, 
to which the gentleman from Maine did notallude. Now for the Roach 
cruisers, to which he did refer. That those Roach cruisers, the Chi- 
cago, the Boston, the Atlanta, and the Dolphin were laid down rapidly 
is true; and that they were laid down without due care is, I think, 
equally as true. 

I ask attention to the following table, which was made out at my in- 
stance in the Bureau of Intelligence on the 22d day of Augustlast. I 
refer to it first for the purpose of showing that the Roach cruisers were 
not up to the timesin which they were built—that the Secretary under 
whom they were laid down or the board of officers designing them were 


at fault, one or both, in not taking more time to consider what was | 


being done abroad and what ought to be done here. 

Look at the comparison. The Roach cruisers were laid don in 1883. 
They were four in number. In 1882 the Esmeralda was laid down for 
Chili, the Severn for the British Government, and the Sfax and Milan 
for France. Now compare the machinery of these four foreign vessels 
withthe machinery of the four Roach vessels. The Esmeralda, 2, 920 tons’ 
displacement, developed an average indicated horse- power“ of 6,282. 
The Severn, of 3,550 tons, had 6,385 indicated horse-power, while the 
Atlanta, of 3,000 tons, developed only 3,780 indicated horse-power, and 
the Boston, of 3,000 tons, developed but 3,348 indicated horse-power. 
The Sfax, of 4,488 tons, developed 6,400 indicated horse-power, while 
the Chicago, with 4,500 tons, developed only 5,080. 

But a better method, andone which indicates more clearly the inferi- 
ority of the Roach cruisers, is to average the four foreign and the four 
American ships about which the gentleman from Maine is boasting, 
and see how many pounds of machinery in the Roach cruisers was re- 
quired to produce a horse-power and how many in the ships that were 
laid down abroad in the same and a previous year. Making this cal- 
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culation from the table, we find that abroad 258 pounds of machinery 
produced one horse-power. At home it required 414 pounds to reach 
the same result. Secretary Whitney, seeing these things, sent abroad 
and purchased plans of machinery, aud he has required contractors to 
produce results similar to those achieved in foreign countries. Which 
is the better for the country, the haste of Secretary Chandler or the 
care and caution of Secretary Whitney? I insert here the table in 
fall. I commend gentlemen to examine it carefully and see what 
there is in the comparison the gentleman from Maine has ventured on. 


Relation of indicated horse-power to weight of machinery in ships of war. 


p > P 5 = 
8 2 = 8 Q 
3 8 58 Sa. ae 
Name of ship.“ Nationality. | 8 $ g | fos SEH bi 4 pet sed 
2 2 35 Sis | ace 
& 2 88 es og 
A < E 8 SS od 
Tons. 
1883 1.500 2,253 403 6.56 | Six hours. 
1883 3. 189 3,780 Zug 5.70 Do. 
1883 8. 189 3.348 415 5.03 Do. 
1883 | 4,500 | 5,080 417 5. 8 Do. 
1886 | 4,400 | 9,000 224 | 10.00 | 11.95% 
Charleston ... 1886 | 3,730 | 7,090 227 9.87 10. 57 
Newark. 1887 | 4,083 | 8,509 224 | 10.00 | 10. 15% 
Philadelphia... 1887 | 4, 400. .-| 10.50 | 12. 00* 
San Francisco. 1887 | 4,083 |........ 10.50 12. 00 
Yorktown. 1886 | 1,700 3, 000 9.37 10. 30. 
1886 890 1. 100 8.45 10.00 
1887 | 1,700 3, 400 224 | 10.00 10. 30 
1887 1. 700 3. 400 224 10.00 10. 30% 
1882 | 2,920 | 6,282 247 9.07 
1883 | 3,550 | 6,335 195 | 11.49 
1883 | 4,488 | 6,400 341 6.56 
1883 | 1,550 | 3,880 250 8.96 
— 18841. 400 3,018 262 8.55 
1884 | 3,730 | 7,510 210 | 10.67 
3 1884 | 1,559 | 6,984 176 | 12.73 
1885 | 2,060 | 8,045 168 | 13.33 


J. H. P. expected. 
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Here is another table I had made at the same time. It compares the 


R. P. RODGERS, 


f | Roach cruisers and the Whitney ships, their estimated displacement, 


weight of machinery, indicated horse-power, speed, and protection, 

The Dolphin, of 1,485 tons, has machinery weighing 411 tons; the 
Concord, of 1,700 tons, has machinery weighing 340 tons. The Dol- 
phin’s 411 tons of machinery gets 2,240 horse-power; the Concord's 
340 tons is to produce 3,500 horse-power. The Chicago, of 4,500 
tons, with 930 tons of machinery, gets 5,084 horse-power and 16 
knots speed, while the Baltimore, with 930 tons of machinery, is to 
get 10,750 horse-power and 19 or 20 knots speed, and the Philadelphia, 
of 4,324 tons, with 900 tons of machinery, is to get 10,750 horse-power 
and over 20 knots i 

Here is the table. It compares all the ships. The comparison is 
made not by me, but by the officer at the head of the Bureau of Intel- 
ligence, who has made the figures officially. 

Of course he did it at my request, for I thought it was barely pos- 
sible the gentleman from Maine might invoke this comparison, Let 
gentlemen read and study these tables if they wish to know something 
of what Secretary Whitney has accomplished. 

Comparative statement of relative power and speed of United States war- 
ships built or building since 1883. 


2 
5 8 
o 8 5 
Name. 3 25 I. H. P. Speed. Protection. 

— oe 

S 3° 

a E 

Tons. Tons. 
Dolphin. 1, 455 411 | 2,240 15.0 None. 
Atlanta.. 3,189 698 | 3,356 | 15.5 It inches, 
Boston 3,189 698 | 3,780 | 14.9 1; inches, 
Chicago 4,500 930 5.084 16.0 1} inches. . 
Petrel 890 130 | 1.350. 13.00 f inch. 
Yorktown 1,700 820 3. 500. 17.00* J inch. 
Charleston, 3,730 710 7,00 18to19* | 2 to 3 inches. 
Baltimore. 4,413 900 10, 750 19 to 20 | 2}to 4 inches, 
Newark. 4,083 850 8.500 18 to 19* | 2 to 8 inches, 
Philadelphia. 4,34 900 | 10,750*| 20 to 21* | 2łto 4 inches. 
San Francisco 4,083 900 | 9,500* 20 to 21 | 2} to 3 inches, 
Concord.... 1,700 340 3.500% 17.00% f; inch. 
Benningto: 1,700 340 3.500 17.00% i inch. 
Vesuvius... 7B 247 4,000 20 0 21% 
Maine. 6.600 8.750% 17. 00 
Texas. 6,700 1888 N. V. 8,600 17. 00 
* Estimated. + Machinery and boilers, Complete. 


fully forwarded to Mr. HERBERT., 
Heuy P. RODGERS. 


R. 
Lieut, U. 8. N., Chief Inteligence Officer. 
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But, now, as to the Vesuvius, the gentleman retazns to the charges 
he made against this vessel when this bill was first before the House, 
and he reads now from the statement of somebody who he thinks is 
pe rt (I believe he did not give the name), a gentleman who says 

the engine-rooms of the Vesuvius during thes trial were like 
la Turkish bath. I can not conceive that the man who made a criticism 
of that kind can possibly have been an expert. If the gentleman from 
ine himself will think fora moment he must know that during that 
trial they were e cards, as they are called, every few 
moments; that is, which indicated how much horse-power was 
being — In the engines of the Vesuvius there are eight cyl- 
ders. cylinder has two indicator pipes. Through each one of 
ose 1 before an indicator card is taken, it is necessary to blow in 
oe to see that the steam passes through it perfectly clear. Of course, 
blows out the steam. There are sixteen of these pipes. Through 
hose sixteen pipes the air was blown continuously all the time the 
ial was being had, and that fact alone is enough of itself to account 
for the steam. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Who took those indicator cards? 

Mr. RBERT. Naval officers of the United States detailed by the 
‘Secretary of the Navy. 
| Mr. BOUTELLE. On board the Vesuvius? 

Mr. 18 Certainly. 

Mr. DUTE ELLE. Do you go that as a fact? 

x ae ERT. I state that these na val officers made a report upon 
the speed 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Do J understand the chairman to say that there 
was an engineer officer of the Navy on board the Vesuvius? 

Mr. HERBERT. I have not said anything of the kind. I do not 
know whether there was or not. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Well, I make the statement in my remarks that 
there was not. 

Mr. HERBERT. What I do say is that the inspection was prop- 

tly done by officers competent to doit. The gentleman from Maine 
falked about an engineer officer. What has this to do with the point 
Jam making that the steam in the engine-room came from the sixteen 
indicator pipes through which the steam was passing all the time? He 
certainly must have known that was the prime cause of the steam of 
which he complains; and now I ask him why he said nothing about it? 
| Mr, BOUTELLE. Do I understand the chairman to urge that these 
line were proper persons to take the indicator card? 
RBERT. I do say that the officers appointed were aes i 
Wi to take the indicator eards. Ihave their names here. 

illiam S. Cowles, lieutenant, United States Navy; Seaton oneal 
tenant, United States Navy; Bradley A. Fiske, lientenant, United 

— Navy—as intelligent and competent officers as can be found in 
‘the Navy. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. But there was no engineer officer on board? 

Mr, HERBERT. I do not know whether there was any officer of the 
Engineer Corps present or not. I have repeated that twice, but I will 
say it again if it is any satisfaction to the gentleman from Maine. This 
‘board, I say, was as competent a board as could have been assembled, 
and now let me go on with my answer to the gentleman’s argument 
about escaping steam. Not only did this steam come from the indicator 

pes, but it came also from the relief valves on the connection pipes. 

pipes carry the steam from cylinder to cylinder. The relief valves 
are really valves. When the pressure is greater than the pipes 
are intended to bear they rise and let the steam escape. That is what 
‘they are for. That is the office they were performing, and ormi 
well. To maintain the almost phenomenal speed the boat was making 
it was. to crowd on steam. That is what was done, and it was 
‘done with safety, because the valves performed well their intended of- 
fice. They di the surplus steam. It ap that the gentle- 
man’s friend, whom he regarded as an expert, never seen anything 
of that kind. If so, it was because he had never seen a well-constructed 
modern vessel. So much for that. 

Then the gentleman talked about the spraying. 8 

Why, sir, the spraying of cold water in little streams to keep cool 
certain parts of the machinery where the friction is greatest is part and 

of the design in every modern high-power engine. It is speci- 

ed in the contract for the Vesuvius, for the Baltimore, for every one 

of our fast vessels. There is not one of those fast ships that race across 

the ocean to-day in which sprays of that kind are not continually 

ing. The gentleman to whom my friend refers has perhaps never 

across the ocean in one of these vessels; and yet it is upon criticisms of 

that kind that the gentleman from Maine relies to sustain him in this 
attack upon the Secretary of the Navy. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Will the chairman please state whether he has 
me prc ami as to why there was no engineer officer on board at the 
trial? 

Mr. HERBERT. I have answered the gentleman on that point. I 
hope he will not ask that question again. 

Mr, BOUTELLE. I did not understand the chairman to answer that 
question. 

Mr. HERBERT. Well, I have repeated the answer two or three 
times, and I do not think it is necessary to repeat it again. 


Mr. BOUTELLE. Ibeg the chairman’s pardon; I did not under- 

Mr. HERBERT. Now, then, the gentleman makes another charge, 
a charge that would seem in some sort to reflect upon the motives of 
Secretary Whitney; and he makes this charge upoh the e thority rg 
some anonymous person whom he sees proper to trust. hen I 
him for the name of that person he does notgive it. Mere in thisCon- 
gress an out-going Secretary of the Navy, who has received the praise 
of Republicans and Democrats alike in the press, in this House, and in 
the Senate, and of whom the gentleman himself not two weeks ago, as I 
have proven from the RECORD, spoke in high terms on this floor—this 
Secretary is to be defamed by an anonymous detractor. I shall not at- 
tempt to answer the charge. I simply denounce it as willful defama- 
tion—not on the part of the gentleman from Maine, for I admit such 
eee has made to him, and I admit further that he be- 

ieves it 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Ido. 

Mr. HERBERT. For there is nothing evil of his opponents that he 
is not ready to believe on the very slightest possible amount of evi- 
dence. I never in my life saw a gentleman so easily convinced of any 
charge against his political opponents as my friend from Maine. I say 
this advisedly, for I know him well. 

I do say that this is a charge brought here, nobody knows from 
whom, and nobody could be prepared against it. It is, so far as I 
know, entirely new, and so far as I believe, was manufactured by his 
informant out of the whole cloth 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Oh, you do not mean that. 

Mr. HERBERT. I do say that whoever, skulking in the dark, un- 
dertakes to defame the honorable Secretary of the Navy, or to impute 
to him motives so contrary to the whole tenor of his life, ought to be 
denounced, and I do denounce him here as a calumniator. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I think I have answered in a brief and desultory 
way everything that the gentleman from Maine has said that seems to 
require an answer. 


Oklahoma. 


8 PE E OH 


or 


WILLIAM S. HOLMAN, 


OF INDIANA, 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 


Wednesday, January 30, 1889. 


The House being in Committee of the Whole and having under 
House bill No. 10614, to organize the Territory of Oklahoma, and for 
poses 


Mr. HOLMAN being recognized by the Chair 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. Taak Meatia io viala ee 
æ moment. 

Mr. HOLMAN. ENEE e TA TOES DAIEN 
the time now. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. Then I will follow. + 


Mr. HOLMAN. Very Mr. Chaitman, the smendment Ihave 
offered is as follows: 


That no provision of this act shall be construed to authorize the extinguish- 
ment of the Indian title to any lands in said Indian Territory which by virtue 
of any existing law would inure to the benefit of any —— corporation or 
the tile to which would vest in any such corporation on 
the Indian title 3 or on the same — — 4 oe Fe 
Uni lands shall be 
severalty, or shall be held by the United States ir rie 
dians ed therein in pursuance with such FWB 
said Territory as shall be entered into consistent with this pro 
formity with the several ions of this act; but said lands shall not become 
u part of the publiclands of the United States or ae to the benefit of or vest 


in any such railroad corporation or vac! thereof. Any 
act done by dny officer or agent of the — 1 or agree 
~ | ment entered into by any such officer or * — withany Indii n tribe, in conflict 
with the provision, or which shall validate 4 give effect to any t 
of land in In Territory made to any railroad or tend 


to validate or give effect to any such 2 — 
of any such land, shall be null 3 „and this provision shall be construed as 
controlling any provision of this act that may be in conflict therewith. 


The gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] and the gentleman from 
Arkansas [Mr. MCRAE] both misapprehend the purpose of this amend- 
ment, and they both misapprehend the effect oF this D bill so faras it 
concerns these land ts. The state of these grants is simply this: 
In 1866 two grants of land were made to proposed railroads running 
north and south through the Indian Territory. Upon one line the road 
was constructed, the road now known as the Missouri, Kansas and 


Texas. That was completed within the time prescribed by law. The 
other road has not been constructed, and its 


ut to enter the Indian 
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Territory depends on the further action of Congress. The titles of the 
acts granting lands to these corporations are as follows: 

An act granting lands to the State of Kansas to aid in the construc- 
tion of the Kansas and Neosho Valley Railroad and its extension to 
Red River,” approved July 25, 1866, and An act granting lands to 
the State of Kansas to aid in the construction of a southern branch of 
the Union Pacific Railway and Telegraph Line from Fort Riley, Kan- 
sas, to Fort Smith, Arkansas,“ approved April 26, 1866. The former 
railroad is the one completed in time and known as the ‘‘ Missouri, 
Kansas and Texas Railroad.“ 

Mr. WARNER. The Missouri, Kansas and Texas road does not run 
into what is known as Oklahoma. 

k Mr. HOLMAN. I am not now saying so; Iam going to explain that 

The other road is not constructed; and the Government has not as 
yet authorized the corporation to enter the Indian Territory. Both 
grants are conditional. The ninth section of each of said acts is in 
the exact words following: 


Sec. 9. And be it further enacted, That the same grants of lands Ne eee 
Indian Territory are hereb: made as provided in the first section of act, 
whenever the Indian title shall be extinguished by treaty or otherwise, not to 
exceed the ratio per mile granted in the section of this act: Provided, That 
said lands become a part of the public lands of ths United States. y 


On the 26th day of July, 1866, the Atlantic and Pacific Railroad 
Company was incorporated with a grant of lands extending from at 
or near Springtield, Mo., to the Pacific Ocean.’’ The grant apparently 
extended through the Indian Territory east and west 350 miles, Be- 
fore Congress declared the forfeiture of this Atlantic and Pacific grant 
in the year 1886, as to the portion of the railroad not then completed, two 
events, as to that road, had transpired, First, the road had been con- 
stracted westward through the Indian Territory to the Arkansas River 
and was constructed through a portion of the land ‘‘not actually oc- 
cupied’’ by any civilized Indian tribe. 

Next, on the 20th day of April, 1871, Congress passed an act grant- 
ing to this same railroad company the power to mo its road and 
franchises to secure bonds to be issued, and bonds to the amount of 
$30,000,000 were issued under the authority of that act. Both these 
grants running north and south and that running east and west in- 
volved just this state of things except as to the mo That mort- 
gage of the Atlantic and Pacific Railway Company is operative and the 
grant is operative when you extinguish the Indian title to that land 
and the land vests in the United States. As to the other two grants 
Shey are operative when the lands become public lands of the United 

tates. 

Now, gentlemen will see the point involved. The only object of this 
amendment is to prevent these great strips of land from becoming 
“ public land ” of the United States and to prevent the ex ishment 

the Indian title in sucha manner as to vest title in the United 
States, That is the object of the provision. You can onlysecure these 
lands to actual settlers by not validating these railroad grants which 
I believe to be fraudulent. 

Now, one word further. Under the circumstances connected with 
this mo it is claimed by the Atlantic and Pacific Railroad Com- 
pany and by the mo in Europe and America that the mortgage 
covers every acre of land in the ian Territory of that t coter- 
minous with those 350 miles of completed and uncompleted road. 
That is their claim. It is claimed by the other roads that they are en- 
titled to their land grants as soon as the land shall vest as public 
lands” in the United States, In the case of one road the amount of 
land involved is said to be some 4. 600, 000 acres; in the case of the other 
two roads about 2,500,000 acres; in all, some 7,000,000 acres of land, 


the most valuable part of the Indian Territory. Iam told that the 
road running east and west, and also the roads north and 
south, do not touch the lands involved in this bill, but they may and 


will do so under the provisions of this bill, for it eovers all lands ‘‘not 
actually occupied” by the civilized tribes, 

Mr. HOOKER. I desire to inquire whether there was not ceded to 
those roads 40 miles, on each side of the road ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly; that is the claim of the Atlantic and 
Pacific; the grant to the other roads is specific, 5 miles in one instance, 
10 in the other on each side of the railroad. 

Mr, HOOKER. And bonds secured on these very lands to the 
amount of $14,000,000 are now held in Amsterdam. p 

Mr. HOLMAN. Will gentlemen listen a moment while I read from 
the pending bill? Let us see how far it extends. Let us not be de- 
ceived as to the effect of this bill. 

And all that part of the United States included within the following limits 

With certain exceptions— 
including what is known as the Public Land Strip, and including all that part of 
the Indian Territory not “actually occupied” by the five civilized tribes. 

Not actually occupied.“ I undertake to say that every one of 
these three roads, one of which is not yet constructed, passes through 

ons of country not actually occupied” by the civilized tribes. 

r. MCRAE. When the gentleman states that the Missouri, Kan- 
sas and Texas road passes through lands not occupied by those tribes, 
I call his attention to the fact that, as the map clearly shows, the road 
does not go within 50 miles of the eastern line of the proposed Okla- 
homa Territory. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Iam not speaking of what is shown on the map, 
I am speaking of the facts and of the scope of the pending bill. Ifthe 
gentleman would go through that region of country as I have done he 
will find any quantity of land not actually occupied ” by the five 
civilized tribes, not only east of the Arkansas, which is the western 
terminus of the Atlantic and Pacific, but also east of the Missouri, 
Kansas and Texas Railroad. 

Mr. McRAE. It belongs to them, and is not covered by this bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. In express terms it covers the unoceupied lands 
of the civilized tribes. 

Mr. HEARD. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. HOLMAN, Certainly. 4 

Mr, HEARD. Does not the gentleman agree that the language to 
which he has referred means lands over which these tribes have no ju- 
risdiction. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, no; lands not actually occupied ” is the ex- 
pression of the bill. I undertake to say—and this matter has been 
submitted to the investigation of the ablest lawyers of the House who 
could be consulted—that if this bill passes in its present form there 
is reason at least to apprehend—I will use no stronger term that each 
one of these land-grant railroad corporations will have at least a colora- 
ble claim to the great grants they claim were made to them in 1866, 
and it is the belief of good lawyers that the effect of the provision I 
now offer will be to prevent such a result—that instead of producing 
complications as to titte it will have exactly the reverse effect. It will 
extinguish the claims of these corporations and secure the lands to the 
settlers. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. 
me to ask him a question? 

Mr. HOLMAN, Certainly. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. If I understand the second 
paragraph or clause of this amendment it renders void not only every 
act which may be hereafter done by any officer or agent of the United 
States 

Mr. HOLMAN. Under this act. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. But also any act heretofore 
done, not under this act, but under any act, or under any treaty, con- 

or agreement entered into by any such officer. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Would the gentleman prefer to have the word 
“ hereafter’ inserted? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Itseems to me there ought 
to be some modifieation of that kind as a matter of safety. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iam willing to modify the amendment in the man- 
ner suggested by the gentleman, Let the word hereafter be inserted in 
the proper place. The acts to be done hereafter imperil these lands as 
against the actual settlers. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Indiana modifies the amend- 
ment in the manner indicated. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to say, Mr. Chairman, that as to the mere 
declaration of forfeiture contained in the fourteenth section of the bill 
and in the amendment of the gentleman from Arkansas, it is quite man- 
ifest that the forfeiture amounts to absolutely nothing. If the title to 
these lands vests in the United States, then the lands go to these cor- 
ee under rights already vested by the operation of the former 

ws and made operative by this bill, if it becomes a law, and which 
the Supreme Court will hold can not bedivested by an act of Congress, 
You must prevent the rights from becoming vested in these corpora- 
tions if you would save the lands for the actual settlers. 

I wish to add but a few words: I do not offer this amendment in 
hostility to this measure. On the contrary, the main objection I have 
had to this bill from the beginning arises from the apprehension I 
expressed years ago to this House in a report I made in regard to this 
Territory, that this land, under provisions such as this bill as first drawn 
contained, which are still, in fact, in the bill, the pretended claims of 
these corporations would become vested, and I know that result ought 
to be prevented. I therefore urged that the lands should be held in 
trust and not become a part of the public domain. With the adoption 
of this amendment to the bill the main objection I have had to the 
measure is removed, and yet I sincerely regret that an open, honora- 
ble policy could not have been adopted of negotiating with these tribes 
for the surrender of their lands. The honor of the nation demanded 
this. 


Will the gentleman permit 


It would be a mortifying result if in this extraordinary struggle of our 
people to obtain possession of these Indian lands which were, by sol- 
emn treaties and patents attested by the great seal of the Goveinmen 
more than half a century ago set apart forever for their residence, a 
large part of this fragment of land which our fathers gave them as the 
final remnant of their once imperial possessions, which they had de- 
fended with a courage equal to that displayed by the patriot warriors 
of antiquity whom the world never forgets to honor, should become the 
spoils of merciless corporations! Whatever sympathy may be felt for 
a heroic and crushed people, the fact still remains that it may be that 
injustice to them (and yet I can not believe it) is demanded by the, 
general interests of mankind. But it would be mortifying indeed if it! 
should be found that-the faith of the nation had been broken, under 
the urgent demand for homes for our people, and yet railroad corpora- 
tions which by ambiguous expressions of laws which they fabricated, 
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by legislative enactments which they secured by craft and fraud, shall 
secure a large part of the valuable lands we will wrest from these feeble 
remnants of the Indian tribes—that, if it shall occur, will humiliate the 
American people. 

It is said in justification of the policy of this bill and against the 
measure I introduced more than three years ago at the instance of the 
President, which sought to open up this Indian Territory or a part of 
it to white settlement by honorable negotiation and without coercion, 
that the Indians do not use the lands and do not need them; but the 
same may with equal truth be said of the greater and more valuable 
portion of the public lands now held by railroad corporations without 
right, and which Congress still refuses to open up to the settlement of 

our people. These corporations speak a more persuasive language 
than do these friendless remnants of the Indian tribes! 


Public Lands—Land-G@rant Forfeitures. 


SPEECH 


WILLIAM S. HOLMAN, 


OF INDIANA, 
In THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 


Saturday, March 2, 1889. 


The House having under consideration the report of the conferees of the two 
Houses on the disagreeing votes on the amendments of the House to Senate bill 
1430, to forfeit certain lands lore granted for the purpose of aiding in the 
construction of railroads” — 

Mr. HOLMAN said: 

Mr. SPEAKER: In presenting this report and the statement accom- 
panying it to the House, I wish to submit some remarks. For the first 
time in the history of this land-grant legislation a clear and direct issue 
has been made between the two Houses on propositions involving the 
entire scope of forfeiture of the railroad land grants within, or believed 
by the House to be within, the reach of Congressional action. 

In all former attempts to declare the forfeiture of land grants the 
effort has been to declare the forfeiture of particular grants. No for- 
mer effort had been made by the action of both Houses to cover the 
whole subject of land grants. The issue presented in the present Con- 
gress is that which I sought to present in the Forty-seventh Congress, 
when, on the 16th day of January, 1882, I introduced House bill No. 
2878, to declare the forfeiture of all grants then subject to forfeiture, 
just before the period fixed by law for the expiration of the last grant 
had expired, that was the grant to the Texas Pacific Railroad Com- 

ny,” the time for the completion of which expired on the 2d day of 

uly, 1882, with no part of the road constructed. 

That bill, although introduced in each successive Congress, was never 
reported on, but during the Forty-eighth and Forty-ninth Congresses 
billsdeclaring the forfeiture of particular grants were finally considered 
and passed where corporate rights did not intervene. 

So the measure now pending is the first that has reached both Houses 
involving the whole system and seeking to restore to the public domain 
the lands in tact forfeited by the failure of the railroad corporations to 
comply with the laws under which the grants were made, 

The issue presented is one that ought to arrest the attention of the 
country, but I am compelled to admit that for the present it will not. 
History will record the singular and remarkable indifference of the 
people of the United States to their ‘‘ public domain” at a period when 
it was manifest that the enlargement of the number of freeholders and 
the securing of homes to the landless and homeless was of vital moment 
to the Republie. This state of things is the more remarkable in view 
of the powerful organizations of the laboring men of the country, the 
members of which, of all others, have an especial interest in this ques- 
tion. 

But it is a fact that while the House of Representatives at the open- 
ing of the Forty-eighth Congress adopted rules which gave to bills de- 
elaring the forfeiture of land grants and securing the public lands to 
actual settlers high privilege in the House, comparatively little has 
been accomplished, and the remorseless and unpatriotic proceeding still 
goes on under which the public lands which ought on high reasons of 
public policy to be secured to actual settlers for independent homesteads 
in the main become the wealth of unscrupulous speculators, the estates 
of merciless monopolists. 

This state of things in regard to a matter of great public interest is 
remarkable. It was not the result of general indifference by Congress, 
for it must be admitted that the records of this House since the open- 

ing of the Forty-eighth Congress, when the Democratic party resumed 
power in this House, show an unusual interest in this matter of the 
public lands. At an early hour of that House resolutions were adopted 
covering the question of public lands, not only as to the forfeiture of 
grants, but also declaring a homestead policy which should cover all 
land adapted to agriculture. 

Th se resolutions expressed the earnest purpose of the House to de- 


clare the forfeiture of all railroad land grants that were subject to for- 
feiture and to secure to actual settlers all that remains of the public 
lands valuable for agriculture, and denounced the existing policy of 
permitting speculation in or the monopoly of the public lands, and 
gave the Committee on Public Lands the same high standing in the 
House as the great Committees on Ways and Means“ and Appro- 
priations, with the same right to report bills at any time and with 
the same right of way for their consideration. Such for the last six 
years has been the attitude of the House on the land question, covering 
the Forty-eighth, Forty-ninth, and Fiftieth Congresses. 

It can not be charged on the House of Representatives that the in- 
terests of the people in the public lands have been neglected. Mem- 
bers of the House in season and out of season’? have pressed measures 
ofreform. The time for the completion of the last land-grant railroad 
expired on the 2d day of July, 1882 (the Texas Pacific), with nota mile 
of that railroad constructed. In anticipation of that event, on the 16th 
day of January, 1882, I introduced House bill No, 2878, to declare the 
forfeiture of all lands granted to railroad corporations not earned within 
the time prescribed by law for their completion, and before this, on the 
9th day of January, 1882, I had introduced House bill No. 2752, to se- 
eure all the remaining public lands adapted to agriculture to actual 
settlers under the provisions of the homestead law. This bill I had in- 
troduced in the House many years before, but it never had received 
consideration by committee or House. These two bills covered the 
whole domain of this great land question. 

These bills were introduced in the Forty-seventh Congress, a Con- 
gress in which both House and Senate were Republican, and received 
no consideration, nor did any other bills seeking to secure the public 
lands to actual settlers or to forfeit railroad land grants. The whole 
subject of the public lands was ignored by the Forty-seventh Congress. 

Since thecommencement of the Forty-eighth Congress, when the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands was given exclusive jurisdiction of the land 
question, including the forfeiture of land grants (a jurisdiction before 
that time divided between the Committee on the Judiciary, the Com- 
mittee on the Pacific Railroads, and the Committee on Public Lands), 
the House has steadily pursued the policy expressed in the resolutions 
to which I have l the forfeiture of the land grants subject to 
forfeiture and the securing of the public lands to actual settlers. On 
the part of the House through the entire period of the Forty-eighth, 
Forty-ninth, and Fiftieth Congresses there has been ‘‘ no variableness 
or shadow of turning on this land question. The House at leasthas 
sought to carry ont in good faith the line of policy to which both of the 
great parties of the country have been for years committed, securing 
of the public lands to actual settlers. 

During this period of six years events have occurred that must have 
convinced all men of the high importance of securing to the largest 
number of the people of the United States possible freeholds in the 
land of our country, even if the experience of all the past ages had 
not forced that conviction. We have indulged in high exultation over 
the growth and splendor of our great cities and prosperous towns, yet 
all men must know that the conservative power and enduring hope of 
the Republic is in the freeholders of the country, the people with in- 
dependent homes, and that any measure of policy which tends to en- 
large the number of happy and prosperous homes ought to be of the 
most vital concern to Congress. 

How can such a policy be so effectually promoted as by a dedication 
of our public lands for homes for our people? How can monopoly of 
the public lands be more effectually defeated than by declaring for- 
feited back to the public domain the millions of acres heretofore wan- 
tonly and wickedly granted to corporations now justly subject to for- 
feiture and dedicating all the public domain to the single purpose of 
securing homes to our landless people? Did any other nation ever pos- 
sess an opportunity to secure justice to its people and permanency to its 
institutions such as that which the Government of the United States 
even now at this late hour possesses? For, notwithstanding the enor- 
mous, waste by entries for speculation and the infamous monopoly 
which has been permitted of our public domain during the last twenty- 
five years, there are still millions of acres remaining, and yet those 
millions of acres are rapidly being reached by the speculator and are 
rapidly being withdrawn by speculative entries from settlement by the 
landless and the homeless. 

The position of the two Houses of Congress on this land question 
ought to be understood by the people of the United States. The sub- 
ject involved is of infinite more importance than any of the questions 
which have aroused the fierce and vindictive passions of the political 
parties of recent years. The tariff and the spoils of office are of temporary 
yet ever-recurring concern, but a question of the just distribution of 
the most valuable of the common wealth—the public lands the ques- 
tion of independent homes, involves the very life of our free institutions. 

The people of this country ought not to deceive themselves. It is 
the ever-growing multitude of their landless and homeless people who 
will imperil their free institutions. I would devote every acre of the 
public domain to enlarge thenumber of freeholders. Every section of 
land you give over to monopoly and speculation, enhancing the price 
beyond the reach of laboring men, enlarges the number of your dis- 
contented people, whose poverty and wretchedness will ery alond against 
the injustice of their Government which gives over to capital and spec- 
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ulation the lands which ought to be without price the homes of its 
people, thus promoting the true wealth of the nation—happy and pros- 
perous homes. 

Mr. Speaker, while it may be charged that I only repeat the senti- 
ments I have often expressed in relation to the public lands, I feel so 
much anxiety on this land question that I venture still further to state 
the action of the two Houses of Congress on this subject. I ought not 
to apologize. The people of the United States have not taken the in- 
terest in this land question which its importanre has demanded and 
still demands. It has always been a subordinate question in the poli- 
tics of the country, and no party has ever been held responsible for the 
violation of its promises in relation to the public lands. 

The first clear declaration of policy in regard to the public lands was 
made by the Free Soil party, out of which grew the great Republican 
party, That party at their convention held at Pittsburgh, Pa., thirty- 
seven years ago adopted the following plank as a part of their platform: 

Resolved, That the public lands of the United States belong to the people and 
should not be sold to individuals, nor granted to corporations, but should be 
held as a sacred trust for the benefit of the people, and should be granted in 
limited quantities, free of cost, to landless settlers, 

I quoted this resolution in remarks I made in this House on theland 
question on the 7th day of July, 1882. It is one of the noblest utter- 
ances (I think the noblest) that has ever been made by a public body 
in the United States since the declaration of the independence of the 
thirteen American colonies was pronounced on the 4th day of July, 1776. 

If that declaration of policy had been adhered to by the great party, 
of which that Pittsburgh convention of Free Soilers was the beginning, 
for a century to come the landless American citizen would find a home 
and fertile Jands in the public domain within his reach without price. 
You will say that the progress of the country would have been delayed. 
Certainly; great private estates would not have been carved out of the 
public wealth, imperial landed possessions would not have grown out 
of acts of Congress. Artificial legislation was necessary for that. But 
in the natural course of events millions of happy and prosperous homes 
would now be found, in the progress of time, where now the curse ot 
land monopoly reigns and where the possessors of hundreds of thou- 
sands of humble homesteads tremble before the claims of grasping and 
sordid monopoly asserting rights under the extraordinary grants Con- 
gress has made. 


THE ISSUE BETWEEN THE HOUSE AND SENATE. 

But I come to the issue in the present Congress between the two 
Houses of Congress on the land question. 

When the present Congress met in the organization of the House I 
was honored with the chairmanship of the Committee on Public Lands. 
Two subjects were specially demanding attention—the forfeiture of 
the railroad land grants subject to forfeiture, and a measure that should 
secure to actual settlers the remaining public lands. This involved 
the repeal of all Jaws under which public lands could be entered for 
speculation or monopoly—‘‘ the pre-emption law,” ‘‘ the timber-culture 
law,” the commutation clause of the homestead law,” “the timber- 
land law of the Pacific coast,” and a radical change in the desert- 
land law ” so as to conform it as far as possible to the homestead pol- 
icy; also, as a measure of high public policy, the reservation of the 
great forests at the heads of the great rivers, the Mississippi, the Mis- 
souri, the Columbia, Yellowstone, and Snake Rivers, and elsewhere, 
with a view to preserve the natural flow of their waters and their in- 
fluence on climate and the public health; also, the protection of the 
coal-fields on the public land and the water-courses from monopoly. 

On the 27th day of June, 1888, the bill No. 7901, “to secure to ac- 
tual settlers all the panite lands of the United States adapted to agri- 
culture, to protect the forests, and for other purposes,“ which I had 
the honor to introduce, passed the House after months of considera- 
tion without, I believe, a dissenting vote. This bill covered the whole 
subject of the public lands except the land-grant forfeitures. It ded- 
icated the whole of the remaining public lands adapted to or valuable 
for agriculture to settlement under the homestead law only, and re- 
pealed all laws, the pre-emption law, the timber-culture law, the com- 
mutation of the homestead law, the timber-land law, and all other 
laws that authorized the sale of agricultural lands and dedicated all 
agricultural lands to the single purpose of securing homes without 
price to our landless people. 

The bill also protected the coal-fields and water courses in the public 
domain from monopoly and the forests at the sources of our great West- 
ern rivers from destruction, and brought our so-called ‘‘desert lands“ 
under the homesfead policy. ‘This bill is admitted by all men to bea 
complete homestead measure, covering the whole subject of the public 
domain. Its provisions were cordially approved by the Commissioner 
of the General Land Office, whose intelligence and capacity in that great 
bureau is universally admitted, and by the Secretary of the Interior. 

Leading provisions of the bill, especially the repeal of the pre-emp- 
tion law, the timber-culture law, the commutation clause of the home- 
stead law under which the lands might be acquired by purchase instead 
of complying with the provisions of the homestead law, and all other 
laws authorizing the purchase of public lands without bona fide set- 
tlement on them, have been urgently pressed upon Congress by every 
Commissioner of the General Land Office and every Secretary of the 


Interior for the last eight years or more, alike under Republican as well 
as Democratic administrations, on account of the fact that under those 
laws the public lands, to the extent of many millions of acres annually, 
were being entered under countless fraudulent devices by capitalists of 
both America and Europe for speculation and monopoly and the honest 
homestead settler was placed at their mercy. 

It was shown by the public reports that millions upon millions of 
acres of valuable agricultural lands were being annually obtained by 
fraud under those laws, robbing thousands of landless people annually 
of an e to obtain homes, and yet the Senate of the United 
States did not honor this bill of the House, passed by the immediate 
representatives of the people after full consideration with such unan- 
imity, with even a respectful consideration so far as the public records 
of that House disclose. So the carnival of fraud, by which for years the 
most valuable portion of the remaining public lands have been secured 
in the interest of speculation and monopoly, still goes on. 

The discovery, by the vigilance of the General Land Office, during 
this Congress of a scheme by which a land syndicate of Scotland, com- 
posed of men never in the United States, acting through an agent, had 
secured under the Pacific coast timber-land law the entry at a nomi- 
nal price of 49,000 acres of the most valuable timber lands of Califor- 
nia, and other instances equally striking, under all the laws sought to 
be repealed in the interest of the honest homestead settler, have pro- 
EAER result, and frauds upon the land laws sought to be repealed 
for the benefit of capital and speculation will still dishonor our public 
records. Under the homestead law, where settlement and cultivation 
are necessary to a title, honest homes are secured and wno punio good 
is promoted. Under the laws sought to be repealed capital, by fraud, 
appropriates the wealth in lands which a wise government ought to 
apply to the highest purpose of government—homes for its people. 

THE FORFEITURE OF THE RAILROAD LAND GRANTS. 

I have spent much more time than I had intended on a general state- 
ment of the land question. The subject before the House is the report 
of the House 5 — on the bill declaring the forfeiture of the rail - 
road land grants. Ihave signed the report of the conferees of the two 
Houses to the end that the measure shoal be reported back to the 
Senate and House with the real point in contention alone presented. 

The Senate bill No. 1430 declares the forfeiture of all lands hereto- 
fore granted to aid in the construction of railroads coterminous with 
portions of the railroads now uncompleted. 

The House substitute for that bill declares the forfeiture of all lands 
so granted coterminous with portions of the railroads not completed 
within the time expressly named in the laws making the ts within 
which the respective roadshould be completed. The real question in 
issue is as to the extent of the forfeiture. 

The House substitute for the Senate bill passed the House on the 6th 
day of July, 1888, and the conferees of the two Houses were named soon 
after that date, Senators PLUMB, DOLPH, and WALTHALL on the part of 
the Senate, Representatives HOLMAN, STONE of Missouri, and PAYSON 
on the pen of the House, so that this conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses has lasted over six months during their ses- 
sions. This land-grant system has resulted in such serious complica- 
tions, especially in Michigan, Florida, and Mississippi, that it was im- 
portant that the details of each measure should be agreed upon, so that 
the real point in issue should be presented to the two Houses in the 
conference report. 

The complications were serious and natural; for the whole system of 
land subsidies was not only an inexcusable blunder, if nothing more, 
in the beginning, but was attended in theentire progress of its develop- 
ment with dishonorable complications and corruption and fraud. By 
the terms of the grants, as a general rule, the Jands reverted to the 
United States when the railroad was not completed within the period 
named, generally ten years, at least the lands through which the rail- 
roads were not completed within the time named. 

The Commissioner of the General Land Office, assuming in former 
years that when the period named in the grant had expired the lands 
opposite uncompleted portions of the railroads had reverted to the pub- 
lic domain (and in many instances when the time expired not a step 
had been taken to construct a railroad), proceeded to treat the lands 
granted as a portion of the public domain and subject to entry at the 
land offices. So that in Alabama, Florida, Mississippi, Michigan, and 
Iowa, and other States, large portions of these lands had been entered 
under the authority of the General Land Office by homesteaders and 
pre-emptioners and others, and patents actually issued. And then came 
the extraordinary and unexpected decision of the Supreme Court that 
all these grants vested at once in the corporations which obtained them 
an absolute title whether they had constructed any railroad or any part 
of a railroad or not within the time prescribed by law, an absolute title 
until the grant was annulled. 

This extroardinary decision. which astonished every lawyer in the 
United States, annulled every patent the General Land Office had is- 
sued during the period it treated these grants as forfeited by the force 
of the laws making the grants. Of course Congress in some way must 
protect these parties who had been permitted to enter lands and obtain 
patents under the authority of the Government. In the case of the 
grants in the State of Michigan, a State specially cursed by this infa- 
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mous system, the complications were such that it was impossible to ob- 
tain an adjustment that did not leave at least a suspicion that unfair if 
not dishonest advan were being obtained, either against the Gov- 
ernment or the bona fide settlers on the lands granted by the unscru- 
pulous and skillfal parties interested. 

I have, however, after this long conference, agreed to the matter of 
detail in issue between the House and the Senate. I have done the 
best I could in these details in protecting the rights of the Government 
and the settlers, and have not hesitated to sign the report to the two 
Houses as to these subordinate matters, with a view to reporting a dis- 
agreement on the real question at issue. 

But the real issue is left for the decision of the House and Senate. 
That issue is presented by the first section of the Senate bill, which de- 
clares all granted land forfeited coterminous with or opposite now un- 
completed land-grant railroads, and by the first section of the House sub- 
stitute declaring the forfeiture of all lands opposite to portions of such 
railroads not completed within the time prescribed by the laws making 
the grants. This is the real issue between the Houseand Senate. The 
effect of the two propositions will be seen in the following statement: 
The Senate bill would forfeit 5,627,436 acres; the House bill would for- 
feit 54,323,996 acres. 

The following statement of the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office presents the facts in detail: 


Estimated number of acres which will 
be forfeited— 


Name of railroad. 
In event of 
7 forfeiture of 
Gulf and Ship Island. sss cassed] 652, 800 652, 800 
Coosa and Tennessee.. 140, 160 14”, 160 
and Chattan 144, 000 144, 000 
Mobile and Girard....... mt 651,264 858, 624 
Selma, Rome and Dalto — 258, 624 642, 024 
Atlantic,Gulf and West India Transit... 676, 000 1,171,200 
Pensacola and 679, 680 178, 880 
Vicksburg, Shreveport and Texas 364, 800 725,760 
Marquette ti 2940| 627,200 
u „ 

Ontonagon and 288, 000 288, 000 
La Crosse and Milwaukee. 195, 724 235,773 

Chicago, St. Paul, Min: 

Omaha. = 1, 446, 400 1, 446, 400 
Wisconsin Central — 464, 480 1, 800, 000 
St. Vincent extension St. Paul and Pa- 

cific (now St. Paul, Minneapolis and 

Manitoba) A 1,113, 600 2, 009, 600 
Western railroad . 243, 712 243,712 
Southern Minnesota 

een 832, 115 1,787, 955 

ngs and Dakota 819, 840 1, 293, 440 
orthern Pacific..... 36, 907, 741 46, 947, 200 
fornia and 1.740, 800 3, 686, 400 
and California 2, 086, 400 4, 608, 000 
thern ave. 4. 147, 200 7,116, 800 
Total. 5,627,436 | 54,323,996 | 78, 508, 083 


* Lands certified to State for this road prior to May 23, 3 to 440,- 
700.16 acres, were confirmed to State by act of that date (17 Stat. L., 159) for sole 
use and benefit of the Selma, Rome and Dalton Railroad Company. The lands 
so confirmed may not be subject to forfeiture. 


So it will be seen that the issue between the House and Senate in- 
volves a difference of 48,696,560 acres of land, a territory twice as large 
as the great State of Ohio. 

Permit me to say, however, that the House proposition of forfeitures, 
in the interest of fair dealing, protects the rights of all third parties. 
If the Government of the United States enters upon a system of boun- 
ties to enrich a few of its citizens at the expense of its whole people, es- 

ly its landless and homeless people, it should not act with injus- 
towards third parties who act on the faith of the supposed rights 
granted by the Government. The House therefore presents in its propo- 
sition of forfeiture a clean issue between the United States and these 
defaulting corporations. 

Can any fair-minded man say that the House does not occupy the 
stronger, the more just position in this contention? What claim have 
these ee. to lands not earned in conformity with the laws 
making these grants? Did they not know the terms and conditions on 
which the heritage of 1 of the people were granted 
to them? But the land-grant advocates say the Government did 
not declare the forfeitures when the time expired, and these corpora- 
tions had a right to presume that the Government intended to waive 
the right to declare the forfeiture. ‘‘Had a right to presume.“ Were 
not bills pending in Congress to declare these forfeitures? Shall any 
class of men claim that the neglect of public agents to perform their 
duty extinguishes rights and limitations fixed by law? Did not these 
corporations know the exact conditions on which the grants were made? 

The claim that injustice is done to these corporations by holding 
then up to the law is absurd. 


I claim and insist that these grants were made in violation of the 
spirit of republican government, that the purpose of the whole system 
was to enrich a few men at the expense of the homeless and landless 
people of this country, to bring about an unnatural and artificial de- 
velopment of the country through which the great ts to 
enable the favored few to amass fortunes; but I waive all that, and only 
demand that these corporations, powerful as they are, shall be subject 
tolaw. The measure of the House is fair and just, and I sincerely 
hope the House will not falter. 

The House of Representatives represent directly the whole people, 
the Senate the States. In such a legislative body it would naturally 
occur that at least on all economic questions especiall 7 affecting the 
masses of the people, questions prey affecting the homes of the 
people, the House, as directly representing the people, would be at least 
the equal of the Senate. Such at least is the theory of our Govern- 
ment. It is but a theory. Practically the two Houses are not equal. 
The Representatives of the people of both of the great political parties 
of the country have ſor years declared that the publie Iands should be 
disposed of to actual settlers only under the homestead law; the Senate 
steadily ignores any measure tending to secure that result. The coun- 
try has for years demanded the forfeiture of these land grants as pro- 
posed by the House, and this House, with great unanimity, for the last 
six years has requested the co-operation of the Senate in demanding 
these grants forfeited, but all in vain. 

The Senate proposition practically amounts to almost nothing. It 
is, in fact, in perfect harmony with the view of the land-grant 
corporations. They are in fact pressing the passage of the Senate bill, 
as it will enable them at once to close up their great landed interests 
in your General Land Office. They attach, Isee, no importance to the 
tenth section to by the conferees reserving to the Congress all 
rights of farther forfeiture as they now exist, because, as they claim, 
their rights, so to speak, will be adjusted on the basis of the first sec- 
tion of the Senate bill if it becomes a law, and with nts issued for 
these vast millions of acres of land it would be folly to talk about fut- 
ure relief for the people. 

I admit that this Congress is a failure in all that concerns the se- 
curing of homes, through existing public to the landless 
people of this country. All the laws under which imperial landed 


estates have been secured in recent years by capitalists and ators 
remain in force except the law that authorizes the entry of ‘offered 
ublic land 


lands“ at $1.25 ge acre, mainly applicable to the five 
States of the South, which happily has been repealed. The land ts 
to railroads in the State of Michigan will be forfeited, no doubt, Cotes 
this Congress closes, when it becomes manifest that this forfeit- 
ure bill can not become a law. This at least will restore to the public 
domain and secure to actual settlers 505,600 acres of land. And this 
will be all this 3 will accomplish in the interest of an honest 
settlement of the public land by those justly entitled to occupy them— 
our landless le. What a strange commentary is this on the solemn 
pledges made, time and again, by both of the great parties of the 
country, that the public lands should be secured to actual settlers 
under the homestead law! 

It is urged with great earnestness that as the Senate will concede 
nothing more it is better to accept the proposition of the Senate and 
forfeit the 5,627,436 acres. But this is the measure of the land-grant 
corporations themselves; the value of the land proposed to be forfeited 
is readily seen in the fact that to secure the adjustment of their great 
land grants they are more than willing to surrender these 5,627,436 
acres, 

These lands are comparatively worthless. It seems in truth that 
the wishes and decision of these land-grant corporations is to be the 
law. I for one will not accept their legislation. 

The House conferees offered to refer the whole question to the Fed- 
eral courtsas to the extent of the power of Congress to declare the for- 
feiture of these grants with provisions of law for a prompt decision in 
view of the public interests involved; also to adjust on an equitable 
basis all the grants except the great grants to the North Pacific and the 
so-called Southern ic railroad companies and let those grants re- 
main for future action, but these propositions were declined. The 
Senate adheres to the first section of its bill. There is, therefore, no 
alternative. You must accept the Senate proposition or the whole 
measure must fail. 

I hope the House on that main issue will not recede. Ihave not felt 
justified as one of the House confereesin embarrassing the House and 
Senate on the questions of details or in defeating by flelay the right of 
the two Houses to pass judgment on the real point in issue, but I ho 
the House will not recede from the position it has occupied during the 
last six years. If the 48,696,560 acres of valuable lands at issue be- 
tween the two Houses are to be surrendered up to mo: ly and greedy 
speculation let the measure fail! Let the party which made the im- 
perial grants in the intere t of wealth and in derogation of the rights 
of the people wind up, untrammeled, this miserable system of subsidies 
which will render multitudes humeless and wretched who else would 
have had happy homes, and will build up on their rightful inheritance 
monopolies o lisa and imperial estates! 
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Des Moines River Lands. 
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HON. ABRAHAM X. PARKER, 


OF NEW YORK, 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 


Friday, March 1, 1889. 


The House having under consideration the bill ue R. 1368) to quiet title of set- 
tlers on the Des Moines River lands in the State of Iowa, and for other purposes, 
returned by the President with his objections thereto— 

Mr. PARKER said: 

Mr. SPEAKER: I wish to say at the commencement that Iam opposed 
to the bill because it is wrong, and also because it is contrary to the de- 
cided and settled law of the country. Iam in favor of sustaining the 
Presidential veto because, in my opinion, that veto is right; and I am 
also in favor of sustaining it because it isin accordance with the settled 
law, as it has been settled for many years, and by decision after decision. 

The bill itself, having been shorn of its sky-scraping introduction, 
such as it embodied when it went to the committee, consists of two sec- 
tions, and these provide for the validating of certain claims of individ- 
uals now in possession of the lands in question without regard to their 
right to be on them, and without regard to the question of whether 
they have any business to be there except as squatters, and proposes 
to allow them to take the lands as homesteads upon paying the Gov- 
ernment price; to turn out those who hold under the decisions against 
them, aa to put, in fact, their own men in possession of lands which 
other men have bought, which they have paid for and now hold. 

But here is one peculiar feature of this first section of the bill to 
which I wish to call your attention, It says: 

That the title of all bona fide claimants under color of title from the State of 
Towa and its tees, or the United States and its ntees, which donot come 
in conflict with persons who, with intent, in ith, to obtain title thereto 
under the pre-emption or homestead laws of the United States, settled upon the 
said lands prior to January, 1880, are confirmed and made valid. 

Thus they will make valid parts of the grant, while they render void 
other portions of the same grant. So, also, Mr. Speaker, as to the other 
classes in which they validate their titles, they bring them down to 
the year 1880, all who got on by some subterfuge, or some trick, some 
„management, by sweeping off the buildings of men who lived there 
and going upon the lands themselves; their claim of title is validated. 
Why is this date of 1880 fixed upon? To find an answer to this you 
must look at the report of the committee itself, drawn by the gentle- 
man who sits in front of me [Mr. Payson], which says: 

‘The bill proposes to remove the reservation by declaring all lands for which 
the State received indemnity, public lands, to validate all bona fide entries 
made before January 1, 1880, this date being fixed to prevent ‘speculative squat- 
ting” on the land since this legislation has been pending. 

What is the bill then for? It is to protect ‘‘speculative squatting” 
made before January 1, 1880, and this is the class of men represented 
here, and this is the fair inference from the report of the committee. 
But why fix the date at January 1, 1880? It is a mere matter of dis- 
cretion with the committee, and the discretion was, they say, to cut 
off legislative squatting” after that date. Then they propose to val- 
idate the claims of all “legislative squatters’? made before that date, 


and these words are not my own, they are the words of the committee. 


That is the signification of the limit to 1880, and this is the explana- 
tion of the committee in regard to it. 

The second section of the bill provides: 

Sec. 2, That it is ge made the duty of the Attorn: „within three 
years after the this act, toinstitute, or cause to be instituted, such suit 
or suits, either in law or eguity, or both,as may be necessary and proper to as- 
sert and protect the title of the United States to said lands and remove all clouds 
from its title thereto; and until such suits shall be determined, and Congress 
shall so provide, no part of said lands shall be n for settlement or sale except 
as hereinbefore And in any suits so instituted any person or persons 
in possession of or claiming title to any tract or tracts of under the United 
States involved in such suite may, at his or their expense, unite with the United 
States in the prosecution of such sults, 

Therefore the United States is instructed to assert its title, and against 
whom? Why, againstits own grantees—against the State of Iowa and 
those holding under it. It puts the United States in the position of 
the bold rascal, who, having sold his property, which has gone into the 
hands of others who have p for it, takes ion of it again and 
taxes the whole people of this country, those who own these lands with 
the rest, to litigate under this bill for the property. 

The effect of withholding the lands from sale ing the litigation 
will tie them up for years, for every one knows it will take five or six 
years to get through the Supreme Court a decision in reference to the 
title of the lands under this act, and thus again will the rights of these 
grantees be interfered with. So much for the pending proposition. 

The original act was in 1846, when Iowa was a Territory, 


and when her pore sought to improve the Des Moines River. That 
was the day of canals 


and when they were being projected all over the 


country, when it was believed that canal transportation was the trans- 
portation for the country, and these people fell in with the general 
sentiment of the country and wished to have the Des Moines River 
improved. With that view Iowa came here, as she properly might, 
and asked the grant of certain public lands which nobody then seemed 
to call for for resident purposes, to enable her to improve the river, 
asking that her people should have the same privilege in this direction 
of using the public lands for such improvements as has been given in 
other cases. Congress respected their wish by enacting the law of 
1846. . 

This was the grant. The Territory of Iowa accepted of this grant. 
After it became a State, and in the year 1847, the acceptance was duly 
made. Now, what were the facts as to this land? Why, at that time 
below the Raccoon Fork or below the present city of Des Moines, there 
was but little land then left that could have been used for this im- 
provement; and no man at that time was so careless as to assert that this 
grant was then limited to that land. The amount then south of Rac- 
coon Fork and below that was then estimated to be 217,616 acres, while 
the amount above the Fork was estimated at about 800,000 acres and 
afterwards the measurement showed it to be 580,000 acres. No man 
then sup that they were going to carry on this vast improvement 
for 217,616 acres of land, an improvement which would require four 
times the value of this land as valued at that time. 

But there was an ambiguity in the phraseology of the law and the 
question was soon presented as to whether the grant was not limited 
by the extent of the line of improvements. Conilicting decisions were 
made by different officials. During the controversy there were decis- 
ions made which induced some of these men now on these lands to go 
on under the apparent authority of the Government; and these men 
ought to be recompensed by the Government. They are bona fide set- 
tlers, there in good faith, and they ought to have justice done them; 
but they should not draw after them the mass of men who have gone 
upon other men’s lands recently in hope of gobbling up this land at a 
very small price or under the homestead acts. 

The men who went upon the land under the wrongful ruling of Sec- 
retary Browning from the ist of May, 1868, to the last of December, 
1869, are entitled to full compensation and Congress owes them this 
reparation. But these men are ſew in numbers, while the ‘‘ speculative 
squatters” are now numerous. ; 

As to the original settlers who went onto the land in good faith the 
following statement has been made: 


Abstract from Executive Document No. 25, Forty-third Congress, first ses- 
sion, House of Representatives,” being the Report of Iowa Land Commis- 
sioners,“ dated November 20, 1873, showing the names and number of persons 
holding lands north of Raccoon Fork, Iowa. et entry or under the pre- 
emption or homestead laws of the United States,” the exact sections and 
parts of sections claimed at the date aforesaid, to wit: November 20, 1873: 


The number of names foots up (pages 4 to 13 Hi 
The number of acres is stated at (page 13). 39,549.45 
The value, November 20, 1873 (page 13),. $404,223.49 


It will be observed that of these 344 persons on their entries prior to 
March 2, 1861, the date of the joint resolution rming the grant of 1846, tothe 
grantees of the State of Iowa (see pages 9,11, and 13), and to the same effect see 
also Senate Report 609, Forty-third Congress, second session, made by Senator 
Pratt from the Judi Committee. 

Of these 244 t appears from H. R. Report No. 583, gen 2, Forty-sixth 
Congress, second session, dated May 31,1850, made by Mr. Ketcham from the 
Committee on Public Lands (at page 14), that over 270 had before that date 
bought their claims from the navigation com y or their grantees, leaving but 
74 then not settled with, and of these 74 itis believed that only 10 or 12 remain 
not settled with at this date. 


In 1£86 the company’s lands are found to be in this condition: 


It is ascertained that over fourteen hundred conveyances of these lands have 
been made by the principal grantees of the navigation company to as many per- 
sons—actual occupants—in farms of 40 to about 320 acres, averaging somewhat 
under 80 acres each, covering about 100,000 acres, besides some five hundred 
contracts to that number of persons not yet gone to deed, covering nearly 30,000 
acres; in all, about 130,000 acres in the occupation of nearly nineteen hundred 
bona Ade purchasers and occupants. 

This leaves about 83,000 acres (now worth nearly 22,000,000) of the 213,000 acres, 
the smaller portion of which is not occupied at all, and by far the larger portion 
of which is occupied by naked squatters and repudiating contractors, nd rg to be 
several thousand in number. 


These naked squatters,“ or, as others might designate them, spec- 
ulation squatters,“ comprise most of those who have organized the 
famous ‘‘settlers’ union,“ which has protracted this struggle through 
so many years, and whose purposes and methods are so clearly indi- 
cated by the agreement entered into by the ‘‘speculation squatters,” 
a skeleton of which agreement I have here in this: 


NOTE TO SETTLERS’ UNION. 


8 Fort DODGE, Iowa, , 187—. 

Sixty daysafter the resumption of the so-called river lands, by act of Congress, 
as Government land, by which acts, as a bona fide settler, I may perfect my title 
under Government to the following lands, to wit: 

The —— of section No. —, township —— north, of range No. —— west, fifth 
principal meridian, Iowa. 

I mise to pay to treasurer of Settlers’ Union, or bearer, the sum of 
do at the rate of one dollar per acre on said traet so confirmed by Con- 
gress in me by means of resumption of the so-called Des Moines nay on and 
railroad lands. Said sum so owing by me shall be and become and remain a 
mortgage lien on said piece or parcel of land claimed by me until said note is 

id. Also, said note is and shall be a lien on any compensation or in- 

— 5 that may be granted g Morte and accepted by Settlers’ Union or 

myself in lieu of said land, and be paid as soon as such compensation or indem - 


176 


APPENDIX TO THE CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 


nity is set apart for such purpose by such act, and retained out of such moneys 
by the, Settlers’ Union” for payment of this note. 

But in case the Settlers’ Union fails to secure the title as above, or compensa- 
tion, or indemnity, then this note is null and void. 


STATE or Iowa, —— County, ss: 

On this —— day of ——, 187 , before me, a —— in and for said county, person- 
ally ap to me well known to bethe identical person whose 
name is signed to the foregoing instrument, and acknowledged same to be his 
voluntary act and deed. 

Witness my hand and seal the day and date herein written. 


The schemer who prepared this form was sharp enough to make the 
amount that should be filled in ‘‘aspecial lien on any compensation or 
indemnity that may be granted by Congress in lieu of said 
land,” thus casting an anchor to the windward ’’ in time. 

The entire contention arises under the act of Congress approved 
August 8, 1846, the principal sections of which are as follows: 


An act granting certain lands to the Territory of Iowa to aid in the improve- 
ment of the navigation of the Des Moines River, in said Territory. 


Be it enacted, etc., That there be, and hereby is, granted to said Territory of 
Iowa, for the purpose of aiding said Territory to improve the navigation of the 
Des Moines River from its mouth to the on Fork (so called), in said Ter- 
7 one equal moiety, in alternate sections, of the public lands remaining 
nso) dand not otherwise disposed of, incumbered, or appropriated, in a strip 
5 miles in width on each side of said river, to be selec! in said Territory 
by an sens or agents, to be appointed by the governor thereof, subject to the 
approval of the Secretary of the Treasury of the United States, 
. * s 


wi 


* * b e 
Sec, 4. And be it rb era enacted, That whenever the Territory of Iowa shall be 
admitted into the Union as a State the lands hereby granted for the above pur- 


pose shall be and become the property of said State for the perpos contem- 
lated in this act, and for no other: Provided, The Legislature of the State of 
owa shall accept the said grant for the said purpose, 

Approved August 8, 1846. 

On the 23d of February, 1848, Richard M. Young, Commissioner of 
the General Land Office, communicated to the board of public works 
of the State of Iowa his construction of this grant, as follows: 

A question has arisen as to the extent of the grant made to Iowa by the actof 
Sth August, 1846, and the opinion of this office has been requested on that point, 

By the terms of the law the grant is of an equal moiety in alternate sections 
of the public lands remaining unsold and not otherwise disposed of, incum- 
bered, or appropriated, in a strip 5 miles in width on each side of the river, to 
be selected within said Territory, etc., and the proceeds are to be applied in the 
improvement of the navigation of that river from its mouth to the Raccoon 
Forks. Hence the State is entitled to the alternate sections within 5 miles of 
the Des Moines River, throughout the whole extent of that river, within the 
limits of Iowa. 

In pursuance of the instructions of Hon. Robert J. Walker, then Sec- 
retary of the Treasury (who then had control over the General Land 
Office), Mr. Young, the Commissioner of the General Land Office, di- 

the register and receiver at Iowa City to withhold from sale the 
land north of the Fork. The following is his letter of June 1, 1849: 
GESTLEMEN: The Secretary of the Treasury having decided that the t to 
the State of Iowa under the act of the 8th of August, 1846, extended along the 
Des Moines River to its source, and that it did not stop at the Raccoon For „ as 
this office had previously decided, you are hereby directed to withhold from sale 
all lands situated on the odd-numbered sections within 5 miles on each side of 
that river abovethe Raccoon Fork. Inclosed Isend — a diagram, upon which 
the State selections above that point are colored yellow. r 

I have also to request that you will make outa list, showing the sales and 
locations which bave been made within these selections, as it is designed to 
endeavor to procure some L lative action on the part of Con confirma- 
tory of them. The diagram inclosed extends 83 north, 26 west, being as far as 
the surveys have progressed in that direction. 

This was the original order withholding the lands in controversy from 
sale, and from that date to this day these lands have been held in res- 
ervation, and not subject to sale by the Government nor subject to entry 
by homesteaders or otherwise. 

By an act of Congress approved March 3, 1849, the Department of 
the Interior was organized and jurisdiction over the subject of public 
lands was transferred from the Department of the Treasury to it. Hon. 
Thomas Ewing, of Ohio, became Secretary of the Interior on the 8th 
day of March, on the accession of the administration of President Tay- 
lor. Soon after hisinstallation the construction which had been placed 
upon the grant by the Secretary of the Treasury was challenged, and 
on the 6th of April, 1850, Secretary Ewing reversed the ruling of Mr. 
Walker and held that the grant was limited to the lands below the 
Raccoon Fork, 

The conclusion of his letter is as follows: 

As Congress is now in session, and may take action on the subject, it will be 
677... ñ⁊ĩ ß TT a E A A 

It will be seen that Mr. Ewing, while differing in his construction of 
the act, saw proper to continue the order of his predecessor, withhold- 
ing these lands from market. He evidently anticipated that the un- 
certainty would be resolved by some act of Congress which was then in 
session, 

This construction given to the act by the Secretary of the Treasury 
and Commissioner Young, of the General Land Office, was sustained by 
the opinion of the then Attorney-General, Mr. Johnson, rendered Jul 
19, 1850, to whom the matter had been referred by the President. 
opinion is shown by the following extract: 

The grant of alternate sections of land on the Des Moines River to Iowa, by 
the act of 8th August, 1846, extends the entire length of the stream, as well above 
as below the Raccoon Fork, The purpose of the grant was to aid Iowa to im- 


prove the navigation of the said river from its mouth to the Raccoon Fork, but 


the grant itself is not limited to the section to be thus improved. 

But the question was disposed of by a former Secre of the Treasury while 
the Land Office belonged to his De; ent, and the subject is now res adjudi- 
cata and beyond the control of the Secretary of the Interior. (Bank of the Met- 
ropolitan vs. The United States, 15 Peters, 401), 

The State of Iowa contended that the grant extended to the Minne- 
sota line. Many eminent jurists sustained the claim in elaborate and 
carefully considered opinions. 

October 29, 1851, Mr. Secretary Stuart said: 

In view of the opinions of several eminent jurists which have been presented 
to me in favor of the construction contended for by the State, lam willing to 
recognize the claim of the State and to approve the selections without preju- 
dice to the rights, if ed there be, of other parties, thus leaving the question as 
2 proper construction of the statute entirely open to the action of the judi- 

You will please, therefore, as soon as may be practicable, submit for my ap- 

roval such lists as have been prepared, and 88 to report for like approval 

ists of the alternate sections claimed by the State of Iowa above the Raccoon 
Sey tt far as the surveys have progressed, or may hereafter be completed and 
re . 

Under this ruling of Secretary Stuart the lands north of Raccoon 
Fork for a distance of 80 miles, which was as far as the lands had been 
at the time surveyed, were certified as inuring to Iowa under the act 
of 1846, and these selections were „„ by the Secretary 
of the Interior in an order dated October 30, 1851. 

There were approved in October, 1851, March, 1852, and December, 
1853, lists of lands above the Fork which were certified to the State of 
Iowa, covering lands amounting to 271,572 acres. 

After the State of Iowa had expended $475,000 upon this Des Moines 
River improvement, and while it was indebted for expenses incurred 
in the work, and after freshets and floods had destroyed or greatly in- 
jured many of the improvements made by the State under the stimu- 
lation of this very national grant, then the State entered into a con- 
tract with the Des Moines Navigation and Railroad Company, which 
undertook to receive payment in land and go on with the expenditure 
and continue the work, 

By the terms of the contract the company bound itself to expend the 
sum of thirteen hundred thousand dollars in the construction and im- 
provements contemplated, and to receive in payment for the money 
thus advanced conveyances of these lands, which had been certified to 
the State of Iowa under the grant of 1846. This contract was regarded 
as being a proper execution of the trust under that act, because when- 
ever $30,000 or more of the money advanced by the company had been 
invested in the improvement, it was regarded the same as if the com- 
pany had purchased the lands and paid that sum of money to the State 
and the State had then used it for the purposes of the improvement. 

There seems never to have been any question but that this contract 
was valid and proper underethe act of Congress. It is to be observed, 
however, that by the terms of this contract the State of Iowa incurred 
no personal obligation whatever, and made no agreement to pay to the 
company any sum of money or other consideration as a State; it sim- 
ply obligated itself to convey to the company, in accordance with the 
terms of the contract, the lands which the State had received from the 
Federal Government under the original act of Congress, and such con- 
veyance by the State was to be a full compensation and acquittance for 
the moneys advanced by the company. 

Particular attention is called to this contract, because it constitutes 
the initial right which the Des Moines Navigation and Railroad Com- 
pany acquired to these lands. As already explained, at that time it 
was the accepted opinion in Iowa that the State had acquired a valid 
title to the lands and that the grant extended above the Raccoon Fork, 
and this contract constituted an executory bond on the part of the State 
to convey these lands to the company upon the performance of certain 
precedent conditions by the company, and their claim to the lands as 
bona fide purchasers originated in this contract, which, as will hereafter 
appear, was executed and carried out by the State by a formal deed 
which would have the effect of vesting in the company all the legal title 
which the State possessed. 

After the company had entered upon its performance of the contract, 
and after it had expended thereunder, as was between the State 
and the com) y, the sum of $332,644.04, all began to doubt whether 
the river could be made navigable, and railroad projects and other in- 
terests n to make the ves felt, and further work was abandoned 
and a settlement between the State and the company was concluded 
in the execution of the following deed: 


This indenture, made this 18th day of 12 and between the State of 
Iowa, party of the first part, and the Des Moines Navigation and Railroad Com- 
, Deny ies of the second pes witnesseth that the said party of the first 
or and in consideration of $1 paid by the parties of the second part, and in * 
ance of the contracts and agreements between the State of Iowa and the said 
Moines Navigation and Railroad Company for the improvement of the nav 
tion of the Des Moines River, in the State of Iowa, and in pursuance of a joifit 
resolution of the General Assembly of the State of Iowa, approved the day 
of March, 1 does manip pall grant, in, and convey to the Des Moines 
Navigation an mpany the fo! lowing-described lands, to wit: All 
lands ted by an act of Congress approved Au; 8, 1846, to the then Terri- 
tory of Iowa to aid in improvement of the D s Moines River, which have 
been approved and cert the State of Iowa by the General Government, 
saving and exce; all lands sold and conveyed, or agreed to be sold or con- 
veyed, by the State. its officers and agents, prior to the 23d day of m- 
ber, 1853, under said nt; and said company or its assigns shall have right to 
all of said lands so herein paes to them as fully as the State of Iowa could 
have under or by virtue of said full 


grant, or in any manner whatever, with 
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pows to settle all errors, false locations, omissions, or clalws in reference to 


e same, and all or com ion therefor by the General Government, 
but at the costs an of said company, and the State to hold all the bal- 
ance of said lands, and all rights, powers, and privileges under and by virtue 
of said grant entirely released from any claim by or through said company. 

nd it is understood that among the lands exempted and not granted by the 

te to said company are 25,487.78 acres lying mediately above Raccoon 
Fork, supposed to have been sold by the General Government the day and 
yenr first above written, and of the State of Iowa. 

LL. s.] RALPH P. LOWE. 

RI PP SPY? ELIJAH SELLS, Secretary of State 

By JNO. M. DAVIS, Deputy. j 

It will be noticed that this deed purports to convey to the naviga- 
tion company all of the lands granted by Congress and certified to the 
State by the General Government, and the company is vested with all 
the rights of the State to such land under said grant or in any manner 
whatever, : 

Iowa claimed the lands above the Fork. These lands had, under 
limitations, been certified to her by the General Government, and in 
contemplation of all possibilities of decisions and legislation, all possi- 
ble rights of the State were transferred to the company in settlement 
of all matters pigs | between the parties. 

The amount of land conveyed by the deed comprised about 270,000 
acres (different reports vary as to the precise amount), and it was the 
E of the Legislature of the State of Iowa that the remaining land 

tended to be conveyed by Congress and extending north of the Fork 


should be applied, with the consent of Congress, to the construction of | I 


a railroad along the Des Moines Valley. 

. gat, expenditures, and settlements came the de- 
cision, in 1860, in the Supreme Court of the United States, of Denver 
and Pacific Railroad Company vs. Litchfield (23 How., 66), holding that 
the Congressional grant of 1846 carried no land above Raccoon Fork. 

This decision unsettled the title to over 40,000 acres sold by the State 
to individuals, and also the grant to the navigation eompany, much of 
which had passed into the hands of grantees. 

The whole Iowa delegation in Congress besought Con to confirm 
these titles and protect the grantees of the State, including the com- 


pany. 
In response to this movement the following joint resolution was 


[12 Stat. at Large, 251.] 
Joint resolution to quiet title to lands in the State of Iowa. 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of America 
in Congress assembled, That all the tide which the United still retain in 
the tracts of land along the Des Moines River and above the mouth of the Rac- 
coon Fork thereof, in the State of Iowa, which ha 
8 by the Department of the 2 aged part of the grant by act of 


Approved March 2, 1861. 

July 12, 1862, Congress, in order to terminate the whole matter, and 
being moved thereto by the Representatives of the State of Iowa and 
the others interested, passed the following act: 

That the ponines to the then Territory of Iowa, for theimprovement of 
the Des Moines River, made by the act of Au; 8, 1846, is by extended so 
as to include the alternate sections (designated by odd numbers), 1 within 
5 miles of said river, between the Raccoon Fork and the northern boundary of 
said State; such lands are to be held and applied in accordance with the pro- 
visions of the original grant, except that the consent of Congress is hereby given 
to the application of a portion thereof to aid in the construction of the Keokuk 
Fort Des Moines and Minnesota Railroad, in ce with ep ene r of 
the act of the General Assembly of the State of Iowa approved 22, 1858. 
And if any of said lands shall have been sold or otherwise disposed of by the 
United States before the of this act, excepting those released by the 
United States to the grantees of the State of Iowa under joint resolution of 
March 2,1861, the e of the Interior is hereby d to set apart an 

ual amount of lands within said State to becertified in lieu thereof: 
That if the State shall have sold and conveyed lany vance of the lands lyin; 


or persons respectively whose titles sh: Ve failed gs afo i 
pproved July 12, 1 (12 United States Statutés at I 9 page 543.) 
These lands were publicly and notoriously held in reservation from 
the issuing of Commissioner Young’s letter of June 1, 1849, until this 
final grant by Congress, July 12, 1862. he terms of this ional 
grant are unequivocal, yet the vetoed bill before penay to i 
the titles of those who managed to get upon the land previous 5 
and claim title thereto; and provides t the eee och T 
sak z Gontro the grant which was finally made perfect by this act of 
uly, 1862. 
An unbroken line of decisions supports and confirms the claim of 
the holders under the navigation company to the lands above the Fork. 
At the December term, 1866, was announced the opinion of the Su- 
preme Court in Wolcott vs. Des Moines Navigation and Railroad Com- 
pany, 5 Wallace, 681. It was an action upon a warranty in a deed of 


conveyance by the company to Wolcott of one of the of land 
above Raccoon Fork, being a part of the land conveyed by the State 
to the company under the deed heretofore set forth, and by foe lat 

conveyed to Wolcott by warranty of date August, 1859, it was 


claimed by the plaintiff that there had been a breach of the warranty, 
and that the company had never had ii title to the land. The court 
held, first, that Wolcott’s title was valid under the joint resolution of 
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March 2, 1861, and the act of July 12, 1862, and that these subsequent 
acts inured to the benefit of the grantees of the State and to their 
grantees. After citing the history of the subject, the joint resolution 
of 1861, and the act of July 12, 1862, the court says: 

If the case stopped here it would be very clear that the piona, could not re- 
cover; for, although the State pe no title to the lot in dispute at the time 
of the con ce to the Des Moines Navigation and Railroad Company; yet 
having an r acquired title by the act of Congress, it would intre to the be: 
efit of the tees, and so in respect to theirconveyance to the plaintiff. T. 
is in acco: ce with the laws of the State of Iowa. 


After this followed Secretary Browning’s unfortunate and wrongful 
holding in May, 1868, by which he encouraged settlers to enter upon 
the land and ignored the navigation company’s title to the 271,000 
acres that had been received by the State deed as confirmed by the Con- 
gressional act of 1862. 

The only settlers in good faith concerned in this controversy who do 
not hold under the navigation company are those who went upon the 
land under the ruling of Secretary Browning, and from May 20, 1868, 
to January, 1870, as in December, 1869, the Supreme Court again 
rendered a decision upon the questions involved, and this decision dis- 
posed of the rulings of Mr. Secretary Browning: 


December term, 1869, Hannah Riley, 8 vs. William B. Welles. No. 879, 
Appeal from the circuit court of the United States for the district of Iowa. 


Mr. Justice Nelson delivered the opinion of the court: 
This is an appeal from the circuit court of the United States for the district of 


Owa, 
This case is not 8 from that of Wolcott vs. The Des Moines Com- 
y (5 Wall., 681). Welles, the tiff below, derives his title by deed from 
this company, the same as, Wolcott in the former case. The suit in that case was 
brought to recover back the consideration money from the Des Moines Com- 
pany, the grantors, on the ground of failure of title, The court held that Wol- 
cott received a good title to the lot in question under his deed. 

In that case it was insisted that the title was not in the Des Moines Company, 
but in the Dubuque and Pacific Railroad N 

In the present case the defendant claims title under and in pursuance of the 

mption act of September 4, 1841. Her husband took possession of the lot 
1855, and she was permitted 7 the register to prove up her possession and 
occupation May, 1862. The patent was issued October 15, 1863. 

It will appear from the case of Wolcott vs. The Des Moines Company. that the 
tract of land. of which this lot in question was a past had been withé rawn 
from sale and entry on account of a difference of op nion among the officers of 
the Land De; ent as to the extent of the o t by Congress of lands 
in aid of the improvement of the Des Moines m the year 1846 down to 
the resolution of Con; of March 2, 1861, and the act of July 12, 1862, which 
acts we held confirmed the title in the Des Moines Company. As the husband 
of the plaintiff entered upon the lot in 1855 without right, and the possession 
was continued without right, the permission of the register to prove up the pos- 
session and improvements, and to make the entry under the pre-emption laws, 
were acts in violation of law, and void,as was also the issuing of the patent, 

The reasons of this withdrawal of the lands from public sale or private entry 
are stated at large in the opinion in the case of Wolcott vs. The Des Moines Com» 

„and need not be re The point of reservation was very material 
In case, and we have seen nothing in the present one, either in the facts or 
in the argument, to distinguish it. 
d low affirmed. (See also Railroad Co. vs. Fremont County, 9 
Co. vs. Smith, Id., 95.) 


These cases were followed by that of Williams vs. Baker, announced 
at the December term, 1872. This was an action by Baker claiming 
under the Des Moines Navigation and Railroad Company, and Will- 
iams claiming under the railroad act of 1856. The court, recognizing 
the principle that a panat must recover upon the strength of hisown 
title, declared that the certified lists; such as were issued to the State 
of Iowa under the act of 1846, have always been considered the proper 
nee of evidencing the title of the State undersuch acts. Itwas held 
that in consequenze of the land having been previously withdrawn or 
reserved for sale, as explained in the proviso in the act of 1856, known 
as the railroad act, prevented the lands from co under such rail- 
road act, and that the subsequent joint resolution of 1861 and the act 
of 1862 confirmed and validated the original grant, and invested the 
Des Moines Navigation and Railroad Company with the title, and after 
a review of the former decision, the court say: 


We therefore reaffirm, first, that neither the State of Iowa nor the wrong 
companies, for whose benefit the grant of 1856 was made, took any title 7 
act to the lands then claimed to belong to the Des Moines River ut of 1846; 
and, second, that by the joint resolution of 1861 and the act of I the State of 
Iowa did receive the title for the use of those 5 sho had sold them ap 
part of that grant, and for such other purposes as had become proper und 
that grant. 


ver, 


The next decision in order of the Supreme Court of the United States 
is that of Homestead Company vs. Valley Railroad Company, 17 Wallace, 
153, decided at the December term, 1872. The Valley Railroad Com- 
pany was a company which had succeeded to the rights of the Keokuk, 
Fort Des Moines and Minnesota Railroad Company, which was the 
original beneficiary of the indemnity act hereinbefore alluded to, and 
which began the construction of the railroad up the valley of the Des 
Moines River, that was completed by its successor, known as the Val- 
ley Railroad Company; and this case involves the effect of the Harvey 
adjastme tof the indemnity land under the act of 1858 to the rail- 

and the State of Iowa, and that part of the act of July 12, 1862, 
which provides for an indemnity, if any of such lands above Raccoon 
Fork 1 have been sold or otherwise disposed of and the title theréto 
proved invalid, etc. 

In this decision the court declare: 


It fore no lo: an open question that neither the State of Iowa nor 
companies, for whose benefit the nt of 1856 was made, took any 
tiie b act to the then claimed to belong to the, Des Moines River 


tof and that the joint resolution of 2d of M. 1 and act of 12th 
July, 1862, transferred the title from the United State d d vested it in the 

of Iowa for use of its grantees under the river t. 
i t the Homestead Company in this case claimed that if they could 
ot recover the identical lands sa should be entitled as cestui que 
to a portion of the indemnity lands obtained by the State under 
act ef July 12, 1862, and the n The court then 
i to consider that question, and held that the Homestead Com- 
y was not entitled to such indemnity, and that that adjustment be- 
-tween the State and the Federal Government had no effect whatever 
jpon the title to these lands. The court also held that the act of July 
12, 1862, was intended to place the State exactly where it would have 
‘been had the original grant of 1846 extended above the Fork, and 


that— 
‘he 
ve the Raccoon Fork, while on the e United 

gous tea snarl Hg both pins and denied the claim of {he State. 
At the October term, 1879, was announced the decision of the Su- 
} o Court tn Wolsey. os: Chapman, 101 U. S., 755. It was a suit in 
jëquity, by Chapman, who claimed under the river grant and sought 
tg quiet title against Wolsey, who claimed under the State, under a 
|pAtent for lands ceded to the State under the act of 1841, granting 
500, 900 acres for internal improvement, approved September 4, 1841. 
Held that by the action of the departments in withdrawing these lands 
under the act of 1846, above the Raccoon Fork, from entry, ete., they 

o within the proviso and reservation of the act of 1841, and that 
the 
3 
ta 


teof Iowa had always maintained that the original rant property 
con 


tof the 500,000 acres did not authorize settlement of any of 

ds so withdrawn under the act of 1846. The order withdraw- 

them was valid and effectual. Also held that Wolsey could not 

e under the act of March 22, 1861, for the reason that that act 

inured only to the grantees under the river act of 1846, while he was 

a grantee under the act of 1841. He was not a purchaser under the 

viver grant. Also held that the adjustment made by the State as to 

the indemnity lands settled no rights between any other parties than 

the State and the United States, and left the title which had been con- 

veyed to the Des Moines Navigation and Railroad besa Sha and 

unaffected; and that the State had the right to convey the lands tothe 
Des Moines Navigation and Railroad Company. 

The court said: 


As to the ri; of the governor to convey the lands in question to the Des 
Moines com y under fie joint resolution of March 22, authorizing a 
conveyance upon settlement with the company! ; 

The original contract between the State and the company contemplated a 
conveyance of all the riv: t lands not sold by the State on the 
çember, 1853, This should construed in the light of the fact that the act 
making the river gant provided for sales of the ted lands to furnish the 

of mired improvement, and if this contract stood alone, 
uld have no hesi! n in holding that the sales referred to were such as 
n made in the execution of the trust under which the lands were held, 
but if there could be any doubt upon that ye ead the resolution which author- 
ized the 5 removes all grounds for on. By that resolution, all 


the lands w; had before that time been approved and certified to the State 
under the river grant were to be conveyed to the company, excepting such as 
hi been or to be sold by the officers of the rior to December 
28, 1883, under said grant.” The land now in controversy been so certified, 
and it had been sold under that grant. Therefore, the governor was ex- 
pressly au to include it in his conveyance. 


This case was followed by Litchheld vs. Webster County, 101 U. S., 
773. 
Then follows another case where the points decided are very dis- 


tinctly specified: 

5 u R. 

f at tice Waite delivered the opinion of the court, saying: 

e following are no longer open e ons in this court: 

1. ae the grant of lands to the Territory of Iowa for the improvement of 

Moines ee by the act of A 

nd aboye m Fork. (28 Row. 6 

this the odd-numbered sections within 5 miles of the 

ver on each side above the Raccoon Fork and below the east branch to which 
Indian title bag been gja ished were so far reserved “ by competent au- 

unde 


R. vs. D. M. V. Railroad, 109 U. S. Reports, 229. 


rity” for the p! ding in the improvement of the Moines that 
i y dja not 1 act of May 15, 1856 (c, 28, 11 Stat., 9), granting lands 
to the tgo Iowa to aid in the construotion of certain rgilroads; and 
. United Se and vested it in the State of lows for the use of tts grantees 
ider ihe rel e pee 5 Wall., 681; 17 Wall., 144; 17 Wall., 153; 101 U. 
The conclusion of the court as stated by Mr, Chief-Justice Waite in 
this subdivisien 3 practically determines the law gov the ques- 
2 bs 175 raiked in this contention and also the issue sought to 
ved by this Roon under consideration. 
Fin since t tion of the members of the present Congress, 
d ‘the ons upon and the veto of an act similar to the one 
{before us in the -ninth Congress, and in May, 1887, comes the 
decision of the Supreme Court of the United States in the case of 


BULLARD VB. DES MOINES AND FORT DODGE RAILROAD. 
Error to the supreme court of the State of Iowa. Argued May 4, 1887. De- 
aged dy 20 138, rt of I to quiet title to 85 io t set 
n equity, in a State cqurt of Iow: u e Jang. com 
ween ti title. Tho . under the act of July 12, 1862 
90265 548. e bill was „and on appeal the decree was ed 
y the supreme co ae See Beats. The complainant sued out this writ of er- 
r. Tie o is sfated in the opinion of the court. 
7 This tice Miller delivered the opinion of the court. 
p SS wi ot ostot 60 the supreme scart of tia Baste of Jowa- 
e in a suit in equity brought in the district court of that 
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pape, fo the county of Humboldt, by Edward F. Bullard, who is the appellant 


ere. 

The object of the bill was to quiet or remove clouds upon the title of the plaint- 
iff to certain lands in that State, to whi defendant filed an answer and 
cross-bill, asking that its own title might be declared to be good and established 
by the decree of the court. The district court of that county made a decree in 
avor of the defendant, which, on appeal to the supreme court of the State, was 
affirmed. 


There were many questions considered in the State courts of which this court 
can take no jurisdi n. But the main question raised there, and the only one 
here, has relation to a subject which has been cften considered by this court, 
It arises out of what is called the Des Moines River land t, which was 
originally made by the Congress of the United States to the then Territory of 
Iowa. A short history of the matters growing out of that grant, with some ref- 
erences to the decisions of this court, will simplify the complex record pre- 
sented in this case, 

By the act of Con of August 8, 1846 (9 Stat., 77), there was “granted to the 
Territory of 8 the purpose of aiding said Territory to improve the navi- 

tion of the Des Moines River from its mouth to the Raccoon Fork (so called) 
n said Territory, one equal moiety, in alternate sections, of the public lands 
. unsold and not otherwise disposed of, encumbered, or appropriated) 
n a strip 5 miles in width on each side of said river; to be selectedt Within said 
Territory by an agent or nts to be appointed by the 8 thereof, sub- 
ject to the approval of the retary of the Treasury of the United States.” 

Soon after the passage of this statute the State of Iowa created a board of 
publie works to take charge of this river improvement under asystem of slack- 
water navigation on that stream. The contract for the execution of the work 
came into the hands of a corporation called the Des Moines Navigation Com- 

4 The work progressed for a number of years, several and locks be- 
— uilt from the mouth of the river upwards, the means for paying the con- 
tractors coming solely from the sales of the lands granted to the State for that pur- 
pose. These lands,as work went on and the money was needed, were cer- 
tifled to the Secretary of the Treasury, and by it either sold to purchasers or 
conveyed to contractors who did the work, State made no appropriations 
sae bates no means from any other source than this for the prosecution of 

o enterprise. 

So long as no request on the part of the State for the certification of lands 
lying above tlhe mouth of the Raccoon Fork was made of the Secre of the 

'reasury, no question arose as to the extent of the grant, how- 
ever, when a demand was made on that officer that such lands should be certi- 
fied, he objected on the ground that the grant of lands did not extena beyond 
that point; that, as by the lan, of the statute making the grant it was “for 
the improvement of the Des Moines River from its mouth to the Raccoon Fork,” 
it was not intended to grant Jands lying above that point, although the same 
river ran through the entire length of the State, from near its northwestern 
corner in the Territory of Minnesota to the southeast corner, where it flows 
into the Mississippi River. 

This question became the subject of active negotiations and controversy be- 
tween the State of Iowa, through its governor and members of Congress, and 
the Treasury Department, as well as the Interior Department, which was created 
during this time and succeeded to the charge of this subject. Meanwhile one 
of the Secretaries certified to the State a t of the land in dispute, running to 
a certain range of townships above the a Fork. It may as well be stated 
here that the lands now in controversy were not among the lands so certified, 
but are among the odd sections lying north of those thus certifled and within 
5 miles of the Moines River. 

On April 6, 1850, Secre Ewing, while concurring with Attorney-General 
Crittenden in his opinion the t of 1846 did not extend above the Rac- 
coon Fork, issued an order withholding all the lands then in controversy from 
market until the close of the then session of Congress,” which order has been 
continued ever since, in order to givo the State the Me § —.— of petitioning 
for an extension of the grant b; This cou: deviled in o number 
of cases, in regard to these lan 


in the 


that State, from the e one 
0 


h its Congres- 
sional delegation, sought the action of the Congress of the United Kate to 


obtain th 
tees in the full extent which they believed Con 
by the act of 1846. That the propriety of some 


su! but, without waiting to dispose of it entirely, tbat 
body, by way of imm March 
2, 1861, 12 Stat., 254. 

-Ep s e 2 e * e 
At the next session of Congress a statute was passed, approved July 12, 1862, 

By Lee joint resolution and this act of Congress the United States relieved, 
so far a$ it could, the misfortune of the construction of the grant to the Terri- 
ro | of Iowa of made by this court, and ratified the cohstruction which 
had always been claimed by the State. 

During all this controversy there remained the order of the Department hay- 
ing control of the matter withdrawing all the lands in dispute from public sale, 
settlement, or pre-emption, 

> * s s $ s $ 


The broader and larger question of the title to the lands within 5 of t 
Des Moines River, above n Fork, w. had not been to th 
State, and which were declared by the decision of Dubuque an ic Rail“ 


road vs. Litchfield not to be included within the — of gress re- 
tained for further consideration, and at its next session after thi joint resolu- 
tion 1 it completely disposed of the whole ect, so far as it was 
its power to do so, by ene ut the grant of 1 the extent of 
e n od by the State of Iowa. Ifthe orderof the Commissioner 
the G Land Omlos of 18, 1860, was in ery 2 up to the of the 
int resolution, it is not Able to perceive why it terminated then. It was 
declared ths Comnunianioner that the order or notice was made es protect 
8 ds from location by any of scrip or warrant, 


of the Sup: Court to afford time for Congress to further con- 
sider the case, 
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This is not the way in which a reservation of bilo 
Jands is removed. n aimostevory instanoe In which sucha ressevation B ter 

minated there has been a proclamation by that the landa are open 
for entry or sale, and, F been offered for sale at 


‘public auction. 

z It can not be seen, from anything in the joint resolution, that Congress either 
considered the controversy ended or intended to remove the reservation inst i- 
tuted by the Department. 

Its immediate procedure at the next session to consideration of =: 
whole subject, shoes that it had not ceased to ami With jt; that its, that Ge ponor 
this withdrawal or reservation continued as — 8 as before it not 
be doubted that the gu Sas was before nergy big Tea well as before its commit- 
tees, and that the act of July 12, 1862, was, for the first time, a conclusion and 
Bie ih pe praske ar hm fp ait sae 8 


The title of the plaintiff, tharetore. rests u ts u odd sections 
ot land within 5 miles of the Des Moines River whic Whigh ware repacved from sale 


purposes of the 
2 55 object of bill is to have a declaration of the court that the title of the 
— — under those settlements and p 9 is superior to the title con- 
Congress on the State of Iowa and her sk Hee under the act 3 
12, 1802. 17 the lands were at the time of these settlements and pre-emption dec- 
larations effectually withdrawn from settlement, sale, or pre-em m by the 
orders of the Department, which we have consid there is an éni of the 
8 title, for by that withdrawal or reservation the lands were reserved 
for another purpose, to which they were ultimately 9 Bye act of 
1862, and no title could be initiated or established because the Land — — 
had no right to grant it. This 8 which we have ae discussed, will 
wea yt which are decisive of the whole 


illiams 
e 11 Wall. 144; Wolsey vs. ee, DA U. S., 
joux City 


The judgment of the supreme court o het State of ika 8 on 35 same 
view of the subject as above set forth, is therefore affirmed. 


After these proceedings, expenditures, enactments, and decisions he 
would be a very bold lawyer indeed who, possessing the intelligence 
requisite for admission to the bar of the Supreme Court, should now 
argue before that court that the question of the title of the navigation 
company, or of its grantees, is an open one; or that the lands covered. 
by such titles can, by an act of Congress, be taken from the grantees of 
the State of Iowa and given to squatters or constituted a portion of the 
public domain. 

Now, gentlemen have said here that the grantees have never earned 
this land. It has been repeatedly asserted that there was no money 
laid out here in any improvements for the navigation. These gentle- 
men must be mistaken. Their statement is direct, but it is entirely 
erroneous. Their statement is not based upon facts as the record gives 


m. 

Here are the facts, and I ask attention to them. They can not be 
controyerted. The State of Iowa itself paid out and expended on these 
Des Moines improvements under this act of Congress $475,000. What 
do gentlemen mean by saying that there has been nothing done under 
this act of 1846 that we have under consideration? 

Mr. HOLMES, Nothing by the river company. 

Mr. PARKER. Does the gentleman deny my statement that the 
State of Iowa paid out this money? 

Mr. HOLMES. Certainly it did that. That is all right. That had 
nothing to do with this land whatever. 

Mr. PARKER. Now the new company were intending to expend, 

to their deed, $1,300,000, Therefore, add what that deed 
contemplated to what was expended by Iowa and that would amount 
to $1,775,000, to be expended, according to their theory, for lands be- 
low the Fork, of which there were only a little over 217,000 acres; or, 
in other words, the theory of our opponents involves the conclusion 
that those who improved the river should give one and three-fourths 
ay dollars for lands worth less than three-fourths of a million 

ollars. 

Now I go on to what was expended by the Des Moines Compan: 

The Des Moines Company expended, as semn by their 1 H 
certified by their officers, and as agreed upon by the State of Iowa, the 
sum of over $362,000. 

Mr. HOLMES. Has the gentleman any evidence of that except the 
certificate of the governor? 

Mr. PARKER. I have the evidence here in my hand under the sig- 
nature of Edwin Manning, who was the commissioner for the State of 
Iowa. Does the gentleman deny that the State settled upon that basis? 

Mr. HOLMES. Bi deny that the company expended the money 

Mr. PARKER. Do yon deny that the State settled upon that basis? 

Mr. HOLMES. I deny the trath of the certificate of the governor. 
It was collusive and fraudulent from the start. 

Mr. PARKER. The gentleman does not deny my statement that 
this amount was agreed upon between the State and the company as 
having beenexpended by the company, and I hold in my hand the cer- 
tificate of the commissioner of Iowa showing that it was expended, and 
here are some of the items showing the places where the expenditures 
were made. At St. Francisville, $6,115.04; at Bellfast, $15,933.03; at 
Croton, $19,114.08; at Plymouth, $37,053.39: at Keosauqua, $36,491.36; 
at Pittsburgh, $5,000. 74; at Litchfield, $9,409.70; at Cyrille, $10, 238; 

‘at Jordon’s or Towaville, $15,937.74; at Alpine, $6,276. 44; at White- 


breast, $3,076.70; aggregating over $167,000 of the amount expended: 
by the company. 

Mr. Ho rose. | 

Mr. PARKER. If the gentleman thinks he can make this spea 
better than I can, he had better take my place. -If he propones 49. & 
tandem upon it, I reject the association. [Laughter.] Ido not Aas 
pose that my time shall be used by the gentleman. 

Mr. HOLMES. I do not want to use the gentleman’s time. | 

Mr. PARKER. Now, Mr. Speaker, to show the ideas that obtained’ 
in those times, I will read an extract from the certificate of this man 
who represented the State of Iowa. He says: 

The progress of the work to this time shows an aggregate outlay b; Stato 
and the company of nearly $800,000, and that portion — — i — com- 
pany is 2 y in an unfinished condition. 

. 2 è = 

The seek and fundamental 1 principie of th of vag grant, and that which is para- 
mount to all others, is to spi he blessings of commerce and 
navigation throughout this’ entire valley; all hex advantages being contin- 
gent thereto. If we fail of the first and main object aimed at—to bring the com-' 
merce of the world to our own doors, on a scale that places us on an eq peny 
with our commercial neighbors—then the object of the grant will be thw: 
the commercial and agricultural interests languish, and the citizens of the val“ 
ley become crippled in their enterprises generally. 

All parties then believed that the improvement of the Des Moines 
River would, as the State commissioners phrased it, spread and dif- 
fuse the blessings of commerce and navigation throughout the entire 
valle 

12255 all parties misjudged does not justiſy one party to the contract 
in repudiating it after the money has been paid out in its performance 
by the other. 

The purpose was to create navigation and bring commerce along this 
stream which ran through a secluded and then “almost valueless por- 
tion of the now wealthy and powerful State. 

This was the object that they were then working for. They believed 
honestly that it could be done by thisnavigationcompany. Thenavi- 
gation company believed it could be done. They went on and spent 
their money. They spent it against nature, and against the commer- 
cial developments of the time. The floods came and swept away the 
improvements. The railroads came across in the other direction and 
took away the freight and did the carrying, and the whole project 
failed, us other splendid projects have failed many and many a time. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I ask attention for a moment to another point. 
I suppose it will be contended here that great injury and injustice is 
being done to individuals who are upon these lands. I have seen a slip 
banded around here, which, after the time had been fixed when this 
case should come before us, was printed in our papers here, a slip headed 
“Worse than Ireland.“ What is it? Why, it is a statement that the 
landholders, immediately after the adjournment of Congress in March, 
will drive out and evict the settlers, because if they do not do so this 
bill will become a law later and they can not obtain possession of these 
lands; that is, you are asked to believe that these men are undertaking 
to cut their own throats by sending a notice here and having it printed 
in the Washington Star that immediately after the adjournment of Con- 
gress, if this bill passes, they are going to evict six or seven hundred peo- 
ple in order to avoid the effect of the thing which the article is intended to 
bring about. What does it mean? Itissimply a back fire, and carelessly 
placed. It probably comes from the same source as the opposition to the 
veto. Isayitissimplya back fire. We are told that one of the members of 
the Sixth Massachusetts Regiment, accounting for his absence ut a critical 
moment during the famous encounter in Baltimore in 1861, explained 
that lie had been creating a diversion. What were you doing?“ he was 
asked. His reply was: I was creating a diversion.” What sort of diver- 
sion?” I went around a corner and set a building on fire.“ [Laugh- 
ter.] These men are ereating a diversion. An analysis of the state- 
ments contained in this printed list furnishes strong evidences t yaa bee 
friends of this bill are having telegrams sent from Des Moines and 
different parts of Iowa to excite feeling here on this subject, so that 
feeling and prejudice may control our pet, against the decisions of the 
courts, which have been given time after time the rights of 
this company and of the hundreds of individual settlers who have pur- 
chased from the company. 

Another circumstance must be remembered. Of the Se who 
are now complaining not one in forty, probably, ever past a do Kiza 
the land they claim. A few—and there are hardly a dozen of these 
that have not been settled with—went on under Secretary Browning’s 
rulings; a few have honestly settled as pre-emptors or eee 
but the great mass of the claimants have occupied and do occupy. 
free and tax free. The representatives of the company have pai a 
the land and pay the annual and other taxes, while the tters, who 
have never paid a dollar, occupy the land and gather the crops un- 
troubled by calls for purchase-money, rents, or taxes, 


They may well afford to organize a ‘‘Settlers’ Union” and $1 
ee into a common fund to keep them in possession, rent tax 
In one case the State of Iowa obtained a judgment t onoo of 


holders under the navigation company for taxes in an amọ = 
ing $10,000, and the class of such holders have paid taxes fg 
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which our opponents claim never passed to Iowa, to the amount of 
hundreds of thousands of dollars. 

Another fact must be considered in contemplating this proposed en- 
actment. Large amounts of money have been loaned upon these lands 
to the holders of title under the State of Iowa as established by the 
act of 1862. I have herea printed schedule of nearly a dozen pages, 
showing an abstract of claimants, holders, mortgages, ete., in Web- 
ster County, but it is sufficient to say that the mortgages upon these 
lands situated in Webster County amount to $400,000, and such mort- 

upon the total of such lands in the valley is estimated at not 
less than $2,000,000. The holders of these securities are scattered 
throughout the country. 

The veto should be sustained, this bill should be defeated, and Con- 

ss at some future time should amply compensate all who went upon 

e lands that have been subject to contention, upon the invitation or 
under the encouragement of officials of the United States. 


Commercial Union with Canada. 


REMARKS 


HON. CHARLES S. BAKER, 


OF NEW YORK, 
In THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 


s Friday, March 1, 1889. 


The House saving under consideration the joint resolution (H. Res, 129) to 
promote commercial union with Canada— 


Mr. BAKER, of New York, said: 

Mr. SPEAKER: The relations between the United States and our Can- 
adian neighbors have given rise to much discussion of late. With many 
of our own people the question has been whether friendly feelings could 
much longer endure the strain to which they have been subjected for 
some years, The pending resolution is perhaps well enough so far as 
it goes, but while liberalizing the policy governing between the two 
countries in respect of their trade relations it should not be forgotten 
that several matters growing out of the past dealings between our citi- 
zens and the Canadian Government demand consideration and adjust- 
ment. 

It always tends to promote good feelings to Haro peer wrongs righted. 
It is my purpose in a few brief observations to attention to some 
of the matters to which I refer, It would hardly serve a good purpose 
to assert that our friends residing north of the imaginary line that 
separates the United States with their sixty millions of people from 
the Dominion of Canada with her much smaller population have been 
wronged and cheated under every treaty that has ever been made be- 
tween the two countries, 

It is not necessary to repeat any of the language used by members 
on this floor during the discussion of the fishery question last summer. 
It will be remembered, however, that on the 2d day of April last year 
I introduced certain preambles and resolutions in the following words: 


Whereas Her Ln ie S by and with the advice and consent of the senate 
and house of commons of Canada,” did by due statutory enactment, assented to 
May 15, 1879, provide that “any or all of the following articles, that is to say, 
animals ofall kinds, green fruit, hay, straw, bran, seeds of all kinds, vegetables, 
including potatoes and other roots; plants, trees, and shrubs, coal and coke, 
salt, hops, wheat, and beans, barley, rye, oats, Indian corn, buckwheat, and 
all other grain; flour of wheat and flour of rye, Indian meal and oatmeal, and 
fiour or meal of any other grain; butter, cheese, fish (salted or smoked), lard, 
tallow, meats (fresh, salted, or smoked), and lumber, may be imported into Can- 
ada free of duty, or at a less rate of duty than is provided by this act, upon proc- 
lamation of the governor in council, which may be issued whenever it appears 
to bis satisfaction that similar articles from Canada oy. be imported into the 
United States free of duty, or ata rate of duty not ex ing that payable on the 
same under such proclamation when imported into Canada; and 

Whereas the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled did, by act approved March 3, 1883, duly provide 
that plants, trees, shrubs, and vines of all kinds, and seeds of all kinds, fresh 
fish, fruits, green, ripe, or dried, eggs, and a largo number of articles specific- 
ally named, should be admitted into the United States free of duty; in conse- 
quence whercof it appears that large quantities of plants, trees, shrubs, vines, 
and seeds, eggs, aggregating in value in the ycar 1885 $1,831,000; in the year 1886, 
$1,728,000; in the year 1887, $1,827,000, and great quantities of fish and other prod- 
nets of the Dominion of Canada have been imported into the United States duty 
free, while that Government has neglected, failed, and refused to keep or 
observe Her Majesty's standing offer of reciprocity in respectof the articles spec- 
ified, or of many of them, and have, as is all , exacted large sums by way of 
duty upon many of the articles specified, which have been imported into Can- 
ada from the United States; and have, as is alleged, levied and assessed ad va- 
lorem duties upon American goods at the actual retail price or value at which 
such sare sold for home consumption even when amped, imported, and 
sold in large quantities at wholesale prices, notwithstanding and in disregard 
and violation of the spirit and letter of the Canadian statutes; and 

Whereas it is claimed on the part of Canadian officials that the citizens of the 
United States can avail themselves of the privileges of reciprocity under the 
act first above quoted only after all the articles therein specified shall be ad- 
mitted free of duty by United States laws: Therefore, 

Resolved, That the Secret of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, directed to 
report as speedily as practicable to this House the kinds and quantities of goods 
and products imported into the United States from Canada free of ang during 
the past five years, and also the quantities of similar goods and products ex- 


ported from the United States into Canada during the same period, together 
with a statement in detail, showing the amount of duties, specific and ad valo- 
rem, paid thereon, to the end and purpose of ultimate recovery thereof, and of 
an adjustment of the differences resulting from such breach of faith on the part 
of the Canadian Government. 

Resolved further, That the Committee on Ways and Means report to the House 
within ten days a bill providing: 

First. Foran ad valorem duty of 25 percent. upon all plants, trees, shrubs, and 
vines of all kindsimported into the United States from the Dominion of Canada. 

Second. For aspecific duty of 5 cents per dozen upon so imported. 

Third, Foras o duty of 1 cent a pound upon all fish go imported 

Fourth, That in all cases a duty shall be imposed upon all gi and products 
now on the free-list whenever similar goods and products are subject to duty 
under the laws of Canada, at.a rate equal to that im thereunder, 

Fifth. That ad valorem duties imposed by the laws of the United States on 
goods, wares, and merchandise imported from foreign countries shall be as- 
sessed upon the actual retail price or value at which such goods are sold for 
home consumption in the country N or export, whenever in the 
country of such production or export ad valorem duties upon goods, wares, and 
merchandise imported intosuch country by the United States are assessed upon 
the Sore rice or value at which such goods are sold for home consumption in 
the United States. 


It may not be known to all the gentlemen of this House that within 
three days thereafter ‘‘the governor-general in council“ issued the 
proclamation in accordance with the obligation imposed by good faith— 
the proclamation which should have been issued several years before, 

It should be borne in mind that during the long delay practiced in 
performing its duty in respect of the matters referred to our people 
were subjected to payment of large sums by way of duties upon nurser; 
stock, seeds, and other things, which ought of right to be refunde 
We shall fail of our duty to our own industries and to the good and 
loyal citizens whose energy and enterprise hath made us great as a 
people if we do not take some steps looking to the repayment of the 
duties thus wrongfully imposed and collected. It will be noticed that 
the Secretary of the Treasury was directed to make a report to this 
House which would form the basis of intelligent action in respect of 
such wrongfully imposed duties. 

But the majority of the Committee of Ways and Means, pressed as it 
was during Jast summer, charged by the self-imposed duty of legislat- 
ing in the interest of foreign rather than home industries, failed to re- 
port back the resolution, but the same, unlike their bill, sleeps tem- 
porarily, to be acted on, let us hope, early in the next Congress. Credit 
should be given the Dominion Government for its partial performance 
of duty. That credit, however, is of doubtful value when we consider 


that an honorable member of the Dominion Parliament on the 18th day s 


of last April proposed the passage of a bill in the following language: 


An act to prevent practice of fraud by tree peddlers and commission men in 
the sale of nursery stock, 

Whereas it is necessary and expedient to prevent the practice of fraud by 
tree peddlers and commission men in the sale of nursery stock: Therefore Her 
Majesty, by ard with the advice and consent of the senate and house of com- 
mons of Canada, enacts as follows: 

1. No person, and no agent of any corporation or association, shall sell or 
offer for sale any tree, plant, shrub, or vine or other nursery stock not grown 
in Canada without first filing with the secretary of state an affidavit setting 
forth his name, age, occupation, and residence, and, if an agent, the name, oc- 
cupution, and residence of his principal, and a statement as to where the nurs- 
ery stock aforesaid to be sold is grown, together with a bond to Her Majesty 
in the penal sum of dollars, conditioned to save harmless any citizen of 
Canada who is defrauded by any false or fraudulent representations as to the 
place where such stock sold by such person, corporation, or association was 

rown, or as to its quality, variety, or hardiness for climate: Provided, Thatthe 

nd aforesaid shall, when the principal is a resident of Canada, be given by 
such principal and not the nt. 

2. The secretary of state shall, on full compliance with the ener provis- 
ions, give to the applicant aforesaid a certificate under his official seal setting 
forth in detail the facts and stating that there has been full compliance by the 
said applicant with the provisions of this act, and such applicant shall exhibit 
=e pano psi a certified copy thereof to any person to whom stock is offered by 

m for sale. 

3. Every person, whether in the capacity of principal or agent, who sells or 
offers for sale in Canada, either as principal or agent, any foreign-grown nursery 
stock, shall furnish to the purchaser of such stock a duplicate order, with a con- 
tract specifying that such stock is true to name and as represented. 

4. Every person who sells or offers for sale in Canada, either as principal or 
agent, any foreign-grown nursery stock without first complying with the require- 
ments of this act, or refuses to exhibit the certificate mentioned in section 2 of 
this act, whenever demanded, or by means of any advertisement, circular, no- 
tice, or statement, printed or written, published or posted, or circulated by the 
agency of any officer, agent, or other person, or by any other means, falsely 
represents to any person or to the publie that such nursery stock is grown in 
Canada, and is hardy, and is adapted to the climate thereof, is guilty of a misde- 
meanor, and upon conviction thereof shall be liable to a fine of not less than $25 
nor exceeding $100, or to imprisonment for a term not less than ten nor more 
than sixty days. 


At the same time steps were taken looking to the reimposition of 
duties on nursery stock. Moreover, it appears that even now the in- 
troducer of the bill just read is endeavoring to secure consideration and 

thereof by the Dominion Parliament, while interested parties 
in Canada are procuring and presenting daily to the house of commons 
in Ottawa petitions— 
for reimposing duties on fruits and nursery stock removed last session, and 
for increasing the duty on all vegetables, including melons, to 30 per cent. ad 
valorem when imported from the United States.” 

The question of the export duty on logs has also attracted, indeed 
even now attracts, much attention on both sides of the line. In view 
of these things can it be wondered that our relations are somewhat 
strained? I have introduced and urge upon Congress the passage of a 
bill which is now before the Committee on Ways and Means, which I 
ask to read. It is entitled A bill to regulate commerce between the 
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United States and foreign countries.“ Its preamble and provisions 
read as follows: 


Whereas the Dominion of Canada did by proclamation of date of April 13, 
1888, declare that under the provisions of chapter 33 of the customs act of Can- 


ada n fruits, certain seeds, trees, shrubs, plants, and vegetables, all spe- 
tifleally 5 prescribed, should from that time,and arrr mas Pta provided, be ad- 
mitted into Canada free of duty; and 


Whereas the Canadian Government is now contemplating the rescinding of 
such action and the restoration of the duties on the above-mentioned articles, 
oe Nirta ee exhibited a disposition to favor other legislation of a hostile 

aracter; an 

Whereas there has been introduced into the Canadian Parliament a measure 
known as the Boyle bill (No. 105), which places the sale of nursery stock prova 
by American nurserymen under certain ctions and regulations, with the 
intention of excluding such American nurserymen from Canadian territory, 
and thus crippling an important branch of American industry; and 

Whereas by recent legislation the Canadian Government has im an in- 
creased export duty on pine saw-logs and round unmanufactured ber, with 
one a on of making the exportation of such merchandise prohibitory : 

erefore, 

Be it enacted, elo., That all articles imported into the United States, in addition 
to the eee duties now or which may hereafter be imposed by the laws of 
the Uni States thereon, shall pay an additional duty equal in amount toany 
export duty which may be imposed on the shipment of like articles to the 
United States. 

Src. 2. That in case any foreign country shall im 
logs, shingle bolts, or other kinds of wood that may for or as 
the raw material of any American saw-mill, mill, or ry, that the sawn 
lumber, shingles, or other manufactured product of such kinds of logs, bolts, 
or wood as may have an export duty im upon it by such country shall, 
when imported from such country, be subject, in addition to the regular duty 
5 by law, to an additional duty equivalent to the amount of such ex- 
po: y. 

Sec. 3. That all articles, on shipment into the United States, whether em- 
braced in the free-list of the United States or otherwise, shall pay no less rate 
of duty than is or may be le by the laws of the country of export on 
like articles imported into said country from the United States. 

Sec. 4. That the following articles shall, on importation into the United 
States, be subject to the following rate of duty: 

Eggs, 5 cents per dozen. 

Hay, 25 per cent, ad valorem, 

Straw, $3 per ton. 

Potatoes, 25 cents per bushel. 

Fish (fresh for immediate consumption), 1 cent per pound. 

Apples ps 40 cents per bushel. 

Apples ed), 2 cents per pound. 

Youltry and game of all kinds, 20 per cent. ad valorem. 

Sxc. 5. That all ad valorem duties imposed by the laws of the United States 
on goods, wares, and merchandise imported from foreign countries shall be as- 
sessed upon the actual retail price of or value at which such goods are sold for 
home consumption in the country of production or export, whenever in the 
country of such production or export ad valorem duties upon goods, wares, or 
mere! imported into such country from the United States are assessed 
upon the retail price or value at which such goods are sold for home consump- 
e duty on the pack hich 

EC, at should any country impose a duty on the packages in w are 
contained goods, wares, and merchandise imported into that country from the 
United States, there shall be imposed a like duty on similar packages in which 


an ex 


rt duty upon 
design 


goods, wares, and merchandise are imported into the United States from the 
country imposing such duty. 
Sec. 7. That this act shall take effect from and after the date of its passage. 


Now, I ap to the House and to the country if it is not fair and 
just to ourselves and to those we represent that we should enact this 
or some other just measure in the way of precaution at the very earliest 
date? As to the log question I have said: 


perthousand. Ten times as many logs are shipped from the 
United States to Canada as are imported into this country, yet our Congress is 
prohibited by the Constitution from putting an export duty on anything. That 
9 we hope to overcome in another way, unless the Canadians agree 
to treat the business of exporting logs as we do. 

Our policy with respect to that question is embodied in the tariff measure 
lately passed by the Senate. We propose to reduce the lumber duty from $2 to 
$1.50 per thousand feet; but in the case of countries imposing an export duty 
on timber or woods of any kind we will add the amount of such export duty to 
our duty on the sawn lumber imported from such country. For instance, the 
Canadians impose $3 a thousand feet export duty. If they continue doing so 
or im any rate of exportduty the duty on Canadian sawed lumber brought 
into United States will, under our bill, be $4.50 per thousand feet. If they 
reduce the export duty to $2,the American duty on lumber will be $3.50 per 
thousand. If the Canadians abolish the export duty altogether, then of course 
eres lumber will only be subject to the regular duty of $1.50 per thousand 


fee’ 

We do not desire or intend to dictate to a friendly power any course of | 
lation they may in their judgment deem it for their interest to maintain. We 
simply desire to enact such laws as will be constitutionally protective of Amer- 
ican interests. There is no retaliation involved in the question. Export duties 
on raw material is a relic of barbarism. 

Our logs in immense volume go out free to any country which desires them 
and always will. Fair play is a jewel. We want it and must have it. 

The course it is proj to adopt in the bill isa means to an end. Read it 
very carefully and see in ita beacon light for the commercial world and all 
governments alike. 


Now, suppose the Dominion Parliament reimposes the duty on our 
nurserymen and enact the pending bond bill. True they hurt both 
themselves and our people at the same time. It may be said that they 
will suffer in the greatest degree. I think they would, but we awe it 
to “‘ humanity’ to prevent even our Canadian friends from inflicting 
wrongs upon themselves. But to enact the pending legislation referred 
to in the Dominion Parliament would be a flagrant wrong—an act of 
bad faith on the part of the Canadian Government that would seri- 


ously impair existing friendly trade relations. Its very proposal seems 
to demand and justify the legislation by Congress now proposed. 

The great need at this time on the north side of the line is wise coun- 
sels, statesmanlike leadership. 

In a few days we shall pass out from the ‘‘dreary waste and desert ” 
through which the country has been traveling for four years, and will 
come once more into the sunlight of a new and wiser administration. 
One by the people, of the people, and for the people, and if our 
neighbors on the north will afford us the opportunity we will teach 
them wisdom and give their representatives, if they will d a lit- 
tle time here as our guests, an opportunity to study our itutions 
on the spot. 

I remember, Mr. Speaker, that when in the dark days of rebellion 
our call went forth to the brave men of the North to volunteer in de- 
fense of the Union, over forty-six thousand Canadians enrolled them- 
selves among its defenders. The time is coming when they will bein 
the Union themselves, a part of us, they and their children and their 
lands. God speed the day! I am hoping to see the day of Canada’s 
richest blessing when she becomes a part of our confederation. Her 
people are ready. Let them speak and their leaders must heed. 
‘t Commercial union“ we will not favor, except as a means to a speedy 
end. Meanwhile, Mr. Speaker, I conceive it to be our imperative duty 
to enact such legislation as will enable our Government to afford speedy 
protection to our own vast interests at the instant of any hostile or un- 
friendly legislation by the Dominion Parliament. 

We have always met our Canadian neighbors in a generous spirit, 
and ever will. The trouble is and has been that we have not been 
treated in good faith. We notice with unconcern the development of 
the British scheme which is said by some to be a menace to the navi- 
gation, transportation, and commercial interests of the United States, 
and we are not unmindful of the military preparations of the British 
Government on this continent. The people of the United States, who 
fought the greatest war of all ages and at its close sent back to the pur- 
suits of peace a million trained soldiers and in two decades achieved 
the material victories that they have, need have no concern, while ever 
watchful of the affairs of our neighboring nation. As a people we wish 
them well, but for our own we demand justice and fair play. 


Interstate Commerce. 


SPEECH 
HON. CHARLES H. GROSVENOR, 


OF OHIO. 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 


Saturday, March 2, 1889. 


The House having under consideration the bill S, 2851, being an act to amend 
an act entitled An act to regulate commerce,” approved rch 4, 1887, and 
the question being upon agreeing to the report of the conference committee 


Mr. GROSVENOR said: 

Mr. SPEAKER: The amendment which I had the honor to offer, and 
which is to be abandoned by the ‘report of the conference committee, 
is in the following words: 


Add at the end of section 1 the following: 

“Provided, That it shall be unlawful for any common carrier subject 
to the provisions of this act to carry refined oil or other petroleum products, 
cotton-seed oil, or turpentine, for any pe spe in tank or cylinder cars, except 
upon the condition that said carrier shall e rge the same rate, respectively, for 
the transportation of said products in wooden pee je or barrels, in car-load 
lots, as in said tank or cylinder cars, the said tank and cylinder and said wooden 
packages and barrels being carried free in each case.“ 


I do not occupy the ground which has been so eloquently covered by 
the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. ANDERSON], nor do I join that gentle- 
man in the criticisms of the railroad corporations of the country. My 

ition upon that subject is perfectly well known and understood. I 
believe that all railroad corporations brought into existence in response 
to publie demand were ready, willing, and capable of transacting the 
business of the country in a manner entirely just to all the business 
interests of the communities; and if leſt to themselves that competition 
would have better regulated the whole subject than any enactment of 
law. 

I had the distinguished honor, and it gives me greatsatisfaction, of 
voting against the interstate-commerce bill at every stage; and I have 
voted agains; this bill and shall continue to do so. I voted against the 
original act known as the interstate-commerce law. I did it because I 
believed that it would result in just what it has resulted in—absolute 
failure to accomplish its purpose. 

Whatever may have been the original purpose of the inventors or 
projectors of this special legislation, it is very certain that the people 
of the United States have received no possible benefit from it. It has 
placed upon their shoulders the burden of an enormous increase of 
public expenditure, but has resulted in nothing valuable whatever. I 
speak with some feeling about this provision in its effect upon the sec- 
tion of the country where I live. I know that it has deranged the 
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business of the country; that it has injured ship: 


ypers—ruined many of 
them—to enable the corporations which saw fit to do so toshield them- 
selves behind the provisions of the law, to do injustice wherever they 
saw proper to doso. 

At the time the original act was pending I called the attention of the 
House to the presence in the bill of this remarkable language, Under 
substantially similar circumstances and conditions, and Isaid then that 


if I were permitted to do so I would move to strike that language out of 
the bill; but I was not Rap mee to do so, for I was gagged by the 
previous question, and the dragon’s teeth of these words thus sown 
under our own observation have produced a crop of bad results. That 
language was skillfully conceived and adroitly inserted in the enact- 
ment. It could have but one effect, and that was to disorganize and 
to create misunderstanding. But it was adhered to with great tenacity 
by the sponsors of this legislation at the other end of the Capitol, and 
even greater than was any other enactment of the bill. It was the 
favored legislation, it was the favored enactment, it was the bantling 
of somebody’s ingenuity, and it was adopted by all the promoters of 
this bill and no argument could effect any change of purpose. Out of 
it has grown all the wrong of which we complain in Ohio. Ifit was 
not put into the bill for the purpose of enabling certain shippers to 
procure certain discrimination, then the constructors of that bill builded 
wiser than they knew. 

And now, Mr. Speaker, I make the broad charge here that there has 
been no step taken under this enactment that has ever resulted in 
breaking down discrimination by railroad rations throughout the 
country, and that there exists to-day, forti behind this legislation, 
a system of discrimination more flagrant, more glaring, more outra- 
geous, and more inconsistent with the original pretended purpose of this 
legislation than any discrimination that was ever attempted or dared 
to be attempted by any corporation prior to thisenactment. Jurisdic- 
tion has been assumed by this commission, and I cast no aspersion 
against that body. It rises just about as high as its source; it bears 
about the same comparative relation to effecting a valuable legislation 
in this behalf as a eunuch bears to the human family; it has no power 
in itself. It is a mere fulminating machine to utter platitudes to the 
people of the country without any power of enforcing its judgment. 

I undertake to say that this assumed power over the railroads of the 
country has operated in one way or another to exclude the jurisdiction 
of State Legislatures and State tribunals to such an extent as to leave 
the shippers of the country substantially without protection, and I 
call attention to the fact, which must be an impressive one to the men 
who hoped that some good was to come of this legislation, that not- 
withstanding the presence of this law for nearly two years and its 
operations in all directions, no case has been made that has reached a 
final result. The best legal minds of the country doubt the constitu- 
tionality of many provisions of this law. I doubt them, although I 
do not class f with the best legal minds of this country. I 
never did believe that certain provisions of this law were constitu- 
tional, and yet, Mr. Speaker, no railroad company has ever been put 
into a position such that it desired the question of the constitutionality 
of this law tested, so far asI know. They have been quite content 
with the muddle that has been produced by it, and are willing to go 
on stirring the muddy waters of uncertainty while great interests are 
erushed to death. : 

Now, Mr. Speaker, aftera great deal of consideration a provision was 
brought here to relieve the difficulty growing out of the original act, 
and the House of Rej tives introduced the amendment about 
which I am ing into the bill, a very simple provision, a provision 
to compel rai companies to carry and transport oils, turpentine, 
etc., in barrels, in car-load lots, at the same See ae a similar 

uantity in tank car-load lots; but the moment that was put into 
the bill, just so quick the distinguished gentlemen at one end of the 
Capitol or the other, who had been posing as the friends of the people 
and insisting equal rights toall, and who were hostile to the greed- 
iness of the rai corporations, shrank from their duty in this behalf 
and ran away. No matter that appeal after appeal came here from the 
manufacturing interests of the country; no matter that it was pointed 
out from one end to the other that the discrimination was glaring and 
outrageous, they started at the other end of the Capitol with the proc- 
lamation that it was class legislation, and some distinguished authori- 
ties in this country have gotten it into their heads that where you leg- 
islate upon provisions to carry oil and turpentine and name it, that that 
is class legislation. 

Why, we have legislated upon the subject of classes; but to get rid of 
their position the suggestion is made that the naming of oil isa great 
political crime in this country. This is the proposition that was made: 

That it shall be unlawful for any common carrier subject to the provisions of 
this act to transport cars for any shipper who shall own or control the same 
except upon condition that the same shall carry by such car the property of all 
shippers without discrimination or favor, or shall furnish — cars to all 
shippers upon the same terms and conditions. 

Now the charge of class legislation was gotten rid of; here was gen- 
eral legislation—a general topic, but it met with exactly the same fate. 
It was a proposition Jookinig to put into plain English language what 
was alleged, but fraudulently alleged in my judgment, to be theorig- 
inal purpose of this act. There it stands, embodied in plain English. 
It meant simply this: There shall be no discrimination among shippers; 


one man shall have as fair a chance as another; all men shall stand 
alike in this country with relation to the common carriers of the 
country. It is an embodiment of all that ever was worthy of an honest 
man’s consideration for one moment. It is all there. It is the gist 
and marrow of the whole plan, and these projectors, its high priests, 
its sponsors, ran from its cradle and fled with the precipitancy of an- 
cient Peter from the guard. They ran away from the whole business 
and let it die, and let the evil stand. 

The whole miserable muddle, gentlemen of the House of Représent- 
atives, is this: It is the putting upon the statute-book a thing ‘‘ with- 
out beginning of days or end of years;’’ without authority to enforce 
the opinions of its tribunal, barring the right of citizens to enter tri- 
bunals near the homes and business places of the injured, fencing up 
the avenues of redress in such a way as to make them impossible of 
travel by the persons interested, and when traveled valueless as means 
of redress. It created a board, as I have said, for the mere purposeof 
fulmination, and it now appears that whenever there is an amendment 
suggested to this legislation that is likely to touch anything, accom- 
plish anything, hit anything, its authors flee from it. This amend- 
ment is the first proposition that has ever been made to steer this law 
up against anything. It has gone wending its way through the mazes 
of Congressional complication, and has successfully avoided putting 
its finger on anything, and now when an effort is made that is practi- 
cal these gentlemen jump up and figuratively shout: ‘‘ Look out, you 
will hit something if you do not mind!’’ There is something in the 
way. What isit that is in the way? Great monopolies, enormous 
enterprises are in the way. 

So we came here with an amendment meeting the identical case, ap- 
plying it to oil, turpentine, etc., just the things to which they had 

led attention. Then, when the great posers and im upon the 
public of this country denounced it in the other end of the Capitol, 
we said, We will shear it; it shall be shorn of all ial features and 
we will make a general, sweeping, equitable provision, which shall say 
that the railroad company, if it carries for A a car-load of oil ina tank, 
ata given price, shall also carry for B a similar quantity, or furnish 
him a car and do the same by him.” There is no way, my country- 
men, but for this House, the Representatives of the people, with the 
intelligent knowledge which we now have, tostop further proceedings, 
defeat this bill, and some time or other secure the passage of legislation 
that will cure the evils under which the people are complaining. 

I denounce, as an on betrayal of the confidence of the people 
of this country, the rejection 6f this amendment. I am not complain- 
ing, Mr. Speaker, of the Committee on Commerce of this House. I ac- 
cord to them the utmost fair dealing and intelligent consideration of 
this great problem, In their deliberate. judgment, patriotically reached 
I agree, they have said it is better to take something than to get noth- 
ing. My opinion is, however, that they will grasp at a shadow of some- 
thing, and will find when they have taken hold of what they think is 
something, in fact itis nothing. It is a shadow, it is a myth, it is an 
apparition ofjustice, and not justice; and the strongest argument against 
what is left in this report, to my mind is that it has received the sanc- 
= of deed members of the conference committee at the other end of the 

pito 

I do not believe they would have consented to anything that would 
have the slightest effect on God’s earth except creating a commission 
to draw their salaries. But I do not complain of this commission, as 
I have already said; a stream does not rise any higher than its source. 
We have been living under this act for, lo! these many months, and I 
have here in my hand an utterance of this very commission saying 
that in the decision of this very question in the case of Rice against a 
railroad company there was an opening in the statute, a defect that 
ought to be filled up and improved by legislation; and we came here 
with that identical legislation—the very thing the commission said 
ought to be put into the constitution, and this conference committee 
rejects it. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I understand that the amendments pro- 
posed by my colleague met just the requirements suggested by the com- 
mission. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Coming to the fact that there was a discrimina- 
tion which they could not cure with the law as it stood, the commis- 
sion said: 

These facts are noted for the pu of placing the whole subject distinctly 
before the National Legislature. If it isthe will oi that all transporta- 
tion of persons and property by rail should come under same rules of general 


right and equity, some further desi; ons of the agencies in 3 
which shall be controlled by such would seem to be indispensable, 


From this—this is a commission that has not any power except to 
talk—they talk and speak in plain English—they said that this dis- 
crimination by tank-car business was a violation of the law, and they 
said if it is the will of Congress that all transportation of persons and 
property shall come under the same rules of general right and equity, 
then this thing ought to be relieved against, and I stand here to-day 
and say in plain English that the action of these men in refusing this 
amendment justifies me in saying in the very language of this demand 
these gentlemen do not desire, do not intend, will not have it, That 
all transportation of persons and property by rail shall come under the 


same rules of general right and equity.“ 
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There never was a more simple proposition made to anybody, never 
a proposition more easy of accomplishment, never a betrayal more un- 
justifiable. We simply say to the railroad corporations, if you carry 
u car-load of oil in a tank at a given price, you shall either furnish 
another the same car at the same price or else you shall carry a similar 
quantity in barrels at the same price. 

Mr. Speaker, it was said by my friend from New York [Mr. WHITE] 


in the debate a few days ago that the presence of these corporations in 
this matter had cheapened oil everywhere, and I grant that there is 
much in the figures or history of all transactions to justify his state- 
ment; but I desire to put into my speech some figures which will go 
very far to show that the gentleman’s statement must be taken with 
many grounds of allowance, 

It is true that by reason of the pipe-line system and the enormous 
increase in the production, and many other reasons, this product has 
been greatly cheapened; but in a trial upon one of these questions in 
a court in Ohio evidence was offered, and not contradicted; showing the 
effect which the competition of one individual, Mr. ere Rice, a citi- 
zen of my district, had upon the market; and I append here a table 
showing the effect of this competition upon the market in a large num- 
ber of places. 

Now, it is a well-known fact that the Standard carries its oils almost 
wholly in tank-cars and dumps same into iron reservoirs at central 
points in all the States, and distributes same into barrels and tank- 

* wagons, and yet with these great advantages in their favor of 12 cents 
to $2.39 per barrel (between barrels and same number gallons in tank- 
cars, 50 each barrel), one George Rice has sent his oils (per his own’ 
sworn statement before the Manufactures Committee of session) 
to far-off distant points and reduced the price of Standard oils from 5 
to 11 cents per gallon, as the following statement shows: 


Prices made by Standard Oil Company before the oils of Geo. Rice entered 
the points below, and also prices to which they were cut by the Slandard 
after entry of said oils. 
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Which conclusively proves that competition is the sole and prinċipal 
reason for low prices; and if a gallon of oil in a barrel is allowed to be 
carried as cheap as a gallon in a tank-car there will be freer competition 
and much lower prices. Increased production has also helped to lower 
prices. 

Oils ought to be carried cheaper by the gallon in a barrel than in a 
tank-car, because it is worth one-third as much to haul back an empty 
tank-carasitis worth to carry the load forward, based on low-class freight - 
like oil, coal, pig-iron, ete. Tank-carsare not adapted to return freight 
except in a few isolated cases from the South, turpentine and cotton- 
seed oil—which the Standard has the monopoly of. 3 

It is also said that each case must stand on its own bottom, which 
means that one must enter complaint against every road in the United 
States on one plain state of facts, as there is no difference in any case, 
except as the commission has construed, where return loads are ap- 
plicable, which is not 5 per cent. of all in the United States, but at the 
same time these return loads, what there is, is absolutely controlled by 
the Standard Oil Company. 

This assertion is sufficient of itself of a denial of justice to the peo- 
ple. This broad principle should be asserted: That the roads must 

a gallon of oil in a barrel as cheap as a gallon in a tank-car, until 
they furnish the tank-cars to all shippers who apply or provide the 
two methods. 

Page 15, First Annual Report of the Commission, places the same 
before Congress for their action. 

Mr. Speaker, there is no way to remedy this evil but for this House, 
with the intelligent knowledge which we now have, to stop further 
proceedings upon this bill, and at some time or other to secure the pas- 
sage of legislatioa which will cure the flaws in it of which the people 
are complaining. I do not believe that any good result has grown out 
of this intermeddling with the business affairs of the country, and if 
this law is here to stay, if a law born of prejudice and misunderstand- 
ing is to remain a permanent fixture upon the statute-books, then let 
us remedy it, let us build it up as other laws have been built. 

It is not strange; Mr. Speaker, that this enactment failed in its first 
enforcement. Other great departments of legislation have had similar 
results. Mostof our statutes in the States have been matters of growth, 
The municipal laws of our States consisted originally of but a few sec- 
tions. The laws regulating the construction, repairs, and maintenance 
of the different railroads of the country were all embodied in a few para- 

phs, and time suggested to wise statesmanship here another idea to 

put on, and there another, and here some new feature developed, 
and so the municipal laws of the country and the various regulations 
and the great system of legislation of the country have been matters of 
growth. They have been built by the push, study, and application of 
wise and just statesmanship, and so it is not wise that the progenitors 
of this law stand across the pathway of this reform. 

The interstate-commerce law as it was passed and as it has been at- 
tempted to be enforced has impeded, disarranged. and destroyed busi- 
ness. It has made it possible for great corporations to combine more 
secretly and securely than ever before to produce the destruction of 
smaller ones; it has given them intrenchments behind which they could 
terrify the country with their exactions and discriminations, and it has 
done no good whatever. 

Here is an extract or two from a letter I received to-day from one of 
the leading miners and shippers of coal in the Northwest: 

As I stated to you in a personal conversation in Columbus, this whole inter- 
state-commerce act is a delusion anda snare, and helps no one except the wealthy 
railway companies of the country. You can see from the recommendations of 
Judge Cooley, appearing from e to time in the public p; that he is far 
more solicitous for the welfare of the stockholders of raitroads then for that of 
the general public, Although almost every railway in the country has violated, 
and is daily violating, the provisions of the interstate-commerce act, not asingle 
fine or penalty has yet been im for any violation of this law. Indeed, the 
commission have rendered certain decisions not only in violation of the inter- 
state-commerce law but in violation of every principle of justice. Coal mined 
in your district, and indeed in Ohio and Pennsylvania, is now excluded from 

rge markets in Minnesota, Dakota. and elsewhere in the Northwest by reason 
of the Interstate Commission upholding a most unjust discrimination in favor 
aise pe 8 eee í the veil ral f lines runni 

ear l in o! 
from hare to the Ne dorch ent in order to favor bn a . tale at 
coal along their lines from mines in which they and their friends own stock 
and have controlling interest, made a certain schedule of rates from Chicago to 
points west of the Mississippi River that for like distances and under like con- 
ditions gave an advantage of 40 cents a ton to Illinois coal over that mined in 
Ohio, As an illustration, when coal is shipped from Wilmington, III., to St. 
Paul, Minn., it comes here over the Alton road to Chicago at a cost of 40 cents 
per ton. From here it is shipped to St. Paul at a rate of $2aton. The North- 
western Railway pays back to the Alton road the entire cost of the carriage of 
this coal to Chicago. Asa consequence the net rate to St. Paul is $1.60 on Illi- 
nois from Chicago and $2 on the Hocking Valley coal, Other railroads run- 
ning to the Northwest allow a similar rebate on coal mined in Southern Illinois 
and in Indiana, but refuse to make any rebate on Eastern coal. 

This case of discrimination was laid before the Interstate Commission, and 
the facts were admitted by the company against which the complaint was made. 
If this is not a case of discrimination it would be impossible to find a case of 
railway discrimination. Suit was brought in accordance with the unanimous 
wish and upon the request of the coal isin of Ohio and Pennsylvania, In 
the face of the admitted facts Judge Walker rendered a decision against us and 
in favor of the railway company, alleging in substance that it was not deemed 
policy to disturb existing relations between the railway lines in the Northwest, 
At the very time this decision was rendered statements appeared in the public 
press that this very Judge Walker was the choice of the Northwestern and other 
railroads as 3388 commissioner. It appears, then, that at the very time he 


rendered this d on he was n g fora lucrative position with the very 
railway company in whose be the decision was rendered. At a meeting 


184 


APPENDIX TO THE CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 


held in Indianapolis of the miners and operators of several States this matter 

was taken up, and aresolution was unanimously passed to lay before the Con- 

men of the States of Ohio and Pennsylvania the facts of the discrimination 

ere alluded to, and also the injustice and wrong done by the decision of Judge 

Walker. Will you kindly let me know in what shape it would be best to pre- 
sent this matter? i 

It seems to me jt is high time that some Representative in Congress shall in- 
augurate some action looking to the abolishment of this colossal farce known 
as the interstate-commerce law. 

The writer isa shipper and is interested in low freights and fair 
dealing. 

And now, forthe first time, the Congress of the United States is brought 
face to face with a practical proposition, a ‘practical effort to do a prac- 
tical thing. The question is: Shall one man, or, if you please, one in- 
dividual, crush everybody else and break them down, and then when 
they appeal to the courts, or appeal to Congress, shall they be met by 
the statement that what they propose is class legislation? 

Whatever may have been the original purpose and intention of the 
originators of this enactment, surely, if it was a wise and good purpose, 
it has failed, and the reason I say this now is that when these men are 
confronted with the manifest evils which have resulted in a large de- 
gree from this enactment, then you are presented with a plan by which 
relief can be had; a plan proposed by the commission of the law itself; 
a commission which they have called upon to administer this law that 
refuse to do anything. - 

The whole law is class legislation, and if my friend from Georgia 
[Mr. Crisp]. the able chairman of the conference committee, occupied 
an antagonistic position to mine, I would challenge him to say here to 
the hearing of the whole country whether this whole law is not class 
legislation. The pretext of class legislation for the breaking down of 
wholesome enactments is the battle cry of the uneducated and the ig- 
norant. The man who fortifies himself behind the cry of class legis- 
lation nine times out of ten will be found to have a small investment 
of intellectual capital, and that what he has is largely prejudice, and 
appeals to prejudice, and the great defect of his character is his total ig- 
norance of what he is talking about. The railroads themselves are a 
class of property. Goods to be transported by railroad are a class of 
property as contradistinguished from all the property of the real estate 
of the country; aud so you can not legislate upon any of these subjects 
without being just as open to the charge of class legislation as in the 
present case. 

We come here, Mr. Speaker, with a case—a case that no man has 
broken down, a case that comes within the scope of the legislative 

wer of Congress. if it ever had any power in this direction. We 
fave made a case that no man,has offered or sought to gainsay as to 
its equity and justice. We have appealed on behalf of a great class of 
manufacturers ,in this country that they shall not be destroyed by a 
single power, and that is our proposition here to-day, simply and 
plainly stated. I hope this House will adhere to its amendment and 
put she onus upon the other end of the Capitol of defeating this leg- 
islation. 


Land-Grant Forfeitures. 


REMARKS 


OF 


HON. JOHN L. MAODONALD, 


OF MINNESOTA, 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 


Saturday, March 2, 1889, 


On the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses as to the bjll (S. 1430) to forfeit certain lands heretofore granted 
for the purpose of aiding in the construction of certain railroads, and the 
amendments of the House to the same, 


Mr. MACDONALD said: 

Mr. SPEAKER: To better understand the questions involved, it will 
be well to recall to our minds what has been the difference between the 
Senate and House upon this subject of forfeiture of lands heretofore 
granted to railroads. 

In May last the Senate passed the bill (S. 1430) under consideration. 
The effect of that bill will be (according to the report of the Committee 
on the Public Lands, made by its chairman, Mr. HOLMAN) to forfeit 
to the United States the lands heretofore granted to railroads to aid in 
their construction, which pertain to and are coterminous with the por- 
tions of such railroads as are not now completed and in operation. This 
would be to declare a forfeiture of portions of the following nts, 
which are now understood to be claimed and controlled by the follow- 
ing railroad companies: ` 

First. The Florida Railroad Company; that part of the grant lying between 
Plant City and 8 and that portion of the Cedar Keys branch of said road 
lying Lehi oof Waldo and Cedar Keys, a distance of 20 miles of railroad, now 
unconst 


Second. The Tennessee and Coosa Railroad Com ; that part of the grant 
from Gadsden to Guntersyille, Ala., a distance of 38 miles, unconstructed, 


Third. The Coosa and Chattancoga Railroad Com y; that part ofthe grant 
from Gadsden to Georgia State Line, a distance of 37.5 miles, unconstructed. 

Fourth, The Mobile and Girard Railroad Company; that part of the grant 
from Troy to Mobile, a distance of 139.6 miles, unconstructed. 

Fifth, The Alabama and Tennessee Rivers Railroad Company; that part of 
the grant from Jacksonville to Gadsden, a distance of 23.42 miles, unconstructed. 

Sixth. The Marquette and 8 Railroad Company; that part of the 
grant from L’ Anse to Ontonagon, a distance of 45 miles, unconstructed. 

Seventh. The Ontonagon and State Line Company; that part of the 
erent See Rockland to Wisconsin State line, a distance of 55 miles, uncon- 
structed. 

Eighth. The Amboy, tansy and Traverse Bay Railroad Company; that 
5 onfe grant from Jonesville to Amboy, a distance of 20 miles, uncon- 
structed. 

Ninth. The Gulf and Ship Island Railroad Company; that part of the grant 
from Brandon to Mississippi City, a distance of 170 miles, unconstructed; being 
the entire line of the road. 

Tenth, The Minnesota and Pacific Railroad Company ; that part of grant op- 
posite to and coterminous with remainder of line uncompleted, 5,37 miles, 

Eleventh, Southern Minnesota and Minnesota Valley Company; that partof: 
the grant from St. Anthony via Minneapolis to Shakopee, west of Mississippi 
River, a distance of 25 miles, uncompleted. 

Twelfth. The Southern Minnesota Railroad Company; that part of the grant 
from Houstan to Rochester, a distance of 58.5 miles, unconstructed. 

Thirteenth, The Portage and Winnebago Ra d Company; that part of the 
grant from Ashland toSuperior City, a distance of 84 miles, unconstructed. | 

Fourteenth. The Sioux City and St. Paul Railroad Company; that part of the 
homers oponas to and coterminous with, a distance of 26.91 miles, is uncon- 
structed. 

Fifteenth. The Northern Pacific Railroad oopsny; that part of the grant 
from Wallula Junction, Washington Territory, to Portland, Oregon, a distance 
of 225 miles, unconstructed. 

Sixteenth. Southern Pacific Railroad Company; that part of the grant from 
Tres Pinos to Huron, a distance of 84 miles, unconstructed. 

So that the aggregate number ofmiles of the uncompleted railroads to aid in 
the construction of which lands had been granted by Congress is, according to 
the report of the General Land Office, 1,049.23 miles. 


When this bill was received here from the Senate it was referred to 
the Committee on the Public Lands, and that committee, in June last, 
reported it back to the House with an amendment in the nature of a 
substitute, which the majority recommended being adopted, and which 
was as follows: 


An act to forfeit certain lands heretofore granted for the purpose of aiding in 
the construction of railroads, and for other purposes. 


Be it enacted, etc., That all lands heretofore granted by Congress to any State 
or to any corporation to aid in the construction of a railroad or a railroad and 
telegraph line op ite to and coterminous with the portion of any such rail- 
road not constructed and completed within the time specified in the law mak- 
ing the grant for the construction and completion of the whole of such ra 
are hereby declared forfeited to the United States, and the United States re- 
sumes title thereto, and all such lands so granted lying opposite to and cotermi- 
nous with the portion of any such rail not geen Sa. be and completed within 
the time prescrived by the act of Congress making such grant for the construc- 
tion and completion of the whole railroad as provided for by such act, is hereb 
restored to the public domain and declared to be a portion thereof: Provided. 
however, That the forfeiture hereby declared shall not extend to the right of way 
through the remainder of the route, including the necessary depot grounds, 
switches, side-tracks, and turn-tables of any such railroad ration as now 
occupied and used by such corporation, or to lands included in any village, 
town, or city within the limits of the lands hereby declared forfeited. 

Src. 2, That the forfeiture 3 declared not extend to lands adjacent 
to and coterminous with any portion of any such railroad which is now com- 
pleted which were sold by the company controlling or owning such railroad 

rior to January 1, 1888, to bona fide purchasers for a valuable consideration, 
But the title to such lands aye hereby confirmed to such p their heirs 

or assigns, upon condition that all persons claiming the benefit of this section 
shall, within one year from the of this act, make and file before the 8 
ister and receiver of the proper land office, subject to an appeal to the Comm 
sioner of the General Land Office, proof of the faith, consideration, date, 
and extent of his or her purchase; and after h g such proofs and investigat- 
ing each case the register and receiver shall determine whether any all 
purchase was in fact made in good faith, for a and valuable consideration, 
prior to January 1, 1888, and shall note the fin ing in each case on the records 
of the local land office, and shall thereafter certify the same to the Commissioner 
of the General Land Office: Provided, That nothing herein contained shall be 
construed to confirm any such purchases of land upon which there were prior 
bona fide pre-emption or homestead claims, valid and subsisting on the Ist day 
of January, 1888, arising or asserted under color of the laws of the United States, 
and all such pre-emption and homestead are hereby confirmed. 

Src, 3. That all settlers upon any of the land forfeited by this act are hereby. 
permitted and authorized to acquire title to not exceeding 160 acres in each case, 
as a homestead, under and pursuant to the laws relating thereto, and in making 
final proof of such homestead the settler shall be allowed for the time he has 
already resided upon and cultivated the same, 

Sxc, 4. That no land declared forfeited to the United States by this act shall 
inure to the benefit of any State or corporation to which lands may have been 
granted by Congress; nor shall this act be construed to enlarge the area of land 
1 covered by any such grant, or to waive or release in any way any 
right of the United States to have other lands nted by them as recited in the 
a 2 oe for any failure, past or future, to comply with the condi- 

ons of the gran 

Sec. 5. That all lists of lands heretofore certified and all patents issued to any 
State and all patents heretofore issued to any corporation for lands embraced 
in any grant beyond the portion thereof coterminous with the railroad actually 
completed within the time prescribed by law for its entire completion are 

by declared inoperative and void, and proper proceedings shall be insti- 
tul y the Attorney-General to annul the same. 

Sec. 6. That all acts in conflict with this act are repealed. 


It should also be stated that two members of the majority of the com- 
mittee (Messrs. STONE, of Missouri, and MoRAE) united in a separa 


te re- 
port, in which they appeoa of the majority report as far as it went, 
but insisted that it should have provided for a forfeiture of all lands 


where the railroad has not been built within the time provided in the 
granting act. 

The minority of this committee made a report dissenting from the 
views of the majority, and recommending the adoption of a substitute 
proposed by them, which was substantially the same as the Senate bill. 

Soon after these reports were made the bill and proposed amend - 
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ments came before the House, and after discussion the substitute pro- 
posed by the majority of the committee was adopted by the House and 

and sent to the Senate as the views of this branch of Congress 
upon the subject of railroad land forfeiture. It was at an early day 
taken up by the Senate, and that body by vote refused to recede and 
asked for a committee of conference; which was granted, and on the 6th 
day of July last, nine months ago, this committee (consisting of Messrs. 
HOLMAN, STONE of Missouri, and PAYSON) was appointed. 

This important matter has therefore remained in the hands of the 
conference committee until yesterday, when the report now under con- 
sideration was made. 

he gentleman from Missouri [Mr. STONE] having by his filibus- 
tering” tactics succeeded, with the aid of two or three other gentle- 
men, in defeating any action upon the report of the committee of con- 
ference upon this bill, providing for a forfeiture of all lands pertaining 
to theuncompleted portions of all the land-grant roads, I feel it incum- 
bent upon me as a member of the Committee on Public Lands, and in 
justice to myself, to make some remarks upon this action of these gen- 
tlemen, and upon the bill and report and statement of the conferees on 
the of this House. 

I feel, sir, that in failing to secure the forfeiture and return to the 

mblic domain of any of the public lands subject to forfeiture we 
Late signally failed in the performance of an important publie duty 
incumbent upon us, and that the country will hold us responsible for 
this; and feeling, as I do, that the responsibility for this failure should 
he placed where it belongs, I am prompted to thus attempt to place it 


there. 

To bogin with, the passage of this bill or anysimilar measureat this 
session of Congress has been defeated by the inexplicable delay of the 
members of the conference in reporting upon it to this House, and with- 
holding both until the last day but one of the session. The members 
of the conference were appointed as long ago as the 6th of July last, and 
it has been held by them nine months and not reported until within 
one day of the final adjournment of this Congress, The majority of 
the conferees on the part of the House (Messrs. HOLMAN and STONE) 
have submitted a statement purporting to be an explanation of the re- 
port—a statement that, everything considered, I as of the most 
remarkable character but no where in it do they attempt to explain 
or give any reason for this long delay and failure to report this very 
important measure before this very late hour. Desiring to do perfect 
justice to all and to ely tinier no one, I must state that the Senate 
conferees claim that they have been at all times ready and willing to 
meet with the House conferees and to consider this measure and the 
differences which have existed between the bill which we passed and 
the one the Senate adopted, and that the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
PAysoON] claims that he himself has ever since the appointment of the 
conferees occupied a similar attitude,and has been not only willing but 
desirous to meet with the Senate conferees and perform the duty as- 
signed to them. 

The chairman of the House conferees [Mr. Boren) has frequently, 
in response to frequent inquiries by me as to what they were doing, 
and to urgent appeals for them to do something, given me to under- 
stand that he was waiting until he could secure the co-operation of the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. STONE], while in justice to the gentle- 
man from Missouri [Mr. STONE] it must be stated that he claims that 
he has at all times been ready and willing to meet any conference and 
act upon this measure, and has been only waiting the invitation or call 
of the chairman of the conferees [Mr. HOLMAN]. It would be a use- 
less and unprofitable task to attempt to determine from these conflict- 
ing statements as to who of the three members, if any, have been 
determined to prevent action upon this measure by the conference cm- 
mittee. It is enough to say that it was the bounden duty of the chaix- 
man of the House conferees [Mr. HoLMAN] to have mon secured 
action upon this measure or to have reported to the House that they 
were unable to I regret to have to say this, but it is due to 
myself, and, I might add, every member of the Committee on Public 
Lands, that this statement should be made. 

As I have already remarked, the chairman of the House conferees 
and of our Committee on Public Lands has not attempted in that state- 
ment any explanation or excuse for this long delay, and if those of us 
who have been anxious to secure some action which would result in 


the forfeiture of at least the land about which there was no contro- 


versy feel prompted in our disappointment to thus severely criticise 
his delay and to regard it as conclusive evidence that he was opposed 
to the taking of any action which would result in an agreemént be- 
tween the House and the Senate upon the subject of land forfeitures he 
must not complain. Equally significant with this long delay is the 
fact that during all the time members of this House have struggled to 
secure action upon this eleventh-hout report and have been prevented 
by the o ctive tactics of 1 from Missouri [Mr. STONE], 
he [Mr. HOLMAN] has remained quietly in his seat, and, although ex- 
pressing himself as in favor of some action being taken, has not uttered 
one word or raised his voice in advocacy of any proposition or in oppo- 
sition to the dilatory and obstructive tactics of the gentleman from 
Missouri and his two or three associates and their action in defeating 
the forfeiture of any railroad lands at this Congress. 


I came to this Congress desirous that some action would be taken 
which would result in restoring to the public domain atleast that por- 
tion of the public lands which pertained to the uncompleted portions of 
the several land-grant railroads, and which are generally denominated 
‘‘ unearned ”’ lands. I was in favor of securing the forfeiture of more 
land if we had the legal and constitutional power to secure such for- 
feiture, but knowing that it is claimed by many able lawyers, and has 
recently been decided by more than one court, that our power to declare 
a forfeiture was limited to lands pertaining to the uncompleted 
of the roads, I have had serious doubts as to our power to do more than 
this. But not wishing to be an obstructionist, and in the hope that 
out of whatever action we in this House and in the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands would in the first instance take there would come an agree- 
ment to secure at least these unearned lands, I silently acquiesced in 
the action of the majority of the Committee on Public Lands and thé , 
majority of the members of this House at the last session; stating, how- 
ever, and upon all occasions, to persons with whom I conversed upon 
the subject, that I did so for the purpose of securing some such result 
as Lhaye indicated and an agreement between the Senate and the House 
upon some forfeiture measure, and that if the Senate refused to adopt 
and pass the forfeiture bill which we sent to them as an amendment, and 
substituted the one first passed by them and sent to us, that I should 
be in favor of yielding, as far as it was necessary, to secure some defi- 
nite results in the form of a forfeiture of some portion of these railroad 
lands. I was aware that because of a disagreement between the Sen- 
ate and House in former Congresses the amount of these so-called un- 
earned lands has been largely reduced, by several millions of acres, i 
consequence of the railroads, to aid in the constraction of which they 
were granted, having been in the mean time built. 

It is manifest to any one that this statement of the majority of the 
House conferees has been prepared for the purpose of influencing the 
members of this House against the adoption of the Senate proposition 
to forfeit over 5,627,000 acresof land. For no other purpose could the 
table purporting to show the number of acres which will be forfeited 
by the Senate proposition, and which would be forfeited by the bill 
passed by the House at the last session of this Congress, as well as what 
would be forfeited in the event of forfeiture of the entire t of the 
several railroads, have been inserted in this statement. at my re- 
marks in relation to this table may be fully understood, and that I 
may not misrepresent any one, I will here present it entire: 


Estimated number of acres which will 
be forfeited— 


Gulf and Ship Island.. 652, 
Coosa and Tennessee... 140, 160 
Coosa and Chattanooga 144, 


Mobile and Girard . . 
Selma, Rome and Dalton“. 


~ 


Atlantic, Gulf and West Indi 676, 
Pensacola and Georgia. . . se 679, 
Vicksburg, Shreveport and Te S 364, 
2 N z poa —.— ORAR a 176, 

uette, Houghton and Ontonagon.. 9 
Ontonagon and Brulé River.. al Seat 


5 


Chicago, St. Paul, Minnea 
89 AAA A 
Wisconsin Central. . . . . . . 5. 
St. Vincent extension, St. Paul and 
Pacific (now St. Paul Minneapolis 
and nitoba). 
Western Railroad. : 
pourh nesota Railway Exten- 
— TIP re 


phy mene Pacific.. 

ifornia and Orego 
Oregon and California. 
Southern Pacific. . 


3 


SS SSS 882888 


£ 


— 
— 
E 

— 
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*Lands certified to State for this road prior to May 23, 1872, amoun ing to 
i 


440,700.16 acres, were corifirmed to Staté by act of date (17 St; L., 159). 
sole use and benefit of the Selma, Rome and Dalton Railroad Company. 
lands so confirmed may not be subject to forfeiture. 


Now, sir, with all due deference and a eae the gentlem - 
ing this statement of the majority of the House conferees, I m 
that it is not only remarkable but misleading, and I must also say h 
that this table of lands purporting to show how many acres moa 
forfeited under the different propositions indicated is equally ` 
ing and very incorrect. This may appear singular language for me 
use with reference to a table which was incorporated and made a 
of the report of the majority of the Committee on Public Lands 3 
generally adopted by us in the discussion of the different land forfe 
ure measures which were considered at the last session, but the fact is 
that it was not seen by me until long after the report was made to the 
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House. The members of the committee were informed, when the re- 
port was authorized to be made, that such a table would be prepared 
and published and I took it for granted that it would be so prepared 
with a reasonable degree of accuracy as to the amount of land which 
could be forfeited in either case, having in view the legal questions in- 
volved. ` 

Being a new member, I relied with confidence upon the statements 
of my associates upon the committee who had had long experience in 
Congress, and whom I supposed to be thereby capable of advising me, 
In answer to my inquiry as to what were the principal railroads that 
would be affected by the forfeiture proposed by the House measure, I 
was advised that they were the Northern and Southern Pacific Rail- 
yoads and the Oregon and California and California and Oregon Rail- 
roads, and that as to all the other railroads the lands pertaining thereto 
were insignificant in amount, and that as to the State that I in part 
represented, there was but little to be affected by the bill. In this con- 

ection I wish to state that when I made my remarks in support of the 
bill to provide for the forfeiture of lands granted to the Hastings and 
Dakota Railway Company, and which passed this House at the last 
session, I stated that I would incorporate this table in my remarks. I 
had not then examined it, but having stated that I would incorporate 
it in my remarks I felt in duty bound to doso. I make this statement 
in explanation of the appearance and publication of this table in my 
remarks upon that bill. 

I have said that this table was misleading and incorrect. To prove 
it I will refer to what it shows with reference to certain railroads in 
Minnesota. It represents that the House bill would forfeit 1,113,600 
acres which were granted to the St. Paul and Pacific (now St. Paul and 
Manitoba) Railroad Company. Now, the facts with reference to this 
road are that the road for the construction of which these very lands 
were granted has been completed and in active operation for over 
fifteen years, and that before being built the original company to which 
they were granted defaulted in its obligations, and the railroad was 

in the hands of a receiver, and that nearly all of the road to 
which these lands pertain was constructed by that receiver under and 
pursuant to an order of the United States court for the district of Min- 
nesota, and that the money was raised to build the pe upon debent- 
ures issued pursuant to the order and direction of court, the pay- 
ment of which was secured by mortgage upon these lands which these 
gentlemen now seriously and deliberately propose to declare forfeited, 
and insist that it should be done by the rejection of the proposition to 
now forfeit only that which wore to the parts of the several rail- 
roads which are now uncompleted. It also includes in it lands granted 
to the railroad now called the Chicago, St. Paul, Minneapolis and 
Omaha Railway, amounting in the aggregate to 1,446,400 acres, which 
is the entire amount of the grant. 

Now, included in that estimate are the 10 sections per mile granted 
to aid in the construction of the formerly called St. Paul and Sioux 
City Railroad Company, 25 miles of which (being from St. Anthony’s 
to Shakopee City) has not been built. This grant to aid in the con- 
struction of this 25 miles amounts in the aggregate to 160,000 acres of 
land. But it is unfortunate for the accuracy of this statement that 
there can not be found one acre of land within the limits of this grant 
to apply thereto which has not been certified to other parts of the road. 
All of the lands within these last-mentioned granted limits have been 
applied to the construction of the line of that road which extends from 
St. Paul to the Iowa line, and it is a notorious fact that a great portion, 
if not all, of these lands stated as subject to forfeiture, which pertain 
to the Chicago, St. Paul, Minneapolis and Omaha Railroad Company, 
have been decided to be not subject to forfeiture. 

As to the lands granted to the Hastings and Dakota Railroad Com- 
pany, and which I claim should be forfeited, I will simply now say 
that they were in a different condition as to forfeiture from that of the 
others. I insist that they were by the express terms of the grant, and 
without further legislation, to revert to the United States if not earned 
in the time specified in the grant, and without an act of forfeiture, and 
that for this reason, and because of the further facts upon which the 
supreme court of the State of Minnesota declared the charter of this 
railroad company to be forfeited, that company had placed itself ina 
position where it was not entitled to be considered as having earned 
these lands before the Government of the United States, through its 
legislation or judicial branch, had taken any steps to declare a forfeit- 
ure of the same. 

I have here shown enough to satisfy me of the great incorrectness of 
this table and the claims based upon it that the House bill, if passed, 
would secure a forfeiture and restoration to the public domain of 54,- 
000,000 acres of land, as is claimed in this statement of the majority 
of our conferees. I have no doubt that if the same examination is made 
into the condition of other grants made in aid of the construction of 
Toads se e yea paps 3 1 catty mentioned, that ie ng 295 o 
acres speci ill as seriously, and to as astonishing a degree, i- 
minished and reduced. 

It is evident that this table is made to produce this largo aggregate 
of 54,000,000 acres of land as the-amount which the House bill would 
forfeit by, in the first multiplying the number of acres stated 
in the act to be granted per mile with the total number of miles, and 


s 
then deducting therefrom the number of acres which the several com- 
panies have received for that portion of their several roads which was 
completed within the time specified in the granting act. Noallowance 
whatever is made for deficiencies, although it is a notorious fact that 
there are very few land grants the total amount of which can be found 
within the granted limits. 

To state these facts is all that is necessary to show how utterly un- 
reliable this table is. Further than that, it specifies as the amount 
which the House bill would forfeit, which pertains to the Northern Pa- 
cific Railroad Company, as 36,000,000 acres, which amount is of course 
ascertained by the application of the rule of multiplication which I 
have suggested. Now, any person who has traveled over that railroad, 
or who is at all familiar with the Rocky Mountains, and the character 
of the land embraced within the limits of that grant, knows as well as 
I do that the proportion of the lands granted to that company, which 
are so rocky, barren, and sterile as to be wholly unfit for agricultural 
purposes, is very great. No allowance is made for this class of barren 
and waste lands when the majority refer to the lands embraced in the 
House bill, while at the same time they do not hesitate to characterize 
nearly all of the lands embraced in the Senate proposition as very poor, 
if not worthless. I have referred to these matters as much for the pur- 
pose of presenting the case fairly to the country as to show the unfair- 
ness, if I may so use the term, of the statements presented in connec- 
tion with this conference report. 

But, sir, there are other and more serious and weighty reasons why 
we should not wait any longer in the hope of doing better than this 
and why weshould recede from our position and agree to that submitted 
to us by the Senate in the conference report now under consideration. 
There is such a thing known to the law as vested rights, and since the 
last session of this Congress I have been to considerable pains to inves- 
tigate as to the legal status of these lands, and particularly those of 
the Northern Pacific Railroad Company. I was prompted to make this 
investigation because the discussion which followed the making of our 
report at the last session satisfied me that I ought not to have relied 
upon the opinion of others, and should have investigated more thor- 
oughly for myself. I found by investigation that an act was 
by Congress on the Ist day of March, 1869, authorizing that company 
to mortgage its railroad and telegraph lines to secure means to construct 
its road, and that thereafter and on the 31st day of May, 1870, Con- 
gress, by joint resolution, granted to it anadditional 10-mile indemnity, 
and authorized it to issue its bonds toaid in the construction and equip- 
ment of its road, and to secure the same by mortgage of its property 
and rights to property of all kinds and description, real, personal, and 
mixed, including its franchises, as a corporation, etc. 

After these resolutions mortgages were issued, as follows: 

1, The mortgage of July 1, 1870, now represented by the preferred stock of the 


company. 
2. The Missouri Division morigage of March 1, 1879. 
3. The Pend d'Oreille mortgage on that portion of the line of September 1, 


1879. 
4. The general mortgage of June 1, 1881, at the rate of $25,000 mi now 
the first mortgage on the greater portion of the main line. W 

5. The second mortgage e r toys 1883, for $20,000,000, 


The outstanding mortgage bonds of company were as follows, by July 30, - 
1885, the close of financial year: 2 te 
General first-mortgage bonds . . . . $43, 403, 000 
General second-mortgage bonds. — 18, 857,000 
Missouri Division mortgage bonds............... 2, 233,500 
Pend d'Oreille Division mortgage bonds. 8, 240, 000 

G0 TTT c, 888, 500 


aa oe only vie 1 — Poen donp in say ie? of the St. Paul and 
ific, and presuma e others, except Hastings and Dakota 
Company, which sold road and retained the lands. 


Now, if these acts and resolutions of Congress, authorizing the 
Northern Pacific to mortgage its pro are ever brought into court 
to be construed as I am now considering Thave no doubt but that 


this authority to mortgage, which was given to this railroad company 
by the United States, will be held to be a consent that this railroad 
company shall go on and construct and complete its road within such 
a time as it could reasonably do so, all things considered, and that it 
will be held to be in equity an assent on the part of Congress to what- 
ever extension of time was necessary to enable this company to com- 
plete its road within this reasonable time mentioned. 

Considering them as an impartial tribunal will, who is the member 
of the legal profession—in good standing—who is willing to hazzard 
his reputation as a lawyer by declaring that, in his opinion, the rights 
of these mortgagees in and to these lands and other mortgaged prop- 
erty have not become vested, and that the courts would not protect 
them from any legislation that would attempt to interfere with these 

ights? 


My investigation has led me to the further discovery that the decisions 
of the courts already made are much more emphaticand explicit, upon 
the point in controvery, than I previously supposed; and I find that the 
opinion of the report in the recent case of Denney vs. Dobson, decided 
in the cireuit court of the United States for the district of Oregon, and 
Saa r Mr. Justice 8 0 ne Sorin e 5 Was then 
Presiding), in express terms, ands lying opposite roads con- 
structed and accepted, but constructed out of time, were not subject to 
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forfeiture, and were relieved from the possibility of forfeiture for breach 
of conditions of the grant, as to time. 

The case is reported in volume 32, Federal Reporter, page 899. 

In that, the court holds that the grant was in presenti; that the title 
to the land passed by the grant under condition; that— 

TV 
Ta title that could be of by the or without the 

except as each 25-mile section of the was com 

e President, so as to cut off the right of the United States to compel the app! 
cation of the lands to the purpose for which they were granted, or to prevent 
their forfeiture in case of the company’s failure to perform the conditions of the 


grant. 

Speaking of the construction, aer by the President (and issue 
of patents where the statute provides for patent, but which, all the 
committee agree, does not make additional title), the court says: 


They would identify the lands which are coterminous with completed road; 
they would be evidence that the grantee, in the construction of that portion of 
the road, had fully complied with the conditions of the grant, and to that ex- 
So thegrant was relieyed of the possibility of forfeiture for breach of its con- 

ons, 

‘The lands were granted to aid in the construction of the road. 

The road opposite the premises in controversy having been completed and 
accepted, the title however im fect, whilst incumbered, if it may be so termed, 
by the uses to which the lands were to be applied, has become perfect and in- 


defeasible ; and the costs of s . selecti. d con the lands hav- 
ing been paid, the only 3 to their sale, or o deposition. 
has been removed. 

It is not a violent presumption that, in delivering this opinion in a 
case of this importance, Mr, Justice Fields had some knowledge as to 
the views of his distinguished associates upon the Supreme Bench, if he 
did not actually consult them. 

This, then, is the legal status of these N the last 
decisions rendered, and it can only be said, in answer to this assertion, 
that there is a bare possibility (with no probability) that the Supreme 
Court might reverse this decision of one of its members. Considered 
in connection with the fact that with all the forfeitures that have 
already been declared by Congress, aggregating over 50,000,000 acres 
of land, not one has involved an acre opposite constructed road, any 
court would be likely to conclude that it is the sense of Congress, and 
in the nature of a legislative determination, that forfeitures should be 
limited to lands pertaining to unconstructed roads. 

The following is a list of the grants heretofore declared forfeited: - 


Name of railroad. 


Oregon Central — 
Texas Pacific... 


Tron Mountain of Missouri . . . .. . . d0 ccccenmseenes 
Atlantic and Paeifio. ........ — 
Tuscaloosa and Mobile. 
Mobile and New Orleans... 


— 2 2. 


———————————————————————————ſ:ů 4 


Now, sir, in view of all these facts, is it not holding out a shadow 
of hope of the faintest character to claim that we can in the future suc- 
ceed in securing a forfeiture of more than the 5,627,436 acres covered 
by the proposition now under consideration? And isitnot wrong, as 
well as impolitic, to hold out to the country that there is within the 
reach and power of Congress to forfeit the enormous amount of 54,000, - 
000 acres when in fact there is no such number of acres, and every 
reasonable inference is that an attempt to forfeit that amount or what- 
ever there is over and above that involved in the proposition pending 
would be declared void by the courts, as has already in effect been done? 

For these reasons I have been in favor of receding from the position 
which we took when we passed the substitute to the Senate bill, and 
of thus being able to say when I return to my constituents that we suc- 
ceeded in restoring to the public domain and for homestead settlers 
these 5,600,000 acres. Iam unable to understand why the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. STONE] and the few assisting him should feel it to 
be their duty to prevent this heing done by resorting to that reprehen- 
sible practice known now as ‘‘filibustering.’? It is no excuse to say 
that this is a closing of the matter, for, if Congress has the power to 
forfeit all that these gentlemen claim it has, this right is expressly re- 
served in the provisions of the bill agreed upon. They are manifestly 
determined to continue the practice of insisting upon the whole or 
none,’’ but I do not believe that their constituents or the country will 
approve of this action. 

I predict that no more than these 5,627,436 acres will be forfeited; 
and it is very probable that that amount may be reduced by the fur- 
ther construction of some of these uncompleted roads before Congres- 
sional action can again be had upon this subject. I have always be- 
lieved that in a matter of this kind it was the part of wisdom to endeavor 
to secure all that was desired, and if you were likely to fail in this, to 
then labor tosecure as much as could be; andif this had been the policy 


in the past of those favoring these forfeitures there would have been three 
times as much of these granted lands that could have been restored to 
the public domain as unearned, and which would be conceded by all 
to be forfeitable, than there is now, 

Our clear duty was to forfeit what we can now (these 5,627,436 acres), 
and let future Congresses decide as to those about which there is dis- 
pute. But this opportunity is lost, and I have endeavored to place the 
responsibility of this failure where it belongs. 

I feel and speak thus because I have become fully convinced that the 
effect of delay in the settlement of the status of these land grants will 
be to prolong a very damaging condition of affairs which now exists. 
I have, in common with every member of this House, no doubt, received 
a letter from three gentlemen representing themselves as a committee 


on legislation of the Knights of Labor, advising against the passage of 


a bill forfeiting less than the lands pertaining to that portion of the 
roads unbuilt and those built out of time for reasons assigned, which 
show that they have little or no knowledge of the actual situation of 


the most of these lands, or the important questions of constitutional 


law which must control Congressional action. For precisely the same 
motives which I understand to actuate these gentlemen in their oppo- 
sition, namely, restoring as much as possible of the public lands to 
homestead settlers, I have favored forfeiting what we could now and 
letting succeeding Congresses settle the question still undetermined. I 
now predict that subsequent events will vindicate the wisdom of the 
policy I now advocate. 

If gentlemen realized how injurious the present unsettled condition 
of affairs are as to these lands they would not be surprised at my ad- 
vocacy of doing what we can, and only that which we are confident 
will be sustained by the courts. The recent action of ex-Commissioner 
of the General Land Office Sparks, in deciding that the Northern Pa- 
cific Railroad Company was not entitled to select lands within the so- 
called second indemnity belt, isa case in point. His decision was 
sustained by the Interior Department, and hundreds of settlers rushed 
upon these lands and made homestead entries, often ignoring rights of 
prior good-faith purchasers. Subsequently this decision was reversed 
by the Attorney-General, and these deluded settlers had the only alter- 
native of abandoning the land or buying it from the company, while 
some had an action for trespass staring them in the face. 

The common people rely upon the regularity and legality of the ac- 
tion of our Department officials, and the validity of laws passed by 

and act upon it as such, and it is only a want of careful 
consideration, on the part of either branch of the Government, that 
will produce such an unfortunate condition of affairs. To such hasty 
and ill-considered action must be attributed the unfortunate condition 


300,000 in Which the settlers upon the Des Moines River Improvement!“ 


lands find themselves, and which we have ineffectually tried to remedy 
at this session. 

Can any of us say that -in the face of the decision of Denny vs. 
Dobson—it is not reckless for us todo more than absolutely forfeit 
the lands about which there can be no dispute, and leave it toa future 

(it is too late for us now to do this) to provide for an adjudi- 
cation by the Su Court of the power of Congress to do more than 
this? For one I regard this as the only saſe and wise course. 
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HON. SAMUEL DIBBLE, 


OF SOUTH CAROLINA, 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Tuesday, August 21, 1888. 


The House being in Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, and 
having under consideration the bill (H. R. 10896) making appropriations to su 
ply deficiencies in the ropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 188. 
and for prior years, and for other purposes € 

Mr. DIBBLE said: 
Mr. CHAIRMAN: Spoliations of our commerce by both the British 
and the French occurred during the existence of the war between 


France and England, which broke out on February 1, 1793; but we. 


are now concerned only with the claims of our citizens for French 
spoliations committed prior to July 31, 1801, as the cases reported 
from the Court of Claims have been determined by that court under 
the act of Congress of January 20, 1885, which limits the jurisdiction 
of the court to that period, embracing about eight and one-half years. 


THE JUEISDICTION OF THE COURT. 


The act of January 20, 1885, gave jurisdiction to the Court of Claims 
to determine the validity and amount of all such claims ‘‘accord- 
ing to the rules of law, municipal and international, and the treaties of 


* 


188 


0 fee United States applicable to the same.“ The act further provides 
r periodical reports to Congress, for final action, of all such conclusions 
ol fact and law, as may affect the liability of the United States to the 
sererai claimants, and declares that the finding and report of the court 
be merely advisory as to the law and facts found, Ultimate ac- 
|țion, therefore, remains for the Congress of the United States, enlight- 
ened by knowledge of ascertained facts, and assisted by the legal opin- 
ions reported by the Court of Claims. 


THE LIABILITY OF THE UNITED STATES. 


We have a number of these claims now reported, and the liability ot 
the United States to the claimants is based upon two propositions: 
irst, that these were valid claims of our citizens against France for 
ndemnity, which the United States undertook to collect from the 
French Government; and secondly, that by the convention between 
the two Governments, signed September 30, 1800, and ratified July 31, 
1801, the United States released France from further liability for them, 
in consideration of the renunciation by France of certain claims against 
the United States. 

The claims thus far reported are included in this bill, by virtue of a 
resolution of instruction to the Committee on Appropriations, offered 
by myself, and adopted by the House on December 19, 1887. They 
embrace demands aggregating $1,088,000, of which sum $740,606.63 
has been allowed by the court, and the rest has been rejected. The 
court excluded all claims arising from spoliations committed between 
September 30, 1800, and July 31, 1801, holding that only claims in 
existence at the time of signing the convention were embraced in its 
terms. The court also held that no claims later than July 7, 1798, 
depending upon violations by the French of the treaties of 1778, could 

. 8 on July 7, 1798, Congress declared the treaties of 

778 should thereafter be no longer binding. Other cases were dis- 

i want of evidence. 

RELATIONS WITH FRANCE. 

In ussing the liability of the United States, it is necessary to re- 
view briefly the state of affairs which existed when these spoliations 
wefe committed. The treaty relations between the United States and 
France are set forth in the treaty of amity and commerce, and in the 
treaty of alliance, both of which were signed February 6, 1778, and in 
the consular convention of November 14, 1788. 


TREATY OF AMITY AND COMMERCE, 


First, there was the treaty of amity and commerce. In its first article, 
was agreed that there should be perpetual peace and friendship be- 
een the United States and France. 

By the second article, both powers agreed to grant no favor to any 
other nation, either in regard to commerce or navigation, which shall 
not by the grant to the third nation apply equally to each. This was 
a favdéred-nation clause. 

Thén Afticles VI and VII in that treaty provided, that the armed 
vessels of each should protect ships of the other, and that ships of either, 
taken within the jurisdiction of the other, should be restored. 

The twelfth and thirteenth articles provided, that vessels of either, 
bound to a port agg | to an enemy of the other, and having goods 
contraband of war, should be deprived of the contraband of war, and 
then allowed to proceed upon their voyage; and the contraband goods 
were to be carried on shore, and inventoried by the officers of the ad- 
miralty. 

The fourteenth article provided, that the goods of either, on the ships 
of an enémy of the other, were to be confiscated after two months from 
the d tion of war against such enemy. But within two months, 
even the traband of war should be restored to owners ignorant of 
the existence of war, simply with the provision that they should not 
be carried to the enemy. 

The fifteenth article was an important one regarding these spolia- 
tions. It provided as follows: That the ships of war and privateers of 
one shall be prohibited from doing injury to the ships of the other; and 
if they do, they shall make full reparation with interest thereon. The 
damage was to be met and interest was to be paid for the spoliation. 

The seventeenth article of the treaty was, that ships of war and pri- 
vateers of either may enter freely into the ports of the other, with their 
prizes, and depart at will, simply showing their commissions, and shall 
pay no duties; that such as have made prizes of the property of the one 
party shall have no refuge or shelter in the ports of the other, and if 
Ariven in by stress of weather, vigorous means shall be used to send 

m out as soon as possible. The substance of this was, in case France 
hecame en in war with England, that France should have the 
tight to come with her ships of war and her privateers with their prizes 
into our ports; that England, as an enemy of France, should not be 
‘allowed to b her prizes into a port, nor should any of her war ves- 


that had taken French vessels be allowed asylum in an American 


‘ihe twenty-first article prohibited citizens of one from taking com- 
ions and letters of marque to act as privateers against the other, 

on pain of being punished as pirates. 
he twenty-second article provided that no foreign privateers, the 
emy of one, should be allowed to fit out in the ports of the other, or 
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sell captured property there, or even purchase victuals, except enough 
to carry them to the nearest port of their own sovereign. 

By the twenty-third article, freedom of trade was allowed either 
party with the enemyof the other, between neutral ports and such 
enemy’s ports, or between enemy’s ports; and that free ships should 
make free goods, except contraband of war. 

The twenty-fourth article designates what is contraband of war, and 
says, that clothing and provisions and naval stores are not to be contra- 
band of war, except to besieged and blockaded ports. 

The twenty-fifth and twenty-seventh articles of the treaty provided 
another point, upon which contention arose with France, and it was 
this: That ships must have passports or sea letters, and certificates as 
to what comprised the cargo, which was to be examined when it was 
put on board. A certificate was to be made of the cargo, and it was to 
be considered as final, and ships of war must remain out of cannon-shot, 
and send a boat, with not more than two or three persons to go on 
board of the merchant vessel, and they should examine her passport 
and certificate, and see if the form of the passport was that which was 
prescribed in the treaty. All American vessels carried passports of that 


form. 
THE TREATY OF ALLIANCE, 


On the same day that the foregoing treaty was made, there was also 
concluded a treaty of alliance. And the main provision of that treaty, 
with which we are ut present concerned, is found in the eleventh ar- 
ticle, and it consisted in a mutual guaranty, made by the King of 
France on the one side, whereby he guarantied the independence of 
the United States of America, as well in matters of government as 
of commerce; and the United States on their side guarantied that if 
France was involved in war with Great Britain in consequence of her 
treaty of alliance with us, then the United States would guaranty 
the West Indian and other American possessions of France against capt- 
ure by the enemy, and that this should apply also to any war in which 
France should thereafter be engaged at any time; and that guaranty 
was to be a perpetual one. She on the one side tied our inde- 
pendence, and on the other side we guarantied the integrity of her 
American possessions. 

> THE CONSULAR CONVENTION. 


The consular convention of November 14, 1788, provided, tbat con- 
suls should have power to arrest deserters from the ships of their own 
nation in the territory of the other, and on application should be as- 
sisted by the courts and officers of the country; and should be allowed 
to adjudge differences between citizens of their own country, with an 
appeal to the tribunals of their own country; and that consuls of either 

rty should have all additional privileges allowed consuls of any 
1 power in the territory of the other. 


FRENCH AID DURING THE REVOLUTIONARY WAR. 


In addition to these treaties, France lent the United States 18,000,000 
livres, and guarantied the Holland loan of 10,000,000 livres, and it was 
agreed by the contract of 1782, that the loan which was made by France 
directly to this country was not to bear interest until three years after 
a treaty of peace. It was to be paid in twelve annual installments, with 
interest commencing three years after such treaty of peace as guaran- 
tied the independence of the United States from Great Britain, and 
France also assumed to pay the Holland loan in the first instance, and 
the United States was to pay it back to France in ten annual install- 
ments. 

This shows that at the outbreak of the war in 1793, the United States 
and France were allies, bound in an alliance consecrated by the achieve- 
ment of our independence with the aid of French armies and ships 
of war, on which France expended for the independence of the United 
States $280,000,000 for which she made us no at all, as this 
last expenditure was made to carry out her guaranty of our independ- 
ence, under the eleventh article of the treaty of alliance, 


THE SPOLIATIONS. 


It is unnecessary, Mr. Chairman, to do more than to refer briefly to 
the nature of the depredations upon our commerce during the exist- 
ence of the conflict between France on the one side, and England, with 
a large part of continental Europe, on the other. Early in the struggle, 
England and her allies determined to treat provisions and clothing on 
neutral vessels as contraband of war, contrary to the law of nations; 
and this course provoked similar action on the part of France. Ameri- 
ean merchants, who had the right as neutrals to trade with either of 
the belligerent nations, suffered the unjust seizure of their vessels, and 
their condemnation in British prize courts, or in French prize courts held 
in French or Spanish ports. 

So general were these depredations on our commerce, that, in order to 
encourage our ships to go to sea, Mr. Jefferson, Secretary of State, in a 
circular letter issued August 27, 1793, declared: = ` 

I have it in from the President, to assure the merchants of the United 
States, concerned in foreign commerce or navigation, that our attention will be 
paid to any injuries they may suffer on the high seas, or in fore countries, 
contrary to the law of nations and existing treaties, and that, on their forward- 
ing hither well-authenticated evidence of the same, proper proceedings will be 
adopted for their relief. (French Spoliations, Ex, Doc. page 217.) 
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In accordance with this declaration, the Government of the United 
States presented the claims of our citizens against England and France, 
and also against Spain, for permitting French prize courts in Spanish 
ports to condemn American vessels and , carried there by French 
cruisers and privatéers. These claims were acknowledged, and Eng- 
land and Spain have long ago made paymentof the estimated damages. 

Spain, in accordance with her treaty with France, similar to ours, 
having in it provisions by which French ships could carry prizes into 
her ports, permitted the French vessels, which had spoliated our com- 
merce, to carry American ships into Spanish ports, and permitted French 
tribunals in Spanish ports to condemn those ships as prize, for violation 
of the laws of neutrality; and what was the result? 

Spain, by the treaty of 1819 with the United States, engaged to pay the 
damages sustained by our citizens by spoliations, which differed neither 
in time nor in circumstances from these under discussion, except in one 
particular—that, instead of being carried to French ports for condem- 
nation, they were carried to Spanish ports for condemnation. i 
admitted these claims for such French spoliations as resulted in con- 
demnation in Spanish ports; and under the treaty of 1819 it was pro- 
vided that Spain should pay to this Government $5,000,000, which 
was the estimated amount of these claims; while this Government 
agreed to distribute this to that particular class of claims; and the 
United States under the treaty further agreed, that we would turn over 
to Spain, on demand, the evidence on which we distributed the money, 
so that Spain might demand repayment from France, if she felt disposed 
so to do at any future time. 


THE CLAIMS AGAINST FRANCE. 


It seems strange, under these circumstances, that it should be averred 
that the claims against France for similar outrages are not valid. And 
tomy mind, Mr. Chairman, itappearsstill more unreasonable to magnify 
these outrages, and the protective measures which we adopted against 
them, into such a state of war, as absolved France from all liability to 
make indemnity for them. And yet the opponents of this measure, 
driven from every position assumed by them, by the application of 
principles which they can not even plausibly avoid, have made their 
final rally upon this doctrine, as their last ditch in this struggle. 


SPOLIATIONS WERE NOT WAR. 


We have already considered the treaty relations existing between 
the United States and France in 1793. And what was one of the first 
acts of France after her war with Great Britain began? 

She passed a decree on the 19th of February, nineteen days after that 
war commenced, in which it was decreed by the National Convention 
of France, that French ports should be open to American vessels on 
precisely the same terms as to French colonial vessels, and that our 
goods should pay only the duties which goods from French colonies 


id. 
ers the 3d of September, 1794, a year later, Mr. Monroe, who was 
then the accredited minister of the United States to the French Repub- 
lic, in a letter in which he was presenting complaints about spoliations 
made by the French upon ourcommerce, and complaining of the Bordeaux 
embargo, where many of our ships had been seized, did not recognize 
these acts as constituting a condition of war with France; but says in 
that letter, ‘‘ Besides, we are the allies and, what is more, the friends 
of France.“ 

There was some question, in the negotiationsin France, as to the ex- 
ecution in full of the treaties of 1778, and whether, by mutual consent, 
for mutual convenience, they would waive for a time some of their 
stipulations, and it was submitted to the French National Convention 
and on the 13th day of January, 1795, Mr. Monroe writes to the Sec- 
retary of State of the United States: 

A decree has passed the convention since my last, whereby it is resolved to 
ees Pad strict execution the Seay. of amity and commerce subsisting between 
me Aa States and this Republic. I beg leave to congratulate you upon 

But there was a still more significant illustration of the fact that the 
spoliations, up to that time, had not disturbed the friendly feelings be- 
tween the United States and France. That illustration occurred on 
Ist day of January, 1796, three years after the war between France 
and England commenced. Adet, the minister accredited to the United 
States from the French Republic, brought over with him, in accordance 
with a resolution of their legislative body, the colors of France, to be 
presented to the United States, with a statement, that in their 1 
tive hall the colors of the United States were floated beside the colors 
of France, and as a New Years’ offering of good-will and affection from 
France to the United States, presented them to Washington; and Wash- 
ington, in accepting the colors, said: 

The transaction will be announced to Con, and the colors will be de- 
posited with those archives of the United States, Which are at once the evi- 
dences and the memorials of their freedom and independence. And may the 
friendship of the two republics be commensurate with their existence. 


Yet gentlemen on this floor say that during all that time, these spolia- 
tions upon our commerce had created a state of war between France 
and the United States! 

But there is still more striking evidence that nostate of war existed, 
to be found in the diplomatic correspondence on the 15th day of No- 


vember, 1796. Minister Adet had addressed four questions to the Sec- 
retary of State, Timothy Pickering. There had been diplomatic con- 
troversy and complaint, and claims pro and con that each side owed 
indemnity to the other for what had occurred during this time, but 
which did not amount to war, as will be shown by the extract which 
I will now have read. Minister Adet, as I have said, submitted four 
questions to the Secretary of State, Timothy Pickering, to which the 
Secretary made this answer, which I will ask the Clerk to read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


To the four questions stated in your letter, be pleased to accept the following 
answers: 


ers: 
First. Win the prizes made by the ships of the Republie upon the English 
continue to be sold here? 
I have had the honor in some former letters to state to you the sense of the 
Government on ceed sees with the reasons to support it. Permission to gell 
by the Government not demandable as of right. T 


fers 
merely to British vessels, pursuant to the article of the treaty just 8 


f damage, 
: The right of unl 
to procena 
the Unt States as a necessary precaution nst the tran: ion of our 
laws. And in case the prize 8 are 1 and i consequence 
are regularly condemned as unfit ever to proceed to sea, their cargoes may be 
rted as French pro; y in other bottoms. 

: Prison Can a part of the prize, sufficient only for the expense of repairs, be 
80 much of the prize cargo may be sold, as shall bona fide be necessary for 
the repairs, without which the vessel will be unfit to proceed to sea. But such 
sales must be made under the inspection of the collectors, pursuant to instruc- 
tions from the Department, for securing the duties on imports, and 
confining the amount of the salesto the necessity of each case. 

With respect to the ship Amity at Charleston, the collector of that port will 
be instructed to permit her 5 as a French prize. 

This letter, in substance as it now appears, was prepared to be sent you inthe 
last month, but doubts arose on some points, concerning which real: opinions 
were taken, and occasioned the further delay to this time. 

I have the honor to be, with perfect respect, sir, 

Your most obedient servant, 
TIMOTHY PICKERING. 

Mr. DIBBLE. Now, Mr. Chairman, that letter shows that as late 
as November, 1796, all prizes of British ships captured by French pub- 
lic men-of-war were permitted to be brought into our ports, and to be 
sold as prize of war, recognizing the treaty; that the only restriction 
was as to privateers that had captured British vessels; and that a dis- 
tinction was made on account or the treaty of 1794 in favor of the En- 
glish as to prizes captured by privateers of the French—no further; 
that as to all other enemies of France, France was at liberty to bring 
her prizes in, and to sell them in American ports. Yet gentlemen say 
a state of war existed. 

Why, sir, take the inaugural address of President Adams in 1797, in 
which he says that he will maintain peace and inviolable faith with 
all nations, and that system of neutrality and impartiality among the 
belligerent powers of Europe which has been adopted by the Govern- 
ment.” He goes on to say, that his intention is to ‘‘ pursue by amicable 
negotiations a reparation for the injuries that have been committed on 
the commerce of our citizens by whatever nation—to maintain peace, 
friendship, and benevolence with all the world.“ And even when, in 
consequence of strained diplomatic relations, the French Government, 
deeming that she had been wronged by us, refused to receive Pinckne 
as a minister, and sent Monroe from France, she states that althoug 
she refuses to hold diplomatic relations through a minister with the 
United States—these are the words of her minister of foreign affairs— 
“ the ordinary relations subsisting between the two peoples in virtue of 
the convention and treaties shall not on this account be disturbed. The 
consuls will remain charged to superintend them.“ 

Such was the position of France. What was the position taken 
by the United States at that time? Although Pinckney was not re- 
ceived, President Adams at once sent three ministers—Pinckney, John 
Marshall, and Elbridge Gerry—to attempt to open further negotiations 
with France. He called a special session of Congress in 1797, and re- 
ported that he had taken this step; and the Congress of the United 
States, in an address to him in reply to his message, said that they ap- 
proved of it. This address goes on further to say: 

We therefore receive, with the utmost satisfaction, your information, that a 
fresh attempt at negotiation will be instituted, and we cherish the hope that a 
mutual spirit of conciliation, and a disposition on the part of France to Spe 
sate for any injuries which may have n commi! upon our neutral s 
and on the partofthe United States to place 8 on unds similar to those 
of other countries in relation and connection with us, if any inequalities should 
be found to exist— 

Alluding to the claim which France made, that, by the British treaty, 
we had violated the clause which gave to France the privileges of 
commerce and navigation accorded to the most favored nations, and 
that from this cause damage had resulted to her in her war with Eng- 
land. 
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I could refer, if time permitted, to the letter which was written at 
that time confidentially by the Secretary of State to Mr. Murray, the 
minister to The Hague, in which he says that the address to President 
Adams, as first drawn up, was not accepted by the House of Repre- 
sentatives, until they had inserted in it that clause relating to the wish 
of the House that justice should be done algo to France. 

Such was the condition of things, during the war between France and 
England, up to the time when our measures were taken in 1798. Let 
us see what measures were then taken. We come now to the part of 
this case which embraces what gentlemen have called the period of 
limited war. But before going into that, I will call the attention of 
the House to this: I think I have thoroughly established the proposi- 
tion that the treaties of 1778, and the condition of friendshipand alliance 
with France, existed in full force up to July 7, 1798. On that day, Con- 
gress passed an act, in which it declared that, in consequence of the con- 
tinued violation of the law of nations and of these treaties, the treaties 
should not thereafter—that is, from that date, July 7, 1798—he recog- 
nized as binding upon the United States. 

I wish the House to look into the question in view of these dates, 
and to notice that when the Congress of the United States took that 
pere the greater number of these spoliations had already occurred; 

at they occurred while a state of absolute peace existed between 
the two countries; that the United States did not consider them as 
constituting even sucha state of hostility as would suspend the treaties, 
because in this act of July 7, 1798, Congress does not say that these 
treaties have long since been abrogated; that the action of France has 

ybrogated them but that because of the action of France and her not 
Saving given reParation to this country, they shall not henceforth’’ 
be binding; that from that time the relations between the United States 
and France shall be those of the law of nations, not those of treaty. 

I will say here, Mr. Chairman, that the Court of Claims, in accord- 
ance with the act of July, 1798, have rejected some claims, conform- 
ing their decision to this declaration of the political branch of the Gov- 
ernment. 

As a matter of fact, how do these claims stand in relation to that 
period? Of the claims actually decided and now submitted for your 
consideration and vote in the deficiency bill, amounting to $740,606.63, 
we find that 8397, 735.99, or in round numbers say $40,000 out of $740,- 
000, are for claims prior to that period, when the Congress of the United 
States, the President of the United States, and the French Govern- 
ment, all united in the declaration that the treaties were still in force, 
and said that amity existed between the United States and France. 

Mr. COBB. Were not the treaties annulled by the Congress of the 
United States because of the commission of the acts out of which these 
very, claims arose? 5 

Mr. DIBBLE. I would like to answer the gentleman from Ala- 
bama later. I pro to discuss further on in my remarks why the 
treaties were repealed. Can any member on this floor allege, under 
the condition of amity which existed between the two Governments, 
although it was recognized that both sides were violating those treaties, 
that because armed ships of the two countries afterwards met and ex- 
changed shots with each other—can any one hold that the very first 
time that French and American war vessels got into conflict—such sin- 
gle conflict wiped out all of the claims of the United States for spolia- 
tions in time of peace? 

Are we ready, as the branch of the Government representing the sov- 
ereignty of the people, to declare to the world by our action, that, in 
any future war between powers with which the United States may have 
treaties, if they violate our neutral rights when engaged in such war, 
and continue violating our neutral rights until we send out ships of 
war to defend our commerce—are we ready to say that, by the act of 
resorting to force to defend our commerce on the high seas, we wipe 
out all claim for spoliation previous to that period? 

Mr. HEARD. I do not rise for the p of interruption, but 
merely to see whether I understand the position of the gentleman from 
South Carolina, and I hope he will not object. 

Mr. DIBBLE. Certainly not, if you will not take up too much of 
my time. 

Mr. HEARD. IfI understand the gentleman, he says that by the 
act of 1798, that by the enactment of that statute by our Co: there 
can be no doubt about the amicable arrangements and the absolute 
force of treaty according to that statute. I understand the gentleman 
to say further that these claims, for which appropriation is asked, 
amounting out of the $740,000 to $397,000 or $400,000, in round num- 
bers, are on account of losses which occurred before this act of 1798 was 
passed. I understand him tosay still further that the Court of Claims 
felt called upon to reject some claims because they had occurred sub- 
sequent to that date. If $400,000 of these claims occurred before that 
time, out of the $700,000—if they occurred before the act of 1798, I take 
it then that $300,000 of these claims covered the remaining period. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I merely wish to state that of the claims now in this 
bill, there are more than one-half in amount which accrued while the 
treaties of 1778 were admitted to be of force by both sides. 

Mr.HEARD. I merely wanted to understand the difference between 
those claims which have been accepted and those claims which have 
been rejected. 


Mr. SENEY. Iwas not present during the time the gentleman from 
South Carolina was di the point referred to by the gentleman 
from Missouri, but I would like to have his opinion. Why is it these 
claims compose the bill from the Court of Claims? 

Mr. DIBBLE. The claims subsequent to July, 1798, will be con- 
sidered in the line of my future remarks, and I expect to treat that por- 
tion of the bill before I get through. I now desire to proceed to the 
consideration whether a state of war existed or not after July, 1798. 

Mr. SENEY. It is a very material question whether Congress ought 
to appropriate money to pay these claims without first being satisfied 
by the judgment of the highest court in the land as to their validity, 
for that is a disputed question of such a nature and so complicated by 
questions of maritime and international law that nothing will satisfy the 
people, save and except the judgment of the Supreme Court of the 

nited States. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I am prepared to give my views on that question. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Are not those of us who are 
members and who are interested in the claims responsible whether we 
shall establish the precedent of submitting political questions to the 
Supreme Court? 

Mr. SENEY. I can answer the gentleman from Kentucky by say- 
ing these are not political questions at all. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. They are in my view. 

Mr. SENEY. But notin the view of others. 

Mr. DIBBLE. Isimply wish tostate that I do not consider claim- 
ants as coming to Congress to say where this matter shall be determined, 
but as Ilook upon it, that the Congress of the United States is to decide 
the whole matter itself. 

From my standpoint of view, we are the proper ones to determine it, 
I do not feel like shirking any of the responsibilities of this floor. It 
appears to me this isa question to be settled here; not because the 

imants prefer it, but because this is the proper place, in my judg- 
ment. 

But allow me now to proceed as I was proceeding when interrupted. 

Mr. SENEY. I would be glad to have the gentleman explain why 
he proposed to send these claims to the Court of Claims in the first in- 
stance, in view of what he has just said. I would like to have infor- 
mation upon that point. 7 

Mr. DIBBLE. I stated the reason for this in the outset of my re- 
marks; and I refer the gentleman to the opinion of Chief-Justice Taney 
in Gordon vs. United States: 

Congress may undoubted! tribunals special 
ine testimony Ay decide, 8 8 validity and 1 07 
any claim for money against the United States, subject to the su; 
control of Congress, or a head of any of the Executive De ents. In 
spect the authority of the Court of Claim is like that of an auditor or comp- 
troller, ete, (117 U. S., 699.) 

The reports of the Court of Claims are merely advisory; but they as- 
sist Congress in ascertaining the facts in the mannerof a judicial trib 
and protect the Government by a more rigid scrutiny of these claims, an 
eee or uen, by = all racer concerning rey ane: and 

ts cargo are together, thus preven exaggeration of amounts, 
and duplication of the same claim by anes claimants, 

I was going on to say, Mr. Chairman, when interrupted, that a ma- 
jority of these claims occurred during the period when there could be 
no question of war. The fact of their being valid claims the 
Government of France is undoubted. It is undoubted that France 
seized our vessels in violation of the treaties. It is undoubted that she 
carried them into her ports, and under decrees which violated the treat- 
ies she condemned the vessels, and had them sold; and more than half of 
the claims embodied in this bill are claims arising at a time when there 
was no pretense on either side of the existence of war. 

Furthermore, it is well to state here that the number of these claims 
is very much exaggerated. I took occasion to send to the clerk of the 
Court of 3 for some 5 on the subject. 

A great deal has been said here about the claims aggregating thirty or 
forty millions of dollars. In reply to this, it is enough to — that the 
claims for spoliation committed on our commerce during that war were 
variously estimated at that time by those who knew as between fif- 
teen and twenty millions. It appears all throngh the dispatches, some- 
times more than fifteen millions and sometimes approaching twenty 
millions. But of the claims so classified we made Spain pay for five 
millions of them, and we made Great Britain pay for a large proportion 
of them, while a great many of them were committed after the 30th of 
September, 1800, which came under the treaties of 1803 and 1831. So 
that there only remained the claims that originated prior to September 
30, 1800, and I will cite a few figures to show the status of them. 

There have been filed 5,569 petitions. Of course a great many of 
these relate to the same ships—one for the cargo, for instance, another 
for the ship, another for another portion of thecargo, andsoon. But 
a very significant fact is, that, although’ the bar of the statute of limi- 
tations has now prevailed for a year and a half, out of the 5,569 claims 
filed, the parties have not been able fo find evidence in more than a 
little over 2,000 of them, or less than half of the whole number. The 
clerk of the Court of Claims states, that on July 6, 1888, out of the 
claims filed, there are 3,292 claims in which no evidence has been fur- 
nished up to this date 
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So that these claims may be well met evi either to be unfounded 


T idence, and that will very 
materially reduce the aggregate, — j the claims, 
they would amount to about $10, Ihe 

it is not fair to draw comparisons from the amounts stated in 
the claims themselves, because a very large number of the were 
filed at the last moment, in the rough, to prevent the bar of the stat- 
ute of limitations operating against them. Persons came forward, 
who said they had claims, but could not give the particulars, and an 
ag would put in a petition, in order to avoid the bar of the 

tute, with the hope of obtaining the evidence afterwards to substan- 
tate Of course, in claims of this character, the amounts were exag- 


aor, of the claims which have been filed, it is reasonable to me 
that the claimants would put the best claims in front, to get decisions 
upon them in the first instance. But the amount of the claims, as I 
have it from the clerk of the court, whose communication on the sub- 
ject I will publish, was $1,038,000, whereas the amount allowed by the 
court was only $741,000, or about 68 per cent. So that there will bea 
reduction, as all of the claims have to go through a judicial scrutiny. 
Thus the House will see that the question of amount, with all the 
disadvantages around it, is a question of about $8,000,000. The 
further question is, whether the United States Government will con- 
sider the amount of $8,000,000 as an element in settling the contro- 
versy whether claims justly due ought to be paid or not, That is the 
vital question, and not the amount involved. 

Mr. Chairman, the claims of this country arose in the first instance, 
as history shows, and as the French Government explained, in a great 
many instances from mistaking Americans, who spoke the same lan- 
guage, for the English, and very likely, too, there may have been En- 
glish ships on the sea which would carry ‘American colors. But the ad- 
vantage of this scrutiny of the Court of Claims is that ships of that 
kind will not be paid for, because they require proof before that court 
of the American register, of the American ownership of the vessel, of 
the American ownership of the cargo which was seized, and other com- 
plete particulars; so that the rights of this Government will be fally 
preserved, in g justice simply to American citizens. 

Then the French Government proclaimed an embargo at Bordeaux, 
but she apologized to the minister of the United States for the deten- 
tion of American ships, and actually promised 9 in the case 
of the Bordeaux ships. In some few instances, that in ity was 

id, but the great majority still stand open as unpaid claims against 

$ ent Then there was another class of claims, which arose after 
we had made a treaty with England—the Jay treaty i in 1794—which 
was ratified in 1795, and established with England a different rule in 
regard tosearch of neutral ships from the rule of our treaty with France. 
Under the French treaty, free ships made free and provisions and 
naval stores were not counted as contraband of war. Under the Eu- 
glish treaty, we acknowledged that Great Britain should have the right 
to go on our ships, not only to impress seamen,as she did, but further, 
that she should search our ships, and that naval stores should be re- 
garded as contraband of war; that provisions on our ships bound to a 
French port should be so far regarded as contraband of war that they 
would have the right to seize and carry them into an English port, 
paying the owner for them; rules which were denied to France. 

And France complained, that, while the nationsof Tarps by actual 
treaty, as shown by the treaty of England with Prussia, and England 
with Russia, and other European powers, with whom she had formed 
alliances, attempted to starve out France, France did not have thè 
right to stop American vessels carrying provisions into English ports, 
while they had the right to stop and seize American vessels carrying 
provisions to French ports; and for that reason France a decree 
that the French should treat neutral vessels in like manner as such 
neutrals permitted the English to treat them. 

And she passed a further ordinance, that every vessel that was not 
identified as an American vessel by a crew list, which was signed by 
officers in this country, would be considered not an American vessel 
for failure of proof, and would be treated as an enemy’s vessel. This 
decree was passed in consequence of our treaty with Great Britain, and 
Jam not afraid to say, what was said at the time by Congress, and what 
was said in the correspondence, that the treaty had operated to the 
disadvantage of France while France was our ally, and while we had 
agreed by treaty with lier that we would not give any other nation, 
— in commerce or in navigation, any advantage that we denied to 

er. 

The French decrees, nevertheless, were violative of our treaty with 
France, because they were not justified either by treaty or by the law 
of nations, and we had rightful claims for indemnity against her. 

And these indemnities have been r I will show by the 
correspondence that they were positively admitted by France. 


CONGRESSIONAL ACTION, 


But I must return from my Mr. Chairman, and consider 
the effect of the 1 ation by in 1798 upon our relations with 
France, and upon 


liability of France for depredations upon our com- 
merce after such legislation. 
As introductory to this inquiry a brief sketch of the state of affairs 


existing just before such legislation will assist materially in arriving 
at correct conclusions. 
THE NEGOTIATIONS OF 1797-98, — 

In 1797, Charles Cotesworth Pinckney, John Mars all, and Elbridge 
Gerry were constituted envoys to the French Republic; and Timothy 
Pickering, Secretary of State, on July 15, 1797, formulated th eir instrue- 
tions, from which I will make a few extracts: 


Notonly the recent depredations, under color of the decrees of the at grind A 

of the 2d of July, 1796, — the 2d of March, 1797, or under the decrees of 

agent, or the illegal sentences of their tribunals, butall . ones, not already 
satisfactorily adjusted, shall be put in specie oe ptr meg of settlement, 
Although the reparation for losses by the citizens of the United 

States, in consequence of irregular or Sige captures or e or 

forcible seizures or detentions, is of very high importance, and is to be 

yet it is not to be insisted upon as an indispensable condition of the proposed 

treaty. You are not, however, to renounce these claims of our citizens. * 

Such extensive depredations have been committed on the commerce of neutrals, 

he att eee d ts suggest prioty of revisi. 

e pro; alterations an: a of revisin 
all our treaties with France, $r such arepat oy first REI that will attrac 
your attention is the eps eters guaranty in the eleventh article of the treaty of 
alliance. * * * Butif nee Finsista on the 9 will be neces- 
sary to aim at some modification of it. On the part ot the United States, 
instead of troops or ships of war, it will be convenient to stipulate for a moderate 
sum of money or quantity of provisions at the optio no ha of France, the provisions 
to be delivered in our own ports, in any fature defensive wars. The sum of 
money, or its value in provisions, ought not to éxceed $200,000 a year during 


any such wars. 

To state the 3 ee ha ve been already advanced by the Gov- 
ernment of France, its agents and act port as the grounds of the capture and 
condemnation of American vessels and would doubtless give o pnn ii 
any man ofan ingenuous mind, who shoul be employed on the rance 


to negotiate another treaty, or a modification of the treaties w 


From these extracts it will be observed that the ea were to ob- 
tain a modification of existing treaties, or a new „if possible. 
They were instructed to offer money or provisions up to „000a year 
during any defensive war in place of the guaranty in the treaty of alli- 
ance. They were to obtain indemnities for the wrongs done our citi- 
zens, if possible; and while they were authorized to postpone these 
claims, if they could not otherwise make a new treaty, they were for- 
bidden to renounce them. 

On October 19, 1797, the envoys reported to the Secretary of State 
the substance of a conference with tatives of the French Gov- 
ernment, from which I call attention to the following extracts: 

The subject of the rale dé 3 also mentioned. M. Bellamy 
said that he did not assert t . Ss of ee treaties by municipal reg- 
ulations, bus that the Direotory consid ts regulation concerning the róle 
a’ 53 with the eae We observed to him that none of 
our aetna had the French termed a rale d équipage; and that if we were 
to surrender all the property which had been taken from our citizens, in cases 
where their vessels were not furnished with such a réle,the Government would 
be responsible to its citizens for the property so surrende: since it would be 
impossible to assert that theré was any plausibility in the that our 
treaty required a rale d'équipage. 


On January 17, 1798, our envoys presented in a letter to Talleyrand 
the American claims, d escribing them as follows: 

These claims consist— 

Of claims uncontroverted by the Government of France, an 

Of claims founded on captures and condemnations, the derallty of which has 
not yet been admitted. 

In the first class are arranged 

First. Those whose property has been seized under the decree of the National 
Convention of the 9th of May, 1793; 

Second. Those who are entitled to compensation in gary rig of the long 
detention of their vessels at Bordeaux, in the years 1793 and 1794; 

Third. The holders of bills and other evidences of debts due drawn by the co- 
lonial administration in the West Indies 

Fourth. Those whose cargoes have been appropriated to public use without 
receiving therefor adequate payment; an 

Fifth. Those who have supplied the Government under 2 with its 
apania. which 2 ot yet oi 8 8 part of 


Republic, one and indivisible S me 2, 1799), the 

ecutive Directory decreed ‘‘ That all neutral or erence! area shall, witho 

delay, be notified that the fag of the French Republie treat neutrál 

either as to confiscation,as to er capture, in the same manner as they 

shall suffer the English to treat them. 5 tages Choa 

which it can be considered, n nited 3 

serious attention. It dispenses at once, as they conceive, with the opt ol 
obligations which contract can create, and consequently asserts a right on 

arn eS to recede, at her discretion, from any ay ulations she may have 

nto. 

This power has hoes exercised by France on the rich and un ng the sys 

merce of an ally, on the presumption that that ally was susta 

injuries from Britain, ata time when it is believed that the S ‘of t 

nation had ceased, and the principle of compensation for them had been 

cognized, In the West Indies depredations have been experienced. 

The envoys then proceeded to complain of the colonial decrees of 
Angust 1, 1796, November 27, 1796, and of February 1, 1797, and thé 
wrongs done to American ships and cargoes thereunder. 

The envoys then denounce the requirements of a róle d’équipage, on N 
the ground that the treaty of 1778 enumerates the form of pore 
required to establish the neutrality of a vessel and her crew, as be 
the United States and France. 

On March 18, 1798, Talleyrand replied to the American no 
tending that the conduct of France became necessary, from inex 
of treaties by the United States, and from the British treaty, w. 

ve Great Britain rights denied to Francs, and unfriendly conduct of 
the United States since the British treaty, tise all of which he claimed 


con- 
on 


19 


* 


APPENDIX TO THE CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 


demnity. Talle; refers for details to numerous official commu- 

cations made to the Government of the United States by the French 
ministers, from time to time. . 

We thus have the claims on both sides duly formulated; and it is to 
be observed that they are based by both parties on the continued exist- 
ence of the treaties, and that the decrees of which the American envoys 
complained were decrees against neutrals, not against enemiesof France. 

But the negotiations failed, and the envoys withdrew from France, 
first Pi are and Marshall, and aſterwards Gerry. But beſore the 
d of Gerry, and before theact of Congressof July 7, 1798, abro- 
gi e treaties, Talleyrand, on June 10, 1798, writes to Gerry as 

ows: 


Ni Miptigns between France and the United States must essentially rest 
u t riñcipal pnt: 
and amicable declarations concerning certain circumstances, which 
e 


evolence has and may yet misrepresent. 
eaning of severgl articles of the treaties between the two 


ti 

Ak 1 the. casts enjoyment of the rights which flow from them. 
3. T npartial examination of the damages which have resulted from the 

deviation from the treaties of 1778. 


THE POSITION OF FRANCE. * 

We have already stated that every seizure made by the French was 

der color of some one or more of the French decrees against neutrals, 
S that France did not commit a single one of these grievances as an 
get of war. Aud this is true for the entire period from 1793 to 1800, 
inclusive; and after our legislation in 1798, the French Government 
modified materially its instructions to its cruisers. 

The Executive Directory on July 31, 1798, in a decree, declared that 
vessels fitted out in the French colonies as cruisers had violated the 
Jaw of nations and rights of neutrals and of allies, and withdrew from 
the colonial government the right to issue letters of marque. 

On August 16, 1798, they decreed that embargo on American vessels 
should be immediately raised. 

On March 18, 1799, the Directory declared that the decree of March 
2, 1797, as to réles d’équipage had been improperly interpreted as to 
American vessels, and that obstructions to navigation of vessels of that 
nation should be removed, and decreed that American vessels should 
not be subject to other conditions than all other neutrals. 

I desire to call attention; also, to Talleyrand’s letter to our consul- 
general at Paris, dated August 6, 1798, in which he says: 

You will have seen in No. 961 of the Redacteur a copy of a decree made by the 
Directory, in order to cause privateers to return within the rules and limits, 
whence they ought never to have der È 

Observe also the following extract from the circular of the French 
Minister of Marine and the Colonies, Bruix, to the agents of the marine 
in the ports of the Republic, dated August 11, 1798, concerning deten- 
tion of crews of American vessels: 

The intentions of the Government were very badly understood, when a mess- 
ure was adopted, which, in the first place, hazards the safety of these vessels. 
and in the second place appears to place us ina hostile attitude towards the United 
States, whilst the acts of the Government evince, on the contrary, that it de- 
sires a good understanding between the two Republics, 

The same minister, on August 16, 1798, issued another circular to 
all the principal officers of the ports, civil and military, in which he 
uses the following language: 

Our political situation with regard to the United States not haying as yet un- 
dergone any change which can affect the respect due to neutral nations— 

Copies of these two circulars of the french minister of marine were 
officially transmitted to Mr. Skipwith, our consul-general at Paris, Au- 
gust 20, 1798, by Talleyrand, with a letter, in which he remarks: 

Their contents will prove to you the intention of the Government to remedy 
the abuses committed against its intentions. 

The policy of France is illustrated in a letter of Talleyrand to M. 
Pichon, French secretary of legation at The Hague, dated August 28, 
1798, in which he comments as follows: 

What, therefore, is the cause of the misunderstanding, which, if France did 
not manifest herself more wise, would henceforth induce a violent rupture be- 
tween the two Republics? * * © 

The Government of the United States surrounds itself with precautions against 
an imaginary attack. To stretch the hand to deluded friends is what one re- 
public owes to another, and I can not doubt that the dignity of that attitude will 
convince the President of our pacific intentions. 

Here we find that the French Government distinctly says that a vio- 
lent rupture“ might come in the future but for the pacific policy 
which France was pursuing. 

So that France, by all her actions and declarations, was estopped 
from defending any of the claims of our citizens for indemnity, on the 
ground that the French spoliations were acts of war. 

THE ACTS OF CONGRESS, 

Let us now examine the position of the United States during the 
years 1788, 1799, and 1800. 

The act of May 28, 1798, reciting in its preamble that armed vessels, 
sailing under authority or pretense of authority from France, had com- 
mitted depredations on the commerce of the United States, and captured 
vessels and property of our citizens on and near our coasts, in violation 
of the law of nations, and of the treaties between the United States and 
the French nation, authorized the President to instruct our Navy to 
seize vessels committing such depredations, or hovering on our coast 
= ae purpose of so doing, and to retake American vessels captured 

y thei. 


This was manifestly in maintenance of our neutral rights, and in 
protection of our commerce. No French merchant ships were to be 
molested, nor even armed vessels, except such as were preying upon 
our maritime trade. 

On June 13, 1798, Con passed an act to suspend commercial re- 
lations with France and her colonies, and forbade American vessels to 
sail for French ports, or French v. to enter American ports with- 
out the President’s ion, or in stress of weather, and it provided 
that French vessels be ordered to depart from our ports; with the pen - 
alty of forfeiture against American vessels, and seizure and detention, 
at the expense of the United States, by the collector of customs, of French 
vessels violating the act. This was an act authorizing civil process for 
its violation; and the penalties were more severe for American than! 
French vessels; and the fourth section limited the act to the end g 
the next session of Congress; and the fifth section provided that tlie 
President might dissolve these prohibitions whenever France disavowed 
and refrained from these violations of treaties and the law of nations, 
and acknowledged our 
just claims to be considered in all respects neutral and unconnected in the 
present European war. 

The act of June 25, 1798, authorized the commander and crew of any 
vessel, owned wholly by American citizens, to resist depredations com- 
mitted under French colors, to capture the depredators, and to reca 
ture American merchant-yessels captured by vessels under French col- 
ors; and provides that in case of capture of any vessel sailing under the 
French flag, condemnation 8 may be instituted in United 
States courts, and the crew and commander shall be turned over to the 
collector of the port, to be held at the expense of the United States, 
until the pleasure of the President of the United States shall be known. 
The actis limitedin duration to one year, and to the end of the next ses- 
sion of Congress thereafter; and the President is authorized to suspend 
it, whenever French armed vessels ‘‘ refrain from lawless depredations 
and outrages against our merchantmen, and observe the laws of 
nations.“ This act is not a declaration of a state of war between the 
United States and France; for, if war existed, the French depredations 
would no longer be lawless,“ or contrary to the laws of nations.“ 

Next in order comes the act of July 7, 1798, which we have before 
alluded to, and which recites in its preamble that the treaties have been 
repeatedly violated by France, our just claims for reparation have been 
refused, and our attempts to negotiate have been repelled with indig- 
nity; and that ‘‘a system of predatory violence infracting the said 
treaties and hostile to the rights of a free and independent nation“ is 
ya pursued under authority of the French Government. This act de- 
clares: 

That the United States are of right freed and exonerated from the stipulation 
of the treaties and of the consular convention he fi concluded between 
the United States and Franoe, and that the same 8 pot hencef be re- 
garded as legally obligatory on the Government or citizéns of the United States, 

And then comes the act of July 9, 1798, entitled An act further to 
protect thecommerce of the United States, which authorized the Pres- 
ident to instruct commanders of public armed vessels, and to grant 
special commissions to private armed vessels of the United States, au- 
thorizing the capture of any French armed vessels in the jurisdictional 
limits of the United States, or on the high seas, and the condemnation 
das forfeited’’ of the vessels and their armaments, and other French 
property aboard of them; and also authorizing private armed vessels, 
so specially commissioned, to recapture American vessels, in like man- 
ner as public armed vessels could lawfully do; and providing that all 
French persons, and others acting on board captured French vessels, 
should be reported to the collector of the first port entered, and should 
be delivered to the custody of the marshal, or of some civil or military officer 
of the United States, or of any State in or near such port, who shall take charge 
for their keeping and support, at the expense of the United States, 

It is from this act of July 9, 1798, and the deeds of our cruisers and 
private armed vessels under it, that there arose what has been termed a 
condition of limited hostilities or ‘imperfect war, which gentle- 
men here have attempted to magnify into the existence of a general 
public war between the two countries. 

There is no doubt that the Co of the United States, when it 
passed the act of July 9, 1798, ized that it might finally result in 
the breaking out of war; but it is equally clear that it was notintended 
as a declaration of war with France. 

This is shown by other acts of the same Co: For instance, the 
second section of the act of July 16, 1798, authorized the President to 
raise twelve regiments of infantry and six troops of cavalry (additional 
to the regular military establishment)— 
to be enlisted for and during the continuance of the existing differences be- 
tween the United States and the French Republic, unless sooner discharged. 

And the act of March 2, 1799, provided that— 
in case war shall break out between the United States and a foreign European 
power— 
the President might still further increase the regular Army, and ac- 
cept and organize a volunteer force: a power that was not exercised, 
because the authority was ‘‘eventual,’’ as stated in the title of the 
act, and the event (i. e., the brea out of the war) did not occur. 

Let us merely notice, in addition, the act of March 3, 1799, ‘vesting 
the power of retaliation, in certain cases, in the Presidentof the United 
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States,” a power which it did not require legislation to bestow upon 
the commander-in-chief in time of war. 

But in the act of Congress of February 20, 1800, the distinction is 
more strikingly set forth than in any other. This act ded 
farther enlistments under the second section of the actof July 16, 1798, 
above cited, authorizing the increase of the regular Army— 
unless in the recess of Congress, and during the continuance of the existing 
differences between the United States and the French Republic, warshall break 
out between the United States and the French Republic. . 

When we consider that by Article I, section 8, of the Constitution, 
the power to declare war“ is a legislative power, these acts of Con- 

are the supreme law of the land,” and are conclusive upon this 
subject, and estop the Government from saying to these claimants that 
war then existed; especially when Congress, as late as February 20, 

1800, declared that war had not yet broken out. 
hut against these acts and declarations of the war and treaty-making 
powers of both Governments are presented two decisions of the Supreme 
Court of the United States. I allude to the cases of Bass vs. Tingy, 4 
Dallas, 37, and Talbot vs. Seeman, 1 Cranch, 1. I propose to show 
that these decisions are not contrary to the views I have maintained, 
but assist in their correct analysis, 

But were they contrary to the determinations of the war-making 
branch of the Government of the United States, as set forth in the acts 
of Congress which I have cited, the political decision of them must 
prevail, for the reason given by Justice Miller in the Clinton Bridge 
case, when, in delivering the judgment of the court, he used the fol- 
lowing language: ‘ 

Questions of this class are international questions, and are to be settled be- 
tween the foreign nations interested in the treaties and the political depart- 
ment ofourGovernment. When those departments declare a treaty ab: 


annulled, or modified, it is not for the judicial branch of the G0 


vernment to set 
it up, and assert its continued obligation. If the court could do this, it could 
annul declarations of war, su: 


nd the levy of armies, and become a great in- 
ternational arbiter, instead of a court of justice for the administration of the 
laws of the United States, 


But let us see what the case of Bass and Tingy was. The Eliza, 
an American ship, was taken by a French privateer on the 31st of 
March, 1799, and recaptured on the Ist of April, 1799, by the United 
States ship Ganges. ere was a claim of salvage, and the question 
was, whether France could be considered as an enemy. I wish to call 
the attention of the committee particularly to the language,which is 
used by the members of the Supreme Court, who delivered opinions in 
that case. Judge Moore said, in the Tiea canst that our condition 
had no precedent, and that the case presented was one that would have 
to be decided now for the first time. His language is: 

Our situation is so extraordinary that I doubt whether a parallel case can be 
traced in the history of nations. 

Judge Washington stated that a ‘‘ perfect state of war“ was not in- 
tended by the United States— 

That the hostilities were limited as to places, persons, and thi and this is 
more properly termed imperfect war; because not solemn, and those 
autho to commit hostilities act under special authority,and can go no 
further than to the extent of their commissions. 

Judge Chase, in delivering his opinion, said: 


Congress is empowered to declare a general war, or Congress may wage a lim- 
ited war; limi ad pia; in objects, and in time. Ifa general war is declared, 
its extent and operations are only restricted and regulated by the jus belli, form- 
ee of the law of nations; but if a partial war is waged, its extent and 
operations depend on our municipal laws. 


Judge Patterson said: 


The United States and the French are in a R eap state of hostility. An 
imperfect war, or a war as to certain objects, and to a certain extent, exists be- 
between the two countries; and this modified warfare is authorized by the con- 


stitutional authority of our country. It is a war goos Roc. As far as Congress 
ee and authorized the war on our part, so may we proceed in hostile 
operations. ; 


Let us apply these principles to the case of the American vessels, en- 
gaged in peaceful commerce, and which, unresisting, succumbed toarmed 
cruisers and privateers of France. 

Under that decision, I grant that if an American vessel, even though 
she had on board goods for the purpose of trading, should be commis- 
sioned under the act of Congress to recapture prizes from French ves- 
sels, and in such an attempt should be seized, she would then come 
within the state of limited hostilities. But that is not the case of these 
ships. They were not going out to recapture prizes from France, they 
were not going out as privateers to war on French commerce; but they 
were the private ships of the country, proceeding on the lawful and 
peaceful missions of trade; and they did not come within any class of 
vessels which were committing hostilities against the vessels of France. 
And, as Justice Patterson remarked, only so far as Congress authorized 
the war on our part, only to such extent did this limited or imperfect 
war exist. 

Apply to this case also the tests furnished by the opinions of Justice. 
Washington and Justice Chase. Judge Chase says that this was ‘‘a 
limited, partial war, limited in place, in objects, and in time.“ Judge 
Washington says it was an imperfect war,” limited as to places, 
persons, and things. The only objects of the war were defense of our 
commerce; the only place was on the high seas, and no vessels were 
engaged in it on our part, except the public armed ships or privateers, 
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and such private armed vessels of this country as attempted to recapt- 
ure a prize from a French vessel. 

The only objects against which hostilities were directed were French 
armed vessels, either public vessels of war or French privateers. Our 
vessels had no right to attack private vessels of France. There was 
nothing allowed in the nature of reprisal against French merchantmen. 
Chief-J ustice Ellsworth, a member of the Supreme Court, when envoy to 
France, on the 11th day of April, 1800, united with Davie and Murray 
in a letter addressed to Joseph Bonaparte and the other French pleni- 
potentiaries, in which he stated: e 

With respect to the acts of Congress ofthe United States, which the hard alterna- 
tive of abandoning their commerce, ruin imposed, and wh far from contem- 
plating a co-operation with the enemies of the Republic, did not even authorize 
reprisals upon her merchantmen, but were restricted solely to the giving of 
safety to their own, until a moment should arrive when their sufferings could 
be heard and redressed— 
thus distinctly repudiating any co-operation with the enemies of the 
Republic of France, and asserting that the measures adopted by this 
country were simply defensive. 

But let us see what there was on the side of France. Was the act 
of France an act of war? Isay emphatically, and I am prepared to 
prove by the decision of our own Supreme Court, that the act of France, 
while it was an outrageous act, while it was an act for which we had 
a right to claimindemnity, was not an act of war. Take, ia the first 
place, the French decrees. The French were proceeding in obedience 
to their laws. Every one of their decrees is a decree, not against an 
enemy, but against neutrals. One of them says, We will treat the 
vessels of neutral powers as those ships allow the British to treat 
them.“ Another one says that any vessel claiming to be a neutral 
vessel must have a crew-list in a certain form, or be condemned. 
France herself, under herlaw, did not commit these acts as acts toward 
an enemy, but in every instance as acts toward neutrals. 

But we have an express decision of the Supreme Court of the United 
States on this point, and it is the very case which has been cited by 
gentlemen on the other side, in order to include this matter within the 
limits of war. I allude to the case of Talbot vs. Seeman. What was 
that case? A ship (the Amelia) belonged to a citizen of Hamburg, a 
foreign free city, which at that time was at peace with us, and at peace 
with France. France did not devote her attentions exclusively to the 
United States at that time in depredating on commerce. She depre- 
dated on the commerce of Denmark, Sweden, and Hamburgas well as on 
that of the United States. This was a Hamburg ship; and it was taken 
by a French war vessel; and being sent off as prize, was recaptured by 
an American ship, the Constitution. Ourlaw provided that in case of 
recapture, certain salvage was to be allowed; the expression used in 
the act of Congress was ‘ recaptured from the enemy. On that phrase, 
“the enemy, turns one point of the decision, which bears out the 
position I take. The salvage to be allowed was one-half of the value 
of the ship. Our vessel recaptured from the French this Hamburg 
prize, and brought it into our ports for salvage; and they claimed one- 
half of the value of the ship as salvage, under the act of Congress which 
spoke of ‘‘recaptures from the enemy.“ 

Ang, while the court decided that the Constitution, a public armed 
ship of the United States, was within the terms of the acts of Congress, 
in recapturing from a French prizecrew the Hamburg ship, and could 
recover salvage, yet the salvage could not be measured on the basis of 
recapture ‘‘from the enemy, because France, in seizing the Hamburg 
ship and putting a prize crew aboard of her, didnot thereby assume the 
relation of an enemy to the Hamburg vessel or its government. From 
which follows inevitably the conclusion, that if the act ofa French armed 
vessel, acting under the French laws, in the seizure of a merchant ves- 
sel of Hamburgon the high seas, andinclaiming itas prize, was not an 
act of war towards Hamburg, then a similar act, under the same French 
laws, could not be an act of war towards the United States. 

Such is the doctrine of Talbot vs. Seeman. It simply indicates that 
while we could not have claimed indemnity from France for 
sustained by our cruisers or our privateers from French armed vessels, 
because such of our vessels were, by express designation, included in 
the terms of the acts of Congress authorizing the limited hostilities; 
nevertheless, the vessels which were engaged in the peaceful voyages 
of commerce, and which suffered seizure, and were condemned and sold 
as neutrals by the decrees of French courts, are entitled to all the rights 
of neutrals as much as if no state of limited war existed, embracing 
other classes of American ships. 

But in conclusion let me refer to a case in the English admiralty 
(The Santa Cruz, Rob., 54), where Sir William Scott spoke of the re- 
lation between the United States and France as ‘‘the present state of 
hostility (if so it may be called) between America and France.“ In 
this case the presiding judge doubted whether the words ‘‘state of 
hostilities’? were applicable to the situation. 

And still spoliations of our commerce, under color of the decrees af- 
fecting neutrals, continued; but, as will reasonably be seen, they were 
not so frequent, because of the French orders of marine, and more es- 
pecially because our cruisers prevented depredations in many cases. 
For instance, on April 24,1799, Mr. Pickering, Secretary of State, writes 
to our minisler at The Hague that— 

home by tae 
ve not heard 


our vessels trading to the West Indies are 2 convo 
public armed vessels, which are cruising in t apan We 
à French privateer on our coast since the capture of one last summer. 


ee meta te om aM eee emis Ce SENT acca eter uD et Sa c 
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And yet some gentlemen of the committee have said in their 8 
that these claims originated mostly in the years 1798 and 1799.” 
THE WITHDRAWAL OF THE PINCKNEY EMBASSY. 


But let us resume an examination of the negotiations between the 
two countries. 

In April, 1798, negotiations for a new treaty, or a modification of 
the old ones, having failed, Pinckney and Marshall left France. Gerry 
remained until July or August following, having received from Mr. 

ering, Secretary of State, a positive recall. 

But it before his departure news of the vigorous action of re, cargo 

rizing French cruisers hovering upon our coasts to be attac 
ding commercial relations with France and its colonies, hal 
reached Paris. In this state of affairs, Talleyrand writes to Gerry of 
the intentions of the French Directory, as follows: 

In the present crisis, it confines itself to a measure of security and self-preser- 
vation, by laying a temporary embargo on American vessels, a reserve of 
indemnities, if there be occasion for them. It is yet ready, it is as much dis- 

as ever, to terminate by a candid negotiation the differences which sub- 
sist between the two countries. 

Let me call attention to the fact that Talleyrand, the great diplo- 
matist of France, informed Gerry that France would reserve a right to 
indemnity against our Government in case our cruisers attacked 
French cruisers. How can this be reconciled with the position, as- 
sumed by*those opposed to these claims, that indemnities could not be 
claimed against France, in face of the fact that France announced her 
intention to claim indemnity against the United States? 

And a few days afterwards Talleyrand reiterates the pacific inclina- 
tions of the French Government: 

By information which it has just received, it indeed learns that violences have 
been committed upon the commerce and citizens of the United States in the 
West Indies and on coasts. A remedy is preparing for it, and or- 
ders will soon arrive in the Wes Indies calculated to cause everything to return 
within its just limits, until au amicable arrangement between France and the 
United States shall re-establish them respectively in the enjoyment of their 
period, sir, can not be too near at hand. 

And again, in his final communication to Mr. Gerry, dated August 


3, 1798, he says: 

Presuming, sir, that you have not yet 83 I address to you a decree of 
the Executive wherein you will find a part of the measures which I 
announced to you the dth of this month b ee Its solicitude will not be 
confined to that. Neutrals, in T Will have reason soon to be convinced of 
its firm attachment to ite principles — to 2 ee that — maritime 
nations might agree. depends upon n tat m particular to cause 
—— jrantedintely todisappear between them and the French 

u 


CONSULAR RELATIONS CONTINUED. 


After Gerry’s departure, Talleyrand continued this correspondence 
with Mr. Skipwith, our consul-general at Paris, who writes to Mr. 
Pickering, Secretary of State, as follows: 


seamen in particular who were detained or — in confinement at those 
rts. Agreeably to the intimations contained in inister's to me, I 
Rave this day made appli n to the minister of — m in favor of the Ameri- 
who, by means of one of the publie rities at L'Orient, had —_ 

— psa Ehmen, and are at present confined at Orleans as 
war. In a few days I their liberation, and shall procure ‘belt 
passages home. I have the pleasure to you an official 
copy of anarrélé of the Directory for Rio Pr o, imposed Govern- 
ment on all vessels belonging tothe United States 3 the p ports of the Republic. 


And on January 23, 1799, Mr. Skipwith writes to the Seeretary of 
State that he has reason to think that— 
nd erty of neutral nations will be considerably more respected 
8 5 been. oy 
DIPLOMATIC RELATIONS RESUMED. 

Abont the same time the Secretary of State wrote to our consul at 
Havana that it was a mistake to suppose that it was unlawful for 
American vessels to bring Frenchmen as passengers to the United 
States. 

On March 6, 1799, Mr. Pickering inclosed, in a letter to Mr. Murray, 
United States minister at The Hague, a commission co Chief- 
Justice Ellsworth, Patrick Henry, and himself envoys to renew ne- 
gotiations with France. Patrick Henry did not serve, and Mr. Davie 
was substituted. ‘This was done in consequence of overtures made by 
Talleyrand throngh M. Pichon, French secretary of legation at The 
Hague, to Mr. Murray, as early as August, 1798. 

In June, 1799, the President proclaimed renewal of commercial in- 
tercourse with St. Domingo. 

Ou May 5, 1799, Mr. Murray announced the appointment of the 

American envoys in a letter to Tall 

Our envoys were instructed explicitly by the Secretary of State to 

demand indemnity for the spoliations. Observe Mr. Pickering’s lan- 


guage: 

First. Atthe ning 3 you will inform the French 
that the United from asan condition of the 
ee 3 to the citizens of the United States full compensa- 
tion for all josses ey shall have Fee 
regular or illegul captures or condemnationsof their vessels and 
under color or author ty from the ie Re its 


2 and condemnations are deemed 5 when oe tothe 
w 


tation af the treaty of amity and eommmoron of tho Oh lodged in Europo, and ‘re, fairly 


and ingenuously remained in force. 


Second. If these prelim: ould y adj 
purpose of examining and adjusting all the claims of our citizens, it will be 
necessary to gy iay the appointment ofa board of commissioners, * 


inaries shi be satisfactoril usted, gral mn 


The board should of the claims which ma 
them by American citizens. * * * The 
tingu from those of their citizens. * * * As the French Government 
have heretofore complained of infringements of the treaty 8 and com- 
merce by the United States or their citizens, all claims for injuries thereby í ocs 
casioned to France or its citizens are to besubmitted to the same board. * 


The American envoys left the United States early in November, 1799, 
but, owing to delays incident to voyages in those days, did not reach 
Paris till March, 1800. After being duly received, and the exchange of 
credentials, the American envoys, on April 7, 1800, presented the follow- 
ing general proposition: 

To ascertain and discharge the equitable claims of the citizens of either nation 
upon the other, whether founded on contract, treaty, or the law of nations. The 
way being thus prepared,the undersigned will be at liberty to stipulate for that 


reciprocity and freedom of commereial intercourse between the two nations 
which must essentially contributo to their mutual advancement. 


To which the French ministers replied: 


They think that the first object of the n lation ought to be the determina- 
tion of 8 und the e to be followed, for the per cong and indem- 
nifleation of injuries, for which either nation may make claim for itself, or for 
any of its citizens. And that the second is to assure the execution of 
treaties of friendship and commerce made between the two nations, we Ac- 
complishment of the views of reciprocal advantages which suggested them. 

Two main points of difference are brought to view by an e ot 
these declarations. The American proposition did not embrace claims 
of nation against nation, but only claims of citizens of either nation 
against the other, while the French proposal embraced both national 
and individual claims. And the French minister suggested that the 
treaties were still of force, while the American envoys proposed a new 
treaty. 

After farther correspondence the American envoys presented their 
proposals in the form of the first six articles of a new treaty, in which 
provision is made for a commission to examine and decide upon claims 
of citizens of either nation against the other nation, according to the 
law of nations, and for claims arising prior to July 7, 1798, according 
to the treaties and consular convention. 

Replying to this, the French ministers, after agreeing to the principle 
of mutual compensation and indemnity, still insist upon including 
claims of nation against nation, and ‘‘see no reason for the distinction 
between the time prior to July 7, 1798, and the time subsequent, and 
add: 

When the undersigned hastened to acknowledge the princi 
oT AESA e 1A aAA ERANA A DRT DEARLI DAEA ADET 

ri * 
taste it expedient, as a consequence of 2 and — as the 2 
inary of a new one. 

The American envoys, adhering to their original positions, sent thirty 
additional articles of a general treaty to complete their pro; 

But correspondence and n failed to bring the es together 
in their views, and finally, on August 11, 1800, the French ministers 
present to the American envoys two propositions: 

Either the ancient treati ith the vileges resulti * 
the stipulation of vevigrodel: 8 or a new peate E cre 
without indemnity. 

After this communication, the American envoys perceived (as they 
state in their journal and in a letter to the Secretary of State) that the 
negotiation must be or their instructions deviated 
After much deliberation and discussion, they determined u 
ing a new proposal, predicated on the adoption of the first . 
in the overture of the French ministers.’ This was presented August 
20, 1800, in six propositions, substantially as follows: 

1. The former treaties are renewed and confi: and shall have the same 
8 misunderstanding between eee. wers had intervened, ex- 

so far as they are departed from in the presen 

Either party, within seven years, may pay imre n other 3,000,000 and 
thereby reduce the rights of the other as to privateers and prizes to those of the 
most favored nation; and during the time allowed for this option such rights 
shall be so limited. 

3. The mutual guaranty of the treaty of alliance limited on both sides to 
furnishin; military stores or provisions in any defensive war to the amount of 
1,000,000 either party may exonerate iseelt fromm thin guaranty DY 
paying within seven eee 000,000 franca. 

4. The articles of commerce and navigation, except seventeenth article of the 
to prizes and privateers), may be modified on the basis of the most 
nation, ** N to twelve yen 
ulation for 3 limited to the ae oe individ- 


be 


e of compensa- 


To this new overture, the French minister responded, proposing— 
dong T E ter DA ge a ATR ek 


foree, as if no misunderstand: two nations had ever . 
Second. Commissioners be appointed to liquidate the ve losses. 
Third. The seventeenth article of the treaty of commerce of 1778 shall be con- 

full foree, itio these words, to 


or 
harbors to such as shall have made prize of the subj (i en 
France) or of the citizens of the United States,” there shall “Tf it be 
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enteenth and twenty-second articies be not madeand accepted without reserve, 

mes award for indemnities determined by the commissioners shall not be al- 
owed 

Fifth. The guaranty stipulated by the Papen of alliance shall be converted 


intoa graas of succor for two millions. ut this grant shall not be redeemable 


unless by a capital of ten millions. 

To this, the American envoys offered a slight modification of their 
former proposal, to which the French ministers, without comment, re- 
plied: 

We shall have the right to take our prizes into the ports of America. 

mmission shall the indemnities which either 


re co! of the two nations 
owe to the citizens of the other, 
T ne indemnities which shall be due by France shall be paid for by the 8 
States; and iu return for which, France yields the exclusive privileges 


ing from the seventeenth and twent: md articles of the treaty of ee 
and from the right of guaranty of the eleventh article of the treaty of alliance. 
The American envoys declined to accede to these propositions, and 
on September 6 presented the following substitute: 
First. The former treaties shall be renewed and confirmed, 
Seeond. The obligations of the guaranty shall be specified and limited, as in 
the first paragraph of their third proposition of the 20th of August. 


Third. There shall be mutual 8 and a mutual restoration of capt- 
ured property not hia Soe definitely condemned, according to their fifth and sixth 


a = that date. 
‘ourth. If, at the exchange of ratifications, the United States shall propose a 
3 relinquishment of ä the French Republic will agree to the 
same; and in such case the former treaties shall not be deemed obligatory, ex- 
cept that, under the seventeenth and twenty-seventh articles of that of com- 
shall continue forever to —— for their public ships of war, 
9 prizes, such privileges in the ports of each other as the most fa- 
vored nations yt a — 
Two days after submitting the foregoing, the American envoys re- 
quested an interview with the French ministers to learn — 
whether it can be made the basis of a treaty; or, if not, whether any further 
overtures are to be expected on the part of France. 
The interview washeld. There were present on the part of the United 
States our ipotentiaries, Ellsworth, Davie, and Murray, and on the 
of France Joseph Bonaparte, Fleurieu, and Roederer. The Amer- 
can propositions of September 6 were considered seriatim. The 
French winisters insisted on having the option of getting rid of the in- 
demnity by offering to abandon the exclusive privilege, and openly 
avowed that their real object was to avoid by every means any engage- 
ment to pay indemnities, giving as one reason the utter inability of 
France to pay, in thesituation in which she would be left by the pend- 
European war. 


The American envoys pressed the subject of modifying the guaran- | convent 


ties. Joseph Bonaparte declared that they had no powers to accede to 
such a stipulation; but if the Government should instruct them to 
make a treaty on the basis of indemnities and a modification of the old 


treaties, he would resign sooner than sign such a treaty. It was in the 
heat of this discussion that he used argument that the existing 
state of things was war on the part of America, and that no indemni- 


ties could be claimed. And yet this impatient utterance of an irritated 
minister is seized upon by the opponents of this measure as proof that 
war existed between the United States and France, although the whole 
course of the negotiations contradicts the position, and although, a day 
or two later, the French ministers addressed another note to the Ameri- 
enn envoys, in which they state: 


‘They firmly adhere to these princi les: First. That a stipulation of indemni- 
macho wb is the full and entire of the treaties 


that advantages — aroa b. — 
by means ot the reciprocal relinquishment of indemnities, —— 
to be the most advantageous and also the most honorable to the 


Agreement being impossible, the American envoys wrote to the French 
ministers as follows: 
The discussion of former treaties and of indemnities 


elosed, it must of course be till it can be 
barrassments. It remains only to consider the expediency of a temporary ar- 


From this ion was finally evolved the convention of Septem- 
ber 30, 1800, which contained the following article: 

Arr. II. The ministers of the two not being able to 
agree at present respecting the treaty of alliance of of February, 1778, 
treaty of amity and of the same date, and the convention of 14th of 
pal th ate further on these subjects ö —— 
Rave agreed upon said treaties and shall have no | sider 
operation, and the relations of the two coun shall regulated as follows. 


THE RATIFICATIONS. 


When the convention was submitted for the advice and consent of 


proviso limiting the convention to eight years. The 
t ratified it in that form, and commissioned Mr. 


show a on the of his Government to render it more 
re tee ae eae a nee ee ote 
felt by both nations. 


In reply, the French ministers inquire what, are the motives of recip- 
rocal interest inducing the suppression of the second article. 
Mr. Murray replied: 


That artiele promised a negotiation upon treaties and mutual indemnities. 
s s * — * . + 
These are ly the thin; hich, had the casus been claimed, 
must have aart erroa red din pons and to throw dds tondahig at of the two 
nations out ofits natural course. Do have retained it (. e., the second 
article) would have been, in the result, less to authenticate a claim to dispu 
siahte Shan to ey up's ftare quaral On: poste ta whisk edah party sup} j 
Fleurieu and Roederer, after twelve days’ delay, responded, that if 
the private opinion expressed by the American minister was to bind 
his Government, it may be made to appear conducive to the interests of 
both parties; but otherwise they would not agree to the suppression of 
the second article. 
Mr. Murray writesto Mr, Madison, our Secretary of State, as follows: 
I found that the objection to the suppression of the second article woes be 
inthis idea: That they thereby would resign their claim to the —- and yet 


not exonerate themselves from the claim of indemnities. * * I believe 
they would not hesitate if the indemnities were abandoned. 


Again, on July 1, 1801, Mr. Murray writes to Mr. Madison : 


I wish I had been authorized to subscribe to a joint abandonment of treaties 
and indemnities. As claims, they will always be set off against each other by 
them ; and I consider the cessation of their claim to treaties to be valuable. 

Finally, on July 23, 1801, after much fruitless negotiation, a con- 
clusion was reached, and it was communicated by Mr. Murray to Mr. 
Madison, as follows: 

At length they will ratify, but with a declaration in the body of their act, that 
the omission of the second article and theaddition of the new one of limitation, 
to both of which 8 will Soria assent, are to be consid as an abandon- 

Convi . pats I Phat 8 better be gained, and in 

in: as Lam. n can a 
liberal judgment in Government upon the situation in which I am Since Thall 
exchange upon these terms. 


The form of the French ratification is as follows: 


Bonaparte, First Consul, in the name of the French * * * approves 
theabove convention in all and each of the articles are therein contained ; 
that it is accepted, ratified, and confirmed, and promises that it shall 


declares 
be inviolably observed. 
The Governmentof the United States havi ee to its ratification, that 


on 
— two states 
said article. 

e form of ratification accepted by Mr. Murray, in behalf of 
the United States, the President received the same and submitted it 
to the Senate, who resolved: 


That they considered the said convention as fully ratified, and returned the 


game to the President for the usual promulgation. 


It was then, on December 21, 1801, proclaimed by the President, 
Mr. Jefferson, with the ratifications and a statement of the final action 
of the Senate. 

There is a circumstance to be noticed, in relation to the exact words 
used by Bonaparte, which are translated by the word provided.“ 
The ratification by Bonaparte was in the French language only, and 
Mr. Murray thus accepted it, although it was usual to have it 
in both English and French. This was done to save several days’ de- 
lay; and Mr. Murray so explained to the Secretary of State, in for- 
warding the instrument. The words used by Bonaparte were bien 
entendu,” literally meaning—‘‘it well understood. This is 
much more SE anaes RENE provided, used in 
the English translation afterwards made. 

Can there be 56 action of the Senate, and the 
mulgation by the President of the declaration of Bonaparte as to the 
effect of retrenching the second article, amounted to an acquiescence 
in the French interpretation? But in addition, Mr. Livingston, our 
minister to France, officially communicated a copy of the President's 


e ger to Talleyrand, and declared such acquiescence in the 
27 ch proviso in the following words: 


1 that the Government of the United States did not — 
annexed by that of the French Republic 28 
—— treaty, or as requiring a new ratification. 


And a week later, Mr. Livingston reiterated this eonenrrence in these 
terms in another letter to Talleyrand: 

bene jase as ratification can certainly extend only to the objects of the arti- 
cle, puts an end to a discussion that was only postponed, 

This construction had been given to the ratification of the conven- 
tion by Talleyrand, in an official letter written to Pichon, then French 
minister to the United States, when he informed Pichon that the rat- 
ification had taken place, and inclosed him a copy of its form. After 

ing to the American ratification as i lar, and as justifying a 
refusal on the part of France to ratify, he ad 

The Government 8 to terminate this debate in the manner tho 
most conformable to interests and to the sentiments of the two nations. 
ee ratty ime without Tal position m the ee 
— ee suppressed article the suppression of this article releasing the 
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Americans from all preten#ions on our part relative to ancient treaties, and 
our silence ing the same article leaving us exposed to the whole — ek 
of the eventual demands of this Government relative to indemnities, it has 
come necessary that a form be introduced into the act of ratification,in order 
to express the sense in which the Government of the Republic understood and 
accepted the abolition of the suppressed article. 


It will be noticed that Bonaparte first ratifies the convention in full, 
in the same mannerasif the secend article had not been stricken out by 
the United States. This was a ratification of the convention with the 
second article in it. I will read this part of the ratification, for the in- 
formation of the House: 

Bonaparte, First Consul, ete., approves the above convention in all and each 
of the articles which are therein contained, 

The words are all and each of the articles.“ These words em- 
brace the second article, as well as the rest of the convention, and con- 
stitute the first part of the French ratification. 

It is manifest that, in order to make the American ratification con- 
form to this, it would be necessary for the Senate to advise, and for the 
President to sign, an additional ratification (i. e., of the second article), 
for otherwise the convention would be fully ratified by France, but not 
fully ratified by the United States. 

But the French Government offered an assent to the ratification of 
the convention as amended by the omission of the second article and 
the addition of the eight years’ limitation, provided that bysuch omis- 
sion both parties renounced the claims of the treaties and indemnities. 
Bonaparte offers an alternative ratification, equivalent to saying: I 
will take this convention as a whole, and will ratify it as a whole, with 
the second article in; or, I will ratify it with the second article out, 
provided this is interpreted as a mutual renunciation, instead of a post- 
ponement of our disputes.” 

In this shape, the ratification comes back to Jefferson as the Presi- 
dent of the United States. And here I would call attention to the fact 
that the President ratifies, and the Senate simply advises and consents. 
Jefferson accordingly sends the convention to them for their advice and 
consent. When this was done the Senate could have advised the rati- 
fication of the second article of the convention, and the revocation of the 
eight vears’ limitation; and to do this would have required a further rati- 
fication on the part of the President. Or the Senate could have advised 
the President not to promulgate the convention unless the French Con- 
sul should withdraw the proviso attached to his ratification of the eight 
years’ limitation, and of the convention with the second article stricken 
out; and this also would have required a farther ratification on the part 
of France. Or the Senate could advise the President to acquiesce in 
the declaration of France, and promulgate the convention in the shape 
in which it then stood, without further ratification. The Senate 
adopted the last-named course, and the convention, with its ratifica- 
tion, was promulgated by the President. 

Subsequently, in negotiations between the two Governmentsas to in- 
demuities for spoliations committed after the signing of the conven- 
tion of September 30, 1800, Talleyrand, the French minister, thus wrote 
to Mr. Livingston, the American minister at Paris: 

You will recollect, sir, that the second article owed its birth to claims founded 
upon provisions contained in treaties s existing between the two na- 
tions. That the Government of France was willing to admit those claims, pro- 
vided the connection created by those treaties were re-established; but that the 
commissioners of the United States, conceiving they were not empowered to 
treat on this subject, it was mutually agreed to suspend the negotiations rela- 
tive to both these objects. The qualified ratification can certainly ex- 
tend only to the objects of the article, and puts an end toa discussion which 
was only postponed, 

To this Mr. Livingston, our minister, on April 17, 1802, replied: 

It will, sir, be well recollected by the distinguished characters who had the 
management of the negotiation, that the payment for illegal captures, with 
damages and indemnities, was demanded on one side, and the renewal of the 
treaty of 1778 on the other; that they were considered of equivalent value, and 
that they only formed the subject of the second article. * * Lam ready, 
sir, on the other hand, to admit the justice of your remark,so far as relates te 
indemnities for captures and condemnations, which had been made previous to 
the signature of the treaty. 4 

Again, Mr. Madison, Secretary of State, wrote to Mr. Rufus King, 
our plenipotentiary to Great Britain, on December 10, 1801, as follows: 

The ratification of the convention by the French Government having a de- 
cl clause inserted in it, the dent thought proper that the instrument 
should not be proclaimed as a law until the Senate should see and sanction it 
with that ingredient. There is no reason to believe that any farther delay will 
5 by this course than what belongs to the usual form of proceed- 

It will be borne in mind that this was written while the Senate was 
considering the French ratification; and that a few days after this letter 
was written, the Senate did sanction it, as was expected, and it was 
proclaimed by Jefferson accordingly. 

It is therefore beyond further controversy that the United States un- 
dertook to obtain for her injured e tizens the indemnification due to them 
from France, and being met with counter claims of France against the 
United States, agreed to exonerate France from the payment of these 
indemnities, in return for the release of equivalent demands of France 
against the United States. 

It is only necessary, in conclusion, to say that these indemnities due 
by France to our citizens were their private property, which could not 
jbe lawfully taken for public use without just compensation. 
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Sullivan ys. Felton. 


REMARKS 


HON. JOHN LYNOH, 


OF PENNSYLVANIA, 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 


Saturday, March 2, 1889, 
On the contested-election case of Sullivan vs. Felton, from the State of California. 


Mr. LYNCH said: 

Mr. SPEAKER: I desired to make a few remarks on the contested- 
election case of Sullivan ts. Felton. But as the case has not been taken 
up I wish to say that the report of the views of the majority meets my 
approval, and therefore I use it in place of any remarks or arguments 
which I would have made if opportunity offered: 


The committee to whom was referred the papers and the question of contest 
in the above entitled cause,after having carefully examined the questions of 
law and fact involved therein, beg leave to submit the following reportthereon: 

Frank J, Sullivan, Democrat, and Charles N. Felton, Republican, were oppos- 
ing candidates for Representative in the Fiftieth Congress at the election held 
November 2, 1886, in said Fifth Congressional district of California, composed of 
the counties of San Mateo, Santa Clara, Santa Cruz, and the southern half ofthe 
county and aiy of San Francisco. 

At that election the vote, as certified by the various local and State election 
and returning boards, gave Felton 16,328 votes, and Frank J. Sullivan 16,209 
votes; Felton’s certified majority, 119. 

The record in the case covers over nineteen hundred pa: of evidence of, 
closely printed matter, besides which the parties have furnished very elahorate 
briefs, covering fully seven hundred pages, To properly analyze the evidence, 
eliminating therefrom such testimony as, under rules of law, has been 
deemed inadmissible and irrelevant, and to give proper weight and considera- 
tion to that which is admissible and relevant, bas required a very great amount 
oflabor. To make a full report of all the evidence bearing upon the contro- 
versy would extend this report beyond the limit that would fikay secure much 
examination from theave member of the House. The committee therefore 
ponies Uh vraag Mi with pointing out what they regard as the salient and con- 
trolling poin ? 

The notice of contest, as presented by the statement of contestant, consists of 
allegations of bribery; offorgery; of illegal votes; of false counts; false returns; 
ofintimidations; of frauds, and other violations of the election laws of California 
and of the Federal Government, committed and perpetrated by contestee, his 
agentsand party friends, all of which resulted in wrongfully securing to be issued, 
in favor of contestee, the certificate of election which has secured to him the privi- 
leges of a sitting member, mtestee makes no counter-charges, but contents 
himself with a general traverse of the allegations of contestant. No cha’ 
of fraud or other wrong or violation of law or of the rights of the elector bein 
made by contestee 8 contestant, the committee might well have . 
over the evidence without looking for anything upon which such averments 
might have been based. But, in view of the magnitude of the cause and of the 
importance of dealing out equal and exact justice, the anes ered have industri- 
ously and in a painstaking manner examined to ascertain whether any evidence 
existed upon which such allegations could have been made, and none is found, 
In fact, nothing is found to warrant a suspicion of fraud against Sullivan or the 
vote by him received: 

> FIRST, 
Eighth precinct, forty-sixth assembly district. 

First in order, because first in magnitude and importance in arriving at the 
merits of this controversy, is the result of the vote as certified to in the returns 
made from this precinct, as compared with the legitimate bona fide vote of the 
same, as found by this committee. 

This precinct is composed of well and easily understood limits in the city of 
San Francisco, It is bounded by Sixth and Seventh streets and by Bryant and 
Brannan streets, forming a block through which three small streets run from 
Bryant to Brannan streets. The territorial limits at the election in 1886 were 
eee the same as at former elections, and, ju g from the evidence, 
neither increasing nor decreasing in population; the only changes taking place 
in the politics of the inhabitants being those that result from a change of opin- 
ions ora change of population by persons moving in or out. At former elec- 
tions more than 65 per cent. of the electors in the 1 the Democrat io 
ticket and less than 35 per cent. voted the Republican ticket. 

At the election in 1884, when the same parties—Sullivan and Felton—were 
opposing candidates for Congress, and when the conditions and result in the 
whole State and in every Congressional district in the State were more favora- 
ble to the Republicans than at the election in 1886 brac aguregale of over 13,000 
votes in the State at large and by 1,200 votes in the Fifth Congressional district, 
Sullivan’s vote in this precinct was 183 and Felton’s vote was 98; majority 85, 
In the election in 1896 Sullivan's returned vote was 130 and Felton’s 123, making 
a majority of only 2, as against a majority of 85 votes in 1884, when the vote in 
the whole State and in every one of the six Congressional districts of the State, 
including this, the Fifth Congressional district, was much more favorable to the 
Republicans and to Felton than the vote of 1886. 

his, to start with, was well calculated to create surprise, if, indeed, not to 
arouse suspicion—well calculated to lead to inquiry and invests tion. Fraud, 
though studious to cover up its tracks, like the slimy serpen rags its 
slow length through the dust, usually leaves its trail in the dirt to such an ex- 
tent that an expert finds little difficulty in following it to its hiding-place. 

O'Shea (see Rec., pages 67-72) testifies that the election board, in counting out 
the tickets—Democratic tickets—would call out and count the name of Felton, 
instead of that of Sullivan when Sullivan's name, and not Felton's, was on the 
ticket. (O'Shea was a Republican, and was hired as a Republican watcher.) 
O'Shea's evidence is corroborated by a recount of the tickets—actual tickets 
cast made in pursuance of an order of court obtained by Sullivan upon and as 
result of a petition fora writ of mandate. Upon this recount it was found that 
instead of 130 votes Sullivan’s vote was 167, and that instead of 128 votes Felton's 
vote was only 73. This result—i67 to 73—evidenced by the recount, was more 
in accord with the result of votes thrown for others who were candidates with 
Sullivan and with Felton on the respective tickets at said 1886 election. At that 
election a long list of offices was to be filled. Those on the Democratic ticket 
with Sullivan received from 150 to 179 votes, while those on the ticket with Fel- 
ton received from 63 to 100 votes. John P. Dunn, candidate on the Democratic 
ticket for comptroller, received 179 votes; J. F. Sullivan, forjudge of the supreme 
court, received 171 votes; George A. Johnson, candidate for attorney-general, 
received 169 votes, cte., and by the recount Frank J. Sullivan received 167 votes, 
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Why Frank J. Sullivan should run so far behind his ag d friends on the 
same ticket as to only receive 130 votes, and why Charles N. Felton should run 
so far ahead of his as to receive 128 votes, one will hunt through the record for 
evidence in vain, except upon the hypothesis that the Democratic tickets with 

nk J. Suilivan’s name thereon were called out and counted for Charles N. 


candidates, a majority of 10 the other way, ene e of 32 when on! 
30 votes had been counted; that members of the objected to his (Gavi- 
gene) maui 3 where he could see the tickets as they were called off, but 
ly agreed he might do so; that while he thus watched Sullivan received all 
the votes but 2, and ed on Felton’s vote. This testimony is corroborated 

by the evidence of igan (Record, page 30) and McGowan (Record, page 16). 
It is very evident from the testimony and the position of members of the 
board that, except at intervals, a close watch was not kept by Sullivan’s bona 
fide friends, The testimony as a whole shows that the election board was ille- 
gally organized, and in the light of all the evidence it is very plain that the ille- 
organization was in the interest of Felton. The law of California requires, 
n the city of San Francisco, that the election board shall be composed of an 
additional inspector and two additional 
judges, six in all; that inspectors and Khong should belong equally to 
ould — 2 


where appointed, man by the name of James Hughes was Deniocratic com- 
mitteeman of th 7 pero or Democratic “captain,” as he was called. He it 
was that sel e © or reputed ic members of the eleo 
tion board; D. D. Sullivan and Thomas J. en. 


Barden. 

rd, page 962) shows that he received Felton's 
money. He screens himself, however, under the pee that the money was dis- 
tributed to certain parties, of whom he was one, who had suffered loss from fire, 
Most singular, other sufferers from that fire received none of it and heard noth- 
ing of it until it dropped out in the evidence of Mr. Hughes in this contest. 
When asked under oath how he voted, whether for Sullivan or Felton, he re- 
fused to answer. Barden also under oath refused to testify how he voted (see 
Record, pages 404 and 405). Barden was not a resident of the precinct, not a 
legal elector therein, and for that reason was not eligible to act as judge. —f 
Barden's own ony, Record, page 956; and see also evidence of John 
diman and Thomas Donnelly, pages 90, 92,376.) Another circumstance coupled 
with Barden’s pretended right to vote and act as judge is that we find him fora 
few days—not the necessary thirty days under the laws of California—boarding 
and potencies to reside at the residence of this Democratic “ captain,“ James 
Hughes, 21 Clinton street, while his (Barden’s) wife was absent from his own 
home (which was in another precinct) over the bay, visiting in Alameda County. 
(See Barden's testimony, Record, page 957.) 

Again, one D. D. Sullivan, the other Democratic judge, was not a resident ot 
the precinct, but imported, brought into the precinct, and also domiciled with 
the aforesaid Hughes at 21 Clinton street for a few days only. Hughes resided 
in a little house of four rooms, and did not keep ers except at this par- 
ticular time, and only kept these Democratic judges just long enough to pu 
coloring to the question of residence. The pretense that either Sullivan or 
den was a bona fide resident at 21 Clinton street is too gauzy to enlist the belief 
of the most credulous, 

Thomas 8 and John Hardiman testify to the non-residence of Sullivan 
and Barden, the aforesaid judges. (See Record, pa; 90, 92, and 376.) Sullivan 
is not called to rebut this testimony, and Barden, though called, shows that he 
was not a resident of the precinct. 

In short, no one can read the testimony in relation to the election in this pre- 
cinct without being convinced that Hughes was hired to import, and did im- 
port, these men—D, D. Sullivan and Thomas J. Barden—for the purpose of hav- 

ng them placed on the election board to deliberately assist in counting Frank 
J. Sullivan out and Charles N. Felton in, and that had no recount been called 
had, the re would haye been accomplished to the extent of a 

of at least 92 votes. 

Testimony is not wanting to show still 6 more votes that were illegal. After 
the ballots were all in the box,and before the count was begun, the tickets were 
dumped on a table and counted, when it was found that there were three more 
tickets in the pile than the number of names on the poll-books. (See evidence 
of O'Shea, pages 67-72, and Ragen, page 242.) To properly adjust this differ- 
ence some one 3 adds three names, namely, Edward J. Hunt, Daniel 
McQuaid, and Patrick Smith, to one of the poll-books. 

These men, though living in the precinct, and possessed of the qualifications 
of electors, being called to testify as witnesses in this contest, severally swore 
they did not vote. And upon examination it was found that their names were 
not upon the duplicate poll-list kept by the inspector. (In California, as in many 
of the States, the names of the electors as they vote are recorded by two clerks 
on separate poll-books, which, if correctly kept, are duplicates of each other. 
One of these the laws of California require shall be returned to and filed with 
the county clerk and the other kept by the inspector, In this case the one re- 
turned had the three extra names, while the one retained, when produced, did 
not contain them. 

Besides these three there were other names, to wit: Patrick Madden, Shel- 
don C. Griffith, and John H. Flood, who did fot vote, but whose names are 
recorded by each of the clerks as having voted. Madden died October 24, nine 
days before the election. The other two parties, when called to testify, swore 
they did not vote at the election. Counsel for contestee, in his brief, concedes 
the illegality of these 6 votes, but contends that they should be deducted from 
contestant’s vote, because, as he says, contestant had the majority in the pre- 
aao and for ary 5 is ones to ied 1 ved —_ votes. All the 

tra! n , 50 far as shown by any evidence, was 
trated in the interest of Felton, and in the judgment of the jonna Rabo the pre- 
sumptions are the other way. 5 these 6 votes alone, the recount gives 
Sullivan $4 instead of 2 majority over Felton. Under every rule of law we are 
compelled to give Sullivan at least 94 ine 

The organization of the election board and the manner of holding and cer- 
tifying to the election in this precinct is so tainted with fraud as to warrant the 
throwing out of the precinct vote as returned in toto. The evidence in the case 
would fully justify such a course. That being done, under well-established rules 
of law (see McCrary on Elections, sec, 442) each party would have the right to 
prove his vote aliunde. Should this course be adopted Felton's entire majority 
of 119 would be more than overcome by this precinct alone. Sullivan called 
more than enough of the electors of this precinct and by them proved that they 
voted for him to overcome Felton's majority of 119, while Felton did not call a 
— voter of the precinct to prove a vote for himself. By accepting the result 
as shown by the recount we think, under all the circumstances, the ends of jus- 
tice will be best subserved. Hence we here deduct 92 from Felton’s 119 majority. 


SECOND, 


Before proceeding to the second important item in determining the result at 
which we arrive—unseating Felton and seating Sullivan—we will quote such of 
the statutory provisions of California as are thought necessary to a full under- 


for and 


standing of the facts in relation to this second item, which have influenced us 
— Me liberations, The references are to the political code of the State, to 


“Sec, 1185, A ticket is a paper upon which is written or printed the names of 


the persons for whom the elector intends to vote, with a designation of the office 
to which each person so named is intended by him to be chosen, 
“Src, 1186. A ballot is a ticket folded in such a manner that nothing written 
or printed thereon can be seen. 
“Src, 1187, Every ticket must be of paper, uniform in size, color, weight, text- 
ure, and appearance. 
“ Election tickets and ballots. 


“Src, 1191. No ticket must be used at any election or circulated on the day of 
election, unless— 

1. It is written or printed on per furnished by the secretary of State or 
upon yepe: in every respect . — y like such paper. 

2. If printed, the names of the persons voted for and the offices designated 
are bet pasty black ink and in long capitals, the names of the offices in small 
capitals and of the persons in Jango opia and both without spaces except 
8 the different words or initials in each line, and between the numbers 
and initials. 

“So. 1192. No ticket or ballot must, on the day of election, be given or de- 
livered to or received by any person except the inspector or a judge acting as 
inspector, within 100 feet of the polling place, 

‘Sec, 1193. No person must, on the day of election, fold any ticket or unfold 
any ballot which he intends to use in vo Fes ares 100 feet of the polling place, 

“Sec, 1194. No person must, on the day of election, within 100 feet of the poll- 
ing place, exhibit to another in any manner by which the contents thereof may 
become known any ticket or ballot which he intends to use in voting. 

“Sec. 1195. No person must, on the day of election, within 100 feet of the poll- 
in „request another person to exhibit or disclose the contents of any 
ticket or ballot which such person intends to use in vo x 

" Sec, 1196. No ballot must be used at any election, or circulated on the day 
of election, having any mark or thing on the back or outside thereof whereby 
it might be distinguished from any other ballot legally used on the same day, 

“Src, 1197. No ballot or ticket must be used or on the day ofany el 
tion having any mark or thing thereon by or from which it can be ascertained 
what person or class sar persons used or voted it, or at what time of the day su 
ballot was voted or k 

“So, 1203. When, upon a ballot found in any ballot-box, a printed name, and 
a name written with ink or with pencil Lappeen and there are not so many per- 
sons to be chosen for the office the printed name must be rejected and the writ- 
ten one counted, and the fact must at the time be noted on the back of the ballot 
and such note must be signed a majority of theelection board. 

“Src, 1204. When, upon a ot found in any ballot-box a name has been 
erased and another substituted therefor in any other manner than by the use 
of a lead pencil or common writing ink, the substituted name must be rejected, 
and the name erased, if it can be ascertained from an inspection of the ot, 
must be counted; and the fact therefor must be noted upon the ballot, and such 
note must be signed by a majority of the election board. 

“ Src, 1206. When a ballot found in any ballot-box bears upon the outside 
thereof any impression, device, color, or thing, or is folded in a manner designed 
to distinguish such ballot from other legal ballots deposited therein, it must, 
with all its contents, be rejected. 

“Spo, 1207. When a ballot found in any ballot-box bears upon it any impres- 
sion, device, color, or thing, or is folded in a manner intended to designate or 
eee. of the person who voted such ballot, it must, with all its con- 

nts, be rejected. 

“Sec, 1208, When a ballot found in any ballot-box does not conform to the re- 
quirements of section 1191, it must, with all its contents, be 88 

Having quae the above sections of the political code of California, we desire 
now to call attention to the vote of the Fourth ward in the city of San José, in 
Santa Clara County, Fifth Congressional district, when and where Sullivan re- 
ceived 397 votes and Felton 311 votes, majority 86. This is shown to be a very 
strong Democratic precinct at previous elections, and usually gave from 150 to 
200 Democratic majority. In 1884 Sullivan and Felton, contestant and contesteé 
herein, were opposing candidates for Congress and received 414 and 253 votes 
respectively, being a majority of 161 votes for Sullivan. From natural causes in 
the whole Slate as an aggregate the election was more favorable to the Demo- 
crats in 1886 than in 1884 by more than 12,000 votes, and in the Fifth Congres- 
sional district more favorable in 1886 than in 1884 by 1,200 votes. A like favorable 
result in the Fourth ward would have increased Sullivan's vote in 1886 over that 
of 1884 by from 25 to 40 votes, but instead of an increase there was a falling off 
of just 75 votes. 

close examination of the evidence inthe record shows most conclusively 
that such result was brought about by the use of such questionable methods as 
to make it the duty of the committee and of the House to purge the precinct of 
fraud by eliminating 53, if not 66, of the votes received by Felton votes at 
the very lowest. Fifty-three added to the 92 above completely overturns the 119 
majority claimed by and certified to Felton without other matters hereinafter 
pointed out, and gives to Sullivan 26 majority. 

In this precinct the evidence shows that one J. H. Barbour, Congressional Re- 

ublican county committeeman for the “stg A of Santa Clara, was furnisheda 
farge sum R money. Upon that subject Mr. Felton, contestee, testified as fol- 

ows, to wit: 

2 Do To know Mr. J. H. Barbour, of San José? 

“A. Yes, sir. 

“Q. Did you have any conversation with him in reference to the distribution 
of funds which you would contribute towards election purposes? 

“A, No, sir; but I know he represented the committee down there. 

fe Did you Five Snaar money directly, outside of your check to the com- 
mittee, to spend for cal purposes? 

“A. I think Isent Vir. Barbour some money direct ; I told the committee what 
I had done; it was spa of the money that I gave to the committee. 

“Q. How much did you give him? 

“A. I would not have any great objection to tell the amount of money that I 
spent. 

PE . do not want to know what you contributed for campaign purposes, 
“A. she amount that I sent Mr. Barbour? 


es. 
„A. Ido not recollect; but I do recollect this, having given some of those 

committees much less money than they thought was sufficient and necessary for 

the campaign.” (See Rec., pages 1011, 1012.) 

—.— Felton evaded the question as to how much money he paid Mr. Barbour 


rect. 

Mr. Barbour himself was examined, but with no better success, The follow- 
ing is a fair sample of his testimony on this point, to wit: 

“Q. What sum, or moneys, or sums of money did you invest in this county 
in the Congressional fight? 

“A, That is none of your business; the proceedings of the Congressional com- 
mittee are privileged matters there—their expenses and disbursements—and no 
part, in my opinion, of the investigation here, and I shall not give you any in- 
formation as to the disbursements of that committee in any shape, way, nor 


manner. 
“Q. Why are those matters privileged, Mr. Barbour, in your judgment? 
“A, selon because they always are. 
“Q. Under what law or statute are those matters privileged in this State? 
„A. The law of ordinary common custom. Your own Committee—the com- 


mittee of both parties — never published the statement of any expenses, or no 


other political committee that I ever heard of did. 
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Barbour, the Congress of the United States will bea better judge as 
geived any suma or suns of money for E PEPA ae ey ee ee ao ou re- 
2 


“Q. Mr. 
orsums of money for the purpose of 
— — in the conduct of the Congressional 
on From the Congressional committee. 
“Q. From what member of the committee? 
“A. I do not remember who it was sent it to me. 
In what manner was it sent? 
“A. I do not know that that is any part of the matter. 
“Q. I will ask you n, was that sent by check or in coin to you? 
“A, Ido not know w. r there was any of it came by check or in con: mx 
t PA is iat Ok SACRE OED came to me in coin. 


‘at the a? 


(See Rec., page 806.) 


Sr e ee dere was passed the 
mercial and 7VCSCCVVTFVCFF FFC went that 
wey. 
“Q. Was that the money that came through the Commercial and Sav- 
ings Pank on that behalf to 7 
A. I think it was. 
s * 


* + s * + 
4 eee eee tum of money that you received on that behalf dur- 


to the Congressional Se tees eed pregeirakor cjriloged malter thet belongs | 


r t Task you again tostate whether or not you received more than $250 with 
to matter as expenses to be expended here on behalf of Mr. Fel- 
ton in —.— last campaign? 
“A. shall reply just as I did before. 
ae Do you now sinte, on your oath, that the sum of bam was the only sum 


u received 
. I havereplied to that already. (See Rer., page 807, 
o ) 
` shall make 


“Q. You decline to answer that it 
4 85 aaa A AE AUS EOI aioe E ADAS itis none of your busi- 


28. 8 5 


1. Now, do you Mr. Barbour, that-every dollar that you ded in 

the last Congressional fig t came from the members of the com- 
24 1 ... aye ca piotinye tenant naan gd pete tre 

eee committee and was properly and ere r 


for. 
* * s + + 


1 1 to the 3 
2. given county 


spent pert accoun 


A. That is none of your 
ag Was it not a fact that and the county committee had some trouble 
over the 8 here reference to the 
“A. Hos; thatthe committee des Mr. Felton to con- 
tribute to T Mr. Felton to do so; and the county | 
„ us county do, got in pretty deep water, and felt 
onght to stand the burden of it, and urged that 
amount should be made than Mr. Felton aught thing. 
Tne Se Ree mals eee en ve heard. y 
155 om was made, aud by whom? 


vou remember who criticised in thatmanner. | 
t at the meeting of the committee when 
the matter was ennvassed. k there was six or seven there, and the sub- 
was discussed asto the contribution of Mr. Felton towards the 
and I donot know whether the chairman wasthere. My | 
Allis, the chairman, was there, and I think Mr. Britton, the 


roy oy . 


committee of this district 
with reference to these inference 15 rep ioe! 5 campaign? 
“A, If I have not, the in 
cy =H ue Have you ever done so? 
. That is none of 


count to it for sums of money you spent 
“A. That is none of your business. 
“Q. Have F 
TA re 
j ago? 
sas Ta le dle tena igh aS ooi Ep AE 


Rec., , Page 008 
ere oe say hee by any member of your family? 
“A. Twas; by my 
“Q. On what vessel 40 vou ‘sail or steamer? 
“A. I went over on the steamer Australia. 
“Q. One of the jes steamers? 
“A. One of the OccantoBieanr-diip tp Company's line, 
“Q. One of the 3 Brothers? 
“A. I do not know; I think it belongs to the Oceanic Steam - hip Company. 
“Q. Spreckles Brothers are interested in that steamer? 
“A. I suppose they are. 
“Q. Were you not a n theirstenmer, and did not you go over there 
and return as a guest of the — 2 
I did not, sir; I never was a guest of the Spreekles. I never met but one 
or two of them in my life. 
“Mr. Moon. You are not compelied EERE SES SE onan MESES, 
Mr. Bowprx. Didn't vou go over on and return? 
“A. That is none of your business. amy private business. 
“Q. Did you not ask a 8 in this e aiy whether or not he would not 
9 you to Honolu that manner? 


seere 

“Qt vn a now ask you again, Mr. 
N that $250 was the om 3 of mone 
the behalf of the Co: 


(See 


rant 


“Q. Asa guzet of the steam-ahi compan: 
„ Wi te, Mr. ae 
ou state, now,on 
srendon of de 


— reason, and on 
‘be certified to the sheriff, and a warrant for the 


S it may bo a 
as it may 
of conducting 
“The te notary — — the matter of the ee forthe 8 the war- 
above referred to under advisement, and indicates that he will announce 
the at 12.80 p. m. 


his deeision upon 
J. H. BARBOUR.” 
(See Rec., page 809.) 


and the room into which the voters invited as onthe floor nextabove 
the po place. and in less — 7 therefrom. — 1 
room as being as faras 100 feet distant from polling place. 2 

Baller. that he was a most un evades the 
question as to distance. In answerto a direct question, heenid : “Oh, about 100 
to 150 more or less; L-can not tell.“ Several z all who 

, say the room was not 100feet the poll 
The evidence, as a whole, to the that at least 53 


ecived 
and 


s testimony, which begins on page 1848 of 
culled on ——— in —— 


mh: "Yes, sir. N 

“Q. Whi our hend. „Mr. Ba 

“A, Well, I did not have any h I-was on the strect, anil then I 
8 born nema myself, 

1 = 


“A. Cosmopolitan Hotel. 
What number was the room; do-you recollect the number, Mr. Bailer? 
“A eee . 


“A. Wes, sir. 


The Cosmopolitan Hotel; N place, was it? 
Well, FC 1 


plan, now, Mr. Baller, up there? What were you prin- 


A. Well, —: — ie tala Republican ticket 
“Q. 22... or Aymar rre your tickets, Mr. Bailer; ‘any special 


‘than out? 
“A. No. — af all. C tie thik icin ite. 
“8 W 88 by PAN 
. Cross, We object to any evid ven by this witness, on the ground 
a bami er notice of tne inking of t served. 
r. BOWDEN. You Tind a notice there, served morning. 
Ar. Cross, Well, that is n p 
Well, we will goon and take the 
“Mir. ‘Cross. Well, we make our objection. We this testi- 
e taking of fhe 


Wed ee on the ground that no sufficient notice of 
we A SEN A Wall i there i any protest, 1 quit right here, gentlemen, That is all 
ca, (Gy Mr. Bows ‘Bowne. Well, what it is goes in the record. 
ae 5 ou can es ae question. 
ig. By Mr. Bow ang Se tan ony of this witness, as no proper 
notice was given eee the testimony. 
“Nir. Bowprn. Note the protest. 


“Q. Now, Mr. Bailer, state what 
nate or mark the tickets which N ne ee 


plan ou 8 in order to desig- 


’ your friends to vote for the 


ig ‘Cross. a moment, Mr. Bailer. Baller. We fu further ob to this evi- 
Tea i te not adunlontite tor in rebuttal, and FT that tt th erere com: 
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ots evidence at all it was competent evidence only in chief, so that if there 
anything in it that was of any relevancy we might have an. on unity 
in giving our evidence in reply. It is taken now ata time when there is no 
opani to meet it or reply to it, and that therefore it is not admissible at 

is stage of the proceedings, and we protest against taking any such evidence 
at this time concerning such matters. 

“Mr. Boworx. You have e protest. Now, Mr. Bailer, please state what 
manner, if any, you adopted in marking your tickets that you influenced your 
fonn to vote; was there any special way? Did you use a red pencil inmark- 

ing them; how was that? 

A. Well, the red pencil—of course there was myself and a friend of mine we 
used the red pencil—of course, because there was certain kiekers tn the ward 
that thought they were polling all the riage and we wanted to show what we 
could do. That is all there was about 

“Q. Now, [understand you, Mr. Bailer, f think that there was certain Repub- 

kickers—is that it—people who claimed to do lots of work in the wards? 

“A. Well, I won't say who they were. 

“Q; Well, I don't ask who they were, but there were certain Republican 
tickets and you wanted to show your Republican friends, the candidates, that 
you wae a worker yourself and you and your friend did work; is that it?’ 

vA. eourse. 

“Q. And in order to do that, as I understand you, Mr. Baſler, you marked 
these tickets with red pencil; was that the way? 

“A. Well, we marked someof them, Some of the workers would forget and 
mark them with a black pencil. 

4 4 8 of the ones you 99 were marked with red pencil? 

“Q. Mr. Baller I will show you a ticket erie Mp Contestant Exhibit No. 727 
im Reb: A. K. W., also in printing Ketewhich you Tick mest 
San José, zika ward,’ Lask you ‘eth i one — — ticke 
your friend marked in that manner? 

“A. Well, of course If or my friend did not mark all these tickets, 

“Q. No, sir; but you did mark Sora aiy of them? 

“A. We marked some of them,of 

“Q. I will state to you, Mr. Bailer. “that ti this is one of the ballots a 
been brought here by the county clerk, and twas cast in the fourth p: 

at the last election, ‘Phat was the manner, was it Mr. Baller, . roe 
fix thoes matters up? 


“A. Well, of course A friend of mine and m ee got a little bit missed; 
there were ‘parties there wanted to claim the ors,and we got in about 11 
o'clock and wanted to show what we could do—that i is, by influencing men to 
vote our way, of course—so we eee the a lr. 

“Q, And by that means, as I und Mr. Baller, you could tell, when 
the tickets came out of the box and were Be how many you your 
a . was that the idea? * 

. 

So ihat you sould state hereafter that you had doneso much work on that 

. $ that the plan? 

—— e . 
zone you co! you 
~ “X I should thi 
What are waned polities, Mr, Bailer? 
J am a Republ 
205 ang what are the polítics of your friend whom you spoke of? 


18. foo were working in the interests of the Republican party, were you, 
at that —— 


WAS 
75 e e fn that ma that you were interested in—county 
candidates or State that manner, you and your friends? 
„A. I was working for the whole ticket, 
“Q. Well, were there any Toei candidates; were you specially interested 
in Mr. Felton? 
uA. Bobet of course I wanted Felton, certainly. 


I wanted him, certainly. 
“Q. Ah that time you were 15 the sheriff's office, were you not, Mr. Baſſer? 
was. 
“Q. As one 8 the deputies? 
MA: a nt fired afterwards. 
$ ‘our man was put in? 
ig mse ie 


Were rain interested also in Mr, Rea? 
Oey, 22 7 


* So that the le you were s interested in, i specail foro 
were i! lk ok Mr. Mr, Bweigert and Pott be et erte 8 : 
could for the whole tic ticket, and if I — ase e e else I — got it for 
OS RP Now ae, balled T Will ask you lide’ & nd seenetondtiy.nn wil 

ow T. er, I asi ow ou 
see in this exhibit, there was a 8 , and a name from the Spes 3 
ticket put on there; as in this case, No. 23, coroner publie administrator, 
J.G. oe} regular nominee, was erased and the name Tomkins putin its stead, 
y justice, L. L. Cory, mar! . put in its stead; how 
A arapen r kasi na 


those tickets 7 
ell, I suppose some f ta vereien U DA — 7 
to vote for wouldn't vote otherwise than to to get the head of the ticket; 


them have them. 
on You took, then, as I understand it, important offices, and took the head 


the ticket? 
=e E 
FACA Well, I know ; but that that you did do; that was the plan, was it, Mr. 
er 


A. Oh, the plan was to get all you could. 

“Q If you couldn't get u whole loaf you took a half one? 

“A, Take a half one, certainly. 

“Q. Now, Mr. Baller. how many votes did you understand you and your 
friends got out of that box when the count was made? 

“A. ; didn’t get any out myself. 

N mean how many were there of these red- marked ballots that you and 

he obtained in this manner? 

„A. I don't know how many there were. 

“Q. Did you and he talk about that? About how many were there, as near 
as you re: remember now, of these red fellows? 
7 "A, Well, between 40 and 59, something like that; not any Jess than 40, any- 

ow. 


“o Might have been 50 or a few more? 

“A, Might have been, more or less; I don't know ; of course I didn't keep any 
account of them; that is, I did kee 3 of them; I had a little memo- 
men on ade, but then of course is destroyed by this time ; that is, I had 

mon ca 


“Q. You have not got that memorandum, have you? 
Ae No, sir; E not. 
Q. Can you state the names of the people you ‘influenced, Mr. Baller? 


“A. No, sir; I will not state that. 
“Q. What polities were they mostly of, so far as you know, the people that 


Raha nfluenced? 
Well, some Republicans, other Democrats, but principally Democrats, of 
catch a Demoerat, 


AERA we got a Republican, he is all right; and if we coul 
of course we would make a Republican out of him 
“Q. That pd te roll up two votes, wouldn't it, Mr. Bailer? 


. wir 1255 walt d friend, in following this pla: 
— ell, now, you and your lowing pian, any votes 
in that were not Republ 9 votes, that were not marked, D aO h this way; 


did you 2 any more besides the red votes? 

A. I don't understand you, Mr. Bowden. 

“Q. I mean by that, did you ‘influence -I believe that is the word you used 
any of the Democrats to vote the Republican ticket without having been marked 
with those red marks? 

ier Oh, I 2 there were some influenced; yes. 

t 


at the same time, and would get excited and forget the red pencil 

“Q, Along towards the latter part of the day would that be the case, Mr, 
Bailer; towards the time ot . r the polls? 

“A Ape rson absent-minded might have done that in the forenoon ; I couldn't 
tell. They might have thought t aii hada Ten peant, but it might happen to 
bea black, or they did happen fo find ared one 

. These red marks made at the bottom of the ticket where it was 31 and 
No. 32 for amendment No. 1 and against the amendment No. I. how was that? 

“A. Well, we didn't care anything about the amendment, Put the mark on 
there as a kind of a brand, you know. 

“Q. How long did y you keep up the work, Mr. Bailer, up there in the room? 

48. 5 ell, 2 ama there, I ‘think, from about 8 o'clock. until the polls closed, 

ou 

“A. I generally did until the last. 

“Q. You put in a pretty good day's work, Mr Bailer? 

1 “A. Oh, Lalways do that wherever I work, Lots of fan getting people up 
ere. 
“Q. Were you subpœnaed to appear here as a witness? 

‘A. Yes, sir; but I believe I ought to have had a few days’ notice. 

“Qtr believe you have been told, since you came here to-night, that you 
were feces fo a longer time, have you not? 
; I have not been told so, but I think so myself. 

kai : We you understand you could have refused to come unless you had 
five days’ notico: did you understand that? 

A. Well, 1 wasn't certain about Me if I was certain about it I wouldn't have 
come, that is to tell the truth about 

Erg you aro not willing to Sea here and be a witness, and aro nothere 


ly 
ra 2 am not here willingly, not by any means. 
— — Mr. Bailer, how many ple were employed with 7 about the Cos- 
Hotel there, about how pares the about the room No. 

2 5 I object to the question on the ground N. leading, and on 
the further ground ond the witness has notstated he was employed or that any 
one was employed with him. 

“Mr. Bowpex. How many men were employed and worked with you in this 
as as syan remember it at the present time,on that day at room 9, Cosmo- 

“A. I don’t know how many were employed; I don’t know whether any of 
them were employed or not. 

“Q. How many of them were working with you in this matter? 
vA I suppose there was about three, 

"Q. Three or four besides yourself? 
“A, Yeu, sir. 


Republicans? 

oe eee Yes; they were working for the Republican ficket. 

„. Mr. Mr. Baller, how did you ‘ influence,’ what mean were used fo ‘influence’ 
these red fellows? 

“A. Oh, get around them like a Sheeny, you know, and tote it into them. 

. Give them soup? 

“a. Why, cert. 
Who did the most of this work? Who did the most of ene 
as you now understand 10 yourself or 8 friend that you speak of? 
A. Well, I don't know who did the most of it. 
„. You didn't work any Democratic votes in, did you, Mr. Baller? 
“A, That was what we were playing for, 
"Q, I mean you didn’t vote any Democratic tickets? 
1 Wh way, certainly not, no. 
ney But you were chiefly after agra yay oa ters influence’ them? 
“R, Why, of course; certainly, I wanted to the Demoerats, 

Q. What kind ofpeople were ‘these ected ese men that you ‘ influenced?” 

oe Oh, well, they were different nationalities. 

“Q. Well, mostly what kind were they, Mr, Bailer, the larger portion of them, 
e pace whom you influenced in this way in room No. 9 of the Cosmopolitan 


0 
. I guess it would be a draw between the Irish and the 


s = Bagh think it is about a stand-off between the Irish and the Spanish? 

*. The Trish mostly, Mr. Buller, are Democrats when they are not iuflu- 
enced’ specially 

“A, Yes; ede are Democrats, certainly. 

mens And 9 2 0 good many of the Spanish who vote in the Fourth ward 


derne Well, I guess 


guess they aro aro Democrats, 
“Q. But tae can be ‘influenced’ if —— are properly approached? 
MA. Now, take it as a rule, they are Republicans, 
“Q. The Trish are Democrats, and the Spaniards, you think,as a rule, are Re- 
Pita. Fos ot 802 


Wor 


Bailer? 


8. 
How mr do you of that crowd—that of men—that wero 
in Jax, Baller, wens Trishmen ? = 


on * what ba end mis ou mean? 
wens — zu the way you speak of? 
42 N to i thon 7 


tee Flow ante were there of the Irish, do you suppose, as near as you can 


* wen, 1 would say about fiſteen that is a rough „ know. 
2 Yes; and Rowe an many were there of the Spanish do yo you suppose? 
“A. Well, twenty-five, thirty, or thirty-five; al 


„2. Well, of those 30 or 35, “more or lege, Mr. Bailer, from your acquai nfance 


with them and the ward, how many of those, I mean the Spanish, had a 
ocratic leaning or tenden 
“A. Well, I will just tell on the truth about that; they don’t know how they 


take n notion. 
eee moe in the Fourth ward, Mr. Bailer? 
long—about thirty years, 


do lean—just 
. Well:not very 
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“Q. You have 7 lived there, have you? 
“A. I was born 
Born in the went and have always lived there? 
55 
n you s pan 
1 You om Sa it understood with Spanish people, 7 
v ou can make yourself underst wit can you 
A T ela RA T 3 
K oua rman, don’t you? 
“A. Certainly, a K 
Were thare many people came up there on that occasion to No. 9, Mr. 


f quite a number came up there; they thought there was some- 
thing to drink in it, but they got left, 
did not have anything to drink there? 

“A, Not a drop. 

“Q. You did not have anything to drink there? 

“A. Oh, no; a place to have a sociable chat. 

“Q. Well, n now, in your judgment, Mr. Bailer, how many Republican tickets 
were voted b 7 you or obtained? 

“A. Republican tickets? 

“Q. I mean, how many Republican tickets were voted by you and your 
cens and obtained in this matter, now, as you recollect, that were not marked 
e red marks? 

” A. Oh, well, I couldn't tell. 

"Q, Well, as near as you could guess, Mr. Bailer; of course, a man couldn't 
kee these things upon his mind for months, but as near as you recollect? 

. I might guess 20 off or 50 off. 

“Q. How near would—say as near as you remember? 

“A, Now let me understand y: 

“Q. You stated, Mr. Bailer, that there were somewhere between 40 and 50 
with the red marks on or marked in red pencil. 


“Q. Then you also stated that there were other votes which you ‘influenced’ 
that were marked in black pencil, or other than in red; about how many of those 
do you think there were that you and Lived friend got in? 

„A. Well, that would be a herd ae estion to answer, because I couldn't tell; 
of, course there were several warkere 2 and I couldn't tell what they did, 

But I mean rhe ne ah 

“A. Myself individually? 

“Q. Yes, sir; of those not marked in red, but in black, or the straight tickets 
without any marks on? 
“A. Well, I couldn't answer that. 

“Q. Well, just make an estimate as near as you remember, Mr. Bailer; of 
course you means of ascertaining the number of these that you got in [re- 
ferring to tickets with red marks], but now, as you remember, please state how 
many of the others. 

“A. It is so long since aman can’t remember, you know. Aman might mark 
with a black pencil for a while there; you could not tell; and there might be 
3 bode or4 or 5 at a time and before you got your red pencil back to scratch on 
again. 

*Q. Then, as I understand y ou, there were sometimes as many as 4 or 8 in a 
bunch that you fixed up in this way and they went down, is that it? 

MA. Well, sometimes there would be; certainly. 

Well, now state as near as you can remember, Mr. Bailer, about the 
number of chese Republican votes that you got that you ‘influenced’ in this 
way that were not marked in red pencil. Just make an estimate. 

A. Republican votes? 

“Q. Yes,sir; that were not marked in red that you influenced; I mean that 
voted the Republican ticket; that is what I mean; how many were there of 
these people whom you ‘influenced’ to vote the Republican ticket, that the 
tickets were not marked in red pencil, but may have been marked in black, or 
without any marks? 

“A. Well, I tell you, probably I might miss it five or might miss it ten; I 


couldn't Weil 
as near as you can state, Mr. Bailer. 

“A. Well, we will say 15; of course, it is kind of a rough guess; of course, you 

can ‘t tell, but I will say that, you know, for a kind of a rough guess. 
"Q: So that, altogether, Mr. Bailer, assuming that there were 40 or 50 votes 

with the red-pencil marks which you have stated, you think there were 

“A, I think there was 40 or 50. 

“Q. And 15— 

A. Ofcourse, I-wouldn’t say 15 for certain, nor 40 or 50 for certain, for that 


matter. 

“Q. And 15, say, estimating, of the others, would you now state as your best 
recollection and judgment that there were 65 or 75 of tyase ese votes, including the 
red and black marked ballots that you influenced on t occasion ali er? 

“A, How much? 

“Q, Seventy or 75. 

“A. Well, not less than 70 anyhow, altogether. 

“Q. You ‘speak Spanish very fluently? 

“A. I do; yes, sir. 

“Q. And are well acquainted with all the laboring people in that ward, are 


you not? 
“A. Yes, sir. 
“Q. This gentleman, your friend you speak of, has also lived there for years, 
has he not? 
“A. Yes, sir, 
s * + * * * $ 


" Cross-examined by Mr. BURCHARD: 
“Q. Now, did not the Democrats over there have s room also where they 
entertained their friends? 
. Well, that I don’t know; I didn’t ee it and I wasn’t into it. 
5 Q. Well, didn't you understand that? 
£ nA. I heard there was, and I don’t know. 
Isn't it customary every year there for both i pardes, and in fact in all the 
W. for both parties to have workers at the polls 
“A. It is in the Fourth w. ; don't know Tout the rest of them; I don't 
bother myself about the rest. 
: * al; oe live in that ward and work for your party in that ward? 
n es, sir, 
“Q. Don’t yon know that at other wards that is done? 
“A. I know that both parties have workers. 
“Q. And peddle tickets; and this was simply peddling tickets and speaking 
to A ie friends, was it not? 
That is what was done. 
= * You N the numbers for your friends? 
“A, Certain 
“Q. And they. went and voted the ticket? 
“A. Yes, sir. 
“Q. They could have voted any ticket they wanted to — peng not? 
“A. They could, if they did not want to vote the wa ted them to 
“Q. They could have gone and voted as they pleased. oon couldn't they? 
“A, Certainly, 


“Q. And whomever you could get to vote fora man on the Republican ticket 
you got them? 

“A. Certainly. 

“Q. If aman ‘wanted to vote forevery man on the Democratic but Swift for 
e TON you would get him, would you? 


‘ct him in the same way? 


“Q. You can’t determine who voted each of these tickets, can you? 

“A. No, sir; I can’t. 

“Q. And you don't know whether down at the table where they had also 
tickets, whether these amendments were likewis> ed? 

“A. 1 don't know. 

a 2 oo =e down there, were you? 

55 o, 8 
p Ares 2 wasn't it true that these amendments were overwhelmingly de- 

ea! 

“A. Yes, sir, 

* zo S ita and Republicans voted alike against them? 

2 es, sir. 

“Q. And the Democratic tickets had printed against the amendment, were 
they not? 

“A. Yes, sir. 

“Q. And the Republican tickets were printed so that a man could vote as he 
Pia’ Yen but most every one voted against them, didn't he? 
4 8 And the a amendments only received a few votes? 

“Q. And you bad a personal pride, as I understand you, to rustle in there and 
show what work you could do, you and your friends? 

“A, Well, of course we liked to make a good showing. 

2 = Now, Mr. Brittan was over there, was he not, working? 

“ es, 

“Q. He was a member of the central committee? 

A. I believe he was at that time; I am not sure; I could not state whether or 
not he was; I am not sure. 

“Q. He has stated already he was; he was likewise working for the Repub- 

12 ticket, — he not? 


ae know whether Democrats were working there in the interests 
of their tickets? 
"A, Certainly. 
“Q. And you La the same work that they did? 
“A. y, of course, 


“Redirect examination by Mr. BOWDEN : 


“Q. Mr. Baller, I will ask you to just cast your eye alo’ 
No. 10 of these ballots as I bring them out—Representative for Con and I 
wa gen ask you to state whether the name of C. N. Felton is on that ticket with a 

| mark at the bottom [exhibiting ballots to the witness, referring to 
Exhibit 674]. Arid I will ask you now, as [run over those, and see whether you 
find on any of these tickets with the red mark at the bottom the name of C. N. 
Felton erased and that of Frank J. Sullivan instead [exhibiting ballot to wit- 
ness): just watch them carefully, Mr. Bailer. 
r.Cross, We object to the question on the ground that the ballots are them- 
selves the best evidence whether Mr. Felton's name is scratched. 

A. I guess there won't be any of them scratched. 

“Q. (By Mr. BOWDEN.) You won't find any of them, Mr. Bailer. I will ask 
you to state when I run them through. You can state in advance, Mr. Bailer, 
that there will none be found with Felton’s name erased, will there? 

“A. I don’t think there will be; there [showing] is a Democratic ticket. 

“Q. With Felton’s name on it? 

MA. Yes, sir. 

That is a Felton ticket, isn’t it? 
See That [showing] is the Democratic ticket; that [showing] is the Sullivan 
tio 

5 3 6 name is erased? 

SQA And 5 name is on? 
“A. Yes, 

“Q. You find none of those with the name of Felton erased and Sullivan put 
on? 

“A. 

. Von ota two Democratic tickets there with the name of Sullivan erased 
san Felton put on? 

A. Yes, sir. 

ae Q. Will you piae count those, Mr. Bailer, those vaste and state how 
many there are with the red-pencil mark at the bottom? 

“As You want me to count the red. cpanel marks? 

“Q. Count the number of ballots 

“A. The whole ticket? 

“Q. No; the number of ballots. 

[The witness counts. ] 

‘tQ. Fifty-four: is that right, Mr. Bailer? 

“A. Well, it is 53 or 54, I don’t know; I might have made a mistake; some- 
body else can count them over. 

“ (The ballots here counted by the witness are the ones exhibited to him in his 
examination and concerning which he testified, and are marked as ‘Contestant’s 
Exhibits in Rebuttal, No. 674 to 727, inclusive.’) 

. Mr. Bailer, do you know of any person besides you and your friend whose 
name I haro: not mentioned who mar! with red pencil or with red marks; 
anybody else besides you and your friend who marked your work, your elec- 
tion work, = red pencil or red marks? 


here and look on 


es, sir. 
“Q. Who phi we there; were there more than two of you; I will put itin 
that way, then? 


“A, Yes, sir. 
“Q, Who used the red pencil? 
„A. Les, sir. 
“Q. How many were there of you who used the red pencils or the red mark? 
“A. Two of us. 


cil on their work N 


“Q. Did you ascertain how these ople, these other le who were work- 
ing, marked their work, or did ae Paa 
A. I did not, 
“Q. Do you know whether or not they marked their work at all so as to desig- 
nate it when it came out of the ballot-box? 
8 oein jud t. into No. ꝙ on election day? 
ow many peo your judgment, came upin o. 9 on on day 
ie Well, I couldn’ there might have been three or four hundred come 
up there. 
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“ Recross-examination by Mr. BURCHARD: 


"Q. You know these people, these Spanish people, very well, do you not, and 
their characteristics, do you not, Mr. Bailer? 

„A. Yes, sir; I am acquainted with most all of them. 

“Q. Well, do they not, as a class, when they know a man who speaks the 
Spanish language, when they have any business or y at elections or 
So ame do they not go to them generally for favors of any kind? 


es, sir, 
1880 ey they not go, for instance, to them to look over the numbers on the 
r 


A. Yes, sir, 
oy — ra frequently true in the primaries? 
ag es, sir. 
“Q. And come up to you to get the number on the register and ask you in 
Spanish to hunt it for them? 3 yé 
“Q That ts truo with a ls lation, is it? 
e with a large population, ? 
* hita Spanish 1 there? 
4 many Span: people over there 
“A, Yes, sir; there are a good many over there; I guess more than any other 
ward in the city. 
„. About 120, isn’t there, Mr. Bailer? 
“A. Yes; well, about 125 or 130 5 I guess. 
ae And the Spanish people organized last fall a Republican club, did they 
7 


n 
„A. Yes, sir. 
Q, And they are Republicans, are they not? 
"A, Most of them are Republicans. 
“Q, And they came to you, most of them, knowing that you spoke the lan- 


2 
welke Yen sir, 
“Q, And ou are the oniy Re 
in politics that does speak 


I believe I am; yes, sir. 


Redirect examination by Mr. BOWDEN: 


“Q. Mr, Juan Edson, you know him, do you not? 
. Dose he t speak the Spanish lan 2 
e not s e Span guage? 
„A. Ves; but he is not living in the ward at the present time. 
“Q. Didn't he work in the ward at the last election, Mr. Bailer? 
“A, I believe he did work in the ward some; I guess he was in all of the wards. 
“Q. But he was in the Fourth ward princi y, wasn’t he, working? 
"A. Oh, I saw him around there occasio: y. 
1 2. Wasn’t Mr. Agaton Castro working in the Fourth ward quite consider- 
ably 
533% AAA 
e s the Span nguage, does he no 
10. Well, he ought to; he is Spanish. 


r. n? 

“A. He is half Spanish. 

“Q. And half English? 

“A, Yes, sir. 

“Q. His father was an Englishman? 

„A. I believe so. 

“Q. Now, Mr. Bailer, didn’t those two gentlemen mix up with gy Yet 
voters in the Fourth ward, and did they not consult with them or with 
them there in No. 9 of the Cosmopolitan Hotel? 

A. No; they never were around there much. 

“Q. Were they there at all, Mr. Bailer? 

“A, I don't believe they were. 

“Q. Neither of them? 

„K. No; I don’t think they were. 

"Q. Do you know whether they were on the streets; on Market street? 

NY SF They were on the street; I see them on the street, but I did not see them 
up there, 

2 7 hee they working in No. 9, Cosmopolitan Hotel, that you know of? 

. No, sir. 

“Q. Whose plan was it, Mr, Bailer, to have that room opened on that election 
day; whose P n was that, whose suggestion? 

“A. Well, Í adopted that plan two or three or four years ago, six years ago; 
becauseif you get on the street and you want to influence a man somebody e 
comes up and wants to take him away from you and then, consequently, there 
will be a row; sol have a little room up there, and then you can take them 
there and not be molested, and if an objectionable character comes in there you 
can fire him out. 

“Q. You can say to him, ‘Please excuse me, sir, this is my room; I would 
like yee to 3 for I am busy at the present time?’ 

“A. Yes, sir. 

“Q. Was that the pant 

„A. That was the idea exactly. 

“Q, And your arrangements were perfect, were they, in that direction at the 
last election? 

“A. Yes, sir. 

“Q, So that you conld work quietly and influence your friends quietly in No. 
9 of the Cosmopolitan? 7 


A. Yes, sir. 

“Q. Without being interfered with or interrupted? 

A. That is it. 

“Q. Were there a number of people at the same time in theroom coming up 
there to see you and be influenced 

“A. Oh, there were a good many coming up there to see me. 

“ Mr. BOWDEN. Contestant now offers in evidence as a of the deposition 
of the witness, Henry Bailer, all the tickets exhibited here from the Fourth 
ward of the city of San José, and marked, respectively, Contestant’s Exhibits 
in Rebuttal, Nos. 674 to 727, both inclusive, and asks that they and each of them 
be made a part of the deposition of the witness and attached thereto. 


“ Recross-examination by Mr. BURCHARD : 


—— — this room you speak of, that was an open room, was it not, Mr. 
er 

“A. Yes, sir. 

7 A room that any one could go in and come out of at pleasure, could they 
not? 

“A, Anybody. 

“Q. yu oes any secrecy about the room? 

“A. No, sir. 

“Q. That was open that any one could go in there? 

“A. Anybody could come in, 

“Q. Democrat or Republican? 

„A. Democrat or Republican. 

“Q. A Democratic candidate could come in if he wanted to? 

“A, Certainly. 


ublican over there that takes an active interest 
sh, are you not? 


2 Q 2 was no one requested not to come in or to stay out? 
No, sir. 

“Q. As open as any hall? 

“A, Certainly; unless there would be some roughs or somebody come up there 
who wanted to make a disturbance. 

“Mr, Bowokx. Did you see any Democratic candidates in No.9 when you 
were there on that occasion? 

“A, I don’t remember of any of them. 

15 = aeaa remember seeing any of them? 

“A. No, sir. 

“Q. Did you see any Republican candidates up there? 

"A, There was one or two of them stole up there 9 

“HENRY BAILER.” 


“31, For the Amendment No, 1; and 

32. Against the Amendment No. 1. 

Of this class of tickets, 53 were found in the ballot-box, and were all Kapaa: 
lican tickets, with the name of Charles N. Felton thereon, To say nothing of the 
fact that they were bought and paid for in a most shameful and unblushing way 
by Mr. Bailer and his friend McKenzie, who would get around the voter “like 
a Sheeny,” and tote“ influence“ and “soup” into him. The tickets are 
in contravention of section 1197 of the political code, which reads: 

No ballot or ticket must be used or circulated on the day of election having 
any mark or thing thereon by which it can be ascertained what persons, or 
what class of persons, used or voted it, or at what time in the day such ballot 
was voted or used.“ 

Contestee insisted that to come within the purview of this statute the mark or 
thing must be placed on the back of the ticket, and that the object and purpose 
of the statute was to secure to the voter the right of a secret ballot, and to pre- 
vent intimidation by rendering itim ble for the looker-on to determine Eoi 
the elector, when depositing his ballot, was voting. If we could persuade our- 
selves that such was the only object and pu of the statute we might so con- 
clude. To hold that only on the back or outside of the ticket was contemplated 
would make it “permissible” to place a mark on the inside of a ticket to in- 
dicate the person or class of parsona who voted it,” and thus encourage com- 
binations of voters engaged in the greatest of all out: against the elective 
franchise and free | Mapa eee their votes— to make proof of their 

aye (Note of the code commissioner to section 1197, Political Code, Cali- 
fornia. 

If the Legislature had intended these marks or things“ to invalidate onl. 
when on the back or outside, the language no ballot or ticket must be — f 
eto.“ would not have been used. The word “ticket” would have been left out, 
and the word “ ballot” only used. Section 1185 defines a ticket to be a paper 
upon which is written or printed the names, etc.” Upon which is written or 

rinted“ does not mean written or printed! on the back or outside. No more 
can it be said that the mark or thing shall be placed on the back or outside to 
invalidate the ticket, ‘Irregularities beyond the voter's control do not vitiate 
his ballot.” (Kirk vs. Rhoads, 46 Cal., 404.) A statute in relation to such irreg- 
ularities as want of uniformity in size, color, texture, or appearance of ticket, 
or something of that character, under the control of those clothed with the 
power and duty of providing tickets, would and should be construed as direc- 
tory. But ani ty in contravention of a statute intended to ect the 
purity of the ballot-box against frauds, which irregularity is within the control 
of the voter himself, must not be tolerated. A statute applied to such irregu- 
larities is by the courts, and of right should be, construed as mandatory. 

Mr. Baller says these marks“ placed upon the tickets were placed there as 
a brand,“ and that memoranda was kept of them, but that the memoranda 
had been lost six months later, when he was testifying. The statute (sec. 1192, 
Political Code) which provides that No ticket or ballot must, on the day of 
election, be delivered to, or received by, any person except the inspector, or a 
iudye acting as inspector, within 100 feet of the polling place,” was intended to 
enable the elector to cast a free ballot and to prevent fraud, and hence must be 
construed as mandatory. 

In violation of this statute. in this room tickets were given to electors who 
were then marched to the polling place by Mr. McKenzie, one of the “ Bailer- 
McKenzie pair,” and watched to see that the tickets were put into the ballot- 
box. Wasa statute ever more . and shamefully violated? 

er to the testimony of Mr. J. Moser, Rec., page 
777; Mr. Richard Healey, Rec., page 772; Mr. T. Heft, Rec., page 767; Julius 
Kraig, Rec., page 779, and others. 

Much of the testimony of these witnesses is hearsay. Aside from the hearsay 
the facts testified about and of which the witnesses had knowledge, and 
erly constituting a part of the res gesta, sufficiently and abundantly esta lish, 
first, that a room within 100 feet of the polling place was being used to deal in 
“ merchantable ” votes, and that such voters were marched up and down and 
watched when depositing their ballots; and, secondly, that 53 marked Repub- 
lican tickets are found in the box and that they were “fixed” in that room, and 
that when these tickets were being counted out they were so well unde: 
that they were denominated the “McKenzie tickets;“ and when so denomi- 
nated, McKenzie, who was standing by, “smiled.” (See Record, page 780, tes- 
‘timony of Julius Kraig, a member of the election board.) As to these electors 
who voted these 53 tickets, the testimony shows that most of them were Demo- 


crats. 
In addition to these 53 tickets there were, in this Fourth ward of San José, 13 
other tickets—Democratic tickets—witb Sullivan’s name erased with blue or red 
ncils,and with the same kind of pencil Felton's name written in place of Sul- 
ivan's. The urine sufficiently shows that these tickets were likewise 
“fixed ” in the Bailer-McKenzie room. Bailer testifies that when they (himself 
and McKenzie) could not induce an elector *‘to go the whole hog ” by “toting 
influence“ and “soup” into him, they would get him to vote for Felton and as 
much of the ticketas possible, 

To say nothing of the testimony shoving tht corrupt influence used to secure 
these votes, let us examine them in the light of the California statutes. Section 
1191, specification 3, provides: That the names of the persons voted for, and 
the offices designated, are printed in black ink,” Section 1204 provides: “ When 
upon a ballot found in any ballot-box, a name has been e and another sub- 
stituted therefor in any other manner than by the use ofa lead pencil or common 
writing ink, the substituted name must be rejected, and the name erased, if it 
can be ascertained by an inspection of the ballot, must be counted.“ These A8 
quirements are that it must be printed in black ink, and when so printed 
erasures must be made with lead pencil or common writing ink, Commonink 
is black ink. A ticket printed in red ink would not conform to the requirements 
of the statute, but as toa ticket so printed and furnished the voter by the au- 
thorities, the statute might be construed as directory. But when the voter him- 
self undertakes to change the uniformity of the ticket, then that is under his 
control, and the statute must be construed as mandatory. The letter and spirit 
of the statutes were intended to secure uniformity in the appearance of the 
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tickets, and we think the tickets should be written and printed in common 
black ink or common lead pencil, and that all the erasures and substitutions 
should be made with like black ink or pencil. 

Placing this construction u the intention of the law we might deduct 13 
votes frees Felton and give them to Sullivan, thus adding 26 more to the ma- 

found for Sullivan. 

This accords with the justice of the case, because if 13 Democrats were bought 
to vote these tickets 13 were taken from Sullivan and given to Felton g 
a difference of 26, We insist for that reason and for the reason that "Sullivan's 

name was erased with red or blue pencil, and Felton’s name substituted with 
such pencil, that they should at least be deducted from Felton’s vote. 


First precinet, forty-seventh assembly district, San Francisco, 


What we have said as to the “ branded” tickets in the Fourth ward of San 
José, Santa Clara County, to wit, the 53 tickets and the 13 tickets, applies with 

equal : force to the 35 red-marked Republican tickets ee the sugar-house” 
tokets in the first of the forty-seventh assembly district in San Fran- 
cisco. The evidence shows that the red marks were m T by the same person, 
and were scratched and Dalene in a similar manner. It further appears that 
of the Spreckels sugar-house exclusively, and 
ted for contestee. In some cases, if not in all, the red lines showed 
through the backs of the tickets. For these reasons these 35 red-marked tick- 
ets should be deducted from contestee’s vote, 


ALMSHOUSE VOTE. 


The next N which we et of the for — the attention est the House Jag rad 
almshouse v. e fifth precin: 0 bly district, 
ag ee precinct in San Mateo 


Fn ee Francisco, and in the 
un 

The evidence shows that from 25 to 30 paupers voted for Felton in these two 
ore in the respective precincts wherein the almshouses were and 
the mo these pau; are shown to have been 1 — 1 in- 


tion or the code. 


they have a residence in the ar oeng nea which the almshouse 
. constitution and code e: 


use. 


legally 
5 n sly fair for contestant to attack the of 
those in San > has proven that they were . 
erats, and at the 1 Sor the Democratic committee (Platt’s Brief, page 31). 


From the above TTT lead an estoppel 


against pira gemi aar een ee San Francisco al 
he says, it is hardly fair 5 — 4 ant to attack the registry of those in 
San as he has proven that they were 3 ocrats and at 
the committee.” This is certainly begging the ques- 
tion very badly. There is no evidence to show how they were 
whetheras or iblicans, the fact thatthe Democrats looked 
ha . Electors E 
on of an elector shall show the cor- 


residing at the almshouse. We judicially 
the constitution and laws of the 

— — lose u 8 
expense does —— 


pers were registered as 
men that 8 pate 


ofcourse. Then they do not gain any residence 
dence from which they hile resid: 


evidence case, and from the briefs 
t and contestee as well, that these paupers are treated as residing at 


the almshouse. 
f whatever on the 
know 
and 


gressional in 
southern half of the city and 9 ney aed ale 
the northern half as many, that would make 


these facts, can resume that these paupers, prior to enn pero 
ciled at the almshouse, all ST resided in the fifth 7 of ot forty-eighth assem- 


8 We think not; and if not, when shown to have and 
from a place where they did not reside, does not that of itself shift the bur- 
den upon the other side to show that, notwithstanding they not live at the 
still that they lived in the precinct where the was loca 
We think burden is thus shifted. There being no — 


GENERAL CONSPIRACY. 
tation and discussion of the various 


con 
ion mach in the city and 
The board consisted of five e 8 


the and eyor, a Repu 
lican, tind the 8 al s 


member of said board, A ara ae quote from his evidence (see Record, pages 
865, 366, 367, and 368), which is as follows: 

“Fleet F. Strother,called as a witness on behalf of contestant, after being 
duly sworn, deposes and testifies as follows: 


Direct examination by Mr. SULLIVAN: 
“Q. Where do reside, Mr. Strother, in this city and county? 
“As ee hun and twenty-eight Post street, the corner 
en co 
“Q. You ae now auditor of the city and county of San Francisco? 


“A. Yes, sir; I am. 
“Q. Vat 8 it any, did you hold on the board of election commission- 
ers = the city and county of San Francisco, on or prior to the 2d day of Novem- 
F, 
“A. I was one of the election commissioners, virtute oficii, 
“Q. By virtue of your office? 


Post and Leav- 


“A. Yes, sir. 
“Q. Will you please state if any attempt was made ublican majorit 
ofthe board ofe ection commissioners 8 21 hone members of the board is 


of election i age this city and county? 
„2. How was that scheme frustrated? 
“A. Do you want me to state the actual truth about that? It was frustrated 
by, rage eforie, 
was frustrated by your efforts? 
“A; Fesai: I was the Taali one that opposed it, and after I succeeded in get- 
ting the mayor to see what they were about, he joined me. 
<Q) aOR were the Republican members ‘of of election commis- 
sioners 
“A. John Love, city and county attorney; 3 Waldham, tax-collector; 
Charles S. Tilton, surveyor; these were the majo: ay- 
“Q. And the Democratic members were yourself and the mayor, Mr, Bart- 


lett? 

“A. Washington Bartlett and Fleet B, Strother. 

“Q. What, in your opinion, was the object aimed e three Republicans 
in trying to appoint Rep Republican members on the election boards of the city and 
county of San 

A. To wield the pat a 8 

“Q. To wield the election machinery 
A. That is what I thought then; haat is what I think now. 

“Q. Didn't the press of San Francisco openly denounce this bold attempt— 
men EER press as well as the Democratic press—to steal the election ma- 


"A $ think they did, without regard to party. 
“Q. Didn't the Evening Bulletin, in three or four issues, fulminate some of 
its thunderbolts inst this attempt? 
“A, I think it did; that is the best of my recollection. 
“Q. How were the members of the election boards chosen by the election com- 
missioners, after the scheme was defeated ? 
"A. They were chosen, the Republicans taking a majority and we taking a 
minorit of the 
o presented the names of the Democratic members of the election 
boards to the commissioners? 
“A. a ones we did appoint? 
“A. As I understood it, the Democratic State central committee and the county 
committee 2 oom the State central committee and the eounty committee, 


ast 
“Q. Do you — . of the board of . of the 
city and connie, a question a returns from the second precinct 
of, the forty-eighth assembly di gto itso 2 — what it was? 
A. I recollect, when we were canvassing the there was a questio! 
= e zu arity of the returns from the paying ct; I think it was the 
ort t 
The second of the forty-eighth? 
“A, But I don’t recollect the exact number of the district, but it was the out- 
lying district. I objected to the returns myself. 
“Q. What did these returns —< on their face? 
5 SA. They showed that they w: and, to my mind, — 2 — 
Didn't the majority of the ele election board come up and testify before the 
ele commissioners that they didn’t F e 
A. They did, sir; . 8 3 
writin similarity of t handwriting. appeared to be as 
signatures had made by one e ponai 
‘Q. „ made by one person? 


. Yes, 
“Q. Diaki i appear before the boord that the Republican 
coln, had retained the = longer than the time allowed by law? 
“A, Yes, sir; it did. That is my recollection. I 3 the whole con- 
duct and manner of the election out there, to my mind, was fraudulent, and I 
made a motion that we reject the ballots on that ground. 

“Q. Reject the returns? 

“AL os the returns. 

“Q. That was the only ct in the city of San Francisco where the re- 
turns seemed to be attended by fraud, was it not? 

“A. [don’t recollect about that. I know there was a good deal of irregularity 
out there. How many p were to I don't know; it seems to me 
there was more, but I don’t recollect or charge my mind at all, I know Imade 
a very strenuous effort to throw out AR returns, because I tho they were 
fraudulent and had been tampered with. I believed so then, and I believe so 
now. 


Q. The majority of the board of election did admit these returns, did they 


ae 

“A. They did, sir; e acd ang Sone nema be I think I stood 
sdk hey i * succeeded in ha’ ig 
ne hearer 


returns 
taken in shorthand and made 
ture reference. — in that, 


a Democratic Co 


ngressman, 
. I believe you stated then, Mr. Strother, that if Charles N. Felton had a 
goek —.— the board on that occasion that he would have united in throwing out 


SAS Teiatea thet frora. my knowledge of Mr. Felton and because I have served 
with him on a board of 7 —.— for a year, and believe him to be an honorable, 
upright gentleman, and I believeif he was there and was cognizant of the facts 
that I was, he would have aided mein my attempts to reject the returns, I be- 
lieved so then, and I believe so now. 

“‘Cross-examination by Mr. PLATT: 
"Q. The organization of the different boards of election were made by the 
board of election co ny rp a as is the custom—the majority of the board of 
election taking the majority of the boards? 


of the 
ut in the second attempt I 
aS eae carton ta bavi 
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“A. Yes, sir; that is the custo: 
“Q. And Unis year the Republican r party the 


“A, Oh, subsequent to this, aft of the 
to give us the minority of the board, as had been thecustom 
we having the minority in the commission. 
cy Sa So that the eleotion was not held under an attempt that you prevented, 
but was held organized as has been the custom in this city? 
“A, zaer PPV 
their designs to steal the election commissioners. in the minority, 
bee gy rimming TEE A OTET pT is all we asked for, 
that the election was held under the board as organ- 
ized and not under something you prevented? 
X es, sir. 


Redirect examination by Mr. SULLIVAN: 


“Q. In each of the election boards of the precinct the Republicans were in 
W . were they not? 


es, sir. 
ue, ‘That is, they had en gee finan board of election commissioners, 
Shee ee eee e . 
“a yen pore irregularities that mecessarily occurred of not in 
8 were, of course, 
the thisrestof tt of the Democratic y, but in the interest of the Republican party? 
oo That would be a fair they having control of majority 
the boards, of course. 
hey How do you account for the fact, as 5 from th: 
contested-election case, chat in the outlying districts the a 
took the ballots with them to their homes and retained them for a longer period 
than allpwed by law,in spite of the protest of the Democratic United 


“A, How I can account for it? 
"Q. Yes. 

"A. There is onl 
that is all in plain . 
have a reason for th 


one way to account for it—the desire to commit a frand, 

pen Ss desire to make fraudulent returns. Men always 
actions, and that is a fair reer bag cro of the action. 

action of Lincoln — 

assem district, 

on returns a a longer 


That was Was the argument I made. 
„Q. Do you recall 83 in eee eee 3 
with the second 


— brought 


Rene Ue cronies eee and 


an envelope to the 
— 
tents o pate getter 
the mak the names of the election officers 


cf 5 other unknown. ed all the names of the ori! 
5 8 


oners? 
“A. Irecollectall that, and that the shoemaker sai 1 


sign somebody's name and he said no; he didn't want to go to 2 
8 else’s name, . y 
but he told them he 


3 Sa him it was a matter of form; 
3 liberty in any such proceeding as y 
that it wasa worse fraud than was I think men 
wouid do such a thing. I said so then; 


Isay so now. 
Had you ever known from your political experience where so many ir- 
regu occurred ? 
“A, Never where I actual participant in the election. ——— 
the 3 5 a 
trated so then; I say so now, From 9 
of election it red 


8 State central committee the co had I 
not been one of the election com we would not have a United States 
Senatorand would not have a senate or a Democratic governor. 
“Q. That is, if had not been on the board the Democrats would not have 
A, No, sir e ee 
T They would not have elected 
ins 3 C — — . tearve wboche’ 
ieee ee 


“Q. You were a candidate for anditor? 
“A. Yes, sir; and had an immense majority. 


By Mr. SULLIVAN: s 


ene Ree Se Se E Neri ton Tees a aa. l 


18 K Yes, st 
what is known as the counting-out system? 
5 . — ; the first man they appointed for election officer served five years 


*. first man they 
“A. Ves, sir; 
98988 peri clam wey gar Hi Barmy tse d th 
— „ mayor me, an e 
refused to put the motion. REE Ig aiaa ya ps a 55 
on it and declared it carried. ee Oe 
such an entry, and told him i he did he would . sd 
9 aiding this fraud, too, and he did not make the 
“Q. You say that the very first man that was appointed by these Republicans 
to serve upon the election board was a villain who had been convicted of a 


felony? 

“AS Yes, sir; he was so charged, and it was afterwards published in the pa- 
agra beurre een meng feces . 

vb election of a similar and character? 

“A. I don't remember anything about them ; 5 


tried to cram down our throats—I r.... Se SERS ae 
the county committee, what they told me, and was not controverted, that 

first presented, I believe I: his name was 2 rald, I — 2 it 

was one of the 


udges 5 
of business if I could 5 N e rts I claim and am 
happy to sa: bef it, and it did me more than the election — feted Sud 
— 1 a year, the other did me more good in feeling prevented that 

ud, 
“ Recross-examination by Mr, PLATT: 
“Q. I suppose you are aware of the statements in the thatso good a 
man as Grover Cleveland appointed to office a prep gerd was found had only 
been a iow months or afew weeks out of the State $ 5 
A. Y 2 3 1 like this 
“A. nt might be im on. Ina country like 
it is not fair to that he would be 3 


to presume acquainted 
— ae CC Utah, and he being from Utah 


election board? 
A. Iknow them in this way: That I would not vote for any persons that 
were presented, unless the Democratic committee would vauch for them; but 
Seen See Eng uaa Se hee ay IE Eee. I could not know the 
PRO. You were like President Cleveland, you had to trust the vouchers of 
2 


A. No; it was not; simply because Cleveland lived in Buffalo and this man 


in L. long ways apart. 
a F Whe oases axe nb analogous stall? 


A. No, sir. 
alen of counsel on both sides the SS of the witness in the 
above deposition is waived.” 


done the Republican officials acq 
To what extent the Democrats failed to secure — dah mane ong upon 
these precinct boards has already been shown in part e evidence in the 


first taken up in this report—the eighth a A the forty-sixth as- 
diatrict—where the Democrats left the selection of the Democratic mem- 

bers of the election boardto James Hughes, Democratic committeeman, who, as 

88 for a few days. and at his own house, two men, 


SECOND PRECINCT OF THE eee ee. ASSEMBLY DISTRICT. 
In this JP a ac the returns, or, 
Felton received 


returns, 
oe 


nest Pa yh ef the pretended 
17 Saran, and Sullivan 117 votes; Felton's major- 


ts being counted. As heretofore 

election was composed of two Democrats and 
; the ‘Republicans and and one of the Democrats holding what 
as an therefore favored 


only, and they 
oner, 


three 


improperly counted, Additional evidence taken mtest, however, 
which did not appear before the board, would not only have warranted 
bat called for its rejection. 


—0O 


ſour gn names across this envelope, which has printed thereon 
as No.1.” One of the duplicate copies of the poll-lists 7 
and m pa; „are a second envelope, which is sealed, 
and the names of the of 5 ereon, as on the first en- 

This words En No. 2.“ 


envelope upon it the printed velope 
The other tally-shect ar and 5 are placed in a third envelope, Envelope No. 
3.“ which is not be signed or sealed. 

. law requires the i to file with the 


inspector 
K P The other en- 
velope, No. 3.“ „ to retain. 
evidence before the board showed that so far as the signatures were con- 
the names of all six members of the election were on one 
ofthe one Dr. hrey and 
Not: single eof th testify to havi the polkbooks tally. 
a one e to ng exam = — 
sheets, and 1 before or at the of „the four 
Ned Nos. 1 and “2.” 
The clerks likewise that the envelopes “1” and“ 2” were A 
colin to These envelopes and returns were turned 
over who took them home with him. 


to Lincoln, hi 
It was then 9.30 o’clock p. m. of Thursday, November 4, 1886. The next day, 
about 10 o’clock, Lincoln at the office 
that portion of the returns which it was incumbent 


of the registrar to place on e 
him to so file. The 
In fact, Lincoln, 
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or some one else, had made away with envelope No.2.“ and had substituted 
an unsigned No. “3” therefor. Of this fact the evidence is overwhelming. 
Lincoln himself, to be sure, testified before the board that he took the returns 
home with him, placcd them on a bureau in the room in which he sleptrand 
that the identical papers untam; with were carried to the clerk’s office. 
As nst the overwhelming evidence before that board on this point, and in 
the light of other evidence not before the board, but in the record in this con- 
feat, S requires a stretch of credulity more than we possess to believe Mr. 
neoln, 

Lincoln himself testified that the envelope he offered to deliver to the clerk 
was signed, or he thought it was, and that the only objection made by the clerk 
against it was, not use it was not signed, but because it was the wrong en- 
velo; a No. 3“ instead of a No. 2.“ The clerk testified positively that his 
chief reason for not receiving it was not because in a No. 3“ envelope, but be- 
cause not signed; and that he expressly and emphatically called Lincoln's at- 
tention to this fact. Lincoln went back to the polling place, got a No.2” en- 
velope, broke the seal of the No.3,’’ took out the contents and placed them 
in the No. 2,“ calling the attention of Sore, a shoemaker, and Jurgens, 
a groceryman, to witness the performance. e then sealed the “ No.2,” wrote 
his own name thereon, and coolly requested both Jurgens and Strozynski to 
sign the names of certain other members of the board under his own (Lincoln's) 
name. Jurgens, thinking he wanted his name asa witness merely, took the 

n and innocently inquſred. Where do you want my name?” “Well,” ee 5 

incoln, “sign Sweeney’s name first.“ (Sweeney was a member of the board.) 
“ What,” says J urgens, “you don’t want me tosign some other man’s name?” 
on yes,” rejoined Lincoln, “itis nothing but a form.” Jurgens thought other- 


wise. 

A like request was made of Strozynski with a like result, both of these men, 
telling him that it would be sarin, Sane for him to sign them himself. No, 
it won't do for me to sigu more than one name,“ said Lincoln. Later, Mor- 
rison, one of the members of the board, and one who upto this time had signed 
nothing, was hunted up and procured to sign it. The names of the other mem- 
bers of the board were thereafter signed by some one, by whom the evidence 
does not disclose, The members themselves testify that they were not signed 
by them, or by any one by them authorized. The envelope “No. 2,” purportin, 
to be signed by the members, was returned to the clerk’s office, by him receiv 
and placed on record. In canvassing the returns, it was claimed before the 
board ofelection commissioners that their functions were simply ministerial 
and not judicial. This view seems to have been held by a majority of the 
board, for they failed to call attention to anything connected with the returns, 
or to go into any invéstigation further than to examine the signatures of the 
members of the precinct . From the evidence, these names had been af- 
fixed in a most careless manner. 

ma ok gs No. 8, removed by Lincoln, was hunted up, and most 8 
identified, and made fert of before this committee, t it was not signed, 
as by Lincoln claim ; is patent upon iis face. The only ible explanation 
is that during Lincoln’s custody, the polls were closed, some one removed 
the envelope signed by the board and substituted another, What more was 
done does not appear. 

When the additional evidence is examined, of which the election board of 
California heard nothing, we think every fair-minded man will concede that 
there is so much fraud and uncertainty involved about the vote of this precinct 
that in all fairness it should be thrown out, and the parties contestant and con- 
testee left to prove the vote aliunde. 

- To that additional evidence we desire now to call the attention of the House. 
LINCOLN’S CROOKEDNESS, 


In addition to the evidence adduced before the board of election commission- 


on is your friend.” 
im. 

Lincoln afterward told Kavanaugh that he had seen Tilton, and that he (Tilton) 
had promised to put him on. Lincoln was a Republican in politics, and he was 
put on as inspector. What part of the “sack” Lincoln was given, if any, does 
not appear from the evidence. That he received his rewa; rson not ex- 
tremely incredulous would readily presume upon aclose analysis of all the evi- 
dence. After the electiorwas over, and when there was some talk about the 
“ crookedness,” and it had come out in the papers,“ Kavanaugh said to him, 
What the dence were you doing with the ballots home all night?“ Lincoln 
laughed and said. Oh, that is all right; I have ‘fixed’ them all right.” 

In another conversation with Kavanaugh, he told him (Kavanaugh) that the 
Republican “bosses” were after him—watching him—afraid that he would go 
to Prank Sullivan and give the business away.” He says, I don’t propose to 
starve, and wait for them to come up with the money. They promised me 
money, and they did not do as they agreed, and I don't care a damn for them 
anyhow. They promised to ‘fix’ me all right, and they have fooled me and 
kept me fooled too long. I am out of money, and am not going to starve to 
death waiting for them.” This statement was made in reference to Spreckels 
and 1 Center, a member of the firm of Spreckels Brothers. (See Rec., 
page 3. 

eS.) oxi testified that Lincoln said to him, I have a notion tosue Felton.“ 
(See Rec., pages 66, 67.) Other evidence shows that for three hours after the 
polls opened at this precinct the clerks had no poll-books, but were keeping 
the names of voters on a piece of brown paper; that the ballot-box was not 
locked ; that Lincoln, when he received a ticket of an elector, would raise the 
lid of the ballot-box and throw the ticket in, and that at 1 o'clock he was 
drunk. The evidence cleariy shows these facts, and is wholly uncontradicted. 

Morrison, a Democratic judge on this election board, was paid money the 
night before the election by Lycett and Spreckles, who knew that he (Morri- 
son) was one of the judges, Rec., pages 247-24: ; again, page 381; again, 
page 1535; again, page 272, 273, and again, 901.) In fact, the conduct of the offi- 
cers and others connected with this precinct was so steeped in fraud, and sur- 
rounded with so much uncertainty as to honest and fair methods as to make it 
5 pis 2 anything about the vote there cast. Hence we ſeel called upon 

0 w it ou 
FORTY-SIXTH ASSEMBLY DISTRICT. 


In this district, composed of some eight election 8 fraud and bribery 
seem to have run riot—a perfect carnival of corruption, Richard Schumacher, 


very active in the use of money for Felton, and, 3 his own evidence, 
money, and used it 

corruptly and effectively, his own evidence, when carefully and critically read, 
abundantly shows. (See own evidence, Rec., page 823; evidence John 
Twigg, page 32; James Lowney page 381; John T, Crummey, page 

Dan ugherty was a “ first lieutenant’? under Sch er, and rendered 
most “ valuable aid.“ The whole gang.“ however, was under Mitchell Phil- 
lips, who seemsto have been middle-man between Spreckels, Felton, and Center. 
( 8 Brothers and Center were furnishing a large of the “sack.” 
After a thorough examination of the evidence it * hard to believe that at l 
two or three hundred voters were rake ee A influenced to vote for Felton in this 
assembly district alone, Without attempting to go further into details we may 
say that the evidence as a whole presents an amount of fraud all over the whole 
Congressional district, and especially in the cities of San Francisco and San 
José, that could not have existed without a well-organized scheme to perpe- 
trate the same. 

SPRECKELS BROTHERS. 


year to year. 

After a couple of vain attempts to have a clandestine interview with Mr. Sul- 
livan on the subject of that interest, it is easy to see that they had no further 
doubts as to his feelings and intentions on that matter. Hence John D. Spreck- 
els became chairman of the Congressional committee, and besides exerci 
a pna supervision of the district, he assigned to himself the special cha; 
of two of the assembly districts of San Francisco, containing some six or eight 
precincts each. And one William Center, a member of the Spreckels firm, 
spread“ himself around in a very active sort of way. A number of witnesses 
ay to the fact of having received money from these men, Spreckels and 


INTIMIDATION. 


Before concluding this Topes we feel that we should be derelict in duty if we 
failed to refer to the question of intimidation and bulldozing in a number of 
the precincts where these methods were most potent in results—at several pre- 
cincts, but more particularly at the Almaden precinct. At this precinct Felton 
received some votes, and Sullivan 45; majority for Felton, 164. See sections 
5506, 5507, 5508, and 5520 of the United States Revised Statutes, and sections 1192, 
1193, 1194, 1195, 1196, 1197_of the political eode of California, which latter read as 
follows, to wit: 

“Sec. 1192. No ticket or ballot must on the day of election be given or deliv- 
ered to or received by ony. pose except the inspector, or a judge acting as in- 
spector, within 100 feet of the polling p 

“Seo. 1193. No person must on the day of election fold ey ge or unfoldany 
ballot which he intends to use in voting within 100 feet of the polls. i 

“ SEC. 1194. No person must on the day of election within 100 feet of the polling 

lace exhibit to another in any manner by which the contents thereof may be 
2 any ticket or ballot which he intends to use in vo 5 

Sc. 1195. No person must, on the day of election, within 100 feet of the poll- 
ing place, request another person to exhibit or disclose the contents of any 
ticket or ballot which such other person intended to use in voting. 

“Sec, 1196. No ticket must be used at any election or circulated on the day 
of election having any mark or thing thereon by or from which it can be as- 
certained what persons or what class of persons used or voted it, or at what 
time in the day such ballot was voted or used.” 

If any virtue whatever be attached to these provisions of the Federal law, 
and of the political code of California, they were most wantonly disregarded. 
The greater portion of the voters yore at Almaden precinct were employés 
ofa company engaged in mining qui Iver. The evidence shows that the 
employés of this company are under the complete domination of the 2 
and: operators of this mine. The whole 8 is one close corporation. e 
only privilege an employé has is “to quit.” For een roma not a political 
apash has been allowed or made, and nota single candidate bas dared to in- 
vade the “sacred territory” to electioneer for an office with the employés. 

The candidate who wants the vote of these employés must see the managers 
or some of the “ bosses.” Here is a ticket; go vote it, and get back to your 
work, is the command given by the “bosses.” While the manager and bosses 
are intensely Republican, woe be unto the candidate on that ticket whom these 
men op} 5 ith a nonchalance that is amazing in a free country, the bosses 
the night before the election will take a lot of Republican ap Sgn TA out 
the names of one or more of the candidates, and insert others in p! thereof, 
and without consulting one employé, will, the next day, hand it to him, folded 
up, and say, Here isa ticket; go and vote it, and get tic to your work.” 

The provision of the California statutes which provides “ that no ticket must, 
on the day of election, be given to or received by any person, except the in- 
spector or judge acting as inspector, within 100 feet of the polling place,” isa 
dead letter“ at the Almaden voting precinct. 

At this place the managersand the bosses are the “lords of all they survey.” 
Though quite a village, every house therein belongs tothe owners of the mine. 
No business is allowed therein except by permission of these men. Employés 
are given to understand that all su Chacon Sepa feo a and provisions must be 
bonght at the“ company’s store“ under of being discharged for violation. 
Meat must be bought from the company. s butcher.“ Single men must board at 
the ‘company’s boarding-house.“ agried men occupy the company’s houses 
and pay rent therefor. ings are sold and furnished at higher rates than such 
things can be had for elsewhere; liberty of purchase is not tolerated. These 
employés are compelled to receive their pay in what are known as“ 3 
or store orders. Out of the two hundred and fifty or sixty voters voting in t 
precinct about two hundred are employés of this company. 

On the day of election employés were driven to the polls in ms, which 
were stop within 100 feet of 3 On getting out of the wagons 
these employés were handed folded tickets by the bosses within 100 feet of the 

lling place, and by them carried to the inspector and handed to him and by 
Bim pened in the ballot-box. 

Except as to the mere privilege of 3 no slave-driver in ante-bellum 
days ever exe a more complete domination over his slaves than these 
bosses exercise over their employés. Just to what extent these methods in- 
fluenced the result of the election at this precinct it is im ble to tell, but we 
are convinced that it did change from 50 to 100 votes; at least 50 votes, if not 


ore. 
in other nets similar methods of boss influence prevailed, notably in the 
Spring Valley Water company, in the county, and in town of San M 


and the Sutter Street Company in Francisco. 


In conclusion we beg to say that the evidence discloses a number, 20 to 30, of 
very clear cases of single votes counted for Felton, which, by reason of bribery, 
illegality, and other reasons, should not have been so counted, and a few votes, 
8 or 10, which should have been counted for Sullivan, but were not. These arg 
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po. 3 in comparison with the other great offenses against the elective 
ne A 


that we deem it unimportant to refer to them in detail. If there ever 
existed a case where the right to “a free election and a fair count” should be 
vindicated this case of Sullivan vs. Felton is one. 
EFecapitulation. 

1. In the a iea precinct, forty-sixth assembly district, San Francisco, votes 
out of which Sullivan was counted, 92. 

"2, In the fourth ward, San José, we find votes bought for Felton in a room 
within 100 feet of the polling place, and the tickets ‘ branded’ with a red pen- 
cil to the number of 53. 

“3, In the same ward, and in the same room, 13 other votes bought and Sul- 
livan’s name erased and Felton's substituted, with red or blue pencil. These 
we think might not only be deducted from Felton, but counted for Sullivan, but 
we simply deduct them from Felton, 13. 

“4. In the second precinct, forty-el hth assembly district, San Francisco, be- 
— of nade and uncertainty, we throw out the precinct with its majority for 

‘elton of 55. 

5. Illegal pauper votes bought for Felton, at least 28.“ 

This makes 238, twice Felton’s certified majority, without going into the Sugar- 
House votes and tickets, the Almaden, Spring Valley Water Company, Sutter 
Street Railroad Company, or the single votes and other facts, all of which tend 
strongly to add to the merits of the contest in favor of Sullivan. 

Finally, in the language of contestant’s learned counsel, Judge J. Randolph 


Tucker: 
If the votes actually cast for Sullivan be counted, and illegal votes counted 


for contestee be excluded, Sullivan is elected. 

If the ballots which are marked, and which were handed electors within 100 
feet of the polls, are excluded, Sullivan will be elected. 

“If the eee tainted by coercion and intimidation of workingmen be 
purged of fraud and 1 reed he will have a good m ony: 

“Open and flagrant bribery on tht part of contestee’s friends permeates the 
whole case. To allow him to occupy the seat would give countenande to these 
election methods in the future.“ 

4 The committee, therefore, recommend the adoption of the following resolu- 
ons: 

1. Resolved, That Charles N. Felton, the contestee, was not elected a Repre- 
sentative in the Fiflieth Congress from the Fifth Congressional district of the 
State of California, and is not entitled to a seat on this floor. 

2. Resolved, That Frank J. Sullivan was duly elected to represent the Fifth 
8 district of California in the Fiftieth Congress, and is entitled to a 
seat therein. 


Forfeiture of Wagon-Road Grants in Oregon. 


SPEECH 


or 


HON. BINGER HERMANN, 


OF OREGON, 
In THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 


Friday, March 1, 1889, 


On the bill (S. 15) providing in certain cases for the forfeiture of wagon-road 
grants in the State of Oregon, 

Mr. HERMANN said: 

Mr. SPEAKER: I can not adequately express my grateful apprecia- 
tion for the kindness of the gentleman from Iowa, who permits a sus- 
pension of the special order of this House provided for the considera- 
tion of a measure of great interest to the people of his own State, in 
order that I may have the action of this House on the bill reported 
from the Public Lands Committee in relation to the forfeiture of the 
three leading wagon-road grants in my own State. I gave him an as- 
surance that there would be little if any discussion on this question in 
order not to consume the precious moments of this now expiring Con- 
gress. Debate under the rules has progressed further than it was my 
province toprevent, Substitute bills have been proposed, and various 
motions entertained, but still I ask the continued indulgence of my 
friend that we may conclude the consideration now begun. I know 
his kindness of heart and his amiable courtesy, and I feel assured that 
he will interpose no objection, and I pledge him the grateful thanks 
of thousands and thousands of settlers and home-seekers in my State 
who are so vitally interested in the present or near adjustment of the 
questions involved in these wagon-road grants. 

I can not better emphasize the universal desire of the people along 
these grants than to hold up to the gaze of gentlemen of this House 
these petitions which I hold in my hand and which they send me, beg-: 
ging, pleading—yes, and demanding, too, the immediate attention of 
Congress. I know these people; I have traveled among them, con- 
versed with them, and I believe I know their sentiments and desires, 
Nearly one thousand of them unite in these petitions. They are an 
intelligent, patriotic, law-abiding, energetic, and yet a patient people. 
They tell us that the country represented in these grants is retarded 
in its settlement and development by reason of the uncertainty of the 
grant title; roadways are not improved, schools are not established as 
they should be, and all over that vast region aspirit of discouragement 
prevails, instead of that ambitious and progressive development which 
should pervade every community within the exterior limits of the 
pio 1 5 soil is fertile, the climate excellent, the water pure and 

entiful. 

x Remove the land-grant clouds and settle the controversy one way, if 
not another way, but letit be fairly and justly settled and finally de- 
termined. I have united with those favoring a radical policy in com- 


mittee and out of committee, and have advocated a direct action by 
Congress and an outright forfeiture of each and every one of those 
grants so far as the unearned and unpatented lands are concerned, and 

which amount to 1,457,090 acres, reserving, excepting, and confirming 
the rights of settlers, users, and occupiers of these lands to the extent 
of 640 acres, and as to the patented lands, amounting to 911,227 acres, 

an absolute forfeiture of every part not earned or owned by a bona 
fide and innocent purchaser. Such a policy would in my opinion end: 
the controversy so far as Congress can end it, and it would protect the 
innocent and punish the guilty. It would confirm titles to those en- 
titled to confirmation to the extent of our power to do so. 

This is not a new question to the people of my State. It has been 
discussed in the public press, in conventions, and through mass-meet- 
ings. 4 „ 

The settlers of the country finding the most beautiful and valuable 
lands of the State patented to rich syndicates and monopolies, the most 
of them non-residents, represented that no roadways were constructed 
and no bridges built as contemplated and expressly provided, and they 
uttered their dissatisfactionin loud complaints, in petitions for investi- 
gations, and through their representatives in Stateand National Legis- 
latures. An investigation was ordered by the State Legislature as to 
the construction of these testimony was taken, and so conclu- 
sively was it shown that frauds existed and the granting acts 
scandalously evaded and violated that a memorial was addressed to 
Congress by the Legislature in special session in 1885, as follows: 


To the honorable the Senate and House of Representatives of the 
United States of America in Congress assembled: 

We, your memorialists, the Legislative Assembly of the State of Oregon, re- 
spectfully show that, whereas, by an act of Congress 8 July 2, 1804. cer- 
tain lands were granted to the State of O n to aid in the construction of a 
military wagon-road from Eugene City to the eastern boundary of the State; 
and by an act of Congress approved July 5, 1866, other certain lands were granted 
to the State of Oregon to aid in the construction of a military wagon-road from 
Albany, by the way of Ganyon City, to the eastern boundary of the State; and 
by an act of Congress approved February 27, 1867, other certain lands were 
granted to the State of Oregon to aid in the construction of a military wagon- 
road from Dalles City, by way of Camp Watson, aayan City, and Mormon, or 
Humbolt Basin, to a point on Snake River opposite Fort Boisé; and 

Whereas by several acts of the Legislative Assembly of the State of Oregon 
provision was made for the transfer of said grants respectively tocertain private 
corporations organized within said State upon certain conditions of benefit to 
said State of O n and its inhabitants to be performed by said corporations 


freee. an 
hereas by an act of Congress apronta June 18, 1874, provision was made 
for the issuing of patents for said lands by the United States directly to said 
corporations upon proof of their compliance with the conditions imposed upon 
2 by Sio acts of the Legislative Assembly of the State of Oregon as afore- 
said; an 

Whereas it appears to us, your memorialists, from the report of the commis- 
sioners heretofore appointed to invest said wagon-road and affidavits here- 
with presented, that said corporations have in no manner complied with said 
condition, but on the contrary thereof have failed, neglected, and refused to 
build or repair any roads along the routes over w.) they should have con- 
structed them, in accordance with the intent and meaning of the acts of Con- 
gress and of the Legislative Assembly of the State of Oregon aforesaid; and 

Whereas by means of false and fraudulent representations, and evidence of 
such compliance, said corporations have al: y obtained and are obtaining 
patents and lists for large portions of said land, and by means of similar false 
and fraudulent evidence are about to obtain patents and lists for other large 
amounts of said lands, and under a claim of privilege and right of selection of 
lien lands within 6-mile limits on either side of the route of said patented roads, 
are withholding other large amounts of land in fraud of the Government and to 
the great detriment and injury of the State of Oregon and its inhabitants: 

Your memorialists therefore carton the grants of lands heretofore granted 
by the acts of Congress afo: d be, so far as the same is not heretofore pat- 
ented or listed, by the act of Congress abolished, vacated, and annulled, and 
considered lapsed, and also all grants, rights, and privileges of selecting lien 
lands within 6-mile limits on each side of such granted lands be abolished, va- 
cated, and annulled,and considered la by an act of Congress; and in case 

tents have already issued by the United States for all or any part of said 

ands to said corporations, that your honorable body authorize suits to be insti- 

tuted in the courts of the United States to vacate said grants and annul said 
lists and patents so issued, except where lands have been acquired in good 
faith, for that through the fraud of said corporations in not building said roads 
there is no consideration for said grants, and the lists and patents have been ob- 
tained under representations which are not true. 

And your memorialists will ever pray, etc. 


This was followed by still another memorial from a still later session 
of the Legislature, which memorial was passed January 19, 1887, and 
is as follows: ; 

er a (the house concurring), That the following memorial be 
directed to the Senators and Representatives from the State of Oregon, in Con- 
gress assembled, and that they be instructed to urge upon Congress an early 
action thereon: 

To the honorable Congress of the United States of Ainerica: 

Your memorialists, the Legislative Assembly of the State of Oregon, repre- 

se 


nt— 

That within the grants of land made by Congress to the various railroad and 
wagon- road companies, to aid in the construction of their roads, there are vast 
arrears of excellent agricultural land Jying within the States and Territories 
through which said roads were intended to pass,which by reason of said grants 
have been for years and now are withheld from settlement, to the t deni 
ment of the public interest of the whole country and especially the State a 
Territories in which said lands are situated. : 

That said companies have, in a great many instances, failed to construct their 
roads through many portions of said lands in accordance with the conditions 
upon which said grants were made to them. 

That, in the 3 of your memorialists, because of tlie non-compliance of 
said companies with the conditions of their respective grants, they have justi. 
incurred a forfeiture of such portions of their respective grants through whi 
such roads still remain unconstructed, 

Therefore your memorialists, on the part of the people of Oregon, u upon 
your honorable body, as a matter which the people of this State and all the States 
and Territories may justly demand as right, to adopt some speedy legislation 


206 APPENDIX TO THE CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 


declaring such lands as have not been earned by said companies in accordance 
with the conditions imposed by Congress withdrawn from such grants, and that 
bc rah an, ones wip a aaa a by the people. 
Adopted by the senate January 19, 1887. 

J. O. CARSON, President of the Senate. 


“Concurred ia by the house January 19, 1887. 
J. T. GREGG, Speaker of the House. 

Numerous petitions from the people and resolutions of inquiry were 
submitted to Congress and referred to committees, together with these 
several legislative memorials, and at different sessions bills werb re- 
ported looking to a forfeiture of the grants with various saving clauses 
and provisos. The Interior Department at last ordered an examina- 
tion in the field, and at great expense detailed two of the most trusted 
and experienced officers of the Depart Department.to proceed to Oregon, and 
there to make a personal examination by following along the supposed 
lines of the alleged roads, examining witnesses on both sides as to the 
construction of the same. A fair and open examination was had, the 
road companies being represented by their attorneys and the United 
States by the officers of the Department. The testimony, when tran- 
scribed, fills an entire volume. We find there the evidence of old set- 
tlers who had been residing along and in the vicinity of these grants 
ever since the acts of Congress creating the grants were passed. 

We recognize among them men of integrity, men of close observa- 
tion, and men whose truth and veracity none can impeach. 

After this pai ing examination the commission reports that these 
roads are not built according to law. 

The Secretary of the Interior, after examining the sworn statements 
of witnesses on both sides, reports to the President of the United States 
March 13, 1888, that— 

This — to conclusi that 
roads were —— that hy ir ra p pe p irin pe 
of the grants and the trust no lands should ae ee eee A OE 
S Re BRE ek end Helene ee 


To the Senate and House of Representatives : 


The presentation of facta by the of the Interior, herewith transmit- 
ted, is the result of an examination oe his direction, Fag ne has devel- 


— as it seems to me, the most unb} upon Government, 
— unchallenged, will several hundred thousand acres 
of land from the pu domain aud from the reach of honest settlers to those 
who have atten: to pervert the t designs of the 
Government. sought, by the promise of generous 


the purpose of 
pacer a built, and yet an attempt is 
bays eee 


GROVER CLEVELAND. 
Execurive Mansion, March 20, 1888. 


This message was accompanied by the following draught of a bill: 
A bill to forfeit certain lands granted to the State of Oregon in the construction 
of certain wagon- other purposes. 


Be it enacted, ete., That the several acts of Congress entitled 

“An act granting Jands to the State of Oregon to aid in the construction of a 

aren gt from Eugene City to the eastern boundary of said State,” approved 

uly 2, 1 

TTC to aid in the construction of a 
yale nee Oregon, to eastern boundary of said State,” ap- 


“An act 1 Hands to the State of Oregon to aid in the construction of a 
a — tae from ig City, on the Columbia River, to Fort Boisé, on 


125 


construction of a m wagon-road Oregon, to 
boundary of said State, approved July 18. 1870 ’ J 

“An act to amend an act entitled ‘An act lands to the State of 
toaidin f a military road Eugene City to the eastern 


rae —— and that all ts, and 
same are z 
as to any of the publie lands or 1 — Le Me 
acts and provisious of law be, and they are s forte 
determined. and all lands within the and scope of said several acts of 
Congress be, and hereby are, restored public n: 


— tee Er a 
by exoepted, and as to such lands tho patents 


Src. 2, dnd be pect bin — ae 
this act the A Attorney-General the United —¾ — 


Line of road location... 
Grant 


in any case one section in quantity. 

3 ln hich is the one now before us, and is as 
ows: 

A pHi prop iding Ta sstihin Sank for „ grants in the 


Whereas the United States ion made various 
lands to aid in the construction of different — nie 


and — 2 condition that such roads shoul: 


times; 

Whereas said grants were transferred by said State to sundry corporatio 

wagon-roads and to — ea 

ons of said lands to the 
2 the — epg eng nen a a aaa ea of the 

tate 

Whereas the Legislature of the State of Oregon has memorialized Congress 
and tharein alleged that certain of said wagon-roads, in whole or in part, were 
not so 3 and that to the peg: a of the lands’ coterminous with uncon- 
structed portions the certifications thereof by the Department of the Interior 
were 8 and illegal: — 

Bo it enacted, ete., That it is r duty of the Attorney-General, 
within six monthsafter the ge of this act, to cause suit orsuits to be brought, 
the of the United States in the United States cironit 


in name court for the dis- 
trict of O n. against all persons, firms, and corporations claiming to own or 
to have an interestin the lente granted to the Stateof Oregon by the following- 
enumerated acts of Congress, to wit: 

An act — —— lands to the State of O to aid in the construction of a 
ma road from Eugene City to the eastern sundary of said State,” approved 


2, 1864; 
“An act granting lands to the State of Oregon to aid in the construction of a 
— — Albany, Oregon, to the eastern boundary of said State," ap- 
* y 
An act granting lands to the State of Oregon to aid in the construction of a 
military wagon-road from Dalles City, on the Columbia River, to Fort Boisé,on 
the Snake River,” approved February 25, 1867, 
to determine the questions of the seasonable and prope — completion of said 
roads in accordance with the terms of the whole or in 
pan the legal effect of the several certificates of Pees —.— of the State of 
regon of the completion of said roads, and the right of resumption of such 
nted lands by the United States, and to obtain judgments, which the court 
2 authorized to render, declaring forfeited to the United States all of 
such lands as are coterminous with the part or parts of either of said wagon- 
roads which were not constructed in accordance with requirements of the grant- 
ing acts, and setting aside patents which have issued orans such lsnds, savin 
and preserving the rights of all bona fide purchasers of poy portion of sai 
nts for a valuable consideration, if any such there be. Said suit or sultsshall 
tried in like manner and by the same oe and rules of jurisprudence 
as other suits in equity s are therein tried, with right to writ of error or appeal 
by either party asin oth = cases ; and if any person, firm, or corporation —.— 
or claiming an interest in any of anid lands shall be made defendant in 
suit or suits, and in the judgment of the said court be a necessary or pro 
party defendant, and shall not be an inhabitant of or found within the anid 
trict, and shall not voluntarily appear thereto, it shall be lawful for the forthe court to 
make an order said absent defendant or defendants to 
answer, or demur by a day certain to bedesignated, which order shail be be ee 
8 n such absent 88 defendants in the DATE POTES by section 8 
an act entitled ‘‘An act to determine the jurisdiction of circuit courts of the 
United the val from 


United States to or for either of said wagon-roads: Pro- 

—— —— — Tg a 

ng purposes, in cases inw 

— —̃— r 

section of this act to the same, not ing one section to any one settler 

or occupant, shall not be ineluded in such suit, and euch settler or occupant 
shail not be made a party thereto, anything in this act to the contrary notwith- 


This bill is recommended without amendment by a majority of the 
Committee on the Publie Lands of this House, and is now before us. Its 
passage by the Senate indicates the sentiment of that branch of Con- 
gress, and from this it is safe to assume, as well as from the opinion 
80 far ascertained of this House, that no measure more radical than 
the pending bill can obtain the approval of a majority of this Congress. 
. interests at stake, the vast extent of country 

affected by these grants, as well as the ts of the Government on the 
one hand and individual and corporate bodies in intereston the other, 
all these remind us that much is lost and nothing gained by the con- 
tinual postponement of some method of final adjudication and settle- 
ment. 


The extent of the interests embraced in the measure before us can 
be seen from the following statement: 
OREGON CENTRAL MILITARY WAGON-ROAD GRANT. 
Grant made Jı to State of O transfer to road 
ft uly 2, 1864, t er. IL eor 
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WILLAMETTE VALLEY AND CASCADE MOUNTAIN WAGON-ROAD GRANT. 
[Grant made to State July 5, 1866. E CCC 


— 25 road location 


DALLES MILITARY WAGON-ROAD GRANT. 


Length of ——— panera „FFV 
—. —F—UßPi —— | G05, 458 
to road ... —ꝛ—é—ꝛ—ꝛ— T E 
Not pan. —7r«˖—⅛6—:2? snccscescine, d 558,529 


Jean not, in Sen. better express my position than to quote the 
views of the minority of our committee on this question, which I in- 
sert as a part of these remarks. In the minority reportthe gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] and myself unite. It sets the facts 
FFF It is as follows: 
9 * Soe) Ene oe DO EUND Taarn 1 Woa VAa TASE 
from se 2 std submit ihe flowing es e. 

Thorearenow tro bills before in reference to these lands; the one 


Hir 
$ 
F 
it 


g the ke nasanae of the 
No. 124, and dated March 20, 1888, on 


orice PERAGA MYS. OF sald AA that it has developed, it seems to 


Tho most unblushing frauds upon the Government w 


and prostitute the 8 
roads have not been built, and yet an attempt is made to claim the lands 
which depends for its validity entirely upon the construction of 


hereby repealed, and that all rights, titles, and 

to sny of the public lamas ted or conferred by gore -e ren 
eral acts.and provisions of 
determined ; and that all lands 


cation, issued n 
lands as shall have been conveyed to settlers or . — land for 


from the of the commission inted to visit iy alleged 
8 to the actual pony A mai 


p one 
Haan ney win Ao pet be for 
use and occupation; an aioe 
... 
or 


the language of the Departmen: 
— tine ener . Chasis ove and Sess 


We conclude as a of these grants 
stand in no better relation to the title, or than the companies 
upon whom the conditions of the grant originally rested for compliance. Gross 


prieta pler eagle jion Biia 
and in total dis- 


conditions, 
most scandalous evasion of the law in this 
The Dalles ey, Wagon-Road grant. This involves 685,000 acres. The line 
of the alleged is 357 miles approximately. The State conferred 


hands todo the work. The finding of no road there now is commen 

Already 127,000 acres been patented to the company, and the en 685,000 
acres would likewise have been the i 
attitude of the people on theone and the on the other to inves- 
tigate the surroundings, and then, with the facts before 


hope for an unconditional forfeiture, 
To this effect the Legislature of Oregon has 393 memorialized 
and recapituiated the frauds underlying the certificates 9 as found 


TFF The various conveyances from 
the State to these co 33 this clause: 

That said road be constructed with such width, 3 
„FFF in such ch other special 
25 Crone may prescribe.” 

The evidence shows that of said roads were constructed as to width, 
fond mete eee required, and in most of the distances there can be 
neither road, width, gradation, bridges, or anything else to designate a 


ye authority to the State to dispose of the granted lands, the act of 
Congress co the grant the — action and limitation: 
“And if said is not completed within five years, no further sales : shall be 


mad Kadina yad na unsold shall revert to the United States. 
the grant of the State to the companies we find in the legislative acts 


the follow! 

“SEO. 2, There is also harch grantedand pli . 
lands, rights, privileges, and immunities, whi hereafter ted to 
this State to aid in the construction of such road for t 55 purpose and upon the 


— wae and limitations mentioned in said act of . or which may be 
ic in any further grants of moneys or bonds to g such 


For the purpose and upon the conditions and limitations mentioned in said 


act of Congress are the words of the grant itself, and these were pat ria aoe 
and significant. notice to all grantees or subsequent purchasers of what Con- 
gress required as an ve condition, and when they they were 


= on their notice, and can not now claim to be protected as innocent purchas- 
ers as to any 8 of the grant, which an imperfect observation lee toy anit have 
isclosed was in no instanceearned in view of the conditions eng yee ent 
fore, as to . os parties, they stand in no better relation than Fe dios 
ew, from the State, by ares the express conditions of the grant have 
n so flagrantly violated and ignored. 

These conveyances do not profess to confer any greater title tban such as is 
warranted by the original t of Congress. We believe, in view of all the 
facts before us, that the main body of these lands should be restored to the pub- 
lie domain, and be open to the Ameriean home-seeker, under the provisions of 
the homestead act; that that rich empire, in which 8 grants overshadow 
the most fertile spots, should be made to prosper with a bappy and pr 
and industrious population, and these not be discouraged an 
avarice and grasping conditions of wealthy corporations and syndicates; 
we think, as Congress has the power, that an immediate forfeiture, subject to 
the limitations herein should be had by this body, it being in our 
opinion the quickest and most satisfactory relief to the great body of people in- 


7717... e nie T e ap aaa a 


— SA ustment, and for the purpose of producing a unity and harmony of 
between the pending measures now before us, we submit the fore- 
porn pra! atone y Cw acca ghar err me etn E ey ero 
W. S. HOLMAN. 
ER HERMANN. 


But, as has been shown, these views can not to their full extent ob- 
tain the concurrence of the two Houses of Congress, and hence it be- 
hooves us to adopt that policy and that measure as will reach some har- 

monious conclusion, and in the end prove, if not the best and most ex- 
ane | Peto yet a just and deliberate and final adjudication of the long- 

disputes. This ultimatum is now before us, and with a firm 
conviction that this alternative will meet the approval of my constit- 
FF painful doubts, I advocate 
the passage of the pending bill and earnestly solicit the co-operation ot 
gentlemen to this end. 


Copyright Law. 


SPEECH 
HON. THOMAS R. HUDD, 


OF WISCONSIN, 


IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Saturday, March 2, 1889, 


the copyright law of the United States as amended Chace passed 
= by the Senate May 9, 1858. raeno ap 
Mr. HUDD said: 


Mr. SPEAKER: Glad indeed would I be, happy, in fact, would be 
the hundreds of thousands of intelligent reading and 2 citinens 
of the United States, as well as other thousands in the lands and na 
tions beyond seas, were the measure under consideration a real e 
national copyright law; but it is not, although often so termed when it is 
referred to. It is at its best a more liberal American copyright law, 
that in the absence of international action or treaty is to compensate and 
protect foreign authors who will print their works first in this country, 
as we protect native authors. A still greater now arises, that at 
this late day in the legislative history of the Fiftieth Congress no such 
measure will arrive at the dignity of a law. 

Here I desire that the full text of the proposed law „ which 
compilation of the existing and proposed amendments to the copyright 
law of the United States is prepared by a person competent to deal 
with the matter under consideration and to whom due credit is given, 
namely; 

THE COPYRIGHT LAW OF THE UNITED STATES CONTAINED IX THE REVISED 


STATUTES, SECTIONS 498 To 4971, INCLUSIVE, AS AMENDED BY THE CHACE 
eee ee d ena: pee e 
f the International 


[Prepared vnd secretary 
8 Ansonia eee Association af toe Dinteios of — J 


Sec, 4948. All records and other things relating . 
Jaw tobe preserved shall be under the control of tne fab te = 

————— care and supervision oyei and, under the super: 
ee eet 


*The new text is inclosed in brackets. 
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vision of the Joint Committee of Congress on the Library shall perform all acts 


and duties roques by law touching copyrights. 

SEC, 4949. The seal provided for the office of the Librarian of Congress shall 
be the seal thereof, and by it all records and papers issued from the office and 
tobe used in evidence shall be authenticated. 

Src. 4950. The Librarian of Congress shall give a bond, with sureties, to the 
Treasurer of the United States, in the sum of $5,000, with the condition that he 
will render to the proper officers of the Treasury a true account of all moneys 
received by virtue of his office, 

Sec. 4951. The Librarian of Congress shall make an annual report to Con 
of the number and description of copyright publications for which entries have 
been made during the year. 

Sec, 4952, Any * author, inventor, designer, or proprietor of any 
book, map, chart, dramatic or musical composition, engraving, cut, print, or 
8 or negative thereof, ofa pemting drawing, chromo, statue, statuary, 
and of models or designs intended to be perfected as works of the fine arts, and 
the executors, administrators, or assigns of any such person, shall, upon comply- 
ing with the provisions of this chapter, have thesole liberty of printing, reprint- 
ing, publishing,completing, copying,executing, l and vending the same; 
and. in the case of a dramatic composition, of publicly performing or repre- 
senting it, or causing it to be performed or represented by others. [Authors or 
their assigns shall have the exclusive right to dramatize and translate any of 
their works for which copyright shall have been obtained under the laws of the 
United States.] $ 

Sxc. 4953. Copyrights shall be granted for the term of Seen Salven from 
the time of recording the title thereof, in the manner hereinafter directed. 

SEC. 4954. The author, inventor, or designer, if he bestill living, * * +2 or 
his widow or children, if he be dead, shall have the same exclusive right con- 
tinued for the further term of fourteen years upon recording the title of the work 
or description of the article so secured a second time, and complying with all 
other regulations in regard to original copyrights, within six months before the 
expiration of the first term. Andsuch person shall, within two months from the 
date of said renewal, cause a copy of the record thereof to be published in one or 
more newspapers t printed in the United States for the space of four weeks, 

Sec. 4955. Copyrights shall be assignable in law by any instrument of writing, 
and such assignment shall be recorded in the office of the Librarian of Con 
within sixty days after its execution; in default of which it shall be void as 
against any subsequent purchaser or mortgagee for a valuable consideration, 
without notice. 

[SEc. 4956. No ponon shall be entitled to a copyright unless he shall, before 
publication in this or any foreign country, deliver at the office of the Librarian 
of Con is, or deposit in the mail within the United States, addressed to the 
Lib: n Congres at Washington, D. O., a printed copy of the title of the 
book or other cle, or a di ption of the painting, drawing, chromo, statue, 
statuary, or a model or design for a work of the fine arts, for which he desires 
a copyright; nor unless he s. also, not later than the day of the publication 
thereof in this or any foreign country, deliver at the office of the Librarian of 
Congress at Washington, D. O., or deposit in the mail within the United States, 
addressed to the Librarian of Congress at Washington, D. C., two copies of 
such copyright book or dramatic composition, printed from type set within 
the limits of the United States, or in case of engraved works, photographs, or 
other similiar articles, two copies of the same, or in case of apainting, drawing 
statue, statuary, model or design for a work of the fine arts, a phot ph o 
the same. During the existence of such copyright the importation into the 
United States of any book or otherarticle so copyrighted shall be, andithereby 
is, prohibited, except in the cases s; ed in section 2505 of the Revised Stat- 
utes of the Uni tates,‘ and except in the case of persons purchasing for use 
and not for sale, who import not more than two copies at any one time, in each 
of which cases written consent of the proprietor of the copyright, signed in 
the presence of two witnesses, shall be furnished with each importation: And 

„That 9 ofa * or magazine may. without such con- 
sent, import for own use, but not for sale, not more than two copies of any 
newspaper or magazine ublished in a foreign country. Allofficers of customs 
and postmastersare hereby required to seize and destroy all copies of such pro- 
hibited articles as shall be entered at the custom house or otherwise brought 
into the United States, or transmitted to the mails of the United States, In the 
ease of books in fore languages, of which only translations in English are 
copyrighted, the prohibition of importation shall apply only to the translation 
o è — and the importation of the books in the original language shall be 
perm A 


Sec. 4957. The Librarian of Congress shall record the name of such copyright 
book or otherurticle, forthwith, in a book to be kept ey urpose, in the words 
following: “ Library of Congos; to wit: trem thaton the — day 
of „A. B., of hath deposited in this office the title of a book (map, 
chart, or otherwise, as the case may be, or description of the article), the title 
or description of which is in the following words, to wit (here insert the title or 
description): The right whereof he claims as author (originator, or proprietor, 
as the case may be), in conformity with the laws of the United States respect- 
ing copyrights. C. D., Librarian of Congress.“ And he shall give a copy of the 

1 The words of the original law omitted are: “citizen of the United States or 
resident therein, who be the.” 

The words in brackets are substituted for “and author may reserve the right 
to dramatize or to translate their own works,” 

5 ae words struck out are: and a citizen of the United States or resident 
erein, 

4 Section 2505 of the Revised Statutes is the free-list, and the paragraphs relat- 
ing to books (the only portions of the list to which this act can refer) are as fol- 


lows; 

“Books which shall have been printed and manufactured more than twenty 
years at the date of importation. 

Reopen maps, and charts, imported by authority for the use of the United 
States or for the use of the Library of Congress. But the duty shall not have 
been included in the contract or price paid. 

„Books, maps, and charts, specially imported, not more than two copies in 
any one invoice, in good faith for the use of any society incorporated or estab- 
lished for philosophical, literary, or religious purposes, or for the encourage- 
ment of the fine arts, or for the use, or by the order, of any college, academy, 
school, or seminary of learning in the United States. 

1 rofessional, of persons arriving in the United States.” 

Books, househould effects, or libraries, or parts of libraries, in use of per- 
sons or families from foreign countries, if used abroad by them not less than one 
year, and not intended for any other person or persons, not for sale.“ 

This section previous to amendment, reads as follows: 

“Sec. 4956. No person shall be entitled toa copyright unless he shall, before 
publication, deliver at the office of the Librarian of . ox d t in the 
mail ad to the Librarian of Congress at Washington, D. O., a printed 
copy ot the title of the book or other article, or a description of the painting, 
drawing, chromo, statute, statuary, or a model or design for a work of the fine 
arts, for which he desires a copy ight, nor unless he shall also, within ten days 
from the publication thereof. deliver at the office of the Librarian of Congress 
or deposit in the maii addressed to the Librarian of Congress at Washington, 
D. C., two copies of such copyright book or other article, or in case of a paint- 
ing, drawing, statue, statuary, model, or design for a work of the fine arts, a 
photograph of the same,"’ 


title or description, under the seal of the Librarian of Congress, to the rie- 
tor whenever he shall require it. ESR 

Sec. 4958. The Librarian of Congress shall receive, from the persons to whom 
the services designated are rendered, the following fees: 1. For recording the 
title or description of any copyright book or other article, 50 cents, 2, For 
every copy under seal of such record actually given to the person claiming the 
copyright, or his assigns, 50 cents, [3. Forrecording and certifying any instru- 
ment of writing for the assignment of a copyright, $1, 4. For every copy of 
an assignment, $1.]' All fees so received shall be paid into the Treasury of the 
United States, [ Provided, That the charge for recording the title or description 
of any article entered for copyright, the production of a person nota citizen or 
resident of the United States, shall be $1, d as above into the Treasury 
of the United States, to defray the expenses of lists of copyrighted articles to be 
printed by the Secretary of the Treasury, at intervals of not more than a week, 
for distribution to the collectors of customs of the United States and to the 
masters of all post-offices receiving foreign mails; and it is hereby made the 
duty of the Librarian of Congress to furnish to the Secretary of the Treas 
the material for the publication of such weekly lists, for which service he shall 
be authorized to employ an additional clerk, at a salary of $1,200 per annum; 
and such weekly lists, as they are issued, shall be furnished to all parties desir- 
ing them, at a sum of not exceeding $5 per annum; and the Secretary and the 
Postmaster-General are hereby empowered and required to make and enforce 
such rules and regulations as shall prevent the importation into the United 
States, except upon the conditions above specified, of all articles copyrighted 
under this act during the term of the copyright. | 

Src. 4959. The proprietor of every copyright book or other article shall deliver 
at the office of the Librarian of Congress, or deposit in the mail addressed to the 
Librarian of Congress at Washington, D. C., within ten days after its publica- 
tion, two complete printed copies thereof, of the best edition issued, ora 
tion or photograph of such article as hereinbefore required, and a copy ofevery 
subsequent edition wherein any substantial changes shall be e, ‘ 

Sud. 4960, For every failure on the part of the proprietor of any cop: ht to 
deliver or deposit in the mail either of the published copies, or description or 
photograph, required by sections 4956 and , the proprietor of the copyright 
shall be liable to a penalty of $25, to be recovered by the Librarian of Con a 
in the name of the United States, in an action in the nature of an action of debt, 
in any district court of the United States within the jurisdiction of which the 
delinquent may reside or be found. 

Sxc, 4961. The master to whom such copyright book, title, or other article 
is delivered, shall, if requested, give a receipt therefor; and when so delivered 
he shall mail it to its destination. 

Sec. 4962. No person shall maintain an action for the infringement of his copy- 
right unless he shall give notice thereof by inserting in the several copies of 
every edition published, on the title- or the page immediately following, 
if it be a book; or if a map, chart, musical composition, print, cut, engraving, 

8 painting, drawing. chromo, statue, statuary, or model or d 

tended to be perfected and completed as a work of the fine arts, by inscribi 
upon some visible portion thereof, or of the substance on which the same s 
be mounted, the following words, namely: “ Entered according to act of Con- 
g= in the year —, by A. B., in the office of tho Librarian of A at 
ashington;“ or, at his option, the word “ opyright,” together with the year 
the copyright was entered, and the name of the party by whom it was taken 
out; thus: Copyright, 18—, by A. B.”? : 

Sec, 4963. Every person who shall insert or impress such notice, or words of 
the same purport, in or upon any book, = chart, musical composition, print, 
cut, engraying, or photograph, or other art cle, for which he has not obtained a 
copyright, shall be liable to a penalty of $100, recoverable one-half for the per- 
son who shall sue for such penalty and one-half to the use of the United States. 

Sec. 4964. Every person who, after the renning of the title of any book as 
provided by this chapter, shall within the term limited, and without the consent 
of the proprietor of the copyright first obtained in writing, signed in presence 
of two or more witnesses, print, oo i yo translate], or im ry hel 
knowing the same to be so printed, published [dramatized, translated], or im- 
ported, shall sell or expose to sale any copy ofsuch book, shall forfeit every copy 
thereof to such proprietor, and shall also forfeit and pay such as may 
pa Secor eer in a civil action by such proprietor in any court of competent 
jw on. 

Sec. 4965. If any person, after the recording of the title of any map, chart, mu- 
sical composition, print, cut, engraving, or photograph, or chromo, or of the 
description of any painting, drawing, statue, statuary, or model or design in- 
tended to be perfected and execated as a work of the fine arts, as provided by 
this chapter, shall, within the term limited, and without the consent of the pro- 
prietor of the copyright first obtained in writing, signed in presence of two or 
more witnesses, engrave, etch, work, copy, print, pub: [dramatize, translate], 
or import, either in whole or in part, or by varying the main d with intent 
to evade the law, or, 1 the same to be so printed, published [dramatized, 
translated], or imported, shall sell or expose to sale avy copy of such map or 
other article, as aforesaid, he shall forfeit to the proprietor all the plates on 
which the same shall be copied, and every sheet thereof, either copied or printed, 
and shall further forfeit $1 for every sheet of the same found in his possession 
either printing, printed, copied, published 8 or exposed for sale; ani 
in case of a ting, statue, or statuary, he shall forfeit $10 for ev: copy of 
the same in his possession or by him sold or exposed for sale; one half thereof 
roprietor and the other half to the use of the United States. 

Sec. 4966. Any n publicity perorang or opreg any dramatic com- 
position for which «00 yright has been obtained, without the consent of the 
proprietor thereof, or his heirs or assigns, shall be liable for damages therefor, 

damages in all cases to be assessed at such sum, not less than $100 for the 
first and $50 for every subsequent performance, as to the court shall appear to 


be just. 
Sec. 4967. Every person who shall print or publish any manuscript whatever, 
without the consent of the author or proprietor first obtained, * * +s shall 
be liable to the author or proprietor forall damages occasioned by such injury. 

Src. 4968. No action shalt be maintained in any case of forfeiture or penalty 
under the copyright laws, unless the same is commenced within two years after 
the cause of action has arisen. 

Sec, 4969. In all actions arising under the laws respecting copy rants. tis de- 
fendant may pee the general issue, and give the special matter in evidence. 

Sec, 4970. The circuit courts, and district courts having the jurisdiction of cir- 


1 The clauses in section 4958 inclosed within brackets are made to accord with 
section 2 of the amendatory act of June 18, 1874; the full text of which is printed 


on 873. 

a The text of section 4962 given here is that of section 1 of the amendatory act 
of June 18,1874, This section was further amended by the act approved August 
1, 1882 (22 Statutes at Large, chapter 366, page 151), to the following effect: “ Manu- 
facturers of designs for molded decorative articles, tiles, plaques, or articles of 
potters or metal subject to oes may put the copyright mark prescribed 

y section 4962 of the Revised Statutes, and acts additional thereto, upon the 
back or bottom of such articles, or in such other = upon them as it has here- 
tofore been usual for manufacturers of such articles to employ for the placing 
of manufacturers, merchants, and trade-marks thereon.” 

The thetical clause, if such author or peso is a citizen of the 
United States, or resident therein,“ is stricken ou 
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cuit courts, shall have power, upon bill in equity, filed by any party ieved, 
to grant injunctions to prevent the violation of any right secured by the laws 
respecting copyrights, according to the course and principles of courts of equity, 
on such terms as the court may deem reasonable. 

Sec. 4971. 5 

The fourth section of the Chace” amendatory act reads as follows: 

That for the purposes of this act each volume of a k in two or more vol- 
umes, when such volumes are published separately and the first one shall not 
have been issued before this act shall take effect, ind each number of a od- 
ical, shall be considered an independent publication, subject to the form of 
copyrighting as above; and the alterations, revisions,and additions made to 
books by foreign authors, heretofore published, of which new editions shall ap- 

r subsequently to the taking effect of this act, shall be held aud deemed capa- 
Pie of being co ghted as above, unless they form part of a series in course of 
publication at the time this act shall take effect.“ 

Section 5 provides that the act shall go into effect on July 1, 1888. 


The 8 act of June 18, 1874 (18 Statutes at Large, chapter 301, pages 78- 
79), which, through error, was not incorporated into the Revised Statutes, second 
saion, prepared in accordance with the act of March 2, 1877, is to the following 


“Seo, 1. [This section is given above as section 4962 of the Revised Statutes, 


which it amends. ] 

“Sec. 2. That for recording and 8 any instrument of writing for the 
assignment of a copyright, the Librarian of Congress shall receive from the per- 
sons to whom the service is rendered, $1; and for every copy of an assignment, 
$1; said fee to cover, in cither case,a certificate of the record, under seal of the 

brarian of Con ; and all fees so received shall be paid into the Treasury 
of the United St 

“Sego, 3. That in the construction of this act, the words ‘engraving,’ cut,“ 
and ‘print’ shall be applied only to pictorial illustrations or works connected 
with the fine arts, and no prints or labels designed to be used forany other arti- 
cles of manufacture shall be entered under the copyright law, but may be reg- 
istered in the Patent Office. And the Commissioner of Patents is hereby charged 
with the supervision and control of the entry or registry of such prints or labels, 
in conformity with the regulations provided by law as to 5 of prints, 
except that there shall be paid for recording the title of any print or label nota 
trade mark, $6, which 1 cover the expense of furnishing a copy of the record 
under the seal of the Commissioner of Patents, to the parcy autes ne the same. 

“Serc, 4. That all laws and s of laws inconsistent with the foregoing pro- 
visions be, and the same are hereby, repealed. 

w 2 5. That this act shall take effect on and after the Ist day of August, 


It thus appears that this measure will, if enacted into a law, protect 
the foreign author to a like extent as the American one—a citizen of 
the United States—provided the foreign writer will first p his work 
in type in the United States. Our country is to this date the only 
nation having a literature that is recognized and of value to mankind 
that has neglected to make some provision looking to the honest and 
fair rape. peas of authors whose works are worth preserving or pe- 
Lhe, Bok o are not citizens of the United States. Near thirty years 
ago Charles Reade, an illustrious author of England, now of the world, 
wrote a powerful book in the interest of an international copyright 
law, and he well named it The Eighth Commandment— Thou shalt 
not steal.“ It had a wonderful effect in Europe. In that work he 
speaks of the United States in this connection as follows: 


A single great nation has spared me feeble illustrations, The United States 
of America, a country young enough to make fanciful Ss erie in Jaw, and 
elastic enough to survive them, has drawn an arbitrary distinction, in the teeth 
ofherown excellentjurists, and all great lawyers, alive or dead, between the me- 
chanical inyentorand the literary inventor. They are brothers throughout the 
creation; but she chooses to take a nap, and dream that they are no relations at 
all. Strange to say, she will not allow any foreigner copyright, and she con- 
cedes to any foreigner patent right. And as she is not one of those who do things 
by halves, she is generous as well as just, tothe foreign mechanical inventor, 
with respect to fees; she regulates them by the price charged her people in the 
foreign nation. And when a foreigner’s patent shall happen to be declared in- 
valid, she returns two-thirds of the money. (Corgton, page 353.) 

A British holder of an American patent has surer and easier remedics against 
piracy in the United States than he in hisown island. Now, hereisadouble 
phenomenon of legislation, which, being opposed to reason, to equity, to all 
theory of law, to common sense, and also to almighty cant, never occurred be- 
fore, and probably never will happen again while man shall be upon the earth. 
While it lasts, then, let us put it to profit. 

What is the effect on the American author and on the American mechanical 
inventor respectively? 

American genius is at this moment at the head of all the nations for mechan- 
ical invention. I learn from Coryton, the last English writer on patents, that 
she took out her first patent in 1790. In 1800 took out 39 patents; in 1810, 222; 
in 1830, 551; in 1840, 452; in 1819, 1,076. At this last date she headed Great Brit- 
ain and has maintained the | ever since, 

Europe teems with the products of her mechanical genius. Her inyentors 
draw large percentages from 3 and no Englishman grudges them, for 
they leave us still their debtor, The pre-eminence this nation has attained in 
mechanical invention rests on the rock of statistics, and my little paltry ex- 
perience can neither contradict nor confirm statistics; still I can not help re- 
marking that I am sitting in London at this moment in a shirt which I happen 
to know was sewed by Mr. Singer’s patent, and that there are three English 
newspapers on the table, two of which, the Times and Lloyd's, were printed by 
Mr. Hoe’s patent, the other was probably worked off either by Mr. Adams's 
press, invented, I think, at Boston, United States, or else by the Columbian 
8 which is still in vogue here, though long ago exploded in the leading na- 
tion, 

The constructive genius of this people, stimulated by sound legislation, teaches 
us lessons at every turn. Look at their hotels—the wonder of the world; ours 
are only the terror. Look at their cities, reticulated with telegraphic wires, so 
that at the first alarm of fire an engine is rung for; here it is run for, and that 
is why it often finds the house on the sound Hoot’ and drenches the smoking 
ruins, which hiss it for not managing better. I go through the docks at Liver- 
pool and point out the bi t and smartest ships, and ask a sailor from what 
ps they come. It is always, "Yankee, sir; Yankee, Yankee.” We had 

n sailing yachts many years more than they had when they sent over the 
America and beat our fleet; and observe, the victory was achieved by me- 
chanical construction, not by an extra cloud of canvas. * 


1 Section 4971, which is repealed, reads as follows: 

Nothing in this chapter shall be construed to prohibitthe printing, publish- 
ing, 5 or sale of any podis; map, Sar t usica a 
sition, int, cut, engraving, or photogra: „Wr. n, composed, or made an 
person not a citizen of the United States nor resident therein.“ ay, 
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Now, what is the position of the American cet A inventor in the world? 

oes it correspond with the American patentee’s position? On ths contrary, 
it is a complete contrast—a contrast the more striking that the American me- 
chanical inventor has only the same materials as our inventor, yet leads him 
and eclipses him; whereas the American literary inventor, three times out of 
four, is content to imitate us, though his own materials are so much larger, 
more varied, and more abundant than ours. 7 

There are invention and construction in all immortal books; but take the 
novelist and dramatist, who > ala’ ra more obviously with the mechanical 
inventor than some other writers do; what materials has an English novelist 
compared with that gold mine of nature, incident, and character, real life in the 
great American Republic? 

At the Himalaya Mountains you can have all the climates of the world. 
Scorched at the foot by a vertical sun, you can go up a little and pitch your tent 
in Spain. Another mile, you can build your hut and live in nee. Above, 
you are braced by the air of Savoy; an 05 7 may mount to Greenland. Here 
you command all the climates of the earth. 

The United States offer to the writer a phenomenon as rare. On one rail you 
may run from the highest civilization to the very lowest, and inspect all the in- 
termediate phases, You may gather ina week, amidst the noblest scenes of 
nature, the history of the human mind, and watch its progress. Here are red 
man, black man, and white man. Contrasts more piquant than oceur at all in 
England spring up like weeds in the United States. Larger and more natural 
topics are discussed with larger and freer eloquence, and every moment the 
passions of well-dressed men burst the bonds of contenga and nature and 
graulas character speak out in places where with us etiquet nas lon ago sub- 

ued them ton whisper. Yet with all this their novelists produce no rich Amer- 
ican fruit, and the country does not a single famous dramatist. 

Read the American pepo You revelin a world of new truths, new fancies, 
and glorious romance. their fiction. How little, how stale by compari- 
son, how unworthy of the swelling themes life supplied in this nation that is 
thinking, working, speaking, living on a scale of grandeur, and at a rate of 
march without a present rival ora t parallel beneath the sun! 

The reason is this; Nine-tenths of their heaven-born writers are forced to be 
ephemeral writers, driven into the newspapers by uneven legislation, the news- 
paper being the only form in which intellectual labor can not be undersold by 
stolen labor, In Great Britain there are five hundred and five newspapers. In 
America there are four thousand, and there lies buried for the 5 many an 
immortal genſus - buried, but to me not hidden. I can see their fitful gleams in 
reading those papers. = 

Mr. Emerson, ín course of a public speech last year, made use of these words: 

“There are men in this country who can put their 2 — — in brass, in iron 
in stone, and in wood, who can build the best ships for freight and the swiftest 
for ocean race. Another makes revolvers [many a British officer's life saved in 
the Crimea by this patent], anothera power-press,”’ ete, 

But in another part he said: A New York novelist should regard the world 
in a different point of view from his London . But the truth 
searcely one of our authors has yet thrown off his dling clothes. The grea’ 
secret of the world-wide success of Uncle Tom's Cabin was the fact that it was 
a novelty; that it had something peculiarly American in it. 

“The works of American authors have been smothered under the works of 
English authors in the American market. Not only has the wholesale system 
of mal-appropriation most injuriously affected the interests of living American 
authors, but it has had a tendency to dwarf down the original literature of the 
aes tates to a servile copyism, and to check the development ofthe natural 
mind.’ 

America would at this moment be just as low in mechanical invention if the 
statesmen of the United States had encouraged the theft of foreign patents. 
And in one generation under even rights they are as sure to beat our heads off 
at fiction as the sun is to rise to-morrow. 


This arraignment—mingled praise and censure—is just and no more 
than we deserve; more than liberal to foreign inventors through our 
patent laws, we turn not only the cold shoulder to the foreign author 
but we enact the role of the footpad and highwayman and take his ge- 
nius, which is life, and his writings, property, without compunction or 
compensation. I will now presentand make part of my remarks the 
utterance of a most distinguished American jurist, George Ticknor Cur- 
tis, who has written so well and exhaustively on this question. Says 
Mr. Curtis, under date of April 10, 1888—and this extract from that 
distinguished lawyer’s letter to the American Copyright Association 
is the entire argument in favor of this measure—all who speak on 
this subject can only follow its line and illustrations: 


Nothing can be more fallacious than the idea that intellectual propery is in 
any degree less to be regarded as capable of ownership than land or merchan- 
dise, because it requires a peculiar system of legislation to secure for it the 
rights and 3 of property. It is just as trus of literary property, which 
I should define as the exclusive right to multiply and sell copies of an intel- 
lectual production, as itis of all other forms of property, that it is foundedin nat- 
urallaw. There are many kinds of property which are founded in natural law, 
but which uire to be protected by the positive law of society, In the cases o 
inventors and authors, the natural right extends toan indefinite period of time; 
but there has been a compromise between the claims of the inventorand author 
and the interests or supposed interests of the public. In consideration of the 
advantage afforded by a positive law, in the better security given to this kind 
of property, the natural right of the author or inventor to the indefinite enjoy- 
ment of what he has created has been curtailed toa fixed term of years, after 
the expiration of which his property ceases to be prirati juris and mes pub- 
lici juris, Power to give this security to authors and inventors was confe 

on Congress by the Constitution of the United States, like many other pow 
which belonged to the State sovereignties before that Constitution existed, in 
order that the laws might be uniform throughout the country. 

Patents for useful inventions and copyrights of books were granted by the 
States before the Federal Constitution; and they were granted upon a recog- 
nition of the natural right in intellectual productions, and upon the ex 
ency, for the public benefit and the benefit of authors and inventors, of substi- 
tuting a fixed term of years for, and a definite remedy in the place of, the in- 
definite duration of that right and the uncertain remedy that existed at com- 
mon law. Twelve of the original thirteen States passed copyright laws before 
the Federal Constitution was adopted. But of course these State patents and 
copyrights had no territorial operation outside of the States which granted 
them, Hence the surrender of this power to Congress by Article I, section 8, 
of the Federal Constitution, which is so framed as to impose upon Congress a 
duty as well as to confer npon it a power. The object for which the power is 
conferred is to promote the progress of science and useful arts.“ The m 
by which this is to be done is by securing for limited times to authors an 
ventors the exclusive right to their respective writings and discoveries.” 

The provision is so broad and the purpose is so comprehensive that it can Pet 
be claimed to embrace only native authors and inventors. It has not bee: 
construed in dto inventors. We have long had legislation which has per 
mitted foreign inventors to take patents in this country. The reason why we 
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have treated foreign authors differently has been partly from neglect, partly 
from the fact that atan early period a popular habit grew up of considering a 
foreign book as public — and partly from the necessity of n. 
about which no agreement cou d be made as tothe principles on w. it ought 
to be framed. But if our legislators will consent to treat the foreign author as 
they treat the native author there need be no difficulty in bringing about a sat- 


isfactory state of things. There are a great many reasons for among which 
the following are the most important: k 
1. The foreign author has the same ht to control the multiplication 


of copies of his book as the native author; but he must submit to the same sur- 
render of his indefinite right that the native author has to make of his indefi- 
nite right, in order that their rights, as recognized by our local law, may be 
equal; and if he is required to manufacture here the copies of his book that are 
to be sold here, he must be, and in all probability will be, willing to accept this 
. he will gain something by it which he could not otherwise 
ve. 


2. With regard to the natural right of the foreign author, which is only another 
mode of expressing the obligations of justice, there can not, it seems to me, be 
two opinions. an alien friend a bale of merchandise to this country, 
we do not seize upon it as pave property or allow any one to interfere with 
aca of it, provided it in no way injures the public health or endangers 

ublic safety,and provided the owner pays the taxes which we impose upon 
it. Why is this? It is not because we have 1. ſor the tec- 


8 recognized. The only difference between the bale of 

the right to maini copies of a book is that the former is a specific and sub- 
stantive chattel, while the latter is an incorporal chattel. But we recognize 
the latter, by our municipal law, as a right of property, in the case of the native 
author, just as we recognize the former. 

It is not true that this extended copyright will enhance the price 
of books to the reader and purchaser in the United States. True the 

ublisher here will have to pay the foreign writer an agreed royalty, 

ut that royalty, while considerable to the author, is not added to the 
cost of the book to the general purchaser, for in opening the field to 
foreign authors the field is so broad that so many copies will be printed 
that the percentage or royalty, if added, will be so small that no pur- 
chaser will feel it. This is most forcibly illustrated in our midst to- 
day. I clip from the current news of the day the following facts to 
sustain the point that liberal copyright will not enhance the price of 
books: 

The late E. P. Roe was probably the most goa writer of romances that 
this country has produ unless Fenimore per may be As an 
illustration of the great facility with which this author's books sell, Messrs, 
Dodd, Mead & Co., his publishers, state that his last novel, Miss Lou,” pub- 
lished in September, has already had a sale of 35,000 copies at $1.50 a copy. In 
addition to this they have just issued a chea edition of 100,000 copies, which 
the American News Company has purchased entire. So that in the short period 
of four months 135,000 copies of book have been sold by the publishers, It 
is claimed that 150,000 copies of Robert Elsmere have been sold in this coun- 
try. But this was a cheap reprint, which paid no royalty and sold at from 15 to 
20 cents s copy. Mr. Roe’s book, selling at a much higher price and paying full 
royalties, has sold nearly the same n rand in ashorter 
attention of those people who fear that an international co) ht law willmake 
books dear is called to the fact that the publishers of popular novelist's 
books find it to their advantage to issue cheap editions of them, notwithstand- 
ing that they are protected by copyright. 

This measure will not only benefit origa authors and do justice 
where justice should be done, but it will be of great benefit to that 
worthy class of our fellow-citizens, the printers of the United States, 
the men and the women—and there are many type-setters and intelli- 
gent compositors now of the female sex in our nation—and the speaker 
on this occasion is proud to remember that he in the long ago in that 
wonderful city by the lake, the interocean metropolis of the United 
States, Chicago, stood at the same case with perhaps the first woman 
printer of this continent, as she, stick in hand, aided to put in type a 
reprint for a weekly newspaper of the then being published chapters of 
Uncle Tom's Cabin, as taken from the National Era, a weekly of that 
period issued here at this capital city of these United States. 

In these days when labor demands and should be allowed a fair and 
equal voice in the industrial legislation that is to remunerate or ennoble 
their handiwork the American printer should not be forgotten or neg- 
lected. These men and women are the very artists of fame and archi- 
tects of reputation. Their nervous fingers that catch at the alphabet 
in leaden images to form the sentence or point the paragraph of your 
speech, sir statesman, likely have better spelled and more correctly punc- 
tuated, and your nonsense made sense by the intelligent compositor. 
All honor to the noble craft, from Ben Franklin down to the last little 
Ben or Jack that is the office devil to-day. 

It has occurred to me more than once that in that wonderful crea- 
tion of Shakespeare, Prince Hamlet, wherein the prince commends to 
the lord chamberlain, Polonius, the care and attention of the players 
he intended so soon to use in his fearful impeachment of the murderer 
of his father, that Hamlet’s author had in his mind’s eye the printer, 
the type-setter, the author, and was in his (Shakespeare’s) mind a fore- 
cast of the future: 

Porous. Look whether he has not turn’d his color, and has tears in's eyes,— 
Pr’ythee, no more. 

HAMLET. Tis well; PH have thee speak out the rest of this soon, Good my 
lord, will you see the players well bestowed? Do you hear, let them be well 
used; for they are the abstract, and brief chronicles, of the time: After your 
death you were better have a bad epitaph, than their ill report while you live. 

That some a p> oe publisher and a few newspaper and book concerns 
in this country opposing the so-called Chace copyright bill from an 
interested and seemingly monopolistic view is made most evident by the 
acts and resolves of some of our foreign relations. As part of the his- 

. tory of this opposition I will here insert in full the text of the state- 


of time: The 


ment presented by the printing and kindred trades representatives in 
Edinburgh (one of the great book-making marts of Europe) to Lord 
Salisbury, a short time since: 
To the most noble the Marquis of Salisbury, K. G., . 
Her Majesty's secretary of state for foreign affairs: 
The Chace copyright bill. now before the American House of 


poses to gi yright in America to foreign (i, e., British) auth . Pr. 
pro ve u cop erica to fore: e. authors. e 
result of this undoubted ote will be the opening to British authors of an addi- 


tries. In this way the supremacy of the British publishing trade as the center 
gi and the headquarters 
of English literature will be transferred to New York. The magnitude of such 


engaged . „ book- binding, paper- making. and nas 


of eleven thousan 
printing done in Edinburgh comes from London publishers. The r mills 


REMEDIES, 


In order to settle the r of preserving the book - manufacture for the 
British market and the British Empire, all that is necessary is to add to the 
copyright act a provision that the book must be printed from 
British Empire, and published within its limits; or that Her Majesty may, by 
order in council, direct copyright to be given to authors whose books Lave bon 
printed in a fi country, provided that such 5 country gu copy- 
right to books printed from type set up here. It would be futile in t resent 
state of American feeling to reason with the Americans on the bill. nator 
Cuace has desired to settle a question, which is really international, entirely 
with an eye to American national interests, But the British nation can and 
must act with a view to its own national interests. 

The present copyright acts make it a necessity that, to obtain a British copy- 
right irrespective of nationality, a book must be first published in Great Britain. 
This law was made when there was no prospect of British books being printed 
in America, and the idea of publishing included printing. A settlement of the 
question on the lines of either of the foregoing remedies would, under existin 
circumstances, be the most sati ry solution of the question. The Britis 
author would retain the same rights he has at present in the British Empire, and 
such a provision as is now proposed would o. to him the great American 
market from which he is at present excluded. e American author would en- 
joy in this country equal privileges with the British author—subject only to the 
safeguarding of British labor interestsin the manner now submitted. Negotia- 
tions might thereafter be initiated, under more favorable conditions, for con- 
cluding with the American Governmenta thoroughly satisfactory international 
copyright treaty. 

So out of their own mouths (foreign publishers) we find comes the 
strong argument for honest copyrightin the interest of American labor. 

Mr. Speaker, there is a fable that never yet has appeared in print or 
speech that Lean find, but is so apropos to the matter in hand, namely, 
honest copyright, that its production now will add point if not pith to 
the argument for honesty in literature as well as in any other business. 

An oyster lay ripening and fattening on the Norfolk sands; it was a 
sagacious bivalve if not brainy. Oysters, it is said, have no brains, 
but some considerable value, according to size and flavor. This one 
was a third-termer, and could open or close its shells at pleasure. 

Sailing over those waters near the famous Monitor and Merrimac 
ironclad dueling grounds was the splendid yacht of a first-rate ama- 
teur sailor, convoying the fair Clara Belle just engaged to the make- 
believe gallant tar’’ aforesaid. This fair maid, after the manner of 
other maids in like cases circumstanced, was contemplating a dia- 
mond ring that then and there adorned the regulation engagement fin- 
ger. Leaning over the side of her lover’s ship she essayed to catch the 
water as it kissed the vessel’s side, when— Oh, listen to her tale of 
woe !’’—the brilliant slipped its moorings and fell into those laughing 
waters and landed most marvelously in the just-then-opened roof of 
that oyster’s habitation, and was quickly made a member of that colo- 
nial cabinet, in the interior department. 

Now, here was a valuable work, improved by the lapidary’s art—a 
gem, a jewel on which hands and brains had wrought to make it a 
perfect gift for the pleasure and profit of the world. It might have 
been a book, a picture, or a statue of foreign or domestic creation—but 
was likely one of Tiffany's best—imported—but it is taken in and ab- 
sorbed by this silent gatherer of sea-gases and other unknown quali- 
ties that go into the make-up of aclose corporation like this and some 
other Norfolks of trade and commerce that cater to tastein the useful, 
ornamental, and instructive dining-room or library. Opened at Har- 
vey’s the other day, on a statesman’s sudden call for more of the raw 
material,“ the astonished artist of the knife, crackers, and horse-rad- 
ish cup found the sparkler virgin in its purity, as when it fell from 
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beauty's finger. Mine,“ cried the dusky opener of this treasure- 
trove. “Nay,” said the hungry statesman whohad ordered the open- 
ing—“ mine,” for I have purchased it or have agreed to pay for it. 
„It should belong to the one who finds it,“ said the knife holder. 
It must go to the one who ordered it opened, says the statesman. 

Here the poor oyster, dumb, it is said, by nature, burst into voice 
and said, ‘‘Gentlemen, oyster-men, hear me: The ring is the property 
of the maid; she dropped it into the ocean; I gathered it as it fell and 
held it for safety, not ransom. I only gave harbo to the gem; you 
give nothing, but propose to appropriate this valuable work without 
compensation to the owner. Pirates do the same on sen and land; ‘they 
take because they have the power and keep because they can. You 
shall deal justly with the maid by restoring to her the custody of her 
own or pay to her an equivalent for the right to use or display her 
property. The original copyright that came the eighth in the table of 
the law via Sinai was, ‘Thou shalt not steal, we may add, brain-work 
nor hand-work.“ At the point of the knife that oyster spake no more. 
Its departure was peaceful; it went the usual way. 

MORAL, 

Honesty is not only policy but justice. The product of mind as well 
as of hands, the book writers as well as the book makers and binders, 
should have a fair and just remuneration for the labor expended, the 
art, genius, and invention exercised inany particular uction. Our 
patent and home copyright laws are admitted to be proper and just to 
our own citizens and in furtherance of the idea that that government 
is best which conserves the equal rights of all and that tends to aid in 
material and intellectual development of both mind and matter; hence 
our liberal home patent, trade-mark, and copyright laws. 

We consider it a right thing to do, as it is, that Washington Ir- 
ving's prose and Edgar A. Poe’s verse should receive a protection against 
literary piracy; that they, like the weavers at Lowell, Mass., or the 
paper makers at Appleton, Wis.—they who weave the beautiful in cot- 
ton, or resolve the fibers of wood into the white surfaces for printer’s 
ink—and the morning news that is educating the world simulta- 
neously with the morning’s coffee, shall also, for the fancy they weave 
into poesy, history, and emotions that resolve from their i ination 
into the solid food of books that we class histories, bi phies, and 
fiction, not be infringed upon, but shall bear a fruit of profit to such au- 
thor as well as to the more realistic inventor of a new web in muslin 
or a new gift in paper materials. Let this bill become a law, and then 
let us hymn its praise, altering a little the original verse— 

Ah! the few shall not forever sway, 
While the many toil in sorrow. 


Monopoly may reign to-day, 
But right foopy right} to-morrow. 


Commercial and Political Union with Canada. 


SPEECH 


or 


HON. BENJAMIN BUTTERWORTH, 


OF OHIO, 
In THE HOUSE oF REPRESENTATIVES, 


Friday, March 1, 1889. 


The House having under consideration the joint resolution (H. Res. 129) to pro- 
mote commercial union with Canada— 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH said: 

Mr. SPEAKER: I regret that the limited time we may devote to the 
consideration of the pending resolution will prevent that full discus- 
sion of the points involved which the importance of the subject obvi- 
ously demands. The resolution reported from the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs by my honorable friend [Mr. Hrrr] is 9 move in the 
right direction. It looks to extending the area of the trade and com- 
merce of our country and extending it in a direction which promises 
the best possible results. 

I cordially indorse what my friend has said touching the great ad- 
vantage which would result to the people of the United States and to 
the people of Canada from removing the barriers which now inter- 
cept the sweep of our commerce towards the north. The resolution 
suggests commercial union. I believe that business relation would be 
of advantage to both countries. Ihave advocated full and unrestricted 
reciprocal trade. That relation being promptly rejected by Sir John 
McDonald’s government, political union is proposed as an alternative 
for imperial federation and as presenting advantages which are greater 
and more permanent than would result from any other possible ar- 
rangement. 

I havenever doubted, and do not doubt now, that unrestricted re- 
ciprocal trade is desirable; that commercial union is desirable; and 
‘that political union is still more desirable. I wish, in discussing the 
resolution, to consider the relation of these two countries to eachother. 


The question is one of transcendent importance to the Canadians and to 
ourselves, It involves something beyond a mere exchange of commod- 
ities. It has direct relation to the permanency of free institutions 
upon this continent. It has immediate relation to the destiny of the 
English. ing race, and the part that race will take in shaping the 
course and destiny of both Canada and the United States. In consid- 
ering the various aspects of this question, the geography of the situa- 
tion becomes an important factor. 

The character of our institutions, the relation of the territory of the 
United States to that of Canada, the location of our lakes and rivers, 
the direction of the natural highways of traffic, the language and tradi- 
tions of the people, the various int that conflict, the possibilities 
and probabilities of maintaining peaceful relations between the two na- 
tions, are all potent factors in the problem to be solved. 

In proceeding with the discussion we must not for a moment forget 
that we are not dealing with matters which endure merely for a day, 
a year, ora decade. We are not dealing with the interest of a few in- 
dividuals, whether they control a government or are engaged in some 

tive enterprise. We are treating of the life, the duties, and the 
responsibilities of governments, which are, we hope, to endure for cen- 
turies. We are dealing with the opportunities, the duties, and re- 
sponsibilities of an entire race, and hence the view we take of the sit- 
uation must be broader and more comprehensive than if the problem to 
be solved involved factors less potential and results of smaller signifi- 


cance. 

I wish first to call attention to the Dominion of Canada—its terri- 
tory, its resources, its people, and its government. . I deem this im- 
portant because there is no nation in Europe of which our people know 
less than they do of the Dominion of Canada, and there is no country 
upon the map concerning which more erroneous impressions obtain. 

In presenting a view of Canada I will utilize some extracts from an 
article which recently appeared in the North American Review from 
the pen of my honored friend Erastus Wiman, of New York. It is such 
an admirable presentation of the subject with which it deals that I 
regret the necessity which compels me to abridge it. Mr. Wiman, in 
the article from which I quote, says: 


THE GREATER HALF OF THE CONTINENT. 


8 States, prior to the purchase of Alaska, was included within 
3,036, square miles, while Canada stretches out to fill 3, 470,392 square miles. 
It would perhaps help to convey some conception of the magnitude of Canada 
when the statement is made that, in area, it comprises very nearly 40 per cent. 
of the entire British Empire, the extent of which is recalled by boast that 
the sun never sets on British possessions. A still further rather 3 state- 
ment in relation to Canada is that, including the great lakes which encircle it, 
and which penetrate it. and the rivers of enormous size and length which per- 
aero it, in it is found more than one-half of the fresh water of the entire 
gio 

The impression of magnitude, so far us Canada is concerned, is, however, 
always accom: ed by a conviction, born of ignorance, that the Dominion is 
a region of frostand snow; that it isa sterile and inhospitable waste—simplya 

on of the north pole. So far as the climate of ada is concerned, it 
should never be forgotten that, within the parallels of latitude which include 
the greater portions of the Dominion, the development in the United States has 
been the most marked. Indeed,no development in the history of the world is 
more rapid than the 3 of the commerce of the Great Lakes, which . 
actas a ier, dividing the two countries, but which, under happier condi- 
tions, should be the bond that united them, Reference to the extent of this 
lake commerce brings out another startling comparison, which, creating sur- 
prise, shows after all how little the av man knows even of his own coun- 
try, much less of the regions alongside of his own land. This statement is that 
the tonnage and value of products which passed through the Sault Ste. Mario 
Canal, compressed within seven months of the season of navigation of 1888, 
— that which through the Suez Canal in the entire year. 
ere, in the northern part of North America, between two inland lakes,with 
only one shore of these developed, a commerce has been created which equals 
that between two oceans, whose traffic is almost as old as the universe, and con - 
tributions to which are made from every clime and country of the globe. Re- 
call, also, the fact that the water communication of the lakes is competed with 
the most perfectly equipped railway systems of the age, while the commerce 
of Suez 8 without a competitor. This development of the States and 
cities bordering upon the Great Lakes, and the growth and productive forces 
which have been set in motion, not only on the shores of these inland seas, but 
on the wide stretches of country tributary to them, is a testimony tothe advan- 
tages of a northern climate that it is impossible to ignore. 
erhaps the best test of climatic advantage is found in the ability to produce, 
in the quantities, and of the best quality, the most valuable and the most 
uni y used article of commerce. Certainly, in this bg ty there is noth- 
ing surpassing the article of wheat, which may be said to be the basis of ci 
js, Dieste The steady movement toward the north of the wheat-producing 
regions of this continent is remarkable. Wheat is a plant so delicate, and so 
easily affected by frost and adverse conditions, that it might be supposed to be 
cultured safely only in the most temperate zones. Yet the movement of the 
wheat-produc areas towards the north pole has been as steady as the move- 
ment ot the n e in the compass in that direction, The milling activities of 
esota, the marvelous railroad development in the Northwest, both toward 
the west and north,and more recently toward the east, for the special accom- 
modation of this flour and wheat trade, tell the story that so far as climatic ad- 
deen e wheat has found its greatest success in States to the ex- 
me north, 

Is it to be supposed that there is something magical in the forty-ninth parallel 
that bounds Minnesota towards the north? Its steady trend in this direct ion for 
80 ery. hundreds of miles makes it highly probable that beyond it wheat should 
be produced largely and profitably. Indeed, this is certainly so; for itso hap- 
pensthat north of the Minnesota line and within the adian territories are 
wheat areas possessing all the advantages of the regions to the south, but in rich- 
ness, fertility, and extent infinitely greater. It would be a startling statement 
to make, as showing the advantages of the much-derided Canadian climate, that 
even in its extreme northern latitudes the Dominion agreater wheat- 
8 than does the entire United States; the soil of this wheat 
area is ric 


r. Will last longer, and will produce a higher eee a ore better wheat 
be produced anywhere else on the continent if not in the world. 88 
Save been grown in the vicinity of numerous Hudson’s Bay 


can 
is known to 
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pany’s stations for twenty consecutive years without rotation, without fertiliza- 
tion, and annually producing crops averaging 30 bushels to the acre! 4 

Climate is much more the result of altitude than it is of latitude. According 
to Humboldt Europe hasa mean elevation of 671 feetand North Americaa mean 
fe pet aye of 748feet. Itisasignificant circumstance that the Canadian portion of 

orth America hasan altitude of only 300 feet. In the extreme northwest of Can- 
ada the falling off from the height of land toward the vast body of water known as 
Hudson’s Bay is shown in the fact thatfrom even within the Minnesota line the 
rivers all begin to run towards the north. This low altitude, in its influence 
upon the climate, is second only to the effect of the marine currents, which are 
e favorable to Cana: These influences are shown in the startling 
fact that the mean temperature of Hudson's Bay is 3° warmer during the winter 
than that of Lake Superior, and that it is on the southern and western shores of 
Lake Superior where the most important development of American en rises 
has taken place—developments that have yielded in lumber, in iron and cop- 
per, riches of ter Wee than produced elsewhere in the country, and 
within Parallels of latitude included in this lake an agricultural development 
more remarkable than that elsewhere in the world. 

The moderating influences of vast bodies of fresh water that never freeze 
over are well known. In the great chain of lakes that surround Canada, and 
the vast number of lakes and rivers that diversify her surface, there is a fresh- 
water area of 130,000square miles, andasabovestated, comprising nearly one-half 
of the fresh water of the globe. The effect upon the climate of this vast 

on is most beneficial, so that in altitude, and in other influences that mitigate 
the extreme northern location of the land, there are found considerations of 
the greatest weight. These influences are shown in the warmer climate of the 
t territory of Alberta, which lies directly north of Wyoming, from the lat- 

r of which and into the former stock is being regularly driven at the begin- 
ning of each winter, because of the presence within the Canadian border, the 
year round, of an abundance of grass. The experience of last winter showed 
conclusively that while throughout Manitoba and the Canadian northwest ter- 
ritories the winter of 1888 was not excessively severe, so far south as Iowa and 
Nebraska the severest cold was felt, and as far east as even New York in the 
famous blizzard, which never found its equal even in Winnipeg, the most 
northern of Canadian cities. It is true that in the northwestern portions of 
Canada the winters are long; that the frost is severe and continuous; but it is 
ag arg true that the climate is dry and invigorating. 

ut aside from this continued severity of the climate in the winter, there are 
compensations and advantages in the summer months in the extreme northern 
region of Canada which must not be ignored. For instance, what would be 
thought of a device that should provide, underneath the whole surface of a vast 
and fertile wheat-producing area, of a well-spring of moisture that should con- 
tinuously exude and feed the delicate tendrils of roots that the wheat plant 
sends down into the earth for sustenance? Yet this is precisely what nature 
has 8 in the thousands of square miles of wheat areas of the Canadian 
northwest. Ages of long winters, continuous and oſten severe cold, have pro- 
duced a frost line in the earth far down below the surface, which being thawed 
out during the summer months is full of force. What seems, at first glance, a 
barrier to the productive powers of nature is, in this case, found to be contribu- 
tory in the highest degree to man’s advan For this vast area of ice, far 
enough below the surface to permit the growth of plants, holds in suspense and 
readiness for the Jand above the needed element of moisture, constant and as- 
sured, which in other regions comes only in the rains and dews that fall from 
the sky—a supply uncertain and uncontrollable. 

But there is still anotheradvantage in these northern wheat-fields of Canada 
incident to the climate; and that is, that while these latitudes imply long win- 
ter days, they equally imply the lon days in summer. Thus there is an ay- 
erage of two hours per day more of sunshine during the period of the growth 
of wheat in the northwest than is vouchsafed in any other locality 
where wheat can be produced, Not only is two hours of sunshine in each day 
an inestimable advantage, but the sun is stronger and more forceful at this 
period and in this region, not only helping rapidly forward the ripening proc- 
ess, but the heat is continuously sufficient to cause an exudation of the moisture 
from the ice inthe ground beneath. It so happens, also, that the soil which 
enjoys these advantages of moisture beneath and long, forceful rays from above, 
is particularly rich and inexhaustible. Lord Dufferin, an observant and relia- 
ble authority, said that throughout his whole journey of weeks through the 
Canadian northwest he was constantly reminded of the English kitchen gar- 
dens in the vicinity of London. Cauliflowers grow large enough to serve for 
three meals for an ordinary family, while potatoes 4 and 5 pounds in weight 
are nothing extraordinary. 

The average crop of wheat in 1887, in Manitoba, was 30 bushels to the acre, 
while nowhere else on the continent did it exceed 20 bushels to the acre, and in 
Minnesota and Dakota did not average more than 15 bushels. A mere handful 
of settlers in Manitoba produced in that. year a surplus of twelve millions of 
bushels of wheat, seven millions of barley, and two millions of bushels of po- 
tatoes—the latter crop being a failure so great in the States as to command 
throughout the pioner pornos of the year a rate as high as $1 per bushel, 
while at points of production within Manitoba they could be had for one- 
eighth of that price. It is true that early frosts in August of the present year 
have partially injured the crop of 1888, and that there is this contingency always 
present in the northern regions; but early frosts are equally dangerous in Min- 
nesota and Dakota, while this year, as far east as Massachusetts, there was seri- 
ous damage done. 

The accomplished head of the statistical department of the Dominion Gov- 
ernment at Ottawa makes some comparisons regarding the size of the Domin- 
ion that are very instructive. He says: 

It is difficult to afford an adequate conception of the vastness of this coun- 
try. England, Wales, an d form together an area of 88,000 square 
miles; you could cut forty such areas out of Canada. New South Wales con- 
tains 309,175 square miles, and is larger by 162 square miles than France, conti- 
nental Italy, and Sicily; Canada would make eleven countries the size of New 
South Wales. There are (in extent) three British Indias in Canada, and still 
Pare eo left over to make a Queensland and a Victoria. The German Empire 

uld be carved out of Canada and fifteen more countries of the same size.” 

In the light of such comparisons, the statement made in a previous page, that 
Canada comprises 40 per cent. of the area of the entire British Empire, is not so 
incredible as at first sight appears. ae ian by standardsof American areas the 
comparison was quite as interesting. Thus the province of Ontario, the fairest 
land ofall the North American continent, is larger than the six New England 
States, with New York, New Jersey, Pennsylvania, and Maryland, by 25,000 


sq 

Saman the single province covers an area larger by 10,000 square miles than 
Ohio, Indiana, Ilinois, and Michigan combined; larger than Iowa, Minnesota, 
and Wisconsin by 11,000 square miles. 


mous 8 forces of this region since deve pean 
area, similarly situated east of the tenth degree of longitude, comprehends very 


The vast expanse may be jud by the extent of her rivers and 
bays. The St. John, in New — na —— river on the Atlantic coast 


south of the St. Lawrence, is 500 miles in length, and is navigable for 230 miles. 
The St. Lawrence, one of the noblest of the rivers in the world, has a 


len of 750 miles, entirely navigable. The Ottawa, which is a mere affluent 
of St. Lawrence, joining it 600 miles from its mouth, is in itself 550 miles 
lon chain of Great Lakes is familiar to all who look at the map, but not 


. The 
80, b the north, in an almost unknown land, are the lakes Shebandowam, and 
Rainy Lake and River, a magnificent body of water 300 miles broad and 200 miles 


long. 

The Lake of the Woods, too, is almost unknown outside of Canada, yet it isa 
vast stretch of water of almost marvelous beauty, especially its westernmost 
portion, of 80 miles, consisting of land-locked channels—a lacustrine z 
Then comes the Winnipeg River, of which Lord Dufferin said: 050 ex- 
istence in the heart and center of the continent is itself one of nature's most de- 
lightful miracles, so beautiful and varied are its rocky banks, its tufted islands; 
so broad, so deep, so fervid is the volume of its waters, the extent of their lake- 
like expansion, and the tremendous power of its rapids.” Here empties the 
great Red River of the North, starting from the northern oo of Minnesota, 
and the equally great Assiniboine, one 500 miles and the other 480 miles in length. 
Far beyond these is the Lake Winnipeg, a fresh water sea 300 miles long, from 
the northwest angle of which starts the Saskatchewan. The entrance of this 
noble river has been called the Gateway of the Northwest,” for here is a navi» 
gable stream, 1,500 miles in length, flowing nearly due west and east, betweec 
alluvial banks ofthe richest soil. g the Rocky Mountains by this stream, 
beyond this range are the Athabasca and the Mackenzie Rivers, the navigation 
of the latter alone exceeding 2,500 miles, while the Frazer River and the Thomp- 
son River to Vancouver are streams of great m: tude. 

This enumeration of principal streams will give some faint idea of the vast 
areas of land through which they flow. But no better ided of magnitude can 
be formed of the extent of Can than by the contemplation of the Hudson’s 

. This bay would seem like a projection of Providence for the good of 
mankind, by which is introduced into the heart of the continent an ocean in it- 
self, midway between the great Atlantic and Pacific Oceans. Fancy a bay so 
long as to extend from New York to Chicago, so wide as to extend from Wash- 
8 to the Lakes, projected like a . a of the sea into the land. 
What would remain of the fairest part of the United States? Yet this is the 
proportion of the Hudson’s Bay, say 1,000 miles long and 600 miles wide, run- 
ning from the north into the heart of Canada, carrying with it enormous riches 
in sea wealth for the supply of fish-food, so greatly benefiting, if permitted, the 
prairie States to the south. 

In a report on the trade between the United States and the British possessions 
in North America, made by J. R. Larned, of the United States Treasury De- 
partment, in 1871, it was observed that— 

“Ontario possesses a fertility with which no part of New England can at all 
compare, and that particular section of it around which the circle of the Great 
Lakes is swept forces itself upon the notice of the student of the American map 
as one of the most favored spots of the whole continent ,where population ought 
to breed with almost Bel, fecundity.” 

Another American, the Hon. David A. Wells, many yearsago,wroteas follows: 

“North of Lakes Erie and Ontario and the River St. Lawrence, east of Lake 
Huron, south of the forty-fifth el, and included mainly within the Domin- 
ion Province of Ontario, there is as fair a co as exists on the North Amer- 
ican continent, nearly as large in area as New York, Pennsylva and Ohio 
combined, and equal if not superior to those States as a whole in its agricult- 
ural capacity. It is the natural habitat on this continent of the combing-wool 
sheep, without a full, cheap, and reliable supply of the wool of which species 
the wo! manufacturing industries of the country can not prosper, or, 
wesbould rather say, exist. It is the land where grows the finest barley, which 
the brewing interests of the United States must have if it ever expects to rival 
F TETRA Rad ˙ the ANEELA AE wish qualities especially deste 

ucts, It ra and grazes the finest o! e, qual espe y desir- 
Able to make the deterioration of stock in other sections; and its climatic 
conditions, created by an almost encirclement of the Great Lakes, especially fit 
it to grow men. Such a country is one of the greatest gifts of Providence tothe 
human race, better n bonanzas of silver or rivers whose sands contain gold.” 

In the matter of the fisheries alone, stands unrivaled. Very few real- 
ize the vast stretches of coast line along which Canada controls the greatest fish- 
eries in the world. Bounded as the Dominion is by three oceans, it has beside 
its numerous inland seas over 5,500 miles of seacoast, washed by waters abound- 
ing in the most valuable fishes of all kinds, The older provinces of the confed- 
eration have 2,500 miles of seacoastand inland seas, while the seacoast of British 
Columbia alone is over 3,000 miles in extent! It is impossible to take these fig- 
ures in and all that they imply without realizing at once the enormous — 
tude of this interest. But it is not alone in the matter of extent of seacoast line 
that Canada has a surplus in fish wealth; but, in the extreme northern location 
which she occupies she possesses an advantage which is of immense value, and 
this is that the are not only better and firmer in northern climates, but that 
the supply of fish-food, owing to the extreme northern location, is inexhaustible. 

In timber, Canada possesses a wealth of very great importance to the United 
States. When the wide stretches of treeless prairies which this country con- 
tains are recalled, and the rapidly disappearing forests Within the United States, 
it is with a sense of satisfaction that one turns to the northern half of the con- 
tinent, containing as it does the finest forests and the greatest supply of this 
most essential element of human protection and comfort. Within the catalogue 
of the woods of Canada there are sixty-five species of forest including 
nineteen of the pine family, while the covered by timber within the Do- 
minion is something enormous. Except ng tee arene triangular prairie east of 
the Rocky Mountains, lying between the Uni States boundary and a line 
drawn from the River to the Upper Peace River, the whole of Canada, up 
to the northern limit of the growth of trees, presents one vast forest area, ex- 
oopa where it has been cleared by the hand of man. 

ully one-half of the lumber consumed in many Western States is now de- 
rived from the Canadian forests, climbing as it does over a wall in the shupe of 
a duty of 20 per cent. The protection thus afforded practically operates as a 
stimulant for the destruction of American forests, The hard and white woods 
in Ontario, almost within sight of the border, are of inestimable value in the 
manufacture of furniture; and there are enormous supplies of the beautiful 
bird’s-eye maple, black birch, oak, basswood, black „ and other highly or- 
namental woods, which, in country, are of great value forthe highest grade 
of furniture and interior decoration. 

Perhaps of all the surprises which the ave: American encounters in dis- 
cussing the wealth of Canada nothing will e him to a greater degree than 
this statement: That no country in the world sso much iron as Canada, 
in no land is it so easily mined, and nowhere is it quite so accessible to manu- 
facturing centers. This is a statement which no doubt will challenge contra- 
diction, and it is to be regretted that the space is too small to describe at length 
the location and precise advan’ which the iron supply of this greater half of 
the continent would afford to the United States. e the instance at New 
Glasgow, in Nova Scotia, where, within a radius of 6 miles, there are found de- 
posits of iron ore of the highest quality, equal to that of any other portion of 
the world, side by side with lim ne, chemically pure, in the immediate pres- 
ence of coke in abundant quantities, from seams 30 feet thick, lying directly on 
a railway and within 6m of the Atlantic Ocean! Could there by sog pos 
sibility be a combination more fortuitous than this? Throughout Nova tia 
there are d ts of ore of the test possible value; but in Quebec, and es- 
pecially in Ontario, the value of the iron deposits is something enormous, 
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Near the city of Ottawa there is a hill of iron called the — 8 mine, which 
would yield an output of 100 tons per day of ore for one hundred and fifty years 
without being exhausted. On the line of the Ottawa, on the St. Lawrence, in 
the eastern townships, on the Kingston and Pembroke Railway, on the Central 
Ontario Railway, through Lake Nipissing, in Lake Winnipeg, on Big Island, 
and on Vancouver Island there are enormous deposits of ore, all possessing 
the singular advantage of almost a freedom from phosphorus, It has been 
truly said that what the devil is to religion, that phosphorus is to fron.” 
The peculiar advantage of the Canadian ore in this respect is sufficiently dem- 
onstrated by the fact that in the face of a duty of 75 cents per ton this iron is 
being steadily introduced, for the purpose of mixing with other ores, at Joliet, 
III., at Pittsburgh, Pa., and at other ‘Points. A market such as the United States 
would afford if it were free, and the introduction of enterprise and capital, 
would create for these deposits the same development and the same value that 
have followed the activity in the Vermillion, Menominee, and Gogebie regions. 
‘These latter deposits are almost within sight of Canada, and are but the 
of the great Laurentian range or belt of minerals which, starting on the 
rador coast, covers the vast area of „ paralleling the St. Lawrence and 
the Great Lakes till they find an ending in the Algoma district—a auy that 
has been aptly described a great treasure house of minerals, waiting only the 
touch of American enterprise and stimulated by an American market, to yield 
results far exceeding those of any mineral development on the continent. 
Coincident with the presence of these great deposits of iron ore are discov- 
eries of even ter importance in copper and nickel and in other metals 
hitherto nameless but of surpassing value. The copper development at Bruce 
mines, and especially and recently at Sudbury Junction, on the north shore of 
Lake Superior, is likely to be even more profitable than that of the famous Cal- 
umet and Hecla mines on the south shore of the same lake, whose pees of 
thirty millions of dividends on a capitalization of two and a half millions of 
dollars is a realization ond the dreams of avarice, Already Ohio capitalists 
have invested over a million of dollars on the line of the Canadian Pacilic Rail- 
way in these deposits. Thedevelopment of nickel, of which there are only two 
or three known deposits in the world. is of great significance; while in gold and 
in silver, especially the latter, very excellent success has rewarded the efforts 
of the prospectors, Perhaps the most marvelous yield of silver that the world 
has ever seen was at Silver Islet, within the Canadian border on the Lake Su- 
perior shore, where, for a space of two or three years, an output was 
ered pueg the owners with a rapidity equaled only by dreams in the Ara- 
In British Columbia immense quantities of gold are known to exist, and the 
fact that over 8 worth has been mined from only a dozen 1 ities, 


hardly yet developed, is full of the dee ce, as indicating what yet 
in that distant region to re the adventurous effort of the denizens 
of this continent. 


But it is not alone in these prominent metals that Canada is rich in natural 
resources, In phosphates she possesses enormous quantities of the purest 
character. No country in the world needs fertilizers more than large portions 
of the United States, and no country is better able to supply them than Canada. 
Analysis shows that Canadian phosphates contain phosphoric acid up to 47 and 
49 per cent., equivalent to 80 to 88 per cent. of phosphate of lime. No contribu- 
tion to the wealth of the continent is of greater value than the development of 
the Canadian phosphates. In asbestos, in mica, antimony, arsenic, pyrites, Ox- 
ides of iron, marble, graphites, plumbago, m, white quartz for potter's 
use, siliceous sandstones for glass, emery, and numerous other products, Can- 
ada possesses enormous quantities awaiting the touch of man. In the matter 
of lead, it is found in almost every province, especially in British Columbia, the 
lead ore there containing as much as 15} ounces of silver to the ton. The de- 
posits of salt are the la: t and the purest on the continent. 

Again, another surprise awaits the observer in that in the article of coal 

possesses the only sources of supply in the Atlantic and on the Pacific, 
and that between these two there are stretches of coal deposits amounting to 
97,000 square miles! The magnitude of the interests involved in this question 
of the supply of coal, its contiguity and economy of * are of vast im- 
portance to the United States. It is significant testimony to the important 
sition which Canada holds on the question of coal supply, when it is recalled 
that away down on the Atlantic the manufacturin oat of Nova Scotia should 
without doubt y the manufacturing centers of New England ata minimum 
of cost, while way across the continent, in wide stretches of 55 7 are 


; and 


cents a ton! 


It will be observed that Canada is not the sterile waste many sup- 

pose it to be. Careful investigation will disclose that the Dominion 

ts to enterprising effort opportunities that are boundless. It 

only needs that the obvious interest of the mass of the people on both 

sides of the boundary line be consulted, and that such action be taken 

ced their necessities demand, to render those vast opportunities avail- 
e. 

The natural channels of trade must be opened. The barriers which 
shut the source of supply from its market must be removed. 

The necessities, the convenience, the prosperity, and happiness of 
the people as contradistinguished from the designs and ambition of 
those in place and power, should shape the policy of Canada and the 
United States in dealing with the questions under consideration. 

There is something inherently wrong in that form of government 
which regards the open advocacy of the best interest and the highest 
good of the people as disloyalty. 

Governments on this continent are for the people and not the people 
for the government. 

I have advocated removing every barrier and hinderance to full and 
free trade between Canada and the United States. I have believed, 
and do now, that such unhampered trade relations would lead to po- 
liticalunion. Ihavedeemed political union indi eto the peace, 
prosperity, and happiness of our race in North America. I have be- 
lieved, and do now, that we can no more avert it than we can change 
the course of the seasons. 

The attitude of some of our Canadian friends toward political union 
is amusing and in some cases ridiculous. 

Oceasionally some patriot breaks voice and becomes violent at the 
thought of what he in patriotic frenzy denounces to be a scheme to in- 
duce Canadians to sell their country, etc, As if the proposed union had 


in it any element of humiliation for our kinsman across the border. 
How absurd to suggest that a proposition to admit a Canadian prov- 
ince, or the Canadian Provinces, each to an equal share with the em- 
pire States of New York, Pennsylvania, Ohio, and Illinois in the con- 
trol and management of the American Republic could work the humil- 
iation of such province or provinces. If there is in it anything that 
smacks of humiliation it is not on the side of Canada. The proposition 
looks to the exaltation of Canada, not to her abasement. It looks to 
enlarging the opportunities of her people, not to restricting them. 

Many protectionists in the United States regard the pro union 
as a war upon the protectivesystem. Nothing could be farther from the 
fact. It is not putting it too strongly to say many earnest protection- 
ists know less of the philosophy upon which our protective system rests 
than they do of Canada, about which they know next to nothing. 
There is an impression that the system carried to its logical sequence 
would erect a Chinese wall around our country, and approach as nearly 
as possible to destroying all foreign competition, no matter what its 
character, as if a protective tariff dealt with boundary lines instead of 
those conditions which affect the cost of production. 

I will not stop now to discuss the relation of union to protection 
except to say that they are not antagonistic. I have frequently called 
attention to the error involved in supposing that the proper function of 
a protective tariff is to destroy and not to secure equality and fairness 
in competition. 

What we complain of in the field of productive effort is not the com- 
petition itself, but that kind and character of competition which is un- 
equal and unfair. We ask no odds of the Old World in an even field of 
competitive effort. 

So the objection on our side to political union must find some better 
foundation to rest upon than the tendency of such union to restrict 
the opportunities of our people in the matter of producing and selling. 

I know of no governmental policy that is more deserving of com- 
mendation than that which multiplies the facilities and enlarges the 
opportunities of the citizen. I hope we are not of those who would 
create a famine to raise the price of food, or would in anywise by leg- 
guae power arbitrarily limit the supply in order to stimulate the 

emand. 

We are not likely to suffer by reason of too great abundance of those 
things which are essential to the health and comfort of the people. If 
our economic system is good for half the continent itis good for the 
whole of it. And those who are frightened at the competition which 
would result from bringing into our market the product of Canadian 
fields, forests, factories, and mines have studied only half the problem 
involved in the practical operation of the law of supply and demand. 

I can not at this time discuss in detail or at length the several points 
involved in the proposition to unite the Dominion of Canada and the 
United States under one government. I have never doubted that such 
union would take place, and I have even less doubt that such union 
would be of advantage to the citizens of both countries. 

I am frequently asked what has given rise to the general interest 
which is being manifested both in the United States and Canada in re- 

to the negotiations looking to a reunion between the two coun- 
tries, and if I deem reunion attainable at an early day, and whether 
closer trade relations, such as unrestrained reciprocal trade, should 
precede the proposed reunion? And if wecan not attain the last, can 
we the first? 

I shall give my impressions in brief. We ure witnessing a mani- 
festation of the interest in reunion that has been felt for more than 
half a century. 

The feeling is not new; the expression of it is more outspoken and 
aggressivo than formerly. It is not improbable that both the Tories 
and Liberals of Canada were somewhat surprised at the introduction of 
resolutions proposing negotiations looking to political reunion. Not 
because the question is new to Canadians, for the truth is it has not 
been out of their minds for a hundred years, and they realize that it is 
as inevitable as it was at the begi g of this century that the United 
States would ultimately control the mouth of the Mississippi River. It 
is not always easy to say just what will set in motion the elemen 
which will produce a given result, though it may be paren tha 
when thess elements are stirred into action that that result will follow. 
We know what theffinal solution of the vexed questions which have 
been for a hundred years a source of unrest to both sides of the line 
will be. 

The inevitable logic of the situation is not obscure, What the pro- 
gressive steps may be which lead up to it may not be so clear; but the 
man who supposes that the pending international questions can be 
settled wisely and finally until they are rightly settled pays a doubt- 
ful tribute to his judgment, and he has not rightly apprehended the 
controlling factors in the pending problem who supposes that any set- 
tlement outside of reunion can be a right or ent settlement. 
The logic of the situation, the commercial interests involved, the la 
of the mutually dependent interests, which always is and always will 
operate powerfully in shaping public policy, argue for reunion. The, 
relation of source of supply to its natural market, the direction of the 
arteries of trade, the absence of natural boundaries, make the advan- 
tages, yes, the necessity,of reunion obvious; and these conditions speak 
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to the people on both sides of the line in tones more persuasive and 
convincing than the eloquence of a corps of jingos, most of whom 
talk as if disloyalty in the Dominion consisted in advocating the high- 
est interests of Canadians. 

As has been said, the logic of the situation constantly points to the 

roposed political reunion, and hence the resolution recently introduced 
by me only gave voice to thoughts that were present in the minds of 
citizens on both sides of the line. 

Will it come speedily? That depends upon whether the ambition of 
politicians, supplemented by the folly of jingos, control, or the wisdom 
of statesmen prevail. I have no doubt, have never had a doubt, 
of the wisdom and advantage of unrestricted reciprocal trade between 
Canada and the United States, and it is observed that the liberals of 
Canada and many conservatives outside of Parliament labored to bring 
it about. 

But Sir John Macdonald opposed the measure, and Sir John Mac- 
donald is to-day the impersonation, or rather, let me say, the incarna- 
tion of the Government of the Dominion of Canada. He was strong 
enough to control his partisans in Parliament to vote to restrict Cana- 
dians in their opportunity to prosper. His policy, as expressed in that 
vote, is to leave Canadians so situated that they can not purchase what 
they need and have no market in which to their surplus products. 
Their privileges seem to be summed up in and limited to the right to 
vote for Sir John’s candidates, pay taxes, and sing ‘‘God save the 

meen.?? 
9 It is a significant fact that more than one-fifth of the Canadian peo- 

e have already marched to this side of the line, controlled by a prayer- 

anxiety to have Providence prosper the people. Weare waiting for 
the other four-fifths to join us in the interest of the progressive devel- 
opment and liberty of the continent. This done, our Canadian cousins 
will at once be freed from the condition which compels them to con- 
template the possession of vast resources which they can not utilize, 
the highways of their commerce blocked by themselves, the gateways 
to their natural markets closed against them by ambition, and eo 
closed by the piping of jingos who mistake noise for patriotism. 
natural course of their trade leads into the midst of sixty millions of 
people, their neighbors and kinsmen, whom their governors insist 
are and must continue to be regarded as the inhabitants of a hostile 


country. 

It wi be noticed that their railroad system isso related to our trans- 
continental lines that they are enabled to nullify our interstate-com- 
merce law. The trouble in regard to the fisheries stays continually to 
torment us. The use in common of the canals which form connecting 
links in the chain of our trans-continental commerce is not infrequently 
a source of misunderstanding and bitterness. Disputes in regard to 
jurisdiction on the west coast may prove a fruitful source of contention. 
The suggested danger and menace of an boundary three or 
four thousand miles long, which may serve as a base line from which 
to ee ee war; all these things are factors in the 
problem. 


In the ce of these factors in a problem which we are trying to 
solve, and which must be solved in peace or war, a move was made on both 
sides of the line by patriotic men to accomplish two things, to wit, to 
open up the natural highways and channels of trade and commerce be- 
tween a and ourselves and to remove all obstructions by adopting 
asystem of unrestricted reciprocal trade or commercial union, thus put- 
ting far from us all probability of hostile conflict. The move was = 
bly in the interest of the people on both sides of the line, however much 
it may have warred against the ambition of a few or the selfish inter- 
ests, mainly local, of a very few more. The ruling powers in the Cana- 
dian Government opposed and, asstated above, refused to even consider 
the proposition, although its adoption confessedly tended to enlarge the 
opportunities of Canada and increase her prosperity, while binding the 
two branches of the great English-speaking people on this continent 
more closely together. 

The Government of Canada has no patience with any ement 
that will remove all cause of attrition between Canada and the United 
States. I donot mean that Sir John Macdonald desires a conflict with 
us; but it would seem that he appreciates the importance of maintain- 
ing a strained relation, which enables him to appeal to his party in the 
name of loyalty. We observe that he can start a full chorus into voice 
in twenty-four hours, by announcing that their loyalty is called in 
question. He knows how easy it is to get up a cheap demonstrative 
exhibition of boisterous patriotism. It is ny SURE on tap, and 
current for loyalty. It costs nothing and is worth little, and the vio- 
lence of the demonstration is, ordinarily, in inverse proportion to the 
amount of intelligent thought involved. 

The resolutions proposing negotiations appeal to intelligent patriots. 
When closely scanned this jingo patriotism, which is so effusive and 
noisy, is like the froth on beer—it indicates neither the quality nor 
quantity of the article beneath. Sir John plainly told us by the votes 
of his partisans in Parliament that commercial union was not a possi- 
bility—that unrestricted trade was not desired, a closer and more 
friendly relation with the United States was not to be favorably con- 
sidered. The logic of his official acts point unerringly to the real ob- 
ject he and his officials have in view. It is manifestly to treat us asa 


hostile nation while seeking a closer relation with the European pow- 
ers, the ultimate object being to bring about imperial federation, thus 
establishing on this continent a government positively hostile to our 
institutions and standing as a constant menace to our peace. Does he 
in this represent the intelligent conviction of our kinsmen across the 
border? I do not believe he does, but whether he does or not the so- 
lution of the problem will not be found in what his policy suggests. 
Mere sentimentality will not long offer a successful barrier to the ob- 
vious demands of progressive civilization. The two branches of the 
great English-speaking family will find their opportunity, greatest 
prosperity, and securest liberty in unity. 

There is not an intelligent Canadian who is not ambitious for knight- 
hood who does not realize that he would find in political reunion en- 
larged privilege, increased prosperity, and a fuller measure of happi- 
ness. If we were separated by difference in race, language, or natural 
boundary, widely different institutions, the tendency to reunion might 
be controlled by astute politicians, even against the high behests of 
trade and commerce; but the conditions would have to be squarely re- 
versed to indefinitely postpone the union of the Provinces std the States 
under one government. 

I dissent utterly from the proposition that the first move should be 
made on the part of Canada. The position, in fact, is not tenable, for 
it will be observed that Canada could not inaugurate the movement 
without a suggestion, at least a suspicion of technical disloyalty. But 
since the controversies hetween the United States and Canada can not 
remain unsettled, and since they can not be settled in peace or by war 
without regard to the obvious logic and controlling law of the situa- 
tion, but must be the result of giving to each- potential factor its due 
weight and influence, a common destiny seems inevitable. One gov- 
ernment is indispensable to that common destiny, so we need not wait 
for them to take steps to inaugurate negotiations to secure a union. 
The proposition to open such negotiations is honorable alike to our 
country and the Dominion. 

I need hardly call your attention to the relation of the two coun- 
tries in matter of character and location of natural resources, and how 
admirably they supplement each other. As you are aware, they bear 
to each other the same relation the two blades of a pair of shears do, 
and are most highly useful when working together. I am gratified at 
the interest felt in the early consummation of this union. I have re- 
ceived a large number of letters from all parts of the United States on 
the subject, one of which I will print in connection with my remarks, 
and a number from different parts of Canada—only one in opposition. 
I refer to this only as indicating the direction of the current of thought. 

The election in Windsor, Canada, was very significant. Side issues 
were injected into the contest to break the force and influence of the 
strong popular voice for reunion. As it was, Mr. White, an avowed 
unionist, was beaten by only 38 votes, and if I may credit the state- 
ments of the daily journals a clear majority would, on the single issue 
of union or non-union, have been for union. The question is one for 
the people and not merely for those who enjoy both honor and emolu- 
ment in the midst of abridged opportunity and financial disaster 
among the many. The following item, taken from the Toronto Globe, 
indicates thatthe people are fully alive to the importance of this matter: 

AG u 
E Reesormers You nod your unmnarvas rentioes will be planet 
to hear what the trend of public opinion is in this northern part of our fair 
Province on the questions of commercial union or annexation to the States, and 
bon ooo federation, The incident which I am about to relate has more than 
0 of ha rego from the fact that part of this county of Grey sey pees 
by Mr. ighton, in the double capacity of member of the Provin Legisla- 
ture and manager of the Empire ne . If any part of this Province of 
Ontario more than another should be loyal it should certainly be the county of 
Grey, and ially the conservatives therein. Not very long ago a meeting 
of Conse ves was held in a certain village in this county, at which forty- 
one persons were present, The meeting was called to discuss ina quiet and 
friendly way the political situation. yy eee propositions were made one 
leading Conservative declared himself in fayor of 
not think of joining the Grits to obtain it. Others oe 

to commercial union, and at last it was ed that a secret ballo 

to test the meeting on the question of anne: to the United States, when, to 
the surprise of many, thirty-six out of the forty-one ballots were for annexation. 
I 9 s state of matters to the manager of the Empire (or, as ho 
is sometimes the Emperor).“ If this is the result of the leading edi- 
torials in the Empire for months past, in denouncing the vile Grits” as an- 
nexationists, is not a change of base worthy of consideration on the part of the 
Empire and its manager? 

Sir John Macdonald has few in any nation. He is able, astute, 
and, above all, a thorough politician, with kindliness and of man- 
ner which is quite captivating. Canada has for a generation been his 
political chess-board, and he has ed the rare advantage of play- 
ing for both sides. He first plays for Sir John, and then moves around 
to the people and plays for them, and thus, for obvious reasons, he is 
uniformly suceessful. When the people begin to demand a highway to 
market, full and free commerce with sixiy millions of people at their 
doors, and as visions of long-coveted opportunity and unexampled pros- 
perity begin to open up before them, Sir John and his corps of officials 
cry out, oyalty, and at once start a chorus to chanting ‘‘God save 
the Queen;’’ as if Providence, in order to save the queen, had to sacri- 
fice the subjects. 

The queen has no worthy interests that can be subserved by encour- 
aging or permitting the continuance of a condition of things on this 


union, but he could 
th 
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side of the Atlantic which operates to estrange the Dominion and the 
United States. Imperial federation would have thatresult. England’s 
natural allies are on this side of the water, Canada will never again 
become and remain a base line for hostile observation or aggressive 
movements in any conflict which the United States may have. 

I do not pretend that the proposed union would be of personal ad- 
vantage to each official connected with the ruliag powers in Canada. 
I could not conceive it possible for them to have a more satisfactory 
arrangement than they have at present, so far as the individual rulers 
are concerned. They have place and power; they have honor and 
emolument; and by a shrewd system of taxation they can pay subsi- 
dies enough to retain what they have of place, power, honor, and emol- 
ument. 

But two forces are operating to change the situation. One is the in- 
exorable necessity for enlarged opportunity to develope and utilize their 
vast resources, which now only mock them. They will insist on either 
lighter burthens or increased strength to bear them; and they know 
that the situation is such that their market lies immediately to the 
south, and that they could not and will not continue to climb over a 
barbed fence to reach it, and pay half the value of their product as the 
price of reaching a market with the other half. These barriers must 
come down, in the interest of all concerned. The questions in dispute 
between us must be settled. They can not remain a constant menace 
to our peace much longer. The immediate representatives of the peo- 
ple in the several provinces have declared in favor of commercial union. 

The council of premiers, if I may use that term, which met some 
months ago at Quebec or Montreal, was unanimously in favor of com- 
mercial reunion, and their constituents sustain them. This shows what 
the law of trade and commerce will do, and that the highest good of 
the people will ultimately control. Commercial union was, I repeat, 

ibas by Sir John. Everything in that direction was put under his 
feet. If he continues master in Canada there can be no settlement on 
that line. There are two ways ſor adjustment left open. One is to let 
matters driſt and estrangement work its result. It is apparent what 
the result would be. There is left the other way, the people's plan. 
This Sir John may defeat by dissolving Parliament and holding an 
election at once, and in the usual mannersecure and hold his majority. 
This will be Jaying up wrath against the day of wrath. 

In referring to political union I use the term reunion. I do so be- 
cause we were one from the date of the conquest of Canada until the 

‘treaty of Paris. ‘The colonists did their full share in acquiring that 
territory. The fame of Wolfe and Montgomery is our common heri- 
tage. The embarrassment in Canada in the matter of joining the col- 
onies was found in the terms of the treaty between England and 
France which followed the conquest. But a treaty made one hundred 
and twenty-five years ago, palpably against healthful progress, will 
soon be disposed of in the presence of the controlling necessities of the 
situation presented now. The fisheries should be common territory. 
The natural market of Canada should be opened to her people. Her 
vast resources, her boundless riches, now hidden as in a vault, should 
be opened to the enterprise of the people of this continent. Neither 
Government should stand as a menace to the other. This chain of 
lakes, these canals, should be the common highways of our commerce. 
They willbe. Whatever may be said to the contrary, it is as palpa- 
ble to the student who reflects as that like causes produce like effects. 

The reason this should be consummated speedily is that the result 
may be attained in a manner worthy of the civilization of the age; 
worthy of the meinbers of one great family, who are, whatever their 
affected differences may be, bound together by indissoluble ties, which 
ean not be severed without destroying one or both and leaving scars 
which a century of peace could not heal. But I repeat again, this is 
the people’s question. It is not wise to let it rest until the consum- 
mation of this great event will be made to serve the ambition of a few 
or to Jay the foundations of vast fortunes for a few more. It is the 
people’s highway of commerce that we ask to open. It is for the op- 
portunity for the people to become enriched that we plead. It is for 
the broader and faller privilege of the people on both sides of the line 
that we seek this consummation. A man’s first loyalty is to his God. 
Next, to his country and his home. ‘That loyalty which is constant to 
God and the home circle is sure to be in cousonance with the well- 
being of the country to which loyalty is due. 

I hope the questicns raised by the pending resolution will be dis- 
cussed in a broad and liberal spirit on both sides of the line. Their 
right solution is of transcendent importance to us, to our children, and 
to generations to come. I append to my remarks a letter received from 
a gentleman who has given every phase presented by the pending meas- 
ure careful thought. He cites many interestiug facts and figures, and 
each citation is an argument in favor of that reunion to which manifest 
destiny unerringly points. 

I have often referred to the material advantage that would result to 
my countrymen if this union of the Dominion of Canada and the United 
States under one government could be consummated. It enlarges the 
opportunities of our people an hundred-fold. It secures to us with the 
blessings of lasting peace upon this continent the permanent suprem- 
acy of free institutions founded upon suffrage. It establishes upon an 
enduring basis an enlightened civilization based upon the precepts g 
Christianity, It would unite on this continent in indissoluble bon 
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the two great branches of the English-speaking family. Theswelling 
tide of our commerce toward the north would cease to break upon the 
line which marks our northern boundary and roll back upon ourselves, 
but would grow with each coming month, and rushing on find new 
and ever-increasing markets, while sources of wealth in great variety 
and exhaustless in quantity would be opened up to the enterprise and 
industry of our people. : 

Our Canadian kinsman should discuss this proposition in the light 
of all the factors involved in its right solution. Loyalty to country is 
a noble sentiment, but a sentiment that should call practical common 
sense to sit in judgment with it. The view we take should sweep the 
whole horizon. The consideration we give the subject should em- 
brace the many and varied interests affected. The conclusions reached 
and action taken should be for the centuries and the whole people, 
and not for a few years and a small number of individuals. 

The proposition which meets with such general favor among us, and, 
as I believe, on the other side of the line, in nothing savors of mere 
territorial aggrandizement or the exaltation of the United States. The 
pro’ union is in the interest of the peace, prosperity, and happiness 
of all the people of both nations. Its consummation detracts nothing 
from the dignity and honor of either. It is the people's matter, and 
its accomplishment will show to the world that Peace indeed hath 
her victories no less renowned than war.““ 

As I remarked a moment since, I will append to my remarks the 
letter of a thinker and reasoner, one who has vast interests on both 
sides of the line and can therefore realize the disadvantages of the pres- 
ent condition, and the advantages that would come to both nations as 
a result of political reunion, accomplished under the pressure of an 
intelligent appreciation by the people of the necessities of the situation 
and the inexorable decree of destiny—a destiny which guides and con- 


trols the progressive spirit of the age. 
LETTER OF HON, 8. J. RICHIE. 
AKRON, OHIO, February 2, 1889. 

My Dran Sim: The change of the geographical outlines of our country con- 
templated by the resolutions offered by you for the reunion of the territory now 
comprising the United States and that comprising the Dominion of Canada may 
excuse a reference to a considerable number of figures and data which embrace 
the e and growth of the two countries from their infancy up to the pres- 
ent time. 

The area of the original thirteen States was 420,892 square miles, but they 

an adjoining territory of 406,952 square miles, making a total of 827,814 
square miles. This was acquired by the war of the Revolution, and ratified by 
the treaty with Great Britain in 1783. It included the States of New Hamp- 
shire, Massachusetts, Connecticut, Rhode Island, New York, New Jersey, Geor- 

ia, Pennsylvania, Delaware, Maryland, Vi ia, North Carolina, and South 

rolina. Maine was afterward formed out usetts, and Vermont out 

e New Hampshire, and New York, and West Virginia out of 
a. x 

In 1803 we purchased from France the t territory of Louisiana, Beving an 
area of 1,171,931 square miles, at a cost of $15,000,000. This territory induded the 
Stat f Lo Arkansas, Missouri, Iowa, and O n. It also included 
largo partsof Alabama, Mississi ppi, Minnesota, Nebraska, sas, and Colorado, 

rts of the Territories of Wyoming and all of the Territories of Dakota, 
Mon Idaho, Washington, and the Indian Territory. In short, about one- 
third of our whole present domain, including Alaska. 

In 1819 we p by treaty with Spain, the territory of Florida, Itcom- 
prised 59,268 square miles, and we paid for it $6,500,000, It included all the pres- 
ent State of Florida, part of Alabama south of latitude 31°, and a strip of Louisi- 
ana east of the Mississippi River. 

In 1845 we acquired Texas by annexation and purchase at a cost of $10,000,000. 
Her territory comprised 376,133 square miles, and included all the present Stale 
of Texas and also parts of Kansas, Colorado, and New Mexico. 

In 1848, by the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo, we acquired a great slice of terri- 
tory from Mexico, comprising 545,789 square miles. The cost of this war to the 
United States was estimated at $100,000,000, and we paid Mexico a further sum 
of $15,000,000 for this cession. This territory included all the States of California, 
Nevada, and Utah, and also parts of Arizona, New Mexico, Wyoming, and Col- 


orado. 

In 1853 we made a further acquisition from Mexico of 45,553 square miles at a 
cost of $10,000,000. This territory com; of Arizona and New Mexico, 
of the States of Nevada and Colorado. p 

Lastly, in 1867, we acquired the Territory of Alaska from Russia, Itembraces 
an area of 577,390 square miles, and we paid for this purchase the sum of $7,200,- 


000. 
In brief, the above are the dates, the amounts, and terms upon which the 
various acquisitions of territory now comprising the United 8 were made. 


The outlying territories claimed by the several States at the time of our treaty 
with Great tain in 1783 were ceded to the United States on the following 


dates: 

In 1784 V ia ceded all her western territory. It included the State of Ken- 
Fook past Ohio, Indiana, and Illinois south of latitude 41°. 

In 1785 Massachusetts ceded her territory west of New York and Pi 1 
vania to the Mississippi. This included parts of Michigan, Illinois, and Wis- 


consin. 

In 1786 Connecticut ceded her 3 in the Northwest, which also included 
part of Ohio, Mi , Indiana, and Illinois, and for this cession the United 
States to her school-fund the sum of $1,200,000. 

In 1787 South Carolina surrendered a strip of territory comprising parts of 
Georgia, Alabama, and Mississippi. $ 

In 8 Carolina ceded her western territory, which included the whole 
State of Tennesse. 

In 1802 Georgia surrendered her western territory, which included part of 
Alabama and Mississippi north of latitude 31°, i 7 

If to the above we add the four new States just admitted into the Union, we 
will have noted the changes in the map of the United States, and in the map of 
the several States during the frst one hundred and fifteen years of our national 
existence, the whole comprising an area of 3,603,884 a phe miles. 

The moneyed cost of this great domain may be briefly stated as follows: 


War of the Revolution . $135, 193,703 


War with Mexico. . 160,000, 000; 
sep „ a 

Cost ot treaty purchases oon oon 

Or a total Cost Of....c.ccccescorscvescessscosessseguovenrsern sonnets sconces: ee. 300, 090, 708 
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How insignificant these figures, representing the purchase price of our great 
empire, appear when contrasted with the enormoussums w our great civil 
war cost the Government, in maintaining and cementing this vast territory to- 
gether as one strong, free, and undivided nation. 

The Treasury Department shows a direct expenditure on the part of the Gov- 
ernment, for the war of the relellion, from the year of 1861 to 1879, of the enor- 
mous sum of $6,183,929,909. To this must be added the expenditure of the ten 

ears between thattimeand the present. This would include the pensions paid, 

nterest on the public debt, and many other incidental expenses, which would 
swell the amountto morethan another thousand million. Weare simply dazed 
in the presence of such stupendous figures; but we are not yet done. 

The cost to the States in rebellion, although there is no record of it to be had, 
must, during the continuance of the war, have been quite as great as that ofthe 
Government, as the war was waged in their territory; and especially is this 
true if we concede tothem the loss of their human chattels, estimated by them 
at $2,000,000,000. Still we must pile up this towering column of figures by the 
Joss of all the property destroyed by both parties to the contest during the four 


years ofthis terrible war. There yet remains to be added the | ritem of this 

great expense account of our national heritage. The records of the War De- 

partment show that from the Union Army there were— 

Killed in battle.. 61, 362 
ed of wounds 34.727 

Died of disease 287 


ee AERE AEEA ines A E EA CANS A 279, 376 


There is no accurate statement of the loss of life in the Confederate army 
The nearest thing to itis their published statement of the number known to 
have died of wounds and disease to have been 133,821. 

These figures give a total of 413,197 human beings who laid down their lives 
in the war for and against a united country. Such, in part, is the history and 
the cost in blood and treasure of the great nation known as the United States, a 
country of which we are all proud to be citizens; a country from which nobody 
emigrates; a country to Which the inhabitants of every other country in the 
world not absolutely barbarous continually immigrate. 

Right beside us and stretching along our whole northern boundary line fora 
distance of nearly 4,000 miles is n country once a part of us, or we a part of 
them—if it pleases them better—which has also, during the time we have been 
going over, been changing her map and making a history for herself. 

It may be said that prior to the declaration of our independence, in 1776, the 
whole of the territory now included in the Dominion of Canada was claimed 
x bation Britain, and in fact a great portion of it had been ceded to that power 
5 -three years previous to that time by the treaty of Utrecht, in 1713. France, 
however, did retain very considerable possessions until the year 1763, when, by 
the treaty of Paris, she ceded all her possessions in this part of North America 
to Great Britain. This was the result of her war in North America. 

It is not important for the purposes of this letter to go over the history of the 
several provinces now comprising the Dominion of Canada. Suffice it to say 
that in 1887 they formed a confederation under the provisions of whatis known 
as the British North American act, which is the present constitution of the Do- 
minion of Canada. 

The Hudson’s Bay Company isa corporation chartered in 1670 1 Charles. 
It held vast possessions between ill-defined lines for nearly two hundred years, 
and up to the treaty of 1842 between the United States and Great Britain it 
claimed much territory belonging to the United States south of the forty-ninth 

rallel of latitude and between the Rocky Mountains and the Pacific Ocean. 
n 1869, for the consideration of $1,500,000, the Dominion acquired all the terri- 
tory belonging to thiscom y except one-twentieth of the land between the 
Red River and the Rocky Mountains. 

Canada, or the Dominion of Canada, may be said to have no war history and 
no war debt. Nearly the whole of her present debt was incurred in internal 
improvements and the building of her railways and canals. It will therefore 
be seen that material prosperity has not been as great in Canada as inthe United 
States. She has had no waste of wars, and yet her per capita debt is much 
larger than the per capita debt of the United States. Had her material pros- 
perity been as great as our own she would to-day be without any public debt. 

The United States, as we have seen, have spent at least eight thousand mill- 
ion dollars in wars. Allowing the population of Canada to be one-twelfth that 
of our own, which is just about the relative proportions of the two countries 
when they started out in their separate existence, if the financial growth had 
been equal in the two countries, Canada having no wars and no waste of war, 
either in money or blood, should have somewhere to show to her credit one- 
twelfth of the sum we have wastedin wars. One-twelfth of $8,000,000,000 would 
give her $666,000,000.. This sum would just about wipe out her whole foreign debt, 
which is represented in her Government, railway, and municipal securities, 
Why has her prosperity not been as great as our own? 

In the first place, her climate is much more rigorous than the average of our 
own climate, and, second, until comparatively recently she has not been a coun- 
try of varied industry. She has shipped the raw materials of the farm and the 
forest in exchange for the manufactured articles of all the necessaries and luxu- 
ries of life. Even to-day all her great mineral wealth, except what little coal 
has been mined in Nova Scotia, re: substantially where it was a hundred 
years ago; but she is a country of great material possibilities, with boundless 
resources of forest and farm, of mines, and of seas, which only requires capital 
and men to work them, and a market in which to sell uct of their labor. 
Without either or both of these her great latent possibilities must continue to 
remain 8 where they now are. 

Who can stop to think for one moment of the t wheat-field north and west 
of Lake Superior and the forty-ninth N eee of latitude, a field from 200 to 
300 miles in width and from 800 to 1, miles in length; of the 40,000 square 
miles of coal which underlies this same t field; of her deposits of silver, cop- 
per, nickel, and iron; of her wealth of forest, farm, and lake and seas; of her 
great area, equal in extent to our own, all occupied by Jess than 5,000,000 peo- 
ple, — 7 5 inquiring why are there so few to occupy and utilize so great re- 
sources 

There is but one answer. It is hard to fight against geography, and Canada 
is and has during the whole period of her existence been engaged in a warfare 
of sentiment nst geography. That this burden has been greater to her than 
the burden of all our wars has been to us is shown by the fact that we have 
paa the great debt and losses incurred by our wars and now carry a much 

ighter per capita load than she does, who never paid any war debt or suf- 
fered anything from the ravages of war. Can any thinking man believe that 
this state of things will continue when people are continually casting about for 
additional means of bet g their condition and asking why it has not already 
been accomplished ? i 

There is no 155575 mountain barrier to separate her from us, and after which 
we might fashion the artificial barrier each country has erected and is still en- 
gaged in repairing and building higher in order the more successfully to fence 
each other out. The great mountain chains, as if in mockery of this, run north 
and south instead of east and west, and insist by their strong bands in fasten- 
ing the countries together instead of separating them. A little more than a 
hundred gans ago the two countries started out on their separate missions in 
the New World, one under a colonial existence, which she still maintains, and 
the other an independent country. 

It is needless for me to enumerate here the various treaties which have at dif- 
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ferent times adjusted the boundary lines and other commercial questions be- 
tween them. ey are all well known to you. Suffice it to say, that they have 
one and all been weak, artificial, and ephemeral efforts to overcome the nat- 
ural current and course of events. Can any one fora moment believe that of 
the one hundred and ten million of English-speaking people in the world, sixty- 
five millions of them, with their rapidly- ineréasing numbers, can have a perma- 
nent mission south of an imaginary line of latitude, while three millions of peo- 
ple with their increasing numbers who speak the same language and are ofthe 
same blood can have a permanent and separate mission north of the same im- 
aginary line? Ifthereare such, I frankly confess I am not of that number, and 
Enaks 5 statement without in the least indienting what my own wishes may 
abou 

I may, however, say that if Canada does not desire to unite her destiny with 
the United States, I for one would not give $100 to have her do so. I see how 
restlessly Alsace and Loraine sleepin their German beds. The case of Canada 
and the United States is wholly different. The energy which has impelled and 
driven on the people of the two countries, side by side, from the eastern to the 
western sea, will not become exhausted when it touches the waters of the Pa- 
cific. It will exert itself in lateral expansion which will mock the statecrafé 
which seeks to establish a barrier between people of one origin, one blood, one 
aim, and one destiny. 

The measures you propose are in exact keeping with the line of our wth 
from our birth as a nation until the present day. This statement is equally true 
with regard to Canada. Both countries have been engaged in gathering upand 
cementing together all that lay, respectively, north and south of their national 
boundary line and the Atlantic and Pacific s. This having been done, 
what remains but a victory of peace, greater than the victory ofany war the world 
has ever known, to blend these united efforts into one grand and homogeneous 
whole—a great nation of one people reaching from the Gulf to the pole, and 
from sea to sea, and one which could furnish within herself not only every ne- 
cessity but every luxury man can desire. 

I had not the least idea of running to this length when I sat down to write 
you, and must apologize for the crude manner in which these suggestions and 
data are thrown together, without a moment's thought further than to refer to 
a few figures while writing. But I want to impress upon you the magnitude of 
the undertaking contemplated by your resolution, and to express my strong de- 
sire that your name shall ever be identified with such happy resulls of their 
operation as can only come from a most cordial acquiescence of all parties to 
the great transaction. Nothing short of this would be desirable or worth hav- 
ing. I fully believe that a wider range of knowledge of the people of the two 
countries of each other will bring with it a solution of every question affecting 
their common weal, outside and above the narrow lines of partisan policy. 


Sincerely yours, 
8, J. RITCHIE, 
Hon. BENJAMIN BUTTERWORTH. 


Commercial Union with Canada. 


REMARKS 


oF 


HON. OSCAR L. JACKSON, 
£ OF PENNSYLVANIA, 


IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 


Friday, March 1, 1889, 
On the joint resolution (H. Res. 129) to promote commercial union with Canada, 


Mr. JACKSON said: 

* Mr. SPEAKER: Iam opposed to what I supposeis the ultimate purpose 
and design of this resolution. I could have prevented its consideration 
at this time by an objection, but I do not want to place any obstruction 
in the way of the House disposing of it as the majority shall deter- 
mine. I will add further as one reason I did not object that I feel 
that the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Hrrr who introduced this res- 
olution, by his careful examination of the subject and great familiarity 
with all matters relating to our foreign affairs, as well as his uniform 
courtesy to others in the House, is entitled to have the resolution dis- 
cussed and voted upon. 

If we could have a yea-and-nay vote upon it I would content myself 
with voting against it. But as that is not possible under the circum- 
stances, I avail myself of the indulgence of the House to very briefly 
state some of the objections I have to it. 

In and of itself the resolution has no legal effect. It changes no law, 
and binds neither Canada nor the United States to any particular line 
of policy. It is but little if anything more than a declaration of senti- 
ment. But it represents an idea, and I see in this resolution the fore- 
runner of a policy that, if it should ever be adopted, will, in my judg- 
ment, bring only evil upon this country. 

If commercial union alone is contemplated I consider that imprac- 
ticable, so far as a joint collection of import duties and internal reve- 
nue is concerned. One great difficulty now in the United States is to 
harmonize the local interests ina country so large as ours. To attempt 
to combine them under one system, with a vast territory like Canada 
added, must increase this difficulty very much. We never could have 
any assurance that Canada would collect tariff duties fairly when there 
would be free opportunity to send goods imported across the line into 
the United States. 

The thinly-settled country and extensive coast of Canada renders it 
very difficult to prevent smuggling. 

When once the great markets-of the United States are open free to 
goods inside of Canada the inducement for fraudulent importations 
will be too great to be withstood. 

The result of a joint arrangement with Canada to collect import 
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duties means, in my judgment, the practical destruction of our tariff 
system in a very short time. There is an equal difficulty in the way 
of a binding agreement to levy and collect internal taxes. 

Internal taxes in the United States are for the most part collected 
for expenses to run the Government and pay off debts. To some ex- 
tent they are collected to restrict sales and to give Government super- 
vision of some kinds of traflic. 

Our plan is to pay off our debts and restrict taxation. Does any one 
suppose that the theories of internal taxation that would suit Canada 
for a long term of years would be satisfactory to our people? It is im- 
possi bie, — 

The saving of tariff to our people on goods taken to Canada by the 
pro arrangement is a small matter. 

We will generally get back more tariff duties than we pay, and besides 
it would be poor policy to open our markets free to the products of the 
poorer paid Canadian labor. 

My objection to this resolution goes further than the question of tariff, 
trade, and industry, important as I believe these to be. 

If this resolution tends to anything it is to governmental union with 
Canada. It means in the future what is popularly termed annexation 
of Canada to the United States. To any such a purpose or design I 
protest and ‘object. I do not stop now to inquire whether the people 
of Canada either favor or object to it. Neither do I care to discuss 
whether such a union would be desired by the people of the United 
States. I only know that the subject of late years is discussed fre- 
quently in the public press and elsewhere—discussed for the most part 
in areckless, thoughtless manner, as if it were only a question of advan- 
tage and aggrandizement by the United States. If this question is to 
be debated before the people of this continent let both sides be heard. 

In my judgment the annexation of Canada to the United States is 
much more likely to result in injury to the people of both countries 
than good. The United States has now territory enough when densely 
B to test the strength of our form of government to its utmost 

imit. We believe that it is so wisely framed that it will endure for 


ages. 

But we all know that a diversity of local interests is one of the 
greatest strains upon it, and that we have no need of taking in 
risks in this direction. With the present territory the United States 
Government may reasonably expect to be considered in the coming 
years the greatest and strongest nation on the globe. 

We do not need the vast territory of Canada to attain this position. 
We might absorb and govern Canada, but why run the risk of the ad- 
ditional complications and difficulties that its acquisition would bring? 

Would it not be better than annexation to have a friendly neighbor on 
our north, a strong and powerful nation; a nation like ourselves in 
language, habits, and thought; a people with a republican form of gov- 
ernment, proud of their institutions, and who would for many ages be 
willing to unite with us in saying to the nations of Europe and Asia 
that Americans must be allowed to govern and control the affairs of 
America? 

We have now a sufficient heritage on which to work out for the peo- 
ple of the United States the problem of self-government. Our tepri- 
tory is ample, compact, and ocean bounded. 

We have no right to imperil the success of free institutions by greed 
in acquiring new territory. We have at home, and fairly within the 
proper operations of our Government abroad, sufficient questions of 
importance to engage our attention. 

No good reason can be given why we should go ovt of our way to try 
experiments and seek new complications. 


Oklahoma Lands Opened to Settlement by the Indian Appropria- 
tion Bill. 


REMARKS 


HON. WILLIAM M. SPRINGER, 


OF ILLINOIS, 
In THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Friday, March 1, 1889. 


The House having under consideration the noe of the conferees on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses on the bill making the appropriations for the 
current and contingent expenses of the Indian De; ent, and for fulfilling 
meny stipulations with various Indian tribes, for the year ending June 30,1890, 
and for other purposes— 

Mr. SPRINGER said: 

Mr. SPEAKER: I desire to call attention to the important legislative 
provisions incorporated upon this bill relating to certain lands in the 
Indian Territory. 

THE OKLAHOMA BILL, 


It is well known to the House that there has been under considera- 
tion during this Congress (and I also say during several Congresses 


heretofore) a bill to organize the Territory of Oklahoma. ‘The bill of 
the present Congress passed the House of Representatives February 1, 
1889, by a vote of 147 in the affirmative and 102 in the negative. The 
bill has been pending in the Senate from that time until the present, 
and I regret to say with very little or no prospect at this time of its 
becoming a law. 

The bill provided for opening to settlement under the homestead laws 
of the United States, with slight modifications, and through agreements 
hereafter to be made with Indian tribes, of certain lands in the Indian 
Territory known as the Cherokee Outlet, and the Creek and Seminole 
lands, iu what is known as Oklahomaproper. It alsoincluded within 
its boundary the Public Land Strip lying north of the Panhandle of 
Texas, containing 3, 672, 000 acresof land. The Oklahoma lands, as em- 
braced in that bill, amounted to nearly 2,000,000 acres, and the Chero- 
kee Outlet contains over6,000,000acres. While the boundaries of Okla- 
homa, as described in the Oklahoma bill, embraced all the lands in the 
Indian Territory west of those owned and occupied by thefive civilized 
tribes, including the Cherokee Outlet, yet all lands which were in any 
way incumbered by Indian titles or claims were excluded from thé 
boundaries of the Territory, except for judicial purposes, until agree- 
ments could be had with Indians making such claims for the relinquish- 
ment of their rights. 

The bill also, in section 13, declared that the leases heretofore exe- 
cuted in favor of the Cherokee Strip Live-Stock Association to what is 
known as the Cherokee Outlet were void and contrary to pabi policy; 
and it was made the duty of the President to cause the lessees of said 
lands and all other persons illegally occupying the same to be removed 
at once. The bill also established a Territorial government over the 
Public Land Strip and such of the lands of the Indian Territory as 
might by agreement with the Indians be opened to settlement under 
and by virtue of the provisions of the bill. This Territorial govern- 
ment was to be based upon the provisions of Title XXIII, chapter 1, 
of the Revised Statutes, relating to the government of all the Territo- 
ries. These were substantially the provisions of the bill. 

It is well known to all members of this House and to the country 
that this bill has been denounced in most severe terms both in this 
body andin the Senate. The criticisms generally have been directed 
to those provisions which look toward opening to settlement the Chero- 
kee Onflet and other lands in the Indian Territory. One member of 
this House denounced these provisions as legalizing grand larceny; an- 
other member denounced these provisions as infamous, and as intended 
to rob the Indians of their lands. In the Senate the same reckless de- 
nunciation was indulged in. One of the Senators from the State of 
Kansas, chairman of the Committee on Public Lands [Mr. PLUMB], 
in a speech upon the Oklahoma bill in the Senate on yesterday, whi 
he withholds for revision, said that the Oklahoma bill was the most 
infamous measure ever introduced in Congress, and frequently charac- 
terized it as this infamy.” 

Such remarks ill became a Senator who had pledged himself solemnly 
to his constituents before his recent re-election to the United States 
Senate to favor this bill, and who had in numerous letters to his con- 
stituents and in private interviews with them assured them that he 
would vote for it. Yet at the last moment, when his influence would 
have been sufficient to have carried it through the Senate if exerted in 
its favor, he sought the closing hours of the debate in the body of 
which he is a member to thus vilify a measure which had received the 
indorsement cf a large majority of this House, and the passage of which 
was demanded by the best interests of the country. It is believed 
that he could not have been re-elected Senator, as he was during this 
last winter, unless he had given positive assurance to his constituents 
that he would favor this bill. He gave such assurance, and thus ob- 
tained a re-election for six years to the Senate of the United States; 
and on the first opportunity, when it was in his power to have secured 
its passage, he assassinated it in the Senate of the United States and 
denounced it as an infamy.” 

J regret that I have not the text of the Senator’s speech before me, as it 
has not yet appeared in the RECORD. When it does appear I presume 
he will avail himself of the privilege of a liberal revision and suppres- 
sion of objectionable expressions. He will doubtless eliminate the 
offensive word “infamy”? as applied to the Oklahoma bill, and insert 
such new paragraphs as will convey the impression to his constituents 
that he has always been an earnest advocate of the opening of tha Ok- 
lahoma and other surplus lands in the Indian Territory to settlement. 
He will doubtless appear as the author and defender of the provisions 
which the conference committee have engrafted upon the Indian ap- 
propriation bill, when, in fact, he aided the Senate committee and the 
Senate in striking down these very provisions. He voted in the Sen- 
ate on a yea-and-nay vote to strike out of the Indian appropriation bill 
the very provisions which the conference committee have agreed to 
and again restored to the bill. 

TOWN SITES. 

The Senator from Kansas had much to say about the provision in 
the Oklahoma bill, section 9, in reference to town sites. e spoke of 
this provision as being in the interest of speculators, and asserted that 
town shares had been sold to support a lobby here in the interest of 
that bill. He seemed to base his entire opposition to the Oklahoma 
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bill upon the town-site section. It is due to the friends of the Okla- 
homa bill to state that the town-site section of that bill was 2 ao 
and introduced by my colleague from Illinois [Mr. Payson], and was 
adopted on his motion. It did not originate with the friends of the 
bill, but was forced upon them by one of its opponents, who claimed 
that he was perfecting the bill to prevent speculation, and— 

to secure to the inhabitants of all towns, cities, and villages in said Territory 
the benefits and profits arising from the sales of lots therein. 

This was the language incorporated in the section itself. It is a re- 
markable coincidence that the enemies of the bill in this House, claim- 
ing that their purpose was to make the bill perfect and honest, should 
have secured the adoption of an amendment to it which in the Senate 
the opponents of the bill seized upon as a most objectionable feature, 
and one framed in the interest of speculators and town-site jobbers. 

I was not in favor of the Payson amendment myself, but was com- 
pelled to accept it at the time it was moved to prevent unreasonable 
and dilatory opposition to the bill. The provision could have been en- 
forced in the interest of the people if all the officials charged with its 
execution would have acted honestly; but it left open a wide door for 
fraud and speculation, if the Secretary of the Interior had been disposed 
to connive atits abuse. I thought it better to rely upon the President 
to appoint an honest Secretary of the Interior than to imperil the bill 
by resisting the adoption of the provision. I leave, however, its author, 
my colleague from Illinois [Mr. PAyson], and the Senator from Kan- 
sas [Mr. PLUMB], who has denounced it so mercilessly, to settle for 
themselves and with themselves the question as to whether the town- 
site section is a scheme for speculation or an honest measure in the in- 
terest of the people. When they do meet to settle the matter there 
need not be the slightest apprehension of any breach of the peace. They 
will doubtless felicitate themselves upon the fact that the one succeeded 
in setting up a man of straw in order to enable the other to easily knock 
it down. 

I beg pardon for referring to remarks and votes of the members of 
the other body, and know that such reference is not within the strict 
rules of parliamentary procedure on ordinary occasions. But when a 
Senator so far forgets all sense of propriety as to brand with infamy a 
measure which has received the indorsement of a large majority of the 
representatives of the people, and which he peice himself to support 
before his recent election to the Senate, I feel authorized in making 
this departure, and in thus calling the attention of the Senator’s con- 
stituents and of the country to the course which he has pursued in 
reference to the Oklahoma bill, 


PROVISIONS ON THE INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL, 


During the pendency of the Indian appropriation bill in this House 
the supporters of the Oklahoma bill, suspecting the treachery of its 
pretended friends and fearing its defeat in the Senate, determined to 
incorporate as many of its provisions as possible upon the Indian ap- 
propriation bill; and in this respect we were successful in securing the 
substance of all provisions in the Oklahoma bill which opened the In- 
dian lands contemplated to settlement, leaving out only the provisions 
establishing a Territorial organization, and section 13, which struck 
down the cattle leases. When these provisions were considered in the 
Senate they were all stricken out, and the same Senator to whom I 
have called attention aided in thus eliminating from the Indian appro- 
priation bill as it passed the House the provisions to which I have re- 
ferred. The House disagreed to this amendment and a committee of 
conference was ordered. The conferees on the part of the House have 
succeeded after a long struggle in having restored to the Indian bill the 
leading provisions of the bill as it originally passed the House. These 
provisions are embraced in what will be known as sections 12, 13, 14, 
and 15 of the Indian appropriation bill. I will print these sections in 
full as an appendix to my remarks, and also the Creek cession and In- 
dian court bills which passed at this session, and some public docu- 
ments relating to the Cherokee Outlet. 

The twelfth section of the Indian appropriation bill appropriates 
nearly $2,000,000 to pay the Seminole Nation for its right, title, and 
interest in certain lands ceded by article 3 of the treaty between the 
United States and said nation of June 14, 1866. The act passed at this 
session to ratify and confirm an agreement with the Muscogee or Creek 
Nation of Indians appropriates $2,280,000 for the purpose ot extinguish- 
ing all right, title, and interest which that nation had in certain lands 
heretofore ceded to the United States by various treaties, and espesially 
by an agreement recently entered into between Pleasant Porter and 
other delegates of the Creek Nation and Secretary of the Interior Will- 
jam F. Vilas, 

OKLAHOMA LANDS OPENED TO SETTLEMENT, 


By the provisions of these recent treaties with the Creeks and Semi- 
noles nearly 6,000,000 acres of land in the very heart of the Indian 
Territory have been secured to the United States free from any Indian 
claim whatever, and are to be opened to settlement under the home- 
stead laws as soon as the President of the United States shall issue his 
proclamation fixing the time for settlers to enter upon it. Sections 16 
and 36 of the lands are reserved for school purposes. The rights of 
honorably discharged Union soldiers, as heretofore provided in the laws 
of the United States, are also preserved; but the commutation provis- 


ions of the homestead law are repealed. 
for homesteads only, and persons entering upon them must reside upon 
them and cultivate them for five years before obtaining a title thereto. 


The lands are therefore held 


But Union soldiers may reduce this time, as provided in the bill, by 
the length of time served in the Army, but to not a less time than one 


year. 

It isto be hoped that the President of the United States will issue 
the ? ion at a very early day. There can be no valid excuse 
for delaying the issue of such proclamation. The people should be 
permitted to enter within two or three weeks from this time—cer- 
tainly not later than the Ist of April—in order that they may be per- 
mitted to raise a crop during the ensuing season. 

FREE HOMESTEADS, 

While under the Oklahoma bill, in order to indemnify the Govern- 
ment for the money paid to the Indians, settlers were required to pay 
$1.25 an acre, in four installments, yet under the provisions contained 
in the Indian appropriation bill, to which I have referred, this require- 
ment is omitted and settlers are permitted to take these lands without 
payment of anything except fees for entry. 


A COMMISSION TO BE APPOINTED. 


It is further provided in section 14 of the Indian appropriation bill 
that the President may appoint three commissioners to negotiate with 
the Indians in the Indian Territory for the cession of all their right, title, 
and interest of every kind to lands lying west of the ninety-sixth degree 
of longitude, and to report the result of any agreement reached to the 
Congress of the United States for future consideration. But it is farther 
provided in the same section that the commission is authorized to sub- 
mit to the Cherokee Nation the proposition that said nation shall cede 
to the United States all the rights of said nation in what is known as 
the Cherokee Outlet upon the same terms as is provided in the agree- 
ment made with the Creek Indians, of date of January 19, 1889, and 
ratified by the present Congress. (See act in Appendix.) And if the 
Cherokees shall accept and ratify such agreement the lands in the Out- 
let shall thereupon become a part of the public domain, to be disposed 
of as the other lands heretofore mentioned; and the President is author- 
ized, as soon thereafter as he may deem advisable, to issue a proclama- 
tion opening said Jands to settlement, in the same manner and to the 
same effect as is provided in regard to the lands acquired from the 
Creek Indians. 

TWO LAND OFFICES ESTABLISHED, < 

By section 15 of the Indian appropriation bill the President is 
directed to create not to exceed two Jand districts embracing the Jands 
which may be opened to settlement as provided in the bill, and he is 
authorized to locate land offices and to appoint registers and receivers 
for the purpose of executing the law and for the purpose of enabling 
titles to be acquired at once to the lands. It is believed that a com- 
mission properly composed will be able to conclude the agreement with 
the Cherokee Nation at a very early day for the cession of all their 
claims in and to what is known as the Cherokee Outlet, embracing 
over 6,000,000 acres of land. 

Ps THE OKLAHOMA BILL AND THE INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL, 


It will thus be seën that in so far as acquiring lands from the Indians 
is concerned, and the opening of these lands to settlement under the 
homestead laws of the United States, the provisions on the Indian ap- 
propriation bill are quite as ampleand sweeping as were those contained 
in the bill to organize the Territory of Oklahoma. These provisionsupon 
the Indian appropriation bill have received substantially the unani- 
mous indorsement of this House, and I believe will receive the approval 
ot the Senate. In fact, all of these provisions were incorporated upon 
the bill while it was pendingin the House, by unanimous consent, and 
they were each and every one of them subject toa point of order, which 
any one member could have made. The avowed opponents of the Ok- 
lahoma bill in this House were all present when these legislative pro- 
visions were incorporated upon the Indian appropriation bill, and not 
one of them made the point of order, and they have therefore acqui- 
esced in their enactment. 

I will not say that these gentlemen have changed their views in re- 
gard to this legislation, although when the Oklahoma bill was under 
discussion similar provisions in that bill looking to acquiring Indian 
lands and opening them to settlement were denounced as infamous 
and as intending to rob the Indians of theirlands. Iam inclined, how- 
ever, to the opinion that the denunciations of the Oklahoma bill, while 
nominally directed against the provisions to secure title to the Indian 
lands, were really intended for section 13, which struck down the cattle 
leases. Surely they could not have been aimed at that part of the bill 
which provides for Territorial organization, for the provisions are merely 
parts of the Revised Statutes of the United States which apply to-day 
to all the Territories and have received the sanction of Congress and 
the acquiescence of the people, many of them for nearly one hundred 
years. These provisions were not objectionable, although they have 
been denied the people who are to go upon these lands and make homes. 
The provision in the Oklahoma bill which provoked the wrath of cer- 
tain Senators and Members of this House, and caused it to receive an 
opposition which no other measure before Congress ever did receive 
that finally passed, was that provision, in my judgment, which de- 
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clared null and void and contrary to public policy the lease of the 
Cherokee Live-Stock Association to 6,000,000 acres of lands in what 
is known as the Cherokee Outlet. 

TERRITORIAL GOVERNMENT, 

It is a matter of regret that the conferees on the Indian appropriation 
bill did not incorporate a provision enacting Title XXIII, chapter 1, of 
the Revised Statutes of the United States relating to the government of 
all the Territories, and making this chapter applicable to the lands em- 
braced in the Creek and Seminole cessions and to the Public Land Strip, 
and to such other lands in the Indian Territory as might be open to set- 
tlement, including the Cherokee Outlet, in pursuance of agreements 
with Indians for relinquishment of their titles. 

Section 2 of the Oklahoma bill adopted the provisions of this chapter 
of the Revised Statutes, with someslight modifications. It also by sec- 
tion 3 provided that the Constitution and laws of the United States 
should have the same force and effect in the new Territory to be organ- 
ized as elsewhere in the United States. 

The Congress of the United States having failed to provide a govern- 
ment for the people who may locate upon these lands, it will be their 
duty to form a government for themselves, In doing so they will 
doubtless adopt as the basis of their government Title XXIII, chapter 
1, of the Revised Statutes, as far as the provisions of this title may be 
applicable. If the Oklahoma bill had passed and the provisions of this 
title had been applied or extended to the Jands opened to settlement 
by the Indian appropriation bill, the President would have been au- 
thorized to appoint a governor, a secretary, three judges of the district 
and supreme courts, and an attorney and marshal of the Territory, and 
the governor would have been authorized to call an election for mem- 
bers of a legislative assembly. As Congress has failed, however, to 

rovide such a government, it will be the duty of the people to estab- 
Tish a government for themselves, and the officers provided by such 
government can and will be elected by the people. 

The people of this country, schooled in the principles of the Declaration 
of Independence, have always been equal to every emergency into which 
they ha ve been placed. They recognize that among the inalienablerights 
of men are the rights of life, liberty, and the pursuit of happiness, and 
that governments are instituted among men for the purpose of securing 
these rights. When Congress shall fail to furnish the people of the 
Territories with governments which will secure these rights, they are 
authorized, in fact required, to establish such governments themselves, 
But in doing so the people of this new and embryotic Territory, I feel 
assured, Will not violate any of the laws of the United States, but will 
establish a government strictly in accordance with all the provisions of 
the Constitution and laws. It will be within the power of the govern- 
ment which the people will establish there to deal with all rightful 
subjects of legislation not inconsistent with the Constitution and laws 
of the United States. 

A UNITED STATES COURT. 


Congress, at the recent session, passed an act to establish a United 
States court in the Indian Territory. That court will have civil juris- 
diction throughout the entire Territory and over what is known as ‘‘No 


Man's Land” in all eases between citizens of the United States who, 


may be in the Indian Territory where the matter in controversy shall 
amount to $100 or more. It will have criminal jarisdiction in all cases 
where the punishment is not by death or by imprisonment in the pen- 
itentiary. For these capital and penitentiary offenses criminals will 
still be punished in the courts at Wichita and Fort Scott in Kansas, 
at Fort Smith in Arkansas, and at Paris in Texas, as heretofore. This 
court may hold two or more terms each year at Muscogee, in the Creek 
Nation, and the President of the United States is authorized to appoint 
a judge, an attorney, and marshal of this court, 

With the aid of this court, and with the jurisdiction already conferred 
upon United States courts in Kansas, Arkansas, and Texas, and with 
such provisions as may be established for territorial and municipal gov- 
ernment by the people who may go upon the lands in the Indian Ter- 
ritory, as provided in the Indian appropriation bill, there need be no 
apprehension that law, order, and security will not prevail there. It 
will undoubtedly happen that crimes will be committed as heretofore 
in other communities of the United States; but I am of the opinion that 
after the new Territorial government of the people shall be established 
the per cent. of crimes there will not be greater than in other parts 
ofthe country. Hence we may assume that the people who go upon these 
lands will have a government, and that the government will be ade- 
quate, for the present at least, tothe protection of life, liberty, and prop- 
erty. 


THE CHEROKEE OUTLET. 

As already stated by me, the commissioners who are to be appointed 
under the provisions in the Indian appropriation bill are authorized to 
conclude an agreement with the Cherokee Nation for the relinquish- 
ment of all their right, title, and interest in what is known as the 
Cherokee Outlet. Such relinquishment would have been secured ere 
this had it not been for the presence upon that outlet of two or three 
hundred thousand head of cattle owned by large cattle syndicates, 
members of which reside in all parts of the Uniged States, and who 
are in many cases wealthy and influential citizens. They have im- 
portuned Representatives and Senators to protect them and their leases, 


and they have resisted every effort to open these lands to settlement 
under the homestead laws of the United States. 

The Cherokee Strip Live-Stock Association had a lease running 
through five years of time, by the terms of which they paid the Chero- 
kee Nation $100,000 a year as rental for the Outlet. That lease ex- 
pired on the ist day of October last, and has since been renewed by 
the Cherokee Nation, the rental being increased to $200,000 a year. If 
the Cherokees should, however, agree to the terms upon which the 
Creek lands were ceded to the United States, and which the commis- 
sion referred to is authorized to make, they would obtain for these 
6,000,000 acres the sum of $7,500,000, which would be placed in the 
Treasury of the United States for their benefit, and upon which they 
would receive interest at the rate of 5 per cent. per annum, or an an- 
nual interest of $375,000 a year. This amount, which the Govern- 
ment proposes to pay the Cherokee Nation in the way of interest, ex- 
ceeds by $175,000 per annum the amount which the cattle companies 
are now paying for the use of those lands. Hence, it occurs to me that 
if the opponents of the Oklahoma bill were working in the interest of 
the poor Indian, they would recommend the adoption of the provision 
which would pay them $375,000 a year, rather than allow them to be 
swindled by the cattle companies by the payment of the inadequate 
sum of $200,000 a year for the use of the lands. 

A LIBERAL OFFER FOR THE OUTLET. 

I maintain, Mr. Speaker, that the offer which this bill makes, and 
which was substantially the offer in the Oklahoma bill, to the Chero- 
kee Nation for the Cherokee Outlet, is one of the most liberal provis- 
ions ever tendered by the Government of the United States toan Indian 
tribe, and if the Cherokee Indians—I mean the masses of their people 
who constitute that nation—could be made to understand the munifi- 
cent offer which the Government makes them they would embrace it 
with alacrity. If they should accept the terms which the Government 
offers them in this bill they would become the richest people percapita 
inthe United States. They would have a perpetual income which would 
support their government without any taxation whatever being imposed 
upon them, which would furnish them ample schools for the education 
of their children, keep their bridges and highways in repair, and pay 
all the legitimate expenses of the government. 

THE TITLE TO THE CHEROKEE OUTLET. 

Much has been said during this session as to the nature of the title 
by which the Cherokees hold the Outlet. Iwill print in the appendix 
to my remarks the patent of the United States to the Cherokee Outlet 
and other lands in the Indian Territory. I will also print certain ex- 
tracts from the remarks of Senator Vest, of Missouri, and the gentle- 
man from Missouri [Mr. WARNER] in this House, and his colleague 
[Mr. Mansur]. Also, the opinion of Attorney-General Garland as to 
the validity of leases to Indian lands; and the letter of Secretary Vilas 
notifying the Cherokee Nation that any lease which they might make 
to the Outlet would be disregarded by the Government. It is unnec- 
essary at this time to discuss the legal questions involved in this title. 
It is enough to say that the Government proposes to purchase what- 
ever title these Indians may have, be it one of occupancy, of outlet, or 
a title in fee-simple; and that the Government proposes to pay an am- 
ple price for the lands under all the circumstances. 

But I may be pardoned for calling attention to the letter of Secre- 
tary of War John C. Calhoun, written in 1821, in which he notified 
the Cherokees that they acquired no right to the soil, but merely an 
outlet, so far as lands west of the ninety-sixth meagu were con- 
cerned. 

And I desire also to call attention to the provisions of the treaty of 
1828, in which this letter of the Secretary of War was referred to spe- 
cifically and its provisions madea part thereby of thetreaty. I further 
call attention to the able opinion of Judge Brewer, in 1887, in the case 
of the United States against Soulé and others, reported in 30 Federal 
Reports, page 918. 

It is manifest from these provisions and authorities that the Chero- 
kees acquired only a right of way in what is known as the Cherokee 
Outlet. It was described as an outlet, and not as a place for occupancy. 
By leasing these lands to cattle companies for grazing purposes, which 
companies have inclosed them by barbed-wire fences, the Indians have 
ceased to use these lands as an outlet, or as an easement, and they 
have, therefore, reverted to the United States; and in my opinion the 
Indians have no right or title in them. But, in order that we might 
not even be suspected of injustice to the Indians, we propose to allow 
them $1.25 ån acre for their title, visionary and shadowy though it 
may be, to these lands. If they shall promptly conclude an agreement 
with the United States through the commission authorized to be ap- 
pointed, that amount will be paid them or accounted for to them, and 
the Government will meet that obligation. 

But I want to say here and now that if an agreement to that effect 
is not concluded by the time Congress may reassemble in December 
next, I for one will feel at liberty to resist, and shall resist, thence- 
forth any payment whateyer to the Cherokee Nation for the lands em- 
braced in what is known as the Cherokee Outlet. The Government 
will then be justified in opening these lands to settlement without 
further attempt at negotiation with those Indians, and I shall in that 
event favor a bill to that effect. - 
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THE TREATY OF 1866. 

In 1866, after the close of the late civil war, the Government of the 
United States made a treaty with the Cherokee Nation which em- 
braced thirty-one separate articles. The Cherokee Nation had seceded 
from the United States and joined the Confederate States during the 
late war, and had thereby forfeited all their rights under treaties 
theretofore made with the United States. This treaty, therefore, was 
for the purpose of having a new understanding with that nation, and 
provided general amnesty for all their offences. 

Article 16 provided that the United States might settle friendly 
Indians in any part of the Cherokee country west of the ninety-sixth 
degree. Said lands thus disposed of were to be paid for to the Chero- 
kee Nation at such price as might be agreed upon between the parties 
in interest, subject to the approval of the President, and if they could 
not agree, then the price was to be fixed by the President. In pur- 
suance of that treaty the President of the United States appraised these 
lands at 47.47 cents per acre. On the 19th of August, 1868, a treaty 
was proclaimed, which had been made by the United States and the 
representative chiefs and headmen of the Cheyenne and Arapaho 
tribes of Indians, by which the United States agreed that the district of 
country west of the Arkansas River, south of the State of Kansas, east 
and north of the Cimarron River, should be set apart for the absolute 
and undisturbed use and occupation of said Cheyenne and Arapaho 
tribes of Indians, and for such other friendly tribes or individual In- 
dians as they might be willing, with the consent of the United States, 
to admit among them. In that treaty the United States solemnly 
agreed that no person except the Indians mentioned, and except such 
officers, agents, and employés of the Government as: may be author- 
ized to enter upon Indian reservations, shall be permitted to pass over, 
settle upon, or reside in the Territory described in this article. 

By reference to a map it will be seen that the boundaries of this 
Cheyenne and Arapaho reservation embraced the greater portion of 
what is known as the Cherokee Outlet—all of the Outlet west of the 
Arkansas Ri ver and all of the Outlet east of the Cimarron River. This 
treaty was ratified by the Senate, and is therefore the law of the land 
to-day, and has never been repealed nor superseded by other treaty 
made with those Indians. So thatin legal contemplation all that part 
of the Cherokee Outlet between the rivers named is now an Indi 
reservation upon which are legally located the Cheyenne and Ara- 
paho Indians, And the Government owes the Cherokee Nation 47.47 
cents per acre for this land, and owes interest thereon at 5 per cent. 

rannum from the date of that treaty, 1868, to the present time. 
3 so far as the legal status of this part of the Outlet is concerned, 
the claim of the Cherokees to it has ceased to be one properly made 
upon the land, but can only be maintained as a money demand under 
their treaty with the United States of 1866; and I am of the opinion 
that even this money demand has ceased to be a valid claim against 
the United States, by reason of the facts I have heretofore stated. 

It is true that the Secretary of the Interior, by Executive order, has 
located since 1868 the Cheyennes and Arapahoes upon lands west of 
the aN Mi ie degree of longitude and south of the lands embraced 
in what is known as the Outlet. But such Executive order can not 
operate as a repeal or abrogation of a treaty. 

THE INDIAN COMMISSION. 


It will be the duty of the commission which the President is author- 
ized to appoint to enter into negotiations with all of the tribes in the 
- Indian Territory who may set up any claim to lands in the Territory 
west of the ninety-sixth degree of longitude. It will be especially their 
duty to treat with the Cherokees for the relinquishment of their claim 
upon what is known as the Outlet. They are authorized to conclude 
an agreement, as I have already stated, upon the same terms as that 
embraced in the agreement made with the Creeks. This would allow 
the Cherokees $1.25 an acre for the 6,000,000 acres embraced in the 
Outlet. 

I know it has been frequently stated upon this floor and elsewhere 
that the Indians can get $3 an acre for this land from private parties, 
and that the Government ought to pay as much as private individuals 
would pay. ‘This suggestion is without proper reflection, and its ab- 
surdity will appear upon a moment’s reflection. The Government has 
granted no absolute titles to Indian tribes, All Indian titles are of a 
limited nature, the Government granting the land for occupancy, and 
when such land shall be abandoned, or the tribes shall become extinct, 
the land shall revert to the United States. And Indian tribes have 
always been prohibited by acts of Congress from leasing or disposing of 
their lands in any way to private individuals. Congress has maintained, 
and still maintains, the right to the final disposition of the soil em- 
braced in Indian reservations. It would be contrary to public policy, 
and in violation of the spirit of our institutions, to authorize sales of 
large bodies of lands to private individuals in this country, thus estab- 
lishing landed aristocracy and land monopolies, not in accordance with 
the spirit of our institutions. The Indians can sell only to the United 
States, and the United States in purchasing their claims or title should 
deal justly with them, but should not be broughtinto competition with 
the greed of private individuals. 

If the Cherokees shall refuse to accept the liberal offer which the 


commission is authorized to make of $1.25 an acre, it has been sug- 
gested (and this is merely a suggestion) that the Arapahoes and Chey- 
ennes be replaced upon that part of the Cherokee Outlet lying between 
the Arkansas and Cimarron Rivers, and that the Government pay 47 
cents an acre for such lands for that purpose under the treaty with the 
Cherokees of 1866, and that the lands now occupied by the Cheyennes 
and Arapahoes should be opened to settlement under the homestead 
laws of the United States. Either this proposition, or the one which 
the commission is authorized to make, is the most liberal arrangement 
which the Government can make. If both of these propositions are 
rejected by the Cherokees I should favor the policy of resuming pos- 
session and control of the outlet without further efforts at negotiation 
with the Cherokee Indians, and opening such lands to settlement as a 
part of the public domain. 


OPPOSITION OF THE CATTLE SYNDICATES, 


The responsibility for delaying so long the opening of Oklahoma to 
settlement rests with the cattle syndicates. Their influence has been 
exerted in all parts of the country to obstruct all legislation having in 
view the extinguishment of Indian titles, the formation of Territorial 
government, and the opening of the lands to homestead entries. Had 
there been no cattle in the Cherokee Outlet, the Indian Territory west 
of the lands owned and occupied by the five civilized tribes would to- 
day be covered with the homes of a half a million people, and this 
wilderness and refuge for criminals would now be dotted with villages, 
towns, and cities; the wild lands would have been converted into pro- 
ductive farms, and civilization would have taken the place of barbarism. 

I desire to call attention to the fact that these leases can not protect 
the cattle syndicates much longer in the occupancy of the Outlet. Sec- 
tion 13 of the Oklahoma bill declared the lease to the Cherokee Out- 
let void and contrary to public policy, and made it the duty of the 
President ‘‘immediately after the passage of this act to cause the les- 
sees of said lands, and any other persons illegally occupying the same, 
to be removed from said lands.” On the 31st day of January last the 
gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Hooker] moved to strike out that 
section from the Oklahoma bill. On that motion the vote was taken 
by yeas and nays, as follows: Yeas 53, nays 187. That vote expressed 
the deliberate judgment of the representatives of the people of the 
United States as to the validity of the lease to the Outlet. If the cat- 
tle syndicates shall be in possession when Congress assembles in De- 
cember next I shall introduce a bill embracing section 13 of the Okla- 
homa bill only, and on the first opportunity will move to s nd the 
rules and pass it. Such a measure would undoubtedly pass both Houses 
by # three-fourths vote. Hence sooner or later the cattle barons will 
be driven from the Indian Territory. 


IN CONCLUSION. 


Itisa subject of congratulation that, notwithstanding the great oppo- 
sition which has been interposed to the opening of the Indian Territory, 
or of any portion of it, to settlement under the homestead laws of the 
United States, we are about to realize now, under the operation of the 
Sarees which have been incorporated upon the Indian appropriation 

ill, the beginning of a new and liberal policy toward the Indian Ter- 
ritory. 

Within a few weeks all citizens of the United States who are entitled 
by the provisions of the homestead laws to make settlements upon the 
public domain will be permitted to enter into the very heart of the In- 
dian Territory and establish homes upon these fertile lands. The bar- 
riers to the progress of civilization in that locality have been broken 
down. ‘The people will soon be authorized to go in and possess the 
land, and we may confidently expect that within a few years the Indian 
Territory will become one of the most populous and wealthy portions 
of our country, and that a new State, or perhaps two new States, may 
be formed out of it and be admitted into the Union on equal footing 
with the original States, - 

All this will be accomplished without any wrong being perpetrated 
upon the Indians. They will soon cease to be bound in the fetters of 
barbarism by their tribal relations. They will become citizens of the 
United States, and the Constitution of the United States and the laws 
of Congress will be extended over them and will protect their persons 
and property. They will become a part of the body politic. They will 
vote, hold office, and send their children to the public schools. They 
will enjoy all the blessings of civil and religious freedom the same as 
other citizens. Their white neighbors will me their friends and 
co-workers, and lend them a helping hand in all their efforts to better 
their condition. ‘The lawlessness which has e in the Indian 
Territory will soon disappear and law and order and security to per- 
sons and property will take its place and become firmly established 
there as in other parts of the Union. 


APPENDIX. 
A THE CREEK AND SEMINOLE LANDS. 

The following sections of the act making appropriations for the 
current and contingent expenses of the Indian Department, and for 
fulfilling treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes for the year 
ending June 30, 1890, and for other purposes, provide for opening to 
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settlement the lands recently acquired from the Creek and Seminole 
Indians: 


SEMINOLE LANDS. 


Src. 12. That the sum of $1,912,942.02 be, and the same — is, appropriated, 
out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, tp pay in full the 
Seminole Nation of Indians for all the right, titic, interest, and which said 
nation of Indians may have in and to certain lands ceded by article 3 of the 
treaty between the United States and said nation of Indians, which was con- 
cluded June 14, 1866, and which land was then estimated to contain 2,169,080 acres, 
but which is now, after survey, ascertained to contain 2,037,414 62acres, said sum 
of money to be paid as follows: One million five hundred thousand dollars to 
remain in the Treasury of the United States to the credit of said nation of In- 
dians, and to bear interest at the rate of 5 per cent. perannum from July 1, 1889, 
said interest to be paid semi-annually to the treasurer of said nation, and the 
sum of $412,942.20 to be paid to such person or persons as shall be duly author- 
ized by the laws of said ration to receive the same, at such times and in such 
sums as shall be directed and required by the legislative authority of said na- 
tion, to be immediately available; this Fk perder to become operative upon 
the execution by the duly appointed delegates of said nation, specially em- 
powered so to do, of a release and conveyance to the United States ofall the 
right, title, interest, and claim of said nation of Indians in and to said lands, in 
manner and form satisfactory to the President of the United States, and said re- 
lease and conveyance, when fully executed and delivered, shall operate to ex- 
tinguish all claims of every kind and r of said Seminole Nation of In- 
dians in and to the tract of country to which said release and conveyance shall 
apply, but such release, conveyance, and extinguishment shall not inure to the 
benefit of or cause to vest in any railroad company any right, title, or interest 
whatever in or to any of said lands, and all lawsand pea of laws so faras they 
conflict with the foregoing are hereby repealed, and all grants or pretended 
grants of said lands, or any interest or right therein now existing in or on behalf 
of any railroad company, except rights of way and depot grounds, are hereby 
declared to be forever forfeited for breach of condition. 

Src, 13. That the lands acquired by the United States under said agreement 
shall be a part of the public domain, to be disposed of only as herein provid, 
and sections 16 and 36 of each township, whether surveyed or unsurveyed, are 
hereby reserved for the use and benefit of the paniis schools, to be established 
within the limits of said lands under such conditions and regulations as may be 
hereafter enacted by Con 

That the lands acquire by conveyance from the Seminole Indians hereun- 
der, except the sixteenth and thirty-sixth sections, shall be d of toactual 
settlers under the homestead Jaws only, except as herein otherwise provided 
(except that section 2301 of the Revised Statutes shall not apply): And goune 
further, That any person who having attempted to, but for any cause failed, to 
secure a title in fee toa homestead under existing law, or who made entry under 
what is known as the commuted provision of the homestead law, shall be quali- 
fied to make a homestead entry upon said lands: And provided further, That the 
rights of honorably discharged Union soldiers and sailors in the late civil war as 
defined and descri in sections 2304 and 2305 of the Revised Statutes shall not be 
abridged: And provided further, That each entry shall be in square form as 
nearly as practicable and no person be permitted to enter more than one quar- 
ter section thereof, but until said lands are opened for settlement by proclama- 
tion of the President, no person shall be permitted to enter upon and occupy the 
game, and no person violating this provision shall ever be permitted to enter 
any of said lands or acquire any right thereto. 

The Secretary of the Interior may, after said proclamation and not before, 
permit entry of said lands for town sites, under sections 2387 and 2388 of the Re- 
vised Statutes, but no such entry shall embrace more than one-half section of 


nd. 

That all the foregoing provisions with reference to lands to be acquired from 
the Seminole Indians, including the ee pertaining to forfeiture, shall 
apply to and regulate the di of the lands acquired from the M or 
Creek Indians by articles of cession and agreement made and concluded at 
the city of Washington on the 19th day of January, in the year of our Lord 1889. 

Src. 14. The President is hereby authorized to appoint three commissioners, 
not more than two of whom shall be members of the same Polion party, to 
negotiate with the Cherokee Indians and with all other Indians owning or 
claiming lands lying west of the ninety-sixth degree oflongitude in the In 
Territory for the cession to the United States ofall their title, claim, or interest 
of every kind or character in and to said lands, and any and all agreements re- 
sulting from such negotiations shall be reported to the President and by him to 
Congress at its next session and to the council or councils of the nation or na- 
tions, tribe or tribes, agreeing to the same for ratification, and for this p 
the sum of $25,000, or as much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby appro- 
pones to be immediately available: Provided, That said co: ion is fur- 

her authorized to submit to the Cherokee Nation the proposition that said na- 
tion shall cede to the United States in the mannerand with the effect aforesaid, 
all the rights of said nation in said Jands upon the same terms as to payment 
as is provided in the agreement made with the Creek Indians of date Jan 
19, 1889, and ratified by the present Ceti and if said Cherokee Nation s 

ccept, and by act of its legislative authority duly the same, the 
said lands shall thereupon become a part of the public domain for the purpose 
of such disposition as is herein provided, and the President is authorized as 
soon thereafter as he may deem advisable, by proclamation to o 
settlement in the same manner and to the same effect as in this act 
concerning the lands acquired from said Creek Indians, but until said lands are 
open for settlement by proclamation of the President, no person shall be per- 
mitted to enter upon and occupy the same, and no person vine i pro- 
vision shall be permitted to enter any ofsaid lands or uire any right thereto. 

Sec. 15. That the President may whenever he deems it necessary create not 
to exceed two land districts embracing the lands which he may open to settle- 
ment 8 as hereinbefore provided, and he is empowered to locate 
land offices for the same, appointing thereto, in conformity to existing law, 
registers and receivers; and for the purpose of carrying out this vision 
$5,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby . 

Approved March 2, 1889. 


THE CREEK LANDS, 
[Publie—No, 82.] 


An act to ratify and confirm an agreement with the Muscogee (or Creek) Na- 
tion of Indians in the Indian Territory, and for other purposes. 


Whereas it is provided by section 8 of the act of March 3, 1885, entitled “An 
act making appropriations for the current and contingent expenses of the In- 
dian Department, and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with various Indian 
tribes, for the year ending June 30, 1886, and for other . “that the 
President is hereby authorized to open negotiations with the k, Seminol 
and Cherokees for the purpose of opening to settlement under the homestea 
laws the unassigned lands in said Indian Territory ceded by them velx 
to the United States by the several treaties of August 11, 1866, March 21, 1866, and 
July 19, 1866; and for that purpose the sum of $5,000, or so much thereof as may 
be necessary, be, and the same is hereby, appropriated out of any money in the 
8 not otherwise appropriated ; his action hereunder to be reported to 

ngress; ” 


an 
Whereas William F, Vilas, Secretary of the Interior, by and under the direc- 


tion of the President of the United States, on the part of the United States, and 
the Muscogee (or Creek) Nation of Indians, represented by Pleasant Porter, 
David M. Hodge, and Esparhecher, delegates and representatives thereto duly 
authorized an 8 by the principal chief and national council of the 
said Muscogee (or k) Nation, did, on the 19th day of January, A. D. 1889, 
enter into and conclude articles of cession and agreement, which said cession 
and ent is in words as follows: 

Articles of cession and agreement made and concluded at the city of Wash- 
ington, on the 19th day of January, A. D. 1889, by and between the United States 
of America, represented by William F. Vilas, Secretary of the Interior, by and 
under direction of the President of the United States, and the Muscogee (or 
Creek) Nation of Indians, represented by Pleasant Porter, David M. Hodge, 
and Esparhecher, delegates and representatives thereunto duly authorized and 
8 by the principal chief and national council of the said Muscogee (or 
Creek) Nation; 

Whereas bya treaty of cession made and concluded by and between thesaid 
parties on the Mth day of June, 1866, the said Muscogee (or Creek) Nation, in 
compliance with the desire of the United States to locate other Indians and freed- 
men thereon, ceded and conveyed to the United States, to be sold to and used 
as homesfor such other civilized Indians as the United States might choose to 
settle thereon, the west half of their entire domain, to be divided by a line run- 
ning north and south, which should be surveyed as provided in the eighth ar- 
ticle of the said treaty ; the eastern half of the lands of the said Muscogee (or 
Creck) Nation to be retained by them as a homie; 

And whereas but a portion of said lands so ceded for such use has been sold 
to Indians or assigned to their use, and the United States now desire that all 
of said ceded lands may be entirely freed from any limitation in races to the 
use and enjoyment thereof and all claims of the said Muscogee (or Creek) Na- 
tion to such lands may be surrendered and extinguished as well as all other 
claims of whatsoever nature to any territory except the aforesaid eastern half 
of their domain; 

Now, therefore, these articles of cession and agreement, by and between the 
said contracting parties, witness: 

I. Thatsaid Muscogee (or Creek) Nation, in consideration of the sum of money 
hereinafter mentioned, hereby absolutely cedes and grants to the United States, 
without reservation or condition, full and complete title to the entire western 
half of the domain of the said Muscogee (or Creek) Nation lying west of the 
division line surveyed and established under the said treaty of and also 
grants and releases to the United States all and every claim, estate, right, or in- 
terest of any and every description in or to any and all land and territory what- 
ever, except so much of the said former domain of the said Muscogee (or Creek) 
Nation as lies east of the said line of division, surveyed and established as afore- 
said, and is now held and occupied as the home of said nation. 

II. In consideration whereof, and of the covenant herein otherwise contained, 
the United States agree to pay to the said Muscogee (or Creek) Nation the sum 
of $2,280,857.10, whereof $280,857.10 shall be paid to the national treasurer of said 
Muscogee (or Creek) Nation, or to such other personasshall be duly authorized 
to receive the same, at such times and in such sums after the due ratification of 
this agreement (as hereinafter provided) as shall be directed and Sh op by 
the national council of said nation, and the remaining sum of $2,000,000 shall be 
set apart and remain in the Treasury of the United States to the credit of the 
said nation, and shall bear interest at the rate of 5 per cent. Per annum from 
and after the Ist day of July, 1889, to be paid to the treasurer of said nation and 
to be judiciously applied under the direction of the legislative council thereof, 
to the support of their government, the maintenance of schools and educational 

lishments, and such other objects as may be designed to promote the wel- 
fare and ropne of the ple of the said Muscogee (or Creek) Nation, sub- 
ject to the discretionary direction of the Congress of the United States: Pro- 
vided, That the Congress of the United States may at any time pay over to the 
said Muscogee (or Creek) Nation the whole, or, from time to time, any Ban of 
said principal sum, or of any principal sum belonging to said nation inthe 
Treasury of the United States, and thereupon terminate the obligation of the 
United States in respect thereto and in respect to any further interest upon sa 
much of said principal as shall be so paid and discharged. 

III. It is a and agreed that henceforth especial effort shall be made 
by the Creek Nation to promote the education of the youth thereof and extend 
their useful knowledge and skill in the arts of civilization; and the said nation 
agrees that it will devote not less than $50,000 annually of its income derived 
hereunder to the establishment and maintenance of schools and other meang 
calculated to advance the end; and of this annual sum at least $10,000 shall be 
applied to the education of orphan children of said nation. 

V. These articles of cession and agreement shall be of no force or obligation 
upon either party until they shall be ratified and confirmed, first by act of the 
national council of said Muscogee (or Creek) Nation; and, secondly, by the 
Congress of the United States, nor unlesssuch ratification shall be on both sideg 
made and completed before the Ist day of July, A. D. 1889. 

V. No treaty or agreement heretofore made and now subsisting is hereby af- 
fected, except so far asthe provisions hereof supersede and control the same. 

In testimony whereof we, the said William E. Vilas, Secre' ofthe Interior, 
on the part of the United States, and the said Pleasant Porter, David M. Hodge, 
and 1 delegates of the Muscogee (or Creek) Nation, have hereunto 

an 


so our seals, at the place and on the day first above written, in dus 
Ls [SEAL] WILLIAM F. VILAS, 
Secretary of the Interior, 
SEAL. PLEASANT PORTER, 
SEAL. I DAVID M. HODGE, 
SEAL. ESPARHECHER, his x mark, 
presence of— 


JoHN P. HUME, 


ROBERT V. BELT. 
Whereas the M (or Creek) Nation of Indians has accepted, ratifed, 
and confirmed said articles of cession and agreement by act of its national coun; 
cil, approved by the principal chief of said nation on the 3lst day of January, 
A. D. 1889, wherein it rovided that the grant and cession of land and terri- 
tory therein made take effect when the same shall be ratified and con» 
firmed by the Congress of the United States of America: Therefore, 

Be it enacted, etc., That said articles of cession and agreement are hereby ac- 
cepted, ratified, and confirmed. z 

Ec. 2. That the lands acquired by the United States under said agreement 

shall be a part of the public domain, but they shall only be disposed of in ac 
cordance with the laws regulating homestead entries, and to the persans quali 
fied to make such homestead entries, not exceeding 160 acres to one ifed 
claimant. And the provisions of section 2301 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States shall not apply to any lands acquired undersaidagreement. An 
person who may enter upon any part of said lands in said agreement mention 
prior to the time that the same are opened tosettlement by act of Congress 
not be permitted to occupy or to make entry of such lands or lay any e 


thereto. - d 
Sec. 3. That for the purpose of carrying out the terms of said articles of ces- 
sion and ment the sum of $2,280,857.10 is hereby approp: 


SEC. 4. t the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized and directed 
to pay, out of the appropriation hereby made, the sum of $230,857.10 to the na- 
tio: treasurer of said Muscogee (or Creek Nation, or to such person as shall be 
duly authorizedsto receive the same, at such time and in such sums as may be di- 
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rected and required by the national council of said nation, and the Secretary of 
the Treasury is hereby further authorized and directed to place the remaining 
sum of $2,000,000 ın the Treasury of the United States to the credit of said Mus- 
cogee (or Creek) Nation of Indians, to be held for, and as provided in said arti- 
cles of cession and agreement, and to bear interest at the rate of 5 per cent. per 
annum, from and after the Ist day of July, A. D. 1889; said interest to be paid 
to the treasurer of said nation annually. 
Approved March 1, 1889. 


A UNITED STATES COURT IN THE INDIAN TERRITORY. 
[Public—No. 98.] 


An act to establish a United States court in the Indian Territory, and for other 
purposes. 


mate, who shall hold 
his office for aterm of four years, and until his successor is appointed and quali- 
paid from the Treas 


district courts. 

Sec. 2, That there shall be appointed by the President, by and with the advice 
and consent of the Senate, an attorney and for said court, who shall 
continue in office for four years, and until their successors be duly appointed 
and qualified, and they shall di the like duties and receive the same 
fees and salary as now received by the United States attorney and marshal for 
the western district of Arkansas. The said marshal ma . one or more dep- 
uties, who shall have the same powers, perform the like duties, and be remov- 
able in like manner as other deputy United States marshals; and said marshal 
shall give bond, with two or more sureties, to be approved by the judge of said 
court, in the sum of $10,000, conditioned as by law required in regard to the 
bonds of other United States marshals. ; 

Sec. 3. That a clerk of said court shall be appointed by the judge thereof, who 
shail reside and keep his office at the place of holding said court. Said clerk 
Shall the same duties, be subject to the same liabilities, and shall re- 
ceive the . s and compensation as the clerk of the United States court of 


western Arkansas; and before entering u his duties he shall 
give bond in the sum of $10,000, with two or more sure to be approved by 
the judge of said court, conditioned that he will his duties as required 


Jaw, 

‘Suc. 4. That the judge appointed under the provision of this act shall take the 
same oath req D aay Aa D Seta DF eyecare ane Chee coe one 
United States; and the oath, when taken as in such cases provided, shall be du 
certified by the officer before whom the same shall have been taken to the cle 
of the court herein established, to be by him recorded in the records of said court. 
‘The clerk, marshal, and deputy marshals shall take before the judge of said court 
the oath uired by law of the clerk, marshal, and ay yd marshals of United 
States ict. courts, the same to be entered of record in said court as provided 
by law in like cases. N 

Sec, 5. That the court hereby established shail have exclusive original juris - 
diction over all offenses against the laws of the United States committed within 
the Indian Territory as in this act defined, not punishable by death or by im- 
prisonment at hard labor. A z a 

Sxc. 6. That the court hereby established shall have jurisdiction in all civil 
cases between citizens of the United States who are residents ofthe Indian Ter- 
ritory, or between citizens of the United States or of any State or Territory 
therein and any citizen of or person or ns residing or found in the Indian 
Territory, and when the value of the thing in controversy o 


T: ormoney 
daimed shall amount to $100or more: Provided, That nothing herein contained 
shall be so construed as to give the court jurisdiction over controversies between 


persons of Indian blood only: And provided further, That all laws having the 
effect to prevent the Cherokee, Choctaw, Creek, Chickasaw, and Seminole Na- 
tions, or either of them, from lawfully entering intoleases or contracts for min- 
ing coal fora period not exceeding ten years, are hereby repealed; and said 
court shall have jurisdiction over all controversies arising out of said mining 
leases or contracts, and of all questions of mining rights or invasions thereof 
where the amount involved exceeds the sum of $100. 

That the provisions of chapter 18, Title XIII, of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States shall govern such court, so far as applicable: Provided, That the 
practice, pleadings, and forms of proceeding in civil causes shall conform, as 
near as may be, to the practice, pleadings, and forms of proceeding existing at 
the time in like causes in the courts of record of the State of Arkansas, any rule 
of court to the con! notwithstanding; and the gaintiff shall be entitled to 
like remedies by at ent or other process against the pro: y of the de- 
fendant, and for like causes, as now provided by the laws of said Stato. 

The final judgment or decree of the court hereby established, in cases where 
the value of the matter in dispute, exclusive of costs, to be ascertained the 
oath of either party or of other competent witnesses, exceeds $1,000 may be re- 
viewed and reversed or affirmed in the Supreme Court of the United States upon 
writof error or appeal, in the same manner and under the same regulations as 

0 udgmenis and decrees of a circuit court. 

SEO. 7. That two terms of said court shall be held each year at Muscogee, in 
said Territory, on the first maniy in April and September, and such special 

ons as may be necessary for the dispatch of the business in said court at 
such times as the judge may deem expedient; and he may adjourn such special 
sessions to any other time previous to a regular term; and the marshal shall 
procure suitable rooms for the use and occupation of the court hereby created. 

SEC. 8. That all 8 in said court l be had in the English lan- 
guage; and bona fide male residents in the Indian Territory over twenty-one 
= of age and understanding the English lan, sufficiently to compre- 

d the proceedings of the court shall be competent to serve a in said 
court, but shall be subject to exemptions and challen as provided by law in 
rd to Seve? in the district court for the western district of Arkansas. 
xc. 9. That the jurors shall be selected as follows: The court at its regular 
term shall select three jury commissioners, possessing the G rosana pre- 
scribed for jurymen, and have no suits in court requiring the intervention of a 
jury and the same persons shall not act as jury commissioners more than once 
— he 3 year. The judge shall administer to cach commissioner the follow- 


g oath: 

“You do swear to discharge faithfully the duties required of you as jury com- 
missioner; aed de will not knowingly select any one as juryman whom you 
believe unfit not qualified; that you will not make known to any one the 
name of any juryman selected by youand rted on your list to the court until 
after the commencement of the next term of this court; that you will not, di- 
rectly or indirectly, converse with any one selected by you asa juryman con- 

the merits of any cause or procedure to be tried at the next term of this 
court; so help you God.“ 

Sec. 10. That the jury commissioners, after they have been appointed and 
sworn, shall retire to a jury room, or some other apartment designated by the 


judge, and be * free from the intrusion of any person, and shall not separate 
without leave of the court until they have completed the duties ry — of 
them; that they shall select from the bona fide male residents of the Territory 
such number of qualified persons as the court shall designate, not less than 
sixty, free from all legal exception, of fair character and approved integrity, or 
sound judgment and reasonable information, to serveas petit jurors at the next 
term of court; shall write the names of such persons on separate pieces of 
paper, of as near the same size and appearance as may be, and fold 
so that the names thereon may not be seen. The names so written and folded 
shall then be deposited in a box, and after they shall beshaken and well mixed, 
the commissioners shall draw from said box the names of thirty-seven 

one by one, and record the same as drawn, which record shall be certified 

signed by the commissioners, and indorsed “ List of petit jurors.“ 

Sec, 11. That the said commissioners shall 5 to draw in like man- 
ner twelve other names, which shall be recorded in like manner on another 
paper, which shall be certified and signed by the commissioners, and indorsed 
List of alternate petit jurors.” The two shall be inclosed and sealed so 
that the contents can not be seen, and indorsed “ List of petit ju ” designat- 
ing for what term of the court they are to serve, which indorsement shall be 
signed by the commissioners, and the same shall be delivered to the judge in 
opa court; and the judge shall deliver the lists to the clerk in open court, and 
administer to the clerk and his deputies the following oath: 

“You do swear that you will not open the jury-lists now delivered to you; 
that you will not, directly or indirectly, converse with any one selected as a 
petit juror concerning any suit pending and for trial in this court at the next 
term unless by leave of the court; so help you God.” 

Sec. 12. That within thirty days before the next term, and not before, the clerk 
shall open the enyelopes and make a fair copy of the lists of petit jurors and 
alternate petit jurors, and give the same to the marshal, who shall, at least 
fifteen days prior to the first day of the next term, summon the persons named 
as petit jurors and alternate petit jurors to attend on the first day of said term 
as petit jurors, by giving personal notice to each, or by leaving a written notice 
md the Jarova place of residence with some person over ten years of age and 

ere residing. 

That the marshal shall return said lists with a statement in writing of the 
date and manner in which each juror was summoned; and if any juror or 
alternate legally summoned shall fail to attend he may be attached and fined or 
committed as for contempt. 

That if there shull not be a sufficient number of competent petit jurors and 
alternates present, and not excused, to form a petit jury, the court may compel 
the attendance of such absentees or order other competent persons to be sum- 
moned to complete the juries. 8 

Sec. 13. That if for any cause the jury commissioners shall not appoint or 
shall fail to select a petit jury as provided, or the panels selected be sct aside, 
or the jury list returned in court shall be lost or destroyed, the court shall order 
the marshal to summon a petit jury of the number hereinbefore designated, 
who shall be sworn to perform the duties of petit jurors as if they had been 
regularly selected; and this provision shall also apply in the formation of petit 
juries for the first term of the court. The want of qualification of any person 


sel as juror under section 10 of this act shall not necessarily operate as 
cause of challenge to the whole panel. 
Sec. 14. That the fees of the jurors and witn before said court herein cre- 


esses 
ated shall be the same as provided in the district court of the United States for 
the western district of Arkansas. 
Sec. 15. That in all criminal trials had in said court, in which a jury shall 
be demanded, and in which the defendant or defendants shall be citizens of 
the United States, none but citizens of the United States shall be competent 


jurors. 

Src. 16. That the judge of the court herein established shall have the same 
authority to issue writs of habeas corpus, injunctions, mandamus, and other 
remedial process, as exists in the irons court of the United States. 

Src. 17. That the Chickasaw Nation and the portion of the Choctaw Nation 
within the 5 to wit: Beginning on Red River at the south- 
east. corner of the Choctaw Nation; thence north with the boundary line be- 


channel of the said river to the western boundary line of the Choctaw Nation, 
the same being the northwest corner of the said nation; thence south on the 
boun line between the said nation and the reservation of the Wichita In- 
dians; thence continuing south with the boundary line between the said Chick- 
asaw Nation and the reservations of the Kiowa, Comanche, and Apache Indians 
to Red River; thence down said river to the place of beginning; and all that 


portion ofthe Indian 5 not annexed to the district of Kansas by the act 
appro January 6, and not set apart and occupied by the five civ 
tri shall, from and r the of this act, be annexed to and consti- 


poses. 
Sec. 18. That the counties of Lamar, Fannin, Red River, and Delta of the State 
‘Texas, and all that of the Indian Territory attached to the said eastern 
tate of Texas by the pro’ 

tutea on of the eastern judicial ict of Texas; 
and district courts of the United States for the said eastern district of the State 
of Texas shall be held twice in each year at the city of Paris on the third Mon- 
days in April and the second Mondays in October; and the United States courts 
herein provided to be held at Paris Il have exclusive original jurisdiction of 
all offenses committed against the laws of the United States within the limits 
of that portion of the Indian Territory attached to the eastern judicial district 
of the State of Texas by the Pa seer of this act, of which j sdiction is not 
given by this act to the court herein established in the In Territory; and 
all civil process, issued nst persons resident in the said counties of Lamar, 
Fannin, River, and ita, cognizable before the United States courts shall 
pa made returnable to the courts, respectively, to be held at the city of Paris, 


‘exas, 

And all prosecutions for offenses committed in either of said last-mentioned 
counties shall be tried in the division of said eastern district of which said coun- 
ties form a : Provided, That no process issued or prosecution commenced 
or suit instituted before the passage of this act shall be in any way affected by 
the provisions thereof. e 

Src. 19. That the judge of the eastern judicial district of the State of Texas 
shall appoint.a clerk of said court, who reside at tho city of Paris, in the 
county of Lamar. 

Sec, 20. That every person who shall, in the Indian Territory, willfully and 
maliciously place any obstruction, by stones, logs, or any other thing on the 
track of any railroad, or 1 tear up or remove, burn, or des any part of 
such railroad, or the works thereof, with intent to obstruct passage of 
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any engine, car, or cars thereon, or to throw them off the track, shall be deemed 
guliiy of malicious mischief, and, on conviction thereof, shall be sentenced to 
ent af hard labor for any time not more than twenty : 

Provided, That if any passenger, N or other person shall be killed, 
either directly or indirectly, because of said obstruction, tearing up, removing. 
burning, or destroying, the person causing the same shall be deemed guilty of 
murder, and, upon conviction thereof, shall be punished accordingly. 

Sud. 21. That any person aforesaid who shall, in the Indian Territory, will- 
fully and intentio: y destroy, injure, or obstruct any telegraph or telephone 
line, or any of the property or materials thereof, shall be deemed guilty of ma- 

us and, on conviction thereof, shall be fined in any sum not more 
than $500 and imprisoned for any time not more than one year, 

Serc. 2. That every person aforesaid who shall, in the Indian Territory, ma- 
liciously or contemptuously disturb or disquict any congregation or private 
family assembled in any church or other place for religious worship, or persons 
assembled for the transaction of church business, by profanely swearing or us- 
ing indecent gestures, threatening language, or committing any violence of any 
. kind to or upon any person so assembled, or by using any lauguage or acting 
in any manner that is calculated to disgust, insult, or interrupt said congrega- 
tion, shall, upon conviction thereof, be sentenced to imprisonment for any time 
not exceeding sixty days, or to a fine not exceeding £100, or both such fine and 
imprisonment, 

Sec. 23, Thatevery person aforesaid who shall, in the Indian country, felo- 
niously, willfully, and with malice aforethought assault any person with intent 
to rob, and his counselors, aiders, and abettors, shall, on conviction thereof, be 
imprisoned at hard Jabor for a time not less than one nor more than fifteen 


Suc, 24, That every Fe who shall, in the Indian Territory, knowingly 
mark, brand, or alter the mark or brand of any animal the subject of larceny, 
the property of another, or who shall knowingly administer any poison to or 
maliciously expose any poisonous substance with the intent that the same shall 
be taken by any of the aforesaid animals, orshall willfully and maliciously, by 
any means whatsoever, kill, maim, or wound any of the aforesaid animals, shall 
be deemed guilty of malicious mischief, and, on conviction thereof, shall be 
sentenced to imprisonment for a period of not more than six months, or a fine 
of not more than $200, or both such fine and imprisonment; and in case the ani- 
mal shall have been killed or injured by said malicious mischief the jury try- 
ing the case shall assess the amount of damages which the owner of the ani- 
mal shall have sustained by reason thereof, and, in addition to the sentence 
aforesaid, the court shall render judgment in ſavor of the party injured for 
threefold the amount of the damages so by the jury, for which said 
amount execution may issue against the defendant and his property. 

Sd. 25. That if any person in the Indian coun’ assault another with a 
deadly weapon, instrument, or other thing, with an intent to inflict upon the 

of another a bodily injury where no considerable provocation a rs, 
or where the circumstances of the assault show an abandoned and ignant 
dis he shall be adjudged guilty of a misdemeanor, and, on conviction, 


PATENT OF THE UNITED STATES TO THE CHEROKEE OUTLET AND OTHER LANDS. 
The United States of America to all to whom these presents shall come, greeting: 


Whereas by certain treaties made by the United States of America with the 
Cherokee Nation of Indians of the 6th of May, 1828, the 14th of February, 1833, 
and the 29th of December, 1835, it was stipulated and agreed on the part of the 
poled nias States riist 7 eee ots the promes 3 in 1 said eae 

es, vely, the Un al ould guaranty; secure, and convey, 
to the said Cherokee Nation, certain tracts of land, the description of 


are set forth in the second and third articles of the treaty of the 29th of Decem- 
ber, 1835, in the words following, that is to say: 

“ART, 2. Whereas by the treaty ging ed 1828. and the supplemen treaty 
thereto of February 14, 1833, with the Cherokees west of the Missi i, the 


ng 
from said north point, south on the said Territorial line, where the said Territo- 
rial line crosses Verdigris River; thence down said Verdigris River to the Ar- 
kansas; thence down said Arkansas to a point where astone isplaced ny Seed 
the east or lower bank of Grand River, at its junction with the Arkansas; 

south 44 degrees west 1 mile ; thence in astraight line to a point4 miles 
northerly from the mouth of the north fork of the Canadian; thence along the 
said 4-mile line to the ; thence down the Canadian to the Arkansas; 
thence down the Arkansas to that point on the Arkansas where the eastern 
Choctaw boundary strikes said river and running thence with the western linc 
of Arkansas Territory as now defined, to the southwest corner of Missouri; 
thence along the western Missouri line to the line assigned the Senecas; thence 
on the south line of the Senecas to Grand River; thence up said Grand River 


up and between said 


said 7,000,000 acres, 
their right of soil extend: Provided, however, 
the western prairie shall fall within said limits prescribed for said outlet the 


State of Missouri and the Osage reservation. beginning ab Aia corner 
of the same, and runs north along the east line the Osage pred ppp ia 


northeast corner thereof; and thence east to the west line of the State of Mis- 
souri; thence with said line south 50 miles; thence west to the place of begin- 
ning; estimated to contain 800,000 acres of land; but it is expressly understood 
that if any of the lands assigned the Quapaws shall fall within the aforesaid 
bonnds the same shall be reservedand excepted out of the lands above granted 
and a pro rata reduction shall be made in the price to be allowed to the United 
States for the same by the Cherokees. 

“ Arr. 3. The United States also agree that the lands above ceded by the treat 
of February 14, 1833, including the outlet, and those ceded by this treaty, sha 
all be included in one patent, executed to the Cherokee Nation of Indians by 
the President of the United States according to the provisions of the act of May 
28, 1830. It is, however, agreed that the military reservation at Fort Gibson 
shall be held by the United States. But should the United States abandon said 
post, and have no further use for the same, it shall revert to the Cherokee Na- 
tion, The United States shallalways have the right to make and establish such 
posts and military roadsand forts in any part of the Cherokee country as they 
may deem e for the interest and protection of the same, and the free use 
of as much land, timber, fuel, and materials of all kinds, forthe eonstructionand 
support of the same, as max be necessary: Provided, That if the prato agaa 
of individuals are interfered with, a just compensation therefor shall be at. 

And whereas the United States have caused the said tract of 7,000,000 acres, 
together with the said perpetual outlet, to be surveyed in one tract, the bound- 
aries whereof are as follows: 

Beginning ata mound of rocks 4 feet square at base and 4} feet high, from 
which another mound of rocks bearssouth I chain, and another mound of rocks 
bears west 1 chain, on what has been denominated the old western territorial 
line of Arkansas Territory, 25 miles north of Arkansas River; thence south 21 
miles and 28 chains to a post on the northeast bank of the Verdigris River, 
from which a hackberry, 15 inches diameter, bears south 61 degrees 31 minutes 
east 43 links, marked C. H. L., and a cottonwood, 42 inches diameter, bears south 
21 degrees 15 minutes east 50 links, marked C. R. K. L.; thence down the Ver- 
digris River on the northeast bank, with its meanders, to the junction of Ver- 
digris and Arkansas Rivers; thence from the lower bank of Verdigris River, 
on the north bank of Arkansas River, south 44 degrees 13 minutes east 57 chains 
toa poston thesouth bank of Arkansaso tethe eastern bank of Neosho River 
at its junction with Arkansas, from which a red oak, 36 inches diameter, bears 
south 76 degrees 45 minutes west 24 links, and a hickory, 24 inches diameter, 
bears south 89 degrees east 4 links; thence south 53 de; west 1 mile to a 
post, from which a rock bears north 53 degrees east 50 links, and a rock bears 
south 18 degrees 15 minutes west 50 links; thence south 18 degrees 18 minutes 
west 33 miles 28 chains and 80 links to a rock, from which another rock bears 
north 18 degrees 18 minutes east 50 links, and another rock bears south 50 links; 
thence south 4 miles to a post on the lower-bank of the north fork of the Cana- 
dian River at its junction with Canadian River, from which a cottonwood, 24 
inches diameter, bears north 18 degrees east 40 links, anda cottonwood, 15 inches 
diameter, bears south 9 8 east 14 links; thence down the Canadian 
River on its north bank to its junction with Arkansas River; thence down 
the main channel of Arkansas River to the western boundary of the State of 
Arkansas, at the northern extremity of the castern boundary of the lands of 
the Choctaws, on the south branch of the Arkansas River, 4 chains and 54 links 
east of Fort Smith; thence north 7 degrees 25 minutes west, with the western 
boundary of the State of Arkansas, 76 miles 64 chains and 50 links to the south- 
west corner of the State of Missouri; thence north on the western boundary 
of the State of Missouri, 8 miles 49 chains and 50 links to the north bank of Cow- 
skin or Seneca River, at a mound 6 feet square at base and 5 feet high, in which 
is a post marked on the south side. cor. n. ch. L. d; thence west on the south- 


the northern boundary of Creek ds 273 miles 55 chains and 65 links to the 
beginning; containing within the survey 13,574,135 acres and .14 of an acre, 

And whereas the United States have also caused the said tract of 800,000 acres 
to be surveyed, and have ascertained the boundaries thereof to be as follows: 
Beginning at southeast corner of Osage lauds described by a rock from which 
a red oak 20 inches diameter bears south 27 degrees east76 links, and a burroak 
30 inches diameter bears south 59 degrees west 1 chain and anothers burroak 
80 inches diameter bears north 8 degrees west I chain and 37 links; and another 
burr oak 40 inches diameter bears north 30 degrees west 1 chain and 81 links, 
and running east 25 miles to a rock on the western line of the State of Missouri, 
from which a post oak 10 inches diameter bears north 48 degrees 30 minutes 
east 4 chains; anda t oak 12 inches diameter bears south 62 degrees east 5 
chains; thence north with the western boundary of the State of Missouri 50 
miles to a mound of earth 5 feet N at base and 4} foet high; thence west 
25 miles to the northeast corner of the lands of the Osages described by a mound 
of earth 6 feet square at the base and 5 feet high; thence south along the east- 
ern boundary of Osage lands 50 miles to the beginning, containing 800,000 acres. 

Therefore, in execution of the agreement and stipulations contained in the 
said several treaties, the United States have given ana granted, and by these 
pans do give and grant unto the said Cherokee Nation the two tracts of 

d so surveyed and hereinbefore described, containing in the whole 14,374,- 

135.14 acres: To have and to hold the same, together with all the uan privi- 
leges, and appurtenances thereunto belonging, to the said Cherokee ‘ation for- 
ever; subject, however, to the right of the United States to permit other tribes 
of red men to get salt on the salt plain, on the Western prairie, referred to in 
the second article of the treaty of the 29th of Deceniber, 1835, which salt plain 
has been ascertained to be within the limits prescribed for the outlet agreed to 
be granted by said article; and subject also to all the other rights reserved to 
the United States in and by the articles hereinbefore recited, to the extent and 
in the manner in which the said rights are so reserved; and subject also to the 
condition provided by Sia act of Congress of the 28th of May, 1830, referred to 
in the sbove-recited third article, and which condition is that the lands hereby 
granted shall revert to the United States if the said Cherokee Nation becomes 
extinct or abandons the same. a 

In testimony whereof, I, Martin Van Buren, President of the United States of 
America, have caused these letters to be made patent and the seal of the Gen- 
eral Land Office to be hereunto affixed. 5 

Given under my hand, at the city of Washington, the 3ist day of December, 
in the year of our Lord 1838, and of the Independence of the United States the 


rd. 
II. s.] M. VAN BUREN, 
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AN OUTLET ONLY WAS GRANTED, 
(Extracts from the speech of ee wear of Missouri, in the Senate, March 
„ 1889. 


To show the nature of this grant, as early as October 8, 1821, John C. Calhoun, 
then Deras of War, wrote the following letter to the chief of the Arkansas 
erokees: 
“SECRETARY CALHOUN’S LETTER. 


“ DEPARTMENT OF Wan, October 8, 1821. 

“ BROTHERS: I have received N communication of the 24th of July last, 
complaining that the promises of the Governmentin relation to intruders upon 
your lands and to an outlet to the west have not been performed. It 
always been its intentions to carry into effect fully every promise made to you, 
and which I was under the impression done, particularly upon the 
points complained of, as orders were issued some time since for the removal of 
the whites from your lands and from the tract of country to the west of your 
reservation commonly called Lovely’s purchase,“ by which you would obtain 
pe ne promised. Copies of these orders aré herewith inclosed for your in- 

formation. 

„Governor Miles, who'is now here, on his return to the Arkansas Territory, 
informs me that he knows of but one person who has settled upon your lands, 
and he believes that person resides there with the permission of the nation. 

He is, however, authorized to call the attention of Major Bradford to the 
orders above referred to, and if they should not have been previously carried 
into effect, to request him to do so, without further delay. It is to be always 
understood that in removing the white settlers from Lovely's purchase for the 
purpose of giving the outlet promised you to the west you acquire thereby no 
right to the soil, but merely to an outlet, of which you appear to be already ap- 
p! and that the Government reserves to i the right of making such 
disposition as it may think proper with regard to the salt springs upon that 


tractof country. * * * 
“J. C. CALHOUN. 


“TEKE-E-TOKE, JOHN JOLLY, BLACK Fox, W. WEBBER, THOS. GRAVES, 
- “Chiefs of the Arkansas Cherokees.” 


Now, to show that the Indians understand that this was an outlet and that at 
that time they could not possibly have thought they had this fee-simple title or 
anything like it, [read from the treaty of 1828, which is the substratum of all their 
right, upon which all subsequent treaties have been based and upon which they 
must stand to-day in regard to their claims in that patent. 

In the treaty of 1528, as I was proceeding to say, they accepted the construc- 
tion of Mr. Calhoun upon this grant of the Cherokee Outlet. 

“And whereas the present location of the Cherokees in Arkansas being un- 
favorable to their present repose, and tending, as the past demonstrates, to their 
future degradation and misery; and the Cherokees being anxious to avoid such 
consequences, and yet not questioning their right to their lands in Arkansas, 
as secured to them by treaty, and resting also upon the pledges given them by 
the President of the United States and the Secretary of War of March, 1818, and 
8th October, 1821, in regard to the outlet to the West.“ 

That is the letter incorporated in their treaty, which I have read, from Mr. 
Calhoun to the Cherokee chiefs, and in which he tells them that they do not 
own the soil, and tells them that it is only an outlet to the hunting unds in 
the West, and yet they succeeded afterwards in the turmoil and confusion and 
uncertainty that followed the war in obtaining this treaty of 1866, in which there 
5 quasi recognition of what is called now a ſee- simple title to the Cherokee 

utlet. š 
[Extracts from the speech of Hon. WILLIAM WARNER, of Missouri, in the House 

~ of Representatives, January 30, 1889,] 


In an able opinion delivered by Judge Brewer in 1887 that distinguished jurist 
used this language: 
“ Manifestly Congress set apart the 7,000,000 acres asa home, and that was 
thereafter to be regarded as set aside and occupied, because, as expressed in the 
ble of the treaty, Congress was intent upon securing a permanent home; 

yond that the guaranty was of an outlet—not territory for residence, but for 
passage ground, over which the Cherokees might pass to all the unoccupied do- 
main west. But while the exclusive right to this outlet was guarantied, while 
patent was issued conveying this outlet, it was described and intended ob- 
viously as an outlet and not asa home. (U. S. vs. Soule et al., 30 Fed. R., page 
918. 


e language of Mr. Calhoun with reference to the Cherokee title in and to 
the outlet“ was: 

” You 4; oS 

The Cherokees— 

“acquire thereby no rights to the soil, but merely an outlet.” 

The lan of Ju Brewer in the opinion just quoted says of the out- 
let“ and the intent of Congress: 

Con was intent upon securing a permanent home; beyond that the 
qoaranty was of an outlet—not territory for residence, but for passage ground, 
over which the Cherokees might pass to all the unoccupied domain west.” 

There is nothing in the case of Holden vs. Joy (17 Wall.) in conflict with the 

ition taken by the Secretary of War in 1821 or the opinion of the learned 
Frist, Judge Brewer, rendered in 1887, the case of Holden vs. Joy having been 
decided in 1872. The Supreme Court passed on the title which the Cherokees 
acquired in and to the Cherokee neutral lands” under the treaty of December 
29, 1835 (7 Statutes at Large, 479). None of these lands are or ever were em- 
braced in what is known as the Cherokee Outlet.“ There were 800,000 acres 
of these neutral lands. For them the Cherokees oe $50,000: by the terms of 
ns Sor, of 1835 they were to be conveyed to the Cherokees “by patent in fee- 

e.” 


In 1880 Attorney-General Devens held that the Cherokees had noright to set- 
tle those of their own nation on the lands in this Outlet, and further that— 

No person attempting a settlement on these lands can justify under any au- 
thority given by the Cherokee Nation.“ (16 Attorney-Generals’ Opinions, 470.) 


| Extract from the speech of Hon. C. H. Massuer, of Missouri, in the House of Rep- 
resentatives, February 25, 1888.] 


After I had read and examined these treaties and learned that a patent had 
been issued embracing the Outlet,” I began to hunt for the authority by which 
it was made to embrace the Outlet, and ially the authority e 
its boundaries, its metes and bounds; and to my mind I find no sufficient au- 
thority therefor iu any low or treaty for a patent in fee to the lands in the Out- 
let. When we remember that in 1828 the entire country west of Arkansas was 
wild and unorganized, the home of roving bands of Indians, a country unknown 
except to the hunter and ranger, while vast droves of buffalo covered the face 
of the earth, which were to the Indians bread, meat, clothing, wealth, we can 
at once understand the necessity to the Cherokees of an outlet from their res- 
ervation, and the right to hunt, kill, and appropriate at will the buffalo of the 

lains, I begun to ay 3 for the origin of the Outlet, thinking if I could find 


t that I would surely learn that it was intended to be a mere ‘ht of passage 
over cert in lands, an easement granted to the Cherokees for the purpose of 
passing to the grcat hunting plains of the West. After divers inquiries I was 


referred to the letter of Mr. Calhoun, which I have read in your hearing above, 
and, lo! the riddle was expounded. Mr. Calhoun states: — 

* It is to be always understood that in removing the white settlers from Love- 
ly’s purchase 

For what?— 

“ for the p 
quire no ri, 
ready app sed.” 

Now, here the soil is expressly reserved. But this is not all. The Secretary, 
proceeding further, says: The Government reserves to itself the right to make 
such disposition of the Outlet as it may think proper with — to salt springs.“ 
This was seven years before the first treaty of 1528 was made, and this reserva- 
tion of salt springs and of the right of other Indians, at the pleasure of the United 
States, to goto thesalt springs and use the same, and thereby use the Outlet also, 
is expressly reserved in the treaty of 1833 and reiterated in that of 1835. 

An examination of the treaties or inquiry upon m rt where the authority 
for locating the Outlet existed has so far resulted in failure. Iwent in person to 
the Land Office some days ago and explained fully the character of the informa- 
tion I desired, and in due time received the letter of the Land Commissioner 
just read in your hearing. To ny mind the letter does not — or cite any duo 
authority for granting in fee the lands of the Outlet, or establishing its bounda- 
ries by metes and bounds, as now constituted. 

The act of Congress of May 28, 1830, does not suffice. It simp] 
patent to be made in certain cases by the Government to the In 
more. By article 2 of the treaty of 1835 it is stated: 

"Whereas by the treaty of May 6, 1828, and the supplementary treaty thereto of 
February 14, 1833, with the Cherokees west of the Missies ippi, the United States 
posas ed and secured to be conveyed by nt to the Cherokee Nation ot 

dians the following tract of country: nning ata point, * * * to said 
due west line, to make 7,000,000 of acres within the whole described boundary. 
In addition to the 7,000,000 of acres of land thus provided for and bounded, the 
United States further guaranty to the Cherokee Nation pee outlet west, 
and a free and unmolested use of all the country west of the western boundary 
of said 7,000,000 acres, as far west as the sovereignty of the United States and 
their right of soil extends: Provided, however, That if the saline or salt plain on 
the western prairie shall fall within said limits prescribed for said outlet, the 
— is reserved to the United States to permit other tribes of red men to get 

ton said plains in common with the Cherokees, and letters patent shall be 
issued as soon as practicable for the land hereby guarantied.” 

In article 3, same treaty, is reiterated as follows: 

The United States also agree that the land above ceded by the treaty of Feb- 
ruary 14, 1833, including the Outlet, and those ceded by this treaty, shall all be 
included in one patent, exeented to the Cherokee Nation of Indians by the Presi- 
dent of the United States, according to the provisions of the act of May 28, 1830,” 

I call attention that by the terms of article 3 the lands ceded by two treaties, 
including the Outlet, but not the lands ofthe Outlet, are all to be includedin one 
pant I now call attention to the language of article 2. just read. The United 

tates guaranty and secure to be sara by patent a tract of country (describ- 
ing it) to contain 7,000,000 acres; then Government p and says, In 
addition to the 7,000,000 acres thus provided for and bounded, we further raat. 
anty to you a perpetual outlet west and a free and unmolested use of all the 
country west of the western boundary of your 7,000,000 acres as far as the sover- 
eignty of the United States and its right of soil extends.” : 

‘ow, in the case of the 7,000,000 acres, the treaty uses this language, guaran- 
tied and secured to be conveyed by patent.“ What? The 7,000,000 acres, 
bounded as stated. Then when it comes to the outlet uses this lang In 
addition to the land we guaranty a perpetual outlet west.“ A marked distine- 
tionin language and meaning. 

: And in a prior treaty made with the Cherokee Nation in 1834 they use this 


language: 

“The United States agrees to possess the Cherokees and to guaranty it tothem 
forever, and that guaranty is hereby pledged, of 7,000,000 acres of lands, to be 
bounded as follows, namely.“ ; 

After describing the land, the article proceeds: 

“The United States further guaranty to the Cherokee Nation a perpetual out- 
let west aud a free and unmolested use of all the country lying west.“ 

And the article concludes as follows: 

“And the letters patent shall be issued to the United States for the land 
hereby guarantied.“ 

Saying nothing about the Outlet. 

It will thus be seen in the passage the letters patent” do not really call for 
any outlet to be inciuded. 

I have been unable to find any other law or treaty bearing upon this ques- 
tion, and without further comment state that I see no sufficient reason in law 
or equity to include the fee of the lands in the Outlet in the patent issued by 
the vernment to the Cherokee Nation. Nor do I find anywhere any valu- 
able or other consideration emanating from the Cherokee Nation to the United 
States to support a change of the easement or right of passage over and on top 
ofthe lands of the Outlet intoafee or full ownership of the land, 


of giving the outlet promised you to the west, you thereby sc- 
t to the soil, but merely to an outlet of which you appear to be al- 


calls for the 
ns; nothing 


OPINION OF ATTORNEY-GENERAL GARLAND AS TO THE VALIDITY OF THE LEASES 
OF THE CHEROKEE STRIP LIVE-STOCK ASSOCIATION AND OTHER CATTLE COM- 
PANIES IN THE INDIAN TERRITORY. 


DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, Washington, July 21, 1885. 


Str: By your letter of the 8th instant, inclosing a communication from the 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs of the 7th, the following questions are, at his 
suggestion, submitted to me with request for an opinion thereon: 

Whether there is any law empowering the Interior Department to author- 
ize Indians to enter into contract with any parties for the lease of Indian lands 
for grazing purposes; and also whether the President or the Interior De 
ment has any authority to make a lease for ng purposes of any part of any 
Indian reservation, or whether the appro by the President or the Secretary 
of the Interior would render any such lease made by Indians with other parties 
lawful and valid.” 

These questions are propounded with reference to certain Indian reservations, 


namely: 

1. The Cherokee lands in the Indian Territory west of the ninety-sixth degree 
of longitude, except such W thereof as have heretofore been appropriated 
for and conveyed to friendly tribes of Indians. 

2. The Cheyenne and Arapaho reservation in the Indian Territory. 

3. The Kiowa and Comanche reservation in the Indian Territory. 

Our Government has ever claimed the right,and from a very early period its 
settled policy has been, to late and control the alienation or other disposi- 
tion by Indians, and especially by Indian nations or tribes, of their lands. This 
policy was originally Doped. in view of their peculiar character and habits, 
which rendered them incapable of sustaining any other relation with the whites 
than that of dependence and pupilage. There was no other way of dealing with 
them than that of keeping them separate, subordinate, and dependent, with a 

ian care thrown around them for their protection. (3 Kent Com., 381; 
ts, Wetherby, 95 U. S., 517, where most of the cases on this subject are 
cited and discussed. 

Thus, in 1783 the Congress of the Confederation, by a proclamation, prohib- 
ited all persons from making settlements on lands inhabited or claimed by 
Indians without the limits or jurisdiction of any potona State, and from purs 
chasing or receiving any gift or cession of such lands or claims without the ex- 
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press authority and direction of the United States in Congress assembled,“ and 
declared “that every such purchase or settlement, or cession, not having 
the authority aforesaid, is null and void, and that no right or title will accrue in 
consequence of any such purchase, gift, cession, or settlement.“ By section 4 
of the act of July 22, 1790, chapter 33, the Congress of the United States enacted 
“that no sale of lands made by any Indians, or any nation or tribe of Indians 
within the United States, shall be valid to any person or persons, or toany State, 
whether having the right of pre-emption to such lands or not, unless the same 
shall be made and duly executed at some public treaty, held under the authority 
ofthe United States.“ A similar provision was again enacted in section S of the act 
of March 1. 1793, chapter 19, which by its terms included any purchase or nt 
of lands, or any title or claim thereto, from any Indians or nation or tribe of 
Indians, within the bounds of the United States.“ The provision was further 
ed by section 12 of the act of May 19, 1796, chapter 30, so as to embrace any 
„purchase, grant, lease, or other conveyance of lands, or of any title or claim 
thereto.” As thus extended it was re-enacted by the act of March 3, 1799, chap 
ter 46, section 12, and also by the act of March 30, 1802, chapter 30, section 12. 

In the above legislation the provision in terms applied to purchases, grants, 
Jeases, etc., from individual Indians ag well as from Indian tribes or nations; 
but by thetwelfth section of the act of June 30, 1834, chapter 161, it was limited 
to such as emanate from any Indian nation or tribe of Indians.“ And the 

rovision of the act of 1834, just referred to, has been reproduced in section 2116, 
Revised Statutes, which is now in force. 

The last-named section declares: ** No purchase, grant, lease, or other convey- 
ance of lands, or of any title or claim thereto, from any Indian nation or tribe 
of Indians, shall be ofany validity in law orequity unless the same be made by 
sony or convention entered into pursuant to the Constitution,” 

This statutory provision is very general and comprehensive. Its operation 
does not depend upon the nature or extent of the title to the land which the 
tribe or nation may hold. Whether sucha title bo a fee-simple, ora right of oc- 
cupancy merely, is not material; in either case the statute applies. It is not, 
therefore, deemed n or important, in connection with thesubject under 
consideration, to inquire into the particular right or title to the above-men- 
tioned reservations held by the Indian tribes or nations respectively which 
claimthem, Whatever the right or title may be, each of these tribes ox nations 
is precluded by the force and effect of the statute from either alienating or 
leasing any of itsreservation, or imparting any interest or claim in and to 
the same, without the consent of the Governmentof the United States. A lease 
of the land for grazing purposes is as clearly within the statute as a lease for 
any other or for general purposes, and the duration of the term is immaterial, 
Qne who enters with cattle or other live-stock upon an Indian reservation 
under a lease of that description, made in violation of the statute, is an intruder, 
and may be removed therefrom as such, notwithstanding his entry is with con- 
sent ofthe tribe. Such consent may exempt him from the penalty imposed by 
section 2117, Revised Statutes, for taking his stock there, but it can not validate 
the lease, or confer upon him any legal right whatsoever to remain upon the 
Jand; and to this extent and no further was the decision of Judge Brewer in 
United States rs. Hunter, 21 Fed. Rep., 615. 

But the present ingly in substance is (1) whether the Department of the In- 
terior can authorize these Indians to make leases of their lands for ing pur- 
poses, or whether the approval of such leases by the President or the Secretary of 
the Interior would make them lawful or valid; (2) whether the President or the 
rt a re of the Interior has authority to lease for such purposes any part of 
an Indian reservation. 

I submit that the power ofthe Department to authorize such leases to be made, 
or that of the President or the Secretary to approve or to make the same, ifit exists 
atall, must rest upon some law, and therefore be derived from either a treaty 
or statutory provision. I am not aware of any treaty provision ee to 
1 5 in question that confers such powers. he Revised 

tatutes contain 


rovisions lating contracts or agreements with Indians, 
and prescribin: anii 8 


ow they shall be executed and approved (see section 2103); 
but those provisions do not include contracts of the character described in sec- 
tion 2116, hereinbefore mentioned, No general power appears to be conferred 
by statute upon either the President or Secretary, or any other officer of the 
Govornment, to make, authorize, or approve leases of lands held by Indian 
tribes; and the absence of such power was doubtless one of the main consider- 

tions which led to the adoption of the act of February 19, 1875, chapter 90, “to 
authorize the Seneca Nation of New York Indians to lease lands within the 
Cattaraugus and Allegany reservations, and to confirm existing leases.” 

The act just cited is, moreover, significant as showing that, in the view of Con- 
kress, Indian tribes can not lease their reservations without the authority of 
tome law of the United States, 

lu my opinion, therefore, each of the questions proposed in your letter should 
be answered in the negative, and I so answer them. 


Jam, sir, very respectfully, 
ors A. H. GARLAND, Atlorney-Generel. 
The SECRETARY or THE INTERIOR. 


LETTER OF SECRETARY VILAS ON THE RIGHT OF THE INDIANS TO LEASE THEIR 
LANDS TO CATTLE COMPANIES, 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR. 
Washington, D. C, September 23, 1888. 
Sin: In view of the information of this Department that some steps have been 
taken by you, or by the council or other authorities of the Cherokee Nation, 
with a purpose either to renew the lease which was heretofore made with cer- 
tain parties, calling themselves the Cherokee Strip Live-Stock Association, or 
ration of that name, and which it is understood is 
about to expire or has expired, or to execute some other lease or agreement for 
the use or — f of the lands of the Cherokee Outlet or some part thereof, 
and that a session of the Cherokee Council is about to convene with a view to 
the enactment of measures to that end, I have the honor to advise and inform 
8 through vou the Cherokee Council and authorities of the Cherokee 
ation, that the United States Government will recognize no lease or agreement 
for the possession, occupancy, or use of any of the lands of the Cherokee Outlet 
as of any legal effect or vali ity upon the rights of the United States or as con- 
ferring any right or authority orprivilege over said lands upon any lessee, but 
that any such lease or a ment, if any should be made, will be without the 
authority or consent of this Government thereto, will be subject to cancellation, 
and any use or occupation by any lessee, or any person under such lessee, sub- 
ject to instant termination by this De ment at any time whenever any such 
action shall be for any reason deemed proper by the President or this De 
ment, and will be subject to any legislation whatever, ont or special, which 
Congress may enact affecting that portion of the Cherokee country or affecting 
the occupancy of any Indian lands for any purpose whatever, whether for graz- 
ing, pasturage, or otherwise. 

J desire that this notice of the views and rights of this Government shall be 
communicated to the council and to any persons who may be in or contem- 
plating negotiation, or may enter into negotiation, with the authorities of the 
Cherokee Nation for any such use or occupancy, in order that there may be no 
misconception or misunderstanding upon the subject. 


Very respectfully, yours, 1 VIDA me 
Hon, J. B. Mays, RS Siia 5 
Principal Chief, Cherokee Nation, 
Tahlequah, Indian Territory. 
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Suppressing of Labor-Saving Machines by Act of Congress 
Uses and Abuses of Opportunity. 


SPEEOH 


oF 


HON. BENJAMIN BUTTERWORTH, 


OF OHIO, 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 


Saturday, March 2, 1889. 


The House having under consideration the conference report on the bill 
pekis appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Government, on the 
item with reference to the use of steam plate-presses in the Bureau of Engray- 
ing and Printing— 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH said: 

Mr. SPEAKER: In regard to the character of the work these steam- 
presses do I beg to call the attention of the House to one controlling 
fact. It is this: The experts who were called by the organization 
which is seeking to have these presses thrown out having placed be- 
fore them a number of bills, a part of which were printed by the steam- 
presses and a part by the hand-presses, that part of each bill by au in- 
spection of which they would be enabled to tell whether it was printed 
by hand-press or by the steam plate-press being concealed, and the ex- 
pert interrogated as to which was the better work, three times out of 
four selected the bill printed by the steam plate-press as being the 
better work, as it doubtless was. 

Mr. FORAN. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I beg my colleague’s pardon, but I have 
only three minutes, and must decline to yield. I repeat, the experts 
selected the bills printed by steam-presses as being the better work. 

Mr. WHEELER. Because they were fixed up for that purpose. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Les, sir. They were fixed up by the steam 
plate-presses, and in that way only. 

Mr. GALLINGER. That was not true of the examination before 
the House committee. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. There are not, as this committee knows, 
hand plate-printers enough in the United States to do the werk that 
must be done. The use of the steam-press has multiplied over and over 
again the quantity of this character of work. This increased amount of 
work results from the fact that the cost has been cheapened and this 
character of printing is used in many instances because useful and 
beautifal where plainer or an entirely different kind of work had been 
used before, so that to throw out of use this labor-saving machinery is 
simply to confirm by law the establishment of a trust or combine 
which will control this great industry moie fully than the Standard 
Oil Company controls the oil business or the sugar trust controls the 
sugar market. I call attention to this because gentlemen upon this 
floor are accustomed to denounce trusts, syndicates, and combines with 
great earnestness, and I join with them in the denunciation of these 
powerful organizations, but I desire that gentlemen should be consist- 
ent. The necessity of preventing a trust from throttling the law of 
supply and demand in one case is equally apparent in the other. 

The investigation by the Senate committee, not made under the con- 
trolling influence of the necessities of a political campaign, leaves no 
trace of doubt that the interest of the Government and the interest of 
the people, and, in fact, the highest interest of both, if they are indeed 
separable, demands that these labor-saving machines be utilized here- 
after as heretofore. To say that they shall not be is simply to say that 
all labor-saving machinery wars against the interest of American work- 
men. Such a statement would be absurd, although there are a vast 
number of persons who believe that the influence of the introduction 
of labor-saving machinery is to reduce the number of men employed 
and reduce the wages of those who obtain employment. The exact re- 
verse of the proposition is true, as I can abundantly prove. 

The destruction of these plate-printing presses is a plain step toward 
throwing the Hoe press out of the public printing establishment, driv- 
ing reapers and mowers from the fields, breaking cotton gins, cutting 
down telegraph lines, and destroying the improved methods for doing 
away with human drudgery and increasing the comfort, convenience, 
and happiness of our people. Ido not hesitate to say that it would 
be a more manly thing, in comparison with what is proposed in this 
bill, to authorize forcible methods to be used against the men who 
stand at these steam plate-printing presses, to deprive them of their op- 
portunity to earn bread, 

Mr. Speaker, I have given careful consideration to this matter, and 
I feel keenly the humiliation involved in the step we are urged to take. 
My friend from New York [Mr. FARQUHAR] says we want this work 
printed in the highest style of art. I agree with the gentlemen that 
we want this work well done, but his remark seems to imply that the 
work is not well done; but there he is in error. He constantly calls at- 
tention to the fact that the face of the bills which circulate in lieu of 
money can not be printed upon this press. I repeat again, nobody has 
claimed that it could be, and it is not attempted to do it, because the 
character of the work is different. But it is a startling proposition 
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that because a certain printing-press will not do one kind of work, it | to secure absolute control and a complete monopoly of this industry, 


shall not be used for doing another kind of work which it does do well. 
The fact is the opposition resort to special pleading, and what is said 
smacks of an excuse for doing an act against which we naturally revolt. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. One moment. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I would yield if I had time, but I have not. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. The hand-press prints both the face and the 
back of the notes, and they have never been printed so well by the 
steam-press. That is my proposition. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. My friend fails again to draw the line be- 
tween the two classes of work. We have not contended, I repeat, that 
these presses print the face of the bill, but as to the back and the part 
of the work that they are designed to do, the gentleman’s own wit- 
nesses do not sustain him in the assertion he makes, for not only is the 
testimony of the several Secretaries of the Treasury during several ad- 
ministrations, and all of those whose duty it is to see that this work is 
well done, that these machines meet every requirement, but the ex- 

erts who were summoned to denounce the work of the steam-presses 
testified that it was superior to that of the hand-presses. They came 
to scoff but remained to praise. 

The SPEAKER. The three minutes of the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. BUTTERWORTH] have expired. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH, I want one minute more. 

Mr. LONG. I yield the gentleman a half a minute more. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. The pending proposition involves some- 
thing beyond a question of price. The course proposed is not in an 
open, manly way to break these printing-presses with a hammer, or 
throw them out into the street, but to fix the rate of compensation for 
the printing at a nominal sum, which is equivalent to saying that if 
the presses are used their use will be without compensation, thus do- 
ing indirectly that which we hesitate to do directly, for the strong 
reason that the act is against the civilization of the age; it is a fight 
against progress; it is an effort to appeal from the methods of civiliza- 
tion to those of barbarism, and this House can not afford to do that. 

I beg to call the attention of the House, and of the country, to the 
fact that the real question underlying this proposition is one of tran- 
scendent importance. Our action to-day will tend to uphold or delib- 
erately strike down the independence and manhood of American work- 
men. We will determine to-day whether Congress is the champion of 
the freedom and the dignity of American labor or the friend of trusts 
and combines. 

The fact that the throwing out of this labor-saving machinery is de- 
manded by a labor trust does not sanctify the demand any more than 
if the request was preferred by a sugar trust or beef syndicate. The fact 
that the former controls a number of votes and the latter does not may 
serve as an excuse for our votes, but can not justify our action in omit- 
ting to vindicate the most important rights of an American citizen. 

Do not fail to keep in mind that there is something involved beyond 
a mere determination whether the Government shall pay one price or 
another for having certain work done. Beyond all thisit opens up the 
whole question of the rights and duties of the individual citizen. The 
most sacred rights of American workmen are involved. We are called 
upon to-day to decide whether the authority of the Government may 
be successfully invoked to prevent the use of labor-saving machinery 
and whether syndicates, trusts, and combines are to be fostered and 
encouraged, and whether the freedom, dignity, and independence of 
American labor is to be maintained. A question more vital to the in- 
terests of the freemen of this country has never been discussed in this 
House, and I may be pardoned for expressing surprise at the seeming 
indifference manifested by many gentlemen upon this floor, and con- 
fess to being humiliated in observing there is too much reason to be- 
lieve that iter aca is regarded as of higher consequence than the 
preservation of the rights, liberty, and the independence of the indi- 
vidual citizen. But this vote-catching policy may in good time operate 
the other way, and lose instead: of gaining votes. 

It will be observed, as I have stated before, that these steam plate- 
his have been used for a number of years, have been thoroughly 

vestigated time after time by the Secretary of the Treasury and those 
whose duty it is to know what is required to protect the public inter- 
est and see to it that that interest does not suffer. 

Over a hundred thousand dollars a year is saved by the use of this 
press. Not only that, but probably more than five times that sum is 
saved by reason of the influence of these presses to prevent an absolute 
monopoly, or close combine, or well-mai trust, to control arbi- 
trarily all this class of work. So fully and clearly was it shown before 
the Senate committee that these power-presses not only did their work 
well, but did it better than the average run of hand-work, that the 
Senate committee was unanimous in favor of retaining these presses, 
though, under the threat of the House that the sundry civil bill would 
be lost and an extra session result, they backed down and allowed 
the House, in a spirit of demagogy, to put aside the labor-saving ma- 
chinery and uphold a monopoly or close combine, and that although 
members on this floor have been for years earnestly denouncing mo- 
nopolies, trusts, and combines as ulcers on the body politic. 

Who are interested in having this wrong done, and what influences 
will secure it? Two organizations are anxious to have these power- 
presses destroyed. First, the organization of plate-printers, in order 


and, line same direction, and in aid of the accomplishment of 
what the p printers propose, is a bank-note company of New York. 
Once destroy this power- press and the Government will be at the mercy 
of this New York corporation and this association of hand plate-print- 
ers. The result will be that the people of this country will be taxed 
half a million, or a million dollars or more each year as the work grows, 
and that sum will go to the American Bank Note Company and a cer- 
tain number of individuals who form this labor trust. sry words, 
these men will have succeeded in striking down or controlling all com- 
petition, and exercising more power in this industry than any trust or 
combine in this country now exercises with reference toany other, Its 
power will be the same, and its influence just as bad as that of the Stand- 
ard Oil trust, or the beef trust, or the sugar trust. They are one and the 
same in spirit, principle, and purpose, no matter what the thing sup- 
plied is—whether labor or wheat—whether labor or sugar or oil. The 
result of the arbitrary control of the supply by a combine is dangerous 
to the well-being of the community. ` 

It is proper to say here that a committee of this House was appointed 
to look into this matter. They were appointed in the midst of a na- 
tional political battle, the Presidential contest, and I do not make any 
mistake in asserting that it was not unnatural that the honorable gen- 
tlemen should have reasoned in the direction of their desires, and, 
without any di t to the members of that committee, I assert 
that it is not violent to suppose if they had been in private business, 
and had nothing to do with politics, and no active personal concern 
about the result of the political contest, the investigation might have 
resulted differently. There would have been an absence of disposition 
to merely respond to the demands of an organization which it was be- 
lieved controlled a vast number of votes, which votes would be cast in 
favor of the party which was most subservient in building up the trust 
or combine. 

Iam concerned about this matter, not because the Government can 
not stand the loss of a half a million or a million or several millions of 
dollars, but because American freemen can not afford to have their in- 
dependence and manhood, and the rights and privileges which apper- 
tain to both, sacrificed by this House, in the hope and expectation that 
members indulging in that pastime may receive the suffrages of the 
members of certain organizations as a compensation. 

I have listened with a great deal of interest to arguments and sug- 
gestions in regard to the rights of American workmen, and have noted 
how common it is to pay tithes of anise, mint, and cumin, while 
leaving the weightier matters of the law undone. There is nothingso 
good to conjure with now as the word labor. There has not been an 
act passed by this body which had in it the leaven of injustice to Amer- 
ican workmen since I haye been a member that has not been urged in 
the name of labor. The freedom and independence of the American 
workman has not been abridged in a single instance by any law of Con- 
gress since I have been a member, except in the name of the very men 
whose rights were abridged. It recalls tomy mind the course of the 
Roman senate. It is known to gentlemen upon this floor that whene 
ever that body of Roman legislators desired to commit a wrong upon 
the citizens of Rome, to restrict their liberties, or impose additional 
burdens upon them, it was the invariable custom to couple the name 
of the people with the decrees of the senate. 

Gentlemen may think I am discourteous in using language that is 
severely plain, but no other language will fairly meet this case. 
When this question was considered on the 23d of January, the discus- 
sion naturally took a somewhat broader range than the consideration 
of the merits of these printing-presses. It involyed the influence on 
the well-being of the country, of the peculiar methods often resorted 
to by labor organizations on the one hand, and trusts, syndicates, and 
combines on the other. This is an opportune time for me to say a 
word of the relations of these two agencies to the rights and liberties of 
the people; not the well-being of a few, but the well-being of the 
many—the masses. The criticism I make is not upon individuals, but 
upon methods and practices which individuals utilize improperly to 


attain wealth or power or both. The broadest opportunity consistent 
with the rights of the citizen should remain, but the abuse of it should 
be prohibited. 


A statement was made at that time, by some gentlemen who were 
more anxious to find an excuse for an unwise vote than to state the 
precise truth, that I had opposed labor organizations. The statement 
was entirely at variance with the fact. There is not a syllable in my 
remarks of the 23d of January that even squintsin that direction. The 
exact reverse is true. I believe in organization to promote the good of 
all concerned, to disseminate intelligence, to prosecute needful investi- 
gation, for the purpose of developing the best methods, securing the 
largest opportunity, and increasing the prosperity and happiness of all. 
It was not with the organization; but with certain methods of the organ- 
izations that I had my quarrel. 

To oppose an organization is one thing; to oppose the unwise methods 
of an organization is quite another. An organization may be not only 
defensible, but in the highest degree commendable, its purposes wise, 
and most of its methods may be such as to challenge our approval and 
even admiration, and yet there may be other methods it adopts which 
are not defensible, or even excusable. That against which I 
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was the disposition of these organizations, whether it be the sugar trust, 
the Standard Oil trust, beef trust, or Jabor trust, no matter for what 
purpose it was organized, to resort to force or fraud to accomplish its 
object. I complain of the disposition to absolutely control and destroy 
all competition, to limit and in large measure abridge the most impor- 
tant privileges of the citizen by the far-reaching power of wealthon the 
one hand, or the use of intimidation or violence upon the other. 

Both methods are equally inexcusable. They are as dangerous to the 
permanency of free institutions and point to the anarchy of the approach 
of which they are the ominous harbingers. One controls the market in 
which the farmer sells his cattle, the other controls the market in which 
I want to dispose of my service. The one says I shall not sell my cat- 
tle or oil or sugar except by its permission; the other says I shali not 
contract for my labor except with its permission. The beef trust says 
I shall not carry on the occupation and trade of a butcher except it 
please the syndicate to permit it, The other says no boy or man in 
America shall learn the trade of a plute- printer or carpenter or machin- 
ist except the combine consent. Theresult is that butchers are com- 
pelled to quit business or conduct it with and on the terms dictated by 
the Chicago dressed-beef trust, and farmers receive for their cattle what 
the trustis pleased to pay, and the consumer of beef must pay for his 
meat such price as the trust sees fit to demand. Our boys can not learn 
the carpenters’ or any other trade without the permission of a labor 
trust; and thus American freemen are reduced in the matter of their 
natural rights to the condition of slaves. Iam perfectly aware that no 
such thing is intended by any labor organization, But what I point 
out is the fact that the rules and methods I object to tend to do just 
that thing, and will in the end destroy the freedom of the individual 
citizen. The only safe methods are those which are in perfect harmony 
with the personal liberty of the individual, 

The Standard Oil trust is often defended because, as is said, whether 
truly or not, that it has reduced the price of oil to the consumer. The 
sugar and beef trusts are defended because, they tell us, they are en- 
gaged in a mere business venture, and it is nobody's business but their 
own how they conduct thut business so they do not violate the letter of 
thelaw. Theyare working to promote theirindividnalinterests, which 
is, ofcourse, thgirright,asanabstract proposition. But we find the danger 
in the manner in which they accomplish results, It will be observed 
that they succeed hy the utilization of great wealth and certain public 

encies, such as corporations, railways, ship lines, telegraphs, tele- 
phones, ete,, in throttling the law of supply and demand, and, within 
a certain range, fixing the price of thecommodity to the consumer. As 
intimated the beef trust fixes the price of cattle at the pasture of the 
farmer, and it is needless to say that he is in hard lines in the presence of 
the low prices received for his cattle. Theyalsoarbitrarily fix the price 
of meats to the consumer, and we are living witnesses to the fact that, 
while the price of cattle in the pasture is so low as to. suggest bank- 
ruptey among the farmers and producers of cattle, meat is so high in 
the markets of the country as to suggest not only the bankruptcy of 
the consumers, but scant allowance on the table of the citizen. 

The same condition obtains with reference to the producers and con- 
sumers of sugar and oil, and these agencies, by which the law of sup- 
ply and demand is paralyzed, are b. ing so powerful that they con- 
trol legislative bodies and defy any and every attempt to regulate their 
authority or abridge their power. It is not of the first consequence 
whether they reduce the price of a given commodity or not. It is true, 
however, that they do not do anything of the kind. But whether they 
do or not, this is not a country in which the liberties of the people, 
their rights and privileges, can be secure in the presence of the arbi- 
trary exercise of the one-man power. 

Ido not hesitate to assert that our system of Government is seri- 
ously threatened from several directions. One danger proceeds from the 
power and influence of ted capital and combined wealth. Its 
power to-day in this country is unlimited. He is a brave man who 
dares call in question the right of individuals toemploy their own cap- 
ital according to their pleasure and without reference to the opportuni- 
ties or rights of others, The ies mentioned, which are at the 
command of combined capital, to wit, railroads, telephones, telegraphs, 
and the thousands of other instrumentalities by which communication 
can be had and the facility with which that can be consummated in an 
hour or a few hours which a few years ago required days, weeks, and 
even months, not only suggest but in the light of our daily observation 
and experience leave no doubt that far within the range of the oppor- 
tunity and privilege authorized, or rather permitted by law, combined 
capital may and in fact docs exert an influence and wield a power abso- 
Iutely at war with the liberty and rights of the citizen. 

The startling announcement has been made, as the result of careful 
Nala eet that within ten years from to-day, if we move steadily 
along the line we are now pursuing, 75 per cent. of the wealth of the 
United States will be controlled by 1 per cent. of our people. Iam stat- 
ing the condition clear within the limit warranted by the facts. It is 
necdless to say that that condition of things could not continue long, not 
because it would be impossible to have all the property in the United 
States under the control of one man and yet the people enjoy the largest 
liberty and the fullest measure of happiness, but use, while such 
it is not in any wise even re- 


a condition of things is remotely possib: 
motely probable, 


Wealth has always been in every nation the frnitful source of cor- 
ruption, in public and in private life, and that corruption insurea the 
decay of the civic virtues in the wake of which swiftly follows the 
overthrow of free institutions and the establishment of despotism, I 
believe to-day that Congress is powerless to successfully combat these 
agencies, I have read articles in which it is claimed that trusts, syn- 
dicates, and combines are a positive advantage; that they tend to 
cheapen products and to prevent that destructiye competition which 
ends in the bankruptcy of the competitors. The argument does not go 
to the root of the matter nor suggest the real point of danger. There 
is something of vastly more importance to the people of the United 
States than a difference of a few cents in the price of u gallon of oil or 
pound of sugar. It is the preservation of that homogencity of privilege 
and opportunity among the citizensin the absence of which freedom is 
a furce and so-called independence a delusion and snare. 

A writer in one of the magazines recently tried to make it clear that 
there is no danger in trusts. They will run their course and perish, said 
he. That is true; and it is equally true of locusts and cholera and yel- 
low-fever and the potato bug, but that is no excuse for permitting either 
to exist if we can prevent it and still less an excuse for encouraging the 
plague. It is gratifying to know there will be an end of each. The 
extent of the rnin each may work before perishing is an important in- 
quiry. 

Admitting that the price of the article is reduced, which is not the 
fact, for capital is as heartless as a wolf; but suppose it were irne; it 
destroys the opportunity of the individual citizen; it enthrones the 
president of a combine and the manager of a trust as a king, who exer- 
cises in this country more power, or as much, as a crowned head exer- 
eises in Europe. 

Homogeneity among our people in the matter of their opportunities 
and privileges is absolutely indispensable to the permanency of free in- 
stitutions based upon popular s e. It isa melancholy spectacle 
to see one individual owning one hundred homes, and ninety-nine citi- 
zens homeless, particularly when half the one hundred are quite the 
Peers, morally and intellectually, of the citizen who owns the one hun- 
dred houses. Wealth is now so readily utilized in multiplying itself 
that it can absolutely, or at least in large measure, control the law of 
supply and demand. We witness itevery day. It has the power to 
forestall every market, whether it he the cattle market, the sugar 
market, or the real-estate market. The great mass of the people are 
compelled to pay large ‘tribute to the few, nor would this be cause of 
complaint if in exacting that tribute the opportunities, privileges, and 
rights of the many were not abridged in a manner which may not be 
lawless, but lacks the spirit of Christian philanthropy and the leaven of 
unselfishness, These organizations are fortified, and whether they will 
ever he destroyed, except by revolution, is problematical. 

Of the same character and not less dangerous we have organizations 
which attempt, and in ſuct succeed, by intimidation and violence, in 
controlling the law of supply and demand in the matteroflabor. These 
organizations exist all over the country, and arbitrarily deprive the 
men, women, boys, and girls of the United States of the highest right 
ofan American citizen—a right that is more sacred or as sacred as any 
that pertain to American citizenship. 

The highest right of an American citizen is to be permitted to mind 
his own business, and the highest obligation that rests upon an Amer- 
ican citizen is to mind his own business and let that of his neighbor 
severely alone. The only interference which onght to be tolerated is 
that which the law, which is the formulated will of the people, permits 
or sanctions. 

These o tions, similar in every respect to the trusts and 
combines they would overthrow, yet deny my right to make a contract 
for my labor except with their permission and on such terms as they are 
pleased to dictate; and if I, being a carpenter, a blacksmith, or a me- 
chanic, engaged in my calling where these organizations exist, dare to 
disregard their mandate and attempt to exercise the right of a freeman 
by contracting for my labor with my neighbor on such terms and subject 
to such conditions as we agree upon, I am not only in danger of being 
starved, but in danger of having my head broken. And for what? Sim- 
ply because I have exercised a right which ought to pertain to every free- 
meo, and in the absence of which he is a cowardly and contemptible 
Slave, 

Nor is this all. ‘These organizations deny me the right to teach my 
boy my trade, and to-day, if I am a carpenter ora machinist engaged 
in my own shop, I can not take my boys into my shop tohelp me earn 
bread, or to learn to earn their own bread, without the permission of 
one of these organizations. The result is that my boys must go out 
into some other vocation than that pursued by their father, and if 
he persists in exercising a right above that of a galley-slave he is put 
under the ban and is in danger, not only of losing his employment and 

roperty, but of suffering bodily injury. I do not state it too strongly. 

fT ean not buy supplies of a farmer on such terms as he and I agreo 
upon; if I can not contract to build a house upon terms satisfactory to 
me and the citizen who warfts the house built; if I can not utilize my 
powers, mental and physical, within the law as I deem best in winning 
bread, but must first obtain permission of some organization, in what 
sense am I a freeman? and what criminal folly it was to fight the bat- 
tles of the Revolution to establish free institutions. 
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I was severely criticised by Mr. Powderly for my observations upon 
the floor of the House in denying the right of any organization to say 
what trade I should learn or what contract I should make as a free 
man for the work I might perform. I have no doubt Mr. Powderly 
believes that he is the especial champion of the workingmen of this 
country, and I will, for the sake of the argument, agree that he be- 
lieves his method and his policy are right, and that those men who 
stood in front of the hakery owned by the poor widow of New York 
and tried to starve her and her children into submission and obedience 
to the mandates of the bakers’ union were doing God’s service. The 
woman was guilty of hiring a baker that suited her and paying him a 

rice that they could agree upon, and thereupon a choice collection of 
individuals, having no conception of the spirit of free institutions and 
no right appreciation of the privileges of an American citizen, stationed 
themselves in front of her door, to warn off customers, break up her 
business, and starve the poor creature into submission, her offense be- 
ing the exercize of a right and privilege, in the absence of which she 
would be worse than a slave upon a cotton plantation before the war. 

I am not forgetful of the fact, and I want to treat all parties to this 
controversy fairly, that these associations are organized in the interest 
of labor and in the interest of the American workman. My criticism 
is not of the purpose, not of the organization; they are both worthy. 
Bat the methods I criticise are tyrannical and often cowardly, since it 
is a war of the many with one, I denouncethe system that refuses to 
permit me to learn any trade I please and to teach my boy any trade 
be wants to learn as not being in the interest of free, independent, hon- 
orable labor, Organized tyranny can never be in the interest of free- 
dom. A combination which arbitrarily deprives citizens of their high- 
est and most sacred right can never be a suitable instrument to guard 
the liberties of the people. 

I repeat and reiterate only that I may not be successfully misrepre- 
sented. My quarrel is not with the organization of this craft or that 
or the other; but when they seek arbitrarily, by fraud, by violence, or 
by other coercive method to starve or force men into subservience to 
rules which restrict the opportunities of the boys of this country to 
learn trades and devote themselves to useful avocations in life, then 
that organization and those organizations, so far as that method is 
concerned, iscommitting a grievous blunder—in fact, something worse 
than a blunder. It isa crime against the freedom and independence 
of the American citizen, and to-day there are a hundred thousand 
tramps upon the highways, driven into idleness and want by the arbi- 
trary exercise of this tyrannical power. 

It is a sad spectacle for a citizen tosee his own son driven from his 
side to the highway by the threat that the father will be forced out of 
employment and starved with his family if he permits that son toas- 
sist him in earning bread learning the calling of his father. And 
yet such scenes are of daily, yes hourly occurrence. What is the 
character of the freedom and equality before the law where such tyranny 
can be successfully practiced? 

I have received, since I made my remarks upon the floor of the 
House on the 23d of January, over three hundred and fifty letters in 
regard to the tyranny I then condemned, such as the boycott and some- 
times violence, to compel observance or the rules of some organization. 
Every letter except one approved most heartily of my language, con- 
demning the methods that I denounced. These letters were from as 
many as twenty different States They were from carpenter and doctor, 
lawyer and machinist, bankerandshoemaker, brieklayer and merchant, 
hod-carrier and plowman, priest and layman, minister and parishioner. 
There was but one dissent in all these letters. They were from the 
freemen of the country, and some of the recitations were fall of in- 
struction. 

One was from asoldier who had eight children, several of them boys. 
He endeavored to have these boys learn some trade, in order that they 
might earn bread. Each boy was turned away from the shops where 
he applied, kept ont by the rules of labor organizations, which limited 
arbitrarily the number of apprentices that might be employed, and to- 
day not one of those boys has been able to learn a trade in the land 
and under the Government his father fought to save. And in some 
instances a majority of the mechanics in the shop from which the boys 
were turned away were unnaturalized foreigners, who secured employ- 
ment on arrival on our shores, while the native-born mau and boy were 
excluded, or if he entered did so at his peril. And I am told that for 
denouncing this iniquity I will damn myself politically. I reply em- 
ay the man who upholds it stands fix peas danger of being 
damned here and hereafter. 

Just at this point I want to call the attention of Mr. Powderly and 
his staff to a grievous error upon which they are constantly stum- 
bling. It is that no man can be a champion of the freedom, inde- 
pendence, and dignity of labor unless he turns a grindstone, makes 
shoes, or, in other words, is employed duily in working with his 
hands as contradistinguished from working with his brains. And as 
a result of such teaching citizens are to be divided into classes accord- 
ing to their several occupations and arrayed against each other. And 
we witness every day as a result of that teaching (no trace of which, 
thank God, had its origin in a free country or under our Constitution) 
exhibitions of bitterness and unrest in the community. The test of 
devotion set up by many so-called champions of labor is the degree of 


willingness to yield to slavish subserviency to the mandates of the 
chiefs of certain organizations. Asif I had less interest in the freedom 
and independence and the maintenance of the trae manhood and dig- 
nity of the American workman (I do not use the word American ag 
descriptive merely of native-born citizens, but the whole body of work- 
men in the United States) than Mr, Powderly or any one of his aids, 

Any intelligent citizen who will use his common sense will see that, 
to say the least, I will have as much, and Iwill add ten times as much, 
interest in upholding the individual liberty and retaining securely the 
broad opportunities which are our inheritance as citizens of the United 
States than the grand master workman of theorder of the Knights of La- 
bor; and it isa piece of arrogance to assume that he is more the friend and 
champion of my countrymen fhan Iam, I am aware that the manner 
in which he at times applies the lash to legislators, and the slavish 
manner in which they cringe beneath it, is well calculated to induce 
the belief that legislative bodies are in the main the embodiment of 
conspiracies against the people. Mr. Powderly seems to think that 
criticism of his methods are assaults upon the individuals composing 
labor organizations. That to differ with him is treachery to my coun- 
trymen, and to condemn the methods he upholds is not to be tolerated, 
Lam quite willing to concede that he desires to promote the good of 
the members of his order. But when he arraigns others who dare to 
differ with him as to the wisdom and expediency of certain methods 
which he approves as the enemy of American workmen he censes to 
be entitled to respect. 

But let us inquire upon what foundation rest the claims of some of these 
champions of labor who before the country as if before their advent 
darkness brooded over all the homes in the land. What have they and 
theirs at stake more than I have? Instance Mr. Powderly, who criticises 
me with vindictive spirit. I have ten and possibly a hundred relatives 
to each one of his who would suffer by reason of the abridgment of the 
rights, privileges, and opportunities of the citizen. I have four chil- 
dren who are dependent for their success in life upon maintaining in 
the fullest degree tlie freedom, independence, and dignity of American 
workmen. There has not been a war waged in this country within two 
hundred years for the establishment or maintenance of freedom and 
equality in which my ancestors and kinsmen did not take part on the 
side of freedom, Exery relative I have in the world depen upon his 
labor for home and bread, whether that labor be performed with hand 
or pen ox both. The same is true of nineteen-twenticths of the members 
on this floor. 

And in this connection it is well to note that those who denounce 
me and others for differing with them in regard to what the best meth- 
ods are for promoting the good of all are usually of that class who 
never struck a blow for freedom in the land they came from, and come 
to the United States and attempt to teach the people who established 
free institutions how to be free, and are impudent enough to denounce 
all who exercise the rights of freemen as enemies of the workmen of 
America. 

I have little patience with these exhibitions of arrogance, and still 
less with the intolerance that accompanies them. Organization is im- 
portant, intelligence is indispensable, and, supplementing these, free 
and fair discussion is the best avenue to right conclusions, and we have 
the ballot to correct abuses, and unless it is corrupted it offers adequate 
means to redress such grievances as can be corrected by legislative en- 
actment. 

Mr. Powderly, in a letter addressed to me, said, impliedly, that the 
course pursued in admitting apprentices in the several mechanical in- 
dustries is similar to that established by the lawyers for regulating 
admission to the bar. He is mistaken in his facts and conelusion. 
Students are examined for admission to the bar to determine whether 
they are competent to conduct a cause in court where the interests of 
clients are or the liberty of a citizen is at stake; but lawyers never 
boycott a lawyer for having his son read law or permitting a neigh- 
bor’s boy to read law in his office, nor do doctors employ that course. 

Let us apply this system to the farmer. Suppose those who labor 
on farms should arbitrarily fix the price of that labor, draw the rule 
rigidly, and exclude everybody from the harvest field by force, unless 
they received $3 or $5 a day. How many wonld there be at work in 
the fields, and what would be the price of the potatoes, carrots, cabbage, 
and wheat produced. Suppose the farmers Would form an association 
and declare that they would limit the number who would be permitted 
to raise corn, wheat, potatoes, beans, cabbage, pigs, chickens, and other 
articles grown and produced on the farm, and by force compelled ob- 
servance of their rule of seclusion, and suppose, further, that the farmer 
fixed the price of wheat at $2, potatoes at $1.50, eggs at 30 cents per 
dozen, etc., and enforced the decree by boycott and violence, overturn- 
ing market wagons, and hammering a farmer occasionally, tearing down 
barns and the like, how would the consumer fare, and how long would 
a free people submit to it? 

Bat this is as legitimate and proper as a system of boycott, as that 
which shuts me out of a machine-shop, or my boy out of a machine- 
shop, or fixes the price of any commodity arbitrarily. I am not inti- 
mating that workingmen may not strike, singly or in a body; that is 
legitimate and legal, though frequently unwise and inexpedient. But 
whether it is wise in any given case is matter of judgment. It is a 
palpable right. But the boycotting is quite another thing, and is, in 
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my judgment, indefensible. The boycott isan appeal from law to law- 
lessness, from courage to cowardice, from the manly to brutal methods. 
It will soon become known who are in fact the sufferers from these bad 
methods and who beurs the burdens. First, the workmen will in the 
end suffer, and secondly, the people outside of these organizations suf- 
fer. They tax every farmer in the country. They tax every man, 
woman, and child in the United States. Nine-tenths of the citizens 
of the United States pay tribute to these organizations by reason of 
their arbitrary exercise of power. The farmer’s son is by force shut 
out from profitable avocations, and in defiance of law. And yet those 
who practice this tyranny number only about one-sixtieth of the popula- 
tion. And yet one would suppose from the dictatorial manner in which 
they deprive citizens of their highest rights that they constituted fifty- 
nine-sixtieths instead of being one-sixtieth part of our population. 

Would it not be well for us in our solicitude about votes to consider 
the interestof the great mass of the people who are interested in main- 
taining the absolute freedom of the citizen. 

Suppose the farmers, teamsters, doctors, and laborers in unskilled oc- 
cnpations, and the great army in other callings should conclude to hold 
their Representatives to a strict account for surrendering the rights of 
the many to secure advantage to the few, there would be an 
end of time-serving or of the political existence of the member. 

Take the case under consideration. There are nota suficient num- 
ber of hand plate-printers in the United States to do the work. The 
organization permits only a certain number, a few, to learn the trade, 
80 you see they establish a trust and have that industry by the throat. 
They say if we allow a larger number of persons to become skilled 
hand plate-printers, the supply may become too great, and wages be 
reduced, Suppose that was true, as it is not, does that confer upon 
some combine or association the right to arbitrarily shut others out, 
and if so why may not the farmer do the same, and the lawyer, and 
doctor, and so on, and if all trades, callings, and crafts may do so, what 
will we do with the boys and girls who are idle? How will they live, 
how will we keep them? Or shall they be knocked in the head as re- 
dundant population? How short-sighted, not to use a harsher term, 
they must be who suppose that the permanent freedom and well-being 
of the people can be subserved by such tyranny. 

The vote to suppress the labor-saving machines in the Bureau of 
Engraving and Printing will deal the independence and highest rights 
and interests of labor a blow from which they will not recover in years. 

I observe that Mr. Powderly in a speech just delivered in Cincinnati 
denounced all Jabor-saving machinery as at war with the interest of 
American workmen. If he has only investigated enough to reach the 
absurd conclusion that labor-saving machinery wars against the inter- 
est of American workmen he has hardly got beneath the bark of the 

uestion he is considering. If he will pursue his investigations intel- 
ligently and diligently he will discover that the exact reverse of his 
proposition is true. The fact that American workmen are to-day re- 
ceiving high wages, and that so many are employed, is due in the main 
to the inventive genius of my countrymen. Labor-saving machinery 
never reduced the wages of workmen. But a larger number of me- 
chanics in the United States are employed and each employé is re- 
ceiving increased wages by reason of the introduction of labor-saving 
machinery, and the cost of all he buys is reduced, and not only that, 
but drudgery has practically ceased. Men instead of being mere beasts 
of burden are intelligent, cultivated workmen and operatives, whose 
homes bear witness of the education and refinement of the occupants, 

I can readily understand why Mr. Powderly, as grand master, speaks 
with such confidence, and assails with audacity all who criticise the 
methods, or any method, of the organization at the head of which he 
is, He is accustomed to see Legislatures run before his threat and 
obey with promptness, as if he owned the members of the body. He 
may witness just such a spectacle here to-day; men abandoning their 
own judgment and imposing burthens upon the people and consenting 
to deprive American citizens of their inestimable rights in the belief 
that Mr, Powderly, and those who represent him, as master workmen 
and walking delegates, can absolutely wreck the political fortunes of 
any man in public life by 8 denouncing him as an enemy of labor 
and turning loose upon him all who will obey the dictates of their chief. 

I beg to call the attention of Mr. Powderly, and I do it respectfully, 
for I am glad to admit that many good things have fallen from his lips 
and much wise counsel from his pen, but, I repeat, I beg to call his 
attention to the fact that the people are awakening to the necessity ot 
arresting every system of wrong and oppression in this country, whether 
it come from a trust which arbitrarily restricts our right to get a fair 
price for beef in the market, orcompels us to pay an extravagant price for 
a steak at the butcher shop, or refuses to permit men to attend to their 
own business without the officious intermeddling of others. 

Possibly these legislators who run so humbly before the threats ot 
master workmen and walking delegates will be called to an account by 
the other and larger number of citizens whose rights and privileges are 
outraged. Let me see how many there are who dictate legislation; 
how many there are who are engaged in this business of restricting the 
rights of all our people. We know where to locate the syndicates, 


trusts, and combines that are robbing us in the markets of the world 
and abridging our privileges there, We are able also to locate the other 


combines and trusts that are nisme the citizens in their highest 
right, which is to fight the battle of life like free men in their own way, 
utilizing all the powers of brain and muscle that the Lord has given 
them. Those who are operating on either flank of the great mass of 
the people in the form of oil trusts, the sugar trust, the steel trust, the 
coal trast, or the labor trust are not numerous. They do not represent 
altogether 3 per cent. of our people, and the time will come when those 
who yield to either and consent to restrict the rights and privileges of 
the vast majority will be held to a strict account, 

I have been notified, and the notitication amuses me, that I am to be 
sat upon for daring to call in question any method ofa labor organiza- 
tion, as if I had no right in the interest of my children and my neigh- 
bors’ children to combat error, and so strive for better methods and 
happier conditions. Two of my intimate e er friends have ex- 
pressed solicitude, because I have dared to defen the dignity and inde- 
pendence of American manhood, I appeal to every citizen outside of 
these combines, to every farmer who holds a plow, in fact to every 
one who favors personal liberty and the broadest opportunity to see to 
it that blind and selfish subserviency to the very few involves treach- 
ery to the vast number of people whose interests are affected, and 
that while public servants are seeking to escape from the Scylla of the 
threats of the trusts and combine on the one hand they may be dashed 
to pieces on the Charybdis of the righteous wrath of the vast number 
whose interests they have betrayed. 

The methods we complain of are so entirely un-American, so utterly 
at war with the spirit of our institutions, that they could not be toler- 
ated without incurring the danger to which they inevitably tend. Let 
me put the case in a nutshell. An organization in this country as- 
sumes the right to say, arbitrarily, that the sons of American citizens 
shall not acquire a trade as a means of earning a livelihood, under 
penalty of receiving bodily harm if they attempt it. The same organ- 
ization insists upon its right, and does now exercise the tyranny of 
preventing American citizens from getting employment according to 
their own desire and necessities, and this under penalty of punishment 
both for the employer and the employed. 

They assume, also, and exercise the right of fixing the price at which 
men may work. They assume, also, and exercise the right of taking 
charge of a man’s business, refusing to permit him to have any potent 
voice in its management. All this abridges the liberty and right of 
every citizen in the United States, imposes needless burdens upon 
them, increases the number of paupers and criminals, lines the road 
with tramps, and tends to the subversion of free institutions. Other 
organizations are able, some through the lawful and others through 
the lawless and corrupt use of wealth, to drive out of business thou- 
sands and thousands of merchants, tailors, and manufacturers by com- 
petition which is unjust or absolutely inhuman and lawless. 

They arbitrarily, by reason of the power of their organizations 
and the far-reaching and corrupting influence of money, depress the 
market where the producers of the farms, the fields, and forests, and 
mines sell their products, and enhance the price in the market of the 
consumers by an unconscionable exercise of power, within the law it 
is true, but none the less dangerous to the rights of our people, All 
these cies, whether they operate in the name of labor or in the 
name of so-called legitimate business enterprise, are eflective instru- 
mentalities in hurrying this country into revolution. 

Our people will not long permit the one system or the other. Nat- 
urally enough, each extreme makes the other the excuse for its exist- 
ence. They are so strong to-day that Congress—that part of it which 
is not interested with one extreme or the other—does their bidding. 
What will be the result? Iam not a pessimist. The man who recog- 
nizes the tendency of existing conditions, and studies with care the 
signs of the times, and points to danger signals that are the legitimate 
result of what is observed, can not properly be called a pessimist; nor 
can the indifferent, thoughtless citizen, who observes noue of these 
things, and has no appreciation of the situation, fairly be called an 
optimist. He is more nearly a simpleton than an optimist. 

I have talked with thonghtful observers from every part of this na- 
tion, with capitalists and communists, with law-abiding citizens and 
anarchists, with the law-abiding and those who are restless even under 
needful restraint, and nine out of ten have reached the conclusion that 
we must either speedily throttle these agencies and influences or the 
result will be civil commotion and possibly a plotocracy, and our chil- 
dren will behold, even if we do not, the country controlled by bayonets 
in the hands of men recruited from the ranks of those who stood inone 
of these labor combines, and were instrumental, unconsciously, of de- 
stroying the very liberty they deemed they were protecting. 

Capital is said to be timid. It can not die nor be wholly destroyed. 
It neither eats nor drinks, and when the labor trast and the trusts for 
the use and abuse of capital have, through their joint efforts, bronght 
us to the verge of civil strife, capital will call out for protection, and, 
as the security of despotism is better than the rule of a mob and an- 
archy, armies will spring up at the command of the law and liberty 
will be smothered between the corrupt use of capital on the one hand 
and the unwise or foolish abuse of power by those who were devoted 
to freedom but unappreciative of viat was essential to preserve it on 
the other. 
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I have endeavored to be candid in dealing with the subjects I have 
discussed, being conscious of desiring only the freedom, prosperity, and 
happiness of my countrymen. I can not consent to appear blind to 
what is passing before my eyes, even though that affected blindness 
might inure to my political advantage. I know that in a contest 
with capital labor has an unequal battle at the best, but it will go worse 
with it if it shall organize a tyranny in its own ranks as oppressive as 
that charged against combined capital. Ihave, in the interest of my 
countrymen, endeayored to point out how organized capital on the oue 
side and organized labor on the other are undermining the foundation 
upon which rests the liberty of the people. To say I am unfriendly to 
labor because I differ with certain gentlemen as to the best methods of 
protecting its interests is stnpid, and unworthy of honest men, Those 
who sup that the workmen of America ate too ignorant or too 
much blinded by prejudico to appreciate the true philosophy of the 
situation either underestimate the intelligence of our people or I pay 
them a compliment to which they are not entitled. 

Before I close I want to call attention again to this disposition 
among Mr. Powderly’s friends to divide the people of this country into 
classes according to their avocation, as if a man is better or worse by 
reason of being a plowman or a priest, a butcher or a banker. Perfect 
homogeneity among our people must abide with us or freedom will 
depart. Moral and intellectual worth must be the standard by which 
good citizenship is measured, and any other standard is incompatible 
with the spirit of our Constitution and system of government. 

Those who arrogate to themselves the exclusive right to speak for 
the laborers of this country ordinarily know little of the country, and 
a very larye per cent. of them are not citizens, and it is a little bit—in 
fact, it is a good deal presumptuous in them, ta arraigu men whose lives 
have been lives of toil and of unceasing effort, and whose fathers and 
mothers before them spent their lives iu honorable employment, whose 
ancestors, in fact, gave usa country and free institutions, and secured to 
these very criti¢s and self-appointed champions of labor the opportunity 
to enjoy the privileges which they abuse and the liberty which they 
will, I fear, help, albeit unconsciously, to destroy. 

No man who is intelligent and can study and reflect will or can be 
convinced that the well-being of each individual is not inseparably 
connected with the well-being of all. There is not one man ont often 
in any community who does not live by his labor, whether that labor 
be of the head or hand, and what we witness of a few organizing them- 
selyes to enjoy peculiar privileges and opportunities, and in so doing 
by force or fraud shut ont others from the privileges which every free- 
man ought to enjoy in this country, is a thing which will not be tol- 
erated, if, in fact, we can properly be regarded as free citizens of a free 
country. 

"The tees school and the honest, intelligent exercise of the elective 
franchise afford us a shield against the permanent abridgement of any 
important right. 

How far short we come of fully realizing the healthful potency of a 
right use of the ballot. And least of all do we appreciate the fact that 
unless guided by intelligence aud virtue popular suffrage is liable to 
become the parent of despotism. 

Ignorance is the mother of folly, and folly may tear down in a day 
that which it has taken philosophy centuries to build up. 

The point is to draw the line between use and abuse. Large capital 
is essential to many useful enterprises, but its use should be so con- 
trolled that while it brings blessings in one hand it does not scatter 
curses with the other. Let organizations so conduct their business as 
not to destroy their usefulness by palpably abridging the liberty of the 
citizenin a manner incompatible with the spirit of free institutions. 


Bills for Raising Revenue. 


The Senate bill shows that protection has wrought upon its beneficiaries the 
full effects Mr. Madison predicted of the bank upon the stock-jobbers, They 
have “become the pretorian bands of the Government, at once its tools and its 
tyrants, bribed by its largesses and overawing it by clamors and combina- 

ons.“ 


R EMA R K S 


HON. WILLIAM L. WILSON, 


OF WEST VIRGINIA, 
In THE HOUSE oF REPRESENTATIVES, 


Suturday, March 2, 1889, 


On the constitutional right of the Senate to amend House bills for raising rey- 
enue, and on the Senate substitute for II. R. 9051, 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia, said: 

Mr. SPEAKER: This Honse devoted several months of its first session 
to the preparation and final passage of a bill designed to relieve the 
Treasury of excessive revenues by relieving the people of excessive 
taxes. Having retained this bill for exactly six months the Senate re- 
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turns it to us with the official message that it has passed the same 
with an amendment.“ An examination of this so-called amendment 
shows that the Senate has run its pen through every line and para- 
graph of the Mouse bill, and under the pretext of amendment substi- 
tuted a bill of its Own, original and complete, more comprehensive in 
its scope, very different in its purpose und effect. Of all the work so 
laboriously done by the representatives of the people there is returned 
to us but the title and the enacting clause, and the title itself is no 
longer a true and appropriate one. 

The bill which this Howes passed was properly entitled A bill to 
reduce taxation and simplify the laws for the collection of revenue.” 
The bill which the Senate returns to us is, in effect, a bill to increase 
taxation, and create new machinery for the collection of revenue. 

This, Mr. Speaker, isin the language and meaning of the Consti- 
tution a ‘bill for raising revenue, and the seventh section of the 
first article of the Constitution provides that 

All bills for raising revenue shall originate in the House of Representatives, 
but the Senate may propose or concur with amendments, as on other bills. 

We are thus confronted with the question whether the Sennte bili 
is in form and in fact an amendment to the House bill, or a new and 
original bill in itself, and therefore an invasion of the constitutional 
privileges of the House. This is a question not to be settled by the 
rules of either House, or by appeals to any manuals of parliamentary 
practice. 

It must be decided by examining into the history of the constitu- 
tional provision I have quoted, and the interpretation of it asserted 
by the House whenever called npon to maintain its prerogative under 
it. I need not remind the House that the idea embodied in this 
clause was not original with the framers of our Constitution. It was 
borrowed by them from a provision, which, from time immemorial, 
has existed in the English constitution, under which the House of 
Commons, as the immediate representative of the English tax-payer, 
has claimed and exercised the exclusive right to frame money-bills; 
that is to say, bills imposing taxes on the people or appropriating their 
money. . 

One of the most ancientand valued rights of the commons— 

Says a high authority, Mr. May— 
is that of voting money and ting taxes tothe crown for the public service, 
From the earliest time they have made this right the means of extorting con- 
cessions from the Crown and advancing the liberties of the people. They up- 
held it witha bold spirit against the most arbitrary kings, and tho bill of rights 
crowned their final triumph over prerogative, They upheld it with equal firm- 
ness against the lords, For centuries they resented any moddling“ of the 
other louse with matters of supply.“ and in the reign of Charles II they suc- 

ully mato their exolusive right to determine asto the “matter, t 
measure, and the time" of every tax upon the people, (1 May, 440.) 

That exclusive right is as firmly maintained to-day as it was two 
centuries ago, and does not allow amendment, alteration, or rejection 
of a money bill in the House of Lords. 


HISTORY OF CLAUSE IN OUR CONSTITUTION. 


Let us now trace the history of the introduction of this principle in 
its modified form into our Constitution. Mr. Speaker, the distribution 
of the powers of government was not a matter of secondary considera- 
tion with the framers of the Constitution. By such distribution, wisel 
made and clearly defined, they aimed to establish a system in whick 
energy of administration should not imperil, but promote and secure 
the libertiesof the people. Theirthreefold partition of political power 
into legislative, executive, and judicial, with the safeguards by which 
they sought to protect each from the encroachment of the other, and to 
protect the people from the encroachment of them all, has established 
a fundamental rule or principle of American constitutional law. On 
this principle, as a basis, twenty-five American Commonwealths have 
since heen erected in this country, some already possessing, many 
others destined soon to possess, more inhabitants than the twelve States 
whose deputies framed the Constitution. 

But, Mr. Speaker, scarcely less important in the eyes of chase depu- 
ties, and as the event proved very closely connected with their most 
difficult and protracted controversy, was the distribution of the powers 
of legislation granted to Congress between the two Houses of which 
Congress was to be composed. 

The great statesman whose services in framing the Constitution, in 
securing its ratification, and in making the laws through which it was 
put into operation have given him the not unmerited title ol Father 
of the Constitution,“ vividly portrays in a contemporary letter to Mr. 
Jefferson thechief controversiesof the Federal Convention after its mem- 
bers had agreed upon the groundwork of a government which should 
operate, not upon the States nor through their intervention, but directly 


upon the people. These controversies were upon four subjects: 
First. To unite propcr euergy in the executive and proper stability 


in the legislative departments, with the essential character of repub- 
lican government. 

Second. To draw a line of demarkation which should give to the 
General Government every power requisite for general purposes, 40 
leave to the States every power which might be most beneficially ad- 
ministered by them. 

3 To provide for the different interests of the different parts of 
èe Unton. 
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8 Fourth. To adjust the clashing pretensions of the large and small 
tates, 

Each af these was so pregnant with difficulties and all of them so 
involved in diversity of opinion that the final concord reached seemed 
to Mr. Madison to be not less than a miracle. But he declares that 
the controversy which created more embarrassment and more alarm 
for the issue of the convention than any othor, than all the rest put to- 
gether, was the adjnstment of representation as between the larger and 
smaller States. 

The small States took their stand for equal representation, according 
to the rule of the confederation, in both branches of Congress. 

The large States were not less determined upon proportional repre- 
sentation in both branches. Tho latter were Massachusetts, Pennsyl- 
vania, Virginia, the two Carolinas, and also Georgia, which had as yet 
but a arara population but cherished great expectations of future 
growth. 

‘The small States were New Hampshire, Connecticut, Delaware, New 
Jersey, Maryland, and, all uususpieious of the imperial greatness in 
store for her, New York, 

They were thus six to six—Rhode Island refusing to participate in 
the convention—but New Hampshire was absent during the earlier 
stages of the controversy, 

The Virginia plan“ proposed to the convention as the basis of iis 
deliberations, and in its main features adopted by it as the ontline of 
its work—really the plan of Mr. Madison, but presented by the gov- 
ernor of the Commonwealth, Edmund Itandolph—provided for alegis- 
lature of two branches, the first branch chosen directly by the people, 
the second by the first from persons nominated by the Legislatures of 
the States, 

Suffrage was to be proportioned in both branches to the quotas of 
contribution or tothe number offree inhabitants, and each branch was 
to have the right to originate gets. 

When these provisions were reached in considering the plan in the 
committee of the whole, there was a long and excited debate, bat by 
a vote of 6 to 5, New Hampshire being absent, the large States carried 
a resolution for proportional suffrage in both branches, and in this 
shape the committees reported it back to the convention, with the clause 
allowing each branch to originate acts. Before this was done, how- 
over, Mr. Gerry, of Massachusetts, moved to restrain the Senatorial 
branch from originating money bills, arguing that the other branch 
was the more immediato representative of the people, and it was a 
maxim that the people ought to hold the purse-strings, This motion, 
made after the committee of the whole had decided in favor of pro- 
portional representation in both branches of Congress, was lost, re- 
coiving the votes of New York, Delaware, and Virginia. 

When the resolutions reported back by the committee of the whole 
were considered in the convention there was little serious conflict of 
opinion until it reached those relating to the rules of suffrage in the 
two branches. The large States were still in the majority and able to 
carry through tho convention the resolutions which they had carried 
throngh the committee, but so firm and threatening was the stand 
taken by the smaller States that they hesitated to force the decision. 
I bave already quoted Mr. Madison's testimony that this was the most 
embarrassing and dangerous controversy of the convention. It was 
during its pendency that Dr. Franklin made his memorable motion 
that prayers invoking the assistance of Heaven and its blessings upon 
their deliberations should be held every morning before proceeding to 
business. It was of this period and this controversy that Luther Mar- 
tin, iu his address to the Maryland Legislature, spoke as follows: 

T believe near a fortnight, perhaps moro, was spent in the discussion of this 
business, during which we were on the v. of dissolution, scarce hold to- 
gether by the sirength of a hair, though the public papers were announcing 
our extreme unanimity. 


And it is almost ludicrous to find that Mr. Martin deemed it his 
duty to report that: 

During this straggle, to prevent the large States from having all power in 
their heuds, which had near!y terminated in a dissolution of the convention, it 
did not sppesr to me that either of those ilinstrious characters—the Hon, Mr. 
Washington or the president of the State of Pennsylvania (Dr, Franklin)— was 
disposed to favor the claima of the smaller States against the undue superiority 
atiempted by the larger States, 

Suffrage in the tirst branch was made proportional by the vote of 6 
to 5. This concentrated the entire struggle upon the rule of suffrage 
in the second branch. Judge Wilson, the great Pennsylvania jurist, 
proposed a compromise, allowing a Senator for each hundred thousand 
population, States not having that population to have one Senator each, 

r. Franklin said: ; 


The diversity of opinion turnson two points: If a proportional representation 
fakes pince, the small States consider that their liberties will be in danger; if 
an equality of votes is to be put in its place, the large States say their money 
will be in danger— 

And suggested a compromise whereby the States were to have equal 
representation in the Senate, but in voting money or taxes to have suf- 
frage in proportion to their contributions to the Treasury. Upon a test 


vote, the Sta es, for the first time, were exactly divided, as one of the 
Georgia deputies, fearing, doubtless, a dissolution of the convention, 
separated from his colleagae. There was no way outof the controversy 
but through a compromise, and General Pinckney moved for a commit- 
tee of one from each State to devise and report some compromise. 


Mr. Luther Martin had no objection to a commitment, but declared 
that no modifications whatever could reconcile the smaller States to the 
least diminution of their equal sovereignty. 

Mr, Roger Sherman said: 

Weare now ata full stop. 


And nobody, he supposed, meant that they should break up withont 
doing something. A committee he thought most likely to hit on some 
expedient. 

ioe Wilson and Mr. Madison opposed commitment, but Mr. Gerry 
Balu: 

Somothing must be done or we shall disappoint not only America, but the 
whole world. 

A committee of one from each State was elected by ballot, as follows: 
Mr, Gerry, Mr. Ellsworth, Mr. Yates, Mr. Patterson, Dr. Franklin, 
Mr. Bedford, Mr. Martin, Mr. Mason, Mr. Davy, Mr. Rutledge, Mr. 
Baldwin, and thereupon the convention ajjourned for two days. 

The compromise agreed upon by this committee and reported by Mr. 
Gerry consisted of two propositions, which were— 

Megommended to the convention on condition that both shall be goncrally 
adopted. 

The propositions were— 

First. That in the first branch of Congress each State should have one 
member for every forty thousand inhabitants, counting all the free and 
three-fifths of the rest, and that this branch should ‘be invested with 
the sole power of originating bills for raising or appropriating money 
or fixing thé salaries of the officers of the Government, which were not 
to be altered or amended by the second branch, 

Second. That in the second branch each State should have an equal 
vote. 

In other words, the compromise secured to che smaller States equal 
representation in the Senate by giving to the House, in Which the 
large States had proportional representation, exclusive power over 
money bills. 

This report was finally adopted after some days’ debate, during which 
the number of representatives to which each State should be entitled 
in the first branch, prior to the taking of a census, was definitely fixed. 
The provision for equality of votes in the Senate, however, was not 
mude acceptable to many of the representatives of the larger States, 
particularly to Mr. Madison, and they omitted no opportunity after- 
wards of opposing it directly, or indirectly through the provision as 
to money bills in exchange for which it was supposed to be granted to 
the small States. Mr. Gerry said if no compromise took place he fore- 
saw a secession, on which some gentlemen seemed decided. 

Colonel Mason said the report was meant as a general ground of ac- 
commodation. 

There must be some accommodation on this point or we shall make little far- 
ther progress in the work. The consideration which weighed with the commit- 
tee was that the first branch would be the immediate representatives of the 
people; the second would not, Should the latter have the power of giving away 
the people's money, they might soon forget the source from whence they re- 
ceived ii. We might soon have an aristocracy. 

Dr, Franklin said that the report could not be considered separately, 
the committee having reported several propositions as mutual conditions 
of eachother. It us al ways of importance that the people should know 
who had disposed of their money. It was a maxim that those who 
feel can best judge. This end, he thought, would be best attained if 
money affairs were to be confined to the immediate representatives of 
the people. ‘This was his inducement to concur in the report. 

When Mr. Rutledge, of South Carolina, a large State, proposed to 
reconsider the two propositions touching the origination of money bills 
in the first and the equality of votes in the second branch, Mr. Sher- 
man, of Connecticut, and Mr, Martin, of Maryland. insisted on recon- 
sidering the whole plan. It was a conciliatory plan, they said, and if 
any part were now altered it would be necessary to go over the whole 
ground again, and Mr. Gerry sustained them, saying he did not approve 
of a reconsideration of the clause relating to money bills. It was of 
great consequence. It was the corner-stoneof the accommodation; but 
his colleague, Rufus King, thought itwould be better to donothing, to 
submit to a little more confusion and convulsion than to submit to such 
an evil as the allowanceof an equal vote. Mr. Strong. of Massachusetts, 
replied that the small States had made a considerable concession in the 
article of money bills and were entitled to concessions on the other side. 

The whole report was agreed to by the votes of five States in the 
affirmative, to wit: Connecticut, New Jersey, Delaware, Maryland, 
and North Carolina. Four States voted against it. Pennsylvania, Vir- 
ginia, South Carolina, and Georgia. Massachusetts wasevenly divided, 
and the deputies from New York had retired from the convention. 

The large States had clearly not given up the fight. 

The convention having agreed upon a series of general resolutions 
referred them to a committee of detail to prepare and report the Con- 
stitution. That committee made its report August 6, 1787, and the 
fifth section of the fourth article of the Constitution was in these words: 

riatin, the salari 
. eee ans erence e te tee Histon ot aap 
tives and shall not be altered or amended by the Senate. No money shall be 


drawn from the public Treasury but in pursuance of appropriations that shall 
originate in the House of Representatives. 


U 
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The fight against equality of representation in the Senate was re- 
opened over the report of the committee on detail. Accordingly when 
the above section was reached a motion was made by Mr. Pinckney, of 
South Carolina, to strike it out, in which he was seconded by other 
deputies from the large States. This motion was intended toclear the 
way for an assault upon the section giving equality of votes in the Sen- 
ate, soon to be reached. 

Colonel Mason said he was unwilling to travel over this ground again. 
To strike out the section was to unhinge the compromise, of which it 
made a part. The duration of the Senate made it improper. He did 
notobjectto that duration; on the contrary, he approved it; but joined 
with the smallness of the number it was an argument against adding 
this to the other great powers vested in that body, His idea of an 
aristocracy was that it was the government of the few over the many. 
An aristocratic body, like the screw in mechanics, working its way by 
slow degrees and holding fast whatever it gains, should ever be sus- 
pected of au encroaching tendency. The purse-strings should never be 
put into its hands. 

The motion to strike out prevailed, but on the next day Governor 
Randolph, whose anxiety for the success of the convention was now 
greater than his desire for a victory of the large States, gave notice of 
a motion to reconsider this action as endangering the success of the 
plan and extremely objectionable in itself. 

When the clanse relating to votes in the Senate was reached he wished 
to postpone until this motion was acted upon, declaring that if the sec- 
tion as to money bills were not reinstated his plan would be to vary 
the representation in the Senate. Dr. Franklin again stated that the 
two clauses, the originating of money bills and the equality of votes in 
the Senate, were essentially connected by the compromise which had 
been agreed to. 

Mr. Williamson said the State of North Carolina had agreed to an 
equality in the Senate merely in consideration that money bills should 
be confined to the other House. 

Colonel Mason said that unless the exclusive right of originating 
money bills should be restored to the House he should—not from ob- 
stinacy, but duty and conscience—oppose throughout the equality of 
representation in the Senate. The section, however, was not post- 
poned, but acted upon favorably. 

At a later day Mr. Randolph brought up his motion to reconsider 
the action striking out the clause as to money bills, and it wascarried, 
Maryland alone voting against it, and South Carolina being divided. 

The whole ground was fought over again. Mr. Randolph proposed 
to amend by making the section read bills for raising money forthe 
purpose of revenue.“ 

Colonel Mason was again the chief speaker. Heargued that the Senate 
did not represent the people but the States in their political character. 
It was improper, therefore, it should tax the people. It was not like 
the House, chosen frequently and obliged to return frequently to the 

le. Senators are chosen by the States for six years—will probably 
settle themselves at the seat of government, will pursue schemes for 
their own aggrandisement, will be able, by wearying out the House of 
Representatives and taking advantage of their impatience at the close 
of a longsession, to extort measures for that purpose—particularly ex- 
tort an increase of their wages. Mr. Gerry said: Taxation and rep- 
resentation are strongly associated in the minds of the people; they 
will not agree that any but their immediate representatives should 
weddle with their purses; the acceptance of the plan would fail if the 
Senate be not restrained from originating money bills.“ Again 
clause was stricken ont, but at a later and appropriate point Mr. 
Strong, of Massachusetts, moved to insert the following provision: 

Each House shall possess the right of originating all bills, except bills for rais- 
ing money for the purposes of revenue, or for appropriating the samo and for 
fixing the aalarics of the officers of the Government, which shall originate in the 
House of Representatives; but the Senate may propose or concur with amend- 
ments as in other cases, 

No vote was taken on this; but at a later day it was, together with 
other matters, referred to a committee of one from each State. 

As reported back, it was in this form: 

All bills for raising revenue shall originate in the House of Representatives 
and shall be subject to alteration and amendments by the Senate. 

Again, Mr. Gouverneur Morris moved to postpone this clause. It had 
Þeen agreed to in the committee on the ground of compromise, and he 
should feel himself at liberty to dissent from it, if on the whole he 
should not be satisfied with certain other parts to be settled. 

Mr, Sherman was for giving immediate ease to those who looked on 
this clause as of great moment and for trusting to their concurrence in 
other proper measures, but those who were withholding action on this 
clause to extort other measures prevailed and once again it was tempo- 
rarily postponed. ‘This is well explained by Mr. Madison in a foot note 
in the Madison papers: 

Colonel Mason, Mr. Gerry, and other members from large States set great value 
on this privilege of originating money bills. Of this the members from the 
small States, with some from the large States who wished a high-mounted gov- 
vrument, endeavored toavall themselves by making that privilege the price of 
arrangement in the Constitution favorable to the small States and to the eleva- 
tion of the Government. 

This note explains the successive 
ing out of this provision. When it 


nements and oceneional strik- 
served these purposes as long 


and as much as possible, it was taken up and passed in its present form, 
the words but the Senate may propose or concur with amendments” 
being taken from the constitution of Massachusetts. At the final vote 
it received the support of all of the States except Maryland and Dela- 
ware, 

I have thus been at some pains, Mr. Speaker, to trace the history of 
this provision throngh its ups and downs in the Federal convention, 
from its first introduction to its final adoption, in order to show the 
value and meaning given to it by the framers of the Constitution. 
That history shows that some of the wisest members, such as Mr. 
Mason and Mr. Gerry, deemed it a matter of great moment in itself; 
that it was used to settle the most dangerous dispute by becoming the 
price paid by the smaller States for equality of representation in the 
Senate, and that its potency as a solvent of such controversies being 
discovered, the combination mentioned by Mr. Madison used it again 
to secure accession of power to the General Government and finally to 
balance and offset the special prerogatives of the Senate, namely, the 
power to ratify treaties, confirm appointments, and try impeachments. 

It thus standsin our Constitution to-day as the compensation received 
by the large States for equality of votes in the Senate, and in the co- 
ordination of the two branches of Congress as the special privilege of 
the House to offset and balance the special privileges of the Senate. 
Clearly, then, it is nota trivial or insignificant provision. If this House 
fails to maintain its rights under it in the spirit of the framers of the 
Constitution and according to the precedents of former Houses, we shall 
be faithless to the people who send us here and forfeit the respect of 
those who come after us. 


ACTION OF HOUSE IN FORTY-FIRST CONGRESS, 


Having spent so much time in tracing the history of this clause I 
can not, as I had intended, refer to all the controversies or discus- 
sions which have arisen upon it in the course of our legislative his- 
tory. They are easily accessible, and show that this House has never 
failed, unless it be in the Forty-seventh Congress, to maintain and de- 
fend its prerogatives, temperately, firmly, and fully. I will allude to 
the three latest occasions when the question hasarisen. On the 26th 
of January, 1871, the Senate passed a bill originating in that body to 

the income tax. The House on receiving the bill immediately 
passed a resolution returning it to the Senate— 

With theres ful suggestion on the part of the House thatsection 7, Article 
T, of the Constitution, vests in the House of Representatives the sole power to 
originate such measures, 

The Senate asked for a conference. Its conferees, Messrs. Scott, 
Casserly, and Conkling, contended that the language of the Constitu- 
tion, bills for raising revenue, meant bills whose direct purpose was 
to raise revenue by the levy of taxes, imposts, duties, or excises, and 
that the Senate could originate a bill to repeal a law imposing such 
taxes, even if such repeal made necessary theimposition of other taxes. 
The House conferees, Messrs. Cooper, ALLISON, and VOORHEES, main- 
tained in reply that the clause in the Constitution vested in the House 
the right to originate all bills relating directly to taxation, whether to 
impose or to remit taxes, and that in the exercise of this right the 
House should— 

Decide the manner and time of the imposition of and remission of all taxes, 
subject to the right of the Senate to amend any of such bills originating in the 
House before they have become a law. 

I call the attention of the House to the able and elaborate report 
made by the House conferees, through Mr. Hooper, chairman of the 
Committee on Ways and Means, in which they get forth the grounds, 
historical and otherwise, of their position, and recommended to the 
House the following resolution, which, after consideration, was adopted 
by the House without division: 

Resolved, That this House maintains that it is its sole and exclusive privilege 
to originate all bills directly affecting the revenue whether such bills be forthe 
imposition, reduction, or repeal of taxes; and in the exercise of this privilege. 
in the first instance, to limit and appoint tho ends, purposes, considerations, an 


limitations of such bills, whether relating to the matter, manner, measure, or 
time of their introduction, subject to the right of the Senate to propose con 
cur with amendments asin other bills.” 

I will not quote from the debate, which was necessarily brief, he- 
cause the report was called up by Mr. Hooper on the last day of the 
session, but I can not pass it over without directing es attention 
to a very full and carefully prepared speech in maintenance of thig 
report which General Garfield under leave printed in the Globe, and 
which may be found in the Appendix to the Congressional Globe, 
third session, Forty-first Congress, page 264, in which he examines 
into the history of the constitutional provision in question and collates 
the precedents which had arisen in either House up to that time. In 
closing this review he used this language: 

The tendency of the Senate i to encroach, not only upon the jur- 
isdiction ot the Tonte. but e the Chief Executive ofthe nation. 
The power of confirming appointments is rapidly becoming a means by which 
the Senate dictates appointments, The Constitution gives to the President the 
8 in appointments as it gives to the House the initiative in revenue leg- 

ation. 

Eviderives are not wanting that both these rights are every year subjected to 
new invasions. If in the past the Executive has been compelled to give way to 
the pressure, and has in some dogree yielded his constitutional rights, it is all 
the more necessary that this House stand firm and yield no jot nor tittle of that 


great right intrusted to us for the protection of the people. 


| 
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The resolution thus unanimously passed by the House settled its 
interpretation of the Constitution as to originating revenue legislation, 
and asserted its prerogative no less fully and firmly as to bills profess- 
ing to repeal or reduce than as to bills professing to impose or increase 
taxes. 

ACTION OF HOUSE IN FORTY-SECOND CONGRESS. 

There yet remained ground for dispute between the two Houses as 
to the extent of the power of the Senate under its right to propose or 
concur with amendments as on other bills, which is the question raised 
by the present Senate bill. Fortunately this very question arose and 
was passed on by the House at the next session of Congress. 

The House passed and sent to the Senate a bill ‘to repeal existing 
duties on tea and cofee.” The Senate substituted for the House bill, 
under the form of an amendment, a bill of its own, containing a gen- 
eral revision of revenue laws, both as to import duties and internal 
taxes, 

The Committee on Ways and Means, through Mr. DAWES, itschair- 
man, submitted to the House a resolution declaring this action of the 
Senate in conflict with the true intent and meaning of the clause of the 
Constitution which requires that all bills for raising revenue shall origi- 
nate in the House, and directing that the Senate substitute should lie 
upon the table, and the Senate be notified of the passage of this resolu- 
tion. 

Nothing could be more directly in point so far as the present contro- 
versy is concerned than thisresolution, ‘The cases are exactly parallel. 
Tn that case the House originated a bill relating to special subjects; the 
Senatestruck out all except the enacting clause and substituted a general 
revenue bill of its own under the guise of an amendment to the House 
bill. In the present case the House originated a revenue bill much 
more comprehensive, to be sure, than that originated in the Forty-sec- 
ond Congress, but still a bill confined to special subjects or items, and 
not affecting or touching several entire schedules and many subjects of 
taxation, both under the tariff andinternal-revenuesystem. ‘The Sen- 
ate struck outall of this bill except the enacting clause, and substituted 
a general revenue bill of its own under the guise of an amendment to 
the House bill. 

I wish, Mr. Speaker, I could quote more largely from the remarks 
made in the House upon the resolutions submitted by Mr. DAWEs, es- 

cially as several of the speakers are now prominent Senators, and 

ave participated in framing the bill sent us by the Senate. 

The important point, however, is to ascertain the opinion of the 
House as to the extent of the power of amendment possessed under the 
Constitution by the Senate. 

Mr. DAwEs himself said that they could not fail to recognize the 
fact that an uneasiness is begotten among the people from observing 
the growing tendency of the Senate to gather to itself all functions of 
the Government of the United States. 

The assertion is now made by the other branch that, under the form of an 
amendment to any bill that reaches them upon the subject of revenue, jurisdic- 

on is given to that body to legislate to any extent in originating new objects of 
Tevenue, modifying the modes of collecting the revenue, reducing the revenue 
upon such objects as they please, or entirely repealing, on the one hand, the 
duties imposed upon foreign goods or, on the other, the taxes levied for the pur- 
poses of internal revenue. That provision of the Constitution which guaran- 
ties to the popa representatives the rigbt to originate all bills of this charac- 
ter seems, ne view of the Senate is correct, to be entirely n 8 

There is no value in the provision to the people's representatives on this floor 
if under the form of an amendment the Senate has entire jurisdiction of the 
subject and can substitute any bill touching the revenue in any form that they 
please. * * * The history of this provision of the Constitution, the modifica- 
tion which it introduced of the corresponding provision in the British constitu- 
tion, the early construction of the clause as well as the debates upon it, so far as 
they relate to the subject, convince me that originally it wus the intention of 
the framers of the Constitution to confine the power of amendment on the part 
of the Senate to the subject-matterof the bill itself, The right to originate bills 
of this nature in the House of Represontatives ceases to be of any value if the 
moment such a bill leaves this House the Senate may, under the form of an 
amendment, originate everything that is of value or importance in a revenue 
bill and compe! the House of Representatives to pass upon, under the form of 


an amendment, a substitute from the Senate, measures of revenue which they 
have. refused to originate. 


And he very forcibly summed up: 


If in the form of amendment this can be done there can be no bill sent to the 
other branch in any respect touching the revenue which does not imperil the 
rights ofthe ple's representatives here, touching any source of existing rev- 
enue or any imaginary source of revenue upon which legislation is possible. 


Mr. Cox with equal emphasis maintained the same view. 
Mr. Garfield said the House could’ not overrate the importance of the 
issue raised by the sending of the bill to the House, and continued: 


The case now before us is new and difficult. I think the same point has never 
come into controversy, It raises the question how farthe Senate may goin as- 
sorting their right “to propose or concur with amendments as on other bills.“ 
If their right to amendment is unlimited, then our right amounts to nothing 
whatever. It is the merest mockery to assert any right. 

What, then, is the reasonable limit to thisrightofamendment? It is clear to my 
mind that the Senate's power to amend is limited to the subject-matter of the 
bil. That limit is natural, is definite, and can be clearly shown, If there had 

no precedent in the case, I should say that a House bill relating solely to 
revenue on salt could not be amended by adding to it clauses raising the reve- 
nue on textile fabrics, but that all the amendments of the Senate should relate 
to the duty on salt. 


Mr. HALE, now a Senator from Maine, said: 


Now, this restriction as to the right of originating revenue bills is worth noth- 
ing to the House unless it carries with it—and it seems to mo this is the force of 


the restriction—a limitation on the right of the Senate to amend, The House 
has the sole right of originating revenue bills, If that right is good for any- 
thing, it must carry with it the right of selecting the objects upon which revenue 
is to be raised, and if that is the force of the privilege given to the House, then 
the privilege of amendment must necessarily be restricted to the subject-matter 
which the House has selected and embraced in its revenue bills, 

Mr. Hoan, now a Senator from Massachusetts, said: 


This is a matter, I think, of deep importance. The position which the Senate 
has taken on this and kindred questions threatens the permanence of the Sen- 
ate itself. If this legislation be admitted, this House, who represent the people, 
give to the Senate, who represent the States, the great equivalent which in the 
formation of the Constitution was given by the small States to the States 
in consideration for their equality inthe Senate. * * * 

Now, Mr. Speaker, what is the position of the Senate of the United States? 
First, by undertaking to make a revenue bill sent there by this body substan- 
tially a new measure, it claims to originate, for all practical purposes, a money 
bill in defiance of the express provision of the Constitution, 

Similar views were urged by Messrs. Maynard, B. F. Butler, F. Wood, 
Campbell of Ohio, Clarkson N. Potter of New York, and others, and 
the resolution offered by Mr. DAWES was adopted by a vote of 153 yeas 
to 9 nays. 

Of those voting in the affirmative the following are now members of 
the Senate: Mr. BECK, Mr. DA WES, Mr. FARWELL, Mr. Frye, Mr. 
HALE, Mr. HAWLEY, Mr. Hoar, Mr. PLATT, Mr. SAWYER. Thus 
the House decided promptly and almost unanimously on the first occur- 
rence of the question that the right of the Senate to amend a revenue 
bill was limited to amendments to the subject-matter, and tabled, with- 
out considering it, a so-called amendment of the Senate toa House rev- 
enue bill which, like the one now sent to us from that body, was in 
purpose and effect an original bill. 

ACTION OF FORTY-SEVENTH CONGRESS, 

A similar question arose in the second session of the Forty-seventh 
Congress, when the Senate, under the form of an amendment toa House 
bill, entitled An act to reduce internal-reyenue taxation, and for other 

rposes, passed a substitute containing a general revision of our tax 

aws. 

The majority of that House was more anxious to please the protected 
interests of the country, at whose bidding the Senate had acted, than to 
maintain and defend the rights of the people, yet it declared by a vote 
of 117 to 36, in a preamble to the resolutions agreeing to a conference, 
its opinion that the Senate substitute was in conflict— 

With the true intent and purpose of the Constitution, which requires that all 
bills for raising revenue shail originate in the House of Representatives, 

I have thus considered, Mr. Speaker, the history of the special pre- 
rogative of the House, not only in the deliberations of the Federal 
convention, but in the debates and resolutions of the House itself 
whenever the question now in issue has been raised. That question is 
one for the House, and for the House alone, to determine. It alone 
must in every instance determine what are its own constitutional rights 
and privileges. The Senate can not decide that question for the House. 
If the exclusive privilege of the House to originate revenue bills is the 

rice by which the small States purchased palny of representation 
fa the Senate; if it is also the weight thrown into the scale to keep the 
balance even, when the exclusive privileges of the Senate as to trea- 
ties, appointments, and impeachments were placed in the opposite 
scale—and no one who investigates its history will doubt that it is 
both—then it is a most substantial and important prerogative. 

But it is only substantial and important if the right of the Senate to 
propose or concur with amendments’? be limited to amendments di- 
rectly to the subject-matter of the House bills. A looser or wider in- 
terpretation of the right of the Senate emasculates the prerogative of 
the House; turns the whole question into a quibble of legislative eti- 
quette, and has no higher concern than an enacting clause. It was 
not on a question of legislative etiquette, of mere precedence in sug- 
gesting a subject of legislation, nor on a contest over an enacting clause 
that the framers of the Constitution spent so much earnest contention, 
and it was not by any such barren and empty device that they concili- 
ated the most dangerous and difficult strife of the convention. 


THE HOUSE ALONE THE FULL AND IMMEDIATE REPRESENTATIVE OF THE PEOPLE, 


The right which they secured for this House was the right of control 
by the people themselves over their own taxes and largely over their 
own expenditures, It puts the taxation of the people in that branch 
of the Government where alone is found representation of the people. 

The Senate represents the States in their political capacity. TheHouse 
represents the people, the tax-payers, in their individual capacity. In 
the words of Mr. Benton, we of the House ure the full and immedi- 
ate representatives of the people.“ 

In the great prerogative of laying taxes there can be, according to 
the true principles of free government, no other representation than 
that which is full and immediate.“ 

Full representation, Mr. Speaker, means equal and proportionate 
representation. It does not mean that the six million inhabitants of 
the State of New York shall have the same voice and no greater than 
the fifty thousand inhabitants of Nevada in determining the measure 
and subjects of taxation for the American people. Yet in the Senate 
the vote of Nevada is exactly the same as the vote of New York. 

To-day there are nine States entitled on the basis of a proportional 
representation to but 15 votes out of 325 in this House, that have 18 
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out of the 76 votes in the Senate; there are twenty States having forty 
Senators, or a majority of the Senate, which are entitled to but seventy- 
six representatives in this branch. 

The four Territories for whose admission as States we have recently 
provided, will send five representatives to this House, then to consist 
of 330 members, and will possess one sixty-sixth part of its membership. 
They will send eight representatives to the Senate, making its member- 
ship eighty-four in all, and possess nearly one-tenth part of its strength. 
In this Hall their united representation will exactly equal that of 
the State of Arkausas. In the Senate it will equal that of New York, 
Pennsylvania, Ohio, and Illinois, which have a population of 18,000,- 
000, or nearly one-third of that of the entire Union. To give the 
power of taxation to a body constituted as the Senate is would put it 
in the power of a small fraction of the people to tax the entire people, 
thus introducing a false principle into our system of government, which, 
like every other false principle, would ultimately work derangement 
and discord, 

But not only do the people find in this branch alone their“ full“ 
representation. Here and here only are they immediately“ repre- 
sented. Members of the House are chosen directly by the people and 
fora brief term of official service. Every alternate year the House dis 
solyes and its entire membership goes back to the people, who thus 
hold in their hands the power of swift punishment for official faithless- 
ness. It was this idea which Mr. Jefferson expressed when he said of 
the House, Taxes and short terms will keep them right.“ Senators 
are chosen not by the people, but by the Legislatures. They hold office 
for six years. The Senate is a continuing body. It never dissolves, 
but renews one-third of its members biennially. Its limited member- 
ship and long term of service inspire and aid those encroachments upon 
other branches of the Government which Colonel Mason so clearly an- 
ticipated and illustrated by his striking comparison of the screw in 
mechanics, and which General Garfield so forcibly described in tho 
words I have already quoted. 

We have seen during this session of Congress an example of its en- 
croachment on the constitutional right of the Executive to make ap- 
a beyond anything which General Garfield had observed. 

ow many hundreds of nominations made by the President since last 
December are now hung up in the Senate, not acted npon, the vacan- 
cies reserved for the incoming Administration. In this way a Repub- 
lican majority in the Senate to-day has, by an unpatriotic and partisan 
abuse of its power to confirm nominations, actually curtailed for three 
months the constitutional term of office of a Chief Magistrate elected by 
the people, as to one of his highest prerogatives. According to the 
statement made by Senator HARRIS, of Tennessee, in the Senate a few 
days ago, President Cleveland has sent in to the Senate at the present 
session 458 nominations, of which 179 have been confirmed; and of 
these 131 were regular promotions in the Army and Navy, thus show- 
ing but 48 confirmations of other appointments made by the Executive. 
President Arthur, after the election of a Democratic successor, sent in 
612 nominations, of which the Senate confirmed 592. 

And, Mr. Speaker, the wretched and paltry partisanship of this action 
of the Republican majority in the Senate is emphasized by the fact 
that the vast majority of the nominations made by the President have 
been for offices in which he had permitted the post-election appointees 
of his predecessor to serve out their terms. 

But the fact most prominent in our recent history, which has arrested 
the attention of every intelligent and awakened the anxiety of every 
thoughtfal citizen, is the fact that the Senate in its membership is 
drifting away from the people, is less in touch and sympathy with them; 
less regardful of their burdens; more the representative of the corporate 
wealth of the conntry and of that spirit of privilege against which the 
spirit of Democracy has been contending ever since the foundation of 
our Government. 

I disclaim all intention to speak diseourteonusly of that body. I 
gladly admit that it has still many Senators in both parties worthy of 
adorning its rolls at any time in its history, but I refer to the fact 
which every thinking American citizen must regard as one of the danger 
signals of our times, that it is becoming the fashion to regard a seatin 
the Senate not as requiring statesmanship, nor yet even as the reward 
of political training and service, but as a dignified retirement for the 
successful business man who has accumulated great riches. Immense 
wealth acquired in any of those ways for which the rapid development 
of such a country as ours offers unusual facilities, or by the control of 
the great transportation systems of the country, or by those privileges 
which our revenue laws secure to great corporations or combinations 
to levy taxes and tribute upon the mass of the people, has become a 
recommendation, and, more ominous still, a passport to such a seat. 

In more than one State in the Union the infinence of railroad corpor- 
ations is all powerful in the selection of the representatives in the Sen- 
ate. It may be that the number of those who hold their seats in the 
Senate by virtue of their individual wealth or by the favor of great cor- 

rations is as yet smaller than the le believe. Butitisasteadily 

creasing, not a diminishing class. / A body thus constituted can not 
represents- 
It is ont of reach 


be safely joined on terms of equality with the immediate 
tives of the people in imposing taxes on the people. 


of their immediate eye and displeasure, out of sympathy with 
them in their burdens. Indeed, such men as I have described too often 
have interests adverse to the interests of those whom they assume to 
represent. Not only are all their sympathies and associations with 
corporate ‘Wealth, but they are enriched by the taxes which they 
help to place or help to keep upon the people. They represent their 
own pockets, which are overflowing with gains taken by unjust laws 
from the pockets of their people, and they refuse to change or to modify 
those laws. Sir, the old Federalists when driven by the people from 
every other branch of the Government made their last stand and vainly 
tried to entrench themselves permanently in the judiciary, 

X To-day the great monopolies of the country and the trusts, privilege 
and Jaw-made wealth, have chosen the Senate as that branch in which 
they will entrench themselves and through whose control they will 
defeat all efforts of the tax-payers to escape from unnecessary burdens, 
nay will even add to those burdens, Unable because of the plain pro- 
hibition of the Constitution to originate a revenue bill, the Senate 
eagerly seize upon any bill sent them by the representatives of the peo- 
ple to increase and add to the bounties awarded the beneficiaries under 
our tariff. Sir, the very bill lying before me carries absolute proof of 
this charge. We sent to the Senate last July a bill for the relief of 
the people from neediess taxes, 1 measure so moderate in its details 
that selfishness itself seomed challenged to make way for its passage. 
It proposed some lessening of taxes on the necessaries of life, so that 
the great mass of the people might not feel the weight of the Govern- 
ment thrown so heavily upon them in their daily battle with hunger 
and cold. It proposed some removal of taxes on the materials of in- 
dustry, so that the American workingman might not feel the needless 
exactions of the Government narrowing the market for the products of 
his labor, and at the same time the field of his employment, lessening 
his wages and at the same time his personal independence. 

But this bill of the people's representatives was thrown aside, overy 
provision of it summarily rojected, and the majority of the Senate, cer- 
tainly including among its numbers enough direct beneficiaries of tariff 
taxes to make it such majority, has substituted a bill of its own, add- 
ing to the burdens of the tax-payer by increasing the cost of the neces- 
saries of life, and hardening the lot of the laborer by increasing the 
cost of the materials of industry. 

Urged on by the close combination of protected interests which re- 
ceive the larger part of the taxes exacted from the people, they have 
met the just and long deferred request of the people for relaxation of 
burdens in the insolent spirit of the son of Solomon, who, rejecting the 
counsels of the elders, and listening to the words of his presumptuous 
associates, replied ton like request of the people 

Whereas my fatlier did lade you with a heavy aces T will addto yout yoke; 
my father hath chastised von with whips, bat I will chastise you with scorpions, 

Mr. Speaker, I turn from an inviting field when T forbear an extended 
examination of the bill sent us by the Senate, but I will append to my 
remarks a letter from the Secretary of the Treasury which fitly por- 
trays its general features and accurately analyzes its conflicting and, 
monstrous details. 

In view of the circamstances under which this bill was pre it 
may well be likened to a bot tomry bond given by the leaders of a great 
party then tossing on a dangerous and uncertain sea at the exorbitant 
rates which hi ess usurers extorted for insuring a successful voyage. 
Its subsequent protracted consideration and deliberate passage by the 
Senate makes it not a just and equable scheme of general taxation, but 
an attempt to place upon theearnings of the American people a usurious 
mortgage in perpeluam as the consideration exacted by the protected in- 
terests for returning the Republican party to power. 

It shows that protection has wronght upon its beneficiaries the full 
effects which Mr. Madison predicted the bank would have upon the 
stock-jobbers: 

They will become the pretorian bands of the Government, at once its tools 
sone nhs bribed by its largesses, and overnwing it by clamors and com- 

How unmistakably they have overawed the framers of the Senate bill 
by their clamors and combinations, an example or two, taken at ran- 
dom, will convince us. 

Let us take the cotton schedule. I find in Bradstreet's for January 
5, 1889, a statement of the dividends declared by the chief cotton mills 
of New England for the year 1888, all of which show “period of great 
ifnot unexampled prosperity’ in- that industry. Let the American 
farmer listen to some of them. 

The Pepperell mills having declared a dividend of 12 percent. yearly 
since 1573, last year advanced it to 14 per cent. The Dwight mills de- 
clared 10 per cent. The Androseoggin 10 per cent. The Manchester 
12} per cent. 

The Amoskeag mills, whose manager, if I am not wrong in my recol- 
lection, fired 2 broadside against tariff reduction in the shape of a re- 
port to the stockholders in the height of the last campaign, declared a 
dividend of 10 per cent. in money, according to its custom for many years 
past, and in addition theretoa dividend in stock. At Fall River, Mass., 
eighteen, companies increased their dividends, which reached 30 per 
cent. for the Union mills, 20 per cent. for the Troy, 22 per cent. for the 
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Granite, 22} per cent. for the American Linen, 16 per cent, for the 
Bourne, 15 per cent. for the Seaconnet, and others follow in close suc- 
cession. This journal adds that 

The various mills are running In full, with thelr output sold up to production, 
if not indeed well ahead of it, and a}! branches of the industry begin the year 
under remarkably favorable conditions and with exceptionally bright prospects. 

Yet, Mr. Speaker, the Senate bill sent over to usafter the declaration 
of these dividends is not even content with the tariff rates under which 
they are possible, but actually increases the bounties paid by the farmer 
and the laborer to these mill-owners. Look also at the increase of 
taxes on some of the most widely used raw materials and its effect on 
the cost of the necessaries of life to the people of the country, 

The increase in the rates upon vol is made the pretext for enormous 
increases in the rates npon woolen goods and for a merciless aggrava- 
tion of the discriminations already existing against the coarser and 
cheaper qualities of goods which are necessaries of life to so large a 
mass of the people. 

Women’s and children’s dress goods, woolen or worsted, valued nt 15 
cents per square yard, now pay 68 per cent.; valued at 37 cents per 
square yard a tax of 50 per cent. The Senate bill retains the latter 
rate, while advancing the taxes on the cheaper goods from 68 to 85 per 
cent. 

Woolen cloths valued at 64 cents per pound now pay a tax equal to 
90 pereent.. Under the Senate bill they would pay 110 per cent., while 
cloths twice as valuable would pay 77 per cent. Worsted cloths val- 
ned at 24 cents per pound pay 76 per cent. Under the Senate bill they 
would pay 180 per cent.! Those of finer quality valued at $1.10 per 
pound are advanced only from 72 to 80 per cent. 

So with woolen shawls, of which the cheaper qualities would pay 
under the Senate bill 41 per cent. more taxes than those of finer quni- 
ity. Equally indefensible and cruel discriminations against the con- 
sumers of cheaper goods are found in the rates proposed.on blaukets, 
flannels, hosiery, underwear, aud knit goods of wool, 

And what can be said in defense or excuse of the proposed increase 
of more than 100 per cent. on tin-plate, an article not made at all 
in this country, of which we import $20,000,000 worth annually, ex- 
changing for it the products of the American farmer and dairymau ? 
Nothing whatever, Mr. Speaker, except that some members of the pro- 
tected combination desire to enter upon the manufacture of tin-plate, 
and think they can not do sowith profits equal to their demands unless 
the tax upon imported tin-plate is increased from 1 cent per pound to 
2.15 cents per pound. Let me dwell for one moment on this proposed 
tax, for it concentrates in itself the sum of all the villainies“ of the 
protective system. It is— 

First. An unjust and burdensome tax upon one of the necessaries of 
life, as it would add at once over seven millions of dollars taxes to the 
consumers of tin, 

Second. It will cripple an important and rapidly-growing American 
industry, which employs many more laborers than will ever find em- 
ployment in the manufacture of tin-plate—the canning trade in fruits, 
meats, vegetables, fish, and other articles, both for home consumption 
and for exportation—by added taxes on one of its raw materials. 

Third. It willstrike a disastrous blow at the prosperity of the Ameri- 
can farmer, now able to find a market for $20,000,000 worth of his farm 
products, exchanging them for tin-plate, by diminishing and gradually 
altogether prohibiting the introduction of the article for which he ex- 
changes them, and this at a time when every man who watches our 
foreign trade knows there isa narrowing market for our farm products 
abroad, because our restrictive laws are forcing our chief customers to 
look eastward for the supplies of grain and flour they have hitherto 
taken from us. Thus in one tax are struck three hurtful and needless 
blows at American industry: increased cost of living to the laborer by 
added taxes on his kitchen and his table; diminished employment in 
the great canning industry by added taxes on one of its raw materials; 
and lessening prices for the American farmer by closing one of the out- 
lets for his surplus products. 

All these burdens upon the people, all these blows at American labor, 
will secure us what, Mr. Speaker? A few more protected manufnet- 
urers added to that gigantic combination of tax-devourers, the Ameri- 
can Iron and Steel Association, and a so-called home market“ for 
less than one-twentieth part of the agricultural products we are now 
able to exchange for tin-plate. 

With what biting foree may the American laborer address to the 
framers and supporters of the Senate bill the words @tered by Mr. Web- 
ster in April, 1846: 

On the raw material which is to come here and furnish e und em- 
ployment to the manufacturersand artisans of the country you bave raised the 
duty. You indslgein the luxury of taxing the poor man nud the laborer. That 
is the whole tendency, tie whole character, the whole effect of your bill. 

One may see everywhere in it the desire to revel in the delight of taking 
away men's employment. You reduce the wages of labor by taxing the raw 
materials. 

And who can wonder that Secretary Fairchild, after exposing the 
selfish greed which has everywhere filled the Senate bill with incon- 
gruous and conflicting taxes, should exclaim: 

If the people are to be forever tortured by taxation, then ‘call in the Cos- 


sacks,” on the knout, put on the manacles, and apply the thumb-screws in 
an earnest, orderly, and straightforward manner, 


Could a more signal proof than this bill be offered of the wisdom of 
the carly statesmen who sought to restrain by constitutional provisions 
the power of the Senate in framing money bills, or amore sigual warn- 
ing against any relaxation of the prerogatives we hold as to such bills, 
not for ourselves, but as the prerogatives aud safeguards of the people? 

Let us, Mr, Speaker, catching the spirit. of the framers of the Con- 
stitution and of those representatives who havo preceded us in this 
Hall, reaflirm the resolution so promptly aud decisivelyadopted by the 
House in the Forty-second Congress, determined that the Republic shall 
suffer no detriment by any failure on our part to maintain the right of 
taxation as the special trust and responsibility of the representatives of 


the people, 


TRZASURY DEPARTYEXT, OFFICE OF THe SeqrErany, 
Washington, D. C, February F. 1889. 


Drar Ste: I am-in receipt of your note of the 25th instant, requesting me to 
communicate to you any further information I can give as to the general effect 
tho Senate substitute for House bill No. Si6l would have upon the onstoms reve- 
nue. 

Any 8 towards a full or satisfactory dissection and analysis of this 
bill would require much more time than the present situation atfords. There- 
fore only u brief reference to s few of the more singular features of the measure 
will be attempted, 

The Senate Finance Committee, In their report upon the substitute as origi- 
nally presonted, gave as tho primary reashn for “n careful anit thorough ro- 
vision of our revenue laws,” the need for a redaction of the national revenues. 

Theres is general agreement among reasonable men that there is urgent need 
for a reduction of the revenues. 

It can not be fairly denied that this accumulation represents money which has 
been unnecessarily and cruelly taken from the people of the United States by 
excessive and oppressive taxation. Henoe all fair-minded and patriotic mon 
should agree that the prime duty of Congress is to reduce sneh tuxation to the 
extent at least of thesurplusrevenue. Inother words, the relief the people need 
is a reduction oftaxation. A mere reduction’of the surplus would only relleve 
tho Treasury, Manifesily the governing idea of the Senate committee was 10 
reduce the surplus, not asa rule by the rednction of excessive and burdensome 
taxes, but by an inorease of such taxation, for in their tariff schedules increases 
of rates largely exceeds redactions, in number and percentage, At the same 
time their increases are generally made upon articles commonly and nocessurily 
used by the masses of the people, while, with few exceptions, the reductions re- 
late toarticlesuone, or comparatively few, of which are imported, and in which 
the domestic producer has supremacy in our market, 


REDUCTION OF TAXATION, 


The only articles of consequence, in every day and necessary use, and which 
are imported in considerable quantities, upon which the rates of customs duty 
are 9 5 are: Beams, 3 and other structural iron or steel; iron and 
steel railway bars; white-pine lumber; sugar and molasses, and rico. And the 
reductlons on these, except on sugar, molasses, and rice, are not sufficient to 
enable the foreign producer to compete with Lhe domestic article to such an ex- 
tent as to materially reduce the cost to the American consumer, and thereby to 
relieve him from onerous customs taxation. 


INURKASE OF TAXATION AND PROHIBITION OF IMPORTS, 


1, Prominentamong the articles commonly and necessarily consumed by the 
people generally upon which customs taxes are increased, either by direct ad- 
yances in rates of duty or indirectly by the restoration of duties on coverings, 
packing charges, ete., or by the abolition of damage allowances, are the follow- 

ng: 


Blacking, by duty on covering, eto., inerensed, say 15 per cent.; Portland ce- 
ment, from 20 to3l per cent.; glue, from 20 to 25 per cent. and upwards; orange 
mineral, from 70 to 82 per cent.; Prussian blue, from 23 to say 40 per cent.; 
Fraukfort black, from 20 to 25 percent. ; chrome green and chrome yellow, from 
25 per cent. to average, say 50 per cent.; other common paints and colors, var- 
ious!y from 25 to say 30 per cent, and above; cod-liver oil, from 25 to over 25 per 
cont, ; medicinal preparations, increased by duty ou coverings, ete., say 15 per 
dent. spirit varnishes, from 95 to 124 per cent.; carthenware, tiles and brick, 
and slates and slate-pencila, increased by duty on coverings, freight, olc., say 
10 per cent.; glass bottles and other glassware, by change of rates, duty on cov- 
erings, and abolition of damage allowance, increased, suy 10 to 30 per ent.; 
common window and plate glass, looking-giass plates and mirrors, increased 
by change of rates, abolition of damage allowances, ete., any 2 to 10 per cent, 

Boiler and other plate iron and steel, front 31 to 40 per cent.; hoop-iron and 
steel for baling purposes and barrel-hoops increased variously, say 10 to 73 per 
dent.; common black sheet-iron and taggers’ iron, thinner than No. 20 wire 
gauge, from 30 to per cent. tin-plates, terne-plates, and taggers’ tin, 31 to 73 
per cent. fence-wire rods, from 41 to 48 per cent.; fron and steel wire, valued 
over 5 cents per pound, variously from 13 to 35 per cent.; bronze powder, from 
15 to 30 ber cent. and above; cutlery of all kinds, and shotguns and pistols, in- 
creased variously from 10 to 100 per cent; pins and needles, by duty on packin 
charges, cto., say 15 per cent. small wood-screws, from 45 to 52 per cont; bre 
tannia, japanned, and plated ware, from 35 to 45 per cent.: machinery of ail 
kinds, increased by duty on king charges, ete., say 15 per cent; various un- 
enumerated manufactures of copper and other motals, and house furniture, say 
5 per cent. by duty on inlund freight, eta; osier and willow baskets, from 30 to 
35 per gente horses, mules, cattle, and hogs increased variously 2 to 17 per cent. 

Keans, from 10 to 24 per cent.; peas, from 20 to, say, 30 per cent, and cabbage 
from 10 ta. say, 40 per cent.; green and dried fruits, increased by abolition of 
damage allowances say 10 per cent,; hops, from 43 lo 53 per cent.: prepared 
vegetables, from 30 to cent.; cotton thread and yarn and cotton cloths of 
various kinds, increased by chango of rates and duty on 2 charges, vari- 
ously, say 5 to 20 per cent.: cotton hosiery and knit goodsof all kinds, increased 
by change of rates and duty on packing charges, eto., say 20 to 69 per cent.; cot- 
ton damask and articles of wearing apparel, from 35 to in per cent.; cotton vel- 
vets, velvcteens, and canton flannel, variously, from 10 to over 100 per cent.; 
cotton cords, braids, lacings, webbing, suspenders. and various other manufact- 
ures of cotton, by advanced rates and duty on packing charges, ete., increased 
10. to 20 per cent, > 

Flax, hemp, and China grass yarn, variously 5 to 20 per cent.; flax or linen 
thread and twine by duty on packing charges, etec.. and increased rates, say, 5 
tu 20 per cent.; bags and bagging,from 40to, say, 50 per cent.; buriaps, grass cloth, 
and other manufactures of jute, ramle, China grass nnd sisal grass, from 35 to 
40 per cent.; sail duck or canvas for rails, from 30 to 40 per cent.; Russis and 
other shectings, from 35 to 40 per cent; brown and bleached lineus, canvas, 
table-cloths, crash, toweling, handkerchiefs, etc., and various other manufact- 
ures of flax, hemp, jute, wanilla, grass, ete., \nereaxed by duty on freight, pack- 
ing cte., say 5 per cont.; collars and cults for men’s wear increased, say 
20 to 30 per cent., by change of rates and duty on packing charges, eto.: oll-cloth, 
linoleum, ete., by e ge of rates and duty on charges increased, say 5 pot cent.; 
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woolen and worsted yarns, increased variously 2to 73 per cent.; cloths, increased 
variously 8 to 104 per cent. 

Shawis, increased 8 to 15 per cent.; flannels, increased 5 to 33 per cent. ; blan- 
kets, increased 9 to 55 per cent.; bais, increased 5 to 32 per cent.; dress goods, 
increased Sto 17 per cent.; ready-made clothing, increased 5 to 16 per cunt.; 
hosiery and other knit goods, increased 10 to 197 per cent.; balmorals, ino 
8 to 62 per cent.; felts and plushes, increased 9 to 25 per cent.; trimmings, in- 

say, 10 per cent.; carpets, increased 5 per cent.; and other manufact- 
ures of wool, goat hair, ete., increased 10 to 20 per cent.; blank booksand other 
manufactures of paper, increased Sto 20 per cent. ; brushes and brooms, increased 
5 per cent.; leather gloves, increased 5 to 25 per cent.; fur hats, from 80 to 50 per 
cent.; leather and manufactures of leather, increased 5 to 10 per cent.; lime, 
from 10 to35 percent.; manufactures of India rubber and gutta-percha, increased 
5 to 10 per cent.; matches, from 35 to, say, 45 per cent.; lead-pencils, by packing 
charges, etc.. say, 10 per cent,; pearl and other buttons, increased by change of 
rates and packing charges, eto., say, 35 per cent.; clocks, from 30 to 45 per cent, ; 
and saddlery and harness furniture, from 35 to 45 per cent. 

2. As to many of these articles the very refinement of severity in taxation 
has been attained by making the rates either absolutely or practically prohib- 
itive, thereby forbidding competition from abroad and subjecting the consumer 
here to the inexorable exactions liable and likely to result from combinations 
of domestic producers, Conspicuous among these articles the importation of 
which is prohibited by this bill are chrome paints, spirit varnishes, hoop iron 
and steel for * purposes, and barrel hoops, common black sheet-iron, cut- 
lory, shotguns and pistols, small wood-screws, heavy machinery, cotton and 
linen thread, certain cotton cloths, cotton hosiery and other knit goods (fash- 
ioned, ete.), woolen and worsted yarn, cloths, shawls, hosiery and knit goods, 
common leather gloves, fur huts, manufactures of India rubber, pearl and other 
buttons, and saddlery and harness furniture. 

. With respect to Portland cement; certain manufactures of glass, common 
black sheet (taggers’) iron, tin-plates, certain kinds of hosiery and other knit 
foods. cotton velvets and velveteens, burlaps, sail canvass, brown and bleached 

nen, table-cloths, e l handkerchiefs, ete., some descriptions of wool 
dress goods, certain kinds o! brushes and leather gloves, pearl and shell but- 
tons, and some other articles, the advance in rates fails of justification even 
upon the pretext of protecting established home industries; for the articles are 
either not produced here at all, or only in such limited quantities and defective 
quality as not to meet the demand, and in the nature of things can not be suc- 
cessfully and economically produced here. 


INEQUALITIES, ANOMALIES, AND INCONGRUITIES. 


Onc of the avowed purposes of the framers of this singular bill was to correct 
the inequalities and rona the anomalies and incongruities of the existing 
ape yet a many ways they have multiplied and intensified these defects, 

‘or example: 

1, Actual relief from taxation is not affored to the masses of the people even 
as to most of the articles added to the free-list, since the rates of duty on the 
manutictures into which they enter as materials are either not correspondingly 
reduced or not reduced ut all, but are in instances actually increased. This is 
true as to chlorate of soda, crade n or barytes, beeswax, crude coal tur 
potash in various forms, hemp secdand rape seed, jute, jute butts, manilln, sisal 
krass, sunn, and other fibrous grasses, old scrap and refuse India-rubber, braids, 
plaits, flats, ete., of straw, chip, ete.; bristles, sour-orange juice, feathers, and 
downs, watchjewels, human hair (raw, eto.); and olive oil and other oils used 
for soap making and other manufacturing purposes. The same rule holds good 
where the rates have been reduced on materials used in mannfictares, and the 
rates on the latter have not been reduced or correspondingly reduced. This 
applies to crude glycerine, refined nitrate of potash, copper, and batters’ plush. 
By the transfer of the following articles of common use from the free to the 
dutiable list at the high rates proposed, there would result not only a cruel and 
unnecessary increase of customs taxation, but also an increase of revenue, 
namely; Fresh fish, at 16 per cent.; macaroni, vermicelli, and similar prepara- 
tions, at 35 per cent.; sugarof milk, at 33 per cent.; gold size or japan, at 40 per 
cent, ; lead in silver ore, at 59 per cent.; horses, at 13 per cent.; cattle, at 18 per 
cent. ; hogs, at 3 per cent.; sheep, at 25 per cent., and other animals for breed- 
ing purposes, at 20 per cent, 

No 2 furnished. 

3. While almost uniformly and largely increasing customs taxes on articles 
of common and necessary use by the people generally, this bill reduces the rates 
on the following articles of luxury: 

Pearls, from 50 per cent. as “beads,” or % per cent. as Jewelry,“ to 10 per 
cent.; oll of bay leaves or bay-rum essence, from 59 to 25 per cent, ; fruit ethers, 
oils, and essences, from 22% to 115 per cent.; beads and bead ornaments, from 
59 to 40 per cent.; confectionery, from 71 to 50 per cent.; leaf-tobacco, not suita- 
bie for wrappers, from 35 to 20 cents per pound: ground spices, from 50 to 40 per 
cent.; filberts and walnuts, from 55 to 37 per cent., and certain other nuts froin 
44 to 33 per cent.; ofl of cognac, from 533 to 14 per Senis eee et from 30 to 25 
per cent.; artificial flowers and dressed and finished birds for millinery orun- 
ment, from 50 to 40 per cent. At the same time straw and chip laces and orna- 
ments and certain fashion plates are added to the free-list, 

4, The rates of duty are advanced, either directly or indirectly, upon the fol- 
low ing articles used in the domestic arts and manufactures; and some of which 
are not produced at all. or are not successfully produced in thiscountry, namely: 

Voracic acid, from 77 to 95 per cent.; cobalt oxide, from 20 to27 per cent.; ocal- 
tar dyes and colors, by duty on packing charges, ete., say 5 per cent.; extracts 
of logwood and ‘other aye woods, from 10 to 15 per cent.; extracts of sumac, 
from: 20 to 26 per cent.; and of hemlock bark, from 20 to 50 per cent.; extracts 
of indigo; black taggers’ iron or steel, from 39 to Gi per cent.; steel ingots, 
blooms, sitha, billets, bars, strips, hoops, sheets, ete, variously from 20 to 45 per 
cent.. and from 45 to 63 per cent, ; fence wire rods, from 41 to 48 per cent.; type 
metal, from 20 to 59 per cent.; zino in blocks or pigs, from 45 to 61 per cent.; 
umbrella and parasol ribs, frames, and sticks, from 40 to 45 per cent.; antimony, 
from to percent. ; quicksilver, from 10to l4 percent, ; bronze powder, from 15 
to above 30 per cent.; rattans or chair cane, manufactured but not made up into 
completed articles, from 10 to 15 per cent.; sawed boards, planks, eto., of ma- 
hogany and other cabinet woods, from about 2 to 20 per cent.; glucose, from 20 
to 37 per cent.; leaf-tobaceo for wrappers, from 71 to 55 per cent; whale and 
other Osh oil, from 25 to 39 per cent.; plaster of parle, ground, ete, from 20 to 
above 21 per dent.: wools and the hair of the goat and other animals, increased 
variously 6 to 16 percent.; wood pulp, from 10to 22 per cent.; leatherand skins 
for morocco, increased 5 per cent, and upwards. 

5. The following articles in the same catecory are transferred from the free to 
the datiable list: Mica, at 35 per cent.; artificial indigo, at 29 per cent.; lead in 
silver ore, at 59 per cent.; gold size, at 49 per cent.: mother of pearl, when 
sawed or ont, at 40 per dent.; brier root, or brier wood, for pipes, ete., at 20 per 
cent,; reeds, at 10 per cent.; and chair cane, at 15 pee cont. 

6. The rates on merino and similar wool, the like of which are successfully 
grown here, are advanced shout 5 per cent., while the rates on the yarn, cloths, 
and other manufactures made from them are increased all the way from about 
Sup to near a percent. At the sumetime, the rates on wools of class 3 (carpet 
wools), the like of which are either not produced here at all, or only in limited 
and diminishing quantity (and of which we must import some 80,000,000 pounds 
per annum] are advanced from about 26 to 42 per cent., while the rates on the 
carpets made from them are increased only 5 percent. 


7. The rate on wood pup is advanced from 10 to above 22 percent., while the 
rates on the pa made from it remains as at present. 

If the domestic carpet manufacturers and paper makers have now, as they 
claim, only the protection they need, surely their industries must seriously 
suffer, if not utterly perish, if this bill shall become a law. 

The existing inequalities in the schedule of manufactures of wool, particularly 
those which discriminate so severely against the consumers of the coarser and 
cheaper qualities of goods, have been the subject of universal complaint. Nev- 
ertheless this bill augments and a vates these very inequalities. 

8. According to the importations for the fiscal year 1837, woolen cloths valued 
at only 61 cents per pound paid customs tax equal in round numbers to 90 per 
cent. ad valorem. Cloths of the same value would, under the Senate bill, be 
taxed equal to 110, while woolen cloths of the value of $1.21 per pound, and 
now paying equal to 69 per cent., would be taxed 77 per cent., or 88 per cent. less 
than those yes 3 only about half as much, the advance in one case being 20 
per cent. and in the other only 8 per cent. 

9. Worsted cloths valued at only 21 cents per pound paid tax equal to 76 per 
gent. Under this bill these same cloths would be taxed equal to 180 per — 54 tak 
increase of 104 per cent.). Yet worsted cloths valued at $1.10 per pound, and 
taxed equal to 72 per cent, (in 1887), would bo taxed equal to 80 per cent. (an in- 
creare of only 8 per cent.), or 100 per cent, less than the poor man’s cloth, worth 
less than one-fourth as much. 

10. Woolen shawls of the valuo of 65 cents per pound are now taxed equal to 
per cent., while those valued at 81.51 per pound pay the equivalent only of 62 
percent, Under the Senate bill the cheap shawl would pay tax at 101 per cent., 
while the article worth more than twice as much would pay only 70 per cent. 

II. Woolen and worsted yarns, valued at 29 cents per pound and at $1.22 per 
pound, pay substantially the same rate of customs tax, at cent. But under 
this bill the former would be taxed equal to 143 per cent. while the latter would 
pay 71 per cent. Thus the cheap yarn would pay double the tax imposed on 
yarn costing more than four times as much. 

12, Balmorals of the value of 37 cents per pound are now taxed at practicall 
the same rates (equal to about 67 per cent.) as those valued at $1.33 per eee 
Under this bill, however, the cheap article would pay tax equal to 1 per cent., 
while the one costing nearly four times as much would pay 74 per cent., the in- 
crease of tax in the one case amounting to 63 per cent. and in the other only to 7 

r cent, 

0 On flannels valued at 73 cents per pound the present rate of customs tax- 
ation is the equivalent of 68 per ceut., and on the article valued at $1.06 per 
ponnd is equal to 73 per cent., whereas by the Senate bill the rate on the former 
would be 101 per cent, (an increase of 33 per cent.), and on the latter 82 per cent, 
(an increase of oan 9 per cent). 

l4. The rates a orem on blankets, valued at 70 cents por 
$1.15 per pound, are now substantially the same Mope cent). 
bill the 70 cent blanket would be taxed equal to 1 
priced ones at 79 per cent. 

15. Wool hats of the value of 77 cents per poang pay tax now equal to 66 per 
cent., and those valued at$29per pound pay 52 percent. According to this bill, 
however, the coarse article would pay u tax at 8 per cent, an increase of 32 per 
cent., and the fine one at only 55 per cent., being an increase of only 3 per cent. 

16. On women's and children’s dress goods (woolen or worsted), valued at 15 
cents per square yard, the tax collected in 1887 was equal to 68 per cent., and on 
such goods valued at 37 cents per square yard it was equal to o per ent. Under 
the Senate bill the rate on the cheap goods would be increased to W per cent., 
while on finer ones it would remain as now, 59 per cent. 

17. Hosiery, underwear, and other knit goods of wool valued at 19 cents per 
pound, paid customs taxes in 1887 equal to 88 per cent; those valued at 40 cents 
por pound paid 65 per on.; those valued at 53 cents and at 69 cents eq 
to about 69 per cent., and those valued at $1.55 paid 63 per cent, Under the 
Senate bill these goods valued at only 19 cents per pound would be taxed equal 
to 285 per cent, ad valorem, an increase of 197 per cent; those valued at 40 cents 
per pound would pay 158 per cent., an increase of 93 per cent.; those valued at 
E3 canta per pound would pay 120 per cent., an increase of 51 per cent; those 
valned at 69 centa per pound would pay 110 per gent., an increase of 41 per cent.; 
while those valued at $1.55 per pound would only pay 73 per cent. oran increase 
of only 10 per cent, Thus there is a marked and unitorm decrease in taxation 
us the valueadvances, and an astounding multiplication and aggravation of ex- 
isting inequalities in these artioles so necessary to the comfort of the people. 
The post man’s underwear, costing only 19 cents per pound, is taxed atthe rate 
of 285 per cent,, while these goods worn by the wealthy, and worth eight times 
as much, pay only one-fourth as much tax. 

18. Paragraph 324 of this bill imposes the enormous tax of 10 cents per aquare 
ard and 20 per cent. ad valorem on plushes. volvets, velveteens, and all pile 
‘fabrics composed of cotton or other vegetable fiber.” Common canton flannel, 

worth BENNER; say, 5 cents per yard, would fall under this provision, being 
a pile fabric.’ 

19. The bill (paragraph 332) makes cables or cordage and twine, composed 
wholly of manilla or sisal grass, dutiable at Ii cents per pound, or equal cater, 
15 per cent. ad valorem; whereas these same articles composed holly or partly 
of hemp, flax, istle, jute, or other vegetable fiber would pay duty at 40 per cent. 

20. the duty on raw cabbages is increased from 10 per cent. to about 40 per 
cent, while sauer-kraut made from cabbages is on the free-list. 

21. Bologne sansages are on the free-list, but the duty is increased on livo 
hogs and retained on dressed pork and other meats. 

22. Artificial alizarine is on the free-list, white anthracine, caustic soda, and 
other materials from which itis made are dutiable at from 29 to upwards of 80 
er cent. 

A 23. The rate on ordinary lime (now 10 per cent.) is increased to 35 per cont., 
while chloride and citrate of lime nre free, 

24. All medals of copper are free, but the copper from which they are made 
is dutiable at 35 per cent. 

25. Silk bolting-cloths are on the free-list, while thrown silk and yarns pay 
duty at 30 per cent. a n 

26, Orange, lemon, and lime juice are free, yet oranges, lemons, and mes 
are dutiable at from 13 to H per cent. 4 

27, Paper, ink, engravers’ tools, and engraved, lithogra hed, and stereotype 
plates aie EADS at high rates, while fashion plates, colored or plain, are on 
the free-}ist, 

28. Bulbs and bulbous roots are made free of duty, yet garden-seeds pay 29 

roent. 

5.205 Dried currants are put upon the free-list, while fresh fish are trausforred 
from the free to the dutiable list. 

30, Brazil nuts re eream nuts are free, but maccaroni and vermicelli aro 
made dutiablé at about 36 per cent, 

31. Straw and chip laces and ornaments are added to the free-list, while the 
rates on common woolen hosiery and other underwear are moro than trebl 

Sr dende ee ise walls potatoes are datable nt 40 por sont; 

33. Olives are on the free-list, while oes Bre t 
3. Oil of cinnamon and ottar of (ace are free, but cod-liver oil and whale and 

other fish ofls pay duty at about 30 per cent. 3 
* Diamonds wad a Seas stipe i RY rough or uncut, are made free. while 


und and at 
tunder this 
per cent, and the higher 


freestone, sandstone, marble, granite, and other building and 8 stone 
and grindstones in the rough pay duty at from 15 to 53 per cee 
36. The rate of pearls is reduced (from 50 per cent, as 


“ beads,” eic., or 25 pes 
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cent. as jewelry”) to 10 per cent., while the rates on the coarse worsted cloth 
are more than doubled. 4 

37, Chinese matting is put on the free-list, yet all other matting and mats are 
dutiable at 40 per cent. and upward. à 

38. The Christians Bible pays duty at 25 per cent., while the joss-stick or joss 
light which the Chinaman burns before his idol is exempt from duty, _ 

All these strange, grotesque, contradictory, and oppressive things distinguish 
this bill, prepared, it is said, “to remedy the defects, anomalies, and incongru- 
ites which have been from time to time discovered in the tariff schedules,” 
> e © “to secure the proper readjustment and equalization of tariif rates,” 
* a * and “to give rellef and protection to many industries which are now 
suffering on account of the inadequate rates levied on competing products.” 


AMBIGUOUS AND CONFLICTING PROVISIONS, 


Although its framers claim for it simplicity of construction and freedom from 
ambiguities and conflicting provisions, this bill retains many of these infirmi- 
ties 85 the present law and has introduced many new ones, ere are a few ex- 
fi ples: 

1, There is an article much used in printing or drying colton fabrics, which 
is variously known in the trade as alizarine assistant, or soluble oil, or oleate 
of sodu, or Turkey red oil. Not being enumerated in the present law, it has 
been clussifled ander section 2499 Revised Statutes as assimilating to castoroll at 
duty equal to 198 per cent., it being composed chiefly of that article, It is spe- 
cifically provided for in this bill at the rate of 3 cents per pound, equal to per- 
haps 20 per cent., when “ containing not more than 50 per cent. of castor òil. 
It is understood that the commercial article as bought, sold, and used contains 
from 65 to 75 per cent. of castor oil, and that if not containing more than 50 per 
cent, is unfit for the use intended, and is not in fact the o described, Such 
being the case is not the provision nugatory, and how shall the true article be 
classified? The question is now before the courts on appeal from its classifica- 
tion as castor oil, It is claimed that it should be classified as a chemical com- 
pound (at 25 per cent.) otherwise as a non-enumerated manufacture (at 20 per 
dent. 

2. Paragraph 176 (page 127) provides that silver ore containing lead shall pay 
duty on the lead therein contained “according to sample and assay at the port 


of entry.” There are comparatively few ports of entry where the Government 
could have proper assays made. According to the terms of this provision it 
would not be competent to havethe assay made elsewhere than at the port of 


entry.” 

3. Paragraph 156 (page 123) provides that no allowance for damage on account 
of rust, ctc., shall be made on iron or steel or manufactures thereof, Why this 
provision, when section 44 of the bill abolishes all allowances for damages? 

4. Paragraph 158 (page 124) isa marvel in the way of ambiguity and faulty 
construction. All articles not specially enumerated, ete., * © * shall not 


pay a lower rate of duty,” eto, (7 

5, Paragraphs 150 and 181 € 125) provide for muskets, rifles, double 
and single barreled breech-loading shotguns, and for revolving pistols. There 
being no provisions made, however, for muzzle-loading shotguns, pistols other 
than revolving, and other fire-arms, how is it intended these articles shall be 
clussified for duty? 

6. l'aragraph 198 imposes duty at 45 per cent. on all articles not especiall 
enumerated in the act, composed wholly or in part of iron, steel, or other metal. 
This clause in the presentlaw has been a constant source of vexation to Treas- 
ury ofiicials and customs officers, and has been productive of numerous dis- 
putes, protests, appeals, and pending suits. Under it articles made of wood, 
and fairly dutiable at 35 per cent., or of paper, and properly dutiable at 25 per 
cent., if containing the least bit of metal—as, for example, a ferrule on a walk- 
ing-stick, a strip of hoop-iron about n packing-box, ora simple wire-brace ina 
paper lampshade—would be subject to duty at 45 per cent, The question has 
also arisen, whether a few metal threads ranning through silk and woolen 
picco goods, or 8 in embroidery on goods composed of wool or silk, 
berg not subject these fabrics to duty as manufactures composed in part of 
métal.” 

7. Paragraphs 199 and 200 (page 130) provide, obra . for timber, hewn 
and sawed, and timbers used for spars and in bi g Wharvyes,"’ at 20 per cent.; 
and for “timbers squared or sided,” ete., at I cent per cubic foot, or equal to 10 

percent, Timbers squared or sided may be used, and is often used, ‘for spars 
n building wharves.” Where an article like this is fitted for various uses, how 
is me customs officer to know its precise intended use or its possible ultimate 
use 

5. Paragraph 200 (page 132) imposes duty at 30 per cent. on house furniture not 
finished, and the next ph duty at 35 per cent. on house furniture finished. 
A bedstead, for example, packed in p as is usual, and lacking only the cas- 
tors, or perhaps a coat of varnish, would be entitled to admission at the lower 
rate. 

b. Paragraph 20% also makes “reeds” dutiable at 10 per cent., whereas para- 
graph 731 (pages 195, 196) makes “reeds” free of duty. 

10. The same paragraph (page 209) imposes duty at 15 
8 paragraph 731 exempts the same material ( boo and rattan) 

rom daty. 

11. Paragraph $53} (page 157) provides for ` woolen and worsted yarns, made 
wholly or in part of wool, worsted,” etc, Would yarnsbe“ woolen or worsted” 
if not made wholly or in part of wool?” Yarns made from the hair of the 
Angora goat are not known as ‘woolen and worsted yarns,” but are known as 
‘mohair yarns,” while those made from the hair of the alpaca, the common 
goat, the camel, the cow, or other animals are not woolen and worsted” yarns. 
How, therefore, would these hair yarns be classified for duty? 

12. Note the faulty phraseology in the first three lines of paragraph 355 (page 
158), namely, Haunels, blankets,and hats of wool, composed wholly or in part 
of wool, the hair of the gont, alpaca, or other animals. 

13, Also note the obscure, ambiguous, and conflicting clause in paragraph 356, 
namely, but all the above-named goods which are composed in part of silk, 
or which contain an admixture of silk, and in which silk is not the component 
material of chief value,“ etc. Would the kinds of goods described in the para- 
graph, * ad gay ie in part of wool,” ete., but in which silk is the component 
material of chief value,” be dutiable at the rates therein prescribed, or at the 
tates prescribed in“ Schedule L for silk piece-goods? 

l4. Observe the clause in paragraph 357 (page 160) which reads: And all such 
goods with selyedges, made wholly or in part of other materials and all such 
foots in which threads, made wholly or in part of other materials, have been 

ntroduced in the warp or In the filling for the purpose of changing the classifi- 
cation for duty,’ ete. How shall it be determ med whether the “selvedges"’ 
wero put on, or threads introduced in faith or “for the purpose of chang- 
ing the classification for duty? Thesimilar clause in the present law has been 
the subject of vexatious disputes ever since it took effect, The Treasury officials 
have held that the mere introduction of a few threads of cotton or other material, 
or the admixture of a small percentage of such materials, with the wool, ete; 
would not relieve the goods from classification under this pror as if com- 
poena wholly of wool,” etc. Suits have in consequence n brought involv- 
ng vast sums of money. 

Meauwhile these goods have been sold to the people at prices based upon the 
rates of duty exacted, and the domestic manufacturers Eie K. have 


r cent. on chair 


mude their business arrangements as if they were securely protected“ under 
the higher rate, Within the past few days, however, a suit involving this ques- 


tion was decided in the United States court for the southern district of New 
York in favor of the importer. Therefore, if this decision is sustained the con- 
sumers of the goods will have suffered, the domestic manufacturers will bavo 
been deceived and injured, the Government will have been put to much expense 
and trouble, and nobody will have been benefited except the venturesome im- 
porters and their attorneys and customs-house brokers, with whom it would al- 
most seem that the real authors of the provision in question were in league, 

15, Paragraphs 358 and 359 provide for the same A ias of articles at the same 
rate of duty. The first h would cover all. 

16. There are two provisions in the free-list for bulbs and bulbous roots (par- 
agraphs 493 and 535), Also for peltries and other proper goods and effects of 
Indians.“ (See paragraph 651 and section 2512, pages 189 and 208.) 


AD VALOREM AND SPECIFIC DUTIES. 


Notwithstanding the pronounced declaration against ad valorem duties and 
strong arguments in fayor of specific rates contained in the report of the Sen- 
ate Committee on Finance, the bill has substituted purely specific forad valorem 
duties on few articles compared with the number on which it has actually in- 
creased existing high ad valorem rates. At the same time it has vastly extended 
that most vicious and mischievous system known tocustoms taxation, namely, 
specific duty dependent upon values. A system apparently devised to invite 
evasions and encourage frauds, and which almost invariably imposes the higher 
rate on the cheaper quality of goods of each particular class. 

Take for example cotton hosiery provided for in paragraph 321 (page 151). If 
a dozen pairs of Bose worth 75 cents should be invoiced and admitted at 60 cents 
or less the revenue would lose, and the defrauder gain, 41 cents, or 9 cents more 
than the amount collected; whereas if the rate of duty was simply 55 per cent. 
ad valorem the loss to the revenue and gain to the defrauder would only be a 
fraction over 8 cents, 

On the other hand, hose valued at 75 cents per dozen pairs would under this 
bill pay duty equal to %5 cent. (or 40 cont. more if this duty were 55 

cent. ad valorem); while if valued at $2 per dozen paee it would only equal 
Bp r cent., and if valued at $8 per dozen pairs it would only equal 45 per cent., 
or 50 per cent. less than on the 75-cent goods. | 

Take also cotton thread and yarn, embraced in paragraph 315, Should 100 
pounds of the yarn worth $30 be invoiced and admitted at a valuation of $25, the 
revenue would thereby suffer a loss and a dishonest importer secure a gain of 
$8._ If, however, duty was 40 per cent. ad valorem, the revenue would only lose 
and the importer gain $2 by such an undervaluation. At the same time yarns 
correctly invoiced at a valuation of 30cents per pound would under this bill pay 
duty equal to 60 per cent., while if valued at 40 cents per pound the duty would 
be equal to 45 per cent. 

There are two classes of men who favor this system of duty, also very high 
ad valorem rates pure and simple. These are unscrupulous importers who are 
sure to, and crafty manufacturers who hope to, secureundue advantage there- 
from. And it isa notable factthat in most cases these beneficiaries are adyent- 
5 1 aliens who have established themselves here temporarily for this purpose 
only. 

The advocacy of specific duties by our Government is warranted not only by 
our experience but by the abandonment of ad valorem rates and the adoption of 
this system by the principal manufacturing and commercial nations of conti- 
nental Europe. It is true that the rates ofduty imposed by those countries are, 
as & rule, but trifling compared with ours, and that for this reason it is practi- 
cable to levy specific rates there without discriminating againstarticles of cheaper 
quality to a degree so seriously hurtful as would apparently be the case here, 
under our exceptional system of high customs taxation. Yet my experience 
since coming to this Department has taught me that it is practically shed e 
to apply such high ad valorem rates as haye come down to us from our late war 
period without such attendant inequalties, injustice, fraud, immorality, and 
scandal as has hitherto disgraced the Government and as still prevails. This 
condition of affairs is in my opinion more injurious to us as a people than would 
be the inequalities likely to result from the substitution of c for ad valo- 
rem duties. Let it be understood that Iam considering a choice between two 
evils. No form of taxation has ever been devised that has operated with strict 
fairness and equality. Certainly this is impossible under our system, born of 
war and as cruel as war, 

If, therefore, it shall be the policy of the Government to continue and to ng- 

vate, as is pro , this merciless system of customs taxation, it would be 
etter, 1 think, that the barbarism be made complete by the adoption of specific 
rates than that the present carnival of fraud and deocit shall continue. If the 
people are to be forever tortured by taxation, then callin the Cossacks,” Iny 
on the knout, put on the manacles, and apply the thumb-screws in an earnest, 
orderly, and straightforward way. The resolute purpose to obstruct our com- 
mercial intercourse with other countries by restricting and prohibiting impor- 
tations, which is so manifest in the several schedules of the bill, is also adbered 
to in certain of its administrative sections, I shali content myself with merely 
pointing out such of these as impress me as being particularly objectionable, 

Section 2900, Revised Statutes, imposes an additional duty of 20 percent. upon 
all merchandise which, upon appraise, is found to have been entered 10 per 
cent. or more below its true market value. The framers ofthis law clearly bad 
in mind cases where, from various reasons, goods might be fairly invoiced and 
honestly buterroneously entered below their actual market value at the period 
of exportation tothiscountry. Therefore the imposition of the additional duty 
was for the purpose of inflicting such punishment only upon the importer as 
would cause him to be careful in entering his goods in all cases at their proper 
value, and was not intended as a penalty for a willful attempt to defraud the 
revenue, 

Section 30 of the bill substitutes for this provision in section 2900, Revised 
Statutes, a penal duty of 2 per cent. for cach | per cent. of the increased vulua- 
tion ascertained by the appraiser in excess of 5 per cent. of the entered value, 
And furthermore, if the appraised value secede the ontered value more than 
20 per cent. the entries shall be held to be presumptively fraudulent, and the 
goods shall be seized and proceeded st for forfeiture. It is scarcely neces- 
sary for me to call attention to the fact that it ed eres impossible for the 
most accomplished experts to determine within 5 per cent. the actual foreign 
market vaiue of many classes and qualities of imported goods, In fact, it fre- 

uently occurs that our customs examiners, as well as spate in the trade, dif- 

er more than 10 per cent. with respect to the foreign value of 3 arti- 
cles, You will readily see, therefore, that this amendment is u radical change 
of the present law, and that the hardships it would cause would necessarily re- 
strict regular importations by our merchants, and would be prohibitive of con- 
signinents here on foreign account. 

Section gi provides, in effect, that in all cases where merchandise is consigned 
to the United States forsale on account of the manufacturer thereof, there shall 
be presented on entry, ju addition to the certified or consular invoice, ete., a 
statement signed by such manufacturer showing in detail the cost of production 
of the merchandise, or if consigned for sale on account of a person other than 
the manufacturer, there shall be presented as a part of the entry a statement 
declaring that the merchandise was actually purchased by him or for his ne- 
count, and showing the time, place, and from whom purchaied, and in detall 
the price poa therefor. 

Itis pla: n that a bona fide and actual compliance with these ulrements 
would be practically impossible ns a rule. Consequently, che result would be 
either the presentation of false and misleading statements or that the goods 
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would be falsely Invoiced and entered as having been actually pugehased for the 
acoount of the consignes. So that the effect would be not only to increase the 
volume of custom-house frauds, but to drive the more honest men front the 
consignment business, and at the same time ta restrict importations, and to in- 
juriously affect our commercial relations with foreign countries. When the 
Government has been furnished an inyoios duly authenticated by one of itsown 
consular officers, together with the consignee's entry under oath, and also has 
the importer's goods in its own hands for examination and appraixal, it would 
certainly seem to be in position to collect its duties. 

The clause in section 41 (page 23!, lines 13 to 17) providing for the addition to 
the dutieble value of the cost of transportation, shipment, and transshipment, 
with all the expenses,” etc., would so largely increase the customs taxeson such 
articles as carthenware, tiles, bricks, roofing slate, machinery, and other heavy 
and bulky gots sublect to ad valorem rates, as to measurably, at least, prohibit 
their importation, Unlike coverings, packing charges, ete., these additions to 
the dutiable value are not necessary to prevent frauds or abuses, nor to secure 
fair and uniform spprsisements, and were manifestly made for the express pur- 
Ese of o increasing the domestic manifacturer’s “protection” as to relieve 

tin entiroly, ut the expense of the consumers, from foreign competition. 

There is obscurity as to the intent and meaning of the words “additional 
duty shall be levied," elo. in the clause providing for the imposition of duty on 
such coverings of “imported merchandise, whether dutiable or free.“ as are of 
unusdal character and “designed for use otherwise than in the bona fide trans- 
portation of merchandise to the United States.“ The purpose of the seotion is 
to inelude “the value of all cartons, cases, crates, boxes, sacks,” eto, in deter- 
mining the dutiable value of goods subject to ad valorem rates only. Clearly, 
it was not intended fo assess duty upon the ususland necessary coverings, te., 
of freo goods or goods subject to purely specific rates. How, therefore, are the 
words "additional duty,” as applied to such goods, to be understood? 

With the exception of those two objectionable clauses, this section (41) is sub- 
stantially as originally prepared and recommended by this Departmont. 


Respectfully, your 
* CHARLES S. FAIRCHILD. 
Hon, R. Q. MILLS, 
House of Representatives, 


Repeal of the Tobacco Tax—Blair Edneational Bill. 


SPEECH 


HON. WILLIAM E. GAINES, 


OF VIRGLNIA, 
In THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 


Monday, March 4, 1889. 

Mr. GAINES said: 

Mr. SPEAKER: Almost three years have elapsed since I accepted 
a nomination to a scat in this body. My formal acceptance of the 
honor carried with it a pledge to support two great measures in which 
the people of my State felt more concern than in all other meas- 
ures then likely to be considered by the Viftieth Congress. That in- 
terest has not abated but intensified. Virginia earnestly desires the 
repeal of an unjust, un-American, unequal, and unnecessary tax upon 
hor main farm product—tobaceo. In her poverty she fayors help from 
the General Government in her most commendable undertaking to edu- 
cate her thousands of illiterate children. I have before me the last 
census showing in round numbers three hundred aud forty thousand 
children in Virginia of school age who never saw the inside ofa primer, 
It is strange that this grand old Commonwealth should invoke the 
aid of the Federal Government to assist her in raising the pall that 
rests upon lier. Is it not natural that she should demand that tobacco, 
her great ſarm product, should be as free as the farm products of other 
States of the Union? Why should the tobacco raisers of a few States 
of the Union submit to having the product of their farms taxed $54,- 
000,000 annually while other agricultural products are as free as the 
air we breathe? 

Mr, Speaker, tobacco has contributed its share of the tribute to the 
necessity that imposed this un-American tax upon a farm product. 
The raiser, the dealer, manufacturer, and consumer are united in an 
effort to free this industry of the espionage and restraining burdens to 
which it has been so unjustly subjected for so many years. Upon this 
staple depends a large section of the State which I have the honor in 
part to represent on this floor. Its growth and manufacture enter 
very largely into the trade, commerce, and wealth of Virginia. It 
should be remembered that 18 per cent. of all persons engaged in agri- 
culture in Virginia are employed in raising tobacco, in round numbers 
49,000 farmers, while there are nearly 600,000 taxed dealers engaged 
in the trade in the United States; nearly 8,000 establishments, em- 
ploying $41,000,000, giving employment to 90,000 persons, whose wages 
aggregate $26,000,000 annually. ‘Tobacco represents fully 71 per cent. 
of the merchandise balance exported by the United States, bringing 
in return $32,000,000 in gold. 

It is an industry of no mean importance in nineteen States of the 
Union. There exists no longer a pretext that tobacco is a luxury 
which should be subjected to proscriptive legislation. It is used in 
one form and another in all parts of the civilized world. This univer- 
sal use forbids any such classification. It is estimated that the world 
uses 70 onnces per capita. Coffee and ten are not classed as necessaries 
of life. The consumption of coffee per capita is almost double that of 
tobacco, while that of tea is about one-fifth. These articles are not 
more essential to man’s comfort, yet they pay no internal tax. If to- 


bacco is a luxury, why burden its produetion and the trade resulting 
from it, thus keeping it beyond the reach of the masses? Tt is con- 
ceded by all political parties that the money derived from the internal 
tax is no longer a necessity for maintenance of Government. Nothing 
is more distasteful than this system of taxation. Nothing is more un- 
just. The fields of agriculture should be relieved of this burden. 

The people of every State of the Union are educated to the belief that 
this Congress would reduce the surplus in the Treasury by an outright 
reduction of taxes. They are weary of the promise of a reduction of 
burdens so long endured. They will hold to account the party respon- 
sible for the retirement to the Treasury, to lie in idleness, the currency 
needed for circulation. 

Mr. Speaker, there can be no tariff legislation by this Congress; it 
would at this moment be a grand and patriotic act to relieve the ngri- 
cultural interest of thishinderance. Why, sir, the tobacco crop of 1888 
is now being marketed at an average of 50 per cent. less than the cost 
of production, a sum per hundred less than one-half that collected by 
the Government as a tax thereon. 

Mr. Speaker, we are about quitting this Hall. In ashort period the 
sands of time will announce the dissolution of the Fiftieth Congress. 
Who is responsible for the failure to repeal the tax on tobacco? Can it be 
charged to this side of the House? Iam sure it can not. The Demo- 
cratic party of this House through its Speaker and Committee on Ways 
and Means have persistently fought every measure looking to this repeal, 
With a dozen or more bills introduced at the commencement of the first 
session of this Congress in the hands of the Committee on Ways and 
Means; with resolution after resolution from the Republican side of 
this House; with petitions and delegations from farmers; manufact- 
urers, and dealers, this angust committee has maintained the silence 
of a stone in utter contempt of the will of the people. That commit- 
tee has so fur forgotten its own functions as to fight with relentless 
hand all effort on the part of the distinguished chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations to whom had been referred what is known 
as the Cowles bill. For the past ten days that grand old commoner, 
Mr. RanpAtt, of Pennsylvania, has been watched and dogged by 
his party friends on this floor and in caucus—every effort known to 
modern legislation has been resorted to by an almost undivided Demo- 
cratic party to prevent recognition of him by the Chair. On this floor 
it is openly threatened that no man who will join the Republicans to 
repeal this tax will be countenanced by his party again. The fight 
waxes warm; the Virginia farmer remains at home, too poor tosubseribe 
to a newspaper which would correctly chronicle events here. Democ- 
racy thus holds clutched in the vice of death the liberties of my people. 
The question is asked, why can not the Virginia farmers be instructed 
as to the position of the two parties on these questions in which they 
are so much interested. I answer, Mr. Speaker, that I have never seen 
as many as a dozen Virginia Democratic farmers who have read Cleve- 
land’s message to this Congress in which he so plainly defined the posi- 
tion of the Democratic party on the question of the repeal of the to- 
bacco tax. From it I read as follows: 

It must be coneded that none of the things subjected to intornal- revenue tax- 
ation are, striclly speaking, necessaries, Thore appears to be no just complaint 
of this taxation by the consumers of these articios, and there secms to be noth- 
ing os well able to bear the burden without hardship to any portion of the 
people. 

I am not sure, Mr. Speaker, that this message was ever published in 
the Democratic newspapers of my State. None but Democratic jour- 
nals can live there, It was necessary to Democratic success in that 
State that the farmers be kept in ignorance of the position of the Dem- 
ocratic party on the repeal of the tobacco tax and the Blair educational 
bill. No party can live in Virginia in opposition to these measures, 
hence the necessity for the suppression of that message as well as the 
action of this Congress. 

I do not wish to be underatood as imputing ignorance on general 
subjects to the Virginia farmer; to the contrary, no State can furnish 
his superior intellectually. Yet, Mr. Speaker, no sane man can be- 
lieve that this class of Virginia people would have voted the Demo- 
cratic ticket last fall had they read the tobacco clause of Cleveland’s 
message, or known that the Blair educational bill, donating the mag- 
nificent sum of $76,000,000 for public education, had been three times 
defeated in as many years by the Democrats sent here to represent 
them. Nor did they understand that their forests and vegetables had 
been put on the free-list, I am unprepared to beliove that Virginia 
farmers will knowingly persist in the support of a party when it is un- 
derstood they starve themselyes and forever keep their children in 
ignorance by so doin 

It is reckoned admissible for the clergy of Virginia to vote twice a 
year to keep three hundred and forty thousand Virginia children in 
ignorance, 8 entailing erime and shame. They forget the heathen 
at home on election day, while on every other day of the week they 
inyoke aid for the foreign heathen. Such is the state of politics in the 
old Dominion that one needs be a Democrat to have listeners to the 
gospel; but few Republican divines make bread in that State. The 
farmers’ Democracy, however, leads him in another direction. Mr. 
Speaker, I have not been deceived by the failure of the majority party 
of this House to repeal the tax on tobacco. In fact, I have never for 
a moment thonght they would do so. But, thanks to the will of the 
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American people, the Republican party will be seated in this Hall on 
the Ist of December next, clothed with power and disposition to grant 
to the people of this Union Federal aid to public education, protection to 
American industries, protection to American agriculture, protection to 
North and South alike, protection to Americans at home and abroad. 

Here is the platform of God’s people as relates to Virginia tobacco 
raisers and her three hundred and forty thousand illiterate and indigent 
children. 

Mr. Speaker, the verdict must come sooner or later. The truth can 
not always remain suppressed. How stands it with my Democratic 
colleagues ſrom Virginia? Allow metosay toyou that the part you have 
played in this great drama was correctly portrayed when three years 
ago it was charged upon you that you would by youraction on the first 
day of the first session of the Fiftieth Congress betray the trust im- 
posed on you by voting for the present Speaker of this House. You 
did not thus defeat Virginia’s hopes without warning and full knowl- 
edge of the effect of your action. 

One or more of you must have known from experience in the Forty- 
ninth Congress that to make Mr. CARLISLE Speaker meant to perpet- 
uate the tobacco tax, to the repeal of which you were solemnly sworn. 
You lent your vote to the election of the distinguished chairman of 
the Committee on Ways and Means with the full knowledge that he 
had abused and vilified Virginia Democracy for adopting a platform 
favoring the repeal of the tax on tabacco and the passage of the Blair 
educational bill. I will remind you and instruct the House by read- 
ing the language of Mr. MILLS upon reading the last platform adopted 
by Virginia Democrats. Here it is: 

CONGRESSMAN MILLS, OF TEXAS, ON VIRGINIA DEMOCRATS. 


That platform adopted ss e so-called Democratic party of Virgin 
something extraordinary. It must disgust every Democrat both in and out of 
the State. The present leaders of the Democratic party in Virginia are the 
queerest set of imbeciles that ever ruined a State. 

The pen Speaker of this House said of that platform: "The Virginia Dem- 
ocrats have adopted a Republican and not a Democratic platform.” 

in, the Courier-Journal, the mouthpiece of Mr. CARLISLE, said of that 
platform: If a set of ea — ever deserved defeat for cowardly utter- 
ances, these so-called Virginia Democrats certainly do. The platform is an out- 
Hpo Democratic principles and a fraud upon the Democracy of that State, 

It is a lie and a cheat from the beginning to the end.“ 


Now, Mr. Speaker, I would ask if the support given to Messrs. Mills, 
Carlisle & Co. on this floor by Virginia Democrats is not an acknowl- 
edgment on their part that the State platform upon which my col- 
leagues were elected was all that was ever claimed for it by Messrs. 
MILLS and CARLISLE. | 

That it was a lie, a fraud, and a cheat no one ever doubted in Vir- 
ginia, since it claimed to favor principles which would not last to cross 
the Potomac, and which were known to be in direct opposition to the 
platform of the national Democratic party in this, that the one de- 
manded the repeal of the internal-revenue laws and favored aid to pub- 
lic education, while the other reads that this tax shall be continued 
for the payment of pensions to United States soldiers, and that it was 
0 to collecting taxes of the people to be distributed among the 
States ſor educational purposes. 

Mr. Speaker, national Democracy and Virginia Democracy did not 
come out of the same box. The latter is the Republican platform as 
enunciated by Virginia Republicans and afterwards adopted by Virginia 
Democrats without the dotting of an i or the crossing of a t.“ As 
degrading as this may appear it is nevertheless so, and no attempt was 
ever made toconceal the fact. In contrast with this humiliating spec- 
tacle, Mr. Speaker, I thank God that when a Virginia Republican pro- 
claims in favor of a repeal of the tobacco tax and the passage of a bill 
giving Federal aid to public education he can go and open the national 
Republican platform upon which Benjamin Harrison was elected Presi- 
dent of these United States and find his faith confirmed in the follow- 
ing language. I read from the Republican platform: 


The Republican party would effect all needed reduction of national revenue 
a A the taxes on tobacco, which are an annoyance and burden to agri- 
culture, 


ia was 


EDUCATIONAL, 


In a republic like ours, where the citizen is the sovereign and the official the 
servant, where no power is exercised except by the will of the people, it is im- 
portant that the sovereign, the people, should r intelligence. The free 
school is the promoter of that intelligence which is to preserve us as a free na- 
tioun. Therefore the State or nation or both combined should spurt fest insti- 
tutions of learning sufficient to afford every child growing up in the land the 
opportunity of a good common-school education. 


In addition to the above, Mr. Speaker, the world can judge of our 
sincerity by our actions. Three times has our Republican Senate 
echoed the language of the above platform by passing the Blair educa- 
tional bill. And with a full knowledge of the language I employ and 
in contradiction of the statement made by one of my colleagues in a 
newspaper interview in the city of Richmond, Va., a few days since, I 
defy any member of this House to name a Republican member of the 
Fiftieth Congress who is not honestly and earnestly in favor of the re- 
peal of the tax on tobacco. 

Lextend my challenge further. I defy the production of a dozen 
Democrats in this House who favor either the educational bill or the 
repeal of the tobacco tax. : 

Mr. Speaker, Virginia Democracy upheld by Northern Copperheads 
reminds one to exclaim ‘“The voice is Jacob's voice, but the hands are 
the hands of Esau.“ In the Pilgrim’s Progress it plays the part of the 
gentleman who followed Christiana so devoutly for her silver slippers. 


Direct Taxes. 


SPEEOH 


or 


HON. WILLIAM ELLIOTT, 


OF SOUTH CAROLINA, 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 


Tuesday, December 11, 1888. 


The House being in Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, and 
having under consideration the bill (S. 139) to credit and pay to the several 
and Territories and the District of Columbia all moneys collected under the t 
rect tax levied by the act of Congress approved August 5, 1861— 

Mr. ELLIOTT said: 

Mr. CHAIRMAN: On the 5th August, 1861, Congress passed an act 
entitled An act to provide increased revenue from imports to pay in- 
terest on the public debt, and for other purposes.“ Section 8 provides: 

That a direct tax of $20,000,000 be, andis hereby, annually laid upon the United 
States, and the same shall be, and is hereby, apportioned to the States, respect- 
ively, in the manner following. 

Then follows the apportionment, which will be hereafter given. 
Section 53 provides that any State or Territory may assume the pay- 
ment of its quota, and thus relieve its citizens from the payment of the 
amounts charged against theirlands, and that any Stateso payingshould 
be entitled to a deduction of 15 per cent. of the sum apportioned to it. 

All the Northern States, excepting Delaware, assumed and paid their 
quotas. Delaware’s quota was collected directly from her citizens by 
the machinery provided by the act. In the Southern States no collec- 
tions were made under this act, nor until after the passage of An act 
for the collection of direct taxes in insurrectionary districts, and for 
other purposes,“ approved June 7, 1862. Under this the President 
was authorized to appoint for those States three tax commissioners for 
the purpose of collecting the tax to be assessed against each lot of land 
therein, and in case of sale the certificate of the commissioners could— 

Only be affected as evidence of the regularity and validity of sale by establish- 
ing the fact that said property was not subject to taxes, or that the taxes had 
been paid previous to sale, or thatthe property had been redeemed according 
to the provisions of this act. 

Under this act, during the war and after its close, collections were 
made in all of the Southern States either by volun payment or by 
sales of property, so that to-day the account of each State and Terri- 
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In South Carolina the amounts collected in the several parishes and 
districts are as follows: 
Collection of direct taxes, interest, at penalties in South Carolina, by 
parishes, 


Parishes. 


St. Philip and St. Michael ... .. . 
Prince William's. . . „ as 
St. John’s and St. Andrew’s........... 

St. James, Santee, and St. Andrew’s.. 


St. Stephen’s... 
Marion district. 2, 492. 40 
Prince George 1,216. 01 
53 2. 398, 25 
St. Paul, St. Thomas, and St. Denis. 6,551. 26 |... 
Horry district . . . . . 691. 10 
St. John's. . 3, 88. 85 
oose Creek an 4,151.18 
St. George... 1,556, 74 
St Bartholo 4, 393. 00 
All Saints 233, 07 
Christ's Church. 2, 936. 90. |. 
St. Luke’s...... A 793. 05 
St. Helena. .... . 513.52 
r 210, 789. 
Tax collected by sale of land. 11, 855. 
Deduct duplicate entry ....... e 


Total tax collected exclusive of 
penalties and interest. 
Interest collected. 
Penalties collected. 


Except in the parishes of St. Helena and St. Luke’s, in Beaufort dis- 
trict, these collections were all made by voluntary payments shortly 
after the close of the war. In St. Helena and St. Luke’s parishes, ex- 
cepting 8513.52 in the former and $793.05 in the latter, paid by land- 
owners resident at the North, the collections amounting to $11,855.04 
were made by sale of lands during the war. This sum of $11,855.04 is 
the entire tax charged against the lands and town lots in these two 
parishes which were sold by the commissioners in the manner herein- 
after described. 

Although the act of 1861 provided for an annual direct tax of $20,- 
000,000, yet no effort has ever been made to collect the tax for any but 
the first year; nor have any collections been made for twenty years past 
on account of the uncollected balances of the first year’s tax, 

The present bill proposes to repay to the States and Territories the 
entire amount collected and to release whatever is still due, and the 
payments are to be made to the States and Territories directly, whether 
the tax was paid by them to the United States, as in the North, or was 
collected from the people, as in the South—the latter States being made 
trustees for their citizens from whom the tax was collected. 

I do not propose to discuss the general features of this bill, which 
have been so ably presented by gentlemen who have preceded me, but 
to call the attention of the committee to a case of special hardship 
arising out of the enforcement of the law in the parishes of St. Helena 
and St. Luke’s in South Carolina. 

After the capture of Port Royal in 1861, and after the passage of the 
supplementary act for the collection of this tax in the insurrectionary 
districts, some time in the year 1862, commissioners were appointed 
and sent into that section of the State, and as the result of their oper- 
ations 110,000 acres of land in these parishes and the entire town of 
Beaufort, consisting of some 500 lots containing valuable improve- 
ments, were sold. 

There has been no reversal of these acts, and, except in cases where 
the owners have redeemed their property from the Government under 
the redemption act, passed in 1872, or have repurchased it, the entire 
property is held by the tax purchasers and those claiming under them. 

I will propose by an amendment to the bill, which the Judiciary 
Committee have instructed their chairman to accept, some provisions 
calculated to undo the great injustice which has fallen upon these peo- 
ple far in excess of anything suffered by the people in other sections of 
the country. 

All the facts cited in support of any amendment are based upon the 
official publications of the Government, most of which are included in 
the report of the Judiciary Committee on this bill. By a careful ex- 
amination of that report it will be seen that the grossest irregularities 
noe committed by the commissioners intrusted with the execution of 

e law. 

ASSESSMENT AND TAXATION, 

At the very outset in assessing the property and fixing the rate of 
taxation upon it the commissioners acted in a most extraordinary man- 
ner, as will appear by the following extracts from a report made in 1886 
by a commission appointed by the Secretary of the Treasury, and in- 
cluded in the committee’s report: 


For taxation the State was divided under State laws into the“ upper divis- 
ion ” and the lower division,” in the latter of which alone was the direct tax 
attempted to be levied and collected. 

The commissioners fixed the entire taxable property of the State at $30,833,- 
322.1074, and still imposed upon the several es and districts constituting 


the ‘‘lower division” of the State for taxation an aggregate assessed 
of $33,750,000, or nearly $3,000,000 more than the entire estimate for the State, 


valuation 


leaving unassegsed the upper division, which, under the State law, consti- 
tuted more than one-fourth the taxable value of lands in the State and about 
three-fourths the State’s area. 

The commissioners imposed upon farming lands—all property not in towns, 
etc.—a tax of 82 ad valorem for each $100 valuation,” and “upon the cit: 
town, village, and borough lots the sum of 80 cents ad valorem on each 51 
valuation.“ This has very recently been the subject of judicial inquiry before 
the Court of Claims, where it has been held that the assessment should have 
been the same for all classes of property, and that any assessment in excess of 
such a levy is erroneous, and the amounts collected thereunder in excess of the 
proper sums should be refunded to the landowners paying the same. 


Further on the report proceeds: 


The report of the comptroller-general of South Carolina for 1860, adding 
thereto the assessment for Union County for the next fiscal year, which is sub- 
stantially correct, as no return for this county seems to have been received or 
incorporated in the first of the said reports, shows as taxable real estate in the 
entire State $41,924,074, of which $30,090,507 was in the lower division.“ Then 


if $41,924,074 should pay $363,570.67, the quota of the State, $30,090,507 should ; 


$260,048.53. But upon this lower division the commissioners levied $348, s 
$87,334.81 more than its proportion. Should the rate of taxation have been uni- 
form, each land-owner has compelled to pay 33.8 per cent. more than could 
be imposed under the law. 

The same figures will show that the assessment for this State should have been 
80 cents (about) on each $100 valuation. Town property has, then, paid 6 cents 
too little and country property $1.14 too much on each $100 valuation. 

It is probable that there will yet be pus numerous claims for refunding 
amounts erroneously collected, both here and in other States. sum re- 
funded, and which was heretofore credited to the State on account of tax, will 
necessarily affect the amount due from the State. And hence the necessity of 
the observations upon this point. E 

Thus it appears that the commissioners assessed the lower division“ 
alone at nearly $3,000,000 above the entire assessment for the whole 
State, and that they madea distinction in the mode of levying the tax 
between town property and planted lands, whereby they taxed the 
plantation lands $2 for every $100, being, as against town property, 6 
cents too little, and as against county property $1.14 too much on the 


100. 
t ADVERTISEMENT. 

Next, as to the advertisement. For a hundred years the lots in 
Beaufort had been designated on the town plat by numbers, from 1 
up to about 500, without reference to blocks. Although the commis- 
sioners found this plat, they nevertheless made a new one, conforming 
in general to the old subdivision but changing entirely the designation— 
numbering the blocks and lettering the lots in each block. Thus, for 
instance, a lot which under the old plat might be known as No. 10 be- 
came under the new lot A in block 4. It is impossible to conceive of 
a more radical change. No owner could by any possibility have rec- 
ognized his property 5 description. And the change was as need - 
less as it was illegal. No good reason for it can be 2 Its only 
object was to obliterate landmarks as well as titles, and yet luckily it 
may prove a blessing to its victims by helping to redress a great wrong. 

GENERAL HUNTER STOPS THE SALE, 

A few days before the day fixed for the sale Major-General Hunter, 
then commanding the Department of the South, ordered the commis- 
sioners not to proceed with it. They, nevertheless, commenced the sale, 
and the minutes of the commissioners show that the following orders 
were then issued: 


HEADQUARTERS UNITED States Forces, PORT ROYAL ISLAND, 
Beaufort, S. C., February 12, 1863. 
Sm: lam instructed by the colonel commanding these forces to inform you 
that if you attempt to continue the sale of land, or sell another lot, without or- 


ders from the department headquarters, to arrest you and send youthere under 


I am, sir, very respectfully, etc., 
S. 8. e d 
Lieulenant Sixth Connecticut Volunteers, A. A, A. G. 
Mr, A. D. Sxrrn, 
Direct-Tax Commissioner. 


Brie 88 R. Saxton this day transmitted to this commission the following 
order, wit: 

, “ HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF THE SOUTH, 
“Hilton Head, Port Royal, S. C., March 1, 1363. 
“Brig. Gen, RUFUS SAXTON, 


Commanding post, Beaufort, S. C.: 

“GENERAL: Allsales of land for 1 of taxes having been suspended 
in this department by general orders from these headquarters, until the pleas- 
ure of the Government in the premises should be made known; and the direct- 
tax commissioners themselves having decided that such suspension vitiated the 
original four weeks’ advertising prescribed by law, you will take immediate 
measures to secure that no further sales of land in this department shall be either 
publicly or privately made until previous advertising for ‘four weeks next pe 
ceding theday ofsale’ shall have been had, the advertising heretofore had ofthese 
lands having been vitiated by the prohibition of sales. And you will notify the 
commissioners of taxes thatany sales of land they cn Sart made since the issu- 
ing of the general orders from these headquarters prohibiting such sales shall be 
held null and void, and are so declared to be; and that no purchaser shall be 
allowed to claim benefit under the same, And you will further notify the com- 
missioners that any further attempt on their part to contravene these orders 
until the new four weeks’ advertising shall have been had, and until the reserva- 
tions prescribed by Government have been made, will be severely visited. 

“This order you will communicate by certified copy or otherwise to the tax 
commissioners without delay; and you will be kind enough to apprise me of 
your son in the matter and of its results, All this by command of Maj, Gen. 


unter, 
* respectfully, General, your most obedient servan 
var N “ OHAS.G, ALPINE, 


“Asst. Adjl. Gen. the South and Tenth Army Corps.” 
sn Dare of W. E. WORDING. 
WM. HENRY BRİSBANE, 
Commissioners. 
Jno. C. ALEXANDER, Clerk, 
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These orders disclose a strange condition of things. First, an officer 
of the Army undertakes to control and direct the sale of lands under 
an act of Congress—purely a civil proceeding; and, in the second place, 
the terms of the orders show very clearly that General Hunter not only 
had good reasons for suspecting that his orders had been disobeyed (per- 
haps properly), but that the commissioners had been selling property 
privately,“ that they intended to sell the remainder without proper 
advertisement, and that the Government intended to reserve some 
of the lands. 

THE GOVERNMENT, “ SELECTS” PROPERTY. 

Subsequently a board of selection, as it was called, was appointed, 
consisting of two generals and the direct-tax commissioners, who were 
directed to select, for purposes of the United States Government, cer- 
tain property, and they selected about 60,000 acres of land, and with 
the exception of four unimportant lots, which were owned by colored 
people who were present at the sale and purchased them, the entire 
town of Beaufort, consisting, as I have said, of about five hundred lots, 
with improvements, and valued by the commissioners themselves for 
purposes of taxation at $515,700. The following extract from the re- 
port of the board of selection fully explains what was done: 

The report of the board of selection of lands for war, military, naval, revenu 
charitable, educational, and police purposes, etc., is herewith communi 
8 this it will be seen (that for these purposes, on which the Government 


should bid), that there were selected, as necessary for Government use, for the 
purposes aforesaid, as follows: 


Lands selected by the board of selection to be bid in for war, naval, 
* military, revenue, charitable, educational, and police purposes, 
acres. 


Average price paid per are.. . . . . .. . ee 
Upon the sale of these lands the Government became, of course, a common 
purehaser with others at the tax sale and bid in competition with individuals. 
Besides the lands selected for the use of the Government, there were pur- 
chased by the commissioners for the United States, under the amendment au- 
thorizing the commissioners to bid for the Government up to two-thirds of the 
5 value, 19,619 acres, the assessed value of which is $78,476 for the sum of 
0,950, averaging nearly 56cents per acre., * * + 
dition to the plantation lands selected for Government use, the board of 
selection deemed the situation of the town of Beaufort so important for mili- 
tary operations as to require the absolute control of the Government, It was 
bid in accordingly, except two or three small tenements previously sold to res- 
idents thereon, anda few unimportant lots, the assessed value being $515,700, 
for the sum of $17,512, 
There were bid in by the United States plantation lands, in all 67,322 
ATOS ALA COE. Of... crrceveareccnssoveasansicncasisucossengeassroveases — „455. 00 
The town of Beaufort 17,512.00 


AA rE conde ohh obudene gantoenerovioreret tilureesy annsei say E A A AANER 41, 967. 00 


So the entire town, with the exceptions I have named, passed into 
the hands of the United States Government at a most insignificant 
cost, the entire property valued at over a half a million of dollars hav- 
ing been purchased for $17,512, or about one-thirtieth of its assessed 
valuation for taxation. They also selected for Government purposes 
over 39,000 acres of land, bidding it in at a nominal figure, the aver- 
age price being 34 cents an acre; and also 19,000 other acres of land 
which they bid in at an average price of 56 cents an acre, all of this 
land having been worth in 1861 from $20 to $40 an acre. 

The following extract from the minutes of the commissioners throws 
additional light upon their manner of conducting these sales: 

BEAUFORT, S. C., March 21, 1863, 

A meeting was held this day, all the commissioners present. The motion of 
Commissioner Wording, which was recorded on the 19th instant, was reconsid- 
ered and indefinitely postponed, and Commissioner Brisbane offered the fol- 
bait a which was agreed to: 

** Whereas the advertisement for the tax sales on Hilton Head and Pinckney 
Islands appears with the names of only two of the commissioners signed thereto, 
and it being questionable whether the withdrawal of a name while the adver- 
tisement is under 3 may not shake the confidence of the community 
in the validity of the sales: Therefore, 

“ Resolved, That the sales of the land on Hilton Head and Pinckney Islands 
be postponed until a more favorable time, or until the pleasure of the Govern- 
ment in the premises be communicated to the commissioners, and that the no- 
tice of sales be for the present withdrawn from publication.” 

The meeting was then adjourned. 

W. E. WORDING 


WM. HENRY BRISBANE, 
Commissioners, 
So far as regards the withdrawal of the advertisement is concerned, I concur, 
The reasons therefor above are, as I am informed, stated under a mis- 
apprehension of the facts. It is understood that General Hunter had ordered 
the discontinuance of the advertisement before the above resolution was passed. 
I didnot sign my name tothe origins advertisement. Wasabsentin Washing- 
ton when it was done, and on the reappearance of the advertisement in the 
New South I directed 5 to omit myname, placed there without 
authority, but was informed that the commanding general had already given 
orders to suspend the publication. Pinckney Island being more a “debatable 
und ” than a proper field for civil operations, I declined the use of my name 
the matter of publication. 
I make this statement, lest it may be thought thatI concur with the preamble 
as well as the resolution. 
A. D. SMITH. 


It does not require a moment's reflection to see that this interfer- 
ence by the military with the civil authorities, the postponement of 
the sales. the peculiar methods of the commissioners, as disclosed in 
General Hunter’s orders, the selection“ and “ reservation“ by the 
Government of more than one-half the property—all done in the midst 
of war—must have exercised a very chilling effect upon the sales. The 
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result has been ially injurious to the land-owners, because in the 
Taylor case, which came to the Supreme Court from Missouri, it was 
decided that the owners were entitled to recover from the United 
States the surplus arising from the sales over and above the tax, costs, 
and penalties, and the Secretary of the Treasury has for years been 
paying these balances. Where private parties were the purchasers the 
former owners have, in some instances, recovered amounts compensat- 
ing them to some extent for their losses, but in hardly any case where 
the Goyernment ‘‘selected’’ the property has the surplus been large 
enough to make it worth while to apply for it. 

Another harsh feature in the enforcement of this law was the selling 
of each piece of property for the tax imposed upon it, regardless of the 
fact that the owner was possessed of other pieces, either one of which 
was more than amply sufficient to pay the tax upon all. 

Thus in one case where a party owned 2,550 acres of Iand, divided 
into four tracts, and a house and lot in the town of Beaufort, valued 
at 88,500, the whole of it being worth $72,250, all of it was sold for 
the purpose of collecting a tax of only $296. 

I have endeavored, Mr. Chairman, in the short time allowed me, to 
state the most striking features of the enforcement of this law in South 
Carolina. Harsh as they were, there may have been some compensa- _ 
tion to the sufferers if the sacrifice of their property had brought relief 
to the rest of the State, butit was notsoto be. This ancient town 
and these 110,000 acres, worth, at a reasonable valuation, $2,500, 000— 
these homes of an entire community—were all sacrificed to raise the 
pitiful sum of $11,855. 

RESALES. 

Subsequently many plans for disposing of the Government property 
were carried out. In the year 1864 the Government, under the same 
act—the thirteenth section—resold much of the property, and thus 
gave to the soldiers and sailors of the United States, many of whom 
were then in and around the town of Beaufort, special terms of pur- 
chase, to wit, one-fourth cash and the balance in three years. When 
the three years expired many of the purchasers, being unable to pay 
the three-fourths of the purchase money still remaining due, the prop- 
erty was retaken by the Government, without legal proceedings, and 
has since been sold again, realizing another profit. The soldiers and 
sailors lost the entire amount of cash paid for the property. The 
amendment provides that the amount so paid, $47,000, should be repaid 
to them. If the entire amount of tax collected is to be returned to the 
States, and everything that has been done is to be undone, it seems but 
just to refund this Amount also. 


SALES TO FREEDMEN. 


By the amendment of 1866 to the Freedman’s Bureau act Congress 
further legislated relative to this matter, and directed that a large 
amount of the lands which were held by the Government should be 
cut up into small parcels and sold to freedmen, who were not allowed 
to pay more than $1.50 per acre, and no person of any other race was 
allowed to purchase at any price. I mention this for the purpose of 
showing that not only did the Government at the outset select this 
property at merely nominal prices, but that subsequently it disposed 
of it far below its market value in undertaking to carry out a certain 

licy of its own. The land was never allowed to bring anything like 
its full market value. By the provisions of the same act certain por- 
tions of the land which had been reserved for the purpose of establish- 
ing schools were ordered, to be sold for not less than $10 an acre, and 
many of them were sold for more than that price. This shows the value 
of the land at that time. 5 

PROFIT BY THE GOVERNMENT. 


Although the Government substantially gave away much of the Jand, 
yet by the army and navy sales, sales to heads of families, by rents, 
sales of school farms, sales to loyal citizens, and other transactions, it 
made a profit of $418,414.93. This will appear by the following figures, 
taken from pages 28 and 29 of the committee’s report: 


Total collections by— 


D . i Gbangelchat , $704, 987. 27 
W. R. Cloutman.., 53.511. 33 
A. I. Ransier. . . . dess dees „EFT e ee 2, 934, 29 
821, 382. 89 
Deduct— 
S T T $363, 570. 67 
Penalties... 132.76 
Interest 27, 284, 99 
Sale of maps... . 24.00 
Certificate fees . 4, 465.50 
Miscellaneous 365. 15 
Balance... s... 248. 00 
Cash from predecessors. 3,444. 4 
Miscellaneous sales.... 604. 
Cash from predecessor .. 2,514.71 
Miscelianeous collections. 52. 25 
Due collector.......... 255. 18 
Miscellaneous sales 6.00 
402, 967. 96 
418, 414. 93 


And the Government has had the use of nearly the whole of this 
amount for a quarter of a century. : 
I know of no case in history, Mr. Chairman, parallel to this, Shall 
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this be allowed to stand as the sole exception to the generous policy 
pursued by the Government since the war? Gentlemen must realize 
that it demands a remedy. No remedy can be given except of the 
kind provided by this amendment. The lands can not be recovered, 
because the Supreme Court has decided, in the case of De Treville 
against Smalls (98 U. S., 513), that the direct-tax acts were constitu- 


tional and that the courts can consider no other E than those 
allowed by the acts, to wit, that the land was never liable to taxation, 
or 2 the tax had been paid, or that the land had been redeemed 
since sale. 

While this has been decided, yet the Supreme Court have rendered 
several decisions subjecting the Government to claims of various kinds 
because of the manner in which the law was enforced. Thus, in the 
Taylor case, already mentioned, it was held that the Government must 
refund to the owner the surplus proceeds arising from the tax sale, 
over and above the tax and charges. Also, it has been decided in sub- 
sequent cases that in South Carolina the assessment and rate of taxa- 
tion were illegal, and that the commissioners made illegal charges of 
interest, and that the Government was liable to the land-owners there- 
for, and the Treasury Department is constantly engaged in paying 
such claims. So it will go on year after year, the Government har- 
assed by multiplicity of suits and the claimants deriving no substan- 
tial benefits from them. This amendment proposes to settle these 
claims once for all and to redress, as far as may be, the hardships which 
these people have suffered. 

The argument presented for the appropriation of the many millions 
of dollars covered by this bill is that the tax was collected from some 
States and people and not from others, and this inequality must be cor- 
rected by a return of all the money collected, and a large majority of 
both Houses of Congress favor the passage of the bill upon that ground. 
Can any gentleman who favors the bill refuse to vote for the amend- 
ment? You propose to refund to the Empire State her two and a half 
millions, and to the great State of Pennsylvania her nearly two mill- 
ions, and to the rich State of Ohio her million and a half, and vet hesi- 
tate to give back to these impoverished people, whom T have the honor 
to represent, a mere pittance of what has been taken from them! Why 


return to the citizens of the Southern States the taxes paid by them 
and refuse to the people of Beaufort any compensation for the loss of 
their entire property | That property, sacrificed by the tax-gatherers 
to collect something over $11,000, would have sufficed to have paid the 
taxes of the wealthy State of New York! 

The profit made by the Government by its purchase of these lands 
exceeds the tax quotas of twenty-four out of the forty-three States and 
Territories; and it has been in the Treasury for a quarter of a century! 
If you pass the bill and reject the amendment what reason can be as- 
signed for the glaring inconsistency? The question is, gentlemen, not 
whether the American Congress can afford to redress this wrong; it is 
whether we can afford to leave it unredressed. 

The details of the amendment are few and simple. The value of 
each class of property is fixed by the amendment so that each member 
can readily understand its scope; and, moreover, there will be no op- 
portunity for making exorbitant claims against the Government based 
upon extravagant values. The lots in the town of Beaufort are valued 
at the rates placed upon them by the commissioners themselves for tax- 
ation. Planting lands of the best class are valued at $10 per acre—not 
one-half their former value. All other lands are rated at $1 per acre, 
Each person receiving payment for their lands is required to execute a 
release to the Government aud to the holders under the tax titles of all 
claims of every kind and description whatever arising out of the en- 
forcement of these acts. 

Mr. Chairman, there is hardly a State in this Union that does not 
shelter some of these unfortunate people. Many have passed away in 
strange lands yearning for their beautiful homes, others linger on the 
stage oppressed with poverty and borne down with increasing years, 
Soon they will all cease to wonder at the strange fate that made them 
wanderers without homes—they of all others whose homes were their 
world. A few years more and they will all be alike, beyond the 
greedy grasp of the tax-gatherer and the kindly help of the American 
Congress. While there is yet time let us, the representatives of a gen- 
erous pesple, see to it that no possible reproach attaches to their name 
by giving millions to wealthy States and yet refusing all aid to the 
only people in this broad land whom the law has made homeless. 
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